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clerks authorized by the third section of the act of March 
3, 1553, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 39t of June, 1854,” in the office of the Register 
ofthe Treasury, three clerks of class four, 10 include the 
clerk now authorized to take charge of the redemptien of 
stocks; and in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
five clerks of class two, and fifteen clerks of class three ; 
and such clerks shall be paid according to the provisions ot 
aaid section, outof any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. President, two of these clerks are proposed 
to be added to the Treasury Department as sta- 
tistical clerks in the Register’s office; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury says it is indispensable to 
have them, in order to answer the calls for statis- 

„tics. The other clerk in this office, for whom we 
propose to provide, has been there undera special 
act, but was not brought under the classification 
made last year. This only brings him within the 
classification, and legalizes his employment. We 
propose to add twenty clerks tothe Pension Office, 
so asto make the whole number sixty-nine in- 
stead of forty-nine, as at present. That estimate 
was made for theclassification a year ago or more, 
and there were then in the Pension Office some- 
thing like one hundred and forty clerks; but it was 
supposed that the business would diminish, and 
therefore only forty-rine clerks were estimated 
for. The Commissioner of Pensions does not 
think that he can get along with less than sixty- 
nine, and hence it is proposed to add twenty to 
the present forty-nine. That is the object of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment of the 
- Committee on Finance is to add the following sec- 
tion: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the compen- 

sation of the special mail agent of the Post Office De- 
partment in California shall be —— thousand dollars per an- 
num, such rate to take effect in virtne of this provision 
from July, 1, 1853. 
. Mr. GWIN. I move to fill the blank in that 
amendment with “five,” so as to make the salary 
$5,000, and I will state the circumstances under 
which the amendment is proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance. When this officer was appointed, 
and his commission sent out to California, the 
compensation was $1,600 a year, and he would 
not accept it at that salary. The services of such 
an officer were indispensable; and this gentleman 
was one of the most competent men in the State, 
and had the confidence of all sections. The dele- 
gation in Congress from California stated to him 
that if he would accept the office and discharge its 
duties, they would exert themselves to have the 
compensation placed at thesum which Į propose. 
That document is in the hands of the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance. 

In addition to that, there is a letter from the 
postmaster at San Francisco, stating that the ser- 
vices of this gentleman were indispensable, and 
that he would not accept the office unless he had 
this compensation guarantied to him, at least so 
far as the delegation in Congress from that State 
could do so. ; 

The Postmaster General has recommended, in 
his annual report, that this increased salary should 
be given, and he has estimated for it at $4,009. 

. He has always agreed that the salary should be 
$5,000, but inasmuch as that of the postmaster at 
San Francisco is but $4,600, he thought to give 
the post office agent in California a larger salary 
would not be treating that postmaster well; but 
that officer himself has sent a letter here, since 
that estimate was made, urging that his salary 
should be placed at $5,000. ro) 

The motion to fill 
agreed to, and the amendment, as thus amended, 
was adopted. 

Mr. PEARCE. I am instructed by the Com- 
mitted on the Library to offer the folowing amend- 
ment: 

For continuing the preparation and publication of the 


stereotyped catalogue of the library of Congress, £5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mi. MASON. Jam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to move to amend the 


50 


the blank with “five” was | 


| desires an explanation I will give it. + 


| mittee for the District of Columbia to offer the 


| that this appropriation is one regularly asked for 


_ that they should 
| the purpose of getting a sufficient supply. Under 


| That plan has been submitted to and approved by | 


| mer will probably pass away before he can give | 
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bill, by adding at the end of the appropriations for 
the Department of State, the following: 


_For payment to John Bozman Keer, in addition to his 
salary and allowances, a chargé d'affaires to Nicaragua, 
the amount of his expenses on the journey to San Salva- 


dor and Guatemala, and of his expenses at those capitals, |, 


under his commissions to the Governments of those Repub- 
lies, together with a full outfit as chargé @affuires to the 
“ national representation” of Central America. : 
I will simply say, that I conferred with the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, and I 
understood him to concur with me that the larger 
portion of this amount ought at least to be consid- 
ered asa deficiency, because it might have been 
paid out of the fund for contingent intercourse 
with foreign nations. If gendemen desire to hear 
the history of the case F will give it with pleasure, 
but the amendment has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and I think there 
can be no objection to it; but if any gentleman 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr, PRATT. Í am instructed by the Com- 


following amendment: 
For continuing the works for bringing water into the city 
of Washington, $500,000. 


Av. President, in the first place, I desire to state 


by the War Department. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the Secretary of War, addressed to the 
chairman of the committee, asking for this appro- 
priation, and assigning some reasons why it should 
be made at this time. I will read it: 


Wark DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, February 11, 1854. 
Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith a communi- 
cation from Captain M. C. Meigs, corps of engineers, in 
charge of the Potomac aqueduct, presenting important con- 
siderations in support of his request for an early appropria- 
tion for that work, and beg leave to ask for it the favorable 
action of the Committee for the District of Columbia at as 
early a day as practicable. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JREF. DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Moses Norris, 
Chuirmun Committee for the District of Columbia. 


J have before me the original provision, making 
an appropriation for this purpose. It was made 
in these words: 

«c T'o he expended under the direction of the President of 
the United States for the purpose of bringing water into 
the city of Washington, upon such plans and from such 
places, as he may approve, $100,000: Provided, That if the 
plan adopted by the President vf the United States should 
require water to be drawn from any source within the limits 
ot Maryland the assent of the Legislature of that State 
should first be obtained.”? 

I desire to state, that one of the engineer corps 
was detailed by the President, for the purpose of 
making the surveys and necessary examinations | 
in reference to the proper point from which water 
should be brought; and Í believe it was necessary 
go into the State of Maryland for 


the plan which has been adopted, water is to be 
brought from the Great Falls of the Potomac river. 


the President, and the ground has been surveyed | 
and a portion of the work has been commenced, 
The Department is now unable, for the want of 
money, to proceed at this season of the year, 
which is the most favorable for the prosecution of 
the work. m 
Under the law of 1852 there was a provision | 
contained in an appropriation bill, in a clause as | 
to the building of the east wing of the Patent Office, 
a clause which I understand has been interpreted | 
by the Department to refer to all contracts. Itis | 
in these words: “ And that all contracts shail 
hereafter be advertised at least sixty days before 
the letting.” So that the engineer who, under the 
control of the Government, now has the manage- 


ment of this great improvement, is unable to adver- || 
: tise for contracts fog the aqueduct, and the neces- 


sary works for bringing the water into the District; 
and if you delay the appropriation until the gen- 
eral appropriation bills are passed, the whole sum- 


the required notice of sixty days, and get a con- 


tract under that notice for the purpose of having 
the work done. The Secretary of War deems it 
very important that the appropriation should be 
made at once, so as to enable the officer to adver- 
tise the contract, to get the work done, and to sup~ 
ply us at once with the water which was contem- 
plated by the original provision. I hope, there- 
fore, there will be no objection.to the amendment 
proposed. 

Mr. PETTIT. I wish to inquire of the Sena- 
tor whether it is supposed that the additional 
$500,000 will complete this work? 

Mr. PRATT. It will not. 

Mr.PETTIT. $100,000 were appropriated last 
year, and now $500,000 are asked for. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator has had the op- 
portunity of having full knowledge on the subject; 
for the report of the engineer having charge of the 
work was placed upon our tables at the commence- 
ment of the session. The pipe in which the water 
is to be conveyed is to be nine feet in diameter. 
it has been changed by direction of the President 
from the original plan—seven feet; and the whole 
cost will be $2,300,000. There has already been 
appropriated $100,000. The work is, therefore, 
about to be commenced, If we are to prosecute 
the work, it is manifestly right that we should 
make the appropriation now, so that the whole 
summer may not be lost to the parties who are to 
carry on the work. Those Senators who believe 
that it ought not to be done by the Federal Gov- 
ernment will vote against the amendment; but I 
hope that every Senator who believes that it is 
proper upon the part of this Government to bring 
this supply of water into the Federal city will 
vote for the amendment. If the appropriation is 
to he made, it is right that it should be made now. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Į trust that will be the 
issue, and I want it raised distinctly. I am one 
of those who do not believe that it is any part or 
parcel of the duty of the Federal Government to 
bring water into this ‘city of magnificent dis- 
tances. ™ I think the original appropriations ought 
to have been fought more thoroughly, especially 
by western men, who have to contest week after 
week, and night after night, for an appropriation 
of $50,000, or half that, to remove the largest ob- 
structions which are in the greatest rivers of the 
West, or for any little railroad bill which does not 
take a dollar out of Uncle Sam’s Treasury, but 
by which hè gets more than he would have got if 
that land had not been appropriated. _ I wish now, 
to have a test vote; and I call for the yeas and 
nays upon the amendment. The Senator from 
Maryland has presented the question fairly, as he 
presents all questions; and I wish to inquire of 
him now how many millions it will take to com- 

lete this magnificent water establishment? 
Mr. PETTIT. Fifteen or twenty millions, I 
pose. 
Mr. PRATT. I have stated already. 
Mr. PETTIT. That statement is as to the 
iron pipe, if I understand it. 

Mr. PRATT. Isay that the whole work, by 
the increase of the capacity of the pipe required 
under the President’s direction, from seven to-nine 
feet diameter, according to the present plan, which 
‘will give a plentiful supply of water to. this city 
for ages to come, will cost $2,300,000. i 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. That is according to 
the estimates. We have had some experience as 
to custom-houses and various improvements of 
this sort heretofore, and | apprehend that, before 
the work is done it will cost probably double that 
amount. But this is mere conjecture on my part. 
The amount mentionéd by the Senator, however, 
is very large. 1 trust that we shall not commit 
ourselves to the expenditure of such an immense 
sum of money for this work. F ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment. : 

Mr, PETTIT Will the Senator from Iowa 
allow me to ask whether there has not been a 
proposition to bring this water here in an abund- 
ant supply for a far less sum, and whether he 
has seen any proposition of the kind? 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa.. I have not. 
Mr. PETTIT. It was suggested to me by a 


su 
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various projects. One was to bring water from 
Rock creek, which is the creek dividing George- 
town from Washington city. The engineers made 
an estimate of the amount of money which it 
would require to bring water from that source. 
Another plan was to have an immense reservoir 
at the Little Falls of the Potomac, and to have the 
water pumped from the Potomac into the reservoir, 
and pipes to carry it from there to supply the 
District, and the amount necessary to carry out 
that plan was estimated. But the plan adopted 
by the President was to bring the water from the 
Great Falls of the Potomac, in a pipe nine feet in 
diameter, which will give a supply not merely for 
the present generation, but for all generations to 
come—a plentiful supply for the Federal and 
National city, 

l had hoped to get the vote of my friend from 
Towa for this proposition. As he did me the 
honor to say of me, 1 will say of him, that he 
certainly states his propositions broadly, and he 
comes directly to the point. f have always found 
him liberal towards other sections of the Union, 
as he expects others to be liberal to him. He 
says, however, that the West have to fight for 
every mere pittance for which they ask, and yet 
here isan appropriation for a different section of 
the country of $2,300,000, and he thinks it ought 
to have been fought originally harder than it was, 
and that every Senator ought now to look it in the 
face, and vote against it. Sir, I do not think it 
comes well from that section of the country to say 
they do not receive their full share of the appro- 
priations of this Government. They do not count 


the public lands which are appropriated for the | 


improvement of their various States as anything. 
I do not object, as I stated the other day inci- 
dentally, to those appropriations; but in the name 
of all that is good, let us have the credit of mag- 
nanimity and generosity in agreeing with them 
that they sball appropriate this public treasure for 
their own individual purposes, only to be inci- 
dentally advantageous to us of the old States. 
Let us have the credit of it, at any rate; and 
when here isa work in which they are equally 
interested with us, a work intended for the na- 
tional city, for that city planned by the Father of 
his Cowury, intended to be the seat of Govern- 
ment of this great Republic, as F hope it will be 
for all future time, let us not look at such an ap- 
propriation as this, and say it is sectional in its 
charneter. Whatmakes it sectional? Is it alone 
for the people living here? It is for your Federal 
city. lt is for the capital of this great Republic. 
Do you call that sectional? It is for a magnifi- 
cent work; sucha one as is appropriate to the Na- 


tional Capital; such a one as the American people | 


should feel proud to have in the capital of the 
country. Are weto let New York, jaluimore, 
Philadelphia, and the other cities of the States of 
this Union, who, by theirown mere city resources, 
are enabled to make these improvements, surpass 
the Federal Government in any improvement of 
utility of this sort? 

I hope we shall have the yeas and nays npon 
this question, and that it will be considered a test. 
If we intend to go on with this work, let every 
Senator who intends to do so vote for the amend- 
ment, [agree that those who are opposed to it 
should vote against the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I voted last spring against 
commencing this work; but it has been com- 
menced, and therefore Í do not think this a test 
question. We had a test question at that time. 
Are we to have a test question whenever it is pro- 
posed to make an appropriation to earry on this 
work? The matter was wel! considered last year, 
and I then opposed this work. I do not recollect 
how my friend fram Towa stood in regard to it, 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Lalways voted againstit. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I recollect very well that 
I voted against it, and made a speech against it 
myself, on the ground that the city authorities and 
the people of this city were abundantly able, like 
those of other cities, to supply themselves with 
water; but on that occasion | was overruled, as I 
was in regard to the large appropriations for the 
extension of the Capitol. I believe this Capitol, 
as it now stands, is large enough for all constitu- 
tional legislation, though for the purpose ofagrand 


consolidated empire, I confess it is not large 
enough. 

But, sir, in respect to the water works, the ques- 
| tion was decided a year ago. The work has been 
commenced; it has been well commenced. This, 
being the seat of the Federal Government, should 
have such a work as has been commenced. Lam, 
therefore, willing to vote for this appropriation; 
but I rise for the purpose of saying, that this was 
not a test question. The test question was when 
we commenced the work. Having commenced 
it, and approving the plan as | do, | shall vote for 
the appropriation, , 

Mr. BROWN. Ishall vote for this appropri- 
ation. 1 was on the committee in the Flouse of 
Representatives which made the first report in 
favor of this project. I wasin favor of it then, 
have been so ever since, and am so now. In 
every view in which { have looked at the subject, 


| the Government itself. 


What are your records worth? And what is your 
defense against that destroying element which 
consumes so much of private and public property 
everywhere? Suppose a fire breaks out to-mor- 
row in one of the Departments, shall you have 
| the scenes which you had when the Treasury 
building was burnt down, and when the General 
Post Office was burnt, ay, sir, and when the li- 
| brary of your Capito! was burnt, and you had 
notthe means of putting out the fire? 

Mr. PETTIT. There was plenty of water. 

Mr. BROWN. 
that there was plenty of water. Sir, the little 
pool in front of the Capitol was exhausted, and 


ciple causes why the library was burnt. 


tie buildings sufficient to put it out if it were on fire 
to-day. The preservation of the vast amount of 
| property you have here in buildings, and the infi- 
|| nitely moreimportant property in records, is worth 
twenty times the cost of this work. 


buildings, or construet public works of any kind 

bss, or cons pany ’ 
I am for doing it in the most substantial’ manner 
possible, and in a manner which shall reflect credit 
upon the Government. 


appropriated some, } do not know how many, 
| thousands of dollars, in bridging the Potomac, and 
yet have no bridge there yet. ftis this niggardly 
spirit of economy which wastes more money than 
| it would require three times over to do the thing 
right at the beginning. 
far-seeing old statesman [Andrew Jackson] had 
been pursued in reference to the construction of a 
bridge across that river, you would now have a 
work there worthy of the nation, and one which 
would not be required to be reconstructed every 
i two or three years, He wanted to put up a 


think very unwisely overruled. 


ducing water into the city of Washington, there 
isa good and sufficient reason, growing out of that 
fact, to introduce it in the proper way, and to so 
construct the works that they will last not only 


: for $600,000 or $700,000. 
| with any such story. 
| could be done ata less cost than some millions; 


i was not humbugged 


|! $3,000,000. 
New York paid $15,000,000, I believe—I do not 
| know but that the sum was larger than that—to 


city, Suppose we pay one third of that sum 
; for introducin 
tat 


| be required, to introduce an abundant supply here 


1 regard the work as one which is necessary for | 
Why, sir, what amount 
of property have you in the District of Columbia? ` 


The Senator says, in his seat, | 


everybody knows that that was one of the prin- 
You | 
| have not water surrounding any one of your pub- į 


Whenever you undertake to put up public | 


he e If the thing is worth | 
doing, it is worth doing well. You have already | 


If the plan of that great, ' 


national bridge, one which would reflect credit on | 
the country, but in that he was overruled, and I | 


If there is a good, substantial reason for intro- | 


during this generation, but during all generations, | 
L know very well that when I served on the Com- | 
mittee of the House, they told us, as an induce- : 
ment to undertake the thing, that it could be done : 


I never dreamed that it: 
and I have not, therefore, been startled by the ac- : 


| count given by the Senator from Maryland, that | 
we were asked to appropriate some $2,000,060 or ` 


| introduce an abundant supply of water into that | 


to protect your Capitol, to protect all your various 
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i Departments, to protect the house in which the 
i! President lives, to protect all your public records, 
l when every man knows, and must admit, that all 
i| those things are insecure without the water? If 
| you will show me that there is already an abund- 
{ant supply here, at the disposal of the public for 
| public purposes, I will abandon my position; but 
ifrom a pretty close investigation of the matter 
| originally, I came to the conclusion that you had 
no such supply; that your records had been burnt, 
and publice buildings destroyed, and are liable to 
be burnt and destroyed again, for want of a suf- 
| ficient supply of water. I therefore went for an 
| appropriation originally; I have been for it ever 
| since, and I am for it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe it is very desirable 
that we should have water for some of the objects 
indicated by the honorable Senator from Missis- 
i| sippi; but Edo not think it devolves exclusively 
upon the Federal Treasury to provide the means 
for introducing it. If we expend this money— 
$3,000,000; for I dare say it will be $3,000,000 or . 
i $4,000,000—the result of it is, that the Federal 
|| Treasury is used for the purpose of improving and 
; enhancing the value of the private property of 
| gentlemen in the city of Washington, without a 
ii single dollar being contributed by them. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The same might be said of a 
proposition to appropriate money to build the 
| walls of the Capitol. All improvements have the 
i| effect mentioned vy the Senator. 
Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I have two objec- 
| tions to the gentleman’s proposition. In the first 
place, I do not regard this as the capital of a na- 
i| tion at all. 
| Mr. BROWN. What is it the capital of? 
Mr. BOTLER. Of the Confederacy. 
Mr. BROWN. Very well; take it that way. 
Mr. BUTLER. lam not willing to take the 
| Federal Treasury to improve the property of in- 
| dividuals without those individuals contributing 
| something. But Igo upon another ground. Jf- 
i this money is to be expended exclusively under 
the responsibility of Federal agents—I do not say 
| national agents—it will be abused, as all other ex- 
| penses havebeen. If you put it in some measure 
t 
I 


i under the security of private individuals having 
some control over it, it willbe properly expended. 
I shall vote against the amendment. ` 
| Mr. GWIN. I shall vote against the amend- 
| ment. Jam in favor of the principle, and voted 
originally to commence this work, but 1 am op- 
posed to putting half a million of dollars on this 
deficiency bill when it has already been loaded 
i| down. ‘Phe Committee on Finance have with- 


| more money than I supposed it would when I 
| voted for it originally; but 1 shall certainly vote 
against it on the deficiency bill. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—y eas 20, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—Mes Ajlen, Badger, Bayard, Brodhead, 
! Brown, Douglas, Evans, Everett, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, 
:| Hunter, James, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, Stu- 
art, and Swnne H 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Butler, Clay, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hamlin, 
Jones of lowa, Pettit, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Thonison of New Jersey, Wade, Williams, and Wright—17, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary to submit the following , 
| amendment: 
| For payment of the claim of Thomas N. Johnson for his 
i marshal at the port of Shanghai from the 9th of 
care io the Lith of September, 1853, the sum 
I submit the letter of the Secretary of State, 
which shows the ground on which the appropria- 
i tion is proposed to be made. 
Several Senarors. There is no objection to it. 
| The amendment was agreed to. i 
Mr. BADGER. I have an amendment which 
| I wish to offer, to come in as a separate section. 
‘itis for the purpose—which the Senate will see, 
1 I think, upon its being read—of preventing what 
i is likely to be a very undignified contest between 
the two Jlouses,as to which shall first order a 
document to be printed. It is the following: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the provision 
contained in that portion of the seventh seetion of the act 
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of the 26th of August, 1852, entitled ‘An act to provide for 
executing the public printing, and establishing the prices 
thereof, and for other purposes,’’ which provides, that when 
any document shall be ordered to be printed by bath Houses 
of Congress the entire printing of such document shail be 
done by the printer of that House which first ordered the | 
same is hereby repealed; and when different printers are | 
elected each shall do the printing for the House electing 
him; and so much of the printing for the Executive Depart- 
ments and Bureaus of the Government as is ordered by the 
said act to be done by the public printer shall be equally 
divided between the printers of the two Houses. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire simply to state, before 


the question is put on that amendment, what wili į; 


be evident to every Senator on a momént’s reflec- 
tion, that it will increase the cost of our printing 
to precisely the amount of the composition for ail 
the Senate work. It will be recollected by Sena- 
tors that when the bill changing the contract sys- | 
tem for printing, and substituting printers to be 
elected by the two Houses, was under considera- | 
tion, the provision proposed to be repealed by the | 
amendment was inserted to guard against the į 
additional expense. The Senator who introduces | 
the amendment says it is to obviate a difficulty | 
arising from an indecent haste in either branch of | 
Congress in ordering the printing of a document 
which may be first sent to it. 

Mr. BADGER. I said to avoid a contest be- 
tween the two Houses, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senator said inde- | 
cent contest as to which House should first order 


printing. 
Mr. BADGER. I said undignified. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 1am notawarethat any such 


contest has arisen, and I have seen no necessity 
for such a contest. l suppose that in the end the 
present system will produce precisely about the 
same results as would follow if this amendment 
were adopted; thatis, that of the composition each | 
printer would get about his proportion in the ordi- | 
nary case; while, by this amendment, there will be | 
an additional expenditure for the composition of | 

i 

| 


1 
t 
I 
} 
i 
| 
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this branch of Congress. How much it would 
amount to I am not prepared to say. It would 
perhaps be $10,000 for this session, or atany rate, 
$10,000 for the Congress. If the Senate are dis- 
posed to incur that additional expense, and change 
the provision of the law, I have no objection; but 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Having been 
for several years on the Committee on Printing in 
the other Elouse, and not understanding exactly 
how much expense this amendment will involve, 
and as there is no probability of getting through 
the bill to day, I move the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall go on and 
get the bill reported to the Senate, at least, to day. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I have an 
additional section to offer myself, which I know 
will not be gotten through with in less than two 
or three hours. I believe this is the first adjourn- 
ment | ever moved in my life; but 1 know I am 
right now. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, March 29, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wituiam H. Mivsurn. | 
TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. | 

i 


Mr. COBB. | rise to a privileged question; | 
and before I make any remarks, l desire to state | 
that, in anything Í may say, I do not intend to cast | 
any reflections upon the Speaker, because I know | 
the difficulty he has in hearing. When the motion | 
was made on yesterday evening to go to the busi- | 
ness upon the Speaker’s table, I made three dis- | 
tinct objections to it, which can be testified to by : 
twenty-five men present; but the Speaker did not | 
hear me. The gentleman who has the bill in| 
charge first taken up—the indigent insane bill—is | 
confined to his room. 1 was opposed to taking | 
the bill up because the friends of the measure | 
were not present to advocate it. lam in favor of | 
the bill. . ere 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, is this in | 
order? 

Mr. COBB. I am not going to be out of order. | 

Several Mempers. State your point of order. į 

Mr. COBB. My point of order is, that I made 
three distinct objections to going to the business | 
upon the Speaker’s table; but the Speaker, I sup- | 
pose, did not hear me. I think that the House | 


might agree, by unanimous consent, that the bill 
to which I refer should go back, and resume its 
place upon the Speaker’s table; and then, when 
we proceed legitimately to the business upon the 
table, it will come up first in order. 

The SPEAKER. In justice to himself, the 
Chair begs leave to say to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Coss] that he did not hear the objec- 
tions made by him, and did not know what the 
bill was, as some one was conversing with him at 
the time—although it was read—until a motion 
was made for the previous question. He then 
learned, from the conversation upon the floorrather 
than from the reading of the title, what the bill 
was. The Chair certainly could not have been 
influenced by any improper motives. 

Mr. COBB. The House, I think, ought to allow 
the bill to go back upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] who made the motion in rela- 
tion to this bill, is not in his seat, and I shall object 
to any disposition being made of it, if I have power 
to do so, until that gentleman shall be in his seat. 


'The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- |i 


stand the gentleman from Alabama {Mr. Coss] 
ag raising a question of order, but as making a 
proposition to the House. 

Mr. COBB. {| hope the friends of the measure 
will consent that the bill shall resume its place on 
the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Reports arenowin order from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HENN. I desire to report back Senate 
bill No. 92, being ‘a bill for the benefit of settlers 
and occupants of the town of Council Bluffs, in 
Jowa,” and I ask to have it put upon its passage. 
I will merely state to the House, that it is but a 
simple proposition to allow the people of Council 
Bleffs to enter the lands on which their town is 
situated at $] 25 per acre. 


The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle- || 


man from lowa will be good enough to suspend 
his remarks until the bill is reported. 

The title of the bill was read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 

Act for the benefit of the citizens and occupants 
of the town of Council Bluffs, in Iowa. 

The bill was then read in extenso. 

Mr. HENN. I would state, Mr. Speaker, for 
the information of the House, that by the act of 
May 23, 1844—the general act on the subject— 
the town is authorized to enter a half section of 
the land on which itis located. Thetown of Coun- 
cil Bluffs is laid off and builtin ravines, It is an 
old Mormon town, having been originally settled 
by that people. It is builtin ravines extending a 
mile up, consequently the whole of the town does 
not come on any one half section; and it is there- 
fore necessary to give its citizens and occupants 
the right to enter a whole section, in order that 
they may compromise the entire of the town within 


| it. This bill—which has been passed by the Sen- 


ate—merely gives to the inhabitants the benefit of 
entering, at the price of $1 25 per acre, a whole 


| section instead of the half section which they were || 


authorized to enter by the act of Congress of May 
93, 1844. I presume there will be no objection 
here to the bill. It was unanimously agreed upon 
by the Committee on Public Lands in both 
Houses. I therefore ask, Mr. Speaker, for its 
passage at this time. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and subsequently read a third time, and passed 

The SPEAKER. Reports are still in order from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 


Mr. DISNEY. I desire to submit a report from |; 


the Committee on Public Lands, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk for the purpose of its being read. 


The Clerk accordingly proceeded to read the re- | 


port, which is adverse to the House bill referred 
to that committee, making a grant of public lands 
to the several States and Territories in the Union 
for the benefit of the indigent insane persons. 

Before the Clerk had finished the reading of the 
report, 

Mr. ORR said: I desire to inquire of my friend 
from Ohio what purpose ħe proposes to accom- 
plish in having this report read? : 

“Mr. DISNEY. The reading is two thirds 
through with, and I desire that the House should 
hear it. 

Mr. ORR. 


of this character read in open House. I think: it 
would have been much better to have -had. it 
printed, and allow members to read. it for them- 
| Selves. f * fad 

Mr. DISNEY. My object is to have the report 
printed, but inasmuch as it is upon a vêry import- 
ant subject, I think it desirable that it- should. be 
read through. Iwill-again state to the gentleman: 
that the reading of the report is two thirds through, 
and I hope no objection will be made to its being 
finished. Bree : 
| Mr. ORR. I will say to my friend frm Ohio, 
| that if the reading is nearly completed, I will not 
| now object; but if I had known at the outset the 
| length of the document, I should have objected. I 
| think it is much better to follow the usual course, 
| and have these documents printed without reading. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 desire to ask if the report is 
accompanied by a bill? 

Mr. DISNEY. | hope gentlemen will. not 
| take up any more of the time of the committee 
| by objections. ‘The reading will be through in a 
| 


| minute or two, if they will allow it to go on. 

Mr. HAVEN. T was not objecting to. the 
reading of the report. I inquired if it was accom- 
panied with a bill? 

The SPEAKER. It does accompany a bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. At this point I will say to 
the House that I have a minority report to: make 
in favor of- the bill, I have itin my hands,.and 
if the majority report is read to the House, I shall 
ask that the minority report may also be read as 
soon as the reading of the other is: completed. 

Mr. DISNEY. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman’s report being read. I hope the reading 
will be proceeded with. Lo : 

Mr. KERR. I desire to know if the objection 
of a single member can prevent the further reading 
of this report? d 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made to the 
reading of a document, the question must, be put 
to the House whether leave shall be granted. 

Mr. DISNEY. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will not object. 

Mr. KERR. 1 have never before objected to 
anything in this House; but it is impossible to 
hear the report as read from the Clerk’s desk, even 
if any good purpose were to be accomplished by it. 
If the gentleman from Ohio has any object in 
having the House listen to this reading at this 
time, I will not object; but I really do not see what 
object can be accomplished by it, 1 object to the 
further reading. take: 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina desires to know the reason why this report 
should be read. I will give hima reason, and a 
| reason which I think will be satisfactory to him 
and-to the House. 1 happen to- be 6né of the mi- 
| nority of the committee which has reported against. 
this bill. I am myself in favor of the bill, and 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Is it iti order to debate 
the bill at this stage of the proceedings? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina desired to hear a reason why the reading of 
this report should be proceeded with, and | rose 
for the purpose of giving that reason. _ 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw my objection. — 

The Clerk then proceeded with the reading of 
; the report. 

Mr. DISNEY then claimed the floor, 

Mr. BENNETT. I appeal to the gentleman 
| from Ohio to allow me to make a counter report 
to that which has just been read, and to have it 
| read also. Itis unfair, I think, to submit ‘along 
argument upon one side of a question and refuse 
| to hear the other side. 3 

Mr. DISNEY. I haveno objection to the pre- 
| sentation of the minority report. 2 

Mr. BENNETT. Then I ask the consent of 
i the House to allow me to present a minority 
| report, and to have it:read. 

| Mr. ORR. 1 object. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask for a vote of the 
House on the question of the reading of the report. 
I say that it is unfair to allow a long report upon 
one side to be read, and then to refuse a hearing 
to the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina objects to the reception of the report. It 
cannot therefore be read. 


|, to the report being received? 
It is rather unusual to-have papers ' 


Mr. BENNETT. Does the gentleman object 
Well, I suppose Í 
the. gentleman 


‘have a right to make the report, 
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from Ohio having yielded me the floor for that 
purpose. Ss 

Mr. ORR. I have no objection to the report 
being received, but Í object to its being read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Disney] is entitled to tne fioor, 

Mr. BENNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
has yielded me the floor; and | want the Chair to 
rule whether I have a right to make the report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Diswey] submit any motion? 

Mr. DISNEY. I movethat the report just sub- 
mitted be laid upon the table and printed, and that 
the bill accompanying it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, that order 
will be made. 

Mr. COBB. T object to the reference. 

Mr. BENNETT. | ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to include the minority report in his motion 
to print. f will waive the reading of it, 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the | 


two reports will lie upon the table, and be printed. |! 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The question recurred on referring the bill to | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Before the votcis taken, 


I think that the report from the majority of the {| 


} 
H 
t 
j 
i 


committee is a very able and important one, and 
expresses some very wholesome truths, and that 


it would be very important to send a good many jf 
I therefore move that | 


copies of it to the country. 
ten thousand extra copies of it be printed. i 

The motion was referred, under the rule, tothe | 
Committee on Printing. i 

Mr. BENNETT. I move for the printing of | 
the same number of extra copies of the minority 
report. 

This motion received the sume reference as the 
foregoing one. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to inquire if it is 
in order to move that a special committee be | 
appointed, to whom this bill may be referred?! 
believe that, in the last Congress, a bill of this | 
character took that direction. Jt certainly is a f 
bill of great importance; in connection with which 
a very able report has been made bythe chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands. It is due to 
the friends of the bill to have an opportunity of 
answering in a way, at least, which will be so far 
Vw 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is there not a motion 
pending that the bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that it be referred to a 
special committee. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not be | 
in order except by the unanimous consent of the 
House. 

Mr. TAMILTON. I object to the motion of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. 
refer the bill to the Committee of. the Whole on 
the state of the Union, 

Mr. DEAN. Is that motion debatable? 

Mr. HAVEN. 
Committee of the Whole prevent a motion to refer | 
to any other committee? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is there not a special commit- 
tee upon this subject. i 

The SPEAKER. There is no such special 
committee. Before n vote can be taken upon the 
motion of the gentleman from New York to refer 
this bill to a special committee, the motion to refer | 
it to the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union must be first disposed of. i 

Mr. HAVEN. Iso understand it. It occurred 
to me that it would bein order to move to refer j 
the bill to a select committee, to be appointed by 
the Chair, 
the course that hag been heretofore taken in reg 
to this matter. 


The SPEAKER. 


t 


i 
H 


ard 


The Chair will entertain 


the motion indicated by the gentleman from New 


j 


York, after the motion to refer the bill to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union hag 
been disposed of, i 
Mr. DEAN. These motions are debatable, I i 
believe. ʻi 
The SPEAKER. They are debatable; but the | 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Diswey] has the floor. | 
I call for the reading of the bill. | 


Mr. DEAN. 


hop 
| ge 


The motion pending is to i 


Does the motion to refer to the |) 


li 
consisting of nine members, which is |) 


ji 
| 


i 


The bill having been read through by the Clerk, | 
Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The previous 
uestion has been demanded, consequently no fur- 
ther debate is in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Speaker, what is the 
| previous question ? 
| The SPEAKER. It is on referring the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, we do not want it to be re- 


|i ferred to the Committee of the Whole; we want it 


assed. 

The House was then divided on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and fifty-nine 
| members voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HENDRICKS 
and Bocoex were appointed such tellers. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 72, noes 51. So there was a sec- 
ond. i 

The question then recurring upon ordering the 
| main question to be put— 

Mr. WARREN moved to lay the bill upon the 
table, i 

Mr. BENNETT. 
“upon that motion. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was then put; and decided in the 
| negative—yeas 71, nays 89; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Aten, Willis Aten, 
e, Tuomas H Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Beil, Boeock, 

5 Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Jolin G. 
Davis, Dean, Dent, Disney, Dowd Eastman, Eddy, Ed- 
orion, Bliott, Bhison, Muller, Goode, Grow, Uamilton, 
| Sampson W., Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, 
; Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Johnson, Daniel F. Sones, George 
| W. Jones, Rotand Jones. Keitt, Kidwell, Kittredge, 
| tham, Maedonatd, MeMutlin. MeNair, MeQueen, Macy, 
t Maxwell, Mills Murray, Nichols, Olds, Orr, Jobn Per- 
i Kins, Powell, F <¢, Robbins, Rufin, Seward, Shannon, 
Shaw, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Vansant, Walsh, Warren, John Wentworth, 
and Daniel B. Wright--7). 

NAYS—Mess 


i 
{ 
t 


I call for the yeas and nays 


i 
i 


‘nett, Bugg, Carpenter, Chandier, Charebwell, Clingman, 
| Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Daw- į 


| sou, Dick, Dickinson, Dunbar, Bdmands, English, Rithe- 
ridge, Everhart, Parley, Fenton, Flagter, Florence, Good- 
rich, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hill, Howe, 
| Hunt, Ingersoll, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Lilly, Lindley, 
MeCusloch, McDougall, Matteson, John G. Müller, Smith 
| Miller, Norton, Packer, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Penning- 
| ton, Bishop Perkins, Phetps, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Par- 
year, Ready, David Ritchie, ‘Khomas Ritchey, Russell, 
| Sabin, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Singleton, Skelton, 
! Samuel A. Smith, Willian R. Sroith, Stranb, Joha J. 
| Taylor, John L. Taylor, ‘Thursion, ‘Pracy, Trout, Upham, 
| Wade, Walker, Walley, Hilihu B. Washburne, Isracl 
| Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheel- 
er, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer— 89. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
; motion to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. COBB. Is that motion debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
will the next question be upon putting the bill upon 
| its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House refuses to refer 
the bill, as a matter of course the question will 
be upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. PECKHAM., Is this the Senate or House 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis the Honse bill. 

Mr. COBB. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the pending motion. 

Mr. LATHAM. Is itin order to move that 
: the rules be suspended, and the House resolve 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
i of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. 


i 
i 
i 
; 


! It is not. 
| tion ordered, it must be now put. 


| refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 


—ycas 83, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
| Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bliss, Bo- 
cock, Boyce, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Shurchwell, Clingman, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dent, Disney, Dowdell, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, 
Ellison, Fantkner, Fenton, Fuller, Grow, Hamilton, Hast- | 
ings, Tendrieks, flenn, Hibbard, Houston, Johnson. Danicl | 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keit, Kidwell, f 
Kittred Latham, Lindley, MeMutlin, McNair, McQueen, 


. Aborerombie, Appleton, Beleher, Ben- | 


If this motion is defeated, | 


€ f The previous |, 
question having been seconded, and the main ques- į 


The question was then taken on the motion to : 


state of the Union; and decided in the affirmative i 


Reese, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Gerrit 
Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Rich- 
ard R. Stanton, John J. Taylor, Vansant, Wade, Walsh, 
Warren, Wells, John Wentworth, Witte, and Daniel B. 
t—88. 
tY 3— Messrs, Abercrombie, Appleton. Banks, Belcher, 
Bennett, Bugg, Carpenter, Chandler, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, 
Cox, Cutilom, ‘Phomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Dunbar, 
Edinands, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Florence, 
Goodrieh, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hill, 
Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, Kerr, Kuox, Kurtz, Lane, Lilly, 
MeCulloch, John G. Miller, Norton, Parker, Peck, Peck- 
ham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, 
Ready, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seymour, 
Simmons, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Straub, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, ‘Trout, Upham, 
Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Washburme, Israel Washburn, 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Hendrick B, Wright, and 
ZLoiicotier—72, 
So the bill was referred. 


| Mr, BOCOCK. I move that the rules be sus- 
| pended, and that the [Louse resolve itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a question of 
Îi privilege. J move that the vote by which the bill 
f last under consideration was referred to the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
H reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider do 
i lie upon the table. 
! The question was taken; and the latter motion 
i agreed to, 
| Mr. BOCOCK., 
; motion. 

APPRENTICES FOR THE NAVY, ETC. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Task the gentleman from 
Virginia to give way to allow me to ask the unan- 
imous consent cf the House to introduce a bill, of 
| which previous notice has been given, for the 
purpose of having it referred. 

Mr. BOCOCK. J will give way for that pur- 
pose, if no one objects. 

‘There was no objection, and 

Mr. FLORENCE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced ‘a bill to provide for apprentices in the 
United States naval service, revenue service, and 
marines’? which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


STEAM FRIGATES FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Before asking a vote on the 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, I desire to submit another 
motion, which I suppose hag preference; I move 
the usual resolution to close debate upon the steam 
frigate bil} at two o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, That is too early; I hope 
the gentleman will say in two hours after its con- 
| sideration shail have been resumed to-morrow. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The speeches which are to be 
made upon the Nebraska question can just as well 
be made upon any other biil. I suppose there will 
be no more general debate upon the steam frigate 
bill. 

Mr. COX. That isa very short time for the 
disenssion upon a bill of this importance. I hope 
the FIouse will not close debate upon it at that 
time. 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. I would 
| suggest, in addition, that to-morrow is private bill 
day, and that will limit the time for debate still 
! further. 

Mr. BOCOCK. To-morrow is Thursday, and 
therefore not private bill day. At the request of 
| my friend from North Carolina, (Mr. Cuiveman,} 
| however, I will so far modify the resolution as to 

fix the time—two hours after the committee shall 
resume the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. DAYIS, of Rhode Island. 1am opposed 
to the resolution of the gentleman from Virginia, 
and I nope the House will vote it down. It ig 
allowing too little time for discussion. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I will say to the gentleman, 
that if 1 thought any gentleman desired to speak 
upon the subject of the bill, £ should be disposed 
to give the largest opportunity; but the speeches 
allseem to be upon the subject of Kansas and 
Nebraska, and they can be delivered just as well 
upon another bill, which will come up as soon ag 
thisis disposed of. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that the resolution 
may be read as it now stands. 

The Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I would ask the Speaker if 
it does not require the unanimous consent of the 


| 
| 
i 
H 


IT now ask for a vote upon my 


Macy, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, Millson, Murray, | 
Nichois, Olds, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, 


House to introduce the resolution? 
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The SPEAKER. Itdoesnot. Theresolution 
is a privileged one. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. I move to 
amend the resolution, by fixing the time at a week 
from to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having 
been demanded, no amendment is in order. 

The question was then put en seconding the 
eall for the previous question; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 40—— 

Mr. ROBBINS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
FLorReNcE were appointed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make a single inquiry 
of the Chair. if the House should refuse to-mor- 
row to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, what would be the efect 
of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. That difficulty occurred to 
the Chair, but he did not feel himself at liberty to 
suggest it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like the gentleman 
from Virginia to afford members aa opportunity 
of voting to close the debate in Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow at two o'clock, That would 
be definite. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Many gentlemen object to so 
early a closing of discussion on the bill. If it 
be desired, I shall modify the resolution as sug- 
gested. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Asthe resolution now stands, 
we are all in suspense as to when the debate really 
terminates. Let the time be definitely fixed; at 
least, let the gentleman modify his resolution so 
that the House may have an opportunity to vote 


on the proposition to close the debate to-morrow |; 


at two o’clock. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If compliance with the gentle- 
man’s suggestion, I will so modify my resolu- 
tion. 

The House was then divided on seconding the 
call for the previous question; and there were— 
ayes 66, noes 64, So there was a second, 

The question thea recurred on ordering the 
main question to be put. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 


The question now being on the adoption of the | 


resolution— 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Iinois, moved to lay 
theresolution upon the table,and upon that motion 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 63, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Appleton, Bugg, Carpen- 
ter, Chandler, Cook, Corwin, Thomas Davis, Dean, Dick, 
Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Goodrieh, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, 
Hill, Howe, Daniel T, Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lyon, Me- 
Culloch, Macy, Matteson, John G. Miller, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Parker, I eck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, Ready, David Ritehie, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shan- 
non, Simmons, Hestor L. Stevens, Jobn L. Taylor, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Walsh, Ellisu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tap- 

an Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, and Yates—63. 


NAYS—Measts. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis ‘Allen, | 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Caruthers, | 
Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Curtis, John | 


Appleton, Banks, 
Chastain, Chrisman, 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, 
Elliott, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 
Goode, Green, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Witey P. 
Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hou-ton, Hunt, Inger- 
soll, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, 
MeNair, McQueen, Maxwell, 
Bliltson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Reese, Rich- 
ardson. Thomas Ritebey, Robbins, Rufin, Seward, Sey- 
mour, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, John J. Taylor, ‘Thurston, Vansant, Walker, Warren, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—-94. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution; and being put, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BOCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put on the latter motion; and 
it was agreed to. 


Lily, Lindley, McMutin, | 
May, Mayall, Smith Miller, | 


‘reason of the many 


Mr. BOCOCK then moved that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. HAMILTON 


| in the chair.) 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the business be- 
fore the committee was the consideration of the 
special order, being. House bill (No. 52) ‘to 
authorize the construction of six first-class steam 
frigates, and for other purposes; upon which 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BarxspaE] 
was entitled to the foor. 

Mr. BARKSDALE said he proposed to devote 
the brief period of time to which he was entitled 
under the rules of the House, to the investigation 
of the bill to organize the territorial governments 
of Kansasand Nebraska, and answer at least a few 
of the objections which had been urged against 
its passage; and it might be proper for him to re- 
mark, in the commencement of what he intended 
to say, that in this connection it was not his pur- 
pose to enter into a discussion of the abstract 
question of slavery. So far as the argument was 
concerned, it was not necessary that he should do 
so. Neither would he discuss the general pro- 
visions of the bill. They are similar to the details 
of all bills organizing territorial governments; 
which have from time to time been passed by Con- 
gress; and he took it that it will meet with but lit- 
tesit any opposition, and certainly none on prin- 
ciple. 

The first objection he had heard urged was, that 
it was premature; that it is ananomaly in legisla- 
tion, and that the white population of those Terri- 
tories was not sufficient to demand the passage of 
this bill. This objection, however honestly enter- 
tained or plausible, will not stand the test of facts 
and scrutiny; and however much we may have 
objected to and doubted the propriety of the policy 
generally of introducing this bill, it was now be- 
fore the House, without any agency of theirs; and 
now that it is here, it was their solemn duty to 
examine it dispassionately, and discuss it frankly 
and fully, and act on it with an eye single to the 
best interests of thecountry. “They who have the 
greatest facility for acquiring information, say that 
there are American citizens in those Territories; 
and one undoubted fact of this is, that they have 
elected a Delegate to Congress, who is now here, 
seeking, in the name of the people whom he rep- 
resents, the protection of this Government. 

He referred to other proofs in support of his re- 
marks, and said no southern man, with the light 
shed on this subject within a few years past, and 
a knowledge of the exciting scenes of 1850, espe- 
cially on the admission of California, can hesitate 
as to the propriety of promptly passing this bill. 

He likewise replied to other objections, insist- 
ing that the bill made full and ample provision for 
the protection of the Indians in those Territories. 
As to the Missouri compromise, he did not view 
it as a compact between the North and the South 
to be preserved by the people forever. The South 
acquiesced in it, but never indorsed it. The North 
itself, however, had disregarded it in more in- 
stances than one, and had repeatedly rejected it 
when offered by the South. 

Mr. B. spoke for one hour. A report of his 
speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. NORTON next addressed the committee 
on the same subject, and in opposition to the bill, 
declaring that the Nebraska-Kansas bill was sin- 
gular in its history, origin, and phraseology, by 
emendations it underwent 
after it was reported in the Senate. Mr. N. spoke 
an hour. A report of his speech will be found 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. KEITT obtained the floor, but yielded it to 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, who moved 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and theSpeaker 
having taken the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the special order, being House bill *¢ to authorize 
the construction of six first-class steam frigates, 
and for other purposes,” and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 


COMMUNICATION FROM INTERIOR DEPART- 
MENT: ; a 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 10th instant, containing informa- 
tion as to the amount of appropriations which 
have been made by the Government, from. time to 
time, for the benefit of the Cherokee Indians east, 
and the Cherokee Indians west, of the Missis- 
sippi, from 1815 to January, 1834; and also stating 
under what law or treaty each appropriation was 
made. : 
On motion by Mr. McMULLIN, the commu- 
nication was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 
On motion by Mr. HAVEN, the House then 
adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o'clock, m. 


_IN SENATE. 
Taurspar, March 30, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SuicER. > 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 
GEOGRAPHICAL LIBRARY. Í 

Mr. EVERETT, Iam requested, sir, to pre- 
sent the memorial of the commitieepf the Amer- 
ican Association for the Advancement of Science, 
recommending the establishment of a geograph- 
ical department in the Library of Congress.. 

This is a very able memorial, and presents, in 
a very striking light, the importance of and the 
necessity for such an establishment. . It is signed 
by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, [Prof. 
Bache:] by the Superintendent of the National 
Observatory, [Lieutenant Maury;] by the Chief 
Engineer, (Colonel Abert;] by Colonel Force, of 
this city, well known for his acquaintance with 
this subject; by General Totten; by Lieutenant 
Davis, who is the Superintendent of the Nautical 
Almanac; by Professor Guyot, avery distinguished 
geographer; and by Mr. E. B. Hunt, an intel- 
ligent officer of the Engineers of our Army. con- 
nected with the Coast Survey. | will not take up 
the time of the Senate by dilating upon the im- 
portance of the subject; but I move the reference 
of. the memorial to the appropriate committee, 
which is the Committee on the Library. i 

It was so referred. 


AID TO COLLEGES. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I am requested to 
resent the memorial of the faculty of’ Cumber- 
and University, situated at Lebanon, Tennessee. 

The memorialists represent that there are in the 
United States one hundred and nineteen.chartered 
colleges and universities, at which there are, at 
this time, s6ine twelve thousand. young: men in 
the course of education, receiving’ instruction. 
They represent that many of these institutions are 
struggling with great pecupiary embarrassments, 
and are thereby prevented from extending the 
benefits of instruction to a great number of the 
youth of the country who are ready and desir- 
ous to receive an education at these institutions, 
dt is their opinion that ño public interest is of 
greater importance than the diffusion of the means 
of education among our citizens in every part of 
the Union; and as the public domain is, as, they 
understand, the common property of all the States, 
they pray that one township of land may be 
granted to each of those institutions. I move that, 
without reading, the memorial be referred: to.the 
Committee on Public Lands. ; è 
The motion was agreed to. i 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I am also.charged 
with the presentation of the memorial of Elder ©. 
Collins and sixty-four others, delegates of the. 
‘churches composing” the Baptist Association for 
West Tennessee. These memorialists set forth 
that they are members of a large body of Chris- 
tians in the United States. I believe they are, save 
one, the most numerous denomination in the 
United States, for, by the last census, they appear 
to be about three millions in namber. i 

The memorielists represent that, in their opin- 
ion, the Government of the Unitet States should 
open negotiations for the purpose of securing the 
enjoyment of the rights of conscience to our citl- 
zens in foreign nations inamity with this countrys 
and they ask for an expression-of the opinion of 
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religious sects, Protestants, Roman Catholics, 
Jews, and even Mohammedans, the full enjoyment 
of the rights of conscience in this country, it is a 


proper and rightful subject for negotiations with | 


foreign nations. They think, on this ground, we 
may justly claim some reciprocity of privilege on 
our part, especially with those civilized nations 
which are in amity with the United States. 

I am aware that the Executive branch of this 
Government has interested itself heretofore in this 
subject, and I believe that some treaties have been 
made securing the privileges of our citizens in this 
respect, both with the States where the Roman 
Catholic is the established religion, and with Pro- 
testant States; but perhaps a great deal more can 
be done. Since the great increase of the facilities 
of travel abroad, and the extension of our com- 
merce, we know that a very general interest is 
awakened in regard to those of our citizens who 
are traveling in foreign countries. ‘I'he religious 
people of the United States particularly are deeply 
concerned when they find, that in many countries 
of Europe their fellow-citizens are obstructed in 
the exercise of the right of religious worship, in 
accordance with their own conscientious convic- 
tions. Our citizens who are traveling abroad for 
information or for pleasure are becoming very 
numerous; and this subject, therefore, is one of 
great importance. I have heard from other sources, 
and indeed | have seen some cases myself, where 
even the rights of sepulture have been denied, 
under circumstances calculated to awaken a very 
deep interest in the religious communities of the 
United States. 

I know, sir, that there would be great delicacy 
on the part of the Government in pressing this 
subject with many of the States of Europe, but 
it seems to me that the Government might well 
do so without committing itself to anything im- 
proper. I think that by opening negotiations with 
other Governments, and representing to them the 
extensive privileges in this respect which we con- 
cede in this country, we might obtain some reci- 
procity from those countries which are in amity 
with us, and with whom we have extensive com- 
mercial and social intercourse, at least there is 
ground for such an expectation. [think this might 
well enough be pressed without committing the 
Government to any offensive course or any strin- 
gent measures for that purpose. I move that the 
memorial be referred tothe Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to, 


NEBRASKA TERRITORY BILL. 

Mr. BADGER. I,desire now to present the 
remonstrance to which I alluded a few days ago, 
of David W hite, senior, and forty-two others, citi- 
zens of North Carolina, against the passage of the 
Nebraska bill, Among the signatures which are 
appended to it, I find sixteen ofthe name of White. 


[ presume they are all members of the respectable | 


Religious Society of Friends in various parts of the 
State. I merely wish to mention that their oppo- 


sition to the bill is grounded upon the supposition | 


that the provision in the bill to which objection is 
made will be an act of injustice or some breach of 
national faith; and as ] have every reason to be- 


lieve, from the character of the remonstrants, as far | 
as I know them, and from the fact that they are | 


citizens of North Carolina, that they are reason- 


able and just men, I think it highly probable that | 


by this time, after the discussion which has taken 


place, they have found that they were entirely ` 


mistaken, and that the bill is neither unjust nor in 
violation of the national faith, and have therefore 
withdrawn their opposition to it. I movethatthe 
remonstrance lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of owners of 
tug or towing steamboats employed in the reve- 
nue district of New York, praying that all such 
boats not carrying passengers may be exempt 
from the inspection required by the act of August 
30, 1852; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


i of Michigan residing in the country bordering on 
: Lake Superior, praying the improvement of the 
| harbors on that Jake; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of A. C. 
Carter and others, praying for further protection 
| against the infringement of patents; which was 
i referred to the Committee on Patents and the Pat- 
| ent Office: 

Also, two petitions of citizens of New Jersey, 
remonstrating against any infringement of the Mis- 
! souri compromise; which were ordered to lie on 
i the table. PA 
|! Mr. BAYARD presented a petition of citizens 
: of Delaware, praying that the duty on galvanized 
i iron, and galvanized tinned iron, may be increased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Juan 
Manuel Luco, and José Leander Luco, praying 


i 
| 
t 
i 


i tract of land in the State of California before the 
Board of Commissioners for settling claims to 
lands in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of Jean Baptiste Beaubien, of Illinois, praying in- 
demnity for the loss of certain lands in the city of 
Chicago, in said State, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. ‘I'he report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom were referred 


| Rhodes, for compensation for improving the mail 
road between Mobile and New Orleans, submit- 
| ted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom were referred a bill to authorize 
the sale of Rock Island, in the State of Hlinois, 
and for other purposes; and the petition of David 


reported the bill back with an amendment, in the 
|i form of a substitute 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred a petition of 
the representatives of Thomas E. Anderson, for 
|i extra services rendered by him as Consul at Tri- 
| poli, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
| for their relief. The bill was read a first time, 
‘and ordered to a second reading. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 
| Ordered, That the memorial of L. E. L. A. Lawson be 
| withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
» Committee on the Judiciary. 


| On motion by Mr. TIAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of William Davis be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
; nuttee on Naval Affairs. 
JOHN GUZMAN. 
Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John 


j| ordered to a second reading. 

| Mr. SLIDELL. I ask the Senate to put that 

| bil upon its passage now. l am sure that when 
the report, which is a very short one, is read, there 

{ie peer 

i will be no objection on the part of the Senate to 

ji its passage, 

Mr. PETTIT. Lam satisfied, after a thorough 
investigation of the subject, that the bill ought to 
pass. It will not occupy any length of time to 
act upon it now. 


: consent, and considered as in Committee of the 
: Whole. 


firmation is to recognize his claim to the school 
section embraced in it, if the school authorities 
aecede to it, and will take other land in lieu of it. 
dt is provided, also, that the confirmation of his 
; title shall only operate asa relinquishment forever 
on the part of the United States, and shall not in- 
terfere with any other adverse rights which may 
exist to any part of the land claimed. 


Mr. STUART presented a memorial of citizens | 


he pclae ; © j 
permission to file their evidence of title to a certain 


documents relating to the claim of Thomas j 


B. Sears, praying the right of preémption to a | 


certain tract of land, settled and improved by him, | ; >: atiti pr : 
[| cuting the public printing, and establishing the prices 


Guzman, of Louisiana; which was read, and | 


‘The bill was read a second time by unanimous | 


| 


i 
| 
| 

il 
ji 
il 
i| 


i 


i 


: tion as it went to the House. 


third reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the amendment from the 
House of Representatives, to the joint resolution 
of the Senate, authorizing the expenses of codify- 


; ing and revising the revenue laws, have directed 
: me to report it back, and to recommend that the 
' Senate concur in the amendment. 


i ask that it 
may be considered at this time. 2 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to consider 
the amendment of the House. .. 

It is to strike out all after the resolving clause, 
and insert the following: 

That there be, and hereby is, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be nee ry, to pay for prepar- 
ng a general revenue law in accordance with the resolution 
of the Senate, passed in January 1852, and the necessary 
expenses; and that the Secretary of the Treasury report to 
Congress at its meeting, in December next, the items of 
such pay and expenditure, 

Mr. HAMLIN. That proposes to strike out 
$10,000 and insert $5,000, which I suppose will 
pay the expenses of codifying up to this time, and 
perhaps something more. It would have been far 


i| wiser, in my judgment, to pass the Senate resolu- 


But the House has 
not done so; and } am instructed to report, as I 
have done, in favor of concurring; but, atthe same 
time, | state, that when the eivil and diplomatic 


| bill comes to the Senate, from a letier of the Sec- 
| retary of the Treasury which I have, it will be 


necessary to make an additional appropriation. 
The amendment was concurred in, 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill from the House 
of Representatives “to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1854;” the pending question being 
upon the amendment of Mr. Banger to add the 
following as an additional section: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the provision 


contained in that portion of the seventh section of the act 
of August 26, 1852, entitled “An act to provide for exe- 


thereof, and for other purposes,” which provides, that when 
any document shall be ordered to be printed by both 
Houses of Congress, the entire printing of such document 
shall be done by the printer of that House which first or- 
dered the same, is hereby repealed; and when different 
printers are elected, each shall do the printing for the House 


; eleeting him; and so mueh of the printing for the Execu- 


tive Departments and Bureaus of the Government as is or- 
dered by the said act to be done by the public printer shail 
be divided equally between the printers of the two Houses. 


Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding the following: 


Provided, That from and after the 3d day of March, 1855, 
the said act, entitled ** An act to provide for executing the 
public printing, and for other purposes,” be, and the same 


: is hereby, repealed: And provided also, That no contract or 


engagement made by either of the Executive Departments, 
or the authority of either House of Congress, under and by 
virtue of the provisions of said acf before the time of the 
repeal, shall be vacated or impaired, and no law or resolu- 
tion repealed by said act shall, by the repeal thereof, be 
revived or enforced. 

Mr. President, the object which I have in offer- 
ing that amendment is to place the question of 
the public printing in such position that it may be 
fairly considered in both Houses of Congress, as 
to the ultimate system which is to be adopted. 
My own views of the proper system I have sub- 


,mitted in a bill, which was adversely reported upon 


by the Committee on Printing. That bill I still 
intend, during the session, to call up and ask the 
sense of the Senate upon it. I wish it to standin 


a position in which it may have fair play; and I 


am perfectiy aware, that while the existing law 


| stands it will be very easy to overthrow the bill 
and prevent its being carried through, even though 
-a majority of Congress be in its favor. 
|i you provide that after the 3d March, 1855, there 

ft proposes to confirm to John Guzman a cer- 
tain tract of land described in the bill, which con- | 


But if 


shall be no law upon the subject, except what in 


, the interim you may pass, then I think a fair con- 


sideration of the whole subject will be had anda 
proper bill will be passed, and whenever such a 
bill is passed after discussion, and on the deliber- 
ate convictions of Congress, I shail be willing to 
abide by it in every respect. That is the object 
of my amendment. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I am opposed to the 
amendment. I am very well satisfied that there is- 
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a difficulty attending the two Houses, as the law 
in relation to the public printing now stands. The 
House of Representatives has, at this session, 
elected one printer, and the Senate another; and that 
raises a difficulty. But it seems to me that, without | 
going into the merits of the amendment, it is alto- 
gether out of place. Thatamendment has no ref- 
erence to the bill under consideration, which isa 
bill making appropriations to provide for deficien- 
cies incurred 1n the operations of the Government. 
Here is an amendment that has no kindred posi- 
tion to that; and it seems to me that if the Senate 
understood the facts correctly the amendment 
would not be pressed to the bill. 

Conceding, however, that a majority of the Sen- | 
ate are inclined to adopt some provision for the | 
purpose of remedying the existing evil, it occurs | 
to me, without a thorough investigation of the | 
subject, that the expense involved ia the adoption | 
of the amendment would be sufficient to deter the 
Senate from annually entailing upon the Govern- 
ment the great amount which will be incurred by 
it. If I am not mistaken the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing [Mr. Hamin] has in his pos- | 
session statistics which, from his position, hehas 
obtained, and which, | presume, at the proper 
time, 'he will lay before the body, to sustain the 
‘position which I take. The fact cannot be denied 
that there is a difficulty in disposing of the print- 
ing to be done for this body in connection with 
the House of Representatives, as the law now 
stands. That is a question which the committee 
has now before it; it has caused more or less em- 
barrassment; but even in order to obviate a diffi- | 
culty of that kind by entailing a heavy expense | 


upon the Treasury of thecountry, it seems to me i 
| 


Senators should pause before they attempt to in- 
graft it upon this bill. Lf 1 am not incorrectly in- 
formed, the change proposed by the amendment 
will make a difference of between $10,000 and | 
15,000 a session. Connected as I am with the | 
ommittee on Printing, I am satisfied. that there 
should be some modification of the law, but notin | 
the mode contemplated by the amendment. I| 
think a provision could be made which would not 
entail on the Treasury the very heavy expense | 
which would be entailed by this amendment at 
each annual session of Congress. 
- Now, what is proposed here? Becausethere is 
a disagreement between the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate in the selection of the gentle- 
men who are to execute their printing, it is pro- 
posed to obviate the difficulty by incurring this 
extraordinary expense. If I am not mistaken, 
by the most clear and conclusive calculation, as 
demonstrated by the gentleman who has in charge | 
the public printing of the country, the increase of | 
cost will be between $10,000 and $15,000. Ido 
not wish to be understood as taking side with this 
or that printer. I am perfectly content, as the 
majority of the body has elected a gentleman to 
transact the public printing, that we shall put it 
in such a form that the work for this body shall | 
go to him; and, far from opposing, I would invite 
an amendment in the way of some modification of 
the law as it now stands, which would rid it of 
the difficulty which is now encountered in the dis- 
position of the work. The law under which the 
printers have been ‘elected, if Iam not mistaken, 
contemplates that the same printer shall do the 
work for both Houses of Congress. It goes upon 
that hypothesis—that the work shall be done by 
the same printer; but that happens now not to be 
the fact. 

Mr. BAYARD. It provides that each House 
shall elect separately. : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I know that it provides 
that each House shall elect a separate printer; 
but, if you scrutinize the law, I say you will see 
that it must have been the sense of Congress 
that the work should be done by the same printer. 
Look at the difficulty which has arisen, and I 
presume that is the reason for offering the amend- 
ment. The law provides, that all the printing 
of any work which is ordered to be done by 
either House of Congress shall be done by the 
printer of the House which first orders its print- 
ing. Now, look at the difficulty which has arisen | 
from this provision in a special case. Some | 
weeks ago the mechanical portion of the report of | 


tent Office was sent to this body, and or- |! This proposition is ‘simply that the printer elected 
Perens $ by the Senate shall have the control of the printing |) 


dered to be printed. 
went to the printer of 


the Senate. After that, the | 


agricultural portion of the report was sent in to,.! 


As a matter of course, It | 


‘| view of impressing upon the Senate the idea that 


and ordered to be printed by, the House. The 
contest is now, who is entitled to the printing of 
that second portion? It is an adjourned question. 
It is an undetermined question now before the 
joint committee of the two Houses; and how are 
we to dispose of it? It is a legal question, to be 
determined by legal investigation, in order to see 
which, according to the law, is entitled to the 
printing of the first and second parts. 

Now, if the honorable Serfator who has offered 
the amendment will put itin such a form as to 
remove the difficulty, without incurring the heavy 
expense which is here contemplated, l assure him 
I am not disposed to thwart the action of this body 
in the selection of its printer, and I will vote for 
any amendment which will uot entail on us the 
expense which his amendment will entail. As it 
is, we are meeting difficulties at every point. lam 
anxious to obviate these difficulties; but I am not 
anxious to obviate them at the heavy and extra- 
ordinary expense which will be entailed upon the 
country by theamendment. If the honorable Sen- 
ator who has offered it, or any other Senator, will 
offer such an amendment as will carry our print- 
ing to the printer of this body, ridding it of the 
expense which the pending amendment will incur, 
and lead to no more expense than is already in- 
curred under the present law, I am prepared to say 
that the Senate should be gratified in giving its 
printing to him who has been selected by the ma- 
jovity of the body. I have no feeling on the sub- 
ject. I am not opposing the amendment simply to 
benefit this individual or that; but I want to obvi- 
ate the difficulty and relieve the Committee on 
Printing from the responsibility which now at- 
taches to it. At the same time, however, I do not 
like to incur the extraordinary expense, which 
will ensue, if the amendment be adopted. 

It seems to me that the Senator who has offered 
the amendment could devise some plan by which 
the power could be delegated to the committee, or 
to the Superintendent of the Public Printing, to 
parcel out the work to the printers, and to require 
the press-work, and other materials to be used in 
common, without throwing upon the Government 
this heavy outlay of money. Itseems to me that 
such an amendment could be offered without dif- 
ficulty. In such a case the Superintendent of the 
Public Printing might determine, when the work 
was ordered by one House, and afterwards also 
by the other, that the same press-work and every- 
thing else should be used for it by the gentleman 
who prints for the body last making the order. It 
is not, therefore, for the purpose of showing any 
favoritism to this press or to that press, but it is 
for the avowed object of bringing this to the no- 
tice of the Senate, to admonish the body of the 
consequences that will ensue, if the amendment 
be adopted, that 1 have submitted these remarks. 
it was but the other day that I spoke to a distin- 
guished gentleman on this floor, and told bim that 
the law as it now stands, and as the printers are 
now selected, throws difficulties, in the execution 
of the law, before the committee—and difficulties 
which will be found to be serious. But is it not 

ossible that we can now agree to place the print- 
ing upon such a footing as to avoid the increased 
expense, and at the same time award our printing 
to the gentleman who has been selected by this 
body? It is not with the view of preventing that 
that Lam combating the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina; but it is with the sole 


I believe this can done, while at the same time we 
can avoid an extraordinary expense. I have no 
feeling for this gentleman or for thatgentleman, so 
far as the printing is concerned. I am willing at 
all timesto yield to the majority who have at their 
pleasure selected a gentleman to discharge the 
work, and to award him what we order to be 
printed ; but Ido not wantto do it underthe heavy 
penalty imposed by the amendment. i 
Mr. WELLER. I regret very much to differ 
on.this occasion from the Senator from Alabama. 
Ordinarily he is right; but if I understand the ob- 
ject proposed by this amendment, it issimply this: 
‘each branch of Congress is authorized, under the 
existing !aw, to elect a printer for its own printing. 
Under the law as it now stands, the Senate and 
the House of Representatives each elects a printer. 


which may be ordered by the Senate; and that the 


ing. 


printer who is selected by the House of Represent- 


atives shall, in like manner, have the control of 
the printing ordered by that body. If there- be 
any defect in the law as it now exists, itis hythis: 
that we are allowing other persons to“have the 
control of an office which, under the existing law, 
we are authorized to fill. ° We may elect a' public 
printer, who is ostensibly the printer of the Sen: 
ate; and yet, under the law as it now stands, by 
the agency of some other body, or by trickery or 
management, that office. may be. rendered en> 
tirely valueless, It is to prevent that; itis toomake 
the officer or the Senate independent of the:action 
of the other branch of Congress, and to give him 
the control of that printing which we may choose 
to order, that this proposition is made. That‘ is 
the principle incorporated in the amendment, and 
that is the whole of it. ` S 

So long as we elect a public printer, [should 
like to know upon what ground my friend from 
Alabama would concede to the other House of 
Congress, or to any of the Departments, or to thé 
Superintendent of the Public Printing, the decision 
of the question as to the amount of printing which 
should be done by that officer? Ifit is found in- 
expedient to have the two officers; the two print- 
ers, one to each branch of Congress, let us abolish 
the law, let us change it; but so long as our public 
printer is intended-to be independent of the other 
branch of Congress, let us retain to ourselves the ex- 
clusive right of directing what amount of printing 
shall bedoneby him. ‘That is the whole object of 
the amendment. Why should it be otherwise? 
Why should we connect these two publié printers 
any more than the duties of the other officers of the 
Senate and the House? Why not have a connection 
between the Sergeants-at-Arms of thetwo branches 
of Congress? If you intend that, in regard to the 
public printing, each branch of Congress shall be 
independent—if you claim the right for each 
branch of Congress to select its public printer— 
let the duties of the two printers be so separated 
that there never can be any conflict between the 
two branches of Congress as to who shall do the 
public printing, Everybody knows that there haa 
been a contest as to which branch should first 
order the printing of any important public docu- 
ment, for the purpose of giving it a direction to 
the printer of either this or the other branch. 
The amendment, in my judgment, is simply a 
proposition to dissolve the connection—to make 
our printer independent of the other branch. Let 
each one take care of its own officers; let each 
branch of Congress be responsible for what print- 
ing it orders; and then the people will know where 
to attach the blame, if any blame there be. 

Mr. BAYARD. As I never desire to embar- 
rass the amendment of any other gentleman. I 
will withdraw my amendment. I think, however, 
that the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina only illustrates the evil of the whole law 
as it now stands. You have got onë of two evils 
to encounter: You must either adopt the amend- 
ment, and increase, to some extent—I. do not 
know to what extent—the expenditures of thé 
public printing; or, on the other hand, if you do 
not pass the amendment, it will lead to an undig- 
nified scramble between the two Houses of Con- 
gress as to which shall dispense the greatest 
amount of patronage to the printer elected by it. 
L consider the whole systerif corrupt and corrupt- 
It makes the printer connected with the 
public press a stipendiary of Congress. It reacts 
upon, and injures the body; and it also tends to 
corrupt that which is a power for evil as well as 
for good—the press. It is my intention, inde- 
pendent of this amendment, which I withdraw for 
the present, to take the sense of the Senate on 
the propriety of continuing a system: which has, 
in my belief, such deleterious results on the whole 
political morals of the country. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. Bav- 
GER’s amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER: I shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina. I have 
no doubt that it will add something to the expense 
of the printing of the two Houses, but I have no 
idea that it will add anything like what the Sena- 
tor from Alabama imagines. There can be at 
present no means of making an accurate estimate 
as to what the additional expense will be. Un- 
doubtedly it will add something; but unless we do 
this, we shall have to engage in that scramble to 
which the Senator from California so well refers. 
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As the law stands whichever House first orders 
the printing of a document sends the whole print- 
ing of it to its own printer; the consequence is that || 
itis in the power of the Departments to say to 
which printer the work shall go. It is in the 
power of the Departments to give the whole of the 
printing to that printer which they prefer, and the | 
consequence may be that the printer of the other 
House may be broken down and lose by it. if 
we have the right, as the law gives it to us, to t 
elect a public printer, it seems to me that we ought | 
also to have the right of sending to him the print- į] 
ing which we order. That seems to me to be but il 
justice. I believe it willavoid disputes if we do iI 
it; and unless we do it, there is danger that dis- 
putes will grow up. How isit inregard to the most 
profitable documents which have been printed ? | 
Here was the census report. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Bropueap] moyed to print | 
that. I believe the first motion made to print it | 
was made in this body; and the Committee on 
Printing, I also believe, reported against it. They 
afterwards fixed upon some other form, and re- 
ported a resolution to the House on the 12th of 
January, when it was agreed to by that body, ! 
while I think it was not reported here until the 
16th of January. If Lam wrong the Senator from ! 
Maine will correct me. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator is certainly li 
wrong. The Senator from Pennsylvania moved 
to print a very small volume, of about fifty pages, | 
called the ‘Abstract of the Census,” of which | 
one hundred thousand copies were printed by the 
House jast year. ‘That was the proposition sub- |! 
mitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. The 
question of printing that document was referred to il 
the Committee on Printing, who reported against 
it. The same committee reported a joint resoln- 
tion for printing another abstract of the census, 
which makes a volume of four hundred pages. 
That was an entirely different thing from the 
other. 

Mr. HUNTER. Task the Senator if that re- 
port was not made inthe [louse on the 12th of 
January, and if it was not made to the Senate H 
only on the I6th, so that the Senate had no chance i 
of giving the printing to its printer? [ask if the | 
Joint Committee on Printing did not report this 
resolution for printing these copies to one branch | 
onthe 12th, and the other on the 16th? L have 
copies of the reports here; they are as follows: || 

| 
} 


“Tn the House of Representative January F}, E354 
“The House then resumed the consideration ofthe follow- | 
ing resolation, reported yesterday from the members of the 
Cosmnittee on Printing, on the puat ofthe House, viz: 
Resolved, That there be printed for (he use at the House 
atives, by the public printer of the flouse, || 
Mid copies of a Compendium of the Seventh 
Census, to be arranged by the Superintendent of the Cen- 
tus, embracing the poputation by towns and counties, the 
ratio tables of population : tables of nativities, births, mar 
riages, and deaths; of the deaf, dumb, blind, insane, and 
idiotie; of schools and colleges: of aggregates of occupa- | 
tious; of churches : of newspap and Hbraries, and of 
agrienltnral products; with Hustrative notes and compara. || 
tive tables: Provided, That the said compendiun shall be | 
printed in royal octavo form, and not exceed four hun- 
dred pages.” 
mi: * bd $ y I 
This resolution wasamended, by inserting “ one 
hundred thousand ” instead of “Rhi y thousand,” 
and it was agreed to January 12, 1854. 
Then, in the Senate, it was 
‘Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senat 
fifty thousand copies of a Compendium of the Seventh i 
Consus, to be arranged by the Superintendent of the Census; | 
embracing the population, by towns and counties, the ratio : 
tables of population; tables of narivities, births, marriages 
and deaths; of the deat, dumb, blind, insane, and idiotie; 
of schools amd colleges 5 of aggregates OF occupations; or; 
churel of newspapers and libraries; and of agricultural |: 
products; with illustrative notes and comparative tables 
Provided, The said compendium shalt be printed in royal | 
octavo form, and not execed four hundred pages.” I 
This was reported from the Committee on: 
Printing by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Ham- i 
11N,] and considered, and agreed to, January 16, 
1854. i 
So then the Senate had no chance to give the i) 
printing to its printer. The report was not made | 
to us untilthe 16th, and the order in the Efouse i 
was made on the 12th, 4 
Now, in regard to the agricultural portion of the: 
Patent Office report, which is the most profitable |: 
document given to the public printer, T heard ore 
day that it was carried to the other Honse, and | 
that they were voting upon it. I went up to the | 
desk of our Secretary, and asked if it had come | 
here. It had not. Now, Lask, is it not obvious, 
in order to prevent these difficulties, if the Senate il 


| of the printing of Congress. 


| exercise the right to elect a public printer, that it 


ought to separate itself from the House, and have 
the means of sending its own printing to its own 
printer? Let each House have its printing done 
by its own printer. That is fair. If the privi- 
lege ought to be given to each House to elect its 
own printer that is certainly fair. 1 understand, 
and the Senator from California tells me that he 


| is informed, on what he believes to be sufficient 
; authority, that the increase in the cost of composi- 


tion, by the proposed amendment, will be only 
$2,500 or $3,000. Had we not better give that in 
order to preserve the right, which the Senate has 
under the law, to elect its own printer? What is 
that right worth if all the work is taken from him, 
and the profits withdrawn from him? So far as | 
am concerned, I never have believed in the propri- 
ety of giving the public printing to editors. I 


have always voted to put it out to contract, or to | 


petup a Government press, or so to dispose of 
the matter as to separate it, if possible, from the 
political press of the country. 1 will vote forany 
scheme which may be tolerably matured to effect 
that purpose; and whenever the Senator from Del- 
aware shall bring it up he will find me aiding him 
with all my power to giveit the force and effect 
of law. But until this is done, it seems to me 


we ought to do something to prevent a scramble | 
between the two Houses in regard to the printing. | 


Mr. HAMLIN. I think there is a good deal 
of misapprehension on the part of Senators in re- 


lation to this matter; first, as to the ordering of | 


the printing; and, second, as to the expense, I 
was originally a member of the Committee on 
Printing, and a member of the select committee 
who reported the biil which changed the system 
! was opposed to 
the passage of the printinglaw. I resisted it until 
1 found myselfalmost alone. FE believed that the 


contract system, fairly and rigidly enforced, would | 
be the best and cheapest, and I constantly resisted i 
I found myself powerless, 


any invasion upon it, 
and this law was passed. F had hoped that those 
who chimed that the system would be pat upon 
a better footing after the passage of such a lawas 
they desired, would not be, at least, the first to 
come here and complain of it. 1 hoped that that 
law might be permitted to remain until it had had 
a fair trial. 1 was opposed to it. I should op- 
pose it now under such a state of things as then 
existed; but inasmuch as the law has been passed, 


| Lam forgiving ita fair trial, and will stand by it 


until it has been fairly tested. 
Oue very essential consideration urged by the 


_ friends of the bill, at that time, was, that it con- 
| tuned an express provision that double composi- 
tion should not be paid and would not be paid, if 


it passed, The Senator who now comes and asks 
us to change the law urged its passage then, upon 
the ground that it provided for one composition 
only. 

Now, let me invitetheattention of the Senate to 
this matter truly, as it exists, for a very few mo- 


; ments. So far as it is a matter of controversy be- 
tween two individuals I have no feeling, and I 
i care not one fig about it. 


The law provides for 
the election of a printer or printers. The House 


jand the Senate, in the exercise of their rights, i) 
| have seen fit to elect different persons as printers, 
i The law made provision as to the manner in which 


theprinting should be disposed of. The printer 


i of the Elouse and the printer of the Senate, then, 
; were respectively elected under thatlaw, with the | 


full knowledge of precisely what were their rights, 


to wit: that each printer would print what was | 


printed exclusively in either branch by itself, and 
that the printer of the House would print such 
documents for the Senate as were first ordered by 
the House, and that the printer of the Senate 
would print for the House such documents as 


i were first ordered by the Senate. ‘Phat was the 


law. So it stood when these persons were elected; 


so it stands now. The amendment proposes to |. 


change that, and to confer the exclusive printing 
of the Senate upon the Senate printer, notwith- 


i standing the House may order the same docu- 


ment to be printed, and thus compel us to pay 
double composition for the same work. 

l think my friend from California suggested 
that the printer was an officer of the Senate, and 
therefore he should be under our control. 


ther, and remove your Superintendent of the Pub- 
lic Printing, for we have just nothing at all to 


Now, į 
sir, if that be the object you must goa step fur- Í 


|! and after they had acted, th 


do with him. I 
When we have passed the order we have nothing 
further todo withhim. It passes from our hands 


| We pass an order for printing. 
! 
| 
| to the Superintendent of the Public Printing; he 
| 
| 


i 


gives it that direction which the law points out; 
and when the document is printed it is delivered 
to him. If the amendment should be adopted, we 
should have nothing to do only to order the print- 
ing; it would then go to the Superintendent, and 
instead of directing it according to the Jaw as it 
now stands, he would direct that everything or- 
dered to be printed by the Senate should go to the 
Senate printer, and everything ordered by the 
House should go tothe House printer. 

Now, in the first place, there is a very consid- 
erable amount of printing in the Senate, which is 
ordered and done by the Senate printer, with 
which the House have nothing to do, because they 
do not ordercopies of the same. That, therefore, 
| belongs to the Senate printer, and thatis not affect 
ed by this in any way. So it is with the House. 
‘itis only with those documents where the same 
| are ordered in each House that difficulty arises; 

and in my humble judgment, notwithstanding the 
; complaint of individuals, at the close of the session, 
| the relative proportion of the two printers will be 
found to be just about in that proportion which 
the printing of the Senate bears to the printing of 
the House. If I am correct in the supposition, it 
would be just to continue our system, and there 
would be a saving of the expense incurred by 
double composition, 

Now, let me allude to a suggestion made by my 
friend from Virginia, in relation to the printing of 
the census, It only goes to show how a man 
may be mistaken, and how information, when 
only partially imparted, may mislead the most 
honest mind. A few words in relation to this 
census document, about which so much com- 
plaint has been made. Whom made by? By 
men who, I apprehend, are interested in the mat- 
ter. I find no fault with them for it, but still E 
think if there is annoyance, it is annoyance by 
the public printers of both branches, and it is not 
an annoyance of their own. We would not be 
annoyed in the transacting of our business, and 
the ordering of the printing, if we were approached 
by nobody, neither by the printer of the House 
or of the Senate. In relation to the printing of 
this census, I have only to say this: The Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropimap] offered a 
j; resolution one day to print an abstract of the cen- 
sus, which was denounced in the Senate lasi ses- 
sion for its inaccuracy. ‘The Senate absolutely 
refused to printit. It was but a small document. 
| It was referred to the Committee on Printing, 
who, on a reéxamination of it, came to the con- 
clusion unanimously that it was not worth while 
to reprint it; that it did not contain any inform- 
j ation which was very valuable, and it was so 

small that it was no object to the printer, even if 
it had been accurate; but we believed it to be in- 
accurate, and reported against the printing; that 
is all there was about it. 

In the House of Representatives a resolution 
was introduced and referred to the joint commit- 
_ tee-—for Senators will bear in mind that the Com- 
mittee on Printing isa joint committee—asking 
the committee to inquiré into the expediency of 
having an abstract of the present census printed, 
The committee gave the resolution a thorough in- 
vestigation. They called before them the Superin- 
tendent of the Census, Mr. De Bow, and they 
; compared with him the various tables of the large 
work which had been prepared, and, after spend- 
| ing several meetings upon it, they came unani- 
mously to the cenclasion to order an abstract to 
be printed, which should not contain over four 
hundred pages, and which should contain what, 
| in their judgment, would be the most useful mat. 
: terin that volume. And let me say, that when 
i itis printed I think it will be vastly more useful 
than the larger edition, because it presents, in a 
; condensed form, facts and figures which are use- 
n ful. While in the large volume it would require 
an addition of different tables together, This, in 
|, my judgment, wil! render it very much more val- 
į vable than the large one. It will contain all that 
s really necessary or useful. ‘fhe resolution 
i requiring the printing of that document emanated 
from the House. The House committee consid- 
ered it first, and made up their minds precisely 
ijas to what they would do. It was their matter, 
e committee on the 
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part of the Senate took the same work, and re- 
ported it, at their very next meeting, to the Senate. 
That is the whole history of that matter. That 
is the long and the short of it. It was, therefore, 
a proposition which originated in the House, 
and which was reported on first by the House 
committee, because it was their proposition. Then 
the Senate committee took their resolution, be- 
cause, from the investigation of the committee, 
they came to the conclusion that that was the best 
compilation which could be made, and for the ad- 
editional reason, that if we took that work, the 
cost of composition would be saved. Lundertake 
to say that if the resolution ordering the printing 
of that work had emanated from the Senate, and 
if the committee had been directed by the Senate 
to investigate, and report upon the expediency or 
the propriety of having such a work prepared and 
‘printed, they would, in that case, have reported 
first to the Senate. I think the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, ifhe had Been a member of the Committee on 
Printing, would have done precisely what we did. 
As a matter of economy, | felt it, as one member 
of the committee, to be my duty to recommend 
the House proposition, after they had matured and 
reported upon it, instead of making a new docu- 
ment which should be substantially the same thing, 
with perhaps the difference of a page or two. 
And let me say that that resolution now meets 
precisely what | understand to be the objection of 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina, which 
is, that the compendium does not include certain 
tables which he deems valuable. That resolution 
authorizes the inclusion of these very tables, if 
necessary ; in other words, it authorizes the Super- 
intendent to add notes which shall convey other 
facts that may be deemed essential. Any modifi- 
cations which may be suggested by Senators will 
be considered by the committee, and, if thought 
necessary, will be put into the work, under the 
resolution as it now stands. The resolution was 
thus drawn for the purpose of accommodating as 
many as it was possible to accommodate; though, 
of course, it is impossible to accommodate every 
body. So much in relation to that work. 
In relation to printing the Patent Office Report, 
I can only say that I know nothing about it. I 
was not in the Senate when either portion of that 
report was sent here. Icame in when the me- 
chanical portion was about being ordered to be 
pened: Í think the Senator from California [Mr. 
ELLER] made the motion to print it, and I came 
in just as he was offering it, and 1 made a sugges- 
tion to him as to the manner in which he should 
present it. That is all that I know about that. 
Now, sir, Jet us see what is the proportion of 
matter which has been printed by each printer. 
One thousand one hundred and ninety-two pages 
have been ordered to be printed by the Senate, 
which are to be executed for the Senate and the 
House. 
ordered the printing of documents containing one 
thousand one hundred and ninety-two pages, which 
are printed for us, and are also printed by the 
Senate printer for the House. The House has 
ordered the printing of three thousand five hundred 
and forty-eight pages, which have been executed 
by the House printer for it and also for the Sen- 
aie, being a proportion as about three to one of 
the pages thus far ordered to be printed. 1 find, 
by a statement which has been handed to me from 


the Superintendent of Public Printing, that the | 


aggregates of the two branches, at the last session 
of Congress, bear about the proportion of two to 
one; or, in other words, the Senate printing cost 
$24,900, while the House printing cost $44,092; 
thus the proportionate cost of the printing ordered 
by each House is about two to one. The extra 
documents which have thus far been printed by 
the House printer for the Senate are about as three 
to one. I repeat again, however, that when the 
session shall have closed, E doubt not that the por- 
tion printed by the two respective printers will be 
relatively equal. I believe they will bear about 
the same relation to each other thatthe cost of the 


printing of one House does to that of the other. | 


The cost of the House printing is twice as much 
as the Senate. 


Mr. WELLER. Why does the Senator give | 


the number of pages, and not the number of copies 
of the extra documents already printed ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Because I am speaking now 
only of the cost of the composition. I hold in my 
hand a communication from the Superintendent 


In other words, we have, at this session, | 


of Public Printing, which [ requested him to make 
| last evening, on the adjournment of the Senate. It 
' is quite complete,“although itis not perfectly so. 
i If it could be made perfect and accurate, so ag to 
| embrace the entire printing of Congress, it would 
| swell the amount beyond what he has stated. It 
: is based on that printing in.regard to which he 
‘ had the details before him, leaving out a little in 
| regard to which he had not. f wish to have the 
i communication read; but before it is read, 1 wish 
i to state, first, that it shows that the composition 
| of the last Congress would have amounted to 
i $16,532, if the whole printing had been done under 
: the present law. During a part of that Congess, 
the printing was done under contract, at a very 
: low fate. This communication also shows that 
| the cost of composition for this Congress, up to 
i this date, amounts to $8,269. That is the cost 
of composition alone—one single item in the cost 
of the public printing, far below what will be the 
‘aggregate. The Superintendent tells us that the 
aggregate cost of composition will be at least 
$15,000 a Congress. How he comes to that con- 
clusion Í confess I do not understand; for he shows 
us by figures, that at this session, up to this time, 
it amounts to over $8,000. If we assume that the 
remainder of the printing for the Congress will 


for composition over $16,000. He states the 
whole amount at $15,000; and probably, as we 
increase the printing as it goes along at every 
session of Congress, it will come up probably 
nearer to $20,000 than $15,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is $15,000 for both 
Houses. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Precisely; and itis just one 
composition in both Houses. Now, if you repeal 
that portion of the law, you double this sum. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does not the Senator per- 
ceive that two thirds of that are for the House, 
and we only double the composition on one third 
for the Senate? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I repeat, the sum will be just 
double that which is here stated; because this 
includes only the documents which are already 
ordered to be printed, and the same documents 
which are printed in both Houses. I will illus- 
trate this. I will take the Patent Office Report, 
and I will assume that it is first ordered to be 
printed in the House; then the House printer is 
to be paid for the composition. The work comes 
here, and we order it to be printed, but the print- 
ing is executed by the House printer, and we 
have not to pay for its composition, as the law 
stands. Now, what is the cost of the composi- 
tion? It is a given sum. The Superintendent 
states that the neechanical portion of the Patent 
Office Report will be four hundred pages, and the 
cost of the composition will be $500, and the cost 
of the agricultural part will be $700. Suppose 
one portion of it is first ordered”to_be printed in 
the Senate, and then it goes to the House. The 
Senate printer does the work under the present 
| law, and but one composition is to be paid for. 


House, and composition paid for to the House 
| printer in addition, it is as evident as that two and 
two make four, that you just double the price of 
composition on those documents which are or- 
dered to be printed in both Houses. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to ask the Senator a 
question, for information. I understand him to 
say that the statement to which he refers, made 
by the Superintendent of Printing, which was 
complete in its character, though not perfect, 
shows that $15,000 will be the amount of the 
cost of composition for documents printed by both 
| Houses. I understand that is the result arrived 
‘at. Then the Senator immediately controverts his 
| statement, by saying that he cannot see how the 
| Superintendent arrived at that conclusion. 

i Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. 

| Mr. BAYARD. Iso understood the Sena- 
| 

H 

| 


tor. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Superintendent first shows 
that the cost of composition for the work printed 
‘for the last Congress would, if paid for at the 
present rates, be $16,532. He shows that up to 
the present date the composition of the documents 
| which have been ordered to be printed in both 
| Houses at this session amounts to $2,269. Then 
he closes with a paragraph, which I will read: 
« By the repeal of the seventh section of the printing act of 


i 
j 


| 1852, or so much thereof as it is proposed to repeal, the 


cost the same, it would make the whole amount. 


i 


f 


i 
| 


j 


additional cost of the. printing for Congress.may be fairly 
estimated at $15,000 for each Congress,” &e. 70 tG 


“What I say is this: The Superintendent, in his- 


i caution not to overestimate, has: under estimated. 
! I say it, because he shows, in fact, that the cost of 


composition ät. this session up to. this time- has 


| been over $8,000 on works ordered to be printed 


by both Houses. 1 doubt not it will be more 


than $3,000, and probably $5,000 more.at this ses- 
sion. : j 


Mr. BAYARD. Iwillask the Senator whether 
most of these documents, of which the greatest 


| number are printed, such as the census report, and 


the reports accompanying the President’s message, 
have not already been printed? ` 

Mr. HAMLIN. Undoubtedly; most of the 
documents of which we shall have the same num- 
ber in each branch of Congress have been printed, 
I have no doubt about that; but still, up to this 
time, the cost of composition has been over $8,000, 
I have no doubt, and: that is all I need say, that 


| the Superintendent, in his over caution, has under- 


stated rather than overstated the amount which it 
will cost. I now ask that the communication from 
the Superintendent may be read, for he states very 
clearly the whole matter. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 


OFFICE SUPERINTENDENT PUBLIC PRINTING; 
WASHINGTON, March 30, 1854. 

Sır: In reply to your verbal inquiry yesterday, as to the 
costof composition of those public documents ordered to 
be printed by both Houses of Congress, I have the honor to 
submit the following statement: 

At the first session of the ‘Thirty-Seeond Congress those 
documents that were printed by both Houses of Congress 
made 4,480 pages, at a cost for composition of.. $6,085 00, 
At the second session (including ‘the Census, 

which made 1,158 large quarto pages) they 

made 5,010 pages, at a cost for composi- 

tion of......... 


Tibgsndadetsecsidedegcesssses 10447 00 


It will be seen, therefore, that if the present printing law 
had been in operation during the whole of the 'Thirty-Sec- 
ond Congress, without the seventh section, and there had 
been a different printer for each House, the cost of the priut- 
ing would have been increased $16,532. It may be proper 
to state, however, that the data in this office is not sufi- 
cient to furnish a full statement as to the first session of the 
Jast Congress; the quantity of matter of the character re- 
ferred to doubtless exceeded that above stated ; but there 
are ng means of ascertaining the exact amount, only a por- 
tion of the printing of that session having been execufed 
under the superintendence of this office. 

The cost of composition of the same documents, ordered. 
to be printed by both Houses of Congress, during the present 
session, to this date, reaches nearly $10,000. Of course, 
in the absence of the provision of the printing law referred 
to, the cost of the composition would have been double 
this amount. 

The principal documents ordered to be printed by both 


| Houses of Congress, consist of the annual communications 
‘ required by law from the President of the United States 


and the several heads of Departments. 

The following is alist of the principal documents ordered 
to be printed by hoth Houses of Congress, at. the present 
session, to this date, with their real or eslimated cust for 


composition alone: 
No.of ` Cost for 
Pages, Comp’n. 
Message of the President, of the United 
States, andaccompanying documents...1,936 2,466 00 


3 4 ‘ Letter from Second Auditor, relative to 
Now, if both were ordered to be printed in the 


Indian disbursements 6... ..6.05 552 1,001 00 

| Report of the Secretary of the T ury 
on the state of the finances.........+ +. 384 502 00 

Report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
Coast Survey, (quart). .....seeree s.. 500 1,500 00 
Patent Office Report—Mechanical. 400 500 00 
ee 7 Agricultural.,..... 600 700 Ov 

Compendium of the Seventh Census, (non- 
pareil) veescevrcceeeeecenceseeceereses 400, 1,500 00 
$8,269 V0. 


Resides the reports of several surveying and exploring 
expeditions, and a considerable number of smaller docu- 
ments. 

By the repeal of the seventh section of the printing act of 
1852, or so much thereof as it is proposed to repeal, the 
additional cost of the printing for. Congress may be fairly. 
estimated at 15,000 for each Congress, which will he paid 
for exlra composition alone, provided thai the Senate and 
House employ different printers. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A. Ge SEAMAN, Superintendent, 
Hon. H. Hamin, United States Senate. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have but a few words more to 
say; but I desire to invite the attention of the Sen- 


! ator who offers the amendment to the suggestion 


which | make, and it is one of a practical charac- 
ter. It is this: The amendment of the Senator 


| from North Carolina provides, first, for a repeal 


of the seventh section of the act of 1852, which 
requires that a document shall be printed by the 
House printer for the Senate, when the printing 
is first ordered by the House, and vice versa. 
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Then it provides that ‘each shall do the printing 
for the House electing him; and so much of the 
printing for the Executive Departments and Bu- | 
reaus of the Government as is ordered by the said 
act to be done by the public printer, shall be 
equally divided between the printers of the two 
Houses.” 

The difficulty which this provision involves I 
will now point out to the Senator. The House 
has already ordered certain documents to be 
printed, which are now in the process of printing; 
some perhaps are in process of composition, and 
others arein press. The Senate has also ordered 
certain documents, and they are in process of 
printing, but in different stages. Now, suppose 
this amendment shall be adopted, in what man- 
neris the printing already ordered to be com- 
pleted ? 

Mr. BADGER. According to the law in force 
when it was ordered, of course. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That law will be repealed by 
the passage of this provision; and there will then 
be no such law in existence. The House printer 
can, therefore, come forward and insist on his 
right, under this section, to do all the printing or- 
dered by the House; and the Senate printer can 
make the same demand with regard to the Senate 
printing. f insist that the law under which they 
now act being repealed, they would have a right 
to do so. This would require double composition | 
for all the work which is even in process of being 
printed, It seems soto me. There oughtat least 
to be a provision to meet that exigency, if an ; 
amendment similar to this is to be adopted. Ii 
have nothing further to say in regard to this mat- | 
ter at present, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to speak 
to one part of the subject only, and to make my- 
self distinetly understood upon it. I havea right 
to speak with some degree of intelligence, at least 
upon the matters connected with the census. I 
was one of the committee which bad that matter 
in charge originally, of which an honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] was chair- 
man, and of which Mr. Underwood was another 
member, ft cost us a great deal of labor, and the 
tables were very carefully prepared. 1 was in the 
minority upon the committee, dissenting so far as | 
regarded many of the columns, and dissenting i: 
essentially so far as regarded the propriety of pub- ; 
lishing anything but the enumeration of the inhab- | 
Hants, and perhaps the rea estate of the country. : 
But they went on in opposition to my views; and 
what was the result? Why, sir, a book of twelve | 
hundred pages was presented to Congress. A | 
book of twelve hundred pages, containing the re- i' 
sults of that census, was authorized to be pub- 
lished under the authority of Congress. How 
stands that book? Itditfers from every one of the 
documents which are laid before us. The Presi- | 
dent’s message cannot be changed by the [louse | 
of Representatives, nor by the Senate. The re- 
ports of the heads of Departments cannot be 
changed either by the Senate or the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but how is it with regard to this book, `! 
which is known as the census of the United States? 
Why, sir, the House of Representatives have not | 
only assumed to change the original character of : 
the book, and make a compendium of it, but they 
have sent to the Senate a compendium, of which | 
they are to be the author, and we the editor, We | 
are to edit the book of which they are the author, | 
and are to take it without examination, upon the | 
recommendation of the Flouse, i 

Now, sir, if this census is to go out—and if itis | 
to go out as a book which may be arranged, edit- | 
ed, or compiled under the authority of the Senate 
or the House of Representatives—I take the liberty 
of saying that 1 wish the pen of the Senate at least 
to beallowed to wrilea single page in that history. | 
But, how stands it? Here comes a book from the ¢: 
Fouse of Representatives, to be published under | 
the direction of the Census Bureau, with certain | 
smooth columns, which will be very easily printed, | 
and will be very profitable to the printer. What! 
are they? One of them is a very curious piece of | 
information to be sent out to the public, of how 
many paupers, how many lunatics, and how many | 
idiots there are in the United States; when, to my | 
utter surprise, in looking at it, and referring tomy 
section of the country particularly, that which I | 
supposed every man wishing valuable information 
to be published and sent ont to the community 
would desire to have in it, is left out. 


i 
| 
i 


li 
There is jj 


| would put that in place of the column of lunatics, 


ainent as to lunatics and idiots. That is-put in | 
i because it will make a smoother column, and an | 


i | have alluded could, if put under the care of an 


| 
| 
‘the chair.) That change will be made, if there be | 


no column showing how many acres of land are 
under the proprietorship of individuals in the} 
United States. That which I wish to attain, (and | 
I would not increase the columns by it,) is to sub- | 
stitute astatement showing how many acres of 
land are in cultivation in the different States. I 


and paupers, and idiots. Will any man say, in 
writing such a book, this would not be a more 
valuable piece of statistics than to state how many 
lunatics are in the United States? That may be 
information for the curious, but it can be ascer- 
tained from other sources. f know it is much i; 
easier to prepare that kind of a book than the one 
which I would wish; and it has been sent here by 
the House of Representatives, who undertake to | 
be an intelligent author, sanctioned, E have no | 
doubt, by a very intelligent critic—the Senator | 
from Maine. 

{am not going to say that he would not bea i 
very good reviewer, but allow me to say that Ido 
not think itis a good book. If we are going to į 
reduce it from twelve hundred to four hundred 
pages—and I think it could be better reduced to 
two hundred—I am not disposed to mar it by 
striking out columns; but in filling it up I would 
strike out the column of lunatics, idiots, and in- 
sane, and insert a column showing the number of 
acres of Jand in cultivation in each of the different 
States. That could be very easily done. 
information might be readily obtained; and iti 
would be somewhat germane to the taking of the 
census, because Congress may possibly have 
occasion to impose something like a direct tax. 
What information have you now with regard to 
property which is taxable? None at all. In place 
of that information, you have a detailed state- 


easier book for the printer. ‘Then, I say, if we | 
are to havea printer for the Senate, | want that | 
printer to be under the authority of the Senate 
as an author, and not as an editor adopting the | 
authorship of other people’s hooks. As to the 
two or three thousand dollars difference which this 
will make as to the expense | regard it as noth- 
ing. 

As I said before, we cannot change the standing 
documents; but this census compendium to which | 


intelligent committee, be reduced from four hun- 
dred to two hundred pages with advantage. I am 
willing, however, to leave it a book of four hun- 
dred pages; but I would strike out many columns 
which are in it, It contains many items which | 

i 


the curious may readily obtain from other sources, | 

I believe it contains a column showing the num- : 

ber of newspapers in the United States. What | 

do I care about the number of newspapers? {| 
believe the number of paupers is another item. 

Ig it not so? | 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam not able to say. | 

Mr, BUTLER. I think you have in it paupers, | 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


| lunatics, idiots, and newspapers—very valuable | 


information! Why, sir, the newspapers increase | 
so fast that you cannot keep up with them. You | 
will have to take a census every year in order to | 
keep up with the newspaper race. I do not wish | 
to see all that is valuable in such a work stricken | 
out, with a view to have a smooth, easy book for 
the printer, and then have the Flouse come here 
and say tous, that if we do not take it just ag | 
they arranged it, we are putting the country to ex- | 
peuse, When I saw that L said, in good faith, | 
that I would move a reconsideration of the reso- 
lution ordering that printing. lam glad that the | 
question has come upin this form. I do not know 
that I understand exactly the provision of the | 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina; | 
I ask, therefore, that it be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. [It does not refer to the census 
volume, but it separates the printing of the two ; 
Houses; that is what I want. | 

Mr. BADGER. I wish at this point to sug- 
gest a verbal amendment to my amendment, in | 


| 
i; the phrase “ when different printers are elected.” | 


Let it read, ‘when there are different printers,” i 

It is perfectly immaterial, so far as this is con- ` 

cerned, whether they are elected or not. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 


no objection. . 
There was no objection, 


That |) 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I do not think 
that the subject of printing a compendium of the 
census is now legitimately before the Senate, but 
still, inasmuch as the Senator from South Carolina 
has alluded to it, I beg leave to say a word in re- 
ply, in order that the reply may go out with what 
he has said. 

He first announced that that was a book from 
the House sent to us. In that the Senatoris mis- 
taken. The House passed a resolution directing 
the Joint Committee on Printing to prepare, or to 
have prepared, a compendium of the work to be 
printed. 'T'hat resolution went to the joint com- 
mittee, and was considered by theni. The joint 
committee was composed of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives. It may be that the Senators upon that 
committee were unfortunate in the conclusions at 
which they arrived. I assure the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina that none of them claimed 
to be critics; far from it. But, in order to be ac- 
curate in the matter, we did—what? We called in 
a gentleman who had the subject in charge, and 
who, I think, has some reputation asa commercial 
statistician at the South, for the purpose of confer- 
ring with him as to what would constitute the best 
compendium which could be made. We did call 
in that man,and hecame. We wished to consult 
him because of his long experience in commercial 
matters, and from his connection with this work. 
it may be that the committee went too far in list- 
ening to this gentleman, who is from the section 
of the country where my friend from South Caro- 
lina himself resides. It may be thatthe commit- 
tee Were too lenient in believing that he was too 
well qualified for the duties of his office. I think 
not, however. Butit may be that there are some 
tables in the book which might have been better 
excluded and others included. I think, however, 
that if the Senator from South Carolina himself 
had had the charge of the subject committed to 
him solely, he would have found it utterly impos- 
sible to compile any work which would suit pre- 
cisely every Senator. If we failed in satisfying 
every Senator in every particular, I do not know 
that it is to be a matter of surprise. I can only 
say that we gave to the subject the best examina- 
tion we were capable of giving it, and acted very 
much under the direction of Mr. De Bow, who I 
then thought, and who I now think, is a man very 
well fitted for that business, and very capable. ‘I 
do not know of a man whom I would select as his 
superior in this city at this time; consequently, if 
l were again to be charged with that duty, and 
were to consult with any individual, I think f 
should consult with him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think what I have said in 
reference to this book is a sufficient reason to 
reconcile me to separate the two printers, so that 
I, as a member of the Senate, may have some 
control over it. The Senator from Maine has re- 
ferred to Mr. De Bow. He is a constituent of 
mine, and I know him very well by reputation 
and personally. I am not in the habit of indulging 
in laudation or censure as to any one, whether a 
constituent or not; but | have no doubt he is en- 
tirely, in fact I think eminently, qualified for this 
business; and } would be very willing to select 
him for such a work. When I was upon the Cen- 
sus Committee, however, originally, I differed 
from him, if this be his selection; and I differed 
from others; and I prefer other columns to those 
which he has included. I do not know that I 
would have implicitly adopted Mr. De Bow’s 
tables. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We did not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that the com- 
mittee did. There is no person that I would take 
sooner than Mr. De Bow to make out a work of 
this kind; but that has nothing to do with my ap- 
proving tables which I do not wish to see there, ` 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, as to the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hanuim,] that this amendment does not suffi- 
ciently provide how the public printing which has 
already been ordered by the two Houses of Con- 
gress shall be executed, I would reply, that if 
there be anything valid in the objection, it can 
easily be remedied by an amendment, which he 
can himself offer. The only argument which I 
have heard against this amendment is the increase 
ot expense which will be occasioned by it. I do 
not know what that expense may amountto, If it 
should amount to quite as much as the Senator has 
estimated it to be, it will form with me no sufi- 
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cient objection to supporting the amendment. I 
think that amendment is rendered necessary by 
the practical working of the present system; for, 
whether the distribution of the public printing 
ordered by the two Houses has been so arranged 
by the greater activity of the friends of one of the 
printers, or whether it has resulted from accident, 
the fact is nevertheless indisputable, that about ten 
times as much in value of the printing for Congress 
has gone to the printer of the House of Repre- 
sentatives as has fallen to the Senate printer. 

Now, I think we owe it to our printer, whom 
we have elected, and who is our officer, to see 
that he shall have as much, at least, of the print- 
ing for the Senate as will support his establish- 
ment. The item of $15,000 for an expenditure of 
this sort is nothing new or surprising to the Senate. 
The Senate were not appalled at the appropriation 
of a much larger sum Br râoney toa public printer | 
who had much less right to it than the printer now 
elected by the Senate has. A few years ago you 
had the contract system; and a printer having en- 
tered into his contract, knowing precisely at what | 
rates he was to be paid, yet, after he had completed 
the term of his contract, asked for more compensa- 
tion, ənd you voted him some $50,000 or $60,000 
in addition to the contract price for which he had 
undertaken to do the printing. In other words, 
you determined to indemnify him for loss, and 
give him profits besides. 1 do not think, there- 
fore, that it becomes the Senate, who have be- 
stowed a gratuity by way of indemnity upon one 
printer, to object now to providing, at an expense 
of about one fourth what we then thought not at 
all objectionable, for putting our printer in an in- 
dependent position, 

Mr. HUNTER. My friend from Maryland 
will allow meto say that the amount is not $15,000, 
but only one third of that, or $5,000, according to 
the statement of the Senator from Maine himself. 
The increased expense will only be double com- 

- position for the Senate work. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then it is so much the better 
for my argument. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The increase will be $15,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. I say that, taking,it at $15,000, 
it does not furnish, with me, any objection to the 
amendment. We have a printer of our own; and 
if we continue to have a printer of our own, we 
must furnish him with the means of an independ- 
ent support. We must not allow the whole profit 
and patronage of the public printing to be diverted 
to the printer of the other House. If we do that, 
we may as well give up our public printer, and 
ask the House of Representatives to elect him 
for us. 

Now, sir, as it is very clear that the present 
provision operates (whether from accident or de- 
sign it matters not) so as to bestow greater profits | 
from this patronage on one printer, and take, in 
the same proportion, from the other, it is the j 
duty of this body, if it means to maintain its in- | 
dependence, to rectify that evil, and to put the | 
matter upon such a footing, that the printer of the | 
Senate may have a fair share of the public print- i 
ing, or may do, at least, whatever we may choose 
to order. : 

Besides, there is another consideration in this | 
matter which, it strikes me, is of importance, and || 
which we lost sight of in the original law. When , 
we direct printing to be done for us, which goes i 
to the printer of the other House, we have not | 
exactly that control over him that we should have || 
over the same printing if executed by our own | 
printer. We can dismiss our own printer. We |! 
can, at all events, do something in the way of |! 
expediting the printing of this House, if itshould | 
be improperly delayed, which we cannot do by} 
our own action if that printing is to be done by | 
the printer of the other House. I think the Con- | 
stitution seems to contemplate that each House | 
should regulate and manage its own proceedings; | 
anå I do not know why the execution of our public | 
printing should not be regarded as one of those | 
proceedings which properly, peculiarly, and ex- | 

i 
j 


clusively belongs to the Senate itself. I think it | 
does. { think, at all events, that it is proper in | 
itself that we should not only have our own pub- | 
lic ‘printer, but that we should have our own. 
printing done by him, so that we have control ; 
over him and over it. If it does cost a little more | 
money, | think, at all events, that those Senators | 
who were so liberal a few years ago (and I do f 

à 


not mean to reproach them for it) to a printer 


under the contract system, will not object now to 
doing that which is simple justice to our own 
officer and to ourselves. . 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my objections 
to the presem course are slightly different from 
those of the honorable Senator from Maryland. 
The very exposition which the honorable Senator 
from Maine has given, is a sufficient reason with 
me for voting for this amendment. It shows that 
there is a scramble for the patronage connected 
with the printing between the two Houses, and 
probably the Executive too, for aught I know; 
but we have not heard much about that. I think 
$15,000 would not be thrown away if it would 
prevent the state of feeling arising. from such a 
scramble. I think harmony between the two 
bodies is far more important than any considera- 
tion of an expense of that kind. There is, also, 
an additional argument in the fact that that state 
of feeling would be further increased by continu- 
ing the present plan. Whena document is or- 
dered by one House in the first instance, of course 
it is first supplied that House, and, until the entire 


| supply for it is exhausted, the other House is not 


furnished at all. J take it for granted that Is one 
of the results of the present course, and it there- 
fore produces confusion. .1 think the whole sys- 
tem a bad one. 1 hope it will be amended. But 
while it lasts, I am satisfied that such an amend- 
ment as this is. necessary when two different 
printers are elected, one by each House. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, } be- 
lieve the Senator from Maryland has stated cor- 
rectly the main argument in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. So far as I am concerned, lam very frank to 
admit that there is great difficulty in the execution 
of the present law, and it perhaps may need some- 
amendment; but I think it can be modified without 
the expense which will be consequent upon the 
alteration proposed by this amendment. The Sen- 
ator from Virginia, by the remark which he made 
to the Senator from Maine, seemed to suppose that 
the $15,000 additional expense stated by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, as the result of this provision, 
included the composition for the work both of the 
House and of the Senate. Now, sir, by reference 
tothe statement of the Superintendent, it will be 
seen that it does not include the House work, but 
that, beyond that, there will be an additional ex- 
pense of $15,000, if the law be altered in the man- 
ner contemplated by this amendment. 

But, sir, the Senator from South Carolipa has 
given a wider latitude to the discussion of this 
amendment than { had apprehended, and he has 
gone back to a matter which has been pending be- 
fore the Senate for some months back, perhaps. I 
recollect that shortly after I had the honor of be- 
ing placed on the Committee on Printing, a prop- 
osition came before them to recommend the print- 
ing of fifty thousand copies of the census report 
in a condensed form. The committee concurred 
in the propriety of that, and so reported to this 
body, and the Senate agreed to their report. The 
Senator from South Carolina has assigned his 


| reasons—of course they are satisfactory to him, 


and I presume they are to the Senate—why he 
made the motion to reconsider that vote; and I 
have nothing to say in regard to it. 

Sir, the principal cause which has placed the 
census report in its present attitude, and which 
has delayed, up to this time, the action of the 
printers upon the volume ordered by this body, 
results from the peculiar law now regulating the 
printing of our documents, and the fact that there 
have been two printers elected, one by the Senate 
and one by the House. In order to show that the 
calculation of an increased expense of $15,000 
does not affect the House printing, but relates only 
to the Senate printing, I will take the case now 
under consideration, The Superintendent says 
that the adoption of this provision will require an 
increase of $15,000 in the item of composition 
alone. - 

Mr. HUNTER. I admit, after hearing the 
matter explained, that the Senator is right; and if 
the Superintendent be correct, it will add $15,000. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. l take it for granted 
that the Superintendent’s statement is correct, 
though I have not examined it myself. . 

Mr. HUNTER. I have my doubts about it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Hence the statement 
of the Superintendent corroborates what I said 
when I first addressed the Senate upon this sub- 


ject. The facts and the arguments ought properly 
to have been stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee; but. when the question was.about to be 
taken, I saw that he was not in his seat, and 
therefore I felt disposed to make the few remarks 
which I submitted before, in opposition to the 
amendment. et 

Now, sir, I know nothing of the scramble, :if 
there is any, for plunder, or for patronage, to use 
a milder phrase, between the two Houses, the 
Departments, and the priaters. I believe there is 
none. I have not the pleasure of a personal ac- 
quaintance with the Commissioner of Patents, but 
1 take it for granted, from his high character, and 
from what l have heard of him, that he would not 
descend to be a party to any such scramble... I 
must say, however, that I think the law, as it now 
stands, does produce embarrassment, and I do 
not wish to be understood as opposing a modifi- 
cation of it, for I think it should be modified, 
But I believe it can be amended without incurring 
the expense which will necessarily attend the 
adoption of the provision contained in this amend- 
ment. I concede that in high party times an offi- 
cer in this Department or of that may have bis. 
favorite, and by that mode of indirection deprive 
this body, or the other House, of the right of 
giving to its printer the work which legitimately 
belongs to him. . 

Let me illustrate what I mean. when I say the 
law needs amendment. The mechanical portion 
of the Patent Office Report was first ordered ‘to 
be printed by this body. According to the inter- 

retation now contended for by some gentlemen, 
it is to. follow, as a matter of course, that the 
printing of the agricultural portion of that report 
is also to go to the printer of the Senate, wno is 
entitled to the printing of the mechanical portion. 
If that be the game which is to be played, so far 
from the printer of the House receiving nine 
tenths of the work, as is alleged, the fact. will be 
that one of the best jobs of printing to be given 
out by either branch of Congress is to be thrown 
into the hands of the Senate printer; for, if I am 
not mistaken, one hundred :thousand copies of that 
are to be printed. It is an adjourned question, 
| still undetermined, as to which of the printers is 
entitled to this printing. 

I think this fact, together with the trouble: in 
relation to. the census compendium, shows that 
there is great necessity for a modification of the, 
existing law; but I think we ought to make the 
needful alterations without entailing, as a stand- 
ing expense upon the country, the amount which 
“the statistics here show will necessarily result 
from this provision. 

Now, sir, permit me to say, that so far as my 
knowledge extends, I am not aware that there has, 
been any chicanery or management in any. quar- 
ter to bestow work upon this or that printer. 
Neither the printer of this body nor of the House 
has opened his mouth to me in reference to the 
public printing, so far as I remember. I'may have 
heard the subject mentioned by outsiders, or gen~ 
tlemen who may have had connection with the 
| matter, though [am not conscious of that; but, so 
| far as the printers are concerned, I can say that 
neither of them has approached me upon the sub- 
ject. But in the discharge of my duties asa mem- 
! ber of the Printing Committee, I have been im- 
| pressed with the belief that there should be some 
change in the law, by which the committee should 
be relieved from the annoyances under. which 
| they now labor, [ask again, cannot this be done 
| without saddling upon. the Treasury the annual 
1 


J! expense which the amendment will involve? 


I will not undertake to state the relative pro- 
| portion of printing which has been bestowed on 
| the printer of each branch. I am not sufficiently 
informed in regard to that, for T have not been on 

the committee for a great length of time. The pres- 
| ent law, and the machinery under it, went into 
| existence before I liad the honor of a seat on this 
floor, and I have nothing to say in regard to it. 
But there is a contest pending before our commit- 
| tee which is undecided, as to which printer is en- 
titled.to two of the largest jobs ordered to be printed 
atthis session. One is the agricultural portion of. 
the Patent Office Report, and the other the Census 


! Compendium, of which fifty thousand copies have 


been ordered. These officers may appeal to mem- 
bers of the committee. If gentlemen occupying 


the highest departments are to escape unscathe 
from all suspicions in this matter, Lask, how are 
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gentlemen composing the committee to escape un- 
touched from the suspicions and apprehension of 
those who feel so intensely upon the subject, as the 
respective printers naturally do? 

These are the reasons which prompted me to 
say a few words to the Senate before, and they are | 
reasons which, I thirk, should appeal to the reflec- 
tion of every Senator on this floor. We say to 
you, that the execution of the law is surrounded 
with difficulties, that these difficulties are met at 
every point, and of course the larger a job, the 
more anxiety and the fiercer contest there is for 
the printing. Well, sir, as this body has, in its 
own wisdom, seen fit to select a printer, L am the 
last man, so faras | am concerned, to take advant- 
age of any discretion which may be delegated to 
nie by the law to withhold from the printer of this 
hody his legitimate rights. According to my un- 
derstanding of the hiw, and according to what is 
fair and right, | intend to give that officer his due, 


conneéted with the subject which embarrass the 
committee, and will continue ta do so until the law 
is modified in some form, Still, I cannot consent 


‘to this amendment, which will incur such an ad- {| 
I know the great weight of the |: 


ditional expense. g 
argument of the Senator from Maryland has been 
as to the amount of expense; and | have heard it 
said on this floor, that the Treasury is in the con- 
dition of a robust patient, needing depletion. I 
venture to say, that if the various jobs which I see 
carving oat shall be carried through, before the 
close of the session the patient will require tonie 
medicines and repletion, instead of depletion. It 
may be said that this is a small matter; but, sir, 
when a proposition is made which draws money 
unnecessarily from the ‘Treasury, I think it is my 
duty, not only to raise my voice against it, but to 
shield the Treasury in every form I can. 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator from 
Alabama, has, I think, furnished the most con- 
clusive reason for the immediate adoption of the | 
amendment which [have proposed. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir; Isay I am in | 
favor of modifying the law, but without increas- ! 
ing the expense, as will be done by this amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BADGER. I did not say what the Sena- 
tor’s argument was, but what he proved. The 
Senator told us that, as the law now stands, two 
of the largest jobs of printing, as he calls them, 
have been ordered, and the Committee on Print- 
ing are totally unable to decide to which of the | 
printers their printing belongs. As we used to 
say in college, they are “ graveled, ? and cannot | 
come to a conclusion. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
plain, 

Mr. BADGER. L have no objection to the 
Senator’s explaining when I get through, but 
really | have a word to say myself. 

Mr. IVPAZPATRICK. One proposition was | 
stopped by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr, BADGER. Igiveitup. Tyield the floor 
to the Senator. 

Mr, FITZPATRICK. I intended simply to 
say that the proposition to print fifty thousand | 
copies of the Census Compendium had been fol- | 
lowed by a motion to reconsider, and that motion | 
had been laid upon the table. I alluded to thatas | 
a matter undisposed of, : 

Mr. BADGER. If the Senator had waited he ; 
would have seen that I was meeting the precise | 
point which he made. He says, that under the 
law as jt now stands you cannot tell who is 
entitled to this printing. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
that. 

Mr. BADGER. 
to go on, and he can correct me when [ am 
through. Tarn sure he did state that in regard to 
some printing of something, (1 do not care what | 
it was,) the committee couid not tell, under the | 
Jaw as it now stands, which printer was entitled : 
toit. Am I right in that? - 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir. 

Mr. BADGER. Then there was something 
about which the committee were ignorant, and | 
could not come to a conclusion. It was either 
printing or it was not printing, If it was about 
printing the amendment clearly meets the difi- 
culty, because, after its adoption he that runs 
may read, and every one will be able to interpre 
the law so as to tell who shall do the printing of |i 


No, sir; let me ex- 


No, sir; I did not say 


| unsettled questions. 


each House. If the difficulty was not about the 
distribution of printing I have nothing to say in 
regard to it, because } do not see that it concerns 
this subject. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. My remark was, that 
there were jobs which had caused embarrassment 
in the committee, and which were adjourned and 


mittee were unable to determine the law. 
sume that when we come to act we shall interpret 
the law as we understand it. 
settled questions before the committee in regard 
to printing, and Į referred to them. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama answer me this: If this amendment had 


; been the law no difficulty of this sort could pos- 


sibly have existed? 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Of course not. 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope now that we shall be 


í R i : d i able to take the vote. 
but there are complicated and dificult questions || 


Mr. STUART. I suppose that inasmuch as 


| the Senator from Virginia hasspoken two or three 


times on the question he will not be in very great 


‘ haste about taking the vote; but will allow me to 
state some two or three reasons why 1 shall vote | 
|| against the amendment, 
This is not, perhaps, the first occasion upon | 


which gentlemen of good intentions have differed 
upon precisely the same ground. The Senator 


from North Carolina, when he introduced this | 


proposition, said that he did it for the purpose of 


avoiding an undignified contest with the Elouse of | 
Now, sir, [think it is the best | 
means which could possibly be introduced to fur- | 
ther that contest, and to further it upon this very | 


Representatives. 


bill. Lf the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance wants to pass this billin season through this 
Congress, the best thing he can do is, if possible, 


to prevent this amendment from being attached ;| 


toit. Ifthereis anything in the argument, if there 


is any such fact as Senators seem to suppose, if | 


there is a contest between the two Houses of Con- 
gress growing outof this subject, | ask what pros 


pect is there that the House of Representatives | 


will yield their side of it? Sir, itis intimated here 


that officers in the House of Representatives are |} 


connected with one side of this question; that they 
have a pecuniary interest’in the public printing. 
If they have they will certainly not yield on this 
point. 

Mr. WELLER. Who intimated that? 

Mr. STUART. I really cannot undertake to 
say who did it; but it has been done. Now letus 
see whether there is any prospect of success in 
that branch of the argument. I will undertake to 


| show that there is just as little validity in the ar- 


j and office are subject. 


gument which is used in respect to this amend- | 
It ts said that the Sen- | 


ment in another quarter. 
ate having elected a printer are bound to see that 
he is paid. TLow did it ever happen that the Sen- 
ate became bound, because they elected a printer, 
to see that he was paid, and was not compelled to 
fail? 
for a moment; when did the Senate ever assume 
that obligation? 

Mr. WELLER. 


Michigan is mistaken. He does not state the ar- 


gument correctly, We have assumed the ground | 


that when we elect a printer we are under an obli- 


| gation to give him the printing of whatever docu- 


ments we may choose to order, and not leave it 
to the discretion of the Superintendent or any- 
body else to decide whether he or the printer to 


_the other House shall get the printing which we 


wder. 


Mr. STUART. 


T think IT can satisfy the Sen- 


|i ator from California in a few words, if he will |; 
The gentleman will allow me /: 


look at this matter fairly, that his present state- 
ment of the proposition is as much without found- 
ation as the one which I stated. We elect a 


printer under this Jaw of Congress, and before he ‘| 


accepts that election he knows what is the law 
for he is bound to know it. He knows, too, tha 


|: the seventh section, which is now proposed to be 
| repealed, stands in the law. 
| purposes of economy, and for sound economy. |, 

Ít is a portion of that law to which his election i 
And I say, that the fact | 
of our having elected a separate printer from the || 


House furnishes no reason for changing the law. 


Sir, this case stands, so far as this amendment i! 
is concerned, upon precisely the same ground, in | 
point of principle, that it would stand if it were a 


I did not say that the com- . 
I pre- | 


But there are un- |! 


Task Senators to reflect upon that argument | 


I think the Senator from | 


It was put there for | 


| proposition to pay the printer to the Senaté'$15,000 
‘| more than the law gives him. 
i Mr. HAMLIN. That is it. 

Mr. STUART. That, in point of principle, is 
xactly the effect of it. We may talk round about 
e question as we like, but thatts the naked prop- 
osition as it stands before the Senate. It is, that, 
according to the seventh section of the law of 
1852, as it stands, this printer does not get as 
; much as he ought to get, and now itis proposed 
to repeal that section of the law at an additional 
cost to the Government of $15,000 per Congress; 
and it Is giving that amount to the Senate printer 
n order to sustain him. 

Now, Mr. President, Ido not know but that it 
nay be somewhat wrong to oppose this proposi- 
tions but F should like to know of the Senate if 
the evil complained of does not lie at our own 
i door? Was there any necessity for the Sen- 
| ate electing a separate printer from the House? 
Did this act contemplate anything except this: 
hat, in the political mutations of the country, it 
might happen that the political character of the 
Senate would be one way, and the political char- 
acter of the House the other way; and that, in that 
event, each House should elect its own printers, 
and that those printers should be different men ? 
i| That is the reason why this provision in the law 
' exists; and I apprehend it is the only reason. I 
hope no Senator will understand me as going back 
i to review the election of a printer for the Senate, 
| or Lo say aught for or against it. 1 do not mean 
to touch that subject at all; but I mean to say that 
whatever evil has grown out of the execution of 
this Jaw, which isa sound law in point of econ- 
omy, is attributable to the action of the Senate in 
| electing a printer. Ht might have been avoided, 
| and it can always be avoided. 
| Sir, is not the law a sound one? Is notthe very 
section which is now sought to be repealed one 
of the soundest, in point of economy, that was 
| ever introduced into any law? It is, that in the 
event of there being a separate printer for each 
| House of Congress, when each House shall order 
ij a given document to be printed, the printer of the 
| Flouse by which the document is first ordered to 
i| be printed shall print it; so as to save the addi- 
ii tional expense of its recomposition. Is it not 
sound? In other words, the question now is, 
shall the public Treasury of the United States be 
subjected to this additional expense for the pur- 
pose of sustaining an “ organ,” for that is about 
i all there is of it? 

i 
i 


l have been unable to see much reason in the 
argument of the Senator from Maryland; and f 
say so with all respect to him. Tle says, the 
$ fact that this will involve an additional expense 
'| of $15,000 furnishes to his mind no objection to 
i| voting for the amendment. I think the argument 
|; would be equally sound, and unquestionably would 
be adopted by the Senator with equal ability, if 
j the amount were $30,000. It means this, and 
|| only this; and this is all the argument which is to 
be made here to-day, as I have been able to un- 
derstand it: that the Senate having elected a 
printer, they mean, so faras their action is con- 
cerned, to sustain him at one rate or another. I 
intend to treat him just as 1 would treat any gen- 
|| tleman in the office—I mean to give him the benefits 
of the law under which he is elected, but to do no 
| more. 

1 said before that it had been stated there were 
| indecent scrambles—or some such term was used 
i| between the officers of the Houses, or the re- 
|| spective printers, as to which House should first 
j order a document to be printed. I prefer to allow 
| these indecent scrambles to remain entirely where 
they are. They are unbecoming a member of 
either House. Iam not willing to believe that a 
_ member of either House would lend himself to aid 
them in any degree; but if individual members 
! do, Ï do not propose that either House, as a body, 
shall become tarnished with it. If there is any- 
thing of this sort—and I am not disposed to deny 
it, for I must confess that the estimate which I 


854. 
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as existed before in the last Congress, at least in 
the Fouse of Representatives, should be renewed 
again. * 

The members of the last Houseof Representa- 
tives suifered a little on account of just such a 
controversy as this. It was along time before 
any printer could be elected to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and what was the result? Why, sir, 
the documents which that House ordered for itself 
have been voted by the present members to them- 
selves. The order was made at the close of the 
last Congress. The printing of the documents 
could not be completed until the present Con- 
gress convened, and the gentlemen composing ' 
it determined that inasmuch as they had got the 
subject within their control they would order the 
Clerk of the House to distribute the documents 
tothem. [do not apprehend a much more suc- 
cessful result to this controversy, let it end as 
it may; and I believe that it will endanger this 
very deficiency bill, by a controversy which will 
be got up between the two Houses. I have no 
doubt it will delay the final passage of the bill 
very much. 1 fear it may lead to certain results, 
by way of committees of conference, which are | 
seldom happy upon an appropriation Dill; for the 
experience of the country will show, that when a | 
committee of conference makes a repart upon ap- 
propriations, the two Houses, in nine cases out 
of ten, and perhaps in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred, agree to the report; and provisions are 
put into appropriation bills in that way which, 
separately, could notcommand a majority of either 
House of Congress. All that 1 wish to avoid, so | 
far as I am concerned. 

L confess that from the discussion which has 
been had in the Senate Ý fear this proposition 
will prevail here. All that I can do, having stated 
my reasons for opposing the amendment, will be | 
to vote against it. I hope, however, that the |! 
law will not be changed, for I have been unable 
to see any sufficient reason for it. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 wish to suggest an amend- 
ment to the amendment as it stands, for the pur- 
pose of meeting the difficulty suggested by the 
Senater from Maine with regard to its operation 
upon the printing already ordered. As the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, I cannot modify the 
amendment without the consent of the Senate, and 
I therefore move toamend it so as to strike out the 
word ‘for,?? and insert ‘‘which may hereafter be 
ordered by,” so that it shall read, ‘f each shall do 
the printing which may hereafter be ordered by 
the House electing him.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BADGER. I simply wish to make one 
remark in reply to the Senator from Michigan. 
We all know that the printers are entitled under 
this law to just what the law gives them, and 
nothing more; but I suppose that is not a very 
good reason why we should not alter the law if 
we find that in its practical operation it does in- į 
justice. f 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, J desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to what I consider the 
practical view of this question. We have a 
printer for the Senate, who is an officer of this 
body. Now, unless we have the means of giving 
him an income from the work which he does for 
us, sufficient to make it an object to him to perform 
our printing, we shall deprive ourselves practi- 
cally of the privilege of electing that officer. My 
friend from Virginia said that there was a scram- 
ble for the public printing. My objection is that 
there is not a scramble at all. If I understood 
correctly, the members of the Joint Committee on 
Printing, on the part of the Senate, are not over 
friendly to the Senate printer, and if their feelings | 
were consulted, I apprehend that both my honor- 
able friends on that committee, who have spoken, 
have already indicated by their speeches that 
they would prefer the printing to go to the printer 
of the House. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Will the gentleman į 
ardon me for a moment, as he alludes to me? 
Yao not think my remarks are susceptible of the | 
interpretation which he gives them. I donot think | 
I expressed a preference for either the printer of | 

the Senate or of the House. 


j 
| 
i 
} 
i 


{ remarked that I 
was friendly to both gentlemen, and had but a | 
limited acquaintance with each. 1l did not say 
whether I had a preference for one or the other, 


but I have a very high regard for both. 


fi 


| the joint committee on the part of the House are 
| desirous of giving the printing to the printer of |! 


. mittee have nothing whatever to do in relation to 


| Maryland (Mr. Prarr] has indulged in an argu- 


i the part of the House of Representatives are 


My. PRATT. {f infer that the House have 
appointed a committee, the members of which are 
desirous of giving all the patronage they can to 
their printer. Without assuming, then, that my 
friends—the members of the Joint Committee on 
Printing, appointed by the Senate—have any pref- 
erences at all, I presume that those appointed by jj 
the House have. What is the result? Here is 
a joint committee, and they are to decide whether || 
this, that, or the other document is to be printed. 
The House members of that committee have their 
preferences; they have their desire to have all the 
patronage go to their printer. The members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate have no 
preferences. The consequence is that there is a 
scramble on the part of the House members to give 
patronage to their printer, and no scramble on the | 
part of the committee of the Senate to give it to 
ours. The result is 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
ator 

Mr.PRATT. I am now speaking upor a case 
of mere hypothesis, but a hypothesis which you 
will readily see, sir, may take place. F say, the | 
amendment of my friend from North Carolina |; 
ought to be adopted, for the purpose of preventing 
the possibility of such an occurrence. The case || 
which I put is one which may occur. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir; it cannot occur. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 submit, contrary to the jj 
opinion of my friend, that it may occur. He || 
says it cannot occur. Why, sir, if, as ! suppose, 
those gentlemen who are appointed members of 


I wish to say to the Sen- 


the House; and if, as I assume, further, my hon- 
orable friend from Maine, and his colleague on the 
committee on the part of the Senate, do not care 
whether the printing goes to the printer of the 
Senate or not, they can, by not making their re- 
port, or the committee on the part of the House |! 
by hurrying their report forward before our com- || 
mittee make theirs, can undoubtedly give all the || 
printing to the printer to the House. 

Now, sir, it 1s right in itself that, if we appoint 
our own officer, the work which we order to be 
done should be done by him, so that he may re- 
ceive the compensation which is legitimately to be 
derived from that work. That is all [ desire to 
say. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to correct the Senator 
from Maryland in one important particular. The 
law provides that all questions of printing in the 
House shall be decided by the House committee 
irrespective of the members from the Senate, and 
all questions of printing in the Senate are decided 
by the Senate committee irrespective of the House 
committee; therefore the Senate part of the com- 


what is or what is not ordered to be printed in 
the House, nor have the House committee any- 
thing to do in relation to what is ordered in the 
Senate. We are separate committees for that 
purpose; made so by the law. ; 

Mr. BADGER. But how as to the time of 
making the report for the printing? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The Senator from 


ment upon the hypothesis that the committee on 


anxious to give the printing to the printer of the 
House. 

Mr. PRATT. That may be. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. And he describes my 
honorable colleague on the committee [Mr. Ham- 
Lin] and myself to be perfectly indifferent as to 
what is going on. I endeavored to correct the | 
gentleman, and to impress upon him that I had 
avowed no preference for either printer; but, on 
the contrary, | said I hada regard for both those 
gentlemen. I did not say whether Thad or had 
not a preference for either. I may have a prefer- 
ence, but I deem it improper and, perhaps, un- 
called for here to express it; though, if it were 
necessary to do so I should do it. I think the; 
argument in which the Senator from Maryland 
has indulged does injustice both to the honorable 
chairman of the committee and myself; for so far 
as Lam concerned, and 1 bear testimony that so 
far as he is concerned, we have endeavored to do 
ample justice to the printer of the Senate as well 
as the printer of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to reply to a sugges- 


tion of the Senator from North Carolina, which 
did not_meet my ear. : 
sans BADGER. . Then how can you reply to 
it? 

Mr. HAMLIN. It has been stated to me by 
another Senator who- did hear it. I understand 
that the Senator made a suggestion of this ehar- 
acter: as to the time when the respective commit- 
tees reported. : 

Mr. BADGER. I will give the Senator what 
I said: Questions of printing are referred. to, the 
Committee on Printing of the two Houses. Under 
the law, as it now stands, the printer of the House 
which first orders the printing gets the whole 
printing of a document. It is, therefore, very 
manifest, that as the question who is.to do the 
work depends upon which House first orders the 
work to be done, and as the question which House 
will first order the work to be done depends. ma- 
terially upon the Committee on Printing of which 
House first makes the report, and upon its being 
made, of course by the mode of making the re- 


| ports and the time of making them, the public 


printing may be thrown altogether into the hands 
of one printer, and out of the hands of the other. 
That is what l meant to say. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘The Senator is altogether 
mistaken. 


Mr. BADGER. It has been done in the in- 


i stance cited by the Senator from Virginia. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator is mistaken 
entirely. Jn relation to the ordinary printing òf- 
documents, all questions of printing documents 
ordered in the Senate go to the Snae committee. 
The House members of the committee: have 
nothing to do with them. They do not meet us; 
they do not know the fact that such questions are 
referred to us. When printing is ordered in the 


! House and extra numbers are asked for the prop- 


osition goes to the House committee, and we know 
nothing of it. When a resolution from either 
branch of Congress is referred to that, committee 
for its joint action, then it would depend upon the 
report of the committee. Before the question of 
printing is referred in the Senate to the Senate 
committee, or in the House to the House com- 
mittee, the printing is ordered, and it is only the 
question of printing extra numbers that goes to 
the committee, and therefore they only report 


| back, in separate committees, as to the extra 


numbers. The House having ordered the print- 
ing, the question of extra numbers goes to the 
committee of that House. There is no case, there- 
fore, except when a resolution goes to the com- 
mittee directing them to havea work prepared, 
where the character of the printing is determined 
by their report. That has only been in one case 


| at this session, and that report. was made to the 


House of Representatives where the order had its 
origin, . 

T'he question being taken by yeas and nays upon 
the amendment of Mr. Banger as amended, re- 
sulted—yeas 24, nays 13; as follows: ' 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Brod- 
head, Brown, Butler, Clayton, Douglas, Everett, Fish, 
Foot, Geyer, Hunter, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, 
Rusk, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Weller, and Wright 
24. 
` NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Towa, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hamlin, Jones of 
Iowa, Norris, Slidell, Stuart, Wade, and Williams—13. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to 
offer the following amendment, as an additional 
section to this bill: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That for custom- 
houses, and to complete the same, the following sums be, 
and they are hereby, appropriated : 

For the purpose of completing the custom-house at St, 
Louis, Missouri, $100,000. 

To complete the custom-house at 
$65,000. oe teas 

To complete the custom-house at Cincinnati, , Ohio, 
$40,000. ; Mos 

To complete the custom-house at Lonisville, Kentucky, 


$40,000. . 
To complete the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000. g 
To complete the eustom-house at Bath, Maine, $20,000, 
To complete the custom. house at Wilmington, Delaware, 
$12,000. f ; 
For the purchase of a site for a custom-house at Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island, $24,000. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator if 
these are estimated for by the Department? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sire - 
Supposing that I might” probably have to offer 
such an amendment, and. that I might be cut off 
by the provision of the rule to-which the Senator 
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conformity with the estimates, except that for the 
Wilmington custom-house. The printed estimate 
for that is $20,000, but the Secretary of the 
Treasury has since sent ina letter to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means of the House, reducing |; 


that estimate to $12,000. 
Mr. HUNTER. Then I understand that a 


portion is not estimated for. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. No, sir; all 


these works are estimated for by the Department. 
Although I remarked jocularly last evening that 
perhaps this amendment would oceupy three or 
four hours, I have to say that instead of that, 
thirty minutes, or even less, will be sufficient for 


me to present my views of the question, and to || 


present the whole case to the Senate. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, when he sub- 


mitted his annual estimates, included these items; | 


for by reference to Executive document of the 
House, No. 2, page 3, you will find that he rec- 
ommended the following appropriations: 


tc Custom- Houses. 


“To complete the custom house at St. Louis, Missouri, | 


$100,000, 

“To complete the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 
$65,000, 

eTo complete the custom-house at Cincimnati, Ohio, 
$40,000. 

“Fo complete the custom-house at Louisville, Kentucky, 
&40,000. 

“To complete the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
20.000. 

“To completing 
820,000. 

"Po complete th 
ware, 20,000 

“Po pureh 
Rhode Island, $24,000.” 


the custom-house at Bath, Maine, 


e custom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 


These amounts are exactly those which I have 
fixed in my amendment, except as to the Wil- 
Mington custom: house, the estimate for which the 
Secretary hus since reduced, 

Before L proceed to speak particularly upon this 
amendment, L wish to make a few preliminary 
observations. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jonns] the other day seemed to think estimates 


were sometimes made for the purpose of subserv- | 


ing the cause of demagogism in an approaching 


presidential election; bat that objection cannot | 


apply at all sọ faras this estimate is concerned, 
Tt can have no application to the present Secretar 
of the ‘Treasury, because the first estimate whic 
he has ever submitted upon the subject is that 
which is now before us. It is presented by the 
proper officer of the Administration in power, 
Phat Administration is backed by a majority in 
this and the other end of the Capitol. 

T have submitted this amendment for the pur- 
pose of completing works which have been here- 
tofore begun, but which are incomplete and cannot 
he finished, "Phe very argument which the honor- 
able Senator trom Maryland (Mr. Prarr] used 
yesterday, to induce us to adopt hisamendmentin 
relation to the aqueduct and the supply of water 
for this city, applies with equal force to these ap- 
propriations. "hese custom-houses have been 
commenced, and have been commenced by Admin- 
istrations preceding this. On account of an in- 
crease in the cost of materials,and from unforeseen 
casualities, rendering it impossible that the whole 
cost of these works could be foreseen, these appro- 
priations are now requisite. The appropriate 
officer to ascertain that fact now in power has 
recommended that this should be done. The 


amendment is to provide fora deficiency which | 


has occurred from an under estimate, if ] may so 
say, of a Whig Administration—the one which 
preceded this. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury isa man 
with whom I would venture to trust any question 
as to the expenditure of money. Whatever may 
be said of him otherwise, and however | may dit- 
fer from him in politics, I venture to say, that if 
you take his history as a politician in the State of 
Kentucky, if you take his course in the Legisla- 
ture of that State in relation to our State finances, 
and if you take his administration of the financial 


affairs of the city of Louisville, or take even his į 
own personal financial management of his own | 
concerns, he is the last man in the world to be | 


lavish, profligate, and imprudent; and if I could 
ever trust a man in reference to safety, propriety, 
and economy in the expenditure of money, I would 
trust him, though F differ from him politically. 
Ye has estimated for these works. 


a site for custom-house at Providence, i 


7 


them, refused to allow them. tha 
is necessary and proper that these appropriations 
should be made. They are intended to complete 
works which are now in progress. This is the 
beginning of the working season, and unless you 
make the appropriations now the works which 
have been commenced will be subject to expo- 
sure and to dilapidation, and it may cost more 
ultimately to finish them, than it will cost if this 
be done now. If you do not commence at the 
proper season to go on with the works, and if 
you compel the officers to wait until the passage 
of the general appropriation bills, (which I sup- 
pose will be some time in next September or Oc- 
tober, if they ever pass at all,) the entire working 
season will be lost. The Senator at the head of 
the Committee on Finance may then say to us, | 
you must delay this matter longer, for you can- 
not commence the work in the winter, and there 
is no reason why the appropriations should not 
be deferred until next season. This is the argu- 
ment with which we may be met, if we do not 
insist upon these appropriations being made now. 
I hope we shall insert the appropriations now. 
This is the proper time and the proper place. 

I know it is bruited about and said, by adopting ! 
this amendment we shall be weighing the biil | 
down. How weighing it down? What have 
you put on it already? You inserted yesterday 
a statute of frauds and perjuries against invalid 
pensioners, a thing not at all germane to it, and 
which I think really ought to have been ruled out 
of order. That is a proposition which I venture 
to say would not have been entertained twenty 
years ago; for I was told by a distinguished į 
Democrat this morning that twenty years ago 
such a thing as a statute of frauds and perjuries 
against invalid pensioners would have been 
laughed out of Congress if offered as an amend- | 
ment to an appropriation bill. You put on that. 
You not only put on that proposition but you 
inserted an appropriation of $500,000 for the con- 
struction of an aqueduct, and for bringing water 
into this city; and these $500,000 were appropri- 
ated as a sort of deficiency to $100,000 heretofore | 
appropriated for that purpose. That was upon f 


an estimate that the work would cost altogether | 
$2,300,000 to the Government, without any cor- | 
porate assistance from this city, for which we are | 
to bring in water. I suppose, however, that, like | 
the construction of most public works, public |! 
vessels, and other things undertaken by the Gov- ii 
ernment, the cost will eventually fall not much | 
short of $10,000,000. At any rate you put on | 
that proposition; yet now objection is made when | 
I propose to appropriate $100,000, which is a real | 
deficiency, to complete the custom-house at the | 
city of St. Louis, where my friend from Missouri, |, 
who sits beside me [Mr. Geyer] lives. After || 
the extravagant items to which F have referred |! 
have been tacked to the bill, you say you will not | 
appropriate that sum to complete the custom- | 
house at that important point, now, in the work- 
ing season, when it is necessary that the appro- 
priation should be made immediately. Although |; 
you know what vast commerce is concentrated at į 
that city, and although you know that from the 
head waters of the Mississippi to New Orleans 
all the States in that valley are interested in such 
an accommodation for the transaction of their 
commercial business, you come and say that these | 
people shall not have such an appropriation, that | 
they are not entitled to it. 
itis not only proposed to reject these custom- 

honse appropriations for the large cities in the |’ 
valley of the Mississippi, but they are objected | 
to when proposed for Providence. Rhode Island, 

and for Wilmington, Delaware. Those cities are || 
in small States. The ‘ Blue Hen’s chickens,” | 
and little chicks of that sort, are never to geta i: 
crumb or to pick up anything; but still you can : 
appropriate your twoand three millions for bring- |! 
ing water into this city; and you can vote away 
two hundred millions of acres of land in alternate ` 
sections for railroads, Still you cannot complete | 
custom-houses which have been commenced at | 
St. Louis, Louisville, Cincinnati, Wilmington, |! 
Bangor, and other places where they are necessary | 
for the convenient transaction of the business of 

the Government, and to enable the citizens to get | 
ont their clearances and manifests without delay. |! 


Although the commerce of the country is largely || 


| these appropriations. 


interested in having proper accommodations, you 
cannot make them these little appropriations, not 
amounting to as much as you have already voted, 
asa mere mite, to bring water into the city of 
Washington! Is this just? Is it fair? 

Mr. President, I have such a cold that I speak 
to-day with great difficulty; but there are some 
other matters to which I wish to allude. Here 
sits the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fessenprn] 
before me. I know he desires to introduce an 
amendment for the very necessary purpose of re- 
building the custom-house at Portland, which has 
been burned down. I shall vote for an appropriation 
to rebuild that custom-house whether I fail in my 
purpose or not; or whether it be tacked to mine 
by way of an amendment or not. | believe, also, 
that the Senators from California are entitled to, 
and cught to have,an appropriation for the custom- 
house at San Francisco. I have not, however, 
included these, as I have preferred to present the 
amendment for precisely such works as have been 
estimated for by the Department itself, at the com- 
mencement of the session, as deficiencies. Do the 
House of Representatives and the Senate intend 
to abandon the Administration? Has the Admin- 


; istration made these estimates to humbug Bun- 


combe? Fave these estimates been made in order 
to tell the people of St. Louis and Louisville, “© wé 
will fool you; we will cheat you, by an exhibit 
of a purpose, but as to the cash you are not to 
have a dollar??? I want to know if this is to be 
done when you are voting away millions for rail- 
roads, in the shape of public lands? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I will vote against your 
amendment if you do not let the railroads alone. 
{Laughter.] a 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I suppose 
I shall get votes enough against me, in all proba- 
bility, to kill my proposition anyhow, for there 
seems to bea desire on the part of some gentlemen 
to vote it down. But, sir, look at the points in 
the valley of the Mississippi, for which I propose 
Look at St. Louis. Look 
atthe vast commerce which centers there from 
Tennessee, Louisiana, and Mississippi, up to 
lowa and Wisconsin. Look at the vast region 
interested in the appropriation for the Louisville 
custom-house. Then look to the disastrous 
calamities to life and property which are daily 
and almost hourly occurring to the people of that 
great region, because you do not improve the 
navigation of ‘their great streams. Stil, when 
they ask this poor boon, that you should com- 
plete a custom-house which you have commenced, 
as a convenience to their merchants and to their 
boatmen, to ease them in their shipments, will 
the Senator from lowa, [Mr. Jones,] oppose 
it? Ithmk not. He was born in Indiana, and 
raised in Kentucky, and he cannot, I am sure, 
vote against this proposition, But further, I tell 


| you now, and i shall do so more fully at another 


time, when you lavish your money upon other 
portions of the Union, and all over the country 


except there, the people of that section will feel 
that if you reject this litle boon they are regarded 


‘like an outside barbarian was, when brought into 


a Roman arena, and their interests are to be. 
slaughtered, as those gladiators were, for the 
amusement of others who controlled them. 

The men living along the Kentucky, the Wa- 
bash, the Tennessee, the Red river, and the Ar- 
kansas river want the snags removed from those 
great channels of commerce. They want conve- 
niences for doing the business which they have to 
transact at the custom-houses of the country. 
You have lavished your millions every where else; 
and yet, when we ask for these appropriations, 
the public policy and the public propriety of them 


: are regarded as entitled to no consideration, and 


no weight. [s this to be said at a time when the 
party in power in this House, and in the other 
branch of Congress, has a large, predominant, 
overruling majority, sufficient to carry this appro- 
priation if they will? Will they not do it upon 
the recommendation of their own Administration? 
I think you have got an honest, sensible Secretary 
of the Treasury, and I think rather cleverly of 
your President. You are in power here. You 
can overrule us. I am willing to vote for the cus- 
tom-houses that are necessary in California, in 
Maine, and in Delaware. 1 ask gentlemen if, 
with their predominant party strength in both 
Houses, they will endanger the bill in the other 
branch of Congress by attaching to it the esti- 
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mates of their own Administration? I think there | 
is no danger of the bill being lost in the other | 
House. | 
I suppose that, hypothetically, and by way of 
supposition, I may allude to that House. A fourth 
of the year has now gone by, and suppose the 
House of Representatives should continue, as they 
have been doing, not because they are ambitious 
young gentlemen, or cannot find game high enough 
to fly a hawk at; but suppose they consume the 
other two thirds of the year, from considerations 
of moral duty and the force of patriotism, in an- 
swering speeches made in this wing of the Capi- 
tol; are you certain that you will get any general 
appropriation bill passed? If you cannot tack on 
these appropriations to this bill, for which they 
were estimated, how are you to get them into a 
bill for which they were not estimated, and for 
which they were not recommended? Not only 
that, but 1 presume, as has been the habit of 


some former Congresses, this House has talked | 


now about as much as they see fit for economy; 
and if they get into a collision with the Senate, as 
they are modest, clever, young gentlemen, they 
can excuse themselves to the people by saying they 
were forced into this, 

It seems to me that a simple, pure proposi- 
tion to complete public works, which will suffer | 
if the money is not appropriated soon, ought to be 
adopted without difficulty. This Administration 
is not responsible for these works; but the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, from mere economy and a 
sense of public. duty, has advised us to make the 
appropriations to complete them. When he has | 
done that, it is strange and singular that those on 
this side of the Chamber have to come up and in- 
sist on appropriating what is necessary for the 
exigencies of the public service, when it might 
have been expected that we would take exceptions 
to everything done by the Administration. There 
may be mysterious and occult reasons of State | 
why the other side should reject it, but I have 
never seen, and I cannot perceive, and do not now | 
discover, a sufficient ground for it. You have 
tacked on to the bill almost everything proposed, 
whether germane or not. 

I am willing to vote for the bill according to the 
estimates. I have that much confidence in the į 
Government that I should have voted for the łe- 
ficiency bill just as it came from the Department; 
but when you tack on everything else, do not 
turn off the men of St. Louis,.Louisville, Wil- 
mington, Bath, and Cincinnati. When you have 
added forty collateral provisions, and put in fifty 
appropriations never thought of before, from your 
public printers down to your invalid pensioners, 
why refuse us what is fair and right? Sir, allow 
me to say, before I conclude, that I do not want | 
the amendment, smothered to death by various 
other amendments, and I do not wantit talked to 
death. { have said what I have to say about it. 
1 have placed itupon its intrinsic merits and the ; 
recommendation of the Department, and the pro- 
priety of the measure itself. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I concur most 
cordially in what fell from the Senator’s lips just 
as he took his seat. l would have voted for the 
bill just as it came from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, and I would have preferred very much to | 
vote for it in that way; but, inasmuch as they | 
have added almost everything, pertinent as well | 
as that which is not so, shall vote forthe amend- | 
ment which is offered by the Senator from Ken- | 

` tucky to this bill. And in order that the matter 
may be fairly presented to the Senate, I shall offer 
an amendment to the amendment, including an 
appropriation for the custom-house site at San 
Francisco, and for rebuilding the custom-house 
at Portland, Maine; the one recommended by the 
Secretary, and the other reported by the commit- | 
tee. The sum named in my amendment is that | 
which is deemed proper on conferring with the 
Treasury Department. 

I know it has been said that this may defeat the | 
bill in the House; but, sir, the question in the | 
House will be one of a separate character—upon : 
the amendments of the Senate, and not upon the | 
original bill. I do not design to go into this mat- | 
ter at length, and I shall not do so. I offer the, 
amendment for the California custom-house be- | 
cause it was connected with the other proposition | 

| 


before; and in regard to that it can be imagined | 
that I have repeated the explanation which was ' 


given by my friend from Virginia the other day. 
in regard to the custom-house at Portland, it can 
be imagined that I repeat what I said in regard to 
it the other day. [I move to amend the amend- 


it the following: 


For the purchase of a new site for the custom house in 
San Francisco, $250,000 ; and the Secretary ofthe Treasury 
is hereby authorized, if, in his judgment, the public interest 
will thereby be promoted, to apply this appropriation, aud 
as much as may be necessary of former appropriations, for 
the erection of a custoin-house on the Jand reserved for said 
purpose, to the purchase of a building or buildings, for a 
custom-house and other public offices ; and the said Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby directed to take all legal pro- 
ceedings which may be necéssary or advisable to maintain 
and secure the possession and title of the United States to 
the lot heretofore selected for the site of a custom-house. . 

For the erection of a custom-house at Portland, Maine, 
including rooms for the United States courts, and for a 
post office, $200,000. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, it is not my 
purpose to multiply words upon this proposition. 
I do not stand here to dispute the propriety of in- 
serting in some other bill appropriations for the 
completion of these custom-houses; but I wish to 
remind the Senate that these are the identical ap- 
propriations which defeated the first deficiency bill | 
in the House of Representatives. I wish to say 
to the friends of this measure that | believe they 
will stand a much better chance for carrying iton 
the general appropriation bills, or in a separate 
bill, than on this. I have no idea that they can 
carry it upon this bill, because I believe that if 
the House do not defeat the bill on account of it, 
they will reject the amendment.. I think, there- 
fore, the whole effect of adding the proposition 
willbe to getupa contest between the two Houses, 
in which we shall have ultimately to abandon it, 
because I presume there are few here who would | 
destroy the bill upon such a ground. It will not 
be a new contest gotten up by the House; for if 
we insert this, it will be done with a full knowl- 
edge of the fact that the House have determined, so 
far as their action in concerned, that it shall not 
go into this bill. 

It may be said that the same reason would 
apply to a general appropriation bill. Not at all. 
We know that in regard to any deficiency bill 
many members entertain strong objections. I 
think there is to some extent a prejudice against 
deficiency bills. I believe there are many who 
do not appreciate the necessity which may some- 
times exist for bringing in sucha bill, There is 
therefore a certain vote cast against it from the 
nature of the bill itself, When you come to add 


those who object to it on account of its particular || |] 
was supposed that my State was deeply interested, ' 


provisions, you endanger the passage of the bill. 4 
But, sir, a general appropriation bill has never 
failed. This bill has already failed once in the 
House, and it was restored by casting off the ap- 
propriations which are now embraced in the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. I 
think it would be more prudent; I believe it 
would be better for the very purpose which the 
Senator from Kentucky has in view—that of ob- 
taining some appropriations for custom-houses— 
to withdraw his amendment now, and to offer it 
to some of the general appropriation bills. They || 
always pass, but this bill may be endangered. 
Mr. GWIN. Ihave been very anxious since 
this deficiency bill came from the House, that we 
should put upon it nothing but what was palpa- 
bly necessary. It came with the prestige of weak- | 
ness from the other House; and | was desirous | 
to load it as little as possible. Therefore, Mr. 
President, when the amendment was proposed, 
naving reference to the custom-house at San Fran- 
cisco, which was estimated for by the Secretary 
of the Treasury as eminently proper and pressing; |i 
and when the Finance Committee, by a unani- 
mous vote, had offered it as an amendment to the | 
bill, and anamendment, which also was eminently 
proper, I : ed, 2 
thought, by the Finance Committee that it might 
jeopardize the bill to put on it even such proper 
‘amendments as these for such proper objects, and | 
consequently I was instructed by the committee | 
to withdraw the amendment, and the amendment 
roposed to it fell, as a matter of course. Iin- 
tended to carry that principle out to the end. 1) 
did not intend to load the bill down even with || 
amendments for such proper objects as these, be- !| 
cause I thought it right to put it in such a form as 
that it might pass easily through the other House 
with what necessary amendments we should make. | 


was offered to it, it was supposed, as Í || 


i for an appropriation for that object last year. 


But, yesterday, when the proposition came for- 
ward to give $500,000 to bring water into the city 
of Washington, the chairman of our committee 


| {Mr. HunteR] gave way, and now | am, for one, 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky by adding to |! 


for putting on everything for which there is a ne- 
cessity. : ; 
Mr. HUNTER. The proposition was: made 
to put in the water appropriation. I voted:for it. 
I did so because it was estimated: for by the De- 
partment; because I had always been in favor of 
introducing water into the city; and because, if 
the work wasto go on, it was better to put it upon 
this bill, and savea year’s work, than wait until 
the general appropriation bil] came up. -E ask the 


| Senator if he was not in favor of the water appro- 


priation? 

Mr. GWIN. I amin favor of it now. I stated, 
yesterday, that I would vote for it on the general 
appropriation bill; but I was opposed to putting 
it on this bill, The Senator, too, in his place’ here 
voted for it; and I now say, that these appropria- 
tions are as proper to be introduced into the bill 
as the one for the introduction of the water. t was 
I 
am for it now; and I am for these custom-houses, 
too. 

Mr. HUNTER. The difference between the 
two is this: we know that the custom-houses have 


| endangered the bill; we know that they did once 


defeat it. We donot know that the water appro- 
priation will defeat it, or ever has done it. Rut’ 
the Senator from California knows that I objected 


| when it was proposed to me in the Finance Com- 


mittee to put it onasan.amendment, not because I 
was against it ag an appropriation, but because I 


| was afraid that it would endanger the bill; but 
; when it was proposed in the Senate as an amend- 


ment, which was not supposed to be against the’ 
sentiment of the House, why should I vote against 


lit, if E was in favor of the appropriation? 


Mr. GWIN. Ido not go to the House of Rep- 
resentatives to inquire how I ought to vote. I 
know that if this water appropriation is passed 
through the House, the custom-house appropria- 
tions ought to do so also. That is my opinion. 
This being a deficiency bill, and for the first time 
in the history of the Government such a bill 
having been defeated in the ‘other House, after it 
was matured in the Committee of the Whole, 
owing to the appropriations for these custom- 
houses—so I am told, and I presume truly—it was 
a warning to the Senate to put as little as possible: 
upon it. The committee which is responsible to’ 
this body for the recommendation of appropriations: 
took that warning, as | thought, and although it 


and even madean exception fo the other States, in 
these custom-house appropriations, I acquiesced, 
and we withdrew the amendment which we had 


offered. ‘But now, sir, I undertake to say that it 


is as important to put in the bill the appropriations 
for the custom-houses as it is to vote $500,000 to 
bring’ water into the city of Washington to en- 
hance the value of property in the city; and so long 
as that amendment remains in the bill I shall vote 
for every estimate which is brought forward by 
the Department—every one, and I hope they will 
every one of:them be put in the bill. I want it 
distinctly understood that I am in favor of the 


i water appropriation.. Iam perhaps a little more 


so than those who talk moreabout it. 1 voted for 
it originally. F shall vote to put it in another bill 
hereafter; but E am not foryextending a favor to 
this city which is not extended to the western cities, 
for improvements which they look uponas equally 
importantas the introduction of water into thig city, 
which, as we all know, will add immensely to the 
value of property, in the city; while the property 
holders contribute nothing towards bringing it in. 
I am willing to be liberal to the city; but I want 
the liberality to look beyond the city; and Ido not 
want the bill loaded down with amendments of 
such a description as that water appropriation for 
this city, while appropriations necessary for other 
sections of the country are excluded. . 
Now, sir, I have been anxious—more anxious 
than any other member of the body, because I 
have a greater interest in questions which are 
coming up, and more responsible than any other 
for them—to get this bill through, but there have 
been measures put into it which have made itan 
omnibus, and which will delay its final passage: 


| for some time to come; and I think, as we are 


making an-omnibus of it, itis well encugh to take 
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care of the western appropriations which are esti- 
mated for by the Department, and which are right 
and proper in themselves, so far as I know. I 
shall vote for the whole of them. 

Mr. PRATT, IfI looked upon the question 
as my friend from California does, with the view 
which he takes of the two appropriations, and 
with a desire to support the appropriations rec- 


ommended by the Department, I might vote as 


he intends to vote. But I submit to him whether 


the water appropriation does not differ from any | 
J sub- į 


af those which he has now spoken of? 
mit it to his candor. We are only opposed to 


putting in the bill the appropriations for the vari- | 


ous works suggested by my friend from Ken- 


tucky, for the reason that we believe they would | 
occasion the defeat of the biil in the House. Why ! 


do we believe so? The honorable Senator from 


California says, that if the House defeat the bill : 
because of those appropriations, then the amend- | 
ment which we adopted yesterday ought also to | 
He also says, that he does not go to | 


defeat it. 
the House for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
he should vote for this appropriation or that. [ 


apprehend that the Senator from Virginia, who | 


voted for the water appropriation yesterday, is as 
little apt to go there as the honorable Senator from 
California. But, sir, there is no necessity to go 
there for the purpose of learning what their views 
are in regard to the class of amendments offered 
by, the Senator from Kentucky. 
that when the first deficiency 


We all know | 
bill of this session | 


was in the Louse, it contame the very class of | 
appropriations now proposed on the motion of the | 


Senator from Kentucky to be put in this bill, and 
for that reason it was rejected. The appropria- 
tion proposed to be made by the amendment 


which we agreed to yesterday was not placed in | 


that bill. We therefore do not know but that it 
may meet with the concurrence of the House. 
We know with certainty that if you place the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky in this 
bill it defeats it. We do not know that the 
amendment which we adopted yesterday will have 
that effect. I submit therefore to the candor of 
my honorable friend to say whether there is not 
a distinction between that amendment upon which 
the sense of the Elouse has not been taken and this 
one in reference to which they have already de- 
cided? 

Mr. BAYARD. 


I have one or two words to 


say npon this question; and I must again differ | 


from my honorable friend from Maryland. This is 
an àpproprinsion bill; but it is called the deficiency 
bill. 
as to the propriety of placing an appropriation in 
it, or reserving tt for a general appropriation bill, 
must depend upon whether there has been any 
unforeseen reason why any appropriation should 
be now made which connects tself with the pre- 
ceding appropriations by a previous Congress, 
That t presume to be the general ground of passing 


presume that the true line of distinetion | 
i| contractor chooses to vo on, because of the addi- 


beforehand a deficiency bill, connected with the. 


appropriations of the current fiscal year, instead | 
July | 


of that which commences on the first of 
next. Hf, then, these appropriations, under the 
recommendation of the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury, can be brought within that principle, there is 
but one other objection which can be raade to their 
adoption—that is, the objection made by the hon- 


erable Senator from Maryland, of the danger of 


there appropriations defeating the bill in the 
Vouse. | shall address myself to both points. 
As to the first: The Congress of the United 
States, at a previous session, authorized the build- 
ing of the custom-houses. At the commencement 
of the present session the Secretary of the Trens- 
my, under whose charge their building is placed, 


reports to you specifically as to certain custom- | 


houses, that, owing to the rise in the price of ma- 
terials and other unexpected events, they could 
not be completed according to the original de- 
mand, and specifications, and designs of the De- 
partment, under the appropriations which have 


been made; but that he had made agreements |} 
which would provide for their construction, with | 


the stipulation with the contractors that th: agree- 
ments might be carried out so as to make an in- | 


ferior work, unless Congress were pleased to || 


appropriate to carry them out according to the 
original desiga. The Secretary, therefore has per- 
formed his duty. 
condition, 


They are all moreor less advanced; and the whole 
question to be decided is whether, in consequence 
of the unexpected increase both in the prices of 
materials and the rates of wages duting the last 
year and a half, we willmake an appropriation to 
carry out the original plan. Inasmuch as the build- 
ings cannot be constructed in a fire-proof manner, 
aceording to the original estimates and designs, 
they must either be constructed in an inferior man- 
ner, not being fire-proof, or else they must be de- 
layed for the whole of another year, though they 
are now in progress of construction. F ask 
whether that is not precisely a case that comes in 
point of time within a deficiency bili, and which 
would require that the appropriation should be 
made now instead of being postponed until the 


year will nearly have passed ? 


mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, un- 
less you say that these custom-houses ought not 
to becompleted in a fire-proof manner, unless you 
say that you will not put them in an appropriation 
bill at all, they are a class of works which, from 
their position, peculiarly require that they should 
go into the deficiency bill. 1 will take—because I 
am more familiar with it than with others, though 
{ have no doubt that the same argument would 
apply precisely to other cases—the building au- 


thorized to be erected in my own city. T he ori- 
i ginel appropriation was $25,227 98. The Sec- 


retary, in n report made to the Committee of 
Ways and Means in the House, which I hold in 
my hand, states that he has made a contract; that 
that building can be constructed, though not ina 
fire-proof manner, for the amount of “the appro- 
priation, but he thinks it is the interest of the 
Government to construct its buildings in a perma- 
nent and more darable manner, and therefore he 


$97,207 98 in all, That building stands in this 
situation. Under the contract the foundation has 
been constructed, and the building stands in a po- 
sition in which, at the opening of the season, the 
work could be resumed. The contractor must 
either proceed to make wooden girders or stone 
arches; in other words, he must either make the 
building fire-proof or not. Under his contract he 
has a right to go on and complete the building 
without “making it fire-proof. ‘That is one of the 
| conditions of the contract. ‘The Secretary had no 
authority except to make it contingent in that 
mode. If the amendment does not pass, and by 
so doing you postpone your action, the building 
must be constructed in an imperfect manner, if the 


tional cost of $12,000 which you refuse. Is it 
i not, then, a case whieh i in point of time appeals to 
the propriety of the insertion of this amendment 
in what is called the deficiency bill, 
nerts itself with past appropriations, and in which, 
on account of an unforeseen contingency, the ap- 
propriation should be inserted enabling us to do it 
more speedily than by waiting for the: general ap- 
propriation bil? If we wait for that | the whole 
season will be iost. 

l submit, therefore, that in point of fact, and of 
sound policy—I have no doubt the other custom- 
| houses stand in the same position as the one to 
i which I have alluded; for these are the reasons 
i given by the Secretary of the Treasury in refer- 
precedent appropriations, The increase in the 
from unexpected events since the custom- houses 
were authorized to be built, and theamount which 
is necessary for their construction according to 
the original designs being greater than the amount 
appropriated, the Department, I think very wise- 
ly, believing that it was far more important to the 
Government, that buildings of that character 
should be fire-proof, and of a permanent char- 
acter, than that the difference of $200,000 or 


as recommended these additional appropriations, 
which are clearly deficiencies oe upon an 
i rane xpegteil event. 


proper objects ‘for a deficiency bill, far more 
strongly than the case of the Washington aque- 
duct. f voted in favor of that. 


the buildings to the utmost extent of his power. || tion comparable at all to the case of the custom- 


ence to them—they all connect themselves with. 


300,000 should be saved in their construction, ; 


month of August or September, when the building | 


Isubmit, therefore, that, according to the recom- | 


gives an additional estimate of $12,000, making | 


price of the lumber and labor being so great, arising | 


l think it right | 
He has left the matter in this | || that the work should progress; but there was no 
Fle has expedited the construction of | || state of things requiring an immediate appropria- 


which con- |, 


T 
| 
i 
l 


I have shown you the case of onein my 
own State. i have no doubt other Senators could 
/ show you others in their States. The building, 
t the mere will of the contractor, must go on, 
and be made in an imperfect manner; or, if un will” 


houses, 


; ing to do that, and preferring to let it lie over, it 


į the Washington water-works, or the $75, 


| must be postponed another year before it can be 


finished. In either case there jsa loss to the Gov- 
ernment. J submit, therefore, that I have made 
out a stronger case, not merely for the appropria-~ 
tions, but for their insertion in this deficiency bill, 
which is meant to provide for unexpected emer- 
gencies, than the case of the $500,000 voted for 
000 for 
the bridge over the Potomac. ‘There is no reason 
in either of those cases as strong for their inser- 
tion in this bill as there is for the insertion of 
these appropriations. 

l come then to the other objection. The hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland says that you 
have the evidence that these appropriations, if in- 
serted, will endanger the bill in the House, but 
that you have not “the evidence that by the appro- 
priation of half a million for the aqueduct it will 
be endangered. I have great deference for the 
other branch of the National Legislature. I 


` place them precisely in the position which I think 


engages 


| of these appropriations. 


they ought to accord to us—equality, nothing 
more, nothing less. When a measure comes be- 
fore me which I think right and proper in itself, 
although there may have been hasty action, as i 
have heard, elsewhere; although it may be that, 
after passing by decided majorities, every one of 
thecustom-house appropriations in detailas proper 
measures hey rejected the bill, I will not sup- 
pose, I will not do them the injustice to suppose, 
when the question comes before them as an 


amendment made by this body, that they will 


defeat the bill on account of it. The most that 
you can anticipate is that they will strike out the 
amendment. If they do that, it is time enough 
for us to determine whether we will place the fate 
of the bill on the amendment or not. But Lwould 


| not so far derogate from the respect to which the 


Fouse is entitled, as to suppose that they would 
kill the bill because we placed upon it an amend- 
ment. Of course, if they differ from us, they can 
rejectthe amendment. ‘Then we can, through the 
Bn of a committee of conference, or it will 
depend upon the will of the. Senate, whether we 


| think the amendment of sufficient importance to 


persist in it, and so hazard the fate of the bill. 
its fate is not in question on the original adoption 
of the amendment. | submit, therefore, that an 
argument of that kind is inconclusive. It is not 
sound in itself. We have noright to anticipatesuch 
action as Si ae the other branch of Congress, 
But, further, | deny that the honorable Senator 
from Maryland has authority to say that that bill 
was killed because of the custom-house appro- 
priations being in it. There were other questions 
connected with it. Youcannot know the motives 
of individual members, You do not know why 
that vote was given. There were a variety of 
opinions entertained, and I think the Senator from 
Maryland will recollect that there was in the bill 
an appropriation for New York. I know that 
there was a controversy between persons in regard 
to that. | have nothing to do with these pers: onal 
controversies as to the Mint between New York 
and Philadelphia; but who shail tell me that they 
had no swaying influence in relation to the vote 
on the bill? I cannot answer these A I 
do not presume to say on what ground the other 
branch of the National Legislature defeated the 
bill, after they had, by decided ma: jority, approved 
every one of the individual appropriations which 
are now asked to be inserted; but I take it for 
granted that, as men of sense, they did not defeat 
the bill on the ground of these appropriations, 
every one of which had a majority of the body 


“in its favor. 


I take that for granted. I do not, therefore, 
believe that the rejection of the bill was on account 
I believe, even if they 
had something to do with the cause, which we 
cannot exactly inquire into, which led to the de- 
feat of the bill, when we make these amendments, 
proper and appropriate, and germane to a defi- 
ciency bill, as I have endeavored to show them to 
be, and they go before the House, they will be 
treated with the respect to which they are entitled. 
If the House differ from us, of course they will 
reject our amendments; and then comes the ques- 
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tion, and then will be time enough to discuss it, 
as to whether we shall assent to their rejection, 
or insist on the amendnient. I submit, therefore, 
we hazard nothing to the appropriation bill by the 
insertion of these amendments, which are not 
only proper and appropriate, but are of the very 
character of a deficiency. The situation of the 
custori-houses require that they should be in- 
serted. 

Mr. GEYER. Objection is made to the ap- 
Ppropriations proposed by the amendments for 
these custom-houses, on the ground that they are 
not proper to be inserted in a deficiency bill. Ap- 
propriations have heretofore been made for the 
construction of these buildings. It is desirable 
that they should be fire-proof. The present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is desirous that the public 
edifices erected in his Department, and under his 
administration, shall be such as will be at ieast 
creditable to the Gavernment, and secure to the 
archives that may be deposited in them. He de- 
sires to erect fire-proof buildings; but by the law, 
which is construed to exclude the conclusion of 
contracts extending beyond an appropriation, the 
contracts cannot be made until he can be satisfied 
that the amount of money necessary to the - 
struction of the building will be appropriated. 

Proposals have been made, I believe, for these 
custom-houses, to complete them for the sums 
which are proposed by the amendment to be ap- 
propriated, and to make them fire-proof. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury recommends an appropria- 
tion to be made now, in order to complete the 
contracts, and that the work may proceed. There 


is, with respect to one of them now, an appropri- |} 


ation large enough to pay for all the work that 
can be done before an appropriation will be made, 
if Congress makes any this year, in the general 
appropriation bill. But it becomes necessary 
before the contracts can be made for the descrip- 
tion of the work necessary for the buildings, 
that an appropriation should be made at an early 
day. Hence it is necessary that it should be 
made in the deficiency bill, or in a separate bill, 
in advance of the gereral appropriation bills. 

It will be remembered that these buildings, the 
western custom-houses, as they are called, are ap- 
propriated to purposes other than that of a cus- 
tom-house. In the city in which I reside, the 
publie archives, transfers from the Spanish to 
the American Government, upon which titles to 
land depend, the records of the surveyors of them, 
the post office, now very large, are to be accom- 
modated in this building. Sir, the whole amount 
proposed to be app opriated by the amendments, 
is nothing that can compare with the suffering that 
would ensue in consequence of the loss of the ar- 
chives upon which the title to a large amount of 
land in my State depends. The appropriations 
which the Secretary of the Treasury recommends 
for that custom-house is extremely necessary. 
The season for making the contract for the con- 
struction of these works is now passing by. We | 
do not know whether the suggestion of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, of putting 
the appropriations into the general appropriation 
bili, will be available to us. Certainly it would 
postpone the buildings in the Wrest one year, or 
the contracts must be concluded for constructing 
them very differently from the manner in which 
the Secretary of the Treasury desires to have 
them constructed—such a one as will render them 
a safe place for the deposit of the public archives. 

There is, then, occasion for an early appropria- 
tion. You might as well have asked us to wait 
for other appropriations which are contained in 
this bill, as to ask that the contracts for the con- 
atruction of these custom-houses should be post- 
poned until the general appropriation bill comes 
up. The whole amount proposed to be appropri- 
ated for all these custom-houses exceeds very lit- 
tle the amount which was appropriated yesterday 
ag a partial appropriation for the construction of 
water-works in this city, in which itis proposed 
to expend $2,300,000 to render the public prop- 


v 


erty, which is not fire-proof, secure. That you 
voled for; but when a small appropriation to make 


öl 


| will have passed. 
preferred to wait for the biH for this purpose com- | 
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public buildings in other places fire-proof in tv« | 


first place, is asked for, we are told that we must 


wait until the general appropriation bill comes in, | 


Mr. President, if we intend to erect these build- 
ings in such a manneras not to have what is con- 
tained in them exposed to perpetual losses, nowis 
the time to make the appropriation. If we wait 
until the general appropriation bill comes before 
us, the proper time for making the contracts 
For myself, E should have 


ing from the House of Representatives; but I per- 
ceive that the time is passing away most rapidly, 
and that the session is likely to 
end before we can get the appropriation bill 
through. I shall, therefore, vote for the amend- 
ment which is now pending. 

_Mr. BAYARD. Iwill read from the commu- 
nication made by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the House, 


| to show the necessity of making the appropria- 


tions. I will read it to show that contracts have 
been made for all or nearly all of these custom- 
houses, to be constructed according to the original 


design, and that they are made contingent on the | 


action of Congress. I will read the statement as 
to the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama. The: 
Secretary says: | 
é Bids were solicited for its erection by an advertisement 
of October 30, 1852, for sixty days; the lowest of which, for | 
a stone exterior, exceeded the amount appropriated 5 and to | 


effect its erection for that sum, the exterior of the building | 


would have to be cut down to abrick and mastic covering, 


and some parts not made fire-proof, as in the St. Louis cus- | 


tom-house. 
The Department considered thattrue economy required 


that a further appropriation of $65,000, to carry out the į 
original design, should be made, and consequently made jį 


the estimate therefor, feeling assured that when the facts 


were brought to the attention of Congress its necessity | 


would be seen, and the appropriation made.”’ 


Again, as to Louisville, Kentucky, there isa | 
| similar statement. So inregard to Cincinnati, Ohio. | 


They all go to show that the contracts have been 
made contingently, and that they arein such mode 
as will not be carried out, unless a further appro- 
priation is made to carry them out according to the 
original design. All these facts which I have men- 
tioned are sustained by the communication which 


ig numbered *‘ Miscellaneous, No. 5,” House of | 


Representatives communications of the Secretary 
of the Treasur 
Means in the House. 
buildings should be fire-proof. Therecords which 


dre preserved there are extremely valuable; and i 


the Department judges wisely, in my opinion, in 
recommending that the necessary appropriations 
should be made to make them fire-proof. 

Mr. BELL. Ishall detain the Senate buta min- | 
ute or two. I am not directly interested in the 
subject of these amendments; but 1 wish to make | 
a remark or two on a principle which 1 think is 


not sound, and which should not be acted upon by | 


the Senate, which has been advanced in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Here are cases presented in which it is shown 
that the public interest will suffer if the works are 
not continued, and the appropriations made. The 
facts arenot disputed, that the completion of them 
will be delayed for twelve months unless the | 
appropriations are passed now—unless we avail 
ourselves of the opportunity presented by the 
deficiency bill, a bill of general interest, a bill so 
important that it may benecessary for the unem- 
barrassed operation of the Government thatit shall 
pass. This is just such a case as appears to me 
which this body, if a majority of them concur In 
the propriety and importance of constructing these 
works at all—and that is a question which ts now 
passed, decided, if I understand it, for they have 
been undertaken—itis just such a case which either 
Hlouse of Congress may avail itself of the oppor- 
tunity of bringing to a test again and again, 
need be, for such an appropriation as this, 

Some of these buildings are in a condition tobe 
deteriorated. Not only is the question presented | 
whether you will have buildings that are suitable | 
for permanent public buildings, erected. either in | 
the Eastor the West, but whether you will follow 


be almost atan | 


to the Committee of Ways and | 
It is necessary that these | 


ui get 
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up the appropriations which you: have heret 
made, and prevent an actual loss, which wi 
result by delaying the appropriation? “I say, dt is’ 
nota sound ‘principle for our legislation m this 
body, to say that perchance the House of Repre- 
sentatives would not concur init,” Pinow it-has 
been said that the House of Representatives liave” 
already rejected such appropriations as‘theee; tac 
it has been well replied, as [ understood it, that 
these appropriations were connected with ‘other 
and different objects, and that it is impossible ‘to! 
perceive upon whatdistinet ground connected with 
these appropriations the House could have.actedy: 
because the proposition was not in the House’ 
when they came to the final vote whether they” 
would construct the custom-house at St. Louis, or” 
Louisville, or Wilmington, for that question had: 
already been decided; and I therefore take it for’: 
granted that there was some other motive which 
induced the action of the House. |} have not read 
the debate in such a manner as to state what itis: 
but I take it for granted, in deference to the wis- 
dom and the discretion of the House of Repre-. 
sentatives, that thete was some other motive which 
caused them to vote down the first deficiency bill, 
to strike out this proposition, or to reject the: bill 
if it was not stricken out, . Pemp tea 
But, again, this bill does not necessarily fail if 
you agree to this proposition. The honorable’ 
Senator from Virginia knows very well the ma’ 
| chinery by which this question may he settled and 
|| the bill not yet lost. This proposition will go 
down to the House, to be acted upon by them. I 
do not mean to go into the consideration of. the’ 
question whether it is likely or not that the House’ 
would reject the bill because these. appropriations: 
should be made, if inserted by the Senate, I say: 
it is an unsound principle to act upon; and, F do 
not know but that it would be a much wiserand’ 
| sounder policy, if a majority either in the Senate ` 
or in the Elouse of Representatives are in favor of. 
a public work or a public improvement of any de~ 
scription, or specific legislation upon any subject, 
to avail themselyes:of a bill in the nature ofa 
deficiency bill—a bill the passage of which is 
necessary for the unembarrassed principles of the 
Government itself—in order to enforce by: such 
considerations as they believed would. be opera- 
tive, a policy which they thought wise and ‘just 
of the country. $ ae 
il Now, sir, 1 woul 


d make no such:proposition.’ 
| I would move no such amendment to:the defis 
ciency bill which is now before us as Fam about 
tó suggest; but Flay down this principle-in regard 
to every public work which has been commenced, 
not only custom-louses, or mints, or post, offices; 
or court-houses, but every other public work 
which has the sanction of both branches of Con- 
gress, if they had the opportunity to act upon. 
them unembarrassed by rules, and those means of 
delay and defeat which it is always in the power 
of the minority in either House of Congress to 
adopt, I do not see but that it would bea mach 
sounder principle of legislation, instead of relying 
upon that presented by the Senator from Virginia, 
for either louse to avail itself of the deficiency’, 
bil to carry out whatever public works have been 
commenced: under the ‘sanction, not: only iof the 
| majority of the two Houses of Congress, bat ofa 
large majority of the people of the United States; 
and to use this as a mode of enforcing: their com- 
pletion. i 
Sir, there 
i in the condition o 


are other public works which are just 
f these buildings, that have been 
in progress during the last year, and are unfin- 
ished, Fn consequence’of the session being pro: 
tracted to a late period in the fall, unless arapi ` 
propriation is made now, not only will they stop, 
but there will be a large amount of loss of the 
expenditures which have heretofore been made for 
them. -E allude to the extensive measures in prep- 
| aration for clearing out the western rivers, or for 
the improvement of harbors on the lakes. A‘large 
amount of money has been invested in snag-boats 
and other machinery, which cannot be employed. 
during the whole of this years for, by the ime we 
a general appropriation: bill throvgh m: Sep- 
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tember, or, as some gentlemen suggest, in October, 
there will be nothing done, and all that has been 
heretofore done by the machinery will be useless. 
The works will be half completed, and will conse- 
quently go to decay; or they will be destroyed by 
storms and freshets, because they are not com- 
pleted: They will be damaged or injured, and 
they will have to pass through the same ordeal for 
another season, and be again exposed to storms, 
and freshets, and ice, before they can be completed. 
I say i threw out the suggestion that, unless some 
such plan is adopted, the system, which | believe 
has the support of the majority, both of the Senate 
and Fouse of Representatives, and meets with the 
favor and concurrence of the country generally, 
will, on account of the protracted session of Con- 
gress every other year, have to be stopped. This 
will be the case unless some mode is devised or 
invented by which it can be kept regularly in prog- 
ress from year to year. E do not propose to make 
any amendment to this bill to accomplish that 
object; but I say that the objection which is made 
to this amendment, that perchance the House of 
Representatives will delay the passage of the bill— 
they cannot defeat it, because the question will 
still be within the control of the Senate—is an un- 
sound principle of legislation in either House of 
Congress; and instead of acquiescing in it, as sug- 

ested now, I should be in favor of the free and 
iudependent action of both branches of Congress to 
makean appropriation whenever there wasa public 
work which demanded an early appropriation. I || 
would notlimitit to custom-houges or court-houses. |! 
1 would limit it to subjects which were likely to 
suffer damage and injury by the delay. But I 
would do iton another account. If I supposed 
there were influences and principles in the admin- 
istration of the Govtunedt tae not say that 
there are now; I do not distinctly understand what 
their principles are which were attempting to 
thwart the operation of the system of improve- 
ments, I would, in that case, avail myself of a bill 
of this description for bringing them to the test of 
the sentiments and judgment, of the approval or | 
disapproval of Congress,though itmight embarrass 
the Government. Now, sir, E would have been 
perfectly willing that this bill should have gone 
along without any amendment at all. But other 
amendments have been made to it, which I con- 
sider less acceptable to me than this one. They 
have already been attached to the bill, therefore I 
feel myself perfectly at liberty to vote for this ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. WELLER. [havea remark to make to 
my friend from Virginia; and hefore I make that 
remark, I desire to say something in regard to the 
custom-house at San Francisco. 

As a matter of conrse, there cannot he any 
question as to the propriety of appropriations for 
the custom-houses. ‘he only difference of opin- 
ion seems to be as to what place the appropria- 
tions should be made—whether in the deficiency 
bill, or in some other general appropriation bill. 
Yesterday, I did not vote for the amendment pro- 
posed by my friend from Maryland, to make an 
appropriation of €500,000 to bring water into this 
city, simply for the reason that [never desire to 
place myself in a false position. I was in favor 
of the appropriation, but I was opposed to putting |} 
it upon the deficiency bill; but my friend from |! 
Virginia, who has sought to exclude almostevery- |) 
thing from this bill for fear of difficulty in the 
House, voted for that amendment. Now, the| 
only question is, whether these appropriations |! 
that are asked for are not in themselves proper? 
We have to act upon our responsibility, irrespec- 
tive of what may the action of the other branch 
of Congress. I say, therefore, that L shali vote 
to-day for the proposition which has been sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine, as well as for 
that submitted by the Senator from Kentucky. 1i 
will vote for them, because I consider them neces- 
sary 

Look, if you please, at the custom-house at San 
Francisco, A bare statement of the facts there 


$500,000. The annual rent which you are now i 
paying in San Francisco is twenty-three per cent. |! 
upon a half million of dollars. While you have 
a large surplus in your Treasury, and your Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is going into the market 


it 
i 
4 


| 
i 


i three per cent. per annum to citizens of California 


| building for less than three per cent. per month 


| economy alone, we ought to muke the appropria- | 


i pelled to pay, but I think that the legislative 


| 

, 1 

| three per cent. per annum upon the public works | 
H 


| proposition which is disconnected with the; 


' them, it was ascertained that probably the title 


| use the material which you own in its construc- jj 


‘have nothing to say; I have to act upon my own 


and buying up your own bonds, which only draw 
six per cent. per annum, and fall due sometime in 
1860—while he is buying them up at a premium 
of eighteen or twenty, you are paying twenty- 


for the use of public buildings! Everybody knows 
in San Francisco that you cannot renta fire-proof 


on the cost. The owner, before he will rent the 
building, will make you pay three per cent. in 
advance upon what that building cost. 

The Government of the United Statesnow, while 
it ig buying up its bonds, which only draws six 
per cent, interest, is paying to a few individuals 
in San Francisco three për cent. per month upon 
their money. The bare statement of that shows 
that, as a question of economy, and a question of 


tion, ‘Ihe sooner you getrid of that the better. I 
ought not perhapstocomplain. Ifthe Government 
is disposed to pay three per cent. per month to the 
people of San Francisco for the money they have 
expended in brick buildings let it go on; but, as a 
public man, whose duty it is to Jook to the interest 
of the whole country, I have felt it my duty to 
make this statement, in order to just show the 
financial skill with which the legislative branch of 
this Government is now managing its public | 
affairs. Your Secretary acts wisely in buying up 
the bonds even at the premium which he is com- 


branch of the Government who have charge of 
the public money ought not to be willing to keep 
a large surplus in the Treasury and pay twenty- 


in California. , | 
Now, Mr. President, I desire to allude to one 


amendment to the amendment, Thereisauthority | 
given there to the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
purchase buildings. 1 am opposed to that. There | 
may be some reason for it, and it was to that I | 
alluded, when [desired to consult with the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury. There may be some 
reason why that course should be adopted. The | 
Government has already expended, in San Fran- | 
cisco, $90,000 for alot. It has got all the mate- | 
rials there for the custom-house. After it got | 


was in the State government. That question is 
now pending. The controversy between the 
State and Federal Government, as to the title to 
that lot, is a matter for judicial decision. I have 
nothing to say upon that question. But you have 
all the materials there for the custom-house, and 
I prefer that you should make a direct appropri- 
ation, authorizing the purchase of a site, and then 


tion immediately. But if the Government thinks 
proper to pay twenty-three per cent. per annum 
to the people of California for a public building, 
they can go on. I shall make no objection. 1 
have my own views in regard to the proper course 
which we should pursue in regard to that custom- j|; 
house, but I shall not obtrude them upon the |] 
Senate now. | 

I am as anxious as my friend from Virginia | 
that we should get through with the bill. So far 
as the action of the House of Representatives | 
will be affected by putting this amendment on it, E | 


responsibility. I do not believe, however, that it | 
would injure the bill half as much as the amend- 
ment which was made yesterday; I know that it | 
was the custom-house question that probably con- 
ributed largely to defeat the first bill in the House | 
f Representatives; but the defeat was brought 
about, not because of opposition to the appropria- | 
ions; not because they do not regard the works as | 
essential to the public interest, but because they | 
considered that it was an improper place to make | 
them. Therefore, the same objection would apply : 
to the amendment which was made yesterday. 
would not vote for that amendment then, becaus 
I thought that was not the proper place to make | 
it. The Senate decided otherwise. That will j 
embarrass this question quite as much in the [louse | 
of Representatives ag the appropriation for the | 
works that nobody pretends are notabsolutely in- | 
dispensable. i 
Mr. HUNTER. I will ask the Senator from | 
California if he will vote against this amendment, ; 
if the amendment for the introduction of the water ; 
into this city should be rejected ? i 


1 
ej 
e 


| 


| bill, 


| House. 


Mr. WELLER. ‘Sufficient unto the day is 
the evil thereof.’? Whenever that question arises, 
I will give my friend from Virginia a very serious 
and proper answer. If thatamendment is stricken 
out, I shall then be ready to vote in such a way as 
seems to me proper upon this. 

Mr. HUNTER. My question has.a practical 
bearing. J believe myself that the water appro- 
priation was a proper one—-a proper one in this 
He doesnot. Ido not believe that these 
appropriations are proper in this bill, because the 
sense of the House has been tested upon them. I 
certainly would give up one to get rid of the other; 
but if gentlemen mean to insist upon this, I shall 
be disposed to hold on to the water appropri- 
ation. 2 : 

But what is there in this objection? This amend- 
ment is either right or wrong. Whether it is right 
or wrong does not depend upon the fact that the 


i| amendment in regard to the water appropriations 


was made. Those who think it was right ought 
to vote for it, whether the other amendment be in 
the bill or not; and those who think it wrong ought 
to vote against it, whether that amendment be there 
or not. My vote is nota question to be consid- 
ered by others. That isa matter of my own. I 
vote according to my own conscience in relation 
to this matter; and it can be a reason neither for 
nor against the Senator from California in relation 
tohis vote. But the purpose for which I rose was 
to get a vote, if possible, and to ask for the yeas” 
andggays upon the amendment. . 
n motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, March 30, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. HAVEN. If it is in order, 1 move that 
the rules of the House be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. The Hon. Naruanren Q. Tayor, member 
elect to succeed the Hon. Broexins CAMPBELL, de- 
ceaged, from the State of Tennessee, is now here, 
and desires to be qualified. 

Mr. Taytor then appeared and was qualified 
by taking the usual oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; whieh was administered 
to him by the Speaker. 

Mr. EDMANDS. lask permission ofthe House 
to make certain reports from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, that they may be referred. I 
am about to leave the city,and I would be pleased 
to have the indulgence of the House to make these 
reports at this time, and have them referred. 

(Cries of ** I object!” 1 object 17) 

Mr. MACDONALD. Iam desirous to make 


Prayer 


; reports from the Naval Committee, and would be 


glad to have the same indulgence granted me, and 
i therefore object. 

Mr. BENNETT. J rise toa motion ofa priv- 
ileged character. J desire to make a statement of 
a personal character; to do which, I hope to have 
the consent of the House. I propose to call the 


! attention of the House, and of my colleague, (Mr. 


Tayior,]} to the subject. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man from New York cannot proceed in his re- 
marks, unless by the unanimous consent of the 
Is it the pleasure of the House that the 
gentleman from New York may proceed? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 would like to make a sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from New York. It is, 
that if his explanation is likely to consume much 
time, it should be deferred for the present..There 
are gentlemen here who, I understand, really wish 
to discuss the bill that has been before the com- 
mittee, on its merits; and it is right that they 
should have an opportunity of doing so now. 
This matter may be postponed for a time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New York rise to a question of privilege, or toa 
privileged question ? 

Mr. BENNETT. TI regard it so. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
purpose, and the Chair will decide whether it is a 
privileged question or not, 

Mr. BENNETT. I perceive by the Washing- 
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ton Union of Saturday last, an article published 
in that paper in reference to my colleague in this 
House, [Mr. Taytor,] who is saidin that article 
to have declared his intention to vote in favor of 
the Nebraska bill. i 

Mr, HOUSTON, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man. is not in order. This is not. a privileged 
question. i : 

Several Mzmuers. Let him proceed. 

Mr. BENNETT. An article appeared in the 
Washington Union on Saturday last, in relation 
to my colleague, in which it is stated that he had 
avowed his determination to vote for the Nebraska 
bill. I have received a large petition against this 
bill from the county of Tioga, where my col- 
league resides, (which was formerly in my dis- 
trict,) signed by, I think, over one thousand citi- 
zens, with a request to present it in the House. 


I should have presented this petition under the | 


rule, knowing some gentlemen would object to it. 
But the petition was accompanied with a state- 
ment that it was designed as an instruction to my 
colleague to vote against the Nebraska bill; and 
that he had declared, in a public meeting, in that 


county, that he would vote against the Nebraska | 
bill or resign, and signifying their request to have | 


him do so. 


Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) Mr. Speaker, | 


all this is out of order, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New 
York will state very briefly the question of 
privilege. oe 

Mr. BENNETT. The point I make is this: 
It is evident my colleague is greatly misrepresent- 
ed by his own people, in his own county at 
home, or by the Washington Union here; and i 
wish, if he desires, to give him an opportunity to 


pee 
r. TAYLOR, of New York. Iask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to make a personal 
explanation. 

t was objected to. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question recurs on 
the motion that the House do now resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The question was put; and the Chair announced 
that the ayes appeared tu have it. 

Mr. OLDS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DEAN. I hope that the call for the yeas 
and nays will be panicawt that my colleague 
(Mr. Taytor] may have an opportunity of reply- 
ing to. my other allen sus, (Mr. Beynerr.} 

he SPEAKER, 
here that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Wholeon the state of the Union; and 
on that proposition the yeas.and nays have been 
demanded. The gentleman from New York,[Mr. 
Tartor,] as the Chair understands it, asks to 
make a personal explanation, which cannot be 
done unless by the unanimous consent of the 
House. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 dislike, Mr. Speaker, to mix 
myself up with this affair; but unless the privilege 
be accorded to the gentleman from. New York, 


who first addressed the Chair, to make his-state- | 


ment fully, 
from New 
sonal expla 
The SPE 
the gentleman from N 
itis not in the power o 
privilege he asks for his colleague. Tt must be by 
the unanimous consent of the House, ifatall, that 
a personal explanation can be made. Is it the 


L shall object. to the other gentleman 
York getting the floor to make a per- 
nation. 

AKER. The Chair would state to 


leasure of the House that the gentleman from | 
New York be permitted to make a personal ex- , 


planation? ; Ae 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. Let the gen- 
tleman over the way (Mr. Bennett] be heard, 
and then I have no objection to his colleague 
being allowed to make an explanation, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. The gentle- 
man was heard. 


Mr. STEVENS. He was not. Objections 
were made to his proceeding. . 
Mr. BENNETT. I hope my colleague will 


be allowed to make his personal explanation. | 
My, HAVEN. Then I withdraw my objection. 
_Mr. STEVENS. I also withdraw my objec- 


unanim Í i 
right with his constituents, 


ous consent, be allowed to. put himself 
and will ask him if 


he motion has been made į 


ew York [Mr. Haven] that | 
f the Chair to grant the | 


-E en 


t 
i 


| has, it has been sent to him to present, and I am 


|| announced that they had reunited and rewelded 


i the Constitution, he would endeavor to arouse a 


i| tions (at that time pen 


tion, —. : || what the States say is 
Mr. BENNETT. [hope my colleague will, by 


he hag made any such declaration in a public | 


meeting as I have stated, in any manner, and if 
so, what it was? And whether the article in the 
Union alluded to was published by authority 
from him? and if he gave authority. to the state- 
ment that he should vote for that bill; and that 
nine tenths of the: Democrats of Tioga county, 
who voted against General Cass in 1848, were in 
favor of the bill? I ask this with no unfriendly 
feeling towards my colleague, but only to give an 
opportunity to explain, and put this matter right. 

Mr. TAYLOR. All that I desire to say in ref- 
erence to this matter is simply this: that I have 
nothing to say here in regard to what I may have 
said, or what opinions | may have given on the 
Nebraska bill elsewhere. ? 
[ believe that it is a proper subject for me to 


make any explanation upon. : doctrines of earlier times. 


| always condemned. by the American people. 


In reference to the petition which my colleague | 


entirely willing that he should present it. If it had | 


been sent to me to present, I should have done so |/ 


with great pleasure, although it is opposed to my 
views upon that subject. But as those who had 
the contro! of it have chosen to send it to him, it 
can make no manner of difference whether he 
present it or I, and he has my fuil concurrence to 
do so, if it be his pleasure. 
The question was then taken upon the motion 
submitted by Mr. Haven; and it was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the. Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Hamirtow in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of Senate bill (No. 226) 
to authorize the construction of six steam frigates, 
and for other purposes. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
rose the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Kirt] had the floor, and he is now entitled to it. | 
Mr. KEITT alluded to the attitude of Messrs. 
Clay and Webster, four years ago, when it was 


the links which bind together the Confederacy. 
How fallacious was the proclamation! Thirty 
years ago, Mr. Jefferson pronounced that the Mis- 
souri restriction fell on his ears like the tones of a 
fire-bell at night, awaking and filling him with ter- 
ror. His prophetic eye flashed along the chain 
of momentous results, and closed with his voice 
of warning and foreboding. And sectional strife, 
bitter feuds and altercations, have been the off- 
spring of the unnatural connection between princi- 
pie and policy. The Missouri restriction has been 
the source of unnumbered woes. The majority 
has been trampling on the Constitution and the 
rights of the weaker section of the Union until re- 
sistance was fast becoming a law of self-preserva- 
tion. But now a star of promise had risen in the | 
West. As a southern man, if he were called on 
to. vote against the bill, he should not, like others, 
arraign the gentleman who introduced it. Al- 
though he would stem the tide of fanaticism at 
the North, which was threatening to sweep down 


stronger patriotism in that ‘section, but he would 
mingle no charges of bad faith. ‘There are brave 
men in the non-slaveholding States who are bat- 
tling for the Constitution and for justice. : 

He then proceeded to disencumber the question 
of some constitutional embarrassments; and, in 
speaking of the ordinance of 1787, said it was an 
unconstitutional and a most graceless act; and, 
after defining what constitutes the federative Union 
and the powers under it, and the rights. of the || 
States, remarked that, just before Mr. Calhoun |; 
died, he received a letter from that distinguished | 
statesman, in which he said: “I think these ques- | 
ding) can be settled by the 
extension of the Missouri line to the Pacific. I 
will not vote for it, but I will acquiesce.” He | 
would waive the right claimed by the South to | 
save the Union. . 

He spoke of property in slaves as older than 
that in land, and contended that it was just as de- | 
fensive on abstract principles. The Federal Gov- | 
ernment possesses no authority to create property, | 
and only possesses the right to recognize it in a 
secondary sense; that is, sovereign States say 
what is property, and create the General Govern- | 
ment their trustee; and its business is te recognize 
property, and protect 1t; || 
therefore Government should protect the property | 


I do not know, nor do}: 


1 


|| low their plan of stationary squadrons: + Fle coul 
When the committee last |! 


| 
i 
| 
i 


| Clay 


| | wish to call the attention of the committee, 


| authorizes these vessels to be built either by 


| tubiof meal to his ne 


| tionary squadrons was a mistaken one.. 


| already had. Since 1812 we, had had no use for” 


which southern men carry with them to the Ter- | 
ritories; the latter not being the exclusive property i 


of those who. immigrate. thit 
slaveholding States. 

In conclusion, he defended | 
very, and maintained the rights of th 
Appendix for.this-speceh.} . 2. 5. 

Mr. BENTON expressed ‘hi 
before the committee. Jt w i 
that we should havea navy for defen 
for the protection of our commerce; 
come to the question of a. navy. for 
one that is to contest with: the combi 
of the world for the supremacy of. the. sea 
another. question; one which was no yY 
the earliest founders of our Govern 
are (he said) a continent; notan island; ou 
is peace, not aggression; it is. defense, not. con- 
quest, This is our policy, and these wer 
A standing army. 3 


standing navy, a navy in time of peace, was 
ways rejected by the American people, -~ ; 
He referred to that portion of the’ bill: 


tractor inthe Government navy-yards, and w J 
to know if our seven yards were jot capable of 
performing this duty?) Wohat would they, think 
of a man who possessed seven mills sending his: 
ighbor for the purpo 


having it ground?” 
He thought that the policy: of maintaining, 
t 


British policy. That nation had ‘squai 
home, and for the four. quarters: ofthe v 
‘They had islands in all portions of the gl g 
we had none, nor had we any inducemen k 
see no adequate reason for our maintaining five 
stationary squadrons at points where he .appre- 
hended they had nothing to do. - ‘ 
Since 1812 ¢300,000,000 had been expended for 
navy purposes, and he assumed that we. could 
not beneficially use this day the ships. that we. 


a navy, and he could .see but little prospect of 
needing one; for we had no system of aggression, | 
of foreign conquest. We had our coasts to de- 
fend, and the outlets of our rivers to protect, but, 
we had nothing whatever to do with conquest... 
The whole business of créating navies had | : 
nothing in the world but a contest in, ship. 
ing—a contest of ship carpenters. ‘He argu: 
some length, and quoted the views of early stafes-. 
men against the policy of keeping up.a navy 
for any other-purpose than the protection of com- 
merce, which at the present day negded ‘but 8 
small-one. {See Appendix for this speech]: `. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Chairman,; L have: 
heard with great pleasure the remarks of the dis~. 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri; but $ 
not quite concur with him, andas I expect to vote, 
for this, bill, unless my opinion be changed, T wish 
to makea suggestion or two in reference to the: 
matter brought before us. . ihiga et 

‘As to the instructions—which the distinguished 
gentleman has read—from Virginia of 1800, it was 
doubtless the opinion of the old Republican party. 
Atthat time it isknown that the Republican party, 
was in collision with the Federal party; and as, 
the latter party was in power, Í think that party 
feeling had as much to do with the subject of the. 
increase of the Army and Navy, and the passage 
of those resolutions, as any sound statesmansh : 
Be that as itmay, Mr. Chairman, not many years. ` 
elapsed before the same Republican party—commg. . 
into power—at the instance, I believe; of Mr. 
„and other distinguished leaders, was obliged 
to take a different line of policy... ‘Our present 
Navy, however, had its origin. shortly. after ‘the 
war of 1812, and is not actually stronger now. 
than it was thirty-five years. ago. At that time. 
we had a commerce of one million, or one million 
two hundred. thousand tons. Our commerce is 
now four million :tons. If the Navy, therefore, 
on its present basis thirty-five years ago, was not 
too strong. to protect the commerce then, why. it 
is too weak now. 

There is onegreat difference, h 


owever, to which 
be- 
tween the things now and as. they werein the time 
of the war of 1812. Then Great, Britain. was fol- 
lowing the old plan of ship building, erecting 
sluggish hulks, while America adopted a better 
one, a system of. building both ships of war ant 
merchantmen, something like our present clipper 
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ships; and the consequence was that one of our 
second class frigates, such as commodore Porter 
commanded, when at sea was easily able to keep 
out of the way of the sluggish British seventy- 
fours, and other large ships. In fact, Ido not 
remember that but one of our vessels was run 
down through the whole of the war—TI mean the 
President, under the command of Decatur; and 
that was done by a large squadron of the enemy. 
She happened to be surrounded, without sea room, 
and was captured. Our clipper vessels committed 
immense havoc on her commerce. 

Since then there has been an entire change in 
naval armament; though a first rate sailer may, 
with a favorable gale, make as much progress as 
a steamer, yet in all sorts of weather it cannot be 
pretended she will be able to escape. 


any of our merchantmen and our sailing vessels. 


I take it if we were involved in a war with Great | 


Britain at this time, our merchantraen would suf- 
fer greatly. f 
voy them. They would easily berun down. One 
of the large paddle-wheel steamers would carry 
an armament sufficient to capturea merchantman. 
Such a vessel as one of George Law’s, or the 
Collins line, would capture any sail vessel afloat— 
I mean a mere merchantman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour hag arrived 
when, under the order of the House, debate 
closes. 


Mr. BOCOCK (as chairman of the committee | 


that reported the bill) took the floor to close the 
debate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Thope the gentleman from 
Virginia will give me five minutes of his time to 
enable me to present a point or two, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLENGMAN. 
gentleman can allow me five minutes of his time. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 will give the gentleman a 
portion of my time when | get through with my 
remarks. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
the floor then. Ll wish to throw out a practical 
suggestion or two just at this point. 

Mr. LILLY. 
minutes before the debate must close? 


the debate in two hours after the House should go 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the resolution provides that the debate shall 
aoe at two o’clock, and that hour has now ar- 
rived, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. By general consent, I sup- 
pose I can go on for a few minutes. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Does the gentleman confine 
his privilege to any particular time ? 

Mr. CLENGMAN. l should like about five 
minutes, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman 
for that time, if I can do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia shall yield a portion of hig time to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Rather than have to go 
through this formality, 1 will waive my request. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 


tinguished member from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] 
to have said one word more to this committee in 
behalf of the bill under consideration. 


reasons on which the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and F, as a member of that committee, based the 
propriety of this bill, I did not think, therefore, 


that it would have been necessary for me to re- | 
iterate any of the points that I then suggested; but : 


much is due to any suggestions that come from so 
distinguished a source as the gentleman who has 
addressed us this morning. 

‘Phe gentleman concluded by saying, that he had 


made his remarks without any expectation of in- | 


fluencing the vote of this House. Sir, the gentle- 


man did got do himself justice. He does not know ; 


the respect that this House 


to his talents, and to his public services. Any 


suggestions coming from him would, doubtless, || to meet those vessels. We must have vessels of ,) 
have great weight here, and it is for this reason, || the same description. If wesend out paddle-wheel |: 


Theconse- | 
quence is, that vessels having the benefit of sail | 
and steam together will easily be able torun down | 


We have not sufficient force to con- jj 


By general consent, the | 


T shall not want to take | 


Task if there are not still fifteen | 
I under- į 
stood the resolution of the House to be to close | 


l had not proposed, until the | 
remarks that were made this morning by the dis- | 


l had occa- | 
sion the other day to go pretty extensively into the | 


land this only, that I think it necessary to make a 
i reply this morning. In anything that I shall say 
ijon this occasion | beg that gentleman to be as- 
| sured I mean nothing butthe most profound respect 
and courtesy to him. 

The honorable gentleman commenced by re- 
gretting that it was one of the misfortunes of 
| having been in public life a long time that the 
i! mind was continually reverting to the past, and 
|i bringing up the ideas of past years and comparing 
! them with the ideas that are in progress at pres- 
ent. The honorable gentleman gave, in his own 


| 
i 
t 
| 
i 


| case, the very best illustration of his position, for 
| 


the showed how a mind of gigantic preportions 
i: can be warped and Jed away by early preconcep- 

tions, and by notions that have been entertained 
long years ago. 

Why, the honorable gentleman got up here this 
morning and discussed the action of the Navy 
Board upon our present policy. He has told 
us of the effect of the recommendations of the 
Navy Board at the other end of the avenue, when, 
by an act passed ten years ago, that Navy Board 
was abolished, and Mr. Jefferson’s views in rela- 
tion to it carried out. 

Mr. BENTON. It went into bureaus. 

Mr. BOCOCK. It went into bureaus, and 
there is now no Navy Board with power to make 
|| recommendations. 

Bat, sir, in many of the remarks of the gentle- 
man in the early part of his speech | entirely 
concur—especially in that part of them in refer- 


j 


up so many navy-yards. But this biil has nothing 
|i in the world to do with navy-yards. I will inform 
the honorable gentleman that a resolution is now 
pending before the Committee on Naval Affairs of 


consideration, it will be very proper to make any 
|| Suggestions against the propriety of our having so 
|| large a number of them. 


remark, that England has navy-yards at Ports- 
mouth, Woolwich, Chatham, Spithead, and nine 
l other places where the Government carry on 


yards. Ido not suggest this here as an argument 


in this respect. By no means. 


land in her expenditure for her naval armament. 
| But we are referred to our former naval history 
and to the achievements of Commodore Decatur in 


lect the changes which have taken place since that 
time, in the preparations for sea-fighting? Talk 
now about sending gun-boats and privateers, to 
contend against frigates and screw propellers ! 


little tub-mill and ask customers to patronize him. 
To talk now about fighting at sea as we did years 


guns and artillery of the present day. 


policy at any great length. He informed us that 
he was against squadrons, and in favor of cruisers. 


gentleman would be in favor of. 


him, if he wants cruisers, he ought to build the 
i; Very vessels that this bil contemplates; for they 
jj are the vessels to make these cruisers. They are 


i intended to carry a heavy armament, and to beso | 


I 


i! great oceans of the world. We mustbe prepared 


ence to the impolicy of this Government keeping i 


i| this Louse, to inquire into the propriety of abol- i 
ishing some of those yards; and when the report | 
of the committee on that subject comes up for | 


While upon this subject of navy-yards I would | 


works similar to those which we carry on in our | 


i| to show that we ought to compete with England ; 
f I do not stand : 
| here to advocate the idea, that the Government of | 

the United States should undertake to equal Eng- |; 


the Mediterranean, and of Commodore Porter in | 
the Pacific—and my friend from North Carolina . 
| (Mr. Curnaman] met that idea very well in the | 
few remarks he submitted before the hour expired | 
for terminating the general debate upon this bill. | 
But do not the members of this committee recol- | 


It: 
would be very much like the case of a person | 
i who, after seeing splendid mills buiit, with all the | 
modern inventions, holding out inducements toall | 
who had grists to grind, should go and set up his | 


ago would be just as reasonable—with all respect || 
I say it to the gentleman from Missouri—as to |i 
talk about sending one hundred men with breast- i 
plates and helmets to contend against the Paixhan |! 


The honorable gentleman did not develop his 


I do not know how many cruisers the honorable | 
But I can tell ; 


constructed that they can carry a good deal of 
; provisions, and be propelled either by steam or by | 
sails, as the exigencies of the case may require. : 
| | France, Great Britain, and other countries, have |! 
pays to his experience, i| their steamers sailing through every part of the |] 


‘| steamers they would have to carry a large quan- 
tity of coal, as they are propelled by steam exclu- 
sively. But the vessels proposed to be built are 
j| screw propellers, which can be propelled by steam 
or by sail, as the circumstances of the case may 
require. 

But we are told that our policy is not to have a 
force for offensive operation, but a naval armament 
intended merely to defend our commerce. That 
is exactly what f want—nothing more. But when 
gentlemen talk about the armament necessary to 
defend our commerce, why do they not tell us what 
amount of armament is necessary for that pur- 
pose? Why do they*not look at the extent of 
our commerce?—of the dangers which beset that. 
commerce?——of the foe we have to meet, and of 
the force necessary to meet that foe? Armaments 
to defend ourcommerce! Why, that is precisely 
what | want, and nothing more. . Nobody in this 
country, I believe, has advocated a navy for the 
purpose of offensive operations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the policy of main- 
taining these squadrons, I ask what other policy 
can we adopt? Weare told that we have here a 
i| home squadron; and the question is asked, “ What 
do we want witha home squadron??? Why, Mr. 
Chairman, the cruising ground of the home squad- 
| ron is from the fishing coasts of the North to the 
mouth of the Amazon. Ask the gentlemen who 
represent northern constituencies here what we 
want with a home squadron, and they will point 
you to the immense amount of money invested in 
the fisheries of the North for which they want pro-. 
tection. Ask gentlemen’ representing southern 
constituencies here what we want with a home 
| squadron, and they will point you to the dificul- 
j ties that we are continually getting into with the 
Cuban authorities, and others in the Caribbean 
Sea; and they will tell you that they want this 
Government to protect the rights of its citizens in 
| these waters. 

Then we are asked what we want with the 
squadron in the Mediterranean? The cruising 
ground of this squadron extends from the capes 
of Spain to the extreme of the Levant. 

Sir, it is but a short time ago when a resolution 
was gravely submitted, and adopted by an almost 
unanimous vote of Congress—there was a very 
small vote given against it—returning thanks: of 
the Congress of the United States to Commander 
Ingraham for having protected the rights of one 
of our citizens in the Mediterranean. He com- 
manded a vessel belonging to: our Mediterranean 
squadron; and, while the whole country was ina 
blaze of admiration for his heroic achievement, 
the Congress of the United States voting him its 
thanks. Yet, in the sight of all this, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] rises in his 
place, and says, “ What do you want with a 
Mediterranean squadron?” Sir, Lreply, we want 
Ingrahams in the Mediterranean: to protect the 
rights of our citizens there. We want men there 
to protect the commercial interests of our country. 
That is what we want. 

We are told that we have a squadron in the 
Pacific; and so we have,and so we ought to have, 
n my humble judgment. We have our whale 
fishery vessels to protect; we have to protect the 
rights of our citizens there in every relation: 
We have our neutrality laws to enforce; and we 
have to guard against all the dangers that are be- 
setting us in respect to the machinations of foreign 
Governments on the Sandwich Islands and other 
points in that ocean. And while all these things 
i stare us in the face, we are gravely asked, “ What 
do we want with our Pacific squadron??? 

Why, sir, there are but two vessels in the Pacific 
squadron. ‘The whole number of guns on both of 
these vessels do not amount to fifty. We had no 
ii vessel there to enforce our neutrality laws when 
Captain Walker marched down to Lower Califor- 
nia and set up a Republic there against the rights 
of Mexico. I do not want an aggressive arma- 
ment; but E want one to prevent aggression. 

Mr: Chairman, perhaps if we could understand 
each other about the amount of naval preparation 
necessary to protect our commerce, there might be 
no dispute in regard to it. Thatis all we want— 
a force sufficient to protect our commerce and the 
rights of our citizens in every part of the globe. 

If Mr. Jefferson had, at one time, been-opposed 
_ to the Navy—though I do not believe he ever was 
—for the authority which the gentleman cited was 
against the”naval board; if he had been opposed 


H 
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to the Navy in the early period of his life, he saw 
enough in the course of his administration to con- 
vince him that wasa wrong policy; for he afier- 
wards advocated a Navy. 

Mr. Jefferson, in a message, July 10, 1807, in 
relation to gun boats, and their efficiency for har- 
bor defense, closes with these words: 

. “Ti must be. superfluous to observe that this species. of 
aval armament is proposed merely for defensive opera- 


tious; that itcan have but little effect towards protecting 
our commerce in the open seas, even on our own coast.” 


On December 22, 1805, under a reference of the 
President’s message, the Naval Committee pro- 


posed a vote of $660,000 to enable the President || 


to cause to be built six line-of-battle ships. 

On December 7, 1808, the Secretary of the Navy, 
in reply to the Naval Committee of the House, 
presented a statement of the additional number of | 
officers and seamén which, in the opinion of the 
President, was then required, and which imposed 
the additional annual expenditure of $2,662,949 51. 
Mr. Chairman, will gentlemen still quote Mr. 
Jefferson as opposed to a proper and reasonable 
Navy? 

The main question appears to be now, whether 
the continuance of our commerce can be expected 
Without more naval force to protect it, and whether 
such continuance is of sufficient value to the coun- 
try to justify the requisite expenditure. , 

But Ï comeagain to the question, What is. a suf- 
ficient Navy to protect our commerce? Tanswer, 
sir, itisa Navy sufficient to deter other nations 
from attacking it. In this case, more strongly, 


theold adage that “ prevention is better than cure.” 
By weakness you invite aggression from other | 
nations, as in the period from 1800 to 1812, and | 
you have afterwards to obtain satisfaction for 
such attacks by expensive negotiations, and per- 
haps by war, and the loss of immense amounts of 
money, property, and valuablelives. If we pro- 
vide ourselves with a sufficient naval armament to 
command respect from other nations, we thereby 
prevent these aggressions, and save all this treas- 
ure to the country, and preserve the lives of valu- 
‘able citizens. 

` Mr. Chairman, I stated the other day, when I 
made a speech upon this subject, what loss we are 
supposed to have sustained for the want of an 
appropriation of a few hundred thousand dollars 
previous to the war of 1812. That loss amounted 
to greatly over $100,000,000, and all for the reason 
that we did not make provision for building a few 
more vessels of war. 

How came those aggressions to be made upon 
our commerce by France, the indemnity for which 
is now demanded of the Congress of the United 
States? It was because we did not have a force 
sufficient to protect the rights of our citizens.. It 
was because by our weakness we invited aggres- 
s10n. 

I do not know exactly how far the gentleman 


|| increase. the efficiency of the Navy of the United 
| States, I cannot help saying that | agree in almost 


from Missouri disagrees with us, except that he | 
will not vote for the bill. He stated that he was 
in favor of a sufficient Navy for the protection of 
our commerce, and he wanted a naval policy. So 
do I, but it would be well first for the gentleman 
to develop his views, give us his olicy, say how 
many cruisers he wishes, of what description, 
with what armament, and with what force. Until | 
he does that, I do not know how far he disagrees 
with us. 

With these ships added, our Navy will not be | 
greater than it has been heretofore. [tis not pro- | 
posed to make an increase of our naval force for | 
the purpose of offensive operations, but simply | 
and solely to prepare ourselves for the contingency 
in which we are placed, to act upon the defensive, 
and to guard the rights of our citizens and protect | 
our commerce, ‘ i 

Itis stated by somebody, 
that the Government is now paying $2 
for a steamboat to keep reinforcements from 
going to the relief of Captain Walker. Now, | 
sir, if we are obliged to pay $2,000 a day for a | 
steamboat for this purpose, what is the reason ? 
It is because you have an insufficient Navy. That | 


T do not know who, 
,000 a day 


ig an additional reason why we should pass this 
“bill. 

Now, sir, as I stated in the outset, it was not 
my intention to address the committee Upon this 


l 
l 
subject, except in reply to the argùments of the | 


honorable gevtleman from Missouri. I.honestly 
believe that common pru 


dence requires that we! 


| gentleman from Tennessee does hot indorse that 
perhaps, than tn any other, we see the wisdom of | 


should build these vessels; and as no. other argu- 
ment has been advanced in opposition to it, 1 will 
take my seat without detaining the committee 
further. i l : 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. As the debate 
has been closed upon this bill, I ask the gentleman 
from Virginia to allow me to occupy a. portion of 
his time, if he has concluded his remarks. ` 

Mr. BOCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman 
with pleasure. me ae 

Mr. STANTON. When I had the honor of 
occupying the position on the Naval Committee 
which the gentleman from Virginia, who has just 
taken his seat, now occupies, I repeatedly presented | 
to this House propositions for the purpose of doing 
something very much like what it is proposed to be 
done in this bill. But, while I shall vote for this 
bill, believing that itis absolutely essential to the 
best interests of the country to do something to 


everything that has been stated by the honorable 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Benton.] I agree 
with him in everything he has said in relation to 
squadrons, and in relation to the arrangement of 
our naval forces for the protection of the interests 
of the country. 

Mr. BOCOTK. I understand the honorable 
member from Missouri to propose that we should 
have no squadrons at all, but that we should send 
out cruisers from our navy-yards whenever a 
particular service is to be performed. I hope the 


doctrine, for | confess I cannot see how it is to 
be enforced for the protection of the country, if 
each ship must wait for orders from Washington | 
before it is detached upon any particular service. | 


i This | understand to be the policy of the gentle- 


man from Missouri. 

Mr. STANTON. I was just going to state, 
upon this point, that if he will look at a report 
made by the Committee on Naval Affairs two 
sessions ago, he will find that I proposed exactly 
what the gentleman from Virginia now proposes 
todo. I proposed that the naval forces of the 
United States should be separated into two diyis- 
ions, one to operateupon the Pacific, and the other 
to operate upon the Atlantic. 1 endeavored, ina 
speech which ] made upon that occasion, as thegen- | 
tleman will see, if he will refer to the report in the 
Congressional Globe, to show the utter useless- 
ness of our squadrons lying in portin idlensss, in 
the different parts of the world, as they have done 
heretofore; though not so much lately as in former 


| times. 


My proposition was, in general terms, simply 
this: That we should have a number of cruisers, 
not fewer, perhaps, than the number of vessels now 
employed in our navy, but that they should be | 
started regular or irregularly, as occasion might 
require, to cruise along the coast of the Atlantic and 
Pacific, visit the various consular ports in the differ- 
ent parts of the world, or those where we have dip- 
lomatic agents stationed, and then return, so that | 
they would visit all the places where their presence 
are required at frequent intervals, and by which 
we should be able to concentrate, as occasion might 
require, a much larger force than we are able to 


do under our present system. It would be more 
economical. It would be better in every point of 
view. 


hI was about to present here 
the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Benton] only in this: I do not | 
consider our present naval force too large. Ido | 
not consider that we require a greater number of | 
vessels than we now possess, if they be of the} 
right sort; and in all the propositions which I! 
have ever had the honor to make before this | 
committee for increasing the Navy, I have uni- 
formly urged it on the ground of renovation, and 
not of increase; on the ground of substituting bet- | 
ter vessels, vessels more conformable to modern | 
science than those now in the possession of the | 
Government. And it is for this purpose only | 
that I am willing to vote for the six steamers pro- 
vided by the bill presented by the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bococr.] 

But itis said by that gentleman, and very truly, 
that the Government of the United States is now | 
paying a very Jarge amount to employ a steamboat | 
forcertain purposes in the Pacific ocean. Why is 
that? Itis for the very reason, solely forthe reason, 
that all our vessels—something like fifty--1 com- 


But the idea whic 
was, that 1 differed from 


| service which the Government mig 


i comparison was made’ 


‘regents to exist at'San Francisco wo dn 


more than good vessels canbe built:forb: 


‘merce is our best protection 
“whitening every sea, “and: 


mission,as the Navy Register sho 
part of them, arenow idle on their fo 

If the system F proposed, v Fl 
glanced at here, had “been, ‘adopted, t 
not have been any thirty days “i 
perhaps any fifteen, in’ 
force would not -have wade her äi 
harbor of San Francisco; and be 


the'state of things which the gen net 


happened. pees 
This is all T desire to‘say.* ¥ did 
say a word on the subject of this bill” 
been ‘its friend ‘from the moment it wast 
duced, and have voted for every propésition 
bring it before the House, with the belié 
would go through without discussion. : 
“Mr. BOCOCK. T do not like ‘to ‘detain’ the 
committee, but I‘wish to'ask the’ gentleman what 
squadron of vessels is needlessly employed ‘at the 
present time? ee Soe ete ti 8 
© Mr. STANTON: That in the Mediterraneati: 
Mr: DAVIS, of Rhode Island. “I-move'to'add 
w following to the end of the first section of the 
ik: ie ao 
pat three of the said steamships shall be putunder con- 
tract by the Secretary of ‘the Navy; giving both: bolls and 
engines to one contractor; no contractor to build more than 
one ship.and one engine. : % ; 


I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that, as-farasd 
can learn—and I have accurate information‘on the 
subject—the vessels at our navy-yards, “and, 
although we havea great number of (them, cost 
y private 


contract. Nay, I will go further, and isay that, 
in some instances, the same čharacter of sbips 
have been well built by private contract ‘for.dne 
half the amount we have to-pay fór their-building 
at our navy-yards. This is an important matter. 
I know that it is left to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. -I should: prefer that ‘the 
committee would give specific instructions, by the 
adoption of the amendment which-I have had ‘the 
so that he may have three of 
built: by private contracts: for] 
hey can be: constructed, andas 
well constructed, by private contract with iship 

kwou 


I Know how strong the feeling 
Ht 


ble given. time, t 


idly by-private J 


tive and important, 


I was struck with the remarks made the day 


York, (Mr. 
country. Í 
do not want a 
or of France. 
such a Navy at once, 
such as js necessary. to, 
saying one word, it woul 
the Government to reject su 


cha Navy, o o o. 
1 believe that, as the gentleman from Missouri 


a strong tendency at this 
time to obtain a Navy for, the purpose of aggres- 
sions. I desire to bear my testimony—feeble 
though it may, be—against the spirit in whieh the 
declaration was made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Lyox] the other day, that we wanted 
to makea descent upon Cuba, and in which the 
between our naval: weak- 
th of England. T do not go 

I believe that our vast:com- 
; that ourmighty ships 
our splendid: vessels, 
line going into Liverpoolyand 
the lines going into Havre “and other: ports; iare 
just as much a protećhon, and an evidence of our 
power, as if they carried a hundred guns pach. 


has well said, there is 


ness and the streng 
for that doctrine. 


(such as the Collins 


i 
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I dissent from the opinion expressed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I 
believe that the more extensive our commerce, 
the greater protection it is to us. We are not 
now as we were in 1812. We are, and we are | 
felt to be, a mighty Power, and every nation in 
the world would be cautious how they assailed us, 
for any consideration, it cannot be done in a 
moment. Nations do not precipitate war now. 
Look at the condition of Europe at this moment. 
How long have England and France refrained 
from striking a blow even at Russia, with whom 
they have comparatively little commercial inter- 
course? But let England or France be brought | 
to face us, could she strike a blow without carry- | 
ingit home? It would be striking at herown heart. 
We need not be alarmed. There is no danger of 
those great nations pouncing upon us as long as 
we are bound to them by the ties of a vast com- 
mercial intercourse. 

No, sir; I tell you that if we are for obtaininga 
Navy, the objectis to pounce on some weak Power 
and to extend our own area of territory, perhaps 
not for the wisest and best purposes either. But 
1 will only allude.to that. 1 fear it is the case; 
and, sir, when the sentiment uttered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Lyon] was received 
with applause in this House, I almost thought I 
must be in an assembly of fillibusters, rather than 
in the Congress of the United States. Now, Iam 
opposed to this feeling, and l trust the sense of 
the country is with me. 

Mr. CUMMING. I am entirely opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island. I should much prefer, if we are to give the 
Secretary of the Navy any directions, to instruct | 
him to have all these vessels built in the public 
dock-yards, } know from personal experience, 
and I believe every gentleman here who will take 
the trouble to inquire into the subject will agree 


with me, that vessels built by contract have dis- | 


honored, not only the Navy, but the country. I 
believe thet the building of a military marine by 
contract has the effect of ruining it, and risking 


not only the honor of the country, but the lives of || 


the men who are liable to be called upon to pro- 
tect that honor. The best vessels that we have 
ever had in our Navy have been constructed in 
our dock-yards; and the most worthless vessels 
that we have ever had have been built by con- 
tract, 

The latest batch of vessels added to the Navy— 
the Portsmouth, the Germantown, the Albany, the 
St. Mary’s, and the rest of that class, all of which 
were launched from our dock-yards—are decidedly 
the finest ships upon the sea. Some of them have 
made passages scarcely surpassed, if paralleled, 
in the records of navigation. 


|i important subject upon which I should like to en- 


lishment on the Loire. These Governments had | 
fully tried the contract system, and found it would | 
not work; and that, although the work in the dock- 
: yards appeared sometimes to progress slowly and 
i expensively, yet in the end it was found that it 
| was cheapest and most reliable. 

The British Government not only build and 
equip their ships almost exclusively in their own 
yards, but I am of the impression that even their | 
| provisions are prepared in their own establishment; 
jand I do know that in France there is no security 
| even for the purity of that most essential article of 
ship stores, bread, unless the wheat is purchased 
iby the Government, and ground and baked in 
‘their own dock-yards. 

‘There are other matters connected with this 


| large, but my limited time will not permit. 
It has become the fashion to decry our national 
i ships. I can only say, after an actual service at 
| sea of six years in these ships, that in various 
| parts of the world, and on many occasions, t have 
seen their qualities tested; and Í never saw one of 
them beaten. I have witnessed trials with single 
ships and with fleets; and in one trial, which 
1 remember with pride and pleasure, I was on | 
| board an American frigate, built in our much-de- 
nounced dock-yards, which beat fairly, upon a 
i challenge, a large fleet of the finest ships in the 


edged the ‘‘defeat;”? but, Mr. Chairman 
[[Iere the hammer fell.] | 
The question was then taken on Mr. Davis’s | 


amendment to the amendment; and it was not | 


| British Navy; and the gallant admiral in com- i 
| mand, by “ setting his top gallant sails,” acknowl- | j 
n man say that we ought not to have a national 
j power wherewith to vindicate our national honor? 


i 


i agreed to. | 
| by the hands of Assury Dicxis, its Secretary, 
i informing the House that the Senate had passed 
‘a bill of the following tide: Senate bill No. 298, | 
being “ An act for the relief of John Guzman, of | 
Louisiana;”’ also, that the Senate had agreed to! 
ithe amendment of the House of Representatives | 
to Senate resolution No. 1, authorizing the Seere- | 
| tary of the Treasury to pay the expenses of codi- | 
i fying and revising the revenue laws; also, inform- 
ing the House that the President of the United | 
States had notified the Senate that he had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles, 
viz: Senate resolution No. 12, being a resolution 
accepting certain volumes and medals presented 
iby her Britannic Majesty’s Government to the 
! United States; Senate bill No. 28, being an act 
for the relief of settlers on lands reserved for rail- 
road purposes; Senate bill No. 39, being an act 
‘to extend the warehousing system, by establish- 
ing private bonded warehouses, and for other 


The much and justly vaunted clipper ships 
which have added so greatly to our maritime re- 
nown, and have commanded the admiration of the | 
world, had their origin in the United States ship | 
Portsmouth. 

On the other hand, the frigate Hudson was 
built by contract, under circumstances which, if 
there be any honor in the human breast, should 
have impelled her constructors to have made her 
of the best materials and of the best workman- 
ship. Sir, she was built by money extracted 
from the tears of the oppressed and suffering 
Greeks, and from the hearts of those who in 
this country sympatized with them in their strug- 
gle for liberty. After she was launched and! 
equipped, she was purchased by the United States. 
She made but a single cruise. She returned in 
such condition that she was not even fit to be re- | 
paired; and we have again very lately seen a| 
beautiful illustration of the contract system, in the | 
batch of revenue cutters built for the Treasury | 
Department. 

A Member. Was the Hudson built by con- 
tract? 

Mr. CUMMING. Not by Government con- 
tract, but under contract with ap rivate ship-yard, | 
l think with all our pretensions to skill, which | 
is undoubted, there should be no objections to ! 
following a good example. The British Gov- 


i 
i 
i 
i 


ernment, tanght by experience, have recently com- |: 


pleted, at Keyham, nextto Plymouth dock-yard, 
an establishment for the manufacture of steam 
machinery, and all the appliances necessary for 
the equipment of their steam fleets, ata cost of | 


£7,000,000; and the French have a similar estab- | 


% 


ji that gentleman, whose character and influence en- 


| 
i 
{i 


i 
if 


purposes; and Senate bill No. 151, being an act 
for the relief of George G. Bishop, and the legal 
representatives of John Arnold, deceased.] 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, as follows: Insert after the word  frigates”’ 
the words ‘* and two sloops-of-war.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I deeply regretted, when I heard | 
the remarks that fell from the lips of the distin- | 
guished gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Benron,] ! 
for I thought that if there were one thing which į 
the public sentiment of the country seemed to con- | 
cur in, it was that our naval force was utterly in- | 


i 


adequate and ineficient for the purposes for which 
it is required. And, sir, I turned instinctively to : 
title him to great weight and consideration on this 
_ floor, and expected that he would give proper di- 
rection and tone to the measure which is called for 
—as Í conceive—by the public necessities. If 1: 
understood aright the tone and tenor of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks, there can be but one view of his 
policy. Itisa policy which would shut up our 
If weare 


» commerce within our own boundaries. 


have an internal, not an external commerce, then | 
indeed the policy which the distinguished gentle- | 
‘man from Missouri recommends might be th 
proper one. But if we are to give encouragement 
to our external commerce; if we are to increase 
our relations with foreign Powers; if we are to in- 
crease our commerce with foreign nations, then, 
sir, on that great highway of nations—the ocean 
. —must we have a power adequate to protect, and 
| commensurate with that commerce. 

But, sir, we hear everywhere the question 
mooted as to territorial balance of power. Sir, i 


| proper spirit. 


| had been incorporated in it. 


e ; |! gentlemen in this committee who would be dis- 
to confine our commerce to ourselves; if we areto || 


there is another balance of power to which our 
attention must be directed. Itis the maritime bal- 
ance of power. That power depends on theques- 
tionofcommerce. It is the struggle of commerce 
that is now going on among. the nations of the 
world—that commerce which finds its pathway 
on the ocean. And it is there that the true ques- 
tion of the balance of power is to be fought and 
won. . : 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that if we desire to in- 
crease our commercial relations; if we desire to see 
the power and commerce of this country progress- 
ing, we must increase extensively the power for 
its protection. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Davis] 
says that his idea is, that as you increase your 
commerce and your merchant vessels, so you 
strengthen yourselves. Why, sir, it seems to 
me, that as you extend your commerce to foreign 
ports, you expose more points to attack. As you 
send your vessels further and further from home, 
into remote and still remoter seas, does that give 


į you strength? Or is it not, in truth, an exposure 


at so many more distant points, requiring at the 
hands of the Government more and more protec- 
tion, just in proportion to that.extension ? 

Sir, it seems to methat the gentleman’s peculiar 
apprehensions have colored his argument upon 
this question. He is fearful that these vessels 
may be wanted for Cuba. If our national honor 
is to be vindicated even in Cuba, does the gentle- 


Yes, sir, even in Cuba, where recent outrages 
were perpetrated upon our commerce, and where 
past outrages have also been perpetrated, which 


; i} are yet unrequited and unatoned for, if they do 
[A message was here received from the Senate, | y q ; y 


call for an increase of national force for the pro- 
tection of national interests and honor, I regret to 
hear the gentleman from Rhode Island say that 
he is opposed to the creation of means which are 
necessary for that protection and defense. 

Let us pursue these things calmly and in a 
Let us compare our present Navy 
with our past Navy. Let us compare our present 
commerce with our past commerce. Let uscom- 


| pare our present line of sea-coast, confined origin- 


ally to the shores of the Atlantic, with that after- 
wards added upon the Gulf of Mexico, and that 
finally peauited upon the Pacific coast. Compare, 

say, your commerce of the two periods, and 
your lines of sea-coast, and then compare the pres- 
ent with the past efficiency of the Navy. I will 
ask you to compare it with the other nations of 
the earth. While our commercial marine, if I 
mistake not, is the first in point of tonnage, our 
naval force is the fifth, in comparison with other 
nations, i 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BOCOCK. I presume, Mr. Chairman, 
this will be a test vote in reference to the propri- 
ety of increasing the number of vessels to be built 
under the provisions of this bill. I shall vote 
against the increase, because I had rather pass this 
bill, authorizing the construction of six vessels, 
than to run the risk of attempting to get more. 
In other words, I would rather go for what I think 
we can get, than to go for what I think we ought 
to have, and run the risk of losing all. 

A Memper. You need not lose all. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman tells me we 
need not do it. It has not been many weeks since 
a bill was pending in this committee called the de- 
ficiency bill. I recollect a good many amend- 


; ments were ingrafted upon it by the committee, 


and, among others, certain ones for the completion 
of custom-houses and marine hospitals. The bill 
was reported to the House, the House voted them 
allin, and then voted down the bill because they 
Now, sir, there are 


posed to vote for this amendment, because they 
really wished the number of vessels to be increased; 


' but there are others, not friends to the bill, who 


also may vote for this increase in committee, and 
vote to put them in in the House, for the purpose 
of rendering the whole thing obnoxious to those 
who would be disposed to provide for a less num- 
ber, and thereby defeat the bill. I know the pol- 
icy which is very often adopted to defeat a meas- 
ure, and I do not mean to run any auch risk in 
this instance. 

I will make another statement to show that it 
is not necessary in this bill to make such an in- 
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crease. This isa House bill. ‘There is another. | 
bill, proposing to accomplish the same purpose, í 
coming from the Senate, lower down on the Cal- 
endar. Now, should any emergency arise, in 
consequence of which the House might desire to |i 
provide for a larger number of vessels, they might | 
take up the Senate bill and amend it, if they 
‘choose, by striking out “frigates -and inserting 
t sloops,”? or make any amendment they may 
deem necessary to provide for. any exigency that 
may arise. But, in my humble judgment, it 
would be better not to increase the number. pro- | 
vided for in this bill. : 

Mr. LYON. [I move to amend the amendment 
of. the gentleman from Alabama by striking out | 
“two” and inserting “ six,” so as to make | 
twelve in all. | 

Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the ex- | 

ressions I have heard from the gentleman from | 

Virginia in regard to his vote upon the proposi- | 

tion to add a provision for two sloops-of-war, 
proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. I am 
surprised that expediency should have taken pos- 
session of the gentleman, instead of what he ad- 
mits he believes to be best to promote the interests 
of the country. The gentleman admits that he | 
believes the interests of the country require the 
increase of this number from six to twelve, and 
Lam surprised that he should imagine that that 
would kill the bill. I can tell that gentleman 
there is more patriotism. in this House than he 
imagines. I can tell him that there are men upon 
this floor who are willing to defend the rights of 
the people upon our sea-boards, and to defend the | 
rights of our citizens in foreign lands. If the} 
rights and interests of the country are at the heart, | 
why not go fora just and proper increase, and | 
not hesitate from considerations of expediency? || 
Sir, expediency belongs to the scheming poli- 
. ticians who existed in the days of Noah, when 
he was building his ark. They laughed at him; | 
tey said it was too big—that the expense of; 
building it was too great; but when the deluge 
came, it preserved him, while they were engulfed 
and destroyed. (Laughter.] 

Now, sir, we havea deluge of revolutions. The 
whole earth is being revolutionized. You cannot | 
point to a country, witha map of the world spread 
out before you, where great convulsions are not 
taking place. You see China; you see India; you 
see Persia; you see Russia; you see England; you | 
see France; you see South America—and even 
in North America, here in this Hall, you see 
Nebraska threatening us with revolution as if Bel- 
lona had been invoked. 

Sir, let us be prepared. We have been asked, | 
what are our vessels of war doing in the Mediter- 
ranean? I can tell you what one of them has 
done: It has sailed eleven thousand miles in nine 
months, and God knows you would not have it 
go any faster. I can tell you what another has 
done: It has protected the poor inhabitants of Sa- 
lonica who sought protection on board of it, for | 
fear of being massacred by the Turks. I can tell | 
you what another has done: It has protected the 
missionaries who were sent to preach the gospel 
at Beyroot and at Constantinople. Ican tell you | 
what another has done: It has been in the harbor į 
of Naples, and patriots have been on board of it 
when they would have been hunted down as if 
they had been poor harts before the wolves of the 
forest of despotism. That is what they have been | 
doing, a good, wholesome work, and one which | 
the American people will vindicate. i 

Mr, SMITH, of Virginia. In Smyrna, too. 

Mr. LYON. Yes; one of them has been in 
Smyrna, too. The President himself stole the 
sunshine from South Carolina’s son to gild his | 
message. (Laughter.] | 

One word further. 7 
sloops of war. Iwill not say that gentlemen will 
vote for the amendment to kill the bill, I will not į 
impugn.their motives. I have too high respect | 
for their intelligence and their honor; and I must | 
say, that I am sorry to differ from my friend, the | 
distinguished, venerable, and Jearned gentleman 
from Missouri, who stands in this House as one | 
of the lofty columns of the Parthenon, the sole 
remaining one of a generation passed away. But, | 
sir, we live in young America. (Laughter.] We: 
live in a progressive age; and the same spirit i 
alluded to by my friend from Virginia [Mr. Bo- A 
cock] yesterday—the spirit of manifest destiny— || 
is in our brain; it isin our heart; It throbs in our! 


Let us have these twelve | 


nerves. We cannot get rid of it. 
quick think of stopping—— 
[Here the hammer fell. j- 
Mr. LYON. [have just one word more. 
[Cries of * Go on! | °° 
The CHAIRMAN. Is it the pleasure of the 


committee that the gentleman shall be allowed to || 


proceed? . 
° Mr. MeMULLIN. I object. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I am very 


glad that it was not my objection which caused | 


my eloquent friend from New York to take his 
seat. 


uttered in behalf of the Navy. I. do not know 


that I have ever heard a more eloquent advocate || where. else. . L.offer it, not with any. expectation 


of that relic of good old times. Sir, 1am a friend 
of the Navy, though I am afraid, from the hint I 
have received from the chairman of the Naval 


Committee, that I shall be compelled to vote | 


against the amendment which the gentleman from 
New York desires to see incorporated in the bill. 

I go for ships in this case—ships of safety and 
of all kinds, from that old. seyenty-four which the 
gentleman has embalmed in his speech before the 


which Moses got off. They were all good things 
all got up for good purposes, and all maintained 
for good and great ends. Iam afraid, however, 
that if we attempt to hitch the whole fleet on, 
we shall be unable to get out of the channel at this 
time. Iam. free to say. that.there lies before me 
sn amendment, which I was prepared to offer, an- 
ticipating the very one which the gentleman from 
New York has suggested; but I am driven from 
action on it by the fear that, putting on too much, 
we shall lose the whole. 

I am persuaded that the Navy is not merely for 
glory, but that it is to be the safety of our nation; 
and I was sorry to hear the distinguished gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Benton] quote thegreat 
patriarch of his party against the enlargement of 
the Navy, unless, at the same time, he should have 
said that the caution of that great and good man, 
now dead, would lose its force from the new cir- 
cumstances in which this country is placed. If 
there was an error in Mr. Jefferson’s administra- 
tion; if there was one fault which crept into his 
mind, it was that regarding the Navy; and his 
friends and all America should have covered it 
from the observation of the world. Experience 


has shown us that we require a Navy; that our | 
extended coast needs defense, and that all that | 


we possess of military honor, all that we have of 


commercial enterprise, all that we boast of of com- | 


mercial success, rests in a very great degree upon 
the establishment and maintenance of a Navy. 
Sir, like the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri, my memory goes back thirty or forty years, 
and I shall never forget, that. when. the spirits of 
the country drooped under. the defeats of our 
army upon our frontier, before our raw militia 
had been brought into full exercise and schooled 
into courage—I shall never forget the glorious up- 
rising of the sun from the ocean when the Consti- 
tution spoke in tones of thunder to the British ves- 
sel, and in tones of gratulation to every American 
ear. From that moment the Navy of our country 
became baptized in the affections of the people; it 
lost all party character; it ceased to be the tool or 


the measure of this orof that party, and it became | 


a great national engine—an institution to advance 
the glory of our country, 
its prosperity. 

Sir, I cou 
this bill if I did not fear, 
from the chairman o 
Affairs, that such an attempt might weaken the 


bill. I would, there 


further enlargementof t 
fully vote to take up th 
by it for a stili further increase; 

Mr. DEAN. lask for tellers on the amend- 
ment of my colleague, (Mr. Lyon.] Itis a very 
important one,.and I think it ought to be adopted. 

Tellers were not ordered. ; 

The question was then taken on Mr. Lyron’s 
amendment to the amendment; and: it: was re- 
jected. - : ; 

“The question recurred on Mr. PHILLIPS $ amend- 
ment, 2 soi A 


at 


} cordially sympathize in all that he has | 


I would as |! 


j 


Mr. PHILLIPS 
amendment. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, I 


«Task for. tellers on, that 


The CHAIRMAN. .. Does the gentleman offer 
that as an amendment to the-amendment P 
Mr. STANTON. Lpropose it as such; 
appropriate.. I do not know. exactly.. w. 
amendment.of the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. . My amendment. is’ to 
two sloops-of-wary ie es Bee 
Mr.STANTON. Then I'presume my amend- 
ment is as appropriate here as it would beany- 


: that. it will be adopted by the committee, batin 
order to afford.me an opportunity to. say,a word 
| or two in reference.to what has been said inthe 
i debate to-day about the. navy-yards: now owned 
by the Government of the United. States.’ {:pre- 
sume it will be conceded. on all hands, and espe- 
cially by those gentlemen who favor an. increase- of 
the Navy, that some such. establishments. are 


i 
: è le | necessary. So, when. gentlemen tell us’ 
committee, down to the little sloop-of-war in |; y s When. gentemen tell Us that one 


iof these great establishments is necessary ọn. the 
Atlantic coast, and that a large’ establishment: is 
necessary on the Pacific coast, L-have only to say 
that I think an important establishment of thia 
kind necessary on the Mississippi river, for the 
purpose of bringing within the power. of.the Gov- 
ernment, at its easy command, the: vast: and 
illimitable resources of the Mississippiriver—ita 
resources not only in material for the.construction 
of our ships and our naval armament, but mate- 
rial in manning those ships. . 0.0 eso ats 

l know that there has been a great, prejudice 
excited against the establishmentalready existing 
on the Mississippi river. 1 have seen some hos- 
tility manifested against it in this House, : I be- 


|| lieve that as longas the Government of the United 


States maintaing a navy—and Į believe it is-highly 
important. that they should maintain a moderate 
navy—it will be equally important to makearrange- 
ments for taking advantage of the great resources 
ofthe Mississippi valley. It will bean evil day 
for the country, if, it expects to defend itself upon 
the ocean in any important emergency, when that 
establishment shall be stricken down, There is 
one question. that.ought to be: considered by. the 
House before any of these propositionsare adopted. 
I have no hostility to the amendment proposed, b 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Dee? 
provided it be proposed with the view of substi- 
tuting better ships for the inferiorones now in the 
Navy. 5 EE ENE 
In the prospect of war or difficulty, where any 
great service was to be performed by the Navy, I 
would vote for twenty ships, or one hundred, af it 
was deemed. necessary; but, I do..not see any 
-such necessity atthe present time.: Af we renovate 
the Navy. entirely—if. we substitute for existing 
vessels those of a better character, we shall do-all 
that is necessary for the present service of thé 
country. Letus consider what will be required to 
keep up these vessels, if we add a dozen new 
steamers at the present time to our present force, 
and whether there is any emergency. calling. for 
any such increase. If gentlemen are looking to 
the acquisition of Cuba—if they are looking to a 
war with Spain or Great Britain-—if, thatge the 


and to protectand insure || 
bey || difficulty from that quarter—I repeat, that. Lshall 
id vote cheerfully for an addition to |; 
from what has fallen |j 
f the Committee on Naval | 


fore, rather trust to the bill i; 
d when I ascertain, as I | 


| to go for the me 


| avowed purpose for making. this addition: to -our 
Navy—ifthereis any real apprehension, danger, or 


be willing to vote for this or any other increase—— 
{Here the hammer fell,] EER 
Mr. FULLER. Lam opposed:to-the:- amend- 
i ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Sranron.] I propose to makea remark or two 
very much to the same purpose as he did, merely 
to illustrate this idea.. While this committee are 
being instructed and entertained, | have no doubt, 
i by the remarks which. have been made in relation 
| to building up:the materiel of our Navy, I desire 
to call attention in this connection—as I think, 
properly; too—to the personnel of the Navy: The 
valley of the Mississippi may be rich and produc- 
| tive in the materiel of the Navy; but.where are we 
n that are to man it, is avery.per- | 
in my judgment, In response to 
that question, 1 will suggest an idea. which Lhope 
will be considered by the committee.: You-are to 
go into`the rugged and boisterous.high -séas on 
| our northeastern frontier, among. the fishermen. 


tinent question, 


THE 


“That is where the men learn the life of the sea. 
There are to be found the men who can man your || 
ships-of-war, and carry your flag gallantly in the |; 
harbor of Smyrna, or in any other harbor on this 
habitable globe. 

In this connection, sir, and while the Secretary 
of the Navy is exhausted and nonplussed, and 
while your ships of war are lying idle ia the | 
harbor of New York, you want strong arms and | 
brave hearts to man these ships. I will say that 
it is on the northeastern coast that such men are | 
to be found. And yet, sir, our Secretary of the | 
Treasury—and I hate to refer to him, for he is 
my favorite officer in the Government—asks you 
to abolish your bounties on fishing vessels, which 
is the very school where the personnel of your | 
Navy is made, trained, and educated. Now, sir, 
I do not know but that the rich valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, with the hundreds of steamers on her | 
river, produces brave and gallant men. I have no | 
doubt but these steamers are manned by able men | 
and skillful engineers. But, in my judgment, | 
they are no more fit or suitable to man our Navy | 
than our agriculturists would be. And, in this ; 
connection, sir, | say, that while T, for one, care | 
not where these vessels are built, yet it is to be | 
borne in mind that the proper relations between | 
the materiel and the personnel of our Navy are to | 

[i 


be guarded and provided for. 

The question was taken on Mr. Sranrtox’s | 
amendment to the amendment; and it was rejected. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Chairman, is an 
amendment—in the nature of a proviso—to the ; 
first section now in order? | 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the! 
amendment is alone in order. There is an amend- 
ment pending, offered by the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama, [Mr. Puitxirs,] on which tellers have been | 
demanded. 

Mr.GROW. Is an amendment to that amend- 
ment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, sir; it isin order. | 

Mr. GROW. I move to strike out the word 
“two” in the amendment, and insert the word 
“one,” 

Mr. Chairman, on the 3d of December, 1847, 
this Government made a contract with the Collins 
steamship company, as it is called, for building 
four first-class steamers, to be used in time of war | 
as ships of our Navy. We paid a large amount 
for the transportation of the mails, with the privi- 
lege of taking the vessels at cost, should we need 
them. The Government made another contract 
for the transportation of the mails between New 
York and New Orleans with Messrs. Sloo & 
Co., for furnishing five steamships under similar | 
conditions. Then, in 1852, we increased the an- 
nual appropriation to the Collins line $226,500, 
making the amount of money now paid to that 
line of steamships $858,000 per year. ‘This last‘ 
appropriation was made on the condition that the 
Government should be at liberty to terminate the 
contract at any lime after the Ist December, 1854, 
by giving six months’ notice. Now, sir, I am op- | 
porra to voting any money out of the public 
Treasury for any increase of the Navy of the 
United States, until this notice to annul the con- 
tract with the Collins line of steamers has been | 
given. Let us get rid of that contract as soon as | 
possible. We can get rid of the last amount by! 
giving six months’ notice to terminate the arrange- | 
ment, though we cannot get rid of the whole of 
the contract until the period for which their ser- 
vice was engaged terminates. 

‘What has all that to do with 


Mr. BOCOCK,. 
the bill under discussion ? 

Mr. GROW. Iwill tell you what it has to do | 
with jt. This was a plan of furnishing the coun- | 
try with war steamers in case of need. It was 
the sole reason urged by its advocates, and the 
only ground upon which the contract was made. | 
It was the cheapest and best mode, as alleged by 
its friends, to build up a Navy to be used by the 
country in time of danger. And while we are | 
appropriating annually this large sum of money | 
by which it was intended to furnish the coun- || 
try with war vessels, why should we go on now |; 
and appropriate three millions of dollars for the | 
building of steam frigates? If these mail shipsare | 
suitable for the purposes designed in the contract, | 
then it is unnecessary; if not, the sooner we are || 
relieved from those appropriations the better. We | 
should first curtail this expenditure and cut it off | 
before making any addition to it. Let our Navy | 


and institutions. 


be reorganized, J 
are built, we can have an efficient corps of active 
men to man them—not men who have been wait- 
ing orders here for the last thirty years, and have 
not during that time seen service, and have now 
reached the years illy fitted to brave the battle and 
the storm;. let us have young and active men, 
imbued with all the ideas of the age, with ideas 
in keeping with a progressive republicanism and 
an advancing civilization. 

Now, your squadron goes forth into the Med- 
iterranean, and having nothing to do, loiters in 
its bays; and under the present discipline and re- 
gimen, your officers spend their time in dining with 
the satraps along its shores, drinking healths to 
their sovereigns, and lauding almost every nation 
on the earth save their own. If it ig necessary 
that this vast number waiting orders should be | 
quartered on the Government, then let us havea 
retired list, so as to open the avenues of honorable 
distinction to manhood, before old age has chilled 
its ambition and palsied its energies. Let service 
and promotion be thrown open to efficient men, į] 
like Captain Ingraham, the only man who has 
gone forth in the last quarter of a century and 
maintained the nationality of his country, and 
breathed into the decaying nationalities of the 
Mediterranean the true spirit of American laws 


Let us dispense in some way with these “ old 
fogy” commanders who have remained on shore 
until they have lost all their knowledge of useful 
service, and are even frightened by the smell of 
sea-breezes. Let their places be supplied by effi- 
cient men; and when you have secured such, then 
build your vessels; for, till you do that, we have 
enough already. But before entering upon anew 
system of expenditures, let us dispense with the 
old; for our Navy now is the most expensive of 
any in the world, of its size. | 

First, then, let us get rid of the expenditures | 
under the act of 1852, for furnishing the country | 
with a Navy, by a copartnership with private 
companies. It is not onlya wasteful expenditure | 
of money by the Government, but a gross wrong 
to the citizen; and then let us get rid, as soon as 
possible, of all contracts like these. This Gov- 
ernment has no business to come in, with its 
strong arm, to aid one class of citizens in compe- 
tition with another in the same business, and es- 
pecially in the carrying trade of nations, where it 
requires a large investment of capital, and long 
experience; a business to which men have de- 
voted their lives, and in which is invested their 
all. 

It is a kind of protection more odious than that 
given to the rolling mill and cotton factory, be 
cause more exclusive, and every man knows that 
that is odious enough. The Government has no | 
right to extend its hand to interfere in the busi- 
ness relations of life. Let the citizen regulate his 
own business under the laws of trade, with no 
competition but that of superior skill and in- 
dustry. 

I have made these remarks, Mr. Chairman, in 
order to give briefly the reasons why | shall vote 
against the bill, and against any appropriation to 
build new ships until [ see some way to put an | 
end to these enormous expenditures, ostensibly 
for the purpose of furnishing war vessels, and unul 
there is some reorganization of the Navy, adding 
to the efficiency of its personnel, by permitting the 
activity and the energies of manhood to take the 
place of decrepid age. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, he takes ground of opposi- 
tion to this bill because the Government of the 
United States, some time ago, made certain con- | 
tracts with Collins and others for the establish- | 
ment of lines of mail steam-ships. Does the gen- 
tleman mean to say to this House that they are || 
efficient ships for the Navy? Does he mean to | 
tell the House that he voted for those contracts? | 

Mr. GROW. No, sir, not at all. i 


| discuss and amend it. 


Sir, I never voted for the Collins line of steam- 
ers. A great many members of the House never 
voted for it; and, I dare say, it never could pass 
this House. But it is one thing to undo whathas 
been done, and another thing to provide for pres- 
ent necessities. But suppose Congress will not 
undo what:former Congresses have done; will 
you let the Navy rot down from year to year, 

In reference to the other matter to which the 
gentleman alludes, 1 will state here that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs in this House, some weeks 
ago prepared a bill for the reorganization of the per- 
sonnel of the Navy, and amore thorough one than 
any heretofore presented. 1 do not know that it is 
all right, but it will be before the House, and that 
gentleman and others will have an opportunity to 
Bat while we are about to 
introduce a bill to reform the personneé of the Navy, 
Í ask the gentleman to tell me, in his fling at the 
officers of the Navy, when did an oflicer of the 
American Navy ever disgrace the flag of his 
country? Perhaps they drink too much wine. 
Many of them have waited too long on Jand, be- 


| cause they could not get ships to go to sea in. 


But I want the gentleman to tell me, when you 
have called them into your service; when you have 


| placed the honor of the country in their hands; 


when you have given them the flag of thecountry to 
uphold in time of war, or in time of danger, when 
did you ever know them to fail? Sir, itis a glo- 
rious factin the history of the American Navy that 
there have been no traitors among them. In the 
other arm of your service it has been different; but 
a traitor in your Navy is entirely unknown. 

I agree with the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Fuvier,] that some reform is needed in reference 
to the naval officers and men. At a proper time 


| I propose to bring up a measure in respect to the 


personnel of the Navy; but that is a distinct ques- 
tion entirely. The question is, do we want these 
ships? I think we do, and 1 think the House’ 
are of the same opinion. I hope, therefore, we 
shall take the vote as soon ag possible. ` 

The question was taken on Mr. Grow’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. HENN. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The question was taken; and the committee 
refused to rise. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of Mr. Poirres’s amendment, upon which tellers 
had been demanded, i 

Tellers were not ordered. : 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLUNGMAN. I move the following 
amendment, which 1 desire to have added to the 
section in the shape of a proviso: 

Provided, That in the mean time, to-enable the Secretary 
of the Navy to fit up for use vessels already built, and to 
obtain efficient seamen at whatever rate of wages he may 
find it necessary to pay, he is authorized to use such por- 
tion of the appropriation made in this bill as may be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. Chairman, | hope the committee will adopt 
this amendment, If this bill passes, I understand 
the steamers we propose to have constructed will 
not be finished under one, and perhaps two years, 
In the mean time we have, 1 understand, some 
four or five vessels lying idle in our navy-yards, 
some of which in two or three days, and ethers 


| in three or four weeks, could be made ready to.do 
: efficient service. 


j The reason why they do not go 
to sea now is, I Jearn, because the Secretary of 


_ the Navy cannot obtain seamen to man them. He 
iis authorized to pay only twelve dollars þer 


month, while as high as thirty dollars or forty 


: dollars a month are paid for efficient men in the 


merchant service. 1 am disposed, therefore, in 


i) case it should be necessary for him, at any time, 


to send out one of these ships, to authorize him to 


|! obtain efficient seamen at whatever rate he finds it 
| necessary to pay. Iam in favor of increasing the 


wages of the men employed in our naval ser- 
vice. 
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sixty dollars per month; and we increased it. by 


à two-third vote at the last session to more than. 


$120 per month. I[ think, therefore, if a proposi- 
tion of that kind could pass the House by a two- 
third vote, we shall have no. difficulty in getting 

the pay of theseseamen raised from twelve dollars 
a month to twenty or thirty dollars. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. To what. amount does the} 


eines understand sailors’ wages are limit- 
ed? 
- Mr. CLINGMAN. Twelve dolars; 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The Secretary of the Navy 
has the right to pay eighteen dollars. . 

Mr. BOCOCK. -Such is the fact. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ‘Then it would be in pro- 
portion as one to eight. Í understand on the best 
authority that we have several ‘ships now lying in 
port which cannot be got to sea for the want of 
men. Itis very well known that the Japan squad- 
ron was detained for many months, at great loss 
to the service, because we could not get seamen. 


And though ‘the Secretary is. authorized to raise |} 


seven thousand men, yet he cannot get anything 
- Jike that number, because of the low rate of 
wages. Boos 
I understand that first-rate seamen get thirty 
dollars and forty-dollars per month in the mer- 
-chantservice. What! propose by thisamendment, 
then, is simply that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall be allowed to pay such rates as he finds ab- 
solutely necessary to man the ships already built, 
and send them to sea. if he had had that power 
when the steamer San Francisco was understood 
to be lost, he might have been ready to send a ship 
out for her relief. It is utterly impossible, how- 
ever, that this can be done at the present low rate 
of wages; and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that my 
amendment will be adopted. 
Mr. BOCOCK. Iwish to state the fact that 
-this amendment will operate nothing, because, 
under the law now existing, the Secretary has the 
right to pay any amount of wages under eighteen 


dollars per month. He has been usually held | 


down to ten dollars per month. He proposes now 
to pay twelve dollars per month; and he informs 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House 
that the only difficulty in his way is, that our 
friends of the Committee of Ways and Means 
` hold the purse strings a little too tight on him. 
Unless we get their assistance, we cali ‘accomplish 
“nothing, f 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
crease the $3,000,000 to such an amount as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am opposed to 
the amendment; but do not proposé to make a 

. speech against it. I wish merély to inquire of the 
gentleman from North Carolina whether the honor 
of this Government, orthe interest of the people of 
the United States, requires at this time that a sin- 
gle ship should be sent to sea? If either require 
it, to what point should it be sent? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
man in a moment. Itis very well known that we 
thought the interest of some of our people did re- 
quire ita few weeks or months ago; and is my 
friend prepared to say that it will not be necessary 
in the next eighteen months or two years? | wish 
to make a provision in advance of the building of 
these steamers, which certainly will not be ready 
within a year. . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You will have to 
drum up an enemy to whip if you send vessels 
out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PECKHAM. I move that the committee 
do now rise. i 

The question. was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 65, 
noes 52. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly the 
special order, being House bill (No. 52) “ to au- 
thorize the construction of six first-ci-ss steam 
frigates, and for other purposes,” and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Imove that the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half-past three o’clock, p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, me 


1 intend to move to in- |; 


1 will answer the gentle- || 


jo IN SENATE... 
l Fripay, March 31, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. HENRY SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
| PRIVATE BILL. ; 

Mr. MORTON. Mr: President, -this ` being 
private bili day, I believe it is not in order for any 
of the committees to make reports; but I ask, as a 
personal favor to me, that the Committee on Naval 


i bill, in which a constituent of mine is deeply inter- 
| ested, simply that it may be placed upon the 
Calendar. $ vis 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 
the report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to which the Senator from Florida refers, will be 
‘received. The Chair hears no objection. ` 

Mr. GWIN. J am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the 
petition of Robert Joyner, naval storekeeper at 
ithe Pensacola navy-yard, praying to be relieved 
from his accountability for sundry articles of cloth- 
ing and small stores missing from the public 
i stores, to report a bill for his relief. 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered 
second reading. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
eral consent of the Senate to take up the deficiency 
bill to-day. I think we can dispose of. it. to-day 
if we will devote the day to it. J hope it:will be 
| the general pleasure of the Senate to take it up. 
i Mr. GWIN. 
| private bills, I am in favor of the suggestion made 
| 
F 


toa 


by the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection day, according 
to the-rule, is the first and not the last Friday of 
i the month. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia asks unanimous consent to have the defici- 
ency bill now taken up. Is there any objection? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I feel embarrassed about 

this matter. 
| Claims, and many gentlemen are coming to me 
| every day asking for the consideration of. private 
! bills. If there is any great, pressing public neces- 
sity for considering the deficiency bill now, and 
if thereis a general understanding that Fridays 
hereafter shall be devoted to the consideration 
of private bills, | will yield to what may be the 
general sense of the Senate on this question. 
Mr. HUNTER. This is the first private bill 
day on which I have asked for the consideration 
of any bill from the Committee on Finance; and 
| I believe I shall probably not ask another until 
towards the clase of the session. : 

Mr.PRATT. The Senator’s recollection is not 
very perfect. If I am not very much mistaken, I 
| think there has been hardly any Friday on which 
the Senator from Virginia has not asked that pri- 
vate business should be postponed. Such is my 
| recollection.. Individually l have no objection to 
granting the request of the Senator from Virginia; 
but there is a private bill pending which bas been 
discussed at length, and I do not know that it is the 
intention of anybody to discnss it further. I have 
no objection to allowing the bill referred to by the 
| honorable Senator from Virginia to be taken up, 
with the understanding that whenever the Senate 
during the day shall. be full we shall take a vote 
upon it. Irefer to the bill for the relief of Hodges 
| & Lansdale, and the legal representatives of Ri- 
i naldo Johnson and Ann E. Johnson, deceased. 
There is hardly a quorum present, or L would ask 
‘i that the vote be taken on that bill now; but with 
| the understanding that we can suspend the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill at some period 
during the day, for the purpose of. voting on that 
bill, I am willing to yield all the objection which 
I had. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am inthe power of the Sen- 
‘ator from Maryland, and I have no right to make 
understandings for the Senate. J can only say 
that, so far as L am concerned, if the Senate will 
| allow me to have the deficiency bill taken up, I 
will give my quota towards granting the general 
consent of the Senate for the purpose of taking 
| up the other bill, if such be the. pleasure of the 
Senate. 


Mr. PRATT. 


If that be the understanding, I 


Mr. President, Lask the gen - 


l am chairman of the Committee of 


Affairs be allowed to make a report on a private j| 


If this is not objection day for |; q' 


H 


{ 


5 


} 


f 


| 


Mr. PRATT... -Wis 

we can vote on the other. <s 
“The PRESIDENT... Then, 
jectin 


stands the Senator as obj 
tion of the. deficiency bill. 


W 

the consideration of the bill referred to by the S 
ator from Maryland, which has heretofore. 
pending on private bill days, and’ is now the f 
upon the Calendar. Presuming, however, tha 
there will be no objection to this bill, L ask for its 
consideration now, as one of pressing importance: 

Mr. GWIN. I did not hear a single ‘objection 


‘to taking up the deficiency bill from any quarter. 


The PRESIDENT. | The Ghair. unders 
from the course pursued, that the Senato) 
Maryland——. Rubies tach 

Mr. GWIN. Lam-sure that the Senator 


Mr. HUNTER. The danger is that if we take 
up one private bill others will ask their bills con- 
sidered. If the Senator from Vermont, will. give — 
way now, I think he will find no diffic 
getting up his bill during the morning hou 
Monday next. oe ye 

Mr. FOOT... I hope the Senator does no 
derstand that I object to the consideration 
deficiency bill. H W 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will in 
the Senator from Maryland, whether. he objec! 
to proceeding to the consideration of the d 
ciency bill? = 0 000 , ae 

Mr. PRATT. I thought the understanding 
was, that the deficiency bill should be taken.up, 
with the farther general understanding. upon the | 
part of the Senate that when it shall become mo} 
full during the day we shall suspend. that. 
temporarily, merely for the purpose of taking a 
vote upon, the private bill to which I have referred, 
and which has been debated in the Senate fi ) 
last two Fridays. 3... aki 

Mr. HUNTER.: Then T understand. there is 
no objection.: eee nan EEY 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair considers, then, 
that there is no objection to taking up..the defi- 
ciency bill. 


DEFICIENCY BILL... . 
The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of the 

W hole, resumed the consideration of the bill from 

the House of Representatives to‘ supply deficien- 


! cies in the appropriations ‘for: the’ service of the 


fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1854, the perd- 
ing question being on the motion of Mr. Hamtr, 
to amend the following amendment of Mr. Tuomr- 
son, of Kentucky: ` ce: 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That, ‘for cust 
houses, and to complete the same, the following sums be, 
and they are hereby, appropriated Lop Roh gee ee 
For the purpose of: completing. the eustom-house at St, 
Louis, Missouri, $100,000. “fe g 
To complete the custom-house at Mobile, 
$65,000. = nel 
To. comp 


Alabama, 
lete the: custom-honuse at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
TT ocaniplet ‘the custont-house at Louisville, Kentucky; 
Oth edmplete thecustom-house at Bangor, Maine, $20,000. 

at Bath, Maine, $20,900. 


the custom house 


To-complete path, 
the custom-house at Wilmington, Delaware, 


- To complete 
$12,000, 


For thë purchase of a site fora eustom-house at Provi- 
dence; Rhode Island, 824,000 es 
by adding to it the following: 
For the purchase of a new site for the custom house ia 
San Francisco, $250,000 ; and the Secretary ofthe Treasury 
is hercby authorized, ifin his judgment-the public Hjteres 
will thereby be promoted, to: apply: this, appropriaug sand 
as much as may be necessary. of former appropriations; for 


LOBE. 


the erection of a custom-house on the land reserved for said 
purpose, to the purchase of a building or buildings, for a | 
custom -house and other public offices; and the said Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury is hereby direcied to take all legal pro- | 
ceedings which may be necessary or advisable to maintain | 
and secure the possession and title of the United States to 
the lot heretofore selected for the site of a custom -house. 

For the erection of a custom-house at Portland, Maine, | 
including rooms for the United States courts, and for a post 
office, $200,000. | 

Mr. ADAMS. I have no disposition to pro- 
tract this discussion, but I beg leave to call the 
attention of the Senate, for a moment or two, to 
what seems to me to be an error into which many 
Senators have fallen. Almost every gentleman | 
who has spoken in favor of the amendments now | 
pending, has agreed, at least, that it is bad policy 
to insert in the deficiency bill such appropriations | 
as those proposed in the amendments offered, and | 
which will be offered hereafter, in relation to cus- 
tom-houses. Senators admit that it is bad policy 
to attach them to the deficiency. bill, when the 
sense of the House has been ascertained, by their | 
vote, to be opposed to them; but the excuse given | 
is, that the chairman of the committee having con- | 
trol of this bill voted for an appropriation of 
$500,000 for the water-works here. 

Now, sir, I submit that this Government does 
not belong to that Senator. He has no more in- 
terest and no more right in it than any other 
Senator here, [ voted differently from him in re- | 
gard to that proposition; but if he was wrong in 
that vote, every other proposition of the same 
kind (and it is said this is one of the same char- | 
acter) only adds so much more wrong; and adding 
wrong upon wrong never will make the bill right 
in the world. In other words, because the Sen- 
ator from Virginia votes wrong it is no excuse 
why others should vote for any proposition for 
which they would not have voted, but for his | 
favoring the one which has been referred to. | 
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The vote of one Senator is no excuse for another 
doing wrong. 


Bat, sir, I have another objection to these ! 


amendments. My own opinion ts, that we ought 
never, under any circumstances, when an appro- 
priation is made for the fiscal year for any im- 
provement, no matter what it may be, to make 
another appropriation at the instance of parties 
interested before the expiration of that year. The 


parties came here originally asking for such ap- 
propriations. They know very well, in many | 


instances, that if they were to make a true esti- 
mate, and present to the consideration of Congress 
the full amount of the expense, they never would 
get a dollar appropriated; yet they make a very 
small estimate, which they know to be insufficient 
to answer the purposes, and the very moment they 
getan appropriation through Congress the amount 
is apent at once; and the cry is, as in this case, 
“ FTere are public works which will go to ruin, 
and the country will be injured, unless you make 
an additional appropriation.” 

You often make an appropriation, believed to 
be sufficient by Congress, tocomplete a work, and 
represented to be so, which turns out to be barely | 
enough for a commencement. You appropriate 


$100,000 here for any work of internal improve- | 


ment, with the idea that that is all which is to be 


appropriated; but at the next session of Congress | 
you are asked for $500,000, and at the next for | 
l say it is bad | 
policy. You had better Jet your public works go |} 
to ruin than get the precedent of allowing Execu- ; 


$1,000,000, and so it goes on. 


tive officers to spend a dollar more than is appro- 
priated, or to make contracts, or commence build- 
ings, or improvements, of whatever character they 
may be, in a different manner from what was 
intended by Congress. 

Let these works remain until the regular appro- 
priation bill. 
such appropriations as, in its judgment, were right 
and proper for the fiscal year,and although it may 
appear in some instances, and possibly may turn 
out to be of advantage in a particular case to make 
another appropriation before the regular period, 
yet the precedent isa bad one. 
Government are under the influence of the citi- 
zens of the different towns for which these appro- 


riations are made, { take it for granted, in many | 


instances. And all experience shows—I know 
nothing about these particular cases, and have no 


At the last session, Congress made |! 


The agents of the || 


amount appropriated, will make them to suit their 
own taste, and almost universally greatly exceed 
the amountintended by Congress. Í would rather 
stop the works and suffer the necessary inconve- 
nience following from that, than to encourage this 
course of legislation. f 

Mr. GWIN With reference to the amendment 
now pending before the Senate I wish to make a 
few remarks, on a point upon which my colleague 
commented yesterday, and that is, in regard to the 
power asked by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase buildings, as an alternative, if he cannot 
get a site for the custom-house at San Francisco. 
Í have seen the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
ascertained from him that he asks for this au- 
thority for the purpose of preventing his being 
placed in the power of persons who may make 
combinations there to prevent him getting a site 
at all for a custom-house. 

But he has no idea of resorting to the purchase 
of buildings there, unless it turns out to be indis- 
pensable for the public interests to do so. He 
has ascertained that it is very difficult to get a site 
large enough upon which to locate a custom-house 
building, because the ground belongs to various 
individuals, and he may be subjected to the same 
inconveniences as he is now in regard to the site, 
unless a power is conferred upon him to put him 
out of the reach of these combinations. He has 
no desire, and I presume nobody has, to purchase 
buildings there. We want a custom-house, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury asks that this power 
may be conferred on him in order that we may 
get one. Thatis all. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I am not disposed to 
enter into an elaborate discussion of this question; 
but, before I vote upon the amendment which has 
been submitted by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, I desire to put myself right in reference 
to the vote which I shalt give. I did not discover, 
when the amendment was first offered by the Sen- 
ator, that it contained an appropriation for a cus- 
tom-house in the State of Alabama. l was not 
aware that it proposed any such appropriation 
until I scrutinized it, while it was under discussion 
yesterday. I take a lively interest in the appro- 
priation which is proposed for the custom-house 
at Mobile. Itis one which both myself and my 
colleague are exceedingly anxious should obtain 
the sanction of Congress. But, sir, I have heard 
enough fall from Senators to satisfy me that the 
amendment now contemplated is out of place. On 
a proper occasion it will enlist all my energies to 
endeavor to get the sense of the body upon the pro- 
priety and justice of the appropriation, so far as 
that custom-house in Alabama is concerned. On 
a proper bill, and ona proper occasion, I should 
most strenuously labor to obtain that object; but 
if we are to heed the admonition of the Senator 
who has charge of this bill, (Mr. Hunrer,] enough 
has fallen from him to satisfy us that sufficient has 
already been ingrafted upon the bill to break it 
down. 

It is perhaps not parliamentary to speak of what 
has occurred at the other end of the Capitol; but 
we cannot shut our eyes to the manner in which 


the first deficiency bill was loaded down and de- | 


feated in the House of Representatives. That 
was effected, to a great extent, by the identical 
amendment which is now proposed to be ingrafted 
upon it. In addition to the admonition given by 
the Senator from Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, who has control of the 


i bill, I have other guarantees and assurances that 
| the amendment, if adopted by this body, will tend 


to jeopardize the bill. Every Senator must be 
aware that it will greatly embarrass the action of 
the other House when it goes there to be acted 
upon. All these questions have been considered 
there; they have all, as F understand, been dis- 
cussed, and they have failed to receive the sanc- 
tion of the House of Representatives. 
not then the Senate pause? 

I am as anxious to have provision made for the 
construction of the custom-house at Mobile as 


| any other gentleman is to have provision made for 


his State; but the Representative who has the 
matter especially in charge from that district, as 


Should | 


| mates made by the distinguished gentleman who 


is at the head of the Treasury Department are 
now embodied in a general appropriation bill, 
which will probably find its way into this body, 
in two or three weeks. Hence I deem it to be 
my duty to say, that in giving the vote that I shail 
give, I do not, by any means, intend to repudiate 
the appropriation which is intended to be made 
for the custom-house in the city of Mobile, but I 
do so from the deliberate conviction that the most 
effectual way to obtain the appropriation is not to 
prejudice it in the estimation of the Senate by 
attempting to place it in this bill; and to say farther, 
that it was included in the amendment without 
my knowledge, privity, or consent, and I- believe 
I may say the same for my colleague, (Mr. Cuay.] 
I know nothing of the merits of the amendment 
presented by the Senator from Maine. And I 
say, very frankly, that when I was not fully in- 
formed upon the subject, | was inclined to support 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky; 
for [ took it for granted that all the appropriations 
contained in it were legitimate, and that they 
might, perhaps, with propriety be placed upon 
this bill; but since I have inquired into the matter, 
and learned the effect which it will have upon the 
bill, and that it may ultimately, to some extent, 
affect the appropriation, which is a proper one in 
itself, I deem it my duty to vote against it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama that I think he mis- 
apprehends the facts of thiscase. Every one of 
the custom-house appropriations included in the 
amendment were separately sustained in the other 
branch of the Legislature, and the fact as to 
whether the bill was broken down on their ac- 
count is a mere matter of conjecture. There were 
other amendments which were considered objec- 
tionable in the bill, and the bill was broken down 
asa whole. I have no remarks to make on the 
singularity of the proceeding. Every one of the 
amendments was adopted as a part of the defi- 
ciency bill by a decided vote, and I cannot see 
that there is any reason to suppose that the House 
will reject this bill because they are placed in it, 
allow me to say, according to the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. He evi- 
dently regards these as deficiencies. If they are 
not proper deficiencies I cannot understand the 
object and purpose of the bill. ‘They relate to 
precedent appropriations. They are to continue 
works for which precedent appropriations have 
been made, and which, from an unforeseen in- 
crease of cost, it is impossible to go on with under 
the former appropriations. You must either sus- 
pend the works a year, for the whole building 
seagon, or make the appropriations now. ‘The 
question of time is more material as to these ap- 
propriations than to any other appropriations in 
the bill. If that is not a sufficient ground for put- 
ting them in a deficiency bill, if the appropria- 
tions are proper in themselves, I am at a loss 
to see what is. This presents a singular fact. 
Here isa Democratic Administration, with a Dem- 
ocratic majority in the Senate, and a Democratic 
majority in the Ffouse, and the Secretary of the 


| Treasury recommends these to you as deficien- 


cies, and you propose to reject the recommenda- 
tion without, as far as I have heard, a solitary 
objection being made as to the propriety of the 
appropriations themselves, or, indeed, without 
any reason being given why they should not go 


| into the bill, except that it might hazard the bill 


in the other House. 
As regards the Secretary of the Treasury, allow 


i me to say that I differed from him certainly very 
; widely in the course which he took in reference 


to the local disputes of New York. J regretted 
it. I thought it an error of judgment, and T was 


| sorry that he involved the General Government 
| in any such contest at all; but most certainly as 


regards a rigid adherence to law in the expendi- 
tures from the Treasury, as regards the strict care 
and disbursement of the Government funds, as 
regards an undoubted integrity and attention of 
the very highest character to all the duties of his 
office, | know no officer of the Government: with 
whom he will not favorably compare; and I am 


: not disposed, under these circumstances, to entirel 


throw aside his recommendation on a matter which . 
he has had fully before him, which ‘he has fully 


being made in this deficiency bill he has given you 
the reasons. j f : 

Mr. Hamuin’s amendment was agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the amend- 
ment as amended. ; 
Mr. DODGE, of Towa. 
now be amended? 

The PRESIDENT. Itis still open to amend- 
ment, i 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Then I move 
amend it by adding the following: 


Can the amendment 


to 


To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland , Ohio 
$25,000. i ST, 

To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri 
$10,000. ‘ ea ms 

To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, Hlinois, 
$8,000. 

To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, $12,500. 

To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
$5,000. Dest 

To comptete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
$2,000. i 


To complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, Cali- 
! 


fornia, $44,000, 

At Milwaukie,.Wisconsin, $15,000. 

And to construct marine hospitals at Keokuk, Burling- 
ton, and Dubuque, $45,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that in order? 
mated for? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.). Under the rule, to.be in order it must 
be either in pursuance of estimate from.a Depart- 
ment, or must be a report from a committee. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I will state that all the 
provisions contained in it, except those for Mil- 
waukie, Keokuk, and Dubuque, are in exact ac- 
cordance with the estimates, 
have not been estimated for; but they have been 
recommended by the Committee on Commerce, 
which made a report at the last session, but the 
bills for which did not pass into alaw. [n regard 
to Milwaukie, it is one of the most important 
points which we can find on the lakes, and the 


Ts it esti- 


of view. 

_ Mr. HUNTER. Those which are not esti- 
mated for specially, I presume cannot be offered 
as an amendment, . _ 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa; Ifmy friend takes ad- 
vantage of that, and insists upon it, I withdraw 
those which have not been. estimated for; and I 
will amend the amendment by striking out Mil- 
waukie, Keokuk, and Dubuque. They have not 
been estimated for, but the residue have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not be 
in order for the Senator to move that as an amend- 
ment to his.amendment, because the proposition 
which he has already offered is an amendment to 
an amendment. It is the privilege of the Senator, 
however, to withdraw his amendment and offera 
new one embodying such a modified proposition. 

Mr, DODGE, of Iowa. I presume I can, by 
unanimous consent, modify my amendment. I 
modify it, therefore, by striking from it the items 
which | have mentioned, 1 will state that that 
amendment, as it now stands, is in accordance 
with the estimates of the Treasury Department, 
I will further state, that. I consider the appropria- 
tions eminently proper; and itis a mere question 
of. time as to when they shall be made. 1 was in 
favor, myself, of passing this bill through without 
any extraneous matters for my own or any other 
State. I was in favor of passing it without adding 
anything which did not meet with the entire ap- 
probation of the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Finance; but since the appropriation 
has been made for the water-works in Washing- 
ton, I cannot sit here and see the rights of my 
constituents totally neglected, when one of the 
most extravagant, in my. opinion, wasteful, and 
outrageous appropriations which has ever been 
made, has been added to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment will be read as modified. 

It was read, as follows: 


To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
$25,000. 

‘To complete the marine 
$10,000. : : a 

To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, IHinois, 
$8,000. i 

‘To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, 
212,500, : 
A To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
5,000. s ; i 

To complete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana; 


82,000. 


hospital at St. Lonis, Missouri, 


In those cases they | 


i| 
| 


mit to him that that is not a sufficient ground for 


appropriation is eminently proper in every point i| stated that, if, according to one of the estimates, 


Í a vote upon any other proposition; for this bill is | 


| vote of the majority of the Senate. No amend- 


ifornia, $44,000. : 
Ang to construct the marine hospital at Burlington, Iowa, 
$15,000. ery: 


Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from Iowa 
votes for the amendment because he thinks. the 
appropriations are proper, and properly in this 
bill, he is justified in doing it; but if he votes for 
it because, in his opinion, I have voted foran ap- 
propriation which he-may-think improper, I sub- 


his vote. é 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Ido not wish, by im- 
putation, to charge my friend with any impro- 
priety. His object was to get the deficiency bill 
through as soon as possible, without adding to it 
any extraneous amendments. `} regretted to see 
him, as I thought, abandon that understanding, 
and agree to the insertion of the water amendment į 
in this bill. We originally appropriated $100,000 
for that object under the guise of introducing water 
into the city; and now we have just got it started, 
and, hke all other such schemes, an additional 
$500,000 is called for to complete those water- 
works; and the appropriation will probably in the 
end run up to $15,000,000 or $20,000,000. The 
appropriation was made originally on the suppo- 
sition that $100,000 would bethe amount; but now 
an unforeseen appropriation is to be made. Ido 
not blame the Senator for the vote which he- has 
given. Theameéndment received his approbation, 
and he voted for it. He had a right to do so;'and 
I do not wish to be considered as charging any 
impropriety upon him. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do notknow that the merits 
of the amendment, in regard to the introduction | 
of water into this city, are strictly in order. 
they are, I think [ can readily show the Senator 
from Iowa that he is very much mistaken in many 
particulars. In the first place, if he will look into 
the debate which occurred at the time of the 
original appropriation, he will find that it was 


the water should be brought from the Little Falls, 
it would cost between two and three millions of 
dollars. The President of the United States has 
approved of a plan which requires a larger aque- 
duct,and accordingly the Superintendent has made 
a larger estimate—between three and four millions 
of dollars. I believe myself that the work will 
probably be brought within the estimate, or near 
it. The Senator is of a different opinion. Itisa 
matter of opinion. Neither do I believe, as it has 
been said, that that is an appropriation for the 
benefit of this city. It is an appropriation which 
is necessary at the seat of Government to make 
the place comfortable and habitable to the em- 
ployees of the Government—the persons” who 
carry iton. I believe it is done for the purposes 
of the Government, and for the interests of the 
whole people of the United States. But, sir, I 
repeat, that whether I was right or wrong, can 
furnish no justification for voting for another 
amendment which the Senator may think wrong, 
or out of place. Two wrongs cannot make a 
right. My vote can be no reason for or against 


not mine, as was well said by the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Apams.] tis the bill of the Sen- 
ate, and it is whatever the Senate choose to make 
it. No amendment can be put on it without a 


ment is there without such a vote; and it is the 
Senate who are to be held responsible as much as 
myself. So far as | am concerned, l am willing to 
take all the responsibility that attaches to my vote. 

In regard to the policy of attaching this amend- 
ment to the deficiency bill, the Senate can judge 
as wellas | can. They have seen what has been 
the effect of it in the House of Representatives. 
The opinion of the House in regard to this mat- 
ter, at least, is known. In regard to the other, 
nobody can say what it is; nobody can say | 
whether the amendment in relation to the water 
will jeopardize it or not in the House. I do not j 
believe it will. 1 do believe that the amendment 
of the Senator from “Kentucky has once de- 
feated the deficiency bill in the House; whether 
it would again do so or not I cannot say; that is 
a matter for the Serate to determine; and thema- 
jority will determine. If they believe that these 
are proper appropriations, and that thisis a proper 

lace for them, they will put them in. : 


I will only say in regard to this matter of pub- 


ifiji 


| am not 


| ments shall still- govern me. 


‘mature deliberation, 1 


tic buildings, that T- believe-appropriations 
them have become so large and so “gener 
there requires tobe digested Some drt o: 
‘in relation to them: There ought to bes 
of system ‘digested: inorder that’ the twi 
may have proper estimates and ‘pla é 
act apon ‘them,’ fn order to- have sor 
rules by which’ to supply’ the wants: of 
munity according’ to their wants, and nof ace 
ing to their demands, or the energies and 
of the particular: individuals whom we happen:to - 
represent. I think, therefore, that it would’ be bet- 
ter, in every point of view, to have;them coms úp 
in a separate bill, hereafter, or'in'a generalappro: - 
priation bill when there will bé more time to digest 
a system; but, as J said before; thatis a-matter for 
the consideration of the Senate. = oo, % E 
Mr. RUSK. Mr:President, I regret very muth 
to see this proposition, asian amendment- to this 


ist 
hat 


~bill, meet with the favor of the honorable Senator 


who offers it, Perhaps there has been an improper 
amendment made in regard ‘to the introduction of. 
water into this city; but, in my judgment, that 
does not furnish sufficient excuse for putting into - 
this bill other amendments which may be also im- 
proper. I am remarkably anxious ‘that ‘the: bill 
should be disposed of. There are other very im- 
portant subjects which ‘are behind it, and which 
are waiting to come up for the consideration of 
Senate, in which 1 take a deep interest, and 
which I know the Senator from Iowa‘is also very 
much interested. Chere is the Pacific railroad, 
‘the homestead bill,: and other measures, ‘about. 
which ‘many Senators’ are deeply solicitous; and ` 
what will be the result óf dur manner of proceed~ 
ing with this bill?—that all these méabtires will 
be staved off to so late a period that when they do 
come up they will not meet with proper consider- 
ation. The Senator from Virginia, the chairman 
of the Committee on’ Finance, may have done 
right or wrong in regatd to his vote for putting 
the $500,000 in “this bill for -the introduction “of 
water into this ¢ity.. I voted forit. ‘I shall do so 
again. } think it is a proper appropriation.” The 
Senator from Iowa thinks differently: I voted for the 
appropriation originally,’ ‘When it was discussed’ 
in the beginning, it was understood that we were 
to go on and ers the work, Indeed, s0`'far. 
as Lam concerned, I voted ‘for the ‘appropriation | 
with that distinct understanding. I- could’ not 
have justified myself on any other groubd. T 
could not have justified myself for wasting $100,000 
of the public treasure if I had not supposed that 
the matter was to be completed. I think, without 
making it antagonistic to other plans, that all set- 
tions of the Union ought at once to interest them- 
selves in it.’ This ig the seat of government, It 
has no commercial: advantages, ' Its ‘citizens have 
not the commercial advantages which. the citi-. 
zens of other places: possess. ` It is: the capital of 
the pation, in which wë ought ‘to take’a pride. 
We bring people here ‘to discharge the duties of 
the offices of the Government, and we ought’to 
provide for their health and comfort; and we ought 
to have some pride in the national city of the 
United States. lam in favor of bringing water 
into the city; and while, because we have an over- 
flowing Treasury, there are thousands of ‘claims 
put up by which money may be taken from it; I 
willing to neglect-an object which T regard 
as one of importance, and upon which I think we 
should legislate. ; 
I am not on the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. If I had been, as a friend of the water 
appropriation, I should not have been in favor of 
offering it as an amendment to the deficiency: bill. 
I should not have offered it, because T would have 


| regarded itas mach more safe and certain to wait, 


and attach it to one of the general appropriation 
bills; but the gentlemen who are on that committee, 
whose judgment is more to be'relied upon than 
my own, introduced it, and I supported it. The 
same principlein regard to the offering of amend- 
I feel interested än 
an appropriation which ought to be made, and 
which does affect, to a very large extent, the por- 
tion of the country from which I come, in reference 
to some Indians there. I am anxious to get that 
appropriation as early as possible; but, upon 
thought it best; as there 
would be very little probability of having the 
question: determined upon its ‘merits, under. the 
state of feeling which now exists, not to offer it to 
this bill. Aar ee ere 
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. Then, sir, for the same reason, I object to the | 
amendments offered by the Senator from lowa i 
and the Senator from Kentucky. I am friendly 
to the establishment of these marine hospitals. 
They are absolutely necessary. I am friendly to 
a matured plan with regard to our seamen who 
are employed on the steamboats in our western | 
. rivers; but I cannot shut my eyes to the faci—my 
_experience here places the matter before me so 
prominently that I cannot shut my eyes toit— || 
that. while you are asking for appropriations that 
shall. be expended for the benefit of the seamen 
and hands upon those river boats, when made 
they are very frequently—(whether asked for for 
that purpose or not 1 do not know—-I do not 
charge any one with it)—got in a manner which 
amounts to nothing but the expenditure of money | 
in a particular locality. J think the system ought 
to undergo the severest scrutiny of the Commitiee 
on Commerce. It ought to be examined as to the 
points at which the appropriations should be ex- 
pended. It is not a matter which ought to be 
placed upon the deficiency bill; and it evidently 
tends to create debate, and keeps back a vast num- 
ber of other important measures, W hen itis eviden 
that such matters will not be voted on upon their j! 
merits, under the state of feeling which has been |} 
generated, I think it would be better not to offer |) 
them. J shall vote against all these appropria- 
tions; not because | am unfriendly to the measure j 
at all, for whenever the Committee on Commerce li 
shall come forward with a well-digested plan to 
make appropriations, liberal appropriations, for | 
marine hospitals, 1 will support them. But it is 
evident that if we pursue this plan, and give an 
appropriation for one marine hospital in this bill, i! 
another gentleman will have some other marine |! 
hospital, some other custom-house, to be appro- || 
priated for; and where are we then? And, sir, 
when are we to get the railroad and homestead 
bills before us if we goon in this way? For these 
reasons I shall vote against the amendment. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire only to say one wordin || 
relation to the amendmentto the amendment, and |! 
that in answer to the suggestion of the Senator || 
from Texas, The question of the marine hospitals 
has not been a matter of discussion Lefore the 
Committee on Commerce at this session; butstill 
I believe that every case embraced by the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from lowa has been investi- | 
gated by that committee; and L do not hesitate, as 
a member of it, to say, that there is no appropria- 
tion in that amendment—-l speak not with refer- 
ence to its connection with this bill—thatis not, | 
in itself, just, proper, and appropriate. ‘They are 
all recommended by the Department under whose 
supervision the whole marine subject is, and 1 do 
not think any of them is improper. i 

Mr, RUSK. l am glad to hear it. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. ‘The remarks made by 
the Senator from Texas would be excellent, and 
might be appreciated, if the bill had not been 
already amended. But, sir, it has been amended | 
amended in important particulars, and to the | 
amount of thousands of dollars. One amendment | 
to the amount of half a million of dollars has been | 
put on it. That being the case, I submit to the 
Senator whether I can, in justice to my constitu- 
ents, sit by and see appropriations of that sort 
made in this bill, while my section of country is 
entirely overlooked in reference to these matters, 
as it has been, 

But, sir, in regard to this seat of Government; 
J have listened to all that has been said in regard jj 
to the improvements for it, We are now intro- i 
ducing water into it, and no one knows the amount |i 
of appropriations which are to be made for it. | 
Wouid any man have said, at the time the seat of | 
Government was about to be located at Wash- || 

j 
i 


ington, located here by a corapromise of sectional | 
and other interests, that the people of distant Iowa | 
and of California were to be taxed to pay, not į 
only for the necessary buildings, necessary as I | 
grant you they are, to carry on the necessary | 
operations of the Republic, of which they are | 
proud, and of which every Senator must be proud, | 
but, in addition to this, that they should be called | 
upon to make extraordinary appropriations of || 
money for other purposes, and for other works 

which are not so necessary? Sir, make St. | 
Louis the center of this Republic, the seat of i 
Government; give Cincinnati the seat of Govern- || 
ment, and she will make her own water-works, 
she will pave her own streets, she will attend to 


| 


| entertain opposite views. 
i in 


| position which { occupy. 


; tom-house in the city of Mobile. 


i| ations of the Government, I announced my op- 


her own municipal concerns, she will provide for 
ber officers to attend to her police matters. But, 
sir, look at the appropriations which we are 
making for this city, and, for one, 1 wish to take 
my stand upon this matter. We are called upon 
to introduce water into the city for the purpose of 
protecting our publie buildings from fire. 
are asked-to appropriate large sums of money to 
be expended in a reservoir to supply water to pro- 


tect these buildings. Sir, we might build one out | 
| here somewhere for $50,000 or $100,000, which | 
would supply the water for that purpose. Not |: 
only are we called upon to have the buildings | 


made fire-proof, and to exercise a sufficient vig- 
ilance to protect them from fire, but we are called 
upon to make vast appropriations to protect them 
by water. Í recommend, then, that a reservoir be 
built out here, and a fire-engine provided for these 


buildings to protect them. fam willing to vote to ; 
water all the library, and all the other portions of | 


the Capitol as soon as it gets on fire, and so with 
each one of the public buildings, but E do not 
want to go into this magnificent scheme. 

But the amendment has been put in the bill, 
and it has been done by the votes of gentlemen in 


‘whom I have the most entire confidence while I 


may doubt and distrust my own; but | maintain 
my opinions as honestly as do the Senators who 


the bill. The appropriations which I now 
propose to add by way of amendment are ne- 
cessary for the men who are engaged upon the 


rafts and steamboats upon our western rivers, i 
whose bodies are being wasted under the malaria, | 
and who, when attacked by sickness, ought to | 


be conveyed to one of these hospitals, that they 


may be cared for and cured; and they are neces- ! 


sary to protect the western waters from the terri- 


ble ravages of the Asiatic cholera, which so often | 
visits them during certain seasons of the year. : 
No appropriation could commend itself more 


strongly to the judgment of this body. These 


| appropriations are in strict accordance with the 


estunates of the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
1 submit to my friend, that since the other amend- 


ment has gone on, the bill will gain strength in | 
| the other Ffouse by having these inserted. 
must be made. The question is one simply of | 


time as to when they shall be made; and though 
I would rather that the bill had passed through 
without having so many amendments attached 


to it, yet, as it has been amended in the manner | 


which I have mentioned, I feel it to be my duty 
to submit this amendment, believing that it will 


; Strengthen the bill in its present shape. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. i desire to add some 
remarks to those which E have already submitted, 


as to the propriety of amending this bill, and as i 


to my course on the pending amendments. It is 
perhaps necessary for me to explain further the 
If I understand it this 
is essentially a deficiency bill. The demands of 
the Government require that the act of Congress 
making the appropriation should be prompt, so as 
to enable the Government to carry on its opera- 
tions. I desire to expedite the bill. I ascertained 
that the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Kentucky embraces an appropriation for the cus- 
That would 
commend the amendment to my favorable consid- 
eration. No member on this floor could be more 
active in favor of that work, because we believe 


: the appropriation ought to be made, than myself 
j and my colleague; but laboring under the impres- 


sion as I do—for | am certainly impressed with 
the belief—that all these amendments hazard the 
bill, and perhaps will to some extent stop the oper: 


position to the amendment, as we all know it 


was these amendments which led to the defeat of | 
the first bill in the House of Representatives. But | 


with what understanding can I, or any Senator 


upon this floor, unless he has charged himself to | 
investigate into the matter, vote for the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Iowa? My regard for | 


that Senator, my implicit confidence in his good 
sense and uniform correctness upon particular 
questions involving constitutional Jaw, and the ex- 
penditure of public money, commends any meas- 


ure that he submits to the consideration of the | 
body to my judgment; but can we in.this hur-: 
| ried manner investigate all these estimates, to see | 


whether they are legitimate estimates to be adopted 
by this body or not? It seems to me clearly not. 


We! 


The appropriation is; 


They | 


| 
i 
i 


i 


if 


} 


There are many estimates made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and it seems to me that before 
we act upon them they should undergo the scru- 
tiny of a committee of this body, and they should 
come before us in the legitimate form of a report 
from a committee. The appropriations now pro- 
posed have not been reported to us froma com- 
mittee. I know that a committee in the other 
House reported upon the custom-house appropri- 
ations; but when they came here they should have 
been referred to proper committees, and should 
have undergone the scrutiny of those committees, 
and then they would not have failed to receive, Í 
am sure, the favorable consideration of the great 
majority of the body. 

The greut pretext for supporting these amend- 
ments seems to be the vote of the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, [Mr. Hunrer,] 
for the appropriation of half a million of dollars 
for the introduction of waterinto thecity of Wash- 
ington. I very frankly say that I voted against 
that appropriation. | thoughtit improperly placed 
there. I said nothing against it, for I was content 
to give a quiet vote. 1 presume that if the Sena- 
tor had foreseen the criticism which his vote has 
elicited he would have been willing to have dis- 
pensed with the appropriation. F think it was 
unfortunately putin the bill, Another matter was 
ingrafted yesterday, which was of no kindred char- 
acter to the bill. Still I am not disposed to make 
that an excuse for introducing other matters into 
the bill which are not proper to be put there. 

But the leading reason for the making of the 
remarks which I had the honor to submit to the 
Senate a short time ago was to justify the vote I 
expected to give; and that was, because I thought 
we had better take the original bill as it came from 
the House. If, however, it is the deliberate judg- 
ment of the Senate that all these appropriations 
are to be ingrafted into the bill, I must go in com- 
mon with them. Ido not design to strike the ap- 
propriation for the custom-house in Mobile from 
that amendment. If the Senate load down the 
bill with amendments—and we appear to be doing 
so—and if we ave to have the entire estimates sent 
by the Secretary of the Treasury ingrafted upon 
the bill, what is to be the result of it? The hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Finance 
says he cannot predict what it willbe. He judges 
from what has occurred before; and I have been 


| assured by gentlemen who can speak forthe other 


House, that if we attach these amendments we 
shall endanger the entire bill. It is said that the 
general appropriation bill will sleep in the House 
of Representatives, and that the session will be 
almost at its close before we get it. If [ thought 
that would be the fact I would risk the conse- 
quences, and give my vote in common with the 
other gentlemen who favor these amendments, al- 
though Ido not think they are in the proper place. 
If it is the settled policy of the Senate to add the 
amendments, l am not disposed ‘to make any dis- 
crimination, and take everything which is asked 
for except that for the State which ] have the honor 
in part to represent. lam conscious that this isa 
legitimate appropriation. I am satisfied that I 
could convince the Senate that it is a proper and 
reasonable appropriation, It has been commended 
to the favorable consideration of Congress by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Still, 1 should prefer 
to see it made in its proper place. Mobile is the 
third exporting city in the Union; and yet it is 
destitute of a custom-house, of a post-office, and 


; of a room for the holding of the district court of 
i the United States. 


Notwithstanding it is the third 
exporting city in the Union, if Tam not ineor- 
rectly informed, we are subjected to all the diff- 
culties to which that leads, and the Government 
is paying a high rent for its buildings. The third 
exporting city of the Union has not now a custom- 
house, or a post office, or a room ‘in which the 
courts of the United States can be held! These 
things are so set forth by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. They appeal to the common sense and 
common judgment; so that, it seems to me, when 
the question comes fairly and legitimately before 
the Senate they cannot but agree to the appropri- 
ation. It is not with any distrust of the merits of 
the appropriation for that custom-house, but it is 
from a disinclination to embarrass the bill, and to 
prevent immediate action upon it, that I am 
prompted to the course which I have pursued. 
Mr. BELL. I desire to ask my friend from 
Towa whether the hospitals, the appropriations 


1854. . | fT 


E CONGR 


ESSIONAL GLOBE 


fótwhich he proposes to add to the bill, have 


heretofore been commenced, and had an appro- 


priation made at a prior session? 

“My. DODGE, of Iowa. Every one of them, 
save one which has been recommended by the 
Départment, and unanimously sanctioned by the 
Cotimittee on Commerce, who reported a bill 
which. passed this body at the last session of Con- 
gress. It requires but a small appropriation to 
complete them entirely. 


“Mr. FESSENDEN. I stated, in connection, 
with my colleague, [Mr. Hamuin,] the other day, 


that although we considered it essentially neces- 
sary to make an appropriation for the custom- 
house at Portland, Maine, we were not disposed 
to press it on this bill, and should not have moved 
it'as an amendment had it not been for the amend- 
ment which was introduced by.the Committee on 
Finance in reference to the custom-house at San 
Francisco. On the next morning that amendment 
was withdrawn. I suppose if any one of us had 
objected neither of them could have been with- 
drawn, We might have had a vote upon them, 
but-we did not doit.. Now, sir, I wish to state 
that { voted for the amendment which was pro- 
posed by the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
{Mr. Prarr,] in reference to the introduction of 
water into this city, not with a view to put any- 
thing into the bill that was improper, but be- 
cause I believed, and I was induced’ more partic- 
ularly to believe from the remarks made by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] in ex- 
planation, that it was a proper appropriation, and 
that I was merely doing my duty in voting for it. 
I should not have voted for it at all had I believed 
that it was in an improper place. I believed it to 
be peculiarly proper to go into a bill of this kind, 
and having that belief, seeing no impropriety in 
it, and being in favor of it, I saw no reason for 
withholding my vote from it. 

Iam at a loss to understand what this deficiency 
bill means. Senators say that these appropria- 
tions are all in. the wrong place in connection with 
this bill. I should like to have the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance explain to me what 
is a deficiency bill? Is it anything more or less 
than to appropriate money which is. immediately 
needed for purposes which are pressing, and which 
cannot wait for the ordinary legislation? I should 
suppose so, sir, from the mixture of appropriations 
that I see in the bill. But Senators say that this. 
amendment is all improper and out of place. If 
there is a distinction, I should like to know where 
itis. I find an appropriation to complete public 
buildings in New Mexico of $50,000. That is an 
original appropriation in the bill, and I should 
like to know why itis not as much out.of place 
in this bill as an appropriation to complete the 
custom-house at St. Louis, Missouri? I am un- 
willing, because I have a regard for order and the 
proper course of proceeding in a legislative body, 
unless it becomes absolutely necessary, to crowd 
anything into the bill that does not properly be- 
long to it; but when I see here so many subjects 
of different kinds, and some of them not varying 
from the proposition made here, which has been 
exclaimed against by Senators, I cannot help appre- 
hending that a matter is proper or not according 
as it suits the particular wishes of Senators in 
regard to it. If the appropriation for bringing 
water into the city of Washington, which I con- 
cede to be a good object, and for which I voted, 
was proper in itself, Lask the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Finance why these appro- 
priations to complete the custom-houses or ma- 
rine hospitals are not jast as proper on this bill? 
And if so, the vote of the, Senator in reference to 
these matters certainly cannot be influenced by the 


consideration that this is a wrong place to make | 


these appropriations. 

Mr. HUNTER. 0 
other speech. I have stated the difference. 
this: We. know that this amendment has de- 
feated the bill once in the House; we do not know 
that the amendment in relation to the water would 
defeat it. So faras I can ascertain, I do not be- 
lieve it would. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam- speaking on another 
point. Some Senators say that it is an Improper 
place to put these matters, owing to the peculiar 
character of the bill itself; that they are not appro- 
priate: to the bill before the Senate. Now, sir, I 
aay that if thé appropriation with regard to the 


Ido not want to make. an- 


It is. 


wateris a proper one to go into this bill, all these 
are just as proper. : 
_ Mr. HUNTER. Ido not say that they are 
inappropriate on such a bill. They are subjects 
for a ‘deficiency bill, if- we-choose to make appro- 
priations for them.’ ‘Phat was not my ground of 
objection. 1 stated that it was not in the proper 
place, because we know from what had happened 
that it would jeopardize the bill. ~ : : 
Mr. FESSENDEN, That is another: point. 
But it has been stated by the Senators who have 
made objection to this amendment, that ‘this is a 
bill which is- only brought in for certain things, 
and it is because the monéy must be had: ‘Then 
the only question for the Senate to decide is, 
whether it ig a case of such’ pressing necessity as 


to make it an amendment which ought to go into’ 


this’ bill, and not wait for a chance to make the 
appropriation during the last days and nights of 
the session, amid all the difficulties which then 
surround us, of which F have had some little ex- 
perience heretofore. ‘Then, if these amendments 
are proper in themselves, why should we not put 
them in the bill? There is an objection made, on 
the part of certain Senators, who are willing to 
try the experiment with regard to putting other 
appropriations in ‘the bill, that it- may endanger 
the bill. Let me ask, if they are so anxious for 
the passage of the bill, and so very much afraid of 
endangering it, why they try these dangerous 
experiments in regard to it? “Why try so danger- 
ous an experiment as to put on it an appropriation 
of five hundred thousand dollars for a matter which 
they know is contestéd in both branches of Con- 
gress? Itis contested here—contested very strong- 
ly. Unquestionably, it will be contested in the 
other House. It is nota matter which commends 
itself tothe mind of every man as soon as itis stated 
to him. It is a matter which calls for debate, and it 
is just as likely to eridanger a bill of this descrip- 
tion as any otherthing, It does not bring as much 
force to bear upon it and to support itas all these 
amendments which are appropriations for matters 
ae in different parts of the country, and 
which bring very considerable strength to bear 
upon them. I am apprehensive that gentlemen 
hardly argue fairly, when they are willing to put 
on this bill an amendment of that description, of 
so large an amount, & single item, and try the ex- 
periment upon it; for they certainly know. that it 
will to some extent endanger it. Why do so, if 
the bill itself is of any pressing necessity? Ido 
not agree with other Senators, who state that they 
are opposed tovall bills of this description. Ibelieve 
that they are necessary. 1 believe that they are 
indispensable. | donot think, inthe mode in which 
legislation is transacted here, that we could get 
along reasonably well without one. Matters arise 
which are always of pressing necessity, and for 
which such appropriations should be made for the 
good of the country, and for carrying on the pub- 
hie works. : 
Then, | notonly am not satisfied, that, as stated 
by gentlemen, the danger to the bill in the other 
House arises from these appropriations for cus- 
tom-houses, but 1 go further, and agree most dis- 
tinctly with the honorable Senator from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. BeLL,] that it is not a thing which 
should govern our judgment or our action in ref- 
erence to the matter. We must act upon our own 
responsibilities. Flow are we to do in passiùg-a 
bill, orin making a movement in reference to a 
bill which we jadge to be of importance? Are 
we, in the first place, to inquire whether it would 
be satisfactory to the other branch of Congress? 
Or are they fo make the same inquiry in regard 
to us? That would make us always dependent 
upon them in reference to these matters, or they 
onus. I suppose that legislation must be con- 
ducted according to the joint judgment exercised 
separately on the part of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, each House for itself; and if they disagree 
finally upon any matter, it is to be settled in the 
ordinary course of legislative negotiation; bat I 
should be unwilling to establish or accede to the 
principle, either directly or indirectly, that we are 
not to pass “an appropriation, or make an amend- 
ment to a bill, because we fear it will notbe satis- 
factory tothe other branch of Congress. We 
must ascertain that in the ordinary, due course of 
time. The bill; as has been stated, is in no danger 
itself. It must pass sooner or later; and-we have 
as good-a right, L apprehend, to take our own 
ground firmly in reference to that matter; and 


maintain it, and sve what inflivenee:* 
to: bear én‘ appropriations which wejudgerto 
necessary, as they: Have in the other branch’ 
Congress; but I steel that itis enuively-unipa 
mentiry to adduce any atoament of that deseri 
tion to the consideration of the 
One word" in referende'to:these matters 
one of the appropriations now moved-as àn ai 
ment has gone through'the ordeal of éxamination;” 
with the-exception of those put‘on atthe sug= 
gestion of my colleague; [Mr Hamin] There? 
is nothing furtherto be done about the : 
is pressing. The-country'is quite as muchin want 
of them as it is of one half of thé appropriations’ 
which-are made in thé bill avid called deficiencies: 
There is one here to appropriate money'to the 


$ 


‘Patent Office for the purchase “of seed.» Thereis 


another relating to’ certain printing whichis herés 
after to- be done, and which: certainly was not & 
matter sO pressing in: point of time. All-théese 
things have been estimated for- They have been’ 
examined and thoroughly considered move than 
once. They are absolutely necessary at the pres~ 
ent time. Thope, therefore, that Senators will ad- 
here to the amendment; and, atany rate, that we 
shall test ‘the question whether'the Senate shall: 
have & voice in settling matters: of this description: 

Mr. BROWN. Ido-not concur in the’ views 
expressed. by various Senators, that we are to 
reject amendments to this bill on account-of any: 
apprehension that they will not meet with favor 
at the other end ofthe Capitol. “The Senator. 
from Maine -{Mr: Fressexpen] has very. weler: 


.pressed the idea’that I-enterttin—that-each Hronas 


has to act upon its own ‘responsibility, and ‘eepa- 
rately, in reference'to matters of this kind... What- 
ever l think is proper upon this’ bill; E shail votë 
to put upon it, without any sort of reference as to 
whether it is to please the other House of Con- 
gress or not. But there are two points about 
which I shall have to be satisfied before 1 can 
vote for this amendment; and the first isi will 
address the inquiry to the Senator from Towa; [Mr. 
Dopcx,] who introduced the last amendment— 
as to: whether any investigation: has been made 
into the expenditures’ of the’ last approptiations? 
What has come of the money which: has been 
appropriated heretofore? Hag it been properly: 
applied? Has it been’ accounted: for? I want-to 
be satisfied upon that point, not only in reference 
to the amendment itself, butin ‘reference to the 
amendment to the amendment, «These *wérka 
have been going on for years, Appropriation 
after appropriation has been made for them; and, 
for one, | am not willing to sit here from: year to 
year, and make appropriations of money upon bare 
estimates, without knowing what has become ‘of 
the money which we have‘alreddy appropriated. ° 
Then T want to know as to'another point? Are 
the appropriations now asked for to’ complete the 
buildings, orare they to'go‘on to'some time inthe 
future, whichis not defined, todo something, we 
know not what?) Are we to be called. upon to 
make another appropriation in a general:appro- 
priation {ill ? 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The amend- 
ment is ** to complete.” ; ; ras 
Mr. BROWN. ‘I know that term is put in the. 
amendment; but that does not signify anything to 
us. it does not complete it, as we know from: sad 
experience: You have made appropriation“ after 
appropriation ‘to complete ** these very marine 
hospitals. Go back and look at your estimates 
for years, and you will find that they have: beet 
completed every year, according: to: those esti- 
mates, for the last five or six years. ‘So with'your 
custom-houses. © o 7> ; j epee | 
Another thing E would like to know. How 
much money is it going to`take to complete these 
custom-houses in the West? How many hundred 
dollars is each one to ‘cost?’ Andis the value of 
the building, for commercial purposes, to bearany 
sort ofrelation, when it is completed, to the cost 
of it? I understand:that you are asked to build’a 
custom-housein Louisville, another in Cincinnati, 
and another in St. Louis, which is: to~cost the 
Government: a half a million of dollars: at, least. 
So undérstanding it, I have from‘ the beginning 
watred against it. You have no use for any such 
eustorn-house there. What is the whole import~ 
ing business of the three: cities? The annual 
receipts into the three custom-houses wouldnot be 
sufficient to build one of them. ‘There are to-day 
more than one hundred -mercHanisin ‘the-three 
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States do there. 1 mean that the receipts and dis- 
bursements of more than one hundred merchants 
in those cities are larger than the receipts of the 
custom-houses there, yet each one transacts his 
business, with all his merchandise about him, in 
a house that does not cost him perhaps exceeding 
$20,000 or $25,000. 

Mr. CHASE. The Senator is mistaken in re- 
gard to the cost of these custom-houses. The 
total appropriation, including the appropriation of 
that custom-house in Cincinnati, falls short, I 
think, of $200,000. 1 am not certain as to the 
amount at Louisville. The St. Louis is the largest 
of the three. And in regard to the amount of 
business done at these cities, the Senator is under 
a mistake. I cannot state precisely at this mo- 
ment, but the revenues collected there certainly 
very much exceed $200,000 a year. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 have not referred myself to 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, but I 
asked the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means of the House, yesterday, what were 
the annual receipts of the customs at Cincinnati 
and St. Louis? He told me, I think, that they 
were about $160,000 at St, Louis, and somewhere 
in the neighborhood of $200,000 at Cincinnati. 

Mr. GEYER. lcan state to the Senator that 
the receipts at St. Louis for the last year were 
$294,000. They are increasing annually at the 
rate of about $80,000 a year. 

Mr. BROWN, Allowing the amount to be 
$294,000, why do you want a house which is to 
cost in the neighborhood of half a million, in order 
to transact that amount of business? 

Mr. CHASE. The Senator will allow me to 
say, that these buildings for custom-houses are 
only called custom-houses, but they are also in- 
tended for the accommodation of the courts and 
the post offices, and the various public business 
of the United States, at each.of these points, and 
really there is a great economy in the construction 
of a house for these purposes, instead of renting, 
as the Government ordinarily does. 

Mr. WELLER. What does the Government 
pay Pi way of rent now? 

Ir, CHASE, Some $6,000 in Cincinnati 
alone. 

Mr. BROWN, Well, sir, although these build- 
ings are to be used for all these purposes, I think 
a smaller sum might suffice. But let that pass. 
I know very well that there is really no necessity 
for collecting customs at those cities atall. Who 
does not know that there is not one single ounce of 
merchandise which goes to one of those cities, 
which does not pass through New Orleans? and 
you are building a custom-house there which will 
cost from three to five millions of dollars. If there 
be a necessity for these buildings, and for the ap- 
propriation of half a million of dollars for them, let 
us appropriate the amount, but let us ascertain 
what has been done with the money heretofore 
appropriated, and how much will be wanted here- 
after to complete these buildings. When the 
proper committee of the Senate have investigated 
these matters properly they will be able to answer 
officially, on their responsibility, whether these 
appropriations are needed; but when you merely 
bring in estimates of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and ask for appropriations without knowing 
anything as to what has been done with the money 
heretofore appropriated, and without knowing 
whether the present appropriation will complete 
the buildings, you are striking in the dark. I 
want information upon these points, and, without 
it, I cannot vote for these appropriations. 

Mr. CASS. I desire not to be misunderstood 
by my vote. I will vote against these amend- 
ments; and yet, if I understand the object, I think 
I should vote for any one of the appropriations 


if it came in what I thought to be the right place. | 


I rely very mach upon the opinion of the honor- 
able Senator at the head of the Committee on Fi- 
nance in relation to appropriation bills. I do not 
want to hazard the bill, do not agree with the 
honorable Senator from Maine, that this may not 
hazard the bill. If this were a matter of princi- 
ple, J admit that we should not look so much as 
to whether it should be in this, or in some other 
bill; but when it is a mere question of expediency 
as to the best way of passing the provision, Í 
think it right to look to the condition of things in 
the other House. That appears to me to be a 
legitimate subject of inquiry. 


| rely very much upon his opinion in regard to these 


| office in New York. 


! on the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. | 


bill in the other House? 

Mr. CASS. Iam not responsible for. the fact, 
Mr. President; but we have all heard what the | 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance 
has stated; and from his means of information | | 


subjects. I believe that this will hazard the bill. 
Sir, we have had these fights at every session on 
deficiency bills. The honorable Senator from į 
fowa has very well and properly said, that when 
what every Senator must feel to be a local ques- | 
tion is crowded into a bill of this sort, those who 
do not bring forward their local questions of a 
similar nature are supposed to neglect the interests 
of their constituents. Some gentleman has re- 
ferred to the Northwest, and the necessity of har- 
bors and other improvements there. Now, I can | 
say, that there is no place in the Northwest where | 
the accommodation of commerce more indispensa- | 
bly requires the erection of a custom-house than | 
Detroit; and I intend, myself, to introduce a reso- | 
lution next week instructing the Committee on |! 
Commerce to inquire into the expediency of erect- | 
ing one at that point; but I do not want to intro- | 
duce it here, and to encumber this bill with such 
an appropriation. [ shall vote against the amend- 
ment on that ground, because I do not want to 
hazard the passage of the bill, as we have done |! 
session after session in this way; yet when the | 
appropriations come up in the appropriate way to; 
carry on existing works | shall vote for them. 
Mr. GWIN. It has been so often stated that | 
the amendments proposed to be put on the bill || 
now will cause its defeat in the other House, that || 
I think it is proper to correct that statement. 
Sir, there was another provision in the first defi- | 
ciency bill which caused its defeat in the House, |! 
and that was the provision in regard to an assay 


We know perfectly weil || 
that it was the vote of the Pennsylvania delega- | 
tion which defeated the bill, and that it was not 
the question of the custom-houses. The delega- 
tion from that State in the other House almost 
unanimously voted against the bill, because of its || 
containing an appropriation of over $500,000 for 
the New York assay office; and 1 undertake to 
say that had more influence in defeating the bill | 
than the amendments now proposed. 
Mr. NORRIS called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr, Donen, of lowa, to the 
amendment of Mr. Tompson, of Kentucky. 
The yens and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Brod- | 
head, Chase, Clayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of | 
lowa, Douglas, Everett, I nden, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, i 
Hamlin, James, Jones of low ones of ‘Tennessee, Mor- ' 
tou; Suimher; Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Wel- j 
or-24, 
NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Badger, Brown, Batler, Cass, | 
Clay, Byaas, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Mason, Norris, Pearce, 
Pratt, Rusk, Stuart, Williams, and Wright—17. 
So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 
HODGES AND LANSDALE, AND JOHNSON. 
Mr. PEARCE. As the Senate is now prob- || 
ably as full as it will be during the day, I ask, in | 
pursuance of the informal understanding which « 
we bad early in the morning, that this bill may be |; 
laid aside temporarily, in order that we may take | 
up the bill for the relief of Hodges & Lansdale, | 
and of the legal representatives of Rinaido Johnson | 
and Ann E. Johnson, deceased. It has been |! 
already fully debated by my colleague, [Mr. | 
Prarr,] and by the honorable Senator from Del- | 
aware, (Mr. Bavarn.] i 
Mr. GWIN. Weare about coming to a vote ; 


Let us dispose of that, and then take up the bill ! 
of the Senator from Maryland. il 
Mr. DODGE, of fowa. f hope the request of | 
the Senator from Maryland will be acceded to. 
It is right and proper; and the bill can be disposed ! 
of without debate. 
Mr.GWIN. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in: 
the chair.) The Chair hears no objection to the | 
course suggested by the Senator from Maryland. | 
The bill to which he refers is, therefore, now under 
consideration, as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill for the relief of Hodges & Lansdale, 
and of the legal representatives of Rinaldo John- |. 
son and Ann E. Johnson, deceased, was reported i 
to the Senate without amendment. i 


they were ordered. 


Mr. CASS. l hesitate to vote upon this ques- 
tion, because I was not here when the discussion 
upon the claim took place. I must therefore vote-— 
from my previous impressions, which were favor- 
able to the claim—for the bill. 

Mr. JAMES. The same circumstances as those 
which the honorable Senator from Michigan has 
stated, will control my vote. I have not heard 
the discussion, but from reading the report I have 
received a favorable impression as to the justice 
of the claim. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bell, Brodhead, Brown, 


Cass, Chase, Clay, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, 
Douglas, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, James, Jones of Iowa, 


|) Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Stuart, Wade, and 


Weller—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Clayton, Ev- 
ans, Everett, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Hunter, 
Jonesof Tennessee, Slidell, Sumner, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Williams, and Wright—17. og 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. It was then read a third time, and 
passed. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Senate again resumed, as in Committee of 
the W hole, the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ison agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Tuompson,] as amended on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Ham- 
LIN,} and the Senator from Iowa, (Mr. Donex.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Chase, 


| Clayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 


Everett, Fessenden, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, James, 
Jones of Towa, Jones of Tennessee, Morton, Sumner, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Weller--23. 

NAYS—Mesers, Adams Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
Slidell, Stuart, Williams, and Wright—16. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to amend the bill by 
adding, at the end of the clause providing for the 
expenses of the land commission in California, 
the following: 

And the marshals of the northern and southern districts 
of California shall have the same mileage and compensa- 
tion for serving processes issuing from said commission 
as are allowed to sheriffs for serving the same processes of 
the higher courts of California; and the same mileage and 
per diem shalt be paid to witnesses as is allowed to wit- 
nesses by the State of California. 


I will explain in a few words the necessity for 
thisamendment. The appropriation to which [ 
propose to add it is in these words: 

«í for salaries and incidental expenses of the commission, 
appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, for settling land 
claims in California, $37,500.°? 

The marshals of these two districts are required 
to summon witnesses before this commission. 


! They have to travel great distances in doing so. 
| They receive but ten cents per mile, while their 


traveling costs them fifty cents per mile. All I 


| ask is, that when they are required to perform 


this duty they shall get the same compensation 
as is allowed sheriffs for similar duties by the 
highest courts of the State. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr, President, the marshals 
in all the other districts are complaining. A col- 
league of mine was telling me this morning of a 
case in which a marshal of western Virginia was 
required to convey prisoners, and the cost of con- 
veying them was more than his fees amounted to. 
The marshal of the eastern district of that State 
saw me the other evening, and he told me that the 
mileage allowed him by law is not as much as he 
is required to pay for traveling on the railroads to 
serve process, Why then relieve the marshals 


| of one State and leave all the others out? 


Mr. GWIN. kh must be perfectly evident to 
the Senate that this isa special duty required of 
these marshals under a Jaw which expires next 
March. The marshals are required to summon 
witnesses hefore the land commissioners, in addi- 
tion to their duties before the United States courts. 
I know that the compensation of the marshals is 
too small, and I am in favor of having it increased 
upon a general appropriation bill, But here is an 


| appropriation for a deficiency for the expenses of 


the board of land commissioners. Now I want 
the marshals who are required by law to serve 
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the‘ processes which issue from that board, and 
the witnesses who are required. to attend its sit- 
tings, to receive the same compensation which is 
allowed for similar services by the State courts. 
Tshould not move the amendment if this were not 
a specific case, calling for immediate.relief. 

The. amendment was agreed to. 


¿ Mr. GWIN. I have another amendment. It 
is to insert at the end of the appropriations for the 
‘War Department the following: 

‘And the Secretary of War is hereby directed to have the 
boundaries of the military reserve at the Presidio, near 
San Francisco, established to include only such an amount 
of-iand as'is required for military purposes; and the resi- 
due of said reservation is hereby set apart for the use of 
public schools in the city of San Francisco. 


That is according to the recommendation of the 


commander of the division of that coast. 
Mr. HUNTER. | Is there any estimate for this? 
Mr. GWIN. [tis not an appropriation. 
“Mr. HUNTER. It is an appropriation of land 
for San Francisco. 
Mr. GWIN, Ihave aletter from the command- 
ing genéral on the Pacific coast, giving, in detail, 
reasons showing, why there is a great deal more 
Tand in the reservation than is required for the 
military service. Let the letter be read: ` 


<The Seeretary read the letter, as follows: 


“HEADQUARTERS Paciric Division, 

‘ San. Francisco, October 25, 1853. 

Bin: Doctor Gwin, a few days betore his recent departure 
from this city to resume his duties in the United States 
Senate, asked me whether I thought the whole of the res- 
ervation at the Presidio (near the Golden Gate) was 
required for public purposes connected with the defense of 
the harbor? I at once gave the opinion @nat there is much 
more ground included in the reservation than could be 
required, bùt that an opinion from the engineers charged 
with the duty of erecting the defenses for the harbor would 
doubtless be needed before any diminution of it could be 
recominended., By a note from Doctor Gwin, of the 15th 
instant, handed to me yesterday, I am requested to address 
my opinion on the point above indicated to the honorable 
Secretary of War, his object being to have the surplusage 
(if any) appropriated to the use of schools in this (San 
Francisco) city, during the approaching session of Con- 

ress. k 
z T have no hesitation in saying, that, in my opinion, there 
is much more ground included in the reservation than is 
required for public purposes, and more than it is either 
expedient or, perhaps, possible to retain so near a rapidly 
growing city like this; and that if a considerable portion, to 
be'designated under the direction of the President, could be 
devoted to educational purposes in this city, a better. dispo- 
sition of it could not possibly be made. 

have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, i E. A. HITCHCOCK, 

i Colonel 2d Inf. and Brevet Brig. General. 

Colonel SAMUEL COOPER, Adjutant General, 
United States Army, Washington City, D. ©. 


“Mr. GWIN. The commander of the division 
states that’ there is much more land in this re- 


serve than is needed for the use of the Govern- 
mient; and all I ask is, that the United States 


should relinquish their title to a portion of it for || St ; 
| with that expectation. 


this purpose; because there are half a dozen titles 
to it now, and I do not know how many more 
may turn up before the question is finally settled. 
The commander of the Pacific division specifically 
states that he has now to keep a force constantly 
employed to keep persons from intruding upon it. 
I hope the amendment will be adopted. — ` 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose that in other 
States the United States have more land than 
they can occupy for public purposes. It seems 
to me that it would at least be proper to adda 
proviso to this amendment, thatthe State of Cali- 
fornia should give up her title to this lot, upon 
which we have already spent $80,000 or $90,000 
in reclaiming it from the sea and piling it. 
: Mr. STUART. I have a few words to say 
upon this amendment, because I have had occa- 
sion to call upon the Department in relation to a 
similar question heretofore. I think, and I sub- 
mit it to the Senate, that it would be hazardous to 
interfere in this way with military reservations 
without having the sanction of the Secretary of 
War. It has not been done in any case, to my 
knowledge. A case arose in my own State in re- 
lation to Fort Gratiot, where six or eight hundred 
acres of land were held as a military reserve, and 
the Engineer Department to this day is unwilling 
to certify to Congress that there is too much land 
there for military purposes. That is not a place 
where the position is anything likeas valuable, or 
as important to the public service, as this position 
at San Francisco. I submit that the Senate should 
not undertake here to-day to cut down the mili- 
tary reserve at San Francisco without consulting 
the Department, without having any information 


except a report from the officerin command, which 


is never considered as satisfactory.. Besides, if- 


that were to be done, I think it would be better to 
consider what disposition we should afterwards 


make of the land cut off. . F should prefer very- 
much, if we areto give it atall, that weshould give | 


it to the State of California at: large, rather than 
to the city of Sam Francisco. ‘There has not been 
a case of this sort before, to my knowledge, and 
I doubt whether. one has ever arisen under this 
Government, where we have undertaken. to inter- 
fere and dispose of a military reserve without the 
express sanction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendment requires. his 
sanction. He is ordered to set apart as much-as 
is wanted for the public interests, and the residue 
only is to be granted to the city. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer the following 
amendment as an additional section: i 

; And be it further enacted, That so much of the act, en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
Jomatic expenses of Government for the year ending the 
30th June, 1853, and for other purposes,” as provides for 
compensation to the Spanish Consul and others, for Josses 
occasioned by violence at New Orleans and at Key West, 
in the year 1851, shall be so construed as to place Michael 
Papperitza, a subject of Austria, on the same footing with 
subjects of Spain. 

Mr. President, it has been made to appear to 
the Department of State that there was an un- 
happy. subject of Austria, who was confounded 
with the Spanish subjects, at the time of the dep- 
redations upon them about the period of a certain 
public meeting which took place at New Orleans 
1n 1851, in consequence of certain events in Cuba. 
The provision. which was made to compensate 


them for those losses was confined by law to |; 


Spanish subjects. This poor man is the only one 
who is not provided for, because he does not come 
within the provisions of the law, as he is not a 
Spanish subject. His claim amounts only to $100 
or $200, and there can be no doubt that he should 
be placed on a footing with the subjects of Spain 
in regard to this indemnity. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BELL. I seport the following amendment 
from the Committee on Territories: 

To Richard H. Weightman, for mileage and for per diem 
as Senator elect from New Mexico, $2,460. 

I am authorized to offer this amendment by the 
unanimous concurrence of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. A Delegate from that Territory, who 
came here at the same time with Mr. Weightman, 
was paid, and how it happened that Mr. Weight- 
man was not paid, I cannot understand. He was 
elected a Senator upon the presumption that New 
Mexico would be admitted. into the Union asa 
State, and traveled from there to Washington city 
A Delegate came here at 
the same time. One was paid, but the other was 
not. 
the Senate, or of Congress in. such cases, Mr. 
Weightman is equally entitled to be paid with 
other gentlemen who presented themselves under 
similar circumstances. Whatever error may have 
been committed by the people of New-Mexico, 
and however delusive may have been the expec- 
tations under which he made his appearance here, 
Congress is not thereby discharged from the obli- 
gation of payment in this case, when it has paid 
all other Delegates similarly situated. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that this is a 
dangerous precedent to establish, to pay & Senator 
elect from a Territory when that Territory may 
not be formed intoa State for along time to come. 
If this is to be allowed, may notall the Territories 
be electing Senators and sending them here? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This is not a new principle 
at all. When Minnesota was left without any 
government, her people sent an agent ‘here, and 
we established a government for them, and paid 
their agent. Oregon, being left without any gov- 
ernment, sent two agents; we established a gov- 
ernment, and paid them. Utah sent an agent in 
the same way, and we paid him. New Mexico, 
being left without any government at all, atthe 
same time that California formed. a State govern- 
ment, attempted to make one of her own, and 
sent her agents here. We have paid the Delegate 
whom she sent to the House, but we have not paid 
the gentleman whom shesent to this body. When 
we admitted California we paid her Senators and 
Representatives from the timethey came here. We 


{ conceive that, according to the practice of. 


| know very well th 


have paid -every territorial <agent-except 
This amendment is only to put him onan-equal 
with the others. : {t-was.an-oversight, orit woul 
have been:done before: = eors a iog ae 
Mr. CASS. | feel very favorably dispose 
wards the amendment, if. it is propers bati: 
to ask. whether there. was another agent: 
Territory? -> hs San Pas 
Mr. DOUGLAS, . Yes, sity. ciad 
Mr. CASS. Then I willnot vote for this: ‘Th 
New Mexican authorities. ought to have known 
better than to send two-here.. They oughtnotio. — 
expect: us to pay-two Delegates for them.: Ope: 
has already. been paid, and I am not willing to go.. 
further.: ? Pew aac: AY 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Oregon..sent twoyand. we 
paid them. New Mexico.sent.one to each Houses: 
and we paid the one.sent to: the other House, but’ 
not the one sent to the Senate.: It. was .an-omis+ 
sion at the time when we paid the one for::the 
House. We paid two for Oregonis 6 Soor phe 
Mr. CASS. “Why-pay. two? oe cepe endis 
Mr. DOUGLAS.. Only because two. came on,: 
and did service, and expended their means in: 
coming. : ae 
Mr. CASS... Was there a contest? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir. $ pi 
Mr. CASS. {think it is fair to pay:one;-but E; 
am not willing to go beyond that. é did: this; 
at first for- Minnesota; and we. allowed the’ Dele-. 
gate to take his seat, though not regtlarly elected; 
but are the people of a Territory to go.further. 
than that, and send a Senator ‘here, withoutany: 
kind of grounds. for.it?: T,am not willing to;agree: 
to: it. fa Bl, ee be drida rdi ath t 
Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator from IHinois: 
did not state the case fully. Two Senators: were 
elected from New Mexico—one came, and one did 
not.. The Delegate who was sent to the House 
was received there and paid. s oo 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The Delegate was. notre- 
ceived, I believe; but he was pai , after the formà- 
tion of a territorial government. . He performed 
service, and was paid. poi Barge 
Mr. GWIN. After the territorial government: 


was organized, he took: his seat, if. I remember; 
rightly. ; ua are eee 
Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir; not at all, He 


went back for reélection. . - DERE Us 
Mr. GWIN. He was. not reélected; and: that 
Delegate never came, unlessunder his first elections 
Mr. CASS. Mr. Sibley, of Minnesota, was.one 
of the first cases. ayipo ii 
Mr. DOUGLAS.. Two camefrom'Oregon;:one 
was received, but both were. paid. Two. came 
from Utah; they were not received, but. they:were 
paid. Besides, at the time when’ New ‘Mexico 
sent these agents here, the policy of the existing . 
Administration was to encourage the people there 
to form a State government; and they:had.a right 
to suppose that they were tobe received as Cali~ 
fornia wasy: At any. rate,-this agent:came here at 
his own expense, and. expended this amount of 
money; but he was sent back. As you have paid 
all others, I do not see why he should not be put 
on an equality with them. He certainly incurred 
all the expenses.. It was an oversight that it 
was not brought. forward then. [had charge of 
the other appropriation, and it was- brought into 
the Senate and adopted.. ‘This did not happen to 
be in my hands at the time, or I. should have of 


| fered it. 


The question was taken on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes 11, noes 19-—-no quorum 
voting. j has 

Mr. BADGER. I am very certain. that this 
matter is not understood by the Senate, or ‘they 
would not object to paying this. gentleman. 

e reason why the payment was 
not made before. My friend trom Tennessee re- 
marked that it was some oversight. It was not 
an oversight; but when.this very appropriation 
was moved toa former bill by one of the Senators 
from Georgia, [Mr..Dawson,] not now present, 
it was rejected in the Senate by one vote, and that 
vote wasmine. I voted against it upon the ground 
that the honorable Senator from Texas (Mr. Rusk} 
was indignant, (because, at that time the State-of 
Texas:claimed New Mexico as being: part of- her 
territory ,) that an attempt should be made on the: 
part of New Mexico to establish a constitution: 
as a State, and send her representatives: he 
As my friend. from Tennessee well remembers, 
we were then engaged in-endeavoring to‘arrange 


the Senate as a just and proper allowance. 

Under the circumstances, f should deeply regret 
that my vote given on that occasion, for that 
very reason, should be the means of preventing 
this sum being paid now. New Mexico un- 
dertook to form-a State constitution; and, under 
that attempt, she elected a Senator to this body, 
and elected a member to the other House. The 
meinber sent to the other House wag paid by that 
House, The person elected as a Senator to this 
House was not paid by this House. That is the 
whole matter. 


in this case. 
ious. It cannot be the amount of money. 
not see why a different measure should be dealt 
out to this gentleman from what was dealt out to 


the gentleman who attempted, under precisely the : 


same circumstances, to represent this supposed or 
assumed State in the other House of Congress. 
Mr. PRATT. 
tor from Tennessee the propriety of altering the 
phraseology of his amendment, by striking out the 
words ‘* Senator elect °’ and inserting “ agent,” 
or something of that sort. This gentleman might 


have been sent here as an agent, but he was not a | 
Senator, and l cannot vote to pay him as a Sena- j 


tor. 


Mr, BELL. He was just as much a Senator | 
as was one of the honorable gentlemen who pre- | 


sented themselves here from California; but still 
I defer to the wishes of my friend from Maryland, 
and I am willing to let the modification which he 
suggests be made. I can see no possible differ- 
ence between a proposition to pay this gentleman, 


and what has been done in three or four other | 


cases. Certainly there is no difference in princi- 
ple. There may be some prejudice existing with 
gentlemen on the ground that he is mentioned in 
the amendmentas a ‘Senator elect;”” but the truth 


is that he was not a Senator in fact, and there- | 
fore, I presume, with the consent of the Senate, | 


that alteration can be made. Let him be stated as 
an agent sent by the Territory of New Mexico. 
Mr. BROWN. Then | will suggest to my hon- 
orable friend from Tennessee that it will be entirely 
without precedent, for he will be the first agent 


whom we have paid as such. The others were | 


Delegates, 

Mr. BELL. Then call him a Delegate. 

Mr. WELLER. A quasi Delegate. 

Mr. BELL. 1 know it will be impossible to 
comply with the views of every Senator; but the 
substance is, will you reject the claim of this gen- 
tleman to be paid when he came here ina political 


capacity, according to the understanding of the | 


people of New Mexico, to represent their interests 
in the Congress of the United States, or to present 
their claims to be recognized as a ‘Territory or as 
a State, as Congress should think proper? They 
formed their State Constitution, and elected him 


as a Senator, but that did not make him a Sen- | 


ator. California formed her State constitution, 
and elected two Senators, but they were no more 
Senators than Mr. Weightman was, until Con- 
gress recognized California asa State of this Union, 
Thereis no difference in principle between the two 
cases. 

Mr. BROWN. Were they paid? 

Mr. BELL. Yer, sir. 

Mr, BROWN. Not until after the State was 
admitted, 

Mr. BELL. T believe so. 

Mr. BADGER. 
time. 

Mr. BELL. The payment reverted back by 
relation to the time of theirarrival here under their 
election. On what principie did Congress pay the 
Delegates from Oregon, and Utah, and Minnesota? 
They came here not, technically and legally speak- 
ing, as Delegates, political representatives, recog- 
nized as such by the laws of the country; but 
Congress thought it was just to them, and to the 
inhabitants of the Territories who sent them here 
to present their claims and represent their interests, 
that they should be paid. Say, if you will, that 
it was done on the ground of liberality and gen- 
erosity, and that we were under no obligation to 
do so; but, sir, I ask, when you have recognized 
the principle that you will pay under such cireum- 


Now, { should be glad to see what | 
possible ground there can be to make a difference ' 


It seems personal; it seems invid- | 
I do | 


I wish to suggest to the Sena- | 


But they were paid for back | 
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late of the United States a new precedent. 


against Mr. Weightman? . 
“Mr. BROWN. 1 should be very sorry if the 
gentleman who was elected and reiurned here as a 
Senator from New Mexico should imagine for a 
moment that in voting against this amendment I 
entertain any but the kindest possible feelings for 
him. I entertain very kind and-friendly feelings 


for him. But where is this thing to stop? Area j 


mere handful of people somewhere in an whorgan- 
ized territory, not a regular Territory, (fer it is 
altogether inappropriate to speak of New Mexico 
at that period as a Territory; it was solely an 
unorganized country,) to be allowed to get to- 
gether, go through sume kind of farce of electing 
somebody here whom they call a Senator, and 
some one to the House of Representatives, to be 
called a member of Congress? And then are we 
to pay those persons, not because they had the 
least shadow of claim on earth to seats here or in 
the other end of the Capitol? Why, sir, lL under- 
stand there are as many as two or three Delegates 
here now from the proposed Territories of Ne- 
braska and Kansas. Are they to be paid? And 
are you to pay anybody who comes here from any 
pornon of country, whether inhabited or not? 
Wherever there is the shadow of authority, 
wherever there is the slightest pretext in law for 
anybody to come here, suchis my respect for the 
purity of the ballot-box, that in all contests ] am 
willing to pay both parties, lest such contests shall 
not be brought forward and fairly investigated; 
yet l think even that has been carried too far. I 
believe it is certainly going entirely too far to talk 
of paying two persons sent here by the legislative 
body of New Mexico. There was no legislative 
body there at that time, no constituency to send 
them, no State, or pretended State; but a mere 
handful of people get together and go through the 
ridiculous farce of sending two Senators to Con- 


| gress, and we are to pay those whom they send. 


One of the gentlemen who was thus chosen to 
come to this body took a sensible view of it. He 
said, “1 will not goto Washington. This is not 
a State, and there is nobody here to make a State.”’ 

I submit, sir, that this case does not at all com- 
pare with that of the State of California. There 
the people organized a government, and you ad- 
mitted themasaState. Then, after you admitted 


| the State, you paid the Senators their per diem. 


The payment may have related back to the act of 
election; but in the act of admitting the State, you 
made valid the previous action of the people. 
Here you repudiated their whole action. You 
did not even consider it. The action of the people 
in New Mexico was never considered at all in 
either House of Congress. The whole thing was 
looked upon as ridiculous. ft is said that the 
member whom they sent to the other House was 
paid. Ifso, it was wrong; and one wrong can- 
not justify another. 

Mr. BELL. How about Minnesota? 

Mr. BROWN. In the case of Minnesota, 
according to my recollection, the Delegate was 
admitted. There was no law authorizing his elec- 
tion, but he was admitted to the floor of the House. 
But even allowing that there may have been a 
halfa dozen precedents in that House, will they 
justify us? l say you are now setting in the Sen- 
You 


are doing for yourselves an act which is to stand 


justify it by pointing to errors similar to it in the 
other House of Congress. I have a very high 
appreciation of Mr. Weightman. Hewas a Del- 


j egate in the House of Representatives when I was 


a member of that body. I like him very much; 
and if he could get this money quietly, without my 
having to say or do anything in regard to ‘it, I 
should be very willing that he should have it; but 
f cannot vote for such a proposition as this, because 
Í think it is wrong. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, we all know 
very well that the acquisitions made from Mexico 


i by the treaty of peace with that Republic, led to 


very great irregularities in this Government. Sir, 
California, before she was either a Territory or a 
State, assembled a convention, under the counsels 
and recommendations of the Federal Executive, 
declared herself a State; elected members to a 
Legislature; and that Legislature elected Senators 
to this body; and the expenses of the election were 
paid out of the military chest, and that payment 
was sanctioned by the Government, 


| as a precedent through all after time. You cannot | 


| 
| 
j 
j 
| 
i 
i 
1 
H 


j 


: from ‘Vennessee, when the honorable gentemen 
| who came here, claiming to he Senators for Cali- 
. fornia, presented their credentials at your table, 


they were rio more Senators than was the gentle- 
man whose payment is now contended for—not 
one bit. Į speak it without the slightest disre- 
spect either to that State or to the gentlemen who 
represented her as Senators; but such was their 
actual condition under the law and the Constitu- 
tion. Then what was done? California was, 
aguinst my judgment, admitted as a State, and the 
gentemen whom she sent here as Senators were 
not only paid their full allowance for daily wages, 
but their mileage also, dating back from the day 
of their arrival in Washington, and not from the 
time they took their seats. Everything, there- 
fore, in that instance, was released. 

Now, what was done in the Territory of New 
Mexico? Before that was either a Territory, or- 
ganized as such, or a State, under the counsels of 
the same Executive, the people there attempted to 
erect themselves into a State, constituted a Legis- 
lature, elected two Senators, and a member to the 
House of Representatives, and sent them here. 
One came claiming to be a Senator; the gentle- 
man who was elected as a Representative came 
also. How was it different from the California 
case? Both sprung up under the hot-bed of Ex- 
ecutive recommendation. One was sanctioned, 
but the other was not. But does that fact involve, 


ji in the slightest degree, the principle of payment, 


or the expediency or justice of the payment? I 
cannot see it. 

Sir, this Government was unsettled to its foun- 
dations by the actions of the late Administration 
connected with the acquisitions from Mexico. 
Yet it was all legalized; all sanctioned. Gentle- 
men came here representing, or claiming to repre- 
sent, Utah and Oregon, in the same position, 
without any shadow of authority in law; yet the 
exigency of the case seems to have been admitted 
by Congress; and having been sent here in that 
capacity, their expenses were paid, as though 
they had been legally elected. Now, ! under- 
stand the honorable Senator from Ilinois says 
that one only who was elected as Senator from 
New Mexico came here; and the member who 
was elected to the House came here. That mem- 
ber was paid; and yet it is now said that we are 
not to pay this man because it will set a bad pre- 
cedent. Sir, the precedent was set from the time 
the California Senators were treated as Senators 
nunc pro tunc. They were paid from the day of 
their arrival in this city. The precedent was set 
in the case of the Delegates from Utah and Oregon, 
before territorial governments were organized; 
and it is perfectly immaterial, in my conception, 


: whether they were legalized or not as States or 


Territories. The principle is the same, and the 
justice is the same. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Sir, the precedent was set, 
let me tell my friend from Virginia, long before 
the California case. The precedent was set as 
far back as the time when we began to admit new 
States. I do not wish to go back quite that far; 
I could mention a number of cases very readily, 
but [ will content myself with referring to one 
with which Tam somewhat familiar. I happened 
to be the chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary in the years 1835 and 1836. The bill for 
the admission of Michigan into the Union was 
referred to the cammittee of which I was a mem- 
ber. We reported upon it. We rejected the ap- 
plication of Michigan for admission; we sent her 
back. Her two Senators, Mr. Norvell and Mr. 
Lyon, came here on the 7th December, 1835, 
when she first applied for admission. What fol- 
lowed? She was not admitted until the 26th Jan- 
uary, 1837. She was not admitted until she had 
complied with the conditions which we demanded 
of her. She had to assemble a convention and 
change her constitution, to satisfy the views of the 
Congress of the United States, before she could 
obtain admission. 

Now then the question is, what was done with 
the Senators? They came here on the 7th of De- 
cember, 1835, and I have obtained a note from 
the Secretary’s office, by which it appears that 
both Mr. Norvell and Lyon were paid fror that 
day as Senators, although they could not have 
been Senators in any sense until the 26th of Jan- 
uary, 1837. I think that has been the case always. 
{think it was so with Missouri, 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS 


“OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON 


33p Concress, Ist SESSION. 


MONDAY, APRIL 3, 1854. 


“Mr. GEYER. Yes, sir: it was. f 


Mr. CLAYTON. My friend from Missouri 


says it was. It has been the case with ‘almost 
every new State which I remember. Now, why 
make a discrimination here? Did this gentleman 
come in good faith? Did he come under thebe- 
lief that he ought to come; that it was his duty to 
the country to come?.. Is there any reason: to 
doubt that? What was the. condition of New: 
Mexico when he presented himself here fora seat 
as a Senator of the United States? Why, sir, 
that Territory, like California, had been neglected 
for two years—shamefully neglected. Nogovern- 
ment whatever had been extended over either of 
those Territories, and each made an effort to rescue 
itself from anarchy. In the honest endeavor to 
rescue.the people ofthe Territory in which he 
lived from that state of anarchy, this gentleman, 
I suppose, came here ready to submit to the will 
of the Congress of the United States. I have no 
doubt of the justice of paying him under these 
circumstances; and I respectfully submit that,.to 
refuse to pay nim, would be a departure from the 
precedents which we have heretofore set. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not. go, sir, into the 
questions which have been adverted to, as to the 
propriety of the admission of Catifornia into the 
Confederacy of the States; but I will say this, that 
when California knocked at our door, she came 
here with some dignity; that is, she was repre- 
sented to have a population which, if the steps for 
her organization had been legal, would have enti- 
tied her to be represented by two Senators on this 
floor. So of Michigan. I make a great deal of 
difference between a case where we reject one who 
is knocking at our door, and a case where we adopt 
as Senators those who have been sent here. e 
have chosen to adopt the honorable gentlemen from 
California who came here, as Senators and as 
associates. We did so upon the ground that the 
people of that Territory were in a state of anarchy, 
and formed a State constitution to put an end to 
it, having a population which had a right in some 
measure to assume upon themselves the position 
of a sovereign State. We adopted them, and 
made them Senators nunc pro tunc. I say ‘* we,”’ 
but. I do not mean to include myself, for every- 
body here knows what my opinion was on the 
subject.: But here, sir, is the case of a man who 
came from New Mexico to assume the position 
and claim the compensation of a Senator. I sup- 
pose he scarcely represented anybody but Indians; 
certainly not three hundred, and I doubt if fifty 
white people. We have not chosen to adopt him 
as.a Senator. 

Now, sir, the facility of making new States is 
great enough already; but to have this mode of 
throwing outa bounty for persons to represent 
themselves as Senators, when they cannot be Sen- 
ators, and when they have not been adopted or 
recognized as such, is really throwing outa bounty 
for adventurers to endeavor to make States where 
they could not do so properly.” 

T shall vote against the amendment on every 
ground. There is no precedent which will bind 
me in its favor, and there is nothing in this case 
which entitles this man, in any point of view, to 
the character of a Senator sor a Delegate. If he 
were a Delegate, it would bea different matter; for 
we know thata Territory may havea Delegate or 
an agent; but we know very. well that any portion 
of the territory of the United States having not 
more than fifty white people, the rest being occu- 
pied by Indians, cannot assume, cannot even, by 
usurpation, take upon themselves the position. of 
a sovereign State of this Confederacy.. Andis 
this man to assume to be a Senator from a mere 
blank Territory? I cannot vote for the proposition. 
J will vote against it on other grounds, because I 
think it is setting a bad example to encourage peo- 
ple to be intrusive, and claim to be Senators when 
they have no right to do so. 

` Mr. RUSK. If I stood perfectly indifferent 
on this subject, I do not know but that I should 
go with my friend from South Carolina [Mr. Bor- 
per] in opposition to the appropriation proposed 
by the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
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Tennessee, (Mr. Beru] But, sir, the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina did me the honor 


to say that when it was brought forward imme- 


diately after the occurrence, it was defeated. ` 

Mr. BADGER. ‘I voted against it in deference 
to the Senator’s feelings. 

Mr. RUSK. At that time the question was 
presented in a very different aspect from that 
which it occupies at this time. Sir, I shall always 
regard the action of the Executive Government in 
reference to the transactions which led to this 


gentleman presenting himself as a Senator from- 


New Mexico, as an outrage upon the rights of 
the State which J have the honor to represent. At 
the time he came here, having been invited to do 
so by the Executive Government, Texas owned 
the Territory from which he claimed to be a Rep- 
resentative. But, sir, that question has been 
settled; that Administration has gone out of power; 
we have composed the difficulty brought about 
by its interference. This gentleman, certainly, 
was not much to blame for acting upon a sugges- 
tion coming from the Executive Government of 
this country. Under these circumstances, and 
inasmuch as my friend from North Carolina 
thinks I defeated the proposition. to pay him 
before, F shall now vote to put Mr. Weightman 
on a footing with other agents who have come 
here from ‘Territories. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, I remem- 
ber the night when this claim was first brought up 
at the compromise session of 1850." F was never 
more strongly impressed with the belief that any 
individual was entitled to mileage and per diem asa 
Delegate than I was as to the justice of the claim 
of Mr. Weightman. I think the amendment was 
then offered by a Senator from Georgia, not now 
in his place, [Mr. Dawson.] So just was the prop- 
osition regarded at that time, in view of what had 
occurred, that it would have passed, but for the 
boundary difficulty, of which my friend from 
Texas (Mr. Rusk] was the Napoleon in the Sen- 
ate, and which he watched with an eye that never 
tired. He feared lest the recognition of this 
Delegate would, in some way or other, impair the 
right of Texas to all the land on the Rio Grande, 
which she claimed. He and his colleague—but 
he more especially—mounted it rough shod. It 
would then have passed, and passed triumphantly, 
but for my friend from Texas, and others sympa- 
thizing with him in that matter. Now, however, 
he proves himself to be a just and fair man, be- 
cause when an opportunity is presented for him 
to do an act of justice, which has been long de- 
layed, he is willing to do it. ` 

It will be remembered that a constitution was 
presented here from New Mexico, and a Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Sewarn,] not now in his 
place, made a speech for the admission of that Ter- 
ritory as a State; and it was highly probable, from 
the existing state and condition of things in the 
countryat that time, that we were to have a serious 
difficulty in regard to. its admission as a State with 
its sparse population. That difficulty, however, 
passed over when the compromise measures of 
1850 were passed. The individual whose claim: 
is now before the Senate was elected as a Senator 
by the so-called Legislature or New Mexico, just 
as General Harrison was elected Delegate from 


Ohio at first by its Legislature. That was the | 


authority by which they were -elected in former 
times. Who’ could doubt but that a province'as 
large as New Mexico was, would be entitled to 
some representation in Congress? The Delegate 
whom she sent to the other House, although not 
admitted to a‘seat, was paid by a clause: subse- 
quently inserted in the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill. The people ofthe Territory, believing 
that they were acting in accordance with the wishes 
of the Executive, in good faith sent this gentleman 
here asa Senator, He came expecting his seat; and 
Lam sure he rendered good service to the people of 
the Territory, - Since that he was elected to rep- 
resent them in the other House; and he served 
there for one Congress.. He isa political oppo- 
nent of mine; but he is now at home; being no 
longer in public life. l-always regarded this as a 


just claim, and T am glac 
to Vote for it. ©0077 2 
Mr. GWIN. ` Mr. President; I do not wis 
discuss the.propriety of the amendment befo 
Senate, but therè weté some remarks wh 
made by the Senator from Texas and the Se 
from Virginia, in ‘regard to Executive interfe 
in the formation.of State governments in Ca 
nia and New Mexico, which [ think it is’ proper 
should be noticed by me... I do“not know. any- 
thing -as to'what the Executive did in New : 
ico, but I should like to know upon what author- 
ity the Senator from Virginia says’ the people of 
California formed their government at Executive: 
dictation. me Te SEE SSA aera 
Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir, I should’ liké to 
hear that. ‘$ AETA E A a eee a 
Mr. MASON. ‘I did not say that they formed 
their government from Executive dictation, but’ I’ 
said that the military. commandér in California 
at that time (whether by authority’ from Washing: 
ton or not | am not aware) issued ‘a’ proclamas 
tion, appointing the places of election, and inviting: 
the people to' assemble there to elect delegates tóa’ 
convention; and he paid the expenses of that éon- 
vention with Federal money, ` That is my‘re¢ol¥ 
lection of the history of the case. If tarm wro 
Senators can correct me. 8 Se ete 
Mr. CLAYTON. : Will ty friend from Cali- 
fornia permit me tò answer that statement? 9° 
Mr. GWIN. I will give the gentleman the: 
facts, and then he may reply. $ 
Mr. CLAYTON. I am perfectly acquainted’ 
with the facts. R i 
Mr. GWIN. 
from Delaware. 
Mr. CLAYTON: The Senator from Virginia: 
has said that New Mexico and California ‘came: 
here as States under the hotbed of Executive dic 
tation. Sir, the whole history of ‘that matter haa’ 
been entirely misrepresented. The samé 
has been told over and overagain upon the floor 
of the Senate until gentlemén have got'to believe 
it. Itis'not so. The commanding officer in Cal~ 
ifornia; the honorable Senator says, exerted himy 
self to get up a State government there... Does the 
Senator pretend that was: upon the: dietation or 
recommendation of the Executive?" Nota word 
of it, sir. When the people of California started: 
in this business of getting up a State government 
for themselves; they did: it of their own dictation, 
All that the President of the Unitéd States waid: to: 
them was, * If you choose’ to take that: course; 
as I can by no recommendation. of ‘mine obtain 
any kind ‘of protection for you; as I- can obtain 
no governnient for you,'as you: are in astat of 
anarchy, you'shall not: be resisted’ by:me.”An 
agent was sent out by the President for the purpose 
merely of assuring the people of California of the 
paternal regard of this Government; and Mr, 


I yield the: floor to the Senator 


. King, of Georgia, was selected, because he was a 


meniber of the other House, acquainted with all 
the circumstances which prevented ‘justice being 
done to California at the previous session: of 
Congress; but, before his arrival, the people had 
moved themselves in the business of forming: 
State government... They were: compelled “to: do 
it, or to encounter all the horrors:of anarchy... ! 

So in regard to New Mexico. ‘The Senator from 
Virginia and the Senator from Texas will search 
in vain through the documents: and records of 
Congress to find anything:to-showthat there was 
Executive dictation in regard to the formation of a 
State government there: No, sirjjustthevery same 
recommendation ‘was made:by President Taylor 
as had been. made: by his- predecessor.: If. the 
Senator will look at-the annual message of Presi- 
dent Polk of the‘very year previous, he: will.see 
that hehimself said to Congress that, intheabsence 
of an ability con- the part of Congress to. settle 
these distracting questions in-any: other mode, 
(either by the extension of. the Missouri compro 
mise line to the Pacific, or by the courts, or by 
the doctrine of non-interference, all. of «which he 
recommended,) there was another :course;. and, 
said he, the time is not distant when, if. you:will 
wait, these people will make a. government tor 
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themselves. General Taylor never advanced an 
idch beyond that recommendation made by his 
predecessor. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him this question: When General Riley issued 
his proclamation inviting the people to assemble 
at places of election, which he designated, to elect 
members to a State convention, did he do it with 
the approbation of the President of the United 
States at the time? 

Mr. CLAYTON, Sir, he did it before the 
President of the United States had given him one 
word of advice upon. the subject. He acted upon 
his own personal responsibility, and there has 
been the fatal error of the honorable Senator, and 
a great many others who have talked about this 
matter on this floor. I know how easy it was for 
them to get mistaken, but it is time that the truth 
of history should be corrected. I beg pardon of 
my friend from California for having taken up so 
much time by his leave. I could not be well 
restrained from an expression of some feeling on 
this occasion, and now I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, what the Senator 
from Delaware says in regard to the proclamation 
of General Riley is strictly true. General Smith 
sent a steamship of war down to Mazatlan early 
in 1849, to ascertain what was the action of Con- 
gress in regard to forming a territorial govern- 
ment, and he received intelligence that there had 
been no such government formed for California. 
Upon receipt of that information, General Riley, 
who was then the de facto Governor, being in 
command, issued a proclamation calling upon the 
people to elect delegates to a convention to form 
a State constitution, inasmuch as Congress had 
failed to create any government at all for them. 
This proclamation was issued before the agent of 
the General Government, of whom so much has 
been said, arrived there. 1 went up with him, and 
so did my colleague. It is well known in Cali- 
fornia that the whole movement for a State govern- 
ment was made outside of any Executive influ- 
ence, and without any knowledge on the part of 
the Administration here thatsuch a movement was 
in contemplation there. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Entirely. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Virginia says 
the expenses of the convention were paid out of 
the military chest. The Senator is just as much 
mistaken in that as in his other assertion. Sir, 
there was a military exaction, a military contri- 
bution, levied upon the people of California, with- 
out the authority of law, which formed what was 
called the civil fand. There was no law, and no 
authority for the collection of that money, but the 
de facto Governor used a portion of that fund to 
pay the expenses of his de facto government, and 
also to pay the expenses of the convention. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow. mea 
moment? Fle says | made a mistake. f ask him 
if that fund, call it the civil fand, or what you 
please, was not a military chest, in the Federal | 
Treasury? Was it not Federal money of the 
United States ? , 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir; not a dollar of it was 
ever collected by authority of law; and up to last 
session there was not a scrap of paper in the Treas- 
ury to show anything about it, It was then un- 
justly paid into the Treasury of the United States 
by the action of this body, and the other House, 
years after it was collected. Not a dollar of a 
military fund was paid for such purposes. When 
the fund was paid into the Treasury these credits 
were allowed to General Riley, for his disburse- 
ments, Sir, the Executive government of the 
United States had nothing to do with the formation 
of the government of California. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Nothing. 

Mr. GWIN. I wasa member of the conven- 
tion which formed her constitution. We per- 
mitted no Government officer to approach us, or 
dictate to us, and tell us what we should do. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware, in appealing to his own recol- 
lections, and correcting me in regard to history, 
makes a slight mistake himself. He will find, by 
reference to the documents, that at the time the 
Administration with which he was connected came 
into power, there was a subsisting order from the 
proper department of the previous Administra- 
tion, to the officers of the United States in that re- | 
gion, to aid the authorities of Texas in extendin 
her jurisdiction over what is now the Territory of 


A 


| that any such order had been issued. 


New Mexico, on this side the Rio Grande. He 


will find, further, that,gefier the incoming of the | 


Taylor Administration, that order was changed 
by the War Department, and the officers there 
were then directed to stand back, and side neither 
with the people of New Mexico nor with Texas 
in that controversy; or,in other words, that they 
should remain neutral in the controversy which 
was known to be existing at that time. A few 
days before the next session of Congress, another 
order was issued to a Lieutenant Colonel McCall 


of the Army, who was sent to Santa Fé to take | 


command, or for some other purpose. In that 
order Colonel McCall was directed to aid and en- 
courage the people of New Mexico in forming a 
State government, if they desired to doso. These 
were the recommendations upon which those peo- 
ple acted. { remember it was denied at the time 
I know 
that the agent who was sent up from Texas, Mr. 
Robert S. Neighbors, in his report to the Governor 
of Texas, stated that he had been met with an 
order of that description. lt was stoutly denied at 
the time that any such order had been issued; and 
the records then were searched in vain for it; and 
now, if you look through the President’s message 
and accompanying documents of that year, you 
cannot find it; but other documents will show that 
it was issued. If the Senator denies it, I will 
produce it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Texas may search the records from now 


| until next Christmas, and he cannot find anything 


to show that the Executive, at the time to which he 
refers, initiated, or attempted to initiate, the steps 
for the organization of a State government, either 
in California or New Mexico. He can find there, 


however, that President Taylor was willing to do į 
precisely what President Polk was willing to do, | 
and had signified, in his last annual message to | 
Congress, ought to be done. That I admit; but he | 


went not one jot beyond it. President Polk had 
suggested, as the only remedy in the event of the 
failure of all other means of extending a govern- 
ment over those Territories, that Congress should 
awaitthe action of the people of New Mexico and 


| California; and that, at no distant day, they would 


form State governments for themselves. The 
order to which the Senator from Texas refers was 
an order to the officer not to exert himself to pre- 
vent the action of the people to form a State gov- 
ernment; but that any agent, or any servant of 
the Executive, at that day, or at any other time 
within my knowledge, or the knowledge of any 


other man, as I believe, was instructed to initiate | 


the steps, or to aid, to use the language of the 
honorable Senator, in the business of forming a 
State government, I deny. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is this discussion in order? 
I have waited for some time to see if it would be 


disposed of; but Lam constrained now to inquire | 
whether itis in order to discuss the conduct of the 


Executive in regard to New Mexico and Califor- 
nia upon this amendment? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not intend to occupy 
much longer time; but if it is in order to make an 
accusation, it is perfectly in order to reply to it, 
and to defend the Administration of which | was 
a member against it. 

Now, sir, a word in conclusion, in regard to 
the controversy which existed between New Mex- 
ico and Texas. Texas claimed that her territory 
extended to the Rio Grande. No President that 
I know of ever admitted that. The honorable 


Senator says that instructions were given by a | 
previous Administration to permit Texas to ex- : 


tend her authority there. Itis clear, from what 
has occurred since, that she herself has admitted 
that she had not title there; at least she does not 
exercise jurisdiction to the Rio Grande. J can 
undertake to assure my friend from Texas that, 


so far as I have any recollection of the events of | 


that day, the action of the Executive went to this 


extent only, as to the controversy between New | 


Mexico and Texas, that, without the exertion of 


| physical force on the part of the General Govern- ; 
; ment, or on the part of the State government of 


Texas, the matter should be left to the decision 
either of Congress or of the judiciary. No effort 


| was ever made, nor was a thought ever enter- 


tained, (and I do not suppose my friend imagines 


there was,) of despoiling Texas of anything that | 


rightfully belonged to her. No motive could have 
existed for it. No such design existed. There 


3 
|| is nothing in the history of the period to show or 
justify the suspicion that any design of that kind 
} was ever entertained. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I will prove tothe 
Senator that I was right in my history of these 
orders. On the 12th of October, 1848, Mr. Marcy, 
the Secretary of War, issued an order to the com- 
mander at Santa Fé, in which he said: 

t Tn regard to that part of what the Mexicans call! New 
Mexico, lying east of the Rio Grande, the civil authority 
which Texas has established, or may establish there, is to 
be respected, and in no manner whatever interfered with 
by the military force in that department, otherwise than to 
Jend aid on proper occasions in sustaining it? 

Then, on the 26th of March, 1849, another or- 
| der was issued to the commander at Santa Fé, by 
the new Secretary of War, Mr. Crawford, in whick 
| this appears : 


& It is presumed that the instructions from this Depart- 
ment of October 12, 1848, forwarded by the hands of Mid- 
shipman Beall, of the Navy, have been received by you 
some time since: nevertheless, I herewith furnish copies 
of the same. 

“ With respeet to that portion of the imstraections which 
| is in the following words: ‘Tu regard to that part of what 
| the Mexicans eall New Mexieo, east of the Rio Grande. 
the civil authoeity which Texas has established or may e 
i tablish there, ts to be respected, and in no manner inter. 
fered with by the military force in that department, ether- 
wise than to Tend aid on proper occasions in sustaining it,” 
T have to remark that it is not expected Texas will under- 
j take te extend her civil government over We remote region, 
designated?” 


This, be it remembered, was at the very time 
| when Texas was taking means to extend her civil 
government over that region. If the fact was un- 
it known to the Administration, it was ignorant of 

what everybody else knew. ‘Fhe order continues: 


& But should she do so, you will confine your action, 
under the elause above cited, to arranging your command 
in such manner as not to come inte contlict with the author- 
ities su constituted. On the claim of Texas to any or the 
whole of New Mexico east of the Rio Grande, i is not 
necessary to give an opinion, as Congress and that State 
|; alone have the power of adjusting it??? 


Thus in March, 1849, the previous order, given 
| by the Secretary of War under Mr. Polk’s ad~ 
| ministration, was changed. ‘Then in November, 
a very short time before the meeting of Congress, 
the letter to which I referred was written by the 
Secretary of War to Lieutenant Colonel McCall. 
That letter, as | have remarked before, is not to 
be found in the message and accompanying docu- 
ments for that year. It is in these words: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, November 19, 1849. 

Sm: As you are abont to join your regiment, now on 
duty in New Mexieo, it has occurred to me as proper to: 
| make some observations on the peculiar condition of that 
and auolher Territory of the United States. 

Since their annexation these Territories, in respect to 
their civil governments, have, ina great measure, depended 
on the officers of the Army there in command 5 a duty, it is 
considered, as falling beyond their appropriate spheres of” 
action, and to be relieved from which cannot be more de- 
sired by them than by this Department. This condition has 
arisen from the omission of Congress to provide suitable 
governments, and in regard to the future there is reason to 
believe that the difficulties of the past are still to be encoun- 
| tered. Jn every possible aspect it is important, both to 

New Mexico and the United States, that these embarrass- 
ments should be quickty removed. 

Itis not doubted that the people of New Mexico desire 
and want a government organized, with all proper func- 
tions for the proteetion and security of their persons and’ 
property. 

The question readily occurs, how that government can 
| be supplied? F have already adverted to past and still ex- 
ii isting difficulties that have retarded, and may continue to 
j| retard, the action of the United States in respect to this ne- 
| 
i 


| cessary and first want. 

To remove it may, in some degree, be the part of the duty 
of officers of the Army, on whom, under the necessities 
of the case, has been devolved a partial participation in 
their civil affairs. It is therefore deemed proper that F 
should say, that it is not beliexed that the people of New 
Mexico arerequired to await the movements of the Federal 
Government in relation to a plan of government for the 
| regulation of thety own internal concerns, 

The Constitution of the United States, and the late treaty 
with Mexico, guaranty their admission into the Union of 
our States, subject only to the judgment of Congress. 
; Should the people of New Mexico wish to take any steps 
towards this obj ect,so important and necessary to themselves, 
| it will be uour duty, and the duty of others with whom you 
|| are associated, not to thwart but advance their wishes. It 
j| ts their right to appear before Congress and ask admission 
(| into the Union. 
1 
| 


Other and complicated questions may arise which are con- 
sidered as merged in this essential right of these people, 
and for the decision of which we must look beyond the 
anthority of the Executive, 

It will be instructive, and probably necessary, informa- 
tion, when the people of New Mexico form a constitution, 
and seek admission into the Confederacy of the States, 10 
i| have your observations and views on their probable num- 
bers, habits, customs, and pursuits of life. 
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oT have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, GEORGE W. CRAWFORD, 
. - Secretary of War. 
Brevet Lieut. Col, GEORGE A. McCann. ` 


Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 

‘Tf that was not encouraging the péople of New 
Mexico, within the limits of the State of Texas, 
to form a State government for themselves, I con- 
fess my ignorance of the English language. i 

Mr. CLAYTON. Weil, sir, the Senator from 
Texas and myself do. not interpret. the language 
precisely alike. { say now that there is nota 
word in the letter which the honorable Senator has 
read which justifies the assertion that the Execu- 
tive at that day sent an agent for the purpose of 
aiding in forming a State government. 

Mr. RUSK. {never said so. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It was said by others. 

Mr. RUSK. If the Senator chooses to make a 
controversy with me, he ought not to put into my 
mouwh what I did not say. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. The order which the Sen- 
ator has read was that the officer was not to thwart, 
but to advance the wishes. of the people. He was 
not told to aid them. He was the military com- 
mander, and could, by the strong arm, have put 
down the exertions of the people of the Territory 
to make a State government. He was: directed 
not todo this. Then it comes back to the very 
point where Mr. Polk first introduced the subject: 
that, in the absence of any other remedy to pro- 
cure government over these Territories, we should 
await the action of the people when they came to 
form States, rather than suffer the country to be 
distracted. 

I do net propose to go further into the discus- 
sion of this matter, because | know the Senate 
has already been too long detained in regard to it. 
I never meant to deny the existence of the letters 
to which the honorable Senator has referred. 
There is no doubt that the President, in the fear- 
ful state of things then existing between the con- 
tending sections of this country, wished that the 
people of the Territories should settle the con- 
troversy for themselves ‘as they pleased. It was 
not -by any means the thing which he most 
desired to have done; but, if he could have nothing 
else done, to prevent the horrors of anarchy in 
these Territories, it was greatly to be desired that 
State governments should be formed there. 

{ rose only for the purpose of correcting what 
I supposed was an error in relation to the history 
both of California and New Mexico. I know 
very well that there was a contest as to the terri- 
tory of Texas and the territory of the United 
States. There wasa difference of opinion between 
the Government of the United States and the gov- 
ernment of Texas in regard to that. The gov- 
ernment of the United States did not entertain 
the idea that Texas was entitled to extend her 
territory entirely to the Rio Grande; and finally, 
the honorable Senator will admit, the question 
was settled upon a different basis. The territory 
of Texas does not extend there. A compromise 
was made. Texas gave up the country north of 
360 30°, and the United States gave to her a con- 
siderable proportion of what had been claimed 
by the United States, to be part of’ the territory 
of New Mexico. The question was settled by a 
compromise; but, at last, it appears that Texas 
never did extend her territory to the Rio Grande. 
Under these circumstances, the President of the 
United: States unquestionably would now, if they 
were existing again, feel himself obliged to restrain 
the hand of the State government, in perfect friend- 
ship, and with amiable intention towards it, until 
the Congress of the United States, or the judi- 
ciary, had properly decided on the whole ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do hope we shall have a 
vote on this amendment. We cannot settle this 
controversy upon it. 

Mr. WELLER. [ am very sorry to say any- 
thing which will probably continue this discus- 
sion, for T am as Fesitous as my friend from Vir- 
ginia that the bill should bedisposed of; but there 
have been some questions raised in the course of 
this debate which make it necessary, in my judg- 
ment, that I should say something. es 

Sir, I suppose it is a matter of very little im- 
portance now how California got into the Union. 
‘We are in the Union, and nobody proposes to put 
us out. We came in with some irregularity, itis 
true, but we hope, by our subsequent conduct, to 


justify the overlooking of thatirregularity. Now, 


| sir, it is due to truth that I should say that, so far 


as the Executive branch of the. Government was 
concerned, I knew of no interference here in dic- 
tating the organizing of a State government in 
California. went to that country; às is well 
known, in the spring of 1849. Congress had then 
adjourned, without providing any territorial gov- 
ernment for the immense population then congre- 
gated upon the shores of the Pacific. 

_ The Executive branch of the Government, look- 
ing to this omission of the Legislature, no doubt 
felt a great anxiety that some government should 
be organized which would give security to person 
and property. General Riley was then in com- 
mand there, and by virtue of that command he 
was the civil Governor de facto of the State. He 
provided the people with all the government he 
could give them. He appointed their judges and 
their executive officers, and he gave, to a great 
extent, security both for person and property. 
Anxious to get rid of this responsibility, which he 
had assumed by virtue of his military office, he 
issued his proclamation requesting the people to 
appoint delegates to a convention, and there de- 


| cide whether they would organize a territorial or 


a State government. 

Was this any interference on the part of the 
Executive here, and was it any improper inter- 
ference on the part of General Riley there? I 
hold that he, being the only officer there who could 
exercise any power, it was his duty to contribute, 
to the extent of his influence, towards the organ- 
ization of a government. 

Mr. CLAYTON. E would observe to my 
friend from California that he was appointed by 
Mr. Polk. 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir, he had been sent 
out by the preceding Administration. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend from California 
allow me, in this connection, to ask a question in 
reference to that matter? becauseit relates to a his- 
torical factabout which there has been a good deal 
of controversy, and which I should like to have 
settled. General Riley in his proclamation, calling 
upon the people of California to assemble and elect 
delegates to a convention, stated that the proceed- 
ing had the approbation of the President, the Sec- 
retary of State, and the Secretary of War. It is 
well known that at that'time Mr. Polk was dead, 
but his Secretary of State and his Secretary of 
War werestill living. Feeling then, as I feel now, 
some solicitude as to what President and Secre- 
taries were alluded to, Í addressed a note to Gov- 
ernor Marcy, and one to Mr. Buchanan onthe sub- 
ject, and they both said that they were not the 
Secretaries alluded to as approving of that pro~ 
ceeding. I could not inquire of Mr. Polk because 
he was dead. Now I will ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware, if he pleases—for he was the 
Secretary of State at that time—to say whether he 
was the Secretary alluded to? : 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; there was never a 
letter from me, or from any member of General 
Taylor’s administration to General Riley, on the 
subject; but 1 tell the Senator without the least 
hesitation, that I do mostcordially approve, and Í 
should have approved at the time, the whole con- 
duct of General Riley, if the question had been 
put to me; but no letter or verbal message on 
the subject was sent to him, that I ever heard of. 
General Riley’s conduct, I think, has fully vindi- 
cated itself since. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not calling in question at 
this time the propriety of that proceeding. - ] only 
wanted to know if 1 could arrive at the fact upon 
whom rested the responsibility of approving that 
proclamation, not pretending at this time to call it 
in question, for it isa proceeding which is past; 
but I have always been anxious to knew what 
President, Secretary of War, and Secretary. of 
State were alluded to in the proclamation as ap- 
proving the proceeding. : ; 

Mr. CLAYTON. Of course [ cannot tell, be- 
cause immediately after General Taylor came into 
office; and before any agent of his had got to Cali- 
fornia, General Riley proceeded to act. | always 
supposed it might have been my predecessor who 
was referred to, but I do not know. 

Mr. BROWN. He said not. `- 

Mr. CLAYTON. There was nothing in’ the 
State Department to show. ; 

Mr. GWIN. If my colfeague will permit me, 
I can probably give some information. in regard 
to what General Riley-referred to. Itis perfectly 


evident: that hé referred “to”. thé “Administration 
which went ‘out on the 4th of Match 


although the Secretary of War 
of State, under President Polk 
may not have given him written i 
that effect, he knew that he was acting i 
ance with their views. < | = : 
Mr. CLAYTON: That is what T: 
posed. DOPE E ARRE nae 
Mr. GWIN. They sent out-a special: mess : 
ger, the Post Office agent, and to that Post Offce: 
agent, who was the only recognized civil officer 
the-Goverment there, the. Secretary of Stat 


predecessor of the Senator from Delaware in that’ 
office—addressed an. elaborate, communication; 
and General Riley—who.is now in his grave—told 


me that that officer conveyed to him the intimi 
that the former Executive Government sanct 
the course which he pursued:in that’ matter:. 
i Mr. BELL. I hope this question: ‘will: cease- 

ere. ; : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator. 
from California [Mr. Werter] is entitled ‘to the’ 


floor. 
Mr. BELL. 1 beg pardon.: Ses 
Mr. WELLER. Jam suré‘l am quite asiy: 


ious to get the vote as the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee; but I am only desirous of stating. 
some facts connected with the organization of my; 
own State, which I think have been. im i 
understood. ; TREA 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
the Senator. i para T 

Mr. WELLER. Iwas about to remat 
a large portion of the people of California di e 
the authority of General Riley to direct ihëorgan-~: 
ization of a convention to form a State government. 

I belonged to that portion of the citizens who de- 
nied the authority of General Riley, although we 
approved his intentions; and therefore it was that 
in the county in which I resided, in selecting gel~ 
egates to the State convention, we neither selected, 
them in thé number nor on the day prescribed;, 
but, on the contrary, we doubled the number, and, 
passed a resolution denying his, authority to call. 
a convention. Those delegates.went to the con- 
vention, and got their seats. © ye DES 

1 was at Monterey during a very considerable 
portion of ‘the time that the convention was in. 
session; and I know of no agent of the Federal 
Government there who was attempting to dictate 
the manner in which they should organize their. 
government. All who knew my opinion onthe 
subject, and every one who asked it obtained it, 
knew that it was in favor of a territorial govern- 
ment being first organized, and that we should’ ` 
ask for admission afterwards’ as a State; but the’ 
majority of the convention thought ‘otherwise, 
My reason is a very obvious one:..:l‘kne 
would bea very expensive government, and:T de- 
sired to throw the expense upon the Federal Treas- 
sary, instead of imposing taxes upon the peos 

e. 2 k pikes 

But, Mr. President, I rose only for the purpose 
of saying, that I think there is no resemblance be- 
tween. the admission of California and the pay- 
ment of her Senators, and the proposed amend- 
ment from the Committee on Territories. "Why, 
sir, the. main objection to the admission of Cali- 
fornia was, not because she had not the requisite 
population; not because she was not entitled to a 
government; not, because her people were notà 
sufficient number under the regular system toa 
thorize her admission; but because of the. irre; 
ular manner in which her: proceedings had: 
conducted. But, sir, everybody knew that there 
was not a Sufficient population in New Mexico to 
authorize even the highest grade of territorial gov- 
ernment, much less a State government. 

Now I suppose that the agents who have been re-. 

ferred to: were paid in the House, because they were 
regarded as quasi Delegates; but we cannot recog- 
nize this manas a Senator. 1f he was aman of 
ability; if he was. able to discharge the duties of 
a Senator, he must have known that it would have 
been ‘utterly impossible to obtain a: seat’ on this 
floor as'a Senator from New Mexico; with her 
sparse population of Indians, Mexicans; and a 
few scattered soldiers. — - . aS : 
- Mr. BELL. I do not wish to discuss this matt 
ter any further on our part. E hope’ the vote will 
be taken. I wish merely. to suggest. that, with 
the consent of the Senate, I willamend the.amend+ 
ment, so that it shall be itt this formic: +- mS 


We shall be happy to hear 


820. 


March 3 1, 


For the payment of Richard H. Weightman, for mileage 
and per diem compensation as an agent, claiming to be a 
Senator-elect from New Mexico, $2,460. 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment, and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 17; as fol- 
lows! 

Y¥YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Badger, Bell, Brodhead, Chase, 
Clayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Douglas, 
Everett, Fessenden, Foot, Geyer, James, Jones of Towa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Rusk, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, and Wade—2U0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Brown, But- 
Jer, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Morton, Norris, 
Pearce, Slidell, Stuart, Weller, Williams, and Wright.— 
17: 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I moveto amend the bill in 
the following clause: 

“For salaries and incidental expenses of the commission, 
appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, for settling land 
claims in California, $37,500 5° 
by striking out ‘ $37,500,” and inserting in lieu | 
thereof“ $42,000.’? And then to add the following, | 
which willexplain my object in moving to increase 
the gross amount of the appropriation: i 

And that $5,000 of said sum be paid to Robert Green- | 
how, assistant Jaw agent to said board, for services per- į 
formed during the absence of the law agent. 

I offer this amendment now, because, under the | 
organization of that Board of Commissioners, a | 
law agentand assistant law agent were appointed. | 
The law agent who was originally appointed left 
the theater of his duties, and returned to his home. 
During his absence, for thirteen months and a half, 
the assistant law agent, Mr. Greenhow, was com- | 
pelled to discharge the very arduous duties of both | 
offices. All I propose by the amendment is sim- | 
ply to give him the compensation to which, I 
think, he is rightly entitled, for having performed 
the duties of both offices for the period of thirteen 
months and a half. 

Mr. HUNTER. I feel it to be my daty to 
raise a question of order. Js there any estimate 
for this? 

Mr. WELLER. I think itis an amendment | 
of that character which requires no estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE, of Towa. I offer the following 
amendment, to come inafter the appropriations for | 
publie land purposes: 

For continuing the surveys in the northern portions of 
Jowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, at the rates now author- 
ized by law, $40,000, 

Loffer the amendment in pursuance of a recom- 
mendation and estimate from the proper Depart- 
ment, and with the unanimous consent of the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I also offer the follow- 
ing amendment from the same committee: 

To enable the 8 ary ofthe Senate to pay tor the maps 
ofthe pablic lands authorized by the resolution of the | 
Senate of the ud of March, 1853, to be printed under the 
direction of the Committee on Public Lands, $5,150. | 

The resolution of the 3d of March is as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to have printed the maps of the 
public kinds, which are now prepared aud in course of 
preparation.” 

This was adopted on the 3d of March, on the 
motion of Mr. Borland, formerly a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands. Į will state a fact, | 
of which the present Presiding Officer (Mr. Foor | 
in the chair] is cognizant, owing to his position 
on the committee: Since we discovered that sucha 
resolution was passed we have stopped the pub- 
lication of the maps. This is to pay for the Ar- | 
kansas maps, we having stopped the publication | 
of the rest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the question was stated to be on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

Mr. WELLER. There isone amendment upon 
which I ask for a separate vote; I went to change ; 
my own vote upon it. [t is the amendment which 
was made in regard to privateer pensions, 

Mr. PEARCE. I desire to have that amend- 
ment excepted myself. 
| Mr. GWIN. i desire to have the amendment | 
in relation to the appropriation for surveys for the | 
Pacific railroad excepted, because I` have an | 
amendment to move to it, l 


i 
j 


“provided for by the act of 1814. 


ments mentioned will be excepted, and the ques- 
tion will be first on concurring inall the rest of the 
amendments. 

They were concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is now on concurring with the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, to strike oat— 

*< For paying pensions of invalids who were wounded on 
board of private armed vessels during the Jast war with 
Great Britain, from July 1, 1851, to June 30, 1854, ¢8,400.”7 

And insert: 

For payment of pensions of invalids who were wounded 
on board of private-armed vessels during the last war with 
Great Britain, up to January 1, 1353 ; and to reimburse the 
pension agents such sums as have been advanced by them 
for that purpose, $2,662 20. 

Mr. PEARCE. In regard to that amendment 
which reduced the sum appropriated to privateer 
pensions, I wish to make a brief statement to the 
Senate, and state the reasons why I shall take a 
different course from that which I pursued the day 
before yesterday. All the statements which I made 
to the Senate then were, as I find, perfectly correct. 
I find that the fund was exhausted by the applica- 
tion first of the interest, and then of the principal. 
It was safely invested, and nota dollar of it was 
lost by bad investments, On the contrary, the 
fund was absolutely increased by the amount of 
$8,000, when the stocks in which it was invested 
were sold out. 

But, sir, the fund was diminished by the action 
of Congress in a particular which Iam inclined 
to think leaves an equitable claim on the part of 
these pensioners aguinst the Government. The 
original acts pledged this fund to the payment of 
invalid privateer pensions, and pensions to the 
widows of those who were slain in the engage- 
ments of the privateers. Such were the pensions 
By the act of 
1818, | find that Congress added a new class of 
pensions, to wit, the widows of those who died 
by casualties during the period of their services. 
‘This was not contemplated by the original acts. 

On looking at the papers which have been sent 
to me since the debate, I perceive that the proper 
pensions have amounted in all to not more than 
$5,900 in any year; when by the act of 1818, 
which extended them to the widows of those who 
died of casualties, the Government paid in one 
year $19,000. This difference continued for a 
considerable length of time. 

The privateer pensions paid to invalids decreased 
rapidly; so that, in 1828, they amounted to only 
$2,850. They had never been more than about 
$5,900. The pensions to widows amounted to 
over $8,000 in 1817, and ran up, in 1820, to 
$19,471; so that it appears that it was the new 
class of pensions, introduced contrary to the pledge 


of the original act, which diminished and finally jj 


exhausted the fund. 

Under these circumstances, I give up the objec- 
tion which I had to the original appropriation as 
it came from the House. I believe it 1s equitable 
in the Government to make good to the invalids 
the pensions which they, would have continued to 
receive but for our own legislation. I hope, 
therefore, the Senate will not concur in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, 

The amendment was not concurred in. 


Mr. GWIN. An amendment was agreed to in 
the Committee of the W holeappropriating $25,000 
for the surveys and explorations for the proposed 
routes of the Pacific railroad. I move to strike 
out of thatamendment $25,000, and insert $40,000. 
I have an estimate for it from the Secretary of 
War, and I am instructed by the select committee 
on the subject of the National railroad to make 
this motion. The object is to use the additional 
915,000 to survey what is known as Noble’s Pass 
through the Sierra Nevada Mountains, wHich is 
necessary to connect with the survey by Salt Lake. 
The Secretary of War says it is indispensable; 
and Lieutenant Whipple’s party is in California, 
and his outfit, with this.appropriation, will enable 
him to make that survey. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
read. 

It was read, as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 

WASHINGTON, March 25, 1854. } 

Sir: In reply to your note of yesterday, asking “for an 
estimate for an appropriation in the deficiency bill, for a 
survey of Noble’s Pass through the Sierra range of mount- 
ains,” { beg leave to refer you to-my communication to 


I should like to hear the letter | 


| mittee. 


6, 1854. 
he made to cover the deficiencies for the survey of a rail- 
road route from the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean,’ 
and Į further state, that ‘‘should it be designed to make 
further explorations similar to those under consideration, 
it would be advantageous that early action should be taken 
for that purpose, so that the animals and equipments now 
on hand should.be retained, and parties that are now or- 
ganized be held together, by which the expense ofreorgan- 
izing would be avoided, and the operations expedited.” 
No action having been taken by Congress, and no 
orders having been issued by this Department to hold these 
parties together, it is probable they have by this time been 
disbanded. An estimate, therefore, for the proposed ex- 


| ploration will embrace a new outfit of animals and camp: 


equipments. ftis proper, also, to suggest, that an explora- 
tion of any pass through the Sierra Nevada would not give 
definite results unless the survey connected with some 
other survey to the eastward; for, as has been shown here- 
tofore, other ranges and spurs of mountains intervene be- 
tween Um Sierra Nevada ang the plain stretching from the 
foot of the Rocky mountains to the valley of the Missis- 


| sippi. 


Under these circumstances, I do not feel authorized in 
estimating the cost of the exploration ata less sain thaw 
$15,000. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J 


LEE. DAVES, Secretary of War. 
Hon. W. M. Gwin, Senate United States, 

Mr. HUNTER. If I understand the letter it 
is no recommendation. It merely estimates the 
amount that would have to be paid if Congress 
should think proper . 

Mr. GWIN. Norecommendation is required. 
Itis the report of a committee of this body upon an 
estimate of the Department. 

Mr. EVANS. What committee? 

Mr. GWIN. The Committee on the national 
railroad. I consulted the members of the com- 
The Senator was not in his seat. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact, that under the rules of the 
Senate such an amendment, to be in order to an 
appropriation bill, must be moved by order of a 
standing committee of the body. 

Mr. GWIN. Cannotan estimate of a Depart- 
meni be moved without reference to a committee 
at all? i 

Mr. HUNTER. Ifaccompanied by a recom- 


| mendation it could be, but not withont. 


Mr. RUSK. This is certainly in order. We 
agreed to an amendment, in Committee of the 
Whole, appropriating $25,000, on the recommen- 
dation of the Department. ‘The motion now is to 
amend that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It isto increase the estimate. 

Mr, RUSK. Toincrease the amount; and that, 
too, has been estimated by the Department. 

Mr. HUNTER. This isa very different thing. 
The estimate which we agreed to is for surveys 


; already performed, and on another route—by 
; Governor Stevens, on the northern route. 
‘is the amendment which we agreed to. This is 


That 


for additional services to be performed hereafter, 
in the survey of Noble’s Pass. The letter is no 
recommendation. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator is entirely mista- 
ken. It was for additional surveys to be per- 


i formed, the Secretary says expressly in his letter. 


He says, if you do not make the appropriation 
before the parties are dismissed he will have to 
estimate for new animals and equipments. One 
of these very parties is now engaged in surveying 
from the mouth of the Gila to El Paso; and part 
of the $25,000 which we have voted into the bill 
is to survey this route. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to have the 
amendment referred to, by which we voted for any 
additional survey.. We voted to meet the liabili- 
ties incurred by Governor Stevens for the surveys 
which he performed. It was for surveys per- 
formed. This is to give authority for additional 
surveys—to survey another pass. f 

Mr. GWIN. Let usheartheamendmentread. 

Mr. BELL. I submit that this is within the 
rule, strictly speaking. An appropriation was 


| made by the last Congress for the purpose. of 


making surveys and explorations, in order that 
this Congress might be enabled, upon the return 
ofthe surveys, to come to some understanding as 
to which would be the most practicable and the 
cheapest route for the Pacific railroad. The pass 
now mentioned is suggested to be entirely prac- 
ticable. No survey or exploration of it has yet 
been made under the appropriation made at the 
last session of Congress; and I submit, whether, 
under the circumstances now exhibited by this 
case, it is nota continuation of that appropriation? 
Unless we make it, the survey must be left unfin- 
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vished for. want of funds. This is-not'a pass in 
“which I feel any particular interest, except that-it 
“may be important to the whole country. But, 
“Sir, if we are to-do anything in regard to the con- 
‘struction of a Pacific railway, is it not desirable 
-to have the explorations expedited and going‘on 
as quickly as possible? 

‘The honorable Senator from Virginia is opposed 
to the whole project; I mean he is against any eñt- 
‘couragement being giveito-it by thisGovernment 
by way of subscription, or loan, or the credit of 
the Government; but, if his exception is taken, 
zand: Snall prevail now, when shall:we have a fur- 
thet appropriation on the subject? “In the-month 


‘of September or October; and not even at the next li 


-session of Congress, shall we have proper inform- 
ation ‘before us to enablé-us to act intelligently 
‘upon the subject. I think: honorable Senators 
might, under these circumstances, strain a point a 
‘little in, their construction of the rule. The object 
“is important.” There isa pass which has not been 
-explored heretofore. “Intelligent gentlemen say 
that it is more practicable and feasible than any 
“other yet spoken of in passing the Sierra Nevada. 
“Butit is proposed to reject the increased appropri- 
ation ‘because it is not a deficiency. Tallege itis 
a deficiency. ‘It is so much of a work that was 
‘directed by the last Congress to be done. The 
‘appropriation proposed ‘to be made is considered 
~to be sufficient for the purpose of carrying out the 
design, and having complete explorations, as we 
‘should, of various passes. Thé work is: unfin- 
‘ished. This is a deficiency; and it is very import- 
vant to the public interest on other grounds that 
the appropriation should be made now. : 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senator from Vir- 
:ginia will withdraw his objection to the amend- 


ment. ` Letit be agreed to; and let us get through 
with the bill. - 
‘Mr. RUSK. I hope so; and I have to say but 


a word to show that he should. Certain passes 
have already been surveyed under the appropria- 
tion which has been made. This pass has not 
-been surveyed. It should be done, so that we 
may have ail the information we can get to lead 
„us to act properly. Why not make the appro- 
priation for it now as well as at any other time? 
© The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, as amended, was con- 
eurred in. 


.Mr. JONES, of Iowa. d offer the following 
amendment: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to examine the claims presented by certain coun- 
ties of the tate Territory of Lowa, for expenses of the United 
States district court, which were paid by said counties prior 
tothe adinission of said Territory into the Unionas a State ; 
and if, upon such examination, he is satisfied that, prior to 
Said tune, the said counties had paid money, which, in ac- 

‘cordance with the instructions of the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury, dated December 19, 1843, should have been 
paid by the marshal of the United States for said Territory, 
he is directed to audit and allow the same. 


A report was. made by the Committee on the 
Judiciary at the last session,and a similar one was 
-made before, upon. which appropriations were 
made to pay for the expenses which were incurred 
in the counties of Lee and Des Moines. 
‘to pay other counties which have not yet been ad- 
justed at the Department. The matter has under- 
‘gone the scrutiny of the Judiciary Committee, and 
by that committee approved as to the counties 
„which 1 have mentioned. . At this session the sub- 
‘ject, was sub-committed to the Senator from Indi- 
‘ana, [Mr. Bricut,] who has been detained from 
othe Senate some.time by indisposition, Te kept 
.the. papers in his -hands, and foc that reason, and 
that reason alone, the Committee on Finance have 
not offered the amendment. The papersare in his 
hands, or the committee would, I have no doubt, 
have offered theamendment. The matter has been 
heretofore investigated by the chairman of that 
committee, and by him, and other members of the 
committee, approved. | hope that the fact of the 


sickness of the Senator from Indiana will not oper- | 


ate to deprive us of this act of justice. 
The:amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments made were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time, and 
it was read a- third time, and passed. The title 


7 : } 
was amended, ọn the mation of Mr. Bapaer by 


adding ‘and for other. purposes.” 
REPORT ON MEXICAN CLAIMS. 
Mr, BROWN. When the chairman. of the 


This is | 


| 
| 


] 


committee on the Gardiner claim [Mr. BROpREAD 
made his report the other morning, L-suggeste 


‘the. propriety ‘of printing am -extra number ‘of 


copies of the report, knowing that -it would: be 
sought for. Ihave a letter in my:hand. from the 
public printer stating that itis now going through 
the press. -Some'thirty-five ‘or forty pages are in 


-press,and have been worked-off: [f'any order for 


the printing of extra copies is to be made, it should 
be done now,-or it will be more expensive. I 
therefore move that three thousand: extra ‘copies 
be printed for the use of the Senate. .... : 

he PRESIDINGOFFICER.- Under therule, 
the motion will- be- referred to: the Committee on 
Printing. ons : 


Mr. BROWN. I hope there will be no objec- 


| tion to-it, and that it will be agreed to without 
j being sent to the committee, as, I repeat, there is a 


necessity that the order should be made at once, 
if made at all, Iask-the undnimous consent of 
the Senate that it be now made. 

The motion was considered by unanimous con- 


‘sent, and agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On the motion of Mr. BADGER, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. i ET 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of. Executive business; and, 
after some time spent. therein, the doors were re- 
opened, nig tds : 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 31, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 

The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up a bill from 
the Speaker’s table; and if I can be permitted to 
explain in a few words the nature of the bill, I 
think the House will see the propriety of taking 
speedy action upon it. 

The time for closing mail contracts, as gentle- 
men well know, expires onthe 10th of April next. 
In the report of the Postmaster General, which I 
hold in my hand, you will find it stated that it is 
necessary, with a view of the transmission of the 
great mails from the East and the West, that he 
shall contract with the mail contractor to put a 
double line of stages between the cities of Mont- 
gomery and Mobile. For that purpose, he en- 
tered into a contract with the gentleman then car- 
rying the mails for the second line. The original 


„contract was for. $36,000. 


He agreed with the contractor that, if he would 
put on another line, he would pay: him the sum of 


| $24,000, or two thirds.of the original contract...Jt 


was done with this stipulation, that inasmuch as 
he was to be put to the expense of double stop- 
ping on the line, he would recommend to Congress 
that they would authorize him, if the contract 
was properly fulfilled, to extend the contract; and 
with this stipulation also, that if Congress refused 
to extend it with him, or to authorize. the Post- 
master General. to extend it, that then the Post- 
master should pay him the sum of $6,000. I 
desire to read—— 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Alabama should 
proceed with his remarks? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iwill occupy but a few min- 
utes, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels it his duty 
to inquire of the House whether. or not there is 
any objection to the gentleman proceeding with 
his remarks ? : 

Mr. EDGERTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if the bill in question is. nol upon the 
Speaker's table, and if it will not be reached in 
the regular order of business. I understand, if 
the regular order of business is proceeded with, 
that it -will soon be reached. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. | If the gentleman objects, of 
course I must suspend my remarks. i 

Mr. EDGERTON. Iam willing to oblige the 
gentleman, butthe bill will be reached directly after 

roceeding to the regular order of business. . 

Mr. PHILLIPS. If the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Evarrton] objects, Iwill proceed no further. 


“House, preseiited resoltitions of thé 


‘referred as, indicated below: 


| providing 


We could take up’ th 
very few minutes, if: th 
It would save the Government; 
might just-as well save: => 
“ “The SPEAKER, ‘Is the objection 

-Mr. EDGERTON’ ‘Ttishot. 1 
regular order of business. 0.0.2 | 

‘Mr: DUNBAR, by the unaninous 


Louisiana, asking for.a grant of | 


and for-educational purposes in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public: Lands, 


and ordered to be printed. > | oe Ge ae 
The following Senate bills upon. the’ Speaker's 
table. were then taken ‘up in. their ‘order: and. 


An act for: the relief of Theodore: B: Elliois. 
Referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 
_Anvact for the relief of Dempsey Pitman. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs., 
An act for the relief of Asbury Dickins. : Ri 
ferred to the Committee of Claims.) 9°10: %.) 
An. act for the relief of, Lieutenant A J. Wi 
liamson.. “Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
An‘act for the. relief of William P:S. Banger 
‘Referred to ‘the Committee on Naval Affairs. + 


he describes his new method of ascertaining a ship’s 
position at sea. Referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, ; 

An act for the relief of the executrix of the late 
brevet Colonel A. C. W. Fanning, United States 
Army. Referred to the Committee on. ‘Military 
Affairs. ae a 

An act for the relief of the heirs and representa- 
tives of Colonel Alexander G. Morgan. ` Referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. < ° 000°" 

A resolution for extending the existing contract 
for carrying the mail in Alabama, 0° 0s 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr.Speaker, I wish tomake 
a brief statement in reference to that. resolution, | 

Mr. HOUSTON. | Let the resolution be read. 

The resolution was accordingly reported by the 
Clerk, as follows: aay Wager are: 


d by. 
such extension of said contract?! | 

Mr. PHILLIPS. J ask that the bill be placed 
upon its: passage; and.for the purpose of showing 
the propriety of it, I will read to the House what 
the Postmaster General says of it in his report: 

«There is, however, between Muntgomery and Stock- 
ton, Alabama, another portion upon, which delays and 
irregularities have been occurring to an extent equaling 
those on the sea route above: referred: to, although arising 
from quite different causes. pati ESTE, 

tc One daily iine of coaches has heretofore been provided, 
running (in connection with a steamboat between Mobile 
and Stockton) over a natural road of oùe hundred and 
sixty miles in length, frequently liable to-obstructions from 
high water and other causes, and: not.kept iùn: good repair, 
traversing, as it does, a sparsely populated section öf coud- 
try. Such mode of conveyance, upin sucha toad;-has. 
been found entirely inadequate for ‘the-vast aceumalation 
of mails at Montgomery, conveyed. thither. from. Boston, 
New York, and other.cities, along the whole extentiof that, 


great line. . 5 i 
¢ Considering the increase. in the amount of wail mat- 


| ter of all descriptions; especially printed: matter, the trans- 


mission of bound volumes and- other. public documents, 
printed by order of Congress, increasing, as they, do. from 
year to year, and of all the matter from the several Exect- 
tive Departments of the Général Government, also rapidly 
increasing -in- quantity, and-in-view of the fact, also, that 
all the-mails. for. Mobile, New-Orleans, and beyond, thus 
accumulated by contributions from Boston to Montgomery, 
are conveyed to. the fatter point by railroads. and steam- 
boats, especially the furmer, it is a matter of surprise that 
they have.been forwarded by one daily coach in a manuer 
at all approaching regularity. 2 f Gad 
& These facts rendered most imperative the necessity of 
immediately more adequate means of convey- 
ance; and. accordingly, on the 18th of October: last, a 
second daily line of four horse coaches. was ordered. he- 
tween Montgomery and Stockton, Alabama, to connect 
with the steamboat line between Stockton and Mobile, with 
the stipulation that the contractors should furnish vehicles: 
of sufficient capacity to convey whatever mail may be 
daily received at Montgomery or Stockton, and; that. the 
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` steamboat employed between Stockton and Mobile should 
_ be of sufficient size, structure, and fitness for the regular 
navigation of the Tensaw river, and be under the entire and 
exclusive control of the contractors, so that no breaches of 
connection should occur by reason of any other persons 
having a right to interfere with its arrivals and departures. 

« The compensation allowed for this additional service is 
$24,000 per annum, being one third less than pro rata of the 
present pay, with the agreement that if the service shall 
be well and faithfully performed, the extension of the con- 
tract on the same conditions, over the succeeding term of 
four years, commencing the Jat of July, 1854, will be rec- 
ommended to Congress; and should Congress decline to 
authorize such extension, the rate of additional pay shall 
be raised to $30,000 per anim, still one sixth fess than pro 
rata, for the residue of the existing term. 

«c It was further stipulated that the contractors, by the lst 
of November, 1853, should place on the route a full addi- 
tional every-other.day line, and double the road, if neces- 
sary, to carry off ali the mail matter every day, and by the 
15th of December a full additional daily line; the inereased 
compensation to commerce, in case of a faithful compliance 
with these terms, on the ist of November. 

<c'Phe terms of this agreement are fivorable, in view of 
the greal public benefits expected to result therefrom. 

“Fhe stipulation as to this extension of the contract is 
reasonable and proper, because the present contract ex- 
pires on the 30th of June next, and the contractors could 
not be expected to provide, at great expense, all the addi- 
tional stock necessary for a second line, for seven or eight 
months only, without some guarantee against loss in case 
of being underbid in the competition at the next letting of 
contracts, the existing laws not providing, as was formerly 
the case, that new contractors shal purchase the stock of 
those superseded.” 


Mr. PHILLIPS. It will be seen from the ex- 
tract from the report of the Postmaster General, 
which I have read, that the Post Office Department 
has recommended the passage of this bill from the 
Senate, now upon the Speaker’s table, which au- 
thorizes the fulfillment of the contract It will 
save to the Government the difference between 
the two amounts—thatis, $6,000. ‘Thetime when 
the bid expires is the tenth day of April next, and 
if the House intend to pass this bill atali, it ought 
to do so now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman, if he has any information upon 
the subject, whether it is not probable that, if the 
matter should be left open for competition by bids, 
as all other routes in the country are, it would not 
be contracted for upon as favorable terms as this 
contract will be, even if he is paid the $6,000? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. ïí will merely answer the 
gentleman, not from my own information, or by 
an expression of my opinion—which I presume 
would not be worth much—but by merely calling 
attention to the opinion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, which I have juat read. His opinion is that 
it is a favorable contract for the Government, and 
that he is perfectly willing to extend it, and has 
recommended Congress to do so. My own opin- 
ion is, that itis worth nothing to the gentleman, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We have general 
laws upon the subject which require the Depart- 
ment to receive proposals, We had better leave 
this, it seems to me, to such general laws as apply 
to all other routes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will allow me, I desire to say a word. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentleman for a 
moment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say that the road 
over which the mail is carried is a vital section of 
the great trunk over which the mail north and 
south is carried. One daily mail service was for- 
merly performed over that line; but it was found 
that such service was inadequate for the prompt 
and certain transportation of the mails. 

Last fall the Department found itself compelled, 
from the necessity of the case—from the fact that 
mail matter was left over at Montgomery frequent- 
ly, until it accumulated to an immense quantity 
—to make an arrangement for a daily double 
service upon that section of the line. To puta 
double daily service upon that line would require 
an additional outlay upon the part of the con- 
tractor of $30,000. The contractor was unwilling 
to incur the investment of that large amount, in 
stocks and materials for the road, unless he should 
be assured of some probability of using it for a 
longer period of time than the seven or eight 
months during which the existing contract had to 
run. Why, sir, an investment of $30,000 in such 
stock as this, to be used only for six or eight 
months, would certainly be very hazardous, and 
be attended with great loss. 

I would remark to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, {Mr. Jones,] even admitting it to be trae— 
though I do not believe it is—that the Government, 
by receiving proposals, might let the contract as 


|! my remarks were perfectly in order, as showing 


| low as this, yet there is an obligation on the part 
of the Government towards the men who have 
made this large investment under the guarantee of | 
the Post.Office Department. 

Again, the provision of law was, a few years 
ago, that when one contractor superseded another 
by reason of a lower bid for the route, he should 
take the stock and materials of his predecessor, 
upon a fair valuation of the same. But such is 
not the law now; and if this investment of $30,000 
were made for the short time which the contract 
had to run, when there was no obligation upon 
his successor to take the property off his hands if 
he was underbid, it seems to me that we owe 
something to those contractors; and when the 
Postmaster General assures us that this is a favor- 
able contract for the Government, I think it is as 
little as we can do for them to authorize the Post- 
master General to extend it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The law, I be- 
lieve, requires the Post Office Department to ad- 
vertise for proposals for carrying the mails upon 
the different routes. Those who bid for the con- 
tracts must inform themselves in relation to the 
service to be performed; and they undertake to 
carry the mails upon those routes for the terms 
specified. I know it has been urged at the De- į 
| partment, that though the amount of mail matter 
should increase, yet the Department had no au- 
thority to increase the amount of compensation. 
If the contractor undertakes to carry the mail 
between two given points, and he can do it on f 
horseback, he may do itin that manner; but if it 
requires a line of coaches, or if it requires a dozen 
lines of coaches, the contractor, according to the 
law and the ruling of the Post Office Department, | 
in the great majority of cases, must comply with the 
terms of his contract at whatever cost. Jt does | 
seem to me thatit is rather bad policy for Con- 
gress to commence letting mail contracts in partic- 
ular cases by special legislation. 

Mr. OLDS. I think the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, who has just taken his seat, is under a 
misapprehension In reference to this bill. This 
| contract, which the Postmaster General asks us 
by this resolution to extend, is not the regular 
contract made under the general letting four years 
ago. If I understand it, the contract made then | 
proved to be a failure, and this contract was en- 
tered into with this party to continue until the 
time of the next regular letting, as the document | 
read by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Prr- | 
tips] shows. Jt is therefore a special contract, | 
and does not come under the general rule with 
respect to contractors at all. 

it is, perhaps, due to the House that I should 
, Say in this connection, that there are representa- 
‘tions being made to the effect that if this contract 
i is not extended, and the opportunity is given for | 
bids to be offered in the usual manner, that such ; 
will be the competition as to reduce the amount 
; below that which the Postmaster General asks us 
to pay this contractor. F do not state this from 
any reliable information; E have been told these 
things from outsiders, who have made such rep- 
resentations in regard to this matter. 

My own opinion is, that inasmuch as there is a 
i seeming necessity for the passage of this bill, we 
had better pass it at once. If it be referred to the 
: Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
such is the press of business which is likely to be į 
! thrown upon the House from the Committee on 
i Public Lands—which is likely to monopolize a 
reat portion of the time of the House during the 
‘balance of the session—that we should not be 
| likely to get an opportunity to report it back. 
Mr, COBB. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. OLDS. Iam not out of order; but if the 
| gentleman makes a point of order, I will await 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. COBB. The Committee on Public Lands 
| have nothing before the House, nor is there any- 
| thing before the House with which they have any 
| connection, 
| . Mr. OLDS. No, sir; they have nothing before 
the House, and I do not want them to have any- 
i thing here for a good while to come. But, sir, 


| 
lo 
| 


! the reason why this bill should not be referred to 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| I was speaking to the point that, if it was sent to | 
i that committee, we should not get an opportunity | 


of reporting it back until the time should have 


i 
| elapsed for the reletting of this contract, and it l} 
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would be too late to avail anything. That is my 
reason for putting the bill upon its passage at this 
time. I will have no contention with the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, If the House propose 
to allow that committee to monopolize their time 
for the remainder of the session, 1 will not be re- 
sponsible for it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The point I wish to present 
in reference to this contractor is this: Even if it 
should be admitted that, by throwing this contract 
open to bids, we could obtain terms as good, or 
better than those now offered, it seems to me 
that the Department is under some obligations to 


| this individual, who has made an investment of 


$30,000 in stock, materials, &c., which his suc- 
cessor is not bound to take, and which, of course, 
will prove a heavy loss to him, unless some ar- 
rangement should be made to secure the contract 
to him in future. ‘Phe Postmaster General ad~ 
vises us that this additional service is obtained for 
one third less compensation than the original, by 
public bids accepted nnger the rules for bidding at 
the Department; and it seems to me that that, of 
itself, goes far to show that we could not get it 
any cheaper if it were opened to competition. It 
was opened to competition, and the Postmaster 
General sells you thatthe bid at which it was 
originally Jet was $36,000. Now it is proposed 
to be done for one third less. Individuals pro- 
pose under contract to carry it for $24,000, incur~ 
ring the obligation on the part of the Department, 
that a strong recommendation shaf be made to 
Congress for authority to continue that contract, 
if in the language of the joint resolution, he deems 
it for the public good to do so. 

We bave examples of this sort of legislation. 
Congress did this precise thing in a case which 
presented itself with much less force te our sym- 
pathies and favorable regard—that of carrying: 
the mail from here to Aquia Creek, on the Poro- 
mac river. And another instance of this character 
of legislation, precisely in point, was in carrying 
the mail from New Orleans to Mobile. The ex- 
tensions of these contracts were made jn this way, 
under peculiar circumstances, which existed, and 
were brought to bear on the Department, forcing 
it to incur this sort of additional obligation before 
it could induce au enterprising gentleman to invest 
a large amount of money in stock whieh might be 
thrown on his hands as useless and unprofitable. 

1 think that this, case appeals to the favorable 
regard of Congress very strongly; and I hope that 
the House will pass the resolution. 

Mr. GREY obtained tke floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I rise for the pur- 
pose of making an inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is entided to the floor. 

Mr. GREY. I ask that the joint resolution be 
read. I was not in the Hall when it was taken 
up for consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Speaker, if I werenot a mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, I do not know that I would say anything 
about this matter; but, sir, representations have 
been made to me within the last few days, which, 
I think, the House ought to know and consider. 
When the House is informed of certain facts, É 
am sure they will refer this joint resolution to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads for 
investigation. That resolution asks that Congress 
shall authorize the Postmaster General to extend 
a contract which, by itsstipulations, terminates in 
July next, for four years more, to certain con- 
tractors, without any “bidding,” or the compe- 
tition guarantied by law between individuals for 
mail contracts. I] was shown a letter yesterday 
by a gentleman of this city, which he told me was 
from one of the most extensive and responsible 
mail contractors in Alabama, in which he protested 
against giving to these contractors an extension of 


| their contract for four years, as contrary to the gen- 


eral laws, and in violation of the rights of other 
bidders. He protests against granting that con- 
tract except at the general * Jettings,’’ and accord- 
ing to the laws regulating alt ‘ mail contracts.” 

Sir, what are the facts in this case? The gen- 


| tleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston} was under- 


stood to say that they were carrying the mail for 
$24,000 per annum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I said that the double ser- 
vice was done for $24,000. That wasan amount 
equal to two thirds of the original contract; $36,000 


1854, 
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“was'the amount of the first-contract. It was ac- 
cepted by the Department under the regular bid- 
digg. This increased Service, though equal to 
the original mailservice, was assumed by the con- 
-tractors for $24,000. ` 

Mr, QREY. 1 ask if that contract was: not 
made with Mr. Wade Allen, to terminate the Ist 

sof July next, for daily. service, at. $36,000. per 
annum? : 
i- Mr. HOUSTON. I donot know: © There was 
a contract with Wade Allen, or Wade Harris— 
Allen, I believe—but I am informed this day by 
the. Postmaster General himself, that the Depart- 
ment never has been able to get a contract prop- 
erly carried out on that section of the route © The 
contractors who have preceded the energetic gen- 
tleman who has it in charge at present, have made 
constant and continued and annoying failures in 
carrying the great mail North and South, to the 
disturbance of the Department: 

I wish to say ‘one word more whilst I am upon 
-the floor. - The Postmaster General told me also, 
this morning, in connection ‘with the present con- 
tract, that it has been: faithfully and punctually 
performed, and that there have only been a few 
insignificant failures, [thas been infinitely better 
performed than itever has been by any other con- 
tractors on that section of the route. 

Mr. GREY. The gentleman dees not answer 
my question. f want to know what was the 
‘Contract price per annum allowed to the lowest 
bidder at the last “lettings ” of mail contracts? 
which is the contract those’ present contractors 
-revenily “bought out” from Wade Allen. 

„Mr. HOUSTON, Thirty-six thousand dollars. 

Mr. GREY. Well, that is all I ask to know. 
Sir, I will tell you what I am informed in relation 
to this matter. That Wade Allen has had this 
contract. for two or three terms of four years, and 
had it at different rates of compensation. He 
took the contract for daily service between Mont- 
gomery and Mobile for one term at $26,000 per 
annum, then at $31,600 or $32,000, then down 
again to a lower rate, and his last contract was at 
$36,000. Now, Wade Allen, I learn, was a man 
of wealth, and responsible; and if he failed to per- 
form the service regularly, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral was authorized to fine, deduct, or forfeit and 
relet the contract, and was not authorized by law 
to receive him as a bidder at future lettings.” 

But I am informed Wade Allen was the legally 
accepted contractor for the ‘four years ending 
the 30th June next; that he has been dead for 
a year or two, and his representatives have carried 

-on that mail service. If he had been a defauiier, 
the Postmaster General would certainly have 
obeyed the requirements of the law, and forfeited 
his contract, readvertised under -the law for pub- 
‘lie competition among bidders, and relet the route 
in that way, instead of giving it by a private con- 
tract to any certain individuel. Bat, sir, it is not 
charged that Wade Allen or his representatives 
‘were defaulters. It seems, sir, that last winter a 
gentleman who was or bad been a special and 
confidential agent of the Post Office Department, 
entered into an arrangement with another, by 
which they bought this contract of Mr. Wade 
Allen’s representatives, well knowing it terminated 
on the 36th ef June—bought it tast winter. That 
“contract was for a daily mail between Montgomery 
and Mobile, at the rate of $36,000 per annum; 
and they have been. alowed $24,000 per annum 
more, making for that service between Mont- 
gotwery and Mobile $60,000 per annum. 


Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman’s [Mr, 


Eloustron’s}] remark as to the punctuality and 


regularity of the mails since those ‘energetic į 


“contractors”? have been performing the service, I 
will remark that the members of this Congress, 
and the newspapers, North and South, will, and 
have protested, that the mails to and-from the 
South have never been more irregular than during 
the past winter, 

Now, sir, ask whether, when there is only 
one mail a day from this city to Montgomery, 
and one mail a day from Montgomery on towards 


Vicksburg, for Arkansas, North Louisiana, and | 


all the West, and only one mail a day from Mobile 
to New Orleans, do we want two mails a day be- 
tween Montgomery and Mobile? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Ido not know whether the 
gentleman from Kentucky was in the House 
when I read what is stated by the Postmaster 
General, f 


Mr. GREY. I was not in the House at the 
time, but { presume I have been ‘informed: of all 
the positions taken:by the Postmaster General in 
his report. : : a 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman: from Ken- 
tucky asks what is the necessity of another daily 
line between Montgomery and Mobile, when there 
isa daily line from. Montgomery to: Mobile and. 
New Orleans? I-will-answer the gentleman by 
saying that the mail is carried from Mobile to 
New Orleans by steamboat. -- s : 

Mr. GREY. ‘There are many members of this 
House living in the South, and they know that 
a large mail goes front Montgomery on, in daily 
coaches, by Columbus and Jackson, Mississippi, 
to Vicksburg, for Arkansas and the northern’ part 
of Louisiana, and: connected with-the daily mail 
boats running upon the Mississippi river between 
Louisville and New Orleans. How doesit happen 
that such an immense amount of mail matter goes 


from Montgomery to Mobile? We pay millions tọ ` 


send our mails by ocean mail steamers from New 
York to Cuba, to Mobile, and the different ports 
of Mexico. Ido not think, from my knowledge 
of the mails through the country, that there is so 
great an amountof mail matter which ought legally 
and properly to pass on the route from Montgom- 
ery to Mobile as requires two daily lines of four- 
horse coaches to carry it. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE here made an’ inter- 
ruption, which was entirely inaudible to the Re- 
porter. ` : 

Mr. GREY. I submit to this House whether, 
if two daily lines are necessary there, it-is not by 
law made the positive duty of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to advertise and contract for that grade of 
service at the regular mail lettings, which come off 
every four years? If semi-daily service is neces- 
sary there, l do not object. The point I make is, 
that it should not be given by a private contract to 
any one, in violation of law and of the rights of 
regular bidders. Let all have a fair and equal 
chance, and let the Government have the advant- 
age of the saving resulting from that open compe- 
tition, Such is the point I make against all spe- 
cial legislation for individuals. f 

This special agreement is this: They were allowed 
$24,000 extra for carrying the very identical mails 
for which the contract, just then purchased of Wade 
Allen, paid them $36,000 for carrying, and to have 
the contract secured to them for the next four 
years at the $60,000 per annum, without any com- 
petition with other bidders. 

Had the Postmaster General any right to make 
such a contract?) He now acknowledges he had 
not, but asks Congress to authorize him to do so. 
Mr. Speaker, whatever might be my confidence 
in his wisdom, I will refuse to do so, because there 
is neither justice, propriety, or necessity for €x- 
empting this route from the usual and legal mode 
of contracting. eg : 

Sir, my observation has taught me to believe 
that too great discretionary power should not be 
given to those in authority. I will state a case by 
way of example. A Mr. Buckles, of Kentucky, 


had a contract for carrying the mails in steam- | 


boats from Louisville to St. Louis at $10,000 per 
annum. Buckles was not on good terms person- 
ally with everybody at the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and during the ice and fogs of winter made 
failures, and perhaps did not do his full duty. He 
was heavily fined—deductions made from his 
pay—hiscontract forfeited—and the usual month’s 
extra pay allowed (by daw) when contracts are 
forfeited was withheld from Buckles. 

In less than two months after the contract of 
Buckles was forfeited, another contract was made 
with Shirley & Co., for steamboat service on the 
same route, from Louisville to St. Louis, at much 
higher price, and without any public advertisements, 
or any competition permitted between bidders. 
This special contract with Shirley & Co. was 
first made in 185]. Under a law of iast Congress 
the Postmaster General advertised for proposals 
or bids to be sentin by “3 p.m. of the 10th day 
of February, 1853, to be decided on or before the 
Ist of March following, for conveying the mails 
of the United States, for four years from Ist 


July, 1853,” on this river route from Louisville jt 


to St. Louis, (and on other river routes. } 

The bids were Sent in, accepted, and. the con- 
tractors officially informed on the 2d Mareh, 1853, 
of such acceptance. The contract was executed 
‘by the parties. Yes, sir, indorsed, “ sienep, 


| allowance was made. 


o 


SEALED, AND DELIVERED > BY T 
GENERAL? Oo ee Ss 

-Yetj-Mr. Speaker, ‘after all-that: these: Jo 
bidders and contractors are refused thé privilég 
carrying that mail under their cont rom. 
isville to St. Louis; and: Shirley & G 
performing that very service, and that 


form very little: more service 
$10,000 per annam.“ : 
‘I state: here, from i öst 
Office Department, that Shirley & Co. are now: prè- 
tending to perform that. service without a°contract, 
but are allowed, including agents, about $90,000 
per annum, all of which is (I believe)" charged 
against theState of Kentucky for. mail facili- 
ties;”” yet those facilities furnished by them'té Ken- 
tucky, for the last-nine months, have been worse 
than worthless. : EEE EE 
Such, Mr. Speaker, has been the. result ofa 
+: discretion” exercised ‘on’ that youte’ along the 
northern border of Kentucky. Forbid ‘the ‘exer- 
cise of “ discretionary powers,” and enforcethe tar 
in regard to. “ lettings” and lowést bidders, 
all will be right. At all events, weca thën un- 
derstand how far the law allows the. Postmaster 
General to go. eA s RREA BRE y 
But, sir, as to this special; or ‘diseretiona: 
private contract between Montgomery and Mi 
How is it that such ‘great ‘injury. is app) 
to the interests and. convenience of th 


oat 
Sir, reject this 
proposition, and, my word for it, this route will at 
the regular ‘ mail lettings’ on the 10th of next 
month, be ‘let?’ to responsible contractors who 
will perform the service much better: than it Has 
been performed during the last winterand spring. 
Sir, I shall move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post: Roads. | Let 
it take the course which’ legislation of a general 
character takes. All private bills that are brought 
up. for the relief of injured claimants, some. of 
whom have been appealifig to this House for long. 
years to. do'them justice, are referred'to appropriate 
committees, to be examined in all their. bears 
ings; and reported upon fully tothe House, ‘Sir, T 
understand a gentleman’ who is, wr’ has been a 
*“special and confidential agent of the Post Ofice 
Department,’ and his partner, boughtout thig con- 
tract, and that, very soon afterwards, this extra 
Why was it not allowed 
to the previous contractor? He, it: seams, had 
for many years’ carried’ all those ‘mails, inj a daily 
line of coaches;'and if the present contrat can: 
not do it, then “let” the: service ‘accordingly*to 


im. ; DRE i 
Mr. HOUSTON. I did nót hear distinetly the 
remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky.. Will 
he please repeat them ? > ae es 
Mr. GREY repeated as above. y : 
Mr. HOUSTON. What is the name of that 
gentleman? Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
please to give us his name? ` Le 
Mr. GREY. Certainly. I will give the gen. 
tleman from Alabama the name of a Mr. Metcalf 
as the person to whom I allude.” And: I, ask the 
gentleman from Alabama whether that. ô 
not one of those contractors? ax 


Mr. GREY. Do 
contractors? : 

Mr. HOUSTON.. No, .1 do, nots ‘hy 
one of them. . : 4 a : 

Mr. GREY. And. does the ‘gentleman from 
Alabama know whether Mr. Metcalf is, or was a 
« special confidential agent” of the Department 2; 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 know that. he was one of 
those special agents. ; 

Mr. GREY. Ishe at present? l : 

Mr. HOUSTON. He is not now one of the 
special agents of the Department? : ; 

Mri. GREY. Was he last winter? : wy 

Mr. HOUSTON. He was anagent during the 


yox: say he is not 


‘last Administration; byt I understand he was su- 


perseded before the contract in question was made. 


Mr. GREY. Was he during last: winter one, 
of the speci] agents of the Department?: * 
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; Mr. PHILLIPS. I think he was not. I know 
that Mr. Metcalf was a special agent of the Post 
Office Department under the last Administration. 
But after the present Administration came into 
power he fell. 

`. Mr. GREY. Does the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama {Mr. Paures] know that he fell before 
this contract was entered into? | 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Ido not knowthat. I can- 
not undertake to give a positive answer to that | 
question. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am informed that Mr. į 
Metcalf was removed before this contract was 
‘made, or before it was even talked about. 

Mr. GREY. J am not throwing out any impu- 
tation on the motives or character of Mr. Metcalf 
while he was special confidential agent of the 
Post Office Department. I do not charge that | 
there was any impropriety in his becoming inter- | 
ested in the contract, or that. he had no legal right 
to buy out the contract if he thought proper to do 
so. 

Mr. Speaker, I refer to the fact that that could 
be, and had for years, and up to the past winter, 
been carried in daily coaches. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky a question. Will he permit 
me to interrupt him for that purpose? 

Mr. GREY. Certainly. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does not the gentleman 
from Kentucky know that the Post Office Depart- 
ment had been endeavoring to obtain the double į 
daily service. between Montgomery and Mobile | 
for months before they accomplished that object ? 

Mr. GREY. No, Mr. Speaker; I know nothing 
about that; though I know, as doubtless does a 
hundred other members on this floor, that when 
we have (during this session) applied at the Post 
Office Department to get increased or a change of | 
facilities, the answer has always been that “ the | 
present contracts terminate so soon we cannot 
make alterations until the lettings in April.” 

There is a daily line of boats from Montgom- 
ery to Mobile on which the mails could be sent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, then, I can tell the 
gentleman from Kentucky that the Post Office 
Department had been endeavoring to obtain this 
double daily service upon that section of road for |! 
months before they ever accomplished it. 

Mr. GREY. Then, Mr. Speaker, the Post- 
master General was, by law, obliged to advertise 
for bids for that service, if he knew so long before- 
hand that it was needed But, sir, double daily 
contract was made without the authority of law, 
and is now brought before Congress to get them 
to sanction and indorse it; and L will do justice to | 
those, and to other contractors, by refusing to do | 
any such thing, 

| 


Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
the gentleman another question. Does the gentle- || 
man from Kentuck f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is ont of! 
order, unless the gentleman from Kentucky yields | 
the floor. | 

Mr. GREY. I yield to the gentleman. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to know if the gen- | 
tleman from Kentucky takes the ground that, i 
where the force is not sufficient to carry the mail, | 
the Postmaster General has no power to enter into | 
a contract by which the mail may be carried? | 

Mr. GREY. When a mail contractor cannot | 
carry the mail which he is bound to carry by the 
terms of his contract, the local postmasters upon 

| 


the route have authority, by law, to make a || 
special contract to have the mail carried until the 

Postmaster General shall readvertise and relet the | 
route. 

Mr, HOUSTON. That is in case of a failure | 
of the contractor. But in cases where the mail 
accumulates so that it cannot be carried according 
to the contract, and the contractor is not bound to 
increase the service, I ask the gentleman if he 
takes the ground that the Post Office Department 
has no right to make a contract to secure the per- 
formance of the necessary service? 

Mr.GREY. Treply to the gentleman from Al- 
abama, that if the contractor does not and cannot 
earry the mail, the postmasters are authorized to 
have jt carried on, and to make out and present 
their accounts for doing so in their next quarterly 
returns; and if it is impossible for the contractor | 
to carry the mails as he has contracted to do, then | 
itis obligatory on the Postmaster General to re- | 
advertise and relet. In extreme caseg, the greatest | 


latitude allowed by law is for the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to make “temporary contracts, to exist 
until he can have had time to advertise for bids. 
That is the law. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is mistaken 
in regard to the matter of law. 

Mr. GREY. The gentleman will pardon me. 
Iam not mistaken in the law, or in the justice 
which urges that every contractor ought to be put 
upon the same footing, and that all shall have an 
equal chance at the regular bidding ime. Iam 
opposed to violating the general law, and opposed 
to giving any Postmaster General the authority to 
depart from it; which has often been done, I 
know, with great and crying injustice. 

In conclusion, I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the House but a few moments further in 


| reference to this subject. My object is to free the 


mind of the committee from the impressions which 
‘may have been created by the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I rise to a question 
of order, ‘The remarks of the gentleman are not 
in order, as the previous question has been called. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. It has not been called. The 
gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. JONES. The previous question was called 
for by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Grey.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Punues] was 
recognized by the Chair, and no one was recog- 
nized who demanded the previous question. The 


| gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Grey] moved to 


refer the bill to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. GREY. And called the previous question; 
but I withdraw it with pleasure, if desired by my 
friend from Alabama. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
demand; and recognized the gentleman from Ala- 

ama. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to relieve the House 
from the impressions which may have been made 
by the remarks of my friend froma Kentucky 
(Mr. Grey} in reference to the contractor in the 
case under consideration, Mr. Metcalf. The 
gentleman stated tothe House that Mr. Metcalf 
held some official relation to the Post Office De- 
partment, as a special agent, and hence that a 
contract made by the Department with him, who 
held this relation, would be a transaction which 
would justly subject him to suspicions, and justify 
the animadversions of the gentleman himself. But 
so far from that being the case, Mr. Metcalf, who 
had been a special agent of the Post Office De- 
partment, was removed by the Department before 
the contract was entered into. 

Mr. GREY. I wish to remind the gentleman 
that I stated in my remarks that I did not charge 


fraud upon the part of the contractor in his con- | 


nection with the Government, neither legal nor 
moral wrong to Mr, Metcalfin taking this contract. 
But I ask the gentleman a question. l ask him, 
upon the start, if the law of the Post Office De- 
partment is not this, that when the contractor 
fails to perform his contract to carry the mail 
from one point to another upon his route, if the 
contractor does not bid for his route, with the un- 


derstanding that when he entered upon it that he | 


If he has a daily | 


should carry the whole mail? 
service only he must carry the whole mail, and 
if he does not the postmasters upon the route are 
to contract with others to carry the mail, and the 
amount of the cost of such new contract is to be 
deducted out of his pay from the Government. 
I ask the gentleman if he does know that the Post- 
master General has no right to add an additional 
allowance to a contractor for carrying an extra 
quantity of mail? That matter has been decided 
already by the Post Office Department. 

Mr. OLDS. I will reply to my colleague upon 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
It is with reference to the power of the Postmaster 
General to contract for additional service that | 
am speaking. 

The gentleman will recollect that when bids are 
made for carrying the mail a certain service is 
stipulated for. For instance: a contract may be 
entered into for carrying the mail between two 


given points twice or three times a week; but that | 


does not preclude the Postmaster General, upon 
petitions being presented, showing that a daily 


mail is required, from contracting for carrying a 
daily mail, and from paying an additional pro rata 
allowance for it. So in this case the fact thatthe 
Postmaster General has made a contract for cdfry- 
ing a daily mail does not preclude him, if he be- 
comes satisfied that the wants of the service require 
it, from contracting further. for carrying the mail 
twice a day, and paying an additional pro rata 
compensation therefor. He cannot, however, 
pay higher than a pro rata compensation in addi- 
tion. 

Mr. GREY. With the consent of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, I desire to make a statement, 
for the benefit of the chairman of the Commitee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. This question 
has already been decided by the Post Office De- 
partment. Some years ago a contract was made 
with Mr. Eastham for carrying the mail from 
į Louisville to St. Louis daily; at the same time a 
contract was made with Mr. Campbell and others, 
to carry the great eastern mail crossing at W heel- 
ing, on by Columbus, Dayton, Terra Haute, &e., 
to St. Louis. Campbell, though, carried over his 
ronte only a horse-back mail, and sent the great 
eastern mail by Cincinnati, and by the Ohio river, 
to Louisville, where it was thrown on to Eastham’s 
route from Louisville to St. Louis. 

‘The agent of the Department (sent out to in- 
vestigate the grievances Eastham complained of} 
testified to the Postmaster General, that the mail 
thrown on Eastham’s route, which was to have 
gone by way of Campbell’s route, gave to East- 
ham from three to four times the amount of mail 
he, Eastham, had contracted to carry. Eastham, 
proved, that in consequence of that mail illegally 
thrown on him he had lost one hundred horses, 
and lost largely by its breaking down his coaches; 
yet in that case, the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads [Mr. OLps] 
knows the Postmaster General refused to make an 
extra allowance to Eastham, but referred him to 
Congress ‘for mercy.” 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly; but that does not affect 
the position I have taken. I stated.a moment ago 
that this obligation was for increased pay for car- 
rying the mail under a contract which had been 
extended to provide for increased service. 

Mr.GREY. Did not the gentleman state, that 
the increased service was putting on an additional 
stage upon the line? Eastham complained and 
remonstrated, and proved he had been obliged to 
| employ increased coaches and horses to carry the 
extra mail. 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. GREY. ‘Then how does the increased ser- 
vice differ from that in the case I have just stated ? 

Mr. OLDS. The difference is this: In this case 
the increase was for service which was not stipu- 
lated for in the original contract made with the 
Postmaster General. The original contract pro- 
vided for a daily mail, but it was found that the 
service required that the mail should be carried 
j twice a day. This I hold to be akind of additional 
service, which the Postmaster General may author- 
rize, and make an additional pro rata allowance 
therefor. 

Mr.PHILLIPS. It is not my purpose to ex- 
tend this debate, for the House have already had 
enough of it to satisfy them of the propriety of 
the resolution. My object in rising was te correct 
a sort of imputation which seems to have been 
cast upon the Postmaster General. There isno 
sort of connection, political or official, between him 
and Mr. Metcalf. So far from his being an agent 
or favorite with the present Postmaster General, 
ihe was one of those who was removed by, him 
| from all official relations with that Department. 
| There is, therefore, no favoritism to be brought to 
| bear on the subject. Gentlemen understand that, 
and | hope that all said about Mr. Metcalf being 
an agent of the Post Office Department will go 
without effect on the existing proposition. 

i Mr.GREY. With the gentleman’s permission, 
iil will remind him that I did not charge fraud 
i against the contractors, though the contract was 
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i on to ratify 
i| Mr. PHILLIPS. Then I do not see what was 
ii the necessity of stating to the House that Mr. 
| Metcalf was an agent of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

' But there is another matter, and it is this: On 
| the great mail route going from the northeast to 
| the southwest, from Maine to the city of Mont- 
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Sgomery, there is a connecting line of-railroad, with 


“the exception of. some ten or twelve miles; how- 


iever, | believe that is now completed. 
vs Thereisa great lineof railroads running from the 
-extreme northeast section of the country on to- 
«wards New. Orleans, terminating -at-the city of 
“Montgomery. From.the.city of Montgomery to 
«Mobile is the only line which is not traversed 
ither- by railroad or steamboat. © At: Mobile the 
sline-is continued by steamboat, so ‘that. here :is 
athe only gap where staging is used from your ex- 
treme northeast to your extreme southwest; and 
this is the great mail. line between those sections. 
Now, the gentleman asks, what 
<Of double service? i 
Mr. GREY. 


tog ana 


-own .opinion. Eo : 
“Mr. GREY. I maintain the execution of the 

laws'as made and provided for such cases. 

pe Mr. PHILLIPS. But [say that here is acon- 

~ tract. made by the Postmaster General for a' double 
line at two thirds of the price which he contracted 
to pay for a single line. These gentlemen are 
efficient contractors, They were induced by the 
representations of the Postmaster General to take 
the contract for the unexpired term of six or eight 
months at the reduced rate of compensation. -The 
Postmaster General agreed with them that, if that 
contract were properly fulfilled, he would urge on 
Congress to give them an extension: of it; and 

„stipulating further, that if Congress did not see fit 
to take his recommendation, then, with a view of 
making up something as compensation for dama- 
ges sustained, that the contract, instead of being 

. rated at $24,000, should be rated at $36,000. They 
will get the Jatter amount, if Congress does not 
choose to extend the contract, as agreed by the 
Postmaster General. i 

if we have any reliance on the judgment and 
discretion of the Postmaster General in a matter 
of this sort, when the contract. is made at two 
thirds of the price for which ‘the original contract 
was made, when we are satisfied with the neces- 
sity of the transactions [ say, that if we have the 
slightest confidence in the.man who stands at.the 

head of this Bureau, the, House would not,-under 
the. circumstances, refuse to concur in his recom- 
_Mendation. | call for the previous question. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I would ask the 
gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his call for 
the previous question, as my colleague desires to 
submit a few remarks on the subject? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I withdraw the call#or the 
previous question, so. that the gentleman may be 
heard. ea ; 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I desire, Mr. 

. Speaker, to make a few remarks in regard to this 
contract, and I do so for the purpose of opposing 
the motion which has. been made by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr..Parmuies.] 

It seems that: he bases. the whole of his argu- 

„ment upon. the fact that the present mail service 


between Mobile and- Montgomery is a most ad- || 


mirable one, and that if the service is let out by 
contract, as all the other. mail lines in the United 
States are let out, we shall have either no mail, or 
avery inefficient service, on that route. 

© Jt is a matter notorious to the gentleman, as 
itis to the whole country, that the mail service 
on the southern routes is at this time, and has 
been all winter, and, I may say, for all time, any- 
thing else than a perfect service. I think that 
we could not possibly be injured by letting out 
this contract according to law. 

We are told that there is a double service on 
the Montgomery and Mobile line. Why? Be- 
cause a single trip per day is not sufficient. Sup- 
pose a double line should prove insufficient, you 
are bound by your contract, to a double service, 
and you will not be able to inerease. it to a triple 
one, except by paying $24,000 er $30,000 more. 

Sir, I understand—I may be mistaken in re- 
gard to the law, but it has been dinned- into my 


-mails.on horse-back;-and the-third is forcarrying 
the mails by coaches,- The mail service is different; 


-two coaches must be put upon the line. f 


OLps,j that if it is found necessary that the mails 


ears time and again by the Post: Office Depart- 
ment—that. they have but three ways.-of leting 
contracts, One is an: agreement -by which the 
parties undertake to carry the mails. with cer- 
tainty and -celerity; there sis one- for horse-back 
service,. by which the: parties agree to carry the 


but all the -contracts-are for-carrying the -mails— 
not a portion.of the mails;-and if one coach a day 
is not sufficient, if I understand the law-correctly,: 


I agree with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


shall be carried twice a day, when the contract is 
to carry it only once a day, in that-event it would 
be perfectly proper and advisable to give addi- 
tional compensation for the extra-service. All 
these contracts are.let to parties—to do what? 
To carry the mail; not to carry it twice-a day, but 
once a day, or. tri-weekly, or weekly, under the 
contract, 

I should like this matter to be investigated by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
[want to. know whether the Postmaster. General 
has not violated the law by giving $24,000. addi, 
tional to these parties for carrying the mail. once 
a day? Iam opposed to this thing. Ido not be- 
lieve we.should:lose anything by letting out this 
contract, and allowing all the world to. compete for 
theservice. Iam in favor of the motion to refer 
this bill to the Committee on: the Post Office and 


t 


vious question. 

The previous question received a ‘second, 'and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question now being on referring the joint 
resolution to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE demanded- the yeas and 
nays. 

he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

- The question was then taken on- referring the 
resolution to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the resolution was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


DIFFICULTY SETTLED. 
. Mr. PRESTON. Irise, Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of making an explanation in relation toa 
ersonal matter which transpired upon this floor. 
tis yet in the memory'‘of the House, that the 
debate which recently occurred between Mr. Cür- 
tine, of New York, and Mr. Brecxinrwce, of 
Kentucky, was marked by personalities, ° The 
character of that debate led to its discussion out- 
side of thé walls of this House. ‘So far as Mr.. 
Currme was concerned, he referred the matters 
in controversy to his friend, Colonel Monroe, of 
New York, and General Shields, a Senator from 
Ilinois. ` So far as Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was cón- 
cerned, he referred the matters in. controversy .to 
his friend, Colonel Hawkins, of Kentucky, and 
myself. I am authorized by these gentlemen, sir, 
to state that the matters in dispute have been set- 
tled in a manner which is mutually satisfactory, 
and which is conceived alike honorable to both 
the gentlemen who were engaged in the debate. 
Thave also another duty to discharge on behalf 
of these gentlemen, and as they transgressed in 
that debate the rules of order established for the 
government of this House, to express their mutual | 
regret that this should have occurred, and to ask | 
its indulgence asa body fora violation of its rules. 
It is a ’source of gratification to us that thecontro-: 
versy between these gentlemen, who giye strong i 
promise of future usefulnéss to their country, and 
whoare already admired by a large circle of ac- 
quaintance, has been adjusted ina manner which 
Tam convinced will be entirely satisfactory to‘all 
their friends. I thank the House for their indul- 
gence. , 
The Senate bill for the relief of John Gusman 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. e 
The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
communication.from.the Governor of Oregon sub- 
mitting a detailed statement of the expenditure 
of money appropriated by Congress for the. use 
and benefit of that Territory; which was_referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered: to'be 
printed. . Ake oS ; 


-mous consent of the House to-offer the:follä 


-in.th 
Post Roads; andon that motion I-move the pre- ij, : 


| ation.in regard :to the expenditure, forthe.p 


Mr. SMITH, of: Virginie 


resolution: oy $b 
i Resolved; Phat the -ex-Governors of! the States 
Union. be.admittedavitbin the Hall ofthis: House. 


- The SPEAKER. Is ‘there’ objecti 
introduction of the resolution ?: 
Mr, OLDS» it changes thé rule: 


over. ge : he) 
The SPEAKER. ; It: goes- oyver; 


unléss madi- 


“mous consent: be given for its introduction 
"o Mr JONES, of New York. | I object. 


: The SPEAKER, © Objection is:made, andthe 
resolution goes over. Dog GRU BoB ARE hg | 
Mr. BOCOCK. I move: that the’ rules:be sus: 
pended, and that the House resolve itself: into‘the 
Committee of the Whole on the staté of the Union. 
Mr. HENN. ‘1 ask the gentleman ‘from: Vir- 
ginia -to withdraw his motion: forva-moment ‘to 
enable me to offer a resolutionasking for informa- 


tion, and to.which no. objection-will be made. 


.Mr, BOCOCK, always dislike to refuse any 


courtesy to gentlemen, but others may..stand jin 


the same situation; and I prefer therefore not to 
withdraw my motion.: CRA a gt 
. Tae question was then taken.on Mr. Bocock’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative,» 
So the rules were suspended, and the: HouseTe- _ 
solved itself into the Committee.of the. Whole on 
the state of the Union, Mr. Haven ‘in:the:ehai 
(Mr. amine 


committee is‘the special order n 
the consideration of House bill. No. 52. 
question before the. committee is on the ame 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Crineman.] . ; wate 
Several Memsers. ; Let it be read... ooo 
The Clerk reported the amendment, .as follow 
At the end of the first section add the following words : 
Provided, That in the mean time, to enable the Secretary 
of the Navy to fit up for use vessels already built; andto 
obtain efficient seamen, at- whatever rate ot wages: he:may 
find it necessary to pay, he is authorized, tousg such por- 
tion of the appropriation made in this bill as may. be neces- 
Baty. o, : ct y aR 
Mr. BOCOCK. Ido. not. recollect. whether 
there was any. opposition made yesterday to this 
amendment. Is debate upon it in order?. ~: 
The CHAIRMAN, Ihe debate was exhausted 
on this amendment. diate cakes B 
Mr. CHANDLER. I movean amendmen 
that amendment: a bay 
Provided, The sum to be employed. for such. purpose 
shall not exceed $1,000,000.. : : 


Mr. Chairman, while 1 would make that 


Oo 


designated ‘in the..amendment.of the gentleman 
from: North .Carolina; I-would at the same time 
recommend, that. a: portion òf- that fundas; we 
cannot immediately procure- añether. appropria~ 
tion for. it—be used for the completion of vessels 
that are now in our yards and docks, for the ser- 
vice of the country. : It is with ships, sir, as itis 
with houses, if they do not have tenants andem- 
ployment, they go to ruin.. They. are much worse 
when untenanted than. if they. were. employed; 
and-it is quite unnecessary for. us tobe expend- 
ing large sums of money-in. this way: for the. in- 
crease of the Navy,/when' we refuse ;to expend 
smali sums-for the completion of those vessels that 
have been already commenced, or for the.repairof 
those that are lying in-our dotks, and. which could 


|| be rendered useful and eficient by the expenditure 


of small sums. : How: many. veseelg.of this kind 
there. are in our ports and docks Jeannot say. 1 
am aware there are some, $ atour docks. are 
encumbered with them, whilethese vessels should. 
be. on: service-abroad; and: leave more- space. for 
those frames that we-are now preparing to put up. 

I trust, therefore; that: wtiile the House, cheer- 
fully Tam: sure it-will-be, will pass: this bill: for 
the construction of six ships, it will be-equally 


.-willing-tol.prepare those which we have: already 


partially’ constructed, and repair those: which we 


| now have lying in the docks, for the service which 
ithe country demands of them. ‘If there be any 


use for a Navy, any use for ships, I hope’ the 
House will agree to this:proposition, that. we may 
be always prepared: for-any-emergency.:..ltsap- 
pears.to-me that. we can-sée.in advanee anemer- 
gency which requires: these:vessels.:Lneed ‘not 
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say to this House what is understood by the 
whole country, that all emergencies are lessened 
by previous preparation. It is more than prob- 
able that if we show ourselves prepared for any 
exigency which may happen, we may be spared a 
large expenditure of treasure and blood by this 
small expenditure. ` 

it is best for us, therefore, to be prepared forany 
evil, and any events which may occur. Though 
I see no very great cloud, yet we all know that 
in the horizon, a cloud no larger than a man’s 
hand may soon expand into the means of terrible 
storm; and it is best to be prepared for such an 

event, lest we be caught in the tempest. 

I trust, therefore, the House will not find it un- 
reasonable to adopt this proposition. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., I shall oppose the amend- 
ment of my friend from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
CuHANDLER,] in order to enable me to say a word 
or two by way of explanation. 

If this proposition which I have offered be 
adopted, and the Secretary of the Navy shall find 
it necessary to use some portion of this three 
million fund within the next three or four months, 
it will be very easy to supply the deficiency in 
the regular naval bill, when it comes up. It is 
very certain that the whole amount of the three 
millions of dollars will not be needed within the 
next six months, for the construction of these six 
steamers, 

Itis further very questionable whether these 
steamers can be built under eighteen months or 
two years. We have, however, several ships now 
lying in our various ports, which can be fitted out 
ready for sea in a very few weeks, perhaps in a 
few days. If there is to be a general war in Eu- 
rope, it may turn out that one or the other of these 
belligerents may pursue such a course as to render 
it necessary that we should have a greater naval 
force upon the ocean than we now have. 

1 was about to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to another fact in support of the proposition 
which I have submitted. I refer to an article 
which 1 have recently seen, published in one of 
the English newspapers, in which it was stated, 
in reference to the attempt of this Government to 
get vessels to send to the relief of the San Fran- 
cisco, that the United State had no Navy. 

{ also saw, not long since, in a Spanish paper, 
published at Madrid, an article showing the com- 

parative strength of the American and Spanish 
Navies, in which it was stated that it appeared 
that Spain had a much Jarger Navy than the Uni- 
ted States, and that they had nothing to fear from 
us, 

I concur in the opinion expressed by the gen- 
tleman upon my right (Mr. Cnanp.er] that by 
making asmall show of naval force, we should be 
likely to escape great difficulty; hence I wish to 
place in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy a 
small sum of money for that purpose. My friend 
over the way, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bocock,] stated yesterday that the reason why the 
Secretary of the Navy could not now use these 
ships, was, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means would not give him the money. My 
amendment will obviate that difficulty, and enable 
him to use a small portion of this fund for the re- 
pair of these vessels, if he shall deem it necessary. 

As to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Edo not care whether it be adopted 
or not. Ishall vote for it, however. 

The question recurring upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Cuanpier to the amendment, it 
was put; and the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Ciiveman,] by adding: 


Provided, That no more than one dollar shall be so used, 


Mr. Chairman, tbis is a proposition appropri- 
ating money for the building of ships, and any 
question in reference to the appropriation of money 
for the payment of wages to seamen belongs to a 
different subject, and should be put in a different 
bil. When the proposition was made for build- 
ing these ships, the question was raised before our 
committee, and before the Department, as to what 
amount of money was necessary for their con- 
struction. 

Estimates were made, and it was agreed that 
about $6,000,060 would be necessary for the pur- 
1 ose of constructing six first-class frigates. It 
was also: agreed that about two years would be 


necessary to complete them; we therefore thought 
| that $3,000,000 could be properly expended during 
| the present year, and we accordingly placed that 
amount in the bill. 

Now, sir, ask that the bill may be allowed to 
stand upon its own merits, I want the appropri- 
ations which we propose to make for the purpose 
of building ships to be applied exclusively for 
that purpose. If you apply a portion of the ap- | 
propriation to the payment of seamen, in a short ; 
time you will have the Secretary of the Navy | 
coming here and asking us to supply the deficiency. | 
which will thus be created. Gentlemen will then 
ask us why we did not make the appropriation | 
| large enough to build the ships? j 

Mr. HOUSTON. Í rise to a question of order. | 
iL ask if the gentleman from Virginia is discussing | 
his amendment? 

Several Mempers. You are only wasting time 
by raising questions of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It may be that it is only 
wasting time; but I nevertheless make the ques- 
| tion of order, and ask the Chair to decide it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think 
the gentleman was proceeding strictly in order. 

Mr. BOCOCK. A gentleman near me asks if |; 
the estimate of $6,000,000 is not larger than that || 
made by the Secretary of the Navy for the con- j 
struction of these ships? The estimate of the | 
Secretary was for $5,000,000; but he also sent in | 
an estimate of the cost of finishing and fitting out 
certain other vessels; and, as it will be seen by 
the second section of this bill, we have made pro- |; 
vision for finishing and fitting out the sail frigates |} 
Sabine and Santee, now on the stocks, the ex- | 
pense of which is to be included in this appropri» |; 
ation, i 

But, sir, I was about to say, when mierrupted | 
by the gentleman from Alabama, that thig mater | 
of paying seamen is not one requiring farther legis- |) 
lation. The Secretary of the Navy now has ample | 
power over the subject. All that is needed is an 
appropriation, and the proper place for that isin the | 
naval appropriation bill, which I hope will come į 
up before the committee in the course of a few | 
weeks. Let gentlemen contest this question upon 
that bill, and not attempt to ingraft upon a bill 
for the construction and finishing of vessels a pro- 
vision in relation to the payment of seamen’s 
wages. 

(Here the hammer fell.] ` 

Mr. BOCOCK then, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment, 

Mr. COBB. I wish to put this bill in a condi- 
tion in which [can vote forit. Ibelievethe amend- | 
ment I have to offer is a propér one, and I hope | 
the gentleman from Virginia will accept it, and | 
thus save the time of the committee, 1 offer the 
following as an amendment to the bill: | 


Provided further, That said propellers shall be manned 


i 


t 
f 
t 


j it entirely impracticable. 


said equipping or manning disman vessels now in use, said | 
vessels shall be disposed of by the Seeretary of the Navy i| 
proceeds thereof be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
Slates, subject tu such laws and regulations as may be now | 
Perhaps the object of that amendment may not | 
strike others as favorably as it does me. But if | 
we should construct such as may be usefully em- | 
ployed by the Government. I believe the six | 
I have been in favor of the provisions of the bill || 
tin reference to the building of vessels for several | 
| sels are entirely worthless. My amendmentis that | 
| floating about on the sea, much to the detriment of ʻi 
the individuals on board, as well as to our national 
! take the men from those useless vessels which have | 
| been floating—not floating very much, for I under- 
| been rusting from inactivity—and put them aboard il 
i the steamers to have active service, we contribute i 
much to humanity; for the health of the men will i 


by seamen now employed in the naval vice; and should 
upou such terms asin bis judgment may be best, and the 
| in force in other cases of deposits, n 
weare to construct new vessels, it is important tha i 
| 
steamers proposed to be constructed are such. | 
| years past. Tam ofopinion that many of our ves- | 
j we shall abandon the old hulks which have been | 
enterprise onthe ocean. It provides that we shall | 
| stand that thechains of most of theiranchors have |! 
| of these six steamers. By thus doing, and enabling | 
i be much improved by such a change. Put them |; 


j on good vessels, and employ them actively, and ; 
| they will have good health, and be useful in any | 
| emergency. That is the object I have in view. | 
| E will not argue a question which is so apparently ` 
i right. 


| 
1 


A Member. Mr. Chairman 


Mr. COBB. Iam not through. Iam like the 
Mississippi captain; 1 have a stoppage in my ideas, 
and have to wait beforegoing on. [Laughter.] 1 


| think the amendment so obviously right that ‘no 


gentleman should object to it. 1 am satisfied that 
if the proposition were made, disconnected from 
the present bill, the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs would yield it his sanction. He 
is opposed to it, fearing that it will embarrass his 
measure. I want to vote for his bill; but | would 
much rather vote for it with the amendment I have 
suggested than without it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment suggested by the gentle~ 
man from Alabama, for the reason that I consider 
-My opinion is to some 
extent based on the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, which happens to be before me by aceia 
dent. The report says that— 

“The American Navy consists of about seventy vessels, 
embracing all, from the ships-of-the-line to the smallest 
brig, schooner, and store-ship, Of these, many ships of 
the-line, frigates, steamers, and sloops-of- War, are not only 
unfit for service, but I am advised by the Bureau of Con- 
struction, Equipinent, and Repair, ere not worth repairing. 
There are not now in the Navy forty Vessels which could 
be brought into service in ninety days, if needed. There 
s no steamer in the Pacific or African squadron, but one 
of two guns in the Brazilian squadron, and we have no 
steamer of more than ten guns. The law only authorizes 
the enlistment of seven thousand five hundred men, which, 
with an allowance of a proper complement for each ves- 
sel, would not man a fleet of fifty vessels, with a fair pro- 
portion of large ships. On referring to authentic papers, 
it will be found that, in point of size at least, our Navy ig 
much Jess than one fifth of that of several of the greater 
Powers of Europe, and, whatever may be its relative supe- 
riority and efficiency, is not Jarger than (hat of certain other 
Powers of Europe which are not of the first rank in the 
seale of nations.” 

Fam opposed to the amendment, Mr: Chait 
man, becatisé théré ate nb ¥eesels which sould Se 
sold, sot having enough for the wants of the ser- 
vice; and further, for the reason that, as there are 
none of them good for anything which ean be 
spared, surely nobody will be foolhardy enough 
to enter into a bad speculation by buying a rotten 
and worn-out ship or other vessel-of-war. 

In the next place, I am opposed to it because it 
embarrasses this bill. While I desire the in- 
crease of the Navy as much as any gentleman, 
while I do not believe the force we have at pres- 
ent is sufficiently large, still I deem it my duty, 
having consented to the recommendation of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to oppose allamend- 
ments by reasonable argument which may ira- 
peil the passage of the bill under consideration. 

ardently desire it may, as I believe it will, be- 
come a law. 

Could I have my wishes gratified by this House, 
and had it met the approbation of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, the bill would have provided 
for building twelve first-class steam-frigates in- 


i stead of the number now recommended to be 
built. The protection of our commerce, in my 


judgment, requires that such an addition should 
be made to our naval forces. 

Se¥eral of the propositions which have been 
made during this debate may be referred to as 
fully as the time allotted to me will permit. 1 do 
not favor certain words in the bill. I consented to 
the addition, but [ acknowledge that 1 was willing 
to leave the building of these ships entirely in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Navy. 1 have great 
confidence in his judgment. I refer to the words ‘to 
be built by contract, or in the Government navy- 
yards, as the Secretary of the Navy may think 
most advisable forthe public interest.” l'am op- 
posed entirely to the contract system for any of 
the supplies needed by the Government; and I 
have said so more than once upon this floor. The 
experience of the past, Mr. Chairman, fully jus- 
tifies me in doing so. In nothing are we more 
forcibly impressed with the bad results of the con- 
tract system than in the building of ships, or ves- 
sels-of-war. 

There are certain portions of the frame of a ship 
which cannot be replaced, except at very great 
expense; indeed, all repairs of the frame are very 
costly. lt is therefore quite as essential to use 
good materials for this fundamental part of the 
structure as it is to use good materials in the foun- 
dation of a house. 

All the experiments made in building ships of 
cheap materials, and by contract, have failed, as 
the statement I am about to make must convince 
the most skeptical. 

The frigate Guerriere, built at Philadelphia, of 
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«white-oak, was broken up, as unworthy of re- 
pairs; after performing two short cruises. The 
frigate Java, built at Baltimore, by contract, made 

: butone short cruise to the Mediterranean, and was 

“found to be so weak that she was recalled. . She 
afterwards received very extensive repairs, and 

‘made another cruise to the same station. On her 

“return she was condemned.as utterly unworthy of 

further repairs. ` : 

The frigate Hudson was built at New York for 
the Greek Government, by contract, and of white- 
oak. She was. purchased into our Navy, and 
‘made but one short cruise, when she was found 
to be completely decayed, and was condemned. 

The brig Lawrence was built, by contract, for 
-the Navy, at. Baltimore, at-a cost of $45,000. 
: She was found to be so dull a sailer, and drew so 
much water, that she was unfit for a vessel-of-war. 

At the expiration of her first and only cruise, she 
was found to be completely decayed, and was 

condemned, 

- The brig Perry, about eighty tons. smaller than 
the Lawrence, was built about the same time, at 
the navy-yard at Norfolk, at a cost of $39,000, 
and is now attached to the African squadron, and 
likely to be a good vessel for years to come. 

vu. The Alleghany iron steamer was built at Pitts- 
burg, aid proved so weak that several of her tim- 
bers were broken upon her first cruise. Her first 
cruise proved ber a failure, so far as the mode of 
propulsion was concerned, and new engines were 
put into her at a very heavy expense. She again 
tailed, and entirely in consequence of the weakness 
of the hall. 

Daring the last war a private ship-builder was 
employed to put up the frame of the Washington 
at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, and he spoiled 
one entire frame. This builder was very skillful 
in the construction of merchant ships, but frankly 
acknowledged that he was out of his depth in 
attempting a ship-of-war. 

.. Theadvocates for building ships by private con- 
tract cannot name a single ship-of-war which has 
been creditable to the private builder. 

The steamer Kamschatka, built for the Russian 
Government, was pronounced a disgrace to Amer- 
ican mechanics. 

`; The steamer United States, which was sold to 

¿the German Government, was found to be unfit 

for a vessel-of-war; and the small steamers built 
for the Mexican Navy, but purchased upon an 

‘emergency into our own, were utter failures. 

Our navy-yards are provided with a very large 
stock of live-oak, amounting to several millions 
of cubic feet, which is of the very best descrip- 
tion, altogether beyond the reach of private build- 
ers; also scantling of the very best description, 
as well as all the materials for building ships, 
calculated to last half a century. They are also 
provided with ship-houses, erected over building 
ships for the convenience of workmen, and the 
preservation of ships while in construction; and 
lastly, we have experience and skill in our naval 
constructors in building vessels-of-war, which can- 
not be found out of our Government establishments. 

Finer ships or better models have never been 
produced than the ships which now compose our 
Navy, especially on steamers. The only thing 
about the steamers which has failed is the steam 
machinery, and that was all built by contract. 

The law of contract is imperative that work 
must be done by the lowest bidder, which is a pre- 
mium for bad work; for contractors certainly do 
not intend to lose money by their operations; on 
the contrary, they intend to make as much as 
they can; and yet the attempt has been made to 
hold the Bureau of the Navy Department respon- 
sible for this defective law and the dishonesty of 
contractors. i 

The great defect of our naval establishments is 
the want of workshops for steam machinery, and 
that should be remedied as early as possible. 

The English Government kas been compelled 
at times to resort to the contract system, and the 
result has always been a most prodigal and use- 
Jess expenditure of money. At one time fifty new 
frigates were struck off the Navy list as being un- 
fit for vessels-of-war, and they were al] built by 
contract; and in war steamers the number of fail- 
ures in England has been immense. English offi- 
cers, of the highest distinction, concede that the 
United States Navy is equally complete, so far as 
it goes, with their own, but they deny this of any 
other, i 


The frigate Congressand sloop St. Marys were 
visited, in the -harbor.of Rio de Janeiro, in De- 
cember, 1850, by Vice Admiral Mosely, of the | 
British Navy, now in command of the squadron: 
in the Pacific ocean. On leaving the Congress, he | 
declared that he had that day inspected the finest 
and best-appointed frigate he had ever seen. : An- 
other instance was related to me to-day. At- Can- 
ton, in China, the commander of the British East. 
India squadron has-highly lauded the razee Mace- 
donian, admiring her proportions, and speaking 
favorably of her armament and officering for active 
war service. : 

The cost of labor upon a ship-of-war is about 
fifty-five per cent.. of her entire cost. -It.will 
readily be seen that it is for the interest of the 
Government to employ this very costly labor upon 
the best materials, as it costs as much to build a 
ship of bad material as of good. Live-oak lasts 
twice as long, at least, as white-oak, and the cost 
of white-oak is from one half to two thirds that 
of live-oak. ; 

The total cost of the steamer Susquehanna, 
completely ready for sea, with stores for three 
years, and a full supply of coals, was $759,454 42. 
Her frame. contains twenty-three thousand o 
hundred and sixty-three cubic feet of live-oa 
which cost. $36,138 89, being but a very small 
proportion of the entirecost of theship. ‘A white- 
oak frame would have cost about $18,500; and 
thus a saving in the first cost of the ship of about 
$18,000 only would have been made had.that ma- 
terial been used; but the ship would have decayed 
in half the time, and, in fact, been worth about 
half as much. 

Merchant vessels are broken out and restored 
every voyage; and as often as this is done, they 
are thoroughly dried and ventilated. - A vessel-of- 
war, on the contrary, frequently runs for two or 
perhaps three years without having her hold broken 
out. For this reason ships-of-war are much more 
subjected to decay than merchant vessels, which 
renders it very: essential to use the very best ma- 
terials in.the construction of the former, The 
English and French Navy Departments have 
‘tested the experiment, and abandoned the contract 
system, because in no instance did they secure 
efficient vessels under that system; and every such 
attempt that has been made by the Government of 
the United States, as 1 think I have fully shown, 
has resulted in the construction -of vessels that 
have not been adapted for the purposes of war. 

Yesterday my colleague {Mr. Grow] referred 
to the fact, and urged it as a reason why this bill 
should not be passed, that the contracts entered 
into with the Collins and other lines of steamers 
provide us with a sufficient floating force, without 
the increase of the Navy now proposed. I take 
exception to that. position, for the reason that we 
have now upon our tables a report from a com- 
mission, appointed under a resolution. offered by 
a gentleman from New York, [Mr. WaALKER,] 
which proves conclusively that those vessels are 
not adapted for war purposes. The experience 
of the British Admiralty, coming contemporane- 
ously with the report made by the commission 
that entered into the examination, brings us the | 
intelligence, and their decision, that even the cele- 
brated Cunard steamers, with all their efficiency 
for sea service, are fitted only for transports, and 
are not suited for war purposes. y . 

I am opposed to that provision of the bill which 
permits the Secretary of the Navy even to havea 
discretion as to giving out the. building of these 
vessels by contract; and Lam. not selfish in that; 
for it is not that I have not the most unlimited 
confidence in the intelligence and judgment of that 
gentleman and efficient officer, but that I conceive 
it to be ourduty-to have them properly constructed, 
which, in my humble judgment, can only be done 
in our navy-yards, for the reasons I have given. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman is not saying a 
word about my amendment. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, sir, I will. Permit 
me to say that I am entirely opposed to the 
gentleman’s. amendment, for the reason that it 
is impracticable. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cozp’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was re- 
jected. wes ; 

The question recurred on Mr. CLINGMANS 
amendment. E 

Mr. MATTESON. Is it in order now to offer 
an amendment to the first section-of the bill? 


„the words ‘not to exceed the: amount now paid 
‘| seamen in the merchant service of.the country.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 1 

Mr. BOCOCK.: There. is..ai 
ready.pending. . The amendmentof. 
from New York will, not, therefore, : 
except as an amendment:to.the amen 

The CHAIRMAN... Thats tru 
an, amendment. pending,- Does the 
from New York. propose-to -oifer an: 
to that amendment? ee 

Mr. MATTESON. .No, sir; itis asubstan 
amendment, and. will, reserve it.until: the} 
ing question is disposed of... 

The question was then put on M 
amendment, and the. Chair announced that it 


lost. : E et eo ee 
Mr. CLINGMAN. . I call for a division, and 


| I ask that my-amendment may again be read. j 


Too: late.: 


Several MEMBERS. : re 
{asked for a division in 


_ Mr, CLINGMAN, 
time. ; ere tthe ia E 
The CHAIRMAN... The. Chair so decides, «< 
The amendment was agein read. SEG 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. _ | moveto.amend the: 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
by inserting after the words “ authorized. to, pay” 


Mr. Chairman,;! have listened with great int 
est to the remarks which have been. made upo 
bill by the gentleman from Virginia, who.is.ch 
man of.the Committee on Naval Affairs; and asit 
involves only. $3,000,000, and as many.of us are 
inclined to gid in its. passage, I, for one, want,to 
vote on it quickly 000 ee 

I desire, however, to say a very few, words. in 
reference to the amendment which has been offeréd 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, for'l think 
there is more in it than some of us are aware of, 
My little experience in this Elouse has Jed me to 
believe, that one of the great causes of what. is 
said to be the inefficiency of. the American Navy 


.is, that we do not pay-the seamen employed ‘in 


the naval service of the United States sufficient to 
obtain the men necessary to man our naval ships. 
I recollect very well that a few months. ago, 
when the President of the United States:wag about 
tosend the expedition to Japan, Commodore Perry 
was in this city, representing to: members of:Con- 
gress the utter impossibility of manning the ships 
placed under. his command, for the very, reason 
that the men required to fill the places. of ‘sailors 
were not to be paid more than half.as much as 
sailors were in. the habit of receiving in the: mer- 
chant marine. l wish:to see this state of things 
changed. Although I believe the reasons urged 
by my friend from Virginia [Mr.-Bocoex}. this 
morning are strong, yet I desire to insert 
amendment I have. suggested, believing .that - 
cannot work any injury to the bill. ..Why-should 
not the seamen employed. in: the military. marine 
of the United States receive as,much pay as those 
employed in the mercantile; marine, when.,it is 
known that they are required. to.sail to. ports 
in Europe and all parts of the world. | think 
we ought to do this. l would give the Secretary 
of the Navy the power to regulate the compensa- 
tion of the sailors, and limit it to the amount now 
paid in the mercantile marine service of the coun- 
try. Iam friendly to the American Navy, and 
I wish to see its capacity improved, and have it 
restored to its former glory... l.wish to see it res 
generated—I wish to have it reinvigorated by, a 
proper spirit of progress and reform, not only in 
the construction of the ships, but, in the personnel 
of the Navy.. I wish to see a modification of the 
whole naval establishment—the creation, of a.re- 
tired list, by which our. naval officers, worn: out 
in the service, may be placed upon.a footing with 
those of other nations of the world; thatthe young 
and aspiring officers might. be advanced to posi- 
tions whereby they. could contribute to the main- 
tenance of the honorand glory of the American flag 
abroad. I would have such a reform in the service 
as would strengthen the young officers of the Navy. 
I would increase their service and their responsi- 
bility, and. thus reform, regenerate, and build upa 
glorious Navy—thus make it.what it-has been, 
the admiration of the world. J would put itin 
the power of the Secretary of the Navy now, and 
not at the end of the year when these. ships are 
built, to have ready. at a moment’s. warning-the 
necessary: force to man your Navy, if necessary 
in thirty days. Give him the power in regard.to 
pay, but limit it in such a way that he will not he 
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reguired to pay more than is paid in the merchant 
service of the country. If you adoptsuch a pol- 
icy; L believe, as past experience has shown, that 
you will obtain the requisite number of seamen to 
man your ships, and enable them to traverse the 
Seas in all parts of the world. 

Mr.CUMMING. I would say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Tayzor,] that [think 
he is in error in regard: to this matter. At this 

‘time, the President is by law authorized to make 
the pay of sailors whatever he thinks proper; and 
no amendment of the kind suggested by the gen- 
tleman is necessary. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. 
Bocock] what amount the Secretary of the Navy 

is now authorized by law to pay for seamen? 
Mr. BOCOCK. “There is no limit. I know 
that it is not under eighteen dollars per month. 

1 have come to the conclusion, from conversation 
with gentlemen, and from the information } have 
gathered upon this subject, that there is no limit, 
except that made by the appropriation in this 


House. 


Mr. CUMMING. TI rose merely to say, re 


if getitlenven—as L am myself—are disposed to in 


crease the efficiency of the Navy, there is one | 


thing requisite, and that is, to make an appropria- 
tion large enough to allow the Secretary to make 
the wages of these seamen the same as those em- 
ployed in the ordinary commercial marine. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will my friend from New 
York [Mr. Cummine] allow me one suggestion? 
1 want the benefit of his opinion. 

Mr. CUMMING. Certainly. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Under this proposed amend- 
ment the Seeretary of the Navy may take a por- 
tion of the money and pay the seamen as he may 
deem necessary; and, therefore, three or four 
months hence, when this naval bill is passed, if 
there be any deficiency thereby caused, it can be 
supplied. T'he object is to get at this present ap- 
propriation in the deficiency bill, Will not that 
answer the purpose of the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. CUMMING. I think so. I have no ob- 
jection to thatatall. I prefer that, because as the 
matter stands now, if seamen are engaged at higher 
wages than those paid by the mercantile marine, 
there will be none of them left for our commerce, 
and I should rather have some left than noneat all. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
to theamendment; and it was rejected. 

Vhe CHAIRMAN. By the amendment, the 
amount to be paid to seamen is not to exceed the 
amount paid to sailors in the mercantile service 
of the country. 

The question was then put; and the Chair an- 
nounced that the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for a division. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Task the commit- 
tee to permit the amendment to be read again, J 
want to move an amendment to it. | 

Theamendment was accordingly again reported. 

Mr BOCOCK. {tthought, Mr. Chairman, that 
that amendment was rejected, 

The CHAIRMAN. A division was called for 
in time, and the question has not been ultimately 
decided. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I want to move to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is still the pending | 
amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. [move to strike out the first 
word in the amendment, desiring to say a word 
in reference to this matter. . 

lt seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is an 
unnecessary confusion among members on the 
subject of the pay of seamen. Now, there is na 
Jaw whatever regulating the pay of seamen. The 
discretion of the Presidentin the matter is limited 
in two ways. The law fixes the number of men 
to. be employed in the Navy, and more than that 
number cannot be employed; and then the appro- 
priation bill fixes the amount to be paid. Taking 
these two things together, they impose the limita- 
tion, and the only limitation whatever, in regard 
to the pay of seamen. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ithink, Mr. Chairman, that ! 
my friend from Virginia is mistaken about this | 
matter, for this question was up at the last ses- | 
sion. By referring to the law on the subject, the | 


H 

| 
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gentleman will find that the President of the Uni- jj 


ted States, through the Secretary of the Navy, 
has the right to apportion the wages to seamen: 
That I understand to be the law regulating the 
matter. 
|. Mr. BAYLY. Idonot deny thatat all. That 
| is precisely what I understand about it. 
A Memper. That is what the gentleman from 
Virginia has said. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No; he says that the appro- 

priation bill fixes the wages to be paid. 

Mr. BAYLY. You take the two points to- 

gether, and that fixes the result. The one isa 
| question of limitation of numbers, and the other 
! is an appropriation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the President has the 
| authority under the law to say that a seaman shall 
have fifteen dollars per month, and we appropri- 
ate only twelve dollars per month, as a matter of 
course that does not deprive the seaman of the 
other three dollars, if the President says he shall 
have it. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Bary; and it was not agreed 
to, 
| The question then recurring upon the adoption 

of the amendment offered by Mr. Cuincman— 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said: Is it too 
late, Mr. Chairman, to raise a question of order 


it is not germane to the bill? The wages of sea- 
men has nothing to do with the building of these 
ships, and therefore the amendment is not in 
| order. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. According to an admission 
which has been made here, this amendment does 
not affect the rate of wages, but merely allows 
the President to use a portion of the funds. 

Mr. STANTON. I insist upon it that the 
amendment is not in order. This bill is for build- 
ing certain vessels, and an amendment to the effect 
that a portion of it should be expended for another 
| purpose, is certainly out of order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The amendment is to fit 
up vessels already built, and therefore it is ger- 
mane, 

Mr. STANTON. 
he will allow me, that there is always an appro- 
priation in the general appropriation bill for 
| repairs, sometimes called ‘for an increase and 
repairs;’’ and for that reason the amendment is 
inappropriate here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains the 
opinion that the amendment is notin order. It 
has reference purely to the rate of pay to seamen, 
while the bill refers purely to the construction of 
| these six frigates. For this reason the Chair 
holds the point of order to be well taken, and 
rules the amendment out of order, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. l submit to the Chair an- 
other suggestion, and that is, whether it is not too 
Jate to take this exception now, after it has been 
entertained by the committee for two days, and 
various amendments to it have been voted upon. 
I suggest that the amendment has been entertained 
| by the general consent of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains the 
opinion that a question of order may be raised at 


any time. The Chair rules the amendment out 
,oforder. Does the gentleman appeal from the 
decision? 


| Mr. CLINGMAN. I will not appeal. 
| Mr. SMITH, of New York. I offer the fol- 
| lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
; first section of the bill: 

Provided, That no intoxicating liquors shall ever be 
kept in said ships tor a beverage, 
| Mr. DEAN, I raise a question of order upon 
i that amendment. An amendment as to what the 
| seamen shall eat or drink is not germane to the 
| bill. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Liquor is germane, of course. 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is raised as 
! to whether the amendment isin orderornot. The 
i Chair is of opinion that it is not in order, inas- 
! much as the first section of the bill has relation to 
| the construction of these frigates, and not as to the 
i mode and manner of using them. The Chair 
; sustains the point of order. 
| Myr.SMITH. Then I am constrained, though 
| with pain to myself, to appeal from the decision 

of the Chair. 

A Mrmper. It may be in order as an amend- 
ment to the other section of the bill. 


in reference to that amendment, and that is, that |! 


I will remind the Chair, if |} 


Mr. SMITH. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that my amendment will be in order to an- 
other section of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair expressed no 
opinion in reference to any other point of the bill. 
He decided that it was not in order at this point. 

Mr. SMITH. If I can offer it at any other 


| point f will withdraw miy appeal, and also with- 
j draw my amendment. 


Mr. PECKHAM. f niove to amend the first 


| section of the bill, so as to provide for the construc- 


tion of nine frigates instead of six. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If it is in order, I wish to 
renew in a modified form the amendment which 
was some time since ruled out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York has offered an amendment, and is entitled to 
the floor, if he desires to speak upon it. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I offered this amendment, 
in consequence of facts which have been received 
this morning in reference to the promulgation of 
an order, in council, by the foreign Secretary in 
England, in reference to the action of that Gov- 
ernment as to the freight on goods in neutral vess 
sels. I gee it stated that 

“Some excitement had been created in commercial cir- 


| cles by Lord Charendon’s official announcement to the Riga 
} ) 


merehants that al! Russian prodnee, to whomsoever be- 
longing, and even in neutral vessels, shall be lawful prizes 
in the event of war.” 

Upon that it seems some comment has been 
made by Mr. Gibson, a member of the House of 
Commons, á portion of which I beg leave to read: 

“Uf the dispateh of Lord Clarendon was to be acted 
upon, we should assuredly be brought into collision with 
the Americans, whose merchantmen would be liable Lo be 


i searched by the British cruisers, aud, if they bad any parce? 


on board which, directly or indirectly, cowd be made out 
to be connected with Russian commerce, to be condemned 
in some court ofadmiralty. He had hoped that the sounder 
and safer policy that ‘free ships make free ports? would 


| have saved us from the risk of collision with friendly Pow- 


ers. [ Hear, hear. ”]) $ 

Now, sir, this is a revival, or rather, perhaps, 
I should say, a continuance—for I am not aware 
that it has ever been abandoned by the British 
Government—of the right of search in reference 
to our vessels; but a doctrine to which we have 
never acceded, and to which I never can accede. 
It is a question of very great importance to this 
Government; for our commerce with Russia is 
very large; and hence the question comes directly 
home to us. This war is imminent; indeed, it 
already exists; and a proclamation of this sort 
made by the.Government of Great Britain cannot 
be received by us with indifference, 

Then, sir, I ask, if this is to be their course 
towards us, if itis not an important reason, if it 
should not be a controlling reason, for the prompt 
and efficient action of this House, that while we 
are adding to our Navy, we should add a little 
more? I am in favor of this increase. If the 
wants of the country before required the copstruos 
tion of six frigates, it seems to me that the fact Ñ 
have stated should have a sufficient bearing here 
to induce the House to increase the number to ning 
at least, 

Great Britain, it is true, asks our sympathy in 
her contest with Russia, and she may receive it. 
in all probability she already has it to a great 
degree in this House at the present time; but it is 
all important that she should understand most 
distinctly that she is encroaching upon a doctrine 
which we hold tobe of most vital importance; and 
we should be in a condition not only to proclaim 
this doctrine, but to have it respected. It is much 
better for this country to prevent aggression than 
to seek redress after the wrong has been inflicted. 
Í hope and trust, without extending comments on 
the subject, that this matter will be properly con- 


| sidered by the committee; and this is the proper 


occasion, not only tocall the attention of the com- 
mittee to the subject, but to have it understood by 


| Great Britain what our view is on the question, 


Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, the commit- 
tee have exhibited a very evident disinclination to 
adopt any amendments to the bill, doubtless from 
a wish to protect it from material alteration. [ 
hoped that we should have remained in session 
yesterday until the bill was finally passed; and I 
trust we may be soon allowed to take a voteupon 
it. Believing itto bea measure urgently demanded 
by the necessities of the country, I should like to 
see it pass without delay; and as I think that, in 
the form in which it came from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, itis more likely to be acceptable 
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to the majority, I am willing to take it without 
change. Any material alterations might endanger 
its success. 

The bill in its. present form is simply intended 
to provide an addition to the peace establishment 
of the country, The amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York looks to a state of war with 
other Powers, which he considers not improbable. 
I would suggest that, if hereafter we should find 
theaspect of political affairs such as to require us 
to make more extensive warlike preparations, a 
supplemental bill may be introduced at some fu- 
ture period of the session to provide for any ex- 
jating emergency; but let us not change the char- 
acter of the present bill, which is only designed 
to make necessary additions to our peace estab- 
lishment. I doubt, too, if more than six of these 
‘propellers could be advantageously built at one 
time: 

if I thought it prudent to encourage amend- 
ments, there are some which I would myself sug- 
gest to the bill. I should prefer, like the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Frorence,] to 
strike out so much of it as gives discretion to the 
Department to provide for the building of any of 
these ships by contract. To this mode of build- 
ing them I should be utterly opposed. I cannot, 
of course, in the few minutes allowed me, enforce 
my objections to the contract system for work of 
this kind. Other gentlemen, however, entertain 
different views; and it was therefore well enough, 
perhaps, not to prescribeany particular manner of 
building them, but to leave the Secretary to determ- 
ine this question. It is a matter of administra- 
tion, and it strictly belongs to the Department. I 
have full confidencetin the Secretary of the Navy, 
and I believe he will come to a proper determina- 
‘tion upon it. The condition of the country re- 
‘quiresithe passage of such a bill as this. I be- 
lieve that it is demàñded by an almost unanimous 
public sentiment. In no other way can we more 
advantageously dispose of a portion of the large 
surplus now in the Treasury. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton} 
spoke yesterday in opposition to this bill. The 
sentiments he uttered may be, abstractly, very 
proper, but I do not think they apply to the meas- 


. ure now under consideration. These frigates are | 


` not to be built with reference to aggressive opera- 
tions. Even with this addition to our Navy, it 
will remain comparatively a small one. We want 
six more steamers for purposes of ordinary ac- 
commodation and defense. The honorable gen- 
‘tleman said that our ships had heretofore only 
been built to rot. That, sir, is certainly true. 
All the works of man are perishable. But, so far 
_ from being an objection, I submit that it is cause 
for congratulation that we have had little occasion 
for the services of these ships in war. Who can 
tell how far the posséssion of these ships may 
have saved us from war, and secured that very 
peace which is so desirable? As well might we 
repeal the law prohibiting and punishing the crime 
of murder because since its passage there had 


|| left of the Chair, makes the point of order that the 


| appeal is taken. 


| or it may even be in October. In the mean time, 


| HAM] occurs, and that our merchant vessels are 
| seized, upon the allegation that they contain some 


an: 
W 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New || that the: amendment. sug: 
York, on the right of the Chair, offers the amend- : ( 
ment which has been read.: His colleague, on the 


amendment is notin order. The Chair sustains 
the point of order, and from that decision an 


the bill. a 
Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. Will the Chair- || - The question was t 
man be so good as to state the ground upon which || amendment; and it was not agreed to,” 
he rules the amendment out of order. ` “Mr. HENN.  Poffer the following aniend 
The CHAIRMAN. Perhaps itis unnecessary Provided, Tiat one of said vesselg“shall be built at each 
to state it; but the Chair can see no reason why || of the following places, to witi = 04 sae 


the amendment can come within the purview of Kittery, inthe State of Maine ; New York, in the State 


Pes «ys > of New York ; Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvanias 
the bill, unless the article to which it relates is to | Memphis, in the State of Tennessee ; Charlestown, in the . 
be regarded as part of the armament and equip- || State of Massachusetts; and one at such point on the lakes 
ment of a vessel.’ as the Secretary of the Navy may direct. po aad 
3 i question was then taken on the appeal, | I can look upon this bill in no other light than 
: Sha tie, cecision of eat stand as gue as a distribution of §3,000,000 of the public money; 
ja aut the committee?” and it was decided. || and if there is to be sucha distribution, I hope 
in the affirmative, 5 3 || that it may be extended all over the United Sihtes, 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and || and not be-confined to one or two places——No folk 
the amendment ruled out of order.’ in Virginia, and—— Deere ge T RS SS aby j 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I now offer an amend- Mr. BOCOCK. I should like toh ' = 
ment modified so as, 1 hope, to meet the views of || Jeman tell us how this distribution o ey 
the Chair as to the point of order. be made at Norfolk? eae ie eae 
The Clerk reported the amendment as follows: Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 do not know that 
Provided, That in the mean time, to enable the Secretary || there is anything in the bill like making an appro- 
of the Navy to fit up for use vessels already built, he is au- priation for Norfolk, Virginia. g fa 


thorized to use such portion of the appropriation made in E h & 
this bill as may be necessary. Mr. COBB. Have you got a navy-yard there? 


, f Mr. BAYLY. We have gota navy-yard there. 
3 Mr. CLINGMAN. The ships provided for || [undertake to say, from pretty accurate nowledge 
in this bill will not be ready for use for perhaps || upon the subject, that vessels are built cheaper at 
two years. The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. || Norfolk than anywhere else in the countrys. "In 
Bococx,] chairman of the Committee on Naval |; this connection, | desiretto say a word about this 
Affairs, suggests that a proposition such as mine || building of ships by contract. All our vessels are 
may very well come in in the Navy appropri- i| built by contract, and there is nothing about them 
ation bill. My friend’s parliamentary experience || which is not done by contract, even down to the 
will suggest to him that that bill will probably || wages of men who are employed. i 


| not become a law until the last day of the session. || The question was then taken on Mt. Henn’s 


That last day may, as was the case two years amendment; and it was not agreed to. : 

ago, be the last of August; or it may, as was the || Mr. WALSH. I move to strike out all in the 

case four years ago, be the last of September; || first section after the word « service,’ in the eighth 
line, and insert the following: Sar e 


i 
; f | F poppi a 

in the next five or six months, why should not || That one or more of said vessels and machinery shall be 
the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to put in | built by contract with three séparate individuals or firms, 
use some one of the five or six ships. which are || under such stipulations and restrictions as the Sécretary of 
now lying idle in our dock-yards ? There is the || the Navy may deem hest calculated to subserve-the public 


A N Na 7 sidue i vernment navy-yards, 
Vermont, an eighty-four gun ship, at Boston, | interests, and the residue in the Government navy-yards, 


| which I learn could be got ready for sea in three I do not know, but it may be regarded as a 


or four weeks, if there was a little money. piece of unpardonable presumption in any one 
Now, suppose such a difficulty as is suggested || who shall undertake to amend this bill in any 
by the gentleman from New ork (Mr. Peck- || manner. From the promptness with which: the 
members of this committee, and particularly. my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Russian property, and we want, in the next five || Affairs, (Mr. Bococx,} have objected to every 
or six months, some force on the ocean, is it not || amendment that has been offered, it would seem 
far better that the Secretary of the Navy shall be |) that we are speaking to a foregone conclusion’ on 
able to meet the emergency then, than that we this subject. $ SR ee TE 
ghall wait two years until the steamers are built; | , I have heard, Mr. Chairman, of the perfection 


| or, at any rate, until the passage of the Navy ap- of the ten commandments; T have heard of.the per- 


propriation bill, some time in the fall? { hope the || fection of the five. orders of architecture; Ihave 
amendment will be adopted. ‘heard of the perféction of the Apollo Belvidere; 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor. | I have heard of perfection in many other ways; 


Mr. BOCOCK. I want just to ask the gentle- but never till ‘now have T heard of anything. like 


been no violation of its provisions, as to suffer 
the Navy to go down because our ships of war 
_ have only been built to rot. 
The question was then taken on the amend- 
“ment; and it was lost. first. 
© “Mr. SMITH, of New York. I renew, Mr. Mr. JONES. Very well. 
“Chairman, the amendment which I have already Mr. BOCOCK. I! desire to ask the gentleman i 
offered in substance. I have varied itso that [ || from North Carolina, if the Secretary of the Navy 
hope it will, in the judgment of the Chair, be ad- || has informed the House in any way, that the | 
missible. | propose that it shall come in at the || amount contained in the last appropriation bill for 


man from North Carolina one question. || perfection ina bill; -This-bill, sir, before the'com- 
Mr. JONES. I desire to submit a question of | mittee is very brief; and from the manner in which 
order. || it is drawn up, it is evident that the question was 

Mi. BOCOCK. Let me ask my question | he Committee on Naval Affairs 
|| as to whether a portion of these vessels should be 
‘| given out to private contract, and the balance of 
them built inthe publie navy-yards. Itis evident 
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_ end of the first section. It is as follows: the repairs of vessels, is insuficient? He hascer- | Mr. Chairman, if any such intention was really 
‘And no intoxicating liquor shall ever be kept in said ships į tainly given no. such information to the Committee | entertained by the committee, I can see no objec- 

for a beverage. on Naval Affairs, ; il tion in instructing, by a vote of this. House, the 

_ Mr. DEAN. I again make a point of order Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam extremely averse to || Secretary of the Navy that one, at least, of these 
on that amendment. I do not like to do it; but if | speaking of matters that have not been commu- || ships shall be built by private contract. i 
all sorts of amendments are allowed to be offered || nicated officially, and F will not do it now. But, Sir, I, for one, will not enter into any sweeping 


“and debated, we shall never dispose of this bill. || I think that this proposition. is right. i 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make || The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | termed the ‘ Old Fogyism”? of the Navy.. Į, pre- 


a point of order? | Tennessee submit a question of order? ‘| sume we willall be old, one of these days; and if, 
Mr. DEAN. Ido. Mr. JONES. Yes, sir, I do. I submit the | when we do become aged, we can look back .with 
The CHAIRMAN. What point does the gen- || question of order whether, this being a bill to au- || the same pride on our public. life which many pf 
tleman make? |! thorize the construction of six steam frigates, an i those who are now called ‘Old Fogies,” whether 
Mr. DEAN. Why, that the amendment is not || amendment is in order to set apart a portion of || in the Army or Navy of the country, 0. ithe 
= germane to the bill. f the sum proposed to be appropriated for the fitting | councils of the nation, can, we.will le ote- 
Mr. COBB. The object of the bill is to author- |! u of vessels already constructed ? || grets for our children. But, Mr. Chairman, here, 

ize the construction of ships. | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to -| is 8 pride.of profession which exists par ularly: 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the || the opinion that the point of order is not well | among oldfsoldiersand old sailor! There isa pride 
amendment is not in order. ‘taken. The second section of the bill provides for | of profession known among lawyers, physicians, 
‘Mr. SMITH, of New York. I appeal from || other vessels besides these steamers. | and almost all men belongin exclusive pro~ 


Ea: ? 
that decision. Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It may be supposed |! fessions, which makes them cling ‘ with perti- 
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nacious pertinacity ’’ to the past, and look with a 
great dea! of caution, if not with absolute abhor- 
rence, on everything in the shape of innovation, 

Sir, there is no gentleman within the. range of 
my voice that has not heard with pride and grati- 
fication the history of the triumphs achieved by 
our mail steamers on the ocean. There is nota 
man or boy from one end of. this.land to the other 
whose heart did not palpitate with joy when he 
heard that the work of a young man of genius, 
an humble mechanic, unaided, had overshadowed 
and sunk into nothingness everything in the shape 
of competition, by the triumph of the yacht Amer- 
ica in Europe. 

Sir, it is absolutely necessary, in my opinion, 
that some of these vesse!s should be built by con- 
tract with private individuals. fam in favor of 
the passage of this bill; but I trust that the com- 
mittee will at least offerno objection to the amend- 
ment I have introduced. I have full confidence in 
the ability of the Secretary of the Navy. IT have 
full confidence in his honor and integrity. Andi 
know that if he is instructed by a vote of this 
House to give one of these vessels out to private 


contract he will have no difficulty in carrying out | 
what he is directed, and selecting a proper man | 


for the work. And E have no hesitation in be- 
lieving that that man—if there is to be but one of 
them—will be George Steers, the builder of the 
yacht America—a man whom { feel personally 
interested in. d am free toadmit that I have been 
written ta by numbers of young mechanics, 
urging. that the genius of American mechanics 
shall be vindicated in the person of that man who 
might be fitly termed the Napoleon of American 
naval architectare, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The point made 
by the gentleman from New York who has just 
taken his seat, (Mr. Warsi], is really onein which 
l feel a great deal of interest, and that is, the idea 
of building these naval vessels by contract. As I 
stated a few moments ago, they are now built by 
contract. There is not an article which enters 
into their construction which is not bought by 
contract. The only question is, whether you will 
contract for the entire construction as such, or for 
certain specified portions, Phatisall. The point 
made by the gentleman from New York is in rela- 
tion to the character of the naval construction. 
The point of difficulty which he makes does not 
at all grow out of the fact that these vessels are 
built by the Government, but out of the fact that 
the naval contractors are not as skillful as some 
unknown mechanics. 
employing those first-rate architects in the navy- 
yards, and T am opposed to the system of letting 
out the building of national vessels to private ship- 
yards, for such a course has hitherto proved an 
utter failure. . Phere has not been a single case in 
which a ship has been built by contract, and very 
few, if any, causes where they have been bought 
in open market, which have not proved to be fail- 
ures. 

Mr. WALSIT. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
gima allow me a single remark ? + 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH. They have proved failures for 
the very reason that they have not been given to 
men who had established a reputation in the busi- 
ness, but have been given to men who have vio- 
lated every solitary provision of the contract. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman could not have 
supplied me with a more conclusive argument 
against his proposition than the one he has just 
advanced. We all know the difficulties of carry- 
ing out these Government contracts. It is almost 
impossible to avoid departures from the precise 
terms of a contract, And therein lies my objec- 
tion to them. If any gentleman will point to me 
a case where the Government, in undertaking to 
do anything in this way, has not been the loser, I 
will surrender the point. 

The question recurring upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Wars, it was put, and the amend- 
anent was not agreed to. 

Mr. MATTESON, 
the first section the words, ‘said vessels and ma- 
chinery to be built by contract, or in the Govern- 
ment navy-yards, as the Secretary of the Navy 
may think most advisable for the public interest,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the amendment which 
I send to the Chair, as separate sections. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


Now, I am in favor of 


I move to strike out of 


Į rise to a point of 


i 


1 


order.. We have passed from the first section, | 


and the amendment is therefore not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee is still con- | 
| sidering the first section, and the amendment is in || 
| order at this point. i 

The amendment offered by Mr. Marreson was | 
then read in part, but the reading was arrested , 
The amendment was ac- ; 
cordingly withdrawn, but was subsequently of- ii 
| fered again, and will be found on page 832. 


upon a point of order. 


Mr. ORR. 1 move to strike out of the eighth 


line of the first section the words, ‘by contract, | 
or,” and in the ninth and tenth lines the words, į 


“as the Secretary of the Navy may think most 


advisable for the public interest;’’ so that the sec- | 


tion would then read: es 


& That the Secretary of the Navy he, and he is hereby, ʻi 


authorized to Cause to be constructed for the United Stat 
Navy, at as early a day as practicable, consistently with a 


| due regard for economy and efficiency, six first-class steam 
irigates, to be provided with screw: propellers, and. properly | 
armed and equipped for services said vessels and machinery | 


19 be builtin the Government navy-yards.”? 


I move this amendment for the purpose of re- 
quiring these Government vessels to be built at 


the proper place—at the Government navy-yards. | 


We have erected these yards, and fitted them up 


with every convenience for ship building. They i 


are now in a condition to proceed with the work. 
They have large supplies of timber already on 


hand, and there will be none of the inconvenience | 
« delay which will result from authorizing the ! 


Secretary of the Navy to build them by contract. 
i have, however, another view of this matter, 
which I regard as more important even than 


structed by private contract. 


{ do not concur in the opinion expressed by the į 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Waxsu] in | 
reference to this matter; but 1 do concur most fully | 
in the opinions expressed by my friend from Vir- | 


ginia, [Mr. Barty,] when he last addressed the 


committee, as to the inefficiency of vessels built for į 


the Government by private contractors. But I 
must confess, that when he made his first remarks 
i understood him altogether differently. 1 under- 
stood him then to say that vessels built by contract 
were the most durable and substantial. ‘Shere are 


į 8 me portion of these vessels which may very well 
be built by contract. The machinery may very | 


well be supplied in that manner. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 

will allow meto interrupt him, F will say, that when 

l referred to building vess 


plates. 


contract, 
Mr. ORR. 
setting himself right. 


Mr. CUMMING. 


I will say to the gentleman, 


i that one of the principal materials in ship build- 


ing is live-oak, which the Government never pur- 
chases, 


Mr. ORR. 
live-oak now on hand at the different navy-yards, 


| know that to be the fact in reference to that at | 


Boston, and I think the same is true of that at 


Washington; and my impression is that there is | 


a pretty large supply at all of them. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


(Mr. Cumsine,] to the effect that the Government 
never purchases its live-oak. 


vetting is done by contract. 


Mr. ORR. We have had several vessels built | 
by private contract, and the result has been that | 
i they have proved not so good, not so substantial | 


and durable as those built by your naval con- 


i structors; and in the end they cost the Govern- | 
ment more. The universal experience of the Gov- | 
ernment has been, that whenever its work has been | 
li done by contract, it has cost more in the end, 


besides having the work badly done. 


has been true in reference to every branch of the 


i| have. 
that I have named. - I think every one acquainted | 
with the facts will agree with me that the experi- | 
ence of this Government proves most conclusively ‘| 
that those vessels which have been built in our | 
navy-yards have proved much more durable, much | 
more substantial and sea-worthy, than those con- ij 


If the gentleman | 


Is by contract, I did not ; 
use the word in the sense which this bill contem- |; 

But while the vessels are constructed at || 
the navy-yards, the materials may be furnished by i 


I understand the gentleman now, 
laad bam very glad I gave him an opportunity of 


Well, sir, there isa large supply of | 


I dislike to interrupt the gentle- ' 
man, but Í desire to say a word in reply to a re- || adding anything to what has already been said, 


mark just made by the gentleman from New York, | 


€ i am very well: 
aware of that fact, but it has to be got, and the | 


service. I repeat, sir, that the vessels which have 
been built by private contract are much less sub- 
stantial, do not last so long, and do not serve our 
purpose so well, as those built by our naval con- 
structors. 

Mr. DEAN. Iam opposed to the amendment 
af the gentleman from South Carolina. I voted 
for that of my colleague which: made it peremp- 
tory oa the Secretary of the Navy to have at least 
one of these steamers built by eontract; but 1 
think that it is plainly evident there are no 
amendments to be adopted to the bill. . As it is 
now it leaves the matter discretionary with the 
Secretary. That is a compromise. Those in 
favor of the contract sysiem would like this better 
than that the matter should be stricken out en- 
tirely. Without consuming further the time of 
the committee [would express the hope that we 
may speedily vote on the amendments, rise, and 
report the bill to the House. 

The question was put on the amendment; and, 
on a division, there were—ay.es 32—— , 

Tellers were demanded, but not ordered. 

‘Lhe question was taken; and the amendment 
was lost. - ; 

Mr: SMITH, of Virginia. I move the follow- 
ing amendment, as an addition to the first section: 

Provided, ‘hat one million of the appropriation made 


f in this bill may be used for the repairing or fitting out of 


any vessels already built. 

Mr. Chairman, it is known to this committee 
tnat there are many persons disposed to try ex- 
periments with the vessels-of-war that we now 
England has done it extensively. She 
has fitted out some of her large vessels with the 
screw propeller, and it has heen found to answer 
admirably. I wish this committee to bear that 
fact in mind. Well, we have ships now under 
shelter, or in ordinary. If they were fitted cut 
with the screw propeller, we should have the- 
steam portion of our Navy afloat at an early day; 
butit cannot be done except by a suitable appro- 
priation. The object of the amendment to the 
bill which contemplates an increase of naval steam- 
ers, is to givé the Secretary the power to at once 
try the experiments on existing ships. Now, I 
respectfully submit to the committee that it. is 
a wise and judieioue policy, and I hope that the 
modification will be accepted by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. 
Bocock.] 

Mr. Chairman, this is not all. There may be 
some occasion for. the active operation of the im- 
proved vessels we contemplate, Itmay be neces- 
sary that we should have some of these vessels 
afloat at an early day; and we all know very 
well that these new steam frigates cannot be gat 
afloat within two years. In the mean time, if 
emergencies arise, what is to become of us? If 
you adopt the amendment, the ships-of-the-line 
now in ordinary, the vessels now unfit for ocean 
service as vessels-of-war, can be made to the pur- 
pose indicated. Indeed, one of the ships-of-the- 
line is being cut down, and. the experiment is to 
be tried on her out of the existing appropriations. 
Adopt the amendment, and we shall at once have 
this improved element in our Navy. 

I bope the amendment will be adopted. l 
leave it to the committee. It cannot embarrass the 
bill. it will really promote. its passage. Tt will 
give to the Secretary discretion which, under the 
circumstances, is necessary, and will add to the 
power of our Navy, as desired. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I am specifically appealed to 
by my. colleague to accept his amendment, andit 
is for that reason, more than for the purpose of 


that I now take the floor. 

I cannot, for the life of me, see the propriety or 
necessity of this amendment. The gentlemen 
think they see it, [have ao doubt; but what is the 
necessity of it? 

The first proposition made in relation to this 
subject was to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to pay increased wages to seamen. I suggested 
that the proper place to do that would be in the 
Navy appropriation bill. Now, the proposition, 
as l understand it, means the same thing, but put 


we 


in tnis form for the purpose of getting round the 


J point of order. 
Gentlemen jj 
| know what was the effect of having our printing || 
done by contract in yearsgone by. And thesame | 


Mr. SMYCH. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Well, it proposes to take a 
portion of the money that this. bill appropriates 
for the construction of new vessels, and give it to 
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the Secretary of the Navy for the purpose of || 
repairing old vessels. ; 
Mr. SMITH. I hope my colleague will not 
say that this is a proposition to give increased 
wages to seamen, 
Mr, BOCOCK, 
Mr. SMITH, 
contained in it, 


I supposed it was. 
There is no such feature or ides | 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then I was in error. I beg 
the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. SMITH. itis a bone Ade proposition, 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then it is a bona fide proposi- 
tion to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
take the money intended for the construction of 
these frigates, and use it to refit other vessels. 

R will be remembered by those gentlemen who 
hove been members of this House for any length 
of time, that in the annual Navy appropriation 
bill, there is always an item for repairs and recon- 
struction. 

Now, who has said that the money thus appro- ! 
priated is not sufficient? Who has been author- 
ized to say upon this floor that the Secretary of 
the Navy has needed money for the repair of old 
vessels which has not been given to him by the 
legislation of Congress? Where is there any old 
vessel needing repair, and that could properly be 
repaired, which the Secretary of the Navy has not 
been able to have put in repair? Why bring the 
subject up in connection with this bill when we 
have no definite information that any such appro- 
priation is needed? We have heard nothing at all 
of it. The Secretary of the Navy has not com- 
municated it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Cn the contrary, the Secretary of the Navy has 
told me—I dislike to state matters of conversa- 
tion, but it tends to sustain the positions, taken in 
hts annual report—that there are a few old vessels | 
that can never be repaired, or, at any rate, the re- | 
pitcing of which would cost more than the vessels 
would be worth when repaired, and he desired 
rather to get rid of some of them than to have 
them repaired. But I have never in any form 
heard a suggestion that there was any vessel which 
he wished to have repaired 

Mr, SMITH. I would suggest to my colleague 
that this amendment would not compel the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to use the money in this 
way. The purpose isto give him an opportunity 
of putting afloat a vessel of one hundred and sixty 
guns in case of need. 

Mr. BOCOCK. He has not asked it. i 

The question was then taken on Mr. Smiru’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. WELLS. I move to amend the first sec- 
tion by striking out the word “six” and insert- 
ing “three” in lieu thereof, so as to make the 
number of frigates three instead of six. There is 
no necessity, judging from what I have heard in | 
this committee, for building six steam frigates at 
this time. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 1 rise toa | 
question of order, Iam under the impression 
that we have passed over that portion of the bill. 

Mr. WELLS. No, sir; we have not done any- 
thing of the sort. 

Mr. STANTON. My desire is simply to get 
this bill into the House, and to see it pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor 
to aid the gentleman from Tennessee in forward- 
ing the business in reference to the bill, but the 
Chair thinks that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin is in order. shes | 

Mr. WELLS. I can see no necessity for the 
construction of six first-class steam frigates ut this 
time. J offer this amendment with but little hope 
that it will beadopted; for it seems to be the opin- | 
ion of this committee that we must have six frig- | 
ates of the first class, no more and no less. 

It is admitted by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and by all the friends of the | 
bill, that it will cost $6,000,000 to construct and 
arm these ships; and yet the bill only appropriates 
$3,000,000 for this object. Now, if thesix steam 
frigates are to be constructed, I think the bill 
should contain an appropriation equal to the whole 
expenditure which their construction would re- 
quire. It is admitted on all hands that we have 
now more ships-of-war than we can easily man. | 
To build six more steamers, especially if after- 
they were constructed it would be found difficult | 
to man them, or they would not be required for | 
actual service, would be, in my opinion, a mere 
waste of the public money. What use, [would |; 


z f 
[i ask, could we now make of six steamers, as pro- 


vided for in this bill, if they were already built? 


' In what service couid they now be employed? 


Does our commerce in any part of the world need 
the protection they would afford? Would it be 
goad policy to accept, even asa gift, a score of such 
ships, if we were compelled to keep them manned 
and ready for service? - 

Lam inclined to the opinion that we had better 
build but one vessel at first, as an experiment, as 
it might turn out to bea failure. If wego onand 
build six steamers, we may make six stupendous 
failures, as we have heretofore always done when 
we have undertaken enterprises of this kind, if we 
except the cases of the Missouri and the Missis- 
sippi. Of all the great ships that have been built 
heretofore, these two alone have been considered 
as successful; and one of these—the Missouri— 
was burned soon after it was put in commission, 
it seems to me it would be good economy for the 
Government to do as an individual would do under 
similar circumstances: to build a smaller number 


l of vessels at first, and see how the experiment 


would work. 

It is said that we ought to build these vessels in 
order to be prepared for any emergency that might 
arise in case of collision with other Powers. They 
are, then, not wanted if we continue at peace; and 
who does not know that the building of these steam- 
ers would: be but the beginning of a great war es- 
tablishment, when there is no necessity for, and no 
prospect of a war, if we continue to act upon those 


| pacific and equitable principles which have always 


governed our intercourse with other nations. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Peckuam] 
had read an extract from some paper to the effect 
that England, in case of war with Russia, intended 
to issue orders to search neutral vessels for arti- 
cles of Russian produce. 1 do not think in the 
present state of affairs, and with the strong desire 


i that England must naturally have to preserve 


amicable relations with this country, that there is 
any danger that she will be disposed to reaffirm 


|| the exploded doctrine of the right of search, or to 


take any course inconsistent with the established 
principles of international law, or which would 
have a tendency to endanger the harmony and 
good feeling now existing between the two coun- 
tries. 

Let me say, sir, that our strength at home 
and our credit abroad do not depend upon these 
war frigates. The four Collins steamers at this 
time do more to sustain our credit, and carry the 


impression of our power abroad, than all the Navy | 


we have built since 1815. Their equals do not 
float upon the ocean, and they evince that in 
peaceful commerce at least England is no longer 
mistress of the sea. Our merchant ships, too, 
unsurpassed as they are in magnificence and speed, 
which have introduced a new era in naval archi- 


i tecture, and whose canvas whitens every sea, are 


making our power felt, and giving us importance 
in every quarter of the globe; and, in the pursuits 
of peace, are doing more to secure our progress in 
all that concerns the true glory and welfare of a 
State, than could be effected by all the armaments 
and fleets which the power and resources of the 
country could create. 

Mr. FARLEY. I rise to oppose the amend- 


i ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 


(Mr. We.is.] lam a New England man, and { 
represent a sea-board district in the extreme North- 


east. I represer& a constituency who feel an in- | 


terest in the increase of the naval power of this 
country. They feel the necessity for such an in- 
crease. I understand that the whole number of 
vessels now in the Navy is about seventy. How 
many of those vessels are available? Only forty. 


i I call the attention of the committee to one fact, 


which it strikes me has not been sufficiently taken 


into consideration in the discussion of this matter; | 


and itis this: that the increase of the naval power 
of this country, for the last ten or fifleen years, 
has not keff pace with the growth of our mer- 
cantile marine. 
annually built bas doubled. 

The increase of your tonnage has been in a 


! much greater ratio. fn 1844 the gross amount of | 


tonnage built was something like sixty-four thou- 
sand tons; for the year ending June 30, 1852, 
the amount of tonnage built was three hundred 
and fifty-one thousand tons; showing within.that 
time an annual average increase of something like 
fifty per centum. Again, look at the gross amount 


Since 1844 the number of vessels | 


of the tonnage of this country. For the year end- - 
ing June, 1852, it was over four millions of tons. 
We have not had returns for the year ending June, 
1853, but, undoubtedly, the gross amount of ton- 
nage for that year is equal to four and one? half 
millions of tons. S coe 

Now, I ask if your naval power'is at all-ade~ 
quate to the protection of this commerce?” It is.a’ 
well known fact that the very large-proportion of” 
your mercantile marine is engaged in your foreign 
i trade, The value of that four and a half millions: 
of tonnage cannot be short of $200,000,000. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the mercantile marine of: 
: the country is strongly linked and attached to the 
naval power. It is to be found on every sea; and 
wherever it goes, the protection and sympathy 
which are extended to it by the naval power of 
the country, whether your vessel-of-war be a large’ 
one or a small one, is felt and appreciated by the 
master and the seaman. 

Sir, an intelligent Englishman made this remark 

to me in reference to this principle of naval pro- 
tection. He said that the great secret of the power 
‘of the British Government, and the great cause of 
| the loyalty of English subjects, was this: that the 
British Government stood ready always and every- 
i where, wherever her citizens and their property 
might be, to protect them and it. 1 would have 
our Government to adopt and carry out the same 
principle, not in the spirit of a fillibuster; but I 
would have our Government say to the world that 
wherever our citizens go, and wherever iheir 
property is to be found, that there we are prepared 
to sustain them and their rights. 

I was glad, Mr. Chairman, to hear the allusions 
made by the gentleman from New York, over the 
way, [Mr. Pecknam,] in regard to the necessity 
which will probably soon be pressing upon us 
with reference to this matter. The nations of Bu- 
rope are now, or undoubtedly soon will be, en- 
gaged in war. What will be the effect of that 
state of things? They are large maritime powers. 
Our country will feel the influence of the war; and 
I say to you, Mr. Chairman, that that is one of 
the oceasions which calls upon us to prepare for 
events which, without doubt, must soon take place. 
| We do not know the construction which these 

great European Powers may entertain, so far as 
the rights of the property of neutrals are con- 
cerned. And for that reason, sir, | would be pre- 
pared to meet any emergency which may occur. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question isnowon the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wiss 
consin, (Mr. Wext3s.] 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. LYON. I move to substitute the Senate 
bill for the House bill, as it seems to be a foregone 
conclusion that it is to pass without amendment; 
and this course, if adopted, will save the trouble 
of sending the bill again to the Senate. 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. HENN. It is, that it is not now in order 
to move to substitute the Senate bill for the House 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Lowa, 
if there are no further amendments to the first sec- 
tion of the bill, the Clerk will now proceed to read 
the second section. 

Mr. ASHE. I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill to the House, with th 
recommendatisn thatit do pass. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill hag not yet been 
read through; and it would nót be inorder to adopt 
that course. 

Mr. ASHE. Well, then, let it be read th¥ough. 

Mr. ORR. I offer the following amendment: 

Provided, That each of said frigates shall not exceed fit. 
teen hundred tons burden. 

It is, perhaps, unnecessary that I shoald pro~ 
ceed to give, in detail, any views l may have upon 
the subject. I suppose the determination of the 
committee is to pass this bill in the shape in which 
it came to them from the Committee on Navat 
Affairs. I offer the amendment, however,simply 
to indicate my views of the proper course and pol- 
icy to be pursued in making this increase of the 
Navy. 

If the vessels are constructed of fifteen hundre& 
tons burden, they will subserve all the purposes 
| desired by the Secretary of the Navy. They wi 


| 
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carry. from seven to ten guns, and the cost of them 
will be from two to three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. less than if the vessels ave constructed accord- 
ing to the plan contemplated in the bill. As I 
understand it, the vessels to be constructed under 
the provisions of this bill are to be of twenty-five 
+ t 
hundred tons burden, and they will cost upwards | 
of $800,000 each, making the six vessels cost 
$5,000,000. If constructed according to the pro- 
viso | have offered, they will cost the Govern- 
ment about $600,000, according to the information 
I have; and they will answer every purpose. - I 
hope the amendment will be adopted. i 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. My friend from | 
South Carolina ought first to give notice of his in- 
tention to move to amend the title of the bill. I 
object very much to passing a law to build frigates, 
and then make brigs of them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Sloops rather. 

7 a 

Mr. BAYLY. They wouid not be more than 
Brigs, It was a complaint in the late war with Great 
Britain that our frigates carried more than the 
number of guns which a frigate had the right to 
carry; that our frigates were ‘* seventy-fours,”’ 
and our “seventy-fours” one hundred and twenty 
gun ships. 1 do not want to take the back track 
in that respect, and make our frigates brigs—I was 
going to say schooners—but certainly as low as | 
brigs. 

Mr. MILLSON. My colleague will allow me 
to say that these new steam propellers are intended 
to carry fifty guns. The steamers Princeton and 
Susquehanna, the tonnage of which are twenty- 
four hundred tons, carry only about nine guns, 
yet he thinks that these new propellers of fifteen 
hundred. tons may only carry from seven to ten 
guns, 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. Orr, it was put, and the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. MATTESON. I now offer the amend- 
ment which I offered before, and desire the Clerk 
to read it. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, bat as soon as prac- 
ticable after the passage of this act, full and complete plans, 
maps, specifications, and estimates of the cost of all suck 
steamers shalt be made by the Seerctary of the Navy, and 
shall be submitted to a board of oficers consisting of five 
officers ot the Navy of the grade of captain, and five prac- 
tical ship builders, to be named and selected by the Presi- 
dent ; and such persons, with the Secretary of the Navy, 
shall be denominated a Board of Construction; and such 
board shall have power to alter, modify, or amend such 
plans and specifications in such respect as itinay deem ex- 
pedient and proper, 

Sue. 3. Zna be it further enacted, That the work to 
be done, and the materials to be furnished according to 
such plaus, maps, and specifications to be approved of by 
said board, stall be contracted tor in behalf of the United § 
Stues by said Board of Construction, at a meeting to be 
beld by said board, at such place, in the city of Washington, || 
atsuch time as the Secretary of the Navy shail in his dis 
erection direct. Public notice of the times of meeting atthe 
said place for the reeeption of sealed proposals for entering 
into contracts for any of the said work, shall be published | 
in at least two public newspapers baving the largest cireu- 
Jation in the cities of New Orleans, Charleston, Richmond, 
Norfolk, Washington, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, | 
Boston, and Portland, at least four wecks prior to the time | 
of such meeng. | 

Sro. 4. And be it further enacted, That before any work 
or materials shall be contracted for by said Board of Con- 
simevion, all proposals or contracts for work to be done or 
materials to be furnished, herein authorized, shall be sub- 
ject to the fotiowing conditions and restrictions : 

First, AU sueh proposals shall be fora sum: certain as 
to ibe price to be paid foreach and every kind of work and 
for the quality and quantity of every material that shall be 
furnished. , 

Second, Every proposal shall be in writing, and shall 
he scaled up, and shall be accompanied by an affidavit i; 
indorsed thereon of each person uniting in such propo- 
fal, that be is not directly or indireetly interested in any 
other proposal for the same work or materials, or any part 
of the sames that he has no agreement or understanding | 
with any other person to become interested in any other 
proposal or contact for pe same work or materials, or any 
part thereof; and that no other person than such as shall 
be named in the proposal is interested in the same, or has į 
any agreement or understanding to beeome interested in j: 
any contract that may be made in pursuance of such pro- ii 
posal. 

Third, No proposal for work or material authorized by 
this aet shall be received or considered, uniess the same 
shall be accompanied with a boud to the peopie of the: 
United States, in such penalty as shall be required by the | 
contracting board, not less than twenty nor more than fifty 
percent, of the estimate of the cast of the work proposed to i| 
be done, and materials proposed to be furnished, which bond 


i 
shall be signed by the party making such proposal, and two | 
responsible sureties, with such evidence of their respect- |i 
abil the Board of Coustrnetion shall require, and i 
which sureticsshall severally justify in 2 sum equal to such | 
penalty; and which bond skali be conditioned, thatif the | 
gontract shall be awarded to the party making such propo- } 
gal, that he or they will, within ten days after such award, | 


enter into contract for the performance of the work and fur- 
nishing of the materials referred to in such proposal, upon 
the terms prescribed by the contracting board; amd, also, 
the further condition that the contractor or contractors, 
afier making such contract as aforesaid, shall, and will, 
without delay, enter upon the execution thereof, and fully 
and faithfully perform the same, according to the stipula- 
tions contained therein; and, upon his or their failure to 
enter into such contract, that the obligators in the said bond 
will forfeit and pay into the Treasury of the United States 
a sum equal to ten per cent. upon the estimate of the same 
at the price named in the proposition,as liquidated damages; 
and, if any breach shall occur in the condition of such bond, 
the same shall be handed over immediately to the Attorney 
General, who is hereby authorized and required forthwith 
to prosecute the same, and, without delay, to recover and 
colleet the liquidated damages specified in the condition 
thereof, and all damages sustained by the United States 
by the non-performance of the said contract, or any part 
thereof; and the same shall not be compromised, nor shall 
the prosecution or collection of the same be delayed or sus- 
pended by any board or officer. Upon the failure or re- 
tasal of the person or persons to whoura contract may be 
awarded to enter into the same, it shall be the duty of the 
contracting board to proceed forthwith to relet the same.in 
the manner required by law; or they may,in their discre 
tion, award such contract to the next lowest bidder at the 
same letting; and, in ease he will not enter into contract 
for the same on the terins required by this act, the same 
shall be advertised anew, and be let according to law. 
Fourth. No acceptance of a proposal or award of a con- 
tract by the said board, and no contract made by the said 
board, or any interestin the same, shail be assignable to any 
person Or persons; and every agreement for any such as- 
signment shall be absolutely void, and no payment for work 
doue or materials fursished pursuant to a contract, shall be 
made to any general attorney or agent of the contracting 
party, but only to such party in person or tothe agent ofsuch 


party specially authorized to receive the particular payment | 


then due. 

Fifth, Yn every coniract there shall be a provision that 
fifteen per centum of the amountof any work done or ma- 
terials furnished at the contract price thereof, shail be re- 
served by the Board of Construction unti) the whole work 
which is the subject of the contract shall be fally and en- 
tirely completed. 

Sixth. Any other provision that may be direeted by the 
said Board of Construction, not inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of law, calculated to insure the faithful execution of 
any contract, shall be inserted therein. 

Seventh. All contracts for work or materials shall be 


{ made with the person or persons who shall offer to do or 


provide the same at the lowest price, with adequate secu- 
rity for their performance, 

Eighth. All proposals for work or materials shall be pub- 
licly opened and read by the Board of Construction, and 
shal! be marked by one of them as having been received 
and so read, specifying the time, and shall be copied at 
large in a book to be provided for that purpose, and the 
original, within thirty days, be filed in the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

Seco. 5. And be it further enacted, ‘l'hat no officer of the 
United Staies shall be interested, directly or indirectly, in 
any contract; and every such eontract in which any such 
person may be or become thus interested shall be void aud 
declared forfeited by the Board of Construction on discov- 
ery of the fact; and every person becoming so interested 
sliall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 


Before the reading of the amendment was com- 

leted, 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a question of order. 
This amendment commences with section three, 


and I submit thatthe only point where it can come į 


in is after the second section. The second section 
has not been read, and therefore the amendmentis 
not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is for the committee, 
and not for the Chair, to decide at what point the 
amendment shall come imas an independent sec- 
tion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to another question 
oforder. The amendment consists of two or three 
sections. Under our rules, we can have but one 
section of a bill under consideration at a time in 
committee, and I submit, therefore, that it is not 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 


if point of order raised by the gentleman from Penn- 
; sylvania. 


Mr.MATTESON. Mr. Chairman, I proposeto 


i strike out of the first section of the biil the words: 


“said vessels and machinery to be built by con- 


+ tract, orin the Government navy-yards, as the Sec- 


retary of the Navy may think most advisable for 
thepublicinterest,’’ and to insert in theirstead what 
has been read by the Clerk. The bill under consid- 
eration leaves the whole matter to the discretion of 


i the Secretary of the Navy, and to K$ discretion 
| alone. While I do not question his character in any 


respect, both for ability and integrity, yet I submit 


Í to the committee whether it is not better to leave 
| the diseretion with five officers of the grade of cap- 
| tain in the Navy, and five practical ship-builders. 
| We all know that there is a very deep impression 


on the public mind that ships can be quite as well 
and much cheaper built at private ship-yards than 
hey are at the Government navy-yards. That, 

say, is the general impression, I have been in- 


t 
i 


of the Government. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayzy] 
stated that almost everything entering into the 
construction of a ship was now provided for by 
contract. The last three sections of my amend- 
ment throw additional guards around the purchase 
that may be made. Is it not better that the dis- 
cretion which is proposed by the bill to be given 
to a single individual, should be left with naval 
officers and expert mechanics? The President is 
allowed by the amendments I offer, the selection 
of the ship-builders, and would no doubt select 
men of character and, competency. Will you not 
have better work? Will you not reconcile the 
two interests, the naval interest on the one side 
and the ship-building on the other, which are now 
at loggerheads? All these, it seems to me, will be 
accomplished if the amendment be adopted. 

I see nothing inconsistent in my proposition 
with the construction of the steamers at the Gov- 
ernment navy-yards if the Board of Construction 
I propose shall be appointed. Yesterday the dis- 
tinguished and venerable member from Missouri 
(Mr. Bewron] seemed to think that it would-be a 
useless proceeding to let out the building of ships 
when we had our own navy-yards. That de- 
pends upon the question whether we can construct 
vessels for the Navy cheaper and better by con- 
tract with the mechanics and ship-building inter- 
ests of the country than by the Navy Department 
alone? But my amendments do not preclade the 
use of the navy-yards if the Board of Construc- 


tion should deem it advisable. It will,in my opin- 
i ion, be much more satisfactory to the country that 


the discretion in this matter shall be left to the 


naval officers and the mechanics proposed by me, 


than to the head of the Department alone. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, for 
reasons which F will proceed to state as briefly as 
possible, because I think the committee has been 
unnecessarily detained in the consideration of this 
bill. j 

There is every provision now in the organiza- 
tion of the Navy Department that is provided for 
in the gentleman’s amendment. The Chief of 
the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Re- 
pair, is a skillful naval architect, of unquestionable 
talent and extended experience in his profession. 
Besides this, there are five naval. constructors, 
who are experienced ship-carpenters, and an Engi- 
neer in Chief of the Navy, with a reputation unex- 
celled by that of any one in that profession of the 
mechanic arts. ‘fo give additional means of success 
in building and draughting war steamers, Mr.Cope- 
land, the gentleman who, | understand, draughted 
and superintended the building of the engines for 
the Collins line of steamers, is now connected with 
the Navy Department as consulting engineer. 
Then there are captains in the Navy at the head 
of the different bureaus, who have had much ex- 


| perience in the building and providing the arma- 


ment for vessels-of-war, who can and doubtless 


i will, be consulted by the Secretary of the Navy. 
i While I have no authority for saying so, yet my 


| impression is that it is not likely, therefore, that 


the Secretary of the Navy will, upon his own 


‘limited experience and observation, take upon 


himself the entire responsibility of ordering the 
building of these vessels without the prelimina- 
ries usual and proper upon all such occasions. 

The Secretary of the Navy has urged the neces- 
sity of building these vessels, and does so from a 
patriotic impulse. He has the honor of his coun- 
try’s flag at heart, and desires, as he says in his 
recent able report, to protect American commerce 
upon the seas of the world, and our citizens where- 
ever inclination or business may lead them. In 
relation to the increase of the Navy, he eloquently 
says: 

“The result of my investigation of this subject is a decided 
conviction that the maintenance of our proper and elevated 
rank among the great Powers of the world; the just protec- 
tion of our wide-spread and growing commerce; the defense 
of our thousands of miles of coast along the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans, the lakes, and the Gulf of Mexico; the 
recent marked improvements in the art of naval architect- 
ure adopted by other nations—all unite in demonstrating 
the policy, the necessity, of an increase ofthe Navy. -Itis 
true, indeed, our policy is peace. No lust of dominion, no 
spirit of aggression, marks out our course, Our national 
mission is, by the moral force of example to Hinstrate the 
blessings of liberty and peace, civilization, and religion. 
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“st But the reasonable inquiry is, can-peace Be best main- 
tained by the exhibition of comparative weakness, or by a 
display of strength and a preparation which, while itia- 
¿Vites not a conflict, at least defies assaults? What are the 

objects of a navy—whar the considerations to guide us to a 
correct conclusion as to the size and character of the naval 
force of a Republic situated geographically and politically 
as the United States? Do not-wisdom and. prudence ad- 
monish the careful statesman, in his calculations for the 
Tatuare, white he takes thought of the commerce, the rights, 
‘the coast to be protected by this right arm of defense, at the 
‘same time not to be unmindful of the. comparative force, 
efficiency, and character of the navies of, the great Powers 

¿With whom, with all our cherished love of peace, we. may 
have to contend? Ts it the suggestion of a sound discretion 
to rely exclusively upon the sudden preparation of a patri- 
‘otic people, when the perilous ‘emergency starts up before 
them: and shut our eyes with quiet composure to our real 
condition? Or is it wiser to make the preparation which 
‘a considerate glance at the true state of facts shall persuade 
us ia essential to our security ??? 
So, far as the propriety of the gentleman’s 
amendment in relation to the contract system goes, 
that has been pretty fully discussed, and little 
more need: be said, I apprehend, upon that point. 
‘Every investication into its propriety for vessels-of- 
war, has led to its abandonment. When four 
steamers (the Powhatan, Susquehanna, Saranac, 
and San Jacinto) were ordered to be built during 
Mr. Polk’s administration, the proceedings of the 
Naval Board, who were ordered by the Secretary 
of the Navy to inquire into the expediency of 
building those vessels by contract, were indorsed 
as follows: 

“In the present state of the service, F do not think it 
‘will be for the public interest to’eonstruet either of the steam- 
‘ers authorized by Congress for the Navy, by contract, and 
Tsce uo reason, therefore, to exercise the authority men- 
tioned above. JAMES K. POLK. 
UU W ASIINGTON, June 21, 1847.” 

; It is well known toall who pay attention to these 
matters, that both the British and French Govern- 
ments have latterly from time to time, either from 
press of work or the cry of economy, tried the 
contract system for building ships-of-war. In the 
reports, of the British Parliament, for example, 
“that of 1815 on the Navy, it is stated by Mr. Sep- 
; Pings how inferior all the contract ships were, to 

‘those built in the dock-yards.. ft was not denied, 

in the examination referred to by him, and the 
‘witnesses who were interested in the issue, said 
they did all they agreed to, and all they thought was 
necessary. The worst materials were pat in, and 
the least. possible fastenings, and it was found 
that where long bolts should have.been used, they 
were only eight or nine inches long. Those who 
risked their lives in these ships called these short 
bolts “devils?” i : 

Upon the subject of ships-of-war built by con- 
tract, the reports of the British House of Com- 
mons, in the debate of 9th May, 1848, shows the 
result of eight years’ observation on that subject: 


| Built by Government. | Built by contract. 
H 
] 
Š Petrel. | Penguin. Ranger.| Alert. 
Total first cost | 
DEW... esel £8,219 | £8,386 |£7,620 | £7,472 
Repairs in eight j 
years......../ L3H 1,540 7,315 | 5,163 
Mean. cost perj- aasi a 
yeateeeecseee} 1,191 1,240 | 1,792 | 1,579 
| 
£2,431 £3,371 


Difference in favor of Government-built vessels, £940 
per year. 


In France, the reports of the Chamber of Dep- 
uties show the same results. In the report of the 
Committee of the Navy, which sat from 1849 to 
1852, it is repeatedly stated that several, and, in- 
deed, all. the vessels built by contract had imme- 
diately to undergo a heayy repair to strengthen 
them. A committee, raised upon the subject of 
building ships-of-war, although of the most radi- 
cat kind, made no recommendation to build ships 
by contract, I have previously referred briefly 


to;our own experience in this matter. Why, sir, | 


a merchant ship requires but little extra strength, 
beyond that to resist the sea, or perhaps to get 
insurance. A ship-of-war must be strong enough 
to.stand the jar of firing her own guns, and to 
receive the shot of an enemy. Besides, sir, it is 
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not true that our ships-of-war are not fast sailers. 
Why, a single instance may bereferred to, to prove 
otherwise. It is buta few weeks ago I read in 
the newspapers (and that, we all. know, is a 
proper source to be informed of the truth) that 
one of our best-built ships-of-war, the Portsmouth, 
‘held her own” with a clipper ship. Ours, a 
strong, live-oak, copper-fastened ship, now eight 
or ten years old, equaling the speed of a new clip- 
per; built of chestnut, Grand Island oak, and yel- 
low pine, which, being so light, will; in two or 
three years, perhaps, be shaken to pieces. ‘This 
is really something to be proud of... But to return 
to the Department and its attaches. 

Now, sir, as I have said, and I believe, there are 
no abler or more experienced men in the line of 
their profession than the men connected with the 
Engineers and Construction Bureaus of the Navy 
Department; but, in saying this, sir, I do ‘not 
intend to detract from the genius or skill of any 
American mechanic. JT am very willing to admit, 
with my friend from New York, {Mr. Wausn,] 
that George Steers—and I am proud of his merited 
success~-the builder of the yacht America, achieved 
a great. victory in England. Ido not desire to 
pluck the laurels from his brow.: I am very will- 
ing to believe that, if he was connected with’ the 
Construction Department, the Government would 
derive much benefitfrom hisex perience and ability. 
But while I will not detract from the character 
that George Steers has won as an American me- 
chanic, I will not stand upon this floor and per- 
mit, even by implication, as the adoption of the 
gentleman’s amendment would, I fear, that John 
Lenthall’s character, as a skillful constructor and 
naval architect, is less entitled to our consideration 
and confidence. He, too,is an American me- 
chanic of genius and skill. I know him intimately, 
and Iam proud to speak of his mechanical char- 
acter, and award him well-earned fame. “He de- 
serves to ocoupy aproud position among American 
mechanics. . Í refer, sir, to, and have named, the 
chief of the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, 
and Repair. And so with Mr. Martin and Mr. 
Copeland, the chief and consulting officer of the 
Engineer Department. They are also at the head 
of their interesting and scientific art, whether me- 
chanical in the construction of the engines, or 
professional in theapplication of'steam as a means 
of propulsion of vessels-of-war, The gentlemen 
at the head of the Bureaus of the Navy Depart- 
ment, who have: been denominated in this debate 
as of a by-gone age—I was going to say ‘Old 
Fogies,’’ but I do not like'to use the words—are 
entitled to our admiration and respect. In the 
darkest hour of our country’s peril, these ‘old 
captains” braved danger, and defended their coun- 
try’s starry banner in the thickest of the assaults 
of our enemies. ‘They are brave men, who never 
flinched when their services were needed. 

I vividly recollect, that in first reading the his- 
tory of the war of 1812 how. my heart yearned 
towards our brave officers and gallant tars; how 
I have been inspirited with the recollection of the 
contest for “free trade and sailor’s rights;”’ and 
I recollect that the glorious achievements by our 
Navy inspirited the American arms everywhere. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the history of “the last 
war,” as it was called, is familiar, I am sure, to 
all of us. . We were unprepared at its commence- 
ment, as thechairman of the Naval Committee said, 
in his very eloquent opening speech. Millions of 
dollars were lost to the country in consequence, 
from spoliations. upon our commerce. The nation 
was divided upon the question of the war. The en- 
emy’s fleets were hovering allaround us. Thenaval 
victories achieved by our brave officers and gallant 
tars broke the spell, and we bounded -to life, lib- 
erty, and happiness again. The proud mistress 
of the seas had been humbled, and the star-spangled 
banner. of freedom floated in victory.. Mr. Mad- 
ison’sadministration acquired strength, his friends 
confidence, and the Army.and Navy were given as- 
surance of victory and fame. Our cities and towns 
blazed with illuminations, bonfires were lighted on 
every hill to ; ; 

' [Here the 


hammer fell.] 


that the United States Navy, exclusive-of 


„one thousand nine’ hundred and_ninety-o: 


‘rusting, and the ships are. rotting: 


‘board can do a good deal better without 


‘appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the 


Mr. WHEELER® Tmove te'atn 
ment ofthe gentleman from New. Yor! 
TESON,]| by striking out the words Stand S 
of the Navy. oe eae ‘ 
Mr. Chairman,: gentlemen. lau: 
of striking -out the: words':** Secre 
Navy,” and leaving that officer out of! ¢ 
of Construction. Ido. not think, that those gen 
demen, if they were desirous of: building five 
sloops, which. would require an appropriation of 
$500,000, would place it-in the hands of-a. 
who does not know a sloop from ayawl-boat. 
The Secretary of the Navy.is a very worthy:and 
talented man, no doubt, but Ido not believe that. 
he is competent for his business, particularly: that. 
of building these steamers. From the official re-. 
gister, published under his authority, it seems. 


ships, and one vessel on the stocks at Lake Ontario, 
consists of sixty-two vessels of.all:sizess carrying. 


Of this number the official-record states ‘that's 
hundred and two guns are’ at sea, while, tw, 
hundred and eighty-nine gung.are lyi 


yards, ee Peper 
< The Secretary has been in-office but ayearyand 
he now comes and asks for six war steamers.: A 
am willing to grant these six steamers by my. vote, | 
but I am unwilling to. place them entirely: in: his 
hands. We have nine ships-of-the-line, and. not 
one of them is atsea. Three of them are now 
used as receiving ships, threearein ordinary yand 
three on the stocks.. Eight hundred.gune are thui 
lying useless. Of the thirteen. frigates, belonging 
oc 


to our Navy, seven of them are lying at our 
yards, five are in ordinary, and two. are on, the 
stocks. Three hundred and fifty-six gung are here 
lyinguseless.. We have three sloops-of-war.lying 
idle, having sixty-two guns, and -one frigate, of 
four guns; three steamers, of sixty-seven guns; in: 
the same condition; showing the sum total of one 
thousand two hundred and eightyrnine guns lying’ 
useless; while the ships are rotting. at the dock; : 
yards. And yet, under this-state of. things, this 
bill proposes to give entire power: to the Secretary 
of the Navy for the construction of these steamers. 
Iam opposed to giving it to him, and I amin 
favor of establishing a bureau, as‘my colleague: 
from New York (Mr. Marreson] hag prop: 
I move to strike out the words “ Secretary 
Navy,” because I think that. the remainder. 


i ge t prevail, shall. vote for 
the bill presented by. the chairman’ of the Com- 
mittee on’ Naval Affairs.” I should have preferred 
if he had made the number of steamers twelve m- 
stead of six. I will vote for six, and I will vote 
for that number when the Senate bill comes in; 
but I am opposed to conferring so much discre- 
tionary power over the matter upon the Secretary 
of the Navy. I would be glad if the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. would offer an 
amendment to meet the case, and T would will- 
ingly vote for it. Si cha 

Mr. DEAN. I am opposed to the amendment 
of my colleague. {Mr.; Waxrrer)]; as being too 
short, and the amendment of my other.colleague’ 


my amendment. does ‘not prevail, 1 


(Mr. Marreson] as being too long. ee 
The question was then taken on Mr. WAEEL- 
ER’s amendment to the amendment; and it Was 
not agreed to. "arene kanye 
The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Marreson,] it was put, and disagreed to. 
Mr. EASTMAN, -I move that the committee 


‘rise, and report the bill, 


The question:was taken; and the motion 
disagreed to. : 
So the committee refused to rise.. i 
The second section of the bill was then: read, 
as follows: ee : 
‘And be it further enacted; That there be, and is hereby, 


was 


Aad 
retary of the Navy, for the ptirpose above specified, and for 
altering, completing, and‘ launching: the frigates Santee, at 
Kittery, and Sabine, at New York, the.sum-of $3,600,000, 


Mr. McMULLIN, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Be it further enacted, That the proceeds of the public 
lands shall be hereby set apart for, and appropriated to, the 
cost of building said vessels, and equipping the same. 

vind be it further enacted, That the annual proceeds of 
the public lands sball be appropriated to repairs of said 
vessels, and the support of the Navy of the United States. 

Mr. DEAN. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New | 
York will state his point of order. i 

Mr. DEAN. The point of order is, that the H 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia is not germane to the bill. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. We will have to pay, Mr. | 
Chairman, for the building of these vessels, and I | 
presume it is not inappropriate for us to declare i 

10w the expense of building them is to be defrayed. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to || 
the opinion that the point of order raised by the | 
gentleman from New York is well taken; and that | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia is | 
not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I | 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia offers an amendment, which has just been | 
read, and a question of order is raised by the gen- 
tleman from New York, that the amendment is |! 
not germane. The Chair sustains that question |! 
of order, and from that decision the geneman 
from Virginia appeals. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I suppose debate is not in | 
orders is it? | 

The CHAIRMAN. No: debate is notin order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Before the 


| Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Latham, 


vote be taken, I desire to make an inquiry of the 
Chair. í | 
Several Memners. Order; question. Hi 
The CHAIRMAN. The inquiry of the gen- || 
tleman may be pertinent to the question. He will 
therefore state his inquiry. | 
Mr. STANTON. If the House determine to il 
build ships and pay for them, has not the House | 
the power to say where the money for defaying | 
the expense of them is to come from? ii 
Several MEMBERS, | 


tleman from Kentucky being in the nature of an | 
argument, isnotin order. ‘I'he question is, ‘ Shall | 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of | 
the committee?” j 
The question was then taken; and the decision | 
of the Chair was sustained. i 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move that the il 
committee do now rise and report the bill to the || 
House. i 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. Jones, | 
of Tennessee, having resumed the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, the Chairman reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the state of the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly, by special order of the 
House, House bill No. 52, and had directed him 
to report the same to the House without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move the previous question 
on that bill, The previous question was seconded, 
and the main question ordered to be put. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. EASTMAN, I move that when this 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. ELLISON. 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. EASTMAN, 


I call for the yeas and nays 


|| which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion 


I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

(Cries of “No!” « No!” and 
the bill.” 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon ordering the 
bil to be engrossed and read a third time, it was 
put, and decided in the affirmative, | 

The bill being engrossed, it was subsequently 
read a third time. 


“ Let us pass 


Mr. BOCOCK. I move the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered to be put. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the yeas and | 
nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The main question being, ‘Shall the bill pass ?”’ 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
113, nays 43; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, Ashe, | 
David J. Bailey, Banks, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Benson, į 
Bliss, Bocock, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, | 
Chandler, Chastain, Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Cumming, 
Dean, Dent, Diek, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Ellison, Ethe 
ridge, Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goode, i 
Goodrich, Grey, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Ha- 
ven, Hibbard, Houston, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, J. Glaney 


Lilly, Lyon, McCulloch, Macdonald, Maxwell, May, Mili- $ 
son, Morrison, Murray, Packer, Peck, Peckham, Penning- | 
ton, Bishop Perkins, Jobn Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, | 
Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Riddle, David Ritchie, Robbins, | 
Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Single- | 
ton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, | 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- i 

i 

\ 

| 


ton, Hestor L, Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Tay- | 
Ne 


lor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
Trout, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheel- : 
er, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicofier | 
—l13. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C., Allen, Bennett, : 
Benton, Boyce, Campbell, Caruthers, Chrisman, Cobb, | 
Cox, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Eastman, Edgerton, | 
Fenton, Flagler, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hendricks, Henn, 


Lindley, MeMullin, Macy, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Ready, Thos. 
Ritchey, Sapp, Wade, Ejhhu B., Washburne, aud Wells 
—43. 


So the bill was passed. 

Pending the yeas and nays— 

Mr. ENGLISH asked leave to record his vote, 
he not being in the Hall when his name was | 
called. l 

Leave was refused, and he therefore gave notice | 


| that, had he been permitted to vote, he should have |, 


voted in the negative. 
Mr. MATTESON also gave notice that he : 
should have voted in the negative, but that he 
had paired of with Mr. Asune. 
Mr. BOCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by 


to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. [ have made several 
ineffectual motions to go to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table, in order to refer several bills, i 
which should have been referred long since. For ! 
the purpose of accomplishing that object, I move | 
that the House now proceed to the consideration | 
of business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now f 
adjourn. ! 

Mr. DAVIS. 
is that 


T rise to a question of order, It | 


The SPEAKER. There can be no question of j 


order in order at this time, asa motion to adjourn $ 
takes precedence of all other motions. i 
The question was then taken on Mr. Dean’s i 
motion, and it was agreed to. 
The House accordingly, at three o’clock and - 
thirty minutes, adjourned to meet on Monday: 
next, 


IN SENATE. li 


Monpay, April 3, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Hexry Suicer. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Senate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, | 


in answer to a resolution of the Senate calling for 
information in relation to the claim of David Car- 


ter, a Cherokee Indian; which was referred to || 


the Committee. on Indian Affairs. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented res- i 


olutions of the Legislature of New Mexico, re- 


į specting additional mail facilities; which were! 
‘i termaster’s Department, submitted an adverse re- 
Post Roads. it 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Ter- | 
ritory of New Mexico, asking an additional ap- : 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


propriation to finish certain public buildings in. 
that Territory; which was referred to the Com- į 
mittee on Territories. ‘ 


7 
i 
H 
H 
j 


aylor, Thurston, racy, |; 


Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, praying an appropriation 
for the preservation of the archives of that Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of New 
Mexico, praying the confirmation of the titles to 
land under grants from the Mexican Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented resolutions 
passed at a meeting of the Board of Mayor and 
j Aldermen of the town of Fort Madison, Iowa, 
praying the establishment of a post route between 
Fort Madison and Keosauqua, in Van Buren 
county, Iowa, and between Fort Madison and 
Farmington, in Van Buren county, lowa; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Iowa, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Apple 
Grove to Wintersett, in Iowa; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads. 
| _ Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Lewis 
Humbert, praying an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a remonstrance, signed 
by legal voters of Fitchburg, Worcester county, 
Massachusetts, and a memorial of citizens of the 


: | State of Indiana, against the passage b ress 
; Hin, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Knox, Lane, ii : : ed p Be Dy, Cong = 


| of any act which shall infringe or impair the pro- 
vision whereby in all that part of the Territory 
of Louisiana, north of 360 30’, slavery was for- 
ever prohibited; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. EVERETT presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Boston, remonstrating against the passage 
of any act for the organization of Nebraska, which 
will permit slavery in the Territory, from which 
it was excluded by the Missouri compromise; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 
tion of Frances Depriest, widow of John Depriest, 


| a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, pray- 


ing bounty land; which was referred to the Com- 


ii mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. JOHNSON presented printed documents 
in relation to the claim of the Eastern Cherokees, 
for an additional per ‘capita due them under the 
treaties of 1835, 1836, and 1846; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of 
Jefferson county, Pennsylvania, praying that meas- 
ures may be taken to secure religious liberty to 


|| American citizens residing or trayeling in foreign 
‘| countries; which was referred to the Committee on 


Foreign Relations, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a me- 
morial of the Legislature of New Mexico, pray- 
jing the reéstablishment of the military post at 
Fort Atkinson; which was referred to the Com- 
! mittee on Territories. 
| Also, a memorial of the Legislature of New 
: Mexico, praying the establishment of Artesian 
| wells on the Jornada del Muerto; which was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of New 


i protect the inhabitants of that Territory from In- 


i Mexico, praying that measures may be taken to 
t 
f 


dian depredations; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 
Also,a memorial of the Legislature of New 


| Mexico, praying a geological and mineralogical 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. i; 


survey of that Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | , Also, a memorial of the Legislature of New 


| Mexico, praying the construction of a wagon- 
road from Santa Fé to Don Fernandez, in that 
| Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
i on Territories. 

i REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

| Mr, SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Lieutenant S. L. Frémont, praying to be restored 
to the position formerly held by him in the Quar- 


port thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. STUART. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the memoria! of 
| Cadwallader Wallace, praying compensation for 
‘certain Virginia military bounty land warrants, 
the lands appropriated for satisfying such war- 


1854. * 
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Land Office upon it, and have come, I believe, 
unanimously to the conclusion that no special le- 
gislation is proper in the case, and that all the rem- 
edy to which the petitioner is entitled can be had 
under the general law of Congress which author- 
izes him to locate a quantity of land anywhere, 
where it is subject to sale at the minimum price, 
equal to the amount of his Virginia bounty land 
warrant. fask that the report may be printed. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CHASE. I ask that the Committee of 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition and papers of Joseph Clymer, of Mis- 
souri. No report has been made upon this claim: 
butit is the desire of the petitioner to withdraw 
his papers, and present them to the proper De- 
partment. I move that the committee be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, and that 
the petitioner have leave to withdraw his petition 
and papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred a petition of inhabitants of 
the county of Erie, Pennsylvania, praying an in- 
crease of the pension of Lyman Badger, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom wasreferred the memorial of Wil- 

` liam D. Merrick, and Benjamin C. Howard, 
agents of the State of Maryland, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill to direct a reéxamina- 
tion of the account between the United States and 
the State of Maryland; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of James‘ 
Erwin, representative of Daniel Greathouse, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for the 
relief of James Erwin, of Arkansas, and others; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

‘Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads,to whom was referred 
the petition of Thomas C. Nye, praying compen- 
sation for the violation of a contract by the Post 
Office Department, for the transportation of the 
mails, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. y 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of A. G. Bennett, a paymaster in the United 
States Army, praying to be relieved from his. lia- 
bility for money lost or stolen while in his pos- 
session, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. ? a 

"Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the 
relief of Catherine B. Arnold, widow of the late 
Major Ripley A. Arnold, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions; which was 
agreed to. 
PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of William Frost 
be withdrawn from. the fites of the Senate, and referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MASON, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
amend the act entitled “An act to provide for 
liquidating and paying certain claims of the State 
of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time by its titlé, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


DOCK AND RAILWAYS AT PENSACOLA. 
Mr. MORTON submitted the following resolu- 


: for commodities and service. 
make larger denominations of coin convenient, particularly | 


aanne 7 i 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to inform the Senate what amount has been paid tothe con- 
tractors, Gilbert & Secor, and what amount is yet due to 
said contractors, on account of the floating balance dock, 
basin, and railways at the navy-yard, Pensacola, and 
whether the said dock, basia, and railways have been com- 
pleted according to contract, and accepted by the United 
States; what is the present condition of said dock, basin, 
and railways; whether any of the stipulations of the con- 
tract have been dispensed with, and if so, what were the 
stipulations so dispensed wiih, and the reasons therefor; 
and,that_he be requested to communicate to the Senate 
copies of all reports of the Commissioners that have been 


appointed tọ examine the said dock, basin, and railways; | 


and also a copy of the contract entered into by the Navy 
Department with the said Gilbert & Secor for the construc- 
tion of the said dock, basin, and railways. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 
Mr. PETTIT submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate, at as early a day as convenient, whether the provis- 


| ions and stipulations on the part of the United States ina 


treaty made with the Potrawatomie Indians on the 26th 


day of October, t834, in Indiana, and particularly the fifth | 


article of said treaty, and the promises and stipulations 


whieh Colonel A. ©. Pepper, their removing agent, was | 


authorized to and did make to said tribe of Indians, by 
virtue of instructions dated April 28, 1835, sigued by the 
Commissary General of Subsistence, and now on filein the 
office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, have been 
performed and fully complied with ; and if fully performed 
and complied with, to transmit to the Senate copies of all 
the vouchers showing such fulfillment and compliance; and 
if not fully performed, to inform the Senate in what such 
failure consists, and what amount of money will fully com: 
pensate said tribe of Indians for such failure or non per- 
formance on the part of the United States ; and that he like- 
wise communicate a copy of said instructions to the Senate. 


NEW LARGE GOLD COINAGE, 


Mr. GWIN. I present a memorial, signed by | 
the bankers, merchants, and pyincipat business | 


men of San Francisco, asking for the passage of 
a law authorizing the coinage of gold pieces of the 
denomination of fifty dollars, at the branch Mint in 
California, I sent the memorial to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with the hope of being able to 


| receive his opinion in time to allow me to present 


the subject to the consideration of the Senate when 
the deficiency bill was. pending; but the bill was 
passed before: received his answer. 


His letter is in these terms: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 21, 1854. 

Sir: T have duly considered the memorial which you 
placed in my tiands this morning, of merchants-and bank- 
ers of San Francisco, California, praying Congress to au- 
thorize the coinage, at the branch Mint at that place, of 
gold pieces of the denomination of fifty dollars. Upon the 
subject-matter of this memorial you desire my opinion, and 
ł have, therefore, the honor to say, that, in the present con- 
dition of Califoruia, as it respects its currency, the measure 
recommended would, in my opinion, be judicious and 
proper. 

The larger denominations of gold coinage are not found 
to be adapted to circulation in the Atlantic States. It is 
found that few of the twenty-dollar pieces, and not a great 
many of the tens remain in private bands, but are soon 


| passed into the possession of the banks and brokers, and 
| their places supplied by bank paper. The larger pieces are 


also more convenient for transportation; aud being thus 
carried to the South and West prevent the transit of the 
smaller coins, which wonld, if transmitted, remain in per- 
manent circulation amongst the people in those sections of 


the country. For these and other reasons, it appears to me į 


to be desirable to increase the coinage of the smaller de- 


| nominations, and to diminish the larger, for circulation on 


this side of the Union; and the increased capacity of the 


i Treasury for coinage, arising from the establishment of the 


branch Mint at San Francisco, and of the assay office at 
New York, will enable it to carry this view into effect. 
But there are peculiarities in the condition of California 


| which recommend a different scale of coinage for that re- 


gion. These are: First, the fact stated in the memorial of the 


and, second, the high scale of prices prevalent in California 
These circumstances will 


in counting and passing targe sums. To this may be added 
that time will be saved in coining, which may be of much 


consequence to miners and others, at least until the capacity | 
of the branch Mint shall be ascertained to be equal to the |) 


gold offered. 
In order to harmonize the proposed large-coin with the 


prerent recognized coins, I would recommend that the j 


coinage be authorized of pieces of $100, and $50, and $25, to 


be called the “Union,” ‘half Union,” and ‘quarter | 
Union,” but that the half Union only be struck for the pres- į 


ent. 
Lam, very respectfully, JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. Wirus M, Gwin, United States Senate. 


T move that the memorial, with the letter of the, 


Secretary of the Treasury, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. : 
The motion was agreed to. 


i 
i 
i 
1 


i 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM: ABROAD: oii =, 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President,.some few. weeks.’ 
ago I stated to the Senate that I should, ere long, 
ask permission to move to take fromthe files, and: 
refer to the Committee on Foreign Relationa, the: 
report made at the last session by Mr. Under= 
wood, on. the.subject of: the. rights of American. 
citizens abroad to. freedom. of religious’ worships 
! now make that motion. I do not do-it; howe < 
ever, with a view to have the matter taken up at 
the present moment, but I. will ask the Senate to; 
hear me upon iton this day three weeks.” I bex 
lieve that will be as convenient a time as.any other; 
but if this. stands in the way. of any other busi« 
ness, I shall be willing to postpone.it, for am in: 
no hurry. : 
I desire, however, to make some remarks upon, 
the subject. IT feel particularly called upon to do 
so in consequence of some animadversions upon: 
our proceedings, to which I alluded before.. E 
therefore ask the Senate to allow me on that day, 
if nothing else stands in the way, to take up this 
motion, and to submit my remarks to:the Senate 
upon the subject. : 
The PRESIDENT.: The Chair. does not: ex+ 
actly understand the honorable Senator’s motion. 
r. CASS. My motion is, that the report made 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations at the: 
last session, on the subject of religious freedom to. 
American citizens. abroad, be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela= 
tions. ; wh 
The PRESIDENT. That order will. be. made, 
if there be no objection. > eee ee 
Mr. CASS. 1 do not ask that the motion be: 
considered at this time; but I wish the Senate to 
allow me to rhake some remarks upon the aubject: 
on this day three weeks. i 
The PRESIDENT. Then the Chair under- 
stands that the Senator from Michigan moves to; 
postpone the further consideration of his motion 
until this day three weeks, and thatit be made the 
special order for that day? 
Mr. CASS. Yes, sir. 
The motion was agreed to; and the subject waa 
made the special order for the 24th instant, 


JAMES M. GOGGIN. 4 


Mr. RUSK. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the petition, 
of James M. Goggin, have directed me ‘to report 
a bill for his relief. [tis a very plain case, and I 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to consider it 
now. 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to require 
the Postmaster General to settle and adjust: th 
claims of Mr. Goggin, and to allow him & fair and 
reasonable salary as special mail agent for the State 
of California, from December 1, 1850, to April 6, 
1853, with reasonable allowances for office rent, 


per diem, and hire of a clerk. 


Mr. RUSK. One word in explanation of the 
bill. Mr. Goggin was special mail agent for the 
State of California for the period mentioned in the 
bil, The duty devolved upon him of performing 
the duties of mail agent, by contract, upon the 
routes in that State. He found that it was impos- 
sible to do it at thesalary and the per diem allow- 
ance which he was to receive, and without the 
assistance of a clerk. He wrote letters to the Past-. 
master General declining to act, seeing that the 
expenses were such that he could_not do it but at 
a loss. The Postmaster General, however, in- 


a > : : | sisted that he should go on in the performance of 
prohibition against, and entire exclusion of, paper money ; `! 


his duties, and then bring the subject before Con- 
gress, for the purpose of obtaining. relief. The 
proof in the case is very clear, Goggin performed 
all the duties devolving upon him, and, in accord- 
ance with the suggestion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, he comes to Congress for remuneration. 
The bill was reported. to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read a third time, and passed, 


CADETS AT WEST POINT. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I move that the Senate now. 


| take up the joint resolution from the House of 
if Representatives, explanatory of thelaw regulating 


the number of cadets, which was postponed. the: 
other day at the request of my honorable friend. 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] It is pressed upon 


|.me by the Department. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin 
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Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the joint resolutions. 

Mr. STUART. I barely want to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Illinois, without in- 
terfering with the provisions of the joint resolu- 
tion at all. This should not apply to a case 
where, upon the reorganization of the districts ina 
State, the districts are decreased, as the resolution 
will by its terms. It is known that the policy has 
been to keep the number of representatives about 
as they are; and the consequence is, that the old 
States lose in proportion as the new ones increase. 
The provisions of this resolution would increase 
the cadets in those instances, although the number 
of districts might be decreased. 1 think there 
might be some amendment to the resolutio not 
avoid this. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think the honorable Sena- 
tor labors under a misapprehension. J have ex- 
amined that point particularly; but no legislation 
is necessary. The original law diminishes the 
number if the number of districts is decreased. 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. But the Senator will 
see that the effect of the resolution is this: If, in 
the reorganization of the districts in a State a dis- 
trict is formed within which there is no cadet at 
the time, this resolution is intended to have one 
appoinied. To illustrate my meaning: Suppose 
in a State which had five districts that, upon a 
new arrangement of districts, the number is re- 
duced to four, and it still shall bappen that there 
is one of the four in which there is no resident 
cadet, the State would get an additional cadet. al- 
though it lost a district; that certainly cannot be 
the intention of this resolution. It is to provide 
for the case where there is an additional district 
formed and there is no cadet in it; at least that 
ought to be its provision. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The object of this resolution 
is to have a cadet from every district. In the case 
which the Senator presents to the Senate, if a dis- 
trict was made vacant by a new arrangement, al- 
though there would be a diminution of the number 
of cadets, the resolution would give a cadet for 
that district, but at the next appointment the 
number of cadets would be diminished. This is 
only a temporary arrangement, and at the next 
rearrangement the proportion will be reéstablished. 

Mr. STUART. So I understand; but I sub- 
mit, as a matter of prudence, that the number of 
cadets in a State should not be increased where 
the number of congressional districts is dimin- 
ished. Ido say to the Senator, that if my own 
judgment were to prevail I should not like the 
‘resolution at all; but I do not intend to object to 
its application where the number of the districts 
ina Siate shall be increased, and one shall be 
found without a cadet. Yet, sir, the resolution 
certainly should be amended, so as to provide that 
it shall not apply to any State where the number 
of districts on a rearrangement shall be diminished. 
It might happen very well that all the cadets ina 
State would be thrown into one district under a re- 
arrangement, and still the number of districts in 
the State would be reduced; and yet, under this 
resolution, there might be several additional cadets 
from that very State. 

Mr, SHIELDS. If the honorable Senator will 
permit me, I will state that that does not alter the 
case in one iota. The general law provides that 
every district in the United States shall be entitled 
to one cadet. By a new arrangement, whether it 
diminishes the number of districts in a State or in- 
creases the number, does not alter the principle. 
By the new arrangement, it happens that at this 
time there are some districts left without any 
cadets. I have inquired into the matter since the 
case was before the Senate last, and I find, by a 
memorandum which I have before me, that ‘ the 
difficulty arises in consequence of the apportion- 
ment of the different States in conformity to the 
census of 1850, leaving more districts vacant than 


there are vacancies in the academy at the present | 


time; but in making the appointments for the fol- 
lowing term, it must of necessity conform to the 
act.” That is,at the next appointment there will be 
only one for each district; consequently, this isonly 


to give a remedy to a temporary derangement, | 


as it may be called, which has been occasioned 
by the rearrangement of the districts. My own 
opinion is, that the War Department ought to 
have acted upon the principle of the honorable Sen- 
tor, when the number was diminished and increased 
alike—that is, to apportion the cadets among the 


| new districts without reference to their residence; 
but they have not done so. They say the law is 
obligatory, and that they were compelled to con- 
fine the cadets to the districts in which they reside. 
That leads to the difficulty; but the thing is done, 
and we cannot undo it. The other districts have 
no cadets, The object of the resolution is to let | 
those districts that have no cadets appoint. At; 
the next term all will berectified, and each district | 
will have its cadet; so that there will not be two | 
in one district. | 
Mr. ADAMS. I do not know that I under- 
stand this matter exactly. IfI do understand the 
existing law, each State is entitled to a number of 
cadets equal to the number of congressional dis- 
tricts in the State, one to be taken from each dis- 
trict. Under a new apportionment, or under any 
act of the Legislature redistricting any State, it: 
may so turn out that two or three cadets to which | 
| the State is entitled may fall into one district, and | 
the others be vacant. This is intended to remedy 
the evil. But you suffer the State to have three || 
cadets from one district, perhaps cadets who are || 
to remain there for four years, giving that State | 
an additional number, which the Legislature may |j 
create by a rearrangement of the districts. I see | 
no necessity, from the mere fact of distributing the |; 
cadets among the States, to increase the represent- 
ation beyond the number to which it is entitled. || 
Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator is correct. The || 
| general law says that each district shall havea | 
cadet, and the cadet shall reside in the district. || 
Now, by the new arrangement, two or three ca- || 
dets are thrown into one district, and a few of the |! 
new-formed districts have no cadets. The object | 
of the resolution is to remedy that. j 
Mr. STUART. For the purpose of carrying | 
out my wishes, I shall offer an amendment to this 
effect: i! 
Provided, That the provisions of this resolution shall not | 
apply to any State in which the number of congressional | 
districts shall be reduced. 
A Sexaror. That will defeat the object of the | 
resolution. 
Mr. STUART. If that will be its effect, 1 sub- | 
mit to the Senate that the resolution ought to be 
defeated. The general law stands on the principle 
that each congressional district shall be entitled | 
to have one cadet at the Military Academy. | 
If the effect of this resolution is, upon a rear- || 
rangement of the districts, to increase the number 
of cadets in a State, not in proportion to the pop- || 
ulation, not in proportion to the number of dis- | 
tricts, but in proportion to the accident by which | 
the lines of any new districts may be determined, | 
the whole resolution ought to be defeated. There 
is no doubt about that, because it is at war with 
the principle upon which the Academy at West | 
Point is established. For instance, as | intimated || 
awhile ago, suppose that in the arrangement of | 
the districts upon a new enumeration of inhabit- | 
ants, the State of New York shall lose three | 
congressional districts, yet it might happen under į; 
this resolution that she would gain ten cadets. | 
Each cadet is to be located, when appointed, in 
the congressional district from which he is ap- 
pointed, but anywhere in that district; and a rear- | 
rangement, I say, might throw them into other | 
districts, and might, in the case I have put, leave | 
New York with ten new districts without a cadet | 
in any of them, while, at the same time, she would | 
lose three districts. Thus, while her representa- | 
tion would be decreased, you would add ten to || 
the number of her cadets at West Point. If that | 
is the effect of the resolution, and is to remain the || 
effect of it, I submit again to the Senate it ought li 
to be defeated. ji 
I know that the amendment which I propose | 
will not remedy the evil entirely, but it will do this: į 
it will only give additional cadets at West Point jı 
to a State where there are additional districts ;: 
made in the State. It will then be substantially i| 
within the principle upon which the cadets are 
sent to West Point. But if the resolution is al- |! 
lowed to stand as it does now, and the number of | 
| cadets is to be increased to a State which is di- 


| minished in its congressional districts, then there 
can be no apology for it whatever. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would move to amend the 
amendment, by adding a proviso to the followin 
effect: 


Provided further, That no State shall at any time have 
more cadets at West Point than the number of representa- 


> 


| 
| 
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tives she is entitled to in the House of Representatives, 


! from Mississippi. 


Mr. SHIELDS. It is not worth while to at- 
tempt to pass the joint resolution, either with the 


| amendment of the honorable Senator from Mich- 


igan, or the amendment of the honorable Senator 
The honorable Senator from 
Michigan seems to think it would be well to ex- 
cept from the operation of the resolution those 
States in which the number of districts may be 
diminished. The principle of the amendment of 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi is pre- 
cisely the same. Now, sir, the object of this res- 
olution is to give each district a cadet, without 
regard to whether the number be increased or 
diminished. Iagree with the Senator from Mich- 
igan, that some States, for the time being, will, 
under its operation, have a greater number of 
cadets than they have congressional districts; but 
that will only be until this term expires. Then 
each new appointment will be from a new district. 
This is only to remedy a temporary confusion, a 
temporary derangement, owing to the changes of 
the districts. 

If you lay down the principle, that no State is 
to have a greater number of cadets than it has 
congressional districts, then this resolution is al- 
together wrong, and so is the general law. It does 
not matter whether the number of districts in a 
State be increased or diminished, the principle is 
thesame. The principle of the general law is, that 
cadets shall not be regulated by States, but by dis- 
triets. I[donotsay whether that is right or wrong. 
Each district, says the general law, shall havea 
cadet, and the cadet shali live in the district. In 


i carrying out that law, it happens that there are 


some districts—not many—which have no cadets. 
I understand, on inquiry, that the eflect of the reso- 


‘lation willbe to increase the number of cadets 
| by seven only for the time being, and until the 


next appointment. Then they will again be pro- 
portioned to the number of districts. But, sir, as 
I repeat, if the object is that a State shall have only 
as many cadets as it has districts, this resolution 
ought to be defeated. If, on the contrary, every 


| district. should have a cadet, it is necessary that 


those districts which now have no cadets should 
have them. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘Will the Senators from 
Michigan and Mississippi reduce their amend- 
ments to writing? 

Mr. STUART reduced his amendment to writ- 
ing, as follows: í 

Provided. That this resolution shall not apply to any 
State in which the number of congressional districts shali 
be diminished. 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw my amendment to 
that amendment. Iam willing to agree to that, 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that we are too exact in this matter. If I under- 
stand the existing law, itis meant to be that every 
district shall have a cadet at West Point; but by 
an irregularity, which has been created by chang- 
ing the districts, it cannot now be carried out. 
The object of the joint resolution is that those 


° 


| districts which now have no cadets shall have 


them. The consequence of that will be a super- 
numerary. number, a very few, temporarily; and 
that results, because those who are now at. this 
institution will continue through their terms— 
perhaps a year, perhaps two years, and some per- 
haps for a longer time. But the moment they 
graduate, every district in the country will be en- 
titled to one cadet. Ido not see how it can be 
accomplished in any other way than that proposed 
in the resolution. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Michigan is, I think, wrong. I know of no rea- 


; son why a district in one State should be debarred 


from a cadet because some other district in the 
State may have two cadets. The principle is to 
give to every district a cadet, and the object of the 
present resolution is to carry out that principle. 
As soon as a certain number of those who are 
now at the Military Academy, shall graduate, the 
irregularity will cease. If that is the case, L 
think the report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs should be sustained. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Thatis precisely the case. 

Mr. STUART. 1 have but a few words to say 
in reply to the Senator from Connecticut. It is 
now 1854 and a cadet who goes into this institu- 
tion goes there for four years, and the term of one 
who goes now will expire in 1858. In two years, 
then, after his term shall expire, there will be an- 
other enumeration of the inhabitants ofthe United 
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States, which will produce a recurrence of precisely 
the same difficulty. We cannot help it, because 
the cadets are increased in the new States and re- 
duced in the old as the congressional districts are, 
and they are appointed on the principle of coming 
from districts. 

Now, the question is whether you will let the 
Seven districts referred to remain as they are until 
the term of the cadets at West Point in the par- 
ticular States expires, and then let the cadet go 
where he ought to go, to the new district; or 
whether you will now increase the number of 
cadets by seven, and, at another enumeration, 
increase them still further, and that, too, without 
any referenceto thenumber of districts ina State? 
Upon every rearrangement of congressional dis- 
tricts in a State, the chances are that one or more 
districts will be left without any cadets. I under- 
take to say that this will happen under every 
enumeration which will take place hereafter; and | 
on every rearrangement of the districts in every | 
ten years the sarne necessity will recur again. 

Now, sir, while it is true that one cadet is ap- 
pointed for each district, it is equally true, I 
think, that the intention is that a State shall have 
no more cadets than it has congressional districts; 
that is, no more new appointments. I undertook 
to remedy somewhat the confusion which exists | 
by introducing my amendment. I confess that 
my own judgmentis against the entire proposition. 

Mr. RUSK. One part of the resolution pro- 
vides that the present number of cadets shall be 
continued to those States which have lost by the | 
last enumeration. So far as that is concerned, I 
have no objection to it. But, as the resolution 
stands, it introduces a confusion, which suggested 
itself to my mind on hearing it read, and which 
has not been remedied by any of the explanations 
which have been made, or any of the amendments | 
which have been suggested. The difficulty is this: | 
Upon a rearrangement of congressional districts, | 
if two cadets fall into one district, and there is 
none for a new district which may be arranged by 
the Legislature, that new district, under the reso- | 
lution, will get a cadet. That is to continue as 
the law, through all time, until repealed. The 
present law goes upon the principle that each 
State is entitled to as many cadets at West Point 
as representatives in Congress. Now, take the 
whole thirty-one States; I venture to say there is 
not a single year in which there is not in some 
States a rearrangement of congressional districts. 
This provision would continue to apply; and thus, 
whenever there was a rearrangement of districts 
ina State, and two cadets fell into one district, | 
that State would have one more cadet than she 
was properly entitled to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator from 
Texas has pointed out the only difficulty in this 
resolution; that is that it may become permanent. I | 
intended myself to move an amendment to prevent | 
the recurrence of such a state of things hereafter; | 
but I am informed that there will be no danger on | 
that point, for I understand that the Department | 
will provide against the recurrence of any such : 
derangement hereafter, 1 think, however, it might | 
be very well, perhaps, as there is some dispute 
about the matter, to amend the resolution now, so | 
as to prevént any such derangement in future. | 
That could be done by inserting a provision, that | 
hereafter in no new arrangement of any State, shall 
there be more cadets allowed to any State than | 
there are districts within it. J will acceptsuch an | 
amendment on the suggestion of the honorable | 
Senator from Texas, although, as I have remarked, 
the Department itselfintends to endeavor to provide ! 
against the difficulty in future. i 

Mr. ADAMS. I should be glad to know of | 
the Senator from Illinois, what necessity there is | 
for making an exception now to the rule which | 
he is willing shall prevail hereafter? If there be 
a vacancy in any of the districts, it is the act of | 
the Legislatures of the different States, and not! 
the fault of Congress, 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will state that I think the | 
Department might assign a cadet who is at this 
time in the Military Academy, to a new district, | 
although he may reside in another district. This | 
would prevent the difficulty. This amendment 
will enable the Department to do that hereafter. | 

The question being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Sruarrt, there were ayes 16, noes 14—no | 
‘quorum voting. : 


Mr. BADGER. There seems to be some real | 


difficulty about perfecting this resolution.: Gentle- 
men are disposed to amend it. They seem to differ 
as to the effect and operation of it. I confess, for 
one, that J am not prepared to decide, and do not 
understand which is the preferable plan of those 
suggested—the original resolution, or as it will be 
modified by the adoption of the proposed amend- 
ment. I do not see ahy necessity for its immedi- 
ate passage. I think it had better be deferred, and 
letus have an understanding as to what provision 
we are going to make. 

Mr. MASON, Ifthe Senator will give me the 
floor, I will move to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the joint resolution, for the purpose of 
going into Executive session. 

Mr. BADGER. I am going to submit that 
motion myself. IT move that the further consid- 
eration of the joint resolution be postponed until 
this day fortnight. 

Mr. RUSK. I think the better plan would 
be to recommit it to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If it were recommitted to me 
now, I would either say that it ought to be de- 
feated, or to pass, as it is. 

Mr. RUSK. 
wished to amend it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will agree to the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Texas, but I 
prefer to agree to the motion made by the honor- 


able Senator from North Carolina, not that we` 


can get any new light upon the subject by any 
means, but 1 am willing to let the resolution lie 
for the time mentioned. 

The motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the resolution until the 17th instant was 
agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 3, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 

The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the call of committees for reports, commencing 
with the Committee on Public Lands. 


CLERK TO SELECT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. MACE. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the select Mail Steamer Committee be 
permitted to employ a clerk at the rate of four dollars per 
day during the time he may be engaged as such clerk. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. MACE. I then move to suspend the rules, 
in order to enable me to introduce it. 

The question was then put; and decided in the 
negative, two thirds not voting in favor thereof. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. OLDS, Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow me to report a bill from the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads rela- |! 


tive to the compensation of postmasters. 

Mr. GREY. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me to present a resolution before he does that. 

Mr. OLDS. Iam anxious to make this report 
at as early a period as possible; and I hope there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 should like to 
know what the proposition is first. 

The bill was then read by its title for informa- 
tion, as follows: j 


e t regulating the pay of deputy postmas- |; l ; 
at E pay, ati | tion of the chairman of the Committee on the Post 


ters.” 

Mr. JONES. I would inquire of the gentleman 
what he proposes to do with it? a 

Mr. OLDS. I propose, if consent is given to 
introduce it, to make a statement relative to the 


effect of the bill, and then ask the House to put it | 


upon its passage. If that shall be objected to, Í 
shall move to refer it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. JONES. I think it had better not be intros, i 


duced then. 


7 S. I move a suspension of the rules, || tir ; 
a: j "|| action upon some proposition. that shall ‘afford 


in order.to enable me to introduce it. . - 
The question was put; and the Speaker an- 
nounced 75 in the affirmative. 


I understood that the Senator || 


Mr. DEAN called for tellers. 5-5 Bae 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would inquire if seventy- 
five is not less-than two thirds. of ‘a quorum, and 
therefore. that the motion is lost?. -If so, T hope 
the gentleman from New York will withdraw his 
call for tellers, ons “ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think -we 
better.have tellers before we proceed any further} 
and therefore I hope the gentleman will not with- 
draw the call. : ot 

Tellérs. were then ordered. ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Ilinois.. It is eyi- 
dent there is no quorum present. I think we had ` 
better have a call of the House. 

r Mr. OLDS. Let the vote be taken by tellers 
rst. . 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 83, noes 11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. OLDS. As there seems to be no quorum 
voting, I call for the yeas and nays. - : 

The SPEAKER. If the yeas and nays were 
ordered it would be unavailing, as there: is. no 
quorum, and therefore no business could be trans- 
acted. ; 

Mr. OLDS. I then move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
affirmative. a 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll; and 
137 members having answered to their names, ‘ 

Mr. OLDS moved that all further proceedings 
in the call be dispensed: with. > * gees 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I did not hear 
my name called, though I was: present., I ask 
that it may be recorded. : Ror ee 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the absen- 
tees are regularly called after the roll has been 
gone through with, and thus every gentleman will 


| have an opportunity to answer to his name. For 


this reason the Chair will not recognize any gen- 
tleman, 

Further proceedings in the call was then dis- 
pensed with, 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen appointed 


| will resume their places as tellers. 


Mr. Campzext being absent, Mr. FAULKNER 


| was appointed by the Speaker in his stead. 


Mr. KERR. ‘What is the question before the 
House? : ee 

The SPEAKER. The question is on a motion 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of allowing 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 


ito report a bill entitled “ An act regulating the 


pay of deputy postmasters.”? a 
The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to, the tellers having reported—ayes 124, 
noes 1. ‘ ‘ 
So the rules were suspended for the. purpose in- 
dicated, (two thirds having voted in the afirma- 


tive. ee ts os i 
a. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, then reported a bill enti- 
tled “ An act regulating the pay of deputy postmas- 
ters;” which was read a first and second time by 


| its title, 


Mr.OLDS. Task that the bill be read through. 

The Clerk then read the bill through. 

[Here a message was received from the Senate, 
by Assory Dicxins, Esq., their Secretary, notify- 
ing the House that that body had passed. the 
deficiency bill, with sundry amendments, in which 
it asked the concurrence of the House.] 

Mr. OLDS. As I propose to ask the House to 
put this bill upon its passage, and as what I have 
to say might, perhaps, as weil have been said in 
the form of a report, had it not been for the fact 
that I wished to put it upon its passage, I ask the 
House to allow me to say what Ihave to say from 


i the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. McMULLIN. | I desire to: call the atten- 
Office and Post Roads to oné feature in the bill. It, 
provides for the increased compensation of póst- 
masters in all cases where they receive commis- 
sions on $100 and upwards. If desire to know if 
there is any provision in the bill which provides 
for postmasters whose compensation is less than 
that? 
Mr. OLDS. The gentleman willsee that those 
cases are provided for in the course of my remarks. 
“Mr. Speaker, such is the pressure. made by 
the postmasters of the entire Union for. speedy 


them relief, that] am induced to ask the House 
to consider, and mature, if. they find it defective, 
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and put upon its passage, the bill which I have 
just reported. {am emboldened, sir, to ask this 
favor of the House, from the fact that perhaps 
two thirds of the members have importuned me 
to take speedy action upon this measure. 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads have given the subject a very thorough in- 
vestigation, and are unanimous in recommending 
the passage of the bill under consideration. 

I deem it my duty to state, briefly, the reasons 
which have operated upon the minds of the com- 
mittee, and have induced them to make the rec- 
ommendation. By this course, the arguments 
which [now present will appear, together with the 
bill, in the morning’s Globe, and this will enable 
gentlemen on to-morrow to vote understandingly, 
for or against the passage of the bill. 

And inasmuch as this argument will be in the 
place of a report, E trust that, notwithstanding 
much of it will consist of dry and uninteresting 
details, nevertheless I may have the attention of | 
the House. 

The argument which I desire to present being | 
based mostly upon facts and figures, and such es- 
timates and tabular statements as have been fur- 
nished the committee by the Postmaster General 
and the Auditor of the Post Office Department, I 
have thought it advisnble, in order to avoid all 
mistakes, to trust rather to my manuseript than 
my memory. 

In order to enable the House to understand the 
provisions of the bill just reported, it becomes ne- 
cessary for me to direct the attention of gentlemen 
to the provisions of former laws, under which | 
postmasters were allowed their commissions. 

Prior to the reduction of postage consequent 
upon the passage of the act of the 3d of March, 
1851, the commission of deputy postmasters was 
as follows, viz: On the first $100 per quarter, 30 | 
per cent.; on the next $300, 25 per cent.; on the || 
next $2,000, 20 per cent.;on any sum beyond the | 
last named amount, 8 per cent. 

When the forezoing rate of commission was es- 
tablished, letter postage was from six to twenty- 
five cents, averaging not less than twelve cents 
upon exch letter. Newspaper postage was then || 
one cent on each paper circulated in the State | 
where published, and one and a half cents when 
circulated out of the State where published. 

By the act of the 3d March, 1851, Congress 
reduced the postage on letters to three cents when 
prepaid, and five cents when unpaid; and by the 
act of the 30th August, 1852, Congress reduced 
newspaper postage to one fourth of one cent in 
the State where printed, and one half of one cent 
out of the State where printed. By these two 
acts Congress has reduced the postage on both 
letters and papers to not more than one fourth 
what it was when the rate of commission to which 
I have referred was established, 

Congress, upon the passage of the Jaw of the 
3d March, 185], reducing the postage, did not 
see fit to change the commission allowed deputy 
postmasters; but gave the Postmaster General, in 
his discretion, power to make such inereased com- 
pensation to them as would make their commis- 
sion equal to what it was before the reduction of 
postage took place. 

The sixth section of the act of the 3d March, 
1851, reads as follows: 


ind be it further enacted, Thatto any postmaster whose 
commissions may be reduced below the amount allowed at 
Bis off forthe year eding the 20th of June, J8451, and |} 
whose labors may be increased, the Postmaster General i 
shall be authorized, in his discretion, to allow such addi- 
tional conmnissions ashe may deem just and proper: Pro- 
vided, Thatthe whole amount of commissions allowed each 
postmaster during any fiseal year shall not exceed by more 
than twenty per cent. the amount of commissions at such 
office for the year ending the 30th day of June, 1851. 


| to the commissions allowed at each office for the 


| business, the last Congress repealed the provision 


| masters; and by the act of the 3d March, 1853, 


! allowed for the year ending the 30th June, 1851. 


j than one half. 


i number of letters received, distributed, and de- 


; $4,576,000; in 1851, the last year under the five 


! cause of complaint to find their compensation 
; greatly reduced at the very time that their labor į; 


T 


year ending the 30th June, 1851. The conse- 
quence was, that each deputy postmaster had the 
fixing of his own extra compensation. To remedy 
this loose and unsatisfactory manner of doing 


of the law of the 3d March, 1851, authorizing 
this additional compensation, and undertook to 
settle definitely the commissions of deputy post- 


allowed commissions as follows: 

On the first $100, 50 percent. 

On the next $30U, 40 per cent. 

On the next $2,000, 35 per cent. 

On al! sums over $2,000, 15 per cent. 

lt was then supposed that these rates of commis- 
sion would be about equivalent to the commissions 


In this supposition, Mr. Speaker, Congress was 
sadly mistaken; and the commissions, as I shall 
demonstrate by facts and figures, were reduced 
fully thirty-five per cent. below what Congress 
supposed they would be, and what they were for 
the year ending the 30th June, 1851. 

The most obnoxious feature in the present law, 
and against the oppression of which twenty thou- 
sand intelligent American postmasters protest, is 
found in the fact, that while it reduces the rates of 
postage, the labors of all Lhe offices have been vastly 
increased, at the very time that their pay has been 
greatly diminished. 

In order, Mr. Speaker, that I might give the 


House some conception of this increase of labor, || 


I have procured from the Auditor of the Post |i 
Office Department a statement of the revenues of 
the Department from the year 1840 up to the pres- 
ent time, I will send it to the Clerk to be read. 
[See table A in next column.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you will please observe 
that the first reduction in postage took place under 
the act of 1845. This act reduced the postage on 
letters from six, ten, twelve and a half, eighteen 
and three quarters, and twenty-five cents, to five 
and ten cents, being an average deduction of more 
For the five years preceding this 
deduction, the amount received for letter postage, 
in round numbers, was, for 1841, $3,812,000; for 
1842, $3,953,000; for 1843, $3,738,000; for 1844, 
$3,676,000; for 1845, $3,660,000. At the end of 
the last fiscal year the firstact reducing letter postage 
went into operation. The next six years, although 
the postage was reduced more than one half, shows 
a much larger average revenue; consequently the 


livered at the various post offices, must have been | 
more than doubled. In 1846, the letter postage 
amounted to $2,881,000; in 1847, the amount was 
$3,198.000; in 1848, for letters and stamps it was 
43,340,000; in 1849, for letters and stamps it was 
3,872,000; in 1850, for letters and stamps it was 


and ten cent postage, for letters and stamps it was 
$5,369,000. For the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1852, the first year under the three and five 
cent postage, for letters and stamps, $4,226,000; 
for 1853, for letters and stamps, $4,473,000. These 
two last years show that while the postage has 
again been reduced more than one half, the falling 
off in the revenue is only about one fifth, conse- 
quently.the increase in letters passing through the 
post offices has again nearly doubled. 

The same table, with reference to newspapers 
and periodicals, will demonstrate the same results, 
I need not trouble the House with a recapitula- 
tion. 

Now Task, in all candor, Mr. Speaker, have 
not these twenty-three thousand postmasters just 


The effect of this provision in the law of the 3d 
March, 1851, was to require the Auditor of the 
Post Office Department, in the settlement with | 
deputy postmasters at the end of each quarter, 
to have reference to the compensation of each 
postmaster for the vear ending the 30th day of 
June, 1851. This House willat one perceive that 
the whole clerical force under the control of the |! 


was found utterly impossible, in settling the quar- 
terly returns of these twenty-three thousand post- 
masters, to have reference, four times each year, 


is more than doubled? The present, sir, is a pe- 
riod noted for remarkably high prices of living, 
scarcely exceeded by the memorable times of 1816 
and 1836. Labor, rents, and all kinds of produce 


per day. Theclerks in all the Departments of 
the Government can scarcely subsist on their $900, 
$1,200, $1,500, and $1,800 per annum. Already, 
sir, we have a bill before us increasing very con- 
siderably their compensation. Mechanies and op- 
erators every where are striking for higher wages, 
‘and yet we have reduced the commissions of dep- 
uly postmasters more than thirty-five per cent., 
at the same time that we have more than doubled 
the labor that we require them to perform. Under 
such a state of things, how are these postmasters 
to support themselves and families? How are 
they to pay office rent and clerk hire? It would 
be no wonder, indeed, if we should hear of more 
frequent mail depredations. How long can hon- 
estand competent men resist the temptations which 
surround them, and continue in the employment 
of a Government that so poorly rewards them for 
their arduous services ? 

To remedy these evils, Mr. Speaker, the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, after 
mature deliberation, agreed upon the bill which I 
have just reported, with the exception of the pro- 
viso relative to distributing and separating post 
offices. 

This bill, without that proviso, was submitted 
to the Postmaster General for his views; and it is 
‘ due to that high functionary that I should say that 
the bill does not meet his approbation. 


[A] Avprror’s OFFICE, March 13, 1854. 
Sir: In compliance with the request of your letter of 
this day, I iuelose herewith a statement of the revenue of 
the Department from ist July, 1840, to 80th June, 1853, 
embracing a period of thirteen years. 
Very respectfully, 
WILLIAM F. PHILLIPS, Auditor. 
| Hon. E. B. Ouvs, House of Representatives. 
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I now send to the Clerk the communication of 
the Postmaster General, giving his views upon the 
subject, and will ask that it may be read: 

: Post Orrice. DEPARTMENT, February 27, 1854, 

Sin: T have attentively considered the project of a “ bill 
to regulate and increase the pay of deputy postmasters,» 
submitted by you a short time since, and upon returning it 
to your I beg leave to present for your consideration the 
views I entertain upon the subject. 

For convenient reference I will here state. the rates of 
commission allowed upon letter postage by existing Jaws, 
as compared with the rates provided by the proposed bill: 


Present Rates. Proposed Rates, 
50 per cent. on the first. $100 | 60 percent. on the first. $100 
40 percent. onthe next 300 | 50percent.onthenext. 300 
35 per cent. on the next 2,000.| 40 per cent. on the next 2,000 | 
15 per cent. on all over 2,400 | 15 per cent. on Al over 2,400 
10 per cent. on letters 22} per cent. on letters 
` for distribation. for distribution. 

With the view of ascertaining the effeet which the adop- | 
tion of the proposed rates would have upor the revenne, as 
well as to obtain an estimate of the amount that would be 
necessary to defray the expenses of destributing offices 
where the commissions at present rates are insufficient, I 
addressed a communication to the Auditor for this Depart- 
ment, and herewith submit a copy of his repiv, and of the 
tabular statement which accompanied it. ‘Thistableshows | 
the aggregate amount of increase in each State and Terri- | 
tory cast upon the letter postages received in the quarter 
ending September 30, 1853; but as it is proposed to make 
the change.of rates commence on the Ist of April, 1853, he 
has estimated the quarter preceding and the two quarters į 
succeeding the September quarter of that year. This esti 
mate’ shows that the proposed rates of commission would | 
reduce the revenue; or, what is the same thing, increase | 

j 


the expenditures of the Department for ‘ compensation to 
postmasters,”? ‘clerks for offices,” &c., about $302,944, 
Such would probably be the effect of the proposed change 
of rates; and itis respectfully submitted, whether the pub- 
lic interest really requires the expenditure of so large a sum į 
upon the post offices, at a time when large additions to the 
mail facilities are demanded in all parts of the country, and 
more especially in the newly settled States and Territorics. 

There are now imore than twenty-three thousand post of- 
fices in the United States, of which number it is believed 
that not less than ten thousand are held rather for the inct- 
dental advantages they afford than for any profit accruing | 
directly to the incumbents; some thousands more are held | 
by persons who are now content with the direct profit and | 
the incidental advantages derived ; many more are sought 
with avidity beeanse the compensation is ample for the la- 
bor and attention bestowed, and but a few, comparatively, | 
make an inadequate return for the services and responsibil- 
ity of the incumbents. These last consist chiefly of dis- 
tributing offices situated at points where the commissions 
on delivery matter are insufficient to aid in compensating | 
the additional labor imposed by the duties of distribution. 

But the proposed scale of commissions, while it increases 
the compensation of thousands of postinasters who neither 
need nor expect it, affords no substantial relief to the dis- 
tributing offices, where the labors performed are most oner- 
ous, and the services rendered are of the utmost import- 
ance to our mail system. Therefore, to give efficiency to 
offices of this class, 1 would respectfully submit that it can 
be done most readity and economically by restoring to the 
Postmaster General the power given him by the sixth section 
of the act of 3d March, 1851, so far as to authorize him to 

. make allowances from the Ist April, 1853, to distributing 
offices, sufficient to cover their reasonable and necessary 
expenses ; provided the allowances so made shall not exceed, 
by twenty per cent., the respective amouuts allowed for like 

urposes in any previous year, at the same offices. 

The Auditor estimates that the sum of $25,100 per an- 
num would cover all the additional allowances necessary 
to be made to the distributing offices ; but if they should | 

* reach $35,000 a year, still that mode of relieving them 
would, in my opinion, be preferable on the score of econo- 
my, to any general increase of the rates of commission. 

There is yet another class of offices which require the 
aid of Congress, called separating offices, which perform 
service second in importance only to the distributing offi- 
ees. They are situated at the termini or diverging points 
‘of many mail routes, and they overhaul the mails and sep- 
erate and bag the matter for the different diverging routes. 
Many of these offices are inadequately compensated, and, 
therefore, I would commend the subject to your attention, 
suggesting that the power to make additional compensation 
‘to such offices might be conferred, with the same limita- 
tion as in the case of distributing offices. It will be seen 
that the Auditor estimates that $20,000 per annum will be 
sufficient to relieve offices of this class. 

1 decin it my duty to use the present occasion to bring to 
your notice the fact that the compensation of the postmas- 
ters at the small offices was considerably reduced by the 
operation of that provision of the “Act to amend the act en- 
titled ‘An act to reduce and modify the rates of postage,’ 
&ec., approved August 30, 1852, which deciares that, 
When the postage upon any newspaper or periodical is 
paid quarterly or yearly in advance at the office where the 
said periodical or newspaper is delivered, or is paid yearly 
or quarterly in advance at the office where the same is 
mailed, and evidence of such payment is furnished to the 
office of detivery in such manner as the Post Office Depart- 


z ps p $ 
ment shall, by general regulations, prescribe, one half said | 


rates only shall be charged.” This discount of fifty per cent. 


allowed for prepayment, inures chiefiy to the benefit of the | 


postmasters in the large towns and cities, where the pre- 
payment is commonly made, and the country postmasters 
have to deliver the papers and periodicals without any com- 
pensation. 
I have the honor to be, most respectfully, yours, 
JAMES CAMPBELL, Postmaster General. 
Hon. Epson B. Oups, Chairman: Committee Post Office 
and Post Roads, House of Representatives, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, l will ask the Clerk to do 


me the favor to read, in this-connestion, the esti- ! 


j 


| 


mates of the Auditor-of the Post Office Department, 
referred to inthe communication of the Postmaster 
General: 
Avpiror’s OFFICE, Post Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
February 15, 1854. i 

Sir: In auswer to the interrogatories proposed in your 
letter of the 14th instant, T have the honor to state— 

Ist. That if, instead of the commissions now allowed 


upon letter postage, “the proposed rates” shouid be sub- į 


stituted, trom and after the Ist April, 1853, the probable 
effect would be to decrease the revenue for the year ending 
3lst March, 1854, about $300,000. 

For the basis of this estimate you are. respectfully re- 
ferred to the accompanying statement marked A.* 

The total amount of letter postage for the 
Quarter ending 30th June, 1853, was........9$1,121,679 19 
Quarter ending 30th September, 1853, was... 1,199,564 41 
Estimated for 3lst December, 1853, was..... 1,159,000 00 
Estimated for 31st March, 1854, was........ 1,180,000 00 


$4,600,243 60 |; 


Taking, then,.the additional commissions actually ascer- 
tained for quarter ending 36th September, 1853, as the basis 
or an cermat for the other quarters, the following will be 
the result: 


Quarter ending 30th June, 1853, estimated $73,819 00 


Quarter ending 30th September, 1853, ascertained 75,078 35 |; 


Quarter ending 30th December, 1853, estimated., 76,416 00 
Quarter ending 3ist March, 1854, estimated..... 77,631 00 


$302,944 35 


2d. The number of accounts subject to resettlement prior 
to those of the current quarter, should the proposed rates 
take effect from and after the Ist April, 1853, would be 
sixty-five thousand one hundred and sixty-three, and the 
additional clerk hire to effect this would not exceed the 
sum of $3,000. 

3d. Uf the sixth section of the act of 3d March, 1853, were 
repealed, and the sixth section of the act of 3d March, 1851, 


*STA'TEMENT A. 
Compensation of Postmasters for quarter ended September 
30, 1853, compared with the proposed rates of commission. 


{ Compensa’n Compensa’ | 


STATES. | at present | at proposed: Increase. 
| rates, | rates. H 
— m ee | | == 
Maile....se ses eesse] $14,100 81) $16,563 74; $2,462 93 
New Hampshire... 8,182 88; 8,699 90| 1,517 02 
VerMODt. sss ssereeo | 9,654 25; 31,267 92; 1,613 67 
Massachusetts......4, 27,934 32; 33,301 29} 5,366 97 
Rhode Island. sse.. 3,335 78, 4,030 67} 694 89 
Connecticut ereseeeej 13,397 78! 15,779 19} 2,381 41 
New Yorke... asese.) 61,424 40} 72,096 68| 10,672 28 
New Jerseys eee 9,562 10; 11,158 83) 1,596 73 
Pennsylvania. ......| 33,861 35; 39,792 73| 5,931 38 
Maryland.....-ssee. 6,518 20 7,405 65 987 45 
Delaware....eeceees 1,648 95! 1,908 55; 289 60 
District of Columbia. 905 G1! V7L 42) 65 81 
Virginia -..{ 17,536 99] 20,658 21! 3,101 22 
North Carolina...... 6,814 24} 7,927 38) 1,113 14 
South Carolina.. se.. 5,457 96! 6,458 26) 1,000 30 
Georgia.ssssererrsee] 10,894 64) 13,105 99| 2,211 35 
Florida.... 1,928 47; 2,268 72; 340 25 
Alabama 8,814 76! 10,400 98; 1,586 22 
Mississippi 8,001 08) 9,430 57|  ¥,429 49 
Louisiana 4,405 88 5,249 42 843 54 
Texas ose 5,971 22 7,000 77) 1,029 55 
Arkansas 3,568 39: 4,083 40! 515 01 
Kentucky.. 10,086 291 ` 11,919 57| 1,833 28 
Tennessee. 8,958 88! 10,511 51) 1,552 63 
Missouri -| 7388 80! 8,715 36! 1,326 56 
Indiana | 15,308 14! 17,891 49| 2,567 75 
-| 82,889 36) 38,770 19| 5,880 83 
*| 17,986 87; 20,984 73; 2,977 86 
| 7,657 32: 9,112 12| 1,454 80 
lowa. sses. 5,738 20! 6,648 96| 910 76 | 
Michigan -Í 9,702 37) 11,313 63) 1,611 26 | 
California seee ses is) 7,380 99) 9,025 86} 1,644 87 | 
Minnesota Territory.| 470 58) 553 24 82 66 | 
Oregon s | 1,227 54| 1,454 79 227 25 
New Mexico ‘f 120 13) 143 00 22 87 
Utah “ | 158 67, 191 268| 3259 
Nebraska “ 4i 31} 46 80! 6 49 
Washington ‘* i 134 49) 160 42; 25 93 
e] [aiee 
$389,054 60; $457,983 201568,928 60 
Whole amount of disitripution 3d} 
uarter of 1853..66) uuene eee | $701,417 72; 
Deduct distribution aliofiices hav- H 
ing a surplus of com! nissions : 
Portiand...... esie.) $10,804 47; | 
Boston... 70,008 28! i 
Hartford. 8,587 98) 
New York 228,351 75} : 
Albany... i 17,051 44; i 
Butfalo... | 24,235 63; i 
Troy ....+ i 6,777 54| 
Philadelph . 19,978 73 
Baltimore.. 5 | 9,663 64 : 
Washington G 3,248 53} H 
Chicago ‘| 42,418 52! i 
Detroit...csesseeeees! 14,301 15! i 
A —| 455,427 63! 
Leaving of distribuition ........ I $245,990 09 
jata per cent, $6,149 75 


sesseventaselecceaseneses {575,078 35 


Total oar 
PSO ESENS 
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i 
| where. the post office department: not only: sus- 


| to that Government. 


restored, so far as to give the Postma 
to allow to postmasters at distrib 

commissions ‘dre insufficient, suc! 
might be necessary to:defray the re 
expenses -of their offices, fram tst Apti 
ble amount of such allowances, show! 
continue, would not exceed 825,000 pe 
if that class of officers should ‘also be: incl! 
large amount.of labor is éxpended iti sepafdting t 
I have no doubt:that $20,000 additional, judiciot 

would-afford all ihe relief absolutely necessary. . Au! 
also, allow me to say, that the increase ôf ci 
contemplated by the proposed rates, so'fat asa cer 
of distributing ‘officers are concermed, will be found in 
equate to their relief. Pake, for-instance, St. Louis offfeé; 
1853, 
-8878 63 
942 SL 


where the commissions for: quarter ending 30th June, 


were insufficient to pay. the incidental expens 
And for quarter ending 30th September, 1853. 


Leaving the postmaster without. compensation; 2 2 

and $1,620 34 
in debt, while the additional commissions tnder the pro» 
posed rates would amount only to $1,135 19, thus leaving 
the postmaster’s compensation, and $485 15 for incidental 
expenses, to be provided for in some. other way» A 

I have the honor to.be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, Wek. PHILLIPS. 


Hon. James CAMPBELL, Postmaster General 0 OS, 


With all due deference, Mr. Speaker, to ‘the 
opinion expressed, and the deductions and infers 
ences: made by the Postmaster General. fromthe 
estimates of the Auditor of the Post Office: Des 
partment, against the passage of the: bill: under 
consideration, I beg leave on behalf of myself:and 
my colleagues.on the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, most respectfully to: dissent: and 
will. so far trespass upon the patience of the House; 
as to notice each:particular objection made by the 
head of the Post Office: Department, to the bikr 
ported by the committee. Diir ans eS 

By this exhibit, Mr. Speaker, the auditor for 
the Post Office Department, estimates that the bill 
which I have just reported, will increase the ex- 
penditures of the Department $75,035 35- per quar- 
ter, or $302,944 per annum. 

The Postmaster General very pertinently puts the 
question, ‘* Whether the public interest really re- ` 
quires the expenditure of so large asum upon the 
post offices at a time when large additions to the 
mail facilities are demanded in all parts of the 
country, and more especially in the newly-settled 
States and. Territories?” : Be Bett lee fae 

With. all due deference, Mr. Speaker, tothe 
opinion of the Postmaster General, l: am utterly 
at a loss: to know what the ‘* demand for increased 
mail facilities,” has to do with the adjustment and 
graduation of commissions to the postmastert of 
the offices already established, so that they may 
receive compensation adequate to the Jabor.per~ 
formed, and the responsibility incurred; unless, 
indeed, Congress and the Postmaster General still 
act. upon the hypothesis, that the Post Office De+ 
partment should be a self-sustaining Department 
of the Government. : : Pi ge 

If, Mr. Speaker; we are to: return: to such: a 
theory, you should. apply the pruning hook, nat.to 
the postmasters; who are the poorest paid of all 
classes of Government officials, but to the excres- 
cences which Congress has fastened upon: the 
Post Office Department. If, sir, this branch of 
our Government is to be a self-sustaining Depart- 
ment, do away immediately with your franking 
privilege, and let. everything which passes 
through and in the mails of the United States, pay 
its proper tribute to that Department. towards its 
maintenance. Sir, the friends of cheap. postage 
are constantly pointing us to. Great Britain, where 
the cheap-postage system is in operation, and 


tains itself, but is actually a source of revenue 
But do these.gentlemen 
understand that nothing passes. through the 
mail of Great Britain without paying postage? 
Do they understand that the Postmaster General 
of Great Britain, the members of Parliament, the 
House of Lords, and even the Queen herself, is 
denied the franking privilege, and must pay post- 
age the same.as:the humblest subject? Do gen- 
tlemen really understand that the free matter 
which Jeaves the post office in this city abstracts 
from the revenues of the Post Office Department 
a million and a half of dollars annually? 

repeat, Mr. Speaker, if you desire to make the 
Post Office Department a self-sustaining branch 
of the Government, do away with the transmission 
of all free matter through the mail, and-by. this 
single operation, you will increasethe revenués of 
the Department more than two and @ half millions 
of dollars annually. ee re ee 
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Again, sir, instead of appl ying the pruning hook 
to the peor postmasters throughout the country, 
apply it to the ocean mail steamer service. It isa 
homely maxim, but nevertheless a true one, that it 
is poor economy to “stop the leak at the spicket, 
and leave the waste at the bung-hole.”’ 

Sir, you had a contract with E. K. Collins & 
Co., for the transportation of the United States 
mail between New York and Liverpool, at 419,25 
the round trip. The last Congress, notwithstanding 
I thought it my duty as the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee to inform the House that there 
were responsible offers before that committee to 
perform the service at $10,000 the round trip, 
raised the compensation to $33,000 the trip. Thus 
voting away, to one single company, consisting, 
as I am told, mostly of foreign stockholders, need- 
Jessly and wantonly, $100,060 more than I am 
desirous to obtain for these twenty-three thousand 
postmasters, as an adequate reward for the ser- 
vices which they actually render to the country. 

Again, sir, if the Post Office Department is to be 
made a self-sustaining branch of the Government, 
instead of applying the pruning hook to the post- 
masters, apply itto your railroad companies, who, 
notwithstanding they nearly swallow up the whole 
revenues of the Department, are, like the dauzh- 
ter of the horse leech, continually crying, ‘ Give! 
give!! 

But, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as when the bills 
reported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads relative to the railroad and ocean mail 
steamer service shall come up for consideration, I 
shall have occasion to dwell more at length upon 
these abuses, Í will not further discuss them at this 
time. 

In refutation of this position taken by the Post- 
master General, it is sufficient for me to advert to 
the fact that Congress, in theact of 3d March, 1851, 
reducing the postage of muailable matter to its 
present low rates, distinctly placed upon record its 
abandonment of the policy of making the Post 
Office Department a self-sustaining Department. 

it was then urged, as an argument against the 
reduction of postage, that you would be compelled 


to reduce the mail facilities of the country, and cut | 


down the compensation of postmasters, or, other- 


upon the National ‘Treasury. 

Now, I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that, in the sixth 
and seventh sections of the act of the 83d March, 
1851, Congress pledged itself that the compensation 
of postmastera should not be cut down, and the 
mail facilities of the country should not be reduced, 
in consequence of the reduction of postages. 

The sixth section of that act, as I have already 
shown, authorized and required the Postmaster 
General to estimate the compensations of deputy 
postmasters, by the commissions received by them 
during the year preceeding the taking effect of that 
act. 
allowed an increase of twenty per cent., as shown 
in the proviso to that section, which is in these 
words: 


“ Provided, That the whole amount of commission al- 
lowed such postinasters during any year shall not exceed 
by more than twenty per cent. the amount of commi ns 
at such office for the year ending the 30th June, 1851.” 


The seventh section of that act is, perhaps, a 


more explicit abandonment of the policy referred | 


to than is the sixth. Itis as follows: 

“Sue. 7. And be it further enacted, That no post office 
now in existence shall be discontinued, nor shall the mai 
service on any mail route in any of the States or Territo- 
ries be discontiuued or diminished, in consequence of any 
diminution of the revenues that may ult from this act; 
audit shall be the duty of the Postma General to estab- 
lish new post offices, and place the mail service on any new 
mail routes established, or that may hereafter be established, 
in the same manner as though this act bad uot passed.” 


These sections of the act of 3d March, 185], 
demonstrate, beyond the possibility of a donbt, 
the abandonment of the policy of making the Pos 


t 
Office Department a self-sustaining department of 


the Government. They also demonstrate the 


pledge of Congress, that the compensation of 


Nay, sir, itdid not stop at that, but actually | 


i 
i 
| 
i 
j 
| 
i 


i 
| eral are the quarters ending the 30th September in | 
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deputy postmasters should not be reduced by the. 


reduction of postage. 

Permit me next to show, sir, that the bill which 
by order of the Post Office Committee, I have re 
ported, does not increase the compensation be 
yond the amount received for the year ending the 
30th June, 1851. 

That I might be enabled to keep the proposed 
increase within the limits prescribed by the act of 
the 3d March, 1851, which I regard and shall con- 


x 
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tact of the 3d March, 1851. 


į sire to call the attention of the House. 


: marks, and thus each gentleman will be furnished 
| with data upon which to make his own calcula- 
i tion. 


: the average compensation to each postmaster in | 


ithe quarter ending the 30th September, 1850, |; 


| pensation to postmasters for the quarter ending 


sideras the pledge of Congress, given to the deputy | 
postmasters of the country, the Post Office Depart- ; 
ment, in accordance with my request, has furnished 
me with the statement which I now send to the 
Clerk to be read: z 
Statement of the. compensation to Postmasters und Olerks 
Sor offices for the yeurs ending June 30, 1850, 1851, 1852, 


Nae | Compensa- 
yon endiag tion to Post- E prks or Total. 
une ov. masters. S 


Slutement of compensation to Postmusters and Clerks for 
offices, quarters ending September 30, 1850, 1851, 1852, 
and 1853. 


for 


mes = i Gopa Tin i 
Quarter ending Compensa Cler 


dt 


30th September. | Hom tet ost: offices. Total. 
errr 
$414,438 56; 891,015 $505,453 71 | 
x i 


*451,765 77 4,920 22 | 
Aye 581,457 89 


518,748 13 


*These sums include the average amount of additional 
compensation allowed under the sixth section of the act of 
Mareh 3, 1851. 

The first statement exhibits the compensation 
to postmasters and clerks for two years preceding 
and two years succeeding the taking effect of the | 
But inasmuch as it 
embraces only one quarter, namely, the last quarter | 
of the last year in which postmasters were paid 
in accordance with their balnced commissions, it 
is of but little importance. 

The second statement is the one to which I de- 
Itexhibits | 
the compensation to deputy postmasters for the 
first quarter in each of the years named. The 
quarter ending the 30th September, 1853, being 


i under the operation of the act of the 3d March, | 
; 1853, demonstrates the reduction made in the com- } 
i pensation of postmasters by the provisions of that | 
i act. | 

if 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to read | 


; another communication from the Postmaster Gen- | 
wise, make the Post Office Department a charge || 


eral, and then we shall be prepared to proceed with | 
our deductions and conclusions: 


Post Oveice Department, March 8, 1854. 
My pear SIR: Pursuant to your request, I have the 
pleasure of giving you below a statement of the number of 
post offices and postiasters inthe United States on the 30th | 
day or dune, in the years 1850, 1851, 1852, and 1852. | 
Yours truly, JAMES CAMPBELL. 
Hon. E. B, Onps, House of Representatives, 
30, 1850, 
30, 1851 
30, 1BAS 
30, 1853.0... 


June 
June 
June 
June 


I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, troubling the 
House with a calculation showing the average 
compensation to each postmaster for each of the 
fiscal years embraced in the foregoing statements. 
These exhibits will be published with my re- 


lt will be sufficient for me to show what was | 


one quarter of the year ending the 30th June, 
1851, and for a corresponding quarter in the pres- 


‘ent fiscal year, in order to demonstrate the reduc- | 
| tion which has been made by the operation of the | 
i law of last Congress—the law complained of, and | 
which the bill now under consideration proposes || 
: to remedy. f 


“The estimates given me by the Postmaster Gen- | 
each year. The compensation to postmasters for | 


being the fiscal year referred to in the act of the | 
3d March, 1851, was $414,438 56. The whole |! 
number of postmasters that year was eighteen || 
thousand four hundred and seventeen. This; 
would give a compensation to each postmaster of |i 
$2196 per quarter. Take the corresponding | 
quarter of the present fiscal year, and the com- 


the 30th September, 1853, was 8389,054 60. The 
number of postmasters was twenty-two thou- 
sand three hundred and twenty. The average 
compensation was $17 43 per quarter to each post- 
master. 


Now, sir, add to this the increase made by the 


bill now under consideration, according to the 
estimate made by the Auditor of the Post Office 
Depariment, and the average compensation would 
be $20 75 to each postmaster per quarter—being 
$1 21 per quarter to each postmaster less than the 
amount allowed by the act of March 3, 1851. 

Thus, sir, | havedemonstrated beyond all doubt, 
by the estimates and facts submitted to the Post 
Office Committee by the Postmaster General him- 
self, that the bill which 1 have reported, should it 
become a law, will stil] leave the average compen- 
sation of the deputy postmasters full 12 per cent. 
below what it was under the act of March 3, 1851. 

But I may, perhaps, be told that the bill under 
consideration proposes to give the Postmaster 
General power to make still further compensation 
to the postmasiers of distributing and separating 
post offices, and that, as a consequence, it will vary 
the computation above submitted, and greatly in- 
crease the average. 

From the data furnished by the Postmaster 
General and the Auditor of the Post Office De- 
partment, this increased compensation to distrib- 
uting and separating offices can be brought into 
the computation and reduced to a certainty. 

Both the Postmaster General and the Auditor 
say that $25,000, or, at the outside, $35,000 for the 
distributing, and $20,000 for the separating offices, 
beyond their present compensation, will be amply 
sufficient for the extra allowances to these two 
classes of postmasters. 

By reference to the estimate of the Auditor, you 
will perceive that the two and a half per cent. in- 
creased commission on distribution at distributing 
offices—allowed in the bill under consideration— 
amounts to $6,149 75 per quarter or $24,599 per 
annum. Dedueting this amount from the 455,000, 
estimated by the Postmaster General and Auditor 
for the Post Office Department, will leave $30,401 
per annum, or $7,600 25 per quarter to be added 
to the average of $20 75 to each postmaster; this 
will increase the average to $21 13—provided the 
bill under consideration becomes a law. This is 
still an average of nearly one dollar less per quar- 
ter than the compensation contemplated by the 
act of the 3d March, 1851. 

Make still another calculation, if you please, sir, 
and it will show the same result. Under the oper- 
ation of the act of the 3d March, 1851, the average 
compensation to the deputy postmasters was 
$21 96 per quarter, or $87 84 perannum. Under 
the law of the last Congress, the average compensa- 
tion was reduced to $17 43 per quarter, orto §69 72 
per annum, being an average deduction of $16 12 
per annum to each postmaster, There being 
twenty-three thousand postmasters in the United 
States, would make the sum total of reduction 
arnount to $370,760. 

The bill first agreed upon by the Post Office 
Committee, the Postmaster General informs us, 
would increase the pay of all the postmasters 
$302,944 35.. To this amount add the 430,401, 
the estimated increase at distributing and separa» 
ting offices, and the sum total of increase will be 
$333,345 35 cents, being still $37,414 65 cents less 
than the aggregate compensation to the deputy 
postmasters would be, if estimated and allowed by 
the act of the 3d March, 1851. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, such are the facts, even 
upon the estimates and figures given us by the 
Postmaster General and the Auditor of the Post 
Office Department. And I desire to put the ques- 
tion to this House, and let their action upon this 
bill speak the answer: Was the promise made 
to deputy postmasters by Congress, in the sixth 
section of the act of the 3d March, 3851, in good 
faith; or was it a promise ‘* made to the ear to be 
broken to the hope?” 

The Postmaster Genera}, in his communication, 
says, that of the twenty-three thousand post offices 
in the country, not less than ten thousand are 
held rather for the incidental advantages they 
afford than for any profit accruing directly to the 
incumbent. Perhaps, sir, it may be true that 
thousands of men could be found who would be 
willing to hold these offices for their ‘* incidental 
advantages.” But, for one, I am utterly opposed 
to any system of compensation for Government 
offices which looks to the ‘incidentals’ as the 
reward for a faithful discharge of duty. Perhaps 
it may be true that the President of the United 
States could find many men willing to hold the 
office of Postmaster General for the sake of its 
‘Cincidental advantages;’? but would that be a 
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valid reason why the present most excellent in- 
cumbent should be deprived of his $8,000 per an- 
num? Perhaps, sir, the people could find Repre- 
sentatives in Congress willing to hold the station 
for the sake of its “ incidental advantages;”’ but is 
that a valid reason why weshould all be deprived 
of our eight dollars per day? Sir, adopt this sys- 
tem, and the American Congress would become as 
corrupt as the British Parliament, which has long 
practiced upon the system of “ incidental advant- 
ages.” Sir, we have had, within the last year or 
two, some beautiful specimens of the ‘ incidental 
advantages” of political position and official. in- 
fluence, as manifested in the Galphin, the Gardi- 
ner, and the Mears frauds, enough, I trust, to 
satisfy this House that it is not the most economi- 
cal method of rewarding Government officials. 
But, Mr. Speaker, if there is any soundness in 
such an argument, why has not the Postmaster 
General recommended the repeal of all commis- 
sions to these ten thousand postmasters? If, sir, 
they ‘hold these offices rather for the incidental 
advantages they afford than for any profit accru- 
ing directly to the incumbent,” why are we pay- 
ing them any commission at all? It the argument 
is sufficient to justify this reduction, itis sufficient 
to justify a repeal of all commission. Í repeat, 
sir, this argument, so far as this bill is concerned, 
either proves too much, orit proves nothing at all. 
Discarding, then, the system of ‘‘incidental ad- 
vantages,” I put the question home to every gen- 


tleman upon this floor: Will these ten thousand | 
postmasters, under the operation of this bill, re- | 


ceive a single farthing from the Government more 
than they really earn? Will they receive a single 
dime more than their services are really worth to 
the Government? If not, sir, let us act upon the 
good old maxim, “ that the laborer is worthy of 
his hire.” 


But, Mr. Speaker, the Postmaster General him- | 


self, has furnished us with an unanswerable argu- 
ment in favor of this very class of postmasters. 
In his communication to the Post Office Com- 
mittee, already read, he says: 

“J deem it my duty to use the present occasion to bring 
to your notice the fact that the compensation of the post- 
masters at the small offices was considerably reduced by 
that provision of the ‘act to amend the act entitled an act 
to. reduce and modify the rates of postage,’ &c., approved 
‘August 30, 1852, which declares that ‘ when the postage 
‘upon any newspaper or periodical is paid quarterly, or 
yearly, in advance, at the office where the said periodical 
or newspaper is delivered, or is paid yearly or quarterly, in 
advance, at the office where the same is mailed, and evi- 
dence of such payment is furnished to the office of delivery 
‘in euch manner as the Post Office Department shall, by 
general regulations, pees one balf of said rates only 
shall be charged.’ This discount of fifty per cent., allowed 
fur prepayment, accrues chiefly to the benefit of the post- 
masters in the large towns and cities, where the prepay- 
ment is commonly made, and the country postmasters have 
to deliver the papers and periodicals without any compen- 
sation,” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, does the Postmaster General 
suppose that this system of deducting the fifty per 
cent. for prepay ment can be changed? Has he for- 
gotten the clamor raised by the city press and the 
publishers of periodicals during the last Congress, 
followed as it was by the efforts of the city Repre- 
sentatives in this Hall for this particular proviso 
in the law modifying the rates of postage? Sir, 
you have not forgotten it; the members of the last 
Congress have not forgotten it, and can fully appre- 
ciate the-futility of attempting to make any change 
relative to this deduction for prepayment. I am, 
therefore, certainly obliged to the Postmaster 
General for placing in my hands an unanswerable 
argumentin favor of increasing the compensation 
of the postmasters at the smaller—the country 

ost offices. His reasoning is so irresistible in 
itself, that I feel that any additional comment of 
my own would rather tend to weaken than 
strengthen its force. 

The Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, 
Mr. Speaker, after receiving the communication of 
the Postmaster General, and the estimates of the 
Auditor of the Post Office Department, came unani- 
mously to theconclusion that they had not proposed 
a sufficient increase of compensation to the post- 
masters of distributing and separating offices. The 
committee are also of the opinion that it is impos- 
gible to fix a rateof commission to these two 
classes of postmasters that will be just and equi- 
table. An office with a large distribution anda 
small delivery would require a larger commission 
than an office with a small distribution and a large 
delivery. Take as an illustration the office at New 


! tion which took place in postages consequent upon 


I consider important to be further presented to the 


York, where the-delivery is very large. At that 
office the rates of commission proposed will leave 
a surplusage to be returned to the general rev- 
enue of the Post Office Department, whilst at Chi- | 
cago, St. Louis, Columbus, and many others, the 
rates proposed would not afford to the postmas- 
ters, after paying rents, clerk hire, &c., a single 
dollar of compensation. ` At Columbus, in my 
own district, the postmaster, after having applied 
the whole of his commissions to the payment of 
office rent, clerk hire, and other incidental ex- į 
penses, finds himself not only minus his own sal- 
ary, butactually out of pocket about forty dollars 
per quarter. 

l send to the Clerk a letter just handed me by 
an honorable gentleman from Missouri: i 

Post Orrice St. Louis, Murch 21, 1854. 

Dear Sir: Ihave bad former experience of your kind 
disposition to attend to the interests of those having no 
claim upon you as of your constituency, and am thereby 
induced to ask your assistance in the present case. 

When postages were reduced in 1851 it was evident that 
the then existing commissions to postmasters would not 
pay salaries and expenses ; but as Congress could not then 
tix upon a proper rate of commissions, it was provided that 
postmasters should receive every quarter as much as his 
office paid fur the corresponding quarter prior to the 30th 
June, 1851, with twenty per cent. additional, at the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster General. 

This law continued in force until the Jast day of the last 
session of Congress. 

On the 3d March, 1853, an act was passed fixing the com- 
missions of postmasters; and, as the Postmaster General 
construed it, repealing the discretion vested in him by the 
act of 1851 to allow any additional compensation. 

OF the passage of this Jaw I had no notice from the De- 
partment or otherwise, and was ignorant of it uutil I had 
made my returns for two quarters. 

As soon as I came to the knowledge of the fact I went 
to Washington to see the Postmaster General. I showed 
him that I had conducted the office with economy, and 
that my expenses were within the provisions of the act of | 
Je5i, and that if my accounts were to be settled under the | 
act of 1853, I would fail behind about $1,400 a quarter, or | 
$5,600 for the year, 

The Postmaster General wished me to hold on to the | 
office for the present, and said he would present the sub- 
ject, which embraced others as well as myself, in his an- 
nual report to Congress, and that immediate relief would 
be afforded. 

The Postmaster General redeemed his pledge, and repre- 
sented that some postmasters not only received no salary, 
but paid out their own funds to sustain the Department, and 
asked that authority be given him to settle in such cases on 
principles of justice and equity. 

Several mouths of the session of Congress has now 
elapsed, and no bill reported in conformity to the recom- 
mendation of the Postinaster General. I feel uneasy under 
this state of things, and have to call upon my friends to 
assist me. 

If the Missouri delegation will take it in hand, I am safe 
—the case is a simple and plain one. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ARCHIBALD GAMBLE. 


To meet such cases as this, the committee have 
added the proviso having reference to distributing 
and separating offices. 

Mr. Speaker, I think I have demonstrated that 
Congress, by the act of the 3d March, 1851, is 
pledged to restore the compensation of postmasters 
to something near what it was prior to the reduc- 


the passage of that act, and the act of the 30th 
August, 1852. I think i have also shown, upon 
the estimates of the Postmaster General, and the 
Auditor of the Post Office Department, that the | 
bill under consideration will not make the com- 
missions of deputy postmasters as much, by more į 
than twelve per cent., as they were during’the | 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1851. R 
The only question, then, Mr. Speaker, which 


House is this: Ís it right and proper in itself that 
the compensation to deputy postmasters should į 
be so increased as to place them on some kind of 
equality with other classes of Government offi- 
ciala? Certainly, sir, no class of Government em- 
ployees perform more arduous and responsible 
dutes; and it is equally certain that no class is so 
poorly paid. From every section of the Union 
we hear constant murmuring and dissatisfaction 
expressed. There is scarcely a member upon | 
this floor but what has been importuned by his | 
constituents to take speedy action upon some i 
measure which shall remedy the evil complained 
of. 

Mr. Speaker, I will thank the Clerk to read the 
letter which I send to his desk. lt is but a speci- | 
men of hundreds which I have received from all 


sections of the Union; and I have no doubt but 
that nearly every member of this House has in his 
possession many similar communications: i 
Swarprown, MD., February 30, 1854. | 

Dear Sr: Seeing by lhe newspapers that you are chalr- | 


have cog 
to give me the required information. 8 a $ 
E wok charge of the postoifice here on:2d August tast, 
and among the papers banded over to me by. my predeces+, 
sor, was an act to reduce and modify the rates of postage, 
&c., in the United States, approved 3d March, 1851, wi : 
in at appears that pustmasters were to be ‘allawed “the: 
compensation they received for the quarter ending: 30th 
June, 1851 ; and so, by said act, when | made out my. retir 
for the balance ofthe quarter, E wrote to the “Auditor T- 
should retain the whole of the money, as it would notthen: 
be in proportion to the pay received for the quarter ending: 
30th June 1851, as 1 thought that was the last Jaw passed 
on the subject of postages. and compensation of post- 
masters. As soon as he received my note he sentime a 
circular, No. 84, dated 8th of October, 1853, defining whe 
commissions allowed by Jaw to. postinasters, which ‘are 
the same, or very litte, “it any,” better than they.were 
in 1850, and with more business done now ; yeta postmas- 
ter’s pay does not amount to half what. it did previous: to 
the passage of the act above referred to. -Aft that time the, 
business of the office was gradually. increasing, and it was, 
tothe postmaster’s interest to build up the office, byin- 
ducing persons to subscribe to newspapers, &e. But now 
it is the reverse, as the trouble will not pay; as, for in- 
stance : the tast quarter, ending 31st December, 1853, there 
were three hundred and ninety Baltimore papers handed 
out of this office to subscribers, and my commission. was 
only 48% cents; whereas, there were only three hindred 
and sixty four Baltimore papers taken at this’ office on 
3Ist December, 1850, and yet my commission on them was 
$L 82; and the commission on letters, papers; &e., forthe 
corresponding quarters of 1850 and 1853,will be stated below. 
You will thus see what a vast difference it makes’ in our 
commissions now and then. Besides, there is ‘a consid- 
erable more trouble in keeping the accounts, &c., now 
than formerly; and if a postmaster, wishes to be obliging; 
and give general satisfaction, be will have to open his office 
after night, although not compelled by law to do so; and it 
has frequently been the case, since Ihave bad the office, thgt 
I have gone and opened it three and fourtimes.after night, to 
hand out papers, &c., to persons living in the country, Who 
could not spare the time to come after them in the day 5 
and that is attended with some expense in the way of oil 
and matches. Now, it Eam only to be allowed fifty per 
cent. on papers, I shall never undertake to get up another 
club, unless a specified salary be allowed me. I toida gen-s 
tleman afew days since that if he wanted a paper he had 
better send on the full amount to the editor and. take one 
as I shall do; or, if he chose, he might get up a club, for 
would not. The subscriptions of those now taking papers 
I feel very willing should run out, as the trouble does not 
pay; more especially, as E advanced the money for several 
individuals composing the last two clubs , and have not 
yet been paid. 1 never will have anything to do ‘with 
another club, unless I get better pey than I do now. 4 
Now, sir, do teh me whether I am not, by the law above 
referred to, allowed to retain the whole amount collected, if 
it does not amount to as much as the commissions did on 
30th June, 1851? or if the Department will not allow me at 
that rate on our final settlement? On your answer determ- 
ines my holding the office or not, Please answer -this at 
your earliest convenience, and oblige, RENGE 
Very respectfully, yours, ` : 
EDWARD BURFORD, Postmaster. 
Hon. Doctor OLDS. tip 


Postmaster’s commissions for the quarter ending 3lst 
December, 1851, $7 89; quarter ending 3lst Mareh, 1852, 
$9 61; for part of a quarter, beginning on Ist April, and 
ending 22d May, 1852, 86 143 quarter ending Bist Decem- 
ber, 1853, $3 94; for part ofa quarter, beginning on’ 2d 
Avgust, and ending on 30th September, 1853; $3 30. ; 

It is not the complaint of postmasters alone 
which reaches us; but the whole community seems 
to be impressed with a belief, that under our pres- 
ent low postage system, their mail facilities are 
reduced, and the employees of this Department are 
too poorly paid to render such accommodations as 
the public hasa right to expect. No subject under 
the control and supervision of Congress affects 
more directly the interests of all classes. and con- 


|| ditions of society, than the mail service of the 


country. Under existing laws,the postal business 
is emphatically a Government monopoly; conse- 
quently, great care should be taken to render this 
branch of the public service popular with the people, 
by keeping pace with their reasonable. demands 


|| and expectations, and by giving an adequate com- 


pensation to those whose time and patience are 
constantly taxed in the discharge ofthe duties of 
more than twenty-three thousand post offices 
throughout the thirty-one States and the Terri- 
tories of this Union. Fe A h 

Justice to the whole: community, as well as to 
these twenty-three ‘thousand postmasters, and a 
preper regard. to the importance and dignity of 
labor, demand, as I conceive, the speedy passage 
of the bill under consideration. 

The positions, Mr. Speaker, which, during my 
brief hour, I have attempted to elaborate, and 
which, as | conceive, | have established beyond all 
‘controversy, are— 

First. That Congress, in the act of 3d March, 
1851, pledged the faith of this Government that 
the reduction in postage should notlead toa reduc- 
tion in the compensation to postmastérs. ; 
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of postage, the labor of deputy postmasters has | 
been increased fully three-fold. jj 

Third. That by the act of the 3d Mat, 1853, 
the compensation of deputy postmasters has been 
reduced more than thirty-five per cent. 

. Fourth. That the bill which, by the direction of 
the Post Office Committee, I have presented for 
the consideration of this House, does not increase | 
the compensation of deputy postmasters beyond i 
what they are honestly entitled to receive as an, 
equivalent for the labor ‘they actually perform, 
and is at least twelve per cent. below the com- | 
mission contemplated in the pledge of Congress, | 
given them in the sixth section of the act of the į 
3d of March, 1851. 

Mr. Speaker, have I not made out such a case | 
as calls upon the justice and the magnanimity of | 
this Congress for speedy action? Shall it be said 
‘that, with an overflowing Treasury, and at a time : 
when, in consequence of the greatly increased cost. 
ofliving, we have raised the salary of all the heads 
of Departments, and are about to increase the pay 
of the various government clerks, that we shall 
break our promise to these deputy postmasters, 
and require them to labor and toil without an 
adequate compensation, for fear, peradventure, the 
Post Office Department may become a charge upon 
the National Treasury? 1 cannot, I will not be- 
lieve that Congress will subject itself to the odium 
that must follow such a policy. i 

Let me say, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, for the į 
information of the House, and as obviating any | 

ecessity for delay, that the language of the bill 
under consideration is precisely the language used 
in existing Jaws upon this subject. The only 
change is in the rate of commission, and in the 
proviso relative to distributing and separating 
offices. I hope, sir, the bill may at once receive 
the favorable consideration of this House. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
ask the gentleman—the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Officeand Post Roads—a question. I 
desire to know if this bill proposes to go back in 
its operation to postmasters who are out of office? 
Task the question, because I did not understand 
what was the fact upon this point when the bill | 
was read. 

Mr. OLDS. It is to take effect from the com- 
mencement of the next fiscal quarter; but in dis- 
tributing offices, where actual losses have occurred, 
it allows the Postmaster General to go back to the 
first of March last, and to make up such losses. 

Mr. HOUSTON. lalso desire to ask the gen- | 
tleman from Ohio a question in connection with 
this bill, Does he propose to alter the rates of | 
postage in any manner so as to increase the reve- 
nues of the Post Office Department so as to make 
up the deficiency which this bill will create? 

Mr. OLDS. I will answer the gentleman. The 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads have 
reporteda bill requiring the postage upon letters, in į 
all cases, to be prepaid. We have not, it is true, | 
made any provision for changing the rates of post- 
age; but when that bill comes up for consideration, 
it will be in the power of any gentleman to pro- | 
pose any change in the rates of postage which he 
may think proper. And I will say to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, that when that bill comes up 
for consideration, if he will introduce a proposi- 
tion Increasing the postage on letters from three 
to five cents, it will mect my most hearty approba- 
tion, and shall have my support. 

I have shown conclusively to the House that | 
five and ten cents are the revenue point in respect | 
to postage on letters—that when the rates were 
higher than that, the amount of revenue derived 
was less; that when the rate was reduced below that 
point the amount of revenue derived was also 
less; and that five cents is the point which will | 
produce the highest revenue point. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will my friend from Ohio | 
state the difference between the receipts into the | 
Post Office Department and the expenditures of | 
that Department; in other words, will he inform 
me how much the General Treasury has to pay 
for the Post Office Department? l 

Mr. OLDS. I will answer the gentleman. Ex- | 
cluding the amount paid to the Collins line of: 
ocean mail steamers, and excluding the amount | 
paid to the California ocean mail steamers, which | 
do not properly come within the expenditures of | 
the Post Office Department, the deficiency is stil] | 
above $2,000,000 for the present fiscal year. 


H 
Second. That in consequence of the reduction | 
F 
j 
I 


properly coming out of the revenues of the Post 
Office Department? 


Mr, OLDS. As leaving out only those now 
charged to the revenue of the Department. If I 
understand correctly, the Collins and Law & As- 
pinwail lines of steamers are not a charge on the 
revenue of the Post Office Department, but are paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States, while 
the Bremen and other lines are a charge on it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How much charge are the 
Collins and the other lines? I believe a million 
and a quarter, 

Mr.OLDS. The Collinsline costs $858,000 per 


annum, and the Law & Aspinwall line $838,000 | 
per annum; in all, more than a million and a half | 


of dollars. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Then I understand the sum | 


of the statement of my friend from Ohio to be, 


that the general Treasury is supplying, at this | 


time, a deficiency of about $3,500,000 in the rev- 


enue of the Post Office Department, including all | 


the ocean mail service. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman undertakes to 
make the ocean mai! service a charge on the De- 
partment, which Congress never contemplated. 
‘Lhe very cry raised by gentlemen in favor of these 


ocean mail steamers was, that they were to be/ 
war vessels in case of war; and it was a mere pre- | 


tense to put them into the carrying of the mail. 
And if you will do away with your ocean mail 
steamers, and open the carrying of the ocean mails 
to contracts, as you do your land service, I venture 
the prediction that, instead of paying $33,000 the 
round trip, you can have it made for less than 
$10,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


as it is now up, so that we way have a guarantee 
it will be acted on at this session of Congress, 


and that this great deficiency between the revenue | 


and the expenditures of the Department shall be 
relieved? If we go on in this way; if we go on 
tinkering—for I must regard it as nothing else—if 
we go on tinkering the postage of the country as 
we have been doing for a few years, ina short time 
you will have your whole Post Office Department 


a charge on the Treasury of the United States, 
Mr. OLDS. 


he has referred stands high on the Calendar, and 
will undoubtedly be reached in time to be acted 
on at this session of Congress; and Í do not choose, 


for one, to bring all the prejudices that will be į 


brought to bear against the proposition to raise the 


postage, to bear against the bill for paying the | 
postmasters a proper compensation; neither do I | 


see that the two are at all connected. You have 
an overflowing Treasury. You require these post- 
masters to labor for nought, nay, absolutely to pay 
outof their awn pockets the expenses of their post 
offices, and while you have this overflowing Treas- 
ury. Do justice to them; pay them a reasonable 
compensation, and then raise your postage, and 
you will have my approbation to do so, 

Mr. Speaker, I have but a few more words to 


say in relation to this matter; and I desire, unless | y 
| as to supply this deficit of $2,000,000, and Jet the 


some gentleman proposes to ask me a question in 


reference to the bill, to call for the previous ques- : 


tion, and put the bill on its passage. 

[Here the Speaker’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was not the gen- 
tleman’s time out before he called for the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER. 


minute. 


It was not out for one 


Mr. OLDS. I was cautious, and kept my eye || 


on the clock. - 

Mr. JONES. I would ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his call for the previous question ? 

[Cries of “ No!” 

Mr. SEWARD. 
upon the table. 

Mr. JONES. 1 would ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his call for the previous question so that 
I may make a few remarks. 

Mr. OLDS. If the gentleman will promise to 
renew the call I will; but not otherwise. 

Mr. JONES. I promise to do so. 


I move that the bill be laid 


I understand the gentleman | 
from Ohio to say that he has a bill proposing , 
some modifications in relation to postage. Would | 
it not be in order for the gentleman to move the | 
substance of the bill in connection with this one, | 


I will say, for the information of | 
the gentleman from Alabama, that the bill to which | 


| 
i 


t 


Mr. JONES. Did the gentleman from Georgia 
move to lay the bill upon the table? 

Mr. SEWARD, { did. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman withdraw it, 
as the cail for the previous question has been with- 
drawn? 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw it. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I move to recom- 
mit this bill to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, with instructions to report a bill 
in connection with it to increase the postages of 
the country so as to meet the expenditures of the 
Post Office Department. 

I have no idea that this House, from the feeling 
which has been manifested here, will sustain my 
motion; but | will vote against this bill in its pres- 
ent shape, if I stand alone. 

Mr. OLDS. i expected you would. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; and the gentleman should 
do it also. 

Mr. OLDS. No, he should not. 

Mr. JONES. The reduction of the postagecom- 
menced in 1845, and we putit at five and ten cents 
upon asingle letter. The first effect of that was 
that the receipts fell below the amount necessary 
to defray the current expenses of the Department. 
After a year or two, however, the receipts about 
came up to the wants of the Department. Then 
a further reduction was made; and from that time 
to this, the mail service has been principally quar- 
tered upon the Treasury of the country, and con- 
sequently on the tax-payers, and not upon those 
who are particularly benefited by that service. 

Now, sir, the Postmaster General, in his re- 
port at the commencement of the present session 
of Congress, shows that the whole number of post 
offices in the United States at the close of the last 
fiscal year ending June 30th, 1853, was 22,320. 
Of that number 255 are of the highest class, the 
postmasters at which are appointed by the Pres- 
ident. Out of the 23,000 post offices in the Uni- 
ted States which the gentleman from Ohio has - 
referred to, and the postmasters at which, he says, 
are clamoring here for an increase of compensa- 
tion, but 255 of them are of what is considered by 
the Department of the first class, or those the post- 
masters of which ure appointed by the President; 
and I believe the President appoints all postmas- 
ters, by and with the consent and advice of the 
Senate, whose compensation annually exceeds 
$1,000. 

Then, sir, by the operation of the bill which 
has been reported this morning and read at the 
desk, you give sixty per cent. upon the first $100 
per quarter; that leaves $40 for the Department. 
Upon the next $300 you give fifty per cent.; and 
the compensation, if the amount should be $400 
per quarter, will be $210 per quarter to the post- 
master, and $190 to the Post Office Department; 
and this rate of compensation will cover all the 
post offices in the country, except those two hun- 
dred and fifty-five, the postmasters of which are 
appointed by the President. ‘Thus you give more 
than one half of all the postages of the country 
for the collection of them. f 

Now, sir, if you will increase the postages so 


compensation of postmasters stand at what it is 
at present, you will increase their commission 
more by that operation tban you will by passing 
this bill merely for the increase of compensation 
without touching the postages. For one, 1 be- 
lieve it would be much better if you just give 
postmasters, at all offices under $590 a year, the 
entire receipts of their offices, and dispense with 
the immense force we have here to audit, control, 
and collect these quarterly reports of postmasters 
thoughout the country. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Oxps] read 
some statements of the Postmaster General, to the 
effect that there were ten thousand postmasters 
who did not accept their offices for the sake of any 
emolument to be expected therefrom. I think 
myself that a reference to the list of post offices 
and postmasters throughout the country, the re- 
ceipts of their offices, and the compensation which 
they receive, will satisfy any gentleman who will 
take the trouble to make that investigation, that 
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there must be some twelve, perhaps fifteen, thou- i 


sand out of the twenty-three thousand postmasters, 
who do not accept their offices for the pay or | 
emolument which they are to receive. Why, I | 
suppose that there are more than ten thousand post- | 
masters whose compensation cannot exceed fifty | 
dollars per year. Does any man suppose that any | 
postmaster who seeks the. office, and desires the | 
appointment of postmaster, with the expectation | 
of attending to the duties appertaining to such ap- | 
pointment, makes such application for the sake of | 
getting the sum of fifty dollars perannum? There | 
are thousands of postmasters throughout the coun- 
try whose annual compensation, Í doubt not, is 
under ten dollars per annum. I know that many 
of these postmasters, living in small villages, or | 
who keep country stores or public houses in some | 

- neighborhood in the country accept the appoint- | 
ment in many instances asa mereaccommodation 
to the neighborhood; and others accept it for that | 
reason, and the fact combined, that it may draw 
some custom to the particular business in which 
they are engaged. Doubtless, from these motives, 
thousands upon thousands of these post offices, | 
I think, are accepted. 

I did not design, when I rose, to detain the 
House long in the remarks I intended to make, 
and therefore | will hasten to a conclusion. The 
Postmaster General tells us that the expenses of 
the Department were $7,982,756 59; that the re- 
ceipts were $5,940,724 70. It appears from the 
foregoing statement, that the gross revenue for 
the year ending the 30th June, 1853, fell short of | 
the expenditure for that year by the sum of 
$2,042,031 89. This statement does not include į 
mail transportation in ocean steamers. We see, 
then, here a deficit in this branch of the service of 
over $2,000,000, as reported by the head of the 
Department; which, I think, should not be made 

-a burden upon the Treasury. 

The gentleman from the Post Office Committee, 
who reported this bill, says that if we wish to re- | 
lieve the Department, and to make the revenues 
something like equal to the expenditures, we had | 
better repeal the laws granting the franking privi- 
lege. Stop that, he says—confidently expressing 
the opinion that if you will do that, you will 
increase the revenue of the Department some 
$2,000,000. 

Mr. OLDS. Two millions and a half. 

Mr. JONES. Does that gentleman himself be- 
lieve that such would be the effect? Is there a 
reasonable man in this country, understanding 
the matter, who could for a moment believe it? 
From whence, Mr. Speaker, does the mass of this 
free matter start? Sir, from this very building. 
It is from this building that that immense mass of 
free matter is started under which your mails 
groan throughout the country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that free matter goes mostly | 
to those who pay these $2,000,000 of deficit, with- 
out using your mails otherwise to very great ex- | 
tent; Your mail facilities at this time are made | 
subservient to the interests of the cities of this 
country, where the cry of cheap postage was į 
raised and heralded to this Capitol. This free mat- | 
ter, transmitted from this Capitol, goes to the | 
farmers and other inhabitants throughout the | 
country, who pay these $2,000,000 of excess which | 
your postage fails to raise. They themselves get 
this free matter. | 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me ask another question; 
let-me ask the gentleman from Ohio how he ! 
will get these $2,000,000 from the free matter? | 
‘Would that gentleman vote to print a hundred ! 

t 
1 
t 
| 


thousand copies of trashy Patent Office Reports, | 
and send them through the mails throughout the 
country, paying the postage on them himself? 
I take it for granted that there are but few gentle- 
men here who would do it. And I also take it ; 
for granted that but few of your Patent Office ; 
Reports would be taken from the post office if the | 
man to whom they are sent had to pay the postage | 
on receiving them. You might, perhaps, for once | 
catch a man doing such a thing, but you would 
hardly ever catch the same man a second time 
paying the postage on such reports; and in all; 
robability—as it is suggested to me-—when you | 
had fooled him once, and made him pay the post- | 


again. 

si also ask the gentleman from Ohio if he would | 
be printing thousands of these census reports if 
he had to pay for the postage on their transmis- 


ji 


sion through the country? No, sir; and one of 
the greatest advantages, in my opinion, that 
would result to the country from the repeal of the 
franking privilege would be to correct the enor- 


mous abuses to which the Congress of the United ||; 


States have run, in directing the printing of public 
documents, many of which 1 conceive are of little 
or no value. dt is said that it is proper to publish 
these reports for the purpose of enlightening the 
people on the several matters discussed in them. 
inhightening the people! Why, sir, a great many 
of the articles published in these reports are writ- 
ten by men who know nothing of the subjects on 
which they write. These articles are comprised 
within the reports, and made to be part and parcel 
of them, by men who know just as little about 
the subjects they treat of, as the persons who wrote 
them. They are sent out through the country; 
and when read by plain practical men who un- 
derstand the subject practically, it is seen that 
in many cases the authors of them knew nothing 
of the subject on which they wrote. 

I will not detain the House longer, but conclude 
with the expression ofa hope that the motion which 
1 have made may be sustained; that the bill will 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, with instructions to report an 
amendment so increasing the rate of postage as to 
meet the expenses of the Post Office Department. 
In doing that, you will not only be doing an act of 
justice to the whole country, but you will thereby 
increase the compensation of deputy postmasters 
to a greater amount than you will do by the pas- 
sage of this bill as it is. 

ln accordance with the promise I made to the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Oxns,] I move the 
previous question. i 

Mr. UPHAM. Will the gentleman withdraw 
the call for a single moment? 

Mr. JONES. I have not the control of the 
monom but it belongs to the gentleman from 

io. : 

Mr. UPHAM. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to make a word or two of explanation? 

Mr. OLDS. I withdraw it if the gentleman 
will renew it. 

Mr. UPHAM. I apprehend that the question 
of the franking privilege is not at present before 
the House. If any gentleman feels disposed to 
introduce a bill to do away with the franking 
privilege, he can do so. The question before us 
relates to the proper, just, and equitable compen- 
sation to be made to the postmasters of the country. 

In illustration of the bill which the committee 
have reported, f beg leave to present to the House 
one or two additional considerations, The Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, of which, 
sir, Lam an humble member, have taken into con- 
sideration, and are at present maturing, a bill for 
separating, in the accounts of the Post Office De- 
partment, the expenses incurred through the op- 
eration of the franking privilege, and making those 
expenses chargeable to the legislative and other 
departments of the Government, for the benefit of 
which they are incurred. As the member of the | 
committee to whom that subject is referred (Mr. 
Harais, of Mississippi] is not present in his seat, 
I feel it is proper for meto make these statements. 

I would further state to the House that the 
Postmaster General has been, for a month past, 
so keeping his accounts as to be able to inform 
us what would be the effect, if such an arrange- | 
ment should be made. And, so far as information 
is now before the committee, I feel confident in 
making the assertion, that it will be found, if post- 
age were charged upon matter which now goes 
through the office free, that the legitimate corres- 


pondence of the whole country sustains itself, on 
the land and on the ocean. 

At any rate, until the information of which I 
have been speaking, r 
comes before us, it seems to me it would be pre- 
mature for us to act upon this bill under the in- 
fluence of any such arguments, relating to the | 
franking privilege, as my friend from Tennessee | 
{Mr. Jones] has adduced. - | 

This bill is designed to relieve that class of | 
public officers whose compensation 18 small. ft! 
is not for the benefit of those who hold valuable | 


age for such trash, you would not receive his vote | offices, but for the benefit of the humble village | 


postmasters of the country, and itis also designed | 
to secure from ruinous loss those postmasters | 
who are situated at distributing points. It is a bill | 


founded in justice and equity, and will commend 


and which is not yet matured, |! 


itself, the more. it is ‘considered; to: the sense:of 
justice of the members of this’ House: Lrenew 
the demand for the previous questions < = 5a: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘I desire to’ask the 
gentleman from Ohio a question cisi Fos ey 

The SPEAKER. No debate is inorder ‘while 
the demand for the previous question is:pending. _ 

Mr. OLDS. [ will withdraw ‘it, to enable the 
gentleman from Tennessee to-ask his question.“ 

Mr. JONES. Iwish to ask the gentleman if 
I understood him rightly-in saying that che ‘had 
introduced a bill raising the rates of postage upon 
letters from three to five cents? 

Mr. OLDS. No, sir. E will state to the gen- 
tleman what I did say. I stated that wehadintro- 
duced a bill requiring that the postage-on all letters 
should be prepaid, but leaving the rate upon. pre- 
paid letters the same as it is now, three ‘cents. 
This bill has passed our- committee; and is before 
the House. It is high upon the Calendar, and 
when it comes up for consideration then will be 
the time for testing the sense of the House upon 
the question of raising the rates of postage, and 
notupon this bill; with which it has nothing what- 
ever to do. i 

Mr. JONES. Now, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man one question further. The gentleman ‘says 
he would be in favor of raising the rates of post- 
age from three to four cents, and that a bill will 
goon come up where such ‘a proposition may be 
adopted. Now, if the House agree to-‘such a 
proposition will not the rates of charges allowed 
to postmasters in this bill -be too high? i 

Mr. OLDS. | It is certainly a very difficult 
part for me to perform, if Tam to make provision 
for what the action of Congress may be in future. 
1 will however say, that from the expression of 
the country, and from the expression of opinion 
upon the partof members of Congress in the year 
1851, in 1852, and in 1853, { have no more hope 
of being able to get the rates of postage raised 
upon letters and newspapers, than } have that we 
can fly. 1 hope it may not be so. My own sense 


|| of right is, that these rates should be raised; but L 


repeat, that | do not believe the House are of the 
same opinton;and 1 do not wish to have the guc- 
cess of this bill endangered by connecting it: with 
any such measure. When that bill comes wp, let 
it stand upon its own merits; as I desire that this 
bill shall stand upon its own merits. : 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman is in favor of 
increasing the rates of postage ‘from three to five 
cents, I do not see why he should not allow that 
proposition to come in with this, If there is a 
provision for increasing the revenue of the De- 


| partment, that may bean inducement for membera 


to vote for anincrease of the compensation of post- 
masters. a ‘ aes 
Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from: Ten- 
nessee will withdraw his motion. to commit: the 
bill, L have in my hands‘a bill which was matured 
by the Committee on the’ Post Office and- Post 
Roads, which, with some modifications, | propose 
to offer as an amendment. It provides, as modi- 
fied, for raising the rates of postage to five cents, 
I propose to offer it asan additional section to this 
bill. We can then test the sense of the House as 
to whether they are willing that itshould bedone. 
Now, sir, the bill before the House proposes 
not to remedy the defects which exist in relation 
to the revenue derivable from postages, but: it 
proposes to do an act of justice to those who 
are concerned in administering the post office 
laws; and in doing that act of justice, it proposes 
to abstract from the revenues of the Department, 
which are already too small. ` No gentleman rép- 
resenting any district in the interior can now go 
to the Post Office Department and get any sat- 
isfaction that the mail ‘facilities in his district 


| shall be continued; and the general impression 


among those who are administéring the laws of 
the Department is, that your mail service is to be 
reduced and brought down to a one-horse estab- 
lishment. That will be the effect under the exist- 
ing laws, if the matter is suffered to go on ‘as it 


| now does. 


Now, l ask the gentleman from Ohio—TI ask 
gentlemen representing districts which are to be 
cut down in this manner, whether they are per- 
forming an act of justice to those administering 
the laws of the Department, to let the occasion 
pass by whith they may, if they choose,so regu- 
late the rates of postage as to secure, to all parts 
of the country the ‘continuance of ‘proper mail 
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facilities? Thatisall I propose. It is an act of 
simple justice, especially to those parts of the | 
country where the mail facilities now are meager. | 
“The etfect of this bill will be to produce a large 
deficit in the revenues of the Department, without | 
any increase in its receipts; and a still further re- 
duction of the mail facilities of the country will be 
the inevitable result. 

But, sir, | do not wish to take up the time of | 
the House. The bill I have before me is the one 
reported by the Post Office Committee providing 
that the postage shall, in all cases, be prepaid. 
The only alteration I have made is to strike out 
<‘ three,” where it occurs as the rate of postage, : 
and to insert “‘ five”? I propose to test the sense 
of the House upon the subject by offering it as 
an amendment, and I will not detain the House 
longer by any further remarks upon it. 

Mr. OLDS. 1 do not withdraw the call for the 
previous question to allow the introduction of the 
gentieman’s amendment. 

The SPEAKER, dt cannot be introduced be- | 
cause there is a pending motion to recommit the 
bill, | 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to say a single word in ref- i 
erence to the matier, The bill referred to stands | 
high onthe Calendar, This is suspension day, and | 
the gentleman from Alabama can move to suspend 
the rules to make the bill a special order, if he | 
chooses to do so, for to-morrow. I know enough | 
about parliamentary usage, Mr. Speaker, to know 
that votes of those who are enemies to the bill 
under consideration might be obtained to place 
the gentleman’s amendment on it for the express | 
purpose of killing it after it was on. Now I pro- | 
pose that each one shall stand on its own merits. 
{is not in accordance with the very spirit of the | 
rules of the House, which oppose the offering of | 

i 
j 


one bill as an amendment to another, Itisin vio- | 
lation of the very spirit of those rules. 

If the House, however, differ with me in 
opinion, and wish to open up this bill to amend- 
ments, and run the riskof defeating it, in conse- 
quence of such amendments as may be put on it, 
then let them vote down the call for the previous 
question, and leave the bill open to just such 
amendments as gentlemen choose to offer. But I 
hope that the motion to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads will 
be voted down; and that it will receive the imme- 
diate and favorable action of the House. I) 
therefore renew the call for the previous question, 
and insist on the House being brought to a vote. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the amendment I pre- 
sented been received? 

The SPEAKER, It has not, there being a 
motion to recommit pending. 

Mr. HOUSTON, | appealed to the gentleman | 
from Tennessee to withdraw the motion to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and L supposed that he | 
had done so. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Ohia {Mr. Orns] declined to withdraw the | 
call for the previous question, to let the amend- 
ment in. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest that the 
ameudment be allowed to come in, and that we 
may have the sense of the [louse upon it. 

Mr. OLDS. I decline to withdraw the call for 
the previous question. 

The call for the previous question was second- i| 
ed; and the main question was then ordered to be | 

ut. | 

The SPEAKER, The question is now on the} 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on | 
the Post Office and Pest Roads, with instructions 
to amend the same by adding thereto a provision | 
increasing the rates of postare, so ag to meet the : 
expenses of the Post Office Department. : 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for a division of the |: 
question. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the '! 
question is not divisible, 

The question was then taken; and the motion ` 
to recommit was rejected, 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. OLDS. I believe I have a right now to 
say a word by way of explanation. I merely 
want to say to the House that this bill is in the 
precise Janguage of the existing law} and that the 
anly change is in the rates. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. If the bill is in the | 


precise language of the existing law, what is the 
necessity for its passage? 

Mr. OLDS. I said there was no change except 
in the rates. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, having been engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time. g 

Mr. OLDS. I demand the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
bill upon the table; and on that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonrs’s 
motion; and it was disagreed to. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. OLDS. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 


The question was put on the latter motion; and | 


it was agreed to. 

The utle of the bill was then read and con- 
firmed. 

Mr. OLDS. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the tide was agreed to, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put on the latter motion, and 
it was agreed to. 

CANAL AROUND THE FALLS OF NIAGARA. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of illinois. Task the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation of land or money for making a canal arouud the 
Falls of Niagara. $ 

Mr. NICHOLS, I object. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I merely wish to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals; and [ move to suspend the rules. 

The question was then taken upon suspending 
the rules; and it was decided in the negative, two 
thirds not voting therefor. 

Mr. GREY. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J wouldinquire of 
the Chair if this is not regular resolution day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
it is not. 

The resolution offered by Mr. Grey was then 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
furnish to the House of Representatives copies of all the 
correspondence between the Post Office Department, “their 
special agent”? for the State of Alabama, and the postmas- 
ter at Montgomery, which has taken place since the 4th of 
March, 1853, relative to semi-daily mail service in ‘nine 
passenger four horse post coaches,” or otherwise, ou the 
route numbered 5,502 in Alabama; also, copies of the 
original contract for that route for the term of four years, 
ending the 30th June, 1854, together with all the amend- 
ments, alterations, privileges, extensions, and restrictions, 
authorized in regard to it since the “ lettings” of 1850 ; also, 


acopy ofallamendments,alterations, privileges, extensions, | 


> 
or restrictions authorized since that time in regard to that 
route, inchiding the proposition to “transfer” it and its tac- 
ceptance,”? and the order authorizing it to be made; also 
to whom and at what annual compensation the daily service 
was “lev”? for the two terms of four years, cach onc end- 
ing in 3850, and the other in 1846, on the ronte which is at 
present designated as route No, 5,502 in Alabama ; also, 
copies of all correspondence between the Post Office De- 
partment and the postinaster at Montgomery, and either or 
both of the present contractors, as to the time any service 
on said route, in addition to that required by their Original 
contract, was couunenced by them—from what date—how 
Jong, and in what manner performcd—whether continuously 
on from the time first commenced, and whether in “nine 
passenger four-horse coaches, or otherwise 37? also, copies 
of ail orders allowing the present contractor, extra or addi- 
tional compensation over and above the 324,099 perannam; 
to state also, if the agreement or arrangement to transfer 


that route to the present contractors was or was not made | 


prior to the 30th of June, 1853, and whether they have been 
regarded and paid as contractors from and after the 30th 
June, 1853; also, state whether the present contractors are 
not authorized to send the “ mail sacks” of papers, pubiic 
documents, &e., (the transportation of which belongs to 
that route, No. 5,502,) on steamboats from Montgomery to 
Mobile. 

. : Maa oar 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
introduced, considered, and adopted. 


THE NEBRASKA BILL. 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 


I ask for the yeas | 


I ask the unanimous consent of the House to per- 
mit me to present a petition, signed by numerous 
citizens of Carbondale, Luzerne county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of the Nebraska 

i. 

Several Mumsers. I object. Letitbe presented 
under the rule. 

Objection having been made, the petition was 
sent to the Clerk’s desk under the rule. 


THE MAIL STEAMER CRESCENT CITY. 7 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, | ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to enable me to 
present a resolution, which I will send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. It is a resolution of in- 
quiry merely, and I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to it, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be reqnested to transmit to 
this House (if not incompatible with the public interest, in 
his opinion) copies of all correspondence that may have 
taken place between the Government of the United States 
and that of Spain, in relation to the refusal, by the authori- 


| ties of the Island of Cuba, some time in the antumn of 1852, 
: to permit the United States mail steamer Creseent City to 


land the mail or the passengers destined for that island, at 
Havana. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
introduced, considered, and adopted. 

JEFFERSON’S MANUAL, ETC. 

Mr. RIDDLE. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Whereas this House has passed a resolution directing the 
Clerk to furnish to each of its members a copy of Jeffersons 
Manual: 

Be it resolved, That, instead of purchasing said Manual, 
the Clerk be directed to cause the same to be printed and 
bound with “ the standing rules and orders tor conducting 


business, &e.,in the House of Representatives, and rules 


of the Senate.” 


There being no objection, the resolution was 
introduced, considered, and adopted. 


BURNING OF THE MARTHA WASHINGTON 
Mr. BLISS. I desire the unanimous consent 


_ of the House to the introduction of the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, ang 
he is hereby, requested forthwith to communicate to this 
House any information in his possession, or facts within 
his knowledge, touching the expedieney of an appropria- 
tion by Congress to defray the expenses already incurred 
in prosecuting the persons charged with the burning of the 
steamboat Martha Washington on the Mississippi river ju 
January, 1852, and to furnish the means for prosecuting 
said parties to conviction of the crimes of arson and mur. 
der, in the county of Philips, in the State of Arkansas, 


į where they are now in prison awaiting their trial for said 
; crimes, alleged to have been committed by them iu and by 


the burning of said steamboat. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ts there any ob- 
jection to the introduction of the resolution? ` The 
Chair hears no objection, and the resolution is now 
before the House. 

Mr. BLISS. I desire to accompany it with a 
few words of explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution having been 
introduced by unanimous consent, the rules are 
suspended, and the gentleman from Ohio is entitled 
to the floor to make any explanatory remarks he 
may deem necessary, 

Mr. BLISS. The question, Mr. Speaker, may 
arise in the minds of gentlemen, why this resolu- 
tion of inquiry was not addressed to the Attorney 
General rather than to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury? The answer to that is, that the information 
which is desired is within the possession of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and not perhaps with- 
in the possession of the Attorney General. The 
subject to which it relates is one of great import- 
ance to the commerce, and to the safety of human 
life upon the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and has 
very much interested the people of all the river 
States, 

Some time in the year 1851 the steamboat 
Martha Washington, bound from Cincinnati, 
probably to New Orleans, was burnt upon the 
Mississippi river, in the county of Philips, in the 
State of Arkansas. Sixteen human beings, men, 
women, and children, were destroyed in that burn- 
ing. Previous to this occurrence, several steam- 
boats, within a few years, had been destroyed by 
fire upon the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, and al- 
though it was suspected that they were destroyed 
criminally, and that many lives, consequently, had 
been destroyed by murder committed in the burn- 


| ing of those boats, yet the public could get no in- 


formation that would justify a criminal prosecu- 
tion. Finally, through the energy and the intense 
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application to this investigation of a citizen of the 
State of Ohio, Mr. Burton, facts were elicited to 
show that there was an extensive combination of 
men, living, most of them, in the State of Ohio, 
some of them, perhaps, in the State of Kentucky, 
who had long practiced the obtaining of policies of 
insurance from companies located in the different 
States of the Union, upon cargoes to be shipped. 
Afterwards they pretendedly shipped such cargoes, 
but in fact did not do so, and then burned down 
the vessels upon which the pretended shipments 
were made, for the purpose of collecting their 
insurances, and thereby defrauding the insurance 
companies. 

In 1851, after the burning of this steamboat, 
the Martha Washington, the investigation, as 
I said before, was commenced, which led to the 
discovery of this combination. Several individuals 
who were indicted in the circuit court for the State 
of Ohio, under the act of Congress, passed, I think, 
in 1820, for the crime of conspiracy to defraud 
insurance companies, were arrested at remote 
places, at an expense of several thousand dollars, 
by the extreme vigilance and sagacity of the offi- 
cer to whom I have alluded. After a great deal 
of labor, and a good deal of expense, they were 
tried,‘and their trial was a long one, in the circuit 
court of the State of Ohio. 

By an unexpected accident the Government was 
prevented from giving all its evidence to the jury. 
it is well understood that a complete case for con- 
viction was made out by the proof; but by an ex- 
traordinary maneuver of the able counsel on the 
part of the defendant, the rebutting proof to the 
proof introduced by the defense was prevented 
from being brought into court, so that that which 
was necessary in rebuttal to make the case clear 
for conviction was excluded, and in consequence 
the defendants were, after some time spent by the 
jury in consultation, acquitted. 

he investigation, however, disclosed enough, 
in the opinion of the eminent counsel who are re- 
tained for the prosecution, to show that they wore 
guilty of crime; and not only of the crime with 
which they were charged, but that they were 
guilty of that of burning the vessel, and of murder 
by oceasioning the loss of those sixteen lives. 

These individuals have now, at great expense, 
all been arrested since their acquittal at Colum- 
bus, Ohio. They are now in prison in Philips 
county, the locality in which the crime was com- 
mitted. But the county of Philips is not able to 
sustain the expenses of prosecuting these men and 
although. the evidence is clear against them, and 
though they are now in prison awaiting their trial, 
or rather awaiting their preliminary examination, 
which is to commence the 17th. of this month, 
yet itis well understood that. without some. aid 
from the Government to enable them to proceed 
with the trial, the men will be discharged. 

Now, £ know it is regarded, in the Executive 


Department, as highly important to the interests |j 
of western commerce, as well as to the protection |! 


of human life and property upon our rivers, that 
this investigation should be carried out to the re- 
sult of a verdict. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
owing, perhaps, to the locality of his residence, 
and owing to many circumstances which it is not 
necessary now to mention, is possessed of inform- 
ation which would be valuable to enlighten a 
committee of this House as to the duty they 
should perform in the premises; and if this reso- 
lution is passed, it will be instantaneously and’ 
cheerfully responded to. 

A Memper. The House will pass the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. BLISS. A gentleman near me says the 
House will pass the resolution. I have no doubt 


my taking-up more of their time in explanation. 
The question was put, and the resolution adopted. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. DENT. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice has been given, for the purpose of reference. 
Lask that it may be read by its title for informa- 
tion. . 

It was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill to be entitled an act to amend an. act 
passed the 28th of September, 1850. 


Mr. CLENGMAN. I want to know what that 
act of September, 1850, was. 4 ask thatthe Clerk 


| 
| 
| 


| just come from the Senate, with amendments, may 
be taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to 
i the Committee of Ways and Means, and, with 


| nounced that the order was made. 


i the Union. 


| rules to enable me to introduce the resolution; 


: | of the House to introduce a bill, of which pre- 
that they will; and there is, therefore, no need of || £ ? P. 


i have that bill put upon its passage at once. 


read enough of the bill to enlighten us upon that i 


point. 
The Clerk read a portion of the bill. It is to | 
amend an act granting bounty lands to certain | 
officers and soldiers who have been engaged m 
the military service of the United States. 
No objection being made, the bill was accord- | 
ingly introduced, read a first and second time by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the deficiency bill, which has 


the amendments, ordered to be printed. 
There being no objection, the Speaker an- 


Mr. HOUSTON. 1 would suggest to my 
friend from Missouri, [Mr. Puetrs,] whether it | 
would not be as well to refer the deficiency bill 
o the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Unless the House shall consent to 
let the Committee of Ways and Means report it 
back when that Committee have acted on the Sen- 
ate amendments, it may be kept in our desks for 
months, I throw out the suggestion so that the 
House, if it desire to send the bill elsewhere than 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, may do so. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill, as the Chair under- 
stood, was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. Is there any objection to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have made no proposition. 
I merely threw out a suggestion. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I prefer the proposition 
of the gentleman from Missouri, that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. | 

The SPEAKER. It is so referred. 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. CHANDLER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a biil; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill to allow parties in equity, of less than 
the whole number of claimants, to sue for their 
share of a common fund. 


Mr. HENN, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House the inspection report of Col- 
onel S. H. Long, of December 20, 1853, and such other 
communications as may have been made by him in refer- 
ence to the improvement of western rivers, since the pas- 
sage of the act of August 30, 1852; and also a copy of 
Lieutenant Warren’s report of his operations on the Des j 
Moines and Rock River Rapids, in the Mississippi river, 
together with any maps, charts, or diagrams of surveys 
made by the last named officer during the last year. 


Mr. WELLS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads are hereby instructed to report a bill reducing 
ocean postage to a uniform rate of ten cents each on letters 
not exceeding halfan ounce in weight. 


Mr. LETCHER. [I object. 
Mr. WELLS. 1 move a suspension of the 


and on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was then taken; and the House 
refused to suspend the rules. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the unani- 
mous consent to present a memorial in reference 
to the civil superintendency of armories. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask the unanimous consent 


vious notice has been given, under the instraction 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. j 

The Clerk read the bill twice by its title, as fol- | 
lows: 

A bill to repeal part of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the safe-keeping of the acts, records, 
and seal of the United States, ‘and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. PERKINS, 


I would like the House a 
t 
simply repeals the tax of twenty-five cents here- 
tofore levied at the office of the Secretary of State 
for the authentication of any document. ‘It has 


been a source of much annoyance to the members 
of the House having to pay twenty-five cents, M 


+ 


| 


i for the 


| looking also to the acquisition of the provin 


getting documents authenticated, for the'signaturë 
of the Secretary of State. Tt is the desire of. the 
Department, and the wish of- the: Cominittee.on 
Foreign Affairs, that this bill shall. be passed, and 
i hope it will be put uponits passage immediately. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Let it-beveads 2.2: 
The Clerk read the bill. a pees Be 
The bill was then ordered to be. engrossed and. 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 3 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio.. J ask theunanimous: 
consent of the House to offer the: following reso- 
lution: wa Pye 
Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state. 
of the Union be, and the same is hereby, discharged from 


the further consideration of joint resolution No. 16, being 
“ A joint resolution manifesting the sense of Congress to- 


| wards the officers and seamen of the vessels, and others 


engaged in the rescue of the officers and soldiers of the 
Army, the passengers, and the officers and ‘crew ofthe 
steamship San Francisco, from perishing with the wreck of 
that vessel,” and that the same be put upon its passage. 

< 


Mr, HOUSTON. I object. i 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move to suspend the rules to 
enable me to offer the resolution; and on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I call for tellers, . i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. TAYLOR, Of 
Ohio, and CuurcHWwELL were appointed. 

The tellers took their places; and, before report- 
ing any result, oe 

Mr. TAYLOR said: There must be some mjs- 
understanding here; for many gentlemen are under 
the impregsion that they are voting upon a call 
eas and nays. ; Pe es es 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
motion otherwise, and stated the question as he 
understood it, with the assent of the House; 
and, in his opinion, it is now too late to modify 
the form of the question. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iannounced distinctly that I 


wished teliers upon the yeas and nays. ai 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Ohio. 


[Mr. TayLor] asks that the question last put be 
restated. Ifthere be unanimous consent, the ques- 
tion will be stated in the form desired by the gen-: 
tleman from Ohio. Os Wek. 
Mr. LETCHER. I object; the yeas.and nays 
have been refused once. : 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the unanimous con- 
gent. of the House to offer a resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: eae 

Resolved, That the President be requested tu cause nego-~. 
tiations to be opened with the Government of Great Brit- 
ain with a view of ascertaining upon what condition that 
Government will consent to the annexation of the Canadas 
to the United States of America. 

Objection was made. ae 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I. move to. suspend: the 
rules for the purpose of introducing: the resolution 
just read; and upon that motion I ask the yeas 
and nays. f i : 

Mr. DEAN. I ask the gentleman from Ohio. 
[Mr. Campnecz] to accept an amendment to insert 
the words “and Cuba” after the words ‘ the 
Canadas.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio modify his resolution? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I cannot accept the amend- 
ment, for you are alittle ahead of me on the Cuba 
question now. . “fhe 

Mr. FARLEY. I desire to inquire of the gen~ 
tleman from Chio whether, if the House decide to- 
suspend the rules, he will accept an amendment, 
ces ‘of 
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia? o> s 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly I will. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 2 

The question was then taken upon suspending 
the rules; and there were—yeas 29, nays 119; as 
follows: pees à 

Y EAS—Messrs. Belcher, Bliss, Bocock, Camphell, Car- 
penter, Cook, Corwin, Farley, Flagler, Grow, Harrison; 
Knox, Lane, Macdonald, Mace, Matteson, Nichols, Parker, 
Pratt, Pringle, Russell, Sapp, Upham, Wade, Walbridge, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, John Wentworth, and Yates 
29... 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Barksdale, Benton, 
Bissel. Boyce, Buge, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chris- 
man, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Cox. Cullom, Curtis, 
John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dean,.Dent, Dow- 
dell, Dunbar, Eastman, Edgerton, Etliott, Ellison, Ether- 
idge, Faulkner, Fenton, Florence, Fuller. Geode, Goodrich, 
Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Houston, Howe, Johnson, Daniel T 
Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Me- 
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So the rules were not suspended, two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, by unanimous con- 
sent of the House, introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
respectfully requested, if not inconsistent with the public 
interest, to transmit to this House copies of the correspond- 
ence not now communicated of the United States legation 
at Constantinople and the United States Consul at Sinyrna 
with Captain Ingrabam, the Government of Austria, and of 
this Government, together with instructions from this Gov- 
ernment given to theiragents abroad touching the seizure 
and rescue of Martin Kostza, and the terms and conditions 
by which he was liberated and sent to this country. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. | ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer a resolu- 
tion under instructions by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Jndiciary be au 
thorized to cause to be prepared aud printed for the use of 
the House, a history of the claim, and a fall report of the 
vial of Dr. George A. Gardiner, upon the charge for false 
swearing, in the criminal court for the District of Colum: 

bia. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 object. 

Mr. STANTON. I move then to suspend the 
rules to admit the resolution. 

The question was then taken; and the rules 
were not suspended. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to present cer- 
tain resolutions of the Mechanics’ Institute of New 
York. l wish to know, if objection be made, 
whether I can present them under the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has a right to present them under 
the rule. 

They were accordingly sent to the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule. 


Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN asked and obtained 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of William 
McCabe; which was read a first and second time 
by its tide, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iask the unanimous con- 
gent of the House to introduce the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to promote Commander Duncan N. Ingraham to 
the rank of captain in the Navy of the United States, and 
that the Seeretary of the Navy Tse requ rd to tender 
the command of one of the ve authorized by the bill 


adding six steamers to the naval forces, which passed the | 


House on the Bist of March, to Commander Dunean N. 
3 
Tugrabain when such vessel may be ready for service. 


Mr. LETCHER objected to the introduction of 
the resolution. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I move thatthe rules of 
the House be suspended, to allow me to introduce 
the resolution just read. 

Mr. PRATT. I movethat the House do now 
adjourn., 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ; which was agreed to. 

The House thereupon, at three o'clock, p. m., 
adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, April 4, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. i 


PRIVATE BILL. 


bill this morning for the relief of the representa- 
tives of Joseph Watson, deceased, 
benefit of a widow lady who is detained in the 
city, as | understand, ata great deal of expense 


and trouble to herself. She is very desirous of | 
having the bill passed immediately.” I will state | 


i| 


to the Senate, in a word, that the Government has 
a claim upon a house and lot of hers, and she asks 
that this cloud, as it were, may be taken off her 


t 
i 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask the unan- p 
imous consent of the Senate to take up a private | 


title, so that she may be able to sell ker property 
and go away. I think the reading of the report, 
if the Senate will allow the bill to be taken up, 
| will show that it ought to be passed at once. 

‘There being no objection, the bill was reada 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. ` 

lt proposes to direct the Solicitor of the Treas 
| ury to cause to be executed, on the part of the 
| United States, a full release and acquittance of 
their claim against Joseph Watson, as one of the 
sureties of Henry Ashton, late marshal of the 
| District of Columbia, and that the property in the 
| erty of Washington, at present held in trust as se- 
' curity for the payment of the claim, be reconveyed 
to his legal representatives free, and discharged 
i from all such encumbrance, if they release their 


| dered by Watson, as Indian agent in the Terri- 
| tory of Michigan. 

Watson preferred a claim against the Govern- 
ment. The services for which he asked compen- 
sation were rendered and sanctioned by the head 
of the territorial government of Michigan, but as 
they were performed without any provision by 
| law regulating the amount to be allowed for them, 
the difficulty appears to have been to ascertain 
their exact value. These services seem to have 
extended from the year 1806 up to 1812, making 
| six years, during which Watson performed, when 
i required to do so, the duties of superintendent 

and storekeeper, for which he received no fair 
remuneration. In view of the difficulty above 
referred to, the committee being desirous to do 
justice between the Government and the claimant, 
deemed it proper to consider his claim with refer- 
| ence to an outstanding liability on his part as one 
of the securities of Henry Ashton, late marshal 
| of the District of Columbia. 

It appears, from an extract from the docket of 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, that at the November 
j term, 1839, a verdict was rendered in the United 
| States district court for the District of Columbia, 
in the case of James Williams, one of the six sure- 
ties of Henry Ashton, in favor of the United 
States for $8,279 25. It further appears, froma 
| letter from the chief clerk of the office of the Soli- 
citor of the Treasury, that in the year 1842, the 
representatives of Watson made an arrangement 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, by which his 
| indebtedness.to the United States, as one of the 
| sureties of Ashton, was secured to the satisfaction 
| of the Government, and that the debt so secured 
amounted to about $1,375, for which a deed of 
į trust on real estate in this city was executed by 
| them. From a statement made to Mr. Baldwin, 
| on behalf of the Committee of Claims of the 
| United States Senate, it appears that of the appro- 
priations made for the contingent expenses of the 


| ~'8,-"9,-710,-" 11, and 1812, there remained in the 
| Treasury, on the 1st of January, 1813, a balance 
_ of $1,050, and that no part of the appropriations 
| appears “to have been made on account of the 
Indian Department, or to Joseph Watson.” 

| ‘Taking into consideration the circumstances in 
f which the liability on the part of Joseph Watson 
lj had its origin, and the fact, admitted upon all 
l; sides, that the services for which compensation is 
l: at present demanded were actually rendered, but 
|; not paid for, whilst a balance of $1,050 of the 
|| 8Ppropriations for the contingent expenses of the 
(| Territory of Michigan, nearly the amount of the 
|! liability, remained in the Treasury, the committee 
|! think it just that the one should be regarded as an 
j offset against the other. The indebtedness of 
| Watson, for which the property of his represent- 
|| atives is held bound, originated in an act of kind- 
i| ness on his part, from which neither he nor his 

i 


representatives have ever derived any benefit; 
and it would seem nothing more than equitable 
that his services, faithfully rendered, should be 
received in discharge of that indebtedness. If 
his appointment had been under a Jaw of Con- 
gress, there could have been no difficulty in allow- 


him as surety of Henry Ashton. The Hon. 


H Lewis Cass, who succeeded, at the end of the 


war of 1812, to the duties of Superintendent of 
Indian Affairs, has stated, in a letter on file among 
the papers, that the office which the petitioner held 
| ‘was essential to the public service—that. the 
duties were ably and zealously performed;”’ and 
“í that it was impossible for the Superintendent to 


claim against the United States for services ren- | 


Territory of Michigan during the years 1806,-°7, | 


f jing his salary in discharge of the claim against | 
It is for the |: 


= 


discharge personally the various duties required of 
him by law; and, in point of fact, he always 
understood that a large portion of them was 
discharged by Colonel Watson.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Southboro’, Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against any act of Congress, in the organization 
of Nebraska, which shall permit the introduction 
of slavery into territory from which it was ex- 
cluded by the Missouri compromise; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition signed by women of New Eng- 
land, praying Congress to refrain from legalizing 
slavery in the Territory of Nebraska; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented a 
petition of citizens of Baskenridge, Somerset 
county, New Jersey, praying Congress to enact 
such laws as will tend to secure religious freedom 
to American citizens residing or traveling abroad; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. j 

Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of the 
officers of the United States Army, stationed at 
Fort Yuma, California, praying an increase of pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a petition of in- 
habitants of the city of Portland, Maine, praying 
that the present rates of ocean postage may be re- 
duced to the uniform charge of two cents; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition signed by legal voters in the 
town of Sanford, county of York, Maine, protest- 
ing against the passage of what is known as the 
** Nebraska bih,” by which it is proposed to le- 
galize slavery in the Territories of Nebraska and 
Kansas; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Butler county, Ohio, praying that the public lands 
may be granted in limited quantities to actual set- 
tlers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of the fac- 
ulty of Mississippi College, praying that a town- 
ship of land may be granted to each incorporated 
college or university in the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of 
Moses Noble, agent for the owners of certain 
fishing vessels, praying that the Secretary of the 
Treasury may be authorized to adjust the claims 
of the owners thereof, to fishing bounty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill for the relief of William Noot; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. ALLEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Nancy Bowen 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the Comuinittee on Pensions, A 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


Mr. MASON. The morning business, I be- 
lieve, is through. I move, therefore, that the Sen- 
ate now proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business. 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not intend to interfere with 
the Senator from Virginia, but there is a bill on the 
table 

Mr. MASON. Ido not wish to interfere with 
the Senator from South Carolina, but I know the 
bill which he proposes to take up. I suppose it 
is the one in reference to revolutionary claims. 

Mr, EVANS. ldo not propose to take it ap 
at this time; but Irise to say that I should be 
gratified if sometime could be fixed for its consid- 
eration. I move, if it be in order, that it be made 
the special order for one hour to-morrow morning. 
I do not wish to interfere with the Executive busi- 
ness. : 
Mr. MASON. As far as Tam concerned per- 
sonally, I should have no objection to that; but I 


| would suggest to the Senator, that by next week 
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we shall probably have disposed of the business 
in Executive session; and if he will allow his bill 
to go over until that time, he will have an oppor- 
tunity to have it disposed of then. I think the bill 
will engender debate, and probably protracted de- 
bate. I suggest, therefore, to the Senator that it 
woud be better, perhaps, to let it lie over until next 
week. -- 

Mr. EVANS. Then I move to take up the 
bill to which I refer, for the purpose of making 
it the special order for next Monday. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate. re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill “to provide for the final 
settlement of the claims of the officers of the Rev- 
olutionary Army, and of the widows and orphan 
children of those who died in the service. ”? 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was 

Ordered, That its further consideration be postponed to, 
and made the order of the day for, Monday next. 

STEAM FRIGATE BILL. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. McKean, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a bill to authorize 
the construction of six steam frigates, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered to a 
`- second reading. $ 

Mr. GWIN. That is identical with the bill 
which has passed the Senate. I hope, therefore, 
that there will be no objection to its immediate 
consideration and passage. 

The bill was read a second time by unanimous 
consent, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. No amendment being proposed, it was 
reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, was read a third time, and 
passed, 

REFERENCE OF HOUSE BILLS. 


The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill regulating the pay of deputy 
postmasters; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ` 

Also, that the House had passed a bill to repeal 
part of an act entitled “ An act to provide for the 
safe-keeping of the acts, records, and seal of the 
United States, and for other purposes;” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 4, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

NEW MEXICAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received 
numerous communications from the Legislative 
Council of New Mexico. If it be the pleasure of 
the House, I will present them to the body. 

Several MemBers. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. These memorials and reso- 
lutions relate to various subjects, some to the con- 
struction of roads; some to the preservation of the 
public documents of the Territory; some to the 
erection of public buildings. If it be the pleasure 
of the House, they will be referred to the several 
appropriate committees. eed 

Mr. CLINGMAN. . I move. that the petitions 
be referred to the various appropriate committees, 
and that they be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

THE COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
a member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills is 
not present at this time, and that there is, there- 


fore, a pressing necessity for the appointment of |; 


ene additional member to that committee. The 
Chair would, at the same time, suggest that it 
might be as well to appoint two additional mem- 
bers, in order.to meet the contingencies of the ses- 
sion. Is it the pleasure of the House that two 
additional members be added to the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills? e 5 


The Members generally assented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will understand 
the House as having unanimously ordered the 
appointment of two additional members to that 
committee. 

CLAIMS OF MARYLAND. 

Mr. MAY. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to permit me to present a memorial from 
the State of Maryland, that it may be referred to 
the Judiciary Committee, and printed. It is the 
memorial of the special. agents of the State of 
Maryland asking for the reimbursement of the 
| State for her *‘ advances” to the United States in 
1792 and 1793. 

There being no objection, the memorial was 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, and ordered 
to be printed. 

! ESTIMATES FROM DEPARTMENTS. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I have re- 
| ceived from the Department of the Interior a large 


| laid upon the table, and printed. 
| It was so ordered. 


croach upon the time of the House at this time, 
but from necessity. I desire to make a motion, 
before we resolve ourselves into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pur- 
| pose of accomplishing an object which, I believe, 
the House of Representatives. almost efftirely 
favor. 

To-day, Mr. Speaker, we have a special order 
of the House to consider the bill to graduate and 
reduce the price of the public lands. It seems to 
be the wish of a large majority of the House—at 
| all events of those with whom I have consulted 
on the subject—that this special order be postponed 
| until this day two weeks, so as to give every gen- 
tleman in the House an opportunity of investiga- 
ting the matter fully, fairly, and properly; and 
| further, to enable them toget clear of the other busi- 
| ness before them. The deficiency bill must come 
| up, and ought to be disposed of first. If, there- 
fore, it be the unanimous consent of the House 
that this special order should be postponed for 
two weeks, I have no objection at all to thatar- 
rangement. If it be the pleasure of the House, 
| I will now make a motion to that effect, before we 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union; because, unless the motion is made 
| now, we will not beable to accomplish the desired 
| object after the House has gone into committee. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Oh, no; let it not be 
postponed. These special orders are always in 
the way; and we may as well go to this one at one 
time as at another. 

Mr. COBB. Ihave indicated my desire to have 
it postponed; butas I find I cannot have the unan- 
| imous consent of the House, | give notice to the 
| House, that immediately after we resolve ourselves 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, I will proceed to discuss this graduation 
bill. It is the first business to come up; and I 
trust that every gentleman will send into the docu- 
ment room and procure a copy of the bill, so that 
he may fully understand what we have before us. 
I made the motion to postpone; but as objection 
| has been made, I am ready to take up the matter. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I conceive 
that it is in order for the House to postpone this 
special order. According to the practice of the 
present Speaker, during the last session of Con- 
gress, we have more than once, during the last 
Congress, postponed a special order from one day 
| to the other. I hold, therefore, that my colleague 
| {Mr. Coss) has’the right to make the motion to 
postpone. We have already, in fact, postponed 
| this very special order this session. ; 
The SPEAKER. It is notin order, as the bill 
| 4s not before the House at all. 

Mr. COBB. No; it could not be before the 
House, as it has been made a special order, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


ready postponed. this very special order at this 
session. : 
The SPEAKER. That was, however, by the 
unanimous consent of the House. ities 
Mr. HOUSTON. 1 do not know whether it 
was by unanimous consent. or -not; but, at all 


| events, it was postponed, and it has been frequently 


| pone a special order; The Hou 
over the bill. 


i amount of estimates; and | ask that they may be 


| POSTPONEMENT OF THE GRADUATION BILL. || 
Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I would not en- 


‘week’s delay. 


i 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, we have al- |j 


ruled by the-Chair that 


House, if the majority vote in favor of it; to po 
se: hai t 


The SPEAKER. If the. bill were ‘ 
House the motion would bein order; and it wo 
bea necessary consequence that the major 
direct the postponement... But itia not now 
the House; and therefore it is that the Chair th 
the motion to postpone is not in orders 1%? 

Mr. HOUSTON. : Will the Chair allow me 
say this: This bill, it is true, is not before th 


House; but, by the special order ofthe Hobsejit >o oo 


is before the Committee. of. the Whole. . The: 
House, however, has control over it still, and’ can: 
postpone the special order. Pp sagan BSP 
The SPEAKER. That was done undër as 
pension of the rules, for the express purpose. i *;, 
Mr. HOUSTON... Under.a suspension of. the: 
rules it is true, but the House can postpone this." 
The SPEAKER, The Chair holds that itis: : 
not competent for the House to. postpone the cons: 
sideration of a special order, if objection be made? 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois: As a gèn- 
tleman has the floor to-day in Committee of the: 
Whole, and as he is anxious to speak.for the réas) 6 
son that he desires to. leave-the city: soon, [will 
waive my objection, and consent that.the bill be!’ 
postponed for one day. aa 
Mr. COBB. As far as lam’ concerned, Ta 
willing to take up the bill to-day; but I made th 
motion for the accommodation of the House, i 
order that members may have an opportunity. to: 


examine it before acting upon it. |: . K 
Mr. HOUSTON.. Then. make. the motio; 


now. 
Mr. COBB. I move that it be postponed for 
this day two weeks. : 
Mr. DAWSON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that he should make the 
day of postponement four weeks instead of two. 
Mr. COBB. Then there will be an objection. |. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I will cons: > 
sent to a postponement fora week. Pe SR 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I suggest to the 
gentleman that he move to postpone its consider~ .: : 
ation indefinitely. Seas Sige i it 
Mr. COBB. `I am much obliged to the gentiles < 
man, but I must respectfully decline his suggestion. ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a post- ~ 
ponement for two weeks? = 


Mr. WENTWORTH. 


I consented to ore” 


Mr. COBB. Then 
pone for one week. 
Mr. DAWSON. I object to one week, ” 


REPORTS FROM LAND COMMITTEE. © eusan 
The SPEAKER, -Objection is. made, and :the 
motion is not in order.. ‘Che firt business in or- 
der is reports from committees, commencing with. 
the Committee on- Public Lands. es eae 
Mr. WARREN. I hold ‘in my hand ‘several’: 


I make my motion to post- | 


| petitions from the Committee on Public Lands, 
{which I am directed to report back to the House 
| adversely, and move that they be laid upon the: 


table. 

The petitions were accepted, and ordered to lie 
upon the table. They were as follows: : 

The petition of the soldiers of the war of 1812, © 
of Fairfax county, Connecticut, for one hundred 
and sixty acres of bounty land; . ; agin: 

The petition of Alfred W. and Solomon : Gil- ` 
lett, for bounty lands; $ ee ae 

The petition of the residents and citizens’ of, 
Kings county, the grand jury, the officers of. the: 
5th brigade of the New York militia, the Mayor 
and Common. Council of Brooklyn, and of one 
thousand four hundred and sixteen citizens of the 
city and county of New York, ask for the exten- 
sion of the bounty land act, passed Séptember 28, 
1850; and es 

The resolution of the. Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying congre to grant one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to the soldiers. of 
the war of 1812. 

Mr. DAWSON. I withdraw, Mr, Chairman, 
the objection which I made to the motion of the 
gentlemanfrom Alabama, [Mr. Coss,] to postpone 
the consideration of the special order for one week. 

No objection being made to the moton, the 
consideration of the bill was, by unanimous: cons 
sent, postponed for one. week. : E 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. Faak the 


| dadiciary snot with aview of having it acted. upon, 

but for the purpose of having it:referred. 
be Mr. ORR. 

order of. business... 
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yhaninvous -consent of the. House to. present a 
yeport.this morning from the: Committee on thé 


F object; and call: for the ‘regular 


Mr. WRIGHT. I-make.the request now, be- 


cause I am obliged to leave the-city soon. 


“oo. Mr. ORR; U withdraw my. objection. 


»..Mr. EDGERTON, : T'renew the objection. 


+75 Objection being: made, the report. was not ad- 


mitted. 0. 


i eae LATHAM, from the Committee on Pub- 


ands, reported. bills; which were read a first 
id second time by their titles, as follows, and re- 


“ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union? 
7 A-billto establish the office of surveyor general 
of New Mexico, to grant donations to actual set- 


- tlers therein, and for other purposes; 


& 


A bill to amend an act approved September 27, 
1852, to create an office of surveyor general of 
the public lands in Oregon, &c., and also the act 
amendatory thereof, approved February 19, 1853; 
anc 

A bill to establish an office of surveyor general 
of Utah, to grant donations to actual settlers there- 
‘iv; and for other purposes. 


` Mr, HIESTER, from the Committee on Pub- 


. lie Lands, reported adversely upon the following 


‘petitions; which were laid upon the table, and the 


“committee discharged from their further consider- 


ation: 

Of the heirs of Colonel Samuel French, of the 
State of Massachusetts, asking for commutation 
and bounty land; ‘ 

Of Martha Gray, widow of Captain Robert 
Gray, the discoverer of the Columbia river, asking 


"for relief; and ` 


“Of Elizabeth Hall, widow of Sergeant John 
Hall, late a soldier of the revolutionary army, 
raying for a grant. of land in lieu of military 
„land warrants, &, 
: Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported adversely upon the following pe- 
‘titions; which were laid upon the table, and the 
committee discharged from their further consider- 
ation: 
Of George Heavenridge and one hundred and 
eighty-one others, citizens of Union county, In- 


odiana, in favor of granting lands to actual settlers, 


and against their sale to speculators; and of citi- 
zens of Alabama, for the removal of the land 
office from Sparta, in said State. 

Mr. ©. remarked, in reference to the former 
petition, that a general law had been passed cover- 
ing the case. 


-_ Mr. COBB. I now desire to report, from the 


: Committee on Public Lands, a bill founded upon 


a petition referred to that committee, which 1 ask 
may be read a first and second time; and then I 
hope the House will indulge me in having it put 
upon its passage, It is a bill to authorize the 
selection. of sixteenth sections within the limits of 
the twelve miles square reservation in the State of 
Alabama, 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and then read through. : 

It provides that the school commissioners in 
the Huntsville district, Alabama, be authorized 
to select respectively, by legal subdivisions, from 
any of the surveyed public lands, the quantity, as 
near as may be, contained in the sixteenth sections 
of townships within the twelve miles square re- 
servation; which selections, upon being approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, shall be holden 
by the same tenure, and for the same terms, for 
the support of schools in said townships as the 
sections numbered sixteen, within the said reser- 
vation woul have been, had not treaty stipula- 
tions made other disposition thereof. 

Mr. COBB. : I hope the House will bear with 
me for a few moments when I inform them that I 
have not lost a vote during this Congress; that 1 
have been constant upon my attendance upon the 
sessions of the House, and upon those of its com- 
mittees, thereby furthering. the business of the 
House as much as it has been in my power to do. 
1 have not missed one sitting of the Committee on 
Public Lands, of which I ama member, nor have 


i missed a sitting of the Pacific Railroad. Com-. 


mittee, of which I am also a member. Lhave not 
made, nor do Lintend to make, any hour spéeches. 


I. do. not trouble the Hobse often with any re- 
marks; but when Ido, I intend always that such 
remarks shall be pertinent to.the measures. under 
consideration. -In-view ofthese facts, L think I 
have the right. to ask the House to hear.me pa- 
tiently for a few minutes this morning in relation 
to the bill which is now béfore the House. 

Mr. KERR. I rise to.a question of order.. I 
wish simply to inquire if debate is strictly in order 
upon. this bill? ae z 

The SPEAKER. It is strictly. in order.: 

Mr. COBB. l am most certainly in order; but 
I will not trouble the House for more than-five 
minutes. When the State of Alabama was ad- 


mitted into the Union, { find that every section of |; 


the public lands numbered sixteen was set: apart 
for educational purposes. J alsc find that by the 
stipulations. of a treaty with the Chickasaw In- 
dians in 1819, there was a section of country 
twelve miles square set apart for school purposes. 
These lands were to be sold, and the proceeds 
Applied for educational purposes among the In- 
ians. 

‘The sixteenth sections of other lands which Tam 
now asking in lieu thereof are found to be in that 
twelve miles square. Some years ago, when that 
portion ofland was sold by the General Government 
tor the benefit of the Indians, the Government, 
from some cause or other, believed that the citi- 
zens of the respective townships were entitled 
to thesixteenth sections. It did not sell them. 
Those citizens have been enjoying their benefits 
for that number of years. Two years ago the 
question arose in relation to the right of the citi- 
zens to those sixteenth sections. It was brought 
before the Department, which decided that, inas- 
much as by treaty stipulations it was agreed the 
twelve miles square should be disposed of for the 
benefit of the Indian tribes, the sixteenth sections 
therein could not be exempted. Then you per- 
ceive the difficulty that now exists. The citizens, 
after having been in possession of those sections 


for twenty-five years, are now decided not to be ; 


entitled to them. 

We find that a law, enacted in 1826, authorizes 
the citizens of townships, where there are no six- 
teenth sections by grants of Jand or otherwise, to 
select other lands in lieuthereof. You have, then, 
the whole matter summed up. What do | ask? 
Only that the citizens of the townships to which 
I have referred, shall, by their proper authorities, 
be authorized to locate other lands in lieu of those 
of which they have been deprived by regular sub- 
division, They ought to have that privilege. . If 
they are required to locate their land in conformity 
with the act which I hold in my hand, they will 
be forced to locate each sixteenth section in a solid 
body. if they are so required, as I stated ona 
former occasion, tbey, lose the benefit of the grant 
to a great extent, and get but little land. The bill 
merely authorizes them to locate the sixteenth 
sections by regular subdivision, and as small a 
quantity as forty acres. You knőw that their 
interest will induce them to locate in larger tracts, 
if possible. 

will make no further remarks. The justness 
of the provisions of the bill is evident; but, as an 
equivalent, if the House grant me the favor I ask, 
I promise that the Committee on Public Lands 
will instantly pass off, and report no other railroad 
bills until called again. I trust the House will 
pass the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 


-a third time; and, being engrossed, the bill was 


read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back a bill to amend an act enti- 
tled “an act to authorize the correction of erro- 
neous locations of military land warrants by 
actual settlers on the public land, in certain 
cases,” with an amendment; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HIESTER. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to report adversely on 
the petition of George Nix, who was a soldier in 
the revolutionary war, and as a member of the 
Virginia Line, entitled to acres of landin 
the now fertile State of Kentucky. In ignorance 
of his rights, he neglected to apply for. it,-and is 
now. informed that it is too late to: doit. The 


committee conceive that there are many others in 


the same situation with the petitioner; and regard 


the -subject-as one. of..general: rather -than special 
legislation.. They therefore, as I have said,.direct 
me to report adversely. on it, and to move that it 
be Jaid upon the table. 3 

The question. was taken; 
agreed to. : 


Mr. BENNETT, 


and.the motion was 


from. the Committee on 


‘Public Lands, reported a bill; which was read à 


first and second time by its title, as follows: 
A bill to equalize the grants of lands to the sev- 
eral States for certain public purposes... - aA 
Mr. ORR. -T rise to a question of order. J 
understand: that this is not a report from the coms 
mittee at all. : ar 4 
Mr. BENNETT. | Yes it is. : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. New 
York is a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, and reports this bill from. that committee. 
Mr. BENNETT. 1I will state to the Chair how 
the fact is. The committee directed the bill to be 
reported back, but a majority of the committee 
recommend. that it do not pass; a minority rec- 


; ommend its passage, and | desire to take the sense 


of the House as to which of those recommenda- 
tions shall be supported by the House. ae 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York what is the report of the 
Committee on Public Lands, whether it is that the 
bill lie upon the table or that it. be passed? 

Mr. BENNETT. I willstate to the gentleman 
that there are two reports. ` ; ; 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Well, what-is:the report 
of the committee,. that- is- of: the majority, of -< 
course? eid “Beast tea hank 

Mr. BENNETT. The recommendation of the 
majority is, that the bill do not pass, but the mi- 
hority recommend its passage. : 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Then I ask ihe gentle- 
man what motion he makes with reference to the 
bill, in accordance with the direction of the com- 
mittee ? te cat ; 

Mr. BENNETT. I make this’ motion. with. 
regard to the bill. I move to put it upon ita 
passage, but I do not mean to spend any time 
on it. Ifthe House will permit me, I will state 
precisely what the bill is, and what l propose’ to 
do with it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to make an 
inquiry of the gentleman. I wish to know if 
this bill was referred by the House to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands or not?s 5 ann 

Mr. BENNETT. It was. =i 
Mr. JONES. Ox waa it originated by the com- 
mittee? ee 
- Mr. BENNETT. It was referred to the com- 
mittee, but the bill which I have reported is not 
precisely the bill which was. referred. to the com- 
mittee. Tt has been changed in some respects, 

Mr. JONES. Then, the gentleman reports back 
the bill which was referred? ig SOME MES a 

Mr. BENNETT, “No; T report it back withan 
alteration. i ; 

Mr. JONES. Then it is a substitute, and the 
gentleman should report back the original bill with 
a recommendation that it be substituted. : I will 
make a question of order on the gentleman. It 
seems, from what the gentleman says, that thisis 
not. the bill which was referred to the committee, 
and I submit this point to the Chair, that thecom- 
mittee has no right to report back a bill with a 
substitute or with an amendment, and recommend 
the rejection of that bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. This precise question was 
raised during the last Congress when I presented 
a similar bill. : 

Mr. JONES. No, sir; let me correct the gen-~ 
tleman. Last year when the bill was’ reported, 
the question was made that it had never been re- 
ferred by the House to the committee. Jn this 
case, however, a bill was referred by the House 
to the committee, and, as I understand the gentle- 
man from New York; he reports back a: different 
bill and recommends its rejection. 

Mr: COBB. No; the gentleman is mistaken as 
to the fact. The bill was referred tothe com- 
mittee and is reported back. 

Mr. JONES. Will the Clerk read the bill whic 
has: been reported? » 2 

The SPEAKER.  Will-the gentleman .from 
New. York be kind enough to state what the com- 
mittee. reports? ee E 

. Mr. BENNETT. 1 will state the facts to: the 
Chair. The bill as prepared by. me, snd- referred 
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to the committee, contained a provision looking to 
all the States, and regarding the public lands as, 
to some extent, the property of all. The commit- 
tee believe that the bill was put in a shape which 
would be the least objectionable. It is not an 
amendment ora substitute, but itis a mere change 
of the bill itself in one respect. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire if the original 
bill is reported back, with a recommendation that 
it-be amended in a particular way? 

Mr. BENNETT. l wish to state further, that 
if this bill is ruled out of order, I shall ask to pre- 
sent the original bill. I will detain the House but 
a short time. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that it is not the 
original bill; and I contend that they cannot retain 
the original bill which was referred to the commit- 
tee, and make a report of a different bill; because 
it becomes an act of introduction, and cannot be 
done without the unanimous consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis verytrue. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Bennett] may re- 
port an amendment by order of the committee, or 
a substitute for the original bill; but he cannot 
retain the original bill, and base another, and a 
very different bill, upon it. 

Mr. BENNETT. It is the same bill as the 
original, with a slight exception. 

[A message was here received from the Senate 
by the hand of Aspury Dicks, Esq., their 
Secretary, informing the House that that body 
had passed a bill of this House entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of six first class steam- 
frigates;’’ and also a bill of this House entitled “An 


act for the relief of James M. Goggin;’? and asking | 


the concurrence of the House therein.] 

Mr. JONES. I wish to have the question de- 
cided. I understand that this is not the bill which 
was referred to the committee by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York can state how the fact is in regard to this 
matter. The Chair decides that the Committee on 
Public Lands have the right to originate bills, but 
he also decides that the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Bennett] cannot report a bill from the 
Committee on Public Lands, based upon or in lieu 
of the one referred to that committee, and still 
retain the original one.. 

Mr. ORR. I understand thatthe Committee on 
Public Lands have not recommended this amend- 
ment at all. 

Mr. BENNETT. They have recommended it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I beg leave to correct the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Oxr.] A 
majority of the committee recommended the alter- 
ation, and they have not gone beyond the princi- 
ples of either bill in the aggregate. 

Mr. JONES. I submit this further question. 
That the committee cannot report the original bill 
with an amendment, asa substitute, and recom- 
mend the rejection of the bill itself, which was 
referred to them. 

Mr. GREY. I merely desire to say one word. 
The gentleman from New York, (Mr. BENNETT, | 
as I understand him, says that this bill was pre- 
sented to the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. That committee agreed 
to some slight alteration, or recommended some 
slight alteration, in that bill. They now report 
it back to the House with that alteration in it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bennerr] can report that bill back 
now. 

Mr. BENNETT. If the Chair pleases, I pro- 
pose to report the original bili back; and I ask 
the Chair whether it would be in order to offer 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York can offer any amendment, if he desires it. 

Mr. JONES. Has the gentleman from New 
York authority to report the original bill back 
without amendments? 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir, or the other. A 
majority of the committee, prefer the other bill, 
and it was agreed that we should report the ather 
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bill, without the original. I am willing to report 
the original bill. . j j 

Mr. JONES. I wish to make this inquiry of 
the gentleman from New York, for I want to have 
the question right before the House. Does the 
gentleman report that bill back from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands without amendment? 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. And recommend its rejection? 

: Mr. BENNETT. Yes; we recommend its re- 
jection; but I propose to offer an amendment or 
substitute for it. 

Mr. JONES. Well, but the recommendation 
of the committee is that the bill be rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Still it is competent for the 
House to follow a different direction. 

Mr. BENNETT. [ wish to inquire of the 
Chair how much of the morning hour remains 
unexpired ? , 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour will ex- 
pire at fifteen minutes after one o’clock. 

Mr. BENNETT. 1 wish to give the House an 
opportunity to see in print this bill which the com- 
mittee recommends to be rejected, and the one 
which I shall offer as an amendment or substitute 
for it; and for that reason l wish to detain the 
House until the morning hour expires in making an 
explanation of what the bill is. I wish to makea 
motion, so as not to have the billlaid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from New York as submitting a 
proposition to amend the bill. The Chair did not 
distinctly hear the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BENNETT. 1 meantto say that | wished 
to make a few remarks as to this bill, and then let 
it go over till to-morrow morning, so that it may 
appear in print; and I shall offer at the proper time 
—and do offer now—a substitute or amendment 
to the bill; and I hope that both will be printed, 
so that both may be legitimately before the House. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, before going into any 
report on this bill, I wish to make a motion to 
refer-—— ; 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman from New York allow the Chair to set 
himself right, so that there may be no mistake 
about the matter. T'he Chair understands the 
gentleman from New York as offering the first 
paper, which he sent to the Clerk’s table, as an 
amendment or substitute to the original bill which 
he reports back from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir; the Chair under- 
stands aright. r 

I wish, also, Mr. Speaker, to make a motion to 
refer this bill back, after itis amended, to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; which [do for the pur- 
pose of saving it from being laid on the table. I 
therefore, before I commence my explanatory 
remarks, move to recommit the bill back to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to refer will be 
entered. 

Mr. BENNETT. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to 
occupy the morning hour, so that the bill and 
gubstitute proposed may be printed and placed 
in the hands of members to-morrow morning; 
and will therefore state to this House what the 
billis, It asserts a principle that 1 supported in 
the last Congress, and for which I am an earnest 
advocate now, that the public lands belong to all 
the States of the Union; that they were granted or 
purchased for the benefit of all, and should be 
used for their common benefit. 1 am not among 
the number who deny the power of Congress to 
grant lands to the States for railroads, or any 
other public purpose, or who believe that it is not 
expedient to make such grants, if equally and 
fairly made, in a proper manner, and to a proper 
| extent. Yet, while I admit this, I claim that there 
should be some fairness and equality in the way 
these lands are distributed for public purposes to 
the several States; that if we give land to the State 
of Ilinois for railroads, there wauld be no justice 
in our withholding it from the State of Towa. _ if 
we give land to build railroads to the State of 
| Missouri, we cannot ini justice refuse to give it to 


the State of Wisconsin to a like amount, and. for 
the same purpose, eer oe 
There should be some equality and justice ob- 
served even among the land States themselves in 
the amount of these grants. ‘There are some two 
or three of these land States to which. grants of 
public lands have‘been made to the amount of 
two, three, or four millions of acres each, to` aid 
in constructing railroads. The others, on the con- 
trary, have not received any such grants. Iam 
willing to give to all of the land States grants to 
an equal amount, on fair and just principles, for 
this purpose, if justice is also done to. the old 
States; but if we give to themvall at that rate, we 
should exhaust a great portion of the public lands; 
and that which belongs equally to all would be 
given unequally to a few, unless some equal and 
just plan is adopted, or some general billis passed. . 
There should be some principle of justice.and 
equality in these grants or gifts of the public 
lands to the States; the old States should have 
their share in some form, or, at least some share, 
before we go on with this system, That form, of 
course, should be the one least objectionable, by 
which they should receive a like benefit, by granis 
to them from the public lands for’ similar’ pur- 
poses—if not to an equal amount—as are bestowe 
upon the other States. = 
In the last Congress I introduced a bill looking 
to this object. It was passed by the House, but 
was not acted upon in the Senate. It provided 
for giving to the old States public lands, at the 
rate of one hundred and fifty thousand acres for 
each Senator and Representative in Congress 
from those States. It also provided for giving to 
those States which had not received grants of land 
for railroads, lands to an amount as nearly equal 
as possible to that which had been granted to the 
State of Hlinois—the State which has received the 
largest amount for that purpose, of any State in 
the Union. f 
This bill, or thesubstitute which I now propose, 
contains the same principle, but is not. the same in 
its detail, or in the manner of accomplishing the 
object in view. Those western States which have 
not received grants for roads, say that they have 
already, by law, received the grants for schools, 
Every sixteenth (in some of the States. every six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth) section. is given to them 
for that purpose. They now desire grants for 
railroads, confined to that object alone, and. speci- 
fying the routes of the intended. roads. «: They tell 
us that if Congress makes grants to.them of so « 
many acres to each State, their Legislatures will 
distribute it out to every county, and the lands 
will be of no real or practical benefit. In this they 
are universally agreed. They want to avoid that 
result. In the last Congress they made strong ob- 
jection to a general bill, for this reason: Because 
they said the lands would be of no benefit to them, 
but would be wasted on a thousand different pro- 
jects. To avoid that difficulty, they suggested to 
me to bring ina bill for the old States alone; that. 
is, the States which had no public. lands within 
their limits, in some form, as an equivalent for 
these grants for railroads to the other States, and. 
to let each of the land States take their grants for: 
roads in a separate bill, specifying the routes ‘of 
the roads, and limiting the amounts to the same 
proposed. in the general bill. I have assented to 
this; and now propose such a bill, to see if Rep- 
resentatives from land States are-willing to give 
the old States any land at.all, in any form, or to 
any amount, for the same purposes as those for 
which it has been so liberally granted to them. 
This bill, therefore, only provides for the grant 
of lands to seventeen States, which have no 
public lands, and. have received no grants, at the 
rate of, one hundred and fifty thousand aeres for 
each Senator and Representative in Congress. It 
will require between twenty and thirty millions of. 
acres to provide for all the old States equally at 
this rate, a small equivalent for the grants made’ 
to, and now asked for, by the land States. It is 
objected, that if grants are made to the old States; 
they will go into the land States and take up large 
tracts of land and hold them for along time, or at 
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a high price, to the injuty.of the new States. This: 
obviates..that objection.. It provides for the 
distribution of no lands directly to the old States, 
but'that the States shall be entitled to receive and 


to dispose of land warrants (not less than eighty | 


nor: more.than one hundred and sixty acres each) 
tothe amountinall granted toeach State. These 
warrants willbe sold to actual settlers. going into 
the new States, and that the old States shall have 
thë- benefit of the sale of these warrants; but no 
State.is to locate any warrants in its own name, 
or for itsown benefit. Instead of the General Gov- 
ernment, as now, selling the lands to this amount, 
and receiving the avails into the public Treasury, 
(after deducting the expense of sales, &c.,) each 
of the old States is to be allowed. to sell an amount 
of land warrants equal to the amount granted to 
that State, and retain the proceeds for the benefit 
of the State for school purposes, or purposes sim- 
ilar to those for which the lands are granted to the 
land States. 

-- The land warrant system is in practical opera- 
tion now; and as it exists, is adopted by this bill. 
it takes up the system as we find it, and through 
that system avails itself of the opportunity of 
making an equivalent to the old States, without 
prejudice to the land States, in any way, for the 
large grants made to them. We desire a settle- 
ment among. the States of the land account before 
this system goes further. Many géntlemen do not 
understand the large amount of grants that have 
been made to a few States. I have said that Í 
admitted the power of Congress to dispose of the 
public lands. If Congress. has not that power, 


. there is no Department of the Government which 


5 


has.. The exclusive and entire right to dispose of 
these lands is conferred, by the Constitution, as 
clearly as any other power which Congress may 
exercise. This power has been exercised by 
Congress. Ever since the days of Jefferson down 
to the present time, the public lands have been 
granted for almost every conceivable purpose; but 
they have been granted for the benefit of the land 
States alone, and not for the benefit of all the 
States, I have a report before me giving the 
amount granted to a part of the States, as follows: 
Congress has not only made these grants often, but to 
large amounts. The amount of land granted away by Con- 
gress exceeds the amount ihat has been sold. 
"An official statement from the Commissioner of Public 
Lands showa that there has been granted to the States and 
‘Territories named, up to Jane 30, 1853, for railroads, inter 


nal improvements, schools, and deaf and dumb asylums, 
as follows: 


TO O10 shes necks wees cies 


sees 1,970,530 acres. 
TO MAn ceecceees 


L. DRIO te 


EET 


To Mlinvis,., Dave enee eee eneeeecees 4,096,848 < 
‘To Michigan... i vee 2,363,477 “ 
To Wieconsin.. sses.. e 1,924,464 “ 
To Towa..... OETETT 


» 2,336,302 éc 
ke 3 “ee 

£6 
ir “cs 
+ 2,097,754 « 

+ 1,867,292 « 
++ 1,475,507 €¢ 
+e 7,265,404 ¢ 
ses 6,429,244 «6 
+++ 12,186,987 ‘€ 
vee 7,493,120 «6 
seveeee 6,681,707 “é 


To Missouti. s. ssa 
To Arkansas s... 
To Louisiana..ss, oes. 
To Mississippi. 
To Alabama, 
To Porida. 
To California.. 
‘ko Minnesota... 
To Oregon... 8 
‘To New Mexico. 
TO UD. cece sorei Sm ikeven 


“13 States, 4 Territories—amount...... + 68,913,937 « 


There has also been granted to the States named for seats 
of government, public buildings, eorporations, private 
claims, salines, swamp jands, &¢., as follows: 

Ohio... 8,883,617 acres, 
Indiana 1,792,526 ** 
Tilinois........ 2,146,444 66 
Missouri... 3,589,751 « 
Alabama. 240,643 << 
Mississippi 2,514,175 «6 
Michigan.. 6,974,116 « 

121,878 « 
1,350,630 «6 
5,805,394 « 
8,865,154 « 
seveeees 11,664,180 6 


ee er ny 


Wisconsin... sesseses 
Florida........ 
Arkansas... 
Louisiana..... es 


54,148,514 « 
veesees 68,913,937 «6 


Amount granted up to September 30, 1853, 123,062, 
Amount sold up to same date........ 


51 o“ 
++. 103,197,356 « 


Amount of grants over the sales......,, « 19,865,095 «6 
Add grants for military services........, 24,841,980 << 


AMOUNE. cece ssesesersercctecesence 44,707,075 “ 


spepse e 


Amount of grants and sales 


‘These grants (except for military services) are for the 


H exclusively for the benefit of the land States? 


benefit of only.a part of the States, and the.old States have 
been wholly excluded., š 

The swamp lands granted to California are many mil- 
lions: of acres, but have not been returned, and are not 
included above. $ 

Had the land granted to the land States and the Terri- 
tories—123,062,451 acres—been sold at Government price, 
it would have amounted to $153,848,054. The share of 
New York in this, according to representation, would have 
been $21,693,824, 

Sir, there has been appropriated to the land 
States and Territories, for all. purposes, about 
twenty million acres more land than have been 
sold. up to June 30, 1853, exclusive of grants for 
military service of some twenty-four million acres. 
Is it reasonable, or is it just or proper, if this 
system is to be pursued, that the lands should go 
s 
it right, when we have granted nearly fifty mil- 
lion acres of land for school purposes to the land 
States and Territories, that we should not grant 
any lands for school purposes to the old States? 
ifall the lands granted away had been sold, and the 
proceeds divided among all the States, thé share be- 
longing to New York, according to representation, 
would have amounted to more than $20,000,000— 
enough to pay our whole State debt for internal 
improvements, š 

But, sir, that is passed; these grants have been 
made; and the question now is, shall we allow the 
land States to appropriate all the lands which yet 
remain—lands which were purchased by the com- 
mon property of the country? I take occasion 
here to say that [ care not what reports may 
have been presented upon the subject, I do not 
believe it can be demonstrated that the public 
lands have been a source of revenue to the Gov- 
ernment. We have paid millions and hundreds 
of millions of dollars for these lands more than 
has been received from the sales, if all that is 
justly chargeable to the lands is placed in the ac- 
connt, and charged against them. 

By the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, Í see that we have paid the In- 
dians $35,000,000 for land purchased of them. As 
long ago as 1839, in reply to a resolution of some 
Senator, I think Mr. Corwin, there was an official 
report made to the Sehate, by which it appeared 
that over $85,000,000 had been paid to the Indians 
for lands, up to that time. Purchases and pay- 
ments have been made ever since; and now it is 
stated at $35,000,000. How does this happen? 
By what pracess was it reduced, instead of in- 
creasing? We have been making new purchases 
ever since 1839, and paying annuities, some of 
which cease only with the existence of the Indian 
tribes to whom they are paid. We have also given 
money, goods, and other lands, in exchange. We 
have since been repeatedly making appropriations 
for gifts, and presents, and expenses of commis- 
sioners to make new treaties with the Indians, and 
purchase lands of them, There is scarcely an in- 
dian appropriation bill passes that does not contain 
forty, fifty, or a hundred thousand dollars for 
these or similar purposes. 

But, sir, I will not now pursue this train of ar- 
gument further; I have not the proper documents 
beforeme. Irepeat, that if all that is justly charge- 
able to the public lands were placed in the account, 
I do not believe they have ever been a source of 
revenue to the Government; I do not believe they 
ever will be. Iam im favor of grants of the public 
land for railroad purposes, if made equally for 
the benefit of all the States. Iam not opposing 
the policy; but, in making the grants, I want the 
old States treated fairly. The public lands are 
the common property of all the States; the old 
States should not be excluded. But we areasked 
to vote for those railroad grants, when it is pro- 
claimed that they are to be made for the benefit 
of the land States alone. 

It is contended that the old States have no right 
to complain, because, as itis said, they lose nothing 
by these railroad grants. Arid it is urged that 
the price of the alternate sections of land is 
doubled, and that all the land granted is thus 
paid for. This argument has been pressed beyond 
all kind of reason. It was a very Ingenious mode 
of getting the land; but it has never been true to 
anything like the extent claimed. To show this, 
I have only to refer to the Illinois Central rail- 
road. 


Take, for example, the Hlinois Central railroad, as most 
favorable for those relying upon this argument. The grants 
for that road were as follows: 


TO TMin0is....ce cs ss ceeececencsecscceces 2,595,053 acres, 


To Mississippi.........0.00-. seen tes ves 737,130 aeres, 
‘To Alabaina......... cts ceesenecetees 419,528 £6 
Amount granted to that road.....++6+ 


3,753,721 e 
Reserved to be offered at double price: ~ 

In Mlinois.. ss.. 1,223,921 acres, 

In Mississippi . .... 288,495 . «6 

In Alabama .......... EPET eseese 167,045 


Amount to be offered at double price... 1, 


k4 


c 


51,874 


The land granted to the road, 3,751,711 aeres, amounts 
at Government price, to $4,689,639. 

If ali the reserved sections could besold at double price, 
it stili leaves a clear gift to this road of $2,624,897. But 
the act only reserved these sections, and required them tò 
beoffered at the increased price before they were sold at the 
ordinary rate. 

They were bronght into market in July, 1852; and up to 
September, 30, 1853, (one year and three months,) there 
had been sold in Illinois, at the double price, only 284,080 
acres, and the amount over the ordinary price received was 
$355,100, (and from this all additional expenses should be 
deducted,) to repay Government for the grant or gift of land, 
to the amount of $4,689,639—not one thirteenth part as 
mach. [tis doubtful whether any railroad grant, made or to 
be made, under this admirable “ lose-nothing”’ system, (for 
it has come to be a system,) will repay to Government, in- 
cluding ail additional expenses, one dollar in ten of the 
value of the land given to the road. 


That road had nearly four million acres of the 
public land granted to it. It passed through the 
States of Hlinois, Mississippi, and Alabama. Its 
selections of land were made within a range of 
fifteen miles on each side of the road, and the 
doubled sections only extended six miles on each 
side, and that has been the precedent and pattern 
for all the grants made since. ‘The alternate 
sections, to the amount of one million six hun- 
dred thousand and odd acres were doubled in 
price. If every acre of that land were sold at 
dguble price, there would be still a clear gift of 
over $2,500,000 to the road. i 

But it was further alleged that the alternate sec- 
tions would be sold as soon as they were brought 
into market, at the double price: The alternate 
sections of the public land along the central Illinois 
railroad, were broughtinto market in July, 1852, 
and up to the 30th June, 1853, when they had 
been in market one year, only about two hundred 
and eighty thousand acres were sold within the 
limits of Illinois. The land in the other States 
was but trifling in amount. The argument that 
the Government would not be a loser by the 
grants is not true fact, and never hasbeen. ‘If all 
the extra expense of a public sale and of putting 
the land into market at the double price, were 
taken into account, I do not believe that the pro- 
ceeds of the alternate sections would pay one tenth 
part of the value of the land granted to the road. 
The idea of doubling the price of the public land 
does not amount to much in fact, so far as the 
States can show. And the theory of doubling the 
price of the public land is wrong, in my judg- 
ment; I do not think that we ought to double the 
price of the public land, but to make the grants 
dependent of that consideration, Let those who 
emigrate to the West have the best of the land to 
settle on, if they make the first settlements and 
locations. 

We should not forget, too, that in doubling the 
price of the public land, we only tax the actual 
settlers to build the roads for the benefit of com- 
panies and corporations. The land given to the 
railroad is, by this system, also increased in price. 
The company will hold it for a time, and then put it 
into the market at an exceedingly advanced price. 
I could not vote for grants of the public land for 
railroad purposes upon the theory that they pay 
for themselves. I do not believe it. I deny italto- 
gether. 

It is also said that the grants increase sales, and 
thereby benefit the United States, just as if that 
were a matter of great importance, whether the 
sales were made more or less rapidly. We are 
now selling our public land as fast as emigration 
demands; and it is certainly wrong to stimulate 
settlement to an undue and unnatural extent. 

But look at the table of sales, and while the 
system of railroad grants has been in full opera- 
tion, and you will.find that the sales have not in- 
creased.* In 1852 the sales were not as great 
as they had been for either of the twelve years 


*There was more land sold in 1836 than has been sold 
for the last twelve years up to January, 1853, (the returns 
for 1853 are not yet all made.) Yet this railroad system 
(that is said so rapidly to increase the sales) had been 
in full operation fer two or three of the last years. The 
lowest sales in any one year were in 1852, (less than one 
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preceding. More land was sold in 1836 than 
during the entire twelve past years. The spirit 
of speculation was rife. There was a great deal 
of land sold in 1836—over twenty millions acres. 
Perhaps it was an unhealthy state of public sen- 
timent on the subject of the public lands; but it 
shows that capitalists will buy and sell land as it 
suits their interest without reference to railroad 
grants; other considerations control. 

The old States have not received an acre of the 
public lands granted to the States; and, so far as 
grants for railroad purposes are concerned, they 
do not make any, or a very small compensation 
for the grants under the system pursued. It will 
take only between twenty and thirty millions of 
acres to make up to the old States the equivalent 
given by this bill. And any gentleman can calculate 
how much his own State will get under it, as it 
grants one hundred and fifty thousand acres for 
each Senator and Representative. Is thata great 
boon to ask from our western friends in return for 
the vast grants which they have received already, 
and which they are now asking for? 

Let me state one other fact to the House. There 
are proposed to be granted to the land States 
during this very session, for railroad purposes, over 
fifteen million acres of public lands, so as to give 
an amount to the other land States equal to that 
which has been given to the State of Mlinois. 
That is more than one half the amount which this 
bill proposes to give to all the old States; and yet | 
we are asked to grant that amount to the land 
States for railroad purposes alone, during one sin- 


gle session—and to pursue this system year after 
year-—without any provision being made for the 
old States. 

Before any more of these railroad measures are 
taken up, l desired to bring this bill before the 
House, and to take the sense of the House upon 
it; to know how generously, or rather how justly, 
we are to be treated by those who are continually 
asking us to grant away the public domain to their 
States, at the rate of fifteen or twenty millions of 
acres at a session. This bill contains nothing 


more nor less than a recognition of the right of | 


all the States to the public domain, and to be taken 
for the same public purposes, and particularly for 
schools. . 

Gentlemen from the land States tell us that the 
olå States are indirectly benefited by the grants 
for railroad purposes. They say you settle and 
build up the western States, and by so doing, you 
indirectly benefit the whole country. I grant the 
argument, but I say that these grants to the old 
States will also indirectly benefit the West. The 
argument is just as good one way as the other. 
We want asmall share of the direct benefits of 
these grants, and let them have their just propor- 
tion of the indirect benefits received by all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) With the 
permission of the gentleman, | will move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. The gentleman is a little 
hoarse to-day, and can finish his remarks to-mor- 
row. : 

Mr. BENNETT. I give way for that purpose. 

The question was taken on Mr. Crrneman’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

(The following is a cop 
the Committee on Public Lands, January 3, 1854, 
and reported back to the House yesterday by Mr. 
Bennett, with a substitute therefor: 


A BILL granting lands equally to the several States, to 
aid in the construction of railroads and for the support of 
schools. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


million of acres,) being the very year the reserved sections 
on the Central railroad were brought into market! 
Acres. sold. 
In the year 1836...cceresecesereeeenn anes es. 20,074,871 
wae 1,164,796 
es. 1,129,217 
1» 1,605,284 
1,754,763 
. 1,843,527 
-2,263,731 
2,521,305 
„1,887,653 
1,392,902 
1,405,838 
2,055,920 
J852 cs secccsaceeeeeeseessenscess 894779 


9,856,605 


a 
ee 
“cc 
“ce 
a“ 
ee 
6“ 
e 
Gi 
ct 
faa 
it? 


Total for twelve ears. .ccseeuvenecee perrel 


That thereis hereby severally granted to each of the States, 
of Alabama, Calilornia, Florida, Iowa, Louisiana, Michi- 
gan, Mississippi, Wisconsin, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Maryland, Virginia, Georgia, Tennes- 
sce, and Kentucky, publie lands atthe rate of one hundred 
and fifty thousand acres for each Senator and Representative 
to which said States are respectively entitled ; anda further 
grant of one million of acres is hereby severally made to 
each of the States, of Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Michi- 
gan, and Mississippi, and of one million five hundred 
thousand acres to each of the States, of California, Iowa, 
and Wisconsin; said lands, so far as may be, to be taken 
within the limits of said States respectively, in the. man- 
ner, and for the purposes hereinafter mentioned; and to 
each of the States of Ohio and Indiana, all the public 
lands remaining unsold within the respective States of 
Ohio and Indiana, and not reserved for auy public purpose. 
_ Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the eight States 
in the preceding section first named are authorized to apply 
the proceeds of the lands hereby severally granted to them 
to aid in the construction of railroads in the said States re- 
spectively. Anda rightof way through the public lands is 


hereby severally granted to the said States, aud they are ` 


severally authorized to take necessary materials of earth, 
stone, and timber, for the construction of the said railroads 
respectively, from the public Jands adjacent thereto, and 
in locating each of these said railroads, and assigning the 
limits thereto, no more land shal! be taken from the United 
States than is necessary for the couvenient construction 
and use of each of said railroads, with double track respec? 
tively, including stations and the public buildings of all 
kinds connected with said roads, turnouts, and such other 
appurtenances ^s are necessary or usually enjoyed by first- 
class railroads ; and a copy of the location of said several 
roads respectively, as now made, or hereafter to be made, 
shall be forwarded to the proper local land offices, and 
the Genera) Land Office at Washington city, as soon as 
practicable after the same are completed respectively, and 
shall be duly recorded; and there is hereby severally 
granted to each of the eight States in the preceding sec- 


į gress, or in 


of the bill referred to į 


tion first named, respectively, the amount of tand therein 
specified, for the purpose of making railroads therein re 

spectively, as aforesaid, to be taken within said States 
respectively, and along the entire length of the line or route 
of said several railroads, so far as the United States own lands 
on the line of said several roads, in manner followiug, viz : 
every alternate section of land designated by odd numbers, 
for six miles in width on each side of said several railroads ; 
but in case it shall appear that the United States have, when 
the lines or routes ofany ofsaid roads are definitely fixed, sold 
any section, or any part thereof, granted aforesaid, or thatthe 
right of preémption has attached to the same, then it shall be 
lawful for any agent or agents, to he appointed by the Gov 

ernor of each of said States respectively, to sclect, subject 
to the approvat of the Secretary of the Interior, from the 
lands of the United States nearest to the tiers or sections 
above specified, and within said States respectively, so 
rouch land in alternate sections or parts of sections as shall 
be equal to such lands as the United States have sold, or to 
which the right of preémption has attached as aforesaid, 
which lands (thus selected in lieu of those sold or to which 
preémption rights have attached as aforesaid, together with 
the sections or parts of sections designated by odd numbers 
as aforesaid, and appropriated as aforesaid) shall be held by 
cach of the said eight States first named respectively, to 
the amountin the preceding section named for each of the 
said several States, for the uses and purposes aforesaid ; but 
the jands to be so located and selected for and on account 
of each of said roads shall in no case be more than six sec- 
tions of land fur each mile of said road: Provided, That the 
lands hereby granted to the said eight first named States 
shall be exclusively applied to construct or aid in the cou- 
struction of railroads in said States respectively, and shall 
be sold and disposed of only as the work progresses, and in 
proportion to the length of railroad completed upon each 
of said roads, and the same shall be applied to no other road 
or purpose: Ana provided, also, That any and all lauds 
heretofore reserved to the United States by any act of Con- 
any other manner by competent authority, for 
the purpose of aiding in any object of internal improve- 
ment, or for any other purpose whatever, shall be, and the 
same are hereby, reserved to the United States from the 
operation of this section, except so far as it may be found 
necessary to locate the routes of said railroads through such 
reserved lands,in which case the right of way only shall be 
and is hereby granted. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the other nine- 
teen States in the first section of this act named are sever- 
ally authorized to apply the proceeds of the lands hereby 
severally granted to each of said States to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, or canals, or for the support of 
schools. And the Commissioner of Public Lands, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall issue tu 
each of said nineteen States, respectively, land warrants to 
the amount in all to which each of said nineteen States are 
respectively entitled under this act, (except so far as the 
lands granted to Ohio and Indiana are situated within the 
limits ofsaid States ;) and said nineteen States are severally 
authorized to sell and dispose of said Jand warrants ; and 
the same are to be valid and effectual in the hands of any 
owner or holder thereof, and may belocated by such owner 
or holder upon any public lands for sale or subject to private 
entry, and the same fees to be paid therefor by the holders 
thereof. And the title of the land so jocated by any owner 
or holder of said land warrants, shall be secured and per- 
fected tosuch owner or holder, in the same manner as other 
land warrants issued by the United States. Said land war- 
rants shall be so engraved and printed as to prevent decep- 
tion and counterfeiting; shall be signed by the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Commissioner of the Public Lands, or 
for them by such other persons as the Secretary may direct, 
and countersigned by the Governor of each State receiving 
the same, or by such other officers as the said nineteen 
States may respectively designate for that purpose 5 and 
said land warrants shall be for not less than eighty, nor 
over one hundred and sixty acres each: Provided, that no 
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tate shali be authorized to locate any warrants in'its:own 
name or for its own benefit} and that no warrant issued 
under the provisions of this act, shall be located upon any. 
jands to which there shall be a preémption right, or on 
yuen mere shali be au actual sèttement and cultivation, 

c y the person holding such ëmpti i 
such`settler and cultivator. : em aE Or My 

Sec. 4. nd be it further enacted, That each and all of 
the railroads in any State in the Union, made either wholly 
orin part from the proceeds. of the lands granted ‘by:this 
act, are hereby made and declared post roads, and: shall 
forever hereafter, at all, times, transport the mails, military 
stores, forces and property of the United States, under the 
direction of the proper officers thereof, and Congress may 
by law fix the rate of compensation. to be allowed for such: 
services. And until fixed by law for such compensation as 
the Postmaster General shall direct. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all mineral lands 
are hereby reserved to the United States from the operation 
of this act, except such as are, or hereafter may be, by law 
subject to private entry by individuals. à 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all the land 
granted during the present Congress by any other act to 
any State named herein, shall be deducted from the amount 
granted by this act to such State. 


The following is the substitute for the above 
bill: 

A BILL to equalize the grants of land to the several States, 
for certain public purposes: Š 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

tives of the United States of America in Congress assem~ 

bled, ‘That there shall be, and, hereby is severally granted 
to each of the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 

Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, 

New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, North 

Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Georgia 

and Virginia, public lands at the rate of one hundred and 

fifty thousand acres for each Senator and Representative to 

which said States are respectively entitled. i 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That land warrants 

shall be issued to each of said States, to the amount in all 
to which they are respectively entitled under the preceding 
section; and said States are severally authorized to'sell said 
jand warrants and apply the proceeds thereof to the support 
of schools; or,-a portion thereof may be applied, under the 
diseretion of the Legislatures of said States respectively, 
to aid in the construction of railroads or canals. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That said land war- 
rants shall be for not less than eighty or more than one hun- 
dred and sixty acres each—and shail be valid in the hands 
of the purchasers, and holders thereof, and may be located 
by any such owner or holder, upon any of the surveyed 
public lands, which shall be, at the time for sale and sub- 
ject to private entry. And the title to the land so located 
under said warrants, shall be perfected to the owners or 
holders thereof, in the same manner, as under other land 
warrants issued by the United States, and the same fees to 
be paid therefor, said land warrants to be properly engraved, 
and printed, and signed, when issued by or under the direc- 
tion of the Commissioner of Public Lands, and counter- 
signed as they are sold by or under the direction of the Gov- 
ernorof each of said States respectively: Provided, That no 
State shall locate any of said land warrants in its own name 
or for its own benefit, and no land warrant shall be located 
upon any Jands to which there shall be a preémption right, 
or upon Which there shail be an actual settlement and cul- 
tivation, except by the person holding such preémption right 
or by such settler and cultivator—and not more than one half 
of any one section shall be located under said Jand warrants. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the half sections 
or parts of sections of land remaining of the sections, upon. 
which said jand warrants shall have been, in part, foeated, 
shail not be sold for less than double the minimum price of 
the publie lands when sold, for the next three years after, 
such land warrants have been located, in part, on said sec- 
tions. ~” ms # 

Sec.5 And beit further enacted, That the United States 
mail and the troops and property of the United States shall 
be, at all times, transported on all railroads made either 
wholly or in part froin the proceeds of the lands granted by 
this act, under the direction of the proper officers and De- 
partments of Government, for such compensation. as Con- 
gress may by law allow, and until so fixed by law for such 
compensation as the Postmaster General shall direct.] 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Orr in the chair.) | : y 

The CHAIRMAN. The business firstin order 
is the consideration of the bill making appropria~ 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th June, 1855. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said that, at a former sès- 
sion, when a bill for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska was under consideration, he 
proposed an amendment relative to the Indian 
tribes, and the bill now pending in committee con- 
tained a provision in the identical language at that 
time made use of by him; and the very fact that 
more than two thirds of that Congress thought the 
territorial organization necessary, was sufficient 
for him to support the bill now before them. He 
voted for that bill because there was nothing of- 
fensive in it, and because it was not likely they 
could get anything better. 

He should vote for the 
favor of striking out the } 
because it was wrong, but because it would lead 
to no practical result, and embarrass its passage. 
Mr. Baperer’s amendment did not change the 


Senate bill, but: was in 


Clayton amendment, not- 
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- character of the bill, which, as it now stood, did 
not.prohibit the people from legislating as the Con- 
stitution permits them todo. It merely said the 
people of the Territories may legislate as the Con- 
stitution. warrants, ‘without the intervention of 
Congress, or French, Mexican, or Indian law. 
Therefore it was a better bill than the bills for 
Utah and. New Mexico, passed in 1850, because 
they left the Mexican laws in force. It was better 
than the Clayton compromise, because that left 
the: Mexican law in force. The real point was 
this: Shall-the Territory be left open to everybody, 
or-shall the Wilmot proviso stand on it? 

In -1850; he said, certain peony pclae t to 
be for intervention when they were not for it. 
The true friends who sustained Cass no doubt 
were willing to carry it out; but there was opposi- 
tion in another quarter, who fought under a sort 
of mask. He then proceeded to show that the 
northern Whigs, in 1846, commenced with the 
Wilmot proviso, and followed up the anti-slavery 
tactics, with a view of beating down Cass and 
the Democrats everywhere. If their policy had 
been. carried out in practice, this. Government 
would not be in existence at this day. The north- 
sern Whigs were then committed to that policy, 
but appealed to others—southern men—to keep it 
away. General Taylor having died, Mr. Fillmore 
succeeded with a more liberal policy, and the ques- 
tions then pending were settled. He then spoke 
of the change which has since been effected in the 
North, more favorable to the South; and made re- 
marks, generally, on the subject of slavery, and 
against the many mischievous efforts made to 
abolish it. ; 

He said, in this connection, the southern sys- 
tem is a prosperous one, and there was no reason 
for arraying Government against it; the condi- 
tion of the negro, morally, socially, and physi- 
cally was better than that of the negro race else- 
where on the face of the earth, either in Africa or 
out of it. ` 

{A full report of this speech will be found in 
the Ap ae l 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, said that his 
district adjoined the one which was the residence 
of Mr. David Wilmot, the father of the Wilmot 
proviso; and as that gentleman had been engaged 
during the present week in agitating this subject 
within the limits of his (Mr. Wriarr’s) district, 
it became him, therefore, to defend himeelf. 

On Tuesday last a large meeting (or it was so 

represented in the public prints) was held in the 
city of Carbondale, in Luzerne county, a portion 
of his district. Mr. Wilmot made a speech at 
that meeting, and the first intimation he (Mr. 
Wrieur) had of it was three petitions, which he 
htt te presented in the House, signed by one 
iundred and four leading, prominent citizens of 
Carbondale, asking that the Nebraska-Kansas 
bill might become a law; so that he thought the 
impression made by Mr. Wilmot in the city of 
Carbondale did not, perhaps, come up to the ex- 
pectations of the enemies of that measure. 

Mr. W. then expressed his opposition to the 
Crayron amendment in the Senate Nebraska bill, 
stating that he could not vote for the bill with that 
clause in it. He had, however, the pledge of the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, [Mr. 
Ricwarpson,] that that clause, so far as he was 
concerned, should be stricken out. With that 
clause out of the bill he was ready to sustain it 
by his vote in the House, and before the country. 


He was ready to sustain it because it involved a | 
great, an important, and a mighty question—the | 


question of State rights, and of popular sover- 
eignty, and upon this foundation he was ready 
to stand or fail. 

He would say in this place that he would rather 
be stricken down as an advocate of popular sover- 
eignty, than be returned again to the House having 
sustained a position in opposition to it. There- 


fore, so far as regarded his return to this House, | 


it was a matter about which he cared nothing. 
He cast it from him as a matter of no earthly im- 
portance whatever, 

Mr W. then proceeded to prove that there never 
had been one inch of territory acquired by the 
Government but what had met with the severest 
opposition; and that there never had been a Ter- 
ritory organized or a State admitted that had not 
also met with the bitterest opposition. T'o-mor- 
row, if Spain were to give us a deed of cession of 
the Island of Cuba, and her Britannic Majesty 


were also to give us a deed of cession to the Can- 
adas, there.would be a party in this House which 
would vote against accepting the deeds. 

He next argued to show that the Missouri com- 
promise had remained a dead letter upon the stat- 
ute-books for the last thirty years, and proceeded 
to vindicate the Democratic party from the charge 
of exciting agitation. i 

[This speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. MATTESON next obtained the floor. 

Mr. YATES. If the gentleman from New 
York will give way, I will move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

Mr. MATTESON. Iam obliged to go on now. 

Mr. MATTESON opposed the measure, and re- 
ferred to the resolution of the Legislature of New 
York, and those of various public meetings in that 
State, against the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise; and, as a full and ample justification for his 
course on this occasion, he said that both Whigs 
and Democrats, without distinction of party, par- 
ticipated in those meetings. He read various ex- 
tracts in relation to that subject, and opposed the 
bill until his hour expired. 

(This speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


«Pending the delivery of the remarks of Mr. 
Marreson, the following interruption took place: 
Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from New York 
give way for one moment to allow me to make an 
explanation? ` 
r. MATTESON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ORR. Iam glad that the gentleman from 
New York has afforded me an opportunity to 
make a corrective with reference to a bill which 
was introduced and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. I see by the papers, that it has 
been the subject of very great agitation at the 
North, and have seen one or two articles, in 
which the bill was discussed at length. I will state 
to the gentleman from New York, that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs have not yet reported that 
bill back, but have instructed me to do so, striking 
out altogether that provision which has reference 
to slaves. The provision allowing to each Indian 
who owns slaves a reservation in proportion to 
the number of his slaves, was intended to apply 
principally, if not exclusively, to the Creeks, 
Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Semi- 
noles. The committee have determined to strike 
out those tribes, inasmuch as it is not proposed to 
organize any territorial governments over the 
limits occupied by the tribes I have just enumer- 
ated. If there are any slaves in Kansas and Ne- 
braska owned by Indians, I am not aware of it. 
There are slaves owned by Indian tribes in other 
territory, to the number of tenor twelve thousand. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Will the gen- 
roe yield fora motion to rise? The hour is 
ate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield the floor for that 
purpose with great reluctance. [A laugh.] 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The question was pul, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bil 
“ making appropriation for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 


į ending June 30, 1855,” and had come to no reso- 


lution thereon. 

Mr. WHEELER, 
now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. ` 

And thereupon (at four o’clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 
o'clock, m. 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by Rev. Henny SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
PRIVATE BILL. 


| On the motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the Senate, | 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 


consideration of the bill for the relief of William 
Claude Jones. 


‘confirmed by the act of July 


It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 
settle the accountof William Claude Jones against 
the United States, for his military services in the 
United States Army, and to allow him the differ- 
ence between the pay of a private, which he did 
receive, and the compensation of a.commissary 
of subsistence, to which he is entitled, from the 
28th of September, 1837, to the 2d of April, 1838. 

On the 28th of September, 1837, Jones was 
mustered into the service of the United States as 
a private, at Jefferson barracks, in Missouri; upon 
the same day he was appointed ** Commissary 
m Morgan’s spy battalion of mounted riflemen,” 
by Lieutenant Colonel A. G. Morgan, under 
authority from the Secretary of War. 

An order from Colonel Z. Taylor, written at 
Fort Gardner, dated January 28, 1838, directing 
him to proceed to Tampa Bay, names the peti- 
tioner “ Lieutenant Jones.” 

The records of the office of the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury show that Jones was mustered as 
a private on the 28th of September, 1837, and that 
he was paid as such until April 2, 1838, and that 
no person has been paid as commissary or quar- 
termaster to the ‘* Morgan Spies. ?? 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. PETTIT. The Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill supple- 
mentary to an act ‘confirming claims to land in 
the State of Missouri, and for other purposes,” 
have directed me to report it back without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. It isa small 
matter, which affects but a few citizens, and I 
hope it will be passed immediately. 

r. GEYER, I trust the Senate will agree to 
put that bill upon its passage now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides that in case the location and bound- 
aries of a tract of land, the claim to which was 
4, 1836, “ con- 
firming claims to land in the State of Missouri, 
and for other purposes,” cannot be ascertained, 
the surveyor general’ for Hlinois and Missouri 
shall grant to the claimant a certificate to that 
effect, and the claimant shall be permitted to locate 
an equal quantity, on any unappropriated publie 
land of the United States, in the State of Mis- 
souri, subject to entry at private sale. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


5? 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of the 


postmasters_ of Vincennes, Indiana, Shawnee- 
town, Illinois, St. Louis, Missouri, Keokuk and 


‘Dubuke, Iowa, and Louisville, Kentucky, pray- 


ing an increase of compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. s 

Also, a report of citizens of Newpoint, Indiana, 
praving an appropriation of land to the States of 
Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa, for the construction of 
arailroad from Fort Wayne, Indiana, via Ro- 
chester, Lacon, New Boston, and Wapello, to 
Council Bluff City, on the Missouri river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of owners of vessels employed 
in the coasting trade and whale fisheries, residing 
at Sag Harbor, New York, praying an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a custom-house building 
at that place; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ; 

Also, a memorial of the Mayor and Common 
Council of Evansville, Indiana, praying that the 
proposed western armory may be located at that 
place; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Messrs. 
Barnes & Mitchell, S. P. Hoover, and others, citi- 
zens of Washington, praying that Pennsylvania 
avenue, in that city, may be paved with the Russ 
pavement; which was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented a memorial of 
the corporate authorities of the town of Wetumpka, 
Alabama, praying Congress to prevent the erec- 
tion of bridges over the navigable waters of that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
petition of William Emmons, senior, praying an 
extension of a patent granted to his son Uri Em- 
mons, for a planing machine, gubmitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of the heirs of 
the late Uri Emmons; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Michael 
Nourse, praying compensation for the several pe- 
yiods during which he performed the duties of the 
office of Register of the Treasury, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. : 


On motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, it was 

Ordered, That William Barclay have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an act enti- 
tled.s‘An act to provide compensation to such 
persons as may be designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to keep and receive the public 
money, under the fifteenth section of the act of 6th 
August, 1846, for the additional services required 
under that act,” approved March 2, 1853. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GEYER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads in the State 
of Missouri, by the grant of a portion of the pub- 
lic lands; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
a bill to authorize the recovery of the assets of a 
bankrupt where the same have been concealed or 
not specified in the schedule by him; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and : 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, April 5, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the consideration of the bill reported 
yesterday by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Bewnerr,} from the Committee on Public Lands, 
‘t granting lands equally to the several States to 
aid in the construction of railroads and for the 
support of schools.” 

Mr. EASTMAN, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, in relation to the homestead bill, 
and praying a grant of the public lands to aid in 
the construction of railroads. 

Ordered, That said memorial lie upon the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have several 
communications here from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, submitting additional estimates, which, in 
the absence of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I wish to present and have 
referred to that committee, and printed. 

There being no objection, the communications 
were received, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make some reports from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, as I shall neces- 
sarily be absent fronr-the city for some days, and 
my committee will probably be called during that 
time. 

Mr. BENNETT. I have no objection to the 
presentation of those reports; but I desire to say 
that the bill which was introduced by me yester- 
day has only just come into the House in printed 
form; and, in order that gentlemen may have an 


opportunity to examine it, I ask-that the further 
consideration of that bill may.be postponed until 
Tuesday next, remaining in the position in which 
it now stands. I would like the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to postpone it to that time., 

Mr. COBB. Say Wednesday; for Tuesday 
there is a special order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would suggest thatit be 
postponed for three weeks. 

Mr. BENNETT. It is not my desire that 
action should be deferred so long. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the proposition of the gentleman from New York 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Ilinois. I have 
every disposition to accommodate the gentleman 
from New York; but I do not see, if we are to have 
speeches upon this question of the public lands, 
why we cannot have them just as well now ag at 
some future day. I will agree not to vote to lay 
the bill upon the table, or to prevent full and free 
discussion, until the matter 1s disposed of; but I 
am opposed to the proposed postponement, for I 
do not know what may come up. í 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman from New York has 
the. right to make the motion to postpone, but it 
is within the discretion of a majority of the House 
whether they will grant it or not. 

Mr? JONES, of Tennessee. Has the gentle- 
man from New York the right to postpone, and to 
keep this bill before the House as a report fron 
a committee to occupy the subsequent morning 
hour? 

The SPEAKER. He has aright to move to 
postpone the consideration of the bill, ifa major- 
ity of the House see fit to grant it; and it will 
come up in the morning hour. 

Mr. JONES. Suppose another committee should 
be called upon to report in the mean time, ard be 
undisposed of before the time arrives for the con- 
sideration of this. 

The SPEAKER. This report would take pre- 
cedence. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Ilinois. Do I un- 
derstand the Speaker to decide, if the considera- 
tion of this bill is postponed now, that it will be 
made the special order on the day to which it is 
postponed? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair says, and so does 
the rule, that when a question is under debate, that 
no motion shall be received but a motion to 
adjourn, to lay upon the table, to call for the pre- 
vious question, to postpone to a day certain, to 
commit or amend, &c. The motion is now sub- 
mitted, that the consideration of this bill be post- 
poned until Tuesday next. The decision of the 
Chair is, that its consideration will take place in 
the morning hour as a report from the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 move. to amend the 
motion by saying this day two weeks. 

Mr. DEAN. Is it in order to move to refer 
this bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 
to recommit the bill. Does the gentleman from 


| New York [Mr. Bexnerr] demand the previous 


question ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to postpone the consideration 
of the bill until the time indicated ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 


; York has not submitted the motion to postpone | 
the consideration of the bill, but he asks the unan- | 


imous consent of the House for that purpose. If 
it is not given, he proposes to go on with his 
speech. i 

Mr. DEAN. I object. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Henpricxs] states that he: is about to 
leave the city, and asks the indulgence of the 
House to make some reports from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BISSELL. If I am understood as the 
gentleman objecting to the postponement asked 
for the gentleman from New York, {Mr. Bex- 
netr,] I withdraw it. i 

TheSPEAKER. Asunderstood by the Chair, 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Dean] made 
the objection. j 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask my colleague if he 
will not withdraw his objection, as I have no 
doubt the House will grant unanimous consent to 
the postponement? 


Mr. DEAN. {wil withdraw the objection: :;. 
The SPEAKER. If no’ further -objection be 
made, the. órder will be entered ` fora; postpone- 
ment of the consideration of the bill until. Tues- 
day next. ; , TEE 
r. PERKINS, of Louisiana. If it isin order, 
I would like to offer an amendment to. the, bill 
under consideration. fas eee 

The SPEAKER. . That can only-bedone by 
unanimous consent. Jf: not. objected) to, -the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana will be received.. : 3 ; ne 

Mr. BENNETT. Iask leave ofthe House to 
have the bill and proposed amendments printed. 

The SPEAKER. Fhe Chair understands there 
is no objection to that course; and the proposed 
amendment will be printed, together with theori- 
ginal bill, if not objected to. 

It was so ordered. * . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana — 
{Mr. Henpricxs] desires, if no objection be made, 
to make the reports to which he referred. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I want to hear what 
the amendment to the bill reported fromthe Com- 
mittee on Public Lands is. Let it be read. How 
can gentlemen know whether to object to it or. 
not until it is read? . 

Several Memsers. It is too late. 

Mr. COBB. I have been asking all the time fo 
information in the matter, and have not been able 
to. obtain it. . I will, therefore, object, if ‘the 
amendment.is not read now. : , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from Alabama is too late in making an 
objection at this time. eg hs ; 

Mr. GREY. Oh, yes; it is entirely too late 
now to object. Besides, the House understood the 
matter sufficiently to vote upon it. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following 
resolution and bill; which thereupon received the 
signature of the Speaker: a. 

Resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the expenses of codifying and 
revising the revenue laws; and : 

An act for the benefit of the citizens and occu- 
pants of the town of Council Bluffs, in Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr: Henpricxs] will now, if there is no 
objection, make bis reports. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether he expects to put- 
any of the bills which he is about to report on 
their passage. If he only desires to report them 
for the purpose of referring them, I have no ob- 
jection to his doing so. s 

Mr. HENDRICKS. There is one bill which, 
on the reading of the report, I should like to have 

ut upon its passage, if the House will permit me. 
ut if there be any objection to my doing so; of 
course I will not insist. - : 

I now present an adverse report to the Senate 
bill No. 132, being a bill for the relief of Albert 
Hart, increasing his pension. ` 

The bill was read by its title, 

table. 
Mr. HENDRICKS also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following bills; which were 
read a first and second time by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed: i 

A bill for the relief of Samuel McKnight, of the: 
State of Kentucky; and i : 

A bill for the relief of William Wallace, of the: 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. HENDRICKS also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of: George M. 
Bentley, of the State of Indiana; ‘which was read 
a first and second time by its-title. co 

Mr. HENDRICKS. As the bill, which has 
just been read by its title, is under my special 
charge, and as I cannot be in this House when it 
comes up for consideration, I would be gratified 
if the House should pass it on the mere reading 
of the report. I will not press it upon the House, 
if any gentleman should insist upon going onwith 
the regular order of business. But the report 1s, 
short, and the matter very plain, so that I hope 
the House will hear it, and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to 
read the report. 

Mr. LETCHER. It is unnecessary, Mr. 
Speaker, to read the report now. I hope it will 
be ordered to be printed, and that the bill in ques- 


and laid on the 
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tion will take its place among the other bills to be 
acted on’ by the House. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I hope the gentleman 
from Virginia will not make objection to the read- 
ing of the report. He would understand it in one 
minute. I would not press the matter, but that 
I cannot.be here when the bill would come up in 
its regular order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I understand that; but I do 
not consider that that is any good reason for the 
House to go now into the merits of the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. If the gentleman from 
Virginia will allow the report to be read, I know 
that he; or any other member, will make no objec- 
tion to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ORR. I understood the gentleman to say 
he was not going to put any bill upon its pas- 


sage. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move the report be referred 
to. the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and printed. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the same committee, 
also made adverse reports in the following cases; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed: : 

On the petition of E. P. Hastings, for compen- 
sanon as pension agent at Detroit from 1836 to 

> 

Petition of James M. French, of the city and 
State of New York, for an invalid pension on ac- 
count of disabilities received in the last war with 
Great Britain; 

Petition of Levi Colmus, praying that a pension 
may be allowed him from 1814 to 1844, when he 
was placed on the pension roll; 

Petition of Hiram Cook and others, heirs of 
Archibald Cook, asking for a pension; 

Petition of Jòhn Owens, praying for a pension; 

-Petition of Oliver Main, of New York, asking 
mra pension for military services in the war of 
1812; 

_ Petition of Constance A. Palmer, for a pen- 
sion; 

Petition of Benjamin F. Wesley, a disabled 
soldier of the war of 1812, asking for a pension 
from February 3, 1814, to the 16th November, 
1843, when his pension commenced; 

Petition of Daniel Ladd, an invalid of the war 
of 1812, praying for a pension; 

Petition of Elijah Frye, of Maine, asking a 
pension for injuries received in the war of 1812; 

Petition of Morris G. Holmes, for the same 
relief; and 

Petition of Robert H. Stevens, for a pension 
for services in the United States Army in 1840. 


EXPENSES OF ROGUE RIVER INDIAN WAR. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a resolution of in- 
quiry only. 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
transmit to this House such estimates for muster rolls and 
vouchers appertaining to the expenses incurred in the late 
war with the Rogue River Indians, as may be in hia pos- 
session, with such recommendation as he may deem right 
and proper. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not de- 
sire to object to the gentleman’s resolution, but I 
desire to say to the Delegate from Oregon, that it 
will do no good to pass the resolution. Calls 
were made upon the Secretary of War for inform- 
ation two months ago, and,as yet, no information 
has been given. Fle has paid no attention to the 
calis. 

Mr. LANE. TI would sa 
that I know the Secretary of War well enough to 
know that he will act promptly, if the resolution 
is pee: and i hope it will not be objected to. 

r. WASHBURNE. Ido not object to its 
introduction. 

There being no objection, the resolution was in- 
troduced and passed. 


REV. JAMES COOK RICHARDSON. 

Mr. SEWARD asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to introduce the following resolution; 
which was read, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States fur- 
nish to this House copies of alt the correspondence which 

` has passed between the United States Chargé d’Affaires at 
Vienna, Austria, and the State Department, in régard to the 
case of the Rev. James Cook Richardson ; also, all the cor- 
respondence which has passed between the same in regard 


to the gentleman. 


to the rejection of the exequator upon the commission of 
the United States Consul appointed for Trieste. : 


Mr. COBB. I now call for the regular order 
of business. i 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the call of committees for reports, commencing 
with the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 7 


REPORTS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS. 

Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed: . 

A bill to provide for the appointment of a Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster General, and for other pur- 

oses. 
p Also, reported back without amendment, Senate 
bill (No. 247) ‘“‘ for the relief of Zadoc C. Ingra- 
ham,” with a recommendation that it do pass; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OLDS. The committee havealso directed 
me to report the following joint resolution, to 
which I ask the attention of the House, as I pro- 
pose to move to put it upon its passage. 

The resolution was read by its title, as follows: 

Joint resolution explanatory of the second sec- 
tion of the resolution to establish certain post 
routes, approved July 12, 1852. 

The resolution was then read in extenso. 


Mr. OLDS. Ifthe House will listen to me for 
one minute, I think 1] can satisfy them of the 
necessity there is for the passage of this resolu- 
tion, tis @ matter of very small importance, so 
far as the amount is Concerned, involving perhaps 
not more than one hundred dollars. The last 
Congress passed a resolution providing for paying 
for the services rendered upon the mail route re- 
cited in the resolution; but by the reading of the 
resolution the Postmaster General construed it as 
authorizing the payment of the service only up to 
the time of the passage of the resolution. But 
the service was rendered during the time of the 
advertising, which took place in consequence of 
its becoming a post route, up to the time of the 
regular letting under the law; and the object of 
this bill is to provide for the payment for that ser- 
vice. This resolution provides for the payment 
from the time of the passage of the resolution to 
which I have alluded up to the time of the regular 
letting of route. With this explanation | leave the 
resolution to the Elouse, trusting that it will be 
passed. 

The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read third atime; and having been engrossed, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. OLDS. I suppose, in accordance with the 
usual custom, I must make the motion that the 
vote by which the resolution passed be reconsid- 
ered, and that the motion to reconsider. be laid 
upon the table. 

The question was taken; and the latter motion 
agreed to. 

Mr. GREY, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported the following bills; 
which were read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, | 


and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the benefit of J. C. Buckles, of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky; and 

A bill for the benefit of McAttee & Eastham. 


Mr. McDOUGALL, from the Committeeon the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported the follow- 
ing bill; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of James S. Graham and 
Walker H. Finnall. 

TRANSPORTATION OF CALIFORNIA MAIL. 

Mr. McDOUGALL also reported the following 
bil: which was read a first and second time by 
its title: 

A bill to empower the Postmaster General to 
contract for the transportation of the United States 
mail from New Orleans to San Francisco accord- 
ing to time. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire to ask, if it 


be the pleasure of the House, to put that bill upon 
its passage. .I ask that it may be read through, 
after which F propose to make some explanation 
of its provisions. 

The original bill was then read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States.of America in Congress assembled, 
That from and after the passage of this act, it shall be the 
duty of the Postmaster General to negotiate and conclude 
a'contract or agreement for the transportation of the letter 
and paper mail of the United States from New Orleans, in 
Louisiana, to San Francisco, in California, and from San 
Francisco to New Orleans, twice a month, each way, 
with such person or persons who shall first accept the pro- 
posals herein provided, and give satisfactory security for 
the performance of the service, and shall allow and pay the 
transportation of said mail in monthly payments, at the 
rate according to time, as per schedule hereto attached and 
made a part of this act. 


In 25 days...c ce cceeesseeceeeenees eee $100,000 
In 24 days........ . 100,000 
In 23 days........ . 200,000 
In 22 days...... 390,000: 
tn 21 days 350,000 
In 20 days. 450,000 
In 19 days. 500,000 
In 18 days. 600,000 
In 17 dayS..cccecee ceeeeee 720,000 
In 16 days. 850,000 
In E MERE T T EE 1,000,000 
In 14 days. 1,250,000 
In 13 days. 1,300,000 
In 12 days. 1,700,000 
In 11 days. « 1,800,000 
In 10 days. + 2,500,000 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall require from the parties so contracting proper 
evidence of his or their right and authority to transport the 
mails of the United States through and. across any foreign 
country, State, or Territory; and also, a stipulation or 
agreement to prepare for, and actually commence the ser- 
vice under the contract hereby directed, on or before the 
expiration o1 six months after this aetshall become a law. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is not authorized or empowered to make any ad- 
vance of the funds or credit of the Government in further- 
ance or aid of the undertaking, or for the use and benefit 
of the parties so contracting. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the parties so 
contracting shall in no event receive from Government in- 
creased compensation. 5 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the contract 
hereby directed shall be for the term of ten years. 


The substitute proposed by the committee for 
the above bill, was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this 
act, it shall be the duty of the Postmaster General to accept 
a contract or agreement for the transportation of the letter 
and paper mail of the United States from New Orleans, in 
Louisiana, to San Francisco, in California, and from San 
Francisco to New Orleans, twice a month cach way, with 
such person or persons who will agree to perform the ser- 
vice, between the points designated, in the shortest time, 
and shall first accept the proposal herein provided, and give 
satisfactory security for the performance of the service. 
The Postmaster General is hereby authorized and directed 
to allow and pay for the transportation of said mail, in 
monthly payments—the rate according to tine-—as per 
schedule hereto attached and made part of this act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall require trom the parties so contracting, proper 
evidence of his or their right and authority to transport the 
mails of the United States through and across any foreign 
country, State, or Territory; and aiso a stipulation or 
agreement to prepare for and actually commence the ser- 
vice under the contract hereby directed, on or before the 
expiration of six months after this act shall become a law. 


In 25 days.. $10,000 
In 24 days.. 10,000 
In 23 days.. 20,000 
Tn 22 days.. 30,000 
in 21 days.. 40,000 
In 20 days.. 50,000 
In 19 days.. 100,000 
In 18 days.. 250,000 
In 17 days.. 450,000 
In 16 days,... - _ 850,000 
In 15 days.. 1,000,000 
In 14 days..... 1,250,000 
In 13 days 1,300,000 
In 12 days.. «. 1,400,000 
In ll days.. +» 1,500,000 
In 10 dayS....eeeeees taveceeessser eres 1,600,000 


Provided, That the Postmaster General shall so arrange 
the departure of the mails herein provided for, in connection 
with the line already established, so as to secure a weekly 
mail communication between the points designated. 

Sec. 3. And be tt further enacted, That ihe Postmaster 
General is not authorized or empowered to make any ad- 
vance of the funds or credit of the Government in further- 
ance or aid of the undertaking, or for the use and benefit of 
the parties so contracting. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the parties so 
contracting shall in no event receive from Government in- 
creased compensation. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That the contract 
hereby directed shall be for the term of ten years. . 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That if at any time 
during the existence of this contract, any other individuals 
or company shall establish a more speedy conveyance of 
the mails between New Orleans and San Francisco, and 
shall give proof to the Postinaster General that said convey~ 
ance has been in successful operation for three consecutive 
months, then aud in that case it shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster General to transfer this contract to said individ- 
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wal or company, whereupon the former company or indi- 
vidual shali not be deemed to have any claim for damage, 
or otherwise, against the Government. 

h 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire in a few 
brief remarks to explain the provisions of the bill 
which is now before the House. The public in- 
terests seein to require that we should have addi- 
tional mail facilities between the Atlantic and the 
Pacific States. We have now already a mail be- 
tween those States by way of Panama. Under 
© the present contract, the average length of the 
trips is twenty-five days, at an expense of near 
$800,000 per year. I have thought that the ex- 
pense ‘is too great and the time too long. And I 
might as- well answer here as at any other point, 
the objection that is sometimes urged when we 
speak of the value of short trips. Iam told that 
two or three days in a trip make but little differ- 
ence. When this bill was first sent to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, it was 
referred by them to the Postmaster General, and 
I have his letter—and it is but respectful to him 
that I should allude to it—in which he says that 
afew days in each trip are of little consequence. 
The letter is as follows: 

Posy OFFICE DEPARTMENT, Marck 20, 1854. 

Str: Your note of the 9th instant, inclosing and asking 
my po upon the bill herewith returned, came duly to 

nd. 

In answer, I have to inform you that I have carefully 
considered the ptan of mail service proposed in this bill, | 
and, in every point of view in which it has presented itself 
to me, its adoption appears to me to be inexpedient. 

The difference of a few days in the performance of a trip 
is of consequence comparatively only to a limited portion | 
of the whole people; and even looking exclusively to the 
transportation of the mails, an increased expedition of a 
few days on a given trip can be of essential importance, at 
the utmost, to net more probably than one quarter of those 
engaged in correspondence. 

Tt is proper further to observe, that the present cost of the 
service from New York and New Orleans to California and 
Gregon (about $738,000 a year) is considered to be much 
beyond what the income from the lines will justify, espe- 
cially in view of the circumstance that in many parts of the 
United States whole neighborhoods and districts, for miles 
in extent, are almost wholly without mail accommodations, 
while other neighborhoods and districts, in every State of 
the Union, are butilly provided with mail facilities, owing | 
to the want of the necessary means to pay for the service. 
Yet this bill provides that, in the event of the tips being 
performed within a given time, the annual pay for semi- 
monthly service, simply between New Orleans and San 
Francisco, shall be $2,500,000. 

I will add, that we have a standing offer to take the mails 
semi-monthly each way, both from New York and New 
Orleans to San Francisco, via Nicaragua, at not exceeding 
$300,000 a year. Therefore we may have a weekry mail 
on both these lines, say on the 8th, 15th, 22d, and 29th of 
each month, for $600,000 at most; whereas, under the plan 
proposed by this bill, a semi-monthly mail only between 

ew Orleans and San Francisco, if run in ten days, leav- , 
ing each port, say, on the Ist and 15th, and arriving ateach 
on the 10th and 24th of the month, will eest, as above re- | 
marked, 42,500,000, or $5,000,000 for weekly service. | 

Without stating more at length the objections to which, it 
seems to me, this bill is liable, I certainly can never favor 
any plan by which, under any circumstances likely to hap- 
pen, such enormous sums may be drawn fron the public 
“Treasury for mail steamship transportation. | 

Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES CAMPBELL. 

Hon. E. B, Orns, Chairman of Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 


And here I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the value of time. Suppose that in ad- 
dition to the present route, you pass this bill and | 
establish another line of steamers between the 
points mentioned, that will make the trip in ten 
days less time than it is now made, under the 
present contract and by the present route; and 
suppose that I save you $2,000,000 a year by this 
arrangement. How, l am asked, is this to be 
done? What is the amount of money that we re- 
ceive annually from California? During the past 


sume that during the next year we shall receive 
$100,000,000? But to make myself clearly un- 
derstood, E will put the amount annually received | 
at $50,000,000. Under the present arrangement, | 
that $50,000,000 is detained ten days longer than | 
is necessary on the present mail route. Suppose | 
you can shorten the trip ten days, what will be | 
the gain? The gain will be to the business com- | 
munity—I may say to the tax-paying commu- | 
nity, for it falls upon them at Jast—what the in-| 
terest is upon the whole amount of the moneys ! 
conveyed upon that line. What is the interest on 
the $50,000,000 per annum, the amount assumed 
to be received annually from the Pacific, at six 
per cent. per annum? It is $3.000,000. Upon that 
basis the interest per day would be within a frac- | 
tion of $8,220; and for ten days, the shortest time 
proposed by the schedule, of $82,220. And yet I) 


i 
i 
i 


i 


am told that time is not valuable! Sir, it is every- 


} thing. E 
Let us follow this matter a little further. Sup- | 
| pose I save each trip ten days, and that I have | 


two vessels making two trips a month, and each 
one saving ten days—that is twenty days a month, 
or two hundred and forty days a year, is it not 
then clearly demonstrated what it will save to the 
people of the United States? I do not say to the 
Government but to the people of the United States, 
which is the same thing, over $2,000,000 a year, 
equal to the deficit in the entire mail revenue of the 
country. ButIam told that we should not ex- 
tend the facilities of the Post Office Department, 
because the revenue now received is not sufficient 
to defray the expenses of that Department. That 


is the main principle E now propose to argue and” 


amend, The revenue is not sufficient, and why? 
Because it has fallen behind the times—behind the 
progress of the age—in the mode of transportation. 


| The express lines of the country take away all the 


regular and important business from the regular 
lines. Each trip to California, by the way of Pan- 
ama, averages thirty thousand letters. How much 
mail matter goes by the express lines and merchant 
marine? Isitnot fair to presume, that an amount 
equal to one third of that amount goes by private 
express, at an exorbitant price in the way of post- 
age. 

“a propose to remedy thatevil. We need not be 
told—the country need not be told—that the cheap 
postage system affects the revenue of the Post Of- 
fice Department. It is not so in point of fact. 
Place that Department upon a proper footing, upon 
an equality with individual enterprise; reduce your 
postages still lower, and the amount of revenue 
would be increased, and amply sufficient to defray 
the expenses of that Department. But you have 
allowed it to fall behind the times. Jt is in asink- 
ing, dilapidated condition—becoming a mere fun- 
gus upon the Federal Treasury. You will have to 


abandon the system entirely, or pay its whole ex- | 


penses out of the public ‘Treasury. I propose to 
remedy this evil. 1 propose to give that Depart- 
ment the advantage of all the improvements and 
advantages held out by individual enterprise, and 
to place it in acondition where it can compete with 


any individual enterprise that may be projected in | 
the way of express lines between the United States | 


and California; not to create a monopoly, but to 
enable it to compete successfully. 

What is the nature of the bill now before the 
House? Dol propose any expenditure of money? 
Not at all. I have the proposition here which 
has been made, establishing the line from New 
Orleans to San Francisco. I propose, ifany indi- 
viduel or company can be found who will under- 
take to do it according to the schedule, that they 


| shall have the contract; but in the event ofa failure, 


they shall get no pay, under any circumstances, 
If they are successful, they get the contract. to 
carry the mail until some une else starts a line and 
conveys it in shorter time for three consecutive 
months, and gives proof of the same to the Post- 


i| master General, then the contract goes to the party | 
So the thing is open to | 
competition, and will establish a system which ; 


so carrying it, and so on. 


will break up the monopolies thathave heretofore 
existed in this Department of the Government. 
What are the facts in regard to the present sys- 
tem? According to the present rates, for twenty- 
five days we pay about $850,000. What is 
proposed by this bill? We propose to pay for 
sixteen day—ten days shorter time—according to 


! this schedule, $850,000. 
year we received $86,000,000, and may we not pre- 


Lask the question, is it not important, consid- 
ering the condition of the country and our rela- 
tions, foreign and domestic, that we have rapid 
and speedy communication with our Pacific fron- 
tier? lask if it is not important to every interest 
of the Government that this should be done? In 
view of this fact—in view of the great need of 
having an additional oceanic or overland route, 
which shall give us rapid and speedy communica- 
tion between the Atlantic States and our Pacific 
possessions—I have drawn up and presented to 
the House this bill, not however without having 
consulted with some of the best men in the country 
in regard to this matter. It is not presumed that 
we shall soon have a trip made from New Orleans 
to San Francisco in ten days, nor from any part 
of the United States, until ‘the Pacific railroad is 
established. I am so certain that this road will be 
built that I have made a provision for that event. 


| 


i 
| 


Mr. GREY. Will not the gentleman from 
Tennessee yield the floor to:allow.me to make a 
motion that the House resolve-itself into the Cóm- 
mittee of the Whole? The bill will come“tip’ to- 
morrow, when he can finish his remarks: © ~i 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I will yield the floor 
for that purpose. eee a 

Mr. GREY. With that understanding then 
move that the House resolve itself into’ the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Grey’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative.” © 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orr in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, they had under consideration House bill: No. 
48, being a bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1855, upon 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CHANDLER] is entitled to the floor. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


‘Mr. CHANDLER, after a few preliminary-re-° 
marks, proceeded to address the committee. in. 
opposition to the bill proposing to organize terri= 
torial governments for Nebraska and Kansas. He 
was not afraid to trust to the righteousness of his: 
cause. He welcomed all-who assisted him. with: 
their speech or. vote. He thought: proper ‘to: 
say the opponents.of this bill are absolved from: 
all necessity of discussing the subject of slavery. 
in connection with its provisions. .. Negro-mania 
or negro-phobia, or certain sentiments or degrees: 
of sentiments, have necessarily nothing to do with 
the issue on this measure. it was a question of 
contract, honor, and faith of the white man with 
the white man. Whatever the benefits or injuries 
conferred or inflicted on negroes, Congress never 
made a contract with them, nor made any coms 
promise to which the negroes were directly a 
party. The question was, shall the compromise 
of 1820 be maintained or violated? . The same 
spirit which prompted the compromise of 1820 
and 1850 was yet in existence, and the same 
motives will give that spiritconstant action. The 
compromises of the Constitution remain... It was 
difficult to get at them. They were not.to be 
reached simply by a legislative enactment. 

The act of 1820 was and is a compromise. 
With a full knowledge of what was said and: done 
during the Congressof 1850, he remarked, in what- 
ever was uttered or committed at that time, there 
was nothing to create the suspicion that the five 
acts, known as the compromise of that session, . 
intended to set aside or repeal the Missouri coms > 
promise. aided 

Mr. BAYLY said he meant to take issue with 
the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. CHANDLER, resumed. Had it been sups 
posed on the part of those who yielded to the còm- 
promise that the five measures repealed the Mis- 
souri compromise, those bills would have been 
voted on the table, or, what is the same thing, 
put on the Calendar, where they would have been 
forgotten. 

The principle of the compromise of 1820, re-- 
mains in force, and there could be no.-positive 
enactment repealing its binding force without an 


i outrage on public sentiment and the confidence 


reposed in congressional faith. ; 
Nebraska shows no signs of life. The bill was: 
only preparatory. The assertion of the doctrine 
that the people in the Territories have. the right 
to regulate their own affairs was in direct. opposi- 
tion to the provisions of the bill, which he pro- 
ceeded to show. He combatted this principle, 
saying young America, like young Israel, scouted 
the results of age and: experience, exclaiming, in 
the language of Scripture, ‘‘go up, old baldhead, 
go.” [Laughter.] ; cA 
He further pursued his argument, showing, in 
the course of his remarks, the deplorable effects 
which the bill would have on the Indians residing 
in the Territory over which it was now proposed 
to spread territorial government; and, in conelu- 
sion, called on the opponents of the bill to stand 
fasi to national faith and honor, and not be de- 
terred from a conscientious course of duty by the 
sneers of those who differ from them in opinion 
If they should fall, there will be inscribed on theig 
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tomb the Spartan epitaph: ‘* We lie here in obe- 
dience to the commands of our country.” 

[This speech will be found’ in the Appendix.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, said that there 
were two Nebraska. bills upon the Calendar, either 
of which he was willing to support. The bill, 
however, which he should principally discuss, 
was the one of the Senate, which he preferred; 
but; laying aside-all technicalities in relation to the 
difference between the two measures, in effect, in 
principle, and in operatign upon the Territories, 
asa southern man, he was willing to support 
either of them—whichever it should be the pleas- 
ure of the House to consider and adopt. 

Prior to the passage of the compromise of 1850, 
we were at sea upon the subject of slavery, with- 
out compass ora friendly star to direct our course. 
By the passage of those measures, a principle was 
established, which, if adhered to, could be rallied 
around, in all time to come, by the friends of State 
rights and the perpetuity of the Union. That 
principle was congressional non-interference in 
the domestic affairs of the States and Territories. 
It was because of the incorporation of this prin- 
ciple of self-government in this bill that he gave 
it his cordial support; and he was free to declare, 
that:he wished to see it recognized and etablished 
by the Government, to be referred to in all future 
time, when sectional difficulties might arise in 
the legislation of the country. 

Having referred to the objections urged against 
the bill, he contended that it does not propose to 
repeal the Missouri compromise of 1821, but that 
it does repeal the Missouri restriction of 1820; that 
the eighth section of the act of March 6, 1820, 
was no compromise, because it wanted the es- 
sential element of mutual concession; that the 
Missouriact of 1820 was unconstitutional and void; 

nd that, in order to bolster it up, it had been con- 
ounded with the Missouri compromise of 1821, 
or the purpose of attaching to itthe name and in- 
fluence of Henry Clay. 

He then adverted to the arguments against the 
Badger proviso, and declared that the true mean- l 
ing and the whole effect of this clause was to pro- 
hibit the revival of any law which existed in the 
Territory prior to 1820, the force and effect of 
which was destroyed by the Missouri restriction. 
This proviso could have no effect whatever. 

He then replied to portions of the speech of Mr. 
Frankin, heretofore delivered, and proceeded to 
argue at length that the institution of slavery was 
protected by the Constitution of the United States 
and the laws of the country. 

[This speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


Mr. NICHOLS said that,he would not vote for 
this Nebraska bill, nor any other which contains 
a prove to repeal the Missouri compromise, or 
which contains the Clayton amendment. He then 
proceeded to give historical details connected with 
the question, in support of his opposition to the 
measure, and continued his remarks until the ex- 
piration of the hour to which he was limited in 
debate. [See Appendix for speech. ] 

[A message was. received from the Senate, 
the hands of Assurr Dicxins, Esq., its Secre- 
tary, informing the House that the Senate had 
passed sundry private bills, in which it asked the 
concurrence of the Honse.] 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, obtained the 


oor. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman yield 
the floor for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, at some length 
opposed the repeal of the Missouri compromise, 
and replied to arguments which had been ad- 
vanced in support of the Nebraska bill, declaring 
that he should never vote to extend the area of 
slavery. [See Appendix for speech. ] 

Mr. PRESTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. DEAN. Will the gentleman from Ken- |! 
tucky yield the floor to enable me to make a mo- f 
tion for the committee to rise? i 

Mr. PRESTON, With pleasure. | 

Mr. DEAN. Then 1 move that the committee || 
do now rise, 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly. rose, and Mr. Ha- 
YEN having resumed the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore, the Chairman reported that the Committee 
of the Whale on the state of the Union had had 


by 


under consideration the Union general y, and par- 


ticularly the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, ‘ 

‘The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


The House thereupon, at a quarter past four 
o’clock, p. m., adjourned to to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 6, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wituiam H. Mizpurn. , 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House ot 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the House had passed a bill to au- 
thorize the selection of sixteenth sections withir 
the limits of the twelve miles square reservation in 
the State of Alabama; in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested. 

Also, that the Speaker had signed the following 
enrolled bill and joint resolution: . 

An act for the benefit of the citizens and occu- 
pants of the town of Council Bluffs, in lowa; and 

A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay the expenses of codifying 
and revising the revenue laws. 

The President pro tempore then signed the bill 
and joint resolution. $ 

A subsequent message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. McKean, 
Chief Clerk, announcing that the House had 
passed a joint resolution, explanatory of the sec- 
ond section of a resolution “to establish certain 
post routes,” approved July 12, 1852. 

Also, that the Speaker of the House had signed 
an enrolled bill to authorize the construction ot 
six first-class steam frigates, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The President signed the last-named bill. 


MARTIN KOSZTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the Uniteu 
States, transmitting, in compliance with the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 14th ultimo, a report of 
the Secretary of State, accompanied by copies of 
the correspondence between the American Consul 
at Smyrna, and the American legation at Constan- 
tinople, and also between the said consul and the 
United States Government, on the subject of the 
seizure of Martin Koszta by the Austrian author- 
ities; which on motion by Mr. Mason, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. EVERETT presented resolutions passed 
ata meeting of citizens of Dedham, Massachusetts 
protesting against the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise, and thé introduction of slavery into ter- 
ritory now free; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Gettysburg, Penn- 
sylvania, praying that measures may be taken to 
secure religious liberty to American citizens re- 
siding or traveling in foreign countries; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the proceedings of, 
and resolutions passed at, a special meeting of the 
Agricultural Society, of New Castle, Delaware, 
protesting against the passage of the homestead 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, and 
a motion made by him to print them was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MORTON presented additional documents 
in support of the claim of John W. Kelly for in- 
demnity for losses sustained by the abrogation ot 
a contract with the Post Office Department; which 


| were referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorialof George 
B. Clark, praying that a certain amount of Conti- 


| nental money owned by him may be redeemed v 


the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a resolution passed at 
a meeting of the members of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, held March 11, 1854, in favor of a ship 
canal upon the American side atound the Niagara 
Falls; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Michael Nash be with 
drawn trom the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Claims. # 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to estab- 
lish a western arsenal at Memphis, in the State of 
Tennessee, and for other purposes; which was 
read, and passed toa second rending, 


HARRIET LEAVENWORTH. 


Mr. FOOT.. Mr. President, on last private bill 
day I asked for the consideration of the bill from 
the House of Representatives ‘for the relief of 
Harriet Leavenworth, widow of the late Brevet 
Brigadier General Leavenworth;’ but, at the re- 
quest of the Senator.from Virginia, (Mr. Hunrer, | 
l yielded in order that the deficiency bill might be 
considered. Task the consent of the Senate now 
to take up the bill to whieh I refer. 

Mr. MASON. If any discussion arises on that 
bill I shall be obliged to ask that it lie over, 

Mr. FOOT. If any debate arises, I shall con- 
sent that it be laid aside. I have only to say that 
this is a House bill, and that it has received the 
unanimous approval of the Committee on Pen- 
sions of the Senate. ; 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Harriet Leavenworth upon 
the pension rolls, and cause her to be paid the sum 
of thirty dollars per month, for the term of five 
years, commencing February 1, 1853. 

Henry Leavenworth forsook a lucrative prac- 
tice at the bar, in New York, and entered the 
United States Army as captain of the ninth in- 
fantry, during the war of 1812. He was pro- 
moted major August 15, 1813; breveted lieutenant 
colonel July 5, 1814, for distinguished and meri- 
torious services in the battle of Chippewa; 
breveted colonel July 25, 1814, for gallant conduct 
in the battle of Niagara, in which he was 
wounded; retained as major in the second infan- 
try, peace establishment of 1815; promoted lieu- 
tenant colonel in the fifth infantry, February 
10, 1818; breveted brigadier general July 25, 
1824, for ten years’ service in one grade; pro- 
moted colonel in the third infantry, December 16, 
1825; and died at Cross Timbers, Southwestern 
Territory, July 21, 1834, while commanding the’ 
troops in that quarter. During this long contin- 
uance in the Army, he performed numerous and 
highly important services to his country—having 
established military posts in the Indian country, 
and at one time commanded a military expedition 
against the Aricara Indians. He stood high in 
the estimation of the Secretary of War, for pru- 
dence, courage, and civic as well as military attain- 
ments. He came to his death from bilious remit- 
tent fever, contracted while in the line of his duty 
as commander of an expedition against the Paw- 
nee Picts, but his death was hastened by anxiety 
of mind, and a too arduous desire to advance the 
objects of his country intrusted to his command, 
Harriet Leavenworth, his widow, is advanced in 
age, in infirm health, and has pecuniary claims 
pressing upon her, which she is unable to meet. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, was read 
a third time, and passed. 

REFERENCE OF HOUSE BILLS, 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 
authorize the selection of school districts in lieu 
of the sixteenth sections within the twelve miles 
square reservation, State of Alabama, was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. > 

The joint resolution explanatory of the second 
section of a resolution “to establish certain post 
routes,” approved July 12, 1852, was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


MILWAUKIE COLLECTION DISTRICT. 
Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, 
I move that the Senate take up for consideration 
the bill ‘t to extend the limits of the collection dis- 
trict of Milwaukie, in the State of Wisconsin, 
and for other purposes.” It has been unani- 


mously reported from the Committee on Com- 


1854. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


857 


á, 


merce, and there is on file a letter from the De- 
partment showing its approval of the measure. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to extend the limits of 
the collection district of Milwaukie so as to in- 
clude the western shore of Lake Michigan, so far 
as it forms the boundary of Wisconsin, and all 
the waters of Green Bay, and to include all that 
portion of Wisconsin lying east of the Wisconsin 
> Tiver, above the town of De Korra, and all east of 
“a line running south from De Korra to the State 
line. Milwaukie is to remain the port of entry, 
and Green Bay is to be a port of delivery in the 
district of Milwaukie, in the same manner as it is 
now in the district of Mackinaw; and Ozaukee 
and Manitowoc are to be ports of delivery in the 
district of Milwaukie, for which places surveyors 
are to be appointed, to receive the same compen- 
sation as is provided in the act of March 2, 1831, 
for surveyors at Pittsburg, Wheeling, and other 
places. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read a third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH SMITH. 


Mr. STUART. I move that the Senate take 
up for consideration the bill for the relief of Joseph 
Smith. Itis a matter which will not involve any 
discussion. It is to remedy a difficulty in the 
case of a land warrant. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize Joseph Smith to locate 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, on any of 
the public lands of the United States subject to 
private entry, in lieu of alocation made by him 
which is specified in the bill, in the Kalamazoo 
land district, in Michigan, as assignee of military 
land warrant No. 55,099, and which location was 
canceled by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office; and further to direct the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, upon the receipt 
of the certificate of location from the register of 
the proper land office, to issue a patent to him, for 
the lands so located. 

On the 28th of April, 1849, a bounty land war- 
rant was issued to William Hill, a private in Cap- 
‘tain Wittenmeyer’s company, in the*first regi- 
ment of Michigan volunteers, in the war with 
Mexico. Prior to the issuing of the warrant on 
the 2d day of August, 1848, Hill departed this 
life, leaving no wife or children, or relatives, as 
appears from the certificate of the judge of the 
probate court for Cass county, Michigan; at the 
time of his decease he was indebted for expenses 
incurred during his last sickness in the sum of 
about $120, and left no personal property for its 
payment. On the 5th of October, 1848, one 
Charles S. Clowes was duly appointed adminis- 
trator of the estate, and he,on the 15th of De- 
cember, 1849, as administrator, and under the 
order of the probate judge, sold and assigned the 
warrant to Joseph Smith, and applied the money 
thus realized to the liquidation of the indebtedness 
of Hill, and expenses of administration; the war- 
rant was located by Smith upon the west half of 
the southwest quarter of section twenty-five, and 
the east half of the southeast quarter of section 
twenty-six, in township seven south, of range fif- 
teen west, in the Kalamazoo land district, Michi- 
gan, which location was canceled by order of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, in May, 
1851, on the ground that the warrant issued after 
the death of Hill; this decision was undoubtedly 
correct under thelaw. But in consideration of the 
fact that Hill was justly and legally entitled to 
the warrant, and left no relatives to whom a war- 
rant could issue, and as Smith was an innocent 
purchaser for a valuable consideration, and the 
money thus realized applied to the payment of a 
sacred indebtedness, it was thought that equity 
would demand the relief prayed for by the peti- 
tioner, as no injustice would be done thereby to 
the United States. 2 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate without amendment, was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read a third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


| deficiencies in the revenue of the Post Office De- 


and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 6, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittram H. MILBURN. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
THE BLACK WARRIOR AFFAIR. 


The SPEAKER presented to the House a mes- 
sage in writing received from the President of the 
United States, transmitting, in further compliance 
with the resolution of the House, areport from the 
Secretary of State, with the accompanying docu- 
ments. 

The Clerk was- proceeding to read the report of 
the Secretary of State, 

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Speaker, as these papers 
relate to the seizure of the Black Warrior, at Ha- 
vana, called for by a resolution of this House, and 
as the former papers received on the same subject 
have been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, I move the 
same reference and order in relation to the papers 
now before us. 

` It was so ordered. 

STEAM FRIGATES. 

The following bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills as correctly enrolled, ang 
received the signature of the Speaker: 

An act to authorize the construction of six 
first-class steam frigates, and for other purposes, 


TRANSPORTATION OF CALIFORNIA MAIL. 

The SPEAKER. The matter first in order 
before the House is the bill reported yesterday by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
being “ A bill to empower the Postmaster General 
to contract for the transportation of the United 
States mail from New Orleans to San Francisco 
according to time.” 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will it be necessary 
for me, Mr. Speaker, to ask the unanimous. con- 
sent of the House to take up that bill which was 
befure us yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. There being no motion to 
commit the bill, under the rules it goes to the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up that bill. 

General assent was expressed by the House. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Mr. Speaker, when 
I gave way yesterday to my friend from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Grey,] for the purpose of enabling the 
House to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, I was going on to speak 
of the advantages which the establishment of the 
principle contained in this bill would bring to the 
Government, and the great. revolution which it 
would work on our mail arrangements—in the 
mail system of the Government. Under its pres- 
ent operation that system is inadequate to sup- 
ply the wants of the business community; and 
the consequence is, that a deficit: arises in the 
mail revenue. The object of this Department of 
the Government is to make it a self-sustaining 
Department. Gentlemen here talk about economy, 
and we have economists in this House, and good 
onestoo. Buttherearedifferentnotionsofeconomy. 
We had a proposition submitted the other day by 
the honorable gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. 
Housron,] proposing to increase the mail postage 
of the country to five cents instead of three cents. 
For what, sir? In order that the mail revenue of 
the country may be sufficient to defray the ex- 
penses of that Department of the Government. 

Lask is this necessary? Is this the proper mode 
to redress or to eradicate that evil? Itisnot. Let 
us, Mr. Speaker, rather place that Department in 
a condition that will enable it to compete success- 
fully with individual enterprise, and that itmay be 
able to command the- patronage of the business 
public alike with individual enterprise. 

Sir, I propose by this bill no monopoly. I pro- 
pose merely to place the Government, or that 
branch of the Government, on an equality with 
individual enterprises in the way of express lines. 
If this is once done, you will have no more talk of 


Prayer 


but the consequence will be an ample 


artment, 2 
3 And afterwards, if no one else should | 


revenue. 


make the motion, and if I should -have the-honor 
of a seat here, I will propose te reduce the postage- 


|i to one half its present rates. be 


But I am told on some: occasions ‘that: we. had. 
better adopt the contract system, and let ott the. 
ocean mail carriage by contract. What. is, this 
proposition, sir? It is to carry the mails accord- 


ing to time. Thelonger the time theless the pay; ” 


the less the time the greater the pay, up.to a given: 
reasonable amount, What will be the result if 
this system is adopted, and this bill shall. pass? . 
Why, when the -mail-contracts.are to be let, when: 
proposals are issued by- the Postmaster General, 
in future, he will advertise that proposals will be 
received for carrying the mails from point to point 
—say from New York to Liverpool, ifyou please- 
according to time, as per schedule annexed, The 
bidders will then put in their proposals, each with 
a schedule of price, according to time, attached; 
and the Postmaster General will have the selection 
of the lowest bidder according to time.: Such 
will be the operation of the measure, if. it shall 
please the House to adopt it. : 

lt is said that the mere saving of a few days— 
and that, too, by high authority, by our able Post- 
master General—is of importance. but to a small 
portion of the community; that the agricultural 
portion receives but little benefit from it, while the 
cities and the commercial interests of the country 
receive the advantages. : 

I admit, sir, that the mercantile community will 
at first. receive, perhaps, the greatest amount of 
this advantage, and the largest benefit. But, as 
Carlyle says, ‘ commerceisthe king.” Ladmitit,: 
but agriculture wears the crown. ‘The one cannot: 
exist without the other:. Advance. the interest of 
one, and you advance that of the other. | They 
are inseparably connected in interest; there is such. 
a unity of interest, that if one perish, so will the 
other. You may as well say that you could un- 
dertake to-fatten the armjof.a man without fat-. 
tening the whole system, as to say you could 
benefit one branch or interest of the countr 
without benefiting all. The argument which: 
maintains that a saving pf time is of no import- 
ance is fallacious and untenable; the saving of: 
time, in this respect, is of, as much importance as 
it is in any other enterprise where labor is the 

asis. 

This bill is surrounded with proper guards and: 
restrictions, as the Committee on the Post. Office: 
and Post Roads seem to think; for I. believe 
they have reported favorably upon it. I take it: 
that it is so; and allow me to say, that itis an‘able: 


| committee, and the House. has confidence: in it. 


Having looked into this bill, I have offered a sub- 
stitute, containing the same principle, and have. 
thrown around it sufficient guards and restrictions 
to protect the interests of the Government. hat: 
are its provisions? The Postmaster General ree- 
ommends, in his letter to that committee, or rather 
speaks in that letter, of the necessity :of weekly: 
mails from the United States to California, What 
does this bill propose? To give a weekly mail: 


: in connection with lines already established, to and 
| from California. 


What else? Does it propose 
to advance the funds of the Government in order 
to carry out this contract, as has been done on 
former occasions? No, sir. Does it propose to 
take the vessels off the hands of the contractors 
for war purposes, or any other? No, sir. It 
merely proposes to test the principle of rapid and. 
economical communication which is contained in 
it, at the expense of whoever may undertake to 
execute the contract. 

It is expressly provided in the bill that the Post- 
master General is not authorized or empowered 
to make any advance of the funds or credit of the 
Government in furtherance or aid of the under- 
taking, or for the use and benefit of the parties so 
contracting. And it-still further provides that the 
parties so contracting shall inno event receive from 
Government increased compensation. 

l need hardly allude to.the large additional com- 
pensation which was made by the last Congress 
to a magnificent line of steamers for carrying the 
mail; but a like occurrence is provided against in 
this case. 

Itisagain provided that the contract shall be 
taken, and continue for a term of ten years. It 
may be said that this will be giving some one com- 
pany a monopoly for that length of time; but if 
gentlemen will examine another portion of the bill, 
they will see that such a monopoly is not granted. 
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And why? If it shall be ascertained that any 
other party cancarry it in a less space of time than 
the contracting party, the contracting party is te 
be superseded by the said other party, who shall 
agree to carry the mail in a'shorter space of time; 
and the former party is not, under any circum- 
Stances; to be allowed ‘to claim anything in the 

“shape of damages. Here is the provision as it is 
contained in the bill: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That if at any time 
during the existence of this contract, any other individuals 
or company shali establish a more speedy conveyance of 
the mails between New Orleans and San Francisco, and 
shall. give proof tothe Postmaster General that said convey- 
ance has been in successful operation for three consecutive 
months, thet and ‘in that case it shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster General.to transfer this contract to said individ- 
ual or company, whereupon. the former company or indi- 
vidual shall not be deemed to have any claim for damage, 
or otherwise, against the Government.” 


Now, sir, the magnitude and importance of this 
proposition I hope will secure the earnest atten- 
tion of the members of this House. Weare told 
every day nearly that the mail facilities of the 
country are inadequate to the wants of the coun- 
try. e are told that the revenue of the Depart- 
ment is falling off, and that if this state of things 
is continued for any length of time, Congress will 
either be forced to place the Department ina posi- 
tion where it can defend itself, where it can com- 
pete successfully with lines established by private 
enterprise, or they will be forced to pay the ex- 
penses of maintaining these facilities from the 
‘Treagury of the people, or to abandon the whole 
Service to the care of private individuals. One of 
these consequences will inevitably follow, unless 
we can devise some measure, some plan by which 
we may impart life, vigor, and a healthful action 
to this branch of our national service. 

Sir, is it not a matter of the highest importance 
that the arteries and veins which convey the life- 
blood of the Government from its center to its 
circumference should be in a healthful condition? 
Is it not of vital importance that we keep a watch- 
ful eye upon the healthful condition of the blood 

_ which flows through the.arteries and veins of the 
‘country, in the way of postal arrangements? 

Why, sir, in England, where they have reduced 
their rates of postage to a mere nominal sum, the 
revenue derived from the service of that depart- 
ment is enormous. It is needless to tell me that 

_ the amounts appropriated in this bill are extrava- 
gant. The sum proposed to be appropriated is 
large; but if you will take into consideration the 
amount of time which will be saved to the business 
community, it will prove a great saving to the 
country by adopting this bill, At any rate, it is 
worth trying by way of testing the principle. I 
admit that it is but an experiment, but it is one 
which is worthy of being tested, even at some 
expense. : 

But it requires no expense. I propose to test 
the principle at the expense of whoever may be 
disposed to make the contract, or accept the prop- 
osition. It will require, { admit, some man of 
nerve, and with large means. It was remarked 
to me this morning that my bill would probably 
fail from this consideration; that it was confined 
exclusively to the Tehuantepec route. I wish it 
distinctly understood that, if the Tehuantepec 
route is the shortest, and the mails can be carried 
over it the quickest, then itis the route which I 
favor. In such case that is the route of the bill. 
If the Nicaragua is the quickest route, very well. 
If any other route is the quickest make a contract 
for it. T desire it to be distinctly understood that 
the bill provides for no particular route; it only 
refers to the shortest route and the quickest time. 

W hat else do I propose by this bill? Without 
putting the Government to any expense, Í pro- 
pose to offer an inducement for the development 
of individual enterprise, and the power of steam. 
‘We have the elements in the country; and the im- 
portance of rapid coramunication with our west- 
ern frontier, makes it necessary that we should 
adopt some measure by which we can derive that 
advantage, if jt can be done without enormous ex- 
penditure of the public money. 

I said that this wasa mere business transaction. 
Looking at it in that point of view, we can readily 
conclude the cost and probable profit attending the 
execution of the contract. No individual who 
will take the billand make the calculation, looking 
to all the results, both beneficial and adverse, but 
what will come to the conclusion that itis at least 


worthy of a test, especially when it would not 
cost the Government anything. 

Bat I have already detained the House longer 
than I intended. The matter is one of consider- 


able importance, at least I think so; and I trast | 


that l have been able to convince the House it is 
worthy of their consideration. 

It may be said that there is nobody in the coun- 
try who is willing to undertake the contract. I 
have been informed that such is not the fact; that 
it will be readily accepted, and cause competitors 
from all sections of the Union, with ample means 
and gigantic intellects in their way, ship builders 
and ship owners, men of experience and who have 
patriotism and fortune enough to embark in the 
enterprise. They will test the principle without 
asking of the Government a single dollar. 

If sufficient attention has already been given to 
the bill, it is not strange if I ask that it have an 
early passage; but I do not desire to put it on its 
passage at once, unless such may be the pleasure 
of the House. It has been published in this 
morning’s Globe, and every gentleman has had 
an opportunity to look into it; and the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads have re- 
ported favorably onit. If itbenot the pleasure of 
the House to consider it at once, I shall ask that 
its consideration be postponed for ten days. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman has 


submitted a motion which cuts off debate; and as | 


I desire to be heard on the subject, I trust that he 
will withdraw it, and yield me the floor. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I do not desire a 
postponement, if I can get a vote on it now. I 
yield the floor to the gentleman. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to postpone is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, ithas been a very 
common remark throughout thecountry that mach 


of the gravest and most important business of this | 


House is transacted without a knowledge on the 
part of its members of what is being done; and 
the consideration of the bill now before the House, 
and in reference to which we have had an able dis- 
course from the gentleman who has introduced it, 
has been conducted amidst such bustle and noise 
as not to command the least attention. 

Sir, I deem it one of the most important bills 
that has been presented to the country for many 
along day, and I really think the House ought 
to give to it some consideration and attention 


| during the time of its exposition, at least, by 


those who haye had it under consideration. It is 
known to the House that the old practice which 
has prevailed in reference to contracts has not been 
in conformity with the impatient and progressive 
spirit of the age. Persons make contracts now-a- 
days, and youcannot make improvements on them 
with regard to speed without large additions to the 
expenditures. 

I have the experience of a single contract in my 
own district, in which the time under the contract 
made at a former letting was twenty-nine hours, 
and the necessity for increased expedition upon that 
route has actually induced the contractor upon it 
to agree to a reduction of the time to twelve hours. 
I mention this fact for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the Flouse to what is well understood 
by every gentleman at all familiar with the sub- 
ject, that itis absolutely necessary that a new prin- 
ciple should be introduced—the principle to which 
I have referred, and which is embodied in the bill 
of the gentleman who last addressed us—a bill re- 
ported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. That principle is in perfect harmony 
with the spirit of the age. What is it? Why, it 
is to let contracts for mail service, to be paid for 
according to its expedition. It is to introduce a 
new principle, which has been introduced by indi- 
vidual expressmen—that of getting the shortest 
time in the transmission of intelligence that human 
effort can accomplish. 

But we know—it is in the knowledge of every 


! member of the House—that the proverbial delays 


of the mails have excited the indignation to a very 
great extent of the peopleof the country. Every- 
body knows that; and it is that fact to which we 


are indebted for the repeated diminution of the re- | 


ceipts from that branch of the public service. 
Everybody is familiar with that. 

Well now, what does the gentleman propose by 
this bill? 1 beg the attention of the House to it. 
He proposes to pay a sum progressively higher as 


the time is progressively diminished. If the mail 


is carried within a certain number of days between 
here and San Francisco, so much is to be paid; if 
in a certain number of days less, so much increase 
of compensation is to be allowed. 

Now that furnishes a very good rule to go by, 
and Task the House to look at the question. Why, 
when I went to California in 1850, I had a glori- 
ous trip—a frolic all the way, 1 may say—not an 
obstruction of any description to interrupt the pas- 
sage, and what was the consequence? I was 
thirty-six dayson the passage. But what has been 
the effect of rivalry and competition since that 
time? Now, the time has been reduced until the 


| trips average twenty-five days, and sometimes the 


voyage is performed in even less time. Here isa 
prodigious gain to the country. Just make a cal- 
culation of the difference between thirty-six and 
twenty-five days in the interest on the money 
regularly exported from California to this portion 
of the Republic, and see whatan enormous sum it 
amounts to. The difference of the interest on 
$50,000,000 a year between thirty-six days and 
twenty-five days constitutes a mostimportant item 
in the industrial relations of the country, Every 
one can see that. 

Well, we have realized twenty-five days as the 
ordinary average time of the trips between this 
and San Francisco. What is the project proposed 
by this bill? We are now paying for this expe- 
dition of the mail service—which seldom comes 
within the period of twenty-five days, and is fre- 
quently up to thirty days—eight hundred and odd 
thousand dollars a year. Yes, the transportation 
of the mails between this and San Francisco, at a 
speed of twenty-five days, costs this country up- 
wards of $800,000. 

W hat is proposed by this bill? Is it proposed 
that if it cannot be done in twenty-five days, that it 
shall be done for $840,000? If nobody will under- 
take to do it for less than twenty-five days, they 
can only get $10,000 a year, instead of $840,000. 
I wish it distinctly understood that this is $10,000 
a year. If you can get it done in twenty-four 
days, what does it amount to? Ten thousand 
dollars a year. If gentlemen will look in the 
Globe, they will find that I am right in the state- 
ments | make. If no one will undertake to carry 
the mails for less than twenty-five days, they get 
but $10,000 a year. If no one undertakes todo it 
for less than twenty-four days, they still get, ac- 
cording to the printed report, $10,000 a year; and 
if no one will undertake it for less than twenty- 
three days, they get $20,000. I will read the 
whole schedule. It proposes: 


tn 25 days..., 
In 24 days 


° 


+ $10,000 per 


annum 
10,000 & 


In 23 days 20,000 “ec 
In 22 day 30,000 se 
In 21 days.. 40,000 6 
ln 20 days.. 50,000 ad 
In 19 days.. « 100,000 « 
In 18 days.. 250,000 9 «“ 
In 17 days.. 450,600 se 


“ 
ii 
“ 
e 
“ 
e 
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In 16 days.. 
In 15 days.. 
In 14 days.. 
In 13 days.. 
Th 12 days.... 
In Ll days.. 
In 10 days .. 


+. 850,000 
<. 1,000,000 
«1,250,000 
1,300,000 
1,400,060 
500,000 
600,000 


We are now paying §850,000 for the mail deliv- 
ered to us at even twenty-five and twenty days. 
Here is a proposition, however, to deliver it here 
in sixteen days for less money. I ask this House 
if it is not plainly their duty to adopt the princi- 
ples of the bill that effects such an increase of 
facilities, and the saving of timeand money? You 
reduce the time to sixteen and twenty-five days; 
thereby not only effect a great saving to the 
traveling community in time, but to the commer- 
cial and business interests of the country you 
will save a very great amount of interest. What 
objection can there be to such an arrangement ? 
I know of one gentleman—I allude to a distin- 
guished steamboat man in New York, Mr. Van- 
derbilt, who has won for himself by common 
courtesy the sobriquet of commodore—who is will- 
ing to undertake such a contract; and in steam- 
boat matters he never fails, He is willing not only 
to undertake such a contract as this, but what is 
more, he is perfectly willing, if any man can beat 
him, to give up his contract. To start sucha line 
as would be necessary for the purpose we all have 
in view, would require an expenditure of millions. 
Commodore Vanderbilt says that he will surrender 
all the advantages which are to be realized from the 
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contract, if he does not fulfill it, Task, then, what 
objection is there to the proposition? He does not 


claim a monopoly of the contract for ten years; | 


and although there is a proposition giving the con- 


tract for that time, yet there is a stipulation thatif į 


anybody during that time can do it better, that the 
original contractor shall be superseded; nay, more, 


superseded, too, without any cost or charge to the | 


Government. He is to surrender his contract be- 
cause he does not keep up with the progressive 
spirit of the age. What objection can there be to 
this course, Lask? It isa contract to pay no enor- 
mous charge for an inadequateconsideration, but 
it is a contract to pay for substantial value re- 
ceived. By adopting this course you will place 
this matter of mail contracts upon the true princi- 
ple, which should be the only test for mail con- 


tracis—the time in which the service is to be per- | 


formed. Then you will find this Government 
moving ahead in strict accordance with the pro- 
gressive spirit of the age, and the great improve- 
ments developing in the country. 


What objection can there be to this? Who can | 


object to it? [ask this House again, I appeal to 
gentlemen, to support the principle embraced in 
this bill. Here, sir, is an important principle at 
issue. I cannot estimate its value too highly. It 
is deeply interesting to the country. It will cause 
the mails to be delivered tous with greater rapidity 
than usual. It will cause them to be delivered at 
a less rate than the ordinany one. It will, in 
every point of view, enable the Government to 
keep pace with individual enterprise. 

It will place this great arm of the public service 
under the responsibility of quick operations. I 
ask, then, on what principle it can be objected to 
Look to your steamers carrying the mails over 
the Atlantic, as they have been referred to by the 
gentleman who preceded me. Suppose weannulled 
that contract, and threw the service open to com- 

etition on the principle of this bill. Instead of 

aving but one line of steamers, the pampered pet 
of this Government, we would have, perhaps, halfa 
dozen lines struggling for supremacy; and perhaps 
the carrying of the mails would be sometimes trans- 
ferred from the one line to the other. Instead of 
having a single great monopoly on the Atlantic 
ocean, we would perhaps have a general circula- 
tion of half a dozen competing lines. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the principle itself is right— 
the principle itself is economical—awakens all the 
fire and energy of American enterprise; it ad- 
dresses itself to the favorable consideration of the 
whole country. And I conceive, that instead 
of our being startled by it and making objections 
to it, the wonder is, not that the system’is now 
suggested, but thata principle that muststrike all 
sensible men with obvious and conclusive force 
had not before been introduced and acted on in 
this House. 

I say, then, that I hope the House will consider 
and adopt this bill, not because the principle is 
new—for change is not always an improvement— 
but because the principle is wise, and is, in every 
point of view, justly entitled to the favorable con- 
sideration of this House and of the country. I 
will not trouble the House with any further re- 
marks; but ask the House to pass the bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I would be glad to know, 
Mr. Speaker, whether or not, under the rules of 
the House, this billdoes not require to be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? I grant you it does not make a direct 
appropriation; but the remarks of my colleague 
(Mr. Smitu] satisfy my mind, at least, that this 
bill ought to go to the Committee of the Whole. 
I am free to admit, sir, that the principle involved 
in it is an important one. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL, (interrupting.) 1 de- 
sire to say, if the gentleman from Virginia will 

ermit me—— 

Mr. McMULLIN. What is the object of the 
gentleman? i 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire to ask the 
House ta postpone the consideration of this bill 
for ten days. 

Mr. McMULLIN. No. I will not agree to 
that proposition. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, } 
express my views in reference to this matter- 

Mr. JONES, of New York, (interrupting.) 
Will the gentleman from Virginia permit me for 
one moment? : 


before I take my seat to 


Mr. McMULLIN. [ will yield the floor to i 


thig gentleman from New York for an explana- 
ion. 

Mr. JONES. I will only detain the gentleman 
from Virginia for one moment. I wish to say to the 
House, as a member of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, from which this bill is re- 
ported, that this bill has not been considered by 
that committee, as I understand it; and for myself 
I must say that in its present form 1 am much op- 
posed to it; and, therefore, I trust that this House 
will not spring upon us this bill until it can be 
well understood. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire to make one 
single remark, and then I will yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will yield for an expla- 
nation, but not for a motion. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. lam surprised, Mr. 
Speaker, to hear the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Jones] say that this bill has been reported 
from the committee without having been consid- 
ered. 

Mr. OLDS. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. McMvzxuin] yield to me fora moment 
for the purpose of explanation? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. OLDS. [t becomes necessary and proper 
for me, inasmuch as my colleague upon the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and. Post Roads, [Mr. 
Jones, of New York,] has spoken in reference to 
the action of the committee, to say a word in ex- 
planation. The gentleman is mistaken in regard 
to the action of the committee, in saying that they 
have not considered the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. Ido not wish to be 
misunderstood in my remarks. I believe that the 
committee as a committee, have not considered 
this bill, nor reported as a committee upon it. I 
so understand the matter. I do not say that the 
subject has not been talked over by us individu- 
ally, but thatas a committee we have not consid- 
ered the bill. ' 2 

Mr. OLDS. I will state what the action of the 
committee was upon the bill. I do not know 
whether my colleague upon the committee (Mr. 
Jones, of New York] was or was not present at 
the time the bill was up for consideration before 
the committee. The matter was taken up and 
considered by the committee; and the order of the 
committee was, that Mr. McDovaatu should re- 
port the bill back to the House with amendments; 
and it is my fault, perhaps, that the amendments, 
or all of them, are not in the bill, as they should 
be. The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cuurcu- 
WELL,] on Monday, handed me the bill to look 
over it, for the purpose of seeing whether it em- 
braced the views of the committee. That was 
about the time we were entering into the discus- 
sion of the bill for the pay of postmasters, and I 
put the bill into my drawer, forgot to look at it, 
and handed it back to the gentleman without pe- 
rusai. 

But the order of the committee was to report 
back the bill to the House, with amendments. The 
amendments were to change the first section of the 
bill so as to authorize the Postmaster General to 
enter into a contract of this kind, upon the com- 
pletion of the existing contracts for the transpor- 
tation of mails upon that route, and to strike out 
of the schedule of time all after fourteen days. In 
this manner the committee acted, without pledging 
itself to vote for or against the bill when it should 
come up for consideration by the House. They 
were willing to report it back, as a bill containing 
merits, and allow it to be discussed by the House, 
and adopted or rejected, as they should see fit. 

Mr. McMULLIN. This is not, Mr. Chair- 
man, the first bill which, since I have had the 
honor of a seat upon this floor, has been precipi- 
tated upon the House for its action. Gentlemen 
who were here during the Thirty-First Congress 
know perfectly well what was said in relation to 
these matters at that time, and the course which 
was pursued then, They cannot have forgotten 


| that they were assured by the then learned and 


distinguished chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, that if the reduction 
of postage, which was then proposed, should be 
adopted, the whole country would be greatly ben- 


4) efited by that arrangement. We were also assured 


that the Post Office Department would become a 
self-sustaining Department. I did not believe in 
the principle and beneficial effects of a reduction 
then; and the facts which have since transpired 


have satisfied all, conclusively, that such belief. 
was well founded. The Post Office Department 
of this Government. is. minus $2,000,000 now; 
and if you will confer with the head of that De- 
partment, you will find that the probability is that 
next year there will be a deficiency of $4,000,000, 


It is not. my purpose, at this time, to go. into : 


the consideration of the merits of this bill. Not 
at all.. But, sir, since I have been a member of 
this House, I haveseen that almost all the changes 
which have been made in the Post Office. Depart- 
ment have resulted to the benefit, of the large 
commercial cities, but to the ruin, almost, of the 
rural districts. What are the facts? In my own 
district, as also in almost all the rural districts in 
this country, you can scarcely get a postmaster 
to hold a commission six months, because of the 
reduction of their pay; and I express my belief 
that the operation of this bill will further cripple 
the postal arrangements of these districts. 
It is due to all portions of the countty 
important bill—conceded by its friends to be im- 
ortant—conceded by my friend. from Tennessee 
Mr. Cuurcuweu.] to be important—important 
as my colleague [Mr. Smitu] has fully shown to 
to the House—should receive a full and carefu. 
consideration. The question is, will you give it 
that consideration in the House, or will you refer 
it to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, where it can be fully, deliberately, 
and fairly considered? ` 
Mr. CHURCHW ELL. The gentleman speaks 
of the importance of the bill. I admit it; and ask 
him to be good enough to let it be recommitted to 
the committee, that they may consider it, and that 
its further consideration may be postponed indefi~ 
nitely, or for two or three weeks. aa. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Before I take my seat, I 


will endeavor to answer my friend from Tennes- 
see, for I assure him there are but few members 
upon this floor whom I would sooner accommo- 
date than him. 

But while I am upon the floor I desire to call 
the attention of the House to one fact. Ask every 
member upon this floor, and they will tell you 
that the reduction of the rates of postege has. 
worked nothing butruin upon the revenues of the 
Post Office Department, and [ am not prepared 
to say that if you adopt thie bill it will not result 
in still further liabilities upon that Department. 
I have not sufficiently examined it to prepare me 


that this- 


x 


to say definitely, however, what will be its oper- 


ation in this respect. : 

But, sir, although it is said that this bill has met 
the approbation of a majority of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, I must beg to 
tell the House that I know one member of that 
committee, from Virginia, {Mr. Powgut,] didnot 
sanction it, nor, if I understand it, fas he con- 
sulted upon the subject. 

Again, sir, I would like to see the Post’ Office 
Department a self-sustaining branch of the Gov- 
ernment. Edo not want my district, and other dis- 
tricts which are like mine, situated in the interior 
of the country, cut down in their mail facilities, 
and then called upon to contribute to support those 
facilities for the benefit of the great commercial 
cities of the country. : 

I am, for one, perfectly willing that Congress 
should pass a law—and I believe it is the duty of 
Congress to pass such a law—as shall make the 
Post Office Department a self-sustaining branch of 
the Government. Iam perfectly willing that my 
district should contribute its share towards meet- 
ing the burdens of the Government; but I am not 
willing, when thatis done, that you should increase 
your postal facilities between the greatcommercia 
cities to two mails a day, while in the rural dis- 
tricts of the country they cannot get more than 
two mails per week, and, in many Instances, not 
more than one a week. 

But, sir, it is not my purpose to trespass upon 
the time of the House, but move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. If the friends of the bill prefer that it 
should be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, I will not object to that 
disposition of it. é ; 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Will the gentleman 
allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. McMULLIN. No, sir; my friend wants, 
I know, to postpone the further consideration of 
this bill for three weeks; but 1 cannot consent to 
make, or to allow him to make, that motion, 
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Mr. CHURCH WELL. Will the gentleman 
allow me a moment for personal explanation ? 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Certainly, 1 will yield for 
that purpose. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL.. I am forced to be- 


lieve that my friend from Virginia was not in the | 


House during the early proceedings of the day, 
for he certainly has not understood the position I 
assumed in debate, or my argument upon the bill. 
Tagree with my friend in hisidea that the Post Office 
Department should bea self-sustaining branch of 
the Government. Lagree with him that we should 
increase the mail facilities in his own rural dis- 
trict and mine. “I desire to see daily mails estab- 
lished in those more sparsely settled portions of 
the'country, I wish to see the Department placed 
in a condition in which it may defend itself against 
the competition of. pa enterprise; against ex- 

ress lines established by private individuals. 1 

now that our community need additional postal 
facilities, and my object is to increase the revenue 
of the Department, so as to secure in his southwest- 
ern Virginia, and in my own native Tennessee, 
daily mails over that mountain country. 

A Meysner. If youreceive weekly mails there 
you will do well. ; 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Perhaps so; but I 
shall not be satisfied with weekly; I want to see 
daily mails there; and I could show that the effect 
of this bill would, to a certain extent, have an 
effect in that direction, for it will be to increase 
the revenue of the Department. ¥ 

Now, sir, inasmuch as this is an important bill, 
requiring further consideration, and inasmuch as 
other gentlemen desire to speak upon it, I ask my 
honorable friend from Virginia that he will allow 
me to make the motion that its further considera- 
tion be postponed for three weeks, and not to send 
it to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union—where it will never be heard of again, 

erhaps for the next one hundred years—to a long 
foma! L know that my friend cannot be so cruel 
to the only bantling which I have before the body. 
[Laughter.} He professes to love me; and if he 
does, then he certainly cannot treat my measure 
harshly. [Laughter.] He will surely let the poor 
bantling live for three weeks. Then, if there be 
nothing in it, the bill will die. When it dies, I 
shall go with it to the grave, and a tear, if it be 
the only one, shall fall on its bier. If the benev- 
olence of my friend will allow me, I now submit 
the motion that the consideration of the bill be 
postponed for three weeks. 

Ar. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is still on the floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Ihave no doubt that my 
distinguished friend from Tennessee believes all 
that he has said in regard to the practical view of 
this measure, 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. A good deal more. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman saysa good 
deal more. I remember perfectly well’ that the 
distinguished- chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads in the Thirty-Second 
Congress, was equally ag sincere as my friend from 
Tennessee in the belief that the then reduction of 
the postage would not seriously affect the revenues 
of the Post Office Department. He was mistaken, 
and my friend may also be mistaken. 

My friend saya that I love him, I respect him 
as one gentieman does another, I love my friend 
well, but I love my country more. [Laughter.] 
If the question be one of the paramount import- 
ance claimed, why not give it the direction that 
all important bills take? Let it go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole -on the state of the Union. 
There all the gentlemen who desire to speak on it, 
for or against it, will have a fair field and a clear 
sky. I propose to give the bill that direction. I 
propose to send it to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, where it will not be lost. 
I shall go with the gentleman to resurrect it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. With the gen- 
tleman’s permission, 1 would ask the Chair 
whether a motion has been made that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The motion has not been 


made. 

__Mr. WASHBURN. I would be glad then 
if the gentleman from Virginia would make that 
motion, 


Mr. MceMULLIN. I now yield for the pur- 
pose of explanation to my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Whenvwill the morn- 
ing hour expire, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. At ten minutes past one. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. The gentleman has 
entirely misunderstood the character of the bill. 
In all candor I would inquire of him whether he 
has read the bill? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I havewead a portion of it 
in the newspaper. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. A portion of it! I 
have but onemore proposition to make to my friend 
from Virginia. Will he agree to make the bill a 
special order? He professes to love me next to 
his country. I imagine I have a high place in his 
affections. {Laughter.] Will the gentleman agree 
to make the billa special order? 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 cannot agree to do so. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Then I hope the House 
will agree to postpone its consideration for two 


weeks. If it be the pleasure of gentlemen, let the’ 


postponement be for three weeks. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I should like to accommo- 
date the gentleman from Tennessee, but I have a 
duty to perform, from which I cannot swerve. 
Gentlemen on various sides desire that I shall 
afford the bill a fair and full consideration. ‘I'he 
gentleman from Tennessee desires to know whether 
I had read the bill. What time have I had to 
read it? It was this morning, for the first time, 
published in the Globe, and laid upon our tables. 

looked over it very hastily, and the remarks of 
the honorable gentleman, and of my worthy col- 
league from Virginia, induced me to get the floor 
for the purpose of submitting a proposition to re- 
fer it to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for full, free, and fair considera- 
tion. If there is a majority in favor of the bill, it 
can be taken up at any time, and [ assure the 
friends of the bill that I will aid them to take itu 
at the proper time. I therefore move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and on that I call the previous 
question, $ 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I cannot. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire simply to 
state, that if the bill is referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, it will 
never be taken up; for,as is usual and customary, 
the whole time when we are in committee will 
be occupied in discussing Nebraska, or some other 
question. I hope, therefore, that the House will 
vote down the motion to refer the bill, and post- 
pone its consideration for three or four weeks. 

The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the pre- 
vious question withdrawn? 

Mr. McMULLIN. It is not. 

The SPEAKER. Then debate is out of order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr, PHELPS. Before the question is put 
upon that motion, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report back the deficiency bill. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back the deficiency bill with 
sundry amendments. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the amend- 
ments were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a 
bill; which was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill to be entitled an act to enable the States 
of Missouri, Arkansas, and Mississippi, to apply 
a portion of the swamp lands granted to each, 
respectively, to aid in the construction of the St, 
Louis, Helena, and New Orleans railroads. 

„The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 


i retary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution 


of the House of the 4th instant, transmitting all 
the information in the possession of the Depart- 
ment touching the expediency of an appropria- 
tion by Congress to defray the expenses already 
incurred, and that may hereafter be incurred, in 


the prosecution of the persons engaged in the 
destruction of the Martha Washington. 
Mr. ORR. The document seems to be a very 


‘long one, and I move that it be referred tothe 


Committee on the Judiciary, and that it be printed. 
The SPEAKER. That order will be made, no 
objection being made. 
communication was then laid before the 
House, transmitting a statement of the contingent 
expenses of the Department of the Interior from 
the Ist of July, 1852, to the 30th June, 1853, as 
required by the act of 26th August, 1842; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HIESTER. [ask the unanimous consent 


| of the House to introduce a resolution. 


Mr. WALSH. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

TheSPEAKER. Several gentlemen are calling 
for the question upon the-motion submitted by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr.Cuivemany] 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole, and it must now be put. 

Thé question was then taken on Mr. CLING- 
man’s motion, and it was decided in the afirma- 
tive. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orr in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, they had under consideration House bill No. 
48, being a bill making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1855, upon which 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Presto] is 
entitled to the floor. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. PRESTON alluded to the fact that there 
are two bills in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, proposing to organize ter- 
ritorial governments for Nebraska and Kansas, 
and pointed out the main differences between the 
two measures, That from the Senate contains 
what is known as the Badger amendment and the 
Clayton amendment, and Both contain a common 
provision which declares that the act known as 
the Missouri compromise is rendered inoperative 
by the measures of 1850. 

These bills, he said, in the course of his remarks, 
propose equal rights to the people of the slave~ 
holding, and equal rights to those of the non-slave- 
holding States, to settle in Nebraska and Kansas, 
and organize their own government. He was in 
favor of this principle. As to the power of Con- 
gress to interdict slavery in the Territories, he 
did not think it exists. You can find precedents 
in the decisions of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, that Congress possesses plenary power 
over the Territories. Butif Congress possesses 
this power, they sught not to exercise it, because 
the settlement of the question of slavery ought 
to be delegated to the people who are to inhabit 
the Territories. 

He conceived that the Badger amendment 
neither helps nor hurts in this matter. On the face 
of the bill that Senator made a conclusive argu- 
ment that it does not alter the terms of the bill as 
it was originally introduced in the Senate. As a 
southern man, he asked for-no reéstablishment of 
slavery by implication in Nebraska, but simply 
the right to go there to meet his northern friend 
and brother, and with him establish the founda- 
tions of society, with or without slavery. 

He gave his reasons why he should vote to 
strike out the Clayton amendment; and, towards 
the conclusion of his remarks, called on the North 
to render to the South the equality which has been 
so long denied. The advocates of the bill were 
not afraid of discussion; and it was his belief the 
bill will pass. [His speech will be found in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, said thathe was op- 
posed to the Nebraska and Kansas bill which has 
come to us from the Senate, because 

Ist. It limits suffrage to white men. 

2d. It limits suffrage to citizens. 

3d. It is so drawn as to mislead readers into the 
belief that it recognizes the doctrine of non-inter- 
vention. 

4th. It looks to the existence of slavery in those 
Territories, and provides safeguards for it. 

oth. It allows that slavery ‘may exist in the 
States that shall be formed from these Territories. 
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. The hammer fell when Mr. S. wasin the midst 
of his argument to prove that all American sla- 
very is unconstitutional. 

(Mr. S. retains for revision the report of his 
speech. 

Mr. CARUTHERS obtained the floor. 

Mr. MILLER. Will my colleague yield me the 
floor for the purpose of making a metion that the 
committee rise? 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I will yield the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. MILLER. 
tee rise. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the civil and diplomatic 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BISSELL. There are several bills from 
the Senate upon the Speaker’s table, which it 
would be well, perhaps, to dispose of now, as it 
will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House adjourn. 

` The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 


The House thereupon, at five minutes past three 


o’clock, p. m., adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


I then move that the commit- 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 7, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Witutam H. MILBURN. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

ThePRESIDENT. The Chair will inform the 
Senator that this is private bill day. 

Mr. MORTON. Exactly. That is the point 
to which I intend to speak. I presume it is the 
intention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to move to go into Executive 
session; but there is one private bill which I think 
will elicit no discussion, in which a constituent of 
mine is deeply interested. Itis very important 
to him that the bill should pass through Congress 
as soon as possible. It is the bill for the relief of 
Manuel Hernandez. I will state to the Senate 
that if the bill should be taken up, and should 
elicit the least discussion, I shall be perfectly will- 
ing that it may be passed over. 

Several Senarons. This is objection day. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform 
the Senator that, under the rule, no bill can be 
discussed to-day, but with unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask for the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to consider that bill. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to say to the Senator 
that I suppose the Senate will concur in proceed- 
ing to the consideration of private bills to-day, 
under the order; and the very fact that this is the 
day on which bills cannot be discussed, will show 
that by proceeding in order we can pass probably 


three fourths of the bills on the Calendar, and the 


Senator’s bill with them. 

Mr. MORTON. 1 have no objection to that 
course being pursued, but I understood the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] would move for 
an Executive session. 

Mr. STUART. I hope not. 

Mr. MASON. I understand if I move for an 
Executive session, any single objection will pre- 
vent it. Am I right in that construction of the 


> 


rule? 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir; that is the con- 
struction which the Chair gives to the rule. 

Mr. MASON. Then, sir, I will say that if 
there can be a common understanding that at one 
o'clock I may beallowed to move for an Executive 


session, I will not make the motion at an earlier || 


moment. The Senate are aware that I think it 
necessary that the Senate should proceed to the 


sion; yet, if such an understanding can be arrived 
at, I will not make that motion until one o’clock. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I do not wish to be under- | 
stood as compromitted at all by any agreement of 
that sort. I think we can dispose of a great many | 
bills on the Calendar, for this- is objection day; 


| up 


but if we shall not have reached some bills in 
which I am interested by one o’clock, 1 shall not 
feel at liberty to assent to the course suggested by 
the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. MASON. I consider it my duty to move 
for an Executive session although it will saper- 
sede private business. I therefore move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. Iam not certain that I should 
object to the motion of the Senator from Virginia 
if 1 did not think it desirable, for reasons which I 
cannot now state, that the Senate should not pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 
1 believe the public interests would be advanced by 
our proceeding with the private business to-day, 


leaving Executive business for to-morrow. The | 


Senator therefore, I hope, will not think [am per- 
sonal and discourteous if I object to proceeding to 
the consideration of Executive business to-day. 
~Mr. MASON. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the Senate must 
proceed to the consideration of the private bills 
upon the Calendar. 

JOHN G. MACKALL. 

The first bill on the Calendar was one reported 
from the Committee on Claims, for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John G. Mackall, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. STUART. Is not that one of the bills 
which involves the question which was discussed 
the other day by the Senators from Maryland and 
Delaware? : 

Reet PRESIDENT. It is one of the same class 
of bills. 


Mr. STUART. I think it had better be looked | 


into. 
The PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed 
over. 
WILLIAM G. RIDGELY. 
The PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar is one for the relief of William G. Ridgely. 


| It is one of the same class referred to by the Sen- 


ator from Michigan. 
Mr. STUART. Let it be passed over. 
The PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
DAVID MYERLE. 
The next bill was.one, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, for the relief of David 


Myerle. 
Mr. STUART. That is a controverted bill; 
let it go over. 


MOORE AND HASCALL’S PATENT. 


The next bill was one, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, for the 
relief of Hiram Moore and John Hascall. 

Mr. STUART. That is objected to by others, 
not by me. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

JOHN BRONSON. 

The next bill was one for the relief of John 
Bronson, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. EVANS. Ishould like to know why this 
claim has never been presented heretofore? It is 
always suspicious when aclaim hasstood for forty 


ears. 
4 The PRESIDENT. There is a report in the 
case. Does the Senator desire to hear it read? 
Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 
The report of the Committee on Claims was 
accordingly read. $ : 
Mr. SLIDELL. I think this is the bill which 
the Senator from Delaware discussed at some 
length the other day. 1 see now that he is in his 
place, and I wish to call his attention to it. 
The PRESIDENT. if there be objection, the 
bill must be passed over. eh 
Mr. CASS. I think there can be no objection. 
I have known the case for thirty-five years. It 
comes clearly within the rules which we have 
applied under similar circumstances; and I think 
no gentleman who examines it will object to it. 


| The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wane] 


: ° , i; reported the bill. 
consideration of public matters m Executive ses- || rep 


Mr. BAYARD. F havea few words to say 


on lt. 
The PRESIDENT, ‘It is objected to; so the 
bill must go over. 
THOMAS BUTLER. 
The bill for the relief of Thomas Butler, re- 


ported from the Committee on Commerce, was; 
read a second time, and considered as in Commits 
tee of the Whole. a 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay. 
to Thomas Butler, of the city of New York, the 
sum of $2,922, being the cost of extra work per. - 
formed, and materials furnished, in the eonstrue+ 
tion of a light-house on Execution Rocks, n Long 
island sound, by order of the engineer in charge, 
and not within the terms of a contract executed: 
by Butler for the construction of that: light-house. 

On the 4th day of August, 1847, a contract was 
executed between Cornelius W. Lawrence, super- 
intendent of light-houses, &c., in behalf the Uni- 
ted States, and Thomas Butler, for the construction. 
by. Butler of a light-house on Execution Rocks,: 
in Long Island sound. Amongother things, it was 
provided by the terms of the- contract, that the 
work should be done under the superintendence 
and direction of an éngineer, to be appointed by 
Lawrence in behalf of. the United States, and that. 
the largest and most suitable of the several rocks. 
composing the group called Execution Rocks, 
should be selected for the site of the building. 
The contract provided for the construction of the 
foundation as follows: ‘The rock not being of 
sufficient extent to receive the full size of the base 
building, the deficiency is to be made up. with con- 
crete, or split granite, well bedded in hydraulic 
cement.” The working drawings, accompanying. 
the specification, also show that. the foundation 


| was designed to be built of split stone. It appears 


by the evidence accompanying the memorial of 
Mr. Butler, that by. the direction of the engineer 
appointed by the superintendent, of light-houses 
to take charge of the work, hewn granite was sub= 
stituted by the petitioner in the foundation for the 
split granite mentioned in the contract. This is 
dietinedy proved by the testimony of Wiliam 
Brainerd. 

The evidence presented establishes that the stone 


‘| was cut by the direction of the engineer employed 


in behalf of the United States; that the cost of 
cutting it was twenty-five cents per superficial foot; 
and that the number of superficial feet cut was 
nine thousand and five hundred, making the coat 
of the extra work in cutting the stone, $2,375. 
The petitioner claims payment for other items 
of extra work, and for materials furnished not inè 
cluded in the terms of the contract, viz: 
For one iron ring, 23 feet in diameter, 24 
inches round, and letting in, cost..... $160 00. 
One iron ‘ring, 21 feet in diameter, 1} 


inches round, and letting in, cost... 110 00 
Four hundred pounds of copper dowels, 

put in lower courses, at twenty-five, 

cents per pound...... sesecccsresees 100 00 
Drilling holes for the. same in eight : 

courses Of StONE.. ea secereereeee ces, 122 00 
Iron clamps in basement and over win- 

GOWE...ceseeecccrectccccrsonecsone 45 00 


Total...cccosccosccccccsnvcecss HOAT 00 


It is clear that the petitioner was not required by 
the contract to furnish these materials and work. 
Besides other proof in support of the latter items 
of charge, the engineer who had the superintend- 
ence of the work during the latter portion of the 
time when the light-house was being constructed, 
certifies to the correctness of the charges for the 
extra work and materials, and states that they 
were of the utmost importance to the strength and 
safety of the light-house. r 

The petitioner has given reasons satisfactory. to 
the committee why these charges: were not pre- 
sented in season to be paid out of the appropri- 
ation for the light-house. Mr. Norris, the engineer 
who originally had charge of ‘the work, left for 
California, in December, 1848, after the founda- 
tions were laid, and the extra work charged for 
was performed, so that. the petitioner could not 
obtain the necessary report or certificate from the 
engineer to enable him to obtain the allowance of: 
his charges at the Treasury. 

Mr. Butler also claims $2,000 for damages for 


delay of the work for nine months, on account of 


the site for the light-house not having been fixed 
by the United States; and the further sum of $588 
charged to him by the accounting officers of the, 
Treasury, and deducted from the amount payable 
by contract for extra time of the engineer em- 
ployed to superintend the work. He has’ not 


presented satisfactory evidence-in support of the 
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latter claims; on the contrary, it appears from cor- 
respondence of the committee with the Fifth Au- 
ditor, that the delay in. fixing the site for the 
light-house was caused by the petitioner. In the 
opinion of the committee, the two latter items 
should not be allowed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


LIEUTENANT R. E. COCHRANE. 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Sally T. B. Coch- 
rane, widow of the late Lieutenant R. E. Coch- 
rane, United States Army, reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill appropriates the sum of $150 to Mrs. 
Cochrane, the value of a horse belonging to Lieu- 
tenant Cochrane, which was used for express 
riding in the public service by order of Lieutenant 
Colonel Garland, United States Army, at Fort 
Smith, in 1841, and died in consequence of that 
service. 

Lieutenant Colonel John Garland, of the fourth 
infantry, certifies that the horse was employed by 
him on public service to take an express from Van 
Buren to Fort Smith, Arkansas. 

The claim is supported by the certificate of E. 
H. Abadie, assistant surgeon United States Army, 
who says, that whilst he was stationed at Fort 
Smith, Arkansas, seven companies of the fourth 
infantry, under the command of Lieutenant Colo- 
nel John Garland, arrived at that post from Fort 
Gibson, on the 19th September, 1841, en route for 
Florida, The same night they embarked on board 
the steamer Artizan, and left Fort Smith some 
time on the 20th. Ata point below Van Buren, 
some fifteen miles, more or less, the boat was 
snagged, and sunk on a sand bar, where she 
grounded—unable to proceed further. On or about 
the 21st September, hearing of the situation of the 
boat and troops, Lieutenant R. E. Cochrane, 
acting assistant quartermaster at the post, and he, 
rode some seventeen miles across the woods, to 
where they lay. Lieutenant Cochrane riding his 
own horse, a fine, high-spirited animal, which had 
been sold a few weeks previous, Lientenant Coch- 
rane purchasing him. Whilst at the boat, Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Garland sent an express, a soldier, 
on Lieutenant Cochrane’s horse, across to Van 
Buren; thence across the river again to Fort 
Smith, back to the boat. On starting to return to 
the fort, the same evening, it was apparent that 
Lieutenant Cochrane’s horse was sick. With 
difficulty they got back to the garrison in a walk, 
Two hours after their return the horse was dead, 

Mr. JOLENSON, This is a bill for the relief 
of the widow of a public officer, who served in 
the Mexivan war, and died at Resaca dela Palma, 
I believe, or Palto Alto. It is for the loss of a 
horse, and the sum is only $150. I hope the 
Senate will pass it. The proof is ample; It has 
heretofore passed the Senate, and is now reported 
amosualy. by the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


THOMAS B. PARSONS. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas B. Parsons, 
reported from the Committee on Pensions, was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole. 

The bill proposes to direct the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to pay Thomas B, Par- 
sons, who was disabled while in the naval service 
of the United States, in the successful effort to 
save the lives of seven persons, three dollars per 
month from the Ist of September, 1808, to the Ist 
of June, 1835, as the difference between the rate 
of pension of a seaman and that of a coxswain, 
which grade he filled at the time of the injury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


AMOS KNAPP. 

The bill for the relief of Amos Knapp, reported 
from the Committee on Pensions, was read a sec- | 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole, 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to | 
pay to Amos Knapp a sum equal to eleven dollars 


per month from the Ist of July, 1848; and it in- 
creases his pension, granted by actof July 12, 
1852, to the rate of eleven dollars per month, to 
continue during his natural life. 

On the 12th of July, 1852, an act was passed, 
placing the name of petitioner on the pension 
rolls, at the rate of eight dollars per month, to take 
effect from its passage. By a certificate of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, it is proved 
that Knapp’s papers, upon which the relief was 
finally granted, in 1852, were presented and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in April, 
1848, with the exception of a certificate of Hon. 
A.M. Schermerhorn, that the signatures to his 
petition were genuine, The petitioner now prays 
that his pension may be made to commence at the 


‘time when he presented the evidence, with the ex- 


ception referred to, upon which the act of 1852 
was based. 

The evidence is also clear, and of the highest 
character, (being of record as certified by Assist- 
ant Adjutant General Thomas, and by Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, Gallaher,) that Knapp 
was a sergeant (and not a private) in the thirty- 
first infantry of the war establishment of 1812; 
and, as such, as shown by the pay-tables, was 
entitled to and received eleven dollars per month. 
It also further is shown by the papers accompany- 
ing the petition, that he, while in the service and 
in the line of his duty, incurred rheumatism, 
which resulted, after his honorable discharge, in 
total disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


GEORGE MORELL. 

The bill to provide compensation for the services 
of George Morell in adjusting titles to land in 
Michigan, reported from the Committee on 
Claims, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Maria Morell, widow of George Mo- 
rell, late a judge of the United States for the Ter- 
ritory of Michigan, for his services in ascertaining, 
adjusting, and settling claims to land, and per- 
forming other duties in conformity with several 
laws, at the rate of $500 per annum, from the 
time of his appointment as a judge of the United 
States for that Territory, to the 24th of Septem- 
ber, 1836. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 

The next on the Calendar was the joint resolu- 
tion explanatory of an act entitled “An act for 
the relief of Abigail Stafford;’? which had been 
reported from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. BRIGHT objected to 
its consideration; and it was passed over. 

BENEDICT J. HEARD. 

The next on the Calendar was the bill for the 
relief of Benedict J. Heard; reported from the 
Committee of Claims. 

Paa BAYARD. Ihave something to say on 
tnat, 

The bill was passed over. 

LYMAN N. COOK. 

The bill from the [louse of Representatives, 
for the relief of Lyman N. Cook, reported from 
the Committee on Pensions, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the name of Lyman N. Cook to be 
placed on the pension roll of the United States al 
a rate of $22 50 per month during his natura; 
ife. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

ISRAEL JOHNSON. 


Mr. RUSK. i ask the unanimous consent of 


the Senate to report a private bill from the Com- | 


mittee on Indian Affairs. It is a small bil, and 
I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was received by unanimous consent, 
read a first and second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to direct the Secretary cf the Treas- | 


ury to pay Israel Johnson, of Cass county, Indi- 
ana, $570, 


Johnson alleges that, at the time of the attempted 
treaty with the Miami tribe of Indians, in 1833, 
he, at the request, and under the direction of Gen- 
eral William Marshall, Indian agent, and Nicholas 
D. Grover, sub-agent, hauled from Logansport to 
the forks of the Wabash, three loads of baggage, 
for which he was to receive $45 each, making $135 
inall, Also, that, by the orders of the same parties, 
he hauled one load of baggage from the treaty 
ground at the forks of the Wabash, to the pay- 
ment ground of the Pottawatomies, on the Tippe- 
canoe river, for which he was to receive $45; also, 
being a hotel-keeper at Logansport, he entertained 
and kept a large number of Indians for some time 
prior to the attempted treaty, for which he charges 
$220; also, that, while the Indians were in coun- 
cil, he gave, by direction of the agent, a public 
dinner to the chiefs of the tribes, for which he 
charges $75; also, that he was employed to trans- 
port six boys of the Pottawatomie tribe to Mad- 
ison, on their way to the Choctaw Academy, for 
which it was agreed that he should be paid $100. 
The evidence leaves no room to doubt the truth 
of the allegations. Among the affidavits, Mr. 
Grover, the sub-agent, who was on the ground, 
bears testimony to the service, and the reason- 
ableness of the compensation. 

When the accounts. pertaining to the commis- 
sion were presented by the agent of the United 
States, at the War Department, Johnson’s ac- 
counts were omitted; and the omissionis accounted 
for by the fact that upon-the failure of the treaty, 
the commissioners hurriedly made up their ac- 
counts during the night following, and left their 
treaty ground early the next morning, while John- 
son was absent from the ground. Ño partof the 
claim has been paid by the United States, but al- 
lowances for precisely similar services have been 
made to others in the settlement of the accounts 
of the commission. 

The objection to the payment at the War De- 
priment is, that the accounts are not approved 

y the whole Board of Commissioners, three in 
number, The evidence before the committee shows 
that the agent for the Indians, General Marshall, 
from the fact that the other gentlemen on the com- 
mission were strangers to the Indians and the 
whites in the neighborhood, was the active and 


| acting man, and made all the necessary arrange- 


ments. 

It was through no fault of Johnson that the ac- 
counts were not laid before the board, but it was 
the result of the neglect of General Marshall, 
whose duty it was to have done so in Johnson’s 
absence, as Marshall had required theservices and 
been furnished with the accounts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


CAPTAIN HOOB. 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
for the relief of Emelie Hooe, widow of Captain 
Flooe, reported from the Committee on Pensions, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place upon the pension list the name of 
Emelie Hooe, widow of Brevet Major Alexander 
S. Hooe, late of the United States Army, whose 
death was occasioned by a wound received in the 
battle of Resaca de la Palma, on the 9th of May, 
1846, and allow her per month the half pay of a 
captain in the Army of the United States, for ten 
years, to commence on the Ist of January, 1854; 
but the pension is to cease if she die in the mean 
time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


UTICA STEAM WOOLEN COMPANY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief: of the Utica Steam 
Woolen Company. It appropriates $1,181 16 to 
the Utica Steam Woolen Company, of Utica, in 
the State of New York, in full of their account 
for interest on goods furnished to the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department. 

Mr. SHIELDS called for the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Claims, and it was 
accordingly read. 

It appears that in 1851 the company made 
a contract with G. H. Crossman, quartermas- 
ter, in behalf of the United States, to furnish cer- 
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tain broadcloths, to be used for making clothing 
for the Army, and that they were to be paid from 
time to time, as the goods were delivered. The 
contract was fulfilled by the company; but, by 
reason of the late period at which the appropria- 
tion bills for that year were passed, the money 
was not ready until some time after the delivery 
of the cloths. The claim is for interest on the 
principal sum, from the time of the delivery of 
the goods, when the money, by the terms of the 
contract, became payable, to the time when the 
payment was actually made. A 

Mr. BRIGHT. It appears to me that there 
must be something wrong about this bill. This 
Government always has money enough in the 
Treasury to satisfy all demands of that kind; and 
l apprehend that, on looking into the matter, it 
will be found that the laches was on the part of 
the claimants. I object, therefore, to the consid- 
eration of this bill, until Í can have an opportunity 
of looking into it. 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 


CAPTAIN PHILIP F. VOORHEES. 
The next bill, which was one for the relief of 
Captain Philip F. Voorhees, United States Navy, 
was.objected to by Mr. Suet, and passed over. 


OTWAY H. BERRYMAN. 


The bill for the relief of Otway H. Berryman,4 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
was objected to by Mr. Sruart, and passed over. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 

The PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar is one for settling the claim of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased. 

Mr. EVANS. l have looked into that case, 
and I desire that the bill may be passed over. The 
committee have allowed the man more than he is 
entitled to. j 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed 
over. 

JOHN S. WILSON. 

The bill for the relief of John S. Wilson, re- 
ported from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, was read a second time. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to John S. Wilson the sum of 
$800, with interest at the rate of six per cent. per 
annum, from the 17th of May, 1822, in full com- 
pensation to him for damages sustained by being 
evicted of his title, derived by patent from the 
United States, to the east half of section twenty- 
two and west half of section twenty-three, In 
township fifty-two north, of range one east, of 
the fifth principal meridian in the State of Mis- 
souri, by the decree of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in favor of the devisees of Auguste 
Choteau, at the January term in 1835. 

Mr. BAYARD. I must move to amend that 
bill. I do not wish to discuss it, if the amend- 
ment can be adopted. I move to strike out the 
words ** with interest thereon at the rate of six 
ee a per annum from the 17th day of May, 
1822.’ 

Mr. BADGER. Then I object to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. My colleague, who is 
not here to-day, from indisposition, asked me to 
request that the bill might be laid over. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed 
over. 

HEZEKIAH JOHNSON. 

The bill, from the House of Representatives, for 
the relief of Hezekiah Johnson, of the town of 
Bridgewater, in the State of Vermont, reported 
from the Committee on Pensions, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause the name of H. Johnson to be placed upon 
the roll of invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, to commence on the Ist of Jan- 
uaty, 1853, and to continue during his life. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, although this 
is objection day, as we call it, I hope there will be 
no objection to my making the usual motion that, 


when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to meet on 
Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT JAMES A. DEANY. 


The bill, from the House of Representatives, for 
the relief of Mary Deany, widow of the late Lieu- 
tenantJames A. Deany, of the United States Army, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Mary Deany upon the pension 
rolls, and cause to be paid to her the sum of fifteen 
dollars a month, for ten years, commencing Jan- 
uary 1, 1853; but in case of her marriage or death, 
the pension is to be paid to her two children, or the 
survivor of them. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amend- 
ment, to add the words * under sixteen years of 


age,” so that the pension shall cease when the | 


survivor attains that age. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. It was read a third time, and passed. 


AARON STAFFORD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief of Aaron Stafford. 

it proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of Aaron Stafford on the 
roll of invalid pensioners, and to pay him at the 
rate of fifteen dollars a month, from and after the 
4th of March, 1848, and to continue during his 
natural life, but all sums are to bededucted which 
he has received as an invalid pensioner since the 
4th of March, 1848, and all acts heretofore passed 
for his relief are repealed. 

The petitioner held a commission as adjutant 
on the 13th day of October, 1812, in the sixteenth 
detached regiment of the militia of New York, in 
the service of the United States, during the last 
war with Great Britain. In that capacity he vol- 
unteered on that day, with about two hundred men, 
to cross over from Lewiston to Queenstown, and 
he was engaged in the storming of Queenstown 
Heights, and in that battle on that day. While 
he was so engaged he received four severe and 
dangerous wounds—one above the right temple, 
from a musket ball; another from a bullet passing 
through his right thigh; a third froma musket 
ball in the left shoulder; and a fourth froma grape 
shot, in his left thigh. But, notwithstanding the 
first three wounds, he continued fighting, and urg- 
ing on his men, until struck in the left thigh with 
agrape shot. The wound received by the grape 
shot was so severe thatit knocked him down the 
bank of the Niagara river, about one third of the 
way to the water, and he was only saved from 
being precipitated into the river by grasping with 
his right hand a shrub, and thereby saving his 
life; and in the general surrender of all the forces 
on that field he was helped*from his perilous posi- 
tion, and delivered as a prisoner of war to the 
enemy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


SILAS CHAMPION. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, to 
provide a pension for Silas Champion, of Genesee 
county, in the State of New York, reported from 
the Committee on Pensions, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. ; 

It proposes to entitle him, as an invalid pen- 
sioner, to eight dollars per month, to commence 
from January 1, 1852. 

Champion was a resident of the State of Ver- 
mont; and on the 7th of September, 1814, he vol- 
unteered for the defense of Plattsburg. He was 
in the battle of the Saranac on the llith of that 
month as one of the advanced guard, and aided in 
driving the enemy back across the river Saranac. 
The night after the battle the force, of which he 
was a part, were compelled to lie upon the ground 
in the open air, without tent or blanket, with their 
muskets in their arms, to guard the ford of the 
river to prevent the enemy from again crossing, 
exposed through the whole night to a cold, drench- 
ing rain. Up tothat time he had been a stoutand 
healthy man, but upon the morning of the 12th 
September, 1814, after the batile and this night of 
exposure, he was found laboring under a violent 
attack of inflammatory rheumatism and fever, was 
carried home by his father, suffered much, and 
finally lost entirely the use of his right leg, and is 
totally disqualified from performing manual labor. 


The amendment was | 


He applied to the Commissioner of Pensions for 
relief, but it was refused upon the ground that he 
had not been regularly mustered into the service 
of the United States, which fact it was necessary 
for him to show to bring his. case within any ex» 
isting law upon the subject. : ee 

The proof of the case shows, ‘that the ther 
Governor of Vermont, being opposed to the ‘war; 
refuséd to call out'the militia in defense of the 
country, and that the petitioner and his conipan-. 
ions in arms were induced to volunteer from “in= 
formation received by a dispatch: from General 
Macomb, then stationed at Plattsburg: ‘This 
dispatch brought the intelligence, on the 7th Sep- 
tember, 1814, that the enemy, with a force of 
about six times the number of the American army 
stationed there, were making a descent upon that 
place. Upon this emergency the ‘petitioner and 
his companions in arms volunteered of their own 
accord, and at their own expense, and marched 
immediately to the scene of action, where they 
rendered efficient service to the country, though 
they were not formally and regularly mustered 
into the service of the United States; and for that 
service they have received no pay. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read “a 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. EDWARDS, | : 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the bill from the 
House of Representatives, for the relief of William 
B. Edwards. f : ý 

lt proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of W. B. Edwards on 
the pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to commence on the lst of January, 1854, 
and continue during his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 

MARY CARLTON. 

The bill for the relief of Mary Carlton, reported 
from the Committee on Pensions, was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of Mary Carlton on the 
list of revolutionary pensioners, at the rate of 
twenty-four dollars a year, to commence on the 
Ist of October, 1838, and to continue during her 
natural life. Hi 

Moses Carlton, the husband of the petitioner, 
was a soldier in the war of the Revolution.. The: 
precise day of his enlistment is not shown; but it 
is shown that he marched on the 25th day. of June, 
1780, from the town of Bradford, Massachusetts, 
and was ‘discharged from service on the 10th'day: 
of December following, twelve days being allowed 
him, in addition, to return home. This period 
falls three days short of six months? service; but 
the committee think the presumption is very strong 
that he enlisted at least three days before he 
marched with his detachment. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered'to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed, 

COMMANDER G. I. PENDERGRAST. 

The bill for the relief of Commander &, I, Pens 
dergrast, reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to ascertain, allow, and pay to Pen- . 
dergrast, the reasonable expenses, not exceeding 
$300, incurred by him for necessary medical atten- 
tion during his command of the navy-yard at 
Memphis, and while no surgeon was on duty at 
that station. 

The memorialist, 
at Memphis, was on 


commanding the navy-yard 
several occasions ill, and 
compelled to employ medical aid. There was no 
surgeon attached ‘to or near the post, and both 
himself and his subordinate officer were cona 
strained to seek the services of a private physi- 
éian; and the expenses thus incurred amounted 
to about $300. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

ISAAC COOK AND OTHERS. ; 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Cook and others, 

was objected to by Mr. Bayard, and passed over. 
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LIEUTENANT JOHN E. BISPHAM. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of House bill for the 
relief of the executors of the late Lieutenant John 
E. Bispham. 

It. proposes to appropriate $913 69, to be paid 
Caleb J. Good, executor of John E. Bispham, 
late of the United States Navy, deceased, for ex- 
penses incurred by the deceased in a suit arising 
out of the seizure of the brig Malaga, off the coast 
of Africa, by the United States brig Boxer, while 
under the command of Lieutenant Bispham. 

_ In April, 1846, Bispham, being the command- 
ing officer of the United States brig Boxer, board- 

ed and took. possession of the brig Malaga, on 
the coast of Africa. The seizure was made under 
the belief that the Malaga was about to engage 
in the transportation of slaves from that coast, and 
was made in good faith, under circumstances cal- 
culated to produce a very strong suspicion against 
the vessel seized. The Malaga was sent to the 
district of Massachusetts, and was libeled on the 
16th of June, 1846, but, on motion of the district 
attorney, the libel was discontinued. On the 17th 
of July, 1847, a suit was instituted by the owners 
of the Malaga against Bispham for the seizure, 
which, after full argument and trial, was dismissed 
with costs. The costs, as originally taxed by the 
clerk, included $500 for counsel fees. The libel- 
ants appealed from the taxation, and it was after- 
wards decided that ‘t counsel fees should not be 
allowed as costs, there being no fund in court.” 
In defending the suit, Lieutenant Bispham was 
compelled to employ counsel, and also to incur 
other necessary expenses, which it is thought it 
is the daty of Government to reimburse. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


THOMAS S. RUSSELL. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas S. Russell, 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. . 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers to audit the account of Thomas S. Russell, 
late an assistant commissary of subsistence in 
Colonel Brisbane’s regiment of Florida volunteers, 
and pay whatever amount may be found. due to 
him, notwithstanding the irregularity of his ap- 
pointment, and although his name does not appear 
upon the roils as one of the staff of Colonel Bris- 
bane. The amount, however, is not to exceed the 
pay of an assistant commissary of subsistence 
tage the 18th of February to the 10th of May, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


JOHN METCALF. 


The bill for the relief of John Metcalf, reported 
from the Committee on Claims, was read a second 
time. 

It proposes to appropriate to John Metcalf, 
$1,250, in full compensation for a quantity of 
goods belonging to him, which were lost or de- 
stroyed in consequence of the impressment into 
the service of the United States, by order of Gen- 
eral Brown, of the schooner Tempest, at Buffalo, 
in the summer of 1814. 

Mr. BAYARD objected to the consideration of 
the bill, and it was passed over. 


BENJAMIN ROWE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr Apams in 
the chair.) The next bill on the Calendar is the 
bill from the House of Representatives for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Rowe; which has been reported 
upon adversely by the Committee on Pensions of 
the. Senate. ž 

Mr. STUART. That being the case, I suppose 
the bill had better be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
go over. 

JOHN HAMILTON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
upon the Calendar is one from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of John Hamilton; which 
has heen reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions adversely. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ought not that report to be 
acted upon, unless some Senator dissents from it, 
and desires to discuss it? Should not the action 


of the Senate be had upon it now, if. no one pro- 
poses to debate it? . : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. This being 
objection day, no other business is proper for the 
consideration of the Senate, but bills which are 
not objected to. This bill has been reported upon 
adversely, anda day has already been set apart 
for the consideration of adverse reports. 

Mr. BAYARD. That applies, as I understand, 
to the case of adverse reports, where there is no 
bill—reports made upon petitions alone. - 

Mr. STUART. My understanding was that 
it was only to adverse reports upon petitions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made the bill will be passed over. 

ALTON NELSON. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Alton Nelson, reported from the 
Committee on Pensions, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of Alton Nelson, of the 
county of Warren, and State of New York, on 
the roll of invalid pensioners, at eight dollars a 
month, from the Ist of January, 1853. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


SUSAN COODY AND OTHERS. 

The bill for the relief of Susan Coody and others, 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to pay $1,992 62to Susan Coody and 
others, for property destroyed near Fort Gibson, 
by United Beaten soldiers, on the 12th of March, 
1345, in the proportion and sums respectively due 
them, according to the report of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the Senate, of June 24, 1850. 

Susan Coody and Richard Field were living on 
the military reserve, near Fort Madison, on the 
42th of March, 1845, when their houses were 
burnt by armed bands of soldiers who were after- 
wards tried and convicted by the United States 
district court for Arkansas, for that crime. The 
destruction of the houses was accompanied also 
by the Joss of their contents, which consisted of 
furniture, household clothing, and kitchen uten- 
} sils, an enumeration of which, considered by the 
committee to be reasonable and fair, was taken 
before the agent of the United States for the Cher- 
okees. ‘he proof does not implicate either one 
of the persons asking remuneration, in the causes 
which led to the disturbance. On thecontrary, it 
exempts Mrs. Coody from any such connection. 
The agent fully indorses the justice of the claim, 
and recommends the payment, except that of 

Richard Field in which happened the affair which 
led to a brutal attack of the women and children, 
some of whom were badly wounded. 

The ‘Commissioner of Indian Affairs declined 
the payment only for want of an appropriation. 
The various amounts of Josses specified in the re- 
port of the committee amount to $2,492 62, from 
which the loss and amount of damages alleged to 
have been sustained by the total abandonment of. 
property ($500) is deducted, leaving $1,992 62, 
for which the bill is reported. ; 

Mr. CHASE. Let that pass over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the bill must go over. 

SYLVESTER PETTIBONE. 

The bill for the relief of Sylvester Pettibone 
was read a second time, and considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

lt proposes to direct that Sylvester Pettibone, 
of Wisconsin, and his realand personal property, 
shall be released and relieved from a judgment in 
favor of the United States, obtained against him in. 
the district court of the United States for Wiscon- 
sin, and from all liens and encumbrances created 
by the judgment; with a provision, however, that 
the cost of the suit in which the judgment was 
rendered shall first be paid by him, together with 
the further sum of $500 for the benefit of the United 
States. 

Mr. STUART. I see that that bill has never 
undergone the investigation of a committee. It! 
proposes to release property from the effect of a 
judgment. I move its reference to the Judiciary 
Committee. 


The PRESIDENT. 


If there be no objection, 
that order will be made. 


Subsequently Mr. WALKER said: I did not 
notice the motion made by the Senator from Mich- 
igan to refer the bill to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. If he will give his attention to me for a 
moment, I think he will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. STUART. I move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BADGER. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Wisconsin 
can make his statement now. 

Mr. WALKER. Ivis the case, in regard to 
which I made a short statement the other day. 
Mr. Pettibone is a very old man; he became se- 
curity for his nephew, who was arrested for pass- 
ing a counterfeit quarter eagle gold piece. The 
bail required of him was very large; the nephew 
disappeared somewhat mysteriously, and Mr. 
Pettibone has never been able to produce him. 
Suit was brought against him in the district court 
of the United States, and a judgment of $3,000 
was rendered against him. The last particle of 
property that he had on earth has, been sold for 
it; the equity of gedemption has expired; and now 
it is proposed to relieve him upon the payment of 
$500 or $1,000. All the injury which the Gov- 
ernment sustained was the passing of one coun- 
terfeit quarter eagle. I would be very glad if I 
had the papers here, to produce them to the Sen- 
ate, but they are all in the House of Representa- 
tives. When the bill goes there they will have 
possession of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. I now withdraw the motion 
to refer. 


Mr. BAYARD. I object to the bill, as it has 
not been referred to a committee. I think its 
principle needs examination. 


JAMES EDWARDS AND OTHERS. 


The bill for the relief of James Edwards and 
others, reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was read a second time, and considered, 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 
ascertain, by the best evidence which the nature 
of the case will admit of, the value of the houses 
and other property of James Edwards, of the late 
Edward M. Wanton, and of Nehemiah Brush, 
destroyed at Micanopy, Florida, in pne had 1836, 
by order of Lieutenant Colonel B. K. Pierce, the 
commanding officer of that post, to prevent them 
from falling into the hands of the enemy, and that 
the amount so ascertained be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
but with the provision that the amounts so to be 
paid shall not exceed $2,482 32 in the case of Ed- 
wards; $1,812 50 in the case of Wanton, or $800 
in the case of Brush. ‘ 

It appears, by an official copy of reports from 
Lieutenant Colonel B. K. Pierce, of the United 
States Army, to his commanding officer, Colonel 
J. B. Crane, and from Colonel Crane to the War 
Department, that Micanopy,in Florida, was aban- 
donedon the 24th of August, 1836, in consequence 
of the inability of the force there to maintain itself 
against the enemy; and in pursuance of orders to 
that effect, Colonel Pierce states, that all the arti- 
cles, both private and public, which he was com- 
pelled to leave for want of transportation, he or- 
dered to be destroyed, to prevent their falling into ` 
the hands of the enemy. f 

A part of the property thus destroyed has been 
paid for by direction of acts of Congress for the 
relief of Charles Waldon, passed March 3, 1843, 
and of George Center, passed March 3, 1849. It 
isin evidence, and satisfactorily proved, by the 
affidavits of John H. McIntosh, Benjamin Har- 


| ris, Isaac Lanier, and Charles Waldron, that Ed- 


wards sustained heavy losses by the destruction 
of his property, consisting of houses, furniture, 
merchandise, &c., at Micanopy, on the 24th Au- 
gust, 1836, by order of the officer in command, to 
prevent the same from falling into the hands of 
the enemy. The amount of his damages is esti- 
mated at $2,482 32. Benjamin Harn, Isaac Lan- 
ier, John Dick, and Jesse A. Brush, all testifying, 
under oath, that the houses, merchandise; tools, 
&c., &c., of Wanton, were also destroyed, atthe 
same time and place, by the same order, and for 


+ 
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the same purpose. And his loss is estimated at 
$1,812 50 ; 

James Edwards’s testimony, sustaining the claim 
of the late John M. Brush, is, that the said Nehe- 
miah Brush owned a house at Micanopy at the 
time of its abandonment; that this house was worth 
$800; that it was destroyed by order of Colonel B. 
XK. Pierce on the 24th of August, 1836. Thg wit- 
ness was a house carpenter, and competent to 
judge of the value of the house, and his evidence 
is given in due form of law. He further testifies 
that this house, though it belonged to Nehemiah 
Brush, was in the occupancy—rented to—George 
Center, who has been paid for the goods, &c., 
destroyed in the house. 

in the cases of Edwards and Wanton the wit- 
nesses testify that, by permission of the officers, 
their goods, furfiiture, &c., were removed from 
their houses to the fort for greater safety, and when 
the fort was destroyed, everything it contained 
was burnt with it. 

The principle is fully established by the legisla- 
tion of Congress, that private property, destroyed 
by a commanding officer of the United States 
Army in a period of war, should be paid for. The 
destruction being for the common good of the com- 
munity, the loss should be borne in common. 

Mr. EVANS. That will lead to some discus- 
sion. Eam not satisfied with it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be passed over. 


JAMES WORMSLEY. 


The bill for the relief of James Wormsley, re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions, was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of James Wormsley on the 
roll of revolutionary pensioners, and pay him the 
sum of $96 per annum from the 4th of July, 
1848, and during his natural life. 

He enlisted into the service of the United States 
as a private soldier, in the State of Rhode Island, 
in June, 1780, for six months, under Lieutenant 
Johnson, who was attached to the regiment com- 
manded by Colonel Christopher Green, and 
served the full term of six months, when he was 
discharged, and he claims a pension under the act 
of 7th June, 1839. Several witnesses have testified 
that they were well acquainted with the petitioner 
when he enlisted, and that they believe he served 
in the regiment six months, as stated by him. It 
appears, however, from the records on file in the 
Pension Office, that, although he was paid for six 
months’ service, he was discharged before the ex- 


piration of six months; that the six months’ levies |: 


of 1780, in which he served, commenced 10th 
July, and were discharged on the last Monday of 
November, 1780. 

The act of 7th June, 1832, provides for those 
only who served and received pay for six months. 
The petitioner having served only about five 
months, is not legally entitled to a pension. But 

_having been willing to serve out the term for 
which he enlisted, and being now upwards of 
eighty-eight years of age, and destitute of the 
means of support, the committee think that he is 
entitled to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passsed. 


E. J. M’LANE. 
The bill for the relief of E. J. McLane, reported 


from the Committee on Commerce, was read a | 


second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to require the proper accounting ofi- 
cers of the Treasury to pay to E.J. McLane or his 
legal representative, $1,692 45, being compensa- 
tion for his services and expenses as inspector o 
the customs in the collection district of Brazos de 
St. Jago, in the State of Texas, while seizing and 
detaining horses and mules smuggled into the Uni- 
ted States from Mexico, witha provision, however, 
that he shall produce, before the accounting offi- 
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cers, satisfactory vouchers for the same, or to allow | 
and pay such part as shall be so vouched. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM HARRIS. i 
The bill for the relief of William Harris, of 
Georgia, reported from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. . 
lt proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle the claim of Wil- | 
liam Harris, and pay him for his services in the 
United States Arıny in the same manner as if he | 
had not deserted therefrom; but with the provi- 
sion that the same shall not exceed the-pay and | 
emoluments of a sergeant of infantry, from the | 
ET of April, 1814, to the 25th of November, 
Mr. CHASE objected to the bill, and it was 
: passed over. 


VASQUEZ AND COLLIGAN. 

The bill authorizing the legal representatives of 
Antoine Vasquez, Hypolite Vasquez, Joseph Vas- 
quez, and John Colligan to enter certain lands in 
Missouri, reported from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

it proposes to authorize the parties named to 
enter, without payment, at any land office in Mis- 
souri, in such quantities, agreeably to the United 
States surveys, as the claimants may desire, a 
quantity of land subject to private entry, not ex- 
ceeding eight hundred arpens for each of the three 
persons first named, and twelve hundred arpeis 
for Colligan, in lieu of, and in compensation for, 
aclaim of that quantity allowed to them by the 
board of commissioners appointed for tbe final 
adjustment of private land claims in the State of 
Missouri, and confirmed to them by ‘* An act con- 
firming claims to land in the State of Missouri, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 4, 1836, 
and to direct the register or registers of the land 
offices to receive the proper applications and proofs, 
and issue the necessary certificate or certificates, 
on return of which to the General Land Office, 
with proofs sufficient in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to establish the right of the 
claimants as such legal representatives, a patent 
or patents shall issue as in other cases. 

The sons of Don Benito Vasquez, viz: Benito, 
Antoine, Hypolite, Joseph, and Pierre Vasquez, 
claimed eight hundred arpens each of land in Mis- 
| souri, by virtue of a Spanish concession, alleged 
to have beey made in 1800. In 1806 they pre- 
sented their papers and proof to substantiate their 
claim before the commissioners appointed to inves- 
| tigate such claims, and in 1833 it was allowed by 
the board appointed under the act of the 9th July, | 
“1839. The board declare themselves unanimously 
| of opinion that this claim ought to be confirmed to | 
| the claimants, or their legal representatives, accord- | 
| ing to the concession. By the act of July 4, 1836, | 
| this, with other decisions in favor of claimants in || 
the report, were confirmed by Congress. 

Two sons of Vasquez, Benito and Pierre, or 
| their legal representatives, had located their lands |i 
before the board acted on the subject. 
to the premises located by Benito, under the con- 
cession, became the subject of adjudication in the 


| 


Court of the United States affirmed the tidleunder 
the grant. The two sons last named, having re- 
ceived their titles under the concession, have no 
i further claim on the Government. 
The lands’ conceded to Antoine, 
| Joseph Vasquez, were not surveyed or located 
when approved by the commissioners, and subse- 


836. This act excludes from its operation 
is- 
sioners, in which the locations had not actually 


14,1 


t 

| been made; but this claim, either by oversight, or |; 
| because it had in part been located, was, with one 

| or two others of a similar character, confirmed by 


| the act. 


t 
if 
i z $ 


The title |; j 
' November, 1835, to obtain 


| case of Bissell vs. Penrose, in which the Supreme |; try, 
| Columbia river, and 


uently confirmed by the act of Congress of Suly | 


i 


|| did, in the year 


In the cases of these confirmed claims, where 
no actual location of the premises had been made, 
a difficulty was found by the Department in grant- 
ing the land confirmed by the act to thé claimant, 
The opinion of the Attorney Generfl, Hon. H. 
D. Gilpin, was procured on the subject, in which, 
after examining the various provisions of the.act, 
he says: * I am of opinion that the first section of 
the act in question fully confirms and gives a valid 
tide under the grant to the sons of Benito Vas- 
quez; but I do not think that without further legis. * 
lation the same. can be located upon any of the 
public lands of the United States. This can‘never 
be done, except. by authority from the Legislature; 
and the law in question, though it confirms the 
grant, does not provide for its location.” . He 
further adds, that “all the claims confirmed by 
the first section, except a very few, were located 
Spanish grants; for them the second and third sec- 
tions of the act adequately provide; for the others , 
no provision is made, doubtless.from accidents but 
the omission is one that can only be supplied by 
legislation. ”? 3 i : 

The claim of Colligan for twelve hundred arpens 
of land was allowed by the same Board of Com- 
missioners on the 12th November, 1833, and was 
confirmed by the same act of Congress, of July 4, 
1836. This case presents the same difficulty as 
that above mentioned, arising from the want of 
survey and location before confirmation. 

As Congress has already decided on the merits 
of these claims, and has made the grant in ques- 


| tion, farther legislation authorizing the perfecting 


of the same by location on public lands ought to 
be had. In no other way can they obtain the 
benefit of a claim decided in their favor by the 
commissioners, and expressly confirmed by act of 
Congress. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, was read a third time, aod passed, ` 


WILLIAM A. SLACUM. 


The bill forthe relief of the personal represent- 
ative of William A. Slacuim, deceased, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. : A : 

The bill is designed to authorize the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to settle and ad- 
just the account of the late William A. Slacum, 
and to pay his personal representative, in addition 
to what Mr. Slacum received. in his lifetime, his . 
charges for expenses incurred. in visiting the:Co- 
lumbia river,.in pursuance of the directions of the 
Secretary of State, in the years.1836 and 1837; 
but the amount allowed in such expenses is not to 
exceed $712 90. It is also proposed to pay to his 
said representative, as compensation for the ser- 
vices rendered to the United States by Mr. Slacum 
on that mission, at the rate of six dollars per diem, 
commencing from the Ist of June, 1836, and con- 
tinuing to the 15th of March, 1837; but the amount 
of pay received by Mr. Slacum as a purser in the 
Navy of the United States, during the period-of 
time embraced in the above dates, is to be deducted 


| from the amount of that per diem allowance. 


The late William A. Slacum was commissioned 
by President Van Buren, through his Secretary 
of State, Mr. Forsyth, by his letter dated llth of 
some specific and au- 
thentic information in regard to the inhabitants of 
the country in the neighborhood of the Oregon or 
generally all such informa- 
tion in that region, political, physical. statistical, 
and geographical, as might prove useful or inter- 


| esting to this Government. 
Eypolite, and.) 


of this commission, Mr. Slacum 
1836, proceed to the Oregon Ter- 
ritory, and there fulfilled his instructions, and, in 
the year 1837, reported the results of his labors in 
his narrative, addressed to Secretary Forsyth. 
The claim for repayment of expenses ineurred 


In pursuance 


| and paid for the use and benefit of the Govern- 
i ment is founded upon the following facts: í 


'That not being able to procure a vessel to con- 
vey him from the west coast of Mexico, where he 


commenced to perform his mission. up the coast 


ions, and.servants, to perform the land journey to | 
Oregon; but owing to the difficulties and dangers | 
of the route at that season of the year, (especially | 


able, and ought to be allowed. 7 4 
“The second and third items are for freight and 
dnsurance paid by Mr.Slacum-on $3,000 in specie, 
of his own funds, conveyed with him to pay his 
expenses, and-all of which was devoted to the use 
of the United States; and for interest on $3,231 of 
* his own fonds, paid by him in expenses incurred | 
solely for the ase of the Government, as admitted | 
in the settlement of his accounts at the Treasury 
Department. The interest claimed is on this 
amount. from the time he’ so applied it till it was 
repaid to him at the settlement of his accounts, | 
upon his return to this city. These items together | 
amount tothe sum of 4280, which the committee 
think ought to be allowed. 

‘The item claimed for expenses of servant from 
Mexico to this city, the committee think ought 
not to be allowed, because they believe Mr. Sla- 
cum could have dispensed with his services, 

The item claiming the amount distributed in 
presents to Indians and others, for facilities in aid 
of his duties, the committee think is reasonable, |i 
and ought to be allowed; it amounts to $198. 

The memorialist also prays such compensation 
for his services as Congress may deem them to 
merit. Ajthough no remuneration for services was 
promised to Mr. Slacum by the President, yet it 
is reasonable and just that some compensation 
should be allowed on ‘this account. Mr. Slacum 
appears to have performed his mission with dis- 
patch and fidelity. It was a duty attended with | 
much privation, exposure, and peril; it was per- 
formed during the most inclement season; and it | 
was fruitful of mutch valuable information to this | 
Government, and of great benefit to our citizens | 
inhabiting that Territory. 

Mr. BAYARD objected to the consideration of 
the bill; and it was passed over. 


PRACTICAL ANESTHESIA. ! 

Mr. EVERETT. The bill to recompense the 

discoverer of practical anasthesia has been passed | 
over by the Chair. Ts it not a private bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a bill 

which will undoubtedly lead to discussion. The 


Chair will, however, announce it to the Senate. 
My. SLIDELL. Let it pass over. 
ALEXANDER LEA. | 
The bill for the relief of Alexander Lea, reported | 
from the Committee on Commerce, was read a | 
second time, and considered as in Committee of | 
the Whole. | 
lt directs the proper accounting officers of the | 
Treasury to pay to Alexander Lea the sum of | 
$1,500, being for losses sustained by him in the | 
destruction of the light-house on Chandeleur | 
Island, in. August, 1852, as light-keeper, if it shall | 
be made to appear, to the satisfaction of the ac- | 
counting officers, that he sustained losses to that | 
amount; or to pay such part as may be made so ; 
to appear, ! 
The bill was reported to the Senate withont | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third ; 
reading, was read a third time,and passed. i 


GIDEON HOTCHKISS. i 

The bill for the relief of Gideon Hotchkiss, re- ; 
ported from the Committee on Patents and the: 
Patent Office, was read a second time, and con- ` 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill revives the letters patent granted to 
Gideon Hotchkiss, a citizen of the United States, 
on the 9th of January, 1837, for “a new and use- 
fulimprovement in the construction of reacting 
water-wheels and their appendages,” for the term | 
of fourteen years. from the 30th of November, ; 
1836, and extends it for and during the term of} 
seven years, H 

The bill was reported to the Senate without |) 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. : 


FRANCISCO LOPE URRIZA. i 


i 
f 
| 


The bil for therelief of Francisco Lope Urriza, | 


reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, was read a secoed time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 


| By this bill the Secretary of the Treasury will | 
be directed to pay to Francisco Lope Urriza, | 


$10,250 as full compensation for the value of the 


i| schooner Julia, improperly seized while lying at | 


La Paz on the 18th of September, 1846, by Com- 
mander S. F. Dupont of the United States Navy. 

Mr. STUART objected to the bill; and it was 
passed over. 


DUSUAN DE LA CROIX. 

The bill to confirm the claim of Dusuan dela 
Croix to a tract of land therein mentioned, re- 
ported from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

in the supplemental report of the register and 
receiver at Jackson court-house, dated December 
29, 1820, communicated to the Senate February 
23, 1821, it is stated that claim number four, 
in said report, was, “inadvertently omitted in 


the general report,” made on the Jlth of July, | 


1820, and presented to the Senate the 17th of No- 


vember, same year; and it is considered by the | 


Commissioner of the General Land Office that by 
reason of that omission, the claim is not entitled 
to the confirmation contained in the act of May 


8, 1822, confirming the general report of 1820. | 


Bat by this bill it is proposed to confirm the claim 
to Dusuan de la Croix, his legal representatives 
and assigns, according to the Spanish survey re- 
ferred to in the claim, as fully as if the claim had 
been confirmed by the act of 1822; but this grant 
and confirmation are only to amount to a relin- 
quishment, on the part of the United States, of 
all its right and title to the lot of land thus granted 
and confirmed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

JEMISON AND WILLIAMSON. 

The bill for the relief of Robert Jemison and 
Benjamin Williamson, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

By this bill the Postmaster General will be au- 
thorized to cause to be paid to Robert Jemison and 
Benjamin Williamson the same amount of remu- 
neration for carrying the United States mail during 


twenty-six weeks, in the year 1336, on route 2,696, | 
from Selma to Elyton, Alabama, as the original | 
contractors for that route would have been enti- | 


tled to receive under the terms of their contract. 
The claimants were mail contractors, in 1836, 
to carry the United States mail on route 2656, 
from Montgomery, via Selma, to Tuscaloosa, and 
in consequence of disturbances with the Creek 
Indians were required to carry mails not belong- 
ing to their contract. Owing to failure of the con- 
tractors on route 2696, from Selma to Elyton, they 
were also obliged to carry the mail over said route, 


for which they never had contracted. At the sec- į 


ond session of the Twenty-Fifth Congress, a law 
was passed authorizing the Postmaster General to 
cause to be paid to them, as they supposed at the 
time, the value of all of the extra service thus 
performed; but that officer, in acting under that 
law, felt himself constrained, by its terms, to re- 
strict the allowance to the extra services imposed 
by the Creek disturbances only. The claimants 
now ask Congress to pass a law allowing them, 
in addition to the compensation already granted, 
the remuneration to which the original contractors 
from Selma to Elyton would have been entitled, 
during the same time, had they continued to com- 
ply with their contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. One of the gentlemen 
named in that bill, Mr. Williamson, is dead; and 
I therefore move to amend it by inserting before 
Benjamin Williamson” the words ‘ the legal 
representatives of.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bili was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed, and 
its title amended so as to read; ‘A bill for the 


tives of Benjamin Williamson.” 
ALMANZON HUSTON. 


It authorizes the Postmaster General to examine 
the claims of Almanzon Huston for additional 
compensation for carrying the mail from Sabine- 
town to the city of Houston, and from Huntsville 
to Washington, in the Stateof Texas, andto make 
such allowance as he may deem just and equitable. 

Huston, in October, 1848, became the sub-con- 
tractor, under R. W. Martin, to carry the mail 
from Sabinetown to San Augustine, in the State 
of ‘Texas, in two-horse post coaches, (adistance of 
twenty-eight miles,) at an annual compensation of 
$575 About the same time he became a sub-con- 
tractor, under Q. W. Grant, to carry the mails 
fram San Augustine to the city of Houston, a 
distance of upwards of two hundred miles, in 
two-horse coaches, and a horse mail from Hunts- 
ville to Washington, about seventy-five miles, 
for the annual compensation of $5,100. Soon 
afterwards the service from Huntsville to Wash- 
ington was increased to two-horse coach service, 
and an additional allowance was, made to him by 
the Postmaster General of $750; an increase of 
speed was also ordered, from seven to five days, 
on the lines, for which an additional allowance of 
$500 was made. It appears that the mails in- 
creased so much in weight that he was compelled, 


i in November, 1848, to place four-horse coaches 


upon the lines. It is also shown that, during the 


| past winter, the roads have been unusually bad, 


and, in consequence of high waters, the expenses 
for ferriages have been much increased. 

The whole allowance to Huston, including the 
additional compensation, was $6,925. The eon- 
tracts which have just been made for carrying the 
mails upon the same routes amount, in the aggre- 
gate, to $16,290. The memorialist, under these 
circumstances, prays that an additional allowance 
may be made to him by Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


THE GENERAL ARMSTRONG CASE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
on the Calendar is one for the relief of the claim- 
ants of the private armed brig General Armstrong. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think that bill had better be 
laid aside. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
report in the case? 

Mr. SUMNER, I have not. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator will allow 
the report to be read. 
Mr. SUMNER. 

being done. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It is not necessary to read 
the whole of the report, but only the last two or 
three pages, which contain a recapitulation of the 
testimony and facts of the case. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the part of the 
report indicated; but, before concluding: 

Mr. SUMNER. I seems to me that we are 
taking up time unnecessarily. I think a bill of 
this importance ought not to be passed at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be passed over. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received, by Mr. McKran, Chief Clerk, an- 


Has the Senator read the 


I have no objection to that 


: nouncing that the Speaker had signed an enrolled 
| bill for the relief of Harriet Leavenworth, widow of 


the late Brevet Brigadier General Leavenworth, 
The Presipent then signed the bill.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wenrsrer, his Private 
Secretary, announcing that he had approved and 
signed the joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the expenses of cod- 
ifying and revising the revenue laws. 

Also, an act for the benefit of the citizens and 
occupants of the town of Council Bluffs, in lowa. 


MARK AND RICHARD H. BEAN. 
The bill for the relief of Mark Bean and Rich- 


| ard H. Bean, of Arkansas, reported from the Com- 


relief of Robert Jemison, and the legal representa- | mitteeon Public Lands, was read a second time, 


and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 


The bill for the relief of Almanzon Huston, re- l! to pay to Mark and Richard H. Bean $15,000, as 


@ 
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compensation and indemnity, in full, for losses 
sustained by them in their removal, under the 
third article of the treaty with the Cherokee In- 
dians, of May 6, 1828, by which they were forced 
to abandon, not only the lands which they had 
settled, cultivated, and improved, but an extensive 
manufactory of salt, warehouses, dwelling houses, 
and other large improvements, of which, and the 
prospective advantages therefrom, they were thus 
deprived by the act of the Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


THOMAS FRASER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
on the Calendar is House bill for the relief of 
Thomas Fraser, which was referred to the Senate 
Committee on Pensions,and the committee asked 
ta be discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator as objecting to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I understand that the com- 
mittee report adversely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tee ask to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I understand it to be an 
adverse report; if so, let the bill go over. 

Mr. HAMLIN subsequently said: I desire to 
ask the Senate to consider the bill for the relief of 
Thomas Fraser, which passed the House, and 
from which the committee of the Senate ask to be 
discharged without reporting favorably or un- 
favorably. I will read the report of the House 
. committee: 

¢ The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Thomas Fraser, a soldier in the war 
of 1812, ask leave to report: That Fraser, in consequence 
of an injury received at St. Albans, Vermont, while ser- 
geant in Captain Danforth’s company, Colouel MeCobb’s 
regiment, in the summer of 1813, was, by act of Congress, 
placed on the pension roll to draw $2 66 per month for par- 
tial disability. He has now become entirely disabled in 
consequence of that injury, and produces evidence of total 
disability. Your committee recommend that his pension 
should be increased to eight dollars per month from April 1, 
1853, and ask leave to introduce the accompanying bill.” 

It seems to me that there is only one side to the 
case. I have here the certificate of two surgeons. 
{ know them personally; they are eminent in 
their profession. They certify that this man is 
now totally disabled, ‘I ask, therefore, that the 
bill may be taken up. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to heat the state 
ment of the committee why they asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill. 
We ought certainly to have their reasons. 

“Mr. HAMLIN. I think it was because they 
reported a general bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to hear the rea- 
son from some member of the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The Senator from 
Maine has stated the reason. The committee 
have agreed to report a general bill providing for 
this and some twelve or twenty other cases of a 
similar character which were referred to them. 


Mr. BAYARD. Then I object to the consid- 
eration of this bill. I think that quite a sufficient 
reason. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Senator 
objects, the bill will be passed over. 
Mr. BAYARD. I object. 


PIERCE AND HODGE. 

The bill for the relief of Levi Pierce and An- 
drew Hodge, jr., reported from the Committee on 
Claims, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

By this bill the Postmaster General will be au- 
thorized to settle with and discharge Levi Pierce 
and Andrew Hodge, jr., sureties on the official 
bond of William H. Ker, formerly postmaster at 
New Orleans, on their paying, or securing to pay, 
to the satisfaction of the Postmaster General, 
within one year, $12,500; and either of them may 
thus be discharged on his paying, or securing to 
pay, one half of that sum; but the Postmaster 
General, and the United States district attorney 
for the eastern district of Louisiana, are to be sat- 
isfied that it is for the interest of the United States 
that such settlement should be made. Such set- 
tlement with and discharge of one surety is not 
to be construed to discharge the other. 

In 1839 the Postmaster General, Mr. Kendall, 


The commit- |! 


l 


it 


dispatched a specific agent, Mr. Marron, to New 
Orleans, to look into the accounts of Mr. Ker, 
and to take measures, as it appears, to secure the 
funds of the Department. . Mr. Marron reports, 
under date of August 15, 1939, that, in looking 
into the accounts of Mr. Ker, he found them 
worse than he anticipated, the indebtedness to the 
Department being $62,000. Mr. Marron pro- 
ceeded to secure the Department, as far as practi- 
cable, by taking mortgages on Mr. Ker’s prop- 
erty; this, he says, was all he could get, and sub- 
ject, of course, to previous encumbrances. He 
informs the Postmaster General, in this report, 
that he made his movements as still as possible, 
for fear Mr. Ker’s sureties would push for a con- 
veyance of the property to them. 

It appears from a letter of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral that there was received from these morigages 
the sum of $5,992 55, and that thatis all that has 
been realized from any source. 

In April, 1841, suit was brought on his official 
bond to recover the amount of the penalty, 
$25,000, and interest. The defendants admitted 
their signatures, but denied the indebtedness of 
Ker, and alleged that if Ker was indebted, then 
they could not be held responsible, because in 
August, 1839, the plaintiffs, without the knowl- 
edge or consent of the defendants, received from 
Ker an act of mortgage upon property to secure 
them against loss; and that in consideration of 
this mortgage security they granted Ker an ex- 
| tension of six months. 

In April, 1843, the case was tried in the United 
States circuit court at New Orleans, and a verdict 
rendered for defendants. It was taken to the Su- 
preme Court by writ of error, and in December, 
1844, dismissed, the defendants not having been 
properly cited. It came up again in the Supreme 
Court on a transcript of the record, and in 1847 
the judgment of the circuit court was reversed. 

The case came up again in the circuit court in - 
1851, but the jury could notagree. In May, 1851, 
it was again tried in the same court, and the evi- 
dence offered by the Government being ruled out, 
a verdict was given for defendants. A writ of 
error was again taken to the Supreme Court, and 
the judgment of the court below was again re- 
| versed, and the case remanded for a new trial, and 
now stands on the docket of the circuit court for 
a fourth trial. 

The memorialist asks that Congress will pass 
an act for his relief, upon such terms as will, while 
it protects the Government from total loss, save 
him from utter prostration. He states that his 
circumstances have become greatly embarrassed; 
that he has been and is compromising with his 
private creditors, and heasks from the Govern- 
ment the same amount of grace he has received 
from them, as the only means of saving himself. 
from pecuniary ruin. 

In view of the embarrassing state of the pend- 
ing suit, the uncertainty of recovering anything, 
and of all the circumstances of the case, the com- 
| mittee are.of opinion that the Postmaster General 
and the district attorney should be authorized to 
make such a compromise as they may deem just | 
and equitable, and conducive to the interests of the 
Government, within the limits and according to the 
| terms prescribed in the bill submitted. È 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
i reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


i 


y 
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ANDREW J. DICKERHOFF. 


The bill for the relief of Andrew J. Dickerhoff 
reported from the Committee on Pensions, was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. . . 

By this bill the Secretary of the Interior will be 
! directed to place the name of Andrew J. Dicker- 
hoff on the roll of invalid pensioners, and. pay to 
him annually a pension of ninety-six dollars, to 
commence on the Ist of January, 1850, and con- 
į tinue during his life. . i 
| The petitioner enlisted in Ohio ‘‘ for during the 
| war ” with Mexico, was assigned at Newport bar- | 
racks to company G, fourth infantry, (the regi- 
‘ment then being at Puebla, Mexico, where he 
| afterwards joined it,) and was, at subsequent peri- 
| ods, successively transferred to 1 and K compa- 
! nies of said regiment, as the first named two com- 
| panies were each, in turn, broken up, and was 
honorably discharged from company K at the 
close of the war, at Pascagoula. At the time of 


his enlistment, petitioner. was: not eighteen years 
‘old, and of rather delicate frame, and was severely: 
attacked, while in the service, by fever-and.ague,: 
‘mumps, and colds; but was, nevertheless, never 
| placed on the sick list, from personal. reluctance: 
| and aversion to hospital treatment. -At the time: 
| of his discharge at Pascagoula he was fn à very 
| feeble condition of health, owing to the hardships ~~ 
| exposures, and constant colds; but never having. 
{reported himself sick, no mention of disability was 
| made in his discharge. His debility and sickness 
| greatly increased.on his journey. home to. Mount. 
| Vernon, Ohio, from Pascagoula, as. certified by 
| Sargeon McGugin, of the fifteenth regiment United 
| States Army, in Mexico, who accompanied him 
la part of the journey. . After reaching home in 
| his feeble and jaded condition, Surgeon McGo- 
gin examined him, and found that he bad con- 
tracted a disease of the spine, of so serious a nature 
as to result in curvature, contraction, and partial 
paralysis of the left side, shortening the left leg, 
and implicating the muscles to such an extent that 
i involuntary and most distressing contortions of 
ithe fuce and other parts of the body became fre- 
‘quent. Surgeon McGugin certifies, under oath, 
| that petitioner was at that time, and is now, in 
; such a condition of bodily health asto render man- 
| ual labor impossible, and mental exertion dangèr- 
| ous to reason and life. He further: states, on his, 
‘oath, that, from his personal. knowledge ofthe 
í case, he is satisfied that the accumulated sufferings 
f and unhappy disabilities of the petitioner resulted 
Í from his hardships and exposures in the Army of 
the United States in the war with Mexico. Dr. 
| Selman, of Bloomfield, Towa, confirms the state~ 
| ment of petitioner’s present condition, and concurs 
| in the opinion as to its cause. ‘ 

It is further proved by the testimony of Dr. 
McGugin, that petitioner’s mind has been mate- 
jrially nvipaired by his peculiar diseases, and he ~ 
now fails to recollect many names and circum- 
stances that would be of service in procuring the 
proofs required under the regulations of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. He does not know where to find a 
| comrade who served with him, and who would 
i have had a personal knowledge of his sufferings 
in Mexico; and as he refused to report himself 
sick, of course none of the officers could, in ‘their 
official capacity, certify to any disability resulting 
from diseases incurred in the service. ETence the 
petitioner, after a rejection of his claim by the 
Commissioner of Pensiens, on account of theab- 
sence of the kind of proofs required by the rules of 
that office, had no akerate val to apply to Con- 
! gress for a special act for his relief. The com- 
mittee are of opinion that the case is sufficiently 
made out to justify legislation in behalf of peti- 
tioner. He appears to be a most unfortunate, and, 
from the testimony accompanying, worthy and 
meritorious individual. It is made satisfactorily 
to appear that his health was good before his en- 
listment, that he was a temperate and prudent man, 
that he returned home sick, and that his sickness 
has resulted in deplorable disability; and “though 
! the testimony isnot such as meets the requirements 

of the bureau, it is such, in the opinion of your 
committee, as to call for the charity of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The high professional and private character of 
Surgeon McGugin and Dr. Selman is satisfactorily 
sustained by the letter of Hon. A. C. Doves, 
Senator, and Hon. B. Henn, member of Con- 
gress, from lowa. ; : 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without ` 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


ANN W. ANGUS. 


The bill for the relief of Mrs. Ann W. Angus, 
reported from the Committee on Pensions, was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ; y 

By this bill the Secretary of the Interior will be 
directed to continue to Ann W. Angus, for a 
further term of five years, from the 4th of March, 
1854, the pension heretofore paid her, which ex- 

ired on that day, and to extend to her the benefits 
of all laws which may hereafter be passed, making 
general provisions for widows, or further contin- 
uing their half pay, to which benefits she would 
have been entitled if her husband, Samuel Angus, 
had died in the service of the United States. But 
the amount is not to exceed half the pay of her 
husband in any. one year. : 
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The ‘petitioner is the widow of a captain in the 
United States Navy. She was pensioned in 1849, 
by a special act of Congress, for a term of five 
years, which expired on the 4th of March last, and 
under the peculiar circumstances attending the 
case; she is unable to fill the blanks sent from the | 
Pension Bureau, in such a way as to entitle her to 
a continuance of her half pay under the. existing 
statutes; and as sheis aged and indigent, she now 
prays an act of Congress to continue her expired 

ension for a further term of five years, or for life, 
if consistent. with the principles of the general 
statutes relating to pensions. 

“Captain Angus entered the service at the age of 
fifteen, inthe year 1799, and remained in the ser- 
vice-until the latter part of Mr. Monroe’s Admin- 
‘istration, when he was dismissed, without a trial 
by court-martial, for writing a letter to the Secre- | 
tary of tie Navy which was not considered re- 
spectful. © At the time of writing the letter, he was | 
laboring ander temporary insanity, of which Presi- 
dent Monroe after wards became satisfied, and rec- 
ommended his successor, Mr. Adams, to reinstate 
him. He was not, however, reinstated, in conse- 
quence of his being subject to fits of insanity, but | 
was allowed a pension, which continued to his 
death, on the 29th May, 13840. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; was read a third time, and passed. 


HEZEKIAH MILLER. 

The bill for the relief of Hezekiah Miller, re- | 
ported from the Committee on Claims, was read 
‘a second time, and considered as in Committee of | 
the Whole. 

It proposes to direct that $1,358 44 be paid to 
Hezekiah Miller, that sum being an unpaid balance 
of his salary asa clerk in the War Department | 
from the lst of January, 1829, to the 3Is~of De- 
cember, 1832; but this payment is to be in full 
for all claims of Miller against the United States, 
arising out of arrears of compensation or salary. 

Hezekiah Miller was a clerk in the Indian Bu- 
reau at a salary of $1,000 per annum, but per- 
formed the duties of a $1,400 clerk, and on the Ist 
of January, 1849, General P. B. Porter, then Sec- 
retary of War, decided, in accordance with the 
request of Mr. McKenny, head of the Bureau, 
that his salary should be $1,400. Notwithstand- 
ing this informal decision, however, the salary 
continued to be paid atthe rate of $1,000 until 
1830, when, on his application, it was increased to 
$1,150; the next year (1831) it was reduced to 
$1,091 50; and in 1832 to $1,000. In 1833 it was 
finally fixed at $1,400. His claim now is, that 
he was entitled to $1,400 a year from the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1829, as desizned hy General Porter, and 
that the sum of $1,358 44 has been unjustly with- 
held, for which he should be paid principal and 
interest from January 1, 1833. In 1840 he was 
promoted to a salary of $1,600, which he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a-third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


ABRAHAM DARDENNE. 

The bill for the relief of Theresa Dardenne, 
widow of Abraham Dardenne, and their echiidren, 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to allow Theresa Dardenne, widow | 
of Abraham Dardenne, to enter in legal subdivis- | 
jons, at any land office in Arkansas, free of cost, , 
six hundred and forty acres of any unappropria- | 
ted land belonging to the United States, for the | 
use and benefit equally of herselfand her ehildren | 
by Abraham Dardenne, as an indemnification for : 
losses sustained by them on account of an errone- 
ous sale of land made to him by the land officers 


at Little Rock, Arkansas, on the 20:h of Janu- | 


1132 and 1133. The acceptance of the six hun- 
dred and forty acres of Jand, free of cost, by | 
Theresa Dardenne, is to be held to be a full re- | 


į 

t 

f 

i 

i 

i 
ary, 1836, as per certificates of purchase, Nos. |! 
| 

i 

i 


lease to the United States of all claim on her part, | 


and of the. other heirs of Abraham Dardenne, 
deceased, growing out of the before-recited erro- 
neous entry of lands. s i 

It appears on record in the General Land Office, | 
that Abraham Dardenne entered at the land office || 
at Little Rock, Arkansas, January 30, 1838, the ; 
north part of the northwest fractional quarter 


(east of Arkansas river) of section six, in town- 
ship five south, of range nine west, containing 
forty-three and fourteen hundredth acres; also, the 
northeast fractional quarter of same section, con- 
tainiog one hundred and fifty-nine and forty-five 
one hundredth acres; that some time subsequent 
to the date of said entries, it was discovered that 
the same were illegal, for the reason that the tracts 
of land were covered by donation certificate No. 
107, dated May 19, 1830, (claim No. 145,) in the 
name of the heir of Aaron Hanscom,and a patent 
issued thereon, and that on the 6th of October, 
1847, notice of the fact that the aforesaid entries 
were illegal wag forwarded to Abraham Dardenne, 
by the land officers at Little Rock, Arkansas, be- 
ing nearly eleven years subsequent to the entry 
by Dardenne. lt further appears of record that 
the purchase money ($253 233) still remains in 
the Treasury of the United States. 

The affidavit of the petitioner, widow of the late 
Abraham Dardenne, sets forth that herself, hus- 
band, and children labored hard to improve and 
reduce to a state of cultivation theafore-mentioned 
lands, for the term of eleven years, believing they 
were the sole owners, and that repeatedly, during 
that term of years, her husband was offered $5,000 
for the premises, but refused the same, preferring 
his home to money. It is further in evidence that 
the petitioner, with her five children, (who were 
dependent upon her for support,) were ejected, by 
force of law, from the premises on the first day of 
January, 1851, and that herself and children are 
homeless and in a state of destitution. Her pres- 
ent unhappy situation has been brought about 
solely by the errors of the United States land 
officers. 

Thus it appears that Abraham Dardenne, de- 
ceased, bought from and paid the United States 
for land to which the United States had no title, 
having already sold it; that the United States still 
holds the money, over $250, and has held it over 
cighteen years; that for eleven years Dardenne was 
suifered to hold and improve the land without no- 
tice that he had no title; that he continued to re- 
side on the land, refusing to give it up until his 
death, and his family after him till 1st of January, 
1851, when the widow and her children, resisting 


in the courts, were ejected by force of Jaw; that 


they are poor, and the children dependent on the 
mother; that they have not only lost the use of 
their money, but the interest for over eighteen 
years, and not only lost the land, but all the im- 
provements, which, with their own labor and hum- 
ble means, they had expended on it for eighteen 
years of continuous occupation, which had greatly 


I| enhanced its value; that to refund, now, the origi- 


nal sum would be scandalous; that to refund it 
with interest would be palpable injustice, in the 


| loss of all their labor and improvements, and the 


increased value of the land; that all lands of simi- 
lar value, on the banks of the Arkansas river, are 
now entered and out of reach of the petitioner; that 
authority to enter in full satisfaction, six hundred 
and forty acres of land, such as is now subject to 
private entry, at the minimum price of the public 


‘lands, seems the nearest approach to justice which 


can be attained, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


HENRY LA REINTRIE, 


The bill for the relief of Henry La Reintrie, re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims, was read 


a second time, and considered as in Committee of || 


the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Henry La Reintrie $593, in full satisfaction and 
discharge of his claim for services rendered to the 


| United ‘States legation near the Government of 
i| Chili, and as bearer of dispatches from that lega- 


tion to Washington, 

Mr. La Reintrie was secretary to Commodore 
Shubrick, of the Navy, and while attached in 
that capacity to the United States ship Independ- 
ence, at Vaiparaiso, upon the urgent request of 
Mr. Barton, chargé d'affaires at Chili, was ordered 
by the commodore to repair to the city of Santi- 
ago and place himself under the direction of Mr. 
Barton. He promptly obeyed the order, although 
the service had no legal or proper relation to his 
duty as commodore’s secretary. He continued 
to serve, faithfully and laboriously, as secretary 
of legation at Santiago, from the 6ih of January 


i 
i 


to the 30th of April, 1849, and for twenty-eight 
days afterwards, as bearer of dispatches to the 
Government of the United States, at the request 
of Mr. Barton. For this service he claims com- 
pensation at the rate of six dollars per day, amount- 
ing to $858. He asserts that he was employed 
from twelve to sixteen hours daily, in recording, 
translating, and interpreting, or copying, during 
his service as secretary of legation. This arduous 
public service, as well as the exigency which re- 
quired it, are amply verified by satisfactory proof. 

The memorialist presents a further claim for 
extra services rendered under the following cir- 
cumstances, viz: while holding the appointment 
of secretary to Commodore Shubrick, he was 
transferred to the service of Commodore Jones, 
commanding officer of the Pacific squadron, on 
board the United States ship Independence, where 
he was employed from the 7thof May to the 15th 
of July, 1848, in interpreting or translating the 
Spanish language, in the course of the official cor- 
respondence of the last-mentioned officer. For this 
extra service he claims $100 per month in addition 
to his regular salary, amounting to $226. This 
claim was disallowed by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs of the House of Representatives of 
the first session, Thirty-First Congress, No. 122, 
on the ground that ‘as secretary, it appertained 
to the duties of the petitioner to perform the labor 
of conducting the correspondence of his superior, 
either in the particulars of transcribing letters in 
the same, or ina different language, or in other 
appropriate service,” and that in this case, ‘his 
superior only, and not his fiduciary relation and 
service, was changed.” The claim for this service 
is therefore disallowed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


AMOS AND J. E. KENDALL. 

The bill for the relief of Amos and John E. 
Kendall was announced as the next billon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. EVANS objected to its consideration, and 
it was passed over. . 

WILLIAM MILLER. 

The bill for the relief of William Miller, re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of William Miller, of Livingston, county 
of York, and State of Maine, on the roll of in- 
valid pensioners, and pay to him a pension of 
ninety-six dollars per annum, to commence on the 
tenth of, February, 1845, and continue during his 
natural life. 

William Miller enlisted in April, 1814, as a 
private in the twenty-first regiment of infantry, 
and, in July following, crossed, with the regiment 
from Black Rock into Canada. He assisted at the 
capture of Fort Erie, and aftey wards at the battles 
of Chippewa, Queenstown Heights, and Bridge- 
water; but, having contracted a disease in the head, 
producing frequent fits of epilepsy, to which he 
had never before been subject, he was left, at the 
close of that brilliant campaign, in’ the hospital at 
Williamsville, in a state of disability, from which 
he has never recovered. It is proved, by the depo- 
sitions of witnesses, who have known him from his 
boyhood, that he entered the army with a robust 
constitution, and in vigorous health. His attending 
physician in the hospital, Dr. James Bates, then an 
assistant surgeon in the army, and since a Repre- 
sentative in Congress from the State of Maine, ex- 
presses his belief that the disability was occasioned 
by exposure during the campaign, which he states 
to have been one of the severest in that section of 
the army that was experiencea during the war, 
and that many hundreds thereby irrecoverably lost 
their health. The epileptic fits, which first occurred 
atthe hospital at Williamsville, are found to have 
periodically returned, accompanied with vertigo, 
and other symptoms of continued disease in the 
head, by which Mr. Miller has become totally 
disabled from supporting himself by manual labor. 
Other respectable physicians concur in the opinion 
expressed by the hospital surgeon, that this disa- 
bility is owing to the disease contracted by ex- 

osure while in the army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 
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LEMUEL HUDSON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
considered the House bill for the relief of Lemuel 
Hudson. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the In- 
terior to cause the name of Lemuel Hudson, | 
formerly surgeon of. the twelfth regiment, fourth 
brigade, New York militia, in the war of 1812, 
to be entered on the pension rolls, and pay to him 
the sum of twenty-two dollars per month, during 
his natural life, commencing January 1, 1852. ~ 

Lemuel Hudson was a surgeon in the twelfth 
regiment, fourth brigade, New York militia, com- 
manded by Colonel John T. Van Dolfsen, which 
was ordered by Governor Tompkins to march | 
from Albany county, New York, to Sackett’s 
Harbor, in the summer of 1812. The regiment 
marched from Albany county on or about the 15th 
of August, 1812, and was accompanied by Hudson, | 
then a stout and healthy man, as surgeon. When 
at the town of Champion, Jefferson county, thirty 
miles from Sackett’s Harbor, the regiment was 
overtaken by a heavy storm of snow and sleet, 
which continued for a long time, and left three or 
four inches of snow on the ground, which lay for 
several days. The soldiers were unprovided with | 
suitable clothes to withstand the inclemency of the 
weather, and much hardship and sickness ensued 
in consequence. Mr. Hudson was the only sur- 
geon in the regiment, and his arduous professional 
services, together with exposure to the wet and 
cold, threw him into a fever, which confined him 
to bed a long time; and when he arose from his 
bed, his constitution was shattered—the fever had | 
settled in his left hip, producing lameness, which | 
has continued ever since, increasing with increas- 
ing years, until he is now totally disabled. He 
refrained from asking for a pension as long as he 
was able to make a living by the practice of his 
profession; but he is now an old man, unable, 
from the disability so contracted, to procure the 
necessaries of life, and therefore now asks the aid | 
of his country. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


GEORGE S. CLAFLIN. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
is ‘one from the House of Representatives, for the 
relief of George 8. Claflin, on which the Senate 
Committee on Pensions have made an adverse re- 
ort. 
Mr. STUART. Then let it be passed over. 


JAMES F. GREEN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief of James F. Green, 
of Pennsylvania. ; 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior | 
to place the name of J. F. Green, of Bradford | 
county, Pennsylvania, upon the invalid pension | 
roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month, to com- 
mence February 1, 1850, and to continue during | 
his natural life. 

It appears, from the petition of Mr. Green and | 
the testimony of two of his fellow-soldiers, that 
he was drafted in Orange county, New York, on | 
the 10th of August, 1814, and mustered into ser- 
vice as a member of Captain Halleck’s company, 
‘of Colonel Belknap’s regiment, on the 18th of 
August, 1814; that he was marched to, and sta- 
tioned at, Harlem Heights, and while stationed 
there, and in the line of his duty, he had his right | 
knee crushed and the bone fractured. He was 
ordered out by his commanding officer to assist in 
removing some rocks, preparatory to pitching their 
tents. He was upon the end of a long and heavy | 
lever that they were using in prizing up the rock; | 
the jever gave way and fell, catching and crushing 
his right knee under it, causing him great pain and 
totally disabling him from service for some five | 
weeks, which time he remained in the hospital. 
About this time he partially recovered, and was 
enabled to continue in service until the 3d of De- | 
cember, at which time he was discharged, his | 
term of service having expired. It appears from | 
the testimony that the disability resulting from the | 
injury has continued and increased; and from the 
testimony of two surgeons, it appears that owing | 
to the injury Green is totally disabled from pro- ; 
curing a support by manual labor. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| and disbursements made “by him, e | 
ernor of California, should also be given to the | 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a | 
third time, and passed. 
J. B. KERR. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill making | 
compensation to John Bozman Kerr, for diplo- | 
matic services in Central America, is the next | 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. EVERETT. That subject has already | 
been disposed of by the Senate. The bill was | 
moved as an amendment to the deficiency bill, | 
and was adopted. I move, therefore, that it lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LLEWELLYN WASHINGTON. 


The bill for the relief of Llewellyn Washing- | 


ton, reported from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Llewellyn Washington, $205 62, 
for services as a clerk in the Post Office Depart- 
ment from the Ist of May, 1851, until the 14th of 
July of the same year. | 

Llewellyn Washington was employed as a tem- i 
porary clerk in the dead letter office from the Ist | 
of May, 1851, until the 14th of July of the same 
year, at the rate of $1,000 perannum. The Post- 
master-General, among his estimates sent to the | 
Treasury Department, asked for $205 62, for the 
payment of the amount.due to Mr. Llewellyn 
Washington, but from some cause, no appropria- 
tion was made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engiossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

GENERAL R. B. MASON. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Brigadier 
General Richard B. Mason, reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, was read a second | 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

lt proposes to enact that all the provisions of | 
the act approved February 3, 1853, ‘‘for the relief i 
of Brevet Brigadier General Riley, and to enable i 
him to settle his accounts with the United States, 
be applied to the heirs of Brigadier General | 
Richard B. Mason, in reference to all moneys i 
raised and collected by him for contributions, 
penalties, internal assessments, duties, or other | 
objects, in California, from June 1, 1847, to April 
15, 1849; and to direct the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department, in settling 
the accounts of General Mason, to allow as a 
credit, a commission of one and a half per cent. 
upon the moneys so raised, collected, and is- | 
bursed by him while he was Governor of Califor- 
nia, during the time stated. | 

General Mason succeeded General Kearny in | 
command in California, June 1, 1847, and con- 
tinued in command until April 15, 1849, when he 
was relieved by General Riley. A temporary | 
civil government was organized on the conquest, 
at the head of which was the military officer in | 
command. The government continued of neces- | 
sity after the close of the war, and General Mason 
continued to act as governor, until succeeded by 
General Riley, who exercised the same functions 
until the organization of the State government, 
December 20, 1849. : i S 

During the war, the collection of duties on arti- | 
cles imported into that country had been made as | 


a military contribution, under authority from the |! P 


‘ihis authority ceasing with į 


War Department, 
General Mason then 


the termination of the war, 


determined to enforce the United States tariff, and |; 


to Jevy duties in the same manner as in the es- 
tablished collection districts of the United States. 
These collections were continued by General 
Riley, and the accounts of both General Mason 
and General Riley were authorized to be settled 
by the act of 5th February, 
General Riley. faa 
It seems only just that the same commission as | 
was allowed to General Riley for the collections 
while civil gov- 


heirs of General Mason for similar services. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without į 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. i 
RULIF VAN BRUNT. i 


1853, for the relief of || 


Ishall have to discuss that 


It will, be 


ae BAYARD. 
M.. | a 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
passed over. i 


ISAAC P. SIMONTONe ” s 

The bill for the relief of the legal representative: 
of Isaac P. Simonton was the next upon” the 
Calendar: ao 

Mr. STUART. I move to lay that bill on the 
table. I wish to laok into it. a : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If objectionbe 
made, the bill must be passed over. ae 

Mr. STUART.. My motion is that the bill lie 
upon the table. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Senator can object to the 
bill and have it passed over. é . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands objection.to be made. The-bill must 
therefore go over. 

MADISON PARTON. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
considered the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives, for the relief of Madison. Parton. 

It is designed to confer upon the accounting 
officers of the Treasury authority to ascertain 
whether Madison Parton has been paid for all the 
military services rendered by him to the United 
States from the 8th of August 1837, till the 8th of 
February, 1838, by examining the proper officers 
and other persons, as well as the proper rolls, of 
the company to which he belonged; and the Bec- 
retary of the Treasury is directed to. pay such 
stim of money as may be found to be due. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. i i 


HORACE SOUTHMAYD AND SON. 

The bill for the relief of Horace Southmayd 
& Son, reported from the Committee on Finance, 
was read a second time. ; 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to refund to Horace Southmayd and Son the 
amount of drawback to which they would have 
been entitled, upon the shipment of foreign duti- 
able goods, shipped by them from New York.to 
Tampico, in the schooner Mary Catharine, which 
cleared at New York on the 7th of April, 1847, as 
would have been allowed if those foreign goods 


| had been shipped to some foreign port or place in 


any country with which the United States were in 


amity. nore ; 

Mr. STUART. I object. to the consideration 
of that bill until I can have an opportunity to look 
into the principle on which it is founded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. {t will be 
passed over. ig i 
ROBERT SEWALL. x 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and represent- 
atives of the late Robert Sewall, reported from the 
Committee on Claims, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that. the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury be directed to audit the claim of the heirs and 
representatives of the late Robert Sewall, and de- 
termine the amount that may be due to them, and 
report the amount to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who is required to cause it to be paid. 

In August, 1814, when the British forces were 
marching upon the Capitol, some men ofthe Amer- 
ican troops, with their arms and ammunition, took 
ossession of a brick house belonging to the 
father of the petitioner, and for the time converted 
it into a place of military defense. As the British 
troops approached the house, they werefired upon 
| by the party in the house and the horse of Gen- 
| eral Ross and one of his men were killed. Under 
| these circumstances, the house was attacked, 
taken, and burnt by the enemy, and some of the 
American party were taken prisoners, and among 
them, as stated by; one of the witnesses, was an 
American officer: : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

S. R. ADDISON. 

| . The bill for the relief of Dr. 8. R. Addison, 
| passed assistant surgeon in the United States Navy, 
‘reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
| was read a second time, and considered as inCom- 


ii mittee of the Whole. 


The next bill on the Calendar was one for the | 
relief of Rulif Van Brunt. 


| It proposes to direct the accounting officers. of 
| the Treasury. to pay to Assistant Surgeon Addison, 
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the difference of pay between that of his grade and 
asurgeon, from April 4, 1848, until June 21, 1850, 
being the period during which he served as sur- 
geon on board the United States sloop-of- war 
Saint Mary’s. . 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


MANUEL HERNANDEZ. 

The bill for the relief of Manuel Fernandez; 
reported from the Committee on Private Land 
‘Claims, was read a’second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize Manuel Hernandez to 
Jocate, not exceeding eight hundred arpens of land, 
French measure, according to the legal subdivi- 
sions, on any of the public lands in the State of 
Florida, subject to private entry, which shall be 
in full compensation for all the damages he may 
have sustained in being dispossessed of eight hun- 
dred arpens of land, about three miles distant from 
the mouth of the Escambia river, lying between 
the lands of Joseph Noriega and those of the free 
mulatto named Charles, being the same lands that 


were granted to Joseph Hernandez, deceased, by |; 
the Spanish Government, on the 8th of October, || 


1817; and further to authorize the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to issue a patent for 
the amount mentioned, 

Joseph Hernandez settled upon and cultivated 
certain lands lying on the bay of Pensacola, and 
applied, by petition, to the proper authorities of 
Spain fora grant of those lands which were de- 
scribed as being ‘about three miles distant from 
the mouth of the Escambia river, lying and situ- 


ate between the lands of Joseph Noriega and those | 


of the free mulatto named Charles;’’ that the usual 
proceedings were had, and the proper decrees were 
made, under date of 8th October, 1817, for per- 
fecting the grant of eight hundred arpens of Jand 
to him, but there was no actual survey of the land 
until after the change of Government in 1821. He 
filed his claim before the commissioners appointed 
to adjust private land claims in the Territory of 
Florida, and on the 29th of April, 1824, the com- 
missioners examined the claim, and, as appears 
from the indorsement on the back of the original 
grant from the Spanish Government, by the secre- 
tary of the commissioners, and also from the affi- 
davit of the secretary, Joseph E. Coro, the claim 
was confirmed by the commissioners; ‘ but that, 
by mistake, no record of confirmation was made, 
and the said claim was not embraced in any of the 
abstracts of the commissioners’ reports.” 
Hernandez departed this life, and Manuel Her- 
nandez was duly appointed his administrator, and 
as such administrator sold and conveyed the tract 
of Jind to one Pio Millan de la Carrera, as ap- 


pears from a duly certified copy of the deed, dated |: 


Th August, 1837; and Carrera, on the 2d Sep- 
tember, 1837, sold and conveyed by deed to the 
petitioner, Manuel Hernandez, the lands. 


It also appears that, after the survey of the lands | 


in the Territory of Ftorida, by the Government 
of the United States, that one William L. Booth 
entered the lands as public lands, and that an ac- 
tion of ejectment was brought against Booth, in 
the circuit court of Escambia county, by Manuel 
Hernandez, which suit he failed to sustain. The 
petitioner now asks the right to locate lands equal 
in quantity to the lands of which he was dispos- 
sessed. T'he committee believe, from the evidence, 


that the commissioners did confirm to Joseph | 


Hernandez eight hundred arpens of land, although 
they made no record of such confirmation; and 
that, as he has been dispossessed of the lands in 
question, justice would require that he should be 
authorized to locate an equal quantity of lands, on 
any of the public lands, within the State of Flo- 
rida, subject to private entry. 


The bul was reported to the Senate without |: 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


SYLVANUS CULVER. 


The bill for the relief of Sylvanus Culver, re- | 


ported from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct a land warrant for one bun- 
dred acres to be issued to Sylvanus Culver, the 
only surviving heir of John Pearson, deceased, 
in lieu of a land warrant for one hundred acres, 


issued April, 19, 1806, to Samuel Pearson, in trust l! storerooms. The correspondence and evidence || 


| 


1 
H 


$ 


| 
t 
£ 


i 


H 


i for himself and the other heirs of John Pearson, 
deceased, who was a private in the New York 
j continental line, and which warrent has been lost 
| or destroyed. . 

On motion by Mr. STUART, thebill wasamend- 
ed by inserting aiter** one hundred,” where it first 
occurs, the words “and twenty.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, and the bill-was 
ordered to, be engrossed for a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 

JEAN BAPTISTE BEAUBIEN, 

The bill for the relief of Jean Baptiste Beau- 
bien, reported from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


I 
i 


the General Land Office to issue a patent or pat- 
ents to Jean Baptiste Beaubien, for the following 
lots as described and numbered on the survey and 
plat of the Fort Dearborn addition to Chicago, in 
the State of IHinois, made under the order of the 
Secretary of War, and now on file in the War 
Office: Lots numbered one, two, three, four, five, 
and six, of block number four; all that part of lots 
numbered eight and nine, block number two, 
which lies south of the line of excavation, author- 
ized by the act of Congress, approved July 21, 
1852; and all that part of lot number one, block 
|! number five, that lies within the boundaries com- 
mencing on the western line of said lot number 
one, block five, at a point ten feet north of the 
southern line thereof; thence east parallel with the 
southern line two hundred and fifty feet to the 
western boundary of the lands granted by the Uni- 
| ted States to the lilinois Central Railroad Com- 
pany; thence north, along the western boundary 
thirty-four feet to the northern line of Jot number 
one, block five; thence west along the northern 
line two hundred and fifty feet to the northwest 
corner thereof; thence south along the western line 
thereof, thirty-four feet to the place of beginning. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


THOMAS RHODES. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes, re- 
ported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury to pay $3,175 11 to Thomas Rhodes, in full 
satisfaction for the expenses incurred by him in 
opening and constructing a road from Mobile, in 
Alabama, to Pascagoula Bay, for the transporta- 
tion of the mail, in the year 1828, in pursuance of 
an implied authority and contract from the Post- 
master General. 

i The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
i reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


ROBERT JOYNER. 


The bill for the relief of Robert Joyner, re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, was 


tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting ofi- 
cers of the Treasury to credit Robert Joyner, in 
the adjustment of his accounts as naval store- 
keeper at the Pensacola yard, with the sum of 
$662 43, being the amount of the cost of sundry 
articles of clothing and small stores which were 
stolen from the public store under his charge at 


the yard. 
| Mr. EVANS. I should like to hear the report 
i read. It appears to be a rather extraordinary 


case. 

The report was accordingly read. 

In April last one of the warehouses connected 
| with the navy-yard, in which the public clothing 
! and small stores were deposited, under the custody 
of Mr. Joyner, was clandestinely entered at differ- 
: ent periods and articles stolen, the cost of which 
i is estimated at $662 43. A committee of officers, 
| appointed by the commandant for that purpose, 
i fully investigated the circumstances, and the result 


‘| of the investigation, and the testimony of*other 


| officers, show, to the satisfaction of the committee, 
i that the less was not occasioned by any inatten- 
| tion to duty or negligence on the part of the store- 


| keeper, but was owing to the insecurity of the 


L 


lt proposes to authorize the Commissioner of || 


read a second time, and considered as in Commit- | 


in the case were referred to the Secretary of the 
Navy, who declined to afford relief without the 
authority of Congress. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
: amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

PAYMASTERS CLERKS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
upon the Calendar is one for the relief of pay- 
masters’ clerks who served in Mexico, which has 
been reported adversely from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr.STUART. Pass that over. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to concur in the 
adverse report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, is 
of the opinion that if objection be made the bill 
must be passed over. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then I move its indefinite 

ostponement. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. l think it ought not 
to be indefinitely postponed. The chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs who reported 
it is not here. 

Mr. STUART. If there be any desire to have 
it acted upon, F shall raise the question that it is 
not a private bill at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that objection being made, the bill must 
7O over. 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 

JAMES ERWIN. 

The bill for the relief of James Erwin, of Ar- 
kansas, and others, reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 
investigate, audit, allow, and pay to James Erwin, 
of Arkansas, a fair and full remuneration for the 
actual losses he sustained in consequence of a con- 
tract he made with the United States in September, 
1834, to supply provisions and transportation for 
the use of the Creek Indians expected to emigrate 
; from the eastern to the western side of the Missis- 
| sippi river, but who did not emigrate; and further, 
to direct the Secretary of War to investigate, 
! audit, allow, and pay to James Erwin, and to the 
heirs or legal representatives of Daniel Greathouse, 
deceased, a full and fair remuneration for the actual 
losses sustained in consequence of a contract made 
by Erwin and Greathouse, in his lifetime, and the 
United States, in December, 1835, for the same 
| purpose, but with the provision that in estimating 
the loss in either case, the Secretary of War shall 
first ascertain the actua} cost of delivering the sev- 
| eral articles named in the contract at the places 
appointed for their delivery, and then what they 
could have been sold for at auction, or otherwise, 
in the hands of a prudent agent, and that the differ- 
ence, if any, shall be considered the sum actually 
lost. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. . 

Mr. JOHNSON subsequently said: Since the 
filing of the papers in this case, James Erwin has, 
to my knowledge, died; and the bill should be for 
the relief of his heirs and legal representatives. 
I ask, by unanimous consent, that the bill may be 
amended accordingly. 

Mr. BADGER. Insert *‘ personal representa- 
tives,” 

By unanimous consent, the amendment was 
; made. 


A. G. BENNETT. 

The bill for the relief of A. G. Bennett, reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department, in settling the 
t accounts of Albert G. Bennett, paymaster in the 
' United States Army, to allow him credit for what- 
| ever sum of money he may prove, to the satisfac- 
ition of the Secretary of War, to have been lost 
| by him by the burning of the steamboat Volante, 
| between Vicksburg and Yazoo City, November 15, 
: 1853, the amount not to exceed $1,281 80. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

URI EMMONS’s PATENT. 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of the late 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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Uri Emmons, reported from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

_ Mr. BAYARD. I must object to that. I men- 
tion in connection with it, though, that one reason is 
owing to the irregularity with which our reports are 
filed. I desire to call theattention of the Senate to 


thefact. On my file the reports and other papersare |! 


not regularly filed, and I think the persons whose 
duty it is to attend to it should do it better than 
they do. As far as my documents are concerned, 
neither reports nor bills are regularly filed. 1 
often find myselfat a loss when J desire to refer 
to them. 

The bill was passed over.’ 


MICHAEL NOURSE. 


The bill for the relief of Mighael Nourse, re- |j 


ported from the Committee on Claims, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury to pay to. Michael Nourse, 
late chief clerk in the office of the Register of the 
Treasury, the difference between the compensa- 
tion received by him as chief clerk, and the com- 
pensation of the register, for the time that he per- 
formed the duties of register under a temporary 
appointment by the President of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDIN 
announce to the Senate, that the Calendar has now 
been gone through with. 

i PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of James 
Dixon, praying compensation for extra work 
done by him on the court-house in the city of 
Alexandria, while the said city was within the 
territorial limits of the District of Columbia; 

- which was referred to the Committee for the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of Harris Hill, on behalf of 
himself, and the heirs and legal representatives of 
‘William Scott, deceased, praying remuneration 
for a tract of land granted to the deceased by the 
Spanish Government, and sold by the United 
States as public land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Altha A. 
Hoyle, on behalf of herself and others, heirs of the 
late George Hoyle, late of Montgomery county, 
Maryland, praying Congress to pass an act to 
permit George W. Hoyle to sell and assign a cer- 
tain land warrant, granted to the said George 
Hoyle during his lifetime; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHASE presented the petition of R. Mc- 
Cabe, praying a grant of land to the President 
and Directors of the Cincinnati and Mackinaw 
Railroad Company, in aid of the construction of 
a railroad from Greenville to the Straits of Mack- 
inaw; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of 
tions, signed by Shepher' 
sion agents from six State 
Indiana, Connecticut, 
Hampshire—praying compensation for services 
rendered; which, together with ere on the 
subject already on file, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill for 
the relief of L. E. L. A. Lawson, sole surviving 
heir of General Eleazer W. Ripley, deceased ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CHASEasked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill granting to the 
Cincinnati and Mackinaw Railroad Company 
certain land to aid in the construction of said road; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

BARK ABEONA. 

Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to | 
change the name of the bark Abeona to Mount 
Vernon; and asked for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was accordingly reada first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. No amendment being made, it was re- 


d Knapp and others, pen- 
g—viz: New York, Ohio, 


G OFFICER. The Chair will |; 


Towa, presented seven peti- |i 


New Jersey, and New |; 


ported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read a third time, and passed. 
MINNESOTA LAND DISTRICTS. 


+ 


to establish additional land districts in the Terri- 


tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read a third 
! time, and passed. 

- NOTICES. 
Mr. BADGER. I desire to mention to the 


| absent from the city for some ten days, from the 
beginning of next week, and f shall, therefore, on 
Monday, if I can have the opportunity, ask the 
| Senate to take up and consider the bill allowing.a 
credit, for a limited period, for duties on railroad 
| iron imported into the United States; which was 
reported by me from the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. GWIN. 1 desire to give a similar notice. | 

i E shall ask the favor of the Senate on Monday 
| next, to take up the bill reported from the select 
| committee on the National railroad, in order that | 

I may present to the Senate my views upon it, as 
| J shall be compelled to be absent from the city to 
take my family to the Pacific coast. 

The Senate then adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Famay, April 7, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by*Rev. Winiiim H. MILBURN: | 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Post Office Department, made | 
| in compliance with a resolution adopted by the | 
House on the 4th instant, on motion of the gen- | 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Grey.] 

Mr. OLDS. The communication, I believe, is | 
a reply to a resolution of this House, calling for 
information about the Alabama mail contract, 
which was under discussion here a few days ago. 
{ move to dispense with its reading, and to refer it 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. There bei 
will be so ordered. 

SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read the first and second 
| times by their titles, and referred as indicated 
| below: 

An act for the 
road, and the Geo 
Companies. Referred to the Committee of Claims. | 

‘An act to enable the United States to make use 
of the solar compass in the public surveys. Re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| An act for the relief of Hodges & Lansdale, and 
the legal representatives of Rinaldo Johnson and 
| Ann È. Johnson. Referred to the Committee of 
| Claims. , 
| Anact for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, deceased. Referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 
| Anact for the relief of Wi 


Prayer 


relief of the West Feliciana Rail- 


liam Claude Jones. 
| Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TREATIES WITH THE INDIAN TRIBES. 
Mr. ORR. Asit is my purpose to leave the 
| city this evening, l ask the unanimons consent of 
the House to make a rep 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, and printed. or | 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill, as 
follows: : . 

Bill defining the terms on which treaties shall 
hereafter be made with certain tribes of Indians, 
and for other purposes. ae 

The SPEAKER. This isa bill that has been | 
reported back from the Committee on Indian 
‘Affairs with certain amendments. | 

Mr. ORR. I move thatit be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union; 
and that the bill and amendmen 
printed. 

It was so ordered. : 

TRANSPORTATION OF THE MAILS. 
| Phe SPEAKER. The bill to empower the 


| Senate that I shall be under the necessity of being |; A motion is pending to commit the bill to thé 
4 s e bil to the 


rgia Railroad and Banking | 


ort of a bill, to have it |} 


ts and report be | 


| 
t 


ng no objection, it || 


! having answere 


Postmaster General to contract for the transpor- 
tation of the United States mail from New Orleans ! 


| by the Fouse, 


to San Francisco, according to-time; was pending 
yesterday when the House passed fromthe morn- 


i ing hour.* The pending motion is to commit the 
| On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Lowa, the bill į; 4 3 


bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


J ) | of the Union; and on that proposition the previous 
tory of Minnesota, was considered as in Commit- į; ie 


question has been demanded. : 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I do noc know; Mr. 
Speaker, that the House properly; understands the 
proposition before them. Some’ gentlemen. near 
me say they do not understand it. °° + 

The SPEAKER. This bill wasreported from 
the Committee on the Post Office-and Post Roads, 
with an amendment:in the nature of a substitute. 


Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union; 
and on that motion the previous question. is 
demanded. ` j 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Mr. Speaker, T wish 
to ask the gentleman who called for the previous 


| question, [Mr. McMunim,] whether he will not 


withdraw that call, so as to enable me to-modif: 
my original motion, and to move that the consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed for three weeks, so 


| that it may not goto the Committee of the Whole ` 


on the state of the Union? I hope the gentleman 
from Virginia will so far favor me. 

Mr. McMULLIN, 1 cannot withdraw my 
eall for that purpose. z. 

The question being on seconding the call for the 
previous question; ` ; 

Mr. TROUT demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Varr and Cox were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the: tellers 
reported—ayes 60, noes 33. sees 

The SPEAKER. There is no.quorum voting. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. McMULLIN. _1 move that there bea call 
of the House. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. The roll was then called, and the Chair 
announced that there was a quorum, 138 members 


d to their names. 
Mr. HAMILTON moved that all further pro- 


m 


| ceedings under the call be suspended, 


The question was taken; and the motion was 


Mr. PARKER here obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise. to a ques-' 
tion of order, When a call-of the House was 
ordered, the House was dividing upon a call for 
the previous question, and that business is first in 
order. is disposed of, the gentleman 


| agreed to. 


Until that i 
from Indiana [Mr. Parger] cannot be entitled to 


| the floor for any purpose. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken, and the tellers will resume their places.: - 
Mr. LATHAM. I ask the gentleman who 
made the call for tellers, and also the, gentleman 
who moved the previous question, to withdraw 
those motions, in order that I may be heard a mo- 
ment upon the bill under consideration. 
The SPEAKER. ‘Tellers have been ordered 
and the call cannot be withdrawn. 
The tellers resumed their places; and the ques- 
tion being taken, ‘they reported-ayes 66, noes 
G7. 
So the House refused to second the demand for 
the previous question. i 
Mr. ORR. lmove thatthe further considèra- 
tion of the bill be postponed to this day: three 
weeks, and that the bill and amendment be printed. 
Mr. CHURCH WELL. That isthe motion I 
was about to make. eer 
Mr. HAMILTON.. 1 hope that order will not 
be made. ‘This is a bill that we can now dispose 
of as well as at any: other time; and -weare post- 
poning and making special orders of -too many 


bills. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.” Is this motion de- 
batable? . 

The SPEAKER. It is not. f 

Mr. HAMILTON. Then I movethe previous _ 
question. 

Mr. JONES. Upon what does the gentleman 
eall the previous question? i 

Mr. HAMILTON. Upon the motion to post- 


one. 
Mr. JONES. The previous question cannot 
be called upon that motion. I suppose the pre- 
vious question, if seconded, will apply to the en- 
grossment of the bill, and that will, as I understand 
it, cut off the motion to postpone. 
Mr. ORR. It, will have that. effect under the 
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rule, and I hope the previous question will not be, 
seconded. it 

The SPEAKER. The previous question would | 
cut off the motion to postpone, but not that to: 
refer.to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. : 

Mr..ORR. But that is not the motion. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
such a:motion is. pending. 

Mr. ORR. But: the motion to postpone is not | 
debatable; -and | understand that the House is 
brought to a direct. vote upon that question. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the first ques- : 
tion before the House, if the previous question is | 
not seconded; but if it is, the motion will be cut 
off. i 

© Mr.ORR. Then I hope the previous question | 
will not-be seconded. | 

Mr. PHELPS, I move that the bill do lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Can the Chair entertain 
that motion while there was. pending a motion that 
the bill be reférred to the Committee of the Whole 

` on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. A motion was made to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Then came a motion that the | 
further consideration of the bill be postponed; and | 
after that, a motion that the. bill do lie upon the 
table. The Chair conceives the latter motion to i 
be in order. | 

Mr. CHURCH WELLI.. I hope thatthe motion 
will be voted down, and that the bill will, at least, | 
be allowed to live for three weeks. 1 demand the | 
yeas and nays on the question. j 

[Cries of  No;’’ ** Call for tellers. ”’] 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I withdraw the call 
for yeas and nays, and demand tellers, 

Mr. LETCHER. I renew the call for the yeas | 
and nays. \ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

The question was then taken on the mation that | 
the bill do lie upon the table; and it was decided in | 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 78; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abererombie, Ball, Bell, Boyce, Bridges, 
Carpenter, Caruthers, Chrisman, Crocker, Curtis, Jobn G, 
Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dean, Drum, Dunbar, 
Easunan, Edmundson, Etheridge, Farley, Flagler. Grow, 
Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, | 

` Hem, Hiester, Hill, Danici T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
J. Glaney Jones, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, Lindley, 
Macdonald, MeMullin, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Jolin | 
G. Miller, Morrison, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai | 
Oliver, Packer, Peck, Peckham, Phelps, Pratt, Ronbins, | 
Ruffin, Sabin, Seward, Seymour, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, | 
George W, Smyth, Snodgrass, Stratton, Jolin J. Taylor, 
‘Tracy, Elihu B. Washburne, Israet Washburn—66, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, 
Benson, Bissell, Bugg, Campbell, Chandler, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Cullom, 
Dent, Dickinson, Disney, Dowdell, Edgerton, Bitiott, BHi- 
son, Bnglish, Everhart, Fenton, Fuller, Grey, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hibbard, | 
Hugbes, Hant, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Latham, Lindsley, i 
MeDougall, Mace, Macy, May, Miller, Olds, Orr, Parker, 
Pennington, Joho Perkins, Ready, Richardson, Riddle, Da- 
vid Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rowe, Sage, Sapp, Shauaon, 
Shaw, Shower, Prederick P. Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, | 
Lestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, f 
Thurstan, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walsh, Wells, | 
Jobn Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Daniel B, Wright, 
and Zollicofler-—78, i 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the | 
table. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would ask the gentleman | 
to withdraw his call for the previous question, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The question, even | 
then, would not be debatable. ` | 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. What is the state of | 
the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itison seconding the demand | 
for the previous question. There is a motion to | 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on jj 
the state of the Union. There is also another mo- | 
tion to postpone to a day certain, which is not | 
debatable. _ 

Mr. LATHAM. 
man to withdraw the motion to postpone, 
may be heard on the subject. 

Mr. ORR. I will gratify the gentleman by with- | 
drawing my motion, if the gentleman from Mary- | 
land [Mr. Hamizroy] will withdraw his call for | 
the previous question, provided he will fenew the | 
motion to postpone when he has concluded the} 

remarks he proposes to make. j 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the gentleman from H 
South Carolina will withdraw unconditionally the || 

motion to postpone, I will withdraw the- cail for i 
the previous. question. i 


Then I would ask thegentle- | 
so that I ji 


| pulco route in fifteen days. 


Mr. ORR. I cannot withdraw the motion to 
postpone to a day certain, unconditionally. 

The question was then taken; and the House re- 
fused to second the call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the 
motion to postpone the consideration of the bill to 
a day certain. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina to withdraw that. motion. 

Mr. ORR. Ido withdraw it, if the gentleman 
will renew it. 

Mr, LATHAM. J will. . 

The SPEAKER. Then the question now is 
on the motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr.. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, the bill which 
the House has under consideration now, is one 
affecting so vitally the interests of my constitu- 


ents, that I cannot consent it shall be disposed of || 


without having an opportunity of expressing what 
Í deem are the interests, not only of the State of 
California, but of the General Government, in the 
matter. fam not prepared to say that I am in 
favor of the bill before the House in its details, 
because I think that there might bea substitute 
introduced which would more eflectually carry 
out what is intended. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. McMux- 
LIN,} in his remarks on yesterday, upon this bill, 
took occasion to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that the Post Office Department is not 
now a self-sustaining branch of the Government; 
but that, on the contrary, it is a tax on the 
Treasury, and there has to bean annual appropri- 
ation in order to meet the necessary expenditures. 

However true that may be—and [ am prepared 
to indorse all of the sentiments he expressed—I 
say, that one of the reasons why that very state 
of things exists, so far as the mail between the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts is concerned, originates 
in the law now in existence. The principle of this 
bill is intended to remedy this defect; and, if it is 
adopted by Congress, it will be found that it will 
effect the very result which the gentleman desires, 
to wit: that the Post Office Department shall be a 
self-sustaining branch of the Government. 

Now, what are the facts? At present. the mail 
is carried between the cities of New York and 
San Francisco for $850,000 per annum. The 
average length of time by the Panama route—by 
which route the mail is carried—is about thirty 
days. It has been done in twenty-five days; but 
the average time will be found to be thirty days. 
There are two large express companies, Adams 
& Co. and Wells, Fargo & Co., which carry mail 
matter by Nicaragua, charging from twenty-five 
to fifty cents on a letter; and the trip is made in 
twenty-two and twenty-three days. The result 
is, that all commercial men throughout the country 
avail themselves of these facilities, as the most ex- 
peditious and the best calculated to carry outtheir 
purpose, to wit: to expedite them in the delivery 
of messages which materially affect their interests. 

The mail matter, therefore, which is carried by 
these express companies, amounts to about one 
third of the regular United States mails; and thus 
the Department is cut off from about one third of 
its revenue, which goes to the maintenance of 
these large express companies. 

Now, what does this bill propose? It proposes 
that when the Government ascertains that a mail 
can be carried by any other route than the one 


li established, in a more expeditious manner, its 


contract shall terminate with the existing route, 
and shall be given to that route which will carry 
it more expeditiously. 

There are four routes between the Atlantic and 
the Pacific now occupying the attention of menof 
capital—the Panama route, the Nicaragua route, 
the Tehuantepec route, and the route between 
New Orleans, Vera Cruz, and Acapulco. 1 have 
no doubt in my own mind that the mails will be 
eventually carried in fifteen days. I believe that 
the mail between New Orleans and San Francisco 
can be carried safely by the Vera Cruz and Aca- 
But I do not believe 
that it will ever be carried in ten days, at a cost 
to the Government, under this bill, of $1,600,000, 
which seems to be the great objection of many gen- 
tlemen to the bill. You now pay $850,000 to 


carry the mails in from twenty-seven to thirty | 


days. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. Nine hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars, 


Mr. LATHAM. Ninehundred and sixty thou- 
sand dollars, the gentleman from Tennessee says. 
This bill proposes that the mail shall be carried in 
twenty five days for $10,000. And if the time ig 
reduced to fifteen days—which, in my opinion is 
the lowest possible limit that it can be carried—it 
will cost $1,006,000, or but little over what the 
Government is now paying for the transportation 
of the mail by the Panama route in twenty-seven 
to thirty days. f 

Now, what I desire to call the attention.of the 
House to more particularly, is, that the princi- 
ples of this bill are right. If thé Government de- 
sires to relieve itself from the burden of taxation 
in carrying and keeping up the mail between the 
Atlantic and Pacific coast, it must adopt this prin- 
ciple, or it cannot possibly relieve itself from a 
large burden of taxation laid upon its shoulders. 
l wish to say, further. > 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
from California allow me to say that I have not 
received a single letter from California for months. 

Mr. LATHAM. That is the true condition of 
things; and so far do I know such delay in re- 
ceiving letters from California to be true, that the 
really important matter which comes to measa 
member of this body I receive regularly by the 
express companies, and it reaches me some five 
or six days before the mail reaches me. And this 
is the case in the experience of the commercial 
men of the country. It is these express compa- 
nies which relieve the Post Office Department of 
that income which it should properly receive, and 
which should go towards sustaining the route that 
is at any time established. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to this 
fact. If you send this bil te the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, the result 
will be that the bill will never be reached, and this 
Congress will adjourn without being able to obtain 
any action whatever upon it, whether it contains 
merits or not. If the consideration of the bill is 
postponed for three weeks, why then the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads can inves- 
tigate this matter; they can see whether this bill 
is capable of being amended in its details—and, for 
one, I think it is—and the bill can then be properly 
reached. 

The committee can amend the bill so as to re- 
lieve the Government from debt, and obviate the 
very objections which the gentleman from Vir- 
gima [Mr. McMuuuin] has expressed against the 
bill, and which I know are entertained by other 
gentlemen upon this floor. When it comes up for 
consideration at the expiration of three weeks, 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
can report a substitute and amendments, and then 
it can be discussed fully by the House, and the 
result will be that the Government can carry. out 
that principle, which we all know will tend to ve- 
lieve the Post Office Department from that burden 
of taxation which is now imposed upon it. Inow 
renew the motion made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, {Mr. Orr,} thatthe consideration 
of the bill be postponed for three weeks. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Will the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Laruam] yield me the floor for a 
moment? 

Mr. LATHAM. LIcannot do so without the 
consent of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Orr.] 

Mr. McMULLIN. lask the gentleman from 
South Carolina, as well as the gentleman from 
California, if they will not consent to withdraw the 
motion for only two or three minutes? 

Mr. ORR. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia (Mr, 
MeMenusw] will promise to renew the motion, 
so far as I am concerned, I will give the gentle- 
man from California permission to withdraw the . 
motion. 

Mr. LATHAM. Having the permission of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, I will now 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [think if the House will 
examine the bill for a moment they will see the 
importance of referring it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Yesterday 
when I addressed the House, I remarked that I 
was not prepared to say whether I should vote. 
for or against the bill—that it was a new proposi- 
tion sprung upon the House for the first time. 
Since that time, however, I have beer looking 
somewhat into this question. 

If you pass this bill in its present shape, 
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even when amended as indicated by the gentle- 
man from California, [Mr. Larnam,] what will be 
the practical effect upon the country? There are, 


California, three or four routes over which the 
mail may be carried. Do you mean to say—do 
you mean that this Congress shall say—that you 
will so frame the bill as to compel the Postmaster 
General to give this mail service into the hands of 
any particular individual or company? 

I undertake to say, if you examine the practical 
effect of this bill, that you will establish a monop- 
oly in favor of the Tehuantepec route. And, sir, 
it may cost this Government, annually, on that 
route, from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000 to carry the 


mail from New Orleans to the city of San Fran- ; 


cisco. Is the House prepared to confer authority 


onthe Postmaster General to pay $1,500,000 for | 


carrying the mail from any one point of this coun- 
try to another? i f 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Certainly; I will yield for 
a question to be asked. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I wish the House 
to understand, and I wish my coll€ague (Mr. 
McMoutxiy] to understand, that the object pro- 
posed to be accomplished by this billis to diminish 
the cost of transporting the mail between New 
Orleans and San Francisco, and to increase the 
revenue to the Post Office Department, from that 
service. I ask my colleague if the reason why the 


rural districts have been neglected—and I agree į 


with hiñ in the desire to improve post office fa- 
cilities in the rural districts—has not 
account of the absorption of the income from the 
Post Office Department by these great lines? 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if by the project 
bill—and I believe in my soul such will be the 
result—the expenses of the transportation of the 
mail be diminished, and the revenue of the Post 
Office Department be increased, I ask whether the 
natural effect of it will not be that the rural 


and blossom as the rose?”’ 
Mr. McMULLIN. I have no doubt that my 
colleague (Mr. Smrru] is of opinion that this: bill 


will effect a reduction of the expenses of the Gov- | 
ernment; but I tell him that the bill will not effect i 
the objects which it professes to secure. I would | 


ask the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. CRURCH- 


WELL, } or the chairman of the Committee on the | 
. Post Officeand Post Roads to have the letter of the 


Postmaster General on this question read to the 
House. I understand it is in his possession. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. And [ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. McMutuiy] to refer 
to the Globe of yesterday, and he will see that 
the letter of the Postmaster General, to which he 
alludes, has been published at my request. 

Mr. McMULUIN. 


read for the information of the House. 
Mr. LATHAM. 
section of this bill be read at the same time. 
“The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to 
read the sixth section of the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, is the 
morning hour expired? 


The SPEAKER. The moming hour is no I| Committee on Private Lands Claims, by the unan- 


expired by three minutes. 


The Clerk then proceeded to read the sixth | 
section of the bill, and afterwards the letter of the i 
Postmaster General on the subject, as published | 


in the Globe. 
The sixth section of the bill is as follows: 


shall give proof to the Postmaster General that said convey- 
ance has been in successful operation for three consecutive 


months, then and in that case it shall be the duty of the | 


Postmaster General to transfer this contract to said individ- 


ual or company, whereupon the former company or indi- i 
vidual shall not be deemed to have any claim for damage, | 


or otherwise, against the Government.” 


under consideration at the present time. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I flatter myself, Mr. Speaker, | 
that I need not further trespass upou the time of | 
the House, after they have heard read the letter | 


of V I wish to ask my | 
colleague a question, if he will permit me to do so. | 


peen on | 


of this | 


: i F ural post | 
office business—to be a little facetious—will ‘smile | 


Mr. Speaker, I send the | 
Globe to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that the letter | 
of the Postmaster General, published therein, be | 


I ask also that the sixth | 


of the Postmaster General in reference to this ques- 
tion. Aregentleman prepared to say; is the gen- 


; || tleman from Tennessee [Mr. CHURCHWELL] him- 
as you have been informed by the gentleman from | i l 


self prepared to say; is my colleague prepared to 
say, that they understand this matter better than 
the Postmaster General, a gentleman who has been 
placed at the head of that Department, and whose 
whole time and talent have been devoted to it? 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I would inquire of 
the gentleman from Virginia how long that gentle- 
man has been Postmaster General ? = 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman knows as 
well as 1 do; most of the timesince the coming in 
of the present Administration. 
genieman how long he has had charge of this 

ill? 
_ Mr. CHURCHWELL.. I have had charge of 
it for about two years; ever since the vote which 
was had upon increasing the compensation of the 
Collins line of steamers. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [I state, with all due defer- 
ence to the gentleman from Tennessee, that it is 
to be presumed that the Postmaster General un- 
derstands the interests of the Government, in 
its postal arrangements, as well, at least, as the 
gentleman from Tennessee. Is this House, in 
the face of the declarations of that letter; in the 
face of the information given upon the call of the 
committee, that under the’ former bill it would 
cost this Government upwards of $2,000,000, 
prepared to pass this bill? 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. With due deference to 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia, and with 
all respect for the honorable the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, I would remind the gentleman that that offi- 
cer is but a man, falliblelike ourselves, and just as 
liable to err. Hence his opinion should be con- 
sidered and weighed well, even if it be yielded to. 
We are here a part of a codrdinate branch of the 
Government, and have a right to determine for 
ourselves upon all the facts connected with the 
case. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman from Ohio 
has not the floor to makea motion to go into com- 
mittee, if that is his intention. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
expired, it is in order to make a motion to go into 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 1 move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and I desire to ask if this is not objec- 
tion day? 

The SPEAKER. It is objection day. 

Mr. EDGERTON. And for that very reason 
we ought to go into the Committee of the Whole 
upon the Private Calendar. Thereare several bills 
upon the Calendar, the reports accompanying 
which can be read, and perhaps some of the bills 
be passed. [1 is due to those interested in private 
claims that we should once in a while go into 
Committee on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I desire that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will withdraw his motion fora 
moment, and allow me to make a report from the 


Has the morning’ hour 


imous consent of the House, merely for the pur- 
pose of reference. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I should be glad to accom- 
modate the gentleman; but [I will say to him that 


|| the Committee of Claims have a large number of 
l| claims which they are very anxious to reportat the 

6 Spo. 6. And be it further enacted, That if at any time | 
during the existence of this contract, any other individuals | 
or company shall establish a more speedy conveyance of | 
the mails between New Orleans and San Francisco, and | 


earliest possible moment; and if any favoritism 


| is to be shown to any committee, I think it should 


be to ours. 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the gentleman that 
I think of going home shortly, at least I shall 
probably be absent from the city, and I hope he 
will allow me to make the report. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. Does 


r || the gentleman withdraw his motion? 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire to inform the | 
House that this letter has reference to the original | 


bill, and therefore it does not apply to the bill |; l f 
i | on Private Land Claims, 1 will not. 


Mr. EDGERTON. No, sir, I will not with- 


draw the motion; but if no gentleman objects to | 


the introduction of the report from the Committee | e yea 
P | ago thissteamboat was burned on thelower Missis- 


There being no objection— : 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill; which was read a first 


E would ask the- 


and second time by its title as followa,-referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on: the state of the 
Union, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed; 

A bill authorizing Robert Graham to locate six 
thousand nine hundred- and ninety-three acres of 


| land in lieu of the one undivided half part of cet- 
j tain lands patented to John Edgar and John Mur- 


ray St. Clair by the Governor of the Northeastern 
Territory. : * : 

Mr. PARKER. I desire the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow me to ask the gnanimousconsent of 
the House to. introduce a report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary upon a very important 
subject. : 

Mr. EDGERTON. I will state to the House 
that I am informed by the Clerk that the bills and 
reports which have lately been referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House have not been printed. 
This is objection day, and if, as. I understand -is 
the fact, there are no bills upon the Private Calen- 
dar which have been printed, except those which 
were read the last objection day—about eight 
cases—there can be no object in gging into Com- 
mittee of the Whole Hose. I will therefore 
withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’ from: Vir- . 
ginia [Mr. McMuxuiy] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There isa motion pend- 
ing, made by myself, to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had not the 
right to take the floor from the gentleman- from 
Virginia for that purpose. e 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isit competent forme 
to arrest the debate for the purpose of moving. to 
go to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move, then, that the 
Flouse go to the business upon the Speaker’s 
table. A ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I hopethe House will go into 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now submit the mo- 
tion that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. L 


MARTHA WASHINGTON CASE. 


Mr. PARKER. I now ask the indulgence of 
the House to make a report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary upon a very important subject, 
requiring our immediate action, and to which I 
am very sure there will not be an objection when 
it is understood. It is in reference to the burning 
of the steamboat Martha Washington. I ask the 
gentleman from Illinois, to: withdraw his motion 
for that purpose. í 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I apprehend’ no with- 
drawal is necessary, if the gentleman has the in- 
dulgence of the House. to make the motion.: E 
certainly shall not object» : 

There being no objection, 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, introduced the following bill; which 
was read a first and second time by its title: 

A bill to defray the expenses growing out of the 
burning of the steamboat Martha Washington. 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope the House will in- 
duige me in having the bill put upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If it. is in order’, 
I move to refer this bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I understand 
it makes an appropriation, and 1 think it should 
go there. , ; 

Mr. PARKER. It does make an appropria- 
tion; but if the House will listen to me for a mo- 
ment, I think there will be no objection to paying 
it, without being considered in Committee of the 
Whole. This is a matter growing out of the 


| burning of the steamboat ‘Martha Washington, 


which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary yesterday. “That committee held a special 
session this morning, to take the subject into con- 
sideration; and they thought it of sufficient import- 
ance to warrant them in calling the attention of the 
House to it to-day. 

It will be recollected, because it is a matter, I 
believe, ofuniversal notoriety, that sometwo years 


sippi, under circumstances which satisfy the public 
mind, I think, that there was not only connected 
with that matter one of the most stupendous frauds 
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that, the high crimes of arson and murder; for no 
less than sixteen persons lost their lives in the || 
conflagration. The country has been at immense 

pains during these two years, for the purpose of ! 
bringing these offenders to justice. Facts have | 
transpired recently to satisfy the Judiciary Com- 
mittee that nine individuals now incarcerated at 
Helena 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- | 
tion of order. The rules of the House require that | 
a Lill making an appropriation must have its first ! 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole. Ii 
myself cannot see how this Government has any- | 
thing to do with the crime of burning that steam- 
boat, or the payment of the judicial expenses in 
prosecuting the criminals. f 

Mr. PARKER. I will explain to my friend | 

from Tennessee, and am satisfied that he will ! 
raise no objection, if he understands the matter. | 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the. 

House that the gentleman from Indiana shall pro- | 
ceed ? 
There was no objection. | 
Mr. PARKER. Some four or five of the per- | 
sons who were supposed to be implicated—in fact, | 
there is no doubt about their implication in that | 
great crime—were arrested under a law of the 
United States making a conspiracy under such cir- | 
> cumstances highly criminal. They were tried in 
the courts of the United States in the State of || 
Ohio. Forthe want of testimony, which has quite | 
recently come to light, those individuals were ac- | 
quitted. They have since been arrested under the 
requisition of the Governor of Arkansas, and some 
nine of them, whom the committee deem unques- 
tionably guilty, are in jail at Helena, in the State 
of Arkansas. The preliminary examination comes 
on in ten days from this date,on the 17th of this 
month; and it is a matter deemed of immense im- 
portance to the country that those persons should 
be vigilantly and thoroughly prosecuted. As I 
said before, murder and arson, as well as a most | 
stupendous fraud, are involved in this matter; and 
it is deemed unsafe to leave this thing in the attı- | 
tude in which it now stands, to be prosecuted by 
a weak county—the county of Philips in the State 
of Arkansas—without some aid. t is the object | 
of the bill to afford that aid, and make some re- | 
quital for those who have expended their own 
means in the arrest of these individuals, under the į 
requisition of the Governor of Arkansas. 
imagine, Mr. Speaker, that I have said enough. 
I do not wish to detain the House further. This 
matteris one of universal notoriety, and one which | 
has attracted the attention of every member on | 
this floor. | 

Mr, STANTON, of Tennessee. Will the gen- || 
tleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. STANTON, I will simply reply to the į 
remark or objection of my colleague over the way, | 
that the bill reported provides that no part of this ; 
money shall be expended towards a prosecution 
in State courts, unless the Secretary shall be satis- 
fied that the crime and the circumstances of its 
perpetration involve also a violation of the laws of 
the United States, in order to meet the scruples of 
some gentlemen who have a difficulty in reference 
to such application of the public fund. 

I will remark further, which my friend from 
Indiana seems to have omitted in hig statement, 
that this band of confederates extends from the 
city of New York, through all the eastern and || 
western States, as far as New Orleans; and that | 
it has been necessary to send to almost every 
State of the Union, or at least numbers of them, 
in order to arrest these criminals. And there is 
an equal necessity to send to those different States 
for the purpose of getting the witnesses. 

Now, when it is remenibered that this crime was 
conceived in the city of Cincinnati, persons having | 
confederated for the purpose of effecting large in- | 
surance on fictitious articles on board of this steam- H 
boat, purporting to be packed in boxes which | 
contained nothing but trumpery, and when this 
boat was fired in the State of Arkansas, on her 
passage down the river, while incidentally or ac- 
cidentally passing through the jurisdiction of that [| 
State, it is very clear, as the Secretary of State i 
says, that the local interests of Arkansas,and espe- 
ciaily of the county of Philips, in this crime, bears | 
no comparison to the general interests of the whole | 
people of the United States, in bringing the offen- 


H 
i 
j 
i 
i 


j add anything to what has already been said. 


Now, the county of Philips, onthe Mississippi 
river, iscomparatively a poorcounty—rich inlands, 
but sparsely populated; and this prosecution will 
require an expenditure of thousands of dollars for 


ibe purpose of effecting justice. And what inter- 
est have the people of Philips county, in Arkan- 


sas, in bringing these parties to justice? Whatin- j 


terest have they in imposing upon themselves the 
heavy burden of taxation which will be necessary 
to meet the expenses of the prosecution? Sir, they 
have no interest in it. 

This crime was committed on the bosom of the 
Mississippi river, which is a great highway of the 
nation, connecting together a number of the States 
of the Union, and, therefore, entitled to be calied, 
in the language of Mr. Calhoun, ‘‘an inland sea.” 
If this crime had been committed on any of the 
tide waters of the country, it would have been 
within the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States; but as the Mississippi river is not affected 
by the tides of the Gulf, it is not within the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. PARKER. Ido not think it necessary to 
I 
hope the gentleman from Tennessee will withdraw 
his motion, and allow the bill to pass. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave heard no reason which, 
I think, should satisfy any one that this is a case 
to which the United States should be a party, or 
of which the United States should be made to pay 
the expenses. 

If this Government is to be made to take juris- 


| diction of all offenses that are to be committed |; 


upon therivers of the country, and upon the steam- 


ers and other crafts upon the waters ofthe country, | 
it will in a short time extend itself to all the rall- |; 
roads of the country. Are not the railroads at 


present as much highways of the country as the 
MisS&issippi river is? 
be absorbing, in my opinion, the domestic con- 


cerns of the States—things which legitimately and {| 


of themselves belong to the States, and not to this 
Government, 
to centralization—to the absorption of everything 
which pertains to the States within the power and 
jurisdiction of the General Government. 


1 do not know what are the particular laws of | 


the State of Arkansas. The county of Philips 
may be poor; but I do not suppose that, because 
this offense has to be prosecuted in that county, 
because it is there that these persons are to be 
tried, necessarily, or under the laws of that State, 
the county of Philips must pay the expenses of 
the prosecution. In the State in which ! live, the 


county furnishes the jury, but all the other ex- ! 


penses, for witnesses, attorney’s fees, and every- 


thing, save the per diem of the jurors, are paid by | 


the State, in all cases of felony. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 1 have mysel 


practiced in the State of Arkansas, and I Jearn | 
this morning from one of the Senators from that : 


State, who, I know very well, is an extensive 
2. > y > dias 

practitioner in that State, that the expense of this 
prosecution must be paid by the county of Philips. 


And even if it did come from the treasury of the |! 


State, the State of Arkansas has just as little in- 
terest in this matter as the State of Massachusetts 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman from Ten 
nessee [ Mr. Jonrs] will allow me, I will make a 
suggestion which | think will relieve him from 
difficulty. 
that this case is now in the State court. Although 


there are some four or five of these individuals į 


who have been arrested for conspiracy under the 
laws of the United States, there are some four or 
five others who have never been arrested and 
tried; and it would be the duty of the General 
Government, in my estimation, to say that those 
men held in custody should not go at large until 


they are indicted for the crime for which they | 


stand committed against the United States. For 
that reason alone, if there were no other merits 
in the case, I think that the bill ought to be 
assed. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
reason, in my opinion, for coming with this case 
here at all; and that is, that the United States have 


a full Treasury, and are able to pay this expense, |: 


and that these people may get the expenses of this 
prosecution out of the National Treasury. Where 


Sir, this Government would {| 


The tendency of things is too much | 


lt isa mere matter of form, at most, | 


There is but one !! 


| individuals who suffered by this crime? Where 
; are all the interests—the steamboat interests—that 
i are involved in a crime of this charactér, commit- 
| ted upon these western waters? Those interests 
| are certainly adequate and able to meet, to defray, 
| the expenses of this case. It would, at any rate, 
be establishing a dangerous precedent, for this 
Government to take the jurisdiction of, and defray 
| the expenses of, crimes and misdemeanors com- 
I insist 


i mitted within the jurisdiction of a State. 
i upon the enforcement of the rule which requires 
| that bills of this character should go to the Com- 
: mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

: The SPEAKER. Objection being made by 
i the gentleman from Tennessee, the bill must go 
| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 

| Mr. PARIKER. If the House will indulge me, 
| I will move that the House resolve itself into the 
: Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| for the purpose of taking up and considering this 
. bill. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done, as the 
House can only resolve itself into the Committee 
| of the W Hole on the state of the Union upon a 
| particular subject. 
| Mr. HAVEN, I wish to make a suggestion 
l! to the House in relation to this bill. IT have no 

expectation that the House will pause in its evi- 
| dent intention to take means for passing this bill. 
| it strikes me that this is a very objectionable pro- 
ceeding indeed. What is it? 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise toa question of 
; order. 
 TheSPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the regular 
| order of business, 
Mr. PARKER. 
The SPEAKER. 


Is my motion in order? 
lt is not competent for the 
|i House to determine that it will resolve itself into 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
i| Union upon that particular bill, Itcan only go into 
i the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
i: Union generally. 
‘| Mr. PARKER. I hope that the bill will be re- 
i committed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
© TheSPEAKER,. ‘There is a motion pending 
i; to commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
|| on the state of the Union, which must be first 
1i put. 
| j The question was put; and decided in the nega- 
tive. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Does not the bill go, as a 
i matter of course, to the Committee of the Whole, 
| containing, as it does, an appropriation of money ? 
Mr. PARKER. I withdraw the motion I made 
that the bill be referred tothe Committee on the 
Judiciary, and will allow the bill to goto the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The SPEAKER. Ino objection is made, the 
bill will be so referred, and printed. The question 
:| now pending is, that the House resolve itself into 
i the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
i Union. 
| RELIEF OF HARRIET LEAVENWORTH. 
i Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
|, Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following 
bill; which thereupon received the signature of the 
: Speaker: 
Act for the relief of Harriet Leavenworth,widow 
of the late Brevet Brigadier General Leavenworth, 
The House then agreed to the motion to go into 
commitice. 
|: The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. Orr in the chair.) 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee, at its last 
sitting, had under consideration the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill, on which the gentleman 


from Missouri (Mr. Caruruxrs] is entitled to the 
: floor. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS, 


Mr. CARUTHERS said that he did not pro- 
| pose to dwell on the necessity for organizing ter- 
ritorial governments for Nebraska and Kansas. 
| He would content himself with remarking that the 
i last House of Representatives, in obedience to 
the known wishes of the people, passed a bill for 
i this purpose. 

li The resistance to the proposed organization 


ae 
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was founded on two grounds. The one, that it| 
violates our treaty stipulations with the Indian 
tribes, and involves the violation of good faith 
and party obligation by repealing the eighth sec- 
tion of the act of March 6, 1820. So far as the 
first objection goes, the Indian rights are well pro- 
tected. 

He proposed to come to the immediate consider- 

ation of the high question of honor and good faith 
involved in this bill. The question, he said, over- 
rides all party considerations. 1t is true it is pre- | 
sented as an Administration measure, and itis true 
that he was here as a Whig; but he was not here 
to oppose any Administration measure because it 
is thus brought forward. He was here to follow 
to the end the dictates of his own judgment. He 
believed that the Administration has, on this sub- 
ject, taken high national ground, and planted itself 
on the great American principle of self-govern- 
ment-—which is not involved in any mere party 
issues—the right of the people to determine for 
themselves the character of their domestic institu- 
tions. He held to the doctrine of congressional 
non-intervention. 
_ As to the sacredness of the Missouri compact, 
the North violated it in less than twelve months 
from the time ofits passage. That measure was 
cradled ina tempest, and has been true to its origin; 
for, from that day to 1850, the Abolitionists have 
from year to year become stronger from theslavery 
excitement. He contended that we shall never 
have peace until the subject is expelled from these 
Halls, Expel it, and the occupation of the agita- 
tors will be gone. . 

In conclusion, he eloquently spoke of the North 
and the South, of their past glories, and their pres- | 
ent obligations jointly to uphold the Constitution | 
of the country. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, said that he did ! 
not propose, in discussing the Nebraska-Kansas | 
| 
t 
| 


bill, to submit any remarks in reference to the | 
Badger amendment. He should pass it by asa 
matter of no practical importance. lt was suffi- 
cient for him that this bill, with or without that 
amendment, opened all our unorganized territory | 
to slavery; and this, too, in derogation of a com- | 
pact solemnly entered into, the intention of which, | 
from the very nature of things, must have been to j 
consecrate to freedom this vast territory, so long | 
as the State of Missouri should exist; for one 

art of the compromise was to have been as 
durable as the other, 

He then replied to the argument that the Mis- 
souri compromise was unconstitutional, and con- 
tended that not only had Congress, under the Con- | 
stitution, the power to enact it, but that it was | 
now its duty to maintain it. 

He repudiated the idea that the bill contained | 
the principle of non-intervention, and cited its pro- | 
visions to prove that itdid intervene. | 

[These speeches will be found in the Appendix.] | 

Mr. MACDONALD obtained the floor. | 

Mr. RIDDLE, I ask the gentleman to give 
way for a motion that the committee rise. | 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will yield for that pur- 


ose. 
j Mr. RIDDLE. I then submit that motion. 
The question was put; and the motion was. 
agreed to. | 
So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under cofisideration, and particularly the bill com- 
monly known as the civil and diplomatic bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

[A message was here received from the President 
ofthe United States, by the hands of Simyey WEB- 
ster, Esq., his Private Secretary, informing the 
House that the President had signed the bill au- 
thorizing the construction of six first-class steam 
frigates, and for other purposes. ] : 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to ask the consent of 
the Hlouse that the Committee of Ways and 


Means have leave to correct a clerical error in the 


report made by us on yesterday. 


i 
i 
| 
4 
| 
ti 
i 
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No objection being made, leave was granted. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I move that when this House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. — 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I eall for a divis- 
jon on the question, for tellers, and for the yeas 
and nays. [Langhter.] : 

Tellers were not ordered, only fourteen voting 
in the afirmative. 


| journ over; 


Mr. JONES. Now I demand the yeas and 
nays. Ifthe yeas and nays be refused, I ask a 
division of the ELouse on the question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn 
over unu! Monday; and on a division, there 
were—ayes 93, noes 20; no quorum. 

Mr. JONES. 1 move that the House do now 
adjourn. 7 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I demand 
tellers on the question. ` 

The SPEAKER. Tellers and yeas and nays 
have been both refused. 

Mr. STANTON. I had understood that only 
tellers on the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from Delaware 
withdraws his motion, | will renew it, and we can 
then have another test of the sense of the Honse. 


Mr. RIDDLE. I withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ over 
Mr. ORR. I renew it. 


Mr. JONES. And [ask forthe yeas and nays. 
{Laughter.] 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Van and 
CAMPBELL were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 103, noes 15. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. This morning a bill ‘* for the 
relief of the West Feliciana Railroad Company, 
and the Georgia Railroad and Banking Company,” 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, I believe, 
at the suggestion of the Chair. Since that refer- 
ence was made, some papers have been placed in 
my hands, from which L learn that the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Srernens,] who is absent from 
his seat, but is expected to be back in a few days, 
has charge of the matter, and wishes to give ita 
particular direction. 1 therefore move to vecon- 
sider the vote by which that bill was so referred, 
and I ask that the motion to reconsider may be 
entered, and lie over until the return of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

The motion to reconsider was accordingly en- 
tered for future consideration. 

Mr. BISSELL. I think it would be well to 
refer the Senate bills upon the Speaker’s table, as 
they are rapidly accumulating. I therefore move 
that the House proceed to the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It took some time 
to count a quorum just now on the motion to ad- 
and it is evident that there is nota 
working quorum here. 1 therefore move that the 
House do now adjourn. ` 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

And thereupon (at half-past three ọ’clock, p. 
m., the House adjourned until Monday, at twelve 
o'clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpay, April 10, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wituiam H. MILBURN- 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. EVERETT presented resolutions passed 
lata meeting of the legal voters of the town of 
Medfield, Massachusetts, protesting against the 
passage of the Nebraska bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. it . 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of inhab- 
itants of Gardner, Massachusetts, praying a re- 
duction of the rates of ocean postage to two cents; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. . 

Mr. FOOT presénted a resolution, passed ata 
meeting of citizens of Randolph, Vermont, re- 
monstrating against the passage of any act for the 
admission of slavery north of 36° 30’; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 3 E 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of citizens 


| of Colchester and its vicinity, Connecticut, pray- 
| ing the enactment of such jaws as will best secure 
| 


| the principles of religious freedom, and especially 


| for the protection of American citizens: m the 
| enjoyment of the rights of conscience and of reli- 
gious worship, as well as the right to bury their 
dead in such way as may seem to them most 


F 
i 


appropriate, when residing or.traveling.in foreign 

lauds; which was ‘referred to. the ‘Committee:on 

Foreign Relations. werk 
Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of citi- 

zens of Syracuse, New York, praying. Congress 

to reduce the charge for the transit of letters across 
the Atlantic to two cents for every letter weighing 
not more than half an ounce; which was referred 
to the Committee on. the Post Office and Post 

Roads. ` 
Also, a petition of citizens of Chemung county, 

New York, praying that the homestead bill may 

bara a law; which was ordered to lie on the 

able. x 

Also, a petition of members of the Mechanics’ 
Mutual Protection Society, of Elmira, Chemung 
county, New York, praying that the homestead 
bill may become a law; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Warwick, Orange 
county, New York, praying Congress to grant 
that the children of such revolutionary officers 
and soldiers as were slain in battle, or died in said 
service, (whose widows died previously to the act 
being passed granting pensions to officers and ‘sol- 
diers of the Revolution,) may receive the pensions 
their mothers would have received had they lived 
until the act was passed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the following petitions, remonstrances, 
&c., against the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise, and the introduction of slavery into the Ter- 
ritories; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Petitions. of citizens of Grand Rapids, Michi- 
an; 

7 Of inhabitants of Burton, New York; 
Of inhabitants of Haverstraw, New York; 
OF inhabitants of Washington county, New 

York; and : 
Of citizens of Niagara county, New York; 
Protest of C. J. Walker and one thousand six 

hundred and seventy-two others, citizens of De- 

troit, Michigan; ; 

Memorial of resident preachers of the gospel, of 
Rochester, New York; - 

Remonstrance of the church and congregation 
of the First Congregational Church, in Lebanon, 
New York; ‘ 

Memorial of Bernhard Behrend, of Narrows- 
burg, New York; and i 

Memorial of male and female residents of New 
Hampshire, 

Also, two memorials of citizens of New York, 
praying that measures may be taken to secure 
religious liberty to American citizens residing or 
traveling in foreign countries; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of New York, 
praying that a contract may be entered into with 
Christian Hansen for the transportation of the 
mails between Brooklyn, New York, and certain 
ports in Europe; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ss 

Mr. SMITH presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Connecticut, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Nebraska bill; which were ordered to 
Jie on the table. ee 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of New Britain,” 
Connecticut, praying a reduction of the rates of 
ocean postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the memorial of John Lovett and sixty- 
nine others, citizens of Winchester, Connecticut, 
praying for the free grant of the public lands to 
such actual settlers as are landless; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands... 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of S. T. Van 
Derze, anofficer of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment in the war of 1812, praying an amendment 
of the bounty land and ‘pension laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of E. H. 
Wingfield, praying compensation for expenses 
incurred while acting as agent to the Apache In- 
dians; which was referred to the Committee ov 
Indian Affairs. ea 

Mr. RUSK presented an additional document 
in relation to the claim of J. M. Smith for remu- 
neration for losses incurred in a contract for car- 
rying certain mails in Texas; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and . Post 
R. d 


oads. : 
Mr. SEBASTIAN presented documents in re- 
lation to the claim of Andrew Taylor-and Henry 
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Smith, for compensation for a certain tract of land 


at Sitico, Old Town, Tennessee, sold by the Legis- | 


lature of that State, under misrepresentations made 
to them; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, to whom was referred the memorial | 


of the Ohio Falls Marine Railroad Company, 


praying the aid of the United States in the con- | 
struction of a marine railway for the transporta- | 


tion of sitamboats around the Falls of the Ohio, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. MASON gave notice of his intention to in- 
troduce a bill to authorize the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company to extend their railroad toa 


Reine on the Potomac river, at: or near the city of | 


ashington, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 


to amend an act entitled “An act to provide com- | 


penatan to such persons as may be designated 
ceive the public money, under the fifteenth section 
of the act of Gih August, 1846, for the additional 
services required under that act,” approved March 


2, 1853; which was read a first and second time | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- |! 


nance. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE AT DETROIT. 
Mr. CASS submitred the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instmet- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropri- 
aticn for the construction of a custom house, and also an 
appropriation for the consrnetion of a marine hospital, at 
Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 


MAILS IN UPPER PENINSULA OF MICHIGAN. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and | 


agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Ofice and 
Post Roads be instructed to mquire into the expediency of 
Juereasmeg the mail Cacilities iu the Upper Peninsula of the 
State of Michigan. 


CORRESPONDENCE OF HON. D. D. BARNARD. | 


Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to comiuttpicate lo the Senate, if notin bis opinion 
incompatible with the public interest, copies of the corre- 
spondence of Mr, Barnard, late Minister of the United 
States ia Prussia, with the United States consul at Bre- 
mien, Quid of that consul with de Government of Bremen, 
relative to the e ot Mr Conrad Schmidt, a naturalized 
citizen of the United 5 arrested at Bremen, aud de 
tained there upon a requisition from the Government of 
Hanover, chaming Sclimidt as a subject of that kingdom. 

Also, a copy ofa fetter addresse d, while 
Minister of the United State jesty the 
King of Prossia, in October, 1852, on the subject of reli 
gious toleration, and of a dispateb addressed by Mr. Barnard 
to the Department of State, in reference thereto. 

Also, copies of the correspondence of the Legation of the 


United States at Berlin, with the Minister ot the Grand || 


Duke of Baden, at Berlin, in regard to the arrest and mal- 
treatmentor E. T. Dana, W. B. Dwirht, and Dr. Ramsey, 
citizens of the United states, at Heidelberg, in the Grand 
Duchy of Baden. 

NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. BADGER. {ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to allow me to introduce a bill, and 
have it passed now, of which no notice has been 
given; and Lam sure that, when | state what it 
is, there will be no objection, We passed an act 
in the year 1850, authorizing notaries public to 
take and certify affidavits in certain cases. 


and included the District of Columbia. 


District of Columbia was left out. The object of 
the bill which t wish to introduce, is simply to 


Columbia. It was an oversight by which it was 
left out in the engrossment of that bill 


a bill supplementary to the act entitled, “© An act 
to authorize notaries 


tain cases.” 

Leave was granted, and the bill was reada 
first and second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
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y the Secretary of the Treasury to keep and re- | 


By a. 
second section of the hill, put to it, it was extended | 
In some | 
way or other in the engrossment of the bill, the | 


. I now: 
ask leave of the Senate to enabie me to introduce ji 


: public to take and certify | 
oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments in cer- ` 


It proposes to enact that all the powers and 
authority conferred in and by the act referred to, 
approved September 16, 1850, upon notaries pub- 
lic, in the States and Territories, be vested in no- 
taries public within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHASE. 
Senate on a former occasion, an amendment was 


|| the country to take depositions to be used in the 
|| courts of the United States. I should be giad to 
‘| have thatamendment made to this bill,and | hope 
| it will be passed over for the purpose of making 
lt. 

Mr.BADGER. Let it lie over until to-morrow. 
i Mr. CHASE. I move to postpone its further 
|| consideration until to-morrow. 
i| ‘The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM B. EDWARDS. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. | move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate on Friday last passed 
House bill for the relief of William B. Edwards, 
for the purpose of making an amendment which 
| ought to have been made but was overlooked. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the vote by 
| which the bill was ordered to a third reading was 
| also reconsidered. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to amend by 
striking out “ four” from the words “ eighteen 
| hundred and fifty-four.” Hi was put in by a cler- 
į ical mistake, in the engrossment. of the bill. “Phe 
pension will then commence in ‘eighteen hun- 
| dred and fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to, and ordered to 
be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read a third time, and passed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr.GWIN. [I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill reported from the 
select committee “ for the construction of a railroad 
from the valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific 
ocean? 

Mr. BADGER. I had proposed to ask the Sen- 
ate to take up, this morning, the bill which I indi- 
cated on last Friday; but Lam not atall disposed to 
interfere with the Senator from California, who, Í 
know, is so situated as to make it highly import- 
ant to him to beable to do to-day what he pro- 
poses to do. I shall, therefore, give way to him 
| very cheerfully; but, as I am under the necessity 
of leaving town, I hope the Senate will oblige me 
to-morrow, by taking up that bill in the morning 
hour. 

Mr. EVANS. The bill to provide for the 
claims of the officers of the Revolutionary Army 
was made the special order for to-day, Ihave no 
disposition to interfere with other gentlemen, but L 
am afraid that if that bill is pashed out of its place 


p again. 

and I do not thinkit Will occupy half an hour. 1 

f say to the gentleman from California, however, 
that if it is likely to lead to debate, { will move 
myself for its continuance, so as to enable him to 
go on.with his speech; but if we could dispose of 
| that bill this morning, it would be very desirable 


|; to do so. 

i Mr. GWIN. Ido not wish to intrude on the 
| Senator from South Carolina, but 1 should be 
much obliged to him if he wonld permit me to 
occupy some time this morning in giving my views 
| on the subject of the Pacific railroad. I shall be 
“necessarily away from the city in a day or two; 
iat least I shall be called out of my place in the 
Senate. F wil certainly aid the Senatorin getting 
up his bill at any reasonable time. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate are aware of the 
necessity, on my part, as I conceive, to ask them 
to proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness in preference to any other. The Senator 
from California, however, spoke to methis morn- 
i ing, and for considerations which I fully appre- 


; have the opportunity of being beard upon his 
t! favorite railroad scheme for a short time, and F told 
| him that he should certainly have my consent, 
: with the assent of the Senate that after that was 
: done I should move for an Executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 


sider the bill for the construction of a railroad 
: from the valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific 
4) ocean. 


i Mr GWIN. Mr. President, the history of the 


W hen this bill was before the ! 


made to it authorizing notaries public throughout | 


i now, I shall have some difficulty in getting it up | 
l should prefer to have it considered now, | 


W | ciate, personal to himself, asked that he might i 
extend the provisions of that act to the District of | 


ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- | 


country presents no instance of a measure of great 
national importance in which there has been such 
unanimity of publie sentiment in its favor as the 
project of connecting the Atlantic and Pacific 
by means of Railway. We are left in no doubt 
as to the judgment of the American people on this 
subject. The agricultural, commercial, mechan- 
ical, and manufacturing interests; our statesmen 
who held, and who now hold high places in the 
councils of the nation; our citizens in primary as- 
semblies, and Legislatures of Sovereign States, 
have declared in its favor; and the Press, in its 
power, in terms not to be misunderstood, has 
echoed and reéchoed public opinion in its support, 
from one end of the Union to the other. Yetnoth- 
ing definite, thus far, has been done, although ap- 
peals have again and again been made to the Con- 
gress of the United States to take the initiative 
in this great measure. Upon what plea can we go 
before the tribunal of public opinion, and excuse 
ourselves for longer delay: With an overflowing 
Treasury, whose annual accumulations are a 
source of embarrassment, reversing the experience 
of all other nations, and happy in the qitiet, yet 
progressive development of the arts of peace, with- 
out a speck of war threatening our horizon, what 
lime more propitious than the present for us to act 
in this matter, so earnestly pressed upon us by 
public sentiment, and which the Chief Magistrate 


i has so distinctly recommended in his annual mes- 


sage to Congress? 

Ask me ‘‘for anything but time,” said the great 
Napoleon, ‘and you shall have it.” Is there any 
Senator, friendly to this measure, who is insensl- 

le to the importance of immediate legislation in 
rogard to it? Individuals, for a few fleeting years, 
perform their part, and, one after another, soon 
pass off the theater of human affairs. Their use- 
fulness in the role of life is then seen in the wis- 
dom of their policy, of which posterity will best 
judge. The necessity for this work, in a thousand 
forms, crowds upon the mind as we survey our 
present condition, our capacities, our wants. The 
enriching power of trade, foreign and domestic, 
and the prospect of our advance in greatness, are 
the inducements to begin it now. The results no 
one, at this time, can properly estimate. 

‘The Select Committee charged with this subject 
have given it that careful examination which its 
importance demands, and have instructed me, as 
Chairman, to report the bill now under consider- 
ation. ‘To secure prompt, cordial, and, if possible, 
unanimity of action, we have endeavored carefully 
to exclude everything that might give rise to con- 
stitutional doubt or objection, or tend in any man- 
ner to create local or sectional prejudices. 

It proposes a grant of land by the Government 
similar to that repeatedly conceded from the days 
of President Monroe,—thirty years ago,—down, 
through every successive Administration, to the 
present period, with a reasonable compensation for 
carrying the United States mails. It establishes 
no eastern terminus. !t gives no preference to any 
State in the great valley of the Mississippi—no 
advantage to any particular locality, except that 
given by nature herself; and assigns the contract, 


: on ample security, to the best bidder, after full and 


fair competition. The means are no more than 
adequate to secure the result, and nota dollar is 
to he paid from the National Treasury except for 
service performed. By this bill the mail will be 
carried daily, both ways, in less than a week, from 
our Atlantic and Pacific borders, for little more 
than it now costs for a semi-monthly mail, occu- 
pying near four weeks in the transit. Without 
the read, the lands are valueless; but with it the 
alternate sections will bring millions of dollars into 
the Treasury, whilst an enterprising and indus- 
trious population will settle, cultivate, and rapidly 
fill ap the country on either side of the route from 
the Mississippi to the Pacific. 

“Is it not our clear constitutional right to con- 
struct this great highway through the territory of 
the United States? Could language be more ex- 
plicitthan the delegation of authority in the fourth 


‚article of the Constitution, for Congress ‘to dis- 


pose of, and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory of the United States;’? 
coupled with the power given in the first article, 
“ to establish post offices and post reads;” saying 
nothing of those powers naturally flowing out of 


: that instrument to carry out its great purposes ? 


The POSTAL SYSTEM was stipulated for, even 
under the Confederation, In the ninth article, 
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Congress had the exclusive right of “ establishing 
and regulating post offices from one State to another 
throughout the United States, and exacting such 
postage on the papers passing through the same 
as may be requisite to defray the expenses of the 
said office.” When the original draft of the Con- 
stitution was prepared, it only proposed to give 
Congress “ the power to establish post offices”? 
but it was subsequently amended by adding “and 
post roads; ia which form it was adopted with- 
out opposition. 

The Federalist, in an article prepared by Mr. 
Madison, in diséussing the provisions of the pro- 
posed new form of Government, declared that 
“the power of establishing post roads must, in 
every view, be a harmless power; and may, per- 
haps, by judicious management, become produc- 
tive of great public convenience. Nothing which 
tends to facilitate the intercourse between the 
States can be deemed unworthy of the public 
care. ”? 

The Articles of Confederation had been projected 
before the date of our act of independence. On 
the 11th of June, 1776, the revolutionary Congress 
resolved that t‘ a committee be appointed to prepare 
and digest the form of a confederation to be entered 
into between the Colonies.” Their ratification, 
however, did not begin until 1778, and was not con- 
summated until Ist March, 1781. From this period 
until the year 1789, when, on the 4th of March, the 
First Congress met under the new Constitution, 
the power given in respect to the postal system 
resulted in the establishment of seventy-five post 
offices, with a total extent of mail route of 1,875 
miles, at a cost for mail transportation of $22,081. 
The efficacy of the new and enlarged delegation of 
power in the Constitution appears in the fact that, 
in the ten years immediately preceding the begin- 
ning of the present century, a little over the period 
in which the postal system had existed under the 
Confederation, the number of post offices in the 
Union rose to 903, with an extent of post route of 
90.817 miles, ata cost of mail transportation of 

128,644. ‘Khe succeeding ten years it increased to 


300 post offices, with 36,406 miles of post route, i 


ata cost for mail service of $327,966. From that 
period it has been steadily advancing, until, in the 
year 1852, there were 20,901 post offices, 214,284 
miles of post route, at a cost for mail transit of 
$4,225,311. For the past year, (1853,) we have 
89,788 post offices, 218,743 miles of post route, 
and $4,989,758 paid by the people for organizing, 
enlarging, and perfecting this mighty. system, 
which, like the nerves of the human body, is de- 
signed to be extended over every part of our 
country, carrying intelligence from the center to 
the extremities of the Republic. Is it not uni- 
versally admitted that intelligence is the vital prin- 
ciple of popular institutions, the current of life that 
is to sustain them, and renew, in its regular flow, 
their health and power? 

Is not the authority which the Constitution con- 
fers for promoting the arts and sciences, and the 
policy established by the founders of this Govern- 
ment in setting apart a portion of our public domain 
to the cause of education, an evidence of the im- 
portance they attach to the dissemination of knowl- 
edge as the mainspring of progress? 

The prompt, speedy communication of inteili- 
gence is the great desideratum of the age. We 
seek it, like the diffusive lightof day, as an ele- 
ment, not merely of social enjoyment, of mental 
improvement, but of industrial prosperity. 

The telegraphic wires now: stretching over the 
Union, the British Isles, upon the continent of 
Europe, even reaching Asia and Northern Africa, 
passing over rivers, and under inland seas, and the 
millions that are paid for the service, confirm the 
truth here asserted. 

The post horse and country road have yielded 
to the post coach and turnpike; 
way and stcam-engine; whilst, in speed of trans- 
mission, the Electric power has passed the summit 
of human expectation, by its triumphs over time 
and space. Upon what ground can we withhold 
from California direct means of intercommunica- 
tion equal to those possessed by her sister States 
onthe Atlantic, when the Constitution declares in 
its fourth article, that “ the citizens of each State 
shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities 
of the several States?” 

In view of this constitutional obligatien, will 
you not extend to her a participation in that 
wonderful system of inland transit and inter- 


these to the rail- | 


| course with ber sister States which others enjoy 
| without stint or limitation? Will you leave us, 


| separated and disconnected from you by half a 


; homes, and mingle with you only by encountering 
i the privations of an overland journey through an 
| Indian country, or the dangers of the sea in coming 


i American continent through foreign territory; or 
iin pursuing, for seventeen thousand miles, the 
i watery track around Cape Horn? I have thus 
i considered this subject as part of a 

POSTAL SYSTEM, esteemed by every en- 
lightened nation’ so important to its prosperity, 
and in which we seek a fair participation. 


| been operating in the political transitions of the 


i 


| country, from the Revolution to the present time; 


| and the people of California ask to have extended 


| constitutional right. We ask the exercise of 
|a road by the United States Government through 


i the limits of a Sovernsrcn Srate. We leave 


to the State herself, and in addition to compen- 


with specified restrictions, in accordance with le- 


a third of a century. It is, in fact, only neces- 
sary to consult our statute-books for the last three 
years, to see the unqualified manner in which this 
congressional power has been exercised. I refer 
more especially to the act of Congress, approved 
September, 1850, to grant “ the right of way, AND 
makine a grant of land to the States of ILLINOIS, 
Mississiprr, and ALABAMA, in aid of the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile.” Also, 
that of June 10, 1852, “ granting the right of way 
i to the State of Missouri, and a FOoRNON OF THE 
i pusiic lands to aid in the construction of certain 
| railroads in said State;’’ followed by a general act, 


| 
t 
f 
j 
| way toall rail and plank roads and macadamized 
| turupikes through the public lands belonging to the 
| United States.” And the act, approved February 
| 9, 1853, granting the right of way, and making 
a grant of land to the States of Arkansas and Mis- 
souri, to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
| a point on the Mississippi, opposite the mouth of 
| the Ohio river, via Little Rock, to the Texas bound- 
ary, near Fulton, in Arkansas, with branches to 
| Port Smith and the Mississippi river.” 
| Upon these precedents, and numerous grants of 
| public land to other States of the Union, which, 
unlike California, have been fostered, nurtured, 
and sustained by the National Treasury from ter- 
ritorial infancy up to their political majority, and 
have since received the benefits of large con- 
cessions of the richest agricultural lands, we ask 
of Congress, and have a right. to ask, upon the 
terms of even-handed justice, that our far-off State, 
exiled by a continent of territorial space, shall 
be placed upon an equal footing with other Stutes 
of the Union; 
here and deny us? The bill, it fs true, pro- 
poses an increase in the number of alternate sec- 
tions, but not greater in proportion than what is 
believed to be reasonable, when we consider the 
| low cost of materials and labor, at the great centers 


į sippi 
they comman 
porting equipments 
nent. 

These considerations so fully justify the pro- 
posed increase in the quanity of land as to rend 
argument or comment almost unneceseary. lt 
seems, in fact, indispensable, in a relative point of 
i view, if we intend to place Cal 
| terms with her sister land States, who have been so 
| liberally dealt with by Congress. 

In thus leaving the State of California to con- 


to the other side of the conti- 


her limits, we avoid infringement-of State sover- 
eignty or any constit r 
sity and essential difference of views held on this 
| subject by distinguished statesmen had notescaped 
attention, but were deliberately considered in 


| framing the bill before you. 
| CONSTITUTIONAL POWER. 

Wë find the opinion has been advanced wih 
that 


great ability, and eminent juridical learning, 


_ hemisphere, and compel us to seek our ancient | 


i around the western and eastern slopes of the North | 


It has, 
| to them its full benefits, not as a favor, but as a | 
| no disputed power, such as the construction of ! 
the extension of the road threugh California | 


sation for carrying the United States mails, ap- | 
propriate public land, in limited quantities, and | 


gislative precedents, well established for nearly | 


i approved August 10, 1852, granting * the right of | 


and who, in justice, can stand up | 


and thoroughfares of trade on and near the Missis- | 
, in contrast with the enormous prices which | 
d with us, and.the expense of trans- | 


er j 


ifornia on equal | 


| struct the extension of the Pacific railway through | 


tional difficulties. The diver- | 


| 
| 
I 
i 
i 


i 


i 
| 
i 


i 


the clause in the Constitution: respecting. ‘* post 
roads,” gave Congress: an express, not. implied,: 
power; and that the non-exercise of ‘this power. 
in its full extent, in regard to the construction. of 
“ post roads,” but merely. designating existing 
State roads as post routes, was: not a-surrender of 
the power, and did not exhaust.it; but that, under 
the Constitution, it still exists asa fall right, and 
may be exercised whenever in the- judgment. of 
Congress it may be necessary. This construction, 
however, falls within the reasoning und principles 
that assert a still larger exercise of congressional 
internosition in works of internal improvement. 
Mr. Jefferson, in hisannual message of December, 
1806, and his successor, Mr. Madison, in his mes- 
sage of December, 1816, denied any such general 
power in Congress. : 

President Adams, on the other hand, in his ‘in- 
augural of the 4th March, 1825, took a contrary 
view, which sanctioned the principle, and favored 
expenditures from the National Treasury for.such 
purposes: In 1827, the House of Representatives, 
by a large majority, voted an appropriation for the - 
continuation of surveys of routes and roads, : In 
1830, that body took an apposite position, and 
rejected, by a decided majority, a bill to construct 
a toad from Butfato to New Orleans; and in that 
same year President Jackson held tiat Congress 
possessed no power, under the Constitution, to 
construct. roads, or vote money for’ internial im- 
provements of a local character, but. admitted. that 
the right to make appropriations for; works. of-a 
national character had so generally obtained as to 
warrant its exercise. eee ae 

In his message of May, 1822, President Monroe 
examined, with eminent ability, the constitutional 
provision delegating authority to Congress respecte 
ing ‘ post roads.” He analyzed the sulject by an 
almost irresistible process of. reasoning, and: by 
his construction confined and restricted the power 
in such a manner as to avoid the slightest trespass 
upon the rights and jurisdiction of the sovereign 
States. ‘The power, as thus defined, is held to 
be the true constitutional doctrine; and, in accord- 
ance with it, we propose that California shall 
make her own portion of the Pacific road, from f 
its junction on her eastern boundary to the ocean; 
and, make to her a grant of land, in sirict and exact 
obedience to legislative precedents, to aid her in 
the construction of the same. A 

“ Suppose,” said a distinguished jurist who once 
adorned the supreme bench, that * the State roads 
do not furnish (as in point of fact they did not at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and 
as hereafter, for many exigencies of the Govern- 
ment in times of war, and otherwise thy may not) 
suitable routes for the mails, what is then .to be 
done? Js the power of the General Government 
to be paralyzed?” Such considerations doubtless 
had their weight with Congress; for in 1806; during 
the Administration of Mr. Jefferson, a law was 
passed, by which the President was authorized 
‘© to cause to be opened a road from the frontier of 
Georgia, on the route from Athens to New Orleana, 
till the same intersects the thirty-first degree of 
north latitude,” and “ to cause to be opened a road 
or roads through the territory, lately ceded by tha 
Indians to the United States, from the river Mis 
sissippi to the Ohio, and to the former Indian 
boundary line which was established by the treaty 
of Grenville; and to cause to be “ opened a road 
from Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, to Nat- 
chez, in the Mississippi Territory.” Here, and 
in other examples which could be cited, wé find 
Congress expressly requiring the Executive of the 
General Government to have a road opened even 
through the limits of a sovereign State; but waiv- 
ing these precedents, and adhering to the sounder 
constitutional doctrine, which forbids the exercise 
of such powers by Congress within the boundaries 
of a State, the provisions of the bill are so drawn 
that the strictest constructionist can take no ex- 
ception to them in this respect, 

‘Phat there must be an ocean outlet from that 
immense territory, extending from the Mississippit 
valley on the east to the Pacific on the west, must 
be conceded by every member of the Senate. 

Is it to be supposed that theactive, restless, and 
enterprising race of men already finding their way 
for settlement in that direction, and seon to fill it 
up by millions, with their high capacities of civ 
ilization, can be confined in their trade and busi- 
ness of life to expansive prairies and plains, Or 
walled in between the rocks of the Sierra Madre 
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and Sierra Nevada mountains? Does any one 
imagine that this state of things will be permitted 
by a race whose history resembles in its progress 


the resistless people who came from the regions of || 


the north of Germany, rushing over the Roman 
empire, yet with this grand and distinctive differ- 
ence, that instead of carrying ruin and desolation, 
they scatter everywhere the seeds of civilization 
and prosperity, and are sowing them broadcast 
upon the bosom of the American continent? 

In this career of civilization the forest has fallen 
beneath the ax of the pioneer, and been succeeded 


first by cabins, then villages, and then cities with | 


their palaces. The water powers of nature that 
fell in sullen solitude have been trained and di- 
rected so as to labor for man as his slave; and 


plucking life from fire, and breathing it into af i ‘th p € | 
: and in striking contrast with our diplomacy of the į 


grosser element—the solid earth, whether in valley, 


hill, or mountain—rivers, inland seas, and oceans, : 


are traversed with lightning speed by this new 
creation of motive power. 

Desolation and silence have been waked up 
from the slumber of centuries, and the busy hum 
of life, in all its social and political forms, is 
everywhere heard. Cana race of men with such 
energies, such capacities, be held in check, or re- 
main indifferent to delay? and why should we not, 
as legislators, at once meet the exigencies of the 
age in which we live? 

In the discharge of our public duty, we can, as 
a rule of direction, ever look with confidence to 
the policy and wisdom of the illustrious founders of 
the Republic. Let us consult their histery when 
foreign interference attempted to obstruct their nat- 
ural commercial right of outlet, and see the value 
they placed upon that right, and the kindred one 
of unrestricted communication? 

Mr. Jeflerson, when Secretary of State under 
Washington, saw the blight to our prosperity that 
would result from permitting the Spanish Gov- 
ernment to intercept our right of way to the Gulf 
of Mexico, from our southern boundary, the 3ist 
degree of north latitude, as established under the 
definitive treaty of 1783, 

The instructions he prepared in 1792 for the 
United States commissioners appointed to negotiate 
with the court of Spain, respecting the navigation 
of the Mississippi, demonstrate the comprehen- 
sive policy of that great statesman. THe not only 
insisted on this as a right under the treaty of 1763, 
by which it was yielded to the subjects of England, 
and passed to us when the political sovereignty 
changed, but that it was a right based upon 
broader, and more unquestionable grounds, and 
that is, on the law of nature and of nations. 

1f we appeal, said Mr. Jefferson, to the law of 
nature and of nations, ‘as we feel it written in 
the heart of man, what sentiment is written in 
deeper characters than that the ocean is free to all 
men, and the rivers to all their inhabitants? Is 
there a man, savage or civilized, unbiased by 
habit, who does not feel and attest this truth? Ac- 
cordingly, in all tracts of country united under 
the same political society, we find this natural 
right invariably acknowledged and protected, by 
laying the navigable rivers open to all their inbab- 
itants. When they enter the limits of another 
society, if the right of the upper inhabitants to 


descend the stream is in any case obstructed, it is |’ 


an act of force by a stronger society against a 
weaker, condemned by the judgment of man- 
kmd.” 

The difficulties growing out of our controverted 
right to navigate the Mississippi to the Guif soon 
sausfied our statesmen that the question could be 
more effectually put to rest by acquiring the sov- 
ereignty of New Orleans and other dependen- 
cies. ‘Phe agitations and conflicts in Europe had 
changed the relations which Spain bore to that 
territory, as she had become sunplanted in its 
sovereignty in virtue of the cession of it by a 
secret treaty in 1800 to the French Republic. 

During the exile of Carnot, he referred, in an 
answer addressed by him to Bailleul, to a preject 
on faot in the French Directory, to obtain a cession 
of Louisiana from the Spanish Government. 

Flints of the progress of this affair had reached 
our Minister at the Court of St. James. 
1801, Mr. Madison, as Secretary of State, drew 
the attention of our Minister at Madrid, Mr. 
Pinkney, to the subject, as one that would ‘ de- 
serve and engage”’ his ‘* carly and vigilant inquiries, 
and may require a delicate and circumspect man- 
agement,” 


In June, | 


| In September of that year our Government dis- 
i patched instructions to, our Minister to France, 
1, Mr. Livingston, requiring him, if ‘the cession 
from Spain to France” had ‘irrevocably taken 
place, or certainly ”? would “ take place, that noth- 
ing should be said or done which would unneces- 
sarily irritate our future neighbors, or check the 
i liberality which they may be disposed to exercise 
in relation to the wade and navigation through the 
mouth of the Mississippt;’’ and, in the next place, 
that efforts should be made to induce France ‘to 
|: make over to the United States the Floridas, if iu- 


| West Florida, through which several of our rivers, 
‘particularity the Mobile river, empty themselves 
into the sca.” 

Among the mostremarkable incidents of thatday, 


present time, is the fact, that whilst our Government 
| at the centre, and its diplomatic agents in Europe, 
| were tracking out the devious involutions of the 
: negotiating Powers respecting the splendid prov- 
i ince of Louisiana, and endeavoring to secure the 
; prize, the British Government, as late as May, 
» BUZ, had received no intimation whatever, as Lord 


i Governments of France or Spain, relative to any 
“convention or treaty for the cession of Louisiana 
: or the Floridas. In the mean time our negotia- 
| tions had been steadily going on with the French 
: Government, and Congress passed an act, ap- 
proved the 26th February, 1803, making a provi- 
sional appropriation of two miilions of dollars, 
“ for the purpose of defraying any extraordinary 
| expenses which may be incurred in the intercourse 
between the United States and foreign nations.’ 
On the 17th October, 1803, Mr. Jeiferson, at a 
called session of both Houses, adverted to this 
appropriation, and announced to Congress that 
“the enlightened Government of France” had 
“seen with just discernment the importance to 
both nations of such liberal arrangements as might 
best and permanently promote the peace, interest, 
and friendship of both; and the property and sov- 
ereignty of all Louisiana, which had been restored 
to them” had, ‘‘ on certain conditions, been trans- 
, ferred to the United States, by instruments bear- 
jing date 30th April last; and that “ whilst the 

property and sovereignty of the Mississippi and 
its waters became an independent outlet for the 
produce of the western States, and an uncontrolled 
navigation through their whole course, free from 
collision with other Powers, and the dangers to 


country, its climate, and extent, promise, in due 


provision for our posterity,and a wide spread field 
į for the blessings of freedom and equal laws.” 
: While the great measure was in progress to 
i! acquire Louisiana for an outlet to the Gulf of 

Mexico, and before its consummation, Mr. Jef- 
; ferson had devised a plan for a minute and scien- 
tific exploration of the territory of the West, ex- 
tending from the Mississippi to the Pacific. On 
! the 18ih January, 1803, in a communication to 
Congress, he recommended that an intelligent offi- 
cer be dispatched with a few men to ‘t explore the 
| whole line, even to the western ocean; Duve con- 
ferences with the natives on the subject of com- 
; mercial intercourse, get admission among them 
for our traders as others are admitted, agree on 
convenient deposits for our interchange of articles, 


| it to their interests to ‘explore this, the only 
|, line of easy communication across the continent, 
‘and so directly traversing our own part of it,” 
|, that “ the interests of commerce placed the prin- 
| cipal object within the constitutional powers and 
|; care of Congress, and that it should incidentally 
|, advance the geographical knowledge of our own 
continent cannot but be an additional gratification.” 


; Congress voted the necessary appropriation, | 
| which resulted in the expedition of Lewis and ; 
| Clarke, who ascended the Missouri to the falls, j 


| passed the Rocky Mountains, descended by dif- 
| and followed it unul they reached the Pacific ocean. 
i; All further legislative action on the subject was 
“suspended uut the 3d of March, 1853, when 
Congress passed a Jaw authorizing the Seere- 
; tary of War, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, “to employ such portion of the corps of 
topographical engineers, and such other persons 


i 
! 
| 
Í 


i 
h 


cluded in the cession to her from Spain, or, at least, | 


; Hawkesbury stated to our Minister, from the | 


our peace from that source, the fertility of the | 


season, important aids to our ‘Lreasury, an ample | 


aud return with the information required in the | 
` course of two summers;’’ that our nation owed | 


|: ferentstreams unul they struck the Columbia river, | 


|: the Ocean. e 
: on the west; the Guif of Mexico on the south; 
- on the north the Sea, or Straits of Fuca, the 49th 


i 
; 


as he may deem necessary, to make such ‘‘explar- 
ations and surveys as he may deem advisable, to 
ascertain the most practicable and economical route 
fora railroad from the Mississippi river to the Pa- 
cific ocean.” Thus, after the lapse of half a cen- 
tury since that illustrious patriot originated the 
project of a Pacific road, Congress waked up to its 
importance, yet, only by ordering a more thorough 
and scientific exploration. It is well known to the 
Senate and the country that I opposed explorations, 
believing we had information enough of the practi- 
cability of several routes, and that I then earnestly 
urged the passage of a railway bill. Had it been 
done, it is not doubted that at this time the execu- 
tion of the great work itself would be under way. 
Let us fora moment glance at our condition, when, 
| under Mr. Jefferson’s administration, the expedi- 
tion to the western ocean was undertaken, and 
contrast it with the present, as an evidence of the 
wisdom and extraordinary foresight and energy 
of the statesmen of that day. 
We were then in political infancy, just entering 
i into the family of nations, having a population of 
| four millions, a defenseless frontier, and unsetiled 
western limits; but not for a moment neglecting 
: the popular interest, they directed the Pacific over- 
‘land route to be traversed, and that, too, when 
‘grappling hand to hand with adroit and practiced 
, diplomacy in the convulsions of Europe, and when 
i every step they took was atthe hazard of war. 
Now we have a population of twenty-five mil- 
lions, and are at peace with the world; no open 
question of boundary, nothing to disturb domestic 
tranquillity, with science, talent, wealth, every 
i means at command. If sound policy dictated its 
: consideration then, does it not command its con- 
. summation now? Then our interests were in the 
; beginning of their development, now they are 
‘expanded by the growth of fifty years. 
That we may have an idea of their present and 
probable prospective magnitude, I will briefly 


| review our territorial growth from the period of 


i 


the acknowledgment by Great Britain of our na- 
tionality. 

By the definitive treaty at Paris, in 1783, recog- 
nizing our independence, we had the Atlantic on 
the east, the highlands, great lakes, and forty- 


: ninth degree parallel on the north, the channel of 


the Mississippi on the west, and the thirty-first 
degree of latitude as our southern boundary. 

‘The territorial purchase effected during the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Jefferson gave us the sover- 
eignty of Louisiana, extending our boundaries 
from the Perdido, embracing the Island of New 
Orleans, and including the whole country depend- 
ent on that river and its tributaries within the 
limits of its const, taking at the same time our 


i boundary on the southwest to the Rio Grande, or 


Rio Bravo del Norte, embracing ths territory 
within the present State of Texas. 

By the treaty of 1819 with Spain weacquired East 
and West Florida; and Texas ceased to bean inte- 
gral part of the territory of the United States by our 
taking the Sabine for a boundary; which, extend- 
ing to Red river, the 100th of longitude, along the 
Arkansas to its source, and thence with the forty- 
second parallel line of latitude to the Pacific fixed 

‘the boundary line between the United States and 
i Spanish dominions. Texas, which had passed 
from the sovereignty of Spain by revolution in 
Mexico, having no political affinities with the form 
of government established in Mexico, detached 
herself by successful revolution, gallantly main- 
tained her independence, and, as a sovereign State, 
entered the Confederacy in 1845, under the resolu- 

' tions of annexation. 
By the treaty concluded at Washington, in 1846, 
between the United Siates and Great Britain, the 


‘disputed sovereignty of Oregon, which had been 
‘held in joint occupation under the conventions of 
: 1818 and 1897, the dividing line between the two 
: nations, wagestablished at the 49th parallel of lati- 


tude, running to the straits of Fuca, and thence to 
the Pacific. 

By the treaty of 1848 at Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
between the United Siates and the Mexican Re- 
public, California and New Mexico were acquired, 


i establishing as our boundary line the Rio Grande 
| on the southwest, the Gila to its 


junction with the 
Colorado, and thence near the 3240 of latiinde to 
The Atlantic on the east; the Pacific 


parallel of latitude, the great lakes the dividing line 


1854. 
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under the Ashburton treaty of 1842 to the Atlantic 
constitute the outhne of our present huge dimen- 
sions containing three millions two hundred and į 
sixty thousand square miles—nearly equal to all 
Europe—with a sea-coast of five thousand one 
hundred and twenty-eight miles, one fifth the cir- 
cumference of the globe. 

i have thus examined this question as a postal 
measure. Yet other considerations of State more 
important, because immediate and indispensable, 
appeal to us in favor of the early completion of the 
work. 

Asa MILITARY ROAD, it should engage our 
attention as a means of protection to our citizens 
between the Mississippi and the Pacific. 

This portion of the Confederacy embraces nearly 
two millions of square miles, more than three 
fifths of our territorial extent. 

The number of Indians within our limits is esti- 
mated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his 
last annual report, at four hundred thousand, of 
which eighteen thousand six hundred are located 
east of the Mississippi; in Minnesota, and along 
the frontier of the western States to Texas, com- 
prising mostly the emigrated tribes, one hundred 
and ten thousand; on the plains and Rocky Mount- 
ains and not within any of our organized Terri- 
tories, sixty-three thousand; in Texas twenty-nine 
thousand; New Mexico forty-five thousand; Utah 
twelve thousand; Oregon and Washington twenty- 
three thousand; and in California one hundred 
thousand. 

The contemplated railway would enable the 
Government to wield its military power with ex- 
traordinary rapidity and economy, and keep in 
check the dangerous and warlike tribes that 
roam along the foot of the Rocky and Nevada 
Mountains; would reduce the public expendi- 
tures for the transportation of troops and mili- 
tary supplies, diminish the number and cost of 
Indian and other agencies, and dispense with a 
host of officers which it is to be apprehended, 
when so far beyond the immediate surveillance of 
authority, would result in speculation, if not pec- 
ulation and corruption. 

Not only is it important in keeping the Indians 
in check, and preventing tragic scenes, like Gun- 
nison’s and others, and affording that protection, 
which, as a Government, we are bound to extend 
to the settlers who are seeking their way for 
homes in this great interior region; but in case of 
foreign war the subject is presented to us in such 
a form, as it seems to me, can leave no doubt or 
excuse for delay. 

The Constitution of the United States was 
adopted by the people ‘in order to form a more 
perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, pro- | 
mote the general welfare,” and its perpetuity is 
provided for in its own declared intention of secur- | 
ing the “blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity.” Here is the indefeasible estate, 
and the distinct path of duty marked out to us. 
The measure before us is one emphatically re- 
quired at your r 
By accomplishing it, foreign fleets and armies | 
will in vain assail us upon the Pacific or Atlantic. 
From ocean to ocean this new means of commu- 
nication will carry our troops and munitions of 
war, and enable us, by rapidity of overland cam- 
munication, to use the military power with such 
celerity as to defy successful invasion from any 
quarter. The Commander-in-Chief at Washing- 
ton could issue his orders, and move his armies | 
with as much dispatch, from this to the other side 
of the continent, as did the great Emperor in 
the field of his extensive operations during the 
the wars of the first French revolution. Indeed, it 
would do more to preserve peace with nations, 
more to protect us from European interference or 
aggression, than our Army, Navy, and fortifica- į 
tions combined, useful and necessary though they 
be. For these you have already expended vp- 
wards of $500,000,000 since the Government was 
founded, and are increasing your expenditures 
upon them every year, although they consume | 
instead of increase your wealth and products. 
Bat this railway, whilst it would secure you 
against war, or render you impregnable in the 
event of a collision with foreign nations, would 
augment your j i 
In case of war, how are you. without it to defend 
California and Oregon? Where is your Navy by | 
which to accomplish such a purpose? Where are 


hands by those significant terms. ji 


means and resources every year. |; 


| ent form of government, w 


your transports, or how would they reach their 
destination? How would you carry troops, mani- 
tions, or supplies, over the mountains and desert 
that separate the Pacific from the Mississi;-pi? 

One of the great objects, tnost prominent among 
the powers conferred on the General Government, 
is the defense of our territory. This was not only 
a power conferred, but a duty imposed, which you 
cannot execute, so far as your Pacific possessions 
are concerned, without this railway. We are 
separated from you in peace, and in war you leave 
us at the mercy of any great naval or military 
Power. 

In the event of hostilities with Great Britain, 
France, or Russia, with our immense ocean fron- 
tier, and hostile savages in our midst, from which 
our policy has nearly relieved every other State 
but California and Texas, and without naval or 
coast defense, what would be our fate? Who 
could estimate the ruin and desolation which 
would ensue from our isolated and disjointed po- 
sition? But with such a road as the bill contem- 
plates, and such an increase in the Army as 
would be proper for a war footing, and the coöp- 
eration of that standing army of two millions of 
freemen—the militia of the Union—which costs 
the Government nothing, we will stand prepared, 
at the shortest warning, to defend our soil and 
repel any aggressor. But without it, even if an 
oceanic communication should be effected, pur- 
suant to the explurations now going on by Amer- 
ican, British, and French officers, the guns of a 
powerful naval antagonist would command that 
point and intercept our passage. 

The Island of Cuba,-which controls both out- 
lets of the Gulf of Mexico, unless it becomes a 
part of our territory, as appears to be its natural 
destiny, would, in the hands of an enemy, inter- 
cept our transit to the Pacific, and be a point from 
which could be inflicted upon the whole country 
the deepest wounds. 

Let us consider the diversified and growing in- 
terests of our constituents, who throng every 
avenue of human industry, and then judge of this 
measure in a 


COMMERCIAL POINT OF VIEW. 


The earth, in its fertility,in every variety of soil 
and climate, yields its treasures under the steady 
and thrifty management of our agriculturists, pour- 
ing forth hundreds of millions of its annual sur- 
plus, over our wants. Our manufactories, filled 
with the products of all the useful and elegantarts, 
are ever improving under the inventivegenius and 
taste of our people, to which there is no precedent 
in any age. 

Look at Europe in her high state of refinement 
and wonderful advance in the arts of life, and see 
the efforts she has made to secure the best markets 
of the world.. Let it be remembered that com- 
merce is always an enriching, civilizing element, 
and that it led the nations of Europe to the estab- 
lishment of colonies in the western and eastern 


hemispheres, by which they at once secured an 
immense monopoly of trade. 

«+ Agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and 
navigation,” said Mr. Jefferson, ‘tare the four 
pillars of our prosperity.” 

The framers of the Constitution saw the inefii- 
ciency of the articles of Confederation in this re- 
spect, and that undoubtedly was one of the pri- 
mary causes that led to the adoption of our pres- 
hich confers upon Con- 
“to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes.” Nodclegation of authority 
was more indispensable to our prosperity and 
greatness. From a monetary paralysis in which 
we were left at the close of the revolutionary war, 
the nation rose in vigor and wealth, and the whole 
face of our relations, internal, and foreign, under- 
went an extraordinary change. i f 

A forcible and elegant writer upon, public law |i 
has said, “f the end of the law of nations js the | 
happiness and perfection of mankind;’’ that ‘tthey 
ought to cultivate a free intercourse for commer- 
cial purposes in order to supply each other’s wants, 
and promote each other’s prosperity,” that ** the 
variety of climates and productions on the surface 
of the globe, and the facility of communicating by 
means of rivers, lakes, and the ocean, Invite to a 
liberal commerce, as agreeable to the law of na- 
ture, and extremely conducive to national amity, | 
industry, and happiness,” and that “the numer- i 


gress the power 
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ous wants of civilized life can only be: supplied by: 
mutual exchange between nations of the produc- 
tions of each.” “ 


In the infancy of our national existence w 


| struggled against every infringement of our right 
| to traverse the ocean unobstructed,-as the common: 


property of man, and resisted any ‘interference 
with the lawful pursuits of commerce, 

_ The wars of the French revolution brought us 
into conflict with the principal belligerents. In 
vindicating our dignity we suspended commercial 
intercourse with the European Powers, and closed 
the ports of the Union, by the embargo law, in’ 
1807. For continued aggressions, we engaged in: 


! war a second time with England, and rallied: the 


whole energies. of the Government in defense of 
the honor of our flag and its absolute immunity. 
The great statesmen who have been successively 
charged with the management of our foreign rela- 
tions have ever fearlessly maintained and de- 
fended our maritime rights. 

As candidates for a full share of the trade of the 


| world, we have demanded participation, and we 
have participated in settling the principles of public 


laws, which, according to our construction, looks 
to an enlargement and enfranchisement of commer- 
cial intercourse, and the freest competiton. 

The claim set up by the Portuguese at the zenith 
of their power in the East Indies, to exclude all 
Europe from participation in. the trade of Asia, of 
which for a century they once held the entire 
monopoly, is pronounced by Vattel, ‘asin viola- 
tion of the Jaws of nations, and just cause for war?’ 
Our own Government met and rebuked, in 1822, 
the pretensions of Russia in setting up a claim 
to the 51st degree of north latitude‘on the north- 
west coast of America, and with it a correlative 
pretension to ‘prohibit foreign vessels from*ap- 
proaching the northwest coast of America belong- 
ing to Russia, within the distance of at least one 
hundred Italian miles.” This claim was further 
coupled with the pretension, that as the Russian 


| possessions on the Pacific ocean also embraced the 


opposite side of Asia, and the islands adjacent from 


| Behring’s Straits to the 45th degree of latitude, that 


Government might feel authorized “to exercise 


i upon this sea the right of sovereignty, and espe- 


cially that of entirely interdicting the entrance of 
foreigners.” Mr. John Q. Adams, then Secre- 
tary of State, in his answer of 30th March, 1822, 
informed the Russian Envoy that “ from the period 
of the existence of the United States as an inde- 
pendent nation, their vessels have freely navi- 
gated those seas,” and that “ the right to navigate | 
them isa part of thatindependence;” and not only 
so, but, advancing beyond that position, Mr. 


i Adams informed him that ‘the rights of the citi- 


zens of the United States to. hold commerce with 
the aboriginal natives of the northwest coast of 
America, without the territorial jurisdiction of 
other nations, even in arms and. munitions of war, 
is as clear and indisputable as that of navigating 
the seas.” 5 

The diplomacy of our Government from the be- 
ginning has steadily asserted and maintained our 
claim to that high position which we now hold as 


| a maritime Power. The right of search, with all 


its odious correlatives, is virtually ended, so far 
as the United States are concerned. Great Britain 


| hag received decisive notice of the fixed determin- 


ation of our Government on this point. Mr, 


Webster, when Secretary of State, in his corres 


spondence with Lord Ashburton, in 1842, de- 
nounced it as a practice “founded on principles, 
which we did not recognize, and is invariably 
attended by consequences so unjust, 50 injurious, 
of such formidable magnitude, as cannot be sub- 
mitted to;” that “the distinguished person to 
whose hands were first intrusted the seals of? our 
State Department, declared that “the simplest 
rule will be that the vessel, being American, shall 
be the evidence that the seamen on board are 
such;”’ that fifty years’ experience, and other con- 
siderations, had “ fully convinced this Governs 
ment that it ig not only the simplest and best, bat 
the only rule which can be adopted and observed 
consistently with the rights and honor of the 
United States, and the safety of their citizens; 
that rule announces, therefore, what will hereafter | 


| be the principle maintained by this Government.”* 


“In every regularly documented American mer: 

chant vessel the crew who navigate it will find 

their protection in the flag which 1s over them.” 
Such is the proud. position we now hold as a 
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commercial people, seeking markets throughout | 
the world, and attaining supremacy in this respeet, | 
from the abundance and value of our commod- : 
ities, and the cheapness with which we are willing ; 
to supply them, by our shorter and more direct. | 
means of communication. 
During the wars of Napoleon, England exerted 
all the powers of her empire to strike the most 
formidable blows against that system of the french 
Emperor which shut her out from the markets of 
the continent. We have no such enemy in the field 
to intercept our pathway to commercial greatness 
and power. We wantthe Pacific railway as a 
great inland communication, essential to our pros- 
perity. Individual enterprise, fostered by State 
legislation, has already constructed more than 
45,000 miles of railroad all over the Atlantic coast | 
‘aud Mississippi valley, at a cost of more than | 
$500,000,000. These run in almost every imagin- | 
able direction, radiating from every considerable 
point in the Union, and bending in such diversi- 
fied directions as to make them susceptible of a ` 
junction with the great continental track contem- 
plated in this bill, at whatever point it may be 
commenced. The importante and value of our 
home trade is estimated at over $500,000,000 an- 
nually, and its prospective increase is beyond esti- 
mate. The population of the Union is now twenty- || 
five millions. It will be fifty millions in a quar- | 
ter of a century, by the natural law of increase, | 
and the steady-flow of immigration. Within the | 
limits of this immense region of public domain, 
lying between the Mississippi and the Pacific, if 
this bill becomes a law, the greater portion of this | 
Increase of population, in the twenty-five years | 
that are to come, will, in all probability, establish || 
their homes. It will forma great base line of con- } 
nection which, in time, will be intersected in every 
direction by individual enterprise and capital, re- > 
sembling the railway web that now stretches far 
and wide over the Atlantic States. Citizens in 
remote parts of the Republic will no longer be | 
aliens by reason of distance and natural obstacles | 
separating and dividing them, and which we now | 
seek to overcome. 
The laws of contact and association, like those || 
which give to man, as an individual, the full play 
of his sympathies, his attachments, and moral 
powers, will bind society together in all its parts, 
hey will widen in their effects from the family | 
circle to Cities, Counties, and States, and will be | 
coextensive with the boundaries which embrace 
the American family. } 
They will unite and bind the whole together as | 
one great moral being, whose purposes and ener- , 
gies will be directed in the noble cause of progress 
and civilization, i | 
The object of Columbus in his exploration over | 
the then Western Ovean, was to seek a direct | 
route to India, On his last voyage he arrived at 
the Isthmus. Flis successors went beyond it, | 
reaching the Pacific Ocean; and Cortez, ever 
alive to the importance of carrying out the expan- | 
sive commercial policy of his nation, by seeking | 
a more direct route to Asia, sought and obtained 
from Montezuma, and dispatched to his sovereign, 
Charles V., a chart of that part of the Mex- 
ican coast, embracing the river Coatzacoalcos, the ` 
natural and political boundary between the pres- | 
ent departments of Vera Cruz and ‘Tabasco, and | 
watering that region now known as the Isthmus | 
of Tehuantepec. The sagacity of that great but | 
bloodthirsty conqueror saw the necessity of an | 
interocennic communication, and that the inter- 
ests of European trade, overcoming all obstacles, || 
would in time open a passage from ocean to ocean. i 
And now, after the lapse of three hundred and | 
thirty-four years since he declared this measure | 
as essential to trade, we find a railroad nearly i 
completed across the Isthmus of Panama, whilst ii 
the three great maritime Powers, the United 4 
States, England, and France, are engaged in an | 
exploration in that region, as preliminary to a i 


consummation of tke project ofa ship canal, which | 
had been entertained at a period almo 
with the discovery of our continent, i 
The trade of India, centuries before the Chris- i 

| 


7 
st 


coeval 


tian era, had attracted the attention of the nations 
of the earth, and in every age from the opening of 
traffic between the Bast and the West, it imparted 
its enriching and civilizing influence to those na- ` 
tions which enjoyed it, i 

‘The ancients who dwelt on the eastern shores : 


Africa, and on the Red sea, at the dawn of social 
organization, showed their appreciation of the pur- 
pose for which nature had provided her rivers and 
arms of the sea and the ocean. 

The earliest commertial intercourse commenced 
in the Mediterranean and in the Arabian Gulf, 
which laid open the continents of Europe, Asia, 


and Africa. The Phænecians and Egyptians found | 


means to navigate those waters, and soon a com- 
mercial spirit extended from the West, reached the 
Indies, that land bearing its name from thesupposed 
indefiniteness of its extent, and in every age rich in 


spices, tropical commodities, in pearls, diamonds, į 


and silks, and all that can add to the luxury and 
refinement of the human family. The Phone- 
cians, inhabiting a small strip on the eastern shores 
of the Mediterranean, embracing the sites of Tyre 
and Sidon, have left a record in the sacred Book, 
of what commerce did for them,in which they are 
mentioned as the ‘* merchants of Tyre, princes, 
and her traffickers, the honorable of the earth.” 
Their trade extended from the Mediterranean to 
harbors at the extremity of the Red Sea or Arabian 
Gulf, where it debouches into the Arabian Sea, 


and from thence they worked their way until they | 


reached the shores of India. From their harbors, 
near the present straits of Babelmandel, they also 
traded with the coast of Africa. Their commodi- 


ties from the East were brought up the Arabian | 
Gulf, and thence by overland carriage, transported | 
| to the nearest port on the Mediterranean, from 
which, by water, they were taken to Tyre, and jj 


distributed over the ancient world. Itis the pro- 
vince of the historian, and not the political econ- 
omist, to trace the expeditions of Darius and 
Alexander, who reached the Indus, and sent back 
such glowing accounts of the riches and fertility of 
the Hast. 
most casual inquirer what importance the great 


Macedonian conqueror attached to the trade of the | 


East, from the efforts he made to monopolize and 


wrestitfrom the Tyreans. A fter conquering Egypt jj 


he established at one of the mouths of the Nile, as 
a preferable site to that of the merchants of ‘I'yre, 
the city of Alexandria, which became the entre- 
pot of commerce with India, for eighteen hundred 
years. 

He examined the course of the Euphrates and 
Tigris, directed the cataracts that obstructed them 
to be removed, in order that the commodities of 


the East might be carried through the Persian | 


Gulf, and up those rivers, for distribution in-the 
interior of his Asiatic dominions, whilst a portion 
of the Eastern trade would pass through the Ara- 


bian Gulf, as the other channel by which it would | 
reach Alexandria, and thence find its way to the | 


remainder of the known world. 
In the rise and fall of kingdoms, and until the 
decline and fall of the Roman Empire, the eastern 


trade had been regarded as an unfailing source of | 


wealth and power. The extension of Mohamme- 
danism over western Asia broke off all direct com- 
mercial intercourse between Europe and India, 
and the commerce of the East then reached the 
shores of the Mediterranean only by means of 
caravans, 

At the close of the fifteenth century Europe be- 
gan to arouse from the commercial lethargy of the 
middle ages; and, quickened into life by the inter- 
change of social elements in the wars of the cru- 
saders, a gradual and progressive change came 


over the Governments of that continent, and the | 
spirit of inquiry and exploration was renewed. | 


Yet the smallest kingdom in Europe led the way 


tions of nations and began a new era in civilization. 

At the dawn of the fifteenth century, the Portu- 
guese timidly adventuring along the northwestern 
shores of Africa, were driven out by a tempest to 
a small island adjacent to Madeira, and thence 
continuing their explorations by bolder enter- 
prises, they discovered that the African continent 
contracted towards the east. 
arch of Portugal, six years before Columbus left 


Yet it will not escape the notice of the | 


The reigning mon- | 


i 


i. Ceylon, 


i 
i 
i 
| 


i 


passage by the Cape of Good Hope to the Indies, 
which was finally realized by the expedition of 
Vasco de Gama. He doubled the cape, reached 
the city of Melinda, on the eastern coastof Africa, 


j hear the equator, in whose harbor he found ves- 


sels trading from India, and thence pursuing his 
course arrived at the Malabar coast, on the Indian 
peninsula, where the barbarism of Africa disap- 
peared, and the active elements of commerce were 
in operation. 

At this period the commercial prosperity of Por- 
tugal was founded, and for a century 1t was at 
the summit of its grandeur. From Malacca, 
which they had seized midway between the west- 
ern and eastern confines of Asia, they opened 
trade on the west with the merchants of Malabar, 
Ceylon, Coromandel, and Bengal, and on theeast 
with China, Japan, the Indian Archipelego, and 
other portions of the Asiatic continent. 

The Italian States of Genoa and Venice had 
risen in the middle ages to commercia! wealth and 
power. Their maritime importance had been in- 
creased by the transit of troops and supplies in 
the wars of the crusaders and the interchanges 
that took place. Their trade extending to the 
shores of the Black Sea and the Persian Gulf 
brought back to Western Europe the products of 
the East. 

The Venetians, seeing at once the ruin of their 
commercial prosperity by the new route, sought 
an alliance with the Soldan of the Mamelukes, 
who threatened the King of Portugal and the sov- 
ereign Pontiff with the death of all Christians in 
his dominions unless the new route was aband- 
oned. He fitted out a squadron in the Red Sea, 
and, with the coöperation of the Venetians, at- 
tempted to intercept and destroy the Portuguese. 
This union of the discordant elements of Christi- 
anity and Mohammedanism to avert the fatal con- 
sequences to their prosperity in trade, resulted in 
ruin to them. The scepter had departed. The 
Soldan’s fleet perished in the con@ict, and the 
Portuguese remained masters of the India seas. 
The facilities of the new route enabled them to 
undersell all competitors, dislodge and put down 
all competition, and the full tide of commerce, 
flowing to the cheapest market, carried with it all 
the elements of prosperity. 

The Dutch, as an energetic, trading people, 
sought India products in the great commercial 
market of Lisbon; but the harbor of the Por- 
tuguese capital was closed against them. They 
then unsuccessfully sought a new route by the 
northern seas to avoid colision; but finally, to- 
wards the close of the sixteenth century, they 
entered the India seas and laid the foundation of 
their commercial power in the east by settlement 
at Java, and on the islands of Nangasacki, which 
they hold to this day, having driven the Portu- 
guese from the Moluccas, Japan, Malacca, and 
France and England also became com- 
petitors for this trade; the latter, arousing from 
the domestic discord and lassitude in which the 


i contest between the houses of York and Lancag- 
ter had left her, began a commercial career at the 


commencement of the seventeenth century, when 
Queen Elizabeth conferred, for a limited period, 
upon an association of merchants in London the 
exclusive right of the commerce of India. With the 
usual energy ofthat extraordinary nation, now our 


great commercial rival, we see her, upon her en- 


trance into this new field oftradeand wealth, found- 
ing settlements upon the coasts of Malabar and Co- 


= romandel, forming establishments at the mouth of 
in that maritime career which changed the rehi- | 


the Persian Gulf, and obtaining the control of the 
commerce in gold stuffs, carpets, and silks. Great 
Britain pursued her conquests down to moderi 
times, when political tempests shook to its foun- 


: dation the colonial system of Europe, and soon 


| Spain, dispatched Diaz on a further exploration, i 
| with the object steadily in view of discovering a i; 


| East. 


brought within her capacious sweep nearly the 
whole of the commercial establishments of the 
There she stands now, in all the plenitude 
of her power, ruling, directly or indirectly, in the 


: East, one hundred and twenty-seven millions of 


route to India. The Portuguese navigator reached | 


who had succeeded to the crown of Portugal, 
eagerly pursued the great purpose of effecting a 


! the high promontory which forms the southern 
| boundary of Africa, and there terminated his | 
i voyage. 


i no parallel in the history of the world. 


people. The wealth which she has poured in 
upon the British Isles from the East is beyond 
estimate. It has made the seat of her power a 
city of palaces, and adorned its inhabitants with a 
profusien of wealth and luxury to which there is 
It has 
covered the ocean wiih her feets—consolidated the 
national power, so that, whilst she defied the conti- 
nentof Europe inarms, it hasgiven thatstrength by 
which she has hitherto been able to keep unbroken 
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the chain that binds her numerous colonies, dotted 
around the great circle of theearth, and on which 
the sun never sets. It has given her means by 


which representatives of her strength are placed : 


upon every sea toassert her power, and defend her 
interests. Not only so, but she has done all that 
a nation could do to bring herself in the most direct 
communication with the great bulk of her Asiatic 
possessions. As shown by me in discussing this 


subject during the last session of Congress,— | 


and its importance justifies a repetition,—she has 
established no less than three overland routes to 
India, one from Southampton down the English 
channel across the Bay of Biscay, along the coast 
of Portugal and Spain to Gibralter, thence through 
the Mediterranean, along the northern coast of 
Africa to Algiers, Malta, and Alexandria, Cairo, 
and across the Isthmus of Suez, from which, de- 
scending the Red Sea and through itsstraits at the 
southern extremity, the route lies across the In- 
dian ocean to Point de Galle in Ceylon, and from 
thence branching across the Bay of Bengal down 
the straits of Malacca to Singapore, and up the 
China sea to Hong Kong. From the same point 
in Ceylon there are steam communications on the 
western side of Hindostan, and along the Mala- 
bar coast to Bombay, whilst on the eastern side 
there isa like communication to Madras and Cai- 
cutta. 

There is then another route connecting with this, 
from London, by the way of Folkstone, Boulogne, 
Paris, Marseilles, and Malta, to Alexandria. 
Then they have a German overland route con- 
necting with the first by way of the Elbe, Leip- 
sic, Dresden, Vienna, Trieste, and down the 
Adriatic, by the Ionian Islands, to Alexandria. 
There is another and still shorter route, which has 
engaged attention, and is proposed, being the 
game by which the troops of Alexander the Great 
returned from the Indies, by the Persian Gulf and 
river Euphrates to Bassorah, at the head of the 
Persian Gulf, upon which the passage from Bom- 
bay to the Mediterranean can be made in twelve 
days. She also proposes to connect the British 
East India possessions by steam navigation from 
Ceylon or Singapore to the Australian settlements. 

But, as if not content with all these facilities, 
another stupendous scheme for a more direct and 
speedy communication with the East by railway 
has been contemplated, by which London and 
Calcutta, the capitals of the western and eastern 
worlds, will be brought within a week’s journey 
of each other. The proposed route is from Calais 
to Ostend, thence to Cologne, through Augsburg, 
Lombardy to Trieste on the Adriatic, thence along 
the valleys of European Turkey to Bassorah on 
the Persian Gulf, passing along the northern shores 
of that gulf through Persia and Beloochistan to 
the Indus, and thence to Calcutta, on the eastern 
coast of Hindostan. This route from London to 
the capital of the Bengal Presidency would be 
about five thousand six hundred miles in length, 
and, it is supposed, can be constructed in fourteen 

ears. 

Look at the measure before the Senate in con- 
trast with what England has done to further her 
commercial interests, and will any one say that our 
Government is not as capable of extending equal 
benefits to our people as Great Britain is to hers? 
The beauty and perfection of our institutions con- 
gist in their eminent capacity for good and its 
general diffusion; and, under enlightened popular 
control, this Governntent cannot long be misdi- 
rected, nor remain quiescent or inactive when the 
public interest demands its interposition. 

No Senator can say that the measure is not one 
of the highest concern to our presentinterests and 
our future prosperity, if indeed it is not indispen- 
sable to prevent territorial dismemberment. 

"Have the people of the United States no claims 
upon their Government? Shull we sit here list- 
lessly with arms folded, virtually denying them? 


Or shall sectional jealousy, that destructive can- | 


ker of national happiness, be suffered to paralyze 
and destroy our energies and usefulness, or wire- 
drawn political theories of power, defeat this im- 
portant object! * 
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There is a point of time in the dealings of} 
men with each other, when “forbearance ceases | 
to bè a virtue.” So with the public mind aroused | 
on a question of momentous importance, when | 
every public man is held to a just responsibility. 
Recognizing that responsibility, how will we stand 
justified before our constituents, if, by failure now 
in the discharge of duty, we permita continuance 
of the trade of the world through foreign chan- 
nels, when it is in our power to bring it under the 
control of our own people, whose industry and 
enterprise have set afloat upon our waters and 
and upon the ocean more than eighteen thousand | 
vessels, with nearly half a million of tonnage. 

We ask in the name of our trade, domestic and 
foreign, that a direct means of communication 
be given through our own territory. The geo- 
graphical center of the Republic is almost unoc- 
cupied and uncultivated for want of the road! 
we now seek. Intersect it as speedily as you 
please by an indefinite number of highways 
when the public interest and business of the 
country require them, but give us now one rail- 
road as a practical measure to. begin with, and 
the settlement of the country will speedily be ac- 
complished, the foundation laid for the building 
of many roads connecting. this with all parts of 
the Union. For all postal, military and commer- 
cial purposes, the intervening territory between 
the Mississippi and Pacific now presents an im- 
passible barrier, forcing all our intercourse through 
foreign territory, and placing California at a dis- 
tance of seven thousand miles,from New York— 
the time occupied in making the transit being 
more than double that required for European 
communication; whilst Egypt and Turkey may 
be reached sooner than our Pacific possessions, 
There, too, we can go by an uninterrupted voy- 
age under our own national flag. But in going 
to, or returning from the Pacific, we are indebted 
to the courtesy of foreign Powers for the privilege 
of a passage, unless we undertake the voyage by 
Cape Horn, which we might be fortunate enough 
to accomplish in between two and three months, 
by steam, or from four to six months in the ordi- 
nary sail navigation. 

That such a state of things can long continue, 
either in peace or war, is impossible. 

California now points you the way to the 
commerce of Asia, and to secure it she asks a 


continental railroad, not only for her own use, but 
for the benefit of all, yet appealing to you in vir- 
tue of the high claims she has upon you. Already 
she has more than doubled your metallic capital, 
in pouring her gotden treasures into the lap of the 
Union. Hold back for a single quarter of a year 
her returns to the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico, 
and another commercial panic will involve you in 
speedy bankruptcy. Your stocks will fall, prop- 
erty will decline in value, banks perish; industry, 
agriculture, navgation, and manufactures will be 
prostrated. Go where you will, and your money, 
coined from her gold, will be found in every 
dwelling, the lowly cabin as well as the lordly 
mansion, in all the States and Territories. Every- 
where it has stimulated your industry, and, given 
to labor increased employment and more ample | 
reward. What has it done for the commerce of 
the country and your National Treasury ? It has 
doubled your exports, and nearly tripled your re- 
ceipts. 

Look at results. Twenty-three millions of rev- 
enue from duties in 1846—nearly seventy millions 
from the same source in 1854. Who doubts that, 
with the enlarged commerce growing out of a more 
liberal policy, this incredible increase of revenue | 


is mainly attributable to the yearly supply of 
California gold? No merchant, manufacturer, 
banker, or statesman of any party, will contro- 
vert this. Your receipts from customs and the 
sale of your public lands are increased from this 
swell in the volume of currency. Forty mil- 
lions in the aggregate increase of your annual rev- 
enue from lands and customs are the consequence. ; 
Yet you hesitate about a reasonable appropriation ; 
the effect of which will be to multiply a hua- 
dred fold your revenues and sources of wealth. 


Is this wise, just, or expedient? _ California furi: 
nishes the element of national prosperity in péace, 
and the sinews of war.- Yet for the want of this 
road you keep her in distant and dangerous iso- 
ation. : oe 

The people from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from 
the Lakes and the St, Lawrence to the Gulf of 
Mexico, demand this measure. They look to 
Congress during this session to lay the foundation 
or its commencement. If we accomplish the ob-« 
ject, it will be in vain for Great Britain, in. her 
efforts to maintain commercial supremacy, to carry 
out her scheme of a great continental railway from 
Halifax through British territory to the Pacific, 
how so warmly advocated by many of her states- 
men and engineers, or to undertake her ‘Asiatic 
railway from the Mediterranean, by the Persian 
Gulf and India, to the ports.of China. 

But if local jealousies or sectional’ prejudices 
should defeat our present action, she will arise with 
renewed vigor to the prosecution of these great 
works, and new avenues of trade will secure to |: 
her the undisputed command of the commerce 
of the world. It is a question between: London 
and New York, between Calcutta and San Fran- 
cisco, between England and America, by land and 
sea for the supremacy; and we surrender it, with- 
out an effort, to our great rival, if we now failin 
the performance of duty. . ee 

Do not defeat this bill by any illiberal, parsimo- 
nious policy, which would provide means inade- 
quate to the undertaking, and subject it to sneers, 
as theoretical, inefficient, and leave it a dead letter 
on the statute-book; nor embarrass it by throwing 
the apple of discord among us in regard to different 
routes; nor weigh it down by overloading itin the 
form of several projected routes at a time, as if one 
was not stupendous enough to engage all our ener- 
gies, until population, the increase of tradeand com- 
merece in thie new channel, had so far advanced as 
to show their necessity. No intelligent business 
man ever intentionally met a demand by a re- 
dundant supply; but, on the contrary, the. latter is 
always regulated by the former. This is a too 
well established doctrine of political economy. to 
be denied. The foundation and growth of cities 
and of nations, ancient and modern, rest upon it. 
On this same principle, within the present. half 
century, steam navigation and the railway began 
with us—the one with a single vessel, the other 
with a single route. Now more than three thous 
sand steam vessels float upon American. waters 
alone; and our lines of railway are equalin length 
to two thirds the circumference of theglobe. We 
run no risk from the very outset: of monopoly. or 
imposition in the construction of a single route, for 
already we have our splendid clipper ships making 
quick ‘passages around Cape Horn, and our steam 
routes by the Isthmus to the Pacific, which will be 
uninterrupted in time of peace, and afford an active 
and healthy competition, making it an object with 
all concerned to cheapen the tolls of their several 
routes. f is 

In seeking the Asiatic, and especially the Chi- 
nese trade, which has been coveted by every civil- 
ized nation that has preceded us as a source of 
affluence, we resort, not like our great commercial 
rival, to the strong arm of power, to coerce a trade 
in poison to. the amount of twenty-five millions of 
dollars annually, but to deal with them by an inter~ 
change of commodities for the benefit of all. Since 
the war between Great Britain and. China, in 1842, 
which resulted in opening the five ports to foreign 
trade, our commerce has rapidly increased, until 
now it reaches annually from sixteen to seventeen 
millions of dollars, employing two hundred vessels. 
Who can estimate its Increase and effects upon our 
ship-yards, and the business of our commercial 
cities and depôts throughout the country, if this 
bill should become a law? : 

Our recent acquisitions on the Pacific have revo- 


| Jutionized our commercial relations with the world 


_-what to ancient, and even to modern Europe, 
was “India beyond the Ganges” is “ India. within 
the Ganges” to us, In creating this new route, 
more important to us than the Portuguese discov- 
ery of the route around the Cape ó Good. Hope 
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was to them, the question of maritime ascendency | 
will no longer be in doubt. The trade of Asia 

and the Indies will pass over it through the center | 
of the North American continent, and its stimu- | 
lating influence in settlements, not only along the | 
route, but spreading all over the vast region be- | 
tween the Mississippi and the Pacific, will be ii 
incalculable; whilst its enriching benefits will per- |; 
vade and invigorate every department of the social | 
system, and impart a strength and power to our 
Government that will defy all opposition or re- 
sistance. 

I have thus briefly and most imperfectly referred 
to the commercial considerations which commend 
the subject to our attention. If time wereallowed 
to enforce them, a picture could be presented of || 
the greatness and glory of the Republic, the result || 
of these vast commercial advantages, to which no 
legislator could shut his eyes. 

Napoleon, when no longer the Emperor, but the 
philosophic statesman and dispassionate observer 
at St. Helena, discoursing upon the purposes of j, 
Government, and in special reference to our coun- 
try, said: “Look at the United States, where, 
without any apparent force or effort, everything 
goes on prosperously; every one is happy and | 
contented; and this is because the public wishes | 
and interest are, in fact, the ruling power.” ** Place 
the Government,’’ said he, “at variance with 
the will and interest of its inhabitants,’’and then, 
as he contemplated such an event, he drew a pic- 
ture of the mischief that would follow. l 

This measure is one not only involving the li 
diversified interests, which I have presented to the || 
Senate, but requires to be examined as to its 

POLITICAL EFYECT UPON THE COUNTRY. |! 

‘The duty imposed upon us to maintain and pre- || 
serve ourterritory in its utmost extent, is not to be 
denied. No man will confront the American people, 
hesitating or intimating a doubt on this point. Our 
Institutions, in their very nature, are expansive 
and progressive. The Pacific cdast and important || 
Islands of Polynesia, have at different times been 
the object of desire and envy of European States. |! 
Captain Beechy, of the royal navy, examined the || 
port of San Francisco, and reported it to be of im- || 

| 


mense compass, * sufficiently extensive to contain 
all the British Navy,” having excellent harbors 
and anchorages, and surrounded by a country 
varied by hills and valleys. In 1840, the British |! 
captain, Belcher, was also charged with the care- |! 
ful examination of the harbor; and at the same || 
time the Hudson’s Bay Company, relying on the || 
support of the British Government, stretched her 
line of forts towards this territory, in the hope 
that negotiations which had been commenced in 
London for a cession of Mexican territory in sat- 
isfaction of the English debt would result in the |! 
acquisition of California. The views of England 
respecting the Sandwich Islands have been well |! 
known. In 1788 Captain Meares, of the English 
Navy, did not hesitate to declare that the inhabit- 
ants of those Islands would, one day, be ranked 
among British subjects. In the year 1843, under 
the pretext of redress of grievances, and the pros- 
ecution of existing claims, Lord Paulet took pos- 
scasion of these Islands. The energetic interposi- 
tion of our Government resulted in the disavowal 
of the act by Lord Aberdeen, as communicated by 
the British Envoy, Mr. Fox, to Mr. Upshur, our 
Secretary of State; and the British Commodore, || 
Thomas, hauled down the British flag in the sum- i 
mer of the same year, and restored King Kehama | 
the Third to all his functions. 

‘The importance of the Sandwich Islands as in- 
termediate points between the Russian Asiatic 
and Russian American possessions attracted, in 
1812, the attention of the Imperial Company of | 
St. Petersburgh. In that year, Baranoff, the gov- 
ernor of Russian America, founded a settlement 
at the port of Bodega, on the Californian coast, 
aud sent a ship to Honolulu to establish a factory 
In 1814 he renewed his efforts to open commer- 
cial relations, and repeatedly afterwards; but his 
attempts were discouraged, and finally proved 
abortive. 

The port of San Francisco hag ever been re- 
garded as the key to the northwest coast of Amer- ' 
ica and the Pacific ocean. 

“Phe future of these Islands,” says a pro- 
found observer once connected with the French 


l 


| obligation. 
| point of view, and from the responsibility of 
| neglect, indifference, or delay, we cannot escape 


: now held by the whole American Union. 


come the mistress of the one ought to possess 
the other; they seem, in fact, designed asa rallying 


point for vessels of every description that furrow | 
the Pacific ocean north of the equator, placed, as : 
they are, between California, the contested Ter- : 


ritory of Oregon, the northwest coast, Russian 
America, and the numerous archipelagoes of the 
great ocean and of Asia.” These islands, it will 
be remembered, lie in a direct line, or nearly so, 


between San Francisco and Hong Kong, and in ; 


the 20th degree of north latitude, being the parallel 
of the Island of Cuba. 

During the last forty years, our Government 
reflecting the public will, has been alive to the im- 
portance of commercial position and ascendency on 
the Pacific. So impressed with this fact was the 


| Spanish Minister at Washington, that ina dispatch 


of the ist April, 1812, to the Viceroy of Mexico, 


j he forewarned that functionary to be on his guard 
i and arm the frontiers, as the Government of the 


United States proposed to fix its limits at the 
mouth of the Rio Bravo del Norte, and ascend to 


| the 31st degree of latitude, and then draw a line 


direct to the Pacific, which would bring Upper 
Californiainto the American Union. 

During the presidency of General Jackson, Mr. 
Forsyth, in his dispatch of the 6th August, 1835, to 
the United States Chargé d’A faires in Mexico, in- 
structed him to treat for a line that would give us 


i the harbor of San Francisco, with an offer of five 
i millions for it; and Mr. Calhoun, as Secretary of 


State, sent, in 1844, a secret messenger to the Presi- 
dent of Mexico, with an offer of ten millions for 
this harbor. The sequel of public events which 


| finally led to our acquisitions on the: Pacific are 


before the world. 
Recent negotiations foreshadow, and the law of 
political affinity seems to indicate the period as 


i not far distant when Sonora and Lower Califor- 


nia, with an aggregate area of over two hundred 
thousand square miles, and two thousand nine 
hundred of sea coast around the peninsula and 


j along the main land, will be embraced within the 


boundary of the Union. 


The obligation upon the political departments, ! 


in the exercise of legislative powers to bind 
together this nation, is a solemn and paramount 
This measure appeals to us in this 


betore the tribunal of public opinion. 

if California were some distant, dreary region, 
like the Orkney or Shetland Islands in the mist 
of the Northern Ocean, or some barren strip of 


| land, unfit for culture, and shut out from com- 


merce, still, as a part of the territory of the Union, 


your political power must reach it. 


The principle established by those who founded 


| and matured the institutions they have bequeathed 
Í to us as a sacred trust, and for which they staked 


their fame forever, was, that not an inch of the 
territory of the Republic should be disintegrated 
or dissevered. For this, the mistress of the world 
battled in the days of her glory, and maintained it 


j until she sank under an accumulation of social 


disorders, and the wounds which misgovernment 
had inflicted. ft was to maintain this principle, 
that induced Washington, amidst thickening mis- 


i fortune, to declare that he would never give up the 
| contest for the independence of the united colonies, 
i or the territory they claimed, even if driven to the 


fastnesses of the Alleghany mountains. 
If there was nothing attractive in our Pacific pos- 


; sessions, and they were valueless in all that makes 
i the earth valuable to man, yetas a part of our ter- 
i titory, you are bound to defend them. 


But in 
contrast with sterility, or even the fairer portions 
of our other States, whata picture does California 
present! Look at her in Fer immense propor- 
tions, stretched out on the shores of the western 
ocean, with a line of sea shore equal to one half 
of the whole extent of the Atlantic coast, and 


i an area of one hundred and eighty-eight thousand 
nine hundred and eighty-one square miles, equal | 
i! to one hundred and twenty millions, nine hun- | 


dred and forty seven thousand, eight hundred and 


' forty acres—more than four times the area of the 


State of New York; and capable, from her com- 
mercial position, and agricultural and mineral re- 
sources, of maintaining a population equal to that 
i With 


Legation in Mexico, “is ultimately bound to 
that of California; and the nation which will be- 


| the coast range of mountains, in its beautiful un- 
| dulations from lofty summits to irregular hills on 
| the west, and the snowy mountains and Colorado 


i 


| of the Union. 


: river on the east, and Lower California on the 
| south ils center intersected by the rivers Sacra- 


mento and San Joaquin, whose magnificent valleys 
alone contain millions of acres of the most fertile 
soil, stretching near the entire length of the State, 
each flowing a distance of some three or four hun- 
dred miles in contrary directions from the north 
and from the south, and uniting in the same estuary 
to discharge their waters into the bay of San Fran- 
cisco, dug out, as it were, by the hand of nature 
herself, for the noblest of human purposes. 

Here we have a harbor and port, the natural 
receptacle of the produce of our extensive valleys, 
and at no distant day to be the Pacific seat of 
trade, and an equipoise to the Atlantic emporium. 
It will be the entrepôt and storehouse to which 
the cousts of the Western ocean, of Northwestern 
America, and of the Asiatic regions, will send their 
products, From this common center of trade will 
be furnished in exchange the grain and other 
of our products required for subsistence by the 
people of the Southwestern coast, of the Mex- 
ican and Central American States, down to the 
equator, to Peru, to the Southwestern coast of Asia 
and islands of the Polynesian group. The serenity 
and mildness of our climate, the mammoth growth 
of our vegetation, the capacity of our soil for wheat 
and the smaller grains, extending its adaptation 
also to the vine, give advantages not surpassed, if 
equaled, within the limits of any one of the States 
A few short years ago she was 
held by a sparse and apathetic population of some 
few thousand souls, with limited wants, and these 
almost supplied spontaneously by nature. From 
the moment the American flag rose upon her hills 
the scene was changed. Western settlers entered 
her limits, those pioneers whose strong hands and 
patriotic hearts have everywhere laid the dee 
foundations of our prosperity. Apathy in Cali- 
fornia ceased, and was succeeded by the activity 
of industrial pursuits. The golden discoveries 
were first made in seeing a few glittering particles 
sparkling in the sunlight in a mill-race on a fork of 
the American river, a tributary of the Sacramento. 
This discovery was followed up in our rivers, 
which, rushing from the Nevada chain, liberate 
and sweep down to their beds the hidden treasure, 
and point the way to the sources of mineral 
wealth, hitherto illimitable in extent, and exhib- 
iting no signs of exhaustion. The opening, ex- 
panding veins of our rocky structure have been 
reached, and their golden deposits unfolded by the 
ingenuity and enterprise of that indomitable band 
of immigrants, whose tireless energies mock at all 
difficulties, and defy all obstacles. Therush of im- 
migration extended, energy and enterprise flocked 
to our shores. Labor, that makes man what he 
is, and without which gold is as valueless as the 
dust of the earth, did its work. Industry, that 


| “intangible, abstract commodity,’’ directed our 


energies, and we rose in the full proportions of a 
sovereign State, unprecedented in growth, and 
unexampled in its career in the history of nations. 

Her mineral discoveries, which the press had 
announced from one end of the globe to the other, 
until the news even penetrated the isolation of the 
Chinese dominions, were first looked upon as ori- 
ental fictions, then doubted, then believed, and 
finally realized beyond all anticipation. 

In 1820 we had a metallic currency inthe United 
States, according to Mr. Gallatin’s report in that 
year, of thirty-two millions five hundred thousand 
dollars. The products of all the minesin the Union, 
from that year until 1848, furnished an additional 
sum of twelve millions seven hundred and forty-one 
thousand six hundred and forty-seven dollars, being 
an average annual yield of hetween four and five 
hundred thousand dollars. Our net specie imports 
over our exports for that, period were eighty-two 
millions eighty-six thousand four hundred and sixty- 
one dollars, and immigrant supplies, at an average 
of a million a year, gave us twenty-seven millions, 
making an aggregate of specie in the United States 
at the beginning of the year 1848, of $154,328,108. 
In that year the aggregate products of the mines 
of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Tennessee, Alabama, and New Mexico, 
fell below the generalaverage I have stated, having 
only reached about two hundred thousand dollars, 
to which California, just then beginning to open 
her treasures, contributed an additional sum of 
more than one fifth the product of all our mines at 
that time. She has, since that period, increased 
her product in almost a compound ratio, until he 
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annual contributions to the metallic currency are 
one hundred millions, being two and a half times 
prenter than the aggregate average annual yield 

etween the years 1829 and 1848, of the Uralian, 
Mexican, Peruvian, Bolivian, Chilian, and, in fact, 
of all the mines in the world together? 

Look back at the commercial crises at different 
periods of our history, and especially those within 
our recollection, from 1837 to 1840, when we suf- 
fered from a drain of our then very limited supply 
of the precious metals, and reflect upon the disas- 
ters which pervaded the country in every depart- 
ment and business of life. What is it but the 
gold of California that has held in equipoise our 
commercial balance, and furnished us witha re- 
dundant supply of bullion, notwithstanding the 
immense expansion of our trade and increased 
importations, whilst at the same time it has im- 
parted wide-spread prosperity over the face of the | 
whole country, by which mendicity has virtually 
been extinguished within our borders? 

Did she clutch at and hold this massive treasure 
for her own benefit? No; she sent it back to your 
constituents; she dispensed it all over your terri- 
tory. It reached your manufacturers of New | 
England; it found its way to your farmers of the 
middie and western States, and to the cotton, 
rice, and sugar planters of the South; it gave un- 
exampled activity to your workshops in every 
nook and corner of theland; it increased employ- 
ment in your dock-yards, and gave new impetus 
to your shipping interest, until its stimulating 
influence was felt in the nerves of your whole į 
industrial system. 

We now come before you asking an appropria- 
tion of your domain, for the construction of this new 
means of intercommunication, indispensable not 
only to consolidate us at home, but to guard against 
the shock of foreign war, and consequent danger 
of political dismemberment. 

The utmost stretch of your interposition will 
not exceed, under the bill before you, forty mil- 
lions of acres for a line of two thousand miles, | 
that will wnite the Mississippi States with the Pa- 
cific. Its value does not equal by one half our 
annual supply of gold, and its concession will be 
more than reimbursed by the enhanced value im- 
parted to the alternate residuumof your land. The 
measure, Senators, is one demanding your serious 
consideration. 

For the maintenanceof our claims upon Mexico, 
we expended far more than double the cost of the 
project before us. To-recover and retain any | 
fraction of territory within this Confederacy, we | 
would exhaust the treasure of the country, and 
place posterity under tribute for centuries to 
come, 

Rome, after the lapse of centuries, from her 
foundation, and in the peaceful reign of the An- 
tonines, claimed the proud distinction that one 
hundred and twenty millions acknowledged her 
laws—a degree of population probably exceeding 
modern Europe in the eighteenth century, and 
supposed, by an enlightened historian to be 
‘the most numerous society that has ever been 
united under the same system of government, ? | 
A people whose cities were connected by public | 
highways issuing from the seat of empire, travers- 
ing Italy, pervading provinces, and terminating | 
only with the frontiers, forming a great chain of 
communication from the wall of Antoninus to the 
capital, thence to Jerusalem, and stretching in dis- ! 
tance over four thousand Roman miles. 

Senators: Our progress as a nation has com- 

aratively but begun; the immeasurable future 
Fes before you. Itis for us to do our part ae pat- 

riots to and legislators, under the mandates of the | 
Constitution, to devise those means which will į 
overcome geographical separation, and give unity 

to every part of this ocean-bound Republic. 

By the natural law of increase, aided by a swell | 
of immigration which the shock of European war 
and the reconstruction of nationalities will send | 
to our shores, the new century that approaches, ; 
even though we are yet in the springtide of na- 
tional existence, will find within our limits, now 
greater in territorial extent than Imperial Rome, i 
a population equal to what she possessed in the | 
zenith of her glory, after the growth of a thou- | 
sand years. : | 

Let the measure under consideration be con- | 
summated, and an act, vital to the integrity of our 


territory, and to the perpetuity of our undivided 


i 
i 
Union, will have been accomplished; and then, | 


FUTURE DESTINY? 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the further consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed until to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate. pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and - 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownway, April 10, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wintiam H. MILBURN. 

The Journa! of Friday was read and approved. 
_ The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is a motion lying over from last Monday, made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. For- 
ENCE,] to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
introducing the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to promote Commander Duncan N. lugraham to 
the grade of captain in the Navy of the United States, and 
that the Secretary of the Navy be requested to tender the 
command ofone of the six first-class stcain frigates provided 
for in the bill that passed the House on the 3lst March, to 
Captain Duncan N. Ingraham, when such vessels may be 
ready for service. 

Mr. DEAN. Lask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if he will not withdraw the resolution for 
the present, and allow me to bring forward a mat- 
ter of very great importance? 

Mr. FLORENCE. E have no disposition to 
press this resolution upon the consideration of the 
House at this time; and I am perfectly willing, 
with the consent of the House, that it should lie 
over to be considered at another time, as the House 
is exceedingly thin. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as withdrawing 
the resolution ? 

Mr. FLORENCE. For the present I will with- 
draw it, that the gentleman from New York may 
introduce his resolutions. i 

Mr. DEAN. I desireto bring before the House 
at this time a matter of very great importance to 
the commercial interests of the country; and for 
that purpose I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce two resolutions. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs have recommended the 
adoption of the resolutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire, 
Mr. Speaker, whether this is not resolution day, 
when the States are to be called for resolutions? 
By pursuing the regular order, we will get a great 
many. more resolutions through than we can in 
this informal way. , 

Mr. DEAN. Well, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit me to introduce the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatin the war which now seems impending 
in Enrope, it is the duty, as well asthe manifest interest of 
the Government of the United States, to observe and man- 
tain a strict neutrality between all the belligerents. And, 
in the event of a war, the rights of our citizens and the secu- 
rity of our commerce demand the mantenance of the prin- 
eiple heretofore asserted, and strenuously contended for by 
this Government, but not hitherto admitted or established 
as alaw of nations—that free ships make free goods, except 
as to articles clearly known as contraband of war; and that 
the neutral flag protects from unreasonable scarch and 
seizure the ships bearing it. And also, that neutral property 
on board a vessel ofany of the belligerents is not subject to 
seizure and confiscation. , 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if, in his opinion, not incompatible with the public 
interests, to communicate to this House whether any, and 
ifany, what arrangements have been made, or what corre 
spondence has taken place between this GWernment and 
any of the Governments of Europe to establish the foregoing 
principles as international law, and to protect the-neutral 
commerce of the United States in the event of a war be- 
tween any of the Powers of Europe. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, is the introduc- 
tion of these resolutions in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. WALKER. Then ! object to it. 

Mr. DEAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, f move to 
suspend the rules of the House, so as to enable me 
to introduee it. 

BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. Before the House proceeds 
to act on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York to suspend the rules, I beg leave to submit 
to the House a communication from the Clerk. 


Prayer 
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. The following letter was thereupon read: 


Creru’s Orrice, House or REPRESENTATIVES): 

: i April 6, 1854: | 
_ Sır: To enable me to proceed to the execution.of the 
joint resolution approved February 24, 1854, ordering cer- 
tain books for new members of the House of- Representa- 
tives, I addressed letters to the publishers early in the month 
of March, inviting them to furnish.the;books voted, .Hav- 
ing received replies from all the publishers written. t6, it 
appears that they can furnish * Annals of Congress,” ti Sen- 
ate Land Laws,” Statutes at Large,” Adams’s Works, *? 
“¢ Congressional Globe,” “ Finance Reports,” Constitu- 
tion,” “ Eliiótt’s Debates,” and t American: Archives,” 
and that they cannot furnish the “ State Papers,” & Reports 
of Debates,” Contested Elections,” “ Diplomatic Cor- 
respondence,” and “ Alexander Hamilton’s Works.” 

The books which the publishers cannot furnish, a book- 
seller of this city, who has supplied large numbers of the 
same books to Congress, has. made a written offer to fur- 
nish at former prices and in a specified tiine, except the 
“Diplomatic Correspondence” and ‘Alexander Hamil- 
ton’s Works ;”? but as the resolution seems to confine the 
Clerk to purchases from the pablishers, [ have not feltat 
liberty to give him positive orders withoutexpressauthority 
of the Hotise. f 

The book known as “The Opinions of the Attorneys 
General,” specified in the resolution, embraces no opinions 
of later date than 1841; and as there is a very general desire 
to have an edition bringing them down to the most recent 
date, no inquiry has yet been made of the publishers con- 
cerning it. I respectfully ask further instructions from the 
House on this point: 

The resolution is understood, by the publishers of “ Mayo’s 
Treasury Regulations,” “Mayo & Moulton’s Pension and 
Bounty Land Laws,” and “ Hickey’s Book of the Consti- 


| tution,” to vote to the new members of the House the same 


nuinbers of each of these works as were received by the new 
Senators in the last Congress; butas this is doubtful, I 
have declined giving orders for them; and on this point, 
also, respectfully await the action of the House. 
= JOHN W. FORNEY. 
Hon. Linn Boyn, . 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. FAULKNER. It is my purpose to ask 
to have that communication referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library. But I suppose it 
will meet with the general desire of the House to 
have such a resolution adopted as will enable the 
Clerk at once to execute the joint resolution for 
the delivery of books tonew members. With that 
view I beg to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives furnish, and deliver to each of the Members and Dete- 
gates of the present Congress who have not already received 
them, and pay for the same out of the contingent fund of 
the House, the following books, being a portion of the 
books voted to the members of former Congresses, viz : 

‘State Papers,” “ Register of Debates,” “ Contested 
Eleetions,”’ and “Alexander Hamilton’s Works:?? Provided, 
The prices do not exceed those heretofore paid; and that, “ 
instend of the “ Opinions of Attorneys General,” hereto- 
fore supplied, he shall furnish and deliver the latest pub- 
lished edition that can be procured for fifteen dollars per 
copy, that being the amount paid for the Attorney General’s 
Opinions in the Thirty- First Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It will be seen by the 
House that the only effect of this resolution is this: 
The joint resolution which passed the House'of 
Representatives and the Senate provides that these 
books shall be obtained from the publishers: . The 
publishers, as I learn from correspondence tow 
before me, have declared their inability to furnish 
them, and the only effect of this resolution is to 
enable the Clerk, at the same price, to obtain them 
elsewhere, otherwise the joint resolution will be 
nugatory. 

Mr. HAVEN. I think this resolution and the 
communication from the Clerk ought to take a 
different direction from the one that has been in- 
dicated. I submit a motion that the said commu- 
nication be printed, and that the resolution and 
communication also be referred to the House 


| members of the Joint Committee on the Library, 


The reason why I make this motion is, that there 
is a law against furhishing certain books, and the 
effect of that law is only avoided by ihe qoini reg- 
olution passed by the- House and the Senate at 
the present session, and in the mode pointed out 
by that joint resolution. I submit that we shall 
run against and counter to that law of the last 
session, if we undertake. to furnish these books, 
out of the contingent fund. I suggest to the 
House that this communication had much better 
be so referred, that the House may be put in pos- 


! session, through a report of that committee, of the 


price and terms on which purehasescun be made, 
and be enabled to take such action as may be 
necessary, and be deemed proper when such re- 
port is made. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is one sub- 
hich the Clerk refers to in his communica- 
hich { think is not referred to in the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Fautx- 
NER.]_ Itisasto the number of copiesof Hickey’s 
Compilation of the Constitution, and some other 
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books, which are to be furnished to members by 
the Clerk. Now, there never has been any extra 
copies of ‘* Hickey’s Constitution,” or of those 


other books, furnished to members of the House | 


for distribution. Each member, up to the present 
Congress, has received one copy of that book to 
make out his set of books ordered to be distributed 
to him by the House. : 

The joint resolution which passed last Congress 
is so worded that there shall be furnished to the 
new members of the Senate and the House of the. 
present Congress, such books as were furnished 
to the new members of the Senate and the House 
of the last Congress. Under that reading of it, 


the publisher of that book claims that he has a} 
right, as | understand, to furnish the same number 


of copies of that Constitution for each new mem- 
ber of this House that was furnished to the mem- 
bers of the Senate during last Congress. Such, 


sir, 1 conceive, was not the intention of the reso- | 


lution, nor was it the understanding of the Elouse, 
at the time it passed this House. ‘The object and 
intention of the joint resolution which passed at 


the present Congress, was to furnish to each mem- | 
ber one copy of such books as have heretofore | 


been distributed to members for their own use. 
Mr. FAULKNER, 


ence of that communication to the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library. 


Jonrs,] and desire to obtain from that joint com- 
mittee an explanatory resolution, which will leave 


no room for controversy, nor any doubt of its cor- | 
rect interpretation, as contended for by that gentle- | 


man and myself. . 
Mr. JONES. 


with the further suggestion, that whatever thecom- 
mittee may report back upon this subject, they 
will not report that these books shall be paid for 
out of the contingent fund of the TTouse. 

That, sir, has not been customary. I think, if 


ou will look back at every Congress since the | 


wenty-Bighth, you will find that there has been 


a specific appropriation, either in a deficiency or | 


general appropriation bill, to pay for these books. 
The item for furnishing these books to the new 
members of this Congress will alone amount to, 
1 suppose, at least $150,000. The Clerk has not 
furnished the precise sum; but 1 suppose it will 
amount to at Jeast that, 
in a general appropriation bill, as a specific appro- 
priation for that purpose. 1 hope, therefore, that 
the provision contained in the resolution of the 


gentleman from Virginia, proposing to pay this ] 
amount out of the contingent fund, will not be! 


adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I move the previous 
question upon the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. T hope my 
colleague will withdraw that mouon fora moment, 
to allow me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The motion is to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing, and 


any amendment that may be necessary can be | 


made there. 
Mr, WASHBURNE. 


Tt was with reference 


to that motion that 1 wished to offer an amend- | 


ment. I wished to provide that the committee 
have leave to report at any ume. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on 


Printing isa privileged committee, and has the: 
right to report at any time, Without any special ; 
I insist upon my demand | 


order upon the subject. 
for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


The question was taken, and the resolution | 


referred to the Committee on Printing. 
THE RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 


The question then recurred upon Mr. Dran’s | 
motion to suspend the rules to enable him to in- ; 


troduce his resolutions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask that the resolutions 
may be again read. : i 

The SPEAKER. They will be again read, 
unless objection is made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put to 
the House whether they shall be read. 

The question was put, and the reading of the 
resolutions ordered. 


| 


That was precisely the | 
object which I had in view when T asked a refer- ; 


1 concur entirely with the |! 
views of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. | 


Then I hope the resolution and | 
communication will be referred as proposed; and | 


Į think it should appear } 
Pl 


i serted by the people and Executive Department o 


The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is it in order to say any- | 
thing in favor of the adoption of the resolutions? | 

The SPEAKER. It is not. Debate is not in | 
order upon the motion to suspend the rules. | 

The question was put; and, upon a division, | 
G5 rose in the affirmative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
the yeas and nays. 

Upon a “division, on the call for the yeas and j 


| 


I demand 1 
! 


ative. ’ 
The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand tellers on the | 
eas and nays. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair will first ascer- 
il tain whether a quorum is present. The Chair | 
‘| counted the number present, and found there were | 
| 153—a quoram. | 


il Tellers on the yeasand nays were ordered; and | 
Messrs. ParLLips and CampBELL were appointed. į 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. DEAN. Before the Clerk proceeds to call | 
the roll I would state to the House that the reso- | 
i lutions meet with the unanimous assent of the 
|| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
‘| The question was then put; and on a division, 
there were-—yeas 103, nays 41; as follows: 


. Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Belcher; 
Bissell, Bocock, Carpenter, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, 
Cobb, Cook, Crocker, Curtis, John G. Davis, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, Dent, Disney, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, 1% i 
ton, Edtnands, Edamndson, Etheridge, Farley, Faulkner, į 
Fenton, Florence, Fuller, Greenwood, Grey, Grow, An- | 
drew J. Waran, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, | 
Hastings, Henn, Hibbard, Hiester, Howe, Ifnghes, Inger- j 
soll, Daniel ‘f. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lane, La- i 
tham, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeDougall, Macy, Maxwell, 
Middleswarth, Johu G. Miller, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, | 
I| Mordecai Oliver, Pennington, Jolm Perkins, Phillips, Pow- 
ef, Purvear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Rowe, Ruffin, Sapp, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, | 
Shower, Simmons, gleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Sam- | 
| uel A. Smith, Spod: Frederiek P. Stanton, Richard H. | 
Stanton, Hestor L, Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Jobn | 
J. ‘Taylor, Jol L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Vail, Yan- 
sant, Walbridge, Is Washburn, Jobn Wentworth, and 
Daniel B. Wright— 403. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Alles, Ball, Boyee, Bridges, | 
i| Bugg, Campbell, Chrisman, Corwin, Cox, Gulom, Byer- 


lesa 
bart, Goode, Hamittou, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, } 


| Hum, George W. Jones, Knox, Letcher, MeMuilin, Mace, 
Matteson, Meaechain, Norton, Olds, Parker, Peck, Peek- | 
ham, Pratt, 5 
Nathaniel G. Taylor, ‘Tracy, Tweed, Wade, Walker, | 
Elihu B. Washburoe, Wells, asd Zotlicotier--41. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended. 


Mr. DEAN. The resolutions are now before 
the House, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. They are regularly before the | 
‘| House. 
|| Mr. DEAN. I do net intend to detain the 
|| House by advocating the passage of these resolu- ! 
į tions, but I desire to state what they contain. 
i Mr. WASHBURNE, of illinois. 1 desire to 
inquire if the resolutions are before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions are before 
ii the body. 
i| Mr. WASEEBURNE. If debate arises upon 
| them, will they not go over under the rules? 
| Mr. DEAN. The rules have been suspended 
| The SPEAKER. The rules have been sus 
|; pended; and, among them, the rule requiring the 
il resolutions to go over if debate arises. 


i Mr. WASHBURNE, 


I supposed the rules 
were suspended only to admit the resolutions. i 
The SPEAKER. The rule to which the gen- | 
tleman refers applies only to resolutions intro- | 
duced upon a call of the States. These resolutions | 
| are regularly before the body, and the gentleman 
i from New York is properly on the floor. 
| Mr.WASHBURNE. And are open to debate. | 
i| TheSPEAKER. They are. 
| Mr. DEAN. Iwas saying, when the gentle- 
i| man from Hlinois interrupted me, that, E did not | 


to state only to the House what they contain, and 
the principles they are intended to enunciate. 
The first resolution isa plain and distinct state- 
ment of our duty to maintain neutrality in the war 
between the different Powers of Europe. Ft then 
reasserts the doctrine that has been so often as 


| this Government, but which the judiciary of the | 


Kent says that international law, as understood | 
in this country and in Europe, establishes a con- ! 


nays, 27 rose in the affirmative, and 79 in the neg- || € é 
i | destructive war, cannot be expressed or scarcely 


» Wiljam R. Smith, George W. Smyth, |} 


SS e 


desire to debate these resolutions at this time, but |! 


| been for the last nine months engag 


April 10, 


trary rule, The Executive branch of our Gov- 
ernment from its foundation, beginning with the 
Congress of the Confederation, and from that ume 
to the present, has constantly, in its action and its 
diplomacy, endeavored to establish the rule that 
free ships make free goods, and the additional 
proposition that the goods of neutrals on board the 
ships of belligerents are also free from seizure or 
confiscation. This the first resolution contains: 
The importance of this subject at the present 
crisis, when all Europe seems about engaging ina 


estimated. the subject has been very recently 
discussed in the British Parliament. The Minis- 
try have been called upon to state what they in- 
tend to do in reference to it. They have evaded 
meeting and disposing of the question, and avoided 
answering definitely what would be the action of 
that Government. 

The second resolution calls for the correspond- 
ence between our Government and the Govern- 
ments of any foreign Power upon this subject; and 
I may be permitted to state here, what I think 
will prove to be correct, that our Government hag 
ed in endeavor- 
ing to get this principle established and admitted 
as the Jaw of nations, and that our representative 
near the Court of St. James, in particular, has 
ably and, I believe, successfully accomplished it, 
so far as its recognition depends upon that Gov- 
ernment. And it is admitted on all hands, that if 
Great Britain, which is the Power that has at all 
times prevented its being established, will unite 
with us in saying that it shall hereafter be the law 
of nations—not by a treaty, but by a proclama- 
tion, and by action during this war—it will here- 
after be placed upon the firm basis of precedent as 
well as of natural right and justice. i 

I am informed that from the fact of its being 
unknown to the mercantile community what our 
Government intends to do, and what will be the 
action of the Government of Great Britain, insur- 
ances in all our large ports have increased, and 
that much anxiety is felt in reference toit. It ig 
due to our merchants at this time to let them know 
what the action of the Government has been, and 
what Congress intends to do—whether it is our 
determination to carry out this doctrine at all haz- 
ards, or whether our merchant vessels must pro- 
tect themselves, in the event of the war which 
seems threatening and inevitable, 

I have no particular choice as to the language to 
be used, but | think that the Executive branch of 
the Government and Congress ought now to take 
its stand and say to the world, that this is our 
principle, that we will not be driven from it, that 
we will legislate to assert it, that we will negotiate 
to secure it, and if need be that we will fight to 
maintain it. If wecan establish this doctrine, it 
will be one of the proudest days in the annals of 
American history, for it is emphatically our doc- 
trine—one that we have contended for from the 
days of the Revolution to the present time. I do 
not desire to move the previous question. 

Mr. BOCOCK. It strikes me that this is an 
exceedingly important proposition, one that un- 


| dertakes to define the position that this Govern- 


ment will occupy in regard to the war which is 
impending io Europe. That ought to be done with 
due deliberation, and after mature consideration. 
Positions rashly taken are easily abandoned. 
To give them weight and authority, these resolu- 
tions ought to have about them all the sanctions 
of matured action upon the part of the Congress 
of the United States. They are designed, as the 
gentleman has said, to make known to our mer- 
chants what they mayrelyon. They are intended 
also to produce effect upon the action of other 
countries. Will that result be produced by reso- 
lutions introduced here in the morning hour, and 
hurried through, without consideration? Ought 
they not to be sent to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and there discussed, examined, and care- 
fully guarded in their wording? If they take un- 


: tenable positions—which I by no means mean, 
i upon the slight consideration which I have given 
: them, to intimate, or if they are not strong 
| enongh—that committee ought to have the oppor- 


tunity to modify them, or make them stronger, 
and if they are incautiously worded, that com- 
mittee ought to have an opportunity to change the 


‘country has failed to sustain; for Chancellor || phraseology. Whatever is done ought to be done 


i 


with care and deliberation. 
I desire to make another suggestion before I take 
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myseat. These resolutions are submitted to be 
acted upon by this House alone. They are not 
» joint resolutions. If this Government intends to | 
do anything effective and operative; anything to 
commit the country to a particular line of policy 
touching our foreign relations, it should be done 
by the Government itself, and not by the House 
of Representatives alone. It must be by joint 
r&olution, requiring the action of the two Houses 
of the Congress of the United States, approved by 
the President. 

These resolutions, I say, are mere resolutions 
submitted to be considered by this body alone; and 
therefore, if passed, they will have no effect, as 
the action of the Congress of the United States. 
They will amount to amere expression of opinion | 
on the part of the members of this House, and that 
hastily given. Under these circumstances, I move 
to refer the resolutions to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

_Mr.CAMPBELL. I move the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Iam willing that the resolution | 
calling upon the President for information, may |j 
be passed. i 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions cannot be | 
separated except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The committee can call 
upon the President for information. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bococn’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the resolutions were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. è 

Mr. DENT. | ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow me to present a resolution, 

Mr. WELLS. 
business. - 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call upon the States for resolutions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is not the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. Dent] entitled to the floor on | 
his motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia has a right to the floor, and asks the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion which will now be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

Mr. DENT. I hopethat the House will allow 
the resolution to be read. - 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read 
for information. 

The resolution wasthen read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be | 
discharged from the further consideration of House bill No. | 
301, and that the same be now considered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. What bill is it? 

Mr. DENT. I will explain its features. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let the Clerk read the | 
title. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: | 

A bill to regulate and define the duties of the ! 
Commissioner of Pensions in certain cases. 

Several Memsers. Read the bill. 

The bill of the House, No. 301, was thereupon 
read in extenso. ; 

It provides that whenever any agent for paying 
invalid pensions shall have reason to believe that 
the disability which caused any person to be placed 
on the pension roll is totally or partially removed, 
it shall be the duty of said agent to suspend all 
further payment to such pensioner until such pen- | 
sioner shall produce the affidavit of two physicians || 
or surgeons, whose respectability shall be certified i 
to by the officer before whom they may be quali- || 
fied, stating from personal examination the con- | 

* tinuance of the disability (describing it) for which | 
the pension was originally granted, and the rate. 
of such disubility at the timeof making such affi- |! 
davit; and if in said affidavit the disability shall i| 
be stated at a rate below that for which the pen- 
sion was originally granted, the pensioner shall 
only be paid at the rate stated in said affidavit. 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
suspend the rules, and was disagreed to. i | 

The SPEAKER. Resolutions are now in order | 
from the Territory of Utah. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move, Mr. Speaker, that i] 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve | 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state || 

of the Union. H 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I desire to ask the | 
gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his motion, to 


Ical) for the regular order of | 


meee 
|i enable me to introduce a bill of which previous 


i other purposes. 


|| reported—ayes 92, noes 31. 


| priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 


|| against the bill, but put forth ‘a modest request 


notice has been given. It is a bill to aid the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota and the State of Indiana in 
constructing a railroad for military, postal, and 
The object of the bill is to con-.| 
struct certain links in the chain, so as to securea 
continuous line of railroad from some point on į 
Lake Superior to the Falls of the Ohio, and from 
thence, following the valley of the said river, to 
Cincinnati, Ohio. ' : 

I am about leaving town, and therefore it is that 
Iask the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his 
motion to go into committee, so as to allow me 
to introduce this bill. 

Mr. OLDS, And I am going to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw his motion for a like 

urpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio withdrawn? 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I would prefer, Mr. Speak- 
er, not to withdraw my motion just now. I 
would like to oblige both the gentlemen, but [ can- 
not properly do so now. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
go into the Committee of the W hole.on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Situ, of 
Tennessee, and CampBeLi were appointed such 
tellers. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Forrer in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House biil (No. 48) “‘ making appro- 


Government for the year ending the 30th of June, | 
mo | 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Macponap] 
was upon the floor, and is now entitled to the 
same. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. MACDONAL®,, in rising to speak on the 
subject of the Nebraska bill, said his record was 
made up as voting against the reference of the 
Senate measure to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. He stood in this po- 
sition with only three others coming from east of 
the Hudson river, on this issue. The Legislature 
of Maine did not propose to instruct him to vote 


to that effect. But.be did not intend to carry out 
their wishes, that body not properly representing 
public sentiment in that State. He pronounced 
the request as arrogant and impudent. 

In his opinion, the allusion frequently made 
that a natural hostility exists between the North 
and the South—a natural dislike and jealousy— | 
was perfectly groundless. Why should there be | 
hostility between those sections? The memory 
of the past, the happiness of the present, and the 
hopes of the future, should not create hostility, | 
but, on the contrary, the largest and most intense | 
fraternal concord and agreement. Fn 

He regarded the election of Franklin Pierce as į 
conclusive of the question that the old era of) 
good feeling is to be reéstablished between the į 
North and the South, when a feeling similar to 
that which animated our revolutionary sires is 
again to prevail. aan. 

The natural opponents of this bill are the Ab- 
olitionists of the country, under the Jead of the 


New York Tribune, a paper tainted with heresies 
and isms of every kind. The main editor of that 
paper does not believe in a future state of re- i 
wards and punishments. The tendency of their ; 
principles is that the people are not to be trusted, | 
nor permitted to govern themselves, but must be | 
governed. He commented at large on the char- | 
acter of Abolitionists. i 
The bill. commended itself to his support be- | 


cause it asserted the right of the people to govern || 


themselves. It was in.1850 that this Government | 
inaugurated a new territorial policy, by allowing | 
Utah and New Mexico to govern themselves; and | 
the bill now pending was intended to carry out | 
that republican and wholesome principle. __ | 

(The speech will be found in the Appendix.]. | 

Mr. FAULKNER, after having expressed his | 
measures of 1850, | 


cquiescence in the compromise mea | 
whether from the į 


aid, that among all true men, 


n w 


North or from the South, there ought to; be-no 
diversity of opinion upon a question like that in- 
volved in the Nebraska bill.. The public mind of 
the North had been shamefully abused by aper- 
version of the true issue involved inthis questions, 
for it was not a question of slavery or no slavery: 
in regard to the organization. of these. proposed 
Territories. ar enon 

The Missouri compromise, he maintained, was 
the first occasion upon which Congress assumed 
to exercise an act of original jurisdiction, the 
power of controlling the expansion of slavery 
within the territory of the, United States, and of 
prescribing a limit beyond which the plantèr of 
the South should not emigrate with his property, 
recognized as such by the Constitution of the coun« 
try. From the adoption of that compromise up 
to the present hour, the people of the South—or 
perhaps he might, with more propriety, confine 
himself to his own State—the people of Virginia 
had never ceased to regard it as an exercise of le- 
gislative authority not warranted by the language 
or the spirit of the Constitution. _ . 

He then reviewed the provisions of thé Nebras- 
ka-Kansas bill of the Senate, and replied to the ob- 
jections which had been urged againstit by south- 
ern members, contending that the Badger proviso 
neither prohibited nor permitted slavery within. - 
these Territories, but left the entire subject to the 
people themselves. . 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix.] | 

Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee.” I ask my col- 
league to yield me the floor for a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. CULLOM yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. STANTON. I submit the motion. 

The question was put, and the motion agreed to. 
| So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill of 
the House (No. 48) making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1855, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move thatthe Fouse do 
now adjourn. 7 ex 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw that motion, to enable me 
to introduce a bill merely for the purpose of ref- 
erence. = i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. LANE then, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill “to aid the Territory of Minnesota 
and the State of Indiana to construct a railroad 
for military, postal, and other purposes;” which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lafids. | => 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to present a memorial from’ 
the Territorial Legislature of Oregon, asking Con- 
gress to passa law to enable the people of that 
‘Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment preparatory to its admission into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 

There was no objection; and the memorial was 
received, referred to the Committee on Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HIESTER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. . 

The question was put, 
to; and thereupon, ~ 

‘Ata quarter past three o'clock, the House ad- 


journed until to-morrow at twelve o'clock, m. 


and the motion agreed 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, April 11, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. WILLIAM H. Minzurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. MORTON presented two petitions of in- 
habitants of Gadsden county, Florida, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Tallahassee 
to Ridleysville; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the petition 


‘| of Charles Vinson, praying compensation for extra 


services as a clerk in the office of the Third Aud- 
itor; which was referred to the Committee on + 
Claims. 
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REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. | 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of | 
Rebecca Bright, praying a pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Morris Powers, pray- 
ing a pension on account of disability incurred 
during the Mexican war, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. RUSK gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to provide for the trans- 
portation of the mails of the United States on 
railroads. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MASON, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to au- 
thorize the Baltirhore and Ohio Railroad Company 
to extend their railroad to a point on the Potomac 
river, at or near the city of Washington; which | 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message was received from the House of 


Representatives by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, j| 


announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: | 

Bill for the relief of Lyman N. Cook; 

Bill for the relief of Emelie Hooe, widow of 
Captain Hooe; 

Bill for the relief of Hezekiah Johnson, of the 
town of Bridgewater, in the State of Vermont; 

Dill for the relief of Aaron Stafford; 

Bill to provide a pension for Silas Champion, 
of Genesee county, in the State of New York; 

Bill for the relief of the executors of the late 
Lieutenant John E. Bispham; 

Bill for the relief of Lemuel Hudson; 

Bill for the relief of James F. Green, of Penn- 
sylvania; 

Bill for the relief of Madison Parton; 

Bill to establish additional land districts in the 
Territory of Minnesota; and 

Bill for the relief of Alton Nelson. 

‘he above named bills were severally signed by 
the Presipenr pro tempore. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr, MORTON, it was 


Ordered, Chat the following memorials, &c., be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the sev- 
eral committees as annexed : 

Memorial of John ‘Pueker-—Committee on Claims, 

Petition of Daniel Brister and others—Comimiuee on In- 
dian Afnis. 

Petition of Charles G. Merebant-—Comnnittee on Military 
Affairs. 

Memorial of citizens of Appalachicola—Committee on 
Commerce, 

Petition of the heirs of John 5. Budd-—Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Petition of George Jennings--Committee on Private 
Land Chime. 

Petition of the heirs of Christopher Hihary—Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Petition of Sarah Flinn—Committce on Claims. | 

Memorial of John P. Smith, administrator of Joshua B. | 
Smith--Committee on Chums. | 

Petition of William B. Davis-—-Committee on Claims. | 

Petition of citizens of Marion and Nassau counties, Pior- 
ida—Committee on Public Lands. 

Petition of David Osburn-—Committee on Claims. 

Petition of Bilen H. Wood, heir of James Hall—Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Petition of James P. Lightharne—Cominittee on Claims. 

Petition of the widow and children of Emanyel Munden, 
deceased—Commitice on the Judiciary. 


|| I hope the honorable Senator from Virginia will 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
„sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
inform the Senate whether a contract entered into by the 
„Post Office Department with J. W. Kelly in 1852, for the 
“transportation of the mail in steamers from Bainbridge, 
Georgia, to Appalachicola, Florida, has been annulled; and 
ifso when, aud for what reasons. 


ISAAC P. SIMONTON. 


| Mr. STUART. Mr. President, on thelast.pri- 
vate bill day, | asked to have the House bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Isaac P. 
Simonton laid on the table, with a view of offer- 
ing an amendment to it so as to include another 
| case. I have been applied to very strongly by 
those interested, to waive that request, and I should 
like to have the Senate now take up the bill and 
| pass it without any amendment. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 

ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
| Whole. 
It proposes to appropriate $800 to the legal rep- 
| vesentatives of Isaac P. Simonton, on due and 
| satisfactory proof being furnished that his claim 
| for that sum, in schedule B, annexed to the treaty 
with the Saganaw band of Chippewa Indians, of 
the 14th of January, 1837, has regularly and legally 
descended to them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


; Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

| Mr. BADGER. I hope the motion will not 
| be agreed to. J had very humbly suggested to 
the Senate, two or three days ago, that I should 
be very much obliged to them if they would take 
up, inthe morning hour, a bill which I reported 
| from the Committec on Finance. 

Mr. MASON. If it involves debate I must 
object to it. 

Mr. BADGER. 
| involve debate or not. 
up. 
| tending to it. I believe 1 am as seldom out of my 
place as any other member of the Senate, 1am 
scarcely ever absent from the city of Washington 
during the sessions of the Senate, and I had | 
thought that this lite favor would be accorded to į 


| 
: 
l 
| 
H 
t 
j 
| 
| 


|! 
i 
1 
i 
i 


Ido not know whether it will 
I ask the Senate to take it 


| me, 
| Mr. MASON. If the Senator desires to be 
heard on his bill, {will cheerfully yield my motion; 
but if he wishes to have a debate on the bill, I must 
adhere to the motion. 
| Mr. BADGER. I wish-to have the bill taken 
upand passed. I donot wish to be heard upon it. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. I presume there can be no 
serious oppositiom to the bill of the Senator from | 
i North Carolina. Jt is a very important measure. 
| The Senator from North Carolina is very anxious 
| upon the subject, and so are many other Senators. 


| not object to it. 


Mr. MASON, 
Mr. BRIGHT. 
for the collection of duties on railroad iron. 


What is the bill? 
It ig one to extend the time 
It 


| mittee on Finance. If itleads toa lengthy debate, 
| of course the Senator from North Carolina will 
not press it this morning. 

| Mr. STUART. 


tor from Virginia would give the Senator from 


that bill. 


Petition of R. D. Battle, administrator of Isane L. Baule, | 
decensed——Committee on the Post Odice aud Post Roads. | 

Memorial of the heirs of Darius Garrason—-Committee on | 
Claims. i 

Documents relating to tonnage duties on Spanish ves- i 
gels— Committee on Commerc | 

Memoriats in favor of increasing the salary of the United 
Btates district judge at Key West, Florida—Committec on 
the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Sally Bass, daughter of 
Charles Pasteur, deceased, be withdrawn from the files of | 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims. ! 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was | 

Ordered, That the documents in rejation to the claim of ; 
the Menomonee Indians be withdrawn from the files of the j 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 


J. We KELLY’S MAIL CONTRACT. | 


Mr. MORTON submitted the following resolu- | 


i have it passed this morning, I can assure him 


Twi 
| embarrass‘the bill of the Senator from North Car- ij 


Mr. BADGER. I do not want to be heard | 
upon it; but I wish to have the bill passed. 
Mr. STUART. If the Senator thinks he can 


that, in my opinion, there is very little prospect 
of it. 

| Mr. BADGER. Let us try. 

Mr. MASON. Task that the question be put 
| on my motion. 

| The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
|! motion made hy the Senator from Virginia, to 
| proceed to the consideration of Executive business; 


i 


| and the question must be first put upon that, for 


‘it is the first motion before the Senate. 


sh to say, that while [ have no disposition to | 


olina, I think it is a bill upon which the State of 


l cannot remain here for the purpose of at- į 


has been unanimously reported from the Com- l; 


l should be glad if the Sena- |! 


! North Carolina an opportunity to be heard upon i 


Mr. SEWARD. Before that question is put, |! 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Pennsylvania ought to be heard, and I observe 
that no members from that Stateare here. I shail, 
for that, if for no other reason, vote against acting 
upon that bill at tnis time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. When that bill is taken up, 
I desire to offer an amendment to it in the shape 
of a substitute, and if we are to postpone it, I 
wish to have that proposition presented fo the 
Senate for consideration. My impression is thet 
it is so simple a question that the Senate will be 
ready to act upon it at any time, but I desire to 
present asubstitute forthe bill of the Senaior from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I will not press 
any objection to this motion. l have never, since 
I have been in the Senate, refused to any gentle- 
man to give way for the purpose of transacting 
any business. l gave notice to the Senate last 
week that I. should be obliged to leave the city 
early this week, and that I should throw myself 
upon their indulgence to take up this bill on Mon- 
day. I gave way yesterday in the application 
which l intended to make, for the purpose of 
obliging the Senator from California, being always 
willing to postpone my own personal convenience 
to the convenience of any and every member of 
this body. {£ thought yesterday that the privilege 
of having this bill taken up would be accorded to 


: me to-day withoutdifficulty; but afavor reluctantly 


conceded is not a favor. 1 therefore withdraw all 
objection, and will give up the expeciation of 
having the bill taken up. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that we make the effort during 
the morning hour to:see whether this bill can be 
disposed of; and, if it leads to discussion, the 
Senator from North Carolina will not press it to- 
day. 1 merely suggest that we had better take it 
up during the morning hour, with the understand- 
ing that if it is not disposed of during that hour it 
shall then be postponed, and we shall go into 
Executive session. I hope this course will be 
pursued. 

Mr. MASON. Since J have had the honor of 
a seat on this floor, I have felt, doubtless, in com- 
mon with other Senators, under obligations to the 
Senator from North Carolina for the uniform 


| example of courtesy which he has set us, and I 


certainly should be the last Senator to avoid the 
benefit of the example. I have done all that I 
could; I have said to that Senator that if he de- 
sired to be heard upon his bill I would, with great 
pleasure, yield my motion; but if he desires to 
tuke up the bill, which, as we have been informed, 
will lead to debate, and probably a protracted 
debate, fam not at liberty, because of the condi- 
tion of the public business, to yield my motion. I 
ask, therefore, that we proceed to the considera- 
tion of Executive business. 

Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered, and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 17, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS~Me len, Bayard, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dodge o onsin, Dodge of fowa, Johnson, Mason, 
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Toucey, and Wil- 
liams—17. 

NAYS—Messre. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Bright, 
Brown, Chase, Douglas, Evans, Everett, Fessenden, Fish, 
Foot, Geyer, James, Joues of Lowa, Pettit, Shields, Stuart, 
Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—23. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


RAILROAD IRON. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill allowing a credit, 
for a limited period, for duties on railroad iron 
imported into the United States, reported from the 
Committee on Finance with an amendment. 

The original biil provides that a credit of five 


| years shall be allowed on all unpaid bonds here- 


tofore given for duties on railroad iron imported 
into the United States, or the Territories thereof, 
and on all bonds hereafter given for duties on rail- 
road iron which shall be imported into the United 
States or the Territories, within the period of two 
years from the passing of this act; if it shall be 
made to appear, to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, that the railroad iron has 
been imported for the purpose of being laid down 
on roads within the United States or the Territo- 
ries thereof. 

The Committee on Finance reported the bill 
back with an amendment, in the form of a substi- 
tute, to strike ont all after the enacting clause, and 
insert the following: 

That the owner, importer, or consignee of any railroad 
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iron, imported within the period of two years from and 
after the passage of this act, may declare, under cath, on 
the entry thereof, that the said iron is exclusively designed 
and intended to be used in the construction or repairs pf a 
road or roads within the United States, or the Territories 
thereof, aud the said iron shall be entered for warehousing, 
and may be withdrawn, in any quantity not less than one 
ton, on due entry for that purpose to be used as aforesaid, 
at any time within five years from the date of importation, 
or payment for such Charge for storage as may have accrued 
thereon: Provided, That the owner, importer, or con- 
signee, shall, with one or more sureties, to the satisfaction 
of the collector of the customs at the port of entry, be- 


come bound to the United States in doubie the amount of |{ 


the duties thereon to-pay the legal duties and charges on 
said iron, with interest thereupon at the rate of six per 
cent. per annum until paid, on or before the expiration of 
five years, from and after the date of importation, and to 
furnish within that-period proof, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the iron so bonded and 
withdrawn has been actually used inthe construction or re- 
pairs of a road or roads, as aforesaid; andif such satistac- 
tory proof shall not be so furnished within the period afore- 
said, the whole penal sum named in said bond shal! be for- 
feited and paid to the United States : And provided further, 
That if the iron bonded and withdrawn from warehouse as 
aforesaid, shail, at any time within the said period of five 
years, be used for any other purpose than the construction 
of a road or roads within the United States, or the Territo- 
ries thereof, the whole penaity of the bond shall be at once 
forfeited to the United States, which forfeiture may be en- 
forced by due process of law in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That the owner, im- 
porter, or consignee òf any railroad iron now in warehouse 
under bond may, at any time within the period allowed by 
existing provisions of law for such iron to remain in ware- 
house, file with the collector of the customs having the 
charge and custody of the iron, the declaration, and execute 
the bond prescribed in the first section of this act, where- 
upon the bond given on the original entry shall be canceled, 
and the said owner, importer, or consignee, shall become 
entitled to all the privileges and be subject to all the require 
ments, conditions, and penaliies specified in this act: Pro- 
vided, That where a railroad is wholly owned by a State, 
no other security shall be required than a bond binding the 
property in said road for the payment of the duties as herein 
prescribed; and imall cases those representing the railroad 
may elect to give either the personal security above men- 
tioned, or a lien upon the raifroad and its property at their 
pleasure. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That before the owner, 
importer, or consignee of such railroad iron shall be entitled 
to the benefit of this act, the president and directors of the 
road or roads, for which the benefits of this act are claimed, 
shail enter into an agreement to transport the mails of the 
United States, upon the terms and conditions now pre- 
scribed by law. $ 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out all that 
portion ofthe bill which forfeits doublethe amount 
ofthe duty. It will be perfectly useless to make 
‘such a prowision, if any unforseen event should 
occur, and the company could not pay theamount 
to recover double the amount as is proposed by 
the bill. 1n such a case it seems to me that Con- 
gress would release it. I think the provision for 
the payment of the debtand interest isamply suf- 
ficient. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill state to the Senator 
from Mississippi that I havean amendment which 
I design to offer to the substitute of the commit- 
tee, and which, if it meets with his approbation, 
will dispense with the necessity for his amend- 
ment. 3 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment, ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The substitute that I offer 
is to this effect: instead of giving a credit on rail- 
road iron for a limited time, we suspend the duty 
on railroad iron until the Ist of July, 1857; be- 
cause if you give a credit | am not certain that 
you render any substantial assistance to the rail- 
road interest under the bill, You will have an 
uncertain debt suspended over the company Jn, 
perhaps, the expectation that Congress may remit 
the penalties and duties when they become due, 
withoutany certainty of such remission. You tell 
the railroad companies, therefore, to be ready to | 
meet a debt when they hope not to be required to 
meet it; and I am afraid you neither benefit. the 
Treasury nor the railroad interest of the country | 
by a proposition of that kind. We have now a 
surplus of money in the Treasury _ We havea 
larger revenue than we desire. It is our duty, 
if we intend properly to reduce the revenue within 
the necessary demands of the Government, to 
adopt some such measure as this. Between this 
and 1857 I do not think we shali need the revenue 
arising from importation of railroad iron. | know 
of no item upon which you can take off the reve- 
nue with greater facilities and advantages to the į 
great material interests of the country than upon 
this item. For that reason I propose, instead ef | 
giving a credit of five years, that we suspend the | 
duties until the first day of July, 1857., Then, | 
when the period expires, the duty is again to be | 


‘to extend or change it. 


| a possibility 


levied as it now exists without any other legisla- 
tion, unless Congress in the mean time determine 
$ The substitute which f 
offer provides for this and for nothing else. It is 
to strike out of the substitute reported from the 
committee, all after the word “that,” and insert 
the following: 

Where it shall be satisfactorily proved to the Secretary 
of the Treasury that any railroad iron imported since the 
first day of July, 1853, and prior to the passage of this act, 
for the purpose of being applied to the construction or re- 
pair of any railroad, has been actually laid down on any 
railroad, he shall allow a drawback of the duties on such 
railroad iron, solaid down, or if the duties shall have been 
actually paid, he shall refund the same to the company or 


| party thus laying down said iron. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much of any ! 


law now in force, as imposes a duty on imported railroad 
iron, be suspended from and after the passage of this act, 
until the Ist day of July, 1857; and no duties or revenue 
shail be collected on railroad iron from foreign countries 
prior to the said Ist day of July, 1857: Provided, however, 
"That at the time of such importation, the importers shall 
execute to the United States a bond, with such sureties and 
such penalties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall direct, 


| to be approved hy said Secretary, conditioned that said iron l 
is bona fide imported for the purpose of being used for rails 


for railroads, and fur no other purpose, and to be laid down 


| and actually used by the person or companies so importing 


the same, within two years from the time of importation, 
and upon due proof furnished to the said Secretary of the 


Treasury that said iron has been solaid down and used, the | 


said bonds shall be given up and canceled: And provided, 
further, That no iron’ shall be considered as railroad iron, 


within the meaning of this act, except such âs is prepared | 


to be laid down as rails upon railroads, without further 
manufacture. 


Mr. WALKER. There isa case for which the 
bill, as reported by the committee, provides, which 
1 do not think is provided for by the amendment 
of the Senator from IHinois. Itis that contained 


‘in the second section of the committee’s amend- 


ment, where an importation has already taken 
place, and bonds have been given. It provides 
that those cases shall have some relief, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will state to the Senator 
that the proposition which I make provides for 
all importations since the first of July last. 

F Mr. BADGER. Allowing a drawback of the 
uties. 

Mr.DOUGLAS. Givinga drawback of duties; 
otherwise it might operate injuriously on import- 
ations made within a short time past. 

Mr. BADGER. í desire to say that I very 
decidedly prefer the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois to the substitute reported by 
me from the Committee on Finance. 
has every recommendation, and I do not see that 
it can lead to any material debate. fn the first 
place, it applies to railroad iron which is to be 
used for rails, and to no other species of railroad 


l think it 


iron. In the next place, it applies to that railroad | 
iron which is imported in such a condition as that 


it can be laid down without further manufacture. 
{n the third place, it proposes a suspension for 
three years of the acts. of Congress levying-duties, 
and by giving it a retroactive effect, 1t becomes, 
in fact, the proposition which the Senator from 


illinois submitted last Congress giving a suspen- | 


sion of these duties on railroad iron. 


I think it has manifold advantages. In the first 


i place, as he has said, our revenue is now ample. 
ive a credit, in the terms proposed by the | 


Tog 


substitute, upon the importer or company giving 


| bonds for the payment of the amount of duties and 


interest, is to give nothing to the company except 
the mere delay of payment; but under the p 
sions of the Senator’s amendment there will be a 
real, beneficial encouragement extended to this 
great and important enterprise. There is scarcely 


rovi- į 


that within three years the Govern- ; 
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ment will need the revenue derived from the duties ; 
on railroad iron, for any of the purposes of the | 


Government. ior a 
short period, we may be sure that no injury will 


be done to the Government; and if in the mean | 


time any change shall take place which makes it 


necessary that the Government shall receive the : 


advantage of revenue upon imported railroad iron, 


! as the Senator from Illinois has said, we will have 
' nothing to doat the expiration of the time; but the 


duties will be levied as if this act had not passed. 

It seems to me, with the Treasury overflowing, 
that this is as small a benefit as Congress can be 
expected to extend to these great enterprises all 
over the country, which tend so much to the pros- 
perity, not only of individual portions, but to the 
advancement, the connection, the cultivation of in- 


i tercourse, the exchange of commodities, and the 


establishment of good feeling, and of united, patri- 


Confining the suspension to that | 


i 
i 
| 
i 


| 


! 
| 


| 


| whether they will, at the expiration of the time 


| human p 


otic. friendship among the different members of 
this great confederacy. I hope that my friend,the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, (Mr. 
Hunrer,] will have no objection to this. amend- 
ment, but that he will prefer it to. the substitute 
reported by the direction of the committee. `. 

Mr. HUNTER. In regard to this bill, I vote 
under instructions. I regard the. proposition: of- 
fered as an amendment by the Senator from Hli- 
nois, as nearer to the instructions than the other; 
and i incline to think that it is a good financial 
expedient, as our. revenue is. greater than «the 
wants of the Government demand. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the honorable « 
Senator from Virginia, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, whether he can give me a 
general idea of how much the revenue derived 
from the duties on railroad iron amounts to? 

Mr. HUNTER. The daty on railroad iron, 
manufactured, rolled, or otherwise, is. about 
$4,600,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. I suppose that is correct; I 
have not now access to the tables to verify it. I 
shall not now detain the Senate by discussing this 
subject as fully as I intended to do. ‘The. propo- 
sition offered by the Senator from {llinois is simi- 
lar to the one which he offered at the last session, 
and which was withdrawn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It was withdrawn not be- 
cause of objection to it, but because it was deemed 
i to attach it to a general appropriation 

il. r 

Mr.SEWARD. Jf the honorable Senator from ~ 
North Carolina (Mr. Bapcrr] will introduce a bill 
giving credit for, or even suspending the duties 
upon the railroad iron importedfor the completion 
of the railroad in that State which he has espe- 
cially under his care, E will vote for it with the 
greatest pleasure in the world. I will do so, be- 
cause { think that a very necessary,a very useful, 
and a very great work; and | think that the region 
of country where it is to be made, re uires and 
ought to receive such a favor at the hands of Con- 
gress. Lam free to say that I would vote for that 
as an exception to the general law which is now in 
force; but 1 cannot agree with the general policy 
now proposed. The proposition of the Senator 
from Illinois {Mr. Doveras} is to remit the duties 
on railroad iron for three years. | think that worse, 
in one respect, than to remit them indefinitely; be~ 
cause it will, for the future, render everyghing, in 


_regard to the manufacture of railroad iron in this 


country, uncertain and unreliable. / 

It will, so far as it goes, discourage the estab- 
lishment of manufactories for the making. of rail- 
road iron; and will probably have the same effect 
now as if the measure were the abolition of the 
duties on railroad iron altogether. Then, soon 
after we shall have got into this period of three 
years, those who are interested in the construction 
of railroads, and those who are interested jn the 
manufacture of railroad iron in this country, will 
be brought to the consideration of the question of 
what will probably be the action of Congress— 
kd 
remove the duties altogether, or whether they will 
suffer them to be restored? Here will be a field 
of perplexing and dangerous speculation, amount- 
ing almost to gambling on the policy of the coun- 
ry. 

T think, therefore, that the proposition is ob- 
jectionable on the ground that it introduces uncer- 
tainty into the financial system of the Government, 
so far as it operates upon the importation and on 
the manufacture of railread iron—great and exten- 


| sive interests in this country.. Again, | do not 


see that because there is, at this moment, & sur- 
plus in the Treasury of the United States, we are 
able to say with confidence that it would be safe 
to reduce our revenues at this particular jancture. 
Sir, this is a moment of. great interest and fever- 
ish anxiety throughout the commercial world. 
We cannot contemplate the:aspect which Europe 
presents, without seeing that there is to he, in all 
robubility, a general war pervading the 
continent of Europe, and reaching even into the 
continent of Asia. We see that’ vast amount of 
capital in Europe has already been begun to be 
withdrawn from its accustomed investments, and 
converted into loans for the support of the armies 
aud navies of belligerent nations. We see that. 
loans have been made by France, by Turkey, and 
by Austria; and that loans are attempted to be 
made by Russia. We know, also, that England 
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i 
is to be a party to that war—a leading party; and |! 
that funds to a large amount will be immediately 
required by her to carry on its operations, The 
very shadow of these events has produced a panic 
in all commercial circles on the continent. Stocks 


| 
have already fallen on_the Bourse, in Paris, and || 
Our own stocks | 
have also become depreciated, and are quoted at |! 


on the Exchange, in London. 


nominal prices; and they are returning upon us. 
Whatever may be the final result, and its bear- 
ing upon the interests of this country, we see that 
the country feels already the approach of a crisis. 
Good, well-established stocks have fallen within 
the last week in the expectation of the commence- 


and the fall, it is thought by many, has only just 
begun. Not only is this seen, but there are aiso 
the indications of the commencement of a com- 
mercial revulsion. We have been sending from | 
the eastern States to San Francisco large quanti- 
ties of flour, and of implements of agriculture, and 


of those for mining, and I have observed, within |! 


a few days past, that vessels have returned from 
thence freighted with their own outgoing freights, 
instead of gold, and that that is producing de- 
rangement in our Pacific region. The effect- of 
this will be a similar derangement elsewhere to a | 
greater or less extent. ` 

Now, although we have a surplus revenue, and 
have had for a few years past, no one can say that 
the imports of the next three years will exceed the 
wants of the Treasury. On'the contrary, those 
who will take the pains to examine, will find that 
the imports have already sensibly diminished since 
the shadow of this European war fell upon us. 
‘We are then to have, in all probability, fora time, 
a reduction of the imposts and duties. This, 
therefore, seems to me just the worst time in which 
to depart from the system which we have been 
pursuing in regard to the revenue. 

In the next place, if it were true that it were 
perfectly safe to reduce our revenues, I have heard 
no argument to satisfy me that the iron interest is 
that interest which ought to bear the entire reduc- 
tion, It seems to me to bean entire departure 
from every principle of equity to make the reduc- 
tion bear on this single interestalone. But, again, 
if this reduction of revenue is conceived to be safe, 
upon what basis can we reckon that, during the 
next three years, we shall not have occasion, at 
home, for all the revenue which we can collect? 
If we are to constructa railroad, or aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad to the Pacific ocean, we 
shall need, after the liberal gratuities of the public 
lands which have been given to other roads, to 
fortify the Treasury—to replenish aud keep it full 
instead of reducing its stores. Thus, if this prop- 
osition proceeds upon the ground that we are to 
remain at peace, it seems to me very objection- 
able. But who knows how long we are to be able | 
to keep, asa party, out of the convulsion which | 


is coming on in the nations of Europe? f think l 


no one can say that our neutral rights are so sure 
to be respected by the belligerents in Europe, that 
we shall not become, if notan active party, at least 
a party so faras to render it necessary to use our 
military and naval power for the protection of the 
rights of our citizens and their commerce. In 
every point of view, therefore, which 1 can take 


of this subject, it seems to be unwise. | 


‘There is but one other remark which I wish to 
present now; J see here a proposition for the aid 
and support of all the railroads in the United į 
States. f believe that, in rezard to the one which 
has caused this measure to be brought before us, 
it ig reasonable and just in a limited degree; bu 
Ido not know why, because a railroad in North |) 
Carolina is in need of this aid, the capitalists of |, 
Boston, the capitalists of New York, or the capi- |) 
talists of Philadelphia, who are engaged with ade- | 
quate means in the construction of railroads, as |: 
largely and as extensively as is consistent with the |; 
general interests of society, so as to avoid a de- ji 
rangement of the whole business of the country, | 
ought also to receive this boon at our hands, and i: 
at the cost of the other interests of the country. |: 
On these grounds I am not willing to vote for the | 
bill, i 

Mr, STUART. Thad examined the bill and |© 
substitute reported from the Committee on Fi-j 
nance, and was perfectly satisfied that it was one j; 
which I could not support. How it may bein, 
respect to the proposition submitted by the Sena- |: 
tor from Illinois, [ really do not feel prepared to || 


l 
i 
d 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
p t 
ment of war in Europe from five to seven per cent., |, 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
j 
j 


say. It must be obvious to every Senator that 


eae : b : 
ithe subject proposed is one of vast importance, 
in every point of view. 
| 
| 


I think there are points 


| of importance involved in it which perhaps are 
|| greater than at first blush would strike the mind 


of almost any man. I confess the more I think 
of the subject, the more magnitude it seems to 
possess; and, therefore, I suggest the propriety of 
| postponing the consideration of the subject until 
| to-morrow, so that we may have the amendment 
| proposed by the Senator from Illinois printed and 
before us, and see very clearly what it is that we 
are about to do. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state at this point that I have received a 
letter from one of the Senators from Pennsylva- 
nia, stating his anxiety to he here when this sub- 
ject is considered. He expected to be here last 
i night, but was attacked with sickness, and there- 
| fore prevented. 

Mr. STUART, I was only intending to add, 
that a subject of this importance should not be 
: acted upon—I submit to the Senate—on an amend- 
: ment which we have merely heard read from our 
| table. I therefore move that the farther consider- 
| ation of the subject be postponed until to-morrow, 
and that the amendment of the Senator from IHi- 
nois be printed. 
| Mr. WELLER. I hope the motion of the 
‘Senator from Michigan will meet with no objec- 
tion. The Senators from Pennsylvania desire on 
| this question to represent and defend the interests 
of their State. Either of them is able to do sọ; 
i but both of them are confined by indisposition, 
‘and neither of them is able to be here to-day; and 
therefore I think there is a peculiar propriety in 
postponing the consideration of the question until 
| to-morrow, when one of them may be here. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to say, that I have 
‘not the slightest objection to the motion of the 
Senator from Michigan. We can have the amend- 
ment printed by to-morrow, and one of the Sena- 
| tors from Pennsylvania will be here by that time. 
| 1 will then ask the Senate to take up the bill—not 
| with any desire to press it to the exclusion of every 
| other business, or to give it any undue advantage; 
i but with the view of having the sense of the Sen- 
i ate upon it. 
| Mr. RUSK. I should like, if it would be as 
convenient to the Senator from North Carolina, 
| to have the bill postponed for a longer period. I 
‘have given notice, this morning, of my intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill which shall cover 
the ground proposed by this bill, as well as pro- 
vide permanently for the transportation of the 
mails. It is a subject which ought to be acted 
i upen promptly. ‘These railroad companies now 
carry the mails or not, as they choose; and it 


|i seems to me to be very Important, in any action 


taken upon the subject of reducing the duties on 
iron, or taking them off altogether, that we should 
make some provision further than this bill doesin 
i relation to the transportation of the mails. The 
i truth is the Department is now at the mercy of 
| the railroads. ‘There is a quarrel existing at this 
| time between them. 1 have not looked into the 
j matter, and do not pretend to say which is right; 
| but certainly it is very desirable that we should 
| make some provision which shall apply to those 
railroads that are in existence, as well as to all those 
i which shall hereafter be constructed, by which 
| confusion in regard to the mails may be avoided, 
rand at the same time diminish the great expense 
i attendant upon their transportation, under the 
i present system. 

I wall state briefly, and in general terms, what I 
shall propose to do by the bill of which I have 
given notice. 

Itis this: To authorize any company owning 
any road which has been completed, or such as 
may be hereafter constructed, that will enter into 
contracts with the Postmaster General to trans- 
port forever, free of charge, the mails upon their 
roads, under such rules as Congress or the Post- 
master General may prescribe, to import all iron 
necessary for the construction, repairs, or relay- 
ing their roads, free of duty. I shall propose, 
also, to go still further. Railroads are being car- 
ried forward with great rapidity. I have voted 


for all the bills granting alternate sections to such | 


roads. expect to vote for all that may ask for 
grants hereafter. But itis evident, fromtheaction 
of Congress for the jast two or three sessions, 
that the system of grants, if applied at all, will be 


| applied very partially. It will be of no general 
| benefit; for, notwithstanding the great facilities 
/ with which such bills pass the Senate, they uni- 
'formly fall in the House of Representatives; so 


| that in place of being of general benefit, it perhaps 


: tends to create ill-feeling in different sections of 
he country. One section is more fortunate in get- 
i ting railroad bills through than another; and it 
: consequently creates jealousy, distrust, and ill-feel- 
i ing, which interfere with legislation. 1 propose—~ 
| inthe bill which I have not yet matured, but of 
_ which I have given notice this morning—in addi- 
tion to authorizing the construction of roads, to 
grant to all railroad companies who shall enterinto 
contracts for carrying the mails on the terms I 
: have indicated, and who shall construct a sub- 
stantial double track, six sections of land to the 
mile, out of the public lands of the United States. 
i Í think that by some such policy as this, we shall 
i make a great saving of expense to the Govern- 
i ment, facilitate and promote the construction of 
i| roads, and greatly diminish the risk of human life 
| by procuring the building of double tracks, 
| Mr. FITZPATRICK. Forall roads? 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir, all roads in the United 
! States; so ag to make it a general bill, That was 
! my idea upon the subject, and I should be glad to 
| have time to present my plan before taking a final 
vote upon this bill, 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the plan sug- 
|| gested by my friend from Texas is a very large 
| one; and I do not know but that when he brings 
it forward, I shall be entirely in favor of it; but F 
| hope he will not embarrass this bill with it. The 
bill is, by no means, necessarily connected with 
his proposed plan. They are independent meas- 
i ures, and each may be adopted, or one may be 
| adopted without the other, so far as I see, with- 
| out any necessary inconvenience. 
| i have no objection, as I have already stated, to 
| the postponment of this bill until to-morrow; be- 
cause | think it is fair to the Senate, and I think 
| it is fair to the absent Senators from Pennsylvania; 
| but if this subject is to be postponed long, so far 
| as the State which I represent is concerned, it will 
| be a matter of very little importance whether the 
| bill passes or not. 
| Now, sir, my own position is this: I have al- 
| ways believed both in the power of Congress, by 
! duties, to protect the domestic industry of this 
| country, and in the expediency of Congress exer- 
| cising that power within reasonable guards; or, as 
i General Jackson expressed it, | have always been, 
| at least for many years past, in favor of a * judi- 
; cious tariff;’’ and it has never been my fortune yet 
to meet with any man in or out of Congress who 
i was not. But, sir, [ confess, if the only opera- 
| tion of a “ judicious tariff? is to impose burdens 
upon a State that scarcely ever receives anything 
|| from the county and if the effect of that system 
is to postpone the consideration of a small bill, 
which proposes no exclusive benefit to that sec- 
i tion of the country, but is, as it ought to be, im- 
i partially applicable to the whole country, I shall 
i begin to doubt very seriously whether a “ jadi- 
cious tariff ” is a judicious thing to be supported 
| by a representative of North Carolina, 
| L hope, sir, that we will take up and dispose of 
j| the pending measure before the Senate. tis not 
complex in its details. It is easily understood, 
| Its application and effect no one can misunder- 
istand. If the Senate is in favor of it, I hope it 
i will be passed. If the Senate is opposed to it, I 
; shall enter no complaints; I shall submit, as I 
ought to do, with most perfect acquiescence in its 
determinations on the subject; but I beg that my 
friend from Texas will not complicate this Httle 
matter about suspending the duties on railroad iyon 
with the large scheme for the Post Office which he 
proposes to bring forward. 

Mr. PRATT. I hope my honorable friend 
i from North Carolina will consent to a postpone- 
; ment to a longer day than the one which has been 
| designated. He says that a postponement for a 


| longer period would result in depriving the rail- 


i 
| road in his State of the benefits which he pro- 
; poses to result from this bill. I cannot see that 
| that will be so; because, if the substitute which 
i has been offered by the Senator from Illinois be 
adopted, I apprehend, inasmuch as it not only 
releases all iron hereatter to be imported, but also 
iron which has been imported since the first of 
July last, the Senator’s railroad will not be de- 
prived of the benefits which this bill proposes to 
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confer. Then, whether it pass now ora month 
hence, it will have no effect upon the road. 

Now, sir, the State of Pennsylvania, unrepre- 
sented at this moment on the floor of the Senate, 
is the State most deeply interested in the question 
of depriving the-iron interest of the protection | 
afforded by the duty proposed to be taken off; and 
perhaps the little State of Maryland is the one 
next most interested. My colleague [Mr. Pearce} 
isaway; he has been called home by indisposition 
in his family. Both of the Senators from Penn- 
sylvania are absent from their seats because of 
indisposition. Then f submit to the Senate 
whether, when there is no possible necessity for 
pressing the subject to immediate decision, it 
would not be just to postpone it until those States 
are fully fepiesented: upon this floor? I hope, 
therefore, that the Senator from North Carolina, 
who is obliged to go home, will consent to a post- 
ponement until after he shall! have returned; and 
I will propose Monday week, instead of to-mor- 
bt ed the-day to whieh this bill shall be post- 
poned; 

Mr. President, the remarks of the honorable 
Senator from Néw York well-deserve theattention 
of the Senate and of thecountry. Weare upon the 
verge of a great commercial crisis. Every one 
must see it, We have had laid upon our tables 
within a few days past, in reply to a resolution of 
a Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bropueap,] 
now absent, a statement of the indebtedness on 
the part of this country to European capitalists, 
and í find that it is $222,225,315. This amount 
is already due to foreigners by the companies and 
people of this country in railroad bonds for rail- 
road iron, and on other securities. We know 
that these railroad bondsare falling in the market. 
The effect of the crisis in Europe has been to send 
themeback here for sale, and you find that every 
one of this description of securities is going down 
in the market. i apprehend that it will not re- 
quire stimulants for the purpose of having an 
increase of railroads, but that the true policy of 
the country at this time is to do nothing at any 
rate which shall stimulate the different sections of 
the country in increasing the number of these 
roads. If these two hundred and twenty-two mil- 
lions of our securities held abroad be brought back 
here for sale in our market, every one must see 
that it will bring about a commercial crisis, such 
as has not been known in the country for half a 

-eentury—such certainly as has not been expe- 
rienced within the last twenty or thirty years. 

At any rate, sir, the subject is certainly one of 
sufficient importance to entitle it to mature con- 
sideration. It should therefore be postponed, and 
the amendments should be printed, that every one 
may be enabled to see their bearing, and their full 
bearing. We should have the proposition of the 
Senator from Texas {Mr. Rusk] before us, so 
that if anything is to be done, we may see what 
can be done with the least injury to that great class 
of the community, the iron interest of this coun- 
try; and, at the same time, if we are bound to 
benefit these corporations, that we may do so. 

For myself, on looking at this subject, I cannot 
see why the Government of the United States 
should be bound to contribute $4,000,000 annually 
to the large capitalists, who have engaged their 
means, for the purpose of making money by the 
construction of railroads in the different sections 
of this country. That is the bald proposition, 
stripped of everything which surrounds it, and 
you are to disturb your tariff and to strike down 
the greatest interest protected by it, for the pur- 

. pose of giving that amount of money to the capi- 
talists engaged in this particular adventure! . 
Lhope my proposition to postpone this bill until 
next Monday week, will be acceeded to by the Sen- 
ate, if not by the Senators who have this bill imme- 
diately in charge. By that time, we may hope to 
have present, both my colleague and the Senators 
from Pennsylvania, and we shall then understand 
better than we do now what is to be the effect of 
this measure, and its results upon the country, 
and particularly upon the great interest at which | 
it certainly strikes in some degree; at least to the 
extent of the protection afforded by the imposi- 
tion of an annual duty of over $4,000,000. 
The proposition of the Senator from Hlinois | 
contains another feature which, as it was read, | 
struck me to be rather singular in its effect. It 


| pleted for years, and are now in successful oper- 


| of duty. This, it seems to me, would be an act 


| established in this country. 


| without our knowing exactly what we are doing | 


roposes not only to take off the duty on iron to 
fe imported for railroad purposes hereafter, but it 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a 


is to have a retroactive effect, and the Govern- 
ment is to refund the duties paid upon all such | 
iron imported since the Ist of July last. If that | 
is to be the policy of the country—if we are to | 
give to capitalists who have not yet completed | 
these works the money which they have paid to 
the Government as import duties on iron for their 
particular roads—how, I ask, can we refuse to 
give to the capitalists of your State, sir, and of; 
mine, who have completed their roads, the duties 
which they have paid for the railroad iron used on 
those roads? “This is a bounty to capitalists; and | 
I ask, in justice and fairness, why those who 
have made a road from this city to Baltimore, and 
a road from Baltimore to the Ohio river, without 
which many of these other roads would be com- 
paratively useless, and those whe have made other 
roads which have been completed, and the invest- 
ments in which have been entirely unproductive, | 
should not have returned to them the amount of | 
duties which they paid? Thosé who are now be- 
ing engaged in the construction of these roadsare, 
according to this proposition, to have returned to 
them the duties which they may have paid since 
July last! [tisanarbitrary rule. Why itshould 
be July {do not know, except that that time suits 
some particular road, or particular class of roads. 
And why it should not as well be July, 1850, as 
July, 1853, I do not know. 

Mr. President, this is certainly a subject which 
requires more consideration than can be bestowed 
upon it this morning; and I do hope that the Sen- 
ate will concur in having it postponed till Monday 
week. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I think it is 
very evident, from the discussion this morning, 
that it will be impossible to dispose of this ques- 
tion now. 1 do not think it ought to be disposed 
of without a full investigation. Why, sir, it isa 
proposition to give $4,000,000 per annum to the 
railroad companies in the United States; and that 
my friend from North Carolina calls a very 
« small” thing. He said he hoped my friend 
from Texas would not embarrass this ‘ little” 
bill of his with any proposition growing out of 
the carrying of the mails of the United States. 
Sir, it seems to me this is a very important meas- 
ure. It is a proposition to take $4,000,000 out of 
the Treasury and give that to railroad companies 
now organized in the United States, thus enabling 
them to compete successfully with«other compa- 
nies who have constructed their roads, and have 
paid full duties upon their iron! That strikes me, 
at first blush, as unjust. There are many rail- 
roads in the United States which have been com- 


ation; and there are companies being organized for 
the purpose of constructing roads along the same 
lines, intended to compete with them; and you 
propose that the companies now being, organized 
shall import into the United States their iron free 


of injustice to those who have already constructed 
roads after having paid the duties exacted by law. 
But, sir, there is another question which should 
weigh with us. You are to look to the manufac- | 
tories which have been established in the United į 
States for the manufacture of railroad iron. I de- | 
sire to have an opportunity of ascertaining what 
will be the effect of abolishing the duties on rail- j 
road iron on the manufactories which have been ; 
It does. seem to me, | 
on the first blush, that the effect must be to strike | 
down all those manufacturers of our own who | 
have invested their capitalin this particular branch | 
of industry. But I have not turned my attention j 
to this point. l trust, however, the bill will not | 
be allowed to pass without full investigation— | 


—how it will affect not only the rights, and inter- | 
ests of capitalists who have completed their roads, 
but how far it will affect the interests of the capi- 
talists of the country who have invested their 
money in the manufacture of railroad iron. i 
A short time since I indicated a wish that this 
question ought to go over in order that the two į 
Senators who feel a particular interest in it | 
should have an opportunity of being heard. They | 
are understood to represent the iron interest of | 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


this country, and I desire that they shall be fully | 
heard, not only for my own satisfaction, but for 
the satisfaction of others, who may be, unfortu- 


nately, as ignorant of the trueeffect of this measure | 
as{ am. All that I desire to say to-day is, that | 


this strikes me, at first, blush as an unjust thing— 
as a measure which is calculated to build up æ 
particular set of companies at the expense of others, 
and that it will havean effect upon your T'reasur 
to diminish your receipts some four ‘or five mil- 
lions of dollars per annum. I do not know-how 
you propose to dispose of the surplus revenue’ 
which you collect; but, in my judgment, there will 
be ample opportunities presented in the ‘next four’ 
or five years for the investment of every dollar of it 
wisely and beneficially. : 

Mr. PRATT. [ask for the yeas and nays on 
my motion. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I concur with 
those Senators who have expressed the opinion 
that this is a subject of too much importance to be 
considered and disposed of in one, two, or even 
three mornings. Iam of opinion, however, that 
something ought to be done in.relation to the sub- 
ject-matter of this bill. In the section of country 
which [ represent there is a very large interest 
connected with the construction of railroads— 
railroads not being constructed by large capital- 
ists, but many of which are dependent upon: the 
subscriptions of farmers and planters on the lines 


of those roads. Since the great rise in the price- 


of labor, as well as of iron, some of those compa- 
nies who commenced their works under fair aus- 
pices, and with the expectation of completing 
them without difficulty, find themselves at this 
time very much embarrassed. Now, although 
the Southwest has a considerable interest in the 
iron manufacture, | am not aware that any of the 
capitalists engaged in that business in that re- 
gion have any disposition to engage in the manu- 
facture of railroad iron. Nevertheless, I think’ a 
more general view ought to be taken of this sub- 
ject than any one which is confined to any par- 


ticular locality or interest—to one or more States.“ 


There is one consideration connected with this 
subject which ought to be weighed before we can 
determine wisely upon it, which I think has not 
yet been suggested by any gentleman. 

In the present state of the Treasury, the finan- 
cial question connected with this measure—-the 
question of how much would be subtracted by it 
from the present means of the Government, or ita’ 
prospective revenue in reference to any immediate 
future before us, or in régard to what may be the 
condition of Europe—is not so important, in my 
judgment, as another question; I mean a question 
connected with the manufacture of railroad iron 
in this country. 

A very intelligent gentleman of my own State, 
the president of one of the companies which finds 
itself somewhat embarrassed by the circumstances 
to which | have already alluded, forwarded to me 
some time ago a memorial asking Congress to sus- 
pend the collection of the duty on railroad iron 
until a limited time after the roads now being con- 
structed should be put into.operation. Ina private 
communication to me, he went into the reasoning 
on which the prayer of that memorial was founded. 
Noone of the company of which he is the president 
is atall interested in the iron manufacture; but taking 
a larger view of the subject, and looking to thein- 
terest of all sections of the country, and the railroad: 
interest generally, his conclusion against the re- 
peal of duty on railroad iron seemed to me to be 
well supported. The prayer of the memorial was 
to suspend the collection of the duty until three 
years after the road should go into operation. He 
was of the opinion that suspension would proba- 
bly be more beneficial to the railroad interest than 
the repeal of the duty. ree 

Sir, Í confess that his reasoning made an impre- 
sion upon upon mymind. He contended—and it 
struck me forcibly—that if you repeal the duty 
entirely, you place the whole railroad interest, so 
far as it is connected with the price of railroad 
iron, within the control of the English manufac- 
turers. He was persuaded that the repeal of the 
duty would be followed by the immediate suspen- 
sion of the works now engaged in the manufacture 
of railroad iron in this country. The English 
manufacturers, seeing this result—seeing that the 
suspension of these works, and the withdrawal of 
capital from them, would in a year or two advance 
their prices; so that the full amount deducted from 
the present price of railroad iron in this country 
by the repeal of the duty would probably be more 
than balanced by the increased price of railroad 
iron in England. = 
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Well, sir, since receiving that communication, | 
T have taken occasion to converse with gentlemen |) 
who are far better informed on this subject than 
myself, and they concur in the sentiment that it 
will be impossible for the manufacturers of rail- 
road iron in the United States to compete success |; 
fully with the English manufacturers, if the exist- 
ing duty is repealed. The moment it is under- 
stood that the existing duty is to be repealed or 
suspended, manufacturers will close their busi- 
ness, and look about for some other employment 
of their capital and labor; they will consider their 
investments for the present as a total loss, as the } 
larger portion of their machinery is not fit to be ap- | 

lied to the manufacture of any other description of 
iron. Now, sir, as | understand, abouteighty thou- į 
sand tons of railroad iron are now annually manu- |} 
factured in the United States, being nearly or quite 
one fourth the whole consumption. Taking the 
average of the last few years, this is, perhaps, |} 
not quite one fourth; but certainly eighty thou- 
sand tons per annum is a very considerable pro- 
portion of the railroad iron ysed in the United 
States. If we suppose that the consumption of 
this article in this country amounts annually to i 
$15,000,000 in value, then the importations of it |! 
would amount to about $12,000,000,and the manu- 
facture in this country, one fourth of the whole, 
would be about $3,000,000 in value. Ihave not 
looked into the statistics or the official reports upon 
this subject, nor have I informed myself from 
other sources of the actual state of the trade in this || 
article, as | was not awarethat this subject would 
be taken up this morning; but the fact, I believe, 
is, that about one fourth of the railroad iron now |! 
consumed in the United States is manufactured in 
this country If you repeal the duty, these man- 
ufacturers will at once cease their operations, and 
this would produce an increased demand to that 
amount upon the English manufacturers; and the 
inference drawn by my friend who made this |i 
communication to me, accompanying the memo- 
rial from Tennessee to which | have alluded, was, 
that probably the whole amount of the duty 
would be made up in a very short time by the in- 
creased price of railroad iron in England. 

Now, sir, what is to be the effect of the present 
aspect of affairs in Europe, is a different question. 
When the gentleman to whom | have referred 
made these calculations, it was with no reference 
to any such crisis as that which now seems im- 
pending in Europe. I believe that one of the 
greatest causes of the large increase in the price of 
railroad iron, particularly in England, is not so 
much owing to the great demand from the United 
States, as the demartd for the construction of rail- || 
roads on the continent of Europe. If there shall |! 
be a general war in Europe, which seems now to 
be very probable, it may be that it will produce a 
cessation of the construction of the numerous rail- |i 
rouds projected on that continent; and that the 
railroad manufacturers in England, instead of rais- 
ing their prices, will find themselves under the 
necessity of selling their iron at rates very much 
reduced below those which have obtained during 
the last two years. How that may be I am not 
ableto state, orto make any inference which would |} 
be worthy of consideration, | 

But, sir, there is not yeta general war in Eu- 
rope, and there is a possibility that there may be | 
no warin Europe. Ifthe continent generally re- 
mains in a state of peace, those works of internal | 
improvement which are now being constructed | 
there, and to which I have referred, will probably |! 
continue to progress as they have done within the 


| ties shall be charged upon any iron imported since 
i the Ist of July, 1852, and prior to the Ist of July, 


jand the 1st of July, 1857—four years. 


! time, in anticipation of a renewal of the duty on | 


| gentlemen who have looked largely into the sub- 


| basis of a financial system in this country, in re- | 


| ists, but to the advocates of free trade; and those || 


| say totwenty per cent., rather than to repeal italto- 
| gether. Whether their opinions will be confirmed 


| which 1 have received from gentlemen with whom 


| case, the question is whether the railroad compa- 
’ P 


| so long a time. 


last four or five years; and if that be so, the de- |; 
mand from the continent for English railroad iron |! 
will continue; and if it should continue in this ji 
country, even to an extent diminished by twenty || 
or thirty per cent. from what it has been within |; 
the last two or three years, it would stil] be an f 
enormous demand. Under these circumstances, ! 
the fair inference may be made that as soon as |; 
our own manufacturers should be obliged to stop |. 
their works, and abandon the idea of continuing |! 
them at any profit, the English manufacturers || 
would immediately take advantage of it, and add i 
twenty or thirty per cent. to the price of their rails. | 

H 

j 


This is a consideration which demands serious 
attention, 


I have conversed with other gentle- 
men upon this subject, not manufacturers of | 
iron, bat with persons who seem to have taken iF 
an interest in the subject, and I am inclined very |! 
much to adopt the opinion of the gentlemen with i! 


i 


whom 1 have conferred, and who say that the 
better policy would be to reduce the duty, instead 
of repealing it. The proposition now presented | 
by the Senator from Ilinois amounts, in fact, to a 
suspension for six years. 

Mr. DOUGLAS.* Four years. 

Mr. BELL. I understand it to be that no du- 


1857 

Mr. DOUGLAS. From 1853 to 1857. 

Mr. BELL. To July, 1857; and that no duty 
shall be chargeable upon any railroad iron im- 
ported in that year (1857) to be used within two 
years thereafter, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The duty is to be suspended 
on iron imported between the Ist of July, 1853, | 


Mr. BELL. Jlunderstand that; but the hon- 
orable Senator, I think, did not quite understand | 
my proposition. f contend that this amounts, 
practically , to a suspension for six years; and t will 
state the reason. If the duty be suspended for 
four years, then, towards the expiration of that i 


the Ist of July, 1857, capitalists, whether con- 
nected with railroads or not, would consider it to 
be a profitable speculation to make very large im- 
portations in anticipation of the demand for rail- 
road iron within the next two years. There is no | 
question of that. So that, in point of fact, this 
would amount to a suspension for six years. 

But, sir, | was speaking of the sentiments of 


ject, and who have considered well of a proper | 


gard to this article, £ do not refer to gentlemen 
who have heretofore been considered protection- || 


to whom I refer are of opinion that it would be | 
more beneficial to the railroad interests, and bring || 
a more certain relief to the companies engaged at 
present in the construction of railroads, and who 
have not yet bought their iron, toreducethe duty, 


interested in the manufacture of railroad iron, I 


i 
| 
| 
by the judgment of those who are immediately | 
do not know directly; but from the information | 


I have conversed on this subject, I am led to be- 
lieve that the manufacturers of railroad iron in the | 
United States, who are now making it at the rate 
of eighty thousand tons per annum, could get on | 
with a duty oftwenty percent. 1 believe some of | 
them have so said; but if the duty were totally re- | 
pealed, they would be compelled to abandon the i 
business altogether. If that be a true view of the | 

| 
nies will at last be substantially benefited by a! 
total repeal, or even a suspension of the duty for 
1 do not go into the question as 
to how far a total repeal will benefit those capital- 
ists who have undertaken to construct railroads as 
a matter of speculation and profit only; but I refer 
to all those interests in railroads, whether now 
being constructed or only proposed to be con- | 
structed, by the farmers, planters, and others, 
upon the routes of the roads which are prejected ; 
small subscribers who are not to be considered in 
any light as capitalists; and the question is, 
whether their interests, too, would not be more | 
substantially benefited by a material reduction of 
the duty than by its total repeal, 

I have already announced that E am ready, 
cheerfully, to do something for the relief of those | 
interested in roads that are in course of construc- | 
tion and not completed, and which have been em-! 
barrassed by the increased prices of labor as well ; 
as of iron within the last few years; but I think | 
we ought to consider maturely what is the best 
way in which we can relieve them. If we repeal 
the daty, the question to be inquired into by the 
Senate and by Congress is, whether we would 
thereby bring any substantial relief to these inter- 
ests, and whether they might not be subjected to 
higher prices by the monopolizing policy of the 
English manufacturers. The occurrence of a gen- 
eral war in Europe may change the reasoning | 


ished; and if this country should continue in peace 
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with Great Britain, raiiroad iron might fall ma-! 


terially in price. But, sir, if there shall be no 
war in Europe, with the high price of labor in this 
country at this time, and in England too—be- 
cause there has been a great appreciation of labor 
there as well as here—we are to consider whether, 
by repealing the duty and annihilating our own 
manufactures, we should not run the risk of having 
to pay the existing duty, should it be repealed, by 
an addition to the price of English rails. 

I believe the price of railroad iron in England is 
now about £8 or £8 10s. per ton. Would not the 
result of a repeal of duty be to raise it to £9 or 
£10. The increase might not be immediate; but 
as soon as the English manufacturers shall per- 
ceive that all engaged in the United States in 
making railroad iron had abandoned the business, 
would not a rise in their prices certainly follow? 
Itis not probable that a rise would take place im- 
mediately; for British manufacturers study their 
interests so closely that they never pursue an 
impolitic course. Therise in price would not im- 
mediately follow; but they would wait until the 
manufacturers of ‘railroad tron in this country 
were prostrated, and then we would probably find 
that the railroad interest in this country had 
gained nothing. 

I am ready to concur in some measure which 
will give substantial relief to this interest; but if 
we cannot geta reduction of duty to twenty per 
cent. Í think, according to the reasoning of the 
memorialist from Tennessee, to whom | have al- 
luded, it would be better to suspend the collection, 
say for three years after the roads shall have been 
put in operation from one terminus to the otber. 
If that cannot be done, and it be the sentiment of 
the Senate that we had better suspend the duty 
for five or six years, I should be constrained by 
the interests which J represent to go with the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois on this subject. z 

I have thrown out these suggestions for the pur- 


-pose of showing that this is a subject which 


requires mature consideration, in every aspect of 
the question, and that we cannot safely decide it 
upon such considerations as may be given it in 
one or two mornings. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Reference bas been so often 
made to the state of things in Europe as a reason 
why this proposition should not prevail, that [ 
must briefly notice the suggestion made by the 
Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Maryland upon that point. They have referred 
to the fact that, in consequence of the probable 
existence of a state of war over the continent of 
Europe, our American stocks have fallen in the 
European market; and they seem to infer insome 


. way, I hardly know on what ground, that this is 


a reason why this step should not betaken. Sir, 
it strikes me that, as far as it is proper for that 
consideration to have any effect on this bill, it is 
a very decided argument in its favor; for itis well 
known that the railroad iron which we import for 
the purpose of carrying on our railroad system is 
usually paid for by the sale of American stocks 
in the European market; and if a state of things 
has taken place since those railroads were com- 
menced by which our stocks have been depreciated 
in the market, at the same time that the cost of rail- 
road iron has been nearly doubled in price, it would 
seem to be a reason why the duty should be re- 
moved, in order that the stocks may not be further 
depressed, and the expense of finishing the roads 
may not be still further enhanced. 

Then, sir, an argument has been suggested by 
the Senator from California, and perhaps by oth- 
ers, that there is something unfair in allowing rail- 
road iron to come in free for the making of roads 
which are now in progress, inasmuch as those 
just completed have paid duty on their iron. I 
wish to call the attention of that Senator and of 
the Senate to the fact, that at the time the roads to 
which he refers were made, the price of railroad 
iron ranged perhaps from forty to fifty dollars a 
ton, instead of being, as it is now, from seventy to 
seventy-five dollars. If my amendment be adopted, 
and the bill, thus amended, be passed, the railroad 
iron for the completion of the roads now under 
construction will come in free of duty, butstill the 
jron will cost them more than it costs those who 
have completed their road, even when they paid 
the duty. When, therefore, we come to look at 
the existing state of facts, we find that this argu- 
ment vanishes upon a closer examination of the 
case. 

I do not see that there is the slightest proba- 
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bility that the price of railroad iron will be much 
reduced in the market during the time that this 
suspension of daty is to operate. [tis now up to 
the highest point. It is up to a point so high that 
the remission of the duties cannot, in any way, 
prejudice the interests of the manufacturers of that 
article. It is up to that point which, by any rules 
of protection, for which some contend, the duty 
still would not be necessary in order to enable our 
manufacturing establishments to continue success- 
fully in their operations. I see no reason for be- 
lieving that the price is to diminish within the 
next three years; and you must bear.in mind that 
my proposition is only for three years, from the 
firstof July next. Ifthe European war goes on, 
there is no reason to believe that the price will be 
reduced. Ifthe war does not go on, there is no 
reason to believe that it will, because the present 
price arose out of facts in existence before the 
probabilities of war arose. 

But, sir, the Senator from Maryland has asked 
why 1 fixed the first of July last as the day for 
the commencement of this system. It was simply 
for the reason that it was necessary to fix some 
time. If { had fixed the first of January last, he 
might have asked with the same propriety why 
that day was named, or why any one day more 
than another. It was necessary to fix some day; 
and I went back to the first of July last, because 
that was about the period at which the price of 
railroad iron got up nearly to its maximum. 

Mr. PRATT. My inquiry was why the hon- 
orable Senator should desire to give any retro- 
active effect to the measure at all? Our ordinary 
legislation is to go into effect from the time the 
law passes. My difficulty was, not that last July 
should have been fixed, but why the provision 
should be retrospective at all? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will answer the Senator 
upon that point, It was necessary to fix some 

eriod, according to my idea, and I fixed July 
ast because that was the time when the price of 
railroad iron was approaching to about its max- 
imum; and it has continued at a very high price 
since then. JY know the increase commenced 
prior to that period. 

I thought it necessary to go back somewhat 
for another reason: a large amount of iron has 
been approaching our shores, and is ready to be 
laid down; and a great deal of it is now in bond, 
but has not been laid down. { think it proper to 
extend the provision so as to apply to this, as 
well as to that which may arrive within the next 
fewdays. This iron has been bought under these 
increased prices; and coming in under the increased 
prices, | think it right to extend the operation of 
the provision back so as to cover It. A 

My object is to enable the railroads now in pro- 
cess of construction, or which have been com- 
menced, to be completed. If a pecuniary revulsion 
is to come, as gentlemen predict, is it not wise that 
we should secure the completion of these roads, if 
possible, so that they shall not be a total loss? It 
will relieve us very much against the severity of 
such a crisis if these roads can be put in such a 
position that their stock will be available, and 
some assurance given that it will not be à total 
loss. The apprehension of a pecuniary erisis is, 
therefore, a very strong argument in favor of the 
passage of this measure, if there is no insuperable 
objection to it on other grounds. 

Mr. BADGER. It has been asked, sir, what 
difference would be made as to the North Carolina 
railroad, if the amendment proposed by the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois should be adopted, 
and the bill be passed, as it should be passed, now, 
org month hence? I answer, none in the world; 
but then we have another alternative. , Suppose 
that is not passed, and the proposition offered by 
that Senator does not meet the approbation of the 
Senate; it becomes, then, a matter of supreme im- 
portance, if it is to be of any value to the State 
which I represent, that the bill as reported from 
the Committee on Finance shall be passed at once. 
We have an immense amount of iron now in bond. 
It ought to be laid down. The company expect, 
in the course of a fortnight or three weeks, four 
thousand tons more. Whatare they to do? Let 
the iron remain in bond and suspend operations 
upon the road, waiting for the prospect of passing 
this bill? One great end of the substitute in the 
shape reported from the Committee on Finance 
was, by giving to that company and all others 
which should be in the like situation, an opportu- 


nity of obtaining the credit to enable them to pro- 
ceed at once to lay down the iron without paying 
the duty. It is obvious that if the bill is to remain 
in that shape, time, so far as the matter of relief is į 
concerned, is the very essence of the measure. 

Now, sir, a few words with regard to the time 
of postponement; for I intend to confine myself to 
the question before the Senate, and not to discuss 
the hah merits of the bill. The motion now 
pending before the Senate, if 1 understand it, is 
the motion to postpone until to-morrow. 

_Mr. PRATT. No, sir; the question is, I be- 
lieve; on my motion to postpone until Monday | 
week. ; 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion to postpone until to-morrow. | 

Mr, BADGER. The President says the ques- : 
tion is on postponing the bill until to-morrow.. I¢ 
have already said that | have no objection tą that 
postponement, because I think it is right. I think 
it is due to one of the honorable Senators from 
Pennsylvania, who is expected to be here to-day, 
and who expected to be here so as to have been 
in his place to-day, that he shall have an oppor- 
tunity of being present at the discussion of this 
bill. ` 1 am opposed to the further postponement 
which the Senator from Maryland proposes, to 
Monday week, and | am opposed to it particu- 
larly and specially on account of the illustration 
which the Senator from California gave of the 
necessity of postponement. I do not think we 
ought always to postpone measures, because par- 
ticular Senators may happen to be absent when 
they are under consideration. 

‘The Senator from Maryland also mentioned |} 
that his colleague (Mr. Pearce] was absent, and 
that his State was greatly interested in this matter. 
Sir, 1 parted from his colleague yesterday; we 
occupy lodgings in the same house; and I heard 
no intimation from him, certainly he expressed 
none to me, that he desired that there should be 
a postponement of the proposition which | an- 
nounced that i intended to submit, to take up this 
bill. He suggested nothing of the kind; and I 

resumed, in fact, that my absent friend from 

aryland was rather too reasonablé to think that 
it would be fair and right that this measure should 
be postponed because he was going away, when 
he knew that I had asked that it should be taken 
up, because I was going away myself. I have no 
objection to a postponement until to-morrow, 
when, I hope, one of the Senators from Pennsyl- 
vania will be here, and have an opportunity of 
being heard, though Ido object to a postponement 
until Monday week. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, it is known, T | 
believe, by the Senate, that one Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cooper] has been detained by 
severe illness, in the city of Philadelphia, but he 
contemplates being here to-morrow. Å understand 
that the other Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 
Bropuean] is also severely indisposed at Harris- 
burg, in his own State, but I hope he will be in 
his seatby theday indicated by me. My colleague 
(Mr. Psarcr} did not intimate to me his feelings 
in regard to this bill, and £ only assumed on be- | 
half of the State which he and I represent, that he || 
would desire to be here during the discussion ofa | 
measure of so much importance to thegreat inter- | 
ests of that State. We have manufactories in our |; 
State for rolling this description of iron. We | 
know that they will be broken up, and all the || 
capital invested in them—some haif a million of | 
dollars perhaps—lost by the passage of the bill. | 
1, therefore, knowing the regard which my col- | 
league has for all the interesis of his constituents, | 
assumed that he would be desirous of being pres- | 
ent when a measure so destructive of that interest | 
was about to be passed. | 


Mr. SEWARD. You have one company in 
your State, I believe, having a capital of$1,000,000. 

Mr. PRATT. There are many millions in- | 
vested in the iron business in my State, but I| 
spoke of a particular interest, that of making rail- ; 
road iron. There is one company alone which, H 
the Senator. from New York says, has a capital | 
of $1,000,000 invested in this interest; and that | 
will be entirely destroyed by the passage of this | 
bill. Now, is it right that, for the purpose of pro- , 
tecting the capitalists engaged in making these | 
roads, who have entered on their construction for | 
their individual interest and not for the public | 


! to supply the roads shoul 


(| think the Senator from 


good—for I assume that capital ŝĉeks investment, N 
not for public, but for individual advantage—is it |; 


right, Lask, that for this purpose, the millions of 
dollars invested for the purpose of making theiron. 
be stricken down by 
the vote of the Senate, and that, too, without prep- 
aration, and without the greatest interests of the 
country being represented here? Sas 
But I rose only for the purpose of saying that E 
t ‘ orth Carolina is wrong. 
in supposing that the question is to be first taken: 
upon the motion to postpone until to-morrow. T 
have moved, as a substitute, that the subject: be: 


|| postponed until Monday week. I believe, accord- 


ing to all parliamentary rule, the question is first 
taken upon the longest time. It is upon my mo- 
tion to postpone until Monday week thatthe Senate 
have ordered the yéas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has examined 
therule. The motion first made is first to be put 
to the Senate. The motion made by the Senator 
from Michigan was to postpone until to-morrow, 
The motion made by the Senator from Maryland 
was to postpone to Monday week. Both motions 
being to postponeto a day certain, the motion first 
made is first to be put to the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. [beg to say a word in cor- 
rection. I did notassume atall that my honorable 
friend from Maryland, who is absent, [Mr. 
Pearce,] was otherwise than deeply interested 
in attending to everything that belongs to the peo- 
ple of the honorable State which he represents on 
this floor. No doubt, sir, he feels the same deep 
interest that the Senator from Maryland, who is 
present, (Mr. Prarr,] does, in whatever. is enti- 
tled to his special attention and-care. But what 
[ meant tosay was that I did not understand from 
that Senator, knowing the situation in which I 
was placed, that he would desire me to forego’ the 
application to the Senate, of which } had before 
given notice, to take up this bill. Having said 
that, sir, in justice to an absent friend of whom I 
know that there is no interest under Heaven, 
which it is his duty to protect, which he is not 
pre to protect by every means in his power, 

wish to say a Word as to the discrimination 
which the Senator from Maryland has drawn 
between the persons who are engaged in making 
railroads and the manufacturers of railroad iron. 
He says these railroad companies are engaged in 
prosecuting their enterprises for their own bene- 
fit, and not for the public good; and is it not enor- 
mous, he asks, that an advantage shall be given to 
them at the expense of the manufacturers of rail- 
road iron? Now, I wish to know if the manu- 
facturers of railroad iron are not also engaged in 
prosecuting their business for their own pecuniary 
benefit, and not for the public good? Am I to 
understand from the Senator from Maryland that 
the iron manufacturers in Maryland prosecute. 
their business for the public good, and not for 
their private interest? . : ; 

Mr. PRATT. Will the Senator permit me to 
answer him? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PRATT. Iwill answer both the questions 
of the Senator. I did not intimate, and no other 
member of the Senate, except the honorable Sena- 
tor, understood me to intimate, that my colleague 
was less desirous of protecting the interests of his 
constituents than myself, Certainly no other Sen- 
ator than the honorable Senator from North Caro- 
lina so understood me. The Senator said, and I 
agree with him, that he would not have been so 
unreasonable as to ask of the Senator his consent 
to the postponement of the bill. As I understood 
the Senator in his original speech, he said he 
had parted with my colleague last night; they 
boarded at the same house; and he had not indi- 
cated any wish upon the subject of this bill. 
That is all very true, I have‘no doubt. J stated, 
further, that he had indicated no wish tome upon 
the subject; but I thought I knew what his feel- 
ings and wishes would be, by supposing thar I 
knew what were the interests and feelings of his 
constituents. I therefore do not choose to be put 
in the position of making an allegation here against 
the desire of my colleagug to represent correctly 
the interests of his constituents. 

Now, in regard to the other point. The sophis- 
try of the argument of the honorable Senator will 
be perceived by every one who looks at it fora 
single moment. What did I say? That thecap- 
italists engaged in making railroads had engaged 
in them for their self-interest. The Senator con- 
cedes it; but he says that my constituents who 
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are engaged in making railroad iron are engaged 
in that, too, for their interest; and, he says, there 
is no distinction to be drawn between the two. 
Now, I submit to his own mind, which, when 
unbiased by prejudice, is as clear as anybody’s, 
whether there is not this manifest difference: that 
my constituents, who have engaged in this busi- 
ness, have engaged in it by virtue of the law of 
the land, by which they were to receive the pro- 
tection which you are about to take away; while 
his conatituents, engaged in the making of roads 
for their interest, have engaged in it with equal 
knowledge of the law of the land that they were 
to pay the duty which his bill proposes to take off? 
That is the distinction. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, it is possible 
that I may not be able to perceive the clearness of 
the distinction. Now let us see how itis. The 


distinction which the Senator first stated was, that’ 


those concerned in railroads were engaged in 
prosecuting their enterprises for their own advant- 
age, and not for the public good. 
Mr. PRATT. That is true. 
Mr. BADGER. Very well, sir. If that be the 
distinction, of course that must be the cireumstance 
in which they differ from those who are engaged 
in manufacturing iron. He states a distinction 
between the two classes of cases, and he com- 
plains that one should be promoted at the expense 
of the other; and that distinction is, that the per- 
sons of one class are engaged in prosecuting their 
enterprises for their own private benefit, and not 
for the public good. Now, I ask if it does not 
result, if there is any propriety in the discrimina- 
tion stated, that the persons of the other class are 
engaged in prosecuting their work for the public 
good? Why, clearly so. But now the Senator 
says he admits both are prosecuting their enter- 
prises for their own benefit, and not for the public 
good. Then, in that respect, they stand on the 
same foundation. But he says those who are 
engaged in manufacturing iron undertook to man- 
ufacture it on the expectation that they would re- 
ceive a certain amount of protection. True; but 
for what was the protection to be given? It was 
to put them on a footing with their European 
rivals. Now, as my friend from Hlinois has stated 
this morning, the price of railroad iron, which 
was formerly from forty-five to fifty dollars a ton, 
has risen to be between seventy and eighty dollars 
aton. Then the question is not whether these 
manufacturers shall retain the protection which 
they had, and which might have been just, neces- 
sary, and proper when foreign iron could be 
procured at forty-five or fifty dollars a ton; but 
whether it is right, just, and fair to the industrial 
pursuits of the country generally, that they shall 
retain the same amount of ratio of duty when 

| railroad iron has risen up to seventy-five dollars 
aton? The question, in other words, is, whether, 
when the foreign price of the article is such that 
they no longer need protection, they shall have a 
greater protection than they had when they did 
need it! That is the whole question. 

But, Mr. President, although Í assumed for the 
purpose of the argument, deeming it immaterial, 
that the two classes of persons stood upon the 
same footing, as each pursuing their own interest; 
and though it is true in regard to railroad compa- 
nies that their ultimate interest must be the object 
with those who are chiefly engaged in them; yet 
it is also true, as we all know, that many persons 
make investments in railroad companies, at least 
in the southern country, not with the prospect or 
hope of making profit upon their investment, but 
of aiding in the general diffusion of prosperity to 
the country of which they are members, and trust- 
ing for their return, not to a particular pecuniary 
benefit from the individual road, but to their share 
in the common results of the prosperity which 
shull be diffused by it through the whole country 
in which they live. I have no doubt that it is so 
in other portions of the country. Therefore, it 
seems to me, to make the most of this case, that 
those genilemen who are engaged in manufactur- 
ing iron no longer need the protective duty which 


it; and hence it is not at all unfair or ungenerous, 
itis not what they should complain of at all, that 
these duties should be suspended for the purpose 
of aiding these struggling roads, the proprietors 
of which are straining every nerve to raise money 


to accomplish the establishment of these great | 


thoroughfares of quick travel through the country, 


i| enterprises. 


i| tari’ is the true principle to make the basis upon 


|! measure the amount of that revision until you 


| 


they did when forty-five dollars a ton was paid for | 


and who, though they may seek their own indi- | 
vidual benefit, and their own alone, can only ac- | 


|in the successful prosecution of their respective 


Sir, it has been said that you will thereby allow : 
| roads, without paying duty, to be put into suc- | 
cessful competition with other railroads. The re- | 
marks of my friend from Illinois have shown that | 
it will only put the roads now being made upon | 
a footing with the old ones; but suppose it were | 


a railroad monopoly no evil? Have we not found | 
it to be one of the greatest of evils? Is it notan evil | 
to travelers to subject them to the exactions of a | 
| single company without opposition? Is it not an | 
i 
| 
i 


| evil to the Government? Have we not found it i 
fto be so? Have not these roads been able to dic- | 


i tate their own terms for the transportation of the | 


| i 20 ; 
| mail? What harm will arise tous if we have lines 


of competition? Conveyanees are improved, 
prices are lessened, conveniences are increased, 
| and every advantage is secured by getting rid of | 
| an entire monopoly, and giving us the advantage | 
| which always results from fair and full competi- 
tion. So that, in any respect, I do not see that 
| the measure is liable to the objection. Lam sorry, 
| however, that I was drawn into making these re- 
| marks on the subject. [ hope the question will be 
taken on the postponement. 


; Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not in- 


do Í intend to advert to the matter of protection in | 
: reference to the provisions of this bill; but the 
| proposition now before the Senate, whether you 
| take the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
{llinois or the bill reported from the Committee on 
| Finance, is a proposition to make a partial revis- | 
ion of the tarif system of the United States for 
the purpose of conferring a bounty, not only pros- } 
| pectively, but retrospectively, upon particular rail- 
į roads of this country. ‘That is the proposition in 
į point of truth and fact. It is to confer a bounty, 
prospectively, and also retrospectively, to the Ist 
| of July last, on particular railroad companies of 
| the United States. Sir, 1 am opposed to this prin- | 
ciple of legislation. I do not desire to see the | 
| tariff revised in a partial mode. I think it does 
| require revision. I have understood that that | 
| question was before the Committee on Finance, | 
jand I had hoped that even before this time they 
f would have favored us with their views of a gen- | 
i eral system of revision. 
| I can conceive of a great variety of questions 
which would necessarily arise in reference to the 
i proper revision of the tariff if you assume the. 
| principle, for which I contend, that the principle | 


| of raising a sufficient amount of revenue under a 


which that tariff is to be adjusted. But in order 
fairly to adjust a tariff upon that basis you must 
| have the whole of it before you. Are there no | 
| other interests in the country than railroads? If 
| you are to exempt them from the payment of | 
| duties, and leave the existing duties standing ona 
variety of other interests which may equally call 
; on you for a revision of the tariff, how are you to 


| have the whole subject before you? I am opposed , 
i to this bill not on that ground alone, but Lam op- | 
posed to it because of its whole bearing upon the | 
j revenue: It is a partial revision of an important i 


| bill of this character is passed. The notice given | 
|| by the honorable Senator from North Carolina | 
i was given on Friday last. The bill was brought i 
; up to-day with the hope of having it passed here 

| to-day or to-morrow. I think ita bill of far more | 
| importance than many others which have taken a | 
; much longer time in discussion, and which have 


i i i 
ii out the country. Nay, sir, I think the aspects of ' 
| this very bill, one particularly, connect themselves 


| throughout the country; and if you refer to the | 
existing state of things in Pennsylvania, I can 
| made between this and another bill, T desire, | 
_ before this bill shall be passed, that it shall, at ` 
| least, be amply discussed before the Senate. 
| I believe, myself, that the tarif ought to be re- | 
i vised; but I think that, to revise it justly, on! 
| the principle which I am sure the chairman of the | 
} Committee on Finance, if he were here, could not 


i 
i 


complish it by doing a great good to the country |; 


| otherwise; is there any harm in competition? Is} 


tend to enter into the merits of this question; nor || 


| system, and ought to be fully disenssed before a| 


deny, the cardinal object should be to look.to rev- 
| enue as the basis on which it should be adjusted. 
; You cannot do that unless you have the’ whole 
subject before you. You must have the whole in- 
terest of the country before you, and all the duties 
which you are going to impose before you; or, 
otherwise, in exempting a particular interest from 
the operations of the existing law, which was 
passed after great deliberation; and exempting it 
without regard to the pressure arising from the 
rise of price on many other interests of the coun- 
try, you are disposing partially of a general sub- 
ject which will ultimately lead to a conflict, which . 
deranges and prevents a fair adjustment of the 
whole system. For this reason Fam not only op- 
posed to the particular bill, but I think even if it be 
passed, it ought to be more fully discussed than it 
can be at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Apams 
iin the chair.) The question is, shall the bill under 
consideration be postponed until to-morrow? 

; Mr. PRATT. I hope the Senate will vote down 
‘that motion, and then take the question on the 
longer postponement which 1 propose. 

| Mr. STUART. When I submitted the motion 
| to postpone until to-morrow, it was on the supposi- 
tion that we should be able to do some other busi- 
ness to-day. Ihave abandoned that expectation 
! now, and therefore I withdraw my motion, 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed until Monday 
week, and on that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, 
| Bright, Butler, Cass, Chase, Dodge of Lowa, Everett, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Powa, 
Mason, Pettit, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, 
Smith, Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toucey, 
Weller, Williams, and Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Brown, Clay, Douglas, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Morton, Shields, and Walker—9, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is now too late in the day 
to do any thing in Executive session. I move, 
therefore, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. [I call for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays ‘were ordered and taken, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bright, 
Brown, Cass, Chase, Clay, Everett, Fessenden, Bish, 
Fitzpatrick, oot, Hamlin, Morton, Pettit, Seward, Smith, 
Stuart, Stunner, Thompson of Kentucky, Walker, and 
Wright~24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Butler, Dodge of Wiscon+ 
sin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Evans, Geyer, Gwin, Hun- 
ter, James, Jones of lowa, Mason, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Shields, Slidell, ‘Poucey, Weller, and Williains—2l. 

So the motion was agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, April 11, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wituiam H. MILBURN E 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, 
in response to the resolution of the House of the 
3d instant, calling for copies of all correspondence 
hat may have taken place between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and that of Spain in 
relation to the refusal by the authorities of the 


; e | Island of Cuba, some time in the summer of 1852, 
created a much widerand deeper agitation through- | 


to permit the United States mail steamer Crescent 
| City to land the mail or the passengers destined 


! | | for that Island in Havana, stating that copies of 
; With other matters which have been agitated | 


the correspondence called for had been transmitted 
to the House in response to a former resolution of 


s 3 ‘i that body. 
easily see that a connection will be sought to be || 


Mr. HAVEN. I move that the communica- 
tion be laid upon the table, and printed. 

Mr. DEAN. All similar communications have 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and I hope this will take that direction. 

Mr. HAVEN. Iwill not insist upon my mo- 
tion, if it is not in accordance with the usual 
course. 


1854. 
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~The communication was therefore referred to 
the Committee on Foreign A ffairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. No. 202. An act for the relief of Heze- 
kiah Johnson, of the town of Bridgewater, in the 
State of Vermont; ; 

H. R. No. 127. An act for the relief of James 
F. Green; 

H. R. No. 170. An act for the relief of the legal 
representatives of the late Lieutenant John E. 
Bispham; f 

H. R. No. 54. An act for the relief of Madison 
Parton; 

H.R. No. 179. An act for the relief of Emelie 
Hooe, widow of Captain Hooe; 

H. R. No. 194. An act to provide a pension 
for Silas Champion, of Genessee county, State of 
New York; 


H.R. No.177. An act for the relief of Lyman 
N. Cook; 

H.R. No. 201. An act for the relief of Aaron 
Stafford; 

H. R. No. 193. An act for the relief of Alton 
Nelson; 


H. R. No. 166. An act to establish additional 
land districts in the Territory of Minnesota; and 

H. R. No. 124. An act for the relief of Lemuel 
Hudson. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of a bill granting lands equally 
to the several States to aid in the construction of 
railroads, and for the support of schools, on which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner] is 
entitled to the floor, 


Mr. JONES, of New York. I would ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for the introduc- 
tion of tne following resolution: 

Resolved, 'Fhat the Joint Committee on Printing be re- 
quested to inquire into the propriety of publishing such 
part of the Census of 1850 as relates to vital and mortality 
statistics for distribution among the medical faculty of the 
United States. 

There was no objection; and the resolution was 
introduced and adopted. 


Mr. HIESTER. I would ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a resolution, whieh 
is one merely of inquiry. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Does the time con- 
sumed in the introduction of these resolutions 
come out of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It does. . 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I object. 

Mr. HIESTER. If theresolution be read I am 
sure the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw my objection, 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary-of the Interior be re- 
quested to communicate to this House such information 
concerning the frauds on the Pension Office, mentioned in 
the late annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and any other similar frauds which may have since been 
discovered, as will exhibit the nature and extent thereof. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

“Mr. WELLS, by unanimous consent, intro~ 
duced joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, in reference to cheap postage; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN GUSMAN, OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I would ask the unanimous 
consent of the House for leave to report back 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims Sen- 
ate bill entitled ‘ An act for the relief of John 
Gusman, of Louisiana.’’ 

Mr. BOCOCK. What peculiar importance is 
there in that bill that it should be reported before 
other bills in the hands of members of the stand- 
ing committees? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks to be 
permitted to report back the bill from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. What disposition does 
the gentleman from Ohio propose to make of the 
bill? 

Mr. NICHOLS. The bill merely proposes to | 
confirm a land title. It has passed the Senate 
twice, and has been carefully examined by the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. It merits 
consideration, and I hope that the House will act 
upon it now. 


| Claims. 


li 


_ The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the inves- 
tigation of the bill will be gone inta now. 

i Mr, KERR, and several other MEMBERS, 0b- 
ecte: 


J . ; 
_ Mr. NICHOLS. [hope there will be no ob- 
jection. 


The SPEAKER. Half a dozen gentlemen 


rg 

r. NICHOLS. Then, sir, if objection is 
made, I move to refer the bill to a Committee of 
the’ Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I would re- 
spectfully ask the permission of the House to 
have that bill put upon its passage. Its passage 
is asked by the Committee on Private Land 
It has passed the Senate twice, and has 
been reported favorably upon by the Committee 
on Public Lands in the House. It is a claim 
which is also recommended by the Land Office. 


The gentleman interested is a creole, who knows | 


very little of our language. He is here with his 
family at much expense,“and has been here for 
some time, and the bill simply proposes to correct 
a little informality in respect to his title. 

Í hope there will be no objection to the passage 
of the bill. The Representative of the claimant is 
obliged.to leave the city, and when the bill comes 
up there will be no one from the State of Louis- 
iana, who has examined the case, to give that ex- 
planation which I am prepared to give now. 

Mr. BENNETT. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will say that the bill reported by me from 
the Committee on Public Lands was postponed 
till this morning. l have been requested by sev- 
eral members to ask a further postponement of 
the consideration of that bill for two weeks, and 
I am willing that it shall be so postponed, if it is 
the unanimous wish of the House. 


‘The amendment which has been proposed to it 
is one that will undoubtedly give rise to discus- 
sion, and occupy some time. If it is the unani- 


| mous consent of the House to postpone it for two 


weeks, the gentleman from Louisiana can go on 
with his bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York proposes to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill first in order, being the bill reported 
by himself from the Committee on Public Lands, 
until this day two weeks. If there is no objec- 


‘tion, that order will be made. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. What is 


| the order proposed ? 


The SPEAKER. The postponement for two 
weeks of this bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Whatis the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill reported by the 
gentleman from New York from the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I object to its further 
postponement. It has been postponed once al- 


ready. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question will be 
upon postponing it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope it will be postponed. 
That will suit the views of the gentleman from 
New York, and will certainly suit mine. My 
amendment will come up at the same time as the 
bill, and we are both obliged to be absent from the 
city. I therefore hope the House will consent to 
the postponement of the bill. 

Mr. DEAN. I move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is now pend- 
ing; but the motion to postpone to a day certain 
takes precedence. ; 

Mr. DEAN. I understood that the Speaker 
did not entertain that motion the other day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman misunder- 
stood the Chair. 

Mr. BENNETT. I wish to inquire whether 
the question is on referring the bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. No; it is on postponing the 
bill for two weeks. That is the question, and it 


| must be first put to the House. 


Mr. WARREN. I wish to know if it is not in 
order to meve now to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair states again that | ‘ 
y 


8 ; 
Mr. WARREN. Thatisthe disposition I desire i] 


that motion is already pending. 


to he made of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. But the motion.to postpone 


to a day certain takes 
rule of the House, . 
Mr. McMULLIN. I would respectfully suge 
gest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BeN- 
nett] that he namea later period for the posts 
ponement. Il would ask the Chair if it is not 
competent for him to doso? - $ ; ; 
The SPEAKER. It is competent for him to - 
name a later period; and the question would be 
first taken on the latest period named. l 
Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, Aa I under- 
stand it, the gentleman from New York will be 
absent from the city after the period named by 


precedence by express 


him. 
| Mr.McMULLIN. And I shall be absent at 


the period of time he indicates. : 

The SPEAKER. What time does the gentle- 
man from Virginia propose to which the consid- 
eration of the bill shall be postponed? f 

Mr. McMULLIN. I propose the first day of 


June. ; 

‘Mr. BENNETT. That period would be ex- 
tremely inconvenient for me. ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I think it best to move 
to postpone it until after the Nebraska bill is 
acted.upon. (Laughter.} 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 
as the gentleman from Illinois must.be aware. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to postpone the 
consideration of the bill until the fifteenth day of 
July next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill upon the table. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. KERR. Idemand the yeasand nays upon 
the motion to lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 65, nays 76; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Barksdale, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Ohastain, 
Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dent, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Elliott, Ellison, English, Puller, Goode, Ham- 
ilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hibbard, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Knox, Lane, La- 
tham, Lindsley, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, Nichols, 
Olds, Parker, Phelps, Phillips, Richardson, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, Shower, Gerrit 
Smith, George W. Smyth, David Stuart, Vansant, Walker, 
Warren, Ellibu B. Washburne, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Yates—65. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bissell, 
Bliss, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter,Chandler,Chase, Church- 
well, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dickinson, 
Edmands, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 
Florence, Goodrich, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, 
Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Kurtz, Leteher, Lindley, MeMul- 
lin, Mace, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, John G., Mil- 
ler, Morgan, Morrison, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 
Peck, John Perkins, Pratt, Ready, Riddie, David Ritchie, 
Rowe, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Seymour, Skelton, William 
R. Smith, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. Ste- 
vens, Andrew Stuart, Jobn J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Vail, Wade, [srael 
Washburn, and Zoilicoffer—76. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

After the call of the vote, Mr. MURRAY 
stated that if he had been within the bar of the 
House he should have voted in the negative. 

Mr. STRATTON also stated that if he had been 

resent he should have voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York moves to postpone the consideration of the 
bill to this day two weeks; and the gentleman from 
Virginia moves to strike out this day two weeks, 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘the first day of June.” 
The question will be first upon the latter motion. 

Mr. ASHE. Would it be in order to move to 
postpone the consideration of the bill indefinitely ? 

The SPEAKER. It would, not be in order 
until the pending motions to postpone to a day 
certain, and to commit the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, are first 
disposed of. Then the motion to postpone indefi- 
nitely can be-made, which, if carried, would be 
tantamount to a rejection of the bill. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. MceMune 
tin’s amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bex- 
werr’s motion; and the further consideration of 
the bill was postponed till this day two weeks. | 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
which the consideration of the bill was post- 
poned this day two weeks, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


I move to lay the 
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JOHN GUSMAN. i 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs ; 
upon the request made by the gentleman from | 
Ohio, (Mr. NicnoLs,] that the Senate bill enti- | 
tled “An act for the relief of John Gusman, of | 

| Louisiana,” which was reported back from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, be received 
and disposed of by the House. If there be no ob- 
jection, the bill will be ordered to a third reading. į 

The bill was then read a third time in extenso. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN, I desire to know something į 
more in relation to the bill just read, and ask the į 
gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his demand for į 
the previous question, so as to enable me to ask | 
for information. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio consent to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Yes; I withdraw it for the 
purpose of answering the inquiries of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to make 
one or two inquiries in relation to the bill before 
the House; and first, I desire to know from the 
gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Perxins,] orfrom 
the gentleman representing the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, (Mr. Nicuous,}] whether there ! 
has been any legal proceedings in the courts of | 
justice in regard to this bill? 

Mr. NICHOLS. T will answer the inquiry of 
the gentleman from New York. This bill, Mr. 
Speaker, belongs to a class of claims in Louisiana 
for which Congress, some years since, passed 
various acts allowing confirmation, under which | 
many similar claims were confirmed. But in this. 
case, by the laches of the parties in interest, who 
were probably unaware of the necessity for such 
confirmation, it never was confirmed. Subse- 
quently an act was passed by Congress authoriz- 
ing courts of justice—the courts of the United | 
States—to take cognizance of a certain class of 
claims in Louisiana. By virtue of that act of 
Congress this case was presented to the courts 
for confirmation, but it was never tried upon its 
merits. The courts there decided that the act 
allowing the courts to take cognizance of this 
certain class of claims did not cover the class of | 
cases where the lands were held by possession j 
only, and not by written evidence of title derived 
from the United States, This, I understand, was 
the point on which the court made its decision. 

The lands claimed by the petitioner, and con- 
firmed to him by this bill, have been in the undis- 
puted possession of the party asking for confirm- 
ation for nearly half a century. This body—the 
House of Representatives—has reported at a for- 
mer session in favor of relief, and the Senate has 
reported in favor of relief. Bat when we came on 
here at this session we found among the papers in 
the committee room of the private land claims, re- į 
ports regularly drawn, confirming the tide, but 
which had not been submitted to this body at the 
last Congress for want of time. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ihave another question to ask 
in relation to this bill. I would like to know if} 
the sole basis on which this claim is founded is the | 
lengthened possession of thirty-odd years in which 
it has been in the hands of the claimants? 

Mr. NICHOLS, The party in interest, under 
the bill, holds by an original parchase, in which | 
a consideration was paid. 

Mr. HAVEN. Was there a purchase and 
payment? A 

Mr. NICHOLS. There was an original pur- | 
chase made from a tribe of Indians, who were the | 
owners at the time, and had possession, under 
whom this party claims, and from whom he pur- 
chased long before the United States came in pos- 
session of the Louisiana purchase. i 

Mr. HAVEN. How many acres were there? 

Mr. NICHOLS. The gentleman from Louis- 
iana (Mr. Penxins] can better answer that ques- | 
tion than E can. 

Mr. PERKINS. I answer to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Haven] that I cannot state 
the precise number of acres, It is more a question 
of principle. The land is not valuable, being 
mostly pine wood. On one portion of it there is 
a brick-yard; and that, I believe, gives the tract 
most of its value. 

The population of that section were mostly 


French, who were not familiar with our laws and 
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customs. The possession has been continuous, i 
and the Land Office reports have been in favor of 
it; the Senate has passed it, and, without hesita- 
tion, the committee in this House unanimously 
ask its passage. It is a simple informality that 
the bill is intended to remedy. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not desire to detain the 
House on this subject. I would have preferred 
the bill if it had been in a shape conforming with 
previous legislation, authorizing the claimant to 
make his claim in the same manner as though he 
had held under a written agreementor instrument. | 
Bat, under the explanation of the gentleman from | 
Louisiana, (Mr. Perxins,] I make no opposition | 
to the bill. A 

Mr. NICHOLS. I renew my motion for the; 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the |j 
main question ordered to be put. | 

The main question being, ‘* Shall the bill pass?” | 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. | 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to ask the gentleman | 
from Ohio to withdraw that motion fora moment, 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Coss] if he will not consent to i| 
postpone the special order which is in order this |) 
morning, inasmuch as the gentleman from_Ten- || 
nessee [ Mr. CuLLom] desires toaddress the Flouse. |! 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I withdrawthe motion. | 

Mr. HAVEN. Ifthegentleman from Alabama 
will not postpone it longer, will he consent to | 
postpone it one or two hours? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope he will postpone 
it for two weeks. 

Mr. COBB. Tam perfectly willing to oblige | 
any gentleman as to the time of postponement, | 
consider the matter so plain that it certainly will 
pass when it shali be considered. | am perfectly 
willing to postpone it for two weeks, but with the i| 
understanding that we shall go on with the morn- 
ing hour, 

Mr. WENTWORTH. [object to postponing 
it for two weeks. It has already been postponed | 
once. 

Mr. COBB. Then I am disposed to accommo- 
date the gentleman, and as the gentleman from | 
Tennessee [Mr. CuLLom} wishes to speak this | 
morning, I move to postpone the consideration of | 
the special order until two o’clock to-day. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I 


order of business. 
On motion by Mr. FENTON, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the | 
files of the House the petition and papers of Jonathan Siy- 
ter, for the purpose of referring them to the Pension Office, 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. | 

Mr. EDGERTON. I call for the yeas and nays. |i 
I want to see who will vote to deprive us of the | 
morning hour. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If we wait for that, the 
gentleman from Tennessee will not have his hour 
to speak in committee. I hope we shall go into 
committee now. * 

Mr. HAMILTON. How long before the morn- 
ing hour will be out? 

The SPEAKER. In twenty minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is not a long time | 
enough to make it worth while to call the yeasand || 
nays on. 

Mr. OLDS. It is very important that we | 
should have those twenty minutes. I hope we | 
shall have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, | 

Mr. OLDS. I demand tellers. | 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and Mr. Camp- | 
BELL’s motion agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Furrer in the chair,) and resumed the con- 


| 
| 


now insist upon the regular | 
i 


i 
i 
| 


priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of | 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cu.iom] 


! Nebraska and Kansas. 


| take up House bi 


was upon the floor, and is now entitled to the 
same. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. CULLOM, after preliminary remarks, said 
that when he left Tennessee he had not dreamed 
that he should be called upon to participate in the 
vexed question which has sprung on the House 
by the bul to organize territorial governments for 
He came hither to par- 
ticipate in the legislation necessary to our com- 
mon country. The honest claims of hundreds of 
our citizens are to be postponed, ruled out of court; 
the stream of legislation is to be dammed up by 
this nefarious project, which he intended to de- 
nounce as a work of politicians, to strangle the 
legislation of the country for personal aggrandize- 
ment. He believed, in the face of God, that he 
should be a coward if he did not denounce it. He 
should not bea Tennesseean if hedid not denounce 
this plot against the peace and quiet of the Union. 
Yes, Nebraska and Kansas, and Kansas and Ne- 
braska, is the hueand cry. Tnese Halls are made 
vocal with the sound of these cant phrases; and 
we are told that territorial governments must 
forthwith be given them; and the compromise of 
1820, the work of our fathers, completed in times 


| of great public excitement, when the Union of 


these States was in jeopardy, is to be repudiated 
and trampled under foot. 

Thisis a naked question of repudiation or no 
repudiation. You may, he said, talk to me about 
bad faith and outraged southern honor, but I tell 

ou the North and the South, the East and the 
est, that this is a naked question whether the 
sons, the descendants of our patriotic fathers, who 
pledged their honor on a great and momentous 
question, will repudiate their solemn obligations 
on a mere quibble and plea. 

The question had been sprung on him like a 
fire-bell at midnight. Where, he asked, was the 
voice of the people, North or South, asking for 


the passage of this measure, thus to bring the 
i North and South by the ears, and reopen the 


fountain of bitter waters and the agitations which 
had well nigh severed this Union? 

The measure came from a defeated presidential 

aspirant—defeated in 1850. This was the starting 
po. and should be known from Maine to the 
Pacific. Whereare the South? Where have they 
been? Sleeping on their watchtower for thirty- 
four years? Was it necessary that they should be 
waked up to their interests by your big or little 
giants? [Laughter.} He (Senator Dovcuas] is 
the great Sanhedrim of the State of Illinois, [laugh- 
ter,] overshadowing everything. He has out- 
heroded Herod, and out-southed the South, 

He referred to the fact that Senator Doveras, 
in 1849, 1850, and in 1854, regarded the Missouri 
compromise asa binding contract, but now pro- 
poses to repeal it. The ‘* Union,” which de- 
nounced such a purpose, soon afterwards seized 
upon it as a means of nationalizing the Adminis- 


| tration. 


He denied that the North has repudiated the 
Missouri compact, and asked for the proof. It 
could not be shown. 

He spoke of the provisions of the bill, which, 
he contended, does not contain the principle of 
non-intervention which is claimed for it; and, in 
conclusion, he defended the Missouri compro- 
mise, and eulogized and vindicated the memory 
of Tennesseeans who sustained and assisted inthe 
passage of that measure. The men of 1854 who 
rise here and asperse their character shall always 
find in him a vindicator. 

[His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. PHILLIPS obtained the floor. 

Mr. COBB. J believe the floor has been as- 
signed to my colleague, [Mr. Puiuirs,] but as 
the time is so near when, by the order of the 
House, we must take up the special order, with 
his permission | will now make the motion to 
1 No. 1, the title of which is ag 


follows: 

A bill to encourage agriculture, commerce, man- 
ufactures, and all other branches of industry, by 
granting to every man who is the head of a fam- 
ily, and a citizen of the United States, a home- 
stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land out 
of the public domain, upon condition of occupancy 
and cultivation of the same for the period herein 
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specified, and to graduate and reduce the price of | 
the public lands. 

I trust that every member of the committee will 
sustain the motion | have made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour fixed by the 
House having arrived for the consideration of the 
bil designated by the gentleman from Alabama, 
the bill comes up without a motion. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, by the resolution 

of the House, closing debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the homestead bill, debate was also 
terminated on the bill to graduate and reduce the 
price of the public lands. Itwas my anxious de- 
sire to express fully the views which | entertain 
in reference to the all-important question of grad- 
uating and reducing the price of the public lands; 
but I am precluded from doing so under the five- 
minuterule. J anticipated having such an oppor- 
tunity, but it has not been afforded to me. The 
bill is now open to amendment; and I must, under 
the circumstances, submit to the rules. i shall 
propose such amendments as will, in my judgment, 
curry out more completely the object contemplated 
by the bil. The bill, as originally reported by 
me, embraced the homestead policy as well as that 
for the graduation and reduction of the price of 
the public lands. I shall now move that the pro- 
vision for homesteads be entirely stricken out. 
“When that amendment shall have been disposed 
of, I will move two or three others for the purpose 
of making the bill conform to what I believe to be 
the intention and wishes of the majority of the 
House. Ido not desire to discuss this measure 
now. Icanonly briefly call the attention of mem- 
bers to its great importance. 

The question of graduating and reducing the 
price of the public land is one which has had the 
consideration of Congress, from time to time, so 
far back as my recollection goes. If twenty-five 
or thirty years ago the necessity for graduating 
and reducing the price of the public land was ap- 
parent to the country, is it not more so now? Does 
not each and every individual feel the force of the 
argument that the public domain should be sold 
for such price as will encourage settlement and 
cultivation? Inasmuch as we cannot enter into a 
general discussion, I trust that the bill will be fairly 
considered. In doing so, I am satisfied members 
will arrive at but one conclusion; and that is, the 
necessity of reducing the price of lands which have 
remained unsold in market for forty or fifty years. 
Would it be the policy of an individual who had 
held up his real estate for a number of years at 
$1 25 per acre, to still refuse to sell at such a price 
as the land would command in the market, and 
thus lose all interest upon his money ? 

Mr.SAGE. I move thatthe committee do now 


rise. g 

Mr. COBB. What isthe object proposed by 
the rising of the committee? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Does the gentleman move 
to rise that the bill may be reported to the House ? 

Mr. SAGE. My motion is a simple one. 
When the committee rise, I shall move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. COBB. Tt is too early for the House to 
adjourn yet awhile. I trust, before rising, the 
committee will consider and act on the bill now 
before it. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to make this remark, 
and this remark only: T trust that the House will 
make such a disposition of the bill as will enable 
those who are friendly to it to offer their reasons 
atlength. Itis my purpose to attack the bill; but 
before I make that attack, I desire to hear all that 
gentlemen have to say in its favor. i 

Mr. SAGE. [did not know that this matter 
would come before the committee to-day, and I 
would like to have an opportunity to look into the 
provisions of the bill, With that object, I move 
that the committee do now rise. i 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire towmake one in- 
quiry of the Chair. Is not the five-minute dis- 
cussion now the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. . 

Mr. HAMILTON. On the special order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, on the special or- | 


der. i 

Mr. HAMILTON. We cannot get rid of tbis | 
bill in any way. 
is disposed of. If we rise now, and then go back 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of; 
the Union, it will still be the order of the day, and 
you cannot avoid it. 


st be considered until it || p n 
a il that the House may receive such reports from the į 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The order of the || 


House is that it shall be considered from day. to 
day until disposed of. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Cone.) ` 

Mr. DISNEY. As Í intend, also, to attack the 
bill introduced by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. BENNETT,] proposing a general distribution 
of the public lands, and as I desire to say grace 
over the whole lot, and not be making separate 
speeches in relation to each of these measures, l 
move that the further consideration of this bill be 
postponed until the same day to which the bill of 
the gentleman from New York has been post- 
poned. 

Mr. COBB. That motion is clearly not in order. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The committee can make 
no such order as that. We are acting under a 
special order of the House. 

Mr. COBB. I would also remind the gentleman 
that that measure is before the House; this before 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

* Mr. DISNEY. That makes no difference. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. But the com- 
mittee has no power to make any such order as 
that proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

r. COBB. None in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so rules. The 
Chair is of opinion that the motion is notin order. 

Mr. COBB. I was perfectly willing that the 
special order should be postponed this morning; 
but gentlemen objected to its postponement, and 
now we must go on with it. 

Mr. HIESTER. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that he should move that the 
committee do now rise, for the purpose of sub- 
mitting his motion to postpone in the House. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. He cannot 
do it in the House even without unanimous con- 
sent; and of course there will be objection. 

Mr. HIESTER. There will probably be no 
objection. 

Mr.SAGE. I must insist on my motion for 
the committee to rise. Many members in this 
part of the Hall, like myself, were not aware 
that this question would come up to-day, and 
are not prepared to consider it. Besides that, it 
is evident there is barely a quorum here. I hope 
the committee will rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman sub- 
mit that motion ? 

Mr. SAGE. | do, sir. 

Mr. COBB. I hope it will not be agreed to. 
We can gain nothing whatever by it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. There is no use whatever 
in rising. You cannot postpone this special orde 
except by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. SAGE. I call for tellers on my motion. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and ona division, 
there were—ayes 21, noes 29; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no quorum 
present, the roll must be caled. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, 
have tellers? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; tellers have been 
refused. 

The roll was then called, and the names of the 
absentees noted. 

Thecommittee then rose; and the Speaker having 


Cannot we 


resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


had had under consideration the state of the Union | 


generally, and particularly House bill No 1, and 
having found itself without a quorum, had directed 
the names of the absentees to be noted, and the 
Chairman to report the same to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There being a quorum now 


present—123 gentlemen having answered to their |! 


names—the Chairman will again resume the chair. 
The Chairman resumed the chair. 
Mr. COBB. 


consideration is a very important one, which gen- 
tlemen would like to examine more fully. 1 pro- 
ose, then, that the committee rise, with the view 


standing committees as will not give rise to debate. 


I hope that nogentleman will, ; 
of proceeding, for, by so doing, we will greatly 


= 


will object to this course | 


I think I can make a suggestion || 
to which the committee will agree unanimously. |; 
The committee is very thin, and the bill under | 


$ 


i to make a few remarks in reference to it. 


eee 


facilitate business. I move, therefore, that the 
committee rise. 

The question was taken 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman reported thatthe 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly House. bill No, I, 
being ‘(a bill to grant homesteads and to graduate 
and reduce the price of public lands,’? but had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. COBB. I now move that ‘the committees 
be called upon for reports that may give rise to no 


; and the motion was 


| debate. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to mean that committees 
shall be called upon in their regular order? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. : 

_ The SPEAKER. The business first. in order 
is the bill reported by the.Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to empower the Post- 
master General to contract for the transportation 
of the United States mail from New Orleans to 
San Francisco according to time, upon which the 
previous question has been demanded. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That bill comes up as 
business in the morning hour. Is it now in order? 

Mr. SPEAKER. It is in order, because the 
morning hour had not expired; and ig the absence 
of any motion to goto any other business; it would 
be in order. : ; 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, has the pre- 
viou question been demanded on that proposi- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
not been demanded. 

Mr. HAMILTON. As the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr, Cuurcuwett,] who has charge 
of the bill, is notin his seat, | desirein his absence 
In 
doing so I will not encroach long upon thetime of 
the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. Would it be in order, Mr. 
Speaker, to move to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this bill until to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order if the 
gentleman from Maryland, who has the floor, 
choose to make such motion, or if he would yield 
the floor for the purpose of permitting it to be 


made. J 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desired to make a few 
remarks in relation to this bill. I did not intend to 
make a speech or to encroach upon the time of 
the House; but as the gentleman from Tennessee 
is not here, I should be perfectly. satisfied if the 
further consideration of the bill were postponed. ~. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, l perceive the 
embarrassment under which the gentleman’ from 
Maryland and the House generally labor. -in 
order to relieve it, therefore, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mary- 
land has the floor; and the motion cannot be made 
unless he yields the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. [ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw his motion to adjourn, in order 
to permit me to make a motion to proceed to the 


| business on the Speaker’s table, with a view ta 


the taking up of the bills there and having them 


referred to the appropriate committees. 
Mr. DISNEY. Certainly; I do so with pleas- 


ure. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Iam satisfied with that. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House to go to the business on the Speaker’s 
table ? 

Mr. COBB. I trust the House will go on as 
at present for half an hour or quarter of an hour 
longer, until the time arrives for going to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. How much of the 
morning hour still remains, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. There are five minutes of 
the morning hour still unexpired. 

Mr. COBB. Well, ifthatis all, I will not object 
to going to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the House will allow 
the committees to make reports. Reports have 
been accumulating here upon us for weeks with- 
out the committees having had an opportunity to 
presentthem; and what is the use now of referring 
more bills to committees when they cannot report 
those on hand? . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
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gentleman from Virginia is rather late in making 
his objection. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
Speaker. 
practical matter of fact business, what is the use 
of referring bills, when the committee’s hands are 
already full of business which they have not had 
an opportunity of reporting on? 

BILLS ON THE SPEAKER S TABLE. 
The SPEAKER. The first bill in order upon 


T do not object at all, Mr. 


the Speaker’s table is House bill ‘‘ for the relief |: 
of Mary Deany, widow of the late Lieutenant | 
James A. Deany, of the United States Army,” | 


which has been returned from the Senate with an 
amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I know, Mr.Speaker, what 
the amendment is, and move that the House con- 
cur in it. . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
amendment: 


The amendment was accordingly read, as fol- jj 


lows: 

“ At the end of the bill, add the following words: ‘under 
sixteen years of age?” 

The bill, as amended, will read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
required to place the name of the said Mary Deany on the 
pension rol, and cause to be paid to her the sunm of fifteen 
dollars per month forthe term of ten years, commencing 
Jannary Ist, 1853: Provided, That in case ofthe marriage or 
death of the said Mary Deany, the pension hereby granted 
to her shall be paid to her two children, or to the survivor 
of them under sixteen years of age.” 


Mr. HAVEN. 
upon the concurrence in that amendment. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. EDGERTON, Is it in order now to move 
to commit that bill to the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as the 
main question has been ordered to be put. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Will it be in order to 
move to refer it to a committee? e 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to make 
any motion. The question is upon the adoption 
of the amendment. 

Mr. MIDDLESWARTH. I wish to make 
an inquiry of the Speaker. Es it intended by the 
Senate amendment, when the widow dies, to ex- 
tend the pension to the children ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Sen- 
ate confines the pension to children under sixteen 
yenrs of age. 

The main question being, ‘Shall the amend- 


ment be concurred in?” it was put, and decided in | 


the aflirmative. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in, 
and to Jay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assyry Dickins, Esq., its Sec- 
retary, informing the Fouse that the Senate had 
passed sundry private bills.] 


The next bill upon the Speaker’s table was then 
reported by its title: 

A bill for the relief of William B. Edwards. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill, to 
which the Senste have made an amendment. 
bill provides that the nameof William B. Edwards 
shall be placed upon the pension roll, at the rate 


of eight dollars per month, to commence on the | 


first of January, 1854. The Senate’s amendment 
is to correct a mere clerical error, which ig to strike 
out “1854” and insert in lieu thereof “1850.” 

The question was put; and the Senate amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The following bills were then taken up, and 
read a first and second time by their titles respect- 
ively, and referred as indicated below: 


An act to constitute Keokuk and Dubuque, in | 


the State of lowa, ports of delivery—Committee 
on Commerce. 

An act to promote the efficiency of the Army, 
by retiring disabled officers—Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

An act to regulate the fees and compensation of 


the district attorneys in the courts of the United , 


States for the Territories of Minnesota, New 
Mexico, and Utah—Committee on the Judiciary. 
An act to authorize the issue of registers to 
vessels owned by the Accessory Transit Com- 
pany—Committee on Commerce. 
An act to authorize the issue of patents of land 


I simply put it to the House as a plain | 


I move the previous question |} 


The: 


{ 
J 


| 


the table. 


in any State or Territory in certain cases—Com- || 
| mittee on Public Lands. 


An act to establish post roads in the State of 


; €Cahfornia—Committee on the Post Office and Post |, 
: Roads. 


INDIANA AND ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD. 


The bill granting to the States of Indiana and 
Illinois a portion of the public lands to aid in the 
construction of the Indiana and Illinois Central 
railroad having been read a first and second time 
by its title, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said: I mean to make 


i the motion that this bill be put upon its passage. 


Mr. EDGERTON. | move to lay the bill upon 


Mr. DAVIS. Ihave the floor, and the gentle- 
man cannot, therefore, submit the motion before 


; Moving to put the bill upon its passage; how- 
| ever, | desire to move to commit it to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands, so that it may be kept 
before the House, in case of an adjournment be- 
fore it is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to commit will 


| be entered. 


Mr. LETCHER. I now move to lay the bill |i 


upon the table. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 


|! is entitled to the floor upon the motion to commit 


the bill. 


Mr. DAVIS. Ido not desire to press this ques- | 


tion upon the consideration of the House at this 
time, but merely wish to make a remark or two 
before it is disposed of in any manner. I am 
aware that it is taking the bill out of what is per- 
haps the usual course to move to put it upon its 


| passage at this time; but the Committee on Publie 


Lands have agreed upon and now havea bill ready 
to report to the House precisely in the same lan- 
guage of that now before the House. As it there- 
fore has the sanction of the Committee on Public 


| Lands, I do not see any necessity of referring it 


to that committee for a report upon it. So much 
for that point. 

I repeat, that I do not wish to press action upon 
the bill at this moment, unless it meet the appro- 
bation of the House. If, however, there is unan- 
imous consent, or if it is the general wish of the 
House, Lam willing to say what I have to say 
upon the measure. Or if the House prefer, I will 
defer it until some future time. 

_ Several Mempers. Let it come up some other 
time. 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from 
Indiana make the motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill to any day certain? 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam perfectly willing to make 
that motion, if I can be sure that it will come up 
at that time. 

-The SPEAKER, If that motion prevails. the 
bill will again take its place upon the Speaker’s 


! table. 


Mr. DAVIS. And will it come up in order 
when the House again resumes the consideration 
of the business upon the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that it will take its placein the fifth class of busi- 


| ness upon the Speaker’s table, if the House ad- 
journs without disposing of it. 


Mr. DAVIS. Well, sir, I do not so under- 
stand the rule; but I wish to be certain as to the 
point of order before I make any motion. 

Mr. LETCHER rose. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia, if he has any suggestion to make. 

Mr. LETCHER. {ask that the gentleman 
from Indiana should go on and make his speech 


; or make his motion, and let somebody else have 


a chance, [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam entitled to the floor, and I 
suppose I may either go on and make my speech 
rapidly, or take my time for it. I wish, however, 
that the Chair would decide the question definitely, 
as to what will be the condition of the bill if it be 
ow postponed to a day certain. 

‘The SPEAKER. If the consideration of the 


Í bill be postponed to a day certain, it will come up 


in its present order on the Calendar when the 


: House shall resume the consideration of the busi- 


ness on the Speaker’s table. That will be the 


ruling of the Chair upon the subject. | 
Mr. DAVIS, I make the motion, then, that the | 
further consideration of the bill be postponed for 


two. weeks from this day. 


Mr. LETCHER. I move that the bill be re- 
| ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, 

| The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House 
a motion to postpone to a day certain takes pre- 
; cedence of a motion to refer to the Committee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I move to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion takes prece- 
dence of a motion to postpone. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
submits a motion that the bill be referred to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
j it will be pending; and if the motion to postpone 
fails, the question will come up on that motion to 
refer. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. The motion 
to postpone to a day certain shuts out all amend- 
ments and debate. i 

Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion that the bill be laid on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HIESTER called for the reading of the bill, 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
| agreed to. 

Thereupon the House adjourned, at half past 
two o’clock, p. m. until to-morrow at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 12, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Witriam H. Minnurn. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. SMITH. 


The PRESIDENT. I received yesterday from 
the Senator from Connecticut this letter, which I 
now present to the Senate; . 


WASHINGTON Crry, April 11, 1854. 
Sır: T hereby resign my seat as a member of the Senate 
of the United States, to take effect from and after the 24th 
day of May next. TRUMAN SMITH. 
To Hon, Davin R. ATCHISON, 
President of the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Postmaster General, com- 
i municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 7th ultimo, a statement of the 
annual pay to the several railroad companies in 
the United States for the transportation of the 
mails; which was, on motion by Mr. Rusx, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a me- 
morial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Freeport, 
Illinois, to Madison, Wisconsin; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of the 
legal representatives of Henry Payson, of the 
State of Maryland, praying indemnity for the loss 
| of a schooner which was chased by an English 
privateer into the harbor of Pampator, in the 
island of Margaritta, and seized by the Spanish 
authorities; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIT presented the petition of John B. 
Chapman and Clarinda P. Chapman, praying that 
steps may betaken to colonize and civilize the 
Indians at Puget’s Sound, in Washington Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PRATT presented a petition of American 
: Citizens, residents of Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
| engaged in the importation of watches, diamonds, 
i and other precious stones, praying the removal of 
the duties on those articles; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of John T. 
Hildreth, praying that the widow of John Hil- 
dreth, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, 
may be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN. t desire to submit to the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of State, 
; accompanied by a letter from Hon. J. Y. Mason, 
| Minister at Paris, accompanied, also, by three 
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several memorials, asking that the Congress of 
the United States will provide for the adoption of 
a decimal metrical sysiem in the United States, as 
a part of a uniform system of weights, measures, 
and money throughout the world. 1 move that 
these papers be received and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on the Library. : 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. i 


Mr. HUNTER, from ‘the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives ‘‘making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the 

ear ending the 30th of June, 1855,” reported it 

ack with amendments. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a memorial of citi- 
zens of Appalachicola, Florida, praying that Sam- 
uel Bray, keeperof the Dog Island light-house, on 
the coast of that State, may receive some remuner- 
ation for losses suffered by himself and family 
during the gales of the 23d and 24th August, 1851, 
reported a bill tor his relief; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Douglass Ottinger, 
acaptain in the United States revenue marine, 
praying compensation for an invention by him for 
saving life and property from shipwrecked vessels, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affiirs, to whom were referred the memo- 


rials of Lewis Morris and othets, praying compen- , 


gation for military services in Mexico, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of the 
Tampico volunteers; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

‘He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Seneca G. Simmons, 
praying to be released from liability for certain 
public money stolen from his possession in Mexico, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of Fayette 
Mauzy and Robert G. Ward, reported it back 
without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Samuel W. 
Brady, reported it back without amendment. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Thomas 
Crown, praying to be allowed damages occasioned 
by the breach of a contract on the part of the 
United States, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of the heirs of 
Anthony G. Willis, deceased, reported it back 
without amendment. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Laurence 
Taliaferro, praying a pension, on account of dis- 
ease contracted in the war of 1812, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. - i : 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill forthe relief of Thomas 
Snodgrass, reported it back without amendment. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Catherine Clark be with- 
draws from the fites of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. $ 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John McVey be withdrawn 


from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That tte petition of the heirs of Richard B. 
Mason be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and re- 
ierred to the Committee for the District of. Columbia. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT BURLINGTON. 


Mr. FOOT submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion for the purchase of a site, and the erection of a custom- 
house at Burlington, in the State of Vermont. 


CORRESPONDENCE OF HON. D. D: BARNARD. 


Mr. FISH. I submitted on the day before yes- 
terday a resolution asking for certain correspond- 
ence, to the consideration of which at that time 
the Senator from California (Mr. WELLER] ob- 
jected. l believe now there is no objection to its 
adoption. lask the Senate, therefore, to take up 
the resolution now and adopt it. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be rè- 
quested to communicate tothe Senate, if not, in his opinion, 
incompatible with the public interest, copies of the corre- 
spondence of Mr. Barnard, Jae Minister of the United 
States in Prussia, wath ibe United States consul at Bre- 
men, and of that consul with the Government of Bremen, 
relative to the case of Mr. Conrad Scismidt, a naturalized 
citizen of the United States, arrested at Bremen, and de 
tained there upon a requisition from the Government of 
Hanover, claiming Schmidt as a subject of that kingdom. 

Also, a copy of a letter addressed by Mr. Barnard, while 
Minister of the United States at Bertin, to his Majesty the 
King of Prussia, in October, 1852, on the subject of reli 
gious tolesation, and of a dispatch addressed by Mr. Barnard 
to the Department of State 1b reference thereto. 

Also, copies of the correspondence of the Legation of 
the United States at Berlin, with the Minister of the Grand 
Duke of Baden, at Bertin, in regard to the arrest and mal- 
treatment of E. T. Dana, W. B. Dwight, and Dr. Ramsey, 
citizens of the United States, at Heidelberg, iu We Grand 
Duchy of Baden. 


LAND SYSTEM IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of organizing a 
separate surveying district, embracing the Territory of 
Washington. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I present a commu- 
nication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior, 
upon the subject of that resolution, and I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. RUSK, in pursuance of previous notice, 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to | 


provide for the transportation of the mails of the 
United States on railroads; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M’AVOY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of John Mc- 
Avoy, have directed me to report a bill for his relief 
and to ask the Senate to consider it and put it 
upon its passage now. There can be no objection 
to it when itis understood. ` 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

It proposes to direct that twenty dollars be paid 
to John McAvoy, late a private in company H, 
eighth regiment, United States infantry, which 
sum was paid by him for transportation from 
Brazos Santiago to New Orleans, while he was 
in the service of the United States- : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The petitioner merely 
claims the sum of twenty dollars for an expense 
which he incurred on his own account, which 
should have been paid by the Government. He 
was a soldier under General Worth in Mexico; 


|; public land came up yesterday in its order. 
|! the solicitation of many persons who desired the 


| Washington Territory, 


and became sick, and was placed upon ‘the siek 
furlough. He was provided with an ord-r from 
General Worth on the Quartermaster General for 
his transportation to New Orleans. He went ag ` 
far as Brazos Santiago, from which point, owing 
to the employment of the Government vessels, he 
was obliged: to, defray- the expense of his own 
transportation to New Orleans... The amount 
thus paid by him, the committee think, should be 
refunded. : i Ea 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and. passed. ; 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate pro-.- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent in the consideration 
thereof, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Wennespbay, April 12, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. ` Prayer 
by Rev. Wituiam H. MILBURN: me 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
GRADUATION BILL. 0000: 


Mr. COBB. [assure the House, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is with pain L again take the fior. The bill 
proposing to graduate and reduce the price of the 
At 


postponement of the consideration of that meas- 
ure again, in order that others which they deemed 
| of pressing importance might be considered and 
acted on, l agreed that it should be postponed. T 
am extreme in the disposition to oblige every gen- 
! eman of this House, when I can do so. fam 
now going to ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill to reduce and graduate the price of the 
public land for two weeks from to-morrow. Then, 
Í trust, that all members will be prepared to act on 
the measure. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
bill a special order. 

Mr. COBB. lt isa special order now, and Í 
only desire that its further consideration shall bè 
postponed. I trust the gentleman will withdraw 
his objection. i = 

Mr. HAMILTON. T cannot do so... 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman’s motion can 
only be made by unanimous consent, and the” 
gentleman from Maryland objects. ` 


DELEGATE FROM WASHINGTON. 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon. The Delegate elect 


I object to. making the 


| from the Territory of Washington is present, and 


i move, Mr. Speaker, that he be sworn in. 

Mr. CoLumpia Lancaster, the Delegate from 
was then conducted to the 
Speaker’s chair, and took the usual oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States. 


MAILS TO CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER. The business first. in order 
is the consideration of a motion to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union the bill to empower the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to contract for the transportation of the 
United States mail from New. Orleans to San 
Francisco according ta time. 

On motion by Mr. MURRAY, the Committee 
on Printing was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the following memorial and resolu- 
tions; which were ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolution to print ten thousand extra copies of 
the majority report of the Committee on the Pub- 


! lie Lands on the bill making grants of land to the 


several States of the Union for-the benefit of indi- 
gent insane persons; i 
Resolution to print ten thousand extra copies of 
the minority reportof same committee on same 
bill; and . ee 
Resolution of inquiry‘as to the expediency of 


printing extra copies of. s0. much of the report of - 
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the Secretary of the Treasury and tablesas relates 
to the revision of the present tariff. 

Memorial of Joseph G. C. Kennedy, relating 
to the statistics of manufacturers. 


i 


Mr. MURRAY, from the Committeeon Print- | 


ing, reported the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That there be printed by the printer of the 
House ten thousand copies of Captain R. B. Marcy’s sur- 
vey and exploration of the Red river and its sources, 10- 
gether with the accompanying maps and plates, for the use 
of the members of the House. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. 1 am in- 
stracted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
request the House to receivea report, in order that 
the bill that accompanies it may take its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. EDGERTON. J object. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Llinois. I call for 
the regular erder of business. 


MAILS TO THE PACIFIC. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on referring 
the following bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the'state of the Union: * A bill to empower the 
Postmaster General to contract for the transporta- 
tion of the United States mail from New Orleans 
to San Francisco according to time.” : 

Mr. PHELPS. That is a bill reported from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
is it not? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
reference to it. 

Mr. ITAMILTON. 
the floor upon that bill. 

` The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Mary- 
land is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. If I am not mistaken, the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. McMu.un] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. I obtained the floor yesterday, but yielded 
it fora motion to go tothe business on the Speak- 
ev’s table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact of the case. 

Mr. HAMILTON. i havea werd or two to 
say in reference to this bill, 

Mr. CHORCHW ELL, (interposing.) Is the 
question before the Elouse on committing the bill, 
or on postponing it for three weeks? 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Is there nota motion 
pending to postpone the bill for three weeks? 

The SPEAKER. That motion was made, but 
withdrawn, the Clerk informs the Chair. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Well, then, I move to 
postpone the cousideration of the bill for three 
weeks. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no; i cannot yield the 
floor for that purpose. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, | thought the motion 
was pending. 

Mr, MeMULLIN. I desire to have the facts 
of this case understood. When this question was 
last before the House I was upon the floor; but a 
gentleman from Ohio arrested me by calling the 
attention of the House to the fact that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. 

The SPEAKER. With the permission of the 
geatleman from Virginia, the Chair will state that 
this measure came up yesterday morning. The 
gentleman from Virginia was not in his seat; or, 
Af he was, did not claim his right, and the gentle- 


It is. 
I desire to say something in 


I believe I am entitled to 


man from Maryland acquired a right to the floor. | 


Mr. HAMILTON, 1 have but afew words to 
say in reference to this subject. This important 
bill has been introduced into the House with a 
considerable flourish of trumpets. 
who have spoken in its favor have urged the ne- 


Thegentlemen | 


cessity and convenience of having speedy transpor- | 


tation between the Atlantic and the Pacific coast. 


From theargumentsadduced by gentlemen in favor | 


of the proposition, I would gather that it is to re- 


duce the cost of transportation, to add to the reve- i 
nues of the Post Office Department, and to be a | 
great advantage to the country in every particular, -| 


Sir, the speeches of these gentlemen, and the bill 
and substitute upon the table, and ag printed, do 
not agree. 


The bill that Hes upon your table proposes to 


establish a maii from New Orleans to San Fran- | 
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cisco, and to give compensation, in specific terms, 
for each trip; and the bill, as published in the pa- 

ers, proposes to give a monthly compensation. | 
The bill now pending, if passed, must necessarily 
become the law of the land without amendment; 
and whether the mail is to be monthly, by the trip, | 
or annual, must depend upon its provisions. There 
runs through the whole billa general indefiniteness 
and vagueness, that requires marked consideration 
and deliberation; and, therefore, | think that it 
should be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Bat there is something else in this bill to which 
I wish to direct your attention. You propose to | 
allow $25,000 if the mail be transported in twenty- 
five days; and so you go on increasing the amount 
as you diminish the time, until you arrive at six- 
teen days, when you are to pay $850,000 for the 
transportation of the mail from New Orleans to 
San Francisco. The idea intended to beimpressed 
upon this House was, that it involved provision | 
for the transportation of the mail from the Atlan- i 
tic to the Pacific coast, and that it cut down and 
changed the existing contracts. It is not so, but 
it isa bill establishing additional mail facilities from 
New Orleans to San Francisco, and that too by 
causing an enormous increase of expense to the | 
Post Office Department of the country. The postal 
revenues are now far below the annual expendi- 
tures. This isnota bill to change existing con- 
tracts, but to extend additional mail facilities; and 
the question is whether, in view of the now inad- 
equate receipts of the postal Department, and the 
proposed addition of such an enormous expense 
to this Department, this House is ready to pass 
this bill? Will they pass it,and thus add so greatly 
to the embarrassment of that Department? 

Our mail expenses are already large enough; 
and our Atlantic and Pacific facilities of commu- | 
nication are sufficiently adequate to the wants of | 
the country to justify deliberation upon a ques- | 
tion of this importance. The questions involved f 
in the bill eminently demand the deliberate con- 
sideration of this House; for the bill is to make 
void no contracts, but to establish additional con- 
tracts, Suppose you were, under this dill, to annul 
the old systems, do you think that this country 
would tolerate the idea that we were to have but i 
one mail from New Orleans to San Francisco, and | 
no other? Will the whole North and the middte 
States rely, for mail facilities, to and from the Pa- | 
cific coast through New Orleans alone? If that is | 
the design, the flouse of Representatives should | 
never tolerate or give its sanction toa system of | 
this kind. As the object of the bill is to establish 
additional mail facilities merely from New Orleans 
to San Francisco, 1 wish to know further in ref- 
ference to the details of the plan. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Will the gentleman | 


from Maryland permit me to ask him a question |; 


here? 
Mr. HAMILTON. Certainly. : 
Mr. CHURCH WELL. I merely desire to ask 
the gentleman from Maryland the simple question, 
whether he is not aware of the fact that there is 
already a daily mail from New Orleans to every 
part of the United States? Has he not heard of 


that being so? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I have heard of that. It 
is immaterial. I want to know the facts in regard 
of the principles of this bill, as it now stands before 
this louse: whether the design of the bill is to 
confine the Pacific mails to the port of New Or- 
leans. That is the important question. If the 
whole transportation of the mails is to be confined 
to that locality, I want to know the fact, and the 
House and country to knowit. But, Mr. Speak- 
er, the bill is one to provide additional mail facili- 
ties, That is the object of the bill. It isto impose 
the additional expense ofa million of dollars on the 
Post: Office Department, which is now weighed 
down and overburdened with its expenditure, to 
the utter ruin of the post offices and mail facilities 
in the interior. Such is the bill before the House. 
The gentleman from Tennessee may talk about his 
sliding scale. I am in favor of increasing the facil- 
ities for mail transportation as much as that hon- 
orable gentleman, or the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Ssnrx.] IJ, too, am opposed to 
monopoly. I do not say that this bill promotes a 
monopoly, except it be a monopoly of the route. 
It may be a monopoly of the Tehuantepec route, 
or of the Vera Cruzand Acapulco route, or it may 
be a monopoly of route by some other way. I am 


not aware that itdoes create a monopoly. Tknow 
not anything about the Sloo or the Garay grants, 
Í am aware of the facilities for the quicker trans- 
portation of the mails from New Orleans to Vera 
Cruz, and thence to Acapulco. I know that some 
| two thousand miles of sea transportation are saved 


|| by adopting the route from New Orleans to San 


Francisco, by way of Tehuantepec. But if this 
line is opened, the postal Department can take 
advantage of its facilities as well as any others. 
That route of travel may be fully completed in the 
course of three years; and, if you pass this bill 
| you will saddle on the Post Office Department, 
i for seven years after, an annual expenditure for 
| this service of $1,200,000—at all events, not less 
than $1,000,000. It is all nonsense, Mr. Speaker, 
to talk about transporting the mail from New Or- 
leans to San Francisco for $25,000. 

I do not desire to trespass on the time of the 
House, but I want to notice one or two arguments 
of my honorable friend from Tennessee. So far 
as the arguments for this system of mail trans- 
portation are concerned, some of them demand 
the reprobation of gentlemen here who believe as 
I do, in their impropriety. He, a Democrat 
from Tennessee, and I,a Democrat from Mary- 
land, differ widely in our notions of what the 
i Post Office Department ought to do. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, (in a low tone of 
voice.) And in a great many other things, too. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Thatis true. We differ 
| in a great many other things. Ond&of that gen- 
tleman’s main arguments was, that the object of 


|| this bill was to afford facilities for the transporta- 


tion of the gold from the Pacific to the Atlantic 
coast. What has the Post Office Department to 
do with the transportation of gold more than with 
the carriage of oil, from the Pacific coast to the 
Atlantic? If they can send their gold here by 
Adams & Co.’s Express, or in vessels round the 
| Pacific coast, or in any other way, so be it. 
Gold is no more an article of commodity, and 
i no less an article ef commodity, than the oil of 
the Pacific; and this Government has no more right 
to afford means of transportation for gold than it 
has for oil, or whatever other commodities that 
may be produced on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be rejoiced to lend my 
vote and voice to any proper system for affording 
additional mail facilities between the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans; but I have heard quite enough of 
this preposed cheap system. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. HAMILTON, With pleasure. 

Mr. SMITH. [have always heard the increased 
| efficiency of our Post Office Department advocated 
| onthe ground of its great value to the country, but 
; not on account of economy in the transportation 
of the mails. The increased efficiency of the mail 
i System, some years ago, before the introduction 
of expresses, was vindicated on that ground. The 
transportation of the mails by railroad was vin- 
dicated on that ground; and, if we can now stil} 
j| farther increase the facilities of transportation of 
{i the mail, we do so upon the same ground; and it 
i is evident, according to the statements made here, 
that we can do so. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘fhe gentleman from Vir- 
i| ginia [Mr. Smita] has misunderstood me entirely. 
l have not at all spoken against the great public 
| convenience and profit arising from a speedy trans- 
| mission of the mails. I was speaking about the 
i right of the Government of the United States to 
| transport-the gold, or the produce, or the merchan- 
dise of any man. Let them avail themselves of 
| the advantages of the various express lines which 
i| are in operation between the Atlantic and Pacific 
shores, and which are established between every 
i| portion ofour country. Let them also avail them- 
| selves of the postal arrangements which the Gov- 
| ernment has already established for the purpose 
|| of securing the cheapest and speediest transmission 
| of the mails. It is the duty of the Government to 
| attend to this latter branch of transportation, and 
it is the duty of individuals to avail themselves of 
i whatever advantages may be thus furnished. 

The remarks of the gentleman from Virginia 
|| [Mr. Smiru] has nothing to do with this question. 
As an argument, I object to it.’ As an argument 
|| against or in favor of this bill, it has nothing to do. 
|| Look at it for one moment: Capital will find out 
ij its own reward, its own modes of employment, 
and its own channels of operation, independent of 
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the Government, and indeed in spite of the Gov- 
ernment. This has already been proved, and is 
obvious to every one; and anything which we can 


do, as a Government, will be more likely to retard |) 


than to advance the interest of private enterprise. 
Let us attend to our legitimate business. I am 
not here to decide upon what private individuals 
shall or shall not do. Not at all. 

- Now, Mr. Speaker, I have shown what is the 
character of this bill, without noticing some of the 
other arguments which have been advanced in its 
support. Reference has been made to the great 
subject of cheap postage. We heard something 
of that two years ago; and in carrying out those 
ideas of cheap postage, a system was adopted which 
hag been pursued until the whole interhal postal 
arrangements of the~country have become disor- 
dered and oppressed, and until the large cities of the 
country have monopolized all the advantages and 
privileges of that system, to the detriment of the 
smaHer and rural post offices of the country. You 
have mails for the large cities daily and hourly, 
and we of the interior are called upon to give the 
hard-earned fruits of our industry for part pay- 
ment of the transportation, and to pay for their 
privileges and conveniences, which they are en- 
joying. We have as much right to pay the 
expenses of the transportation of the merchandise 
of John Jacob Astor, as for the transportation of 
his letters. You call upon the people of the coun- 
try, whose correspondence is comparatively limited 
and small, to pay their money to sustain a system 
for the benefit of those who do write; to pay an 
undue share to support a system monopolized by 
those who are realizing large fortunes from their 
igestments, while we, of the interior of the coun- 
try, who are taxed to support that system, are 
obliged to be satisfied with a limited return upon 
the products of our common industry. 

We have heard enough of this matter of cheap 
postage. Public meetings were held in every city, 
and agents were swarming around the Halls of 
Congress, keeping up the cry of cheap postage. 
What was the consequence of theiraction, and of 
the action of Congress? The mails were overbyr- 
dened, and overloaded with useless matter, until 
the cost of transportation of the same has become 
so great that the Department, because of this and 
other means, is $2,000,000 behind the receipts, 
and the whole system is broken down. Far sooner 
would the people of my section of the country pay, 
and pay honestly, for their mails, rather than 
havea system so disorganized as is the present one. 
{am in favor of a reasonable and moderate rate 
of postage, and of affording mail facilities to all 

arts of the country. But the idea of paying 
$1,000,000 a year under this bill; $850,000 to 
the Collins’ line, and large sums to other com- 
panies, until the whole postal revenue, and more 
than the whole, is absorbed, and the postal fa- 
cilities of the interior of the country injured and 
burdened, is an idea fraught with ruin to the in- 
terests of our country. 

I am opposed to such a course, and the bill now 
under consideration is one of the bills which are 
designed, or which tend to carry that system of 
things into operation. 

I know my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcu- 
WELL] is sincere in his support of this bill—I have 
the highest respect for him, and I wouid not op- 
poseit, did I not feel called upon to do so from a 
sense of duty to my constituents, and to the best 
interests of the country. 

[tis a favorite project of his, and the honorable 
gentleman announced it here to be his bantling. 
A high sense of public duty impels me to regard 
this House of Representatives not as a nursery 
for bantlings. We. have higher and greater 
public duties to perform than that. Sir, prasti- 
cal questions should come before us for our con- 
sideration. We should deliberate upon such sub- 
jects as regard the public interest, and the public 
good, in our action upon them. — . ; 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the consideration of this 
question will not be postponed. I do not like 
postponements. We are postponing everything 
of importance which comes before us; and if we 
go on in this way, before the present session shall 
be brought to a close, the business of the House 
will have been brought into such a condition that 


it will be almost impossible for us to accomplish |; 


anything. It was for that reason that I objected 
to the special order in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union being postponed. As 


these questions come up, let us settle them, and 
settle them finally, for we shall have important 
business in the future, which will demand our 
consideration and action. | repeat, sir, that I am 


| hostile to this postponement. Let us settle this 


question now; or if the House require further time 
for its consideration, let us refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where we may reflect upon it, and in which we 
may perfect the bill in all its details. 

Mr. McMULLEIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS also, at the same time, addressed 
the Speaker. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I shall detain the House 
but a very few minutes. The remarks of the 
gentleman from Maryland, who has just taken 
his seat, have superseded the necessity of my ad- 
dressing the House to that extent which I had 
before intended. I first desire to notice a remark 
made by the gentleman from California [Mr. La- 
THAM] the other day, when this subject was under 
consideration. 

Mr.CHURCH WELL. I rise toa question of 
order. If my recollection serves me right, the 
honerable gentleman from Virginia has made one 
speech against this bill, and therefore is not now 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. If that question of order pre- 
vails, I shal] claim the floor. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I shall be very glad 
to hear the gentleman from Missouri. I-did not 
intend to address the House myself at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The geneman from Vir- 
ginia having addressed the House once upon this 
question, cannot retain the floor if any other gen- 
tleman desires to speak. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I have only to say that 
this very neighborly, kind courtesy of the gentle- 
man. from Tennessee merits my most cordial 
thanks. [Laughter. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am very sorry to deprive 
my friend from Virginia of the floor; but as the 
gentleman from Tennessee made the question of 
order, I thought it was for the purpose of claiming 
it for himself; and I therefore gave notice that 1 
should contest his right to it. 1 do not, however, 
desire to occupy the hour to which L am entitled, 
and I will yield to the gentleman from, Virginia 
before I shall conclude. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill introduced by the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee, reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, is 


increase the deficit in the revenues of the Post 
Office Department from a million and a quarter to 
a million and a half;” for before I close my re- 
marks in relation to this bill, I will demonstrate 
to the House that this must be the inevitable re- 
sult of its passage. 

The other day I made a motion to lay this bill 
upon the table. There was then a motion pend- 
ing to postpone which precluded all debate, and 
therefore] made the motion. But inasmuch as I 
did make a motion, which, if it had been suc- 
cessful, would have defeated the bill, I feel it to be 
my duty to give the reasons why Í am opposed to 
this measure. I have no disposition to deprive 
the people of California, or the people upon the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts, of rapid communica- 
tions by mail. On the contrary, I desire to see 
rapid mail facilities established in every portion of 
the country. But when you proceed to expedite 
the transmission of the mail by providing for its 
transportation by a different route from that in 


retrenchment and economy going side by side. , 

It is true that the line of steamers which this 
bill proposes to establish will carry the mail more 
expeditiously than those now employed. I have 
no doubt such will be the result; and if the time 
should be shortened as mach asis anticipated, the 
proposed line will entirely engross the transporta- 
tion of the letter and newspaper mail, and leave 
the other “ mailable matter” to be carried by the 
existing line. Why should you, while you have 
one mail line from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, 
by the way of Chagres, which now costs the Gov- 
ernment of the United States $700 ,000—more than 
$700,000 the last fiscal year—establish another 
route which will entirely supereede the existing 
one, and increase the deficiency in the revenues of 
the Post Office Department from $1,250,000 to 
-$1,500,000. The gentleman from Tennessee does 


inot propose to abrogate existing mail contracts. 


wrongly entitled. It should be entitled ‘* A bill to | 


which it is now carried, I like to see measures of |! 


He does not propose: by his:bill any method by 
which we shall’ relieve the: Government ‘of ‘the 
United States from the payment.to- Law and As- 
pinwall the amounts they now receive under ‘the 
contracts made with them:several-years‘ago: = No; 
these are to be kept in force. PP ae 
Then you are to establish a mail: route different 
from that now traversed by your steamers, or by 
travel... The gentleman from Tennessee does not 
believe that you:can expedite the transmission of 
mail matter if you adopt the Nicaragua: route, 
Then there are two other routes: the Tehuantepec, 
and. the oneby Vera Cruz and Acapulco, the lat-. 
ter known as the Ramsay and Cormack route. Jn 
relation to those routes, it inust be recollected: by 
the members of the House that there are gentle- 
men who claim they have grants fromthe Govern- 
ment of Mexico of the exclusive transportation 
over them. Jam aware that thereisa contest be- 
tween those who claim under the Garay and; the 
Sloo grants on the Tehuantepec route; but,.as far 
as the other route is concerned, I presume there is 


tion, when the Post Office was under the control 
| of Mr. Hubbard, a conditional contract was: en- 
tered into for the transportation of the mail by the 
way of Vera Cruz and Acapulco, which the pres- 
ent Postmaster General, on his induction into 
| office, refused to ratify. : 
The gentleman proposes, in 
| ity, that thecontract shall exist for ten years.. He 
also proposes that if any cheaper, any nearer, 
and better route can be obtained, this contract 
shall be annulled. Now, if the right of transit by 
the two routes which have been indicated and over 
which no travel is now passing, be vested. exclu- 

sively in any individual or individuals, by virtne 
| of the grant from the Mexican Government, how 
does he expect any nearer and more expeditious 
| route can he procured than those? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman 
will allow me, | will say that the object is to. su- 
persede the contract that may be made if any other 
person can carry the mail quicker; not if any 
other can do it on a better route. : 

Mr. PHELPS. [ have listened to the explana- 
tion of my friend from Virginia. _I am glad that 
he has made it. They have taken the wrong 
! course. ‘They have not taken the proper metho 
to accomplish what is intended, Is there any pro- 
vision in the bill that the existing. contracts shall 
| be annulled? Is there any provision authorizing 
any officer of the Governnient to endeavor to buy 
| up the old contracts, or to extinguish them? None 
at all. When the measure was before Congress 
to reduce the postage, I myself advocated it; but 
I also desired to diminish the cost of the -trans- 
portation of the mail within the United States. . I 


was then, and is now, claimed by various railroad 
companies in the United States for the transporta- 
tion of the mail; and if the reforms which .1 advo- 
cated had been adopted, the Post Office Depart- 
ment would now have been a self-sustaining ma- 
chine. Instead of that, large expenditures are still 
| added, and continue to be added; and the cost of 
the transportation of the mail is increased. By 
transferring the service from steamboats, coaches, 
or horseback, to railroads, the cost is vastly in- 
creased, while the cost of transportation. of pas- 
| sengers is generally greatly diminished. 
| Mr. LATHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether or not he has ever read: the existing con- 
tract for.carrying the mail by the Panama route? 
Mr. PHELPS. Yes,air; Í examined it several 


| years ago. WE: : 
Mr. LATHAM. Ipresumeit wasabout seven 
|| years ago. ; 
Mr. PHELPS. I cannot say how that is. 


This subject has been under consideration during 
each Congress for the last six or seven years. ln- 
| quiries have been made; 
| the Postmaster General and the Secretary of the 
Vavy have been made in relation to every con- 
‘tract for the transportation of mails by ocean 
i! steamers, and those contracts have been published, 
| and J have examined them at different times since 
those contracts were made. But | do nat see the 
pertinency of the gentleman’s question to the sub- 
ject under consideration. . 

Sir, the friends of this bill are endeavaring to have 
it put upon its passage. A motion to commitis 
pending, to be followed up, as it was the other 
day, by a mation tọ postpone to a day certain, 


no controversy; for, during the late Administra- ` 


his extreme Jiberal- 


sought to reduce the exorbitant amount which. , 


calls for information from | 
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which precludes debate, thus indicating that it is 
the intention of the friends of the mecsure to 
carry it through the House without permitting 
full and free discussion of it. They resist the 
motion to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, where full and 
free discussion could take place. 

The gentlemen from Tennessee, [Mr. Caurcn- 
weet and California, (Mr. Laraam,] and Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Smiru,] have alluded to the time now 
consumed in the transportation of the mails from 
New York to San Francisco. The mail contract, 
as originally established, was for the transporta- 
tion of the mail from New York, by the way of 
Havana, to Chagres, and from Panama, by the 
way of San Francisco, to Astoria. If, therefore, 
gentlemen propose to abrogate the existing mail 
contract for the transportation of the mail be- 
tween New York and San Francisco, by the way 
of the Isthmus of Panama, they must make some 
provision for the transportation of the mails from 
San Francisco to Astoria, for that service is now 
embraced in the contract. 

But, sir, t intend to demonstrate, that if the 
steamers which may be put upon this projected 
line between the cities of New Orleans and San 
Francisco, by the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, pos- 
sess as good speed only as those now engaged in 
the transportation of the mails by the Isthmus of 
Panama, that transportation can be made in 
twelve or thirteen days. Now, according to the 
schedule of prices proposed in this bill, if the 
mail is transported in thirteen days, the Post Of- 


fice Department is saddled with an expenditure of | 
$1,300,000 per annum; if in twelve days, with | 


$1,400,000; and if in eleven days, with $1,500,000 
perannum. The distance by the route now trav- 
ersed by the steamers leaving New York city, by 
way of Havana to Aspinwall, and thence by the 
Isthmus of Panama to San Francisco, is five 
thousand eight hundred and fifty miles. Thedis- 
tance, however, from New Orleans to San Fran- 
cisco, by the way of Chagres, is only four thou- 
sand nine hundred and sixty miles. The distance 
from New Orleans to San Francisco, by the way 
of the Isthmus of ‘Tehuantepec, is only three 
thousand three hundred and sixty miles; one 
hundred and thirty miles of which is the Isthmus 
transit, and only about forty miles of that is by 
land transportation, for the river Coalzacoalcos 
is navigable for ninety miles. 

Now, if the steamers that may be put upon the 

rojected route between New Orleans and San 
Franciaco? by the way of the Isthmus of T'ehuan- 
tepec, will only make the same speed made by 
the two steamers which recently brought the mails 
from San Francisco ,via Panama, to New Orleans—- 
I refer to the Golden Gate and the El Dorado— 
the ocean servire can be performed in eleven days, 
seven days between San Francisco and the Isth- 
mus of ‘Tehuantepec, and four days across the 
Galf of Mexico—making eleven days of water 
transportation—leaving one hundred and thirty 
miles of Isthmus transportation by river and land. 
What sey those interested in this Tehuantepec 


route?—-for under the law of the last session of | 


Congress proposals were invited by the Post- 
master General for the transportation of the mail 
upon the various ocean routes of the United States. 
The object was to learn whether exorbitant prices 
were not now paid to the companies that had 
made these contracts in proportion to the service 
to be performed, 
two gentlemen, A. G. Sloo and Arnold G. Har- 
rig, who claim they have the exclusive right to 
the transportation of the mail across the Isthmus 
of Tehuantepec. 


As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcn- | 


WELL] himself has proposed such a large compen- 
sation in his bill, I have no doubt that he looks to 
the transportation of the mail under and by virtue 
of the provisions of this bill by the Ramsay and 
Cormack route—the route via Vera Cruz and 
Acapulco, Messrs. Sloo and Harris make propo- 
sals for semi-monthly service, but they do notin 
dicate the length of time in which they obligat 
themselves to perform this service. 
the same date with their proposals, they use the 
following language: 

“New ORLEANS, October af 1853. 

_ Bin: We have the honor to incloge herewith a proposi- 
ion for the transportation of the United States mail be- 
tween New Orleans and San Francieeo, and beg leave to 
say a few words in explanation. 

5 By a conteact already closed with responsible parties, 


I have here a letter written by | 


In a letter of i| 


a plank road from Luchil, the head of steamboat navigation 
on the Coalzacoalcos river, to the Pacific ocean, is to be 
completed by the Ist of January, 1855, when we will be able 
to make connection between New Orleans and the Pacific 
ocean easily in less than five days. From that point eight 
days to San Francisco is a large allowance of time—we 
think it will oftener be done in seven; and between New 
Orleans and the Pacific in nearer four than five days; so 
that, between the two points, the time will average under 
twelve days.” 


Gentlemen who are interested in that line of 
roads say that after the first day of January next 
| they will be able to make a communication be- 
tween New Orleans and the Pacific ocean, by the 
Tehuantepec route, in less than five days. From 
that point to San Francisco eight days is a large 
allowance of time. Taking the lowest time spe- 
cified in the schedule, the compensation for eleven 
days would be $1,500,000 dollars. But these gen- 
tlemen say that they will perform this service for 
i $750,000. But I have here their proposals, which 
1 will read: 

i “New ORLEANS, October 20, 1853. 
“We, the undersigned, propose to transport the United 
| States mail from New Orleans to San Francisco and back, 
| via the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, semi-monthly, for the 
|! sum of $750,000 per annum. ‘They also propose to per- 
| form any increased service, due notice being given, for the 
i additional compensation of seventy-five per cent. on the 
| 

t 


i first contract, fora period of ten years. The service to 

commence ou the Ist day of January, 1855, provided the 
: contract iv made before the lst of March next; if made 
subsequent to that time, a corresponding allowance of time, 
i ifrequired, to be given us in commencing the service; or, 
ifthe contract be made immediately, we will ecmmence on 
! the 1st of October next. A. G. SLOO, 

ARNOLD HARRIS, 

“ Hon, James CAMPBELL, Postmaster General. 


Mr. Speaker, instead of introducing a system 
of economy, as contended for by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. CuurcuweLL,} you in- 


this mail service over that proposed by good and 
responsible men. 
Why do we propose to pay from $1,300,000 to 
$1,500,000 for this service, when we have gentle- 
i men who represent that. they are ready to transport 
| the mail between New Orleans and San Francisco 
i! in from eleven to thirteen days; and that, too, at 
jį only $750,000 per annum? A 

| Mr. Speaker, that is my sentiment in regard to 
|i this matter. Ido not propone to discuss this ques- 
| tion further. Since l have had the honor of a 
| seat in this body, I have opposed the system of 
| ocean steam mail contracts. Already all your 
ocean mail contracts that are now in existence, 
with the exception of one or two, have been made 
by special legislation of Congress; and by direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy, or the Postmaster 
: General himself to contract with persons named 
j in the law thus authorizing it, at a sum stipulated 
: in the law, and not having thematter open to pub- 
| he competition, you have had these contractors, or 
some ot them, afterwards coming here, and saying 


vas inadequate and insufficient, and asking for 
additional compensation; and we found Congress 
ready to vote that additional compensation. This 


opposed; and L have opposed the forming of these 
contracts. 


at the present time. 
that if this system is persisted in, it will destroy 
the Post Office Department. If this bill now be- 


revenue of that Department $1,500,000; and this, 
too, froma Department where there is already a 


li deficit of $2,000,000 a year; which would make | 


| the deficit then $3,500,000 a year. 


Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
now take exception to the point of order made 
upon me by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
CHURCHWELL.] I think, however, he might have 
| saved himself that trouble—— 
Mr. CHURCIIWELL, (interrupting.) Will 


Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman.from Mis- 


i: souri [Mr. Pue:ps] has the floor; if he consents |; 


_to yield [ have no objection. 
; Mr. PHELPS. I yield to the gentleman from 
! Tennessee for an explanation. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. What I desire to say 
i is, that | had no disposition to cut off the speech 
of the gentleman from Virginia; for I have always 


ii 


crease the amount of compensation to be given for | 


Why do we double the sum? || 


that the remuneration provided for in the contracts | 


principle of giving additional compensation f have | 


That has been the course of policy | 
which I have pursued, and which I am pursuing ; 
For, Mr. Speaker, I believe |! 


fore the House is enacted, it will draw from the | 


Mr. Speaker, T shall not f 


the gentleman from Virginia allow me to explain? | 


heard his speeches with great pleasure. But I 
thought the gentleman was out of order, and the . 
Chair decided that I was right in my opinion. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I accept with pleasure the 
explanation of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
But I think, with all due deference to the Chair 
and to that gentleman, that if I understand the 
facts of the case, I was not out of order. I rose 
the other day to submit a motion to refer this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I did not then discuss the merits of the 
bill, but declined to do so. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
from Virginia afford me another opportunity to 
| explain? 

Mr. McMULLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. understanding 
was, Mr. Speaker, when this debate was closed 
last week, thatthe gentleman from California [Mr. 
LatHam] yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
', Virginia, [Mr. McMutun,] on the condition that 
; he would renew the motion which had been made 
for postponing the consideration of this bill for 
three weeks. (To Mr. Larnam.) Am I[right? 
|! Mr. LATHAM. I understand it so. 
| Mr. McMULLIN. If the gentleman from 
! 


Tennessee had but waited to hear me, he would 
! have come at the facts of the case. 

The SPEAKER. The papers, the record of 
the Journal, and the recollection of the Clerk and 
Speaker all go to show that on this bill there is but 
one proposition pending, which is to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LATHAM. Will the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Purxps] yield me the floor for a 
word of explanation? 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes; I will yield it for That 

purpose. 

{ Mr. LATHAM. The proceedings, as I recol- 
lect them, are reported correctly in the Globe of 
Friday last. The gentleman from South Carolina 
i [Mr. Orr] made a motion to postpone the con- 
| sideration of this bill for three weeks. He gave 
| way to me on the express condition that I should 
renew that motion. After I closed my remarks, 
i| I accordingly renewed the motion, and then Kave 
!| way for the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Mc- 
Mutuiy,] with the express condition that he 
; would renew it —— 

i The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) And the gen- 
| tleman from Virginia failed to do so. That is the 
i history of the affair. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman from Cal- 
‘ ifornia has stated the facts as I was proeeeding to 
; state them myself when I was interrupted. I was 
not in the House when the bill came up yester- 
day, or I would then have, in good faith, renewed 
the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Orr,] to postpone for three weeks. The 
‘ floor was taken from me by the gentleman from 
i Ohio (Mr. Disney] the other day when I was 
| about to renew the motion; and hence, sir, I 


thought the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 

CrHuRcHWELL] was not acting towards me in that 
| extraordinary friendly character which he pro- 
fessed the other day when he was speaking upon 
this subject. 

My purpose now is, more particularly, to notice 
the remarks of the gentleman from California, 
Mr. Laruam,] and to call the attention of the 
House to the fact which he stated the other day, 
that about one third of the whole revenue of the 
: Post Office Department was paid for the transpor- 
© tation of letters by the express lines: Now f 
i beg the House to remember this important fact, 
i that upon all the mail lines established by law, 
F 
i 


i: those express companies have no right to transmit 
‘letters, and it is the duty of the Post Office Depart- 
; ment to enforce the law upon that subject. The 
argument of the gentleman from California, there- 
ore, ought not to have any influence with the 
` House, because of the fact that if you enforce the 
‘Jaw you will break up this system of carrying 
:; letters by these express lines. I understand that 
he mails to and from California are of immense 
| size, amounting sometimes to twelve tons of 

ii matter. 

; Tam perfectly willing to afford all the mail fa- 
: cilities which are necessary, but I ask the House 
iif they are prepared to vote for these additional 
' mail facilities between New Orleans and San Fran- 
cisco; if they are willing to offer a direct premium 
i| to those gentlemen who are contemplated. as the 
'eontractors within the provisions of this bil? I 
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ask why does not your Postmaster General let 
this contract, as he does all other mail contracts, 
to the lowest bidder? Why provide in this bill 
for a monopoly? 

Sir, I did not intend to say one word in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
asthe gentlemen from Maryland and Missouri 
have so fully discussed the nature of this measure; 
and I shall content myself by voting, either to re- 
fer this bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; or, if the friends of this bill 
prefer to recommit it to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, I will vote for that refer- 
ence. But I will not consent that the vote shall 
be taken now, unless those who agree with me | 
that the bill is objectionable, think bést that it 
should be taken now, and in that case I will con- 
sent toit. 

„Mr. PHELPS. I have not understood that this 
bill contemplated disturbing the existing mail con- 
tracts now existing for the transportation of the 
mails from New York to San Francisco, but that 
it contemplates the establishment of an additional 
‘line. By the provinions of this bill, as f under- 
stand it, the Postmaster General is required to 
accept a contract, and enter into an agreement, for 
the transportation of the letter and paper mail 
only. Now it is true, perhaps, that in ordinary, 
common parlance the paper and letter mail would 
embrace all the mailable matter, but in the Jegal 
acceptation of those words it would not embrace 
all mailable matter besides letters and newspapers. 
This shows that it was the intention of the mover 
of the bill to establish this line as an additional 

-Jine to California. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL here obtained the floor. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the 
gentleman yield the floor for a moment? 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Does the gentleman 
rise to a question of order? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I do. | 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then I yield, of; 


course. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE. What I desired to! 
know was, whether the gentleman has not ocou- 
pied the floor once upon this matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman has had the floor once. 
_ Mr. CHURCHWELL Does the gentleman į 
desire to speak upon the bill? i 

Mr. WASHBURNE. No, sir, I do not. If 
the gentleman has occupied the floor once, my ' 
purpose was to move that the bill be laid upon | 
the table. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
the floor upon the pending question. H 

The SPEAKER. If that is the case, the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
well satisfied from the course of things here this | 
morning, that the bill has more merit in it than 
was at first supposed. It has attracted the atten- 
tion of the able member from Maryland, [Mr. 
Hamitton,] who has discussed and dissected its 
details, this morning, and still there is life left in 
it—the main principle. 


+ 


I have not occupied | 


i| its establishment will do effectually. 


| secutive months in less time th 


Sir, neither the honorable gentleman from Ma- 
ryland nor the honorable gentleman from Missouri | 
have touched the principle of this bill. Notatall. | 
They have dwelt, from the beginning to the end, | 
’ upon questions concerning its details. They have | 
talked about the compensation which is offered. | 
They have spoken of the different routes between | 
the two proposed starting points, but they 
not touched the great principles of the bil | 
not one of them. They have not told the House | 
the principle was wrong; they need not, for time | 
is money. | 

The honorable gentleman from Maryland tells : 
the House that he differs from me in reference to | 
this question. That is true, and we differ upon 
many other questions besides this. I take it the | 
honorable gentleman belongs to the class of which | 
there are several in this House, who are opposed to | 
all changes, whether for good or evil, who would | 
not spend one dollar to save ten, but who are | 
willing to pay outadollar at a timeall day, as long |; 
as they can get eighty-seven and a half cents to | 
one dollar back. 1 will not say such is the char- | 
acter of all who oppose this bill. They are the | 
men who belong——if it would not be indelicate to | 
use the expression—to the Old Fogy party. For | 


have |! 
itself, | 


myself, I belong to the Young American party; | 
to the progressive party; to that party which is | 


imbued with a spirit of goaheaditiveness, who, 
when they see one branch of the Government 
withering, shrinking, becoming a mere incum- 
brance upon the people’s treasury, are ready to- 
bring forward and support a measure which will 
have‘the effect to give. that department new life, 
and place it in a healthy ‘condition, so that it 
will accommodate the wants of the public, and 
thereby yield revenue sufficient for the purpose of 
carrying it on. No business. will succeed, sir, 
unless conducted in a manner to command the 
patronage of the business public. Let me ask if 
this is the case with the Post Office Department? 
No, sir, the expresses carry the mail, and the De- 
partment pay hundreds of thousands of dollars 
to companies for running their steamers under the 
pretense of carrying the Government mail. Is 
this not so? Were not the facts this way before 
express lines were established? Then it had no 
competition, and the rural districts were better 
served with mail facilities than now. 

Sir, what was the condition of this Department 
of the Government before these expresses were es- 
tablished for carrying the mail? We had revenue 
enough to afford proper mail facilities. But gen- 
tlemen now say the effect of this bill will be to in- 
crease the deficit of this Department; and the hon- 
orable gentleman from Missouri, with pleasing 
manner, says the title of the bill should be changed, 
and that it should be a bill to increase the deficit 
in the revenues of the Department. And why? 
Because it proposes to increase the sums now paid 
for carrying the mail. Itdoes no such thing. It 
proposes entirely a different thing. He thinks 
that time is of but little consequence. To this argu- 
ment I have no reply. All know the importance 
of time. 

Now I wish this House distinctly to understand 
that in making out this schedule, I have no choice 
as to the particular amount of compensation. 
The object I had in view was only to present a 
sufficient sum to induce competition in carrying 
out the principle, which, like every new principle, | 
must have a test before it is permanently estab- 
lished. You may, if you choose, strike out the 
compensation altogether, and if you can get any 
one of sufficient patriotism and enterprise to un- | 
dertake to carry it for nothing, no one will be 
more gratified that I shall. 

But gentlemen say, Why take it away from the 
Postmaster General? Sir, itproposes that he shall | 
accept the contract, if in accordance with the law, | 
as he accepts all contracts. Why propose a mo- 
nopoly? The bill proposes no monopoly. One! 
great feature of it is to destroy monopoly, which 
It leaves the 
matter open to competition. It invites the atten- 
tion of the commercial world to contend for speed. 
It proposes that, after a contract shall have been 
made, if an individual or a company prove suffi- 


i; please. 


|| shall be placed in 
i| allowed to make 


| aboard that they 


|| tothe House. The gentleman from 


Department cannot be increased by the saving of 


quently increased revenue, far exceeding ‘the: out- 
lay, to bring about the result? LIC Gaby ce) 
The honorable member from 


of one well conditioned and satisfactorily kept. 
What is the consequence? Is it not an inevita- - 


put his house in a condition to compete with its 
rival, orto suffer ruin, or to abandon it; forthe 
house well kept will get all.the patronage, while 
the other sinks and ruins: the landlord? -Is this 
not precisely the case with the Government and ` 
| Post Office Department? Isit not; in a measure, 

superseded by expresses? Is not this decrease 
of business the cause of the heavy deficit in’ the 
| revenue of that Department? Must not that 


afford ample facilities and offer equal inducements 
to the business public before they can hope to: 


tion? Are the wants of the public satisfied by 
the Post Office Department? If that-be so, there. 
is no necessity for the passage of the bill. : But: 
what are the facts? Here is the letter-of! the 
Postmaster General, in which he: recommends 
! additional service for. California, to: the: extent 
| of $600,000; and yet he objects to the bill. If 
I may ‘be allowed to judge, and 1 hope Ido not 
‘judge harshly, it seems to me that his main ob- 
jection is because the bill appears to take from 
‘him patronage, while it increases the revenue of 
i the Department.. The adoption of the main prin- | 
i ciple of the bill, sir, is all I care particularly 
| about; as to its details, arrange them as you 
I do not desire ta have anything eni- 
; braced in the bill which is objectionatle to the 
Í House. The principle of the bill, I repeat, is what 
| I wish to see established. 


f 


their trips just as. they think 
| proper; to load and to unload freight on the way, 
‘and detain and delay Government ‘business. l 
! desire that whenever the Government mail is put : 
| tined port. That is the object of the bill. 
As 
‘to embrace anything in it. which is objectionable ` 
Missouri:says 
` Ft is ten years; and he 
oo, andthe Ram- 


| that the time is too long. 


ciently and satisfactorily before the Postmaster 
General, that they can carry the mail three con- | 
an those having the : 
contract do, they shall be entitled to the contract. | 
Does the bill propose that the Government shall ; 
advance anything for the purpose of carrying out | 
the project, as has been the case on former occa- | 
sions? No, sir; the contract is to be carried out 
by individuals, at their own expense, and not at 
the expense of the Government. 

Does it propose to take vessels off the hands of 
contractors whenever there shall be a disposition to 
change the contract, as is the case with the Panama | 
and othercontracts? Notatall. Sir, the bill con- 
tains anew and important principle, which iftested, 
will be adopted and established. The Govern- 
ment is amply guarded in that respect, indeed in 
every respect. Ifit is successful the Government | 
will receive much advantage from it; if it fails, the į 
Government loses nothing. It is at least safe. 
But the honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ; 
PuExps] tells the House that every time the mails 
are changed there is an increase of expenditure. 
Against that 1 desire to guard. It is expressly | 
provided in the last section of the bill that a change | 
shall cause no expenditure to the Government. | 
Į request gentlemen to read that section, and they | 
will satisfy themselves. of the correctness of my | 
position. 

We are told time is of no consequence. What} 
are the facts? With regard to the svuthern mail, by 
way ofthe South Carolina railroad to New Orleans, 
for speed you now pay over three hundred dollars | 


per mile. Time is money—speed saves time; time |! 


i! talks about the Garay, and the'SI 


l the contract. 


and the Cormack, and I do not know how 
i many other routes. ‘The bill proposes the quick- 
| est route. Nicaragua is now suid to be the quick- 
est. If so, let them have it; but if anybody can 
i beat them on the same or any other route, the 
i parties making quicker time should be entitled to 
In other words, the United States 


| say, 


|| mail, the people’s mail, should move along and“ 
$ up with all the : 


developments of the times. 

| Ought not Government reap the advantage ‘of: 
. such improvements and developments alike: with 
‘express lines. For myself, I have no choice of 
| youtes,and certainly no concern about pay. Ifyou 

| willestablish the principle of my bill, and any man 

l has patriotism enough to take the contract without 

| compensation, strike out the schedule. If ten years 

| is too long for the contract, bring it down to five 

| years. If that is too long, bring it down to one 
| Zear. All] ask of you is to establish the princi- 
; ple, nothing more and nothing less. Once prop- 
‘erly understood by the country, It will be de- 
‘manded at your hands. ` : ; 

i hope the Howse will give that consideration to 
' the bill that its merits demand, and I have every 
| reason to believe that they will do so. The motion 
that was made by the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, (Mr. Onr,] a few days ago, to postpone 
| the consideration of the bill for three weeks, has 
l beentlost, I may say by accident, as it was dis- 
tinctly understood that it was to be renewed. 
hope the House will, therefore, vote down- the 
| motion to refer the bill to the Committee of. the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, and let it be 


d 


aved is money made.: Yet- gentlemen say that s 
time is of little importance; that the revenue of the... 


time. 1 ask, in reply, if it could perform: for: the ~< 
Business public their mail:service in as good time © 
as the individual express lines now do,.1f it woul 

not‘ receive additional mail business—and.conaes.: 


) Maryland: leads. ; 
me to believe, from his remarks, that he desires, 1f 
I may be allowed the illustration, to place the 
Government in the predicament of a landlord own- ` 
ing an indifferent hotel; badly kept, alongside : 


ble result that-one will force the other landlord to : 


branch of the Government be in.a condition:to : 


secure its patronage? Is it now in.that.condi- 


d. I desire that the mails: - 
‘ shall be carried according to time; not that they `.. 
steamers, and these: steamers.’ 


will speed quickly to the des- ` 


have already said, however, I do not-wish. 
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ostponed for three weeks, that members may 
Pave an opportunity to investigate it as they desire. 

Mr. LETCHER. As my progressive friend 
has reached a water station, [laughter,] 1 would 
inquire why he does not propose to apply this 
principle to all the inland mails, as well as to the 
ocean mails ? 

Mr. CHURCHWELL.. If the gentleman had 
examined the bill; if he had paid attention to the 
remarks which I submitted to the House the other 
day, he would have seen that the object is to es- 
tablish the principle that hereafter, when con- 
tracts are let, the Postmaster General shall propose 
to receive bids for carrying the mails from point 
to point—say from some point in Virginia to the 
gentleman’s ‘water station,” if you please— 
[laughter] at so much as per schedule attached, 
according to time, and the Postmaster General 
will then have the privilege of selecting the lowest 
bids according to time, by which means he will 

` be able to give greater mail facilities to the rural 
districts. 

{thas been argued that the districts in the inte- 
rior will not be served by the adoption of this 
measure; and I was astonished to hear the gen- 
tleman from Maryland advance the idea, in his 
remarks to-day, that the interests of the large cities 
will be advanced by it. Sir, that is the cry con- 
tinually, not only here, but elsewhere; and upon 
that point let me ask this simple question: Who 
is it that pays the largest amount of revenue into 
the Treasury? Does not your revenue come from 
the mercantile community as well as from the 
agricultural community? And can you advance the 
interests of the one without advancing the inter- 
ests of the other? Do gentlemen here desire to draw 
a distinction between the agricultural and the com- 
mercial communities? And if so, what is the 
character of that distinction? Can the one exist 
without the other? Theirinterests are inseparable. 
Where is the basis of the one without the other? 
I propose to advance the interests of both. I pro- 
pose to give strength to that arm of the Govern- 
ment which is now palsied. 

We have here the report of the honorable gen- 
tleman at the head of that Department, telling us 
that the deficit is so great thathe is unable to give 
proper facilities for the transportation of mails in 
the inland and rural districts. I proposeto remedy 
this difficulty by establishing the principle of the 
bill, in order that our coaches may be replaced on 
our inland and rural routes; that our facilities 
may be increased. Whatis the fact? You may 
go to the Post Office Department to-day, and ask 
the Postmaster General to give you better mail fa- 
cilities, or as good as you have had heretofore in 
years gone by in your inland country, and what 
does he tell you? He will tell you that he would 
do it with great pleasure, but that there is a large 
deficit in the revenues of the Department, and that 
he cannot go to any further expense. 

I propose to remove this difficulty, to offer the 
public inducements to patronize bis Department, 
and thereby increase its revenue and cut down 
the deficiency. 

I trust the House will consent to postpone the 
consideration of this bill for three weeks, and that 
it may be printed, so that members may examine 
its details, and discuss its merits. If members 
will take time to examine its provisions, to con- 
sider the main principle involved, I have no fears 
of the result. Whatever may be the fate of the 
bill to-day, I am well satisfied that it will be 
adopted at some future day. If it is not, that 
withered arm of the Government will have to be 
severed from the body to preserve it, or it will eat 
out its vitals and absorb its blood. I care notfor 


the schedule; it is the principle of the bill that I | 


wish to see adopted. I desire to hold out such 
inducements to the business men of the commu- 
nity as will secure the safeand rapid transmission 
of the mails between the important points named 
in the bill, as will confer great and lasting benefit 
upon all the interests of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, no new principle of permanent 


ublic utility was ever established without first | 


aving to wade through bitter opposition. 

This bill contains a great principle. I did not 
expect it would pass without opposition. It 
would have been unreasonable to have supposed 
that it would. While I was prepared for this, 
sir, I did not think that the details would over- 
shadow the principle of the bill in the mind of 
honorable gentlemen who have spoken against it. 


Had the principle been made the gbject of 
attack, honorable gentlemen would perhaps have 
felt the necessity for a closer examination of the 
bill than their remarks indicate; but should the 


| bill be lost, will the country excuse them for sac- 


rificing an important measure because they would 
not tax their leisure to. study the great principle 
proposed to be established? Gentlemen have at- 
tacked the details—the figures—and these are noth- 
ing. Itis the principle I advocate. It isthe prin- 
ciple I defend. I would see it firmly fixed in the 
administrative policy of the Government. Do 
this, and it is all I ask. 

Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. OLDS. Let us have a vote some way upon 
this matter. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I do not desire to 
intrude further upon the patience of the House, 
although my bantling has been so fiercely attacked 
this morning. I will ask the House that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed for 
three weeks, and that it be printed; and upon this 
motion | call the previous question. 

Mr. KERR. Will it be in order to move to 
postpone the bill indefinitely? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion will not be 
in order until the motion to postpone to a day 
certain, and the motion to commit to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on ihe state of the Union are 
first disposed of. 

Mr. KERR. 
the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw his motion for a 
moment, 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 believe the morning hour has 
expired, and l hope that the House will be inclined 
to proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s 
table, as there are a few bills lying there. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 


I then move to lay the bill upon 


to commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole |. 
on the state of the Union. The gentleman from |! 


Tennessee [Mr. CHURCHWELL] moves to postpone 


its further consideration to this day three weeks, |! 


which motion would take precedence of the mo- 
tion to commit and print. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Kerr] moves to lay the bill 
upon the table, which will take precedence of 
either or both of the other motions. 


to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BissExt’s 
motion; and the House refused to proceed to the 
business upon the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion that the bill do lieupon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. But the gentleman from 
North Carolina, at my request, withdrew it for a 
moment. 

The SPEAKER. Then the motion to post- 
pone to a day certain would not be debatable. 

Mr. LETCHER. Will not the gentleman from 
Tennessee withdraw his motion to postpone for a 
moment? | promise to renew it. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. I cannot do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. I then renew the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table, and ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The rol] having been called, there were—yeas 
89, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, 
Boyce, Bridges, Campbell, Caruthers, Chrisman, Clark, 
Cobb, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Dawson, 
Dean, Drum, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, English, Ether- 
idge, Everhart, Ewing, Fuller, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, 


Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Hiester, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, |} 


Daniel T. Jones, J, Glancy Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lindtey, Lyon, MeMuttin, Macy, 
Maurice, Meacham, Middteswartb, Jobn G. Miller, Mor- 
rison, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Pheips, 
Pratt, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Rogers, Ruffin, Sabin, 
Sapp, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Simwons, Sin- 
gieton, Skelton, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Stratton, 
Jobn J. Taylor, Jobn L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Vansant, Wade, Walley, Bllihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Yates, aud Zollicoffer—k9, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, 
Barry, Benson, Bissell, Carpenter, Chastain, Churchwell, 
Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, 
Dest, Disney, Dunbar, Dunham, Edgerton, Ellison, Fen- 
ton, Florence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Grey, Andrew J. Har- 
Jan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hughes, Ro- 
land Jones, Latham, Lindsley, McDougall, Mace, Mayall, 
Smith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Olds, Parker, Jolin Perkins, 


The gentle- || 
man from Illinois moves that the House proceed || 


| Phillips, Riddle, Rowe, Shannon, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 

| liam Smith, William R. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, Tweed, 
Upham, Vat, and Warren—59. 


So the bill was ordered to be laid on the table, 


I 
| 
| 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to reconsider the 
| vote by which the bill was laid on the table; and 
| I also move that the House do now resolve itself 
| into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union. 

: Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
| yield to me, to enable me to make a proposition? 

| Mr. CAMPBELL declined yielding the floor. 

|. Mr. COBB. Why, the gentleman from Ohio 

i has made two motions at once. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was laid on the table. : 
i The SPEAKER. The motion that the House 
‘do now resolve itself into the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union has been made, 
and takes precedence of the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. LETCHER, Isnot my motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table a privileged ques- 

i tion? 
: TheSPEAKER. Itisa privileged question, and 
; 80 is the other, and one of higher dignity. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for tellers on the 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Asune and 
CAMPBELL were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 50; not a sufficient number. 
| So the House refused to go into the Committee 
; of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHELPS. I now move, Mr. Speaker, 
to lay on the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid on the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
‘agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 now ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that the special order may 
be postponed, 

Mr. EDGERTON, I object to that motion, 

I have objection to the making of a special order 
‘in the matter. 
_. Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House resolve 
‘itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 
The question was taken; and the motion was | 
i agreed to. 


GRADUATION BILL. 


| The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. FuLLER in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 1, to encourage ag- 
riculture, commerce, manufactures, and all other 
_ branches of industry, by granting to every man 
: Who is the head of a family, and a citizen of the 
, United States, a homestead of one hundred and 
: sixty acres of land out of the public domain, upon 

condition of occupancy and cultivation of the 
same for the period herein specified, and to grad- 
uate and reduce the price of the public lands. 

TheCHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, the pending question was the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cogs] to strike out 
: all after the word ‘‘that,’? in the first line of the 
first section, to the word “all,” in the first line of 
| the seventh section. Upon that motion the gentle- 
| man from Alabama {Mr. Cons] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. DISNEY. I rise to ask forinformation in 
regard to this bill; and, first of all, to enable meto 
_ arrive at the point I desire, I ask what the title of 
i the bill is? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
title. 

i The title was then read, (as inserted above.) 

| Mr. DISNEY. I now desire further to ask 
i whether debate upon this bill has been limited by 
the order of the. House; and if so, when and 
under what circumstances? 

| The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been limited 
: under an order of the House, which will be read. 
The order was read, as follows: 

|} Resolved, That House bill No. 1, being ‘a bill to en- 
; courage agriculture, commerce, manufactures, and all other 
: branches of industry, by granting to every man whois the 
head of a family, and a citizen of the United States, a home- 
stead of one bundred and sixty acres of land out of the pub- 
lie domain, upon condition of oceupaney and cultivation of 
the same for the period herein specified, and to graduate 
and reduce the price of the public fands;? and House bill 
No. 37, ‘to encourage agriculture, commerce, manufac- 
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tures, and ail other branches of industry, by granting to 
every man who is tre head of a family, and'a citizen of the 
United States, a homestead of one hundred and sixty acres 
of land out of the public domain, upon condition of occu- 
pancy and cultivation of the same for the period hereiu spe- 
cificd,’? be the special order of the day, in the order in which 
they were reported to the House, for Tuesday, the 14th of 
February next, and for each succeeding day, private bill 
days excepted, until disposed of. 

“ Resolved, That ail debate on said special order or bilis 
shall terminate in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, at three o’clock, p. m., on Tuesday, 21st of 
February next, when the House shall proceed to vote on 
the pending amendments, and such as may be offered to 
said hilis, atter which the committee shall tise and report 
to the House”? 

Mr. DISNEY. Exactly. Lnow raise the point 
of order which I have before indicated, and ask 
for the decision of the Chair upon it. I submit 
that the order of the House, which has just been 
read, limiting debateupon the bills designated, has 
been executed by the committee. The House 
having disposed of the homestead question, by a 
weil settled principle of parliamentary law, no 
other bill proposing the same is before the House. 
I submit that question of order. But even should 
this be held otherwise—should this bill be now 
properly and legitimately before the committee, I 
submit that the order of the House limiting debate 
and requiring the committee to proceed to vote, &c., 
has been executed, and no longer applies to the 
bill under consideration. ĮI make these two ques- 
tions of order, therefore: First, that the House 
having disposed of one homestead bill, by a well 
settled principle of parliamentary law, no other 
homestead bill can come before the committee; 
and second, that the order limiting debate npon 
the homestead bill having been executed by the 
committee, does not apply to the pending bill, if 
it should be decided that this bill is now pending 
before us. 

Mr. COBB. I suppose it is in-order to discuss 
this question. 1 think | can show the committee 
that the gentleman’s questions of order will not 
hold good. I think the intelligence of the com- 
mittee will bring them to that conclusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The order of the House is in the plural number, 
including bills No. 1 and 37. Bill No. 37 seems 
to pave been disposed of; and bill No. 1 is still 

ending. 

P Mr. DISNEY. That is the very point I make. 
These bills are both upon the same subject, and I 
submit that the disposition of one disposes of them 


both. 

The CHAIRMAN. Bill No. 1 has not been 
disposed of. . 

Mr. DISNEY. Am Ito understand the Chair 


to rule that if theré be forty homestead bills re- |; 


ferred to this committee, this one having been 
disposed of, the others would still be before the 
committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that of 
the two bills designated in the order of the House 
which has been read by the Clerk, only one has 
been disposed of, and that debate is closed upon 
that bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It seems to me that the 
point raised by the gentleman from Ohio, is well 
taken. Those two bills relating to the same sub- 
ject-matter, were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; one of them 
was taken up and disposed of, and it seems to me 


that in disposing of that bill the House disposed | 


| hundred and forty acres of land under the provisions of this 


of the subject-matter, and that the other bill is no 
longer before us. I do not think it was the inten- 
tion of the House to make this bill a special order. 
I know I had no such intention. 

Mr. COBB. It was my intention to make it a 
special order. I had charge of the bill; and I think 
that was the intention of the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That was not my inten- 
tion. { repeat, that the House having disposed of 
this subject-matter, it seems to me this bill should 
not come up in the committee. Thatis my opin- 
ion; and I think, upon reflection, the Chair will so 


ule. 

i Mr. PHELPS. I desire to inquire whether the 
order of the House specifies both bills, No. J and 
No. 37? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly it does. , 

Mr. PHELPS. is bill No. 1 undisposed of? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly it has not been disposed 
of. Itis the bill now before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
North Carolina appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? i 


if 


li 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido not know whether I 

understood distinctly the decision made by the 
shair. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
one bill designated by the order of the House has 
been disposed of, and that the other is now before 
he committees upon which debate has been termin- 
ated. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. | With a view of ascertain- 
ing the sense of the committee in reference to the 
question, whether both bills were disposed of by 
the House, | will take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. KEITT. I hope the Chair will again state 
the question upon which an appeal has been taken, 
so that the House may distinctly understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN again stated the question. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the Chair to permit me to 
make one othersuggestion. Thegentleman from 
North Carolina says he thinks it was not the in- 
tention of the House to make this bill a special 
order. | will say to that gentleman that the House 
has half a dozen times recognized this as a special 
order. It has been postponed from day to day as 
such. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COBB. 1 am aware that debate is not in 
order; but I wished to make the suggestion for 
the purpose of having the matter better under- 
stood by the committee. 

The question, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bilf was declared to be legitimately be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I would be glad if 
the Chairman would state what really is the spe- 
cial order before the committee. 

Mr. COBB. The question has been disposed 
of, in my opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
title of the bill now the special order before the 
committee, for the information of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (No. 1) as 
previously inserted. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 
on the amendment to strike out all that portion of 
the bill relating to homesteads. 

Mr. DISNEY. Did I understand the Chair as 
embracing in his decision the second point of 
order which I made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman as raising a second point of 
order. 

Mr. DISNEY. I did present a second point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state 
his second point of order again. 

Mr. DISNEY. Never mind. I will not press 
t : 

Mr. DEAN. I oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama, for the purpose of 


| bringing it to a vote. 


The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was adopted. , 

The Clerk then proceeded with the reading of 
the bill. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to add 
the following proviso .at the end of the seventh 
section: 

Provided, That no one person shall enter more than six 


section. . 


Mr. COBB. With the gentleman’s permission, 


I would state that there is in another part of the |; r: 
| for sale, that speculators go in 


bill a provision that no person shall enter more 
than three hundred and twenty acres. That pro- 
vision, I think, is much better than the one the 
gentleman has proposed. The bill is meant for 


! the benefit of actual settlers and cultivators alone. 
| If no gentleman wishes to amend that part of the 


section which precedes the seventh line, I have an 
amendment to offer. 


Mr. DISNEY. I proposeto amend it by strik- | 


ing it out. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill is one of the manifold 


| schemes presented to this House, by which to des- 


poil the General Government of a portion of the 


| pubtic domain; and while it avoids the question of 


constitutional power, it is quite as indefensible, 
upon the ground of policy and expediency, as any 
other proposition which has been, or probably 
will be, submitted to the House. oa 

But, sir, for me to attempt to show to this House 


all the objections that legitimately. apply to: this 
bill, within the limits. of five minutes, would be 
simply absurd; and here I find myself inthe posi- 
tion-of opposing one of the most important bills 
that could possibly. be brought. before Congress; 
involving the disposition of hundreds of millions 
of acres of the public domain, without ‘the. power- 
or the opportunity of giving to the House the-rea- 
sons why such.a bill should not-be adopted: All 
that I can-do, under the circumstances, is, of né- 
cessity, briefly and hurriedly to statea few of the 
prominent, objections. to that bill; and {can only 
do even that by snatches, by fits and. starts, by 
offering amendments under the rule, proforma; in 
order to dodge in, and steal in five minutes re- 
marks at a time. : ae 
it is evident, then, that itis utterly impossible, 
in the present posture of the affairs in which this 
billis placed, that either the House or the country 
can understand the reasons for or against. this 
measure. i Ped 
To begin, sir, this whole bill proceeds. upon a 
false assumption with regard to the facts.. It pro- 
ceeds upon the idea that because lands have been 
offered for sale, and have remained a long time un- 
sold, those lands are therefore of less value than 
the other lands owned by the Government, and 
ought to be put in market at a less price.. Now, 
this is not true in point of fact „l have before.me 
a document which goes to the point. In. 1828, 
upona proposition of this sort, the Land Office waa 
called upon to give an exhibit of the number of 
acres of the public domain then in market, and 
offered for sale, together with an estimate of .the 
probable value. This document: shows that: at 
that time the amount of public land then in market 
and offered for sale was fifty millions five hundred 
thousand three hundred and thirty-four acres, 
estimated ata value of $20,700,566. Assuming 
the theory, upon which the bill now pending before 
the committee is based, that those lands were, of 
necessity, of a less valué because they had remained 
in market for so long a period of time althoug 
offered for sale— 
[Here the hammer fell.] f ee 
Mr. DUNHAM. IfI understand the purport 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Diswey,] he is opposed to the idea of graduating 
and reducing the price of the public. lands. i 
must confess my astonishment at the position 
assumed by that gentleman, as he comes from. a 
State where the public lands have been in market 
many years; and | presume a gehtleman of his 
observation must have noticed the fact that many 
of these lands remained unsold. The gentleman 
correctly remarked, thatit was utterly impossible, 
in the limited time of five minutes, to enter into 
an examination of the merits of a question.of this 
kind. Ithink that the bill under consideration.is. 
a very.important one, which, if passed, will result 
in a great benefit to the country. | I believe that, 
the price of lands which have remained in market 
for a great length of time should be reduced for 
one reason, among others, which I think is a very. 
important one. lt would cause the lands to be. 
settled and cultivated. lt would prove of incalcu- 


i lable advantage to have these lands settled as emi- 


gration progresses westward. In other words, 
when a district of country is open to settlement, 
inducements should be held out, as far as practica- 
ble, upon the part of the Government, to have such 
district of country entirely occupied and settled, 
before lands are brought into market in. another. 
district of thecountry. Weall.now, thatas you 
go westward and open a new district of country 
and select all the 
best lands, leaving the refuse lands unsold.’ From 
this cause township and county organizations are 
prevented ,and large quantities of second and third- 
tate lands are left unsold and unimproved. Ifyou 
were to graduate and reduce the price of these 
second and third-rate lands, many settlers occupy- 
ing the best lands would induce their friends to 
purchase and occupy these refuse lands, and bring 
them into a state of cultivation, But if persons 
are obliged to pay the same price for lands which 


| have been culled over, year after year, as they 


would have to pay for first-rate lands by going a 
little further West, they will move on where they 


‘can make such selection; and in this way is the: 


western country settled, by persons who select the 
best lands, and leave the second and. third-rate’ 
lands unsold and unimproved. It seems to meto 
be the dictate of sound policy that we should 
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graduate and reduce the price of the public lands, 
so as to bring them into market. 

Mr. BISSELL. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment by substituting for the words “ one dollar,” 
jn the fifth and sixth lines, the words ‘ninety 
cents.” | 

1 chink that there never was a wiser proposition 
with regard to the public lands, presented to Con- 
gress, than that embraced in this seventh section. 
It is not a new proposition, but has been often 
urged upon the country by our wisest statesmen, 
and those best acquainted with the operations of 
our land system. Itis well known that heretofore 
the public lands have been grasped by Congress 
with a strong and tight hand, or else this policy 
would have been defeated long ago. Does it not 
appronch very near to absurdity for the Govern- 
ment to sell all these lands, of whatever quality, 
however or wherever sitvated, at the same price? 
Does any private individual act in that way, let 
his property be what it may? 

But weare informed that the fact of these lands 
having been in market for a long time and unsold 
is conclusive evidence that they are less valuable 
than the others. That is not the argument which 
some of my friends have used in this Hall on 
other questions. We have insisted that when 
Jands have been in market for ten, twenty, or 
thirty years, itis well for the Government to dis- 
pose of them in some way, though at a much less 
price than $125 per acre. I sull adhere to that 
opinion. Why, Mr. Chairman, l think, besides, 
that that is the very way to test the valne of these 
lands. If these shrewd men who desire lands for 
speculation or for cultivation have rambled over 
the territory for twenty or thirty years, selecting 
here and rejecting there, and have left this tract 
unsold for forty odd years, it is the best possible 
evidence that, for some reason or other, that partic- 
ular region is less valuable than others. 

Again, sir, we are told that this is the beginning 
of a system which is to deprive the Government 
of alt benefit from the public lands. l was some- 
what surprised to hear that objection coming from 
the gentleman fram Ohio, [Mr. Disney |] Here- 
tofore he and l have urged upon this House the | 
propriety of appropriating lands for the benefit 
of railroads, on the ground that the Government 
loses nothing by it, inasmuch as the alrernate re- 
served sections were doubled in price. And t have 
urged that position honestly, as I believe the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has urged it, and f have voted | 
accordingly. But what did we see here the other 
day in connection with this subject? After we 
had voted millions and millions of acres of the 
publie lands for railroad purposes, mainly upon 
that ground, a bill came in here proposing to give 
to all the actual settlers on the reserved sections 
the right to enter their land at $1 25 per acre, the 
old price; and my friend from Ohio, who is now 
so much alarmed on account of the public lands, 
voted for that measure. 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman from [inois is 
mistaken, | did not votein favor of that bill. i 

Mr. BISSELL. I bex pardon. The gentle- |i 
man from Ohio says he did not vote for the bill |} 
referred to. So far f stand corrected. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there was another propo- 
sition before the House, which proposed, not to | 
sell for a dollar, or fifty cents, or twenty-five cents, | 
land to actual settlers, or to any others, but abso- | 
Intely to give to every man who chooses to take | 

ogseasion of it one hundred and sixty acres of | 
and. Now, Mr. Chairman, is it not a matter of f 
| 
| 
1 


surprise, after we have voted for a proposition 
like that, to hear it asserted that this bill, which 
proposes to fix the prices of the public lands more 
nearly in accordance with their vai: than these 
prices now are, isa measure which woald inflict a i 
Joss on the General Government? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DISNEY. I would like to meet the gen- |: 
tleman from Ilinois in every point connect: d with 
this matter. | have studied it, sir, in all its as- 
pects and in all its hearings, and | am confident |! 
that I can satisfy the House and the country that 
such a bill as this before us is entirely wrong in 
principle. | 

Mr. Chairman, when T was broken off before : 
in my remarks, I was reading a document which | 
jg a full answer to the friends of the measure. | | 
will have it read now | 

Mr. COBB, (interrupting ) T think we had | 
better give the gentleman from Ohio half an hour 


i patible, and cannot work in harmony. 


i 
i 
i 
[i 
| 
older districts. 
| 
i 
| 
i 


to finish’ what he has to say on the subject. We 
might as well do so, and it would be more satis- 
factory to the whole of us. 

Several Members. Yes; give him half an 
hour. 

Some, however, objected. i 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, the document 
which | was on the point of reading at the expir- 
ation of my time is itself an answer to the argu- 
ments of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Brs- 
seLL.] That document shows that in 1828 there 
were fifty millions of acres of the public lands un- 
sold, which had remained in market for a long 
period of time, and which were estimated then by 
the Land Office at the value of $20,700,000. And 
yet, in 1840, only twelve years subsequenuy to 


I| the date of this statement, nineteen millions two 


| hundred and seventeen thousand six hundred and 
| forty-one of these same fifty millions of acres— 
| barely exceeding one third of the quantity—had 
been sold, and yet this one third of the quantity 
brought: $24,053,032 —$4,000,000 more than the 
whole fifty millions of acres had been estimated 
at in 1828. This document of itself, then, is an 
answer to the aigument of the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

I repeat again, this document establishes the 
fact that the fact of land having remained a long 
time in market unsold, is no evidence of the want 
of value, or want of fertility in the soil. Various 
other circumstances enter into the result, and de- 
termine the value of these different parcels of the 
public domain. The general improvement of the 
country and the increase of the settlements are to 
be taken into account. Why, it may be thata 
poor, barren, and sterile soil may become valuable 


are called into use by the increasing demand for 
them as the country fills up. ft may be that the 
very poorest soils may be enhanced in value 
twenty-fold by reasons of improvements which 
may be made in their vicinity, as has been the 
case in neighborhoods where railroads have beea 
run, or are proposed to be run. A gentleman the 
other day mentioned a case in reference to land 


within his own knowledge, in the vicinity ofj 


which a railroad had been located, which land 


previously could not have been sold for fifty cenis | 


an acre, but cannot now be bought for twenty-five 
dollars an acre. Such instances are not rare. 


Again, look at the absurdity of the policy. Year | 


after year you are surveying and throwing into 
the market for sale three times the quantity of 
public lands which can, by any possibility, be 
taken up by the demand of the country. Your 


measure of policy is to make the supply greater | 


than the demand; and consequently, as a matter 
of necessity, you will always have a large surplus 


i of land on hand unsold, and which has been in 


market a considerable period of time for want of 
a purchaser. And yet while pursuing this policy 
of throwing upon the market a superabundance of 
land each and every year, you, at the same time, 
propose to adopt a policy which will reduce the 
price of this land after it has been in market a 
short time. You over-supply the market, and so 
keep it, and then upon that the excess is not sold, 
because it is of less value than the part sold. 

Af it be the true policy of the country to reduce 
the price of these lands, as suggested by the gen- 
Ueman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam,] stop your 
‘present policy of surveying large additional por- 
tions of the public domain, and throwing that 
upon the market. The two systems are incom- 
Arrest 


the extension of your settlements, and then you | 


will be able to dispose of the unsold land in the 


l repeat, while you are continuing to inundate 


| the market with a supply of the public domain 
; largely exceeding the demand, itisabsurd to adopt, 


upon the other hand, a policy which will reduce 
the price of those lands: after they have been in 
market a short period of time. 

Again, take the case of my own State. There 
! are two handred thousand acres of land remaining 
i unsold in that State, as good in quality, if not far 
| betrer, than much of the land in the western States, 
; and readily sought by purchasers. These lands 
have been in market for twenty to thirty years; 
and according to this bill they would have to be 
offered for sale at from twelve and a half to twen- 


i 
| 
| ty-five cents per acre, 
t 


Mr. DUNHAM here obtained the floor. 


on account of the building materials upon it, which | 


Mr. BISSELL. Will the gentleman from In- 
diana allow me to make a single remark? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will. 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 find, by consulting the rec- 
ord which is before me, that upon the proposition 
to reduce the price of these reserved lands from 
$2 50 to $1 25 per acre, the gentleman from Ohio 

(Mr. Dısney} is recorded as voting in the uffirm- 
ative. 

Mr. DISNEY. I can only say in reply, if I 
am so recorded, I never intended to give any such 
vote. 

Mr. BISSELL. However that may be, here 
is the record, and there is the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by striking 
out ‘fone dollar,” and inserting ‘* eighty cents.’’ 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. [ask the gen- 
‘tleman from Indiana to allow me to make an ex- 
planation? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ihave no time to spare out 
of my five minutes; but I will yield to the gen- 

tleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say a word in 
relation to the bill on which the gentleman from 
Hlinois [Mr. BisseLL] said the gentleman from 
Ohio had voted in the affirmative. That was a 
bill, if 1 understand it, applying only to lands in 
| Arkansas upon the borders of the State of Louis- 
iana. 

Mr. BISSELL. It applies to all persons living 
on these reserved sections, 

Mr. PERKINS. The principles of the bill 
may be general in their application. 

Mr. BISSELL. They are. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ilam compelled to claim the 
floor. Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose what I 
have to say will change the course of a single 
member of this committee in reference to this bill; 
but, nevertheless, it seems to me that the remarks 
made by the gentleman fram Ohio [Mr. Disney] 
require that some explanation should be given to 
the members from the older States. 

Now, it is very true that some of these lands, 
i which have been in market for many years, are 
finally sold out at the Government price. But I 
| have in my mind tracts of land in the district 
| which I had the honor to represent in the last Con- 
gress, and in the district which | have the honor 
li to represent now, which have remained in market 
twenty, thirty, and some of them forty years, and 
| which yet remain unsold. They have been taken 
upin small quantities, year after year, but large 
| tracts in my district still remain unsold; and atthe 
| Government price of $1 25 an acre, perhaps will 
not be taken up for twenty years to come, 

Now, suppose the prices of these lands had been 
reduced twenty years ago; or suppose some such 
system as is now proposed in this bill had been 
adopted, some of them would have been taken up 
immediately, most of them would have been taken 
up ten years ego, and but very few would now re- 
| main unsold; and these lands which have, for 
thirty or forty years remained an uncultivated 
waste, would have been cultivated and settled, 
Would it not have been much better, not only for 
the district of country in which the lands lie, but 
much better, also, for the interests of the General 
Government, that they should have been sold at a 
reduced price, and the revenues arising therefrom 
put into the public Treasury, and appropriated to 
defray the expenses of the Government for the 
last twenty or thirty years, rather than that they 
should have remained a wilderness, as they are 
: now? 

1 will tell you how it is that these lands are 
taken upat all now. There are farmers who have 
| large farms with but little timber upon them, and 
i find it desirable to add land containing timber, 
i although it may be uncultivatable, and so a few 
; acres are in this waytakenup. Or perhaps some 
i railroad or a canal is built in the vicinity, and in 
‘this manner lands which were before worthless, 
i become valuable in consequence of the improve- 
iments. Now, would it not have been much bet- 
| 
i 
i 
| 


i ter if, instead of waiting for these improvements 
‘| to be made, the price of these lands had been re- 


i by their settlement, increasing your revenue by 


| 


1854. 


keep these lands, now perfectly worthless, unoc- 
eupied, thus preventing their being taken up— 
thus retarding the settlement of the country for 
forty or fifty years, for the sake of getting at last 
$1 25 an acre for them? 

_Mr. DISNEY. One word in reference to the 
bill for which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BisseL.} says I voted. Ihave just looked at it. 
That bill was in relation to a different principle, 
as I find, entirely different from any here involved. 
It was in relation to the recognition of a presump- 
tive right. That I probably did vote for. But I 
will not discuss. that now, sir. It is a perfect 
fallacy for the gentleman from Illinois, and others 
who have discussed this subject, to suppose that 
they can increase the permanent demand of the 
public for these lands by any legislation upon the 
part of Congress. You cannot increase that de- 
mand ad libitum. You may, from time to time, 
produce a fever in the market which will, for a 
time, cause an unnatural demand for land; but if 
you will take a series of years, you will find that 
the demand for the public domain for the purpose 
of cultivation is regulated by your population, and 
the wants of that population. "And if those lands, 
which the gentleman says have been unsold, were 
sold, other lands in the newer States of the Union 
would have remained unsold. It was a question 
with the purchasers whether they should select 
the lands there or the lands at some other place; 
and although you may stimulate the demand by 
the reduction of the price, yet, I repeat that, taking 
a series of years, whether you put up or put down 
the price of the public domain, the demand for it 
will remain the same, other circumstances remain- 
ing the same. And, sir, it is a neglect in attending 
to this fundamental and important principle which 
leads these gentlemen into the error which they 
evince in regard to this subject. 

‘J said, when | was up before, that the fact of 
land having been offered for a long time for sale 
without a purchaser, was no evidence of value. 
Why, turn to the reports of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. In the last one which 
he has submitted to Congress, you find that in 
the State of lilinois, the very State represented by 
my friend, here, returns of land sold not only for 
$1 25 per acre, but above that price, up to $2 50 
per acre—land which had been in'market without 
finding a purchaser for thirteen years; in other 
cases for nine years; some nineteen years; some 
twenty-eight years; and others as high as thirty- 
four years. They had been in market without 
finding a purchaser at $1 25 per acre; yet in less 
than twelve months they were sold at $2 50 per 


cre 

The defeat of this bill is not alone, however, in 
the error of the principle of which I have spoken. 
Itis ovjectionable in various other respects, Why, 
think of the immense amount of iabor, if at all 
practicable, which would be required to classify 
all these lands throughout the entire publicdomain 
of this great Republic. Many of these lands, and 
part of tracts, have been offered for sale at differ- 
ent periods. One part of a tract was offered in 
market at one period, and another part at another 

eriod; and how are you to classify them? At the 
Pand Office they tell me that the work would be 
interminable, if not impossible. 

Mr. COBB. There is amap there showing the 
precise time all lands were put into market. 

Mr. DISNEY. [ have just said that parts of 
atract have been offered for sale at one point of 
time, and other parts at other points; and how 
unpracticable will be the classification. I have a 
letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, which [ will send to the Clerk ’s desk that it 
may be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has 
expired. s 

The question was then taken on Mr. Doxsam’s 
amendmenttothe amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 1 move to strike out the 
words “twelve and a half cents per acre,” and 
insert in lieu thereof “ six anda quarter cents per 
acre.” [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman must apply to the amendment now 
pending. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. What is the amendment 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to strike out ‘* one 
ollar” and to insert “ eight cents.” $ 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Well, I move, proforma, to 
strike out “eight” and insert “ fifty.” 
_ Mr. Chairman, the situation of the new States 
in reference to their public lands is well known. 
The Government of the United States is the largest 
landed proprietor within their borders. Those 
lands are reserved from taxation. They are held 
by the Government under a species of mortmain, 
or dead hand, and it is literally a ‘dead hand” 
laced on the energies of the people of the States 
in which those lands lie. Sir, in England, from 
which we derive our laws and even our prejudices, 
there is a hostility against corporations holding 


dands to an unlimited extent; and the new States 


of this Union are subject to the operation of pre- 
cisely similar laws; for this great political corpo- 
ration of the United States holds in mortmain a 
large portion of the lands in those States of this 
Confederacy known as the land States. Why, 
you cannot get the Legislature of one of those 
States to pass an act chartering a corporation in 
which one of the first provisions is not that such 
corporation shall not hold more than a certain 
quantity of land. This is because it is well known 
that the fact of the ownership of such lands within 
the country is a disaster to the people of the States 
in which those lands lie. 

Now, I say that this Government owes it to the 
States in which: these lands lie to deal with them 
in a fair, a just, nay, more, sir, in a lidtral spirit. 
It never was intended that the Federal Govern- 
ment should become the perpetual owner, or the 
owner for centuries, of lands lying within the limits 
and jurisdiction of the sovereign States of the 
Union. 

Sir, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] says 
that if you will keep these lands long enough they 
will some day become of value. He refers to doc- 
uments to show that lands which were offered for 
sale thirty years ago, and could not be sold, can 
be sold at the present day, in consequence of the 
improvements which are now projected through 
the country; and he tells us that if the Government 
willhold on, with the grasping spirit of the miser, 
to these lands which have been offered for sale for 
thirty years, and have not yet been improved, in 
thirty, or sixty, or ninety, or one hundred and 
twenty years hence, they will become valuable, in 
consequence of improvements then projected. Sir, 
is this the manner in which the Government is to 
deal with the States in which these lands lie? Ís 
the Government to keep the lands. perpetually 
bound up in the hope that some thirty, sixty, or 
ninety years hence there will be some improve- 
ments running through that waste country which 
will then give value.to the lands? No, sir; I say 
that it is the duty of this Government to act ina 
different spirit. If the lands within those States 
have been offered for sale for thirty years, and 
there has been no offer to purchase them, it is the 
best evidence that those lands are not worth the 
price asked for them. Apply to your public lands 
precisely the same principle that you would apply 
to the sale of any other commodity in the mar- 
ket-——— 

(Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. DISNEY. I must express my surprise 
that a gentleman of the ability of the honorable 
gentleman from Alabama should get up here and 
present such arguments as those which he has 
just presented. He contends that the fact of the 
Jand having been offered for sale for a long period 
of time, and having no purchaser, is an evidence 
of its want of value. Now, that would be true 
if the purchaser had no choice, but was compelled 


to take that land or none. But I put it to the gen- | 


tleman whether it is at all conclusive on that 
point, when the purchaser hasthe option of either 
buying that land at that price, or going to a dif- 
ferent part of the country, and selecting other 
lands at the same price. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, (interrupting.) I would ask 
the gentleman from Ohio if he had goods to dis- 
pose of, calicoes for instance—and should expose 
them for sale thirty years, at a dollar a yard, 
without receiving anything for them—would it 
not be good evidence that the calicoes were not 
worth the price asked ? 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 will repeat that the argument 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama would be 
true, if there were no choice to be made and pur- 
chases could not be effected elsewhere. It might 
be fair to infer from the fact that the unsold lands 
were not worth as much as some other lands of 
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E 
the Government, but certainly it is: no evidence 
that the unsold land ia not worth $1 25.per acre. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, here interrupted, 
occupying the remainder of. the five mioutes:of ” 
Mr. Disney by expressing his dissent from the 


views of that gentleman, and advocating the’prin: 
ae Bg 


ciples of the bill. 


The question was taken. on the amendment to 


the amendment, and it waa rejected.” bi 

Mr. COBB. Iwill move, with the assent of 
the Committee on Public Lands, an amendment 
which will answer some.of the objections urged 
by my honorable colleague, [Mr. Pumuips.] 1t 
is to strike out the words“ one dollar,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof, ‘* sixty-twoand a half cents.” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Dısney] in his proposition, moves to strike out 
the entire section of this bill. The purpose ofthat 
proposition is to defeat the objects contemplated 

the bill. IfI did not know the gentleman from 
Ohio as wellas I do—if I had not so long observed 
his course in the Committee on Public Lands—I 
might have mistrusted the particular object. that-he 
has in view. But, sir, when I look at the history 
of the country, and find that measures were intro- 
duced here-—-coming from the State of Ohio—at 
the last session of Congress, proposing to give ‘to 
that State all the public land within her jurisdic- 
tion, and when I recollect'the movements that have 
taken place in this House at the present session, 
proposing to give to.the State of Ohio all the lands 
within her jurisdiction—when I look at all this, 1 
say, I would—did I not know the gentleman as 
well as I do—attribute ‘his opposition to. this 
measure to the ground that he expects his State‘to 
get all the public land within her limits without 
having to pay anything at all for it. 

Sir, when you reduce the price of the public 
lands in accordance with the provisions of this 
bill, you bring the lands of the State of Ohio into 
market, and into speedy market; and in a very 
few years—even probably before that policy can 
prevail to any great extent—you get the money 
out of the State of Ohio for the lands within her 
jurisdiction at the graduated price. . 

What does the gentleman from Ohio propose 
by defeating this measure? He proposes, Mr. 
Chairman, to do this—or at least the practical 
effect of its defeat will be—to keep the public lands 
at $1 25 per acre, and thereby to keep them in the 
same condition of wildness and unprofitableness 
in which they have been from the.organization of 
the land system of the country to the present time. 
Yes, sir, that is it. Why, there is nothing but 
pine deserts and mountains now vacant, in my 
country. My father emigrated to.it, and I was 
raised almost in the midst of these lands Since 
the good lands of that country have-been taken up, 
what has been the result? Why, the poor man 
goes and locates a quarter section, or forty acres 
of land there, which is:admitted not to have been 
worth $1 25 per acre, the best of it, from the very 
fact that it has been in the market for thirty years 


| —he goes there, I say; he settles on the land; he 


builds a house, and clears ten or fifteen acres of 
land; and then, sir, one of the Shylocks, whom 
the gentleman from Ohio would protect, buys up 
the tract at $125 per acre, comes and turns this 
man out of his house and home because he is not 
able to pay $1 25 per acre for the whole tract. 
‘What do these Shylocks pay that price for? . Is. it 
for the original intrinsic value of the land? No, 
sir; it is for the labor which the poor man has 
expended upon it; and that isthe very policy which 
the defeat of this bill will perpetuate. © >- - 

1 did not purpose to-day to allude to this matter; 
but I was led into these remarks, - I would rather 
lose my eye than neglect to utter the sentiments 
which Í feel in regard to the protection of the citi- 
zen and of the man who contributes all his might 


| to raise his house, and clearand cultivate his farm 


for the support of his family. I will state before 


! the discussion closes, the effect of this state of 
i facts. I will point you to the district of country 


lying within the State of Mississippi, and I will 
also call upon the gentleman from Mississippi to 
testify, in relation to the lands which were reserved 
by the Chickasaw Indians, when they ceded that 
part of the country to the United States. The 
provisions of the cession required the lands to be 
sold at graduated prices. hat has been the re- 
sult of this wise provision? Why, the lands in 
that region of country have been—almost every- 
acre—taken up. 
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Mr. DISNEY. I now ask that the letter, which 
I before sent to the Chair, may be read. i 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Tangy Orrice, March 29, 1854. 

Sir: Tn accordance with your request, I have- the honor 
to incloses you a statement exhibiting the quantity of public | 
Jandsin market and unsold on the 30th June, 1828, in the | 
several land districts therein mentioned, the aggregate value 
ofutose lands as assessed or estimated by the land officers, | 
dhe quanuty of those lands sold between the 30th June, 1828, 
and the 30th September, 1840, with the amount received 
for them. | 

{ wouldhave been much pleased to bring this statement 
upto date, but the pressure of business is such that I find 
it wholly impossible to do so, in view of the great amount 
of labor involved in it. 

This statement, embracing a period including the most į 
prosperous, as well as the most adverse years for the land i 
system, is probably as fair as any that could be prepared. | 
åt includes districts in nine of the tand States, and therefore 
the results are nottraceable to any local causes. i 

To attempt to establish this system will involve immense | 
labor, as it will require an entire classification of all the | 
public landsof the United States, and in many cases, parts | 
‘of the same section even have been offered at different and | 
remote periods. . ; | 

The minimum price of the public jands, $1 25 per acre, | 
igs nerely nominal. Analyse it as you will, it wiil be per- į 
ceived that a very slight amount of industry will pay for it. | 
if it be only pine land, an howr’s work each day, after the | 
labor of the farm is over, will enable him to make shingles, 
staves, hoops, or lumber, in a short time, sufficient to | 
pay forit And if it be prairie, the crop of a single season | 
will support his family and pay for his land. Hf, however, 
it it thought one season is loo short, extend the period to | 
two, three, four, or five years, in which preémptors can pay HI 
for their lands. i 

The only plan yet presented for fixing the graduated | 
prices, is the Jength of time the lands have been in market; | 
and the results in the Chickasaw cession have been referred { 
to as evincing the efficient working of the system. 

In that cession there was comparatively little land, and | 
it was in the midst of a densely populated community. 
The surrounding lands were kept up to the minimum of 
$1 25 per acre, and, of course, the readier sale of those at 
a less price. hey were ottered in small parcels, as wanted, 
and in that way the best lands were first taken, then the next, 
&c.; and there would seem to be more reason for reducing | 
the price of the less valuable or refuse land, 

But the graduating principle, if applied to the whole of | 
the public domain, would not resemble this in a single fea- 
ture. 

For many years about ten millions of acres have been 
surveyed and brought into market cach year, and that, too, 
with a full knowledge that from one to three millions would 
supply the entire demand. Thus about four fifths of the 
land each year was left uapurchased 5 and it would be ab- 
surd to suppose that there was not much, very much, as 
good land remaining as any that had been sold. Moreover, 
the lapse of time, that is supposed to dispose of all the good 
tand, enhances the value of the poorer lands. As the set- 
tements extend and become dense, rocky lands, wholly 
worthless for cultivation, become valuable for building ma- | 
terials, So also of sandy, gravelly, and poor pine lands. 
Suppose an acre of pine lands would grow three hundred | 
trees, allowing considerably more than ten feet square for | 
each tree, and that each tree would yield an average of i 
three hundred feet of one inch plank, it would amount to ! 
ninety thousand feet of lumber. This divided into $1 25 | 
per acre, would make the cost to the settler but little over | 
the one hundredth part of a mill per foot, a mere nominal | 
price, while the hunber would yield a handsome profit, and | 
the scrub lands would be [valuable tor hoop-poles, if for | 
nothing else. | 

But if the graduating system be introduced, the first | 
settlers will have to pay fuil price for their lands; while ` 
those who come after them will get them at less price. | 
Thos, ipstead of promoting the settlemeut of the lands, will | 
have a tendency to retard them, as each year’s delay would, |! 
for some or other of them, reduce the price. 

Yo you, sir, who are so intimately acquainted with the 
Operations of the land system, the inclosed statement and | 
above suggestions will, I am sure, satisfy you of the fallacy : 
of the graduating process. 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 

JOHN WILSON, Commissioner. 
Hon. D. P, Disney, House of Representatives. 


Mr. ROWE. 1 move that the committee do |} 
now rise, | 

Mr. BOCOCK. Upon that question I demand | 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and | 
Vain were appointed. | 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 63, a further count not being demanded. | 

So the motion was agreed to. f 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speak- | 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. || 
Furien|reported thatthe Committee of the Whole || 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, | 
had the state of the Union generally under con- | 
sideration, and particularly the bill of the House !! 
(No.1) granting portions of the public lands to || 
actual settlers thereon, and to reduce and graduate | 
the price of the public lands, and had come to no! 
resolution thereon. f 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 
Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled | 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, bills of the! 


| 
ij 
| 


j 
ji 
i 


1 Bills. 


following titles, which were signed by the Speaker: 
A bill for the relief of Mary Deany, widow of 
the late Lieutenant James A. Deany, of the United 
States Army; | 
A. bill for the relief of William B. Edwards; 
and 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Isaac P. Simonton. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. BISSELL. As it is not quite the usual 
adjourning hour, E move that the House do now 
proceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. KERR. I believe that Į have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North | 
Carolina was recognized by the Chair, and he | 
yielded for the report of the Committee on Enrolled 


Mr. KERR. I merely rose for the purpose of 
moving that the House adjourn. [Laughter.] 

{Here a message was received from the Senate 
by the hands of Aspury Dicxins, Esq., its Sec- 
retary, notifying the House that that body had į 
passed a certain bill, and asked the concurrence of 
the House therein.] 

Mr. PHELPS. [ would ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina to withdraw his motion to 
adjourn, so that we may go to the business on the | 
Speuker’s table, and refer the Senate bills lying 
there to ufe appropriate committee. 

Mr. KERR. If there be a disposition to do 
anything, 1 withdraw the motion to adjourn with 
great pleasure. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move that the House do now 
proceed to the consideration of the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the standing 
committees of the House be called on for reports. 
What is the use of referring bills after bills to 
committees when they have large numbers of re- | 
ports ready to submit to the House without being 
able to do so? Let us first get rid of what we 
have before you give us others. 

The SPEAKER. If the House decline to go 
to the consideration of the business on the Speak- 
er’s table, it will be the duty of the Chair to call 
on committees for reports. 

The question was taken, and the House agreed 
to go to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill 
from the Senate ‘* to authorize the State of W is- 
consin to select the residue of land to which she 
is entitled under the act of 8th August, 1846, 
for the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers;’? which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and, on motion by Mr. Puexps, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I suppose from the 
decision of the Chair made yesterday, that the | 
bill granting :«the States of Indiana and Hlinois 
a portion of the public lands to aid in the con- 
struction of the Indiana and Illinois Central rail- 
way would be the first business in order when we 
proceeded to the consideration of the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that a 
postponement of the consideration of the bill yes- 
terday when it was up to a particular day, would 
make it the first business in order when the House 
next went to the consideration of the business on 
the Speaker’s table; but it was not postponed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Is it not true that 
the House adjourned yesterday pending the mo- 
tion to lay that bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is true that a motion was | 
made by some gentleman to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The gentleman from Indiana, however, 
moved to postpone its consideration to a particu- 
lar day. Some other gentleman then moved to | 
lay the bill on the table. The House then ad- 
journed, leaving allthese motions pending. It is, 
nevertheless, the opinion of the Chair, that the 
adjournment of the House, without postponing 
the consideration of the bill to a particular day, j 
requires it, according to a rule to which the Chair | 
can refer if it be necessary, to take its place on i 
the Speaker’s table inthe fourth class. The Chair | 
said yesterday, that if the House postponed the | 
consideration of the bill to a particular day, the | 
bill would, after that day arrived, be the first busi- | 
ness in order when the House proceeded to con- 


t 


sider the business on the Speaker’s table. That 


is what the Chair intended to say yesterday. But 
the House did not make that order. 

The gentleman from Indiana will recollect that 
heasked the Chair what would be the condition 
of the bill if its consideration were postponed to a 
day certain? The Chair replied that when that 
day should arrive, it would be the first business in 
order when the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the business on the Spéaker’. able. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to make one other in- 
quiry, and then I shall have done. Do I under- 
stand the Speaker to state now that the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Public Lands 
does not change its present condition? 

. The SPEAKER. That motion would not change 
the condition of a bill taken from the Speaker’s 
table, whatever effect it might have upona bill re- 
ported from a committee. The practice in regard 
to bills reported from committees has been uniform. 
When a motion to commit is made, and left pend- 
ing, itkeeps the billas the first business in orderin 
the morning hour. But that has never been the 
practice in regard to the disposition of bills on the 
Speaker’s table; nor is there any reason, under the 
rules, for such a practice—for it is only a practice. 

Mr. HUNT. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. . 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
Louisiana will withdraw that motion. We can 
refer a number of bills in a very few moments. 

Mr. HUNT. Ihave no objection; but I saw 
there was a very evident indisposition to do busi- 
ness. 

Mr. PHELPS. Oh, yes, we can refer bills. 

Mr. HUNT. Well, I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 

The following Senate bills were then taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time 
by their respective titles, and severally referred as 
indicated below: 

An act to regulate the pay and increase the effi- 
ciency of the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of James M. Goggin. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

An act supplementary to an’ act confirming 
claims to land in the State of Missouri, and for 
other purposes. Referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of Joseph Smith. Referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act to extend the limits of the collection dis- 
trict of Milwaukie, in the State of Wisconsin, 
and for other purposes. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Butler. 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Sally T. B. Coch- 
rane, widow of the late Lieutenant R. E. Coch- 
rane, of the United States Army. Referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Thomas B. Parsons. 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act for the relief of Amos Knapp. Referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act for the relief of Mary Carlton. 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act for the relief of Commander G. J. Pen- 
dergrast. Referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

An act to provide compensation for theservices 
of George Morell, in adjusting the titles to lands 
in Michigan. Referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

An act for the relief of Thomas S. Russell. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

An act for the relief of James Wormsley. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act for the relief of E. J. McLane. 

ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

An act authorizing the legal representatives of 
Antoine Vasquez, Hypolite Vasquez, Joseph 
Vasquez, and John Colligan, to enter certain lands 
in Missouri. Referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of Alexander Lea. 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

An act confirming the claim of Dusuan de la 
Croix to a lot of land therein described. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of Gideon Hotchkiss. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 


Refer- 


Refer- 


Re- 


Re- 
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An act for the relief of Robert Jemison and the 
legal representatives of Benjamin Williamson. 
Referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ; 

An act for the relief of Almanzon Huston. 
Referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. g 

An act for the relief of Mark Bean and Richard 
H. Bean, of Arkansas, Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of Levi Pierce and An- 
drew Hodge, jr. Referred to the Committee of 
Claims 

An act for the relief of Andrew Dickerhoff. 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

An act for the relief of Theresa Dardenne, 
widow of Abraham Dardenne, deceased, and their 
children. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

An act for the relief of Hezekiah Miller. 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Henry La Reintrie. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of William Miller. 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
An act for the relief of Llewellyn Washington. 
Referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads. í 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Brigadier 
General Richard B. Mason. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of the heirs and represent- 
atives of the late Robert Sewall.. Referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 4 

Anactfor the relief of Dr. S. R. Addison, passed } 
assistant surgeon in the United States Navy. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Manuel Hernandez. 
Referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

An act for the reljef of Sylvanus Culver. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of G. N. Baptiste Beaubien. 

Mr. BISSELL. I wish to make a single re- 
mark in reference to the bill, the title of which has 
just been read. It does not relate to public lands; 

“nor does it properly come within the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims; but it 
relates to a portion of the old fort Beaubien, a 
military post in the city of Chicago, which was 
appropriated, some forty odd years ago, for the 
site of the fort, and has been reserved f@y that 
purpose ever since. I think, therefore, that the 
proper direction of this bill is to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

It was so referred. + 

An act for the relief of Thomas Rhodes. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

An act for the relief of Robert Joynes. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Erwin, of Arkansas, and others. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

An act for the relief of A. G. Bennett. Referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Michael Nourse. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Israel Johnson. Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

An act to change the name of the bark Abeona 
to Mount Vernon. Referredto the Committee on 
Commerce. 

An act for the relief of John McAvoy. Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 


The SPEAKER next announced Senate bill, 
making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of indigent 
insane persons. 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 should like to know, Mr. 
Speaker, in what condition that bill now stands. 

The SPEAKER. It is open to commitment 
ortoamendment. The Chair understands that a 
demand for the previous question 18 pending 


Re- 


Refer- 


upon it, 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope the demand for the 
previous question will be seconded. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House do now 


adjourn. i 
Mr, BISSELL. Willthe gentleman from Mis- 


i] resolution was referred 


| tucky 


: Mr. PHELPS. No; better let the House ad- 
journ. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House thereupon, at a quarter past three 
o'clock, p. m., adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 
o’elock, m. 


IN SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 13, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wittiam H. MILBURN. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented reso- 
lutions of the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church, held at Philadelphia, praying that 
measures may be taken to secure freedom of reli- 
gious worship to American citizens traveling or 
residing in foreign countries; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Simeon 
Stedman, praying remuneration for services ren- 
dered during the war of 1812; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Obed Hussey, praying the 
renewal of his patent for a reaping machine, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second, 
reading. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. STUART. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred a bill from the House 
of Representatives * establishing a land office in 
the lower peninsula of Michigan,” have directed 
me to report it back, and recommend its passage. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up and consider the bill at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the bill. 

It proposes to create a new land district in the 
lower peninsula of Michigan, to be called the She- 
boygan district, for which a register and receiver 
are to be appointed by the President of the Uni 
ted States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, erdered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD IN MICHIGAN. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant 
of land to aid in the construction of a raiiroad from Iron 
Bay, in the State of Michigan, to Little Bay-de-Noquette. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to theconsideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent in the consideration 
thereof, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned over until Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 13, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wiztiam H. Mixsurn. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


EXPLORATION OF THE AMAZON. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 
I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
make a report to the House. Some time ago a 
to that committee 
Mr. GREY. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
withhold his report for a moment, to enable 
me to offer a resolution of inquiry which will not 
occupy the House more than a minute or two? 

“Mr. STANTON. The matter which I have in 
|| hand can be disposed of in a single minute, — 
As Í was saying, Mr. Speaker, a resolution 


souri withdraw that motion, until we second the 
demand for the previous question.on this bill? 


was sent some time ago from this House to the 


Committee on Printing, direeting that committee 
to inquire into the propriety of printing twenty’ 
thousand additional copies of Lieutenants Hern- 
dowand Gibbon’s report of a survey of the fiver 
Amazon. The ‘committee have instructed me | 
to report it back, with.a resolution authorizing the 

printing of ten thousand, instead of twenty thou- 

sand extra copies. : Mn tee 

The following resolution was. thereapon read 
by the Clerk: ET 

Resolved, 'That there be printed ten:thousand additional 
copies of the report of the surveys and explorations:of the 
river Amazon, with the plates and maps accompanying, by 
Lieutenants Herndon and Gibbon—two: hundred and: fifty 
of them for distribution by Lieutenant Herndon, two hën- 
dred and fifty for distribution by Lieutenant Gibbon, and 
the remainder for the use of the members of this House. 

Mr. BOYCE.. I move, Mr. Speaker, to amend 
that resolution by increasing the number of. addi- 
tional copies from ten thousand to twenty thou- 
sand. ; z 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand, Mr. 
Speaker, that there has been ordered by: the House 
at the present session of Congress ten thousand 
copies of this work, which have not been as yet 
printed; and this resolution provides for an addi- 
tional number, making the whole number ‘that 
will have been ordered to be printed twenty thou- 
sand, {t seems to me that that is as many as the 
House should order. I hope, therefore, that the 
gentleman from South Carolina will withdraw his 
motion. ` i 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. T wish to inquire of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranrow,] 
who reported this resolution, when we may ex- 
pect to get the copies which have. already been’ 
ordered ? . 

Mr. STANTON. The first part of the work, 
embracing Herndon’s report, has been printed 
upon an order of the Senate; but the report of 
Lieutenant Gibbon was not made to this. House 
until within a recent period—only a few weeks ago. 
It is now in the hands of the printer, who will’ 
proceed with the utmost dispatch in the execution 
of the work. 

Mr. BOYCE. I understand that none of the 
Gibbon’s report has been yet ordered to be print- 
ed. This is a very useful work, containing a large 
amount of useful information in reference to a re- 
gion of country heretofore but little known; and { 
think that twenty thousand extra copies will not 
be too many. I therefore adhere to the motion 
which I made. 

Mr. STANTON. Gentlemen of the House 
seem to be laboring under an erroneous idea in re- 
gard to this subject, The report of Lieutenant 
Herndon has been published under an order of the 
Senate, but not embracing the report of Lieuten- 
ant Gibbon, which was not then finished. The 
resolution of this House, passed some time since; 
directed ten thousand extra copies of that report 
to be pubiished, and also provided that Lieutenant 
Gibbon’s report should, when made, be included. 
That report has only been completed within the 
last three or four weeks. It has been laid upon 
your table, and ordered to be printed. The extra 
number now proposed to be published will‘contain 
both of these reports. They are very valuable, 
and afford rich and interesting information. in 
reference to the country watered by the river 
Amazon. 

The resolution which was passed a short time 
ago provided for the publication of ten thousand 
copies, and the resolution which I have offered 
now provides for an additional ten thousand. But 
the cost of printing the additional ten thousand 
will not be as great as that of the first ten thou- 
sand, as the original composition. of the work 
will be charged to the previous ten thousand. I 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. HiESTER. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky withdraw his demand for a moment? 

Mr. STANTON, I will, if the gentleman will 
renew the call. i 

Mr. HIESTER. T will. I desire to know 
from the gentlemen of the Committee on Printing 
when we shall probably receive this work, if it be 
ordered, or those which have been ordered? 

Mr. STANTON. I am informed that the man- 
uscript is now in the hand of the printer, and he 
isat work upon it. No doubt it will be speedily 
executed 

Mr. HIESTER. Can the gentleman from 
Kentucky form any idea, from the information he 
has upon the subject, when the printer will. be 
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to know. n 

Mr. MURRAY. The printer of the House 
has now commenced printing Lieutenant Hern- 
don’s report. He has puta large force upon it, 
and will have it ready very soon for delivery. He 
hag provided himself with an additional number 
of presses, and the exira documents will be got 
along with as fast as possible. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to say a 
word as to the time when these documents will 
probably be delivered. 

Mr. HIESTER. I believe I am entitled to the 
floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JONES. I will detain the House but for 
a moment, if the gentleman will yield. 

Mr. HIESTER, (retaining the floor.) I will 
give way for a moment. 

Mr. JONES. I think we may very reasonably 
expect, from the number of copies we are order- 
ing, and the amount of printing which we are 
having done, that those gentlemen who shall not 
have the good fortune to be reélected to the next 
Congress, will have the pleasure of finding the 
documents, which they now order, delivered to 
their. successors in the next Congress, to#be dis- 
tributed by them among the people. 

Mr. DEAN. 'Then we are not interested in 
the question. 

Mr. HIESTER. If what the gentleman from 
Tennessee says shall prove true, then these docu- 
ments will go into our districts, and that is where 
we desire that they shall go. The publication of 
this and other works is not for our individual 
benefit, but for that of the people of the country. 

As the gentleman. from Kentucky [Mr. Sran- 
ron] withdrew the call for the previous question 
merely to allow me to make an inquiry of him, I 
now renew the demand. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The question was put; aud, upon a division, 
eighty-five members rose in the affirmative. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the yeas and 
nays upon the adoption of the amendment. 

pon seconding the demand for the yeas and 
nays, only seventeen members voted therefor. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee I demand tellers 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I demand tellers upon the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 


The division was then completed, and twenty- | 
three members rose in the negative—no quorum |; 


voting. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
there be a call of the House. 

The question was put; and a call of the House 
was refused. 

The SPEAKER then counted the House, and 
declared a hundred and thirty-six members to be 
present. ; 

The question was again put; and decided in the 
affirmative-ayes 94, noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resolution upon the table; and upon that motion | 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the House 
refused to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. JONES. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


l move that 


I move to 


reconsider the vote by which the resolution was | 
adopted; and to lay the motion to reconsider on , 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


{A message was here received from the Presi- |: 


dent of the United States, by the hands of SIDNEY 
Wenester, Esq., his Private Secretary, informing 
the House that he had approved and ‘signed a bill 
to establish additional land districts in the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota. 

Also, that he had approved and signed sundry 
private bills. 


Also, transmitting a communication in writing] |! 


I > aE i 
move to lay the į Department, who is at the head of the Contract :: 


i partment. 


POSTMASTER GENERAL. 

Mr. OLDS obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. GREY, who said: Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to submit the 
following resolutions: 

l- Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
furnish the House of Representatives with copies of ali 
orders, rules, or regulations adopted by him, which prevent 
or deny tothe members of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads the privilege of going into the public rooms 
of the Post Office Department during office hours, and of 
then and there examining the publie records of that Depart- 
ment. 

2. Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
abolish all rules, orders, or regulations, which prevents or 
denies the privilege ‘to the members of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, or any one of them, from 
going into the public rooms in the Post Office Department 
i| during office hours, and then and there examining such 
public records in the presence, and with the assistance of 
the clerk having charge of them, as such member may de- 
sire. ‘That he also abolish all rules, orders, or regulations 
by which the clerks, or either of them, are prevented or 
restrained from affording to any member of said committee 
: such information during those examinations as the public 
records of the Post Office Department will enable him to 
| give. 


| 
i Mr. PHELPS. I object. 


Mr. GREY. I am satisfied, if the gentleman 
will allow me to explain, that he will withdraw 
i his objection, and thatthe House will unanimously 
! adopt the resolutions. 
| ‘The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
| House to*hear the gentleman? 
i There was no objection. 
| Mr. GREY. The recommendation of the hon- 
| orable Postmaster General to Congress to sanction 
jand ratify a contract which he had, without legal | 
| authority, entered into for transporting and expe- i 
| diting the mails between Montgomery, Alabama, | 
and New Orleans, by way of Mobile, was re- | 
ferred, by a vote of this House, to the Committee | 
| on the Post Office and Post Roads, (of which I: 
|! am a member,) for a full and careful investigation, ; 


i thereto. As soon as possible after the reference | 
| to our committee, | introduced, and this House 
j adopted, resolutions calling upon the Postmaster : 
| General for information bearing on the proposi- : 
‘tion, (which was on the records of the Depart- 
i ment.) 


furnished by the Postmaster General in this, and : 
in other instances, is not full and accurate—that 


onciled with the facts stated in other official docu- i 
ments before the committee upon this and other 
subjects, i 
As a member of the Committee on the Post, 
Office and Post Roads, 1 went to the Post Office 
; Department, for the purpose of ascertaining the | 
facts correctly, and why it was that the letter and 
ji report were not more explicitand full, and did not ! 


why the different portions of them did not agree 
| With each other. 1 charge no intentional fraud on 
| 


jand mistakes in that report, and in other official ; 
| reports from that Department, which assured me 
: that they were not wholly reliable. I stated to: 


ithe Second Assistant Postmaster General, at the ` 


| 

i Office, and, in that capacity, has the control of all: 
i; this information, that I wanted to go to the clerks’ 
rooms to examine the official papers and records 
of the Department, the correspondence, &c., in 
| relation to this matter, which had been referred to ` 
; our committee. Yes, sir, I only desired to see and 
| examine the ‘official public records.” 1 wished 


ords. I presume there could be none such in the 


gress for investigation, and for their action upon 
iiit. Mr. Dundas, the Second Assistant, informed 
i me that the Postmaster General had adopted 
_ orders, or rules and regulations, which prevented 
any person whatever from going into the clerks’ 
_ rooms for the purpose of examining the papers 
and records. I expressed my great surprise that 
| any such regulation should have been made; that 
i heretofore no such obstacles had been thrown in: 
the way of members of Congress, or others desir- 


j and to report to this Fouse all the facts relating || 


I am prepared to show that the information jj 


it is contradictory. ‘Ihe statement of facts in the |! 
letter from the Postmaster General cannot be rec- | 


i agree with the facts as they actually existed, and i 


| the Postmaster General. But I will state facts, and ` 
| can prove thatthere are very important omissions || 


i 
j; i s. g : 
to examine no private, confidential, or secret rec- |: 


| Post Office Department in relation to a matter | 
į which the Postmaster General had sent to-Con-.: 


ing to examine the “ official records” of that De- | 
_ l knew, moreover, that it had been the | 
custom with members of Congress, with contract- i; 


ors, and with gentlemen disconnected with the 
Government, to go to the clerks’ rooms and ob- 
tain information from the public records of the 
Post Office Department. [never before heard of 
that privilege being denied to any one. I have 
heard that one, or all of these orders, had been 
made since this matter, relative to the Montgom- 
ery, Mobile, and New Orleans mail contracts, was 
referred to Congress. The Second Assistant 
Postmaster General told me that if [ could tell him 
what papers | desired to see, that he would have 
them brought down into his room, where I might 
look at them; but that l could not, under the rules 
adopted by the present Postmaster General, go up 
into the clerks’ rooms and examine them there. 

Mr. Speaker, there may be, and I know there 
is, great propriety in withholding from public in- 
spection the records of the State Department of 
our Government, which has charge of all our for- 
eign relations, and very many important matters 
of negotiation and arrangement, which should be 
made public only at the discretion of the President 
and his Cabinet advisers. 

But, sir, the present is, I presume, the first 
Postmaster General who ever asked for investiga- 
tion and action by Congress upon his conduct, and 
at the same time denied to any of its members the 
opportunity for a full and fair examination of the 
public ‘* official records” upon which he had based 
| his action. 

Sir, | wanted all the facts on file in the Depart- 
ment which might tend to enable me to ascertain 
| the untold truth, and understand fully every fact 
‘in relation to the subject which this House had re- 
ferred to meas one of that committee. It was 
impossible for me to tell exactly in what book, or 
under what head or particular title I could ascer- 
tain the information. But I knew | could ascer- 
tain all by examining the books, papers, &c., and 
from conversation with the clerks in their rooms, . 
when all the records were in sightof them. More- 
! over, sir, every lawyer understands how difficult 
itis to get the whole truth out of an unwilling or 
overawed witness—out of a witness under duress, 
as it were. I know that if there has been viola- 
tion of Jaw, of official propriety, or if there has 
been any juggling or trickery, or combination 
in regard to that mail contract, by which the Gov- 
ernment Treasury is about to lose thousands, of 
dollars, that (although the head of that Depart- 
ment will be held responsible to public censure) 
yet, those who understand the internal regulation 
| of the business in that Department, will hold the 
Second Assistant Postmaster General as the one, 
of all others, most guilty. 

Suppose, sir, the Second Assistant, who has 
charge of the ‘ Contract Office’ of that Depart- 
ment, had brought in one of the ‘‘contract clérks,”’ 
and sat him down with the books and papers in 
his room, and under his constant watch and ob- 
servation—a clerk, sir, who was dependent upon 
the favor and good-will of the Second Assistant 
or his office, and for the daily support of his wife 
and children—one in such a position possibly might 
not be so ready and willing to volunteer full and 
complete information, or suggest how, or where, 
mong the records, | might most readily obtain 
facts. 

But, sir, if I could have thus obtained all the 
information, and read every line, and every word, 
andascertained the feelings and the motives which 
| prompted every one connected with those trans- 
! actions, I would have scorned indignantly the 
i impudent and insulting proposition that I might 
| be graciously permitted to look over the “oficial 
; public recorda” of that Department, and talk to a 
clerk about them, provided | would do so under 
the ear and watchings of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster General. 

Well, sir, when informed of this new regula- 
tion for winixe and CONCEALING, | addressed a 
| note to the Postmaster General asking “ official 
` copies of those orders, rules, or regulations, that 
IT might understand how far I had a right to go, 
and intended to violate none of the regulations of 
the Department. To that note, written several 
days ago, I have received no response. 

Mr. Speaker, this case requires speedy action, 
if anyatall. Itis pending before the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. I have en- 
deavored to nasten a decision upon it, but have 
failed in my efforts to get the necessary informa- 
tion from the Postmaster General, and therefore 
ask, in the first resolution, that the House will 
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direct copies of all such orders and regulations to 
be furnished by him to this branch of Congress. 

The second resolution directs merely that the 
Postmaster General shall annul any order of his 
that would prevent any member of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads frorn going 
to the Department during gffice hours, and exam- 
ining, in. the .presence of the clerks who have 
. charge of them, the official records of the Depart- 
ment; and also to abolish any order he may have 
made which would tend to restrain the clerks from 
giving information in relation to the official docu- 
ments in the Post Office Department. : 

Such, sir, is the sum and substance of those 
resolutions. Will this Democratic Congress de- 
mand investigation of matters of legislation by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and permit the Postmaster General to withhold 
from them the information essential to their guid- 
ance to correct conclusions? Will you, sir, tol- 
erate inthe Postmaster General and his subordin- 
ates, their arrogant assumption that they will 
stifle and smother investigation by locking their 
doors, withholding the ‘‘ public records,” and 
thereby deprive every member of the committee 
from hunting out and obtaining for himself full 
and reliable “ official facts ?” : 

_ Sir, if honesty, integrity, and justice has. been 
observed, is it possible that there can be any inform- 
alion on the records of the Post Office Depart- 


ment which ought to be concealed from Congress ?. 


. How is it possible that any member could obtain 
from the official papers there that which ought not 
to be known to all? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, although, perhaps, not legit- 
imately before the House, I desire to say one 
word in regard to the mail contracts for carrying 
the mails daily from Montgomery by Mobile to 
New Orleans. They were made in 1850 to term- 
inate 1st of July, 1854. The “ time” from Mont- 


gomery to New Orleans, by the original contracts, | 


was fifty-eight hours—their aggregate cost $56,175 
per annum. 

The same contracts now cost the Government 
$101,300, and require fifty-nine hours from Mont- 
gomery to New Orleans, and yet only once-a-day 

, mail service is now given from Montgomery to 
New Orleans. Yes, sir, these ‘‘ extra allowances,”’ 
‘which now swell the cost of those contracts up to 
. $101,300, instead of $56,175, (their original cost, ) 
were all granted, I believe, (except $400,) under 
„the pretense of expediting that “ great mail,’’ and 
now it requires one hour longer to go from Mont- 
gomery to New Orleans than it did by the original 
contracts at about one half the present cost. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
entleman from Kentucky that he is not in order 
in indulging in his present course of remark. 

Mr. GREY. Then, sir, Lam through. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to have these 
resolutions read over again. 


The SPEAKER. They are not before the | 


House, as objection was made to their Mtroduc- 


tion. 
Mr. GREY. [If in order, then, I move to sus- 
end the rules, to enable me to introduce them. 


The SPEAKER. That motion would not be | 


in order. 

Mr. GREY. 1 hope there will be no longer 

objection to the introduction of the resolutions. I 

rise to a question of order. 
there is no objection to their introduction. 

The SPEAKER, Objection was made, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Grey] asked 
leave of the House to explain. At the outset of 
his remarks he expressed the hope that the objec- 


tion would be withdrawn, and that the House |; 


would give him an opportunity to indulge in an 
explanation. The Chair understood the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee {Mr. Sranron] as making the 
objection to the introduction of the resolutions. 

Mr. STANTON. | did not object. : 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 made objection to the intro- 
duction of the resolutions, : 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Speaker, 1 now rise to a 
privileged question. I will state to the House, 
that I find itis impossible for me to investigate and 


show all the facta connected with this matter of | 


legislation, in consequence of not being able to 
consult and examine official records; and I there- 
fore ask, most respectfully, that this House will 
excuse me from acting any longer on the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and: Post Roads; and, 
sir, I do assure this House and my friends that I 


I understand that |) 


earnestly ask, and sincerely desire, this favor be 
exterided to me. 


captious spirit, and free from the least excitement 
about the matter; for, sir, I have no personal inter- 
est in it, nor has any friend or acquaintance of 
mine. 

_ Sir, I ask it as a personal favor, and as an act of 
justice due to me, because, sir, I am prevented 
from examining the “official records” of the De- 
partment, and thereby obtaining information essen- 
tial to a faithful discharge of my duties as a mem- 
ber of the committee. In conclusion, I again 
express an earnest desire that the House will ex- 
cuse me, unless the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Puers} will withdraw his objection, and 
allow these resolutions to come up and pass, so 
as to give me an opportunity to examine the 
| public records,” and do my whole duty to my 
country. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. I feel some per- 
sonal interest in reference to the bill, or the joint 
resolution of the Senate, about which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky (Mr. Grey] seeks informa- 
tion. From the current of remark which has 
fallen from the honorable gentleman, I fear that 
that bill, on its passage through this body, may 
be prejudiced. {am prepared to meet every ob- 
ection to the contract which was made by the 


| between Montgomery and Mobile, and I desire 
that the fullest investigation may be had upon 
this subject. I hope that the objection to the in- 
troduction of the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Grey] may be with- 
drawn, and give the gentleman from Kentucky, 


tract according to the recommendation of the 
Postmaster General, the fullest opportunity for 
| investigation. 
The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn 
upon the pe made by the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Harris ?] 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
| tucky [Mr. Grey] asks the House to excuse him 

from further service on the Committee on the Post 

Office and Post Roads. . 

Mr. OLDS. May I be allowed one word? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, and 
unanimous consent alone. ` 

Mr. OLDS. I think I can explain this matter 
to the satisfaction of the House. j 
| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
| Ohio have the unanimous consent of the House 
to make an explanation? 

Mr. GREY. I object, unless the resolutions 
are read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions have been 
already read twice. j 

Mr. OLDS. I was about to suggest that the 


|i Post Office and Post Roads. [ think that the 
whole matter is susceptible of explanation, if the 
resolutions will be allowed to take that direction. 
| The SPEAKER. The question now before the 
| House is, ‘Shall the gentleman from Kentucky 
| (Mr. Grey] be excused from further service on 
the Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads?” 
The question was then taken; and there were— 
ayes 50, noes not counted. i 
The SPEAKER. The number voting in the 
| affirmative is less than a majority of a quorum. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand tellers. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I desire to 
lask the Speaker the question whether debate 


| upon the request to be excused is now in order? 
The SPEAKER. Debate isnot in orderuponit. 


| Mr. WENTWORTH. When the question 


| House was not divided. 
| The SPEAKER. The House did divide; but 
before the Chair announced the result, tellers 
were demanded on the proposition to. excuse the 
| gentleman from Kentucky. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH. Butis not the ques- 
tion of excusing debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vai, and 
Jones of Louisiana, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
|| reported—ayes 86, noes 37. ` 
| So the. House agreed to excuse the gentleman 


I ask it, sir, from no bad feelings, nor in any | 


ostmaster General with the present contractors. 


|| who seems opposed to an extension of this con- | 


resolutions be referred to the Committee on the | 


was taken‘on the demand to be excused, the || 


from Kentucky 


Mr. STANTON. ‘Will the gentleman: from 
Ohio then give me an opportunity to’ ask. the 
unanimous consent ofthe House to.allow.me to 
make a report from a committee, simply’ for-the 
purpose of reference? I desire to do so now, asf 
am obliged to leave the city shortly. 
Mr. OLDS. Such being the case, 
gentleman for a moment. ` 
Mr STANTON. Ithen ask: the unanimoug 
consent of the House to make a report. i 
Mr. EDGERTON. I must say that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is not authorized to yield: the 
floor; and I feel it my duty to call for the regular 
order of business. : 
The SPEAKER. As objection is made, the 
report cannot be received, The gentleman from 
Ohio is entitled to the floor. E 


INCREASE OF POSTAGE. | 
Mr. OLDS. Laminstructed bythe Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to report the 
bill which L send up to the Clerk’s desk. I desire 
to call the attention of the committee to the réad- 
ing of the bill. I design to have it read through. 
he bill was then read a firat and second time 
by its title, as follows: ama 
A bill further to amend an act entitled “ An act 
to reduce and modify the rates of postage in the 

United States, and for other purposes,” passed 

March 3, 1851, and an act amendatory thereto, 

i| passed August 30, 1852. 

The following is the bill in extenso: 

A bill further to amend the act entitled “An act to reduce 
and modify the rates of postage in the United States, and 
for other purposes,” passed March 3, 1851, and the act 
amendatory thereto, passed August 30, 1852. : 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of America in. Congress assembled, 

That from and after the commencement of the next fiscal 

quarter after the passage of this dct, in lieu of the rates. of 

ostage now established by law, there shall be charged the 

‘ollowing.rates, to wit: ' a 
For every single letter in manuscript, or paper of any 

kind in which information shall be asked for or communi- 

eated in writing, or by marks or signs, conveyed in the mail 
for any distance between places in the United States not 
exceeding three thousand. miles, five cents;, and: for any 
distance exceeding three thousand miles, ten cents. For 
every such letter or paper when conveyed wholly or in part 
by sea, and to or from a foreign country, for any distance 
not exceeding three thousand miles, the ocean’ postage 
| shali be: five cents, and for any distance exceeding: three 

thousand miles, such ocean postage shall be ten, cente- 
excepting, however, all cases where such postaged have 
been, or shall be, adjusted at different rates by postal 
treaty or convention already concluded or: hereafter to ‘be 
made—and for a double letter there shall be charged double 
the rate above specified; and for a treble letter, treble those 
rates; and for a quadruple letter, quadruple those rates; 
| and every letter or parcel not exceeding half an ounce in 
weight shall be deemed a single letters and every additional 
weight of half an ounce, or additional weight of tess than 
half an ounce, shall be charged with an additional. single 
postage; and upon all letters passing through or in the mail 
of the United States, 
country, the postages as above specified shall be prepaid ; 
and from and after the first day of January, 1855; such pre- 
payment shall be by stamps; and all drop letters, or letters 
placed in any post office not for transmission through the 
mail, but for delivery only, shall be charged with. postage 
at the rate of one cent each; and all letters which shall 
hereafter be advertisad.as remaining. over, or uncalled for 
in any post office, shall be charged with one cent eachin 
addition to the regular postage, both to be accounted for as 
| other postages now are. © ae 

| SEC. 2...And be it further enacted, That 80 much-of the 

| second section of añn act entitled “Anact to amend the 

| act entitled ‘An act to reduce and modify the rates of post- 
| age in the United States, and for other purposes,’ ”” passed 
| August 30, 1852, asisin these words, viz: And when the 
postage upon any newspaper or periodical is paid quarterly 
| or yearly in advance, at the office where the said periodi- 
f cal or newspaper is delivered, ox is paid yearly or quarterly 


| in advance, at the office where the same is mailed, and 
i evidence of such payment igfurnished to the office of deliv- 
i ery in such manner as the Post Office Department shall by 
! general regulations prescribe, one half of said rates only 
| Shall be charged,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

IL” Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all acts or parts 
| of acts which come in conflict with the provisions of this 
|; act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

t 


Mr. OLDS. A week ago last Monday, when 
| we were about acting upon the bill increasing the 
i compensation of postmasters in the United States, 
| L indicated to the House that I was willing to vote 
| for increasing the rates of postage to a sufficient 


I yield to the - 


except such as are from a foreign” 
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amount to defray the expenses of the Department. 
Appeals were then made to me to move such a 
provision as an amendment to that bill. {did not 
do it then because I thought it better to allow each 
bill to stand upon its own merits; and I did not 
wish to have that bill trammeled by connecting it 
with any other question. But such was the ex- 
pression of the House at that time, and such were 
my own pledges to the House, that I felt it to be 
my duty to bring the matter before the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. I did bring it 
before that committee, and they have instructed 
me to report the bill which has just been read at | 
the Clerk’s desk. 

At the time to which I have alluded, there was 
a very general expression in the House that some- 
thing should be done upon this subject: immedi- 
ately. 1 therefore propose to take up this bill at 
this time, and ask the House to put it wpon its 
passage. I want it either to be passed or rejected 
by the House. 

I shail not make any extended argument upon 
the subject at this time, reserving to myself the 
right to answer such objections as may be raised 
in the privilege which I shall have of closing the 
debate upon the bill. I shall, therefore, at this 
time, content myself with stating some of the pe- | 
culiar features of the bill, and in giving the facts | 
and figures which recommend the bill to the favor- | 
able consideration of the House. 

I commence, Mr. Speaker, by stating to the 
House that it is necessary that we should do one 
of two things: either that we should abandon the 
idea of making the Post Office Departinent a self- 
sustaining Department, and make itabsolutely and 
unconditionally a charge upon the General Treas- 
ury of the country, or to raise the rates of post- 
age to something near the point which will make 
the Post. Office Department a self-sustaining De- 
partment of the Government. 

Now, sir, as long as this Department contains 
neither the one thing nor the other—as long as it 
is neither a self-sustaining Department, nor thrown 
upon the General ‘Treasury, it operates peculiarly 
hard upon the rural districts of the country. The 
cities and the eastern States receive no detriment 
from it, for their postal facilities are fixed, their 
postal arrangements are perfected and secured to 
them; but not so with the rural districts. You 
have at this time a deficit in your post office reve- 
nue of more than $2,000,000, in consequence of 
the reduction of the rates of postage. And when 
any gentleman, representing a western or a south- 
ern constituency, goes to the Postmaster General 
and aska him to increase the mail facilities in his 
section of the country, or asks him to establish a 
new post office in his district, he is met with the 
answer that there are no funds under the control | 
of the Department for such increased facilities; 
that the Post Office Department is crippled, and 
that the Department cannot either establish new 
post offices or increase the mail facilities until 
there are funds provided for that purpose. 

Now, if you will abandon entirely the idea of 
making the Post Office Departmenta self-sustaining 
Department of the Government—if you will do 
away with your postages altogether, and allow | 
your mail matter to go free through the mail 
at the expense of the Government, let the Post | 
Office Department be a charge upon the general 
‘Treasury, just the same asthe Warand the Navy | 
Departments are; then the Postmaster General | 
will understand that he can establish new post | 
offices or increase the, mail facilities whenever the | 
wants of the community may require it. But if; 
you are to have the Post Office Department a self- | 
sustaining Department, then you should raise your 
postages to a point that will give that Department 
an amount of revenue sufficient to meet the wants į 
of the service, and to enable the Postmaster Gen- | 
eral to provide such increased postal facilities as | 
are needed in the rural districts of the country. I 
wish to make my appeal directly to western and 
southern gentlemen, for I expect the Representa- 


lives, from the cities of New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, and Baltimore, and perhaps the New Eng- | 
land and the Atlantic States to vote against the | 
bill, because the cheap postage of the country re- | 
sults to the benefit of the commercial men of yoar | 
jarge commercial cities, i 
Mr. FULLER. Do not include the State of | 
Maine. | 
Mr. OLDS. I am glad to accept the delegation | 
7 : : ae 
from Maine, I hope they will be found voting | 


with me. They may be considered as belonging 
to the rural districts of the country. ; 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that it | 
is not personal to him. It is not personal to any 
member on this floor; but I can say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania what I said to one of her 
Representatives the other day, when I spoke of 
the propriety of passing this bill. He said, ‘* You 
are right, and I hope that you may succeed in the 
effort, but it is against the interest of my constit- 
uents, and therefore you must not expect my vote 
for it.”? Texpect that the gentleman, being a Rep- 
resentative from the city of Philadelphia, will vote 
against the bill because itdoes not inure to the in- 
terest of his constituents; yet I hope that he will 
have the honesty and candor to admit on this floor 
that the measure is right, and ought to receive the 
sanction of the House. i 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. F would be : 
glad if the gentleman would name the member | 
from Pennsylvania to whom he has referred. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope that the gentleman 
will yield me the floor for a moment. 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. I always hear my 
friend with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I want to be convinced that 
a reduction or increase of the postage will inure to 
the advantage of anybody, or even to the Treasury : 
of the United States, to make the Department a 
self-sustaining machine, before I vote todo so. I 
think, however, that the gentleman expressed my 
sentiment. I am very much afraid, indeed, that | 
he will not be able to convince me that the bill is | 
right, because I cannot see the difference between | 
a self-sustaining establishment in regard to the | 
Navy, the Army, or the Post Office. Still, I have 
been listening very attentively to the gentleman, | 
and if he convinces me that his measure is just 
and right, and that my constituents are likely to 
be advantaged by it, he knows very well that I 
shall vote for it. Lam very much afraid he can- 
not do so. 

Mr. OLDS. It is an old adage— 

** A man convinced against his will, 
Is of the same opinion still 3” 
and I am afraid that it is so with my friend from 
Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] i 

It is not my purpose on this occasion, Mr. | 
Speaker, to say that it is not right to abandon the | 
policy of making the Post Office Department a 
self-sustaining Department. I might, perhaps, | 
agree to the peculiar view of my friend from Penn- | 
sylvania, that he ought to abandon the idea of | 
making it a self-sustaining one, and to throw it, 
as you do the Army and Navy, on the Treasury 
of the United States. It is not my purpose either 
to say that it should not bea self-sustaining De- 
partment of the Government; but } do say that | 
you should do either the one thing or the other, 
for as long as you pretend to receive a revenue | 
from the mails of the United States sufficient to 
support the mail facilities of the country, just so 
long will the Postmaster General feel himself com- 
pelled, from the necessity of the case, to deny 
mail facilities in the sparsely settled districts of | 
the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is an easy matter for us ! 
to ascertain what is the revenue point for post- | 
ages; and let me say, before I proceed to that; 
point, that the argument constantly used on this | 
floor and elsewhere, that in Great Britain there is 
cheap postage, and the Post Office Department | 
not only sustains itself, but affords a revenue to 
the country, is not applicable to this matter, or, | 
if applicable, the same rate of postage cannot ob- | 
tain here that does there, and still have the Post | 
Office a self-sustaining Department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Look, if you please, sir, at the Island of Great 
Britain, with a territory no larger that the State | 
of New York, she has a population larger than 
the whole United States. It does not cost her: 
more to transport the mails throughout the whole | 
Island, than it costs the United States to transport Í 
our mails through the State of New York alone. 
And yet the revenue derived by Great Britain 
from her Post Office Department, is more than 
equal of the revenue of the Post Office Department | 
of the United States. Yon cannot, therefore, ex- | 
pect that the same rates of postage can obtain here | 
as in Great Britain, and our Post Office Depart- | 
ment be a self-sustaining one. The penny postage 
in Great Britain, which isa two cent postage, is | 
fully as adequate to sustain the post office depart- 


ment of that country, as.a five cent postage is to 
sustain the Post Office Department of this coun- 
try, and other things being equal, a five cent post- 
age in this country is as moderate and just, as isa 
two cent postage in the Island of Great Britain. 
Now, sir, what is the revenue point for post- 
ages? It is easily ascertained. It will be recollected 
that up to the commencement of the year 1846, 
the maximum rate of postage on letters was 
twenty-five cents; and what was the revenue 
derived under that rate of postage? In 1841 the 
revenue of the Post Office Department was 
$4,407,000; in 1842 it was $4,546,000; in 1843 it 
was $4,229,000; in 1844 it was $4,237,000; in 1845 
it was $4,289,000. Thus for the five years pre- 
ceeding the reduction of postage from the maxi- 
mum rate of twenty-five cents, the revenue of the 
Department averaged $4,250,000. In 1845, you 
reduced the postages to five and ten cents; and 
what was the revenue of the Department from 
that time until the taking effect of the law of 1851, 
by which you reduced the postages to three and 


five cents? In 1846 it was $3,388,000, being a 


reduction for the first year of nearly three quarters 
of a million’of dollars; in 1847 it was $4,161,000, 
coming up to within less than a quarter of a mil- 
lien of dollars of the maximum receipts under 
the twenty-five cents postage; in 1848 it was 
$4,705,000, being an increase at five and ten cents 
on the highest receipts under the twenty-five cent 
postages; in 1850 it was $5,499,000; in 1851, be- 
ing the last year of the five and ten cent postages, 
it was $6,410,000, being an increase of nearly two 
millions of dollars over the maximum receipts 
under the twenty-five cent postages. 

Mr. SKELTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio, if he will not consent to allow this 
bill to be postponed to a day certain. It isa bill 
of too much importance to be acted on hastily, 
Lam satisfied thatwe need some reform in the 
Post Office Department, and I should like to have 
an opportunity of presenting amendments to this 

ill. 

Mr. OLDS. When I have concluded my re- 
marks, I shall have no objection to the postpone- 
ment of the bill to a day certain. 

Mr. SKELTON. Then by all means let it be 
postponed. 

Mr. OLDS. Before the flooris taken from me 
to move to proceed to business upon the Speak- 
er’s table, I desire the Clerk to enter the motion to 
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAGE. Thisis avery important bill which 
I desire to have printed. 

Mr. OLDS. When a motion is made to post- 
pone to a day certain, a motion to print will then 
be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to print will not 
now be in order. 

Mr. OLDS. Attheconclusion of my remarks, 
I will yield to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Pace] to move to postpone the bill toa day 
certain, and to print. I am sure that every gen- 
tleman will feel an anxiety to print this bill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. [have been 
for some time a party to these postponements to a 
day certain; but so far, when a bill has come up 
on the day of postponement, it has been post- 
poned to still another day. When we postpone 
a bill to a day certain, I desire it to come up on 
that day, when reached. i 

Mr. OLDS. I will say, that the bill can be 
printed in the Glabe to-morrow morning, so as to 
give members an opportunity of examining it, 
without postponing it to a day certain, 

I have shown what the revenues of the Post 
Office Department were under the reduction of 
postage that took place in consequence of the act 
of 1845. For the fiscal years 1852, 1853, we were 
under the operation of the law that was passed 
on the 3d of March, 1851, by which postage was 
reduced to three cents for prepaid, and five cents 
for unpaid letters. 

Let me call the attention of the House to the 
revenues of the Department under this condition of 
things. In 1852 the revenues were $5,184,000— 
being a reduction of more than one and a quarter 
million of dollars. If the increase of Jetters had 
been commensurate with the reduction of postage, 
there should have been no loss of this million and 
a quarter of dollars—at all events the second year 
should have come up to the former revenue. But 
in 1853 the revenue was only $5,240,724, being 
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an incrense of less than $50,000 over the previous 
year, not more than equal to the increaséd buši- 
ness of the country over that of the previous year. 
I use this as an argument to show that your rates 
of three and five cents have reduced the postage 
of the country belów the revenue point, and that 
the five and ten cent rates is the ‘true revenue 
point as shown from these figures. If you desire, 
then, to make the: Post Office Department a self- 
sustaining Department of the Government, you 
have facts and figures before you so that you can- 
not err in coming to the true revenue point. 

I will now point out the changes which the 
committee propose to make in the postages of the 
country. Your postage upon letters now, any- 
where under three thousand miles, is three cents 
where prepaid, and five cents where unpaid. We 


propose to make the rate of postage, prepaid, for | 


any distance under three thousand miles, just 
what it is now upon unpaid letters. It is not an 
increase of postage upon unpaid letters, but it is 


to make the rate five cents, what it is now upon’ 


unpaid letters, and require prepayment. Some 
gentlemen ask me why we require the postage to 
be prepaid in stamps? The reason why we re- 
quire this postage to be prepaid in stamps instead 
of money is, that the finance bureau of the De- 
partment, under this arrangement, will have a 
complete check upon the postmasters of the coun- 
try. What checks and balances have you now? 
Nothing in the world but your post-bills. These 
go from the small post offices in the country to 
the distributing post offices, and from thence to 
the General Post Office. Now, I venture the as- 


sertion, that if you take the whole clerical force in | 


the whole Post Office Department, and, in addi- 
tion, if you take every person employed under 
the control of the Auditor of the Post Office De- 

artment, I venture the assertion that they cannot 
balarice the accounts, by meang of these post-bills, 
between one single postinaster of the country and 
the Department, under the present system. 

Why, sir, there are no checks at all now. The 
Postmaster General himself acknowledges the 
fact in his report made to us at the commencement 
of this Congress. But the moment thatthe law 
requires the postage on letters to be prepaid by 
stamps, then you have a perfect check on every 
postmaster in the country. It would be the most 
perfect system of checks and balances that could 
possibly be adopted. , 

I may be told that it would be a great inconve- 


nience to the general public, and that it cannot be | 
expected that gentlemen are to be always prepared | 


with postage stamps. Why, sir, it is not requi- 
site that they should be always provided with post- 
age stamps. If the gentleman from Maine, who 
sets by me, for instance, has no postage stamp 
to prepay his letter with, he has five cents to 
pay for one. He goes to the postmaster of his 
town, hands to him the letter and the five cents, 
and the postmaster affixes the stamp. Then 
when. this system is enforced, there is a ‘sufficient 
check between the country postmasters and the 
Post Office Department. 
the prepayment of letters is not to take effect un- 
til the first of January next, for the purpose of 
enabling the Postmaster General to provide for the 
issue of a new set of stamps,and to put them into 
the hands of deputy postmasters. Whether the 
postage remain at three cents, or be fixed at five 
cents, it is important to require prepayment, and 
that the. prepayment be in stamps. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the next change proposed 
in this bill is in regard to ocean postage. Your 
committee have felt constrained to take that sub- 
They have been 
instracted to do so by the resolutions of this 
House, and by resolutions referred to them from 
the different State Legislatures. And your com- 
mittee saw no good reason why you should charge 
twenty cents for the transportation of a letter three 
thousand miles by water, and only five cents for 
the transportation of a letter three thousand miles 
by iand. Your committee could see no good 
reason why you should charge anything more for 
the transportation of a letter from New York to 
Liverpool, a distance of three thousand miles, 


i transportation of a letter | ope y 
thani youshoald for me tran Ne j| justly, and is wrong in itself, I propose that it 


from Boston to Mobile, or to New Orleans, or to 


Houston, Texas, or to the Territory of Minnesota; | 


Does it not cost Government just as much to trans- 
port a letter by land as it does to transport it by 
water? If therefore you charge twenty cents for 


The bill provides that | 


the one; there is no good reason why you should 
not make a like charge for the other. We pro- 
pose therefore to reduce the ocean postage to just 
the same as the cost by land. For instance, we 
propose that when the letters are conveyed three 
thousand miles, whether by land or water, the post- 
age shall be five cents, and where the distance is 
greater than three thousand miles, it shall be ten 
cents. Where you have an established postage 
agreed upon, by convention or treaty, between 
this and a foreign country, we do not. propose to 
disturb such arrangement; and where such con- 
vention or treaty may hereafter become necessary, 
we propose that the rates may be changed by 
such convention or treaty stipulation. But where 
you have no postal regulations or convention rate 
of postage, we propose that the postage shall be 
the same on the ocean as the postage on the land; 
and i hope I shall receive the support of my 
friend from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Frorences,] and 
the support of the gentlemen who represent 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and New Jer- 
sey, who are clamorous for cheap ocean postage. 
l say, I hope ! shall receive their support for thus 
much of the bill. As they are desirous and will- 
ing to reduce the ocean postage to the specific 
sum of five cents, | hope they will at the same 
time assist in raising the postage upon land trans- 
portation up to the same sum, knowing that it 
costs just as much to transport a letter by land as 
it does upon the ocean. 

Allow me for a few moments to call your atten- 
tion to the change which the committee recom- 
mend in relation to the postage on printed matter. 
The present rates are so unjust, that the Postmas- 
ter General has called the special attention of the 
committee to the subject. I will ask the Clerk to 
read the paragraph which I have marked in his 
communication, 

The Clerk read-as follows: 

« J deem it my duty to use the present occasion to bring 
to your notice the fact that the compensation of the postmas- 
ters at the small offices was considerably reduced by the 
operation of that provision of the ‘Act to amend the act 
entitled ‘An act to reduce and modify the rates of post- 
age, &c., approved August 30, 1852, whieh declares that, 
‘When the postage upon any newspaper or periodical is 
paid quarterly or yearly in advance at the office where the 
said periodical or newspaper is delivered, or is paid yearly 
or quarterly in advance. at the office where the same is 
mailed, and evidence of such payment is furnished to the 
office of delivery in such manneras the Post Office Depart- 
ment shall, by general regulations, prescribe, one half said 
rates only shall be charged.’ ‘This discount of fifty per cent. 
allowed for prepayment, inures chiefly to the benefit of the 
postmasters in the large towns and cities, where the pre- 
paymentis commonly made, and the country postmasters 


have to deliver the papers and periodicals without any 
compensation.’ 


Mr: OLDS. It will berecollected, Mr. Speaker, 
that when the actof the 30th of August, 1852, 
was under consideration, in which act the rate of 
postage upon newspapers and periodicals was 
modified, an effort was made, and successfully, in 
this House, to insert an amendment therein, sim- 
ilar to that referred to by the Postmaster General, 
It was afterwards inserted in the bill by the Sen- 
ate. It was maintained in this House, that that 
amendment would accrue to the benefit of pub- 
lishers of newspapers and periodicals in the large 
cities, and operate adversely to the interest of the 
country newspaper press. The bill went into the 
Senate, was amended there, and came back to this 
House near the close of the session, and we were 
obliged to take it as it was, with the amendment, 
or lose all the good which was contained in the 
other provisions of the bill. The House agreed 
to the amendment under those circumstances, and 
it became a law. . 

The Postmaster General-says it works great in- 
justice to the country post offices, and I call theat- 


tention of members of this House, who represent į 


rural districts, to-the fact that it does great injus- 
tice to the press, the newspapers of their districts. 
And here, again, | shall meet with opposition 
from gentlemen who represent the city press. 
They will oppose this change for the reason ex- 
pressed by my worthy friend from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Frorence,] and they, like him, will vo 
against it because it isa proposition which will not 
advance the interest of their immediate constitu- 
ents. Inasmuch as it operates unequally and un- 


shall be repealed. : i > 

But what is the justice of this reduction? What 
do you now charge for the transportation of 
periodicals through the mails? You charge for 


their transportation anywhere within the United’ 
States, even to California, one cent. for the first 
three ounces, and one cent for each -additionat 
founce. So it will be in this bill, if you repeal the 
clause to which I refer—which clause provides for: 
a deduction of fifty per cent. prepayment. “But € 
j as the law now stands, ‘you receive only half of: 
a cent for carrying three ounces of periodicals 
to California, and half a cent for each ‘additional- 
ounce. Do gentlemen know what the transpor+ 
tation cost the Government?- -The cost of trans- 
porting mail matter across the Isthmus alone is: ° 
twenty-four cents per pound—double the amount. 
which the Government receives for thé whole post- 
age upon periodicals going to the Pacific coaat. 
Is it not really worth a eent an ounce to carry’ 
such matter from here to California? And the: 
same in regard to newspapers. ‘Fake, for exam- 
ple, the Courier and Enquirer, of New York, 
which weighs between two and a` half and three 
ounces, and if this amendment, whichis proposed 
by the Post Office Committee, is adopted, you wilk 
carry that paper from New York to New Orleans, 
to Texas, and to San Francisco, for one cents 
whereas, under the present rate, the Government 
receives only half a cent, and one half of that goes 
either to the postmaster at New York or New 
Orleans. Is one cent too much? Is it more than 
it costs the Government, considering that oné half 
goes to the postmaster for delivery? Is ‘halfa 
cent per ounce too much to meet the expenses of 
transportation? . Can you ask the Government to 
do it for less?. Why, then, is it that you-have 
inserted this provision?..Why, sir, under, this 
provision, the publishers of papers'in New! York 
and Philadelphia can go with their newspapers 
and periodicals, to the little town in which | live 
at home, and get as many subscribers as can be 
obtained for the paper published in that town. 
Its operation is against the presses in the rural 
districts of the country, and every gentleman rep~ 
resenting one of the rural districts of the country 
is bound, in justice to his constituents, to vote for 
striking the provision out of the law which makes 
a redaction of fifty per cent. upon periodicals 
when they are paid in advance. If you can afford 
to carry these periodicals for half a cent for the 
first three ounces, and a half.a cent for each ad- 
ditional ounce, it would be much better to make 
that provision in the first place, and not make a 
law that the rate shall be one cent for the. first 
three ounces, and one cent. for every additional 
ounce, and then make.a further provision that 
there shall bea reduction of fifty per cent. in case 
of prepayment. * ap 

Mr. Speaker, | have no desire to do any in- 
justice to the city presses. I am willing to-do 
justice to the eastern States, and to the thickly- 
settled portions of the country; but when 1do 
justice to them, l also desire: to do justice to thé 
other parts of the country. But: I repeat, that 
there is no good reason why you should fix the. 
rate of postage upon the first three ounces at one. 
cent, and then provide for a reduction of fifty per- 
| cent., and 1 hope that provision of the existing: 
law will be stricken out. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the provisions of the 
bill; and they are all the changes it proposes to. 
make in the existing law. The effect of its pas- 
sage will be to increase the revenue of the Post. 
Office Department at least $2,500,000, as To can 
show from estimates which I have in my posses- 
sion. Pass this bill into a law, and provide that 
five cents shall be paid upon letters sent not 
more than three thousand miles, and ten cents for 
letters sent over that distance, and then when the 
gentleman from Georgia, or the gentleman from 
‘Alabama, or the gentleman. from Wisconsin, go to 
the Postmaster General to get him to establish 
some new. post office, or to ask him to increase 
| the mail service upon: some route in his district, 
he will not be met with the plea that there is no 
money in the treasury of the Department out of 
which the expenses of these increased facilities 
can be paid. ; 

Now, in conclusion, let me say to those gentle- 
men representing the eastern States, that their 
railroads and their ocean steamers are swallowing 
up all the revenues of the Post Office Department, 
and-that it is but justice to them to go for some 
provision which will give increased mail facilities 
to the rural districts of the country. pesa 

This is all I propose to say in relation to-this 
bill in its present stage. When the debate. upon 
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it shall have been closed, I shall avail myself of 
my right to reply to such objections as may have 
been raised against it. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I wish simply to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio this question: Whether, 
during the last ten months preceding the month 
of April, there has not been an increase of twelve 
hundred post offices in the country, and whether 
by the first of June next there will not be an in- 
crease of two thousand? If that be the case—if 
wecan increase two thousand each year, it appears 
to me that we are not so poor as the gentleman 
would make out. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
gentleman a question. Isnot the increase of which 
he speaks under a provision of the law which ex- 
pressly provides that the mail facilities shall not 

e diminished in consequence of the reduction of 
the postage and the diminution of the revenue? 
And is.not the deficiency of means supplied by a 
withdrawal of the money from the Treasury of 
the United States? 

Mr. OLDS. The act of the 3d March, 1851, 
in the sixth section, contains a provision that the 
compensation of postmasters shall not be reduced 
in consequence of the reduction which it makes in 
the postage of the country. The seventh section 
provides that the Postmaster General shall not do 
away with any post office or post route; that he 
shall give the same increase of mail facilities as 
though the act had not passed. Now, I will give 
the increase of postmasters for the satisfaction of 
the gentleman from Vermont. 

On the 30th of June, 1850, it was 18,417; on 
the 30th of June, 1851, it was 19,706; on the 30th 
of June, 1852, it was 20,009; on the ‘30th of June, 
1853, it was 22,320. 

And it will be recollected, Mr. Speaker, that 
the last Congress established nearly two thousand 
new post routes in the country, all of which called 
for new offices and ail of which would have had ser- 
vice and offices in accordance with the provision of 
the seventh section of the law of the 3d of March, 
1851, had it not been for the fact that the Postmas- 
ter General did not wish to cripple the revenues of 
his office by doing so. Now there are constant 
complaints by gentlemen representing the south- 
ern and western districts, that they cannotget their 
increased mail facilities. They cannot get their 
increase of post offices, because they are met by 
the Postmaster General with the declaration that 
the revenues of the Depariment are crippled. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Minois. Does the 
gentleman consider that a sufficient excuse on the 
part of the Postmaster General for denying these 
increased mail facilities ? 

Mr. OLDS. J answered that when I said that 
if you could entirely abandon the idea of making 
the Post Office Department a self-sustaining one, 
and make it a charge on the Treasury, justas you 
do your Army and Navy, then no Postmaster 
General would feel himself crippled. But until 
you do that, you, Mr. Speaker, and the gentle- 
man from Illinois, will find that it will be a ery 
raised on the stump, as well as here, against the 
Postmaster General, that the expenditures of the 
Department are $2,500,000 over and above there- 
ceipts. Fie will feel himself bound to keep the 
expenditures down in consequence of this cry 
being constantly made against him. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor, but 
yielded to 

Mr. COBB, who said: If the gentleman will 
allow me, as there are buta few minutes before 
the expiration of the morning hour, I will move 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Unjon. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania consents, I will submit a |! 
3 


report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr.CHANDLER. It was my desire to reply 
to some remarks of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, but as itis 
likely that the subject is to come up again, I will 
yield to what appears to be the inclination of gen- 
tlemen. But before I take my seat, I desire to 
express the hope that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary [Mr. Sranron, of Ten- 
nessee] may be allowed to report one or two bills 
which are absolutely necessary. 1 now take my 
seat, considering that I shail be entitled to the floor 
when the subject again comes up. 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, by unani- | 


mous consent, from the Committee on the Ju- 
dicary, reported ‘a bill to modify the judicial 
system of the United States;”? which was read a 
first and second time by its title. i : 

Mr. S. said: My object in reporting that bill 
is to have it printed in order that the House may 
see and understand it. It is a bill of great im- 
portance, and may require some attention. 1 pro- 
pose to recommit it to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and that it be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to my colleague that the better way would be to 
let it be referred to the Committee of the Whole ; 
on the state of the Union, and printed. 

Mr. STANTON. I think it would be better to 
keep it pending during the morning hour. 

Mr. JONES. A bill of this importance, and 
that requires action, can certainly be taken up at 
almost any time. 

The question was then taken on Mr. SrantTon’s 
motion; and it was agreed to, 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the bill reported by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be made the special order for this 
day week, and be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can only be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. ; 

Mr. SAGE. Would a motion to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill be in order ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to postpone to a ` 
day certain would be in order. i 

Mr. PHELPS. Is therenot a motion pending | 
to refer the billto the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? i | 

The SPEAKER. Thereis. i 

Mr. OLDS. I hope, if the consideration of the | 
bill is postponed at all, it will be put off for four | 
weeks, as | am under the necessity of going home. f 
l will consent to a motion to postpone it for four | 
weeks. | 
Mr. SAGE. Then I move thatthe further con- |! 

| 


sideration ofthe bill be postponed for four weeks, | 
and that it be printed. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- || 
sylvania (Mr. Cuanpier] is entitled to the floor | 
upon this subject. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia will probably yield the floor to allow the bill 
to be postponed, i 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair mentions the fact | 
because the floor cannot be taken from the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania for any such purpose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield the floor to enable 
the motion to postpone to be made. 

Mr. SAGE. _ I then move that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed till this day | 
four weeks, and that it be printed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will withdraw that motion fora mo- | 
ment. 

Mr. SAGE, I will do so, if the gentleman will 
renew it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will renew it, 

Mr. SAGE. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the consideration of | 
the bill will not be postponed, but that it will be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union. It seems to me that we have | 
swapped the devil for a witch. [Laughter.] We || 
have at last got rid of the Committee on Public | 
Lands, and now the Committee on the Post Of- i 
fice and Post Roads are trying to put all their 
bills upon their passage. I hope we shall have | 
no more postponements. I now renew the mo- | 
tion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SAGE, On that motion I call the previou 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone is | 
not debatable, and, in fact, the previous question 
would cut off that motion. 

Mr. SAGE. Then 1 withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sace’s 
motion, (as renewed by Mr. Lereuer;) and it 
was agreed to. 

GRADUATION BILL. 

Mr. COBB. I believe thatit is the general dis- 
position of the House to go on with and pass the 
graduation bill; and I therefore move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| have offered. 


Union. 
Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will withdraw |! 


that motion, and allow me to move to postpone the 
consideration of the special order for one hour. 

Mr. COBB. Ob, no; we can get through with 
the billin thirty minutes. No one is disposed to 
speak on the subject for more than five or ten 
minutes. 4 

Mr. UPHAM. Is itin order for me to present 
a report from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads? , 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order until the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama has been 
disposed of. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cozs’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. FuLLER 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being House bill (No. 1) ‘te 
encourage agriculture, commerce, manufactures, 
and all other branches of industry, by granting ta 
every man who is the head of a family, and a 
citizen of the United States, a homestead of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land out of the public 
domain, upon condition of occupancy and culti- 
vation of the same for the period herein specified, 
and to graduate and reduce the price of the public 
lands.” 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending 
question was on the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Cogs] to amend the seventh 
section by striking out “one dollar” and insert- 
ing ‘ sixty-two and a half cents” in lieu thereof. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw that amendment. 

Mr. LILLY. I desire to offer an amendment 


i| at the end of the seventh section. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
already pending, proposed by the gentleman from 
Ulinois, (Mr. BissEtx,] to strike out the words 
‘Sone dollar’? and insert in lieu thereof “ ninety 
cents.’? 

Mr. BISSELL. I will withdraw that am 
ment, if there be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then recurs 
upon the motion to strike out the remainder of the 
seventh section. 

Mr. LILLY. I propose to add at the end of 
the seventh section, the following proviso: 

Nor to any public Jands lying within fifteen miles of 


end- 


an 
i| railroad, which has heen or hereafter may be constructed, 


either in whole or in part, 
Congress. 


The proviso to this section reads ag follows: 


‘ Provided, This section shall not be so construed as to 
extend to lands reserved to the United States, in acts grant- 
ing land to States for railroad or other internal improve- 
ments, or to mineral lauds held at over $1 25 per acre,” 


by donations of public lands by 


I understand gentlemen who are in favor of 
these railroad grants to make an argument of this 
kind: That the alternate sections of land reserved 
are worth double the price now that they were be- 
fore the reservations were made, and that those 
lands which were in market at $1 25 per acre, 
previous to the passage of these railroad bills, are 
now worth $2 50 per acre. And not only so, but 
gentlemen have said that lands fifteen or twenty 
miles remote from these railroads, are greatly en- 
hanced in value, and brought into market. “The 
proviso which I have offered reserves lands for 
fifteen miles from the operation of this section— 
thus securing the benefit which these gentlemen 
say will accrue to the United States. According 


|| to the provisions of the bill as it now stands, those 


lands which are seven miles, or just without the 
alternate sections, if they have been in market for 


|| thirty years, will be sold for twelve and a half 
| Cents per acre. 
i| proviso [ have offered is, that the United States 


The object I have in view in the 


shall have the full benefit of any improvement. in 
the price of lands, whether they are within six 
miles of the reserved sections or not. JT hopegen- 
tlemen who are in favor of these railroad bills, will 
have no objection to the adoption of the proviso I 
It is designed by the proviso, that 
the United States shall have the benefit of any in- 
erease in the price of the lands within fifteen miles 
of the railroads which may be constructed by 
grants of public lands. 

Mr. COBB. I do not want to occupy the time 
of the committee for more than two or three min- 
utes on this amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, as my object is to get this bill out of 
the way of the other business waiting for action. 
If the gentleman from New Jersey will examine 
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the bill, he will find that there is a proviso which 
renders his amendment in part unnecessary. It 
provides to except the lands resérved to the United 
States, or those given to the States for railroad or 
other purposes, for internal improvements, or the 
mineral lands. held at $1 25 per-acre. 

Mr. LILLY. ‘I ask the gentleman how far that 
proviso’ extends? 

Mr. COBB. Just as far as the laids extend. 
T shall make no formal speech now in reply to the 
gentleman’s argument; but I hope his amend- 
ment will not pass, but that the committee will go 
on with the bill. I have beén preparing to make 
® speech on this subject, which I would like to 
deliver; but for the sake of progressing with the 
business in the House, I am willing to forego the 
opportunity of doing so, and will wait till I get 
home, when I will give it to my constituency. 
{Laughter.}] I shall retain that speech; it is a 
good one. I hope the amendment offered by the 
gentleman frorn New Jersey will not be adopted. 

The question was taken; and the antendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 
the following amendment. 

In the seventeenth line of the seventh section, 
strike out the words ‘subject to sale at twelve 
and a half cents per acre,” and insert ‘ shall be 
ceded to‘the States in which they lie.” 

T presume, Mr. Chairman, that there is no que¥- 
tion which so much divides the Democratic party 
of this country, as this public land question. So 
jong as the Congress of the United States shalt 
have the control of the public lands, so long will 
the Democratic party not be a unitin this coun- 
try. It has been the policy of one of the most dis- 
tinguished statesmen belonging to that party to 
which we belong—and a gentleman whose views 
were certainly more Democratic, at least, I think 
so, than any of the statesmen who have lived under 
the Constitution of the United States—I mean Mr. 
Calhoun, of South Carolina. It was his policy, 
a cherished policy of his life, to get rid of the 
question of the public lands, by ceding them to 
the States in which they lie, under some condition 
or other. 

It strikes me that the amendment which I pro- 
pose is one which the gentlemen of the southern 
States, at least, who cherish the memory and prin- 
ciples of Mr. Calhoun, cannot object to. After 
lands have been in market for some twenty-five 
years, and when they cease to be worth twenty- 
five cents per acre, it seems to me that it would be 
the true policy of the Government of the United 
States to yield them to the States in which they 
lie. That would be, I say, the true policy of the 
Government, not only upon principle but as a 
matter of economy. If lands are not worth more 
than twelve and a half cents per acre, why, it 
would cost more to keep up your Land Office, and 
to sell them, than the revenue which would be 
produced by the sale of them. 

True, Mr. Chairman, it would take a long time 
thirty years—to get rid of this public land ques- 
tion in Congress, under the proposition which I 
have submitted.. But Congress would get rid of 
itin that time, and it would be far better that this 
should be done, rather than that the question 
should continue to dividethe Democratic party of 
this country. ; 

Mr. DISNEY. The propositions that have 
been made to amend the original bill are, in my 
opinion, all of them bad, but the proposition of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Jones,] as I 
understand it, is infinitely worse. 

This is not the occasion, but I shall avail my- 
self of an early opportunity to address the House 
at length in regard to our policy in reference to the 
public domain. But let me say here in general 
terms, that the House is generally laboring under 
a grievous error in regard to the true history of 
the action of Congress in relation to the public 
domain, 

This bill as it stands ought to be entitled—for 
-such will be its inevitable effect—‘¢ A bill to retard 
the settlement of the frontiers of the country,” 
because, as I remarked yesterday, the demand 


I propose to offer 


for the public domain is of necessity and of itself 
limited inamount, So if you hold out inducements 
to settle the older of the land States of the Union, 
by cheapening the price of the land therein, you 
prevent emigration to the newer parts of the 
country. Butif the present policy of the coun- 
try is insisted on, and adhered to, you will people 
the wilderness, and cause to mingle ina few years, 
| the population of the Pacific with that of the Atlan- 
tic coast. If you resist that progress and change 
the present land policy, and depart from the princi- 
ple which has been heretofore pursued, you will 
change the entire system of things, and bring back 
the Government to the policy of disposing of the 
lands of the older States of the Union first—I re- 
peat it, you will arrest the settlement of the newer 
portions of the public domain. 

Now, [ heard a gentleman yesterday illustrating, 
| the position of the Government in regard to the 
| public lands, by comparing it to the case of prop- 
j erty held by the churches of the middle ages in 
England. Gentlemen who talk thus are too well 
informed seriously to insist upon an illustration 
or parallel of that sort. That was a case where 
the ecclesiastical power of the country overshad- 
| owed and pressed down the yeomanry of the 
country. 

Complaints were made of the same sort, and 


| from the same quarter, of the grasping power of 
the General Government in regard to the public | 
i domain. [Ís thattrue? Do the facts sustain the! 
| charge? Has not the Government, on the con- | 
| trary, been liberal in the extreme in this respect? | 
i Look at your preémption laws. Why, sir, but 
| the other day this House passed a bill absolutely 
making a free and naked gift of land to actual 
settlers upon the public domain. And yet gentle- 
| men, who are in favor of this bill, stand up here 
and talk about the overbearing power and the 
grasping disposition of this Government in regard 
to the public lands. 

Sir, this question connected with the disposition 
| of the public domain: is, as I understand it, en- 
| tirely misunderstood by very many gentlemen 
upon this floor. Congress has not heretofore 
voted away, as donations and as naked gifts, 
large portions of the public domain; but, as J 
| shal} undertake to show, and shall show conclu- 
| sively from’the records of the country, the amount 
thus voted away is exceedingly limited—not ex- 
ceeding fifty thousand acres, instead of the hun- 
| dreds of millions of acres, as asserted by a gentle- 
man the other day. All+these things i shall notice 
in proper time. 

I now come back to this bill. Its effect will be 
| to retard the settlement of the frontier of our 
country. It will prevent the extension of those 
i settlements, and limit them to those portions of 
the public domain which lie within the older land 
States of the Union. That policy, in my judg- 
ment, is unwise, and ought not to be sustained by 
this House. I showed yesterday, and showed 
| conclusively, that in 1828, according to a report į 
from the General Land Office, fifty millions of 
acres of the public land remained unsold, which 
| had been in market for a long period of time; and 
| yet, in 1840—only twelve years subsequent to the 
| date of that statement—nineteen million two hun- 
| dred and seventeen thousand six hundred and forty 
‘one of these same fifty millions—barely exceed- 
|! ing one third of the quantity—had been sold fora 
! sum exceeding the amount estimated as the value 
of the whole in 1828. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Jonzs, of Louisiana; and it | 
was not agreed to. 

Mr.SKELTON. Imovetoamend in the tenth 
line by striking out the word “twenty,” and insert- 
ing the word ‘‘twenty-five,”’ so that the clause 
may read: 

‘ And all of the lands of the United States that shall have 
! heen in market for twenty-five years or upwards, as afore- | 
enid, and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at 
fifty cents per acre.” à 

Mr. Chairman, the bill which we have now | 
| under consideration, I believe to be one of great | 
Il importance to thecountry. The principle involved į 


in it is, to my mind, the sameas that 'involyé 
the bill called the homestead bill. The main ób- 
ject of both of these bills is’ to-secure, as rapidly 
as possible, the settlement and ‘cultivation of the 
public lands. ‘This is an object which will be 
conceded by every American citizen as highly de- 
sirable to attain; and I am astonished to find’that 
many of the Representatives from the new States 
from the States in which these lands are located- 
should object to the passage of this bH, = * 
The honorable chairman of the Committee ‘oh 
Public Lands, who-has just taken his seat, [Mr. 
Disney,] says the effect of the passage of this bill 
will be to prevent the settlement upon the public 
lands which have come into market ‘at a later 
period upon the remote frontiers of the country. 
That will be its effect to some extent, it’ is: true; 
but I ask gentlemen representing the States ‘in 
which the lands to which this bill principally ap» 
plies, whether it is not for thé interest of: their 
constituents that these lands should be’settled' as 
rapidly as. possible? Is it not for their interest 
that these lands, which are ‘now an uncultivated 
wilderness, should become peopled by hardy and 
industrious settlers? Baca Nene oaths 
Sir, the argument of the gentleman: from Ohio, 
to my mind, has no weight at all... The object of 
the Government, in disposing of its piblic lane; 
should be to secure their speedy settlemen 
whether it be of lands which have,been in the 
market a long or a short time. This bill will, in 
my opinion, promote that object; because it will 
secure the settlement and cultivation of the waste 
lands of the country. Calculate for a moment 
what would be the effect of cultivating these lands 
which have been in the market twenty or thirt 
years. Let them be put under cultivation, an 
how many crops would it take to pay the price 
for them at $1 25 per acre? How many years 
would it require? Why, sir, every crop would 
pay ten times over the amount the General Gov- 
ernment will get for them; ahd’ if, inthe last 
twenty years, while these lands “have been lying 
an uncultivated waste, they had been under culti- 
vation, the benefit which would have resulted 
therefrom is incalculable; it is a hundred times 


over the value’ of the lands to the Government, 
Hence it should be the object of every man to sey 
cure the cultivation and settlement of these lands 
as rapidly as possible., nii | jae 

But the gentleman tells us that by-this bill you 
will not get the lands taken up as rapidly‘as:would 
otherwise be the case; that the lands upon your 
frontiers will not be taken: Now, sir, there are 
many persons in the older States who have not 
the means of taking themselves and families to the 
frontier settlements, who would very gladly avail 
themselves of the opportunity of settling upon 
some of these lands, if the price were reduced 
within their means to purchase. 

But again, the effect of this bill will beto attract 
and draw off many who otherwise would go to 
your cities for homes. It holds out inducements 
to them to go into your western States, and culti- 
vate the soil. Thus many would be drawn from 
the purlieus of vice and corruption in your cities, 
and become hardy and industrious citizens of the 
western States. f E 

If I could satisfy myself that the Senate would 
pass the homestead bill, I should prefer that to 
this. Bat the fears which J entertain in reference 
to the fate of that hill, forces me to support this 
as the next best. proposition to secure the settle- 
ment of the public lands of the country. I re- 
peat, sir, that the object of this Government in dis- 
posing of the public lands should not be to secure 
as much revenue from them as possible; it should 
be to settle them as speedily as possible. These 
lands should be cultivated. We want the pro- 
ducts of the soil, and we want men to produce 
them 

{Here the hammer fell.] = 

Mr. WADE. Jtseems to me that the views 
which have been taken in reference to this bill, 
are entirely erroneous. “I do not know what 
quantity of land under it will be subject to entry 


at twelve and a half cents; or what quantity at 


914 


twenty-five cents per acre; but I am confident as 
to what will be the result in regard to that which 
may remain subject to entry at those prices. It 
will ultimately fall into the hands of speculators 
instead of those of poor settlers. 


The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. SKEL% 


Ton] says that it will draw the poor from the cities 
to settle on these lands. Capitalists will purchase 
these lands at twelve and a half cents per'acre. 

Mr. COBB. I would call the gentleman’s àt- 
tention to the latter clause of the bill, which re- 
stricts the entry of any one individual to three 
hundred and twenty acres. 

Mr. WADE. ‘I'hen I am satisfied with the 
bill, though dissatisfied with the reasons which 
have been given for it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment, it 
was put, and the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. I move to amend by inserting, 
afier the word ‘ until,” in the eighth section, the 
words, ‘‘ within thirty days preceding.” If that 
amendment be adopted, I shall move to strike out 
the words “twelve months,” and in lien thereof 
insert. the words ‘‘ eleven months,” so that the sec- 
tion would read as follows: 


Sac. 8. And be it 


D 


urther enccted, That upon every re- 
duction in price, under the provisions of this act, the ocen- 
pant and settler upon the lands shall have the right of pre- 
emption at such gradualcd price, upon the same terms, 
couditions, restrictions, and limitations, upon whieh the 
public lands of the United states are now subject to the right 
of preémpuion, until within thirty days preceding the next 
gradtation or reduction shall take place; and if not so pur- 
chased, shall again be subject to right of preémption tor 
aleven months as betore, and so on from time to time, as 
reductions take place: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall be so constrned as to interfere with any right which 
has or may acerne by virtue of any act granting pregimpuion 
to acmal setters upon public lands. 

It will be perceived that the amendment is an 
important one. If the settler does not come in 
and enter the land within thirty days of the next 
graduation, we open the land to others. We do 
not ask for settlers perpetual preémption. We 
do not ask that settlers shall hold their land over 
twelve months, other twelve months again, and 
so on, until he can get it for twelve and a half 
cents. My amendment, on the failure of the settler 
to enter within thirty days of the next graduation, 
allows somebody else to come in and enter it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was adopted. 


Mr. COBB. To make the section correspond 
with the amendment just adopted, | now move to 
strike out the words “twelve months,” and in lieu 
thereof to insert the words ‘eleven months.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was adopted. 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. [moveto strike from the ninth 
section the words ‘under the provisions of the 
eighth and ninth sections of this act.” They are 
rendered unnecessary by previous amendment. 

Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN. Is it in order to 
move to strike out the entire section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not while amendments 
are pending for perfecting the section. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, nobody seems 
to be much interested in the progress of this 
measure; atleast it seems to be moving along in 
this committee ina very desultory manner, and 
so that noone can tell whether it has more friends 
or enemies among us. 

I shall, when I have spoken briefly in opposi- 
tion to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Cons,] take the first proper op- 
portunity to move thut the committee do rise and 
report the bill to the House, with a recommend- 
ation that it do not pass. It seems to methat such 


a motion is the only one which will develop the | 


es of the committee in reference to the 
vill. 

What possible use can there be in sp nding fur- 
ther time upon this bill? What is to be gained 
by it? Ís it for the benefit of the poor and laboring 
men of the country that this legislation is needed, 
as we are told it is, by gentlemen upon the other 
side ofthe House? Why, sir, we have already 
passed and sent to the Senate a bill giving the poor 
man (nay, and therich too) about as much land as 
they can occupy, if they will only go and settle 
upon it, without the payment of a single cent. 


. : . + | 
| the pending questions in reference to the public | 


Is this legislation then, for the benefit of the | 
rich man? No, sir; for the ninth section of this bill | 
limits the entry of any one man under it (rich or : 
poor) to three hundred and twenty acres. Then, | 
sir, I ask for whom are we legislating in this: 
bill? f 

lt seems to be agreed, on all sides, that we shali | 
keep the public lands out of the hands of specu- | 
lators. Why then, sir, as this bill confines its | 
provisions to actual settlers, and in small quanti- | 
ties, why, I ask, shall we foolishly provide that i 
the settler may take at twenty-five cents, fifty | 
cents, seventy-five cents, one dollar, or one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre, as the case may | 
be, when, by the provisions of the homestead bill, | 
we give him the privilege of taking the same lands 
for nothing? Does any one doubt under which 
bill the settler will make his entry? 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. SKEL- 
ron} avers that he will vote for this bill, because : 
he entertains doubts of the passage of the home- 
stead bill in the Senate, declaring that he prefers 
that bill to this, and will vote for this only, be- 
cause this can be made available to the country, 
if that fails elsewhere. Now, sir, I voted against | 
that bill; I voted against it very reluctantly. L 

| 


} was very nearly poised in my judgment upon 
the subject of its merits. I am quite willing to 
see that bill becomea law. And let me say to the: 
gentleman from New Jersey, that the best way to 
secure the passage of that bill in the Senate, is to 
offer them no alternative whatever; but let them | 
know we stand firm upon our judgment in refer- | 
ence to that measure. 

‘There is a bill now on the Speaker’s table, sir, 
which has been postponed to a day certain, and | 
which day will soon arrive, that will open up all | 


lands. [refer to the bill of my colleague, [Mr. | 
Benner, and which bill is known as “ Bennett’s | 
bih.” That bil, sir, and the substitutes and 
amendments offered to it by the Speaker, and by || 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Perxins,] i| 
cover the whole ground. On the discussion of || 
the questions there presented, this question of the | 
graduation of price of the public lands most natu- 

rally belongs. In my opinion, sir, that is the | 
time when it should be met and settled. i 

Weask now, sir, only $1 25 per acre for the pub- | 
lic lands. That, I submit, is reasonably cheap— | 
cheap enough. More especially is it cheap enough || 
when any nian who js unwilling to give it can, 
under the homestead bill, take his land for nothing, 
Yes, sir, withqut paying a single cent. 

Why, sir, it costs me—it costs all of us—two | 
acres of land eacha day, rated at the present prices, 
for our meals and lodging whilst we are legislating 
here for the country. Is it not true, sir, either | 
that we are paying high prices, or the price of Jand 
is very low at the present minimum? TI submit to 
the committee, sir, we had better go back into the 
House with this bill at once, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. 

Mr. COBB. What amendment does the gen- 
Ueman trom New York propose? I want té op- 
pose it, and I think I can answer what the gentle- 
man has said very satisfactorily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York has been speaking in opposition to the! 
pending amendment. i 

The question was then taken on the amendment; | 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that the committee do. 
now rise and report the bill to the House, with a! 
recommendation that it do not pass. ; 

Mr. COBB. Before that motion is entertained, | 
I wish to propose one more amendment to the: 
bill;—to strike out the word “perjury”? at the end 
of the third section. 

I am sorry to find my worthy and talented | 
friend from New York [Mr. Havex] opposing a! 
measure which, I think, commends itself to every 
rational mind. I can only exease him upon this; 
ground, for | know that his heart is right 

Mr. LETCHER, Is the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York would not be in order as : 
long as gentlemen have amendments to offer. i 

Mr. COBB. Iam satisfied that if the gentle- | 


| man from New York had investigated the bear- 


} 
ings of this question, he would have come to the |! 
conclusion, that the bill now under consideration ‘I 
does not interfere with the homestead bill in the! 


| veyed, and 10,363,891 acres brought into market. 


have one hundred and sixty acres of land now 
who do not intend to avail themselves of the ben- 
efit of the homestead bill, provided you will allow 
them, under the provisions of this bill, to enter 
lands adjoining theirs at their intrinsic value. By 
the passage of this bill much will be saved to the 
Government; for there are a great many individ- 
uals who would pay for the land if you were to 
allow them to do so at their proper valuation, who 
otherwise will take up one hundred and sixty acres 
under the homestead bill, and settle there five years 
for the purpose of securing it. I contend that this bill 
has for its object not only the benefit of the poor 
man, but the interest of the General Government, in 
arevenue pointof view. If the Government were 
to sell the lands at a fair price, it would receive, in 
a very few years, an amount equal to what she 
has received for many years past, and the poor 
men of the country would have land for cultiva- 
tion, and, thereby, means of subsistence. 1 will 


j say to the friends of the homestead bill, that there 


is no better friend of that bill in this TIouse than 
myself; and I am the last man to interpose any 
obstacle in its way. I ask gentlemen not to get 
up a seare-crow, in order to drive the friends of 
the homestead policy from the support of a meas- 
ure of so much importance as the one now under 
consideration. Iam sorry to find my colleague, 
[Mr. Puruis,] who is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lunds, taking the position he has, 
with regard to this question, Iam sorry to find 
him treading upon the ashes of the illustrious 
Jackson, Polk, and others, who have recommended 
this policy. 

I will send up to the reporter’s desk the follow- 
ing statement from the Department of the Interior, 
containing some important facts bearing upon this 
question, which I desire to be incorporated with 
my remarks: 

Nothing retards the growth and prosperity of the country 
more, nor inflicts greater injury upon the resident, than the 
possession, by individuals or companies, of extensive un- 
cultivated tracts of the publie lands. T'o correct this evil, 


| facilities should be liberally extended to the actual settler, 


and withheld from the mere speculator. 

During the last fiscal year 9,819,411 acres have been suy- 
In the 
same period there were— 

Sold. ... 


1,083,495 acres, 
Located with military bounty land war- 


TALIS cece cece cere reese cess cesreeser 6,142,860 +6 
Located with other certificates ...... 9,427 “ 
Selected for the States, as swamp lands.. 16,684,253 “ 
Donated for railroads, &........242-0066 1,427,457 “ 

oes 
ce 


Making a total Of... +...ec ee eeeees 25,346,992 


Showing an increase in quantity sold and located with 
land warrants, and under grants, of 12,231,818 acres over 
the previous fiscal year. 

The quantity of land sold during the second and third 
quarters of J was 304,451 acres ; amount received there- 
for, 3.687 59. 

Quantity sold second and third quarters of 1853, 1,609,919 
aeres; amount reecived therefor $2,226,876 36. 

The whole number of land warrants issued, under exist- 
ing Jaws, up to the 30th September last, was 266,042, of 
which there were Iben outstanding 66,947. The quantity 
of Jand required to satisty the latter is 4,778,120 acres, 
Warrants have been issued to the 30th September 

last, under the act of lith February, 3847, calling 

i voce tre racers ereere, 12,879,280 acres, 
Under the acts of september 28, 1850, and 

March 1852, for. veces es 12,505,360 


e 


Making a total of... ses... cece ees t 

There have been issued under the act of the 3ist Angust, 
1852, for the satisfaction of Virginia Jand warrants, 1,657 
pieces of land scrip, embracing 129,669 acres. It is sup- 
posed the serip yet to be issued under this act will require 
870,100 acres. 

It may be several years before the land warrants and 
serip wil be exhausted, and, until then, the amount of 
land sold for cash will be comparative vad, 

She entire area of the pablic domain is estimated at about 
1,584,000,000 acres. That within the States (exclusive of 
California) is 471, 39 aeres. 

Its purchase was effected atthe rate of 14.41 cents per 

RCO, AUIONNTDY TO. eee eee e sve ee ee ee eens $67,999,700 
To this shouid be added the Indian reserva- 

tions, whieh enter into the original cost, 

amounting to 3,400,725 acres, whieh, valued 


g 


| atgi 25 peraere, would make............. 4,250 906 
Up to 36th June, 1853, 334,256,810 acres had 
been sold, at an expense of 2.07 cents per 

acre, making,, steeeereesrseeserere 6,919,116 
And 184,657,135 acres sold at an additional ex- 
pense for selling, at 5.52 cents per acre, 

makings... ee... E TEONE 9,824,291 


| The entire cost (including surveying and sell- 


ing) being.ssoscessisecissesassoseeris esca SER 994,013 


The whole amount accruing from sales up to 30th June, 
1853, was $142,283,478; being $53,289,465 more than the 
eos tof the whole, thus far, inclusive of survey and sale. 
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Of the surveyed lands there have been granted— 
For educational purposes....... seeeseee 11,199,973 acres, 
For military bounties...... errr c. 24,841,980 « 
And for internal improvements......... 16,607,013 “ 


Making cierres seese 52,748,966 “C 


There yet remain of the surveyed lands 96,940,709 acres, 
worth (after deducting the cost of selling yet to be 
DOMME). sess cece eee e teeede ceseee cone sees SLIG,018,641 

And 137,635,629 acres, worth (after deducting 
the expense of surveying and selling)...... 161,873,263 

Makin, se ceeresceeseeee 277,891,904 


Yo which add the net profits received for lands 
actually SOId...... cee cee neces eens 


53,289,465 


And we find that, while the purchase, survey, 
and sale of the public lands wil, in the end, 
have cost $88,994,013, the net amount which 
will have beet realized therefor is the enor- 
MOUS SUM Of. ecco recsesevcsons «$331,181 389 


The CHAIRMAN. The pending motion is to 
strike out the word ‘ perjury.” 

Mr. BISSELL. I object to striking out the 
word ‘‘ perjury,” because | think the bill will be 
less perfect if that word is omitted. 1 should be 
very sorry to see anything done which would 
weaken the prospect for the success of this bill. 
There has been scarcely a bill before the House 
conceived, as I believe, in better policy than the 
one now under consideration. I look upon it as 
a sequel, and a very appropriate one, to the home- 
stead bill. What was the argument adduced in 
support of that bill? It was that the Government 
itself derived an indirect profit from having the 
public lands brought into a productive state; that 
the wealth and the number of freeholders of the 
country would be greatly increased thereby. Will 
not this hill have precisely the same effect? 

ifa man can now buy at the rate of one dollar 
per acre, lands which were previously held at 
$1 25 per acre, or if he can buy now for fifty cents 
what $1 25 was formerly asked for, or if he can 
buy now for twelve and a half cents lands which 
were formerly held at that higher price, will there 
not be many men who will then be able to buy 
and cultivate the lands who had been previously 
prevented from doing so in consequence of the 
aigh price? How, therefore, can those gentlemen 
who voted for the homestead bill prevail upon 
themselves to vote against this one ? 

The gentleman from New York inquires whether 
` the bill is to benefit both the rich and the poor, or 
on which of these classes it is intended to confer 
benefits. Sir, I really never thought to ask my- 
self that question. am not in the habit of being 
actuated by such motives in legislating for the 
country. l do not care to inquire into this ques- 
tion now. Ido not know whether the rich or the 
poor will profit most by it. I was going to say, 
and as a legislator I do say, that I do not care— 
though as aman perhaps I might. But, sir, I 
think it will be a greater benefit to the poorer 
classes than to therich. Very few rich men care 
to buy three hundred and twenty, and no more, 
acres of land at this reduced price. It is a very 
little object to arich man. Therefore, I think that 
a much larger proportion of those who are in needy 
circumstances will be benefited by this bill than of 
the wealthy. 

But it is said that if the homestead bill passed 
by this louse should become a law, there is no 
necessity for the bill now under discussion. Those 
who say so seem to forget that those who may be- 
come actual settlers under that homestead bill, are 
bound to settle on alternate sections and parts of 
sections, thus leaving as many sections and parts 
of sections not liable to the provisions of the 
homestead law as there are sections and parts of 
sections. This difficulty is intended to be obvi- 
ated under the bill before us. 

The land is not all of equal value. If you 
would be consistent, unless you reduce the price 
of certain lands, you ought to raise the price of 
others. I repeat what l said on this subject yes- 
terday. It is absurd to hold at a uniform hori- 
zontal price all our public domain, differing as it 
does in value on account of quality, on account of 
the facility of getting to market, and on account of 
a thousand other reasons, which regulate the 
value of Jand in all countries. Either reduce the 
price of a portion of the lands which are now all 
fixed at the one price, or else raise the price of a 
portion of them so that the prices may correspond 
in some way with the real value of these lands. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Diser] argues 


| thousands and hundreds of thousands of acres | 


| they have been in the market unsold, and to place i 


| I would open the land offices for private entry by | 


and objects, that if we pass this bill, actual settlers, 
instead of rushing over into the unoccupied terri- 
tories, and crowding out the Indians, will stop and 
settle on their route in some of the older States. I | 
see no objection in that. i 

Mr. DISNEY. Ido. 

Mr. BISSELL. Well, I cannot imagine what 
good objection there can be to that. I do not see 
what objection the gentleman from Ohio should 
have to have two hundred thousand acres of public 
lands in one of the older States settled on and cul- 
tivated under this law, as it would have the effect 
of causing 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
Cee of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. | 
Coss. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw that amendment. 

Objection was made to the withdrawal. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I move to amend 
by striking out the entire ninth section of the bill. | 

The ninth section, Mr. Chairman, provides that 
persons shall not enter more than three. hundred | 
and twenty acres of land under the provisions of 
this bill, Now, lam in favor of this bill, because 
it reduces and graduates the price of the public 
lands; because it enables the General Government | 
to sell the lands and receive a revenue for them, | 
which they will not be able to do so long as the | 
tands are retained by the Government at the price 
of $1 25 per acre. J live in a new State, as well 
as other gentlemen who seem to have a contempt 
for the intelligence of everybody who happens to | 
differ with them in opinion. 1 live in one of the | 
new States; and I know that there are many thou- ; 
sands, and many hundreds of thousands acres of | 
land in the State of Louisiana which never can be | 
sold at the rate of $1 25 per acre; and there are 
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which can never be disposed of fora dollar, or | 
even for seventy-five cents an acre; yet this very | 
land might be sold for twenty-five cents, or twelve | 
and a half cents per acre—a mere nominal price. | 
The effect of offering these lands for such a small 
price would be to produce a revenue to the State 
of Louisiana, and to bring in a revenue to the Gen- ! 
eral Government. 

1 do not say that persons should be confined to | 
three hundred and twenty acres of land éach. | 
There are thousands of persons living in the South | 
and West who want more than three hundred and 
twenty acres, for various purposes—for the pur- | 
pose of lumbering and grazing, and various other | 
uses. | 

I do not understand that we are here to legislate | 
for classes, It is for the purpose of getting rid | 
of the public lands, and deriving a revenue there- | 
from. That is the object of this bill, and that is | 
the reason why I support it. But if this ninth 
section shall be adopted, it will defeat, in a great | 
measure, the very object of this bill—or what | 
ought to be the object of this bill—which is to get | 
rid of the public domain, (which we have not |; 
heretofore been able to dispose of at $1 25 per 
acre) at twelve and a half cents per acre. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The effect of the; 
motion of the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. || 
Jonxs,] if it be adopted by the committee, will be l 
to subject all the land, under the operation of this | 
bill, to general entry at a graduated price. When | 
they shall be thrown upon the market at twelve | 
and a half or twenty-five cents per acre, they will | 
be entered, not by the section, or even by two | 
sections, but in lots of thousands of acres, by | 


capitalists, who will hold them in their hands, | 
and will defeat the great object of the bill, which | 
is to reduce the price, according to the time that į 


them into the hands of actual cultivators at reduced || 
prices. B ° Te i 
I am one of those who are uncompromisingly || 
opposed to any and every system by which the | 
public lands of this country can be so disposed 
of as to concentrate them in the hands of capital- | 
ists at a small price. Sir, it is wrong in policy, | 
and wrong in principle. Could I have my views ; 
prevail in regard to the disposition of the public ; 
lands, I would repeal all laws which require that l 
they shall be sold or offered at public sale; and |! 


when surveyed and ready to be placed in market, | 


settlers at the lowest price for which the Govern- i 


ment could afford to dispose of them. T would 
never permit this Government to sell -onë acreto 
any person except to those-who would: locate 
upon them, or who wanted them for their individ- 
val use. 1 would not limit them tö three hundred 
and twenty acres, but to six hundred and forty, 
or perhaps to two sections, and then require them 
to live upon and cultivate a portion: of it, “It is 
wrong for this Government, holding all the public 
lands of the country, to put them into market and 
make merchandise of them, while those who give 
to them all their value—the actual settlers—shall 
be subject to be*speculated upon by the capitalista 
of the country. I hope the motion of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr. Jongs,]} to strike out 
the ninth section, will not prevail. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana: L ask for `tèllers 
upon the motion to strike out this section. 

Mr. CHASTAIN moved'a -pro forma amend: 
ment, and said: Mr. Chairman, I have offered 
this amendment for the purpose of replying ‘to 
what has been said by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, who has just taken his seat. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will feel it his 
duty to confine the gentleman in his remarks 
strictly to the explanation of his amendment. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. That is what I propose to 
do. It will be recollected that the House ‘has 
already passed one homestead bill; but the gentle- 
man from Tennessee objects to striking out this 
section which prohibits any man from purchasing 
more than one hundred and sixty acres-of land, 
because it will be inviting those who ure not Bete 
tlers to come into the market, where they will-not 
be restricted to three hundred and twenty acres. 
Now, sir, I had supposed that the main object of, 
the Government in bringing those lands into the 
market was, that they should be sold so as most 
to benefit the Government. But the course you 
are now taking would indicate that the object is 
to benefit the new States and those who settle 
upon the public lands. That is the object of the 
homestead bill which you have passed. You have 
provided that any person shall be entitled to go 
and enter free of cost one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, and you now provide in this bill that he 
may purchase at a reduced cost three hundred 
and twenty acres more, but further than that he is 


|| not permitted togo. Andin this way you propose 


to dispose of your entire public domain. 

Sir, if a man from one of the old States, who 
cannot go and settle upon the public lands, chooses 
to go into the market and purchase at $1 25 an 
acre, any quantity of land for which he may, 
choose ta pay the Government price, I know of no 
reason why he should not be permitted to do it. * 

Under the operation of this bill, if there arè 
lands which have been thirty years in market, the 
settlers will get them at twelve and a half cents 
per acre—almost for nothing, = 

{t seems to me you are legislating exclusively 
for one class of persons—the same class which 
your homestead bill is designed to benefit—those 
who move into the western country, and settle 
upon the lands, By this restriction in this bill, 
you legislate for the benefit of the settlets only, 
and exclude those in the old States, who cannot 
go there, from all the benefits arising from your 
public domain. Sir, that kind of legislation is 
unjust. It is not only unjust to the people of the 
old States, but it deprives the Government of ‘the 
revenue which might otherwise accrue from the 
sale of the public lands. Lhope the motion of. the 
gentleman from. Louisiana will prevail, and that 
the section will be stricken out. eee 

Mr. SKELTON. Iam opposed to this motion 


|| to strike out, for the reason that its adoption would 


defeat the object of the bill. As I said when I was 
up before, the object of this bill is to secure the 
settlement of the public lands. That object will 
be defeated by the removal of this restriction as 
proposed, because these lands would then be taken 
up by speculators and Jarge monopolists, which 
would prevent their settlement for years to come. 
And while F shall give this bill my cordial support 
in its present form, should this section be stricken 
out I shall be compelled to vote against it. 

But it seems to me that the argument of the 
gentleman from Georgia, who has just taken his 
seat, will not apply with any great force to this 
bill. If it is desirable, as he seems to think, that.. 
wealthy persons should be dilowed to go on the 
public lands. and take up large tracts. to hold for 
their own benefit—if they wish to purchase more 
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than three hundred and twenty acres, they can go | 
on to the Government lands, upon which no re- | 
striction has been placed, and purchase any quan- | 
tity they choose at the Government price; so that | 
1 do not see that this bill will work any great hard- | 
ship upon that class of persons. But, as I said, | 
the object of the bill is to secure the cultivation | 
and settlement of the lands. Weknow very well | 
the results of these land monopolies. We know | 
that when these lands are once thrown into the | 
hands of speculators, they will-remain year after | 
year without a cultivator. . j 
The bill, if the amendment be adopted, will be | 
to prevent settlement for years, because men with | 
small capital will purchase large quantities for | 
twelve and a half cents per acre, and hold them | 
for arlength of time. [hope the amendment will | 
be rejected, without detaining the committee with | 
further remarks which might be properly made. | 
The question was taken; and the amendment | 
was rejected. i 
The question then recurred on the amendment i 
to strike out the ninth section. : 
Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, I call for tellers on | 
the amendment. | 
Tellers were not ordered. ! 
The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected, | 
So the Llouse refased to strike out the ninth | 
section. 
Mr. COBB. I move that the committee do now , 
rise, and report the bill. i 
Mr. LETCHER. [ submit the following, as | 
a substitute for the bill: 


| 
A BILL to graduate the price of the public lands, and for H 
other purposes. i 

Beit enacted by the Senute and House of Representatives | 
ofthe United States of America in Congress assembled, Phat i 
the minimum price of the public lands of the United States, | 
within the limits of the States, shall remain unchanged i 
until the commencement of the fiscal year beginning July! 
first, eighteen hundred and fitty-five, but after that period | 
‘the price shall be reduced according to the following scale: j 
All Jands whieh shail have been offered at public sale, and 
remaining unsold ten years, shall be reduced to the price of ! 
ope dollar per acre; all lands which shall have been offered | 
at publie sale, and remaining wasold filteen years, shall he 
reduced to seveuty five cents an acre; and all lands whieh 
shall have been offered at publie sale, and remitining unsold i 
twenty years, shall be sold at filty cents an aere; and all | 
lands which shall have been offered at public sale, and | 
remaining dusold twenty five years, shall ther 
duced to a price of twenty five cents an acre; and al lands f 
which shall have been offered at public sale, and remaining 
unsold thirty years, shall therealter be reduced to twelve 
and a half cents an acre: Provided, That no ands shall | 
he sold at twelve anda half cents an acre until they shall | 
have been previously subject to entry through a period of | 
two years, atthe price of fifty cents an aere. 

Be. 2. ud be il further enacted, ‘That whenever a State | 
shall desire to acquire a preemption right to all the Jands, | 
or toatl the binds af any certain class and price, as fixed 
by this act, within its borders, and signify the same to the 
President of the United States, by an net of ZOVeruMe nt, 
daly passed and authentivated, it shall be granted on the | 
following terms, aud in the manner her 
That said State may fix the price of said lands above that i 
preseribed in the first section ofthis act, reserving the ex- 
cess to itself: Provided, Chat the title shall not pass to the 
purchaser until le has paid the price tixed, iu the said first | 
section, to the United States; which, upon said payment, | 
and the presentation of a certificate of title from the State, | 
duly authenticated, shall, through its proper officers, issue a | 
patent for said laud to the pn er: Provided, however, i 
‘That the lands shall be subject to the same legal subdiyis ! 
ions in the sale and surv sare now provided by law; | 
nor shall the sites of fort ions, navy and doek yard 
arsenalis, magazines, andother publie buildings, be consid- 
ered as inelnded within the provisions of this aet: And | 
providid further, That any State which shall hecept the | 


timafter preseribed {| 


provisions of this act, shall take them in fall of the five per |] 


centum fand hereafter to became due, or any part thereof | 
which may not have been paid, and also ofthe seetions re- 
served for schools; nor shall the graduating proe: from 
one dollar and twenty-five cents to oue dollar, to seventy 
five cents, to fifty cents, to twenty-five cents, and to twej 
anda half eents an acre take pleee until the binds in each 
class shall have been exposed to sale for a period of atleast 
two years at the price herein prescribed for its class=, after 
which the price of the said lands shall be reduecd to that 
of the grade next below it in value as herein declared. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this act shall 
in no way apply to town or villag property. either in lots 
or out iois, nor be 20 construed to interfere with any 
precmption claim, under any existing laws of the United ; 
States. nor to any of the mineral lauds of the United States, ; 
the lands covered by sueh preémptions, or embra ing sueb 
minerais, being hereby expressly exeluded from the opera 
tions of this act; and full power and authority ` 
given to the Secretary of the Interior to maki 
rules and regulations for fully car i 
eral provisions of this aet. The 
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lands 

ofa towuship where diferent parts of the same have been | 
exposed to sale for different periods of time: Provided, | 
howener, That. this provigion shall not extend to town or l 
village property, or to sections and special reservations | 
made by the Department. i 


ter be re- || 


i to all. 


Mr. LETCHER. The committee is impa- 


i| tient, and I do not propose to detain it with any 
| 


remarks upon this subject. The substitute 1s 
plain and intelligible, and gentlemen will have no 
difficulty in understanding it just as well without 
a word of remark from me as with it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. r 
if ] understand it, proposes to graduate the price 
of the public Jands, and leave them subject to gen- 
eral entry by anybody and everybody, so that if 
one man had money enough he could enter the 
whole of them at this graduated price. I believe 


the committee will not adoptit. 


Mr. GROW. I offer the following as a pro- 
viso to the first section of the substitute: 


Provided, That no Jands hereafter surveyed by the an- 
thority of the Government, except mineral lands and sneh 
reservations as have been or may be at any time made by 
Government for its own use, shall be exposed by procia- 
mation or ju any other way to public sale, but shail be sub- 
ject to private entry only by actual seitiers who make sueh 
entry for the purpose of settlement and cultivation, 


I offer this amendment for the reason that as 
the substitute now stands it would, as is suggested 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, leave your 


your graduaied prices. Your graduation then 
would be for the benefit of the capitalists of the 
country desiring to make this kind of investment, 
j and not for the benefit of the settlers. 
| leave these lands open to be absorbed by capital- 
ists; after the settlements surrounding your vacant 


i lands have made them valuable, they come in just 


in advance of the settlers, take them out of the 
| market, and hold them at an enhanced price, thus 
doing an injury to the labor of the country. 


leave them to be disposed of in such a way as to in- 
jure the settlers without benefiting any interest in 
the country? Is it right for this Government, 
when it has discretion to place such restrictions on 
| the disposal of the lands, as will best promote the 


‘| great interests of the country, to leave them for 


the sole benefit of capitalists seeking that kind of 
| investment? No, sir; the first duty of the Gov- 
ernment is to take care of men who cultivate the 
| land and make it valuable, and not allow the 
fruits of their labor to betaken by the capitalists 


dollars and cents. 


| speculators or by settlers. The price is the same 


The whole loss then is the amount of in- 


|| by settlers. And for the sake of this smallamount, | 


class of citizens by a systeni of legislation benefit- 
ing the class of the community thatis least deserv- 
| ing of benefit, ifany isto be bestowed by the Gov- 
ernment? f 

This system of benefits is all wrong upon the 
| part of the Government. Letnot the Government 
extend its hand to any class—to the strong against 
the weak—but let it throw around these public 
lands those securities and restrictions that will se- 


| is ‘he Government to do an injury to an estimable 


his children, 
Mr. DISNEY. 
see this bill brought to a vote. 


land as settlers can take up and occupy. 
Mr. BISSELL. I regret, too, that the gentle- | 

; man from Ohio [Mr. Drsxer] is obliged to leave | 

: the Hall, before thé vote is taken upon this bill; 


though his regret and mine ought to be somewhat 
} lessened from the fact, that the House have heard 


i 


That amendment, i 


that is wrong in policy and principle, and | hope | 


lands subject to entry in unlimited quantities at | 


Tt would į 


ts that the proper policy for this Government? | 
Is it just on the part of this Government, when | 
ithas the control and disposal of these lauds, to | 


of the country, thereby depriving them of the | 
means of educating their families, and rearing them | 
|, as respectable members of society, thus inflicting 
an injury on the country not to be computed in | 
The Government derives the | 
; same revenue whether the lands are taken by | 


terest from the time when the jands would be pur- | 
| chased by speculators until the time of settlement | 


cure to the laborer the earnings that may be used ` 
for the support of his family, and the education of | 


I wish to say that I desire to i 
Circumstances | 


his views upon this question. ‘This bill as ori- 
i| ginally introduced was a very simple and plain 
i| proposition. It wasa bill simply to graduate and re- 
|| duce the price of the public lands. It is a measure 
| that has long been demanded by the country. I 
|i regret, therefote, that other propositions have 
been brought in differing widely from that em- 
| braced in the original bill. I think there may be 
| Something worthy of consideration in the propo- 
| sition emanating from the gentleman from Penn- 
i sylvania, (Mr. Grow,] as well as in the proposi- 
|| tion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lerch- 
i| ER;] but I do not think that this is the time and 
i| occasion to entertain them. Let us pass this bill 
| through the House, and then if the gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania and Virginia have any valu- 
able suggestions which they desire to make, they 
ean present them afterwards in the form of a bill. 
The proposition embraced in the original bill is 
perfectly simple and plain, and I bope that the 
committee without further amendment will come 
to a vote immediately upon it. 

i| The question was then taken on Mr. Grow’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not 
be in order, until the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Lercuer] is dis- 
posed of, 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Lercu- 
| ER’s amendment; and it was rejected. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question now isupon 
the amendment proposed by the committee to the 
| bill—being five sections to grant homesteads to 
| actual settlers and cultivators. 
Mr. COBB. Strike it all out. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I do not under- 

i| stand that the committee has reported thisas a 

|| substitute. This is simply an amendment. The 

|| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] gave notice 

j| that he would offer an amendment. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that it isan amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. JONES. Jt is an amendment which they 
proposed to the first part of the bill—the home- 
stead part of it. 

| Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will move to 
|| strike it all out, that will settle the matter at once, 
|| Mr. JONES. The committee does not insist 
i| upon the amendment 

ij already passed. 

| Mr. WALBRIDGE. Is it in order to move 
i| that the committee rise and report the bill? 

| The CHAIRMAN, Jt is notin order while an 
i| amendment is pending. The question now is upon 
|| the amendment proposed to the homestead bill 
i| reported by the committee. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, 
i| and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I now move that the 
committee rise and report the bill. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. Is there not a previous 
motion pending that the committee rise and report 
the bill, with a recommendation that it do not pass? 

Mr. COBB. That is not pending now. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I understood that such a 
motion was made, 

The CHAIRMAN. There is only one motion 
| pending, and that is the one offered by the gentle- 
man from New York. 
i| Mr. PHELPS. Iwould suggest to the gentle- 
man, that he should modify his motion, and move 
that the committee lay aside the bill to be reported 
to the House, that we may take up other matters. 

The question was then put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 
| So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr, FuLLeR]} 
‘| reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union had, according to order, had 
., the state of the Union generally under considera- 
'| tion, and particularly the bill of the House (No. 1,) 
‘| granting portions of the public lands to actual set- 
| tlers thereon, and to reduce and graduate the price 
{of the public lands, and had instructed him to 
| report back the same, with certain amendments, 
| with a recommendation that it do pass. 

TheSPEAKER. If it is the wishof the House, 
the Clerk will read the several amendments, and 
¡| then a vote will be taken upon all those together 
i| upon which a separate vote is not asked; and a 


, and the homestead bill has 


|i separate vote will then be taken upon such as 
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may be indicated by any gentleman while the | 


Clerk is reading the amendments. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’? “agreed !”] 

‘The Clerk then read the amendments. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I now ask that the bill, with 
the amendments, may be read through, so that 


we may all understand precisely upon what we 
are to vote. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I would suggest that it 
would be better to wait until the amendments are 
adopięd, and then allow the bill, as amended, to 

e read, 


No separate vote having been destred upon any 


amendment, the amendments were adopted in 
ross. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 


ordering the bill, as amended, to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 


Mr. HAVEN. Upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 4 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the House 
will not order them upon its engrossment, and 
theni we may have them upon the passage of the 

ill, 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move to lay the billupon the 
table, and upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The billas amended is as follows: 


A BILL to graduate and reduce the price of the public 
ands. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That all of the public lands of the United States which 
shall have been in market for ten years and upwards, 
prior to the time of application to enter the saine under the 
provisions of this act, and still remaining unsold, shall be 
subject to sale at the price of one dollar per acre ; and all 
the lands of the United States that shall havg been in 
market for fifteen years or upwards, as aforesaid, and still 
remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at seventy-five 
cents per acre; and all of the Jands of the United States 
that shall have been in market for twenty years orupwards, 
as aforesaid, and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to 
sale at fifty cents per acre ; and all of the lands of the United 
States that shall have heen in market for twenty-five years 
and upwards, as aforesaid, and still remaining unsold, shall 
he subject to sale at twenty-five cents per acre; and all 
Jands of the United States that shali have been in market 
for thirty years or more, shall be subject to sale at twelve 
and a half cents per acre: Provided, This section shall not 
be so construed as to extend to lands reserved to the United 
States, in acts granting land to States for railroad or other 

_ internal improvements, or to mineral lands held at over one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That upon every re- 

© duction in price under the provisions of this act, the occu- 
pant and settler upon the lands shal} have the right of pre- 
emption at such graduated price, upon the same terms, 
conditions, restrictions, and limitations, upon which the 
publiclands of the United States are now subject to the right 
of preémption, until wiihin thitty days preceding the next 
graduation or reduction that shall take place; and if not so 
purchased, shall again be subject to right of preémption for 
eleven months as before, aud so on from time to time, as 
reductions take place: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall be so construed as to interfere with any right which 
has or may acerne by virtue of any act granting preémption 
to actuat settlers upon public lands. 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That any person ap- 
plying to enter any of the aforesaid lands, shall be required 
to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the proper 
land office, that he or she enters the same for hisor her own 
use, and for the purpose of actual settlement and cultivation, 
or for the use of an adjoining farm or plantation, owned or 
occupied by him or herself, and together with said entry, 
he or she has notacquired from the United States, under the 
provisious of this act, more than three hundred and twenty 
acres, according to the established surveys ; and if any per- 
son or persons taking such oath or affidavit shall swear 
falsely in the premises, he or she shall be subject to all the 
pains and penalties of perjury. 


The question was taken, and decided in the | 


negative—yeas 66, nays 69; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, 
Benson, Bridges, Carpenter, Chandler, Chastain,Chrisman, 
Clingman, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Curtis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dickinson, Drum, Edmands, Everhart, Fuller, Goode, 
Grow, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Howe, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lindsley, Lyon, Macdon- 
ald, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, 
Andrew Oliver, Peckham, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, David 
Ritchie, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Sey- 
mour, Shannon, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, George W. 
Sipyth, Snodgrass, Stratou, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Walbridge, and Walley—66. 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Banks, Barksdale, Benton, Bissell, Bliss,Caruthers,Chureh- 
well, Cobb, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dunbar, Dun- 
ham, Eastman, Edgerton, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ew- 
ing, Fenton, Florence, Greenwood, Hamilton, Andrew J. 
Harian, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hiester, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Roland 
Jones, Knox, Latham, Lilly, Lindley, MeDougall, MecMal- 
lin, Macy, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Nichots, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Phillips, 
Thomas Ritchey, Shower, Skelton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Thurston, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Evinu B. Washiburne, 
Wells, John Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and 
Yates—69. 


‘seizure and rescue of Martin Koszta, and the 


| and nays on the question. 


So the. House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. j j 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. COBB. Upon that I demand the previ- 
ous question. . 
s. Mr. CHASTAIN. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion agreed 
to—ayes 77, noes not counted. 

The House therefore, at a quarter past three 
o'clock, adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 
o’elock, m. 


I move that the House do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
Fripar, April 14, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Winam H. Mivsvrn. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved: 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the House 
of the 4th instant, requesting him ‘ to transmit to 
the House of Representatives ‘copies of the cor- 
respondence of the United States Legation at Con- 
stantinople, and the United States Consulate at 
Smyrna, with Captain Ingraham, and with, the 
Government of Austria, and with this Govern- 
ment—together with the. instructions from this 
Government to their agents abroad touching the 


Prayer 


terms and conditions on which he was liberated 
and sent to this country,” transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, with copies 
of the said correspondence and papers; which was | 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A message was received from the Senate, by the 
hands of Assury Dickrys, its Secretary, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had passed a bill 
establishing an additional land office in the lower 
peninsula of Michigan. 


GRADUATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER stated the business first in 
order to be upon ordering to be engrossed and read 
a third time the bill of the House (No. 1) to grad- 
uate and reduce the price of the public lands, re- 

orted on yesterday from the Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union. . 

Mr. COBB. Was the previous question called 
upon its passage? 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered to be put, and the question is upon order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I do not believe that a 
quorum of the House is present, and therefore ask 
for a division on the question. : 

Mr. FULLER. Is it in order 
there be a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, for the reason that 
the previous question has been ordered to be now 

ut. 
Mr. COBB. 
hausted? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, from the fact that 
the Chair has not announced the vote, a division 
of the House having been called. 

Mr. COBB. Has not the call for a division of 
| the House been withdrawn? 
| Mr. HAMILTON. Linsist ona division of 
the House, that we may see whether a quorum be 
present. 3 Cae 

The question was put; and, on a division, there | 
were—ayes 42—— 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 


to move that 


Is not the previous question ex- 


I demand the yeas 


The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I doubt whether a quorum Is 
present; and, as we cannot have a call of the 
House, | move that the House dô now adjourn, 
intending to vote against it myself. And on that 
motion I call for the yeas and nays. i 

Mr. HENN. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 
‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ] demand the yeas 
and nays on that motion. 3 

Mr. PHELPS. I withdraw the motion for an 
adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. Only twenty-one votes for 
ordering the yeas and nays, which is not a sufi- 


cient number. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Count the otheg 


| side: 


# 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain. 
whether a quorum be present: C RE: 

The Speaker counted those present, and found 
one hundred and fifteen—no quorum... °° 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do. 
now adjourn. pa 

Mr. PHELPS. 
on that motion. 2 

The yeas and nays were ordered, $ 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas.9, nays 120. ; 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred on the motion to 
adjourn over to Monday. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the motion, was 
agreed to. * ; a i 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and beiñg put, 
it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 68; 
as follows: 

YELAS—Messrs. Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Renton, Bis- 
sell, Bugg, Caruthers, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Corwin, 


Cutting, John G. Davis, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, 
Edgerton, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Greenwood, Ham- 


I call for the yeas and nays 


| ilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, 


Henn, Hibbard, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kits 
tredge, Knox, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McDougall, 
Mace, Macy, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Sniith Mitler, 
Nichols, Oids, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Phetpa,.. 
PhiXtips, Richardson, Thomas Ritchey, Singleton, Skelton, 
Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Frederiek P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Audrew ‘Stuart, David Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tweed, Upham, Vail, 
Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Elihu B. Washburn, Jobn 
Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Zol- 
licoffer—72. : rod 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Ball, Beleher, Bennett, 
Benson, Boyce, Bridges, Carpenter, Chandler, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clingmaay Cox, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Daw- 
son, Dent, Dickinson, Disney, Edmands, Edmundson, 
Faulkner, Fenton, Fuller, Goode, Grey, Grow, Aaron Har- 
jan, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Manrice, May, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morrison, Murray, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Peckham, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, David Ritchie, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Sim- 
mons, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Strate 
ton, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Walley, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, and Witte—68. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was subse- 
quently read the third time. so 

Mr.COBB. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and to lay the motion to recon, 
sider upon the table. 

The question was put on the latter motion; and 
it was agreed to. f 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. I demand the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question received a second. .... 

Mr. COX. 1 move to lay the bill upon the © 
table. . 

Mr. DISNEY. On that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered, EEN 

The question was then put; and it was decided 


| in the negative—yeas 69, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, 
Benson, Boyce, Bridges, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, 
Chastain, Chrisman, Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, Cox, Cur- 
tis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dent, Dickinson, Dis- 
ney, Edinands, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fenton, Fuller, 
Goode, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 
T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, 
Maurice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Morrison, Murray, An- 
drew Oliver, Peckham, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, David 
Ritchie, Rogers, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Shannon, 
Shaw, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, Snoad- 
grass, Stratton, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Walley, Israel 
Washburn, and Witte—62. : ` 

NAYS—Meesrs. Willis Allen, Barksdale, Barty, Benton, 
Bissell, Bugg, Caruthers, Churehwell, Clark, Cobh, Cor- 
win, Cutting, John G, Davis, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, 
Eddy, Edgerton, Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan. Sampson W. 
Harris, Harrison, Hastings, denn, Hibbard, Hughes, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Latham, Lind- 
ley, Lindsley, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, John 
G. Miller, Smith Miller, Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Phillips, Richardson, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rowe, Singleton, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton. Richard I. Stan- 
ton, Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew Stnart, David Stuart, Jobn 
J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Van- 
sant, Wade, Walbridge, Warren, Ethihu B. Washhurne, 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, 
Yates, and Zollicoffer—80. 


So the House refused tọ lay the bill upon the 
table. $ ) À 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
being “t Shall the bill pass?” 
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Mr. LETCHER. I demand the 
on the passsge of the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question was then put; and it was decided | 
in the affirmative—yeas 83, nays 64; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Ailen, Banks, À 
Barksdale, Barry, Benton, Bissell, Bugs, Caruthers, : 


3D) h 
Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cutting, John G. į 
Davis, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Eliott, Ellison, 
English, Etheridge, Farley, Greenwood, Hamilton, Andrew į 


yeas and nays | 


drew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathanicl G. | 
Taylor, ‘l'weed, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, 
Warren, Blliha B. Washburne, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Aolticoffer—8J. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, 
Benson, Boyce, Bridges, Carpenter, Chandler, Chastain, 


i 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Nestor L. Stevens, An- il 
f 


Chrisman, Clingman, Cox, Dawson, Dean, Dent, Dickin» ji 


son, Disney, Edmands, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fenton, | 
Faller, Goode, Grey, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Howe, | 
Hunt, Daniel PT. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, | 
Letcher, Lilly, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morrison, Muri ' 
ray, Peckham, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, David Ritehie, ; 
Rogers, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Shanon, Shaw, | 
Simmons, Gerrit Sivth, George W. Simyth, Snodyriss, j 
Stratton, John L. Taylor, Thurston, ‘Tracy, Waley, israel | 
Washburn, and Witte—64. j 


So the bill passed. i 


Pending the call of the roll on theabove vote, 


Mr. INGERSOLL, who was not within the ; 


bar when his name was called, asked unanimous i 
! 


consent to have his name recorded in the negative. | 

Objection was made, | 

Mr. COBB. i move to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed; andsto lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put on the latter motion; and 
it was agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill, as fol- | 
lows: 

A bill to encourage agriculture, commerce, man- | 
ufactures, and all other branches of industry, by 
granting to every man who is the head of a family, 
and a citizen of the United States 
one hundred and sixty acres of land out of the | 
public domain, upon condition of occupancy and | 


cultivation of the same for the period herein spe- || 


cified, and to graduate and reduce the price of the | 
public lands. | 
Mr. COBB. I move toamend the title, so as | 
to make it read simply “ A bill to graduate and | 
reduce the price of the public lands to actuat culti- | 
vators and settlers.” | 
The amendment was adopted; and then the title, 
as amended, was agreed to. ' 
Mr. COBB. L move to reconsider the vote by | 


which the title was agreed to, and to Jay th -h : 
2 care ye eleomp ii must firat be taken upon that. 


tion to reconsider upon the table. 


r 


it was agreed to. 


| 
Mr. PHELPS. I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. it 


Tf that motion prevails, | shall endeavor to have } 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill laid aside | 
for the purpose of taking up and considering the | 
deficiency bill, and the amendments of the Senate | 
thereto. | 

Mr. EDGERTON. This is private bill day, | 
and I therefore move that the House resolve itself i 
into a Committee of the Whole House on the | 
Private Calendar, i 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, | 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio takes pre- | 
cedence, i i 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the 
negative. i 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Eocen 
Ton’s motion; and it was decided in the afirma 
uve, 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the `! 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private | 
Calendar, (Mr. TayLor, of Ohio, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The business frst inorder |: 
is bill No. 51, ‘for the relief of the widow and 
heirs of Elijah Beebe.” 

This bul authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- | 


, a homestead of |} 


Phe question was put on the latter motion; and |Í 


i 


1 
i 


| 
H 


1 


1 


; House, limiting debate upon this bill to five min- 


‘| settles the question, 


i 


| until after an interval of some five or six years. | 
| The intercourse act, as I understand it, requires 
i that the Indians shall have notice of such facts | 
‘| within one year, in order to hold them liable to |: 
| the Government of the United States, and to re- 
imburse the Government for any wrongs com- | 
: mitted by them upon individual citizens. 

to me that it would be a monstrous wrong to those i: 
: people, when the Government of the United States, 

on its part, has not complied with the law in bring- | 


| lina [Mr. Orr] offered a resolution, which was 
| read and agreed to, to the effect * that all debate 


in Committee of the Whole upon the bill of the | f ; : 
iir Con p i| were committed some time during the month of 


stricken out. 


ury to pay to the widow and heirs of Elijah Beebe, 
the sum of $3,000, being the amount of principal 
adjudged to be due and owing to the widow and | 
heirs of said Beebe from the confederated tribes 
of the Sac and Fox Indians. 

Mr. LETCHER. ‘There was a motion, I be- | 
lieve, when the House was lastin the Committee : 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, to strike 
out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not see the 
gentleman in the Flouse who reported this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is no motion pend- | 
ing to strike out the second section of the bill, as! 
the Chair is informed by the Clerk. i 

Mr. LEYCHER. I was under the impression 
that I had submitted that motion. If I did not, I 
submit the motion now to strike out the second 
section of the bill. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I believe the bill has been 
discussed section by section, and { submit whether 
it is in order now to make the motion to strike out 
the second section. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe, 
when the Committee of the Whole were last con- 
sidering this bill, that the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Oxr,] the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs, was entitled to the floor. | 
A resolution was passed, after we went into the 


utes, after the consideration of the bill should be 
again resumed in Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed 
by the Clerk, that the motion to strike out the sec- ' 
ond section is still pending, and that motion is! 
first to be considered. | 

Mr. WASILBURNE, of HMinois. I would in- | 
quire whether | am not right, in point of fact, that 


a resolution has been passed limiting debate upon || } 


this bill? 

Mr. EASTMAN. I find, upon reference to | 
the Congressional Globe of the date of the 10th: 
of March, that the gentleman from South Caro- ; 


House (No. 51) for the relief of the widow and ! 
heirs of Elijah Beebe, shall cease in five minutes | 
after the consideration of it shall again be resumed 
by the committee, unless the committee shall | 
sooner come to a conclusion thereon,” &e. This 


Mr. WASHBURNE, I suppose, Mr. Chair- | 
man, that the bill is open to amendment after 
debate is closed ? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. It is; but the Chair is} 
advised that the motion made by the gentleman | 
from Virginia [Mr. Lercner] to strike out the 
second section is now’ pending, and the question | 


Ar. LETCHER. Task that the second sec- 
tion may be read, that the House may know what | 
they are voting upon. 

The second section was read, as follows: 


“And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the | 
Interior be authorized to deduct the said sum of $3,016 
from the first annuities to become due from the said con- | 
federate tribes of Sacs and Fox Indians,” 


Mr. LETCHER. Whatever may be the ac- : 
tion of the House in regard to this bill, it seems | 
to me that the second section, if the bill shall be- 
come a law, is calculated to operate with great 
injustice towards these Indians. 

‘Khe [louse will recollect the facts in connection 
with this matter, This claim originated some 
twenty-odd years ago, and there is no evidence, ` 
either in this report or otherwise, to show that it 
was brought to the attention of the Indians at all 


ing the matter to the attention of the Indians, in | 


order to give them an opportunity to explain it. | 
Tt would bea great wrong to hold them responsible |; 


now, as they would be if this second section is not | 


jt seems |, 


Whatever, therefore, may be the || OW g i 
action of Congress in regard to the allowance of |] been shown that it did not come under the inter- 


! 
i 


this claim, it ought net to affect the Indians them- 


i} selves. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. In regard to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Lercuer,] perhaps I have no objection, for 
it does not affect the party interested. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would remind 
the gentleman that debate is in order only in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE., I intend to speak to the 
amendment. I was going on to say that it makes 
no difference to the party interested, whether 
this amendment be adopted or not. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs placed this section in the 
bill for the purpose, as I understand it, of giving 
a discretion to the Secretary of the Interior to 
deduct this amount from the annuity due to the 
tribe of Fox and Sacs Indians, if he should con- 
sider it just to do so. I think that is the true con- 
struction of it. He is merely authorized to deduct 
it; but it is not imperative upon him to do so. 

One word more in regard to another matter 
which the gentleman from Virginia suggested, in 
relation to the claim as it was originally filed. I 
understand that one of the principal objections 
which the gentleman from Virginia had to the 
allowance of this claim, when the subject was dis- 
cussed a few weeks ago, was that there was no 
evidence that the claim had been filed in the Indian 
office within a reasonable time after the depreda- 
tions were committed. 

I have here a letter from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, in regard to this subject, which re- 
moves entirely the objection then raised by that 
gentleman. It is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, March 2, 1854. 

Sin: In reply to your note of the 25th ultimo, L have the 
nor to transmit herewith an extract of so much of list 
No. 2, of depredation claims forwarded by Superintendent 
Cumming to this oftice, as relates to the claim of Elijah 
žecbe, ‘The case appears to have been filed in the office at 
St. Louis some time in 1822. 

Very respeetfully, your obedient servant, 

GEORGE W. MANYPENNY, Commissioner. 

Hon. B. B. Wasusurseg, House of Representatives, 


It will be recollected that these depredations 


October, 1821, so that, as I remarked, thatthe prin- 

cipal objection of my friend from Virginia is thus 

obviated by the testimony which I have here ad- 
uced. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman is altogether 
mistaken in the conclusion to which he comes, 
In the first place there were other objections 
quite as important as the one to which he alludes, 
which I urged against this bill; but even this point 
is not proved at all. The letter says the claim 
was filed some time in the year 1822. Now, sir, 
the depredations were alleged to have been com- 
mitted in the month of October, 1821, and you 
have no evidence in the letter that it was filed 
within a year. 

Mr.WASHBURNE. The probability is that 
it was; but whether it was or not, in point of fact 
makes no difference, as it was not required to 
be filed within that time, there being no limitation 
in the intercourse law of 1802. This claim does 
not come under the limitations of the intercourse 
law of 1834. That act prescribes a certain limit 
within which claims arising under it must be filed 
in the office of the Superintendent of Indian Affairs. 
But there was no such limitation in the law of 
1802. But, sir, a gentleman is referred to in the 
report of the committee as certifying to the char- 
acter and credibility of the witnesses—the honor- 
able gentleman from Missouri—who is now in his 
seat; and I presume he knows something of the 
history of this matter. I desire to ask him if such 
be the fact, and if he will state to the committee 
his knowledge of this claim? 

Mr. BENTON. This is five-minute debate, 
is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BENTON. Plenty of time, and some to 
spare, for so good a case as thisis. In the first 
place these parjies are as good people as ever lived 
in the world. Mr. Beebe and his wife were Con- 
necticut people. Iam acotemporary of the time 
when these depredations were committed, Mr. 
Beebe died very soon afterwards, as it has been 
stated. His children were then very young, and 
it was not until a very long time afterwards that 
they were able to attend to this claim themselves. 

Now, sir, I know all about this matter. It has 
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course act of 1802. Thatis a certain point. “If 
it had come under that act, the claim would not 
have been here. If it were a case coming prop- 
erly within the letter of that act, it would have 
been settled by the Department. But it does come 
under the policy of that act. Sir, what was the 
reason—what was the whole policy of that act? 
As has been stated, it was to preserve peace upon 
our frontiers. How preserve peace? Why by 
providing for settling the claims ef the people upon 
the frontiers, when the Indians had crossed the 
line and committed depredations upon their prop- 
erty, and they did not pursue the Indians and take 
satisfaction upon them, and thereby bring war 
upon the frontiers. That is the policy and the 
reason of this intercourse act. It is to preserve 
peace upon your frontiers. ; i 

Now what difference does it make in the reason 
or the policy of the act, whether the depredations 
were committed inside or outsideof theline? This, 
to be sure, was on the outside; but the stock of all 
the frontier people is ranging on the outside; and 
the reason and policy is still the same for paying 
iņ a case in which private satisfaction is nottaken 
when the property or stock is taken outside ofthe 
line, as when taken inside of the line. 

1 know all about the case, sir. I know that it 
comes within the reason and policy of the inter- 
course law of 1802, to preserve peace on the fron- 
tiers, and I hope it will be passed. It is thirty’ 
years old now, and it is time that it should be 
passed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Missouri, if he has any knowl- 
edge on the subject, when notice was given to 
these Indians that such a claim existed and was 
urged against them? From the papers it appears 
that it was fifteen years afterwards, for the first 


time. 

Mr. BENTON. I do not know anything about 
that; but I think that the United States ought to 
Pay the claim. 

‘The question was taken on the amendment, to 
strike out the second section; and it was not 
agreed to, 

Mr. EASTMAN, I now move that the bill 
be laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order closing 
debate, the Chair is of opinion that the bill ought 
to be reported to the House now. If it be the 
unanimous consent of the committee, it will be 
laid aside, to be reported with others which may 
be acted on. 

Mr. HASTINGS, [I called for a division of the 
committee on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Lercuen,] before the result 
was announced by the Chair. I do not believe 
that the committee understand the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the call for a division is now too late. 
` Mr. HASTINGS. I called fora division be- 
fore the result was announced. 

` Mr. PECKEIAM. TI heard the gentleman call 
for a division, as he states. 

Mr. HASTINGS. fam sure that the commit- 
tee do not understand the effect of the vote. IfI 
am in order, Í insist that there be a division of the 
committee on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the question will beagain taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia to strike out the 
second section. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HAVEN. It seems to be well understood 
that the only operation of striking out this section, 
is simply to prevent the charging. of this money 
to those Indians who have received their annuities 
regularly for some thirty years. I think it better 
that the amendment should be adopted, and then 
that the bill should be reported to the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. ! demand tellers on the 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Eastman were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 72, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The next bill in order on the Calendar was 


House bill No. 58, “for settling the claims ofthe 


| this bill when there is a full attendance of mem- 


| under consideration, and, more especially House 


legal representatives of Richard W. Meade, de- | 
ceased.” 

‘The bill was read. 

The first section directs the proper officers of the 
Treasury to settle the claim of the legal repre- | 
sentatives of Richard W. Meade, on their pro- | 
ducing the testimony required by the commission | 
from claimants under the Florida treaty, which, 
in the opinion of the said officers, shall be satis- 
factory as establishing said claim according to law | 
and usage. Section second directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the amount found 
due out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated; provided, that more shall not 
be paid than said Meade would have received out 
of the $5,000,000 appropriated to pay claimants 
under the Florida treaty, if his claim had been 
admitted by the commissioners. a 

Several Mempers. Read the report, 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the committee has a 
desire to be edified by the reading of the report, 
which I believe is but about seventy-five or eighty 
pages of printed matter, [ have no objection. | 

I rise to say that this is a bill of very consider- 
able consequence, if it be paid from the Treasury, 
to the country, and of no less consequence, if it 
be paid, to those who are pressing the claim, The 
committee is very thin, indeed, and rather impa- 
tient, and if it be consistent with the sense of pro- 
priety of the committee that they should pass over 
this bill informally to-day, in order that it may 
come up under more favorable circumstances, 
when the whole of the case might be laid before 
the committee at one time, | shall feel gratified. I | 


am ready, however, to go on now, but this is not 
a favorable time to commence it, and if there be | 
no objection, I ask that the bill be passed over 
informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, į 
the bill will be passed over informally. 

Mr. COBB. I object. We had better con- | 
sider it now. Now is the time to consider it. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will then make a brief 
statement of the case. ‘This is a case not entirely į 
new to the House. j 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Caunota motion be made | 
to postpone this bill for one week ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. You cannot make that 
motion in committee. : 

This is a bill that is founded upon a claim against 
the Government of Spain by the heirs and legal 
representatives of Richard W. Meade. Although 
I had intended to occupy some considerable time 
in the discussion of this matter, I shall now con- 
fine myself to a simple statement of the case, for- 
bearing to make any remarks upon the injuries | 
that the claimants have already suffered by thë | 
delay of Congress to compensate them for their 
losses, and forbearing also to trouble the members 
of this House by any reference to the inconveni- | 
ences which have been suffered by the family; not | 
choosing to refer directly to the res angusta domi of | 
any person, especially those of the claimants who 
are presented here under such favorable circum- 
stances. i 

Richard W. Meade, a native of this country, 


transacted business for himself in Spain. Spain 
then was not, as now, the claimant of one single 
island, a small tributary upon our coast, but she 
was'a great commercial country, not having relin- 
quished her claim to priority of trade in the East, 
and owning the sovereignty of almost the whole 
of Spanish America; almost the whole, indeed, of 
Central America at that time—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN If the gentleman. from 
Pennsylvania will allow me, as this is Good Fri- 
day, I will move that the committee rise. I should 
prefer the gentleman to make his remarks upon 


bers present. | 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Cuiwe- 
MAN’s motion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 
So the committee rése, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the; 
Private Calendar, had had the Private Calendar 


ill No. 51, being a bill for the relief of the widow 
and heirs of Elijah Beebe, and had directed him to 
report back the same with an amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I now ask | 
the House to put the bill upon itg passage, and 


upon that motion L demand the previous ques- 
tion. 


The previous quesiion.was seconded, andthe 
main question ordered. Se Basen ey 
The SPEAKER. The question: will first be 
upon the. amendment reported by the Committee 
of the Whole, to strike out the following werds:, 
“ Beit further enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior 
benu monzenlto deduct he mim of $3,016 from the first 
the Sac and Fox tribes of aag, confhderated tribes or 
The question was then taken on thé’amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. i 
The question then being, ‘t Shall the bill. be; en» 
grossed and read a third time?” it was put, and 
decided in the affirmative. . ed 
The bill being engrossed, it was subsequently: 
read a third time, and passed. 3 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and to lay the mation to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. HAVEN. The last bill having been, dis- 
posed of, I desire to ask the House to go back into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for five minutes perhaps, not more, to make 
a disposion of an appropriation bill. l refer to 
the West Point Military Academy bill, It has 
béen repofted to the House from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, after having passed: the Senate 
with amendments, and has been referred to the. 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
and there are three amendments of. the Senate to 
it which are in contgoversy between the House 
and Senate. I desire to go into committee and. 
dispose of those amendments, and gét the matter 
out of the way. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. r 
Mr. EASTMAN. I move that the House do 


|| now adjourn. 


The question was taken upon the motion to ad- 
journ; and it‘was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. | believe the question is now 
upon my motion to go into committee. I desire 
to say to the House that this matter has laid here 
for two months; and, although there is, perhaps, 
no pressing immediate necessity, I wish to show 
to the House the disposition of the Ways and 
Means to get along with business as rapidly as.we 
can. I think the consideration of these amend- 
ments will not consume but a very few minutes. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Haven; and it was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jones, of New York, in she chair.) o 65 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that all preceding busi- 
ness be laid aside, and that the House take up for 
consideration the West Point Military Academy 
bill. es, 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Can such 
a motion be entertained? Must not each bill upon 
the Calendar preceding the West Point Academy 
bill be laid aside as it comes up? 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be unanimous 
consent, it may be done. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from New York has the right to make that motion. 
The West Point Academy bill is a general appro- 
priation bill; and it ia in. order, under the‘rules, 
to move to take up that bill, without moving to lay 
aside any other bill. The motion having been 
made, the vote must be taken whether the House 
will take up that bill. 

The question was 
was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. HAVEN. I ask that the amendments to. 
the bill may be read. ` 

The Clerk read them, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill: ; 

For repairs and additional professors? quarters, $5,600, 

For cavalry exercise hall, $20,000. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of professors of French and drawing shall be made 
equal to that of the professors in the other departments 3 
and that the compensation of the master of sword be $1,200 
per annum. ss 

Mr. HAVEN. The Committee of Ways and 
Means, who had these amendments of the Senate 
to the bill under consideration, came to the con- 
clusion to report, and did” report adversely in 


then taken; and the motion 
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reference to them all, and recommended a non- 
concurrence. 

The first amendment is in reference to quarters 
for the professors. The committee thought if this 
were adopted it would be only laying the founda- 
tions for the erection of new buildings, which are 
not necessary for the comfort and proper accom- 
modation of the occupants, and which would re- 
quire large appropriations in future to complete 
them. They thought this unwise, and therefore 
reported in favor of non-concurring in this amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The second amendment isin reference to an ap- 
propriation for building a riding hall for the cadets. 
There was some doubt in the minds of the com- 
mittee as to the propriety of this appropriation; | 
but the committee concluded to report in opposi- | 
tion tofit. The controlling reason, so far as | was | 
concerned—and I have no doubt it was substan- | 
tially so with other members of the committee—in | 
coming to such a conclusion, was this: while we 
thought that the hall for which the appropriation | 
was asked might be made useful, and at certain | 
seasons of the year might be said to be necessary, | 
in the instruction of the cadets, yet, in consider- | 
ation of the fact that this same question has been ! 
up before the House year after year, and rejected, | 
we were of the opinion thatan endeavor to ingraft || 
it into the bill again would have the effect to bring | 
the institution, to some extent, into a kind of dis- 
credit. I said this amendment has been bere year 
after year nearly as long as | can remember, and 
has generally been made a subject of ridicule in 
debate on this floor; and I do not doubt that such | 
debate has the effect of wenkening the institution 
in the mind of the public. 

T have seen some of the professors of the acad- 
emy in relation to the matter; they are intelligent, | 
honorable, and reliable men. Ihave great confi- 
dence in their judgment, They say the amend- 
ment ought to pass. ‘They say the hall is very 
desirable for the purposes of instruction, and 
that during the fall and spring seasons of the! 
year, without it, cavalry instructions. must cease, | 
owing to climate and the nature of the soil | 
when frozen and when breaking up; but after a |! 
full consideration of the subject, the committee | 
agreed to report in favor of non-concurring in this H 
amendment also, and I hope this committee will | 
adopt the recommendation of the Committee of | 
Ways and Means. | 

The other amendment of the Senate non-con- ' 
eurred in by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
is the second section of the bill which proposes an 
increase in the compensation of the professors of 
French and drawing, so as to be equal to that of 
the professors in the other departments, and that 
the compensation of the master of the sword | 
shall be $1,200 per annum. Fhe Committee of } 
Ways and Means thought no sufficient reasons | 
were apparent for this proposed change, and they 
recommended a non-coneurrence in this amend- i 
ment also. ` i 

Mr. Chairman, I, for one, am, and I believe 
every one of the committee which had this matter 
in charge are, friendly to titis institution, and have 
every desire to cherish and protect it. 1 would 
not withhold from it one cent that would promote 
its usefulness and prosperity. Nay, sir, from an 
overflowing treasury I would give liberally; but, | 
sir, it should be with dae and proper discrimina- | 
tion; and the Committee of Ways and Means 
thought that these views would be best promoted 
by making the disposition of these amendments 
that I have pointed out. We are not wedded to | 
these opinions, however, if a majority here think | 
a concurrence in one, or all, of these amendments 
would be wiser. [ think, sir, that this committee | 
now understand the position of the bill anti amend- 
ments, and [ hope it will act promptly in the mat- 
ter, and either concur with the Committee of 
Ways and Means or non-concur, for with eithe 
course T shall be satisfied. Although I believ 
that the permanent interests of the institution | 
will be best promoted by concurring with the re-s 
port of the Coramittee of Ways and Means. il 

Mr. BISSELL. Not having had the opportu- | 
nity of hearing the first portion of the remarks of | 
the gentleman from New York, Iam not able to: 
understand what the Commiuee of Ways and 
Means recommend in reference to these amend- i 
ments, f 

Mr. HAVEN. We recommend the striking | 
out of the appropriation of $5,000. for additional | 


i| we who are here sometimes do. 


quarters for the professors; also, the appropriation 
of $20,000 for a riding hall; and also striking 
out the second section. 

Mr. BISSELL. Lnow ask that all the amend- 
ments may be read, so that we can see what they 
are. 

‘The Clerk again read the amendments. 

Mr. BISSELL. Ibelieve, Mr. Chairman, that 
the two appropriations proposed to be stricken 
out—the one of $5,000 for houses for the officers 
at West Point, and the other of $20,000 for the 
erection of a suitable riding-hall, were recommend- 
ed by the Board of Visitors, men indiscriminately 
taken from all sections of the country, selected 
for their presumed fitness for that and other kindred 
objects. After their visit to the Academy, and 
examination into the wants of the institution, they 
strongly recommended these two appropriations. 
These appropriations, or at least the one provid- 
ing for the erection of a suitable riding-hall, have 
been recommended by the War Department for 
several years in succession, and strongly urged 
by those who are presumed to be most familiar 
with the wants and necessities of that institution. 

But [ have heretofore voted against the pro- 
posed appropriation for the riding-hall without 
much investigation, and on what was the popular 
idea here and elsewhere, that the young men who 
go to West Point should be drilled out of doors, 
and inured to out-door exercise; a policy which a 


riding-hall would interfere with; and that to erect | 


such a building for them to vide in, a cover to 
protect them from the weather or any other 
inconvenience, was but an admonition’ to them 
to become as effeminate as possible in all those 
things in which they were being trained. But 
since | have had the honor of being chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, I have taken 
occasion to look more closely into the subject, and 
have become convinced that a suitable riding-ha!l 
is absolutely necessary, not so much for the con- 
venience of the cadets; not for their comfort, which 
I do not take into the account at all at this time, 
but for the benefit of the institution, and in order 


that the Government may derive all advantages | 


which it is entitled to expect from an institution 
kept up at no inconsiderable expense. lam as- 
sured that without such a hall the cadets cannot 
be drilled on horseback more than about three 
months in the year. 
that it is on account of the cold, the rain, or the 
snow, so far as they affect the cadets themselves, 
that they cannot be so drilled. Itis on account, 
rather, of the horses. 

This institution is located pretty far north, and 
pretty high up. Its latitude and altitude are both 
well up. dtisacold place. There are short sum- 
mers and long winters. The snow lies deep there 
in winter, and it rains much in fall and spring. 
The ground is liable to be covered with ice, with 
deep snow, or with snow partially formed into 
ice, presenting a rough and hummocky surface, 
but still very slippery. This, in those peculiar, 
difficult, and prompt movements required in drill- 
ing a platoon of mounted men, is dangerous to 
the limbs and necks of the horses, to say nothing 
of the safety of their riders. 

So it is again, in spring and fall, when the 
ground is being released from the frost—or, as we 
say, the ground is breaking up—a slow process in 
that high latitude. At such times, it will readily 
be perceived that ground, trampled upon by horses 


| every day, must become plungy, and unfit for the 


purpose of teaching horses military exercise. It 
should be borne in mind that this is peculiar busi- 
ness—not plain straightforward riding, such as 
In this exercise 


horses are required to perform their evolutions | 
i side by side, and in very close proximity, as well 


as’ simultaneously. If the ground be soft and 
miry—if it be half frozen, but yet not sufficiently 


so to bear the horse and his rider—or if it be icy, 
and the horse liable to slipand every abrupt or į 


sudden turn or halt, with what advantage can 
horseback drill be prosecuted ? 
But, despite all these things, there might still be 


i left some four or five months in the year, when cav- 


alry exercise might be had but for another reason 
which I will mention. Ft is well known that for 


| two or three months during the summer the cadets 


are required to leave the Academy for the purpose 


_ of being drilled in camp, and as infantry. This 
is an indi 


iÍ takes from their cavalry exercise during the most 


sD 


spensable part of their instruction. This 


Do not let it be supposed | 


favorable part of the season. On the whole, as I 
have already stated, the cadet, as things now are, 
can scarcely receive more than three months in- 
struction in cavalry exercise during the year. 
Erect a suitable riding-hall, and he may receive 
nine months instruction. 

Wow, the Government is at the expense of 
| keeping over ninety horses at West Point, for 
: no other purpose than the one [ have indicated. 
: They are of use scarcely more than three months 
in the year. By granting the appropriation here 
asked for, they may be of service nine fhonths in 
the year. Does not economy require, then, that 
this appropriation be made? It is not intended, 
of course, that the hall shall be used except at 
such times as the state of the ground forbids out- 
door exercise. The whole amount of this matter 
is just this: that at present we do not get the ad- 
vantage we ought to derive from this institution, 
considering the expense it has been and still is to 
the Government annually; and if we would gee 
all the advantage which we are entitled to receive, 
considering that expense, we must make this ad- 
ditional appropriation for this very necessary ap- 
pendage to the institution. 

Mr. BENTON. This riding house is not ab- 
solutely a new acquaintance with me. Trecollect, 
; years ago, applications were made, some of which 
were successful, for appropriations for this house 
for equitation—learning to ride on horseback. I 
believe they were called ‘exercises in equitation,’” 
which being translated into English, means riding 
on horseback, [Laughter.} 1 recollect that about 
1836, $30,000 were appropriated at one time for 
this house for exercising in equitation, which sum 
was in addition to the appropriations made before. 
I thonght when that $30,000 was added, that we 
should have no more of these appropriations, but 
here is an application for $20,000 more. I have 
read the recommendation which the visitors have 
made in behalf of it. Doubtless the visitors are 
very clever and popular men. 

3ut I have been accustomed to look at the re- 
ports which come from these visitors at West 
Point as coming from the professors themselves, 
through the instrumentality of a committee of 
these visitors. Every one of the reports which 
[have examined seers to be drawn up by the 
head of the branch of business which that par- 
ticular section of the board is assigned to examine. 
| I never had a good opinion of these boards of 
| visitors. When we paid them a trifle there was 
| an overwhelming number of applications to get 
| appointments as visitors to West Point, and 
| members of Congress often carried the day, get- 
| ting a little mileage and some small pay besides. 
li We afterwards stopped this, but made appropri- 
| ations for subsistence and dinners, while the vis- 
! itors remained there; and such is the love of office 
and compensation of some kind or other, that for 
| a mere belly full of meat and wine there has al- 
| ways beena throng of applicants to the War Office 
| for appointments upon the Board of Visitors.. 
For near twenty years I was chairman of the 
| Senate’s Committee on Military Affairs. From: 
| my position, and from the fact of having once be- 
| jonged to the Army myself, I was a sort of natu- 
| ral line of visitors to West Point, but I would 
never gothere. Thereason why was this: I knew 
j that no persons who begged their appointment 
i 
| 
| 


there as visitors would ever sign a report that I 
| would draw up, and I knew that I never would 
| sign a report which they would draw up, or would 
_bedrawn up for us; and so I never went there. I 
| recollect very well the old debates about this riding- 
house. I am not able to say how many app%o- 
_ priations were made for it, but I recollect one of 
$30,000. When that was made, members fromthe 
West were astonished at hearing of the hardships 
; of these young gentlemen, in having to ride upon 
i horseback in cold weather, in hail and snow, and 
‘also in the hot, burning sun, and it was suggested 
j by various members that it would be economy to 
i reduce the young gentlemen to the degree of pro- 
, tection against bad weather, to which the young 
| women and the old women of New England were 
; subjected, by giving them a parasol for the sun,an 
umbrella for the rain, and a pelisse fora cold day. 
It was then said by New England men—and I 
could name one gentleman who said that the young 
women and the old women of his State all rode 
about during all kinds of weather in the open air; 
and New England was further north than West 
' Point; and that the people of the country worked 
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in the open air, not two or three hours a day, but 
for the whole day; and that their sons did the same 
—even half-grown boys. 

Well, the objections were voted down, and the 
appropriations were carried—how many I do not 
know, but I recollect one of $30,000. A great 
many members of Congress had sons in the acad- 
emy about thattime. When I read the other day 
the recommendation of those visitors, and saw the 
appeal they made for help to the young gentlemen; 
when I saw the words “ danger to life and limb ?”— 
those were the words, I think; am I mistaken? 

Mr. HAVEN. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BENTON. “ Danger tolife and limb’?’— 
were not those the words? 

Mr. HAVEN. Those are the words, I believe. 

Mr. BENTON. “Danger to life and limbs?” 
not of the horses, but of the young cadets in Jearn- 
ing to ride in such naughty houses which had cost 
so much money. When that was read in my 
family, it was suggested by some of the children 
that the floor be carpeted, and mattresses be placed 
around the room, so that when the young men roll 
off their horses they may roll up against the mat- 
tresses, so as not to endanger “life and limb.” 
{Laughter.] Why, sir, the five-year old boys of 


the Utah nation would be ashamed to have them- |! 
| claims it? 


selves put into a house to learn to ride. These 
five-year old boys will drive away the stock out- 
side of any stockade in which these house-taught 
riders command, who have learned to perform 
equestration ina house. {Laughter.} I have au- 
‘thority for saying these five-year old Utah boys 
would gallop around these house-taught riders all 
day, and drive off their stock in their view. 

I want the yeasand nays upon the amendments 
when we get to the place for them—*when the bill 
gets into the. House, and I wish the provision in 
regard to the entertainment of the visitors stricken 
out. Surely, the race has not gone by, the race 
is not wholly extinct, who do something for their 
country without a mercenary motive, anda reward 
either in meat or money. I can recollect when 
the heads of the community, men of some age, 
who had acted their parts, and provided for them- 
selves and their families, were ready to give up 
some share of time for the benefit of eleemosy- 
nary and charitable institutions, and for public 
institutions, such as colleges and universities, and 
do itat their own expense. And then a high order 
of men were got for the purpose. Now, disin- 
terested service is getting out of date. Congress 
offers inducement, in meat or money, to get vis- 
itors. Those who value the inducement apply for 
the place, and get it. 
contend with them. ‘The visitation falls into unfit 
hands, and the resultis a report from the professor 
himself, fathered by a committee of the visitors 
who have begged their places, und get their meat 
and wine free while wondering at what is shown 
them, and signing what is drawn up for them. 

Mr. Haven was here recognized by the Chair; 
Mr. Cwasrain endeavoring to obtain the floor at 
the same time. 

Mr. BISSELL. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow’me a moment to correct a misappre- 
hension? 

Mr. HAVEN. 
I believe I have. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I claim the floor, Mr. 
Chairman. I want to know if ithas come to this, 
that a gentleman cannot be recognized after he has 
got the eye of the Chairman? Is the floor to be 
farmed out forever and ever? 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to accommodate 
my friend from Georgia, for I certainly do not 
propose to discuss further this subject of riding. 
Lunderstand my friend from [llinois (Mr. BrsseLL] 
desires to make an explanation, and I yield to him 
for that purpose. 

Mr. BISSELL. 
say. a ‘ 
Mr. CHASTAIN. I insist upon my right to 
the floor. 


I will, if I have the floor, and 


I have only a few words to 


Mr. BISSELL. Well, the Chair must decide |! 


who has the floor. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I supposed that I was rec- 
ognized by the Chair, and therefore am entitled to 
the floor. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the 
gentleman from New York first, and he understands 


that the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. BisseLL] | 


desires to make an explanation, and asks the gen- 
tleman from New York to yield for that purpose. 


High-minded men will not | 


The gentleman from New York has yielded for 
that purpose; and the gentleman from illinois has 
the floor. But the Chair, aware that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Castar] desired to obtain 
the floor, sent a messenger to him, to say that he 
would recognize him immediately after the gentle- 
man from New York yielded the floor, if he then 
claimed it. i 

Mr. CHASTAIN. IL ask the gentleman from 
New York to allow me to say that I propose to 
leave the city very soon; and 1 wanted very mu 
to make a few remarks upon the Nebraska ques- 
tion before I left. That was the reason of my 
anxiety to obtain the floor at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Brssex] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois did not get the floor; and I object to its being 
farmed outin this manner. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish simply to say, that there 
ismota gentleman upon this floor to whom I would 
more cheerfully yield than the gentleman from 
Georgia; but. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the Chair understand 
the gentleman from Illinois to say that he only 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Benron] for explanation, and that he still 


Mr. BISSELL. Oh, no. I gave up the floor 
altogether to the gentleman from Missouri, and 
now only asked the gentleman from New York to 
yield it to me for an explanation. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is it competent for one gen- 
tleman to obtain the floor, and yield it to another? 

The CHAIRMAN. He may yield it for ex- 
planation. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


I know it has been the cus- 


| tom to yield it on all occasions; but what I de- 


sired to know was, whether he had a right under 


the rule. 
The CHAIRMAN. He has, for explanation. 
The Chair decides that the gentleman from New 


| York is upon the floor, and he will proceed with 


his remarks, 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I appeal from the decision 

of the Chair. My rights here are equal to those 
of any other member, and [ mean to insist upon 
the appeal. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the gentleman from New York is entitled to 
the floor; and from this decision the gentleman 
from Georgia appeals. The question is, ‘* Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the committee??? 

Mr. HAVEN. [submit that itis not an ap- 
pealable case. ‘The committee have no right to 
determine, and cannot determine, whether the 
Chair saw me first, or the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. That is a question which the Chair must 
decide for himself. 1t depends upon his vision 
and knowledge only. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was very well 
aware of the fact that it was not a question upon 


which an appeal could be taken, but he thought | 


it would be the easiest way to settle the question 
between the gentieman from New York and the 
gentleman from Georgia, as to who is entitled to 


| the floor. 


Mr. HAVEN. 1 do not understand the gen- 
tleman from Georgia {Mr. Cuasrain] as having 
taken any appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I have certainly taken no 


| appeal from the decision of the Chair. The ap- 


peal I made was to the courtesy of the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from 
New York is entitled to the floor, and will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. HAVEN. I only desire to say one word 
for the purpose of putting this matter right in ref- 


| erence to the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Cuas- 


rain.] There is no gentleman in this House to 
whom I would have sooner yielded the floor than 
to that gentleman. I know of no other gentleman 
whom Í would.gooner oblige; but I believe I am 
under some obligations to the House in reference 
to the discussion upon this bill to-day, 80 far as I 
can contro! it, because it was rather as a matter of 
grace that the House consented to go into com- 
mittee upon it when I asked them to do so. The 

enileman from Georgia indicates his purpose. to. 
address the committee upon the territorial ques- 
tion, and it seems to me it would be encroaching 
rather too much upon the kindness and good graves 
of the House, for me to be a party toa speech on 


that subject, after such congent was given to-go. 
into committee upon this bill, with the undersiand-, 
ihg that no general discussion of other: subjects 
would take place. I say, under thése circum-, 
stances, it would be encroaching too much-ypon 
the indulgence of the Hause for me, now, to yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Georgia, {Mr.. 
Cuasrain,] for the purpose indicated by him: 

_ The gentleman from Ilinois, however, has de= 
sired me to yield him the floor for the purpose 
of making some explanation in relation to. the 
remarks of the gentleman. from Missouri, and: } 
yield him the floor for that purpose, iv 

Mr. BISSELL, 1 didnot very distinetly un- 
derstand all the remarks of the gentleman. from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] | If, however, he. in- 
tended any portion of them heard by me as a 
‘reply to what I had previously said, then he must. 
have entirely misunderstood me, notwithstand- 
ing the very great pains I took to avoid any such 
misunderstanding on the part of any one. I ex- 
pressly stated to the committee that this appro- 
priation was not asked for upon the ground that 
it was necessary to protect the cadets from the 

weather. I stated that this was not the purpose 
for which this hall was required, but that it was 
required for the safety of the horses, to’ say 

nothing about the cadets; and to allow of. their 

being.drilled and exercised appropriately for eight 

or nine months jn the year instead. of three or 
four, as is now the case. And how is this argus 
ment replied to? Why, by intimating that the, 
call for this appropriation is with a view :tọ pro- 
protect and screen the cadet from the. vicissi- 
tudes of the weather! “And something is saidin 
this connection about their being less, willing to 
brave inclement weather, or less able to do it, 
than the young women of New England—and_ 
parasols and warm clothing is suggested for them, 
Now, sir, is that any reply to my argument? Or, 
rather, is ita fair response to the plain statement 
of fact which I presented ? 

Then again we are told that the Utah boys of 
| five years old can ride the wildest horses, &c., doc. 
| and they are.not taught in riding halls, But what 
has all that to do with the question before. this 
committee? Is this establishment kept up for them? 
We all know very well that the Utah, as well as, 
various other tribes of Indians, are remarkable 
for their horsemanship; perhaps they are not sur- 
passed by any nation or tribe of-peaple on the 
globe. ut what, I ask again, has all that to do 
with the question whether a riding hall shall be - 
erected at West Point? 

Mr. Chairman, l repeat then, and it isall { haye: 
to say, that this appropriation is asked for because. 
it is believed that without it the Government will 
not receive the full benefit of the expense it. has: 
incurred in keeping up. that instituton.. ‘There 
are but few months. in the. year, comparatively.a 
small portion of the year, when the horses can be 
exercised under the existing state of things at 
West Point. 

Mr. BENTON. I was replying to the visitors. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that the committee do 
now rise, with a view of closing debate on this 
bill. We may then resolve ourselves into the 
| Committee of the Whole, and finish the bill under. 
| a five-minutes discussion. ` ; 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and: the Speak- 

| er having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
Jones, of New York} reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. had 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
| particularly the amendments of the Senate: to 
|| House bill (No. 47) making appropriations for the 
| support of the Military Academy at West Point 
| for the year ending June 30, 1855, and had come 
| to no resolution thereon. 
i Mr. HAVEN. Lnow move the usual resolu- 
| tion to close debate on the Military Academy ap- 
| propriation bill within five minutes after the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
; shall again resume its consideration. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 move that the House do 
now. adjourn. 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman will withdraw 
| his motion I think that 1 can accommodate that 
side of the House. I wish to accommodate the 
| gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cuasrain,] and I 
i understand that it will meet with his wishes if he 
i! can have the floor for five minutes. He can then, 


print what portion of his remarks he may not | 
desire to deliver at length to-day. ; 

Mr. CHASTAIN. fam obliged to the gentle- 
man. 1! will iry to avail myself of the rule again. 
If the gentleman had been so kind awhile ago, 
as to extend me that courtesy, 1 might have ac- 
cepted it. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
to adjourn, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Benson and 
Vai were appointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 58, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to, and thereupon, | 
at twenty minutes to three o’clock, p. m., the 
House adjourned until Monday next at twelve 
o’clock. 


I demand tellers on the motion 
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Prayer by Rev. Wiruiam H. MILBURN. $ 

The Journal of Thursday wasread and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC, Pt 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of citizens of | 
Ohio, remonstrating against any infringement of || 
the Missouri compromise, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented documents in relation į 
to the claim of the heirs of Nathan Daggett to 
compensation for services during the revolutionary || 
war; which, together with sundry papers on the || 
files of the Senate in relation to the same claim, | 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. A 

Also, the remonstrance of a public meeting held |i 
at Point Isabel, in the State of Texas, against the l 
removal of the custom-house from that place, and i 
a change of the port of entry from there to | 
Brownsville; also, the memorial of S. Mussing, 
praying that the custom-house may not be removed 
from Point Esabel to Brownsville, Texas; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. PISH presented a memorial of the Pacific || 
Mail Steamship Company of New York, protest- | 
ing against the annulment of their contracts for | 
the transportation of the mails; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the Post Ofliceand Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of the 
women of Sandisfield, Massachusetts, remonstra- | 

ting against the passage of any act, directly or 
Indirectly, legalizing slavery in the ‘Territories of 
the United States; which was ordered to lie on the | 
table. | 

Also, two petitions of inhabitants of Andover, | 
Mansnchusetts, praying a reduction of the rates | 
of ocean postage; which were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ! 

Also, a petition signed by Mrs. Harriet Beecher | 
Stowe and other wamen, of Massachusetts, pray- | 
ing a reduction of the rates of ocean postage; || 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads. f 

Mr. SEWARD presented additional documents i 
in relntion to the claim of the representatives of | 
John Shultz, for remuneration for services ren- | 
dered by him during the revolutionary war; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims. i 

Also, a remonstrance from citizens of Berrien | 
county, Michigan, against the passage of the | 
Nebraska-Kansas bill; which was ordered to lie 

| 
| 
! 


i 
| 


on the table. 

Mr. BRODTLIEAD presented a memorial signed | 
by citizens of Northumberland county, Pennsyl- | 
vania, praying that the homestead bill may be so | 
amended ns that each citizen, who has heretofore ; 
purchased one hundred and sixty acres of public | 
land, may be refunded the amount paid by him | 
with interest thereon; which was ordered to leon | 
the table. i 

Also,a memorial of the Board of Trade and : 
Merchants’ Exchange, of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, | 
i 


praying that an appropriation may be made for | 
deepening the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi 
river; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce. i 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of | 
citizens of Marshall county, lowa, praying the i 
establishment of a mail route from Toledo to! 
Eldorado, in that State; which was referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of citizens |; 
of Alexandria, Virginia, praying areduction of the i 


i 
! 
| praying that copies of our national medals may | 


| construct a line of telegraph upon certain condi- | 


|! memorial of D. McManus, a chaplain in the 


| asked to be extended to a new class of cases, Íj 


i glad now in this connection, however, to say, that : 


Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- | 
tion of the State Historical Society of Wisconsin, 


be struck in bronze and distributed; which was ; 
referred to the Committee on the Library. i 
Mr, DODGE, of lowa, presented the memorial : 
of L. E. Truesdell, proposing to conStruct a good | 
road from some point near Council Bluff to Cali- | 
fornia, to establish a line of coaches thereon for | 
transporting the mails and passengers, and also to | 
i 


tions. 


Ordered, That so much of the memorial as relates to the | 
construction of a road, be referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands; and that so much thereof as relates to the | 
transportation of the mails, and the construction of a tele 
graph, be referred to the Comunttee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I present to the Senate the 


i 
| 
| 
| 
Army, now at Fort Gibson, praying to be allowed |) 
a land warrant; which | move may be referred to | 
the Committee on Pensions. a i 

I do not know upon what law or regulation their | 
position is based, or in what light their position | 
ought to be regarded in reference to the applica- | 
tion now made for bounty land; but as a new 
principle is to be adopted, or rather an old one is 


move to refer it to the Pension Committee. I am | 
if the clergy are connected with, Incorporated 
with the Army as chaplains, or had any perma- į 
nent connection with the Army during the war 
with Mexico, they ought not to be exciuded from |! 
the same character of compensation at some fair || 
| 
| 
| 
1 


rate, which has been allowed and conferred upon ; 
others. If they are actually connected with the 
Army, (and 1 understand they are, and are miser- 
ably paid,) it seems to me little short of a degrada- ` 
tion and an outrage to exclude them from com- | 
pensation and benefits which have been made to | 
all other classes. H 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of members of the barat | 
Detroit, Michigan, praying an inerease of the salary of the || 
United States disinetyudge tor Michigan, be withdrawn from |l 
the files of the Senate, und referred to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. H 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was | 


Ordered, That the petition of Benjamin Arnold be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on In-! 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of | 
James Pool, praying interest on his accounts from | 
the time when certified by the Second Auditor to | 
be due to the time of their payment, asked to be | 
discharged from its farther consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which | 
was agreed to. i 

Mr. PELTIT, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the memo- |; 
rial of Robert C. Steptoe and others, praying sat- | 
isfaction for lands granted by the Stateof Georgia, | 
in 1784, and afterwards ceded to the United States, -| 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ! 
ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian ii 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of | 
the legal representatives of Heury Conner, alias ` 
6¢ Wahbish-Kim-dib,’’ deceased, praying the pay- : 
ment of an amount awarded said Conner under : 
the treaty with the Saganaw band of Chippewa | 
Indians, of January 14, 1837, submitted an adverse i] 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private ` 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of George Jennings and others, praying that | 
Thomas D. Jennings may be allowed to enter a: 
certain tract of land settled by his father, submit-: 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; | 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. | 
The report was ordered to be printed. ‘| 

fie also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the petition of Juan Manuel Luco | 
and José Leandro Luco, praying permission to | 
file their title to a certain tract of land in California | 


i of said letter 


sioners, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief; which was read, and passed toa 
second reading. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives, explanatory of the second section of a ‘‘ res- 


į olution to establish certain post routes,” approved 


July 12, 1852, reported it back without amend- 
ment, and recommended its passage. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of R. D. Battle, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Isaac L. Battle, praying that 
the estate may be released from further hability 
under ajudgment, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for the relief of the estate of Isaac Ju. 
Battle; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill from 
the House of Representatives, to authorize the 
selection of school districts in lieu of the sixteenth 
sections within the twelve miles square reserva- 
tion, State of Alabama, reported it back without 
amendment. 

We also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill confirmatory of certain school selections; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

HON. TRUMAN SMITH. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: N 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate be requested 
to inform the Executive of the State of Connecticut that 


| the Hon. Truman Sarra, one of the Senators from said 
| State, did, On the luh instant, resign his scat in the Sen- 


ate of the United States, to take effect from and alter the 


; 2th day of May next. 


POSTAL OPERATIONS. 
Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- 


tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
ascertain, and report for the information ofthe Senate. 

First. The number of dead-tetters in the last postal year 5 
and the proportion or percent. of them not prepaid; and 
the amount of postage, Known or estimated, which would 
have been received, or required for the prepayment of such 
were not prepaid. 

Second. Whatis the total weight of some given large 
number of dead tetters, taken at random, at the dead letier 
office, and of those so weighed and counted; what is the 
total weight and number of those now rated at single post- 
age ; and, separately, the total weight and number of those 
now rated at nore than single postage. 

Third. In vach of several of the large offices, supposed to 
be a fair average, in that respect, of the business of the 
country, what is the total weight of some given large num- 


| berof letters deposited or delivered; and of those so weighed, 


what is the number and weight of those now rated at single 
postage, aud, (separately) of those now rated at more than 
single postage. 

Fourth. What proportion or per cent., in number, of the 
leiters now maijed, are, in the opinion of the clerks and 
postinasters, aud of the Postmaster General, probably of a 
weight not exceeding one fourth of an ounce each ? 

Fifth. In the opinion of the opening clerks at the dead- 
lever office, what proportionate part of the surtace of paper 
of the letters opened by them is blauk, i. e., what is the 
average proportion or per cent. of blank surface, as com- 
pared with the written surface, 

Sixth. How well or sufficiently is the present rate charged 
upon advertised letters found to compensate for the cost of 
advertising, and what is the greatest loss to the Depart- 
ment, in any one of the fast six yes in the cost of adver- 
tising let over and above the receipts of the Department 
for adver uy then. 

Seventh. What is the number of clerks or persons now 
and heretofore required or employed in the General Post 


i Oflice, in examining, computing, recording, and comparing 
: the returns aione. 


Highth. Whatis the number of letters carried in the Brit- 
ish mails in the last year, of which a report has been re- 
ceived; and what the number the year prior to the adop- 
tion of uniform penny postage. 

Ninth. For how masy years has the British penny postage 
been a seurce of revenue overand above the expenses; and 
what was the amount of such net revenue in the year last 
reported? 


COLLECTION DISTRICT IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 


| which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire inio the expediency of creating an addi- 
tional collection district in the State of California, to be 
composed of the counties of Humboldt, Trinity, Yreka, 
and Kiamoth. 


LAND DISTRICT IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of creating a new 
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land district in the State of California, to be composed of 
the counties of Humboldt, Trinity, Yreka, and Klamoth. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the House bill for the relief 
of William B. Edwards,and to the House bill for 
the relief of Mary Deany, widow of the late Lieu- 
tenant James A. Deany, of the United States 

rmy. 

Also, that the House had passed the bill from 
the Senate for the relief of John Gusman, of 
Louisiana. : 

Also, that they had passed a bill for the relief of 
the widow and heirs of Elijah Beebe; and 

A bill to graduate and reduce the price of the 
public lands to actual cultivators and settlers. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed three enrolled bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore then signed the 
enrolled bills forthe relief of William B. Edwards; 
for the relief of Mary Deany, widow of the late 
Lieutenant James A. Deany, of the United States 
Army; and for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Isaac P. Simonton. f 


SPIRITUAL MANIFESTATIONS. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I beg leave 
to present to the Senate a petition, with some 
fifteen thousand names appended to it, upon a very 
singular and novel subject. The petitioners rep- | 
resent, that certain physical and mental phenom- 
ena of mysterious import have become so preva- 
lent in this country and Europe as to engross a 
large share of public attention. 

A: partial analysis of these phenomena attest 
the existence: 

First. Of an “ occult force,” which is exhibited | 
in sliding, raising, arresting, holding, suspending, || 
and otherwise disturbing ponderable bodies, ap- 
parently in direct opposition to the acknowledged 
laws of matter; and transcending the accredited 
powers of the human mind, 

Secondly. Lights of various forms and colors, | 
and of different degrees of intensity, appear in 
dark rooms, where chemical action, or phosphor- 
escent illumination, cannot be developed, and 
where there are no means of generating electricity, 
or of producing combustion. 

Thirdly. A variety of sounds, frequent in oc- 
currence, and diversified in character, and of sin- |i 
gular significance and import, consisting of myste- | 
rious rappings, indicating the presence of invisible | 
intelligence. Sounds are often heard like those 
produced by the prosecution of methanical oper- 
ations—like the hoarse murmurs of the winds and 
waves, mingled with the harsh creaking noise of 
the masts and rigging of a ship laboring in a rough 
sea. Concussions also occur, resembling distant 
thunder, producing oscillatory movements of sur- 


t 


premises upon which these phenomena occur. 
Harmonious soundsas of human voices, and other 
sounds resembling those of the fife, drum, trum- į 
pet, &c., have been produced without any visible 
agency. ; 

Fodfthly. All the functions of the human body 
and mind are influenced, in what appear to be 
certain abnormal states of the system, by causes | 
not yet adequately understood or accounted for. 
The ** occult force” or invisible power, frequently 
interrupts the normal operation of the faculties, 
suspending sensation and voluntary motion, and 


| ing the subject with great delicacy and moderation. 


| sired, and which alchemy sought to discover by 


rounding objects, and a tremulous motion of the j; he had only to 


1 


reducing the temperature of the body to a death- | 
like coldness and rigidity; and diseases hitherto 


“The petitioners proceed to state that two opin- 
with respect to the origin of these 

henomena. One ascribes them to the power and | 
intelligence of departed spirits, operating-apon the |; 
elements which pervade all material forms; the 
other rejects this conclusion, and contends that all 
these results may be accounted for in a rational 4 
and satisfactory manner. r i 

The memorialists, while thus disagreeing as to 

the causes, concur in opinion as to the occurrence | 
of the alleged phenomena, and in view of their 
origin, nature, and bearing upon the interests of | 
mankind, demand for them a patient, rigid, scien- 
tific investigation; and request the appointment of 
a scientific commission for that purpose. 


ions prevail 


Hi 


it her.” This I call a spiritual manifestation of the 


considered incurable have been entirely eradicated | most interesting and fascinating kind. Even the 


l 

| 

by this mysterious agency. | b 
| ‘spiritual creature, 


ia proof that spiiitual science was held in high 


' wished to reveal to him the secrets of futurity. 


7 


I have now given a faithful synopsis of this 
petition, which, however unprecedented in itself, 
has been prepared with singular ability, present- 


Í make ita rule to present any petition to the Sen- 
ate which is respectful in its terms, upon any sub- 
ject which the petitioners may desire to bring to 
the attention of this body. Bat having discharged 
this duty | may be permitted to say, that the prev- 
alence of this delusion, at this age of the world, 
amongst any considerable portion of our citizens, 
must originate, in my opinion, in a defective sys- 
tem of education, or in a partial derangement of 
the mental faculties, produced by a diseased con- 
dition of the physical organization. I cannot, 
therefore, believe that it prevails to the extent in- 
dicated in this petition. Different ages of the 
world have had their peculiar delusions. Alche- ! 
my occupied the attention of eminent men for 
several centuries. But there was something sub- 
lime in alchemy. The philosopher’s stone, or the 
transmutation of base metals into gold, the elixir 
vite, or water of life, which would preserve youth 
and beauty, and prevent old age, decay, and death, | 
were blessings which poor humanity ardently de- 


perseverance and piety. 

Roger Bacon, one of the greatest alchemists, 
and greatest men of the thirteenth century, whist 
searching for the philosopher’s stone, discovered 
the telescope, burning glasses, and gunpowder. 
The prosecution of that delusion led, therefore, 
to a number of useful discoveries. In-the six- 
teenth century, flourished Cornelius Agrippa, 
alchemist, astrologer, and magician, one of ‘the | 
greatest professors of hermetic philosophy that ever | 
lived. He had all the spirits of the’ air and 
demons of the earth under his command. Paulus 
Jovius says ‘* that the devil, in the shape of a large į 
black dog, attended Agrippa wherever he went.” 
Thomas Nash says that ‘at the request of Lord 
Surrey, Erasmus, and other learned men, Agrippa 
called up from the grave several of the great phi- 
losophers of antiquity ; among others, Tully, whom | 
he caused to redeliver his celebrated oration for | 
Roscius.” To please the Emperor, Charles the 
V., he summoned King David and King Solomon 
from the tomb, and the emperor conversed with 
tlem long upon the science of government. This 
wastfiglorious exhibition of spiritual power, com- 
pared with the insignifeant manifestations of the 
present day. - 

I will pass over the celebrated Paracelsus, for 
the purpose of making allusion to an Englishman, 
with whose veracious history every one ought 
to make himself acquainted. In the sixteenth 
century, Doctor Dee made such progress in the 
«Talmudic Mysteries,” that he acquired ample 
power to hold familiar converse with spirits and 
angels, and to learn from them all the secrets of 
the universe. On one occasion, the angel Uriel 
gave him a black crystal, of a convex form, which 
gaze upon intently, and by a strong 


5 sos 
effort of the will, he could summon any spirit he 


Dee, in his veracious Diary, says, that one day, 
while he was sitting with Albertus Laski, a Polish 
nobleman, ‘* there seemed to come out of the ora- 
tory a spiritual creature, like a pretty girl, ofseven 
or nine years of age, attired on her head, with 
her hair rolled up before, and hanging down 
behind; with a gown of silk of changeable red 
and green, and with a train. She seemed to play 
up and down, and seemed to go inand out behind 
the books, and as she seemed to go between them, ! 
the books displaced themselves and made way for 


very books felt the fascinating influence of this 
» for “they displaced them- | 
selves and made way for her.” Edward Kelly, 

an Irishman, who was present, and who witnessed j 
this beautifal apparition, verifies the Doctor’s | 
statement; therefore it would be unreąsonable to | 
doubt a story so well attested, Doctor Dee was 
the distinguished favorite of Kings and Queens— 


repute in the good old days of Queen Elizabeth. | 

But, of all the professors of- occult science, her- | 
metic philosophy, or spiritualism, the Rosicrucians | 
were the must exalted and refined. With them | 
the possession of the philosopher’s stone was to be | 
the means of health and happiness; an instrument | 


| by which man could command the services ofi 


H Cagliostro was the most justly celebrated. 


superior beings, control thé elements, defy the ob- - 
structions: of time and space} and ‘acquire ‘the 
most intimate knowledge of ‘all the secrets ofthe 
universe. These were objects worth struggling 
for. The refined Rosicrucians’ weré utterly dis- 
gusted with the coarse, gross, sensual spirits who 
had been in communion with man'-previous to 
their day; so they decreed the annihilation of them 
all, and substituted in their stead a race of mild, 
beautiful, and beneficent beings: The spirits of 


. the olden time were a malignant race; and took 


especial delight in doing mischief; but, the ‘new 
generation is mild and benignant, These spirits, 
as this petition attests, indulge in the most. inno- 
cent amusements and harmless recreations, such 
as sliding, raising-and ‘‘tipping’? tables, producing 
pleasant sounds and variegated lights, and some- 
times curing diseases which were previously con- 
sidered incurable; and, for the existence. of. this 
simple and benignant race, our petitioners. are 
indebted to the brethren of the Rosie Cross. 
Among the modern professors_of spiritualism, 
In 
Paris his saloons were thronged with the.rich and 
noble. To old ladies’ he sold immortality, to 
young ones he sold beauty that would endure for 
centuries; and his charming countess gained im- 
mense wealth by granting attendant ‘ sylphs’’ to 
such ladies as were rich enough to pay for their 
services, ‘* The Biographic des Contemporains,” 
a work which our present mediums ought to çon- 
sult with care, says, ‘* There was hardly a fine 
lady in Paris who would not sup with. the shade 
of Lucretius in the apartments of Cagliostro; there 
was not a military officer who: would ‘not dis- 
cuss the art of war with Alexander, Hannibal, or 
Cæsar; or an advocate or counsellor who would 
not argue legal points with the ghost of Cicero.” 
‘These were spiritual manifestations worth paying 
for; and all our present degenerate mediums would 
have to hide their diminished heads in the presence 
of Cagliostro. It would be a curious inquiry to 
follow this *‘occult science” through all its phases 
of mineral magnetism, animal magnetism, mesmerism, 
&c., until we reach the present latest and lowest 
phase of all “ spiritual manifestation.” -But I 
have said enough to show the truth of Burke's 
beautiful aphorism, ‘The credulity of dupes is 
as inexhaustible as the invention of knaves, ” 
Mr. WELLER. What does the Senator pro- 
pose to do with the petition? ; : 
Mr. PETTIT. Let it be referred to the three 
thousand clergymen. [Laughter.] : 
Mr. SHIELDS. I present the petition. 
Mr. SUMNER. To what committeeis itto be 
referred ? i i ; i 
Mr, WELLER. ` I suggest that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, «[Laugh- 
ter. : 
tr. SHIELDS. 
reference. : 
Mr. WELLER. It may be that we may’have 
occasion to enter into diplomatic relations with 
these spirits. (Laughter.| If so, it isa proper 
subject for the consideration of that committee. It 
may be necessary to ascertain whether or not 
Americans, when they leave this world, lose their 
citizenship. It may be expedient that all these 
grave questions should be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, of which I am an 
humble member. l move its reference to-that 
committee. bla 
Mr. MASON. I really think it has been made * 
manifest by the honorable Senator who has -pre- 
sented the petition, that he has gone further: into 
the subject than any of us, and that his: capacity 
to elucidate it, is greater than that of any other 
Senator; I would, therefore, suggest to him that 
it should either go to a select committee on his 
motion, or be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, of which he is chairman. Certainly 
the Committee on Foreign Relations have nothing 
to do with it. Perhaps it would be better to allow 
the petition to lie on the table. : 
Mr. SHIELDS. This is an important subject, 
and should not be sneered away in this manner. 
{Laughter.] I was willing to agree to the motion 
of the honorable Senator from California; but f 
do not wish to send the petition to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, unless the chairman of that 
committee is perfectly satisfied that he can do the 
subject justice. I had thought of proposing ‘to 
refer the matter to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, because there may be a 


Tam willing to agree to that 
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possibility of establishing a spiritual telegraph be- 
tween the material and the spiritual world. 

Mr. MASON. 1 move that the petition lie 
upon the table. f 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am willing to allow it to 
lie on the table for the present. 

The motion was agreed to; and the petitiow 
was ordered to lie on the table. > 


THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, so much of 
the President’s annual message as related to the | 
judiciary system of the United States, was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘Ihe report 
of the Attorney General, upon the same subject, | 
was also referred to that committee. We have 
given the investigation of the subject anusual care 
and attention; and the bill, which Lam directed to 
report from the committee, comes to the Senate 
under very high sanction. It embodies, I believe, 
the essential suggestions contained in the report 
of the Attorney General, and I may say is passing, 
that although the judges of the Supreme Court 
act under a pretty correct method and system, the 
bill f present will receive theirapprobation. Lask, 
as the billis one of great practical importance, 
that it may be made the special order of the day 
for the first Monday in May, and that the report 
which accompanies the bill be printed, 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
made the special order of the day for the first 
Monday in May. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

: CAPTAIN GREY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PEVUIT. I have an adverse report to 
make from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
in reference to the claim of the heirs of Captain 


Grey and others, to land upon the northwest coast | 


of America. f will detain the Senate but a mo- 
ment in explaining the reasons for the report of | 
the commi.tee, as, it seemed to us, the papers | 
ought to be referred to another committee. j 
The memorial on which this report is made, 
prays for two things, [taileges that these ex- 
plorers were the first visitors upon the northwest- j 
ern coast, that they purchased large tracts of | 
country from the chiefs of the native tribes there, 
and that their purchases were very extensive. 
They ask a confirmation by Congress of their | 
title to these purchases; but in the event—and 
they ask in the alternative—of the confirmation | 
not being granted, they pray for a pecuniary con- 
sideration or reward for their trouble, vexation, &e. 
The Committee on Private Land Claims have 
directed me to report adversely as to the confirm- 
ation of land, so far as the petition goes on that 
subject. The committee regard it as being very | 
clear that they could not have bought of the na- 
tives. ‘he parties admit that they took posses- i 
sion in the name of the United States—tbat they 
raised the flag of the United States. The com- 
mittee, therefore, conclude that they must have 
acknowledged themselves us necessarily coming 
within the policy and laws of the United States, 
which forvid them to buy, individually, of any 
tribe, Lam, therefore, directed to make a report 
on that subject, asking to be discharged from the 


further consideration of the question, not express- |) 


ing any opinion, however, as to whether the Gov- 
ernment ought or ought not to make the parties a 
pecuniary consideration; bui if it ought, itis clear | 


that the matter should go to the Committee on |; 


Claims, and not to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. J, therefore, move that the report 
be printed, that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. The Committee on: 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bil from | 


the House of Representatives ‘to authorize the |: 


school commissioners of the fractional township 
No. 1, range No. 10 east, in Alabama, to locate 
one half section of land for school purposes,” 


ment, and recommend its passage. As the bill is 
one to which there can be no objection whatever, 
and as there is an anxiety prevailing among those 


REYES eae ena | 


able Senator from Iowa will prevail. If I recol- 
lect the facts of the case correctly, the sixteenth 
section of land in the township mentioned in the 
bill, (for the failure of which it is intended to pro- 
vide,) happened to be an Indian reservation, and 
the people of the township were thereby deprived 
of the benefit provided by the general act for the 
admission of the State of Alabama into the Union. 
By that act the sixteenth section in each township 


was granted to the inhabitants of the township for | 


the benefit of common schools. The present bil, 


I believe, is intended to provide the citizens of the ; 


township named in it, with the benefits derived 


under the general act by the citizens of other town- | 


ships. 
passed immediately. 

Mr. BROWN. This bill has passed the House, 
l believe. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 hope, therefore, it will be per- 


mitted to go over until to-morrow morning. ‘There 


are some other cases*of. the same kind which £;i 


would like to have provided for, 
Mr. CLAY. Butl hope this bill will not be 


i embarrassed by them. 


Mr. BROWN. 1 will not embarrass this bill; 
but I should prefer that it go over unul to-morrow 
morning. 


GRADUATION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill from the tIouse of Representatives to ; 


graduate and reduce the price of the public lands 


to actual settlers and cultivators, was read a first $ 


and second time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands; and in doing 
so beg leave to call the attention of thatcommitiee 


Hence, | trust it will be considered and | 


especially to it, inasmuch as J introduced a bill of | 
similar import on one of the earliest days of this | 


session. 1 know that that committee have agreat 


deal of labor upon their bands; but the bill is one | 


which I conceive to be worth more to Ute Treasury, 


more to the country, than twenty homestead bills, | 


and, perhaps, than all the bills in addiuon relating 
to the public lands which have been passed for 
twenty years, 


It has the great advantage of | 
being founded in justice; and 1 do hope that the | 


committee will find it convenient to act early upon | 


it. Lthink it requires slight amendment Lt is 
the first time, | believe, that the House of Rep- 
resentatives have passed a graduation bill. re- 


peat, | hope the committee will act upog it at an 
early day, so that we may have an opportémity of 
ascertaining the sense of the Senate in relation to it. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill from the Llouse of Representatives for 

the relief of the widow and heirs of luhjah Beebe, 


was read twice by its title; and referred to the j 


Commitee on Indian Affairs. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. GWIN. I desire io ask the Senate to take 


up the Pacific railroad bill, for the purpose of : 
making it the special order for to-morrow week, | 


at twelve and a half o’clock. 
The PRESIDENT. 
Mr. GWIN. 


consideration. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 


: reopened, and 


interested for its passage, Í move that it be now i 


taken up and considered. 


Mr, CLAY. I trast the motion of the honor- 


i 
t 
t 
i 
j 
i 
| 
i 
| 
$ 3 : i 
have directed me to report it back without amend- |! 
|; 
| 
j| 
i 
$ 
$ 


The Senate adjourned. z 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, prit 17, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wirrram H. Mivevrn. 
The Joumal of Friday was read and approved. 
Tuomas D. Enor, a Representative elect from 
the first congressional district of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, in the place of Zeno Scudder, re- 
signed, appeared, and was qualified by taking the 
customary oath to support the Constitution of the 


Prayer 


: United States. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question was 
on the adoption of the following resolution: 
Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 


House on the State of the Union, on the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 47, (the Military Academy bill,) 
shall cease in five minutes after its Consideration is re- 
sumed, if the committee shall not sooner come to a con- 


: clusion upon the same; and the committee shall then pro- 


ceed to vote on such amendments as may be pending or 
offered to the same, and then report it to the House, with 
such amendments as may have been agreed to by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
vious question on that. 

The previous question received a second; and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

‘The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted, and 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


MARITIME RIGHTS—-THE EUROPEAN SYS8- 
TEMS. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce the following 
resolutions, All 1 desire is, that they shall be 
read for information and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

The resolutions were then read, as follows: 


T call for the pre- 


Resolutions of Corgress declaratory of our maritime rights, 
and of our policy interdicting the extension of the Biros 
peau system of Goverumenton any portion of this hemi- 
sphere, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the United States, as a maritime Power, having neutral 
rights to maintain, deem it proper, in view of the existing 
war in Burope, to declare and make known, that every 
American vessel engaged in the lawful pur uits of com- 
merce, is held by this Government to be protected by the 
flag that covers her, und which shall be the evidence ofher 
nationatity ; that we attach to all such vessels a character 
of sovereignty, considering them as clothed with immuni- 
ties correspouding to those Which appertain to our territory; 
that our rights, as thus declared, rest upon no preeariGus or 
temporary basis, nor upon the concessions of any power, bat 
upon publie law as insisted upon from the early history of 
the Republic; and that any attempt to enforce an obsolete 
right of iwpressment, search, detention, or visitation, in 
regard to such American ships, wil be regarded as an act 
of hostility to the United States, and just canse of war, 

Beit further resolved, That as the existing conflicts in 
Europe may lead to the elsinge of political sovereignty in 
some of the European Powers, and the destraetion of polit 
ical sovereignty iu other’, we deen it proper Jur Congress 
to make known to them, that we afirm the doctrine, that 


! we should consider any attempt on their part, t0 extend 
| their system’ of government to any portion of this bemi- 


sphere, as dangerous to our peace and safety, and from the 
geographical and commercial position of the Island of Cuba 
ty this continent, we will never cousent that her sovereignty 
be transterred, except to the United States, to whoim she 
seems naturally to belong. 

Mr. COX. I object to the introduction of the 
resolutions. . 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of introducing them. All E 
ask is that they be received and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The yeas and nays were demanded, but not 
ordered. 

The question was then put on Mr. Warsrincn’s 
motion, and the Chair announced that it was car- 
ried in the negative. e 

Mr. COBB demanded tellers; which were or- 


A A dered; and essrs. Cr D 7 r 
{tis a special order now. | ` Messrs. Crineman and Grey were 


Then I desire to say that I will, |! 
to-morrow week, ask the Senate to proceed to its |! 


appointed. . 

The question was then put; and the tellers 
reported—-ayes 48, noes not counted. 

Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 


‘rules were not suspended. 


INCREASED COMPENSATION TO CLERKS. 


Mr. ROBBINS, Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back Senate 


bill No. 122, with a substitute therefor; and Lask 
i the unanimous consent of the louse to report it 


at this time. 
_ The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: 

An act to amend the third section of an act 
making appropriation for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
30th of June, 1854, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBBINS. it is only necessary for me to 
say at this time, that the object of the bill is to 
increase the compensation of the clerks and other 
persons employed in the Executive Departments 
of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman having ex- 
plained the object of the bill, if there is no objec- 
tion, it will be received from the committee. ` 


1854, . 
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Mr.GREY. Is not this the day forresolutions? 

The SPEAKER, Itis not. Last Monday was 
the day set apart for calling the States for resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lam opposed to the bill, 
and [ object to its introduction. 1 will ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr Rossis] 
a disposition he now proposes to make of the 

HEL £ 

Mr, ROBBINS. My intention, is, if I am 
allowed to make the report, to move. to put the 
bill upon its passage. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I object to its intro- 
duction at this time. : 

Mr. ROBBINS. I move that the rules be 
suspended, to enable me to introduce the bill, 

Mr. McMULLIN. Leali for the yeasand nays 
upon that motion, . 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
have the bill read? ` 

The SPEAKER. Ttwill 

MrtAYLOR. Then I ask to have it read, 
that we may know what we are called to vote | 
upon. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill, 
but was arrested by 

Mr. CLINGMAN, who said: I rise to a ques- 
tion of order, Mr. Speaker. 1 believe that before 
a matter is regularly before the House, the read- 
ing of a paper is not a question of right, but one 
of general consent, and if it be in my power to 
prevent its being read at this time, I will do so, I 
object to the reading, and raise that question of 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point 
of order well taken, and sustains it. The bill is 
not before the House; and the question is, ‘ Shall 
it be received??? The gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. Roppins] has stated the character of 
the bill, and objection being made to its reading, 
the question must be decided by the House. Does 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tayor] still 
desire to have the bill read? g 

Mr. TAYLOR. I do, and I move that it be 
read, 
` Mr. CLINGMAN. It will take a two-third 
vote, I believe, to order the bill to~be read, because 
the regular order of business is different from the 
reading of this paper. For that reason it requires 
a two-third. vote. ‘The rule in regard to such 
matters has been so decided heretofore, upon my 
own exception to a ruling of Speaker Cobb, in a 
former Congress. There is a clause of the rule 
which says that a majority may decide whether 
a paper shall be read or not; and the House de- 
cided, during the last Congress, by a voteof yeas 
and nays, that that clause meant-only such papers 
as were before the House, and that it requiréd a 
two-third vote to order a paper to be read which 
was not before the House. If this bill had been 
reported by the consent of the House, a majority 
might order it to be read. 

The SPEAKER. When a paper is before the 
House, any member may have it read. The rule 
says: 

« When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same 
is objected to by any member, it shall be determined by a 
vote of the House. ” 

This isa paper in connection with the legiti- 
mate business of the House; and the Chair thinks 
it comes properly within the competency of the 
majority of the House to have it read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. | beg leave to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to a case similar to this, which 
occurred during the Congress before thelast. The 
predecessor of the present Speaker {Mr. Cobb} 
decided that a majority had the right to have the 
paper read. a 
upon ‘the yeas and nays, reversed the decision of 
the Chair, and decided that, upon a motion to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of intreducing a 
resolution, the majority could not order the.reso- 
lution to he read. The paper is not before the 
House. If it was, and a motion was made to 
read it a second. time, it would then be for a 
majority to decide; but the case now before us 
does not come under that rule. F can turn to the 

recedent, if the Chair desires to see It. . 

The SPEAKER. The [Louse is not consider- 
ing whether they will pass the bill, it is true. If 
they were, any member would have the right to 
demand that it should be read. But the question 
is upon suspending the rule for the purpose of 


Wil itbe in order to jj 


I took an appeal, and the House, | 


introducing the bill, The gentleman from Ohio 


asks that it may be read. The Chair has decided į 
that a single member of the body has not the right 
to demand itsreading. Objection being made, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania stated the sub- 
stance of the bill, which. the Chair thinks suffi 
cient for the House to base its action upon in de- 
termining whether it will receive it. . If, however, 
the majority, for reasons sufficient to itself, de- | 
termine that it shall be read, the Chair thinks they. | 
have the right to make the order. The Chair i 
does not recollect any precedent upon which to | 
base his action, but he thinks, under the rule, | 
they have the right. j 

Mr. CLINGMAN. T would suggest a case to 
the Chair. Supposethe House were pursuing the | 
regular order of business, and I should ask that 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury should 
be read, would the Chair hold that I would have | 
the right to interrupt the business of the House 
for that purpose? i 

The SPEAKER. He would not. It could 
only be done by a suspension of the rules. In 
this case, however, the Chair thinks that the 
House have the right, in some form, to have the 


bill for the introduction of which a motion to sus- |! 


pend the rules has been made, read. He so de- 

cides; and the question is, ‘Shall the bill and 

substitute be read ?” ; f 
The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 
The Clerk then read ‘the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in. Congress assembled, 
That of the clerks authorized by the third section of the 
act approved Mareh third, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
ented “Au act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four,” those | 
of the first class shall receive a salary of twelve huudred 
dollars per annum; those of the second class, a salary of 
fourteen hundred dollars per annum; those of the third 
class, a salary of sixteen hundred dollars per annum; and 
atl vacancies in any of the classes, named in said aet men- 
tioned, shall be filed by promotion from the class next be 
low; and all clerks not provided for in this act, performing 
the sane or similar duties with any one of the classes, shall 
receive the same compensation as is allowed to such class; 
and the clerks employed in the Census Bureau shall be 
paid, during the present fiscal year, the same as is hereby 
allowed to clerks of the second class. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the stamp: and 
blank agent for the Post Office Department receive the‘ 
same salary as clerks of the second class, provided (or in 
the first section of this act; and an addition.of twenty per 
eent. is hereby added to the pay now authorized by law to 
each,of the messengers, packers, laborers, and watehmen 
of the different Executive Departments of the Government 
in Washington; (to the clerks employed atthe navy-yard 
aud marine barracks, at W ington :) to the clerk, mes- 
senger, and laborer in the offiee of Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, doorkeeper and assistant doorkeeper at the Bx- 
ecutive Mansion ; public gardener, laborers employed in the 
public grounds and Presidents garden; two additional 
watehmen and the police at the Capitol; watehmen em- | 
ployed at the President’s. house and reservation number 
two, lampltighter, the genera! superintendent; the draw- 
keepers of the bridges aeross (he Eastern Branch and 
Potomac; and that the provisions of ihe second section of 
the aet of August thirty-first, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
two, “ making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending the thir 
tieth of Jane, eighteen hundred and fifty-three,?? &e., be, 
and is hereby, extended to such persons berein enumerated 
who were in ewployment during that fiscal year, and were 
excluded from the benefit of said act by the decision of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Sec, 3. And be it further enacted, That instead of the 
salaries now allowed by law to the Superintendent of the 
Census, and to the Assistant Postmasters General, they 
shall each receive the same salary that is paid to ihe Assist- 
ant Secswetary of the ‘Treasury. f Í 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the increased 
compensation provided for in this act shall commence 
from the first day of Juiy, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, and the necessary money to carry this act into effect 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


The following is the substitute proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means for the bill: 

That the clerks of the first class, authorized by the third 
section of the act approved March 3, 1853, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1854,” instead of the compensation therein provided | 
for, shall receive a salary of $1,100 per annum. _ | 

Sec.2. And beit further enúcted, That the increased 
compensation provided for in this act shall commence on | 
the Ist day of July, 1853, and for the payment of the same | 
to the 30th day of June, 1854, the necessary money is here- 
by appropriated, to be paid out of any moneysin the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been demanded on the motion that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I call for tellers.on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. i | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lercuer- 


and Dean were appointed. 


` 


The SPEAKER. The question is on sus- 
pending the rules, to enable the geneman: from 
Pennsylvania to'make the report from: the Cori- 
mittee of Ways and Means. ° fds oe tS 

Mr. CLINGMAN. And the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania announces ‘that his purpose. is’ to 
put the bill on its passage. a | : 

The question wasthen taken; and there were~— 
yeas 107, nays 39; as follows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James.C. Allen, Appleton, Ashe, 
David J. Bailey, Ball, Banks, Barksdale, Belcher, Bennett, 
Benson, Bissell, Bliss, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, 
Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, 
Cutting, John G. Davis; Thomas: Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dent, Duvbar, Bastman, Eddy, -Edmands,, Edimendson, 
John M. Elliot, Thamas D. Etot, Ellison, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Fenton, Fuller, Greenwood, Grey. Grow, Wiley 
P. Harris, Harrison, Henn; Hibbard; Howe, Hughes, Hanty 
J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Korz, Tatham; 
Lilly, Lindfey,MeDougall, McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, 
Mayall, Middtcswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mor- 
rison, Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oliver; Phelps, Powell, 
Thomas Ritehey, Rebbins, Rogers, Sapp, Seward, Shannon, 
Shower, Gerrit Smith, Sanmel A. Smith, William R, Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Sundgrass, Richard H: Stanton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John 
L. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Vansant, Wade, 
Walbridge, Walley, Warren, Bihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washbira, Tolm Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B8, Wright, and: 

ates—-107, ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, Cox, Qul- 
Jom, Dickinson, Drum. Edgerton, Giddings, Goode, Ham- 
ilton, Aaron Harlan. Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Ingersoll: 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland. Jones, Kit- 
tredge, Knox, Letcher, MeMullin, Murray, Parker, Peck, 
Peckham, Pratt, Puryear, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Sage, 


| Skelton, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Vail, 


Wheeler, and Zollicoffer—39. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended. « 


Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, then reported back bill of the follow- 
ing tide, with a substitute: 

An actto amend the third section of an.act 
making appropriation for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1854. $ 

Mr. ROBBINS. Idesireto have. this. bill put 
upon its’ passage; and as it contains an appropria- 
tion, I move to suspend that rule which. requires 
bills making appropriations to be first ‘considéred. 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There are some pro- 
visions in the bill which the House may desire. to 
amend. For instance, it not only makes an appro- 
priation, but it makes an appropriation to execute 
this bill as long as it stands on the statute-book. 

{Cries of:  Order!??-** Order t’): _ 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order now to move 
to refer the billto the Committee of the Wholeon 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. ‘It will be in order when the 
motion to suspend this rule has been disposed of. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If we can defeat this mo- 
tion, the bill will go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, as a matter of 
course. Í ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 106, nays 40; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Aiken, James C. Alien, Ashe, Ball, 
Banks, Barksdale, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bissell, Bliss, 
Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, 
Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dent, Dunbar, Bastinan, Eddy, Ed- 
mands, Edmundson, Thomas Dv Bliòt, Jobn M. Entiott, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Faulkner, Fenton, Fuller, Greenwood, 
Grey, Grow, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wi- 
Jey P. Harris, Harrison, Henn, Dtbbard, Howe, Hughes, 
Hunt, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz La- 
tham, Lilly, Lindtey, MeDongal, McNair, Mace, Macy, 
Maurice, Maxwell; Mayall, John G. Milter, Smith Miller, 
Morrison, Nichols, Otds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecat Oliver, 
Phelps, Pringle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Sapp, 


Seward, Shannon, Shower, GerritSimath, Samuel A. Smith, - 


William R. Smith, Snodgrass, Richard R. Stauton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David: Stuart, John 
L. Taylor; Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Vansant, Walbridge, 


| Walley, Warren, ERihu B. Washburne, Israet Washburn, 


John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Witte, and Yates— 
106. : 


NAYS—Messrs. Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, Cox, | 


Drum, Edgerton, Giddings, Hamilton, Aaron: Harlan, Hast- 
ings, Haven, Hiester, Ingersoll, Daniel T, Jones, George. 
W Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, MeMul- 
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So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the mo- || 
tion to suspend the rule was agreed to. 


Mr. ROBBINS. I merely wish to say to the | 
House that the original bill was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. A majority of 
that committee have instructed me to report a sub- 
stitute; and I only want to state that I am opposed 
to the substitute, and in favor of the original bill. 
l now demand the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the demand for the previous question. |: 
I will renew it. 

{Loud cries of “No!” «* No!??] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Task the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to withdraw the call for 
the previous question for one moment. I do not 
want to make a speech. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I should like to gratify the 
gentlemen who wish to submit remarks in refer- | 
ence to this bill, but I must insist on the demand 
for the previous question, * 

Mr. JONES. Ido notwish to make a speech. |! 
I merely desire to make a suggestion, i 

Mr. ROBBINS. I must insist on my motion. |! 

Mr. JONES. Iam one of the committee who |! 

| 
| 
| 


A: 


have reported the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to lay the bill on 
the table; and on that motion 1 demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WASTIIBURN, of Maine. I wish to make 
an inquiry ofthe Chair. If the motion to lay the 
bill on the table doesmot prevail, will not the first 
question be on the substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be 
on seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. | 

Mr. WASHBURN. And if the previous ques- |; 
tion is sustained? j 

The SPEAKER. It will bring the House toa |i 
vote directly on the substitute, and then on the | 

| 
| 
| 


engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And if the substitute is 
voted down, the question will then be on the Sen- 
ate bill? 

The SPEAKER, Yes, on the Senate bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Well, I hope the Senate 
bill will pass. 

Mr. WUERLER, J withdraw my motion to || 
lay the bill on the table for the present. y 

Mr. MeMULLIN. ls it in order now to move || 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 6n |! 
the state of the Union? i 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, for the reason that i 
the previous question is demanded. f 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I then desire to make an 
appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ropains] to withdraw the demand for the previ- 
Ous question, 

Mr. ROBBINS. I should like to gratify the 
gentleman; but there are so many gentlemen 
around me insisting upon the previous question, 
that I cannot withdraw it. 

Mr, PRATT. 1 move to lay the bill upon the 
table; and upon that motion I ask the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas und nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— |! 
yeas 30, nays 115; as follow | 

YRLAS---Messrs 


a, Clingman, Cox, Cm- 
Jom, Dick, Drum, Ed amihon, Aaron Hark, 
Hastings, Haven, Ingersoll, Daniel P. Jones, George W. 
Jones, Roland Jones, Kuox. Letcher, MeMallin, Mur 
ray, Parker, Pratt, Puryear, Rufin, Skelton, John J, Pa 
Jar, Nathaniel Œ. Taylor, Tracy, Vail, and Wheeler—30. | 

NAYS-— Messrs, Aiken, James C. Alen, Appleton, Ashe, 
Ball, Bank dale, Barry, Bennett, Benson, Bissell, į; 
Bliss, Boyce, Bridges, Carpenter, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, i: 
Colani, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Curtis, Cutting, John G. i 
Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dent, Dickinson, |: 
Dunbar, Bastman, Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, ‘Thomas | 
D. Ekot, John M. Elliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Parley, Paalk- 
ner, Fenton, Fulter, Giddings, Greenwood, Grow, Andrew | 
J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Parris, Harrison, 
Tenn, Hibbard, Howe, Tughes, Hunt, J. Glancy Jones 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Latham, Lilly, (Lindley, 
Macdonald, McNairy Mace, Macy, Maurice, Maxweil, 
yall, Middieswarth, Smith Miller, Morrison, Nichols 
Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peckham, Phelps, 
Powel gle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ro ward, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, 
Bamue 1, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Strat- i; 
ton; Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tweed, Uphan, Vansant, Watbridge, Walley, War- 
ren, Elibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Johy 


S 


i yeas 81, mey 


i Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. 
| son, Etheridge, Farley, Faulkner, Menton, Greenwood, An- 


| Smyth, Stratton, Johs d. 


i Bailey, Barry 


i: Dean, Dent, 


: and Zollicotler-—? 


Barksdale, Bennett, Benson, Bliss, Bridges, Bugg, Carpen- 


inter Ci » Clark, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cutting, 
‘Phonsas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas 


| D. Blot, Ethe 


| Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
| Morrison, Nichols, Olds, Powell, Thomas Ritchey, Rob- 


Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B. Wright 
and Yates-115. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I now ask for a vote on the 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered;. and Messrs. Jones, of Penn- 
sylvania, and Asus, were appointed. : 

Upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question, the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 63. 

So there was a second. ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the Houseshould 


| refuse to order the main quéstion to be now put, 


will it not be in order to offer amendments to the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the House should refuse 
to order the main question to be now put, it will 
carry the bill over until to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES. Thatis a change from the prac- 


-tice which prevailed a year or two ago. 


The question recurring upon ordering the main 
question to be put, 


and nays; which were ordered. 
‘The question was then taken; and there were— 

3; as follows: 

Aiken, Willis Aten, David J. Bailey, 


YPAS —Me: 


Banks, Bark-dale, Bennett, Benson, Bissci, Bliss, Bridges, | 
| Carpenter, Chrisman, Clark, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cut- 
ting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dunbar, Eastman, | 


Hliot, John M, Blion, BHi 


drew J. Harian, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Herm, Hibbard, 
Iowe, Hughes, Hint, J. 
tham, Lindley, MeNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, 


! John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oli- | 
ver, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Sapp, Seward, ii 


Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. 


Stevens, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, Jolm L. Fayvlor, ;; 
i Thurston, Upham, Vansant, Walbridge, Warren, BHihn 


B.W urse, Israel Washburn, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 


. Appleton, Ball, Belcher, Boyce, Caskie, 


| Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Culloin, John G. Davis, 


Dean, Diekinson, Drum, Edgerton, Edmands, Giddings, 


Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Har- ji 
| ris, Hastings, Haven, lester, Ingersoll, Jobnson, Daniel T. 


Jones, George W. Jones, Rolaud Jones, Kidwell, Kittredge, 


Knox, Leteber, Lilly, MeMutlin, Middleswarth, Murray, i 


Parker, Peek, Peckham, Phillips, Powell, Prat, Pringle, 
Puryear, David Ritchie, Rutin, Sage, Skelton, George W. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Tracy, Vail, Wade, Watley, Wells, John Weutworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Zolheofer—63. 


So the main question was ordered to be put. 
The SPEAKER. The question first recurs 


; upon the amendment of the committee. 


Mr. McNAIR. I would inquire of the Chair 
if the vote is not directly upen the bill of the 
Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The Elouse is brought first 
to a vote upon the amendment proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, which will now 
be read. 

Mr. McNAIR. And then the vote will be upon 
the Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER, It will be. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 1 ask that the original bill 
and the substitute be read. 

The Clerk then read the same, (as inserted pre- 
vious! 

Mr. f 
upon the adoption of the substitute. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken npon the adoption 


of the substitute reported by the Committee of! 


Ways and Means, (inserted above,) and decided 
in the negative—yeas 70, nays 2; as follows: 
YUAS—Me: James C. Allen, Appleton, David J. 
s Belcher, Bissell, Boyce, Caskie, Chast 
a, Cox, Croeker, Cutlom, Jobn G. Da 
diekinson, Drum, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Ehson, Faller, Giddings, Grey. Grow, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Uibbard, 
Tliester, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, 
MeMualin, Maurice, Middleswarth, Murray, Audrew Oli- 


Be 


Clingman, Co 


ver, Parker, Peck, Peekham, Phillips, Pratt, Pringle, Por- 
; year, David Ritchie, Rutlin, Sage, Seward, Skelton, George 
: W. Smyth, Jobn J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, 

Tweed, Vail, Wade, Wells, John Wentworth, Wheeler, 
0. 


NAYS —- Messrs. Aiken, Willis Alen, Ball, Banks, 


ridge, Parley, Faulkner, Fenton, Goode, 


) Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 


Hens, Howe, Hughes, Hani, J. Glaney Jones, Kerr, Kid- 


Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, called for the yeas ! 


Gianey Jones, Kerr, Kurtz, La- į 


y li 
LETCHER. J demand the yeas and nays | 


bins, Rogers, Sapp, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Sam- 
nel A. Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. 
Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Station, Andrew Stuart, 
David Steart, Jobn L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Van- 
sant, Walbridge, Walley, Warren, Ellinn B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B 
Wright, and Yates—82. 
So the substitute was not adopted. 


Mr. DEAN. I move that the bill be laid upon 
the table. f 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I demand 
i the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| ‘The question was taken; and decided in the neg- 
| ative—yeas 61, nays 84; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ashe, Barry, Belcher, 
| Boyce, Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, Cox, Cutlom, Curtis, 
| John G. Davis, Dean, Dent, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
| Ettison, English, Fuller, Goode, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, 


| Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hib- 
ii bard, Ingersoll, Daniel 'T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland 
i! Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, MeMullin, Mau- 
| rice, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peek, Phillips, Pratt, 
Puryear, David Ritehie, Rudin, Sage, Seward, Skelton, 
Seorge W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Tracy, Tweed, Vait, Wells, Wheeler, and Zollicofler—61. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James ©. Allen, Willis Allen, 
David J. Ba Ball, Banks, Barksdale, Bennett, Benson, 
i: Bissell, Bhi Bridges, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chrisman, 
Clark, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Cutting, Thomas 
ii Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Bd- 
mundson, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, 
Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Greenwood, Andrew J. Hartan, 
H Wiley P. Uarris, Harrison, Henn, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kartz, Latham, Lindley, 
Macdonald, McDougall, MeNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, 
; Mayal, Mid@eswarth, Jobn G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
L Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Peckham, Phelps, Powel), 
Pringle, Thomas Ritehey, Robbins, Rogers, Sapp, Shannon, 

i Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Snod- 


ji Walbridge, Walker, Walley, Warren, Ellin B. Wash- 
| burn, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wont- 
worth, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Yates—v4. 

So the Eouse refused to lay the bill on the table. 


| Mr. DRUM. I move that the House do now 

| adjourn. 

| Mr. INGERSOLL. 

| nays. 

| The yeas and nays were not ordered. ; 
The question was then taken; and the House 

| refused to adjourn. 

| {ITere a message was received from the Presi- 

| 

! 


I call for the yeas and 


dent of the United States, by his Private Seere- 
| tary, notifying the House that ‘he did approve and 
sign House bill No. 54, entitled “A bill for the 
i relief of Madison Parton.”’] 
; Mr. McMULLIN. Is it competent now to 
| move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
: Whole on the state of the Union? 
|} The SPEAKER, Itis not. The main ques- 
tion has been ordered, and the question is upon 
ordéring the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
i time, 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
: question on that. 
: The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
| now operating. on the bill. 
' Mr. McMULLIN. I move to lay the bill 
| upon the table. 
| Mr, WHEELER. 
the yeas and nays. 
» Mr. ROBBINS. Is that motion now in order? 
i The SPEAWER. It is in order, fer the reason 
i that, since the last motion to lay on the table was 
acted on, the House has voted on a motion to 
y adjourn. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Have we not just 
taken a vote on laying the bill on the table? 
fhe SPEAKER. Since then a motion to ad- 
journ has been made and voted on. 
Mr. JONES. That does not alter the position 
| of the bill. 
| The SPEAKER. 


I ask the previous 


On that motion I demand 


| 
|: 


f It is a mere question of 
i, time. Inthe morning the House might not be 
|; willing to lay a bill.on the table, but, without act- 
| ing on the bill during the day, the [louse might 
be willing in the evening to lay it on the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. MeMuz- 
Lin’s-motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
i table. 
i The bil was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was sub- 
: sequently read the third time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN and Mr. ROBBINS both 
claimed the floor. : 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Penn- 


i 
| 
1 


well, Kurtz, Latham, Lindley, Macdonald, McNair, Mace, i 


i 
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sylvania [Mr. Rossns] addressed the Chair, he 
is entitled to the floor by courtesy. 

Mr. ROBBINS, I wish to know if the previ- 
ous question is exhausted? : 

The SPEAKER. It is exhausted. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then, sir, I demand.the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was ordered-to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. T move to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman has not got the 
floor to submit that motion. 

.'Mr. ROBBINS. Can.that motion be made 
while I have the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The. gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] is entitled to the floor on the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had made a motion which he could not 
eta and was not, therefore, entitled to the 

oor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the floor, 
on his motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would inquire if 
the gentleman from Tennessee voted in the afirm- 
ative? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There was no division, 

Mr. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee say that he voted in the affirmative ? 

The SPEAKER. As there was no division, 
any gentleman is entitled, according to the rules 
and practice of the House, to move to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, It is not my ìn- 
tention to attempt to throw any obstacles in the 
way of the passage of this bill. I see that a ma- 
jority of more than two to one is determined to 
pass it. But, sir, my object in making the motion 
to reconsider, is merely to state one objection to 
the bill which I am confident that a majority of 
the House would have remedied, if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rogsixs] had permitted 
meto pointitout. lask that the last clause of 
the bill may be read. 

The fourth section was then read, as follows: 

Be it further enacted, That the increasé of compensa- 
tion provided for in this act shall commence from the Ist 
day of July, 1853; and the necessary money to carry this act 


into effect is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to 
have the last section of the substitute read. 

Mr. JONES.. The substitute has been voted 
down. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee if the substitute to the bill does 
not contain the same provision? 

Mr. JONES. I think not, This bill provides 
for an increase of the salaries of the clerks em- 
ployed by the Government in this city, of the 
first, second, and third classes, and who constitute 
nearly the entire force employed in the Executive 
Departments. Should it pass with that clause in 
it, a permanent and indefinite appropriation of 


money will thereby be made to pay the salaries || 


of the clerks provided in this bill, so long as the 
act shall stand upon the statute-book, The Ex- j 
ecutive officers, the next year, when they come | 
to submit estimates, will not present any as a 
basis of appropriation for the current year to pay 
these clerks, but they will take the money out of 
the Treasury under this appropriation for thenext 
year, and from year to year, for a hundred or | 
thousand years, should the law remain upon the 
statute-book that long. The bill provides for a 
permanent and indefinite appropriation; and it re- 
moves, in my opinion, all checks and guards upon 
the Executive officers touching the payment of 
these salaries. So important were theappropria- 
tions thought to be for a limited period, that the 
Constitution provides that no appropriation for 
the support and sustenance of the Army of the 
country shall be for more than two years. Bat 
here, by this proposition, you make an appropria- 
tion for the increase of these salaries for an indefi- 
nite period of time, unless there shall be future 
legislation altering or changing its provisions. 
The provision which I-wished to incorporate 
into the bill, before the previous question was 


sustained, was, that nothing in this act should 
be construed as appropriating money for a longer 
period than the current fiscal year, and requiring 
the salaries of these clerks to be estimated for and 
submitted to Congress at each session, as the sal- 
aries of the President, heads of Departments, and 
members of this House are estimated for and sub- 
mitted at each session. I suppose the matter has 
gone so far now that, perhaps, the House will not 
reconsider the step they have taken; but if they 
will allow me to propose the amendment I have 
indicated, I shall not attempt to interfere with any 
other portion of the bill. [ask for the previous 
question upon the reconsideration.. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. | hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question for one moment. I promise to 
renew It. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., I desire to say only a word 
| or two to the House in regard to this bill. It may 
be unpleasant to gentlemen who have made up 
! their mind to vote for it to hear any remarks; but 
| I do not think that the bill in all its features is 
thoroughly understood. I promise not to be te- 
dious, as | desire only to makea few suggestions. 
The proposition now under consideration is a very 
important one, as it increases, by several hundred 
| thousand dollars, the annual expenses of the Gov- 

ernment; and I think that we may be likely to 
hurry it through without due examination, and 
without giving members an opportunity for that 
| discussion and consideration whichall bills making 
appropriations of money ought to receive. Itisa 
| bill which appropriates a large sum of money; but 
| the principal effect is more objectionable than the 
waste of money even. We have Jately got into 
great difficulty in regard to the subject of the 
| appointment of clerks, It is well known that there 
is an immense rush here for offices. Every man 
| here is pressed from time to time with applications 
from their constituents to get them situations in 
| the different offices of the Government. 
I believe that the action of Congress during the 
| last session has contributed very much to produce 
| this evil of which I speak. Everybody admits 
| that the fact of there being so much office-seeking 
under the Government, is a very serious vice. 
There is a very great desire to get into public 
offices, and there is a constantly increasing num- 
ber of men who are seeking for them, There- 
| sult is, that whenever we have a State or a presi- 
| dential election there is an immense excitement in 
| the country; and Congress ought not to legislate 
i in any way that will tend to increase this mischief. 
| At the last session of Congress there was a prop- 
| osition brought in to increase the salaries of the 
clerks. ‘The eight-hundred-dollar clerks were 
raised up to a Salary of one thousand dollars, and 
all classes of these employees were moved forward 
to a higher rate of compensation. 

During the discussion upon that occasion I re- 
member very well that an eloquent friend of mine 
{Mr. Gentry, of Tennessee] made a handsome 
i plea in favor of the increase. He told us of a 
| young man in the practice of law in his own State 
| who came here and obtained a thousand-dollar 
i clerkship. He brought his wife and family here, 
| and he found that he could not conveniently sus- 
He presented the 


| tain himself upon his salary. 
| case very feelingly and ably, and the consequence 
i was that the House went forward, and passed a 
| bill for the inéreased compensation. The present 
bill raises the salaries of the lower class of clerks 
to $1,200 per annum; the second class to $1,400, 
and soon. Italso gives back pay additional to 
the clerks that have already been in office, &c. It 
thus appears that there is a greater demand for an 
increased salary than before. Let us see how that is 
broughtabout. Here, for instance, isa young man 
practicing law in Tennessee. He is informed that 
men obtain at Washington what he regards as a 
| high salary. He makes an application through 
i his friends, obtains an appointment to an office in 
| one of the Departments, and comes on here and 
i enters upon the performance of its duties. He 
| finds that his expenses. are considerable; holds 
| office for a few years,and then probably leaves it, 
i or ig turned out under an incoming Administra- 
tion. In nineteen out of twenty such cases the 
individual goes home insolvent, or nearly so—a 
i great many of them, perhaps, having contracted 
| bad habits from their associations in Washington. 


i 


| probably fin 


Now, if the public service required this ,1 would 
vote the money,and Jet the men: be sacrificed, just. 
as men are sacrificed in battle, or:die' by. disease 
contracted upon the frontiers. But if the pub- 
lic: service does not-demand it, there is; no just 
principle which requires that we should give it, 
The rule which an individual adopts for his. gov- 
ernment in like cases, is to give that sum-which 
will secure a competent man to perform the duties 
which he, desires. I know of no other. principle 
which the Government should adopt for the guid- 
ance of its action: Or ee 
lf yoy want a mere copying clerk, any.: man 
who can keep a country ‘school in your district or 
mine, or who would be employed asa merchant’s 
clerk to keep books, is competent forthat purpose. 
Such individuals are glad to get three or. four hun- 
dred dollars a yearin the country; and we have 
such individuals constantly coming tous to obtain 
employmentin directing speechesand documents, 
or to seek places as messengers in the Depart- 
ments, at that rate of pay. I remember a case 
which will, perhaps, illustrate the principle. I 
will state it. At the beginning ofthis session á 
lady came to me with a letter of introduction, who 
stated to me that she had a husband, who was a 
messenger in one of the Departments, and got 
thirty dollars per month; that his health was very 
bad, and that he was barely able to discharge his 
duties. He was not able to attend to any other 
sort of business when not performing office duty, 
and he had half a dozen children, She was very 
anxious to get one of her sons in ‘here as a page 
in the House. I called upon, the Doorkeeper of 
the House, who is a very polite cand obliging 
man, and asked him to give this boy a place: “He 
informed me that he could not, because several 
members of Congress had brought on young boys 
from the distant States for the purpose of getting 
these situations for them. Theconclusion i came 
to was, that the pages are paid so wellas to make 
it worth while to bring on these boys from the 
distant parts of the Union to get these appoint- 
ments. Our pages receive two dollars a day, 
regular compensation. During the last session of 
Congress, by a two-third vote, but against mine, 
the House agreed to give the pages a sum in ad- 
dition as an extra allowance, amounting to con- 
siderable more tiran their salary for the session, 
making their pay as much as four or five dollars 
a day; and the result is, as I stated, that boys are 
brought on from the remote States and: secure 
places, while those in the city who need the pay as 
much areexcluded. This is an abuse which I have 
constantly opposed, but unsuccessfully heretofore. 
In fact, at each session I am in a minority of Jéss 
than one third, generous members giving away 
the public money to their favorites heres- ; 

I want to call the attention. of. the :FIouse to 
another fact. There are persons in the city who 
are glad to be employed as copying clerks at a 
dollar aday. But when you raise the salary of 
copying clerks to $1,000 a year, you throw these 
persons out of employment. And how? Why, as 


| soon as the salaries are raised, and the fact becomes 


known abroad, young politicians from North Car- 
olina, from Tennessee, and from the remote States, 
will come here and apply for the places. They 
are young men out of business, or, perhaps, a 


| litle above their business, and having political 


influence, they secure the situations; and those 
here in the city aredisplaced. This is the way the 
system works; while you take more and more 


| from your Treasury, you get no better officers, but, 


in fact, worse ones. ; Sai 
Suppose you were to pay the workmen employed 
upon the wings of your Capitol ten dollars a day; 
the consequence would be that men would:come on 
here from every quarter of the Union and apply 
forsituations. Political influence would be brought 
into requisition, and ‘the Superintendent would 
ally be obliged to-distribute his work- 
men among the different States, as the cadets and 
midshipmen are now distributed. Asit is now, 
the ordinary price is paid, and proper workmen 
are obtained, without any noise being made abroad 
in reference to it. ; 
I know we are called upon to be liberalto these 
clerks, and I should be very glad to be so; I have 
friends from my section of country among them, 
But it is not our own money that we are voting 
away. We only act as the trustees of the people; 
and I am.not going to vote to-raise the compensa- 


tion of these clerks still higher when hundreds: of 
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giveanybody seventy five cents per day. l cannot | 
give fifty cents per day in cash to hirea hand. I 
am not, perhaps, clearing that amount myself.” If | 
1 should say to him, “ Now, my friend, you are li 
taxed on your plow, on your salt, your sugar, the |i 
woolen goods you wear, or the blankets you buy |; 
to protect your family from the inclemency of the |; 
season, Are you willing to pay an additional tax; |, 
you who are making from fifty cents to seventy- ii 
five cents per day? Are you willing to pay an j 
additional tax to enable some others to get more | 
than four or five dollars per day, who are not |! 

| 

| 


working near as hard as you do?’ He will tell | 
tell me instantly, “ No? Have I the right to | 
take that man’s money who pays it for public pur- | 
poses, for necessary expenses, and appropriate it || 
to an uncalled for increase of salary, merely to |! 
gratify my favorites? The moment | go beyond || 
the line of what is just and proper; the moment I || 
determine to give a man more than his work is || 
worth—for the value of every man is regulated by || 
the demand for his services—I cannot say that | | 

| 


do what my duty calls for. If 1 employ a man 
to do my private work, and I pay him more than 
he gets from anybody else, I pay him well. The 
faet that you can get men to come forward and 
seek these offices, if you were to putthem down to 
4500 or $600, is evident that they are doing better || 
neve, in their own opinion, than anywhere else. i 
The only rule for Congress to adopt is the one | 
which | have laid down, and that is, to pay what | 
is necessury to obtain competent men, I admit, | 
for higher officers, your Commissioner of Pensions | 
and others, who are required to understand the į 
laws of the country, and ought to have jadicial 
minds, you ought to pay more. The rule we have 
to adopt isto pay what will secure the necessary | 
work, Do as any honest trustee would do with | 
a trust fund, Where he has to spend any money i 
for his trustors, he will spend only as much as ii 
will get the work done. If you, Mr. Speaker, and | 
l were employed to have a house built for a man, 
we would not think it right to pay twice as much ji 
as we could get the. work well done for merely 
to gratify those in our employ. 

And Iwill beg, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen 
will bear one thing in mind. There has not been 
a single instance, during my time in Congress, 
where the emoluments of an office have been re- 
duced. I do not speak of petty postoffices. We 
reduced the salaries there, indirectly, by reducing 
the rates of postage. You will find that whenever | 
you move a man forward—I do not care what 
office he fills—the result is that he stands where 
he is advanced. This matter of salaries is an |! 
advancing tide; it never recedes. | 

Again: You cannot satisfy the wants of these | 
geniemen. Suppose you raise the clerkships up i 
to $8,000 per year, the amount now given cabinet | 
officers. Well, theresult will be that men who have | 
been Governors in their own States, or Senators of 
the United States, understanding that they can 
get $8,000 per year, will come here,and such men | 
will fll tbe clerkships. They will crowd out those 
individuals who would be glad to do the work at | 
lower rates; and after they have held those offices | 
ten years, they will petition, if they think that | 
we will listen to their petitions. They will tell us 
that house rent is high; that they are bound to en- 
tertain their friends when they come here; that: 
it coste a great deal to keep up carriages, and rent | 
pews in fashionable churches, and that they must {| 
have an increase to $10,000 per year. 


| the people’s money out of the ‘Treasury. 


| not believe they will stand discussion. 


There is not a man in the country who ismaking 
money as fast as he wants to, and there is not a 
man,holding office who gets as much as he would 
like to get; and if you will ask him whether he 
ought to have an advance, he will answer, “ Yes, 
l can turn this money to a good account.”” 

Gentlemen talk to me about liberality. I ean 
very well understand the liberality of the man 
who puts his hand into his own pocket, and pays 
out his own money. { do not call it liberality to 


| misuse the money of other people, and give it 


away to favorites. This money is raised by tax- 
ation. It is taken from an unwilling, reluctant 
community. ‘They are willing to pay as much as 
we need, and nothing more. And Í do not feel 


that I can, with any sort of propriety, insist on | 


taxing my constituents, the majority of whom 


cannot make one dollar per day, to enable others | 
t 
|| to geta much larger sum, when we can secure the 


service for less. 
I want to present these considerations to the 
House. I intend, at some time during this ses- 


sion, if I get the opportunity on óne of the appro- | 
| priation bills, to say something about the char- | 


acter of the public expenditures of the country. 
‘They vastly exceed those of any other country in 
the world. You may go to London, Paris, or 


any where else, and you will not find the public | 
expenditures there like the amount paid for the | 
I know thatthe rate of wages 

lis higher in the United States, but it is no reason ! 


same service here. 


why we shouid pay ten times as much for the same i 


service as others do, when we can get it for the 
half only. 

This is a thankless duty which Iam discharging, 
sir, We are surrounded by a constant pressure. 


It is a very popular thing to be generous, and vote | 


If that 
money came into the Treasury just as the water 


|| comes into the Potomac, I should be glad to hand 
| it about to everybody around us; but when f re- | 

member that it comes there by taxation upon the 
people, L do not feel at liberty to vote it away , 


unnecessarily. 


Sir, this Government of the United States is | 
| rapidly becoming the most extravagant in the | 


world; in fact, itis the most extravagant for its 


i service, and it will soon become the most profli- 
gate and wasteful, for it is the nature of all vices, | 


growing out of expenditures to increase rapidly. 


Everybody knows that the decay of the Roman ; 
Republic arose from the fact, thatin its latter days | 


the public men gave away the money, lands, and 
other public property for votes to make themselves 


popular, and to be elected consuls and pro-consuls; | 
but they were in the habit of giving it to the sol- | 
diers, and there was, therefore, some excuse for | 


it; they said these men had defended the country. 
We, however, are making ourselves popular by 
voting money and Jands to ren engaged in the 
civil service, or who have performed no service at 
all. ‘Phe result is that things are moving on at 
railroad speed. Weare coustantly increasing our 
expenditures with less service. it is a notorious 


ii fact that we do not get better service now, in the 
| Departments, than we got twenty or thirty years 
l; 


| beg gentlemen to look at this matter. If you will ! 


ago when we did not spend one half as'much. 


| pat down these expenses to the Jowest rate that | 


will pay and secure competent men, that is all 
they bave a right to expect you to do. 


you have done that, you will not have this great | 
pressure for office; you will not have the whole ; 


country seeking office and this perpetual struggle 


their usual business and come on here to seek 


office, you do them a great deal more mischief 


than good. 
I have made these 


to this bill. 


but I do not feel that I can do it with justice to 
my constituents. I would much rather avoid 
making this opposition. 1 would much rather 
that some other gentleman should come out and 
present the points of abjection to these measures. 


| {think this bill ought to be referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
be discussed there, as all money bills should be 
discussed, If its principles will stand discussion, 
then let it pass, and I will acquiesce in it. do 
I do not 


When: 


n polities. You will get the work well done, and | 
remember too, that by tempting these men to quit; 


remarks, Mr. Speaker, | 
merely to indicate the grounds of my opposition | 
i should like to gratify these clerks, | 
and pages, and others, by voting them money; į 


believe there is a congressional district in the 
Union where these expenditures, which we are 
making all from good feeling, and to gratify per- 
sons around us, would be justified by the people; 
because it can he shown that you do not benefit 
| the donees at all, taking them as a class; you may 
‘ benefit an individual here and there, but you do 
| more mischief than good to them as a class. f 
| hope this matter will be well understood by the 
people, and thate ach gentleman-who votes for the 
bill may have to justify his vote before the people. 
If so, I do not think the next Congress will press 
l| through such a bill as this without discussion, and 
under the gag of the previous question, as they 
l| are determined to do this, if they can. I consider 

myself fortunate in getting this opportunity to 
i| pat in a few words; and I promise that this shall 
not be the last that gentlemen are to hear from me 
on this question; for I mean that the country shall 
‘understand it fully. 
‘| now, in accordance with my agreement with 
the gentleman from Tennessee, demand the pre- 
vious question. 1 hope that the motion to recon- 
i| sider will prevail, and that the bill will be referred 
|| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
‘| the Union, there to be considered upon its merits. 
| Mr. ROBBINS. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BRIDGES. On that question I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 
‘| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ENGLISH. Before the question is taken, 
|| I desire that the eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth 
| lines of the first section of the bill may be read. 
t 
| 


I think they contain a principle which has not 
been noticed by the House. 

The SPEAKER. That portion of the bill will 
be read, unless objected to. 

No objection being made, the Clerk read the 
i| passage indicated, as follows: 
“A salary of $1,600 per annum; and all vacancies in 
i| any of the classes named in said act mentioned shall be 
filled by promotion from the class next helow.’? 
|| Mr. ENGLISH. The effect of that provision 
is to exclude all those not already in the Depart- 
ments. 
| Mr. COBB. Read the rest of the clause. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
“And all clerks not provided for in this act, performing 


the same or similar duties with any one of the classes, 
shall reesive the same compensation as is allowed such 


i| classes.” 
That is bad too. 


|| A MEMBER. 
| Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to make an 
; Is the question now upon 


inquiry of the Chair. 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee? (Mr. 
Jonrs.] 
| TheSPEAKER. The question pending is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Rozsins] to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Uriseto a privileged ques- 
tion. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was then taken upon the motion; 
and, on a division, there were—ayes 44, noes 80. 
‘| So the House refused to adjourn. 


TheSPEAKER. The question now recurs upon 
‘| the motion to lay upon the table the motion to re- 
consider, upon which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

| The question was then taken; and there were— 
‘| yeas 69, nays 75; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ball, Barksdale, Ben- 
i| nett, Benson, Bliss, Bridges, Carpenter, Chrisman, Cobb, 
Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, 
Eastman, Eddy, Thomas D. Hot, Joho M. Fitiott, Bther- 
idge, Farley, Fanlkner, Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, 
Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Wenn, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, J. 
Glaney Jones, Kerr, Kurtz, Latham, Lindley, Macdonald, 
i MeNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, Smith Miller, 
Olds. Phelps, Robbins, Rogers, Sapp, Shannon, William R. 
| Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Ste- 
| vens, Audrew Stuart, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, 
| Tharston, Upham, Watbridge, Walley, Warren, Etlibu B. 
Washbuarne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan 

Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Yates—-69. 

| NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, David J. Baileys 
sell, Boyce, Bugg, Caskie, Chastain, 


j 

| Barry, Beleber, Bis 

| Clark, Clingman, Cox, Cullom, John G. Davis, Dean, 
| Dent, Dickinson, Drom, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, 
it Ebison, English, Fuller, Goode, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, 
| Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, 
| Hibbard, Hiester, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George Ww. 
| Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt. Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
| Letcher, Lilly, McDougall, McMuilin, Mauriee, Middles- 
i 


) , Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, 
s, Pratt, Pringle, Pyrvear, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rutin, Sage, Seward, Shower, Skelton, George 
W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Nathanicl G. Taylor, Tracy, 
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Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Wells, Wheeler, and Zoli- 


coffer—75. : 
„So the Eouse refused to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to reconsider. 
_ Mr. CLINGMAN. Is it not first upon second- 
ing the demand foy the previous question? 

Mr. SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Is that question open for 
debate? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. ROBBINS. [call for the yeas and mays. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the. House do 
now adjourn, in order that the bill may be printed, 
and we may havean opportunity of examining it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Lercurr’s 
motion; and,.a division being had, there were— 
ayes 65, noes 62, 

Mr. COBB. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Leask for tellers upon the 
motion to adjourn, ‘ 

Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to makean inquiry of 
the Chair, I desire to know in what condition the 
bill will be left, if the House now adjourn ? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. The previous question | 


has been seconded. 

Mr. ROBBINS. If it has been, all will be right. 

Mr. DEAN. The previous question was not 
seconded. Only one side of the question has been 
counted. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to reconsider is 


pending, and the question of reconsideration will | 


ring the bill up at any time, . 

The question was then taken upon the demand 
for tellers; and they were not ordered. 

The Chair then announced the result upon the 
motion to adjourn as being—ayes 66, noes 62. 

The House accordingly (at three o’clock and 
twenty minutes) adjourned until to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, April 18, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Winuiam H. Mivpurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. President, I have been 
requested to present the memorial of the American 
Statistical Association, praying that a copy of the 
documents printed by order of Congress may be 
furnished to them. This subject has already been 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
therefore I move that this memorial be referred to 
thesame committee. | may say that the association 
which makes this request is a very important one, 
has done a good deal for the promotion of statis- 
tical science, and has rendered important services 


to the Census Department of this Government, in | 
|| ised land granted to their forefathers, the separate 


I hope, therefore, 


y 
I 


preparing their recent report, 
that the prayer of the memorial may be favorabl 
considered by the Committee on the Library. 
move that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Philadelphia, praying Congress to erect a new 
post office building at Philadelphia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a remonstrance of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, against the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a memorial of the members of the faculty 
of Pennsylvania College, praying for a grant of 
land in favor of the chartered colleges of the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. : 

Also, the memorial of Gideon Prior, a soldier 


of the revolutionary war, praying for a_pension; || p 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, resolutions passed ata meeting of citizens 
of Norristown, Montgomery county, Pennsylva- 


59 


nia, and resolutions passed ata meeting ef citizens 
of Delaware county, Pennsylvania, held in the 
town hall, at Chester, remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill to establish territorial govern- 
ments in Nebraska and Kansas; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Lancaster county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the establishment of a daily 
mail route from Kinzer’s post office to the village 
of Intercourse; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of the heirs-at-law and descend- 
ants of officers of the Army of the Revolution, 
who served to the end of the war, praying that 
they be ullowed the half pay for life promised 
those officers, and that the value of the commuta- 
tion received by them be deducted from that al- 
lowance; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a remonstrance of citizens of Philadelphia 
against the passage by Congress of any bill which 
will permit the introduction of slavery into the 
Territory of Nebraska, or in anywise infringe 
upon the eighth section of the Missouri compro- 
mise act; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MALLORY. I present the petition of 
Adèle Sands, widow of Major R. M. Sands, late 
of the Army of the United States, asking for an 
increase of pension. 1 will say, in regard to this 
petition, that it is one which appeals strongly to 
the sympathies of the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and it comes within the precedents estab- 
lished by the acts granting pensions to the widows 
of Major Dade and Major Gardiner. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Also, the petition of Margaret Chandler, mother 
of the late Walter S. Chandler, second lieutenant 
of second regiment of United States Artillery, 
who was drowned while in the discharge of his 
duty, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Ludlow, Vermont, praying that no appropria- 
tion be made to pay for the negroes captured in 
the schooner Amistad, and set at liberty by order 
of the United States Supreme Court; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


RELIGIOUS PRIVILEGES ABROAD. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, it affords me much 
pleasure to present a petition from a number of 
American citizens of the Hebrew faith, who desire 
to unite with their Christian fellow-citizens in ask- 
ing the interposition of the Government to secure 


a 


to all our countrymen abroad the rights of reli- j} 


gious worship, This union, in order to promote 
the accomplishment of this great object, is a happy 
illustration of the spirit of equality and toleration 
which marks our institutions. Persecuted for cen- 
turies with bitter hostility, subjected to a tyranny, 
civil and religious, more oppressive than that en- 
dared by any other people, driven from the prom- 


existence to this day of the children of Israel is a 
perpetual miracle, establishing the trath of their 
history as well as of our religion, foretold, as it 


was, in the earliest period, and seen, as it still is, 
in the latest. In their migrations they have at 


length reached a continent, unknown to the patri- 


archs, by whose rivers they may sit down without 
weeping, to change the language of their Psalmist, 
even when remembering Zion, and where the law 
secures equal rights to all, be they Jew or Gentile. 
Exposed as the members of this persuasion yet 
are, in portions of Europe and America, both 
Protestantand Catholic, to the most illiberal preju- 
dices, and to religious disabilities, the position of 


our citizens abroad who belong to it has peculiar 


claims to the consideration and interposition of the 
Government. Beeidengheir legal rightto equal pro- 
tection, there is no portion of our population whose 
eaceable and law-abiding conduct -better proves 
than theirs does, that they are well entitled to all 
the privileges secured to every American by our 
system of Government. I repeat, sir, I am grat- 


ified that they are taking part in this great move- 
ment, and I trust that ere long, they as well as all 
our other citizens, sent by the accidents of life.to 
foreign countries, may receive the benefits of it. 
I present this petition and another of similar . 
import; and I move that they be referred. to. the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. f 
They were so referred. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William Brown be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Commitice on Pensions. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of Frangois Cousin, praying the confirmation of 
his title to a tract of land, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by abill for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the petition 
of Charles Evans and others, praying indemnity 
for losses occasioned by the operations of the 
American army in Florida, in 1814, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill further to carry into 
effect the provisions of the ninth articleof the Flor- 
ida treaty, with respect to certain losses of Span- 
ish subjects in West Florida; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. , 

Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Eliza M. Evans, praying to be allowed 
interest on a sum of money advanced by her 
father, Colonel Anthony Walton W hite, deceased, 
for the use of a regiment commanded by him 
during the revolutionary war, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which was 
read, and passed toa second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. f 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom were 
referred papers in relation to the claim of {saac ©. 
Thompson, reported a bill for the relief of Tsaac 
C. Thompson, the only surviving child and legal 
representative of William Thompson, deceased, 
formerly a brigadier general in the Army of the 
Revolution; which was read, and passed toa second 
reading. . 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee: qn’ Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom the subject. was referred, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill making 
provision to compensate agents for paying pen~- 
sions, and prescribing the time and manner of set- 
tling their accounts; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred documents in 


| support of the claim of Sarah Crandall, widow of 


James- Coon, to a pension, submitted .a report, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which was 
read, and passed toa second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Rhoda Lewis, pray- 
ing a pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Anne 
Royall, widow of Captain William Royall, of the 
Revolutionary Army, praying for a pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was 


| ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of Sophia Kirby, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

PERCUSSION ARMS TO THE STATES. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resowed, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of so altering the 


law, that such States as shall desire, be allowed to return te 
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the United States the whole, or any portion, of the flint 
loek small arms now in their possession, and previously | 
issued by the General Government, under the act of April 
28, 18083 and that the value of said arms, according to the 
standard at tbe time of their issue, be furnished said States 
in percussion muskets and rifles, originally manufactured | 
as sach by the United States, at their armories, or in such | 
other orduauce or ordnance stores as shali be designated by 
the Governors of said States respectively, or their authorized 
agents: Provided, That all arms returned as aforesaid shall 
appear in good condition; and all expenses of transporta 
tion shall be paid by the States so inuking the change as 
aforesaid, respectively. 
BILL INTRODUCED. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a |j 
bill to revive, for a limited time, an act in relation 
to donations of land to certain persons in the State 
of Arkansas; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT DUBUQUE. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following | 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to: * 


j 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commeree be instructed | 
10 inquire into the expediency of making au appropriation +! 
for the construction of a marine hospital at Dubuque, Lowa. || 
[i 

| 

i 

I 

| 


i 


BURLINGTON UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. DODGE, of Ilowa. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Public Lands to report a bill for 
the relief of the Burlington University, in Jowa. 
it is a bill to which there can be no objection, and 
I ask the Senate to pat it upon its passage now. 

The bill was read a first and second time by |! 
unanimous eonsent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, i 

It proposes to grant to the Burlington Univer- |; 
sity, in the State of Towa, the lot or parcel of |! 
Jand in the city of Burlington, lying west of lot 
978, between Market and Valley streets, which | 
was set apart as a burying-ground, under the | 
provisions of the acts of July 2, 1836, and March j 
3, 1837, with a proviso that this grant is to operate | 
only asarelinquishment of the right of the United | 
States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. | 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill from the Louse of Representatives, 
granting a homestead of one hundred and sixty | 
acres of the public lands to actual settlers. | 

fir. PRYPEUT. Mr. President, to the details 
of the billnow under consideration I have given 
no attention, but its principles meet the full appro- | 
bation of my head and my heart. OF my bead | 
because, in my judgment, it will give to the coun- || 
try strength and defense, which will serve in the |! 
place of fortifications and standing armies. Of | 
ray heart, because it is an act of justice, Of my 
head, because it does that wisest of ali things in! 
a country, it couples patriotism with an interest, 
and makes it more ardent, available, and enduring. 
Of my heart, beciuse it will give a house to the 
honscless and a home to the homeless. 

The people of a country form its institutions, 
and its institutions, in turn, form the character of 
the people. People, institutions, and country are 
so nenrly allied that they must mutually mould 
and sustain each other, for separately they will |; 
falland decay. 

lostitutions should create and encourage love of 
country, and willingness to suffer in its defense; 
for, without this, institutions will fall into weak- |; 


has been a longing, aching 
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In undertaking so wide and radical a change of | 
our past policy, and adopting a new one with us, | 
that is to effect so materially a large portion of our 
fellow-citizens, it is both prudent and proper to | 
pause, and inquire whether other countries have- 
adopted this, or a similar policy, and what its 
results have been. This is a legitimate inquiry. |. 
From the past, under like circumstances, we may |, 


|l and by that means r 


| ness in heaven. 
| camp. 


safely reason what the future will be. The first 
instance of the adoption of a similar policy was 
in Egypt, long anterior to the Mosaic period, 
given by Diodorus Siculus,in Book I, chapter 6, 
in which he says that, anciently, the lands were 
divided into three parts, the first to the priests, the 
second to the king, and the third to the scidiers 
or people. Wo 

l disapprove of the first and second divisions, 
but the third commends itself to my approbation 
as well for its wisdom as its justice. 

Hear what the historian says as to the last 
division: 

ée The last portion betongs to the soldiers who, at a word, 
are ready at the King’s commands, for every expedition; 
that they who venture their lives in the wars, being en- 
deared to their country by that plentiful share and propor- 
tion allotted them, may inore cheerfully undergo the haz- 
ards of war, For it would be an irrational thing to intrust 
the safety and preservation of the whole, with them who 
have nothing in their country that is dear or valuable to 
them to fight for. And the chief reasem why so large a share 
is allotted to them, is that they n tmore readily marry, 
e the nation more populous, aud so 
there might be no need of foreign aids and assistances.?? 

A wisepolicy ina nut-shell, and well expressed. 
T'o the soldiers were given one third of all the lands 
of Egypt, that they might at all times be ready 
and willing to defend the country, and might the 


i more readily marry and take the responsibility of 
| a family, and thereby increa 
i strength of the country, so that ‘there might be 


e the population ana 


” 


no need of foreign aids and assis 
"Tiis was in the country where civilization and 
science were first known, and where regular gov- 


| ernment was first established among men, and all 


these continued to prosper and flourish until this 
wholesome policy was abandoned. 

The next instance in which } find this adopted 
az a national policy, was among the Jews. Moses, 
that wisest of secular law-givers, fourteen hundred 
and ninety years before Christ, led the children 
of Israel out of that bondage in which they and 
theirancestors had been for four hundred years, and 
starting them on their weary and perilous journey 
of forty years through a wilderness, it became 
necessary to hold out to them some inducement 
or promise of reward to act, as a stimulant of the 
highest order, to buoy them up, and sustain them 
against the depressing consequences of such a 
journey, with all its trials, fatigues, dangers, dis- 
appointments,and wretchedness. Moses had made 
known to the Jews all the moral law and will of 
God; and had held Him up amidst his attributes, 
in all Llis perfection and beauty of holiness. He 
had promised them God’s enduring favor and pro- 
tection on earth, and their final reward of happi- 
Yet there was mutiny in the 
They murmured, complained, repented 
that they bad started on their journey, and loudly 
clamored to return to the bondage and ‘ flesh- 
pots of Egypt.” Something yet remained to be 
done to restore order and give confidence. Amidst 
the thunders of Sinai another revelation was made, 
and another law was given. What was that rev- 
elation? What was that law? That the land of 
Canaan should be divided among the Israelites, 
that they should individually own it, and that ‘* the 
jand should not be sold forever. ”—[Leviticus, 
chapter 25, verse 23.} 

This produced the desired effect. Discontent, 
murmurings, and longings after the © flesh-pots of 
Egypt” ceased, and in their stead they had pa- 
tience, fortitude, and endurance to the end of their 
journey, thus proving, Mr. President, that men 


| will do more and suffer more for the promise and 


possession of lands, than for the love or the fear 
of God. It may weil be doubted whether any- 
thing could have induced that peopie to perform 
that journey, undergoing its fatigues, privations, 
and wretchedness, but this promise that they 
should own the land, and that it should not be 
sold forever. 

Thirty-eight years after that promise was made 
and that law was given, that is one thousand four 
hundred and fifty-two years before Christ, when 


: Moses was about to take leave of and bid his fol- 
i lowers farewell, he called them all together, and 
having set down all the names and heads of fam- , 


ilies, he said, ** Unto thesethe land shal! be divided 
for an inheritance according to the number of 
vames.’’—[Numbers, chapter 26, verse 53.] At 
this time and place Moses delivered his farewell 
address and gave to the Jews a secular form of 
government; both of which will be found in the 
fourth book of the Antiquities of the Jews, by 


H 


| substance abandoned the laws of Lycurgus. 


Josephus. And if this address is not the original 
of, or the model from which Washington formed 
his immortal address to hie countrymen, it will 
well repay the curious for the labor of reading it to 
see how similar they are in many respects, and 
satisfy all that Washington had a predecessor. 
This great Hebrew law giver, in the most im- 
pressive manner, enjoined upon his followers the 
observance of his policy and laws; and promised 


| them that so long as they maintained and observed 


this policy and these laws, they should be pros- 
perous, happy, and prevail over their enemies, 

Eight years later, that is one thousand four 
hundred and forty-four years before Chirst, Joshua 
having exterminated the ancient Canaanites, and 
fully possessed their country, divided the lands 
among the families as had been commanded by 
Moses; thus consummating the promise that had 
been madeto the Jews more than forty years before, 
and for the accomplishment of which they had born 
with unparalleled patience and fortitude, indescrib~ 
able privations and sufferings. 

Thus had the Jews, under the stimulant of a 
promise that they should be the owners of lands, 
performed this journey, expelled and extermin~ 
ated a more numerous and powerful nation than 
themselves, with ‘cities great and fenced up to 
heaven.’’—{Deuteronomy, chapter 9, verse 1.) 

Mr. President, so long as this people kept these 
laws and observed this policy, they constantly 
progressed in power and greatness, and bid defi- 
ance to all the surrounding barbarous nations, 
though many times more numerous and powerful 
then they. But so soon as they ceased to observe 
this policy and these laws, and allowed their lands 
to be absorbed by the few, (the common soldier 
having nothing to fight for,) they became a prey 
to surronnding nations, their homes were deso- 
lated, and their people became captives in foreign 
lands. 

I cal} the history of Sparta to the notice of Sen~ 
ators. For many years the Spartans had been 
distracted and overcome by their enemies in every 
engagement, and reduced to abject weakness, till 
“Lycurgus, eight hundred and eighty-four years 
before Christ, destroyed all distinctions; and by 
making an equal division of the land of Laconia 
among the members of the Commonwealth, he 
banished luxury and encouraged the useful arts.’” 


| Luxury was banished, and the useful arts were 


encouraged by the division of the lands. But this 
was not all; from that time the Spartans were 
united in a warm, burning, glowing, and ardent 
patriotism, and never met or suffered a reverse in 
war till the battle of Leuctra—a period of five hun- 
dred and twelve years. Here, then, may be seer 
in bold relief the direct effects and advantages of 
the ownership of lands by the mass of the peo- 
ple. Nor did this defeat happen till they had m 
n 
my deliberate judgment $1,000,000 thus appropri- 
ated is worth more than 100,000,000 expended 
in fortifications and standing armies. 

An instance in the history of Rome may be 
referred to. 

After all the lands and wealth of that mighty 
empire had been absorbed into the hands of a 
few aristocratic patricians, enervated and effemi- 
nated by excessive luxury, idleness, and debauch- 
ery, and the plebeians were reduced to beggary 
and almost to starvation, and after the failure of 
the Gracehi and others to divide the lends among 
the masses, Rome was threatened, yes, was 
actually involved in war, and her very citadel 
reduced to imminent danger, and out of her im- 
mense population she could not raise troops to 
defend herseif. Then the patricians appealed to the 
oppressed plebeians to rise, take arms, and defend 
their country; but the plebeians? reply was: ‘ we 
have no country. Why should we shed our 
blood and give our lives for Rome when she gives 
as only misery and degradation ?”’ 

flere, Mr. President, is a glaring instance of 
national weakness from national injustice—from 
the want of coupling patriotism with an interest. 
If the lands had been divided among the masses, 
Rome would never have wanted soldiers or de- 
fenders. . 

Mr. President, the Egyptian and his laws have 
disappeared. The Jews forsook the law that was 
given them amidst the reverberation of the thun- 
ders of Sinai and fell. The Spartans suffered their 
lands to be absorbed by the few, and they were 
swept from the face of the earth. Rome pursued 
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her course of oppression to the toiling masses, and 
nothing remains of her former greatness and 
grandeur but her decayed and decaying monu- 
ménts, statues, and temples! 

Mr. President, like causes will produce like 
effects. With what a warning voice do these his- 
toric reminiscences come to us? They are sug- 
gestive of words that would fill large volumes, but 
i will not enlarge or detain the Senate. Let us 
take heed and avoid the rock on which they split, 
by an early division of our public lands among 
those who will occupy and cultivate them; and 
thus you will avoid the answer of the plebeians to 
the patricians of Rome, and at all times have an 
army willing and efficient in time of need. Give 
to the country an army of land-owners and culti- 
vators, and we may successfully bid defiance to 
the world in arms. 

We have vast unoccupied and uncultivated 
tracts of lands, and they must remain so for long 
years to come unless we adopt this policy; and, 
as the lands are no longer needed as a source of 
revenue to the ‘Government, let us make this wise 
disposition ef them that has proved so advanta- 
geous tu other countries. 

And now, Mr. President, if I have not and can- 
not convince the judgments of Senators that this | 
is a wise, prudent, and statesmanlike policy, let me 
appeal to their pity, justice, and humanity; and 
oh, that I had a thousand eloquent tongues to 
make that appeal with, Pass this bill, and hear 
the prayers and blessings of millions of honest | 
hearts ascend to Heaven in your behalf. : 

Is there a Senator here who, if in his declining 
years should find one man surrounded by a family | 
of children, who by the operation of this bill had 
been raised from poverty, want, and wretched- 
ness to comfort, prosperity, and happiness, would 
not feel fully rewarded, and in his heart thank 
God that he had been instrumental. in producing 
so happy a result, und that he had voted for so 
benign alaw? Justice requires what wisdom dic- 
tates. Let it be done. 

Mr. EVANS. [have the consent of the Sen- 
ator (Mr. Waxxer] who reported this bill to move 
that it be postponed until to-morrow, and at the | 
game time to move that the bill which has been 
heretofore under consideration, reported from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, in regard to 
the claims of revolutionary officers, be taken up. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. CLAY. With the consent of the Senator 
from South Carolina, I desire to move to take up | 
the bill which was laid over yesterday at the sug- 
gestion of the honorable Senator from Mississippi, 
iMr. Brown,] which, I presume, will incur no 
opposition, and which will excite no debate. It 
is the bill to authorize the school commissioners 
of fractional township No. 1, of range No. 10 
east, in Alabama, to locate onc half section of land | 
for school purposes. It was laid over on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi, not | 


through any opposition to the measure itself, but | 
with the view of amending it so as to provide for | 
certain citizens of the same class in his own State. 
It is intended to authorize the inhabitants of cer- 
tain townships in Alabama to locate other lands in 
lieu of the sixteenth section in those townships 
which had been reserved by Indian treaties for the 
benefit of the Indians. 


Mr. EVANS. I will waive my motion to take | 


up the revolutionary claim bill, to permit the bill 
which the Senator mentions. to be considered. 
Mr. Cuay’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill. | 
It proposes to direct the school commissioners 
of the fractional township mentioned, in the dis- 
trict of lands subject to saleat Lebanon, Alabama, 
to enter, free of charge, in lieu of tands to which 
they are entitled by any existing law, one half 
section any where in the township, with a view to 
the ultimate convenience of the citizens and the 
quality of the soil, for school purposes; and such 
selection is to be governed by the same rules, laws, 
and regulations as other reserved sixteenth sec- 
tions in Alabama. They are to locate and report | 
within two vears to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, what lands they have located; 


and he is, upon the receipt of the report, to with- 
draw the land from sale, and the title is to be as 


valid as any of the sixteenth sections heretofore 
granted in the new States. 

Mr. BROWN. I had intended to move an 
amendment to the bill. 1 asked its postponement 
yesterday for that purpose. My friend from Ala- 
bama objects to it, and thinks it would embarrass 
the bill, as the making of an amendment to it 
would take it back to the other House. I there- 
fore forego that purpose, but give notice that I 
will introduce a separate bill to provide for like 
interests in Mississippi. The title of the bill I 
have not prepared. š 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, was 
read a third time, and passed. 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill ‘to provide 
for the final settlement of the officers of the Rev- 
olutionary Army, and of the widows and orphan 
children of those who died in the service.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD, I desire to offer a proviso 
to one of the sections of the bill, which, 1 think 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Evans,] who reported the bill, and who deserves 
so much credit for reporting it, and stating it so 
ably, will agree to. Itis that this act shall be 
construed to extend to surgeons’ mates, who 
served to the end of the war. 

Mr. EVANS. It can be done by amending the 
first section, which reads as follows: 

t Be it enacted, Şe., That the officers of the Amy of the 
Revolution, who were entitled to half pay for life under the 
resolutions of Congress, of the Qtst of October, 1780, the 
17th of January, 1731, the Sth of May, 1781, and the 8th of 
March, 1785, shail be entitled to receive the same, although 
such officer may have received, in lieu thereof, the com- 
mutation of fall pay for five years, under the resolution of 
Congress, of the 22d of March, 1783,” 


| after the words “ eighty-five,” may be inserted 


the words ‘ including assistant surgeons, or sur- 
geons’ mates, who shall be allowed the same as 
lieutenants.” 

T'he amendment was agreed to. 


~ bed » 

Mr. EVANS. I move to amend the bill further 
by adding, after the fifth section, the following: 

And be it further enacted, Thatin all cases where any 
officer received full pay under the act of 15th of May, 1828, 
or any other act of Congress granting pensions to the ofli- 
cers and soldiers of the Army of the Revolution, one half the 
amount so reeeived shall. be deducted from the sum to 
which such officer, or his lineal descendants may be entilled 
under this act, and the time for whieh such officers half 
pay shall be computed, shall cease at the time he reccives 
such pension, 


I desire to say that the object of the committee 
has been throughout, and the bill has been drawn 
with that single view, to do mere justice to these 
officers, and to give no one an advantage over 
another. Therefore, this clause contains this pro- 
vision. In 1828 all surviving officers of the Revo- 
lutionary Army, by the act passed on the 15th of 
May, were to receive full pay for life. The act 
contains a provision that their half pay under this 


| act shall cease at the time when their pensions 
|| commenced; but their pension was more than 
| half pay; it was full pay; and this additional sec- 


tion merely provides, that whatsoever they receive 
over and above their half pay, shall be deducted 
from the sum to which they may be entitled. 
This is done with the view of putting the survivors 
on the same footing as deceased officers. 

Mr. WALKER. ldo not know that I prop- 
erly understand the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina; and } will ask him 
whether I understand it aright. 1f I do, it provides 
that from the time that the pensions under theact 
of 1828 commenced, the half pay shall cease. 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. WALKER. And in addition thereto, if 
an officer lived for any length of time afterwards, 
and received a pension, one half of the pension 80 
received is to be deducted from the amount of half 
pay which he would have received up to the com- 
mencement of the pension. > 

Mr. EVANS. Thatis it. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, sir, I cannot go for 
that proposition. 
the half pay of the revolutionary officers, or 
rather the commutation of it, inflicted sufficient 
injury upon them. . 

Mr. EVANS. If the Senator from Wisconsin, 
the chairman of the Committee on Revolutiohary - 
Claims, objects to the amendment, I will with- 
draw it. : 


|! amount in which it was 


I think that the withholding of ; i ? 
a $ || three hundred, The highest amountat whieh the 


Mr. WALKER. 
do so. : 
Mr. EVANS. I withdtaw.the amendnient. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, this is à very:im- 
portant bill, and I must confess that Lam not pi 
pared to vote in favor of it; nor, I may say, to 
vote against it at present. All those elie hive 
known, historically or traditionally, anything of. 
the events of the Revolution, must know ‘that*it 
was a period of suffering from its commencement 
to its termination. In fact, during the existence 
of that struggle, we had scarcely a Government. 
Our institutions were kept on almost by theirown 
force. From the commencement to the termina- 
i tion of the Revolution, from year to year, there 
| was a successive depreciation of the currency 
issued by the Government, whether in the shape 
of securities, or Continental money, or whatever 
lit was. These were graduated, and the losses 
i were imposed upon the community from time to i 
time. i 

We all know that the amount of payment to 
| the officers and soldiers was small; in her, next to 
nothing. My own father was one of the officers 
| of the Revolutionary Army, and I recollect per- 
fectly, that when a boy, L heard him tell that he 
had given a month’s pay for what was called a 
“yard” of tobacco in those days. That depreci- 
ation was the lot of all. ‘ 

Now, my difficulty in regard to the matter is 
| this: This matter was settled nearly half acentury 
ago; I do not know how it comes before us. 
Have there been applications from any particular 
quarter for it? Then, if we begin a system of 
compensation which shall. make the Government 
pay in one case, or one class of cases, the actual 
and nominal amount of its money issues, without 
| reference to the scale of depreciation at. which 
| they were issued, why are we not called upon 

to pay off the old Continental money, dollar for 
dollar? Yet we all know that itis perfectly im- 
possible to do any such things our revenue could 
not meet itatall. The losses of the Revolution 
did not fall upon individuals alone, but more or 
i less upon the whole community; and it seems to 
me that we ought to understand thoroughly what 
we are doing. The honorable Senator from South 
i Carolina, L know, has investigated the subject; and 
| after his examinations, he has stated the amount 
of expense to which the bill will subject us as not 
exceeding $4,000,000. But, sir, every man who 
has attended to the operations.of this Government 
| for a series of years, must know how little depend- 
ence can be placed on such calculations. Let any 
| man go back to the history of the pension laws, 
the heavy ones of which commenced about 1831, 
and he will observe what little connection there 
| has been between the estimates and the actual ex- 
penditures under the pension laws, The expend- 
itures have exceeded the estimates three. or four 
or five times. This will be the case here. Judg- 
ing from what has happened, we may well suppose 
| that this will beso. Perhaps we have not suf- 
ficient materials on which to base a calculation, 
Whatever the circumstances were which led to the 
result, such, nevertheless, has been the fact under 
the pension laws. 

I think I am in the same condition witha num- 
| ber of other gentlemen of the Senate on this sub- 
ject; and I rose for the purpose of stating that I 
‘am not now prepared to vote on this bill. I want 
| to do justice; but it seems to me that this bill will 
| be either opening the door very partially, or will 
| be opening a door for expenditures which it would 
| be out of the power of this or any other Govern- 
| ment to meet. : | 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. President, when. this bill 
| was before the Senate, some days ago, I submit- 
i ted what I supposed to be a fair statement of the 
likely to involve us in the 
enditure. I now hold in my hand a 
letter from the Third Auditor, in which he says 
| that the wholenumber of officers who have received 

the commutation, or half pay for life, amounts to 
two thousand two hundred and fifty-six. 1f you 
| add to these the claims that have never been pre- 
| sented, forty-six more, it will make two thousand 


I think-that it ia better to 


i 


| 
i way of exp 


| officers of the Revolution have ever been estimated. 
i was two thousand four hundred and eighty; but 


| jt does not appear, from the books inthe Treasury 


Department, that more than two thousand two 
hundred and fifty-six have ever received commu- 


tation, or halfpay. Now, if-you take the average 
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number of officers at two thousand three hundred, 
and allow them (what I endeavored to show, and 
what I have no doubt is an over, rather than an 
under estimate) the half pay of a captain for 
twenty years, taking thatas the average of their 
lives, the amount of expenditure will be what I 
before stated. In the books in relation to revolu- 
tionary claims that I have looked at, the officers 
are said to be of the age of “ thirty and upwards. 

If they were of that age, I think we may fairly 
compute—and this is the largest computation that 
{T have seen—the average of their lives at twenty 
years beyond the close of the war. Then the half 
pay of a captain, which would be about the aver- 
age, and probably a little more than an average, 


of the half pay of all the officers, would be $2,400, | 


deducting, as this bill proposes, the commuration 
which each has already received. Each officer, 
therefore, will, on the average, be entitled to re- 
ceive $2,400 under this bill. Then, according to 


this calculation, the largest amount, supposing | 


that the descendants of every officer of whom 
we have any record, come in, € 
this bill, will be $5,520,000. But of this number, 
two thousand three hundred, what proportion 1s 
it likely will ever present their claims? In the 
first place, I think ita fair presumption, that in the 
time which has elapsed between the Revolution 
and this period, at least one fourth of those fami- 
lies have become extinct. is | 
jectural. We have no tables, no statistics, by 
which wecan ascertain this matter with any great 
certainty. E beg leave, however, to state one or 
two facts in connection with it, 

Thad occasion some years ago to compare a 
list of the British peerage of 1756 with that of 
1820, a period of about sixty years. From the 


comparison, it appeared that more than one half of | 


the names which existed in the British peerage in 
1756, had disappeared entirely before 1820. Ina 


large number of cases the title had become extinct, l 
and the families that owned them were no more; | 


or it may have been (and no doubt it was in many 
cases the fact) that the title had come into the pos- 
session of female branches of the family, by 
whose marriage the name was changed. ‘This is 
the only fact within my knowledge by which 1 
have any means of ascertaining this point; but | 


think it a very fair calculation, from the informa- | 


tion which I can obtain on the subject, that in the | i ! i | 
|| to give him the amount of the commutation, with ;| 


period which has elapsed from the Revolution to 
this time, at least one fourth of the revolutionary 
families have become extinct. Taking one fourth 
from two thousand three hundred, we have one 
thousand seven hundred and twenty-five as the 
probable number of the officers whose descendants 
will be entitled to relief under this bill. 

Now, sir, suppose the descendants of every one 
of these one thousand seven hundred and twenty- 
five should apply, whatsum will you have to pro- 
vide for them under the bill? Only $4,140,000. 
But, is itlikely chat all will apply ? Are the de- 
scendants of each one of the one thousand seven 
hundred and twenty-five, now in such a location 
that they can be easily identified? I have gone 
into some calculations upon this matter, and I will 
state my conclusions to the Senate. 

By theact of 1828, a pension was granted toall 
the surviving officers and soldiers in the Revolu- 
tion. In the returns from the Pension Office, this 
statement appears: that there were two, thousand 
one hundred and seventy-three applications under 


thatact, and that of thisnumber only one thousand 5 K 
; make an additional observation ət present, in re- | 


one hundred and seventy-eight were ever put upon 
the pension list. The rest were unable to make 
out their claims. I assume, therefore, that, al- 
though under the pension law of 1828, nearly half 
the applications were disallowed for want of 
proof, yet that one fourth the officers may now be 


fairly estimated as incapable of proving their cases | 


under this bill. Their descendants are scattered 


from Maine to Georgia, and from the Atlantic to |, 
Then, taking off one fourth of | 


the Pacific ocean. 


this number, it will leave one thousand two hun- | 


dred and forty-four. Multiply one thousand two 
hundred and forty-four by two thousand four hun- 
dred, and it will give you as the total amount 
necessary to be appropriated for the entire extin 
guishment of all the claims likely to come in under 
this bill, $2,985,600—a little less than $3,000,000. 


This seems to bea large sum, but compare it | 
We | 


with what you have done in other cases. 
have now the largest pension list in the world, I 
believe, in proportion to the military force which 


and receive under $ 


To be sure, this is con- |! 


‘we have employed in our wars. I find, in look- 
ing at the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
| that we have now upon the pension rolls fifteen 
| thousand persons, and we have been paying them 
since 1833, a period of twenty years, on an av- 
erage $1,000,000 a year. 
for pensions was $2,344,220. The actual pay- 
ment for the last year was $1,876,072. That is 
the sum which we are now paying from year to 
year. Twice that sum will more than provide for 
all the claims which will be allowed under this 
act. If, therefore. we have dealt so liberally with 
| those who are now living, who rendered services, 
| why should we not make some adequate provis- 
! ion for the descendants of those who are dead ? 

| There is another view of this question. We 
| passed, the other duy—and | believe that you, Mr. 
| President, (Mr. Foor occupying the chair,] was 
i the principal champion of it—a bill to give ten 
| millions of acres for lunatic asylums in the States. 
| I suppose that the value of that grant may be put 
i down at $10,000,000. J find, on looking at the re- 
| 


ports, that, for military services, we have given 
away twenty-four millions of acres of land, and 
that more than three fourths of this quantity has 
beeh granted to those who were en ‘aged in the 
war of 1812, to those engaged in Indian warfares, 
and in the Florida and Mexican wars. I find, in 
addition to this, that we have granted away for 
railroad purposes six millions of acres. 
makes a total of forty millions of acres of land 
which we have given away for the living; yet some 
| gentlemen object to providing a small pittance for 
| the descendants of those who are dead. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan seems to 
|| think that this bill has been sprung upon the Sen- 


looking through the previous proceedings of Con- 
gress—for | know, personally, very little of what 
has been done here—that, in ISI8, there was a 
report by Mr, Richard M. Johnson upon this sub- 
ject. He reported a bill proposing to provide for 
ji these claims pretty much as this bill does, Again, 


They, however, ultimated in granting pensions to 
| the living, although the committees reported bills 


half pay, and charging the officer with what he 


i this, except that, instead of going back to the 
| received by way of commutation, they proposed 


a deduction of one eighth from it, and to allow 
him interestalso. That was done because, accord- 
ing to all the evidence, it appeared that the officers 
‘received actually only about one eighth of the 
j amount of their commutation. 

| J have not looked much into the progress of the 
‘| question from that time; and 1 do not find that 
;; there were any petitions presented from 1528 up to 
i 1850. About that period, the petitions on which 
i the bill is framed began to be presented. 
ji last Congress there were two or three. This year 
| there are about fifty; and I am satished that next 
| year there will be five hundred, and they will con- 
| tinue to multiply, until finally your table will be 
į covered with them, and something will have to be 
| done. 

| 1 have now stated, Mr. President, all the in- 
i formation which I have in relation to the subject; 
and I do not propose to discuss, what I suppose 


| of the claims which these people have upon us. 
| Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I wish to 


sly to a seeming objection taken by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan to this bill. Fle seemed 
|| to liken it to that class of propositions which have 
| been made here, to make good to the recipients 
| the depreciation apon our revolutionary currency. 
He will observe upon examining the bill, that it 
|i does not partake of that quality at all; but the 


ithe depreciation of the revolutionary currency. 
The Senator must be aware that promises were 
made, under resolutions of Congress, of half pay 
for hife to those otlicers who should serve to the 
end of the revolutionary war. That got up a 
clamor in the country that there was likely to be 
fastened upon ita pensioned class for life; and the 
|| proposition became very unpopular. 
proposed, I think by General Washington in the 


| half pay for life, to five years’ full pay. In the 
U resolution of Congress, commuting the half pay 


in 1851, the estimate | 


This! 


| ate in some irregular way. Now, sir, 1 find, in | 


in 1824 and 1828 there were similar bills reported. | 


corresponding very much with the provisions of 


At the: 


| every Senator feels, the great propriety and justice | 


moving consideration of the bill was undoubtedly | 


Tt was then | 


i first instance, that Congress should commute this | 


t 
[ 
| to it, but thatit should be given by divisions. 
| 


Agents were sent into 
the country, and this assent was obtained, either 
expressly or impliedly; but in whatever way the 
commutation was assented to, it was evidently 
the supposition of those whose half pay for life 
was thus to be commuted, that they were to re- 
ceive the full amount of the commutation. In- 
stead, however, of receiving it in money,commu- 
tation certificates were issued; and it is known, 
as part of the history of the country, that those 
certificates immediately became depreciated until 
they were worth at different periods, varying from 
eight to twelve per cent. obly. j 
Now, this bill proposes to reinstate the parties, 
upon certain conditions, in their half pay for life; 
but it does not propose that the Government shall 
pay the commutation over again, for it provides 
that the nominal amount of the commutation shall 
| be deducted in full, notwithstanding the deprecia- 
‘tion from the amount of the half pay to which 
| the officer would be entitled; consequently we are 
| not making good the depreciation upon our cer- 
i 


tificntes of that day, but we are restoring each 
| officer to his rights under the promise of half pay, 
and then deducting the nominal amount of which 
| be did get by way of commutation. The result 
| will be this: If the life was a short one, the com- 
| mutation will amount in reality to as much, and 
lin fact to more than the half pay for life; and 
| therefore, the descendants, in such cases, will get 
| nothing, for when you come to make the deduc- 
| 


tion, there will be found to be a balance against 
the officer. But if the life was a good one, or & 
i iong one, if it ran on until the time when the half 
i pay, according to the resolution of Congress, 
i would amount to more than the full sum of the 
ji commutation, then the descendants will get the 
|: balance, after deducting the commutation. It will, 
i therefore, be perceived by the Senator from Mich- 
| igan,and by the Senate, that the provisions of this 
i bill do not make good any depreciation whatever. 
i| ‘The Senator’s recollection may serve him in re- 
|; membering that the Committee on Revolutionary 
|! Claims, two years ago, | believe, did bring forward 
| a proposition to make up to the officers of the 
; That 
| committee at this session, could not agree upon 
|, that proposition; but they deemed it wiser to 
i report this bill; and after a very full and careful 
| examination by the Senator from South Carolina, 
|, he reported the bill. J am satisfied that he has 
' examined its provisions with great care, and that 
he has devoted much attention to the history of the 
i period. F am satisfied, as I doubt not the other 
ii members of the committee are, that this bill, te 
say the very most of it, willdo nothing more than 
legal justice to the officers of the Revolution. Ifor 
i one sbould be truly gratified to see it passed. 
Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin must not misunderstand me. [take no 
position against the bill, but as it had not been 
argued, I threw ont the suggestions which occurred 
l to me. ; 
i Mr. WALKER. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator as opposing the bil, and I wished simply to 
answer the objections which he suggested, 
» Mr. CASS. The difficulty which occurs to me 
|i is precisely this: Tt is now proposed to reopen, 
‘under the Censtitution, daims which have arisen 
‘from the bad faith, if you may give it that name, 
i of the Government of the Revolution. Although 
‘it did all it could, it was Incapable of carrying inte 
effect the pledeed: faith of the Government. If 
| you open that question in this case, I do not see 
i why you should not reopen it in every other. 
The men of the Revolution settled the claims of 
the Revolution. The question of commutation 
i must have been settled sixty-five or seventy years 
H ago, and at that period the parties received the 
i commutation in full discharge of their claims on 
: the Government. J cannot state precisely the cir- 
i cumstances, for I have not adverted to the matter 
for some time; but I know the facts traditionally. 
i, As the honorable Senator from Wisconsin very 
correctly says, there was a great prejudice against 
_ the propesition to continue life pensions, precisely 
as there was a prejudice against the Society of the 
Cincinnatti. The hereditary nature of that society 
created such a prejudice against it that the society, 


Revolution, the amount of the depreciation, 


i 


| 
| 


c 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
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in fact, became extinguished. That feature of it 
was abolished, and the society went on. There 
was a similar feeling against life pensions, and 
therefore there was a change. If Í understand it, 
the change was not in all instances agreed to by 
individuals, but submitted to the lines of different 
States, and agreed y by them, and the commuta- 
tions were then accepted by the individuals. 

Now, there is no doubt that the Government 
was bound to pay the amount of the commuta- 
tion. You may consider it, if you please, a breach 
of faith that it was not paid, but it was not paid. 
because the Government had no means with 
which to pay it. Soitis a breach of faith that 
you did not pay the soldiers of the Revolution, 
who went barefooted and without clothes. They 
were supported throughout all that trying strug- 
gle by a principle of patriotism, the most glorious 
that the world has ever seen. 

Now, then, I ask again, Mr. President, without 
saying how this bill ought to be determined, why 
select this particular instance of the incapacity of 
the Government to carry out its pledged faith? 


Why not carry the principle through, and look to | 


all other cases, and provide for the soldiers as well 
as the officers of the Revolution. This is my dif- 
ficulty, and it is the only difficulty I have about 
the bill. If there has been a want of faith on the 
part of the Government, or an incapability to fulfill 
its promises, and we are now able to fulfill them, 
let us do so. 

Mr. SUMNER. And provide for the Conti- 
nental money? 

Mr. CASS. Certainly. Why not include the 
Continental money and various other matters? If, 
when the Government began issuing that currency, 
it considered each paper dollar issued as equal to 
a Spanish milled dollar, and at the end of the 
year there was a depreciation perhaps of fifty per 
centum, and it went on the succeeding year to 
seventy-five per centum, and so on until you can 
hardly count the rate of depreciation, why not go 
back and ascertain those scales of depreciation, 
and actually pay the face amount of that currency? 
We all know that there was a great loss upon 
that species of currency, Some of the younger 
portion of the Senate may suppose, perhaps, that 
it was funded like the other debts of the Govern- 
ment; but itis a mistake to suppose so. Not a 
dollar of ity not a cent of it, was ever funded. It 
died in the hands of the community. The sol- 
diers were paid in it, but it went for nothing, and 
it died in their hands. I repeat, then, if you once 
begin to open that question with relation to the 
faith of the Revolutionary Government and the 
non-fulfillment of its obligations, let us examine 
the whole of it, and I do not see, myself, why 
you should select one case any more than another. 
Before that is done the whole subject ought to be 
much more maturely considered than it has been. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to look a little further 
into this matter, and T perceive indications on the 
part of those around me to do so; I therefore 
move that the further consideration of the bill be 
postponed, say for a week. 

Mr. CASS. It would be better to say next 
week. 

Mr. SEWARD. Next Wednesday. 

Mr. EVANS. Suppose we say Monday. 

Mr. SEWARD. ‘The honorable Senator who 
has charge of the bill suggests Monday. I have 
no objection to that except this: I am informed 
that the honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Pearce] desired, probably, to submit some views 
to the Senate on the subject, and I am told that he 
is detained from here by illness, and is not likely 
to return before the day which [ have named. I 
therefore move to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill until to-morrow week. : 

Mr. EVANS. Very well. 

Mr. CASS. The Senate have been good enough 
to say that they will hear my remarks upon an- 

_ other subject on Monday next. There is no par- 
ticular pressure of business, I believe; but, if there 
is, I will give way. 

Mr. SEWARD, Itis better to say Wednes- 
day next, the day which I have alfeady named. 

Mr. WALKER. Before the question is put on 
the motion to postpone, I wish to say, in reply to 
the question put by the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, that I think the answer to his question 
isa very plain one. The question he asks is, why 
notextend this principle to the soldiers as well as to 
the officers of the Revolution? The plain answer 


lis, 
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that the Government made a promise to the 
officers. 

Mr. CASS. Iseethat the honorable Senator 
misunderstands me. I know perfectly well that 
the soldiers were not entitled to this pension, if it 
may be so called; but what [ mean to say, is, 
why not ascertain the value of the pay given to 
the soldiers, and, if it turns out to be worth noth- 
ing, why not pay them again? I know they were 
not entitled to commutation, but every one knows 
that their pay was, in point of fact, nothing. 

Mr. WALKER. | I have no objection to going 
as far as the Senator from Michigan would go; 
but for our present purpose, the answer to the 
query of the Senator from Michigan is very plain. 
‘The Government promised half pay for life to the 
officers if they served to the end of the war. The 
did serve to the end of the war, and complied with 
the conditions on their part. Then, as it were, in 
violation of the contract, they were cut down in 
the amount promised them. They were tacitly 
forced to take a commutation of their half pay for 
life, in five years’ fullpay, and even that commuta- 
tion wasnever paid. Now, we proposeto comply 
with the promise of the Government to some ex- 
tent. Wecannot do it to the full extent; but we 
propose to comply with it as far as we can, and 
to make good the promise as far as it is in our 
power to do so. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill until 


| Wednesday the 26th instant; and it was agreed 


to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

‘The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 18, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittram H. Mitsorn. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
what the first question is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is upon the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill increasing the salaries of the clerks in the 
Executive Departments was -ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time on yesterday; and 


Prayer 


| the question is, ‘* Shall the main question upon the 


motion to reconsider be now put?” the demand for 
the previous question having been seconded on 
yesterday. 


Mr. ROBBINS. Is it in order to make any |; 


remarks at this time? R 
The SPEAKER. It is not. The previous 


| question was seconded yesterday, and the ques- 


tion is, ‘Shall the main question be now put??? 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Would it be in order 
to have the bill now read? 

Mr. DEAN. The original bill was read yes- 
terday. 

The SPEAKER. It isnot in order to have the 
bill read as a matter of right, upon the demand of 
a single member, but it is competent for a major- 
ity of the House to order the bill to be read. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I hope there will be no objec- 
ion to it. 

Mr. DEAN. I object. The bill is published 
in the Globe which is upon our desks, and every 
member can look at it for himself. 

Mr. HENN. It will be much more intelligible 


if gentlemen will read it for themselves in the || 


Globe. [also object. a i 

Mr. SAGE. When the vote by which. the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
shall have been reconsidered, will it then be open 
for discussion? 

The SPEAKER. If the ‘House shall recon- 
sider the vote, the bill will then be subject to com- 
mitment or to amendment, and will be open to 
discussion. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I desire to ask the Chair one 
question. The gentleman from Tennessee indi- 
cated yesterday thathe desired to offer an amend- 
ment. Now I want to know if, by unanimous 


consent, he cannot offer it without the necessity |; 


of taking all the backward steps which will be 
required in order to reach it regularly? 


The SPEAKER. Certainly it will be compe- 
tent for the House to amend the bill by unani- 
mous consent. ee ` zi 

Mr. ROBBINS. I'have no: objection to :the 
amendment indicated by the gentleman from Fen- 
nessee, and I hope it may be allowed, by unani- 
mous consent, to be offered, $ 

Mr. DEAN. Fb objects ae 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam opposed to the bill. 
I am willing that it should be thrown-open “for 
amendment and discussion. But the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania yesterday had the previous 
question ordered upon the bill without giving us 
an opportunity of saying one word. upon it, and 
Iam now unwilling that the gentleman should be 
allowed by unanimous consent to go back and 
make the modification which he desires, without 
giving others an opportunity for explanation. If 
the bill, by general consent, may be thrown open 
to discussion and amendment, 1 have no objection; 
but I am not willing that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania shall. have the general consent to accom- 
plish his own purposes. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have no modification to pro- 
pose, or desire for discussion. I only desired 
unanimous consent to accommodate the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. . Discussion is not in order, 
the previous question having been seconded. The 
question now is, ‘* Shall the main question be 
now put upon: the motion to reconsider?” Š 

The question was taken; and the main question 
was ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon reconsidering the ' 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The question was then taken; and the vote was 
reconsidered. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and, read a third time. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, was upon m 
motion. I stated, at the time of making it, that it 
was with a view of so amending the bill as to pre- 
vent it from making the appropriation for the sal- 
aries provided for in itpermanent. I now propose 
to make that amendment. I move, therefore, to 
add at the end of the original bill the following: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
| strued as to make an appropriation for any period beyond 
i the 30th of June, 1854. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. s 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have the power.. I am will- 
ing to accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
| Tennessee. 

Mr. JONES. It is not my purpose to go into 
an argument upon the merits of this bill, It is 
objectionable to me in its main features, and, for 
one, I cannot support it; but having proposed the 
amendment which I indicated to the House that 
I would, if the vote was reconsidered by which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
i third time, I shall make no other motion in refer- 
ence to the bill, but leave it in the hands of the 
House. 

Mr. COBB. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to offeran 
amendment to the bill which f am sure will meet 
with the approval of the House. Members. will 
think that it is right. I move to strike out the, 
words: 

“ And alt vacancies in any of ‘the classes named in said 
aet mentioned shall be filled by promotion from the next 
class below.” 

The effect of the amendment is to destroy the 
proposition that where a vacancy occurs In class 
number three, the highest office, it is bound to be 
filled by a clerk of class number two, when a 
number one is better qualified to discharge the 
duties than number two. If the amendment be 
|| adopted, promotion will be left to the discretion of 
the heads of the Departments. They will not be 
i restricted in their action. If a number one is a 
more efficientclerk than a number two, they will be 
| allowed to promote him. Now they cannot do so. 
Merit should be the stepping-stone to promotion; 
and if my proposition be adopted, it will be, under 
i this bill. Heads of Departments havethe right to 
make their appointments as they deem best. I 
| doubt very much the propriety, or the. right, of 
|; Congress to fix rules for these promotions; but I 
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will not argue'the question. It is so obvious that 
the appointing power should not be restricted by 


them, that I will content myself with submitting j 
the question to the House without further remark. | 


Hereafter I may suggest another amendment. 1 
do not think it is proper for me to call for the 
previous question, and 1 will not do so. 

The amendment was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, the motion 


which my colleague has made, to strike out that | 


provision of the bill, is one which it seems to me 
the House will not hesitate to adopt. 


of the civil list shall be made according to the rule 
and practice which has heretofore only obtained 
in the military service of the country. Jt is very 
evident that itis not the policy of the country to 
confine appointments to any particular class, It 
is against the spirit of our institutions, and it is 
against the proper exercise of the appointing pow- 
er itself, that tt shall be limited to any specific 
persons, or any specific class of persons. 

But, sir, it seems to me that the objection goes 
a step further, and that the provision contained in 
this act, by which vacancies in the first class must 
be filled from the second class, is absolutely un- 
constitutional. The Constitution provides that 
Congress may by law vest the appointment of such 
inferior officers as they think proper in the Presi- 
dent alone, or in the courts of law, or inthe heads 
of Departments. Now, it is perfectly well known 


that Congress itself cannot make the appointment. | 
These two Houses of Congress could not by act | 


appoint A, B, or C to any office in this Govern- 
ment. y 
but to Congress is delegated the right to vest the 


appointment in the President alone, in the heads | 
of Departments, or in the judges of the Supreme | 


Court. Now, when Congress proceeds to exer- 
cise this constitutional power, by vesting the ap- 
pointment in the President, or in the heads of De- 
partments, it must vest the complete and entire 
power, 


be regarded as a complete thing in itself. 
Now, if it is competent for Congress by act to 
say to the President or [Teads of Departments, in 


whom the act has vested the power, you shall con- | 


fine your appointing power to the second class of 
clerks, why may it not, by the same process of 
reasoning, say, when a vacancy occurs in the first 
class, you shall give it to the oldest officer in the 
second class? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


be competent for us, if the view of the Constitu- 
tion is right which he is combating, to provide 
in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill that 
all the valuable oftfices—say all those of which the 
salaries are more than $2,000—shall be filled by 
ex-members of Congress? It would be a fine 
thing; for legislation of that 
great many ex-members of 


Congress, and we 


might provide for those gentlemen who are put i 


out, [Leughter.J 


Mr. PHILLIPS. It involves precisely the same | 
that | 


idea. The whole matter wnounts to this: 
as the appointment itself cannot be made by Con 
gress itself, so Congress cannot, by act, control 
the person to whom the appointing power ts given, 
but to that person must be left the powerof making 
e selection to fill vacancies. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say that I have no objection whatever to the 
amendment of his colleague, [Mr. Conn,] and am 
perfectly willing to accept it, so far as 1 am con- 
cerned, 


Mr. PHILLIPS. My principal desire was to i 


bring this question to the attention of the mem 
bers of the House, because it seems to me to be 
so clear a principle that the mere statement of it 


would lead to no further argument on the subject. 


The SPEAKER. ‘With the permission of the 


see, (Mr. Jonrs.] The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama being inconsistent with that, or 
not connected with it at all, isnot pending as an 


Itis a new | 
principle introduced into the legislation of Con- ; 
gress, s0 far as I am aware of it, that promotions į 


The appointing power is not in Congress, | 


As Congress itself cannot make the ap- | 
pointment, Congress cannot by act control the | 
mode and the manner; it cannot confine and limit | 
the appointing power to persons and classes. But 
the appointment and the appointing power must |! 


Will the gentleman from | 
Alabama allow me to ask whether it would not: 


sort would make a: 


amendment to an amendment; and the only amend- 
ment now before the body, is the one proposed 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. GROW. I desire to ask the Chair if the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Rosprvs] did 
not accept the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has ‘no right to accept it, as he is acting 
for the committee, and not for himself. 

Mr. SAGE. I have an amendment which I 
desire to offer. I will not detain the House a single 
moment in explanation. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The Speaker has ruled that 
no amendment is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Except that proposed by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonus.] 

Mr. SAGE. I desire simply to state to the 
House, that | received a communication last even- 
ing from the clerks in the navy-yard at Brooklyn, 
New York, calling my attention to this bill, and re- 
questing me to use my influence to have a section 
incorporated into it, providing that its benefits 
should apply to them. I see no reason why we 
should not extend its provisions to them, as the 
expenses of living in that city are fully as high as 
they are here. Atthe proper time, | will move, 
therefore, to amend, by offering un additional sec- 


tion, providing for these employees of the Govern- ʻi 


ment at Brooklyn. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Pinturirs] yield the floor? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. L understood the Chair to 
say that no amendments were now in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that no 
amendment was in order, unless it was an amend- 


ment to the amendment of the gentleman from ; 


Tennessee, {Mr. Jones,} which reads as follows: 

Provided, Vint nothing berein contained shall be eon- 
strned as making tu appropriation for any period beyond 
Use dth of June, bdo. 

Mr. PHULLIPS. Having brought before the 
Louse the question to which F alluded, £ will uow 
take the occasion, while [ am occupying the floor, 
to make a few additional remarks, 

The principal reason urged for the passage of 
this bill is the increase in the expenses of living. 
I make the inquiry if this is a local result? Is the 
increased expense of living confined to the city of 
Washington; and is it here, alone, that the Gov- 
ernment should provide for this change of circum- 
stances? If such an increase in the expenses of 
living exists—-and't do not deny it—is it not uni- 
versal? Is there not the same increase in expenses 
in all the States—in my State as in yours, Mr. 
Speaker? Is it a local increase? If it is, as | 
state it to be, an increase of expenditure through- 
out the country, owing, probably, to an influx 
of a greater quantity of coin into the country, 
producing similar eflects everywhere, why should 
the bill upon your table confine the increase of 
salaries to the clerks employed in this particular 
locality? Why is not this increase made in the 
salaries of clerks employed in the custom-houses 
and post offices in the city of Mobile and the city 


of New Orleans, where 1 know the expenses of 


living are greater than at Washington? If the 
evil exisis which makes it necessary to act upon 
this subject for the clerks in this particular locality, 
then L say it is proper for the committee to take 
the whole sabject into consideration, and do equal 
justice to the employees of the Government every- 
where. If it were for nothing else than the prin- 
ciple of inequality contained in this bill, I should 
be opposed to it. 


TL move that the bill be referred to the Committee | 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
[Many Yours, Phatis right! ”] 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SMITH. 
with but a very few remarks upon this subject; 


It is. 


under consideration is the power to appoint clerks 


| from the first to the secound, and from the second |! 
gentleman, that there may be no misunderstand- -| 
ing in regard to theseamendments, the Chair begs | 
leave to state that the only pending amendment is | 
the one proposed by the gentleman from Tennes- i 


to the third classes, and so on. 


Mr. COBB. That subject is not under discus- |! 


sion. The amendment was not entertained. 


Mr. COBB. 


| 
| 
i 
| 
: 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


'| T rise to a question of order. 
; , I suppose, Mr. |) 
ji Chairman, the bill is debatable under that motion? i [M 


I propose to trouble the House |; 


but I shall be gladto have their attention, because |; 
I understand that the subject which has been | 


gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jongs] was pend- 
mg. 

Mr. SMITH. if that isso, I haveno remarks 
to offer now, and have no objection to the bill 
being sentto the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Bniuuirs,] | call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would suggest to the 
gentleman that he should modify his motion by 
moving that the bill be referred to the Committee 
of Waysand Means. 

Mr. SMITH. The motion was made by the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Paus] 1 
made no motion, but only called the previous 
question. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordercd to be put. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope we shall not do 
that. Let us refer the bill. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 1 hope the gentleman will 


withdraw that motion, 


Mr. WHEELER. As it is the wish of several 


| members, 1 will withdraw my motion, 


The question then recurring upon the motion to 
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, 

Mr. SAGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. OLDS, I should like to know if discus- 


i sion can be had now upon the bill? 


The SPEAKER, Phe geneman is not in 
order, unless he rises to a point of order. 

Mr. OLDS. I do rise toa point of order, It 
is that discussion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has long since 
decided that the discussions going on throughout 
the Hali are very disorderly. 

Mr. OLDS. [so understood. 

Vhe SPEAKER. The House having determ- 
ined that the main question shall be now put, 
cuts off all debate. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 87; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Appicton, Barry, Belcher, Bugg, Caskie, 
Clingman, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Gulom, John G. Davis, 
Dean, Dent, Dram, Bagerton, ‘Thomas D. Blot, Ellison, 
Kuglish, Fuller, Goode, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Sampson 
WW. Harris, Uastings, Haven, Hibbard, Miester, Engersoll, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kits 
tredge, Leteher, Macdonald, Manriec, Middleswarth, Mor- 


Ri 


Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eastman, Eddy, 
Edinundson, John M. Biliott, Etheridge, Parley, Faulkner, 
Fenton, Giddings, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Uarrison, Henn, ‘flowe, Hughes, 
Ilunt, J. Glauey Jones, Beitt, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, 
Lindley, Lindstey, McDougall, McNair, Mace, Macy, May- 
all, Smitb Miller, Olds, Phelps, Pringle, Richardson, Thos. 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rosers, Sapp, Seward, Shannon, Show- 
er, Gerrit Sunith, Samuel A. Smith, Witham R. Smith, 
Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Strat- 
ton, Andrew Stuart, Jobn L. Taylor, Lharston, Upham, 
Vansant, de, Walbridge, Warren, Eltihu B, Wash- 
burne, Isracl] Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Yates—87. 


So the House refused torefer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Pending this call, 

Mr. LILLY stated that he would have voted in 
the affirmative, but that he had paired off with 


! Mr. Diswry, of Ohio. 


Mr. CLINGMLAN also, pending the call, said: 
F understood that 
when the name of the gentleman from Virginia 
Bayiy] was called, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Benron] answered for him. Hean- 
swered for General BayLy, supposing it was his 
own name, and there may be two votes, 

A Voice. General Bayty would have voted 
the same way. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My friend from South 
Carolina says General Barty would have voted 
the same way. Ido not know how that is, for 
General Bayzy is not in his seat; and in order to 


|: prevent mistake, I have raised the question, in 
Mr. SMITH. Did not the gentleman from Ala- |) 
, bama move an amendment reaching that point? jj 
I did; but the Chair did noi enter- ii 
l tain the motion, because the amendment of the | 


order that this correction may be made now. 

Myr. BENTON. Uheard the name Thomas H. 
called, and supposing it was intended for my name, 
I answered to it. 


rected. Further debate is not in order. The 

question now recurs upon the motion made by the 

gentieman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jongs.] g 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


I desire te call the attention of the House 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is obliged to in- 


terrupt the gentleman, as debate is not in order; 


the cail for the previous question having been 
called and sustained by the House. = 

Mr. SMITH. Then the question comes up 
upon the previous question? 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question has 
already been ordered to be now put. ‘The previous 
question as demanded by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia himself, [Mr. Smrru,] sustained by the 
House, and the main question ordered to be put, 
first applies to the motion to commit. The House 
wiil then be brought to vote upon the pending 


amendment, and next upon ordering the bili to 
be engrossed and read a third time. All further 


amendment, as well as debate, is cut off by the | 


previous question. 


Mr. COBB. Is my motion cut off too? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. COBB. 1 am sure the House did not so 


understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman must have been out of the House when 
the Chair explained that matter. The Chair rose, 
in order that there might be no mistake in regard 
to the course of proceeding upon the bill, and 
stated in reference to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, that two amendments dif- 


fering in their character so widely as did the | 


amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Jonus,] and that of the gentleman from Ala- 
buma, (Mr. Coss,] could not be entertained at the 
same time. 

Mr. COBB. I will make an explanation when 
the Chair is through. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated distinctly 
that he could entertain but one motion at a time, 
and did not entertain the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. COBB. Will it not be in order to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was sustained, so as to enable me to get 
my amendment in? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done. 

Mr. COBB. Lam satisfied that there are not 
three members of this House who are opposed to 
my amendment; and therefore I will move, at the 
proper time, to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was sustained. 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Joxes; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I nowask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to introduce theamend- 
ment which I before offered. 

(Several Memprrs. l object.] 

Mr. COBB. Then I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. If that be reconsidered, 


then we shall have to reconsider the vote by which į 


the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jonus] was adopted, and the vote upon the 
motion to commit to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER. For what reason, and upon | 


what principle? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. We shall have to recon- 


sider the successive votes which have been taken | 


in order to get back to that vote. 

The SPEAKER. Wherefore? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If we are to go back of 
the vote by which the previous question was sec- 
onded, we must go through all the intermediate 
steps; we must reconsider all the votes that have 


been taken since the previous question was sec- | 


onded. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman refers were legitimate an 
the previous question was operat 
conclusive in their nature. The House have de- 
termined that they will not commit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on thegtate of the Union; 
and by another vote they have determined that 
they will adopt the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, leaving the previous question op- 
erating alone upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it is necessary to recon- 


The votes to which the gen- 
d proper, whether 


y I suppose it will | 
be in order now to speak upon this bill generally. | 


ing or not, and are | 


: Unless that be done, under the rule the question 


! consider the vote by which the previous question 


‘from Alabama shall have been disposed of, to 


i offer the amendment which I have before indi- |) 
: | subsequently ree 


: made. D 
Mr. SAGE. I ask that my proposition may be | 
read. 
Mr. KERR. I desire also to hear the amend- 


sider the votes by which the main question was | 


ordered to be put,.and by which the previous 
question was seconded alone, to-make the amend- 
menr of the gentleman from Alabama in order; 
ut n 
_Mr. COBB. Lask for the vote upon the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 
À Mr. ROBBINS. Will the gentleman allow me 
pes . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the gentleman from Alabama will 
allow the Chair to say, that unless better order is 
preserved in debate, it will be impossible to trans- 
act any business understandingly. The Chair 
could not hear one word that either the gentleman 
from Alabama or the gentleman from Pennsylva~ 
nia said. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
recommit this bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means at this,time? 

_ The SPEAKER. Not while the previous ques- 
tion is resting upon the bill. That cuts off all 
motions to commit or to amend. The question 
pending is upon a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was taken; and the vote was recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. COBB. Ihnow submit my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order now to 
submit any motion to amend, the previous ques- 
tion having been seconded. 

Mr. COBB. Is it necessary to reconsider that, 
too? 

The SPEAKER. Itis necessary to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was 
seconded, before any motion can be entertained. 


must be now put upon ordering the main question 
to be now put. 

Mr. COBB. I then submit the motion to re- 
was seconded. 

The question was taken; and the vote was re- 
considered. 

Mr. COBB. 
which I have before indicated, and, as Í presume | 
it is the wish of the House, E move tke previous 
question. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to ask a ques- 
tion of the Chair, for it is impossible to under- 
stand what has been done and what has not. I 
wish to inquire whether the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] has been 
reported at the Clerk’s desk, and whether the 
Efouse has adopted it without ever hearing it read? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was re- 
ported to the House. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I did not hear it at all. If it 
was reported, there was so much noise that it was 
impossible to hear it. I submit that it is impos- 


sible for us to get on understandingly in transact- || 


ing any business while the House is in such a 
state of confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states to the gen- 
tleman, that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee was reported twice at the Clerk’s desk, 
and adopted by the House. 

Mr. SAGE. I wish to inquire whether it will 
be in order, after the amendment of the gen tleman 


cated ? 


The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gen- | 


tleman would not be in order as an independent | 
proposition. The Chair stated to the gentleman | 
that it could not be received as an independent 
proposition; it would only be in order. as an 
amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. SAGE. Can f offer it as an amendment 
to the amendmentof the gentleman from Alabama?! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama offered his amendment, and demanded the | 
preious question. Should the House second the 
previous question, and order the main question 
to be put, as a matter of course it would cut off 
all motions to amend or to commit from being 


ment of the gentleman from Alabama. 
The proposition of Mr. Sace was 
for information, as follows: 


then read jj 


1 now submit the amendment |! 


Suc. 5. And beit further enacted, That the compensa- 


2 


| Henn, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, J. Gs 
; Kurtz, y 
Í Mace, Macy, Mayall, Smith Miller, 


Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order now to submit 
| a motion that the bill be recommitted to the:Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? / 

The SPEAKER. Itwill not. The gentleman 
from Alabama has submitted an amendment on 
which he calls for the previous question. 


Mr. COBB. That being now understood I shall 
resume my seat. p : 

-Mr. DEAN. Before the call for the previous 
question is seconded, I believe, Mr. Speaker, that 
itis in order to move that the further consideration- 
of the bill be postponed to a day certain... 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, and it will 
not be until the call for the previous question is 
voted down. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Alabama has called 
for the previous question. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has called for the previous question, and all 
motions and debate are now out of order. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I hope that the call for 
the previous question will be seconded” , - 

The question was put; and there were, on a 
division—ayes 60 

Mr. ROBBINS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Pratt, were appointed, : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative, the tellers having reported——ayes 
78, noes 52. É 

The main quest 


i ion was then ordered to be put. 
oS PRATT. I move to lay the bill upon the 
table. : 
Mr. WHEELER. On that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 
dered. 


The yeas and nays were or 
The question was then put; and it was decided 


in the negative—yeas 58, nays 84; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Barry, Belcher, Bugg, 
Caskie, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, 
Johu G. Davis, Dean, Dent, Dickinson, Drum, Vdgertou, 
Ellison, English, Fuller, Goode, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, 
Auron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hib- 
bard, Ingersoll, Daniel 'T. Jones, Geogre W. Jones, Roland - 
Jones, Kiuredge, Letcher, Maurice, Mildleswarth, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Parker, Peck, Philips, Pratt, Puryear, David 
Ritchie, Ruin, Sage, Seymour, Skelton, George W. iis 
Johu J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. ‘Taylor, Tracy, Vail, Walley, 
Wheeler, and Zollicofier—58. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Boyce, 
Bridges, Carpenter, Chandler, Clark, Colquitt, Cook, Gur- 
tis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Easunan, addy, d- 
mands, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Eiliott, 
Etheridge, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Florence, Giddings, 
Greenwood, Audrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
ancy Jones; Keitt, Kerr, 
ey, MeDongall, MeNair, 
Olds, Phelps, Powell, 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Sapp, Seward, 
Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smithi, Wit- 
liam R. Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H: Stanton, lestor ts. 
Stevens, Andrew Stuart, Johu L. Taylor, Thurston, Up- 
ham, Vansant. Wade, Watbridge, Warren, Eithu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan: Went- 
worth, and Yates—64. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


table. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Coss’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 
The bill was then ordered to be engr 


Latham, Lindley, Linds 


Pringle, Thomas 


ossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it. was 


ad the third. time. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to beengrossed and 
read a third time, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. ran i 

Mr. PRATT. 1 desire to know if it is not in 
order to consider the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Saer] now ?; 

Mr. SAGE. Did t understand the Chair to 
say that the previous question cut off my amend- 


t? : i 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so stated dis- 
tinctly at the time. < f : 

Mr. SAGES Would a motion to reconsider 


enable me to offer that amendment now! 

Mr. ROBBINS. My motion is not debatable. 

Mr. SAGE. If it would, I desire to moveto 
reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion of the genile- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ronzins} to lay bis 
mation to reconsider on the table shall fail, and 
his motion to reconsider shall prevail, the: bill 
will then be again open for amendment or com- 
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mitment, provided the House chooses to relieve 
itself from the operation of the previous question. 
The motion now pending is to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. WHEELER. On that question] demand 
the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 83, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Boyce, 
Bridges, Carpenter, Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, Colqnitt, 
Cook, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eastman, 
Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Eliott, 
Atheridge, Farley, Faulkner, Penton, Florence, Giddings, 
Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Henn, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kurtz, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McDougall, MeNair, 
Mace, Macy, Mayall, Smith Miller, Olds, Phelps, Powell, 
‘Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Sapp, Seward, Shban- 
non, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William R. 


Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Nestor L. Stevens, Andrew ; 
it, Wade, f 


Siuart, Joho L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Va 
Waibridve, Warren, Elliha B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Jobn Wentworth, ‘Tappan Wentworth, Witte, and 
Yates-—83, 


NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Barry, Belcher, Bugg 


RA 


Caskie, 


Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cutlom. John G. | 
Davis, Dean, Dent, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, Bduxuds, |! 


Ellison, Bnglish, Goode, Grey, Tamitton, Aaron Harlan 
Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Waven, Hibbard, Hie 
Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, 
Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Maurice, Middteswarth, Morgan, 
Murray, Parker, Peck, Phillips, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, 
David Ritehic, Rutin, Sage, Seymour, Skelton, George 
W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Johu J. Taylor, Nathiaiel G. Tay- 
lor, 'Traey, Vail, Walley, Wheeler, and Aollicutfer—60. 


> 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the | 


table. 

Mr. PRATT. 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. i 

Mr. ROBBINS. I move the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. 
precedence? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recognize 
the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Prarr.] 

Mr. PRATT. 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


I move that the Elouse resolve | 


. ; i 
Is not my motion entitled to | Mr. PRATT. If no other gentleman objects |; 


I now make the motion thatthe | 


Upon that motion I de-! 


ton, Edmands, Ellison, English, Goode, Grey, Grow, Ham- 
iiton, Aaron Hagan, Sampson W. ilarris, Haven, Hiester, 
Tngersvil, Danict T, Jones, George W. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Letcher, Maurice, Middleswarih, Morgan, Murray, 
Parker, Peck, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, 
Richardson, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Sage, Seward, Sey- 
mour, Skelton, George W. Smyth, Straiton, John J. tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Vail, Walbridge, Walley, 
Wheeler, Witte, and Zoilicoffer—6s. 
So the bill was passed. 


i Mr. ROBBINS. 1 move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion | demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. : 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; and 
it was agreed to. 
| Mr. ROBBINS. I call the previous question 
upon the adoption of the title of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

‘The question was taken, and the title adopted. 


Mr. PRATT. IT move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 


Union. 
STATE OF OREGON. 


| Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I ask the gentleman 
i from Connecticutto withdraw his motion, to allow 
ime to introduce a bil, of which previous notice 
| has been given, for the purpose of having it re- 
i ferred, 

Mr. PRATT. I prefer to insist upon my mo- 
; tion. 

Mr. LANE. 1 hope the gentleman will allow 
| me to introduce the bill. 
i; near when the louse has made territorial busi 
ness the special order, and it is important that this 
bill should be acted on. 


: E wil not. 

i Vhere being no objection, 
| Mr. LANE introduced a bill, of which previous 
li notice had been given, which was read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows, referred to 
i the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
| printed: 

| 


A bill to enable the people of Oregon Territory | 


li to form a constitution and State government, and 


Mr. INGERSOLL demanded tellers upon the | 


yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Prarie? 
motion; and, a division being had, there were— 
ayes 51, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is Jost. 

Mr. PRATT. I now move that the Mouse 
adjourn, and upon that motion I call the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Prarr’s 
motion; and the House refused to adjourn, 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is upon | 


seconding the demand for the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. WHEELER demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill; which were ordered. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Is it in order to intro- 
duce an amendment now? 

A The SPEA KE Ès . lt 1s not; no amendment is 
in order, no motion isin order, and no speech is 
in order. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I do not want to make a 
speech. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 77, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Aiken, David J. Bailey, Ball, Bark 
dale, Bell, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Boyce, Brid 
Carpenter, Chandler, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Col- 
quitt, Cook, Curtis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eastinan, Eddy, Èd- 
mundson, Thomas D, Eliot, Joha M. [iliott, Etheridge, 
Farley, Fautkner, Fenton, Florence, Greenwood, Andrew 
a. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Henn, Howe, Hughes, 
Hant, J. Glancey Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Latham, Lindley, 
Lindsley, McNair, Mace, Maey, Mayall, Smith Miller, 
Olis, I eckham, Powell, Thomas Ritchey, Robhins, Rog- 
ers, Bapp, Shaunon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A, 
Smith, William R. Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton 
Hestor L. Stevens, Andrew Stuart, Joba L. Taylor Thurs- 
ton, Upham, Vansant, Wade, Warren, Ellibu B. Wash- 
burne, Ysrael Washburn, John Wentworth, and Yates—77 

NAYS—Me - Appleton, Bary, Belcher, Be ; 
Bugg, Caskie, Clinginan, Cobb, Corwin, Cox, © 
lom, Jolin G, Davis, Dean, Dent, Dickinson, Drum, Edger- 


a 


nnet, i; 
rocker, Čuk- ; 


ii for the admission of said State into the Union. 
l Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee. Ll would suggest 


have been reported by a committee. 


elapse before the territorial business is to come up 
t for consideration is so short, that L feared it would 


+ reported upon it. 
Mr JONES. I would suggest, then, that the 
|| bill be referred immediately to the Committee of 
li the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LANE. {would prefer that it should go 
| to the Committee on Territories. 


| The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that the 
i 
| 


| bill was referred to the Committee on Territories 
| and ordered to be printed. 
‘fore m order. 


> 


Mr. JONES. Well, sir, then I will only say 


| House. 


ii motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. 

|| Mr. OLDS. Lappeal to the gentleman to al- 
l Jow me to report a bill. 1 will state that J expect 
| to leave the city in the morning. 

Mr. PRATT. l would withdraw the motion 


_the committees to report, 1 do not know where it 


: would end. 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
i 


i that it is not customary to print bills until they | 


| 
ii Mr. LANE. My reason for having the print- | 
ii ing ordered now, was, that the time which is to | 


i not be printed in ume if I waited until the committee | 
Debate is not there- | 
| Mr. PRATT. I now ask fora vote upon my | 


if T could do so consistently; but if 1 give way for | 


Mr. COBB. This is the business legitimately 


The time is drawing | wjil involve an expenditure of fifty ora hundred 


| from the Senate proposes to appropriate 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Van, were appointed. 
The question was taken, and the motion was 


| agreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 67, 


noes 52. 


WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jonss, of New York, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee for consideration, ison the amendments 
of the Senate to the West Point Military Academy 
appropriation bill. Under the order of the House, 
debate will close in five minutes after the com- 
mittee resumed its session. 

Mr. HAVEN. The report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means was for non-concurrence in 
three of the Senate amendments. The vote will 
be taken on the separate propositions, I suppose. 
The first one is in reference to the appropriation, 
for the repairs and additions to professors’ quar- 
ters, of $5,000. Debate is closed, and I presume 
every member has made up his mind on the ap- 
propriatiof. Therefore, | hope that the vote will 
be at once taken on it. 

The Clerk then reported the first amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

for repairs and additions to professors’ quarters, $5,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That amendment 
$5,000 


wer 


i for repairs and additions to the efficers’ quarters 


i that it is contrary to the usual custom of the. 


i| before the House during the morning hour, which | 


has not yetexpired. 
: the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union will be voted down, and that we shall go 
on with the call of the committees for reports. 
: | The question was put upon the motion to go 


1 hope the motion to go into | 


; into commiitee; and, upon a division, there were— | 


| ayes 59, noes 49; no quorum voting, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 demand tellers 
“upon the motion. 


Ee 


i 
i 


at the Military Academy. Wehaveno estimates, 
no plan of what additions they intend to make to 
those- quarters. Under this provision, if it is 
passed into a law, they may commence houses 
there, in addition to, the officers’ quarters, which 


thousand dollars, or perhaps half a million of 


' dollars. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. What amendment 
does the gentleman from Tennessee propose? 

Mr. JONES. t move to strike out the word 
‘‘additions.’? T hope that none of the Senate’s 
amendment will be entertained, and particularly 
not that part of it which authorizes them to make 


jj additions to those quarters, until they shall sub- 


mit some estimates and some plan, and give us 
some reason why additions to these quarters are 
needed; why is it that the quarters are not as well 
adapted now forthe accommodation of the officers 
as they have been in past years? We are acting 
upon this amendment entirely in the dark, with- 
out limitation, without restriction, without plan, 
and without reason. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to say a few 
words in opposition to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, not that I do 
not concur in much that he says, but } wish to 
submit a few remarks in regard to the proposition 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to strike 
out all these amendments of the Senate. 

ĮI understand the gentleman from Tennessee, 
who is one of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to state they have no information, no report, no esti- 
mates showing the necessity of these opproprin 
tions. Well, now, I am unable to lay fy hands 
immediately on the report of the visitors to the 
West Point Academy, a board recognized by 
Congress, and for which we make an annual ap- 
propriation of about $3,000; but my impression 


| is, that that board, composed of highly intelligent 


gentlemen from all parts of the United States, 
have recommended each and all of these amend- 
ments. F may be wrong inthis, but I know that 
they have recommended to Congress several im- 
portant reforms and improvements in this West 
Point Military Academy, which I believe are re- 
quired by the public necessity, and are for the in- 
terest of the institution and of the whole country. 

If it was in order, I would move to refer thig 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, with 
instructions to inquire particularly with regard to 


! the necessity of these amendments, and some 


: other reforms which I think are highly needed in 
| that institution. 


Sir, Iam the friend of the institution. I wish 
to see it prosper; because I think that history, and 
the history of many of those educated there, 
shows the necessity of it for this great country. 
But I would reform abuses; I would make im- 


| provements; I would not withheld the small sum 


| of five, or even twenty thousand dellars, if needed, 


to improve the institution. 
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It may be necessary that you should make this 
appropriation of $5,000 in this bill, in order to 
make the quarters of the officers you send there 
comfortable. It may be necessary that the $20,000 
proposed by the Senate to this bill should be ap- 
propriated for a riding school. I believe that we 
ought to abolish at once the cavalry tactics at that 
institution, or we should conform,in some degree, 
to the experienced judgmentand advice of military 
men, who are upon the ground to give us their 
advice and counsel. If it is necessary to give in- 
structions in cavalry tactics in the institution at 
West Point, we should conform our action ac- 
cording to the advice of those who know best how 
to give it. Perhaps we ought to abolish these in- 
stractions altogether. 

There is another reform which I would intro- 
duce, if this matter were referred to the Military 
Committee. I would abolish the Board of Visit- 
ors, as at presentappointed. We at present ap- 
propriate $3,000 a year to send ten or fifteen gen- 
nemen from all parts of the United States to W est 

oint. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The general principles of the 
Academy at West Point are not under discussion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. [ean only say that I desire to 
confine myself to the section under consideration, 
If the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] 
would confine his remarks only to questions in 
order, he would make very few speeches indeed. 
He is scarcely ever in order. I wish to say a 
single word more without detaining the House—— 

Mr. JONES. I ask the Chair to decide the 
question of order. 

Mr, TAYLOR. I think that the Committee 
on Military Affairs in the Senate and House 

(Here the hammer feil.] 

Mr. SAGE. Is debate exhausted upon the 
amendment? N 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debateis exhausted upon 
the amendment to the amendment. The question 
now comes up on the amenament offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonxs.] 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The. question now is 
upon concurring with the Senate amendment, 
which reads as follows: 

For repairs and additions to professors’ quarters, $5,000. 


Mr. SAGE. I propose to add “one dollar” 
to the amount. 

As was intimated by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Taytor,] all these appropriations have been 
recommended by the Board of Visitors at West 
Point. If Congress are to make annual appropri- 
ations of the amount which has been made for a 
few years past for the support of this institution, 
I deem it good policy to make the appropriation | 
the least possible. This institution at West Point 
is supported at an annual cost of about $130,000. 
We appoint a Board of Visitors to go there, at- 
tend to the details, and look after the affairs of the 
institution. We should either abolish entirely 
this Board of Visitors that we send there from all | 
parts of the country, or we should certainly make | 
the appropriations asked for. And amongst these 
appropriations [ believe the one which was so 
much ridiculed by the gendeman from Missouri, 
{Mr. Benron,] the other day, should receive the 
careful consideration of this House, and be acted 
upon. I refer to the appropriation which provides 
for cavalry exercise 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The hippodrome. 

Mr. SAGE. Here is an expenditure proposed 
for this Academy, of $130,000. The Board of Vis- 
jtors,as I before stated, is composed of gentlemen 
from all parts of the United States, and their report 
of last year recommends this appropriation for | 
the riding hall, and here we are disregarding that | 
recommendation, and no allusion is made to it ex- | 
cept by the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Tarvor,] 
who just preceded me. 1 think we should be pre- 

ared to act much more understandingly upon this 
whole subject, if gentlemen who have not read this | 
report would do so. It is an important document, j 
and I ask that it may be read at the Clerk’s desk, 
that ali may see what the whole report Is. 


The report was read, as follows: | 


F n] 

cist, The revised regulations for the United States Mili- | 
tary Academy require that instruction shall be given in cav- | 
airy tactics, To carry out this requirement, We are all of | 


us entirely satisfied that a new building should be erected 
without delay. A decent regard for safety to the lives and 


| dets, and their qualifications to be admitted and continued 


in the academy, should be considered as final and conclu- 
sive. 
610th. We are all of the opinion that the pay of the ca- 
dets should be increased, making it at least $28 20 per 
month; anda very large majority of the board are of the 
opinion that it should be increased to $30 per month. 
«lth. We concur in the recommendations made by the 


| Board of Visitors last year, that the pay of the Superintend- 


ent should not be less than $3,000; that the pay of the in 

structors of French and drawing should be made equal to 
that of the principals in other departments; that the prin 

cipal instruetors of practical engineering and of artillery, 
&e., should be allowed the same compensation as other 
principal professors; that the first assistant instructor of 
drawing and French should be allowed the same pay as the 
first assistant in all the other departments; that all the sec 

ondary instructors and teachers taken from the Ariny should 
be allowed $10 per month extra pay; and that the fencing 
master, who now instructs two classes, should be allowed 
the pay of $900 per annum. 

12th. If the period of instruction should be extended 
to five years, we are of the opinion that the study of cloca- 
tion, writing, English composition, history, and the evi- 
dentes of Christianity, should make a part of the course to 
be arranged by the Academic Board; and that the study of 
rhetorie should be postponed to the second year. For ad- 
ditional facts and arguinents in favor of the measures we 
recommend, we refer to the reports of the several commit- 
tees above named. 

«13th. We concur in the recommendation especially of | 
the committee on instruction, that an appropriation of 
$5,000 should be made for the purpose of establishing at 
this point a museum of artillery, aud for the reasons by them 
staled.”? 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say a word to the 
committee in opposition to the amendment pro- 
posed by my colleague, [Mr. Sacx,] andin support 
of the conclusion to which the Committee of Ways 
and Means have come, which conclusion was a 
non-concurrence in the Senate amendment. The 
objection, Mr. Chairman, taken by the gentleman 


| from Tennessee, (Mr. Joxes,] it seems to me, is 


not met by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Sace;] nor is it met by the documents which are 
before this committee. The objection he makes is 
this, that the amendment which is proposed by 
the Senate, and to which the Committee of Ways 


and Means were opposed, is indefinite, and points | 


to nothing certain; and that under the amendment 
you may commence the erection of any number 
or amount of buildings, of any quality, of any 
size, or upon any plan, and without any restric- 
tion or control by Congress, and next year come 
here and ask means to finish those erections, 
without which they will be useless; that you may 
commence them as we have been in the habit of 
commencing custom-houses and other public 
buildings, upon a deficiency. Yes, sir, begin them 


upon a deficiency, nobody is responsible for having || 


made a plan, a drawing, or an estimate. 


Now, sir, all that has been said on this subject I 


in the documents before us, is to be found in the 


7 
limbs of the cadets requires this, as well as their successful 
progress in this branch of instruction. It is the opinion of 
the Superintendent, that the cousse of equitation cannot he 
properly taught witbout it, and that the room now used for 
the purpose is extremely dangerous to the lives and limbs 
of the cadets. 

& Itis estimated that, in addition to the amount before 
appropriated, ($2,000,) the sum of $21,197 will be required 
for this object. 

“2d. be cadet’s hospital should be enlarged and im- 
proved. A brick front should be built extending to the cen- 
ter, flush with the front of the wings, to connect the wards 
with the additional space so formed by cutting the present 
windows into doors; also, two projections in rear, equal 
in width to the north and south wards, which shall contain 
the staircases, water-closets, and bath-rooms; the whole to 
be raised one story (ten feet) in addition to the present 
height of the building. To accomplish this will require an 
appropriation of 36,500. 

3d. Quarters tor sixteen officers and two families should 
be constructed, in the form of a brick building of two sto- 
ries, with a basement with two wings, (one for each fam- 
ily.) itis estimated that it will require about $28,000 to 
accomplish this object. 

‘4th. Suitable additions may be made to the quarters of 
the professors by an appropriation, in addition to the amount 
already appropriated, ($3,000,) of $5,051 35. 

“5th. Suitable stables may be erected by an appropriation, 
in addition to the amount already appropriated, ($8,000,) 
of $7,491. 

“6th. We are of the opinion thatthe number of the cadets 
should be increased, so as to correspond with the number 
of Senators of the United States, by adding two from each 
State, and that the recommendations of Senators in each 
State should have great weight in sclecting the cadets from 
their respective States to make up this increased nuinber. 

“7th, We are of the opinion that great care should be taken 
in the selection of cadets; that is, to be made from among 
those who have the highest qualifications—pliysical, intel- 
lectual, and moral. 

“ ath. That the period of instruction shonld be extended 
to five years. ‘This may be accomplished without any ad- 
ditional expense to the nation, and with great advantage to 
the cadets. They should be qualified to take and hold with 
honor to themscives the highest positions in civilas well as 
military life. 

“9th. Weare of the opinion that the decisions of the 
Academic Board, as to the capacity and conduct of the ca- 


i 
| 


i ing them no apartment for study, or for thea 


| which wi 


a: 
letter of Colonel Lee, to General Totten, of Octo- 
ber 8, 1853, and in thereport of the Board of Vis- 
itors, a portion of which has been read by my col- 
league, [Mr. Sace.] I will now read what Colonel 
Lee says upon the question.. He says this, and 
this, I believe, is all-he does say: 

“Tn my report of last year, the want.of quarters 
officers on duty at the academy, was stated.” k 

That is what he says in reference to quarters 
for the officers. He then goes on to say in refer- 
ence to the houses for the professors: 

« Experience since that time has convinced me of the ad- 
vantages of also adding to the houses of the professors. 1? 

This is the proposition which we now have un- 
der consideration, in reference to these. additions 
to the houses of the professors. He says further: 

“They are inadequate to the healthful accommndation 
of their families, and inferior to those provided at the col- 
leges and State institutions. An appropriation of $5,000 is 
asked to render them more comfortable.” : 

That is all that Colonel Lee says upon the sub- 
ject. ‘* Experience,” says he, “ since that time, 
has convinced me of theadvantages of also adding 
to the houses of these professors.” And the only 
reason he gives for asking these additions to be 
made to the professors’ houses is, that they are 
inferior to those provided at the colleges and State 
institutions. Why, sir, the same number of 
professors are there now as at any former time, 
needing the same number of rooms and the same 
accommodations now as formerly; there. can, 
therefore, be no great or urgent necessity for addi- 
tional houses, unless you propose to increase the 
number of professors, or unless their families are 
increased. : 

Mr. LETCHER. I suppose the object.is to 
make them more genteel. , 

Mr. HAVEN. That is all Colonel Lee says 
upon the subject which J can find in the docu- 
ment, and, as I before remarked, the only other 
official information we have upon the subject is 


for the. 


| in the report of the Board of Visitors, of which a 


portion has already been read. I will now read 
all that is said upon the subject: of this appropri- 
ation in that report: 


« 4th. Suitable additions may be made to, the quarters of 
the professors by an appropriation, in addition to the amount 
aiready appropriated, (F9,000,) of $3,051 35.7? a 


That is all I find upon the subject in the report 
of the Board of Visitors. They say that ‘suitable 
additions may be made.” 

A sub-committee of the visitors, in their report 
to the Board of Visitors, say: 


“There bas been heretofore appropriated: the sum of 
$3,000 for the improvement and addition to officers’s quar- 
ters. This sum is still subject to the direction of the Su- 
perintendent, who has hesitated iu. its expenditure, for the 
reason that it is entirely inadequate to the object had in 
view. ps 

“ There are seven professors, whose. quarters are. s0 
small and restricted, as to render them inconsistent, not 
with comfort, but with their absolute wants. 

“Many of these gentlemen have families, for whose 
comfort their present quarters are entirely too small, leav- 
rrangement of 


apparatus, books, drawings, cabinets, &c. From the esti- 


| mate of the Superintendent, an additional appropriation of 


$5,051 35 will be required in order to make such improve- 
ments to officers’ quarters as are absolutely necessary, and 
tbe committee earnestly recommend that such additional 
appropriation be asked for.” 

There, sir, that is all I can find in the docu- 
ments on this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are we doing here? 
What do the Senate propose to do? Why, sir, 
they propose to make an appropriation that. will 
allow the commencement of buildings for which 
we have no plans, and for which we have no esti- 
mates, and of which we know nothing that a pru- 
dent man should know. No one whois respon- 
sible in any degree to this Government, in the 
premises, has pointed out to us the necessity of 
this appropriation beyond what I have read, nor 
has any one given us any estimates of the amount 
Il be required to complete these houses; 
and if this amendment is passed, and becomes a 
law, they may lay the foundations of a row of 
houses that we shall be asked for appropriation 
after appropriation for years to come to complete. 

Now, in reference to the Board of Visitors. I 
have no desire or occasion to attack them. There 
may be much in the suggestion made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bewrow,] that they 
merely report what they are told they may appro- 
priately report; but of that L know nothing— 
presume them to be honorable and fit men. The 
only suggestion we have from them, as a Board, 


April 18, 


tions may be made to the quarters of the profes- 
sors by an appropriation, in addition to the amount 
already appropriated, ($8,000,) of $5,051 35.” 
Wow, it seems that the amount of $3,000 has al- 
ready been appropriated, and has been at the dis- 
posal of the institution for the year past, which | 
they might have used for the purpose of repairs, | 
and it appears they have not used it, but ask that |! 
$5,051 35 may be appropriated in addition. Now | 
sir, they give no good and sufficient reason for | 
asking this additional appropriation, which, of | 
itself, in my opinion, is a sufficient reason for non- | 
concurring in this amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. SAGE. If there be no objection, I will 
withdraw my amendment. 

‘There being no objection, the amendment was | 
withdrawn. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. BLISS. Task the recognition of the Chair | 
ut this time for my own personal convenience. l| 
wish simply to say that E had intended to have 
made some remarks upon the bill for the organi- , 
zation of the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas; | 
but such is the stare of my health that I shall not | 
be able to doit. I desire, therefore, the consent of | 
the [Louse to publish the remarks I intended to |} 
have made in the Globe, and allow them to take ! 
their place in the regular proceedings of the House. | 

A general assent was expressed. [This speech | 
will be found in the Appendix.] j 

MILITARY ACADEMY. i 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on con- 
curving in the amendment of the Senate appropri- 
ating $5,000 for the officers’ quarters, 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in, 

The Clerk read the next amendment of the | 
Senate, as follows: 

For cavalry exercise hall, #20,000. 

[Here a message was received from the Senate, | 
by the hands of Aspuny Dicks, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, notifying the House that that body had 
passed without amendment ffouse bill No. 32, 
entitled An act to authorize the school commis- ; 
siouers of fractional township No. I, of range | 
No. 10 east, in Alabama, to locate a half section | 
of land for school purposes; and had also passed 
Senate bill No. 335, entitled ‘“ An act for the relief 
of the Burlington University of lowa,” in which 
it asked the concurrence of the [Louse.] 

Mr. BISSELL. Before the vote is taken on 
the amendment which has just been read, I desire 
to sny a few words, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
pose an amendment? 

Mr. BISSELE.. Ido. Imove, pro forma, that } 
the appropriation be increased five dollars. L hope | 
| 
i 


Does the gentleman pro- | 


that the committee is not going to vote too precipi- | 
tately on this amendment. For my own part, I 
have seen nothing yet to change my views in re- |} 
gard to the propriety of our concurring with the 
Senate. l have heard nothing to change them. 
Now the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Ha- |! 
yen,} who culled up this bill the other day, told us || 
the views which brought the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, of which he is a member, to the | 
action which they took on this subject. He |! 
told us that the committee were in much doubt | 
whether to recommend that appropriation or not, | 
but that finally they coneluded to recommend that į 
the House disagree with the Senate; for the rea- || 
son, said he, that we feared that when brought into | 


| Jeman from Missouri, who followed me in the |! 


| in its action. i 


| repeatedly refused, would have the effect or ten- 


ij and sufficient reasons for their constant renewal, jj 


the House it would be ridiculed here, as we know 
that it had been for several years before, and that | 
the institution would be injured more than the 
chance of passing the appropriation would benefit : 
it. Now who ever before heard of such a reason 
as that emanating from a committee? Inasmuch ; 
as this appropriation had been frequently pressed 
on the House before, and had met only with rid- | 
icule, they feared that it would meet with ridicule 
and nothing else, which would injure the institu- | 
tion! Therefore, after deliberation, they concluded 
to reject the amendment, to recommend the House 
to non-ceneur in it. 

l do not cast my vote on any such principle as 
that; and [am proud to say that the committee o 
which I have the honor to be a member, never | 
recommend the rejection or adoption of any pro 
osition on any such principle. Is it right? [sth 
appropriation needed for the benefit of that insti- | 
tution, and to enable the Government to derive all | 


the advantages which it ought to have? That is | 
the question, and the only one which ought to be 
considered. And we were informed by the gen- j 


discussion the other day, and who is not now in 
his seat, that there were appropriated some sev- | 
enteen years ago, when he was chairman of the 
Military Commitiee of the Senate—and he had 
more influence in that body than any other mem- 
ber there—g30,000 were appropriated for a riding 
hall at West Point; and it was done with his ap- 
probation. Seventeen years have gone by, and 
now, when a similar proposition is made here, he 
takes his cue apparently from the hint thrown out 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. [Taven,]} 
and ridicules the proposition, and does nothing but 
ridicule it. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Well, give some reason for it. | 

Mr. BISSELL. Iam now merely replying to 
some remarks made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri; but I am asked to give some reason why it 
is necessary. {will do so with pleasure, although 
I think it would be unnecessary to those who heard 
rmethe other day. 

In the first place, in consequence of the latitude 
and altitude of the location of the institution at 
West Point, they have a long winter, a long fall, 
a long spring, and a very short summer. During 
a large portion of the winter the snow lies deep 
upon the mountains there; during several weeks 
in the spring and autumn the ground is filed with 
frost, or is in process of breaking up, when a horse 
will break in at every step he takes; and in win- 
ter, when snow is on the ground, rain fails upon 
it, which freezes, but not enough to bear a horse; 
so that he cuts through it some twelve or eighteen |} 
inches at every step. i 

Mr. HAVEN. I submit to the committee that |) 
no reasons have been given by the gentleman who ‘| 
last addressed us (Mr. BisseLL} in favor of his 
amendment, that ought to control this committee 


The gentleman is slightly mistaken, 1 think, in |; 
reference to the ground that 1 took when the bill 
was up the other day. I did not undertake to say 
that the Committee of Ways and Means were 
fearful that this proposition would be attacked 
with ridicule, and that that was the reason why 
they reported against the amendment. What I) 
did say was substantially this: that propositions 
of this character, and nearly akin to it, had been 
recommended and been before the House year | 
after year, nearly as long as I could remember; 
that they had been attacked here in debate, and |} 
that I feared these repeated endeavors to ingraft 
them on the academy bill, when it had been so 


i 

i 
dency to bring this institution into discredit. I|| 
submit to this committee that I am right in that. || 
E submit that these repeated applications, year ji 
after year, for what Congress has again and again 
refused—applications unaccompanied by any good 


whether they are resisted: by ridicule or not—are || 
calculated, or have the tendency, to bring the |; 
institution into disrepute and discredit. Sir, Lam | 
as little controlled hy the fear of ridicule as my | 
friend from Hlinois, [Mr. Bissevs.] And the | 
fear of the imputation has as little control over me 
as the fear of ridicule itself. i 

Now, a word as to the positions taken the other 
day by my friend who has spoken in favor of this 
amendment now. As I understood the gentleman 
from Illinois then, he was very specificin declaring | 
that the reasons which induced him to support the 
proposition this year, although beretofore he had | 
been opposed to it—and I will set off the gentle- } 
man’s position in that respect against the position 
of the gentleman from Missouri—he said particu- 
larly that the reasons which induced him to sup- 
port the proposition now were not on account of 
the effect it would have on the cadets, but because 
the ground for some six months in the year was |! 
so uneven and hummocky—I think that was his 
word—that the horses were in danger, and that 
the horses could not perform the service and evo 
lutions there with safety. Now, I have no such i 
desire to protect the horses at West Point, or rather 
I have no such apprehensions in reference to them. | 
The colonel who recommends this appropriation |) 
this year—-for thetwentieth time, foraught i know-- || 
and the Board of Visitors, difer, however, from the | 
gentleman. They teil us, in reference to this propo- |, 
sition, in substance, chat the room is necessary l 


hall, as well as their successful progress in this 
branch of instruction.” 

The colonel says that a sheltered room is ag 
necessary, in his opinion, for the proper and eco- 
nomical instruction of this course of education, as 
any other. lt would require one of large dimen- 
sivas, and built for the purpose. No plan, no 
estimate in detail, from any responsible source, is 
laid before the committee. The amendment now 
under consideration is open to the precise objection 
to which the lastone offered was. I do not desire 
to argue the question here that was argued by the 
gentleman from Missouri, {Mr. Bewron,] as to 


i the propriety and necessity of this course of in- 


struction. 
taught. 
The gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. BissELL] tells 
us to-day, in substance, that this riding school is 
not intended for the benefit and protection of the 
cadet himself, but for convenience and safety to 
the horses in using them. Colonel Lee tells us in 
his report that there are six months in each year, 
from September until June, that the weather is 
unfit for this exercise in the open air. Is not this 
rather strongly stated? {submit to this commit- 
tee—for there are many gentlemen upon this floor 
who can speak from actual knowledge—whetber, 
in the months of September, October, and Novem- 
ber even, persons in the country in that latitude, 
are not harvesting their potatoes and corn in the 
fields withoutany inconvenience from the weather? 
I undertake to say that before May has gone and 
June is reached—for May is one of the months 
included in the statement against cavalry exercise 
in the open air—we shall have beautiful weather 
and settied grounds at West Point. 1 believe, sir, 
itis not unusual to have settled roads and good 


I take it for granted that we desire it 


7 


|; traveling therein Apri, although this year it seems 


an unpleasant month, 
question taken. 

Mr. BISSELL, If there is no objection, I with- 
draw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 


lam ready to have the 


| upon concurring with the Senate amendment. 


Mr. PECKELAM. I offer an amendment to 


i increase the appropriation $100. 


I understand the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Haven,} a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to occupy a doubtful position 
in regard to this appropriation, and to be undecided 
as to whether it is proper or not. {f aur satis- 
fied his judgment, his knowledge of the facts in 
reference to West Point, will not permit him to 
say that it is really improper. He is apprehen- 
sive that the discussion of this subject may injure 
that institution. 1 have nosuch apprehension. It 
will bear full discussion, Fle objects that no 
plans, no estimates have been submitted. I sub- 
mit to the gentleman, thatif no plans or estimates 
were submitted, it was the duty of the Committee 
of Ways and Means to have inquired for them, 
and to have had them submitted by the proper 
officers. ButI am told by gentlemen near me, 
that they have been submitied, and that they 
amount to some $21,000. 

It appears that an appropriation was made by 
the last Congress of $2,000 to build a hall for cav- 
alry exercises, but that it has notbeen applied, for 


| the sole reason that the officers deemed it utterly 


insufficient for the purpose intended. ‘This shows 


: the judgment of that Congress, that such a hall 


for cavalry exercise was necessary. The refusal 


|, touseany part oftheappropriation when, its insuf- 
_ ficiency was ascertained, exhibits the integrity of 


the officers in charge. The appropriation now 


| asked is for a hall for cavalry exercises, which are 
i deemed to hold a very important part in the system 
i ofeducation at West Point. 
: the importance of an efficient cavalry. It is appre- 
: ciated in every nation, and in every army of Eu- 


[ need not advert to 


rope. I have not time to enlarge upon this point, 


‘though I should be happy to do so, and to show 
|| its indispensable necessity to every efficientarmy. 


But how is efficiency in cavalry to be attained ? 
Sir, I submit that it is only to be attained by 
proper instruction, by drilling, by discipline. It 


į is said, to be sure, that aur boys in this country 


are all good riders, ‘They are. But will good 
riders alone make an efiicient cavalry? ‘The most 
inefficient cavalry in the field are those composed 
of what we call good riders, but who are untaught 
in cavalry exercises, and are without proper dis- 
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cipline. Now, sir, in Europe, for instance in 
Russia, there is one of the best riding halls to be 
found in any country; it is six hundred feet long, 
and two hundred feet wide. They have, | believe, 
men of some hardihood there—yeta covered riding 
hall is deemed necessary there, where their young 
men are well and thoroughly instructed in cavairy 
exercise. In France they have three riding balls 
for cavalry exercise, and in them the young men 
of France are instructed. There, even in that 
pleasant climate, covered riding schools are deemed 
necessary, to train their young men, who are to 
instruct others—and they have them. 

i wish I had time to enlarge upon these facts; 
upon the example of: other nations, who under- 
stand this subject, who know the value of well- 
trained cavalry, and practice on their knowledge. 

In France, sir, young men are taken from the 
schoo} at St. Cyr, a place near Paris, and sent to 
these riding halls at Saumur, upon the Loire, and 
kept there twenty-one months; and then, if they 
are of sufficient ability to sustain an examination, 
they #re transferred to their regiment; and, after 
being kept there for a time, and before they can 
be promoted to a captaincy, they have to go back 
to these institutions at Saumur again, and remain 
there for eighteen months longer; and then they 
are not promoted unless they can sustain a rigid 
and thorough examination. 

Mr. BENSON. I desire to say a single word 
in reply to the gentleman who has just taken his 


seat, (Mr. Peckuam,] and in opposition to the | 


amendment of the Senate. I rise forthat purpose, 
sir, because I am a friend to the West Point Acad- 
emy, and as such, 
be caleulated to protect that institution. Well, 
sir, Lask, why is it necessary to load down this 
bill so that the appropriations, which are absolutely 
necessary, will be lost? 

By referring to the bill which has been printed, 
and which is upon our desks, I find that the ap- 
propriations for thisacademy amount to $144,281, 
independent of the amendments which have been 
added to it by the Senate. Now, sir, I ask why 
add any more to it, unless it is necessary to do so 
in order to secure the efficiency of the institution? 
It is well known to those who have kept an eye 
upon this institution for years past, that it was 
fast losing its hold upon the public mind; and but 
for the oceurrence of the Mexican war, which de- 
veloped the ability, patriotism, and efficiency of 
the officers who were educated at that institution, 
in my humble opinion, the annual appropriations 
for iis support would, long before this time, have 
been lost. 

Now, ‘why is it necessary to do anything more 
than enough to sustain efficiently that institution? 
Let gentlemen look for a moment and see where 
the boys come from who go to this academy. 
By law, they come from every congressional dis- 
trict in the Union; from the hills and valleys, as 


well as cities, of the country, and it is not neces- | 
a band-box, or into any hall, | 


sary to put them into 
for the purpose of teaching them to ride. I think 
that the boy who is sent to that institution from 
my district will know how to ride better than 
those who go there and are taught to ride solely 
in this pocket edition of a riding school. The 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Peckuam] says 
that a set of good riders make a poor body of cav- 
alry. Itake it that you cannot have good cavalry 
without good riders. 

Again, it is said that the climate is inclement at 
West Point. Sir, is the climate more inclement 
at West Point than it is in Maine? I believe the 
location of my district is further north than West 
Point; yet the boys sixteen years old in my dis- 
trict find time enough to learn to ride, and are, 
most of them, as good riders as they would be if 


they had learned to ride in a building erected for |! 


that purpose. 

Mr. PECK 
Maine? ; 

Mr. BENSON. They fight the enemy when 
called upon to do so; and they do not go into 
hedges, or wood-sheds, or ‘riding halls either, to 
learn to ride. : 

Butit is said, again, that in Russia and in France 
they have schools for the purpose of instructing 
their young men in the art of riding. Sir, we in 
‘America have riding schools, too, Almost every 
farm in this broad jand is a riding school, where 
our young men are taught to become as good riders 
as you can find in the world. And I do not be- 


HAM. What do the cavalry doin 


I believe our legislation should | 


lieve it is necessary for us in republican America 
to go to aristocratic Russia or to imperial Francé 
for examples how to teach our boys. f believe 
we have a policy at home which we shall find will 
answer our purpose quite as well. Let ihe boys 
be taught at home, as they wili be; and during the 
fougyears of instruction at West Point there will 
be found sufficient time in the free, open-air, in 
Suitable weather, to give them the graces of horse- 
manship and a knowledge of cavalry tactics, with- 
out incurring this expense. i 

But again, it is said that this hallis not wanted 
for the benefit of the boys, but to protect the offi- 
cers and the horses. Now, sir, 1 do not believe 
it is necessary for us to erect a riding hall for the 
protection of the horses; and if the officers need it 
— if the officers, in other words, are not competent 
to perform their duties without these additional 
accommodations, we had better exchange them, 
if necessary, which I no not believe, and get those 
more efficient in their places. Mr. Chairman, I 
hope the committee will refuse to adopt this 
amendment of the Senate. I do not believe it is 
necessary for the maintenance of the institution; 
and, in my judgment, it will endanger those appro- 
priations which are material to the usefulness-— 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. PECKHAM. I desire to say a word more 
on this subject. : 

The CHAIRMAN. No further remarks are 
in order. The question is now upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman himself. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I withdraw that amend- 
ment, and offer another, to increase the appropri- 
tion $110. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a remark or 
two in reply to the gentleman who bas just taken 
his seat. With great respect to the gentleman 
from Maine, I desire to say that he certainly does 
not mean to have this House understand that he is 
perfectly familiar or acquainted with what is neces- 
sary to constitute an efficient cavalry, or whatisim- 
portant to that end. I do not doubt or deny the 
position which he has asserted. Hesays they have 
exceedingly fine horsemen in Maine. He tells us 
what his young men can do. Amen. Do not we 
all know that not only in Maine, but everywhere 
in the United States, we have as good horsemen 
as can be found in the world? No one here 


to make efficient cavalry? I am told by those 
whose experience in the Army entitles their opin- 
ions to the highest respect, and who, if I were to 
mention their names, would be recognized as such, 
that undrilled cavalry are utterly useless and unre- 
liable—far more so than undisciplined infantry. 

Mr. McNAIR. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from New York is not speaking 
in opposition to the amendment, but directly in 
favor of it. 

Mr. PECKHAM. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I believe, is out of order; I am speaking 
in support of an amendment which | have just 
offered. Now, sir, to give you an illustration: 
There are no better horsemen in the world than 
| the Mamelukes, in Egypt, and yet they proved to 
be inefficient as cavalry. They would ride directly 
up to the infantry, and even jump their, horses 
over into the infantry squares; and yet, in their 
conflicts with the army of Napoleon, because they 
were not properly drilled and disciplined to act in 
masses, they proved to be utterly inefficient as 
cavalry. , 

Sirřit is a well known fact, a conceded maxim, 
as I am told, with military men, that it requires 
three times as long to drill a corps of cavalry as 
a corps of infantry or artillery; and it is worse 
than idle to assume, as gentlemen seem to as- 
sume here, that all that is necessary to make 
good cavalry is that the men shall be good riders. 
Besides, the young men instructed here, are not 
only to understand it themselves, but to be ren- 
dered competent to instruct others. They are to 
be made disciplinarians. The gentleman -feya 
Missouri (Mr. Benron] referred to the Utah In- 
dians às objects for imitation. There are no 
better riders than the Utah Indians, but what 
| would they amount to as cavalry? How would 
they act in masses? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to the facts presented 
| from all countries abroad where they have an ef- 

ficient cavalry, that they all have extensive cov- 
ered riding halls, and deem them indispensable; 
what is presented in answer? Why can we dis- 


denies that; but, sir, is that all that is necessary |, 


! rocks of the Rocky 


| tion through the country, 
| schooled, and put th 


pense: with ‘such a hall better than they can in 
Russia, or in France, or in England? Why, the 
gentleman from Maine told us that if we attempt 
to establish them we shall ruin this institution. 
Sir, with great respect to the gentleman, Ethink 
that I can appeal with safety to this committee, 
to ils intelligence, to its reliance on doing what is 
right rather than on what the’ prejudices: of con- 
stituents of members may say, to discharge its 
high duty to the country on this subject. ` 

The distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Benton} does not presume to present any 
answer on the merits of this measure, but he has 
recourse entirely to ridicule; he appeals to the 
prejudices-of members; he re-presents the produc- 
tions of former years, the parasol and pelisse of 
the old lady from New England, and the five 
year-old Utah Indian boy. Will this committee 
regard that as an answer to an application for this 
riding hall, which has been made on the recom- 
mendation of every committee of visitors which 
has considered the subject, and by every Army 
officer, as well those disconnected with tkis acad- 
emy as those attached to it, and sustained, too, 
by the example and practice of every civilized 
nation that have alt efficient cavalry? We can 
afford to meet ridicule that comes in this shape. 
We have courage to meet that; but we cannot 
refuse to sustain this appropriation, and we ought 
not to have courage to refuse, when it is necessary 
to the efficiency of our cavalry; when it is prop- 
erly recommended; and when there is no rational 
objection presented against it. | ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
as has been before remarked, this recommendation 
of appropriation for the construction of à riding 
hall has been presented to Congress and thrust on 
its consideration for the last ten or twelve years, 
if not for a longer period. Up to the present time 
all that has been asked is $12,000; but I suppose 
with the great improvements which have been 
made in riding halls of hippodromes over cir- 
cuses, [laughter]— P 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a question of order. I 
know my friend will take it in good part. If we 
go on discussing this question in the way we have, 
we shall never see the end of it, Theamendment 
proposes to increase the appropriation $110. “The 
gentlemen who should have spoken in favor of it 
did not speak toit at all, and neither is the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee opposing it, as he should do 
to entitle him to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. Jam speaking against the amend- 
ment. Ido not want to see it adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not see 
that the gentleman’s remarks are out of order: 

Mr. JONES. Now they ask for $20,000, in- 
stead of $12,000. There is no particular reason 
assigned for the change. The gentleman’ from 
New York proposes to increasé it $110, Now, I 
canngs conceive the necessity.of one dollar of this 
appropriation. Why is it necessary to have a 
house in which to train young men to ride? From 
the remarks of the gentleman from Hlinois, the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
it seems to me that for the service the country will 
want mounted troops for some years to come. 
West Point, on the hills, amid ice and snow, is 
the place of all others where we should teach our 
cavalry soldiers, Where will you want -your 
troops? On the plains, in the gorges, among the 
Mountains, and elsewhere in 
the country between the Atlantic and the Pacific 
oceans. 

I would ask thegentl 
he supposes the mode o 


eman from Illinois whether 
f taking youths under shel- 
ter into a riding hall, and on horses trained to 
start at the whisile and stop at the crack of the 
whip, is the proper one to teach those to ride who 
are to be called on to protect our frontiers against 
the Indians? Why, sir, take one of these persons 
who have learned’to ride in these halls for exhibi- 
where they are well 
em on a paved street here in 
the city, and they will be asawkward atriding as 
if they had never exhibited or performed at all. 
They havé their horses trained, and are trained 
themselves to suit the action of the horses, and 
they know exactly, when they start, thegait they 
are to go at, and where they will stop. But put 
them into the field or on to the mountains; and 
they will be as awkward as if they had never seen 
a riding hall. ; lag ETA 3 
Sir, if you want these cadets to learh to ride 
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the rain and snow; let them ride upon the mount- 
ains and the hills, 

Mr. PECKHAM. Does the gentleman sup- 
pose they do not ride in the open air also? 

Mr. JONES. I suppose they do not, since they 
want a riding hall. ` 

Mr. PECKHAM. They exercise in the hall 
at the proper time, and at other times in the open 
air. i 

Mr. JONES. Well, you will find that the sun 
is too hot for them in summer, and that the rain 
and snow are too cold for them in winter. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PECKEIAM. 1 withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment so as to reduce the appropriation to one 
dollar. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose no one can be more 
favorable to this West Point institution than Lam; ` 
but I think that the true policy of those who are | 
friendly to the institution is to restrict it within | 
the narrowest circle of economy—to spend no | 
more money upon it than is absolutely necessary. | 

Now, is this appropriation absolutely necessery? 
3y no means. What is the object of this riding || 
school? The distinguished gentleman from the i 
northwest [Mr, Bisse} tells us that his object ‘| 
in advocating the riding school is to save the 
horses. But what is the object of the riding ;i 
school? Why, it is to teach the cadets how to | 
ride. Well, there is a better way of teaching them | 
how to ride than having a riding school—a very | 
simple one, that costs nothing—and that is toi 
require the youths to know kow to ride before | 
they go to West Point, That is the true idea. | 
They are required now to be healthy, and stout, | 
and hardy, und to submit toa physical examina- | 
tion; they ought also to be required to be able to 
ride like Camanche Indians. Learning to ride in 
a riding school! Why, the idea is absurd. When 
they leave the academy, and take their places in if 
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the Army, they will have to ride amony the | 
Indians in New Mexico and California, and will | 
riding learned in a riding school serve them then? 
They will have to ride like the Camanche Indians, | 
like the wind, and that kind of riding they can | 
only learn, not in a riding school, but in the open | 
air, ou the hills and mountains. 1 say, then, tha 
this viding school is not necessary for that pur- | 
pose. 


THE CO 


{ instructed in cavalry and sword exercises. 
ij any answer was needed to the arguments of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce.) 

Mr. BOYCE. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I offer the following 
amendment, to increase the amount $100, in order 
to make a few remarks. 

There seems to be in the discussion of this ap- 
propriation of $20,000, as recommended by the 
Board of Visitors, very great misapprehension in 
the minds of the committee. The appropriation 
is not asked forariding school. What is itasked 
for then? The Superintendent of the Military 
Academy, in his report, which is laid before all 
the members of the House, says that the appro- 
priation is asked for cavalry exercises and instruc- 
tion. There is something else to be taught there 
than riding, if [ understand it; and it is required 
that instruction in cavalry exercises shall be given. 


|| Every boy of sixteen there, I presume, knows how 


to ride, but it is required, also, that he shall be 
if 


gentlemen who oppose this appropriation, it may 
be found in the report of the Superintendent of 
the Military Academy, which | have before me, 
dated last October. I will read what he says as 
the best reply I can make to all that is said against 
this amendment. 

l read from a letter of Colonel R. E. Lee, the 
Superintendent of the Academy, of the date of 
October 8th, 1853. He say 


“E cannot help again calling your attention to the neces- 
sity of a hall for vavalry e and instruction. The 
Knowledge of cavalry tacties is necessary to the eadets in 
the performance of their duty inthe Army. Itis so recog- 
nized, and a suficient number of horses, dragoons, and 
cavalry ofligers have been placed at the demy for their 
instruction. The three higher classes are instructed in this 
brauch, aud are divided into sq and parade daily at 
stated hours, as in their other studies. When the weather 
perits, ihe instruction is given on the plain: bat from 
September to June, the period allotted to this course, the 
weather and grouud in this climae are so ofien nuit for 
this ise in the open air, that tor the want of a ball the 
regular lesson must be omitted, and the provision and ex 
pease of men dnd horses lost to the eoumry, and the time 
and Opportunity fo the cadets. A sheltered room is as ne- 


Ss 


t 


Mr. BISSELL. But how will you teach them ?) 

Mr. BOYCE. You ean teach them very easily. | 
J have seen cavalry in my State that will compare | 
with any cavalry in the regular Army; and they do 
not practice more than ten days in the course of! 
the year, The gentleman fram New York (Mr. 
Ilaren} speaks of the Mamelukes, and refers to 
the battle of the Pyramids. They were the best 
cavalry in the world; and why did they not sue-: 
ceed? Because they attacked hollow squares, in | 
which were placed the best infantry soldiers in the | 
world, with the genius of a Napoleon directing | 
their movements. What did Napoleon say of. 
them? He said, “ Give me the Mameluke cavalry 
and the Prench infantry, and f will conquer the 
world,” 
Mr. LETCHER. 


{ 
I 
| 
{ 


There seems to be a very | 
great difference of opinion among my Democratic | 
friends, and E am somewhat perplexed how to 
vote in this conflict of opinion. Hereare military | 
gentlemen upon beth sides of the House, and 
each one seems to have a peculiar set of opinions 
of his own, differing widely from those of all the | 
others. I suggest, if the committee will agree to | 
rise, that there isan experiment going on here, in 
Judiciary square, which may throw some light u 


eessary, in my opinion, for the proper and economical in- 
struction of this course as any other. Et requires one of 
large diwensions, and mast be built for the purpose, A 
plau and estimate of the proposed building have been sub- 
miited to you. Two thousand dollars are ready appro- 
priated for its commencement, and the balauce of the esti- 
amate, 320,000, is now asked fr its completion, ”? 


Young men are required, for twenty-four dol- 


lars per month, to board and clothe themselves at 
this institution, They study a greater portion of 


| the time within doors, and are not expected to go 


out like soldiers, in all weathers, and exercise on 
horseback a few hours a day. Their studies are 
regular and systematically conducted, and a por- 
tion ofevery day, whether like the three last days 
which we have had even in this latitude, where it 
has been exceedingly disagreeable to be out—l 
say a portion of every day, rain or shine, snow 
or hail, this instruction in equestration is to be 
given and ought to be given. 

Mr. LILLY. I desire to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Obio, [Mr. 
Tayior,] for various reasons. First, I am op- 
posed to the whole appropriation, for the reason 
that I do not consider it necessary. Gentlemen 
who have spoken upon this subject have said that 


A : : i 
the example furnished usin the Mexican war was 


decidedly in favor of these cavalry officers who 
were trained at West Point. If those gentlemen 
wil but recur to the history of that war, they will 
learn that the most successful cavalry officer in 
that war, and almost the only one that gained re- 
nown, was Colonel May, who learned to ride in 
this city, among the ravines and inequalities of 
ground around this city; and | undertake to say 
that he was never in a riding hall in his Jife. 

If it is absolutely necessary for these oflicers to 
be taught riding in this hall, why is it not quiteas 


necessary that the men in the ranks should also | 


| not slip, 


be taught to ride? You should, in order to have 
an efficient cavalry, have the men trained and 
drilled as well as the officers. Yet was it ever 
proposed to have a cavalry hall erected for the 
purpose of training the men in the ranks as you 
do the officers? I also ask these military gentle- 
men whether the most efficient portion of the cav- 
alry tactics is not in the charge? And I ask you 
how they, the men, are te learn to charge an en- 


emy? Are you going to build a riding hall a quar- 


ter of a mile lonz,and teach them how to charge? 
1 think the whole thing is an absurdity upon its 
face, and I hope the amendment of the Senate will’ 
not be concurred in. 

Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew the amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move to increase the appro- 
priation $160. Mr. Chairman, I am sure there 
are some gentlemen in this Hall who are labor- 
ing under a mistake as to the true state of things 
in regard to the West Point Military A cademy. 
lt does not seem to be understood, as a matler 
of fact, that we have already a riding hallythere, 
and have for the last twenty years kept it up. 

A Member. More than that. 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, and more than twenty 
years. And now gentlemen are heard clamoring 


| against the idea of having a riding hall there at 


all. This is nothing new in the history of this 


| institution. A riding hall has been kept up for 
| this long period, without complaint upon your 


part, or upon the part of the people. An appro- 
priation was made of $30,000 years ago for that 
purpose, and was expended for that object, and 
the hall has been used ever since. 

Gentlemen talk as if we were about starting out 
with a new principle, or about to establish a new 
department of the West Point Academy. The 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jongs] does not 
want a hall to be erected, because he desires that 
the boys shall be exercised on the snow and ice and 
sleet, in order to make them hardy; and the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Benson] says that the 
boys in his State can ride well enough, and they 
are not taught in riding halls. I do not doubt that 
the boys in the gentleman’s district can ride as 
well as country boys and village boys elsewhere. 
But I would like to know how the gentleman 
from Maine would like to see his own sons, or the 
sons of his neighbors, charging as cavalry upon a 
line of infantry. How many of them does he 
suppose would be sitting upon their horses by the 
time the line was reached ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, made a remark not 
heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BISSELL. Noteven the gentleman him- 
self could sit upon his horse in such a charge, 

Mr. SMITH. Does the gentleman think we 
shall have no cavalry unless we have riding halls 
to train them in? 

Mr. BISSELL. I mean to say that you can 
have no efficient cavalry without the riders and 
the horses being thoroughly drilled as cavalry— 
the horse as well as his rider. 

The horse must be learned to halt in an instant, 
and to plant his feet when he halts so that he will 
Fle must be learned to turn in an in- 
stant ona very small space, with other horses in 
very close proximity, and on each side of him, so 
as not to jostle thase on the one side or the other. 
And the rider must learn to hold his reins in one 
hand and to wield his broad-sword with the other, 


| and in such a manner, too as not to cut the head of 
| his own or his neighbor’s horse. 


All this must 
be done, unless you have dry covered earth, as in 
a hall, upon ground which ‘is slippery with ice, 
or where it is softand miry. Iteannot be accom- 
plished even where the ground is dry and tolera- 
bly smooth, without very much practice and drill- 
ing; and gentlemen can form their own impressions 
of how much drilling is necessary to complete the 
cavalry soldier. 

The gentleman from Maine tells us that the 
boys in Maine can ride well enough. Sir, F should 
like to know if the gentleman from Maine hag 
ever seen the difference illustrated between volun- 
teers, who may have been what are commonly 
catied good riders, and cavalry which have been 
regularly trained as such? I am sure he can never 
have seen it, or he would not venture to make the 
statements with which he has attempted to defeat 
this bill. 

Weare told—and I think ita strong argument 
in favor of this appropriation—that the institution 
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at West Point was rapidly lessening in the public į 
estimation until the Mexican war arose. So it | 
was. A strong prejudice had been excited against | 


it, and in which I, to some extent, participated. | 


But, it is added, since the Mexican war, that pre- | 


judice has passed away. I reply emphatically, || 
and well it may pass off since the Mexican war. |: 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I recollect upon 


one occasion that in a suit instituted at law, the | 


quiry; and the conclusion was solemnly come to 
that the horse was more reprehensible than that 
of the rider. From the case made out by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, the only conclusion I can ar- 
riveat is, that it is much more important that there 
should bea school for training the horses than the 
men. 

Mr. BISSELL. It is highly important that ` 
the horses should be properly trained. 

Mr. SMITH. Then the bill before us is cer- ; 
tainly a very imperfect one, for it does not pro- : 
vide all the machinery necessary. But I do not | 
deny that it is highly important your cavalry | 
should be properly trained. The point at which 


F 
t 
j 
| 
conduct of the horse was made a subject of in- | 
| 
| 
i 


I desire to arrive is whether, in order to have effi- | 
cient cavalry, you must have a hall to train them |; 
Now | maintain that the most efficient cav- || 


In, 
alry which ever existed was that which was trained 
. in the open field. 

Mr. BISSELL. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission. [ will put him right just here. I do not 
pretend to say that you cannot have efficient cav- | 
alry without a hall to ride in; but [ do say that it 


is the better, the more efficient, the quicker way || 


to make your cavalry soldier, to havea place where | 
he can be drilled every day regularly, and at stated 
times, and under favorable auspices. 

Mr. SMITH. Iam myself perfectly satisfied 
that this attempt, if it were really known to the | 
country, would excite a general feeling of ridicule | 
and indignation. The idea that at West Point | 
there is not sufficient dry weather to train your | 


cavalry officers out of doors, is to me strange and | | s 
| science, without the volunteers, but with an equal 


impossible. 

Mr. BISSELL. Itis so. They keep ninety 
horses there all the time. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; they keep ninety 


horses there all the time, and yet the young men || 
cannot be brought out in the snow and trained, ` 


and they are not to learn anything. Train them | 
on the plan of the hippodrome, and what is the | 
consequence? When you put them in snow to 
encounter the enemy, they would be defeated; they 
would be unfit to meet the foe in battle. Wehave 
illustrations on that subject. ‘Phey are to be 
abundantly found in history; and even the French 
cavalry could not stand before the British cavalry 
at Waterloo, though they were trained in a house 
of the sort indicated. 

Mr. BISSELL. And the British have them of : 
the same kind exactly. | 
Mr. SMITH. Perhaps the finest cavalry in 
the world was that which revolutionary history | 
tells us existed here. I want to know whether 
the cavalry of Tarleton, educated in a house of 


Hl 
i 
H 
| 
| 
| 


this sort, could stand before that of Washington | 


and Lee? 

I think that this is only one of the fancies, the 
thick-coming fancies of the day. Nobody can do 
things as their ancestors did them. They do not 
only fear the peltings of the pitiless storm, but the 
scorching sunbeams of heaven. That is it; and 
they will want to perform in the shade as they 
now want to perform with a view to escape the 
showers of heaven. The whole doctrine is wrong; 
and I do hope, for the honor of the soldiery of 
this country, that there will be no additional lux- 
uriousness in appropriations for them, 

But { differ with the gentleman, in saying that 
the recent experience of the Mexican war has had 
the slightest tendency to revive the reputation of 
this institution. I would say that the history of 
the Mexican war is calculated—well calculated— 
to establish the great and preéminent fact that we 
are able to do without military schools, except such 
as are provided by the enterprise of the country. 
l appeal to the gentleman, and ask him who were 
more efficient in the public service than the volun- 
teer regiments of the northwest and southwest? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BISSELL. I wish the committee would 
allow me a single word of reply. f 

[Cries all over the Hall “ Consent!” “ Hear 
him!’’] i 


Mr. BISSELL. I will, with the unanimous 
consent of thecommittee, withdraw the amendment 
pending. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. ‘ 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 move a pro forma amend- 


ment. I will answer, at the outset, the pointed 


|| queries put to me by the gentleman from Virginia. 


Nobody is prouder than I am of the gallant and 
glorious services rendered by your volunteers— 
volunteers untaught, except such teaching as the 
received after they reached Mexico, in a war wit 
that Republic. I accord to them the highest praise. 
At the same time, I. declare my positive convic- 
tion that but for the science and skill drawn from 
the institution at West Point, our army would 
have been driven in disgrace from Mexico, in 
less than six months after they had entered it. 
What would have become of all your battles? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BISSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Itis this: Whether it was West 
| Point science or untrained valor that gained the 
field at Buena Vista? 

Mr. BISSELL. Without the science and skill 
drawn from that institution, as 1 before remarked, 
the battle would have been lost to the Americans 
in thirty minutes. 

[Several Memuers. ‘t Undoubtedly,” and “That 
is true.’’] 

Mr. BISSELL. Now, let me go further and 
| say, that without the gallantry displayed by the 
volunteers on that occasion, which has never been 
surpassed on earth, added to the skill of the artil- 
lery, the battle would have been Jost in half an 
hour. Neither could have succeeded without the 
other, 

Mr. JONES. I would ask the gentleman one 
| other question, with his permission. 


Mr. BISSELL. I will hear the gentleman’s 


i| question. 


Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman think that 


:| number of regular troops, would have won that 
| battle? 

‘| Mr. BISSELL. Well, sir, I cannot say, nor 
is it material that I should answer the question. 
But [ say that without the science of which I have 
spoken, that battle would not have been won. I 
also say that without the gallant conduct of the 
volunteers, it would not have been won. Without 
the regular troops, but with an additional number 
of volunteers equal to the number of regular troops, 
i we could not have succeeded without that skill 
! and science of which I have spoken, eand which 
was especially manifested in the serving of the 
artillery there. 

Bat what strange things do we hear? For 
| thirty years and more your cadets, sneered at as 
| they have been, ‘have been riding in a hall. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish it to be dis- 
| tinctly understood that [ do not sneer at science, 
il orat the cadets. On the contrary, | am one of 
‘| those who appreciate science; but I would not 
: effeminate our soldiers. 
| Mr. BISSELL. Well, the gentleman speaks 
' of the cadets being effeminated, and sneers at the 
‘| mode in which they are taught to ride. That its 
| what he does. And yet they have been taught to 
i ride in that way for thirty years; and who ever 
‘| heard the least complaint from the country, of 
ii which he speaks, before. Thirty thousand dollars 
|: was formerly appropriated for a riding hall; but 
i! the hall is found to be too small, and is filled with 
i columns and so forth, and they want to enlarge 
‘j and improve it; and instead of $30,000, they only 
il ask for $20,000 to make it complete, so that the 
| ninety horses which are kept at the institution, a 
| great expense, may be employed for three or four 
‘| months in the year more than they are now em- 
| ployed, Is not that economy? If it is not, in 
‘i what would economy consist? 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
| allow me to ask him a question? He is occupy- 
| ing the floor by the indulgence of the committee, 
‘and therefore I shall not deprive him of any of 
| his time. 

‘| Mr. BISSELL. TI yield to the gentleman. 

H Mr. SMITH. My question is this: Are not 
i! those ninety horses employed now in the room 
which the gentleman says has always existed ? 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, sir; but, as the officers 
there say, to very great disadvantage. 


| 
t 


| 


K ~ ATN i 

Mr. SMITH. Oh, of course; they say ŝo. 

Mr. BISSELL. Well, whd can say the reverse? 
The officers at the institution say those horses are 
employed at a disadvantage. “Oh, yes,” says the 
gentleman; ‘‘ they say so, of course.” Well; who 
says otherwise? i EE 

Yow, sir, we have heard some strange things 
during this discussion. For instance, that the 
Czar of Russia does not know how to make hardy 
soldiers. He, too, makes his soldiers effeminate, 
does he? The riding hall at Moscow is six hun- 
dred feet in length and two hundred feet in breadth, 
without a column or pillar through the. whole of 
it. Napoleon Bonaparte did not know how to 
make hardy soldiers when he established his three 
riding halls. Neither did the Duke of Wellington 
know how to make hardy soldiers. Why, the 
very troops that gentlemen have referred to were 
taught their cavalry exercises in riding schools. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Benson] de- 
clares that it is unbecoming and qnite ridiculous 
for us to undertake to copy foreign nations in 
these things. Why, does he not know’that offi- 
cers have very frequently been sent to Europe to 
look into thingy there, and see if they could not 
bring home, some valuable suggestions in regard 
to the Army? ` 

Mr. DEAN. General Scott was sent. : 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, sir; General Scott was 
sent to Europe for this purpose, and nobody com- 
plained about it. ` j 

A Memper. And General Wool. 

Mr. BISSELL. General Woo! was sent, also, 
and others whom I might name. Those officers 
found riding halls in every country that pretended 
to have regular cavalry. They came back and so 
reported here. This country has always had one, 
and yet now, when a proposition is made for an 
appropriation of $20,000 to repair and perfect that 
hall, we have a discussion of the whole question— 
the propriety of keeping up the institution at all, the 
effeminateness of the cadets who go there, and the 
folly of attempting to make hardy soldiers in this 
way. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not desire to:weary the 
committee, and I hope this debate will not be 
protracted to any unreasonable length; but I wish 
to say a few words in answer to the gentleman 
who last addressed us. He referred to foreign 
practices, and to the course of similar instruction 
in other countries, and gentlemen upon the other 
side of the Hall have also made the same reference. 
l agree with them, that we should enlighten our- 
selves, and draw instruction from whatever sources 
may be within our reach. [am far from sbut- 
ting my eyes to improvements abroad, or to light 
from any quarter. J do not understand, however, 
that the instances to which gentlemen have refer- 
red are the end of knowledge upon this subject. 
One gentleman has told us that the Mamelukes of 
Egypt could not succeed against the French army 
there, because they were not trained and educated 


| in cavalry exercises in riding schools; and that, 


for that reason, they could not succeed against the 
army of Napoleon, when it was thrown into hol- 
low squares. Let me state to gentlemen upon the 
other side, also, that the best cavalry of France, 
the Old Guard, under the command of Marshal 
Ney, and who were instructed, for aught | know, 
in the riding halls of France, so highly eulogized 
by the gentlemen opposite, could nike no impres- 
sion upon the troops of Wellington, when they 
were thrown into hollow squares to receive them 
at the battle of Waterloo. À 
We have no information that is to guide us ab- 
solutely in these matters, without a proper exer- 
cise of our own judgment and our own senses, 
Gentlemen disagree upon this question as‘to. the 
propriety and uses of a riding hall. Upon one 


| side they tell us that it is intended for the benefit 


of the horses, so as not to injure them; and, upon 
the other, they say it is: for the instruction of 
the cadets. The colonel, Lee, says that a shel- 
tered room is necessary, in his opinion, for proper 
and economical instruction in this course. Which 
of these shall we follow? No, plan, no detailed 
estimate has been communicated to, or ever reached 
the Committee of Ways and Means, or this cont- 
mittee, in regard to this riding hall. 

The gentlemen from Minois [Mr. Bisset] tells 
us that battles in Mexico would have been lost 
but for the science displayed by the officers who 
had graduated at West Point: | | agree with him, 
and | accord to the graduates at West Point; in 


ee 
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those battles, as high a placeon the roll of fame as 
the gentlemen does, but I desire him to remember 
that all the science from West Point displayed in 
the battles of Mexico, so far as the movements 
and operations of the cavalry was concerned, was 
taught in the present riding hall, in “the old 
shed” at West Point, for no appropriations for 
this new enterprise had then been made. It was 


capable then to turn out efficient men, and I believe | 


itis still. I have never visited the present hall; 
I suppose it to be a tolerably good one. I am 
not sure but it is coevai with cavalry instructions 
in that institution. Iam not aware it is out of 
repair. Some of it, I know, is of indestructible 
materials, for we are told here that the lives and 
limbs of the cadets are endangered by a liability 
to run against the iron posts that sustain it. 

But 1 will not detain the committee with ex- 
tended remarks; and I only desired to make these 
suggestions, not because they are to have any in- 
fluence one way or the other, but because | feared 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois, 
if nothing was said in reply, would conclude the 


recommendations of the committee who reported | 
; i i 
Itis sufficient for me to say, that | 


back this bill. 
the Committee of Ways and Means did not intend 
or desire to pettifog or urge this measure upon 
the House. They 
and the House should have all the facts before 
them, and then make such disposition of the mat- 
ter as the good judgment of the House should 
lead it to, without any regard to the opinions of 
the Committee of Ways and: Means, or their 
recommendation. I hope the vote will now be 
taken. 


Mr. WASELBURNE, of Ilinois. I move that | 


the committee rise. 

The question was then taken; and the commit- 
tee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 
upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Hlinois, [Mr. Bisseuy.] 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs | 
upon concurring with the Senate amendment ap- | 


propriating $30,000 for a cavalry exercise hall. 
Mr. KERR called for tellers; which were or- 


dered, and Messrs. MeNai and Van. were ap- 


pointed, 

Mr. LETCHIER, 
no quorum present, and E object to doing business 
without a qaorum., 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is evidently 
a quorum present, and I hope we shall go on. Jt 
is too early to adjourn. 

Mr. PECIKIIAM. The fact can be ascertained 
fy counting the I louse. 


The CHAIRMAN. [t wouldappear thatthere | 


isa quorum present, The question is upon eon- 
eurring In the Senate’s amendment, Upon that 
question tellers have been ordered, The tellers 
will take their pieces, 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 45, noes 56; no quorum voting. 

{Cries of © Call the roll!” © Call the roll !?7] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Phe Chair will ascertain 
by counting the Fouse whether there is a quorum 
present. 

Mr. LETCIIER. 
do now rise. a 

Mr. JONES. 
that motion, 


I move that the committee 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first as- | 


certain whether there be a quoram in the Elouse. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hinois. If we cannot 
rise and adjourn without a quorum, we should 
have to sit here all night. Fask that the question 
be put on the motion that the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no quorum pres- 
ent, and the Chair cannot entertain the motion. 
Mr. LETCHER. I desire to understand this 
pon: if 1 understand the decision of the Chair, 
shall take an appeal. 
Mr. JONES. 


a quorum; and no motion can be entertained until | 


it has been called. 

Mr. LETCH ER. Do I understand the Chair 
to decidethat the motion for the committee to rise 
cannot be entertained when there is not a quorum 
present ? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that no 


wished that this committee | 


It is manifest that there is | 


The gentleman cannot make |; 


re f 
À Fhe gentleman cannot take an 

appeal. The rule requires that the roll shall be | 
called whenever the committee finds itself without | 


| motion can be entertained when the committee 


finds itself without a quorum. 
| Mr. LETCHER. Then I appeal from the de- 


‘| week, if that decision were to prevail. 

Mr. JONES. Irise to aquestion of order. The 
ij rule prescribes that when the committee shall find 
itself without a quorum the roll shall be called, 
|| and the facts stated to the House. 

| Mr. CLINGMAN. I call the gentleman to 
| order. 

Mr. JONES. I am statinga point of order. 

|| Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman is discuss- 
ing his question. No debate is in order, and I 
submit that the gentleman from Tennessee is out 
| of order. 

Mr. JONES, [am not debating the question. 
| Tne gentleman from Virginia appealed from the 
i decision of the Chair; and the point of order I 
I make is, that no appeal can be entertained. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. l call the gentleman to 

order. 
|| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
no motion is in order; and the Clerk will call the 
rou. 

‘| Mr. KERR. 1 appeal from that decision. 

Mr. JONES. l again raise the question of or- 
der that no appeal can be taken. The Chair has 
decided that there is no quorum present, and less 
i than a quorum cannot decide a point of order. 
| Dhe CELAIRMAN. The Chair has so deci- 
‘| ded; and the Clerk will call the roll. 
| Mr. LETCHER, 1 insist upon my appeal. 
| The motion that the committee rise is always in 
order, whether there is a quorum present or not. | 
i| insist that the committee shall decide the question. 
| ‘Phe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recog- 
‘| nize no such appeal in the present stage of the 
i| proceedings. 
|| Mr. LETCHER. But suppose a quorum of 
| members do not make their appearance, how am 
{ to have my appeal decided? Am I to wait here 
a week for them to come? 
l| ‘The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 
| The Clerk then called the roll, and the names of 


the absentees were noted. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resume the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Jones, of 
New York) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the Military Academy 
bill, with the Senate amendments thereto, and 

having found itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll to be called, and the names of the absen- 
tees to be noted, and had directed him to report 
the facts to the Flouse, with the names of the ab- 
sentecs, as follows: 


Messrs, Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis Aten, 
Ashe, 'Phomas H. Bayly, Barry, Ball, Bennett, Benton, 
Bliss, Bocock, Breekinridge, Brooks, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Chase, Chastain, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Craige, 
Cuanuing Curtis, Cutting, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Dowdell, 
Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Ewing, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, 
Florence, Franklin, Faller, Gambte, Goode, Goodrich, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, iN, Hillyer, Houston, Inger- 
soll, Johnson, Keith, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Lathan, 
Lyon, MeCutoch, Macdonald, MeMullin, McQueen, Mace, 
Macy, Matteson, Maurice, Maxwell, May ach 
am, John G. Miller, Millson, Morgan, Mori hols, 
Noble, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
i| Packer, Peek, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Jolin Perkins, 
‘| Phillips, Powell, Preston, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Rid- 
‘| dle, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Scudder, Seward, Shan- 
non, Shaw, Simmons, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Solers, Frederick P. Staunton, 
Alexander Jf, Stephens, Stranb, Andrew Sinart, David 
Stuart, ‘Proat, Tweed, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Israel 
Washbarn, Wells, John Weurworth, Westbrook, Daniel 
B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicofier. 

The SPEAKER announced that 107 members 
(Jess than a quorum) had answered to their names. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House do 
[now adjourn. 

Mr. HENN. I desire to make a report from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills, if the gentleman 
will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

1} Mr. LETCHER. I do not withdraw the mo- 
| tion. 

| The question was put; and the motion agreed 
t to; and 

|” Thereupon (at fifteen minutes before four 


twelve o’clock, m. 


li cision of the Chair, We might be kept here a || 


| 
t 


\ 


IN SENATE. 
Werpnespayr, April 19, 1854. 

Prayer by Rev. Wiruram H. MILBURN. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WADE presented resolutions of the Pres- 
bytery of Portage, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Nebraska bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. _ 

Mr. BRIGHT présented a memorial of the 
President and Directors of the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company, praying the passage of an act as- 
senting to the act of the Legislature of Maryland 
incorporating said company; and also the passage 
of an act incorporating said company within the 
District of Columbia, with authority to extend and 
construct said road from its terminus in George- 
town through said townand the city of Washing- 
ton, to the depot of the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
road in the city of Washington, and to the navy- 
yard and Potomac river; and a donation of public 
laud, or an appropriation of money, to aid in its 
construction; which was referred to the Committee 


| for the District of Columbia. 


Mr, ALLEN presented the petition of George 
W. Lippitt, United States consul at Vienna, pray- 
ing compensation for diplomatic services; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. COOPER presented twelve petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Nebraska vill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of stcamboat inspectors, engine 
builders, and others, citizens of Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvania, representing the importance of [vans’s 
safety guard for preventing the explosion of steam- 
boilers, and praying the purchase of the patent 


| right, or the adoption of some other means of 


making the same free to the public; which was 


| referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, a petition of citizens of western Penn- 
sylvania, praying that the duty on salt may not 
beabolished; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Also, the petition of Joseph S. Kite, praying 
the extension of his patent for an improvement in 
the constraction of railroad cars; which was re- 


i ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 


Office. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a memorial 
of citizens of the Territory of New Mexico, pray- 
ing the establishment of a custom-house on the 
Rio Grande, near the town of El Paso, either 
within the fimits of New Mexico or the State of 
Texas. The petitioners state, that a just regard 
to the interests of the citizens of New Mexico, in 
their commercial relations with the Republic of 
Mexico, requires the establishment of a custom- 
house, as above described, in consequence of the 
late regulations of the tariff of Mexico, the duties 
imposed by which have effected an entire prohibi- 
tion of the introduction of all classes of goods, 
The petitioners state further, that as the matter 
now stands, the commerce of New Mexico and 
the United States, by way of Missouri, is entirely 
prohibited by the onerous duties levied at the 
frontier custom-house of El Paso; while, on the 
other hand, the citizens of Mexico introduce into 
New Mexico, free of duty, all their products, 
manufactures, and imports, and by their competi- 
tion, exclude from the market the products and 
manufactures of their own country. ‘The petition- 
ers also suggest that, geographically considered, 
the place called Frontera, about eight miles north 
of El Paso, on the Rio Grande, in the State of 
Texas, would be the most suitable point for a 


| custom-house; that point commanding all the now 


traveled passes to and from the town of El Paso. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

ROBERT C. THOMPSON. 


On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 
Ordered, ‘That the bill for the relief of Robert C, Thomp- 


| son, together with the report accompanying it, be recom- 


mitted to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of John R. Jefferson and 


F s > y i James H. Jenkins be withdrawn fron: the files of the Sen- 
' o’clock) the House adjourned until to-morrow at ji Co ere ples OL ee 


ate, aud referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 
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On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was i 
Ordered, That the petition of J. S. Gibson be withdrawn | 


from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the petitions of Har- | 
riet A. Wilcox and Elizabeth A. W.. Gibson, 
praying to be allowed pensions, submitted au ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He algo, from the same committee, to whom | 
were referred sundry petitions praying relief for 
persons disabled by captivity in the Dartmoor 
and other prisons during the late war with Great 
Britain, supmitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom were referred- documents in rela- 
tion to the repeal of the tonnage duties on Spanish | 
vessels, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration, on the ground that the committee 
had already submitted a report on the subject; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr, WADE, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom were referred the petition and papers in the 
case of William Darby, praying remuneration for | 
the time and money spent by him in the survey 
of the Sabine river, submitted a report, accompa- į 
nied by a bill for his relief; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading, 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of j 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 

Bill for the relief of John Guzman, of Louisiana; 

Bill for the establishment of a land office in the 
Lower Peninsula of Michigan: 

Which were signed by the Presrpenr pro tem- | 
pore. 
FACILITIES IN UNLOADING CARGOES. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referredé the bill to 
prevent unnecessary delays in the urloading of 
cargoes arriving from foreign ports, have directed 
me to report in favor of the passage of the bill, 
with an amendment. > As this is a matter-of con- 
siderable public importance, as the amendment of 
the committee is recommended by the Depart- 
ment, and as there can be no serious objection to 
the bill, I ask that it be now taken up. The 
object is simply to dispense, where the owner 
requires it, with the delay of five days in unload- 
ing cargoes arriving by steamships. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee: on Com- 
merce was to strike out allafter the enacting clause, 
and ‘insert the following: 


That whenever merebandise shall hereafter be imported 
into any port of the United States from any foreign country 
in vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, and it 
shall appear by the bills of lading that the merchandise so 
imported isto be delivered immediately after the entry of 
the vessel, it shall be lawful for the collector at such port to 
take possession of such merchandise and deposit the same 
in bonded warchouse. But whenever it shall not appear 
by the bills of lading that the merchandise imported, as 
aforesaid, is to be immediately delivered, it shall be lawful j 
for the colector of the customs to take possession of the 
same and‘ deposit it in bonded warehouse at the request of 
the owner, master, or consignee of the vessel, on three 
days? notice to such collector after the entry of the vessel. | 
And all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the fore- | 
going provision are hereby repealed. ` 


Mr. SEWARD. The chairman of the com- 
mittee has received from the Secretary of the 
Treasury a letter, recommending this substitute in 
these words: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 11, 1854. 


Sır: T have the honor to return herewith the bill and | 
other papers inclosed in your letter of the 15th ultimo, in- 
tended to prevent unnecessary delay in the unlading of im- 
ports from vessels from foreign ports, i a A 

Į inclose, also, a draft of a bill which, in my ,opmion, Is | 
calculated to meet the necessities of the case, and which is | 
respectfully recommended as a substitute for the draft in- ; 
closed in your letter. 

You will perceive that its operation is confined to steam- | 
vessels, as it is understood that the difficulties and delays j 
complained of, are mainly in reference to that description 
of vessels employed as regular aud established lines for the 
transportation of merchandise and passengers between 
ports of Europe and the United States. 

To make the provisions of the bill applicable to all vessels, 
would so increase the business of the customs as to require 


a very considerable addition to a force now at the dispo- 
sal of collectors, to superintend the delivery and storing of 
imports. : 


_ For the foregoing reasons, it has been thought best to 
Hmit the operation of the bih to steam-vessels. 
_ Itis not decmed necessary to insert any special provision 
in the bill, in regard to the lien for freight. Itis thought 
best to leave it under the operation of existing laws. 
Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
7 “Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. H. HAMLIN, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
; United States Senate, 
The amendment of the committee was agreed 
to, the bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, ‘The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
was read a third time, and passed. 


CLERKS’ COMPENSATION BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the House bad passed the bill of 
the Senate, to amend the third section of the act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1854, and for other purposes, with 
two amendments, in which they ask the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that the Senate takë up 
the message with the view of moving, as I have 
authority to do, to concur in the amendments of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments. : 

The first amendment of the House was to strike 
out the words “and all vacancies in any of the 
classes named in said section mentioned shall be 
filled by promotion from the class next below.” 

The second amendment was to add, at the end 
of the bill, the following proviso: 

c Provided, ‘That nothing herein contained shalt be con- 
strued as making an appropriation for any period beyond 
the 30th of June, 1854.7 

Mr. ADAMS. The first amendment relates to 
the filling of vacancies; the second only limits the 
provision contained in the act to the present fiscal 
year, which was intended by the Senate anyhow. 
As the amendments are not important, | move 
that the Senate concur in them. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


PRACTICAL ANASTHESTA. 

Mr. EVERETT. I am desirous of asking the 
attention of the Senate this morning to Senate bill 
No. 210, to recompense the discoverer of practi- 
cal anesthesia. I move that the Senate. proceed 
to its consideration. 

Mr. EVANS. I hope that bill will not be 
taken up this morning. It requires some inves- 
tigation. T have not yet given it that examina- 
tion which I should desire todo. It is, I believe, 
considered a private bill, and I did not anticipate 
that it would be called up this morning; and, 
therefore, Í am not prepared to present my views 
upon it. 

Mr. EVERETT. I did not distinctly hear the 
Senator’s objection. This isa bill which passed 
the Senate last year; and it is very much desired 
by the parties interested that it should be acted 
upon at an early day. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. EVANS. I cannot withdraw my objec- 
tion. I had no idea that the bill would be called 
up this morning. If I have the right, I object, 
therefore, to its being taken up out of its order. 

Mr. WALKER. The motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I suppose, is at the disposi- 
tion of the majority of the Senate. I hope thatthe 
Senate will agree to the motion, and that the bill 
will be taken up. Itis a subject which has been 
long before the Senate; and J think the Senator 
from South Carolina has not yet turned his atten- 
tion to it, or he would not object to it. The bill 
has been as thoroughly investigated in both 
Houses of Congress as any other which has been 


before them for a number of years. I presume the | 


Senate are prepared to vote upon it; and I should 
hope very much that we might now get a vote 
upon it. . i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. ` i 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were to 
insert the names of William T. G. Morton, 


4 


Charles T. Jackson, and Horace ‘Wells, as the 
probable discoverers; and to fill a blank in the bill, 
i relative to the amount to be paid, with $100,000. - 
A The amendments of the committee were agreed 
o. ; 
The bill, as amended, recites that a discovery. has 
i been made, and is now in practice, whereby the 

human body can be rendered safely ingsensible to 
pain in dental, surgical, and obstetrical operations. 
by the use of what are commonly called “anges- 
thetic agents, and the Government of the United 
States has been and isin the enjoyment of the dis- 
covery, in the military and naval sérvice; and that, 
it is believed that the discovery was made by some 
one of the following persons: Wiliam T. G. 
Morton, Charles T. Jackson, each of Boston, and 
Horace Wells, of Hartford, deceased; but it does 
not appear, to the satisfaction of Congress, which 
of those parties was the original, true, and first 
discoverer thereof; arid as Congress is willing to 
provide a recompense for such discovery when as- 
| certained, it proposes to appropriate $100,000, to 
| be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury as a 
recompense for the discovery, and the use and 
benefit thereof by the Government and people of 
the United States. e 

It is to be the duty of the district attorney of 
the United States for the northern district of New 
York, within a reasonable time after the passage 
of the bill, to file in the circuit court of the Uni- 
| ted States for that district, sitting in equity, a bill 
of interpleader, wherein, reciting the act, or its 
| substance, the Secretary of the Treasury, as trus- 
tee of the sum appropriated, shall be complainant, 
and William T. G. Morton, Charles T: Paokson, 
and the personal representative or representatives 
of Horace Wells, and any other person or per- ™ 
| sons who may make application to the court for 
| that purpose, shall be defendants; of which bill 
| those parties shall take notice, and may appear,and 
| answer, and make proofs; and the circuit court is to 
| have jurisdiction of the case, and it is to be tried 
| according to the practice ofthe court, in equity casess 
and the issue is to be, which one of the parties 
named was the original, true, and first discoverer of 
| the discovery; and by final decree in such case, the 
i court is to decide that issue, and direct that the 
sum of $100,000, without any costs, to be paid over 
to the party who shall be found to have been such 
discoverer, or to his personal representative or 
representatives or assignee. But if one or more 
| of the defendants shall conceive himself or them- 
selves to be aggrieved by the decree, he qr they 
may, within twenty days after the making of the 
decree, appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
| States,and the payment of the sum shall be sus- 
pended until final disposition be made of the case 
by that court; and if it shall appear that either of 
| the defendants holds a patent for the discovery; or 
the means of applying it, which, in the judgment 
of the circuit court, is valid, it is to be the duty of 
that court to certify the fact to the Secretary, who 
| is thereupon to withhold from that defendant the 
sum appropriated, should it be decreed to him by 
the final decree, until he shall have executed, under 
his hand and seal, an instrument in writing sur-- 
rendering the patent, and granting the free use of 
| the discovery, and the means of using or apply- 
ing it, to the Government and people of the United 
| States; which instrament shall be lodged in the 
' Patent Office, and entered on the records ‘thereof: 
Before the sum of $100,000 shall be paid to either 
of the parties named, he is to make oath in due 
form of law that he bas not been guilty of collu- 
sion with either of the other parties named, in any 
way whatever. : 

Mr. EVERETT. I wish to move-a farther 
amendment, in the second section, to strike out 
the words “or assignee,”’ in the provision direct- 
ing the payment of the amount.to the discoverer, 
or to his personal representatives or assignee. In 
the early stage of this discovery, when two of the 
| persons named; Dr; Morton and Dr. Jackson, 
| were in connection with each other as partners, 
i Dr. Jackson made an assignment of his interest 
in it to Dr. Morton, for a small consideration, 
| The state of things is now entirely changed; the 
relations of the parties to the subject and to each 
other are changed; and neither of them wishes to 
take any advantage, or to make any use of the as- 
signment; and at the joint suggestion and request 
of both of them, I am desirous that the bill shall 
be so amended as to strike out these -words, ‘in 


order that when a decision is made by. the Su- 
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preme Court, the benefit shall accrue to the indi- 
vidual who shall be adjudged to be the discoverer, | 
and that this old assignment, which was made in |! discovery; I move, therefore, to amend the bill by 
a very early stage of the history of the discovery, | inserting his name, 
and which does not apply at all to the existing; Mr. EVERETT. 
state of the case, shall not interfere with the de- || though there isa general clause which covers all 
cision which the court may make. I move the | the claimants. 
amendment at the request of both the parties prin- The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, 
cipally interested, and I hope there will be no || and the amendments were concurred in. 
objection to it. The PRESIDENT. The question is, ‘* Shall 

‘The amendment was agreed to. the bill be engrossed, and read a third time?”’ 

Mr. DAWSON. I regret that I failed this | Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I do not know 
morning to bring up some papers connected with |i much of the merits of the alleged discovery, but I 
this subject. 1 wish now to ask that the further |; cannot for my life see any earthly jurisdiction in 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- |, the Senate either to pass upon tts merits, or to 
morrow, in order that I may produce those pa- |, compensate the alleged discoverer. > 1 recollect a 
pers. Ihave in my possession a letter from Dr. || discussion which took place upon it heretofore, 
Jackson, and one from Dr. Long, of Athens, in when some gentlemen entertained different opin- 
the State of Georgia, on this subject. Dr. Long || ions from those which I entertain; but I should 
is a very young man, but hecommenced his prac- || regret that it should pass into a precedent, with- 
tice as early, I think, as the year 1843, and has, || out its appearing upon the record how the vote 
therefore, been over ten years in the profession. | Stood; I trust, therefore, that the Senate will 
‘The evidence which I have will, I think, establish || indulge me with the yeas and nays upon the 
the fact beyond controversy, that this young man || enzrossment of the bill. 
applied this discovery in the same form in which || The yeas and nays were ordered. 
it is said to have been applied by one of the three || Mr. BROWN. Since the yeasand nays are to 
individuals mentioned. I have forgotten his given | be called upon tbis proposition, and | am to be 
name, or 1 would propose toinsert itin the proper |! required to record my name, as I shall do, in favor 
place. 

Mr. EVERETT. It is provided for by the |; 
general provision allowing all persons to come in. | 

Mr. DAWSON. I know that, but I wish Dr. : 
Long to stand among the four named in the bill | 
as one of the individuals who, in all probability, | 
made the first discovery. Perhaps it would be suf- | 

+ ficient to put in “ Dr. Long, of Athens, Georgia.” | 

Mr. WALKER. [ will state to the Senator 
from Georgia that I heard of this gentleman, and 
procured of Mr. Hitiyer, of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, his name, and I thought I had it in 
my pocket, but I have lost it. The terms of the 
bill, however, are broad enough to embrace him. 

Mr. DAWSON. But 1 wish to have him dis- 
tinctly mentioned in both sections. I move, there- į 
fore, to insert the name of “ Dr. Long, of Athens, 
Georgia,” in every place in the bill, where the 
names of Dr. Jackson and Dr. Morton occur. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT. I desire either to make a simi- ; 
lar amendment, or to ask that the billshall be laid 
over until to-morrow. I have no doubt myself | 
that another gentleman than any of those who 
have been named, is the discoverer of this reme- 
dial agent, whatever it may be. I am satisfied 
that I can show to the Senate, beyond a doubt, 
that Doctor Samuel Guthrie, of New York, made 
this discovery as early as 1581. Fleis now dead, 
but his heirs are living; aud they have had a cor- 
respondence with me this winter on the subject. 
l have their letter, and the references which they 
make to authorities acknowledging him to be the 
discoverer; and this acknowledgment is from New | f 
England. lask then that “the heirs of Doctor || for many centuries. 


Samuel Guthrie, of New York,” shall be inserted || taken possession of it, and is using it without pay, 
in the proper place. without compensation, and without acknowledg- 


Mr. EVERETT. I have no objection ment to the patentee, its acknowledged discov- 
The amendment was agreed to. erer, I think we ought to pay for it. Ido not de- 


Mr. STUART. I wish to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts an amendment, which I; 
think ought to be appended to this bill, to carry ;j 
out its objects. The latter part provides, that if 
it shall appear that any of these persons claiming 
the discovery has a patent, and if the court shal 
decree the sum appropriated to belong to him, it 
shall not be paid to him until he surrenders his 
patent. It will be seen, therefore, that this bill 
proposes to try the validity of his patent; and, as 
a matter of course, if the court should determine | 
to pay this money to any other person, it would 
determine the question of priority of discovery— 
the very foundation of the patent. Hence, I sub- HOMESTEAD BILL. 


mit that the bill should further provide, that if the © On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate re- 
decree should be in favor of any other person than |, sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
1 ’ i ] 
the patentee, the patent should be thereby an- | sideration of the House bill to grant a home 


nulled. u rn ae Š : 
ees % | stead of one bundred and sixty acres of the pub! 
Mr. EVERETT. I have no objection to that. | lands to Seal settlers.” y Paaa 


Mr. STUART. Then I move to amend tbe, Mr WADE 

a ace _Mr. : no i 
bill by adding: E i | sixth section, by striking out after the word “ in- 

Provided, further, That if the decree shall be in favor of dividual”? to the word ‘and. >? The words pro- 
any party other than the one holding a patent for the said :i wa ey. wy Sap 
discovery. it shall be the duty of Me said court to decree posed to be stricken out are, “a resident of any 
further, that any patent so held by any party to the proceed- | 
ings shall be nul! and void. ii 


The amendment was agreed to. i 


SL Se E 
Mr. RUSK. It Ras just been suggested. 


word, why Ldoso. That the Government has 


authority of law, is established, as far as we can 
| establish it, by precedent; and | risk nothing in 
saying, that iu more than fifty cases has the Gov- 
ernment paid for the use of patents. We paid Mr. 
Colt, Dr. Maynard, of this city, and various 
| others, for the use of patents. There 
such cases, which I have not now in my mind, 
but which can be established by reference to the 
records. 

In this case, after a careful investigation of all 
the facts in reference to it, | state it to be true, 
that the Government has for years used this patent 


pence. 
your men-of-war, habitually during the Jate war 


Navy surgeons are located, this discovery has 


pretending to pay, in any manner, shape, or form, 
i anything to the patentee. That being true, I 
hold, that according to precedent, you are bound 
to pay, and by the facts of this particular case, 
| you are especially bound to compensate the pat- 
| entee for the use of his discovery. 

' That the importance of the discovery may be 
| known, as it stands in my mind, ł will simply re- 
t 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i mark that for more than two thousand years the 
world has been in search of this discovery. At 


t last it has been made. 


| ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time, resulted—yeas 24, nays 13; as follows: 


liverett, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, d 
| fowa, Jones of Tennessee, Pettit, Sebastian, 
! Shields, Sumner, Thompson of Kentreky. Thomson of 
New Jersey, Wade, Walker, Weller, and Wright—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atebison, Brodhead, Clay. Daw- 
son, Dodge of Wisconsin, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, 
: Mason, Rusk, Shdeil, and Stuart—13. 


of my amendment is to strike out the limitation 
which restricts the benefits of the bill to persons 


: that Dr. J. G. Dickinson claims to have made this | 


I have no objection to that, | 


of the passage of the bill, | wish to say, ina single | 


the right to pay for the use of patents, or for the — 
use of things which have been patented under the . 


are many |; 


without paying to the patentee one solitary six- ; 
in all your hospitals, on board of all; 


with Mexico, and wherever your Army and your | 


been used without the Government paying or | 


It is the most important | 
boon, (think, which has been given to mankind | 
When the Governinent has | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays on | 


YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Bright, Brown, Chase, Cooper, | 
ohnson, Jones of 
Seward, : 


The biji was then read a third time, and passed. : 


I move to amend the bill in the ; 


one of the States or Territories, and.” The object į 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
i 


t 
j 
H 
| 


| the advantages of this law. 


prevents its operating in favor of those who may 
come into the country after its passage. I can 
See no good reason for the distinction now made 
in the bill. 

Tam willing that foreigners who come into this 
country, and go on to the public lands and settle 
there and labor for five years, should then have 
I am willing, so far 
as I am concerned, that the law shall operate as 
an inducement for such persons to come here and 
settle our public Jands. The effect of the amend- 
ment will be barely to strike out this restriction, 
and to make the bill operate in favor of all foreign- 
ers who may come in hereafter, as well as those 
who arenow here. That isthe only object of the 
amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. Will not the effect of that 
amendment, in this connection, be to confine the 
benefits of the bill entirely to foreigners ? 

Mr. WADE, No, sir; the frst section provides 
for all who are now residents of the United States. 
They are provided for without this section, and 
this amendment will only strike out the limitation 
to which I have referred. Let the section be read 
as it will stand if amended, so as to ascertain 
whether I am right or not. 

The PRESIDENT. The section, if amended 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator from 
Ohio, read 


“Ifany individual now nota citizen of the United States, 
but at the tinie of making such application for the benefit 
of this act, shall have filed a declaration of intention as re- 
quired by the naturalization laws ofthe United States, and 
shall become a citizen of the same before the issuance of 
the patent, as made and provided for in this act, shall be 


S: 


| Placed upon an cqual footing with the native-born citizen 


ofthe United States.” 


Mr. ADAMS. I cannot, Mr. President, vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 
Since I have had the honor of a seat here, I have 
been very anxious for the passage of a bill to re- 
duce the price of the public lands. My own 
opinion is, that a proper graduation of the price 
of the public lands, so as to dispose of them at 
their intrinsic value, will be worth a great deal 
more to the, country than what is known as the 
homestead ,bill. I am opposed to the principle of 
this bill which, disguise it as you may, is at last 
but taxing one portion of the people for the ben- 
efit of another; taking money out of the pockets 
of aportion of the people, and placing itin the 
pockets of others by legislation, However merit- 
orious, and however deeply my sympathies may 
be excited in favor of the necessities of the poor, 
I consider this bill a violation of principle, a prin- 
ciple which I look upon as almost vitally import- 
ant to the legislation of this country. 

But, sir, the proposition of the Senator from 
Ohiois, that you shall not only tax one portion of 
the people for the benefit of another, but that you 
shall tax the native born and adopted citizens of 
this country for the benefit of foreigners; that you 
shall say, by this bill, to every man who may reside 
without the limits of the United States, if he will 
come here, that your citizens shall be taxed to the 
value of one hundred and sixty acres, and a bounty 
of that amount of land bestowed upon him. To 
that I am opposed. 

l have no hostility against foreigners. My friend 
from lowa, the other day, ona collateral issue, on 
a question which came before the Senate, remarked 
that 1 had deserted him, and those who act with 
him, on this bill. Sir, fam not conscious that I 
have ever favored the bill, or the principle of the 
bill; therefore, Iam nota deserter fromit. J think, 
if we will cast our eyes around us, we shail see 
that the time has passed when it is necessary to 
hold out inducements to individuals to emigrate to 
this country. My friend from Iowa said he hoped 
the time would never arrive when the people of 
this country would cease to remember with senti- 
ments of gratitude, the claims of the decendants of 
the Lafayettes and Montgomeries, and others who 
aided our fathers in the Revolution. I hope so too; 
but times have changed. The time has ceased, in 
my humble judgment, when we should continue 
to hold out other and different inducements to in- 
dividuals to immigrate and become citizens of this 
country, than are afforded by the character of our 
institutions. [ would not change the policy of 
this Government, and refuse to hold out induce- 
ments such as we have heretofore held out to for- 
eigners. I desire to see this country continue to be 
a home and an asylum for the oppressed of all 
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nations. I desire, whenever a foreigner sets his 
foot upon our soil, to-have. thrown -over-him the 
panoply of our free institutions, to protest: him: in 
is person, his property, in the pursuit.of happi- 
ness, and an unbounded liberty of conscience; and 
with that, from this day forth, I will stop. -To 
every man who has come here under. existing 
laws, I would: extend all the. rights: which our 
present laws promise him; and to every man who 
comes to this. country in the future, with therights 
L-have indicated, I would cease to offer more. 
Have -you not seen, sir, within the last few 
months, petitions. presented here and laid upon 
your table, remonstrating, in the name of foreigners, 
against the action of this body? Not content with 
that, have you not learned through the public 
newspapers, that a mob of foreigners, under the 
style of foreigners, assembled together, and hanged 
in. effigy an honorable member of this body ? 
Whatdoes that indicate? If the act indicates any- 
thing,,or has any significance, it is that, in the 
estimation of those men, the individual referred 
to, the chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
(Mr. Doveras,] ought to be hung by the neck until 
he is dead; and for what, sir? For doing his duty 
to the Constitution, to his oath, and to his country. 
Lask Senators, if they do not see indications in 
this of a combination in retaining the notions of 
the olden country, which shows that it is neces- 
sary, not that we should check it by legislation—I 
do not: propose that at the present time—but that we 
should cease to hold out any further inducements. 
What do we need of further immigration from 
other countries? We have a sufficient population 
to protect ourselves against all the world. We 
have a sufficient population to settle every portion 
of our country which itis necessary to settle, For 
the purpose of a free and happy Government, we 
havea sufficient population, and I think we should 
not adopt the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, and thereby tax native born and adopted cit- 
izens to purchase one hundred and sixty acres of 
land. for those who may think proper. to come here 
hereafter. My friend from Iowa, a few. days ago, 
manifested bis great anxiety for these foreigners. 
Well, sir, when I remembered. that that Senator, 
by ‘his speech and his vote here, had done the very 
same thing that the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories had done, I supposed that the hang- 
ing of the chairman in effigy, signified that they 
believed that my friend from Iowa, also ought to 
be hung for discharging his duty upon this floor 
fearlessly, impartially, and manfully, as healways 
does. Sir, when I saw what they had done, and 
the disgrace which they had attempted to heap 
upon that Senator, I thought he might well have 
used language which was used in olden times. A 
certain individual went to Absalom, who had 
usurped the throne of his father, and proposed to 
serve him. Absalom remembered the many favors 
which his father had conferred upon this individ- 
ual, and he turned to him, and in place of accept- 
ing cordially his proposed services, said: ‘Is this 
thy kindness to thy friend?” I think my friend 
from Iowa, when he was battling here for the 
-rights.of these foreigners, might well have turned 
ag:Absalom did, and. said, when they, by their 
conduct, declared to the world that he ought-to be 
hung for discharging his duty. here: ‘Is this thy 
kindness to thy friends?” 

Sir, the time has come, if: combinations are 
formed, if separate distinctions are kept up by 
those who think proper to adopt this as their coun- 
try, when we shouldat least cease to taxourown 
citizens for their. benefit. These circumstances 
may not weigh with others; with me they have 
theirinfluence. ButI am opposed to the bill upon 


principle. _You.may reduce the price of the land. 


aa low as you please, so as to restore to the Treas- 
_ ury the cost of it; but to tax one portion of the, 

people for the benefit of another, is a thing to 
which, to my knowledge, I have not consented ; 
nor will I ever consént:to such a proposition. 

Mr. President, [hope I will not be considered 
unkind. or unfriendly to foreigners. I showed my 
regard for them during the ‘present session, when 
they- were denounced in this body for alleged 
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mobs:in the Bedini affair. I was the first Senator 
to furnish an apology for what seemed to bè (fom 
the reports in the papers) a breach of the peace, 
and that hospitality to the stranger for which our 
countrymen are so justly distinguished. I-thought, 
and then said, in substance, that some allowance 
was to be made for those who had participated: in 
the meetings referred to; that they had. suffered 
from the oppressions of the Pope; that many of 
them had come from.a country where the name of 
the Pope’s Nuncio was synonymous with tyranny, 
the stake, and martyrdom for conscience sake; it 
was not, therefore, strange, when they heard that 
name in this country of unbounded liberty, that 
they should. have committed some excesses in 
manifesting their disapprobation of the part he was 
supposed to have taken in the oppressions of their 
countrymen. I repeat, sir, that | am not opposed 
to foreigners, but have briefly stated my opinions 
as to the true future policy of this Government. 

I will not consume the time of the Senate by 
going into details as to what will be the effect of 
this bill if it should becomea law. I will say, 
however, that T had. the honor of making a few 
remarks upon.a graduation bill, and upon: this 
subject, at the last. session of Congress. Since 
that time, I have mingled with my constituents, 
and conversed with them freely upon this subject, 
and I have found butone man in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, with whom I conversed, who did not 
express a preference for the graduation bill to the 
homestead bill. Forwhatreason? By the home- 
stead bill you give a man one hundred and sixty 
acres, upon condition that he will remain upon it 
five years. Men feel, and every freeman must 
feel, that you are making him a pauper upon this 
Government by doingso. Men would prefer pay- 
ing twelve and a half cents, twenty-five, or fifty 
cents an acre, according to the intrinsic value of 
the land, with the liberty of selling it when they 
think proper. They would greatly prefer that; 
and [ tell you that the man. does not understand 
the people, who supposes that they prefer having 
lands given them to their buying them, and giving 
for them their intrinsic value. 

I know that holding up all the lands at $1 25 
per acre, charging for poor and valueless lands the 
same price that you charge for the most valuable 
and rich lands, has created, and justly so, a pre- 
judice against the present system; but graduate the 
lands according to their value, and public opinion 
will be very different from what it is now. Isay 
that the people prefer paying a reasonable compen- 
sation for their land, and thus be independent free- 
men, feeling that they have purchased their own 
homes, and that they are not paupers upon the 
Federal Government, to having it given to them, 
and requiring them to remain upon it for five years; 
which is a sort of penance, a kind of penitentiary, 
that does not suit the genius of the people of this 
country at all. They prefer being free, having 
lands of their own, being at liberty to sell them 
whenever they please, and for whatever they may 
be able to obtain for them. I say, sir, that, accord- 
ing to my humble judgment, ninety-nine out of 
one hundred of the landholding States will greatly 
prefer a graduation system to this homestead bill, 
as it is called. 

Mr. President, I did not rise for the purpose of 
entering into anything like a general argument on 
this question; but as this homestead bill has cre- 
ated some interest in the country, and as] have 
heard, upon various occasions, its paternity 
claimed, I think it due to the dead, as I have the 
floor on this occasion, to say that the father of the 
principle of this bill was the late Felix G. McCon- 
nell. My friend from Indiana {Mr. Pertir] will 
remember, that when we were in the House of 
Representatives, the first that was ever heard of 
such a bill in the Congress of the United States, 
so far as I know, was on the proposition of Gen- 
eral McConnell. He offered it upon every. occa- 
sion, in-season and out ofseason. His amendment 
was this, “ that one hundred and sixty acres of the 
public domain is hereby appropriated to-every head 
of a family, man, maid, and widow’? He: was 
the father of the bill, so far-as I know; and if 


i| posed—no class legislation:in favor of Toreig: 


creditis due to any one, 
I do not know that T sh he 
fact, but still,as{ have tieard:oth 
authors of it;-T thought L would 
do'not think that’ the bihis 
that any credit will result toa 

“Mr. ‘THOMPSON, ‘of Kentuck 
section of the bill grants to ‘every: 
citizen of the United States, or who shall 
become a citizen of the United Stat 
head of a: family, or twenty-one years 
hundred and sixty acres of ‘and; 
for it, after five years’ residence’ an 
The sixth section. authorizes’ any 
State or Territory, who is not now a citi 
United States, also to make a like applicati 
take one hundred and sixty acres. TA undef 
the: amendment ‘proposed by ‘the Sénato 
Ohio, it. is, that hereafter citizenship shal 
prerequisite to the making ofthe claims n 
residence in a State or Territory be apre 
but that, on the actual filing of a declara 
foreigner from any.portion of the world 
comes: here, of his intention to:be 


live five years on it. Now, in reference t the 
amendment as well as to the bill, I desire, al+ 
though I am not prepared as. Iwished'to be, 16 
say some few things. : R 

A few days since, at the other end of this 
itol, when it was proposed to donate to the dif 
ent States land for the purpose of taking’car 
the needy citizens of this: country,’ whos: b 
visitation of Heaven are insane, and are ini 
of taking care of themselves, it was reporte 
adversely, as being against: the Constitut 
United States, When it was proposed 
own citizens, the insane, the pauper, aù 
cessitoffs, who need ‘this aid, should “ha 
grant made for their benefit, we were told: 
could not be done under the Constitution 
United States. Such a donation, to Statés.fo 
purpose of taking ċare of the insane, we were'tol 
was unconstitutional; but now the Senator fi 
Ohio. offers a proposition which, if it beado} 
and. carried into effect, will enable. us to gi 
every criminal, every fugitive‘from justice ever’ 
vagabond, and: every. pauper: from. Europ 
from every portion of the world, who land , 
shores, that which'we deny to our own citizens: 
who, under the visitation of God, need it, of whonv: 
we ought to take care, and to whom we are bound 
by ties different from any which unite us to- for- 
eigners. : i 

Mr. President, I had intended, when I heard this 
measure spoken of as one of justice and proprietys: 
to move its commitment to the Committee’on: the: 
Judiciary, that they might lick it into shape before: 
we were compelled to vote upon it; forsin ita opera 
tion, it should be equal, equitable, right, and-jus' 
There should be no class legislation asig howp 


In our legislation we should begin with our own’ 
people at home. -But if you give land.to:theland> 
less, why not.amend. the bill, and give money: to 
the maneyless? One man needs, land, but another: 
needs money. Amend the bill then; and give $200 
to each of those who are-out of change; to those: 
who need money. . And in addition, Mr. Presi~: 
dent, make some-provision for. mechanics, profes- 
sional men, merchants; in short for that large class: 
of people who.are not agriculturists. « If 1t-is"in-: 
tended as a donation, asa bonus, equity and jus+. 
tice require that you should likewise give to other: 
vocations and professions, to artisans, mechanies,: 
and merchants, the bonus, the donation, the. lar- 
gess; the pauper’s gift, or whatever you choose tos 
denominate it. As in the one-case you give land 
in the other you should give money, and m 
no such discrimination as is proposed by 
Let there be equality. «If you claim that 


the Constitution of the United States, 
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rules and regulations in reference to the-territory 
of.the Union, doing no injustice to the respective 
States, you have a right so to donate the lands, 
donate them with no invidious discrimination; 
make no unequal distinction; donate to those who | 
are fot able to. bear the toil, and burden, and 
hardships of frontier life—your old men, your 
cripples, your widows, your workmen, your me- 
chanics, and people of that description, outside of 
agricultural interests—in money, what you donate 
in land to those who are agriculturists. 

„Mr. President, I have said that 1 thought this 
bill should be committed to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary; 1 think it should go there for several | 
reasons. I have heard it said that so far as the 
public domain is concerned, at least so much of it 
as we owned anterior to the Mexican war, we had 
pledged it for money to prosecute that war. lask, 
then, as a legal question, can you take this prop- 
erty, which ig thus under mortgage and lien, and 
giveitaway? I ask, too, asa question of morals, 
whether you should give it away when itis bound 
and pledged for the payment of your debts? Are 
you to neglect this private claim, and say now to 
strangers, and foreigners, to aliens in blood and in | 
language, that they may have it? Ought it not to 
be held as a sacred treasure to redeem your plighted 
honor, to pay the debt which you incurred in the 
prosecution of that war? 

But further, Mr. President, this bill is offering 

a bonus and a premium to those men in Europe, 
who are unwilling to remain there, under the haz- 
ards of the approaching war, to emigrate to this 
country. Jt tells those men, who, because they 
do not wish to stand by their king or county, or | 
who, from want of patriotism, or from a deep 
feeling of cowardice, will not stay there to fight | 
for republican interests, and stand by their own 
country, “if you becomerenegades from yourcoun- 
try, in trying to escape the dangers of war which 
threaten there, and if you will flee to the United 
States, and make a declaration of intention, we 
will set you up with a nice little farm of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land. You can settle on 
it, and live there, whether you left your country 
for your country’s good, or escaped from it be- 
cause you happened to be a liberal, although un- 
willing to fight for liberal institutions.” Are you, 
sir, to offer them this bonus? And what else do 
you hold out? Why, you tell all your own citi- | 
zens, your lazy, trifling men, that bave never 
made $200, and would not work for it, fellows of 
a bad stock, whose ancestors were as lazy and 
improvident as themselves—a bad breed in the | 
beginning-—“ we will shield you with a sort of 
bankrupt law; we will give you, you trifling lazy 
pauper rascals, if you will go out there, one huan- 
dred and sixty acres of land, and neither consta- 
ble nor -sheriff shall take it for debt; you are of | 
no account, you may keep it, you shall be bank- 
rupts as to all previous debts.” [Laughter.] And 
that, sir, you offer as a premium to loaferism and 
laziness; and a nice set you will have when you 

et them there, with vagabonds and vagrants from 
Europe, to build up a new State, and a new com- 
munity, i 

But, Mr. President, if you intend to give one | 
hundred and sixty acres of land to men of this |! 

description, Fask you if it will not be an act of A 
great injustice to all who have bought public lands |; 
heretofore; and ought not the Judiciary Commit- | 
tee to introduce a provision to pay back to all | 
those fromgwhom you have wrung $1 25 per acre } 
for the land’ which they have purchased? Ought; 
you not to refund what they have paid? They | 
were our own hardy pioneers, kith and kin to us, ! 


|| judgment or sense, that it is to be all drifted off to 


bone of our bone, our brethren, hardy men, and 
Indian fighters. They have paid for their, land, | 
and whipped out the Indians; they have possession | 
of the country; but if you are going to send out to 
these lands all the offscourings of foreign countries, 
in the name of justice and common sense, pay back ‘i 
to ail the men who have bought publie lands their 
$1 25 an acre, with interest upon it. Itis a just 
claim, and those men are worthy of it. Intro- 
duce such a provision, and we shall very soon 
sweep away the twenty odd million of dollars : 
which are now in the Treasury. But, asa matter - 
of justice, if you pass this bill, do it. 

This bill proposes a radical change in our sys- 
tem of public lands. Nothing of the kind has 
ever been sanctioned under the action of the Gov- 
ernment, It isa premature, radical, revolutionary 
proposition to waste away the public inheritance, 


j 


| 


i 
i 


| to pass the bill as if they thought the Senate would 
il have steadiness and sense enough to reject it. 


| bill; they voted for the graduation bill; still, they 
; are going on, voting for railroad bills as if nothing 


and give it to ragamuffins coming fromall parts of 
creation, [laughter,] congregating here as buz- 
zards déaround the carcass to eat it up. Such 
is the proposition which we have before us. 

i ask you, sir, has any President ever recom- 
mended such a thing? Has the present President 
of the United States recommended it? Did Presi- 
dent Polk recommend it? Did President Taylor 
recommend it? Notatall. Did Jackson or Jef- 
fersonrecommend it? Did Washington or Adams? 
Take them, Federalists or Republicans, Whigs or 
Democrats, where is the President of the United 
States, who has ever recommended such a policy, 
or has ever given his name to such a proposition 
for the public plunder, and dissipation of the public 
treasure? Has any President ever had the au- 
dacity or fortitude to come to the American peo- 
ple, and recommend such a disposition of this rich 
inheritance, which we have had bequeathed tous, 
which we have looked to as a home and a home- 
stead for our children, and our children’s children 
—not for strangers, but for us and for our families? 
Has any President, of any party, of any stripe, 
of any faith, ever recommended it? However 
weak in power, however abandoned by his party, 
however abused, has any man ever done it? No, 
sir, no man ever thought of it, no man ever 
alluded to it. Why, sir, General Jackson, I be- 
lieve, in his message of 1829, thought that, under 
the articles of cession, the land rather belonged to 
the States, and ought to go that way. It is true 
that he afterwards strangled the land proceeds dis- 
tribution bill, when he found that the child was to 
be called after Henry Clay, and named as one of 
his brood and generation. But (rom Jackson down 
to the present period, has any Administration ever 
put its credit and character upon the recommenda- 
tion ofa plan of this sort? No, sir. 

Mr. President, in reference to this subject, E will 
ask gentlemen if it would not be tolerably pradent, 
considering the way in which we stand about 
matters of this sort, to take it a little more delib- 
erately, and alittle more considerately? We know 
that at this time there is over the continent of 
Europe an impending struggle and contention, the 
like of which perhaps has not transpired before in 
the times of civilization. We want this land fund, 
We want it as a matter of finance; we want it as | 
a fund to build up a navy; we need it for our own | 
purposes; we need it for our own people; and just 
at this juncture, and at this time, up comes a prop- 
osition that to every man who is twenty-one years 
of age, married or unmarried, to every foreigner 
now resident in any State or Territory, and to 
every foreigner who will congregate on our shores 
from the difficulties of Europe, we shall give this 
land, instead of holding it asa fund to protect our- 
selves, to build up a navy, establish an army, und 
use it in time of need for war purposes. You are 
told that with a profusion, and with a profligacy, 
and without reference to economy or a prudent 


that population which is coming from the troubles 
of Europe to our shores, 

The bill, Mr. President, is to me singular in 
many of its aspects; and I hope I shall not be 
out of order in alluding to the action of the other 


about the Pacific railroad; and, in fact, I admire 
his enthusiasm upon that subject, however rauch 
I think that it is a wild and Utopian project; how- 
ever much I reflect that in making it you will have 
to carry it through deserts, where there is neither 
wood nor water, and over mountains and snows, 
many feet deep, over a vast continent; however 
impracticable} may think it, and although I think 
that it will cost the Union, if it is ever made, as 
much as it cost Napoleon to march his grand army 


| to Moscow; still, if, in the prospect of things, we 


are to have the Pacific railroad, and if, by the 
mere extension of territory, we are becoming as 
weak as a rope of sand; if, as is said by the poet, 


| Roma ruit suis viribus; if, by the mere extension 


of territory, we are becoming like a ricketty hogs- 
head, which must be bound together; and if we 
need this Pacific railroad to bind us together, for 
the Lord’s sake keep this land. Do not touch the 
people of South Carolina, of Kentucky, and other 
portions of the country, to get the means to build 
it. If you are to have these emigrants, catch them 
as you catch the Irish and Germans, and keep 
them at work until they make the road te the Pa~ 
cific; but give them land and no money. That is 
my opinion about it. A nice chance you have to 
build a road there; it will cost the Lord knows how 
many millions of dollars, for I would be afraid to 
calculate it. But if you are ever to have a road, 
do not give away the only fund upon which you 
can rely for the making of it; and if you bring 
these emigrants in, let them work for what they get; 
do not make them a present of it. [Laughter.] 

I suppose, Mr. President, that according to the 
notion of progress, and the bellicose propensity of 
our people, we must acquire territory—for a fuss 
they will eternally and everlastingly have. You 
can hardly keep old-fashioned W higs now in the 
traces, for they want to annex Canada, and get 
another State or two from Mexico; war, or some 
little fight, they must have; for the whole Union, 
in reference to that, seems to be like Simon Wild- 
fire; if they do not have a fight they would spoil 
about the breast and shoulders merely for the 
want of it. (Laughter.] But, sir, if you are to 
go on in acquisition, keep the territory to pension 
the old soldiers with, as you have done heretofore. 
Go with my friend from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Evans,] and pay off the claims which you owe to 
the old revolutionary fathers and their descend- 
ants; pay off what you owe to the men who 
fought in the war of 1812; pay those who fought 
in Mexico, and keep a little back for future fight- 
ing. Do not dispose of it all in the way you now 
propose; we shall want it, because—I suppose it 
is a sort of North American sentiment—there is 
no people in the world who respond to the call of 
liberty as readily as ours do. Send a fellow to 
Texas and Mexico to fight, but keep a little land 
to let him know that when he has done fighting 
he will have a home to come to. Do not give it 
al} to foreign adventurers who come here merely 
as criminals or from cowardice. Do not give it to 
those who come here on such accounts; not be- 
cause they love America, but because they can 
| here impose upon American hospitality and gen- 
| erosity. 


House. They passed this bill a short time ago, | 
giving away, so far as it will be settled, the whole 
of the public domain to the first occupant, or the 
first comer, whoever he may be. Since that time 
they have passed a bill graduating the price of the 
public lands. It looks to me as if there was asort 
of demagoguery over the land, and that the Fouse, 
in reference to this subject, was acting thus be- 
cause, when the next August election comesround, 


whisky boys of the country when they wish to | 
be returned to Congress, [Laughter.] They seem į 


{Laughter.] They pass this bill, and then one for 
graduating the price of the public lands, and then 


! A 
| the bill generally. 
i! ions. 
they do not want to make any explanation to the |) 


ii of all the States. 


| Ihave not had an opportunity to prepare the 
t 


‘| statistics which I should like to have before me 


i in reference to this bill, and 1 therefore cannot go 
| at length into itnow. Butif some older and abler 


| 
| 

j| Senator does not argue it before the discussion on 
i 


iit terminates, [I will prepare myself to make a 
; speech in reference to this amendment, and about 
I wish to deliver my own opin- 
What is now proposed?) They say, for 
instance, to the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
comes from one of the old States of this Union, 
Weare going to give this land all away. Itis 
true, under the cessions that were made by the 
original thirteen States, it was held for the benefit 
I will not now go into a dis- 
i cussion of the questions about tenancy in common, 


bills for railroad purposes; and they are proceed- 
ing as if the whole of it was a solemn farce, with į 
the hope that no explanation was to be made in | 
reference to itat all. [hope that we shall not į 
disappoint them. They voted for the homestead | 


| 
had ever happened in any shape whatever in the | 
world. (Laughter.] | 
1 do not see in his seat now the Senator from 
Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] who has such intense anxiety | 


ior joint tenancy; but Task the Senator from the 

State of Massachusetts, knowing the effect of this 
| pauper population as you have it now crowded in 
the poor-houses and in the lazar-houses of every 
: description in Massachusetts, when they tell you tt 
i is true that the old thirteen fellows fought through 
‘the revolutionary war, and are entitled to this 
land, and own it, and although we have a sort of 
| half-way, lively recollection of Concord, and Lex- 
ington, and Bunker Hill, where your fathers 
i fought for the land, still, we will give it to these 
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foreigners, will you, I ask the Senator, agree to 


it?’ Although there are a few things in refererice 
to niggers, and other matters, and various Yankee 
and Puritan notions that do not. exactly come up 
to our notions down South, still we have a lin- 
gering affection, and are willing to do your State 
of Massachusetts justice. Out of the granite and 
ice you make fortunes; with your invention and 
education you are progressing in the world; and 
you stand, a noble Puritan population, obstinate 
and perverse though you may have been with the 
English Government before. you landed here, and 
againat it afterwards, and pretty generally against 
your own Government—(laughter]—still, in ref- 
erence to a matter of equity and justice, I will 
ask you what you will say when a man turns 
round and tells you that the old States of Massa- 


chusetts and Connecticut are not to get any of this | 


land; that he wants to take it from you, and that 
you shall not have it, either for schools, or insane, 
or paupers, or for anything else; that it shall be 
snatched away from you, and given to some Hes- 
sian that butchered your ancestors in the revolu- 
tionary war; that it shall be given to some man 
who then was in the army of our enemies; that 
it shall be handed over to some German, with his 
broad figure, which it would take three genera- 
tions to lick into the shape of an American gen- 
tleman? [Laughter.] A nice proposition, that 
is; and yet that is the proposition made by the 
Senator from Ohio. The old thirteen Sites are 
to get nothing. Whatever we may claim, we are 
to have nothing. ‘The Senator’s proposition not 
only comes up to that, but it turns round and 
says, in reference to Nebraska and the Missouri 
„compromise, to southern Senators, not only are 
the old thirteen States to be deprived of their 
rights, but we will let these Irish, and Dutch, and 
anybody you please—I do not speak in dis- 
respectful terms—come into the territory, and, if 
you want to go anywhere from Virginia, or Louis- 
iana, or Texas, you must stand back and let 
them take theland. Isthere a southern man, who 
has a regard for his constituency, or the interest 
of the section which he represents, who intends— 
as he knows it is a foregone conclusion that this 
is all to be free-soil territory—to let them take it, 
and let them snatch it away from them, and say 
that men from the South are not to go into it, bė- 
cause they are tainted with a nigger? Are we to 
be told that we must stand back, and let strangers, 
and alieng in blood, in feeling, and language, have 
it? But I do not know what southern Senators, 
or Senators from the old States, may think in 
reference to this sort of thing, because they have 
got recently to arguing about matters in sucha 
way that a man scarcely knows, unless he exam- 
ines closely, what they really design. 

The Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Perrir,] for 
whom | entertain a very high regard, yesterday 
said, that this bill approved itself to his heart and 
his head. I can easily see how, he being a liberal 
man, such a thing would approve itself to his 
heart. He isa man of large head, a man of a 
great deal of faculty; but I rather think that his 
heart has got the better of his judgment in this 
case. In support ofthe proposition, he set out to 
prove, historically, that this was a right policy. 
He alluded, I believe, to the Assyrians, and the 
Jews, and the Spartans, and he came down to the 
Gracchi, but being a Democrat, in this age of prog- 
ress, he never could cite an instance that had oc- 
curred this side the discovery of America, or since 
the birth of our Saviour. [Laughter.] In talking 
about this liberality, I want ‘you just to look at the 

- question, and ask yourselves how this territory 
stands; for it is well enough to look to it in that 
way. When the territory, under the oppression of 
a system which will restrict slavery from going 
there, conies to be settled, how will it stand, and 
how do we stand? We stand as a powerful and 
a great nation. J know—at least there are news- 
paper rumors, and I suppose I may speak legiti- 
mately of newspaper rumors—we propose to buy 
an immense territory in addition to our present 
territory. For what do you buy that territory? 
Are you to pay $5,000,000 or ¢20,000,000, and 
as soon as you getit are you to give it away? 
Are you to adopt such a policy in the disposition 
of the Jands which you obtain, I may say, by 
violent solicitation; that is to say, by whipping 
and flogging the Indians, by browbeating the 
Mexicans, until you whip them into a peace, and 


asa salvo to the conscience, get what territory |i size or account again. 


| 
| 


! no Presidentof the United States has ever recom- | 


| ress of its discussion, | shall go into it more | 


youcan? Are you, not only in reference to the 
poor red man, who is fading away before the 
face of the white man as the snow melts before 
the face of the sun, but in reference to the neigh- 
boring Republic, are you, by bullying and brow- 
beating, to obtain territory, and when you have! 
obtained it, are you to turn round and say that you | 
will give it to these foreigners and emigrants, who 
come here, and to lazy fellows and loafers, in our 
midst? I ask, in the name of common sense, is 
that what the Governmentis todo; and then, after 
the General Government has done that, and you 
come to make a distribution of the spoils, is one 
half of the nation to turn round and say to the 
other half, you smell of the nigger, and you shall 
not have any of ‘the land; we will give it to the | 
foreigners, and you shall not take a particle? And | 
then, as to the old States and land States, although | 


mended this, we will rob you of it, and give it to 
the foreigners, and then we will get up a German 
interest, having its center at Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville, and other places over the Union; and although 
you boast of being Anglo-Saxons, you shall be 
like that other Anglo-Saxon race, which has been 
for centuries ruled by half crazy Dutch Princes 
and Queens. We will have the same influence 
over you, with your Saxon infldence and Saxon | 
blood. We will build up a foreign power that 
shall control the whole American people. This 
we will do in the name of generosity and liberality, | 
and in the name of our modern Democracy. This 
is -what is to be done by a radical change in our 
policy. 

l have some other things to say in regard to this 
bill; and probably, if I get a chance in the prog- | 


fully; for I am not prepared to speak to-day upon 
some points to which Paeis to address myself. 
lt seems to me, since I have had the honor to 
come to the national councils, whether in this or | 
the other House of Congress, the public lands 
have been bandied about eternally as a bribe in 
the shape of cession and retrocession, inthe shape | 
of graduation and of distribution, and of every 
imaginable project. Thus ambitious men act with 
them, instead of standing up as the guardians of 
the public domain and public treasury, doing what 
they ought to do. Millions upon millions of acres 
of lands have gone for railroads and canals in the 
way of grants of alternate sections and swamp 
lands; and the advocacy of such appropriations 
has eternally been predicated upon the ambition 
of some presidential aspirant. It is useless to 
discuss it. It is useless to talk about it. If there 
had been a provision in the Constitution of the 
United States that men standing on this floor, or 
on the floor of the other House, should be forever 
debarred thereafter from looking to. the other end 
of the avenue, such propositions would never 
have been made. Members of Congress would 
have husbanded the lands as old fellows take care 
of their lands as their sons and daughters grow | 
up, for the purpose of giving the young fellows a | 
home, and a place to emigrate to. Thus, instead | 
of looking to the other end of the avenue, and 
making such propositions, they would have held į 
on to these lands as an inheritance to our children, 
and our children’s children, for ages to come. I 
do not know, sir, of any man in this body who 
looks to anything of that sort, [laughter;] but one | 
thing I will say, I have scarcely ever seen a public 
man in this country who had once turned his} 
eyes upon the purple, and gazed intently at the 
White House, that ever afterwards seemed to be 
fully a sane man. [Laughter.] His head reels 
as if he had the vertigo, and he puts up at auction 
whatever he thinks, if once defeated, would help 
him for the Presidency at a succeeding election; 
and that is the way in which the public domain 
has been controlled. Say what you will about it, 
all men feel it and know it. i 

Mr. President, I do not know that I exactly | 
concur with him who said some years ago, in com- 
menting upon this matter, that we never would | 
have a first-rate man again as President; for, he | 
said, that understrappers and understrikers would | 
never let a man of prominent ability attain to the | 
position; that no such man could ever come to the 
presidency of the nation, because the understrap- |! 
pers and seekers for office would be eternally for 
catching a man whom they could. control. He 
thought we never would have a President of an 
So far as that is concerned, 


the first thing that yo t 
pirants do—I am sorry to say i 
party, or men—is to start out a demagoging; |. 
sir, ke draws himself up; he e notan Aman A 
at all; his father was an. Irishman, and- his mothe! 
a Dutchman. [Laughter]. Thatis:the beginning 
of it. Then, though he has no respect for rel 
no regard for things of that sort, suppu 
self in his peculiar views to be in, the 
and though he may be. an infidel, and hat 
ligion, the next thing we hear he is mak 
sign of the cross; and muttering. all sort o 
sible jargon over the country, to catch Catholics; 
[lasghter,] and then, sir, to, top off. the thing, he 
offers all this land to these men, just as the wicked. 
one of old offered to our Saviour the kingdoms of 
the world, if he would fall down and “Worship 
him, when the old scoundrel had not, an. inch of 
terra firma in all creation to put. his foot upon. 
{Great laughter.] ae ae 

Why, sir, every man understands this measure 
and knows what it means. It is the most hollow, 
perfidious, deceptive, cajoling thing in the world, 
It proposes to give our public land to these, 
people, when it is pledged for-the payment of: the 
debt incurred by the Mexican war, and belongs 
to the States equally. It. does not belong: to: 
politicians; but still some of them propose this. 
largess or bribe, for such it is, and say,“ Come in, 
all ye Dutch and Irish.” ; Perhaps they may. 
expect, in return} to hear: “ We will make you 
Presidents.” ; Be evr 

Now, sir, I wish gentlemen. to understand that 
Tam nota Native American, in the political. 
sense in which that word is used. I havea pro- 
found respect for the original policy which, was 
inaugurated or installed at the origin of this Goy- 
ernment in relation to foreigners. I believe that 
we now commonly use regal and imperial terms 
when speaking of a matter of policy; everything 
now-a-days, whether a principle or a measure, is 
‘< installed”? or “ inaugurated.” Isay, therefore 
that I have a very great reverence for the original 
policy installed or inaugurated by the founders of 
our Government in relation to foreigners.. I have 
no objection to allowing.a foreigner to come heres, 
I would extend to him the right hand of friend- 
ship; I would allow him to become a citizen, and, 
after sufficient residence, be eligible to office, . 1 
wouldgencourage him and take. him into . the 
body-politic. Sir, if I had any doubt. about: 
the propriety of this policy, it would be re- 
moved by the appearance here of my honorable 
friend from Minois, (Mr. Surexys,] from the land 
of Emmett and other patriots—a land which shag 
been crushed down by tyranny for a thousand 
years. It does good to the heart of a philanthro= 
pist and patriot to see a man of. his. integrity and 
character come here. But, sir, T adhere to. the 
motto, Festina lente—do not hasten onwards too, 
fast, There is a gentleman: from Louisiana here, 
who, I suppose, may be considered as of the tribe 
of Benjamin. When one thinks of these men, he 
is apt to inquire, in the language of the poet: 


t Where shatl Israel lay her bleeding feet ? 


Where shall she find a resting-place ?? # 


We are proud to answer that, under the folds of 
the stars and stripes, she shall find protection and, 

succor; and to her children, as to others, shall be: 
extended the rights of citizenship. Thus far Tam 

willing to go; but I cannot agree that now, when. 
there is about to be a great struggle in Rurope, we. 
shall invite men from the purlieus and. faubourgs 

of Paris, from the outskirts and brothels of Lon- 
don, and from the civil and revolutionary, wars of. 
Italy and Hungary. I cannot consent that, upon 

a mere declaration of intention, each of them shall. 

have a right to one hundred and sixty acres of 
our public land. Suppose such. fellows should 

come here in large numbers, and go out to that 

land of flowers—-Nebraska—a country beyond. 
the State in which you live, Mr. President, and 
oneof us should go there. Ifwe went, we should 
find ita perfect Babel of confusion, where. un- 
known and innumerable tongues were spoken. If 
a man of the Anglo-Saxon race should go among 
them, and they should find that he had not been 
in a riot anywhere in Italy, that he had not been 
compelled to run away from France, but. that he. 
was a peaceable American, they would probably 
say to him, “ How did you come. here, sir? Who 
did you murder in Tennessee, or in. Kentucky, for 
which you ran away? Who did you swindle in 
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New York, or what did you steal in Ohio, that 
you have come out here into this Babel of confu- 
sion?” Sir, are these the people whom we should 
build up into a State in that far-off region, out of 
the ruined fortunes, the ransacked homes, and the |: 
broken hearts of the red men of theforest? Is this 
your philanthropy? I fear this is exactly what it 
will result in. 

Mr. President, I have intimated that there may 
be some designs for the Presidency connected with 
this bill. Of course I would not intimate that any 
gentleman here thus seeks the Presidency. If any 
should, E would ask them to look at the last few 
instances which have happened, and, I think, they 
will find that they need not go out to the people 
on any great public measure in order to reach that 
station. For example, we had Mr, Powx, a very 
clever man, who is now dead. He reached the 
Presidency accidentally. I will say nothing fur- 
ther of him; for de mortuis nil nisi bonum. Presi- 
dent Taylor next reached that station. He was 
a good soldier, a fine citizen, and a tolerable Pres- 
ident. 

A Senator. Fle did not know much. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. THOMPSON. Not over much. [Re- 
newed laughter.]} Then Mr. Pierce got there. I 
know he is busy now. Ido not mean to strike 
at him, because at: this time I know, and the 
Presiding Officer of this body knows, that the 
greatest of his troubles is to dgcide a question, 
upon which I suppose he is very religiously and 
anxiously exercised; that is, in reference to the 
distribution of the spoils and plunder. He is en- |} 
gaged in deciding whether a fellow who came on 
the last platform, but who was wrong on the Buf- 
fala platform, is or is not entitled to consideration 
in the distribution of offices; and the most politico- |i 
religious question which I have ever known, in j; 
my day, is the grave question now before the Ad- || 
ministration of this country, whether the prodigal || 
son came home before he was hungry, or, being |} 
half lean, came home because the old man hada |! 
good fat calf. (Laughter.} ‘That is the grave ; 
question which they are considering at this time. 

Well, sir, from these illustrations I would say 
to men of this description that they should take 
the thing very quietly; for, sir, no gentleman in 
the country is safe now. He does not know what 
day he may be snatched upand made a President 
before he thinks about it. I would say to Bentle- 
men, therefore, that they had better avoid origin- 
ating grent measures which are wrong in them- 
selves, but should stand by quietly, and some- 
body may be kind enough to invite them out for 
the Presidency one of these days. [Langhter.] 

Mr, President, there is another consideration 
connected with this matter. I will not say any- 
thing abaut progressand young America, for some 
one might wish to contravene it; but 1 say that |} 
ourclimate, and the character of our soil and popu- 
lation, haveengendered and inflamed in our people 
a wild, progressive, rabid notion. | do not know 
whether it is socialism from France, or whether 
itis Kossuthism from Hungary and Italy; but I 
say that, from the infusion of foreign material, or 
from thesidiosyncracies of our own people, they 
have become so inflamed and so restive of power 
that if they were so concentrated in this country, | 
and could make a revolution here as in France or |} 
in England, by getting possession of the capital, | 
our inflammable, revolutionary, discontented, dis- || 
satisfied people would go far beyond fillibusterism || 
or anything of that sort, and would strike for the |; 
overthrow of the Government itself. It is a bless- |, 
ing that they are not so concentrated. Task you, 
then, sir, for the sake of the safety and the per- 
petuity of this Union, to keep our public domain, 
not for foreigners, but asa safety-valve, asa means 
of escape to let off the wild, unrestrained spirits 
whom we have amongst us; to keep it as a place i 
where, among Indians and buffaloes, and in the || 
deep recesses of the mountains, and in reckless ‘| 
and perilous adventures, such men, intolerant of |! 

| 
i 
t 
if 


i 


go out and waste away that spirit which, if 
cramped up in a capital that controlled a nation, 
would subvert the institutions of the country. 
That, sir, with me is a grave consideration. | 
Sir, I trust that some older member of the bod 
will give the Senate the statisties in regard to the 
value of our pablic domain. [am diffident to do |: 
so, because Lam always averse to speaking. Ih 
trespass but seldom upon the attention of the | 


society, averse to toil, and opposed to labor, may |! 


i 
Í 
| 


: obvious. 


| Senate, and when I do so, it is only when I think 


duty requires it of me. I have ventured now to 
speak upon this subject, because I think deep in- 


| justice will be done to the old States by depriving 


them of their just share of the public domain. 1 


| believe further, that this measure will be injurious 


to the southern States. They do not want to 
have foreigners around their plantations, corrupt- 
ing the people, injuring their children, and ex- 
cluding them from a fair participation in the ben- 
efits of the common territory of the Union. 

But, Mr. President, above all things, when you 
are about to vote this gratuity, remember the eter- 
nal principles of justice. Millions and millions 
of dollars have been paid by treaty in Indian an- 
nuities, and in extinguishing Indian titles; vast 


| amounts of blood and treasure have been expended 


for the acquisition of our public domain. For the 
payment of the money thusspent you have taxed 


| South Carolina and Maine, Massachusetts and 


Pennsylvania, and all the other old States. Now, 


' after the enormous expenditure at which these 


lands have been bought, it is proposed to give 
them to Hessians, and wild men from all parts of 
Europe! How will the people of the old States 
like it? Recollect, this bill will cut like a two- 
edged sword; it will depreciate the value of land 
in the old States, and at the same time it will 
diminish their population. The reason for this is 
People will not buy land in the old 
States when they can get beiter elsewhere for 
nothing. In this way, the men, by whose blood 
and treasure the public territory was acquired, will 
have it snatched from them; and that, too, not by 


| receiving in return its original cost, but it will be 
a 


followed by a great depreciation of the value of 


| their property, and a diminution of their business 


and population, 
There are some other matters to which I donat 
now wish to allude, but to which I may probab] 


| refer before the bill shall be finally disposed of, if 


{ get an opportunity. In regard to the policy of 
it, Lam almost constrained to say that, rather than 
see located on the western borders of Missouri a 
people aliens and strangers to us in blood, aliens 
and strangers to us in language, as confused in 
language as were those who were endeavoring to 
build the tower of Babel; people who do not love 


| us, people of a bad stock, (for the vagabond, the 
pauper, and the refugee from Europe, or from our 
| old States, are those who are to receive this gra- 
| tuity;) rather than see such a confusion of tongues, 


such a ring-streaked and speckled set put up in 
our far off territory, as a sort of imperium in im- 
perio to hold the balance of power and control this 
Union, | would wish it destroyed like Sodom and 
Gomorrah, and lost to the Union forever; for we 
bad better have no public land than have such 
neighbors. 

Again; when the Senate come to consider this 


! question, | wish them to bear in mind that there 
are now great troubles in Europe, and that, accord- 
| ing to recent calculations, it would cost from 


$500,000,000 to $1,000,000,000, to make our navy 
equal to that of Great Britain, to say nothing of 
the navy of France. Suppose three or four bel- 
ligerent Powers of Europe should unite to send a 
fleet against us; they could bombard and burn 


! down New York, come up the Chesapeake and 


Potomac, and take this Federal City, lie off in the 
Chesapeake Bay destroying property, blockade 
California, and cut us off from all communication 
with her, except by the tedious overland route, 


: and not feel the absence of that portion of their 


navy which would be required for these objects. 
In this perilous, in this helpless condition, look- 


| ing to these emergencies, knowing the need of our 


naval and commercial marme in a proper situation 
for defense; knowing the importance and value of 


; the property which we have afloat upon the ocean, 


for the protection of which our navy is necessary; 
Task you, in a time of peace, if we ought not to 
be prepared for a time of war, and for emergen- 
cies such as may possibly arise? Let us not act 
like a drunken boy who wastes away his inherit- 
ance by throwing his dollars to the crazy mob 
around him; but does it not become us, as Amer- 
ican statesmen, to husband our resourees, to look 
at eventualities, to look to justice? Let us not 
offer inducements to bring in reckless foreigners 


: who will lie down, like the locusts upon the land 


of Egypt. Let us consider whether it would not 


| be a curse to the country; and whether you had 


not better haye all the plagues of Egypt, locusts, 


frogs, and lice, thrown in, rather than have the 
country settled up in this way witha State or col- 
ony in the West, holding power, predominance, 
and influence in the Union under the control of 
alien and wrong feeling. 

Sir, J have no more to say at present upon this 
bill, and I do not know that I shall have anything 
further to say upon it at any time. I prefer that 
some one else should expose it. I prefer thatsome 
one else should investigate the statistics, look at 
the real position of the question, and» expose the 
wickedness of the proposition. | have, ina some- 
what incoherent way, given my convictions and 
feelings and notions about it. I think it is based 
upon a mistaken principle. It isa radical change 
in our publie land system. No President has ever 
recommended it. There is no call for it. Itis not 
needed by any pressing public necessity. It is 
wasting away our means for nothing. I hope the 
bill will not be passed; but if it should pass, though 
I make no promises, I must say, notwithstanding 
what has been heretofore urged in reference to the 
veto power, that if President Pierce should veto 
the bill, I am notso certain that I would not be for 
him for the succession; such is my conviction of 
the impropriety of the measure. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have no inten- 
tion, at this stage of the discussion, toenter intoa 
full review of this whole homestead subject. It 
has been very well said, sir, that this is ‘the land 
of the free, and the home of the brave;” and if 
there is anything about which we are accustomed 
to boast on the fourth of July,and on all occasions 
of national festivity, it is that this is the asylum of 
the oppressed of every land. Having been taught, 
sir, from my earliest infancy, to honor and revere 
these sentiments, it will not astonish Senators if I~ 
say, that I do not fully sympathize in the senti- 
ments which have been uttered to-day by my hon- 
orable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Trompson.]} 

Like that honorable Senator, | approve, to the 
fullest extent, the idea that foreigners coming to 
our country should conform themselves in their 
conduct to our laws and toour customs; but when 
they have done so, and have been admitted under 
our laws to full citizenship, I would not deprive 
them by my policy here or elsewhere, of one 
hundredth part of a single privilege which right- 
fully belongs to an American citizen. I will not 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
{Mr. Wapr.] And why? Because it proposes 
to put foreigners upon an equal footing with Amer- 
ican citizens, before they become American citi- 
zens. l care not where a man’ may have been 
born, whether in France or in Scotland, in Ireland 
or in Germany, if he seek an asylum upon these 
shores—that asylum which in all our public dec- 
larations, and by our whole public policy we 
have guarantied to him—and if he shall live 
amongst us for the full time required by our laws, 
and shall be admitted to the rights of citizenship, 
I would have him enjoy those rights to their 
fullest and most ampleextent. But until that has 
been done, I cannot consent to grant him, so far 
as the oceupancy of the soil is concerned, the 
rights of citizenship to which he is not entitled 
under the general laws and general policy of the 
country. 

But I did not rise, Mr. President, as I said in 
the beginning, to discuss this question at this time. 
My object is to give notice to the Senate, at this 
stage of the proceedings, that I mean, at the 
proper time, to move a substitute for the whole 
bill. I may say, in a word, that I have never 
given the sanction of my own mind to the policy 
of giving away the public lands to American citi- 
zens or to foreigners. I am, however, for guaran- 
tying to every citizen a home. Whether he be 
of native or of foreign birth, I would give him a 
home, and secure him in the possession of it. I 
have before me, and ask to have read at this 
stage of the proceedings, a proposition which 
looks to that end; and without detaining the Sen- 
ate further, I send it to the Chair, and ask to have 
it read now, giving notice to the Senate that I 
shall, at the proper time, move it as a substitute 
for the original bill. 

I will remark further, in this connection, that 
the substitute has undergone the revision of the 
Committee on Public Lands; and, like the bill 
under consideration, has received their full sanc- 
tion. If one be adopted, the other may as well, 
or better, be rejected; and it becomes a simple 
question for the Senate to decide, whether they 
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will take this proposition, which was first recom- 
mended by the committee, or the one now under 
consideration, and which has also been recom- 
mended, 

The PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Missis- 
sippi gives notice that he will. hereafter move to 
strike out all of the bill after the enacting clause, 
and insert a substitute, which will be read. 

It was read, as follows: 


That the laws now in force, granting preémption to ac- 
tual settlers on the public lands, shall continue antil other- 
wise ordered by Congress, and that the same be extended 
to all the Territories of the United States. , 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, the rights of preémptors shall be per- 
petuated, that is to say: persons acquiring the right of 
pretmption, shall retain the same without disturbance, and 
without payment of any kind to the United States, but on 
these conditions: First. The preémptor shall not sell, 
alienate, or dispose of his or her right for a consideration ; 
and if he or she volantarily abandon one preémption and 
claim another, no right shall be acquired by such claim 
until the claimant shall figst have. testified, under oath, 
kefore the register of the land office, when the claim is 
preferred, that he or she has voluntarily abandoned his or 
her original preémption, and that no consideration, reward, 
or payment ofany kind; has been received, or is expected, 
directly or indirectly, as an inducement for such abandon- 
ment; and any person who shall testify falsely in such case 
shall be deemed guilty of perjury. Second. Any person 
claiming and holding the right of preémption to lands under 
this act, may be required by the State witbin which the 
same lies to pay taxes thereon, in the same manner and 
to the same extent as if he or she owned the said laud in 
fee-simple; and in case such lands are sold for taxes, the 
purchaser shali acquire the right of preéinption only. 
Third. Absence of the preémptor and his family for six 
consecutive months shall be deemed an abandonment, and 
the land shall, in such case, revert to the United States, 
and be subject to the same disposition as other public lands 

Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That no lands entered 
upon, and held under the provisions of this act, or the im- 


provements thereon, shall ever be sold under any judgment || 


or dectee for any debt or other liability or penalty to the 
United States; nor shall any sale of the same for debt, other 


liability, or penalty (other than for taxes) under the authority | 


of any State, or the courts thereof, entitle the purchaser to 
any right to disturb the possession of the preémptor by 
purchase from the Government; nor shall it be lawful to 
issue a patent for any such land to any such purchaser. 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the preémptor 
may at any time, at his or her discretion, enter the lands 
reémpted by paying therefor to the proper officer of the 
united States one dollar and twenty five cents per acre. 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That in case of the 
preéniptor’s death, if a married pman, his right shall survive 
to his widow and intantchildren ; butihe rights of the older 
children shall cease as they respectively come of age, or 
when they shall reach the age of twenty one years. In all 
cases the right of preëmption shall remain in the youngest 
child. And in case of the death of both father and mother, 
leaving an infant child or children, the executor, adminis- 
trator, or guardian, shall, upon submitting satisfactory proof 
of that fact to the register and receiver of the proper laud 
office, be entitled to a patent for the land so preémpted for 
the benefit of said infant child or children, and may there- 
after sell said lands, or otherwise dispose of thei, for the 
benefit of the infant child or children aforesaid. 


Mr. ADAMS, I only wish to say that the 
amendment of my colleague meets my entire appro- 
bation; and tbat if I shall be here when the vote 
is taken upon it, I will vote for it. I make this 
explanation merely because it is probable that, on 
account of the indisposition of my family, I may 
leave here in a few days. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to postpone the fur- 

. ther consideration of the bill until to-morrow at 


one o’clock, so that we may have an Executive 


session. 

Mr. WALKER. Task the Senator to make 
his motion general, to postpone until to-morrow, 
and not to any particular hour, for we may be 
able to reach the bill before one o’clock. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Fhe motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On the motion of Mr. WELLER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were opened. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of |) 


Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 
announcing that the Speaker of the House had 
signed two enrolled bills. 

The Presipenr thereupon signed the en- 
rolled bill to authorize the school commissioners 
of fractional township No. 1, of range No. 10 
east, in Alabama, to locate one half section of 
land for school purposes; and the enrolled bill to 
amend the third section of the act ‘* making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of Government for the year ending June 30, 1854, 
and for other purposes.” è 


\ 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, in an- 
swer to the resolution of the Senate, of the llth 
instant, transmitting information in relation to the 
contract of J. W. Kelly, for the transportation of 
the mail from Bainbridge, Georgia, to Appalachi- 
cola, Florida; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

WEDNESDAY, April 19, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mirzorn. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER presented a communication 
from the Post Office Department, transmitting 
specific estimates of money expected to be required 
for the service of that Department for the year 
commencing July 1, 1854. >- 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. These are the reg- 
ular annual estimates from that Department. I 
move that, without reading, they be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Mgans, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to, and the order en- 
tered, 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
| ment, transmitting an estimate for the ocean mail 
‘ service, payable out of the revenue of that Depart- 
ment, for the year commencing Ist July, 1854; 
which was also referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


Prayer 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
| is the call of committees for reports, commencing 
| with the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
i Roads. 

i Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads, reported back Senate bill 
for the relief of Almanzon Huston. 

Mr. O. said: The committee make an adverse 
report upon this bill. Ido not, however, propose 
to move to lay it upon the table, as is usual in 
such cases. {I move thatit be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
| bill be laid on the table. 

' Mr. OLDS. Ihave no objection to its being 
i laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There being no objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. OLDS, from the same committee, reported 
| back the following Senate bills, with a recom- 
' mendation that they do not pass; which were re- 
: ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 
| the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered 
| to be printed: 
| S. No. 303. An act for the relief of Llewellyn 
| Washington; and 

S. No. 303. An act 
Goggin. 


I move that the 


for the relief of James M. 


MAIL CONTRACT. 


t 

t 

i 

| . 

| Mr. OLDS. Iam directed to report back Sen- 
| ate resolution entitled ‘tA resolution for extending 
| an existing contract for carrying the mail in Ala- 
! bama,” with the recommendation that it do pass. 
| I desire to trouble the House with a word or two 
of explanation; and I am sorry that I am com- 
| pelled to ask the House to let me put the resolu- 
tion on its passage, knowing that members. have 
| been troubled too much with such applications of 
i late. x 
The facts are simply these: If this resolution 
| be not passed before the 25th of this month, it will 
be of no consequence to the parties to have the 
resolution passed at all. [ would state, for the 
| information of the House, that the committee have 
| taken a good deal of pains to investigate this case, 
| which caused some excitement here the other day. 
| In obedience to the resolution of the House, the 
Postmaster General has sent us copies of all the 
correspondence and contracts and petitions and 


i reports which have been made to him on the sub- 


i ject. The committee find nothing in this case-but 
what is fair and honest. An attempt was made 
Í the other day to prejudice the House in relation 


to this case. The Elouse was perhaps prejudiced 


against this claim, from the fact..that Mr. Met: 
calfe, who had been the special agent for the Past 
Office Department for the State of Alabama, was 
connected with Mr. Powell in. the contract... I de- 

sire to disabuse the House of any prejudice they 

may have received from the representation of this 

kind. . They will see at a single glance,. Mr, 

Speaker, that it is not reasonable that the Post- 

master General should have discharged Mr.. Met 

calfe from being the special. agent. of thePoat 

Office Department, and that he should. still have 

been such a favorite with him, that after having 

thus discharged him he should award Mr. Met- 

calfe a contract unjust. in itself. There is an abi 

surdity on the very face of it. It is unreasonable 

to suppos: that there should be such relations ex- 

isting between Mr. Metcalfe and the Postmaster 

General as should make him a favorite with that, 
oflicer, while at the same. time he had discharged 

him from being a special agent of the Post Office 

Department. He discharged him, not because 
there was anything wrong in the.conduct of. Mr. 

Metcalfe as agent, but under the general rule that 
obtains that when there is a change of Adminis- 

tration there should be a change of officers—the 

Postmaster General being a Democrat, and Mr.: 
Metcalfe a Whig. ; 

Mr.GREY. With the gentleman’s permission, 
I would ask him to state the date.at which Mr, 
Metcalfe ceased to. be the special agent for the Post 
Office Department, and the date of the commences; 
ment of this contract. : ge a tak 

Mr. OLDS. I am unable, Mr. Speaker,’ to 
state precisely the date. I believe that Mr, Met-: 
| calfe was discharged some time in June; and that: 

this contract was also made in June, the latter por-. 
tion of the month, perhaps the last day, or a day. 
or two of the end of June. 

Now, what has all that to do with the case? 
What difference would it make if Mr. Metcalfe. 
had been discharged upon the very day that this 
| contract was made with Mr. Powell? Mr. Met- 
calfe came into this contract from the fact that he 
is the special friend of Mr. Powell. Mr. Powell 
| became the assignee of Wade Allen, who formerly 
j held the contract, and he associated with, himself 
Mr. Metcalfe, a discharged special agent of the, 
Post Office Department; and after Mr. Powell had 
associated Mr. Metcalfe with him, inasmuch as the | 
Post Office Department could have no objection to 
i his being thus associated, it was the duty of the 
Postmaster General, as a matter of course, in 
making the contract, to name Mr. Metcalfe with 
Mr. Powell in that contract, i 
| But I ask gentlemen, in order to disabuse their 
minds of any prejudice that may. have been cre-. 
ated against the validity and honesty of the con-. 
tract by the fact that it has been given to a: dis- 
charged agent, or, as is represented, an agent of 
| the Post Office Department, to look at the fact that 
| the Postmaster General conceived it to be his duty 
to discharge Mr. Metcalfe, who was a Whig 
special agent of the Post Office Department; but 
| at the same that he felt it to be his duty to dis- 
| charge him for political reasons, and political rea- 
sons only, to show that the Postmaster General 
had no ill feeling against this man, he was willing 
that he should be associated with Mr. Powell in 
| this contract. Would you infer from that any: 
| favoritism on the part of the Postmaster General 
! towards Mr. Metcalfe? Then, why did, he dis- 
charge him from the post of special agent? Hg 
has kept other men in his employ who are Whigs. 
Why did he discharge Mr. Metcalfe, if that gen-: 
tleman is such a friend of his that he would show 
him favoritism in awarding this contract? lho € 
there is no prejudice of this kind existing in the 
minds of members. : 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.. Will the gentle- 
man permit me to ask him a.question £ 
| Mr. OLDS. Certainly. TONS, 

Mr. JONES. The time for receiving bids for 
carrying the mails in all that section of country 
where this. route is has been closed. I suppose 
the bids have all been opened, anc thatit is known 
to the Postmaster General now what propositions 
have been made for carrying the mails upon that 
route for the next four years from the termination 
of the present contract. Does the chairman. of: 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
know anything of such bids? a 

Mr. OLDS. ‘If it were in the power of the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post. Office ‘and 


Post Roads to know anything of the kind, it must 
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be known to him in violation of the rules of the | 
Post Office Department. | 

Mr. JONES. Well, if the gentleman does not | 
wish to answer the question, I will not press it. | 
But this is the condition of this case: The con- || 
tractors had the contract; the Postmaster General 
made another contract with them for additional 
service at $24,000 per annum, with the condition 
that if he could not get authority to extend the 
whole contract for four years from the termination 
of the existing contract, he would pay them at the 
rate of $30,000 instead of $24,000. 

Mr. OLDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Now, if the Postmaster General 
has bids for transporting the mails upon this route 
which will be more advantageous to the Govern- 
ment than it would be to extend this contract, I 
think he should take a more advantageous bid, 
and pay the alternative contract of $30,000. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman interrupted my 
reply to his question; but I deem it important that 
I should finish what I had to say with reference to 
my knowledge of other bids, and what those bids 
were. 

Sir, one of the charges made the other day by 
the honorable gentleman from Kentucky against 
the Postmaster General was, that that officer did not 
permit him to go into the rooms of the clerks in 
the Post Office Department, and himself examine 
the papers. Why, sir, suppose the Postmaster 


General should give permission of that kind to 
the public generally, what would be the result? 
What might be the result? : 
If you extend this privilege to the Post Office | 
Department, this rule should be adopted in all the |; 
Departments—even in the Department of the Sec- || 
retary of State. Suppose that one of the honor- 
able members of Congress should desire to go 
into the Department of the Secretary of State and 
examine the secret, correspondence on file in his 
office—correspondence in regard to which, when || 
you call upon the President for copies of it, you | 
always insert a provision ‘if he deems it not 
inexpedient with the public interests.” Yet the 
gentleman says if this rale was relaxed, gen- 
tlemen could go to the Post Office Departmentand 
get the bids. Precisely a case of this kind has 
occurred within three or four days. The bids to 
which the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] || 
refers were opened on the 10th of April by the || 
Assistant Postmaster General. They were not | 
known to the Postmaster General himself, but |! 
they were indorsed and opened in the presence of | 
the assistants, and are entered ypon the books; 
and no person has a right to know anything about 
them until they are declared publicly on the 25th | 
day of April. A case occurred since the opening 
of these bids, on the 10th of the present month, Ji 
like this: A contractor, who had offered a bid for 
a mail contract at $28,500, ascertained, in some 
manner—I do not know how-—that he was under- 
bid. Upon an examination of the entries upon 
the books of the Department, it has been found that 
that bid of $28,500 has been changed to $23,500. 
Mr, PHILLIPS. Upon what route? 
Mr.OLDS. ido notrecollect upon what ronte 
it was. The Postmaster General found it to be 
his duty to order the clerk of the Department, 
having charge of that particular desk, to give an 
account of himself. Another clerk in that De- 
partment addressed a communication to the Post- 
master General, declaring that the clerk who is | 
ordered to give an account of himself is innocent 
of the charge. The Postmaster General says to 
him, “If you know this man is innocent, you 
must know who is guilty. Tell me who is the 
guilty person.” But he would not do it, not be- | 
cause, it is supposed, that he himself has changed 
the bid, but that he is cognizant of the fact that | 
the contracter himself bas had access by some ` 


means or other to the books of the Depart- | 
ment and has seen the bids, and if the fact should i} 
be established upon the contractor, he would ji 
be forever precluded from making any further |! 
contracts. This clerk submits to the degrada- | 
tion of resigning rather than implicate the guilty li 
person in the transaction. J refer to this case to | 
show the necessity of the rule established by the | 
Postmaster General, that the papers in charge of |: 
the clerks in the different bureaus should not be |! 
submitted to the inspection of any person what- | 
ever. 

Mr. GREY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
Oxps] puts a singular phase upon this affair. Have | 


| 


i act of his, in order to give it validity. 


: oť which I was a member. 
| lution calling for information—for the facts in the 
| ease, and for the data upon which the Postmaster 
! General had assumed the privilege of making pri- 
| vately a contract on a mail route for the next four 


| a personal examination. 


weany “‘ Statesecrets,”’ or records of delicate nego- 
tiations with foreign Governments, in the Post Office 
Department? [ claimed theright, as a member of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
to make a personal examination of the “ public 
records,” with the aid and assistance of the 
clerks having charge of them in the public rooms, 
which the chairman of that committee [Mr. Oxps] 
knows was never before denied to the members 
of that committee or of Congress. Fle has often 
gone there, as well as myself, and never was 
denied the exercise of the privilege I claimed; and 
when I spoke to him of those new rules and regu- 
lations, he replied: ‘*I should like to see any of 
them refuse to allow me to go in and see the bids.” 
And yet he comes in here and makes the speech 
he has this morning, from which it might be 
inferred that I wished to examine the bids; yet, 
sir, he knows I wanted to see no such thing. He 
knows the unacted on bids are not ‘ public 
records.” All bids are locked up when received 
for the annual lettings until a certain day, of 
which notice is given in the printed advertisements 


of the Post Ofiice Department, when the seal of 


each bid is broken in the presence of the Post- 
master General. Then the clerks are locked up 


with them in certain specified rooms until they | 


record all of them (which have been received) 
into large books. T'he doors of the rooms are 
locked until all the bids are thus recorded, and 
until the Postmaster General has reviewed the 


bids and decided to which bid each contract shall | 


be assigned. Up to that time they are the ‘* secret 
records” of the Post Office Department. 
the time that those decisions are made, the doors 
are thrown open, the books are subject to inspec- 
tion, and all are, or have ever heretofore been, 
permitted to come in and examine them. 

Now, | ask any gentleman who is a member of 
this, or who was a member of any preceding Con- 
gress, if he has ever known a member of Con- 
gress, a contractor, or bidder, to be refused the 
privilege of going to the clerks’ rooms to inspectthe 
public records of the Department until since this 
case for action? But now, forsooth, all who de- 
sire to look at the papers and books of the Depart- 
ment, are refuired to go into the room of the Post- 


: master or Assistant Postmaster General, and there ; 


await their pleasure to bring in the public records 
of the Department, that they may examine them. 
This is done by a Democratic Administration ! 
Why done, sir? Is it in order to conceal and 
smother and hide their doings? What member 
of this House has leisure to go through all that 
formula, and yield to all that ridiculous etiquette 
and nonsense sought to be enforced by an eastern 
and city gentleman now at the head of that Depart- 


ment. Sir, the Postmaster General sent a message |; 


to us requesting that we should sanction an illegal 
The mat- 
ter was referred for investigation to the committee 
J introduced a reso- 


years, when the law positively requires that he 
Shall advertise and relet every four years to the 
lowest bidder. The reply of the Postmaster Gen- 


eral was' contradictory in itself—incomplete, and 


did not state the facts as they existed. 
Sir, I can establish, by the report itself, all I 
have charged, The report, I say, does not state 


Dall the facts truly, but withholds some, and equiv- 


ocates insincerely as to others; therefore I desired 


Honor had just then adopted an order, which 
said, in substance, “If you are not satisfied with 
my report, you shall not have any additional informa- 
tion, nor the chance of detecting my errors. Sir, 
if all had been honest. and fair on those records, 
would not he and his second assistant have desired 
an examination of their records? Secret records in 
regard to the making of mail contracts by the Post- 
master General ! r 
principles of this, the ‘* age of progress ?”? 

Thus, sir, has the Postmaster General asked us 


to indorse his illegal acts, and refused to permit us |) 


to see and know thedata upon which he presumed 
to violate a positive law of Congress in regard to 
‘letting’? of mail contracts. Í proposed to in- 
troduce into this Democratic House of Congress 


' a resolution asking the Postmaster General for a 


copy of those new rules of his. But, it not being 


But lo and behold! His | 


Butfrom |i 


i 
i 
i 


‘resolution day,” any one member objecting 
would, under the rules of the House, prevent my 
getting a vote upon them. One member did ob- 
ject, and I now give notice that I will, when it is in 
order, again ask for copies of those new rules which 
seem to have been adopted to conceal the facts in 
i regard to this particular case. 

Mr. OLDS, (interrupting.) I am sorry to be 
obliged to interrupt the gentleman, but he is ex- 
tending his remarks somewhat, and I must re- 
sume what I have to say; and the gentleman will 
: have an opportunity to bring up the matter on 
| which he is speaking at some other time; and, if 


li he chooses, after I have finished my remarks, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
i the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Gry] one 
| question before he takes his seat. Did I under- 
| stand thegentleman, when he spoke upon this sub- 
i jectsome days ago, to state when he was told at the 
| Post Office Department that he could not go into 
: the rooms of the clerks to examine books or rec- 
| ords, that the Assistant Postmaster General told 
| him at the same time that he would send for all 
| the books and papers appertaining to the subject 
| which the gentleman wished to investigate, and 
| that he would exhibit them to him in his room? 

| Mr.GREY. He replied to me that he would 
: send a clerk for the books and papers, (I presume 
he meant for such as I desired to see,) and told 
me of the rules and regulations that had been 
adopted. 

Mr. JONES, I recollect very distinctly that, 
during thelast Administration, an order was made 
in the Pension Office that neither a member of this 
House or of the Senate could go into a clerk’s 
| room and look fora bounty land warrant, without 


| first going to the Commissioner of Pensions, or to 


the chief clerk, and getting an order to permit 
; him to do so. 
; Mr.OLDS. And I am told that that rule is 
still enforced. 
| Mr. JONES. Most frequently under that rule 
| they sent for books and papers, and had them 


| nE 
|| brought to the Commissioner’s or clerk’s room. 


Now, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Grey] if there is any room in the Post Office De 
partment where they permit contractors to see 
any of these bids until they are opened and de- 
| cided upon by the Department and registered? I 
ask, further, if, when the bids are decided and 
registered, they are not, from that time, opened 
to the inspection of everybody—contractors, bid- 
ders, and all other persons who wish to see them? 

Mr. GREY. The gentleman is well aware that 
I did not desire to see any bids. Sir, it was before 
the lettings now going on at the Department that 
I went to examine the facts in regard to this special 
contract of the Postmaster General, which he 
made last summer and fall, but which, by law, 
was obliged to be made now. Yes, sir, now, and 
at these present “lettings.” Sir, there are records 
in the Pension Office relating to private rights 
and the interests of poor widows and orphans, 
; which ought not, perhaps, to be investigated by 
| speculators, who thereby could ascertain the pen- 
i sions due to minors, and thus buy them up 


l| for a mere song, before the heirs could find out 


i their value. But the gentleman admits that by 
‘ ealling first on the Commissioner of Pensions, or 
chief clerk, he was allowed to go to the rooms 
‘and examine the “records.” But, sir, did the 
gentleman ever hear of a member of Congress 
being refused to examine the ‘ public records”? 
of that Department until after the Postmaster Gen- 
eral sent to Congress for their sanction of his 
‘conduct in regard to this mail contract? That is 


i the point, sir. 


Mr, OLDS, I wish to do my colleague justice 
in reference to this matter. At a meeting of the 
‘ committee before the one in which he resigned his 
position as a member of that committee, the gen- 
- tleman stated his griefs. I was not, at that time, 
‘aware of the existence of the order of the Post 


| Office Department; for it had been my practice 
Sir, do you call that one of the | 


universally to go to the head of a Department, whe 
sent for a clerk to come and give me the inform 
‘ation I called for; and I did so now. I told that 
gentleman that I would go with him to the De- 
‘partment, and that we would haye full access to 
all the papers we desired to see. Perhaps I used 
the very language the gentleman has quoted this 
i morning. I make this statement in justice to the 
‘gentleman, for I have always had a very high 
| regard for the gentleman from Kentucky, having 
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been associated with him for three years upon the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and Í feel the same regard for him to-day. 

But, sir, the explanation which I have given to 
the House this nrurning, which the gentleman says 
I have made to go out to the public, I have not 
made at the request of the Postmaster General; 
neither have J communicated the facts which I 
have communicated as coming from him. He has 
called upon me to make no explanation in his be- 
half. I was only speaking of thé necessity there 
is for such an orderas the gentleman complains of 
having been madeat the Department, and of which 
i myself was ignorant until my attention was 
called to it by the complaint of the gentleman in 
this case. If the gentleman himself will reflect 
upon it fora moment, he will see the necessity 
there is for such a regulation. x 

Take another case in connection with this De- 
partment. Who does not know that removals take 
place every day in the Post Office Department, 
upon charges that do not go to the public, and 
upon charges which, perhaps, the person himself 
has no knowledge of? Does the gentleman say 
that it would be right that members of Congress 
should be allowed to go into the room of the clerk 
having charge of the petitions for the appointment 
and removal of postmasters, and should have the 
privilege of examining all these petitions, and all 
the private correspondence in relation to them 
—-correspondence of members of Congress and 
others, for the purpose of making it public to the 
world? Should they be made acquainted with all 
these secrets, which are peculiarly the business of 
the Department? , 

Why, suppose a charge is made against a post- 
master for robbing the mail, or suppose. he him- 
self makes the charge against another. 
the charges and the evidence are such as to satisfy 
the Postmaster General, but not such as to war- 
rant him in instituting legal proceedings; but he 
thinks himself called upon, in the administration 
of his Department, to remove the delinquent post- 
master. Would the gentleman have these charges 
made public? Would not the making of them 
public remove the only means in his power of de- 
tecting the guilty r pon treed by putting him 
upon his guard? Mr. Speaker, it does seem.to 
me that there is reason, and good reason, nay, sir, 
that there is a necessity, that such a regulation as 
is now complained of by the gentleman from 
Kentucky should exist in the various depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Now, sir, I have said what I have upon this 
subject, not as wishing to raise any hard feeling 
against the gentleman from Kentucky in the 
minds of the members of this House. I do not 
believe that any such exists. I certainly entertain 
none, and am sure no other gentleman does; but 
I have made this reference because I feared that 
the resolutions which [ have recommended for 
the adoption of the Tlouse, under the direction 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads, might be prejudiced by the complaints ij 


made by the gentleman from Kentucky in refer- | 
ence to this matter. Sir, I protest against any 
such prejudice being raised. What has the Post- 
master General done in relation to the matter? 
The gentleman from Kentucky offers a resolution 
calling upon him for copies of all correspondence 
concerning this case. And what is the reply of 
the Postmaster General? He transmits copies of 
every paper in the possession of the Department 
which was called for; and not only that, but he has 
marked them for the inspection of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, or any, other member of the 


House. I challenge the gentleman from Kentucky, | 
orany other gentleman upon this floor, to pointto | 


the first scintilla of evidence that has not been fur- 
nished by this correspondence, so. that if there is 
anything wrong in the contract made with Messrs. 
Powell and Metcalfe, gentlemen can ascertain it 
for themseives, : 

This, sir, is the condition of the case. The 
Postmaster General sent his special agents to in- 
vestigate the state of the service upon this mail 
route, and they reported to him that the service 
was not sufficient for carrying the mail upon it. 
The Chamber of Commerce of New Orleans made 
a special request of the Postmaster General for 
increased mail facilities on that route. 

Mr. GREY. Whatis the date of the contract? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. It is not dated. 


| 
ji 
i 


Suppose |; 


I am unable to give the date: I have not ttirvied 
my attention to anything with regard to dates, 
seeing nothing wrong in the whole matter. ` 

Mr. GREY. Has the gentleman the copy of 
the memorial? 

Mr. OLDS. Ihave, 

Mr. GREY. Doesit not give the date? 

Mr. OLDS. It does not: 

I say that there were complaints from the people 
all along the route at the feeble manner in which 
the mail service was performed, and calling for 
increased mai! facilities; and your Postmaster 
General, as in duty bound, called on the postmas- 
ters along that route for information. Copies of 
that information have been given. He senta spe- 
cial agent from the Post Office Department to make 
investigation. His report is also given. The 
report recommended that the service should be put 
on the river. 


| bid that he received for the performance of the 


the rate of $100,000 per annum. Now, what 
could the Postmaster General do? The people 
demanded this increase of mail facilities; the bids 
of the steamboat owners were too exorbitant. He 
could not make a contract of that kind. He then 
called on Messrs. Metcalfe and Powell, who had. 
the existing contract, for a proposition for double 
daily service for running two coaches. They 
were willing to perform it for a pro rata compen- 
sation. They were receiving $36,000, and they 
| were willing to perform double service for $36,000 
i more, which would make $72,000 per annum— 
still $28,000 less than the lowest bid put in by the 
; Steamboat owners for the performance of the same 
service. 


tigation, made an offer to Messrs. Metcalfe and 


| performed for $24,000 in addition to what they 
already received. They were unwilling to make 
this contract. They were unwilling for that com- 
pensation to double their stock on the road, to 
enlarge their stabling, which they would have to 


would require an outlay of $30,000, which, if 
they did not get a continuance of the contract 
from the 30th of June next, would be thrown on 
their hands as lost. They objected then to enter- 
ing into the contract unless they had some kind 
of assurance from the Postmaster General that 
| they could be continued in that service for four 
years longer. The Postmaster General had no 
power to make the contract beyond the 30th day 
of June; but, as an inducement to these men to 
take that contract and expend their $30,000 in 
| increase of stock and stabling, and in repairing 
ithe road—for Mr. Powell himself expended 
| $15,000 in building a bridge on the road at his 
| own expense—the Postmaster General gave them 


continued four years longer. , 
Now there is not a particle of evidence to show 


contrary the evidence is that it is not beyond the 
real value of the service to be performed. 
is not a particle of evidence that bids would be 
put in at a lower rate. i 

But the point which I wish to urge upon the 


tract and make an outlay of $30,000, upon the 
supposition that the Congress of the United States 


if this contract is to be abrogated, of if Congress 


| they shall not be the lowest bidders, they will in- 


of having acted on what they supposed would be, | 
and what really is, the recommendation of the | 
Postmaster General that the contract should be : 
continued four years longer. i 

There is not a particle of evidence to show that, 
‘everything about the contract has not been fair. | 
| I believe, on my honor, that a fair and just con-/} 
tract has been made by the Postmaster General, | 
in accordance with his usual desire to advance the | 
interests of the country in the administration of | 
his Department. For I believe that if Postmaster | 
| General Campbell has a fault at all, it is that ofi 


Mr. OLDS. The date is not here. Perhaps | 


| being too close and economical ia the administra- | 


E 


r The Postmaster General asked for | 
bids from the steamboat owners, and the lowest | 


| service was $50,000 for six months, which wasat | 


The Postmaster General, after the fullest inves- | 


| Powell that the double daily service should be; 


do if they entered into the contract. To do so: 


| the assurance that he would make a recommend- 
| ation to Congress that the contract should be! 
that it is more than the service is worth. On the: 


There | 


' consideration of the House is this: Messrs. Pow- | 
| elland Metcalf, have been induced to take this con- | 
would extend their contract four years longer; and | 


hould refuse its assent to the extension of the: 
ontract, and itis let to the lowest bidders, and | 


cur a loss of $25,000 or $20,006 in consequence | 


tion of his department of the 
than that he is at all disposed: 
anything that looks like’ over-pa 
Service that may be performed: 

Now, ask the Housé, under 
ces, with this’ understanding’ upon 
Messrs. Powell arid’ Metcalfe, that ‘they 
have the contract for four years longer, O 


asšentihg to the same—I ‘a is ju 

should refuse to pass this ‘resolution, a 

the loss upon these individuals who haves: 

to the aid of the Post Office Departmen 8 
very hour of its need, and’ throw this'loss upon 
them in consequence of their: liberality, and iber 
desire to advance the interests of the Post Office 


Department? ee ts j SEA 

I think the resolution ought to pass;and, to make 
it effective, it ought to be passed at once; for, if it 
is not passed before the 25th of this month, the 
bids which have been made under the. advertise- 
ments will then be declared, and it will be too late, 
because the Postmaster General must then award 
the contract to the lowest bidder, whether the low- 
est bid be $150,000, $100,000, or $50,000.: I hope, 
therefore, that the House will at once put ‘the 
resolution upon its passage. I am willing, how- 
ever, that any gentleman shall now have the floor 
who wishes to speik in opposition to the résolu- 
tion, Does the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 


Grey] desire to speak in opposition to it? ` 
Mr. GREY. J desireto say a few words on! 
Mr. OLDS. Befo¥e yielding the floor, in order, 

to prevent the bill from going into the fifth clasa 

of business on the Speaker’s table; in. case a mo- 
tion should be made and carried to proceed to MMe 
business on the Speaker’s table, I desire to submit 

a motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on 

the Post Office and Post Roads. — . ; iP 

(Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled, the fol- 
lowing bills; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Speaker: : , A 

An act for the relief of John Guzman, of Lou- 
isiana; and 

An act establishing a land o 
peninsula of Michigan.] DORRE 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Speaker, the subject-matter. 
of this resolution does not immediately. interest. 
me or my constituents. When it was first brought. 
up before this House I was not ‘in my seat, but 
coming in while it was under discussion, I learned 
that it was a contract in violation of the general 
laws governing the ‘¢ ees ” of mail contracts,. 
that it was a contract made under the discretionary. 
power of the Postmaster General. That, sir, 
drew my attention to it more particularly than any- 
thing else, because, by and under the exercise of 
these ‘* discretionary powers” and privileges, in. 
violation of the laws-of the country, the State which. 

ou and Į in part represent, have, I will not say 

eee swindled by the Post Office Department out 
of $10,000 per annum, by the operation of that 
dangerous ‘ discretionary power;’’ 1 do not like 
| to use the word “ swingled.” But I will say, 
here, that the State of Kentucky has been un- 
justly and illegally charged about $100,000 within 
the last year for mail facilities and about half that, 
sum per year previous, under a contract made in 
violation of law, and now continued, and the service, 
upon which has never been performed in accord- 
ance with the terms and stipulations of that illegal 
contract. Nor has it benefited, but has been.of, 
actual injury and prejudice to our mail facilites 
ij in Kentucky. PES f ah 
| That is a matter, Mr. Speaker, about which 
you and I had some conversation during last Con- 
gress, and went together to the Post Office Depart- 
ment to see about; and Ll then prolested against it, 
and insisted the contract on that reute should be 
| Jet’? according to law, and to the advertisements 
then published for bids upon it. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. I wish to ask the. 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Grey] when 
the contract of which he speaks was made? 

Mr. GREY. When the contract in Kentucky 
was made? : 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREY. If the House will allow me the 
digression, I will, if he desires it, explain to the 
gentleman. In 1850 the contract was let to carry. 
the mail from Louisville to St. Louis, by the way: 
of the Ohio river, for $10,000. a. year, by J. C. 
Buckles, or Buckles and a partner, perhaps... 
There was some personal disagreement between 


fice in the lower 
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Buckles and the present Second Assistant Post- 
master General, which induced the Committee on 
the Post Ofice and Post Roads of the last and 
this Congress to believe that Buckles had been 
unjustly dealt with. Buckles was seriously fined, | 
his pay withheld from him, his contract forfeited, 
and given to Messrs. Sherlock and Shirley, without 
advertisement for bids, but under this odious ‘‘ dis- 
cretionary power,’’ at a much higher price of com- 
pensation than had been given to Buckles. Sher- 
lock and Shirley performed the service so badly that 
complaints were loud and universal, and Congress, | 
in August, 1852, passed an act which made it the | 
“ duty of the Postmaster General to issue pro- 
posals and contract for the transportation of the 
mails’’ on that route. 

Accordingly, on the 31st December, 1852, ad- 
vertisements were published by the then Post- 
master General for bids for the service, ‘* on suit- 
able and safe steamboats,” for four years from Ist 
of July, 1853. lst. From Louisville to Evans- 
ville and back, daily. 2d. From Evansville to 
Cairo and back, daily. 3d. Between Cairo and 
St. Louis, daily. The bids to be received at the 
Post Office Department by 10th February, 1853, 
to be considered and decided on by the Ist March, 
and service to commence the Ist July, 1853. 
Well, sir, in January, 1853, Mr. Shirley came on 
here, and obtained an extra allowance upon his | 
contract, (which I believe was then at about i 
$40,000 per annum,) running his pay up to | 
$70,000 per annum; and from Ist February, 1853, 
until the service should commence upon the new į 
contracts, that is, those to be let Ist March, 1853. 
This extra allowance contract to Shirlock and 
Shirley was recommended by the present Second 
Assistant Postmaster General. [ protested against | 
it, for I knew it was in violation of law, and I 
believed it would tend to fix the price for that | 
service from Louisville to St. Louis at $70,000 | 
per annum, which was greatly above the steam- 
voat daily service between Louisville and Cincin- 
nati, (which is $10,500 for one hundred and forty- 
two miles.) 1 knew, too, that Shirley and Shirlock 
had never performed the service with any regu- 
larity; for the district I represent fronts upon the | 
Ohio river for hundreds of miles, and, sir, I believe į 
it was the desire of the present Second Assistant | 
Postmaster General to afford to Shirlock and Shir- 
Jey the means by this $70,000 to get their line of 
packets so regularly established from Louisville 
to St. Lonis before the, pew contract could be | 
ready to commence opergtion, that the new con- | 
tractors could not compete with their opposition | 
line, and would be thus compelled to give up to 
Shirley and Shirlock their contracts, 

The bids were filed, and on the 2d March, 1853, | 
Messrs, Glover and Mather were informed by an 
“official” letter signed by Mr. Dundas, informing | 
them that their bids had been accepted for the! 
routes from Louisville to Evansville, Evansville | 
to Cairo, (and several other routes,) the whole of | 
them at the annual compensation of $450,000. 

On the 12th March, 1853, Mr. Dundas wrote 
again to Messrs. Glover and Mather, that he was 
instructed by the present Postmaster General to | 
inform them that he had not yet had time “ to ex- | 
amine the matter of the acceptance” of their bids ! 
for these routes, ‘but that itis his intention to | 
reconsider the acceptance as soon as he can find | 
time to give it his attention.” | 

The result was a reconsideration andan annul- | 
meni of their “acceptance ” as contractors on 13th | 
March, 1853; and in lieu changes and modifications ` 
were made under that ‘‘discretionary power,” and | 
a contract finally agreed uponattheannual compen- | 
sation of $297,975, for various steamboat routes, | 
twice daily, on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, | 
&c., to commence on the Ist December, 1853. This | 


Postmaster General, in the presence of James N. 
Davis,” * and by the other parties in the presence i 
of W. P, Young,” and several other witnesses, Hi 
whose names are attached. i} 
Well, sir, all would here naturally expect an || 
end to the exercise of that “ discretionary power.” || 
But no, not yet. The contractors went West, 
procured boats, had everything ready and incom- | 
lete trim, and on the morning of the ist Decem- 
er, 1853, presented their boatsand demanded the |; 
mails, But, lo and behold, a letter from the Post- | 


master General, dated 26th November, 1853, | 


addressed to the ‘mail agent” at Louisville, in- 
formed him not to give the mail to the contractors 
unless they would agree not to carry any freight— 
nothing but maiis and passengers on any of their 
boats. This, too, when there was no such pro- 
vision or prohibition in the contract, which he, as 
Postmaster General of the United States, had exe- 
cuted. All had turned out as Í had anticipated. 
Those favorites, Messrs. Shirlock and Shirley, 
had all this while been conveying the mails daily 
from Louisville in boats to St. Louis, and are yet 
doing so. i 

The mails are carried from Louisville by stages, 
across Hlinois, to St. Louis. Therefore, the river 
mail was established solely to supply the interme- 
diate offices on the rive between Louisville and 
St. Louis. If it fails to supply these offices, it is 
valueless and worthless; it is a fraud upon the 
neople along those rivers, and a swindle upon the 
‘Treasury. 

Although these contractors sail their mail boats 
along up and down therivers both ways daily, with 
freights, passengers, and mails, yet the interme- 
diate offices in my district, which ought to have 
been supplied daily both by up and down boats, 
would have been much better off without any 
river mail at all, for then their mails would have 
been sent by land routes, where the contractors 
do their duty. 

I have remonstrated personally, and by letters, 
with the Postmaster General, and with his Sec- 
ond Assistant. I have sent them newspaper com- 
plaints, and those sent me by private correspond- 
ents, but all to no purpose. ‘These favorite con- 
tractors, Messrs. Shirlock and Shirley, must be 
protected, and secured in their monopoly of the 
‘packet line” from Louisville to St. Louis, wheth- 
er they furnish ‘ mail facilities” or not. 

There is now for that service paid to Shirlock 
and Sairley $70,000 per year; then to the ** route 
agents,’’ mail messengers, local agents, &c., 
enough to swellit up toabout $100,000; all of which 
is charged to Kentucky for ‘mail facilities’’ in that 
State. Thus the law of August, 1852, making it 
the ‘duty of the Postmaster General”? to ‘let 
out’? that river mail service to the lowest bidder, 
is disregarded and violated by this “ discretionary 
power” to favor and fatten ‘pet contractors,’’ 
at an enormous cost to, and shameful disregard of, 
the rights and interests of Kentucky. 

Then | would ask the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Harus] if I have not reasons for exerting 
what little influence I may have in order to puta 
check upon official corruption resulting from dis- 
cretionary powers by a Postmaster General and 
his assistants, who disregard all laws and moral 
obligations in relation to contracts? During these 
negotiations, Mr. Dundas, I am informed, often 
tried to induce Mr. Glover to agree to let Shir- 
lock and Shirley have that contract from Louisville 
to St. Louis; often said to Glover, ‘ You had bet- 
ter let Shirley and Shirlock have that route,” and 
“You will have to let Shirley and Shirlock have 
that route. They have the boats on it, and al- 
ready stocked,” &c., &c.—substantially as above. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in relation to this Mont- 
gomery and Mobile route 

Mr. HAVEN, (interrapting.) Has the morn- 
ing hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not like to interrupt the 
gentleman from Kentucky; but if he will yield me 
the floor, I will move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union. 

Mr. GREY. Twill yield for that purpose, if I 
can have the floor in the morning to finish my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be enti- 
tled to the floor when the resolution again comes 
under consideration. 


Mr. HAVEN. 


I make the motion because I 


am anxious that the West Point Academy bill 
should be disposed of; and I think the committee 
will finish it in a short time, if the House will go 
into committee. 
Mr. BISSELL. 


i gestion. 


I wish to make a single sug- 
I hope the motion of the gentleman 
from New York will not prevail; and if the 


| House will indulge me, I will state the reason in 


about three words. There is a bill upon the 
Speaker’s table known as the bill making appro- 
rations of land to the different States for the 
enefit of the indigent insane. 1 hope the motion 


of the gentleman from New York will not prevail, 
but that the House will proceed te the considera- 
tion of the business upon the Speaker’s table, with 
a view of disposing of this bill. ; 

The question was put on the motion; and there 
were, on a division—ayes 54. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Cox, were appointed. , 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to, tne tellers having reported—ayeg 42, 
noes not counted. a g (s 

So the House refused to resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move that the House do 
now proceed to the consideration of the business 
on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. I wish to appeal to 
my friend from Ilinois to permit the bill which has 
been under consideration nearly all the morning 
to be disposed of. Itis a matter of some import- 
| ance to the contractors. 

Mr. BISSELL. We have already got to the 
business which I have proposed. I must adhere 
to my motion. p 

The question was taken on the motion to go to 
the business on the Speaker’s table; and there 
were, on a division—ayes 61. p 

Mr. BISSELL. I demand tellers on the mo- 
tion. . 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that there be a 
call of the House. I donot believe we have a 
quorum present. ` 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to order a call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuivaman, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 67, noes 48; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I eall for the yeas and 
nays. 

Fhe yeas and nays were ordered. , 

The question was then fat; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 70; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Benton, Bissell, Bugg, Carpenter, Chandler, Cburch- 
well, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, 
Thomas Davis, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Kl- 
lison, English, Ntheridge, Giddings, Grey, Aaron Harlan, 
Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Lilly, Lindley, Lyon, McDougall, 
Maurice, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Mordecai Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pratt, Puryear, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Skelton, 
William R. Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, David 
Start, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Upham, Vail, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Yates, 
and Zonicoffer— 76, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Caskte, Chrisman, 
Clingman, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Joba G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dent, Drum, Dunbar, Bddy, Edmundson, 
Jobn M. Hiiott, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Greenwood, 
Grow, Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Henn, Hibbard, Ingersoll, Daniel fT. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Latham, Leteher, Lindsley, Macdonald, 
i McNair, Maxwell, Mayall, Smith Miller, Murray, Olds, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Rutin, 
Seward, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Walbridge, Warren, 
Wells, and Witte—70. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly proceeded to the business on the 
Speaker’s table. f ! 
| A bill of the following title was then taken up, 
|read a first and second time by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Public Lands: _ 

i An act for the relief of the Burlington Univer- 
i sity, in Towa, 

© Mr. PHELPS. F move that the House resolve 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union. 
| 
| 


Mr. BISSELL. 
object? 
| Mr. PHELPS. The objectis to dispose of the 
|| Military Academy bill, and then take up the defi- 
; ciency bill. 

The question was then taken on Mr. PHELPS’S 
motion; and, on a division, there were—-ayes 49, 
| noes not counted. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


LANDS FOR THE INDIGENT INSANE. 
| Billof the following title was then taken up from 
| the Speaker’s table: 

An act making a grant of public lands to the 
several States of the Union for the benefit of indi- 
gent insane persons. 


I hope not. What is the 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
f 
H 
f 
i 
i 
t 
| 
t 
i 
f 
| 
i 
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The SPEAKER, There isa motion. pending 
to refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and a demand has been 
made for the previous question. 

Mr. BISSELL. J hope the demand for the pre- 
vious question will be sustained, and that the mo- 
tion to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union will not prevail, as that 
would be practically a defeat of the bill. I ask 


that the bill may be read; itis not long. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Me: BOYCE. I move to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. PECK demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 48, nays 91; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs, Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Caskie, Chrisman, Colquitt, 
Craige, Jolin G. Davis, Dean, Dent, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Faulkner, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hibbard, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kid- 
well, Letcher, Lindsley, McNair, Maxwell, Mayall, Mur- 
ray, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, 
Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, Wells, 
and Witte—48, 

NAYs—Messts. Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Ben- 
nett; Benson, Bissell, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Charchweil, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Curtis, 
Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dickinson, Drum, Dun- 
bar, Edmands, ‘Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, Ether- 
idge, Farley, Fenton, Florence, Grey, Aaron Harlan, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Biester, Howe, Hughes, 
Huut, Ingersoll, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Lilly, Lind- 
ley, Lyon, Mace, Maurice, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
Suuth Miller, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, 
Pratt, Puryear, Richardson, David Ritchie, Thos. Ritchey, 
Rogers, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam R. Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Stratton, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, 
Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, 
Vail, Waibridge, Walley, Bilinu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheel- 
er, Yates, and Zollicoffer—91, 

the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table, 


Mr. BISSELL. [ hope the House will sustain 
the demand for the previous question. 

The House was divided on the second; and there 
were—ayes 56, noes not counted. 

Mr. PHELPS. I movea call of the House. 
I want a vote of more than one hundred and thirty- 
nine members upon this bill. 

‘The question was then taken; and the House 
refused a call, 

Mr. COBB. I am a friend to this bill, and I 
wish to see it amended as Miss Dix desires. I 
would ask the Chair what will be the effect of stts- 
taining the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question be 
sustained, it will cut off all amendments and all 
discussion, and bring the House to a vote upon 
the proposition to commit the bill; and, if that fails, 
then ultimately upon the passage of the bill. The 
question now is upon seconding the demand for 
the previous question. 

Tellers were demanded, and ordered; and 
Messrs. Vain and Wirre were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DEAN. L move a call of the House; and 
upon that l demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHEELER. T move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the House 
refused to adjourn, 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion, 
and upon that proposition the yeas and nays have 
been demanded. 

Mr. DEAN. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays; but l insist upon the motion for a call. 

The question was then put, and the House 
refused a call. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a point of order. The 
previous question has not been seconded, and I 
claim theright to offer an amendment. Now, what 
does the Journal say upon that point of order? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a question of 
order. Itis, that there is not a quorum here for 
the transaction of business. 

Mr. COBB. I claim the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise toa question of order. 
If fhe fact stated by the gentleman from Alabama 


Upon that motion 


be-true, thatthe demand for the previous question 
has not been seconded, still the motion to commit 
is pending, which would cut off any motion to 
amend. 

The SPEAKER. That is true; but, in addition 
to that, a demand for the previous question was 
made. K . 

Mr. COBB. But I deny that any.such demand 
was made. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisa question of fact, 
upon which the Chair apprehends the Journal of 
e, House and the gentleman from Alabama wiil 

Hiter, 

Mr. COBB. I understand the Journal states 
that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer} 
demanded the previous question.. Now, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has informed me that he did 
not make any such demand. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the Journal states that I 
demanded the previous question, there must be 
some mistake about it. 4 have no recollection of 
any such thing. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal itself is not 
present. There is an indorsement upon the bill, 
to the effect that the gentleman from Virginia de- 
manded the previous question upon it. 

Mr. LETCHER. There is some mistake 
about it. : 

The SPEAKER. The regular proceedings of 
the House show that it was the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Henpricxs] who made the demand. 

Mr. COBB. I had been informed that it was 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

TheSPEAKER. That was merely an indorse- 
ment upon the bill, and a mistake. The Chair 
will count the Elouse, and ascertain whether there 
is a quorum present. 

A count having been made, the Speaker an- | 
nounced that one hundred and thirty-seven mem- 
bers (a quorum) were present. 


[Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; which were accordingly signed by 
the Speaker: 

An act to authorize the school commissioners of 
fractional township number one, of range ten, in 
Alabama, to locate one half section of land for 
school purposes; and 

An act to amend the third section of the act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1854, and for other purposes.] 


The question now being upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question, the tellers— 
Messrs. Van. and Mace—resumed their places. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 80, noes 38; there was a second. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on 
ordering the main question to be now put. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. K 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. : 
The question was taken; and the motion was 


disagreed to. f 
The question now recurring, “ Shall the main 


question be now put??? 
Mr. COBB. On that I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WARREN. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. : es 
The question was put; and it was decided in the 


negative. p 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question was then taken on ordering the 
main question; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 85, nays 53; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Beli, 
Bennett, Benson, Rissell, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Chand- 
ler, Churchwell, Clark, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cul- 
jom, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dickinson, Dunbar, 
Edmands, Thomas Ð. Eliot, Ellison, English, Etheridge, 
Fariey, Florence, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, 
Harrison, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Kerr, 
Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Lilly, Lindley, Lyon, McDougall, 
Mace, Maurice, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pratt, Puryear, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Richard H. 
Stanton, Stratton, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham. Vail, Walbridge, Wal- 
ley, Ellinu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, John Went- | 
worth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Yates, and Zohicof- 


“r-—85. 
UA YS—Mesars. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 


Barry, Benton, Boyce, Caskie, Chrisman, Clingman, Cobb, 


Colquitt, Craige, Curtis, John. @. Davis, Dean, Dent, Eddy, 
Edmundson, Faulkner, Fenton, Giddings, Goode, Green 
wood, Grow, Hamilton, Sampson’ W. Harrik, WHey 
Harris, Hastings, Henn, Hibbard, Daniel T: Joes, George 
W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kidwell, Kittredge, Letcher, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, Swith Miller, Murray, Phelps, 
lips, Powell, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shower, 
Gerrit Smith, George W: Smyth, JohnJ. ‘Taylor, Wade, 
and Witte—53. : f Seay ag Tee 
So the main question was ordered to be no 
put, being first apon the motion to refer the bill t 
the Committee of the Whole on the'state of 
Union. : CU ee ties a 
Mr. BISSELL. ‘If that motion prevails it will, 
of course, kill the bill, es oe ee 
Mr. PHELPS, I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. > : 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. ` : 
_ Mr. BISSELL. I understand that a wrong 
impression exists in the minds of some gentlemen 
as to the effect of the vote now to be taken, > -"* 
Mr. CRAIGE. 1 call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. BISSELL. To refer the bill now to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
is, of course, to defeat it. Those who are in favor 
of the bill should, therefore, vote against the mo- 
tion to refer. E 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the 
gentleman that debate is not in order. oer 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. $ S 
The question was put; and it was decided:in the 
negative. pe Bae 
So the House refused to adjourn. ` Nee 
The question was then put on the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole ‘on. 
the state of the Union, and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 53, nays 81; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Bar- 
ry, Bell, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Caskie, Chrisman, Cling- 
man, Colquitt, Craige, John G. Davis, Dean, Dent, Eddy,: 
Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Faulkner, Giddings, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P.. Harris, Hastings, 
Hibbard, Dapiel T'. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, 
Kidwell, Kittredge; Letcher, Lindsley, Smith Miller, Mar- 
ray, Olds, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Robbins, Ruffin, Sew- 
ard, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, George W, Smyth,’ 
Richard H. Stanton, John J. Taylor, Wade, and Witte—33., 
NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Ben-- 
nett, Benson, Bissell, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Churchwell, Clark, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, Cut-: 
ting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Edmands, Thomas: 
D. Eliot, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Flor-| 
ence, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Henn, Hies-. 
ter, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, 
Lilly, Lindley, Lyon, Maurice, Middleswarth, John G; Mil- 
ler, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pratt, Pur-’ 
year, David Ritchie, ‘Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Sage, Sapp,’ 
Seymour, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Stratton, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay~ 
lor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Vail, Walbridge, Wallgy, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, 
‘Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Yates, and Zollicoffer--81.. : 


So the motion was disagreed to; eee 

The quesffon recurred upon ordering the bill to: 
be read a third time. ts i 

Mr. BISSELL. I believe the previous question 
is not exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. It is not exhausted, nor will 
it be until the House shall have voted on ordering 
! the bill to a third reading. 


Mr. DENT. 1 move that the House do now. 
adjourn. j 
Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the yeas and’ 
nays. s 


T'he yeas and nays were not ordered. ? 
The question was then put; and it was decided: 
| in the negative. : 
So the House again refused to adjourn. © «t 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was subsequently read the third time. : 
Mr. BISSELL. I move the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. ee 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Irise to.a privileged 
question. I moveto reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to a third reading; and I do it 


| for the purpose of asking a question of the gen- 


tleman from Illinois. : : 
: įMr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Isnotthe motion too 


late? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The gentleman 
from North Carolina has a right to submit the 
motion, and to be heard upon it, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not know. exactly 
the position in which the bill is placed, and I do 


{| not desire to occupy the time of the House in 


making speech upon it. 
Mr. BISSELL. Is the gentleman from North 


Carolina entitled to the floor while we were in the 
act of dividing? : 


954 | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 20, 


The SPEAKER. Before the count was had, | 
the gentleman from North Carolina rose, and | 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill | 
was ordered to be ‘engrossed, and read the third | 
time. 

Mr. BISSELL. The House was in the act of | 
dividing, when the gentleman from North Carolina 
made his motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not counted 
at.all. He had only commenced to count when 
the gentleman from North Carolina rose and made 
his motion. There was an example of this kind | 
on yesterday, and the Chair would not vary the i 

ractice. H 

Mr. BISSELL. I wish to understand what the 
motion of the gentleman from North Carolina is? 
The SPEAKER. Itis to reconsider the mo- |! 
tion by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed, | 
and read the third time. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move to lay the motion to | 
reconsider upon the table. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I shall give the gentleman | 
from Illinois an opportunity to make that motion j 
in a few minutes. i 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to ask the Chair, if | 
my motion, upon which the House was in the act | 
of dividing, is not a privileged motion ? i 

The SPEAKER. It isa privileged motion, but || 
the motion made by the gentleman from North || 
Carolina is a privileged motion of a still higher |i 
character. If the House had seconded the demand | 
for the previous question, and ordered the main , 
question to be put, the Chair could not have en- i 
tertained the proposition to reconsider; but before | 
the Chair had announced the result of a count, | 
the gentleman from North Carolina rose in his 
place, and made the motion to reconsider. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. J amaurprised to see this | 
uneasiness manifested by gentlemen. I did not jj 
intend to occupy the time of the House more than į 
a single moment, when I first arose and addressed | 
the Chair. I desire to know if the bill does not | 
contain certain limitations upon the States with 
reference to the mode of disposing of the money; | 
in other words, whether it does not as it stands— | 
I will not trouble the House by having it reread— | 
require the States to expend this money in a par- | 
ticular manner as indicated in the bill? I under- | 
stand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BisseLL] to | 
admit that it does. My opposition, then, I would l 


say, rests upon these features of the bill. Twill! 
waive the general question, Gentlemen may take | 
it for granted that Congress has a right to give || 
land to the States, and divide it among them ac- , 
cording to the Federal population, or any other | 
equitable mode. | am now taking no exception to | 
that principle. I hold that when you do it, when : 
you give land to the States, that you have no | 
right to control their expenditure of What becomes | 
their’s absolutely by your gift—at any rate, to re- 
quire them to do what this Government itself || 
cannot constitutionally do. 

For example, in order that gentlemen may un- | 
derstand my point—and I shall be gratified if they || 
can meet it—f hold that this Federal Government || 
has no jurisdiction over the lunatics or paupers | 
in North Carolina, nor any right to take care of >i 
them; that this Government has no authority, un- | 
der the powers given to itasa Federal and limited || 
Government, to legislate in this way for either | 
the lunatics, paupers, negroes, or anybody else, |j 
in the States; but that it is a matter which belongs || 
to each State exclusively. If, therefore, this bill | 
proposed to give lands or money, and to appoint |i 
a set of Federal officers to go into the States and ; 
take care of the lunatics, | presume that most of | 
the members of the House would say that the | 
Government was exceeding its powers, I think | 
that nobody would maintain that we had a right | 
to appoint a set of Federal officers to go into the: 
States, and take care of the poor lunatics, or any | 
other class. 

But does not this objection apply with equal 
force to the pending proposition? As the bill is 
now framed, F understand it merely makes the | 


| discuss it, or any other gentleman may take the 


States agents to carry out its provisions, instead ; 
of having it done by the Federal officers. It is so 


framed that the States under it will take the money | 
under an obligation to use it in a particular man- ; 


| 
ner pointed out in the bill, and, in fact, to use it to i 


effect what the Government then has not a garticle | 


of authority to carry out. t requires, too, Íi] 
belleve, the States to make returns from time to |i 
time as to how they are spending the money, just | 


exactly as an overseer would do upon a planta- 
tion. ‘It degrades the States, therefore, by making 
them the mere agents of the General Government 
to do the will of the Government, and that will, 
too, being a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, which plainly limits its powers. 
If the Government, by the Constitution, had any 
authority to do such a thing, possibly it might be 
contended that it could effect its object through the 
agency of the States. But if the General Govern- 
ment have no such authority, it is equally clear 
that this whole proceeding is wrong, whether it 
appoints the States agents or the Federal officers. 
I therefore rest my opposition to the bill upon the 
ground thus briefly stated. 

I shall yield the floor in a moment, and then the 
gentleraan from Hlinois (Mr. Bisse.) can either 
move to lay my motion upon the table, or he may 


floor. My opposition to the bill rests upon this 
ground, but there may be other objections to it. 

I should be glad to hear from the gentleman 
from Hlinois. J understand him to be a believer 
in the doctrine that this is a Government of lim- 
ited powers, and I have no doubt that he holds 
that we must act under the Constitution according 
to the power granted to the Government by it. 
If the gentleman can show me that there is any- 
thing in the Constitution which will authorize us 
to take care of the lunatics in the States, either by 
a donation out of the Treasury or in this mode, [| 
might vote for the bill. 1 do not think he can do 
so, however. And yet the billis so framed as to 
make the States mere agents to enable the Federal 
Government to violate the Constitution, to which 
it owes its existence. 

When | got up I did not intend to occupy more 
time than might be necessary to indicate the 
grounds of my opposition to the bill. Asa ques- 
tion of expediency, need not say that I regard 
with favor a proposition so benevolent and chari- | 
table as this measure, and should be pleased to | 
see it carried into practice, if it could be constitu- | 
tionally done. 

Mr, BISSELL. 
Piy i ; 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman from Ili- 
nois allow me to suggest that he move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table, and then we 
will pass the bill immediately ? 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 wil, after saying a word. 

Cries of # No!” “ No P?] 

Mr. BISSELL. Very well, then; I move to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put; and the motion to recon- 
sider was laid upon the table. 

Mr, BISSELL. I move the previous question ; 
upon the passage of the bill. f 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of 'Tennessee. Upon the passage 
of the bill I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 81, nays 53; as follows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Ben- | 
nett, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Churebwell, Clark ,Cobb, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, ; 
Cullom, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Id- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Eison, Etheridge, Earley, Fen- 
ton, Florence, Grey, Aaron Hartan, Harrison, Faven, Hies- 
ter, Howe, fingbes, Hunt, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, 
Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, Lyon, Maurice, Middleswarth, 
John G. Miler, Smith Miller, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Peckham, Pratt, Puryear, David Ritchie, Rogers, | 
Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Skelion, Samuel A. Smith, William 
R. Smith, Hestor L, Stevens, Stratton, David Stuart, John | 
L. Tavlor, Nathauiel G. Taglor, burston, Tracy, Upham, | 
Vail, Walbridge, Walley, Evibu B. Washburne, Israel: 
Washburn, Jobu Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheel- | 
er, and Yates—8}. H 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, | 
Barry, Bocock, Boyce, Caskie, Chrisman, Clingman, Col 
quitt, Craige, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dean, Dent, Drum, 
Sddy, Edmundson, Faulkner, Giddings, Goode, Green- H 
wood, Grow, Hamilton, Sampson W. Haris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hastings, Hibbard, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Kidweli, Kittredge, 
Letcher, Macdonald, McNair, Maxwell, Murray, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Shapnon, 
Shower, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard F. | 
Stanton, John J. Taylor, Wade, and Witte—-53. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BISSELL. Irise to a privileged question 
I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and to | 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. | 


I will say but a word in re- 


The question was first taken upon the motion 
to adjourn; and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the motion 
offered by Mr. Brsseuz, 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the same; but they were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and the motion to 
reconsider was laid upon the table. 

On motion by Mr. SAGE, the House, at three 
o’clock and thirty minutes, adjourned until to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 20, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wituiam EL. MILBURN, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
J. W. KELLY. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, early in the 
session a memorial was presented from J. W. 
Kelly, of Florida, asking remuneration for an 
alleged violation of a contract entered into with 
him by the Post Office Department for carrying 
the mail from Bainbridge, Georgia, to Appalachi- 
cola. That memorial was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Claims. Subsequently aresolution was 


adopted by the Senate, inquiring of the Post Office 
Department if that contract had been annulled; 
and if so, for what reasons. ‘The response of the 
Department was received yesterday, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. Thus the memorial is in the possession 
of the Committee on Claims, while the response 
of the Department, giving information in regard to 
the claim, is in possession of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 1 move, there- 
fore, that the Committee on Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of 
J. W. Kelly, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, which, 
I presume, is the appropriate committee to take 
charge of the subject. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I beg leave 
to present a memorial signed by citizens of Nor- 
thumberland county, Pennsylvania, praying that 
the homestead bill may be so amended before its 
final passage, as to puinorice the Treasurer of the 
United States to refund to each and every former 
purchaser of any portion of the public domain, not 
exceeding a quarter section of land, the original 
cost of that land with interest from the time of 
purchase. They represent, in the first part of 
their memorial, that many of our citizens have 
toiled hard to get sufficient money to purchase one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, and that we now 
propose to give the same amount of land to other 
citizens without demanding any payment. They 
wish to have the bill so amended as to provide for 
refunding the amount which has already been paid 
by those who have purchased public lands. As 
the subject is already before the Senate, 1 move 
that the memorial lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PETTIT. Ipresenta number of petitions 
from citizens of different States. I hawe one peti- 
tion from one hundred and ten citizens of Indiana; 
another from one hundred and twenty-five citizens 
of Indiana; another from one hundred and ten 
citizens of Ohio; one from twelve citizens of Penn- 
sylvania; one from eighty citizens of Massachu- 
setts; another from forty-eight citizens of New 
York; one from twenty-seven citizens of Missis- 
sippi, and one from one hundred and one citizens 
of Georgia, All these petitioners pray for the abo- 
ition of, as they say, the unconstitutional office of 


| Chaplain to Congress. I do not know whether any 


such petitions have been heretofore presented at 
this session, or whether they have been referred 
to any committee. I doubt whether any similar 
ones have been presented at this session. I move, 
therefore, that these petitions lie upon the table 
for the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of en- 
gravers employedin the office of the Coast Survey, 
praying to be allowed the benefits of the act of 
31st August, 1852, granting a percentage to the 
clerks and messengers in the several Executive 
Departments at Washington; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 5 
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__ Mr. RUSK presented a petition of certain res- 
idents of the Rio Grande Valley, praying that 
Brownsville, in the State of Texas, be established 
the port of entry for the collection district of Brazos 
de Santiago; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WADE presented resolutions passed by 
the Presbytery of Trumbull county, Ohio, at its 
sessions in Warren, April 12, protesting against 
any enactment by Congress which shall open the 
way to the extension of slavery into any State or 
_ Territory of the United States where it does not 
now exist; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the petition of Peter 
Berry, George. Poe, jr., Robert P. Dodge, and 
other citizens of Georgetown, District. of Colum- 
bia, praying an appropriation toimprove the basin 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, between that 
ttown and Washington city, and to raise the 
bridges over the canal; which was referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a series of resolutions 
passed at the annual meeting of the inhabitants of 

estport, Massachusetts, protesting against the 
repeal of that portion of the Missouri compromise 
by which slavery was prohibited in the territory 
norta of 360 30'; which were ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Ed- 
ward Bartlett an others, who served in the last war 
with Great Britain, praying to be allowed pen- 
sions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Dyer, praying 
remuneration for clothing lost by the destruction 
of the United States ship Adams; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TOOMBS presented the memorial of the 
Hephzibah Baptist Association, of Georgia, pray- 
ing that measures be taken to secure to American 
citizens residing or traveling in foreign countries 
the rights of religious liberty; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEYER presented a memorial of the 
Board of Directors of the Mississippi Valley rail- 
road, praying a grant of land to aid in the con- 
struction of their railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of M. Tarver, praying a 
grant of public lands to the State of Missouri for 
the establishment and support of a juvenile reform 
school; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

GEORGIA ON THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, during my 
recent absence from this..city, resolutions were 
transmitted to me from the Legislature of the State 
of Georgia, through the Executive of that State, 
which I did not intend, nor think it necessary, to 
submit to the Senate; but,as Í am instructed to do 
so, in consequence of the oft-repeated presenta- 
tion of petitions on the subject of slavery, I beg 
leave to present them. 

They set forth that the State of Georgia, in sol- 
emn convention, has firmly fixed herself. upon the 
principles of the compromise measures of 1850, 
relating to the subject of slavery in the Territories 
of the United States, as a final settlement of the 
agitation of that question, its withdrawal from the 
Halls of Congress and the political arena, and its 
reference to the people of the Territories interested 
therein, and distinctly recognizes in those com- 
promise measures the doctrine, that it is not com- 
petent for Congress to impose any restrictions 
as to the existence of slavery among them, upon 
the citizens moving into or settling upon the Ter- 
ritories of the. Union, acquired or to be hereafter 
acquired; but that the question, whether slavery 
shall or shall not form a part of their domestic in- 
stitutions, is for them aloneto determine for them- 
selves, Her present Executive has reiterated and 
affirmed the same fixed policy in his inaugural 
address. They therefore resolve: 

“That the Legislature of Georgia, as the representatives 
of the people, speaking their wil and expressing their feel- 
ings, have had their confidence strengthened in the settled 
determination of the great body of the northern people to 
carry out in gond faith those principles, in the practical 
application of them to the bills reported by Mr. DOUGLAS, 
from the Committee on Territories, in the United States 
Senate, at the present session, proposing the organization 
of a territorial government for the Territory of Nebraska. 
s: And be it further resolved, That our Senators in Congress 
be, and they are hereby, instructed, and our Representatives 
requested, to vote for and support those principles, and to 


use ali proper means. in their power for carrying them. out, 


either as applied to the government of thé Territory of Ne- 
braska, or- in any other bill for territorial goverment which 
may come before them. & . 

“Resolved further, That his Excellency the Governor, be 
requested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to each of 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress.” 

I-present those resolutions—I do not wish to 
make any further commentaries on them, but 
simply to say that they are the decision of the 
representatives of the people of Georgia, in: Legis- 
lative Assembly convened. I move that they lie 
on the table. i 

The motion was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE AT SAVANNAH. 

Mr. DAWSON. [holdin my hand a petition 
very numerously signed by the merchants and 
citizens of the city of Savannah, Georgia, asking 
Congress to make an appropriation for the erection 
of a post office building in that city. The grounds 
on which they make this request are these: 

The basement of the custom-house is now used 
as a post office, and is altogether unsuited for it. 

Ist. It is too contracted even for present busi- 
ness, and is decidedly so, in view of the rapid an- 
nual increase of the business and population of the 
city. I will here take occasion to state that the 
city of Savannah has nearly doubled her. popula- 
tion within the last few years, and is rapidly 
increasing in numbers.’ 

In the second place, the petitioners state that 
the present location of the post office is unhealthy. 

In the third place, itis too dark, rendering gas- 
lights over the whole establishment necessary on 
some days, and in the general delivery room, day 
and night, indispensable; and thus, also, increas- 
ing materially the expense to the department. 

Again, when the custom-house was first planned 
the basement was intended for custom-house 
stores. The placing the post office there was an 
after-thought, as is clearly proved by the fact 
that the architect omitted to make any arrange- 
ments for heating and ventilating the same, while 
ample arrangements were made in all other parts 
of the building. 

And further, the basement of the custom-house 
is necessary for the convenience of the collector 
and merchants, as stores for the deposit of goods 
have to be hired at other points and at heavy 
expense. 

n consideration of all these circumstances, and 
in view of the fact that the Savannah custom-house 
cost only $150,000, when sorne of the cheapest 
custom-houses built elsewhere, both North and 
South, have cost $500,000, the petitioners think 
that it will be vastly advantageous to the Govern- 
ment, and will be a great saving of expense, to 
appropriate $100,000 for the purpose of building 
a post office for the convenience of that city. I 
am also authorized to say, that the city will find a 
site for the purpose and cede it to the United 
States. I ask my friend from Texas, [Mr. Rosx,] 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, to take this petition into considera- 
tion. Lam satisfied that if he examines all the 
documents he will come to the conclusion that it 
would be just and economical on the part of the 
Government to make the appropriation asked for 
in the petition. I move thatit be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Adèle Sands, widow of Richard M. Sands, of the 
Army, praying an increase of pension, asked: to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions; 
which was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom į 


was referred a petition of descendants of offi- 
cers-of the Army of the Revolution, praying that 
the heirs and descendants of officers of the Rev- 
olution. who served to the end of that war, may be 
allowed the half pay for life promised by the res- 
olution of 1780, deducting therefrom the value of 
the commutation received, asked to be discharged 
from its furthar consideration, on the ground that 
a bill applying to the subject, reported by the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Evaws,] from 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, was now 
pending before the Senate. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on. Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred-a bill te authorize 


the payment of certain claims’ for’ depredations 
and spoliations during the: hostilities: with: the 
Creek and Seminole: Indians -in‘1836-and 1837, 
reported it back without-amendment.: He‘also 
submitted a report. upon the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. EPE Pb ores 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Willard H: Boynton; 
praying indemnity for merchandise: destroyed 
y the Creek:Indians inthe year 1836, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a. bill for the relief. of 
Calvin B. Seymore and ‘Willard H.: Boynton, 
surviving partners of thé firm of W. & H: Boyn- 
ton; which was read, and-passed: toa second. read- 
ing. The report was ordered to be printed, -~ 
He.also, from the Committee on the: Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Charles 
Stearns, praying indemnity for expenses, Sei, 
incurred in defending himself against an, unjustifi- 
able suit. brought against him and others by the 
United States, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. zr 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the petition and 
documents in the case of Seth Ingram, praying 
to be allowed certain arrears of pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be. printed. : 


BILLS NVFRODUCED: bh 
Mr. SLIDELL ‘asked, and by unanimous-con- 
sent obtained, leave to:introduce abill to:confirm 
the claim of William H. Henderson and the heirs 
of Robert Henderson, to five hundred acres of land 
in the Bastrop grant; which was tread--a'first and: 
second time by its title, and referred to the’'Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. > : 
Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
grant other lands in lieu of certain sixteenth sec- 
tions in the State of Mississippi, heretofore dis- 
posed of by the United States for other than school 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, f ; 


MESSAGE PROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives: 
was received, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, ati- 
nouneing that they had'passed the bill from the 
Senate making a grant of land'to the several States 
of the Union for the benefit of indigent insane 
persons. aie 

DANIEL NIPPES. 

Mr. COOPER submitted the following resolu-. 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, 
required to transmit to the Senate all papers, vouchers, &e., 
relative to the claim of Daniel Nippes; now on file in the 
Department of War“ : ; OUR 

JEFFRIES AND SMITH. , 

Mr. RUSK. TheCommittee on the Post Office. 
and-Post Roads, to whom was referred the petition 
of James Jeffries and Jeremiah M. Smith, have 
directed me to report a bill for their relief. . It is 
a very small bill; the case is a hard one, and. I 


therefore ask the unanimous consent of the Senate. 


to act upon it now. ` 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to. direct 
the Postmaster General to release the parties men- 
tioned, and their guarantors from the penalty. in+ 
curred by their failure to carry the maijl.on routes: 
6268, 6269, 6277, aocording. to the bid, offered. by 
them and accepted by the Department; and to re- 
fund to them the amount of any fine which has 
been paid by them in consequence of any failure. 

Mr. RUSK. The facts in relation to'the case 
are briefly these: These parties- resided in Ken- 
tucky, and became:bidders for some routes there, 
and for fourteen in Texas. Their bids were ac- 
cepted as being the lowest.: They went on to 
Texas, and arranged ‘for all but the three routes 
specified in the bill; but they ascertained that the 
distance on those three was about one third more 
than was stated in the advertisement; so that, 
they being men of limited means, it was not pos- 
sible for them to put those routes in operation. 
The testimony was very clear that the distance 
advertised for the three routes was two hundred 
and foyr miles, and that the actual distance was 
three hundred and five miles. They therefore 
failed to put these three routes: into operation. 
The routes which they obtained in Kentucky they 
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did put in operation. The Postmaster General 
fined them for their failure on the three, and they 
paid the fines out of the routes which they are 
now actually carrying on in Kentucky. They are 
men of limited-means, and it is very embarrassing 
tothem. Itisa very clear case, in my judgment. 
I hope, therefore, that the Senate will pass the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

MAIL CONTRACT SETTLEMENTS. 

Mr. ADAMS. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the petition of John R. Jefferson and 
others, to report a joint resolution authorizing set- 
tletnents under certain mail contracts. As I shall 
necessarily be absent from the city for some weeks 
to come, I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to consider it now. If it should lead to any 
discussion | will consent to let it pass over. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to require 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department, to settle the accounts of the contract- 
ors for carrying the mail of the United States, 
who were ordered by the Postmaster General to 
suspend a portion of their regular mail service be- 
tween November 1, 1838, and the Ist of June, 
1839, at the pro rata reduction of their contract 
pay, and credit each one with a sum equal to the 
amount withheld from his pay under the order of 
suspension and reduction, and then to certify the 
amount found to be due to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury for payment. The Auditoty however, 
is not to allow or certify any case where it is not 
proved that the services were actually performed 
during the time the suspension was ordered. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM VAN WART. 

Mr. SEWARD. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to reporta bill granting arrears 
of pension to the representatives of William Van 
Wart, deceased, which I do, and ask that the report 
may be printed. I will state to the Senate, that 
the party, for the relief of whose heirs-at-law the 
bill is reported, was the one who gave to Pauld- 
ing, Williams, and Van Wart, the information 
which put them on the lookout for Major André, 
on his return from the American lines, after his 
interview with Arnold. He is dead, and his 
‘family are in need of such a. provision. Under 
these circumstances, I ask that the bill may be 
considered ac this time, Lt only grants the arrears 
of pension, which the Commissioner of Pensions 
says ought to have been allowed ta,them, but 
whieh were withbeld under existing previous laws 
for want of evidence. I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

Mr. WELLER, If shall be compelled to object 
to its consideration now. [ think the Senator from 
New York, a short time since, reported a bill, and 
asked for its consideration, without asking that 
the report accompanying it be printed. Now he 
makes a report, and moves to have it printed, but, 
in the meanwhile, wants to have the bill passed. 
I would rather have the report printed first. 

The bil was read a first time by its title, ‘ for 
the relief of the heirs-at-law of William Van 
Wart, deceased,” and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


ARMY PENSIONS. 

Mr. CLAY. The Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the petition of Ann Eliza 
Childs, widow of General Childs, praying the 
passage of a general law granting half pay to the 
widows of all officers of the Army who died while 
in the service of the country, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to re- 
port a general bill providing half pay for all 
widows and minor children of officers or privates 
in the Army of the United States who may die in 
the line of their duty in the public service. 

{ will state to the Senate that, as is known per- 
haps to most members, by a general act, passed | 
in 1837, I think, this provision was made for the | 
widows and minor children of all officers, seamen, | 
and marines in the Navy, but no such proyision 


is made for any widow or orphan of an officer or |! 


private In the service of the Army, unless he die 
P G 


: heir 
: as aforesaid, on proof, as before provided, of eontinued 
> occupancy and cultivation by such settler to the time of his 
i death. 


some wars since 1790. Now, the committee con- 
cluded, in order to equalize the pension system, 
to report the same bounty to the widows and 
minor children of officers of the Army, which is 
extended to the widows and minor children of 
officers of the Navy. This bill should be passed, 


or we should abolish the formeract. They have, į 


therefore, instructed me to report a bill according 
to the prayer of the petitioner. 
The bill, in addition to an act entitled ‘* An act 


| to continue half pay to certain widows and or- 


phans,” was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. DODGE, of fowa. { move that the Sen- 
ate now take up for consideration the bill ‘to 
provide for the survey of the public lands in New 
Mexico, and for other purposes,” which has been 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 
It is important that it should be passed now, be- 
cause a day has been fixed for the consideration 
of territorial business in the House of Represent- 
atives, and the Senate should pass the bill as 
soon as possible, in order that it may reach the 
House before the ‘territorial day.” I appeal 
to the Senate, therefore, to take up and consider 
the bill now. 

The motion was agreed ‘to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. 
Public Lands have reported an entire substitute 
for the bill which was originally introduced by the 
honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Sute.ps.] 
‘The substitute was drawn up by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, after a confer- 
ence with the Committees on Public Lands of the 
two Elouses of Congress, and received the unani- 
mous approbation of the two committees. 


the bill after the enacting clause, and to insert in 


i lieu thereof the following: 


‘That the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 
a surveyor general for New Mexico, whose power, and au- 
thority, duties, compensation, and allowances for clerk 


| hire, office rent, fuel, &c., shall be the same as now pro- 


vided by law for the surveyor general of California; and he 
shal] locate his office, from time to time, at such places as 
may be directed by the President of the United States. 
Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That to every white 
male American citizen of the United States, or who has 
declared his intention to become such, over the age of 
twenty-one years, who was residing in said ‘Territory prior 
to the first day of January, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
there shall be, and hereby is, donated one halt’ seetion, or 


three hundred and twenty aeres of land, if single, but if | 
married, one section, or six hundred and forty acres, and | 


to each white male American citizen, who shall have 
removed or shall remove to and settle in said Territory be- 
tween the first day of January, eighteen hundred and tifty- 
three, aud the first day of January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-eight, there shall, in Jike manner, be donated one 
quarter section or one hundred and sixty aeres, if a single 
man, or if married, one half section or three hundred and 
twenty acres, on condition of actual settlement and culti- 
vation for not less than four years: Provided, however, 
That each of said donations shall include the actual settle- 
ment and improvement of the donee, and shall he selected 
by Jegal subdivisions within three months after the survey 
of the land where the 
vey, and where the settlement was made after the survey, 
then within three mouths after the setuement has been 
madec; and all persons failing to designate the boundaries 
ot their claims within that time shall forfeit all right to the 
same, 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That on proof ofset- 
tement and cultivation, as required by thisact, to the sat- 
istaction of the surveyor general, or other officer designated 
by law for that purpose, subject to the supervision of the 
Seerctary of the Interior, a certificate shall be issued to the 
party entitled, on presentation of which, if approved by 


the Seeretary of the Interior, a patent shall issue thereon : | 


Provided, however, ‘That on the death of any such settler 
before the completion of the tour years occupancy and cul- 
tivation required by this act, the right shail descend to his 
tiaw, who shall be entitled to a certificate and patent 


Src. 4. And be tt further enacted, That none of the pro- 


: visions of this act shall extend to mineral or school Jandst 
i salines, military or other reservations, or lands settled on 
and occupied for purposes of trade and commerce and not | 


for agriculture, and all legal subdivisions so settled on and 


provisions of tbe act of the twenty-third of May, eighteen 
hundred and forty-four, in relation to town sites on the 


' public lands, whether so settled and occupied before or 


after the survey of said Jands, except that said lands shall 
be donated instead of being sold. 
See. 5. And beit further enacted, That sections sixteen 


and thirty-six in each township in said Territory shall be | 
| reserved for the use of schools therein, and when either of 
i > 3 sa 
of wounds received, or diseases contracted during | 


id sections, or any part thereof, shall be taken by a claim 
originating under this act, before the survey of the lands, 


The Committee on ! 


The | 
amendment of the committee is to strike outall of | 


e(ttiement was made before the sur- | 


| 
i 
| 
l 
i 
| 


other lands, in Hen thereof, shall be selected by the Gov- 
ernor of the Territory, and subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That a quantity of 
land equa! to two townships shall be, and the same are 
hereby, granted to said Territory, for the establishment of 
a university therein, to be selected under the direction of 
the Legislature thereof, in legal subdivisions of not less 
than one half section, and to be disposed of as said Legis- 
lature shall direct. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That any of the lands, 


not taken under the provisions of this act, shall be subject 


to the operations of the preémption act of September fourth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-one, as extended to California, 
and any person claiming a donation under this act shall be 
permitted to enter the land claimed by him at any time prior 
to the four years’ occupancy and eultivation required, by 
paying therefor at the rate of one dollar and twenty- five 
cents per acre, and proving occupancy and cultivation up 
to the time of such payment. 

Sec. 8. And beit further enacted, Thatit shall be the 
duty of the surveyor general, under such instructions as 
may be given by the Secretary of the Interior, to ascertain 
the origin, nature, character, and extent of all claims to 
lands under the Jaws, usages, and customs of Spain and 
Mexico, and for this purpose may issue notices, summons 
witnesses, administer oaths, and do and perform all other 
necessary acts in the premises. He shall make a full report 
on all such claims as originated before the cession of the 
territory to the United States by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo of eighteen hundred and forty-eight, denoting the 
various grades of title, with his decision as to the validity 
or invalidity of cach of the same, under the Jaws, usages, 
and customs of the country before its ¢ on to the United 
States, and shall also make a report in regard to all pueblos 
existing in the Territory, showing the extent and locality of 
each, stating the number of inhabitants jn the said pueblos, 
respectively, the nature of their titles to the land; such re~ 
port to be made according to the form which may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, which report shall 
be Jaid before Congress for such action thereon as may be 
deemed just and proper, with a view to confirm bona fide 
grants, and give full effect to the treaty of eighteen hundred 
and forty-eight, between the United States and Mexico, and 
until the final action of Congress on such claims, all lands 
covered thereby shall be reserved trom sale, or other dis- 
posal by the Goverument, and shall not be subject to the 
donations granted by the previous provisions of this act. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That full power ang 
authority are hereby given to the Seeretary of the Interior 
to issue all needful rules and regulations for fully carrying 
into effect the several provisions of this act. 

Mr. SHIELDS. IT introduced the original bill; 
and on my motion it was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. I have examined the substitute 
of the committee, and I find it to be quite an im- 
provement upon the original bill. I think it much 
better adapted to the condition of this distant Ter- 
ritory than the original bill, I am, therefore, 
decidedly in favor of the substitute. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam not sure that I under- 
stand exactly the provisions of this amendment, 
but it seems to me from hearing it read, that it 
gives away all the lands in this Territory to actual 
settlers. It gives some persons as much as six 
hundred and forty acres. ‘ 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Its provisions are pre 
cisely the same as those which were made in the 
case of Oregon. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I can state to the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, that the provisions of this 
amendment are the same as were made in the Ore- 
gon and California bills; and the lands in New 
Mexico are much less valuable than those in either 
California or Oregon. It does not give any addi- 
tional land. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed 
to, the bill was reported to the Senateas amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in? The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read a third time, and passed; and its title 
was amended su as to read, ‘* A bill to establish 
the office of surveyor general of New Mexico, to 
grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 
other purposes,” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr, STUART. As there seems to be no other 
business now before the Senate, and as the hour 
has arrived at which, by the agreement or under- 
standing made yesterday, we should go into Exec- 
utive session, [ move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 


| spent in Executive session, the doors were re- 


occupied, in whole or in‘ part, for purposes of trade and li opened, and the Senate adjourned till Monday. 


commerce and not for agriculture, shall be subject to the | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 20, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Witniam H. MILBURN. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
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is the question upon the motion to recommit the 
resolution for extending the existing contract for 
carrying the mail in Alabama. The question 
pending is the motion to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; 
and upon that question the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Grey] is entitled to the floor. 


CLERK FOR A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr.Grey] to yield me the floor for 
amoment. I will not consume much of his time. 

Mr. GREY. I will yield, if it bė not taken out 
of my time. 

_Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on Ter- 
ritories have found it impossible to properly dis- 
charge their duties as connected with the various 
matters referred to them by the House, unless 
they can have the assistance, for a short time, of 
the services of a clerk. They have asked me to 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to em- 
power them to employ a clerk forthe period of 
thirty days. | offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be author- 
ized to employ a clerk, at a price not exceeding four dollars 
per day for the time said clerk is actually engaged: And 
provided, Said clerk is not to be employed beyond the period 
of thirty days. 

Mr. MURRAY. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Itis impossible for the 
committee to get along without a clerk for the time 
specified; and 1 am sure the gentleman will with- 
draw the objection, if he considers that the reso- 
lution authorizes the committee to employ a clerk 
for only thirty days. 

Mr. BISSELL. It is a very modest request, 
and I hope it will be granted. 

Mr. MURRAY. I withdraw the objection. 

The resolution was then introduced and adopted. 

Mr. GREY. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the, House to offera resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. 
ular order of business. 

Mr. GREY. I hope the gentleman will allow 
the resolution to be read for information, and I am 
sure he will then have no objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw my call, pro- 
vided the resolution which the gentleman wishes 
to introduce is not intended to delay action upon 
the bill which was under consideration Bhananee 

Mr. GREY. It is not designed to do so; and 
if there is any objection to it, E will not say a 
word upon it. 

The resolution was then read for information, 
as follows: 

1. ResolWwed, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
report to the House of Representatives why the mail ser- 
vice was not ‘‘ let”? and contracted for on the river routes, 
Ist. From Louisville, Kentucky, to Evansville, Indiana, 
and back, daily; 2d. From Evansville to Cairo, Minois, 
and hack, daily; 3d. From Cairo to St. Louis, Missouri, 
and back, daily ; according to the advertisement of 3lst De- 
cember, 1852, and the lth section of the act of Congress, 
approved 31st Angust, 1852, which made it the ‘duty of 
the Postmaster General to issue proposals and contract for 
the transportation of a daily mail” on those routes, ‘on 
suitable and safe steamboats.” Ihe bids, by terms of the 
advertisement, to be received in the Post Office Depart- 
ment “until three o'clock p. m., of the 10th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1853, to be decided by Ist of March, and service to 
commence on Ist July following, and continue for four 
years”? 


2. Resolved, That he furnish copies of all the contracts 
and bids, and ** proposals ” for contracts and bids, which 


I call for the reg- 


have been made with, proposed to, or received from Thom- 


as Shirlock and Z. M. Shirley, or either of them, or with, 
to, or from any other person or persons, together with cop 
ies of all the amendments, alterations, privileges, exten- 
sions, or restrictions authorized and permitted, or assumed 
and exereised, and of all orders for additional compensation, 
except whaf appears.on the face of the contract or con- 
tracts, on this said route from Louisville to St. Louis, or 
any part of it, since March, 1851. Also, the greatest num- 
ber of ‘ mail messengers,” “route agents,” local agents, 
and empioyees, that now are, or have.at any one time du- 
ring the above period, been engaged in, or connected with, 
the service on that route, (exclusive of postmasters)—at 
what points engaged, and the salary per quarter or per 
annum of each one of them; also, who are now the con- 
tractors from Louisville to St. Louis, and in what manner 
each and all of said contracts were made, whether privately 
or by being let to the lowest bidder; also, what intermediate 
offices between Louisville and St. Louis have been author? 
ized to be supplied by each contract on that route since 
March, 1851, and how often per week each and every one 
of those offices were to be supplied under those contracts 
or arrangements since March, 1851. 

3. Resolved, That he furnish copies of all orders, rules, 
or regulations adopted by him, which tends to prevent or 
deuy to members of Congress the privilege of going into 
the public rooms of the Post Office Department, and then 
aud there examining, with assistance of the clerks, the 
public records” under the charge of said clerks. 

4, Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
abolish all rules, orders, or regulations, which prevents or 


denies the privilege to the members of Congress of going 
into. the public rooms in the Post Office Department, and 
then and there examining such public records in the pres- 
ence, and with the assistance of the clerk having charge of 
them, as such member may desire. That he also abolish 
all rules, orders, or regulations by which the clerks, ar either 
of them, are prevented or restrained from affording to any 
member such information during those examinations as the 
public records of the Post Office Departmént will enable 
him to give. i 

Mr. DEAN. [think that resolution ought not 
to be adopted. I must object. 

Mr. GREY. Which one does the gentleman 
object to? ` 

Mr. DEAN. The last one. The one which 
proposes to interfere in the Postmaster General’s 
disposition of the rooms in his Department. 

Mr. GREY. If the gentleman objects to only 
one, I hope the others may be adopted. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolutions cannot be re- 
ceived, unless by unanimous consent of the House. 


Mr. DEAN. I must object. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. DEAN. I will say to the gentleman from 


Kentucky, that next Monday will be resolution 
day. If he will offer it then, I will not object. 

Mr. GREY. I cannot offer it now, of course, 
ifthe gentleman objects. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time have [ left? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. GREY then resumed and concluded his 
remarks in explanation of the nature of the con- 
tract which was proposed to be extended by this 
bill. FJe showed that the amount proposed to be 
given was higher than was allowed for a greater 
amount of service by other contractors. He said 
that there were eastern men who had actifally pro- 
posed to take this contract at $44,740, for which 
it was proposed by this resolution to give $60,000. 
[See Appendix for his remarks.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, obtained the floor, 

Mr. GREY. [ask the gentleman from Alabama 
to allow me to correct one remark. I said this 
bid was for $40,000. I understand it was $44,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. f would ask the gentleman if 
that included steamboat service betwe&n Mobile 
and Stockton ? 

Mr. GREY. 
and all. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I seldom 
intrude myself upon the House, and never unless 
it is froma sense of duty. And from a convic- 
tion of that kind, Inow propose to make a few re- 
marks, chiefly in reply to what has fallen from my 
honorable friend from Kentucky, who has just 
taken his seat. 

Sir, the person who is perhaps most deeply in- 
terested in the disposition which is to be made of 
this resolution, is my neighbor and constituent. 
He has been placed by one of the Departments of 
this Government in such a position that if this 
resolution be defeated, he will be, if not entirely 
ruined, at least seriously injured, and I propose 
to make this apparent before I take my seat. 

My honorable friend from Kentucky, I say in 
all kindness to him, has brought a degree of oppo- 
sition to this resolution which seems to me to be 
totally disproportionate to the object which it con- 
templaiēs: The gentleman seems to be very bit- 
ter in his opposition; and, if I may be allowed in 
kindness to say, his opposition seems rather to be 
directed to the Post Office Department than to the 
resolution under consideration itself. 


lt did include steamboat service 


Mr. Speaker, I seek not to make myselfa party | 
to any controversy between the Postmaster Gen- | 


eral and my honorable friend from Kentucky. I 
wish not to mix myself,upin any such matter. 
All I ask is, that if the gentleman from Kentucky 
comes here with prejudice in his heart against the 
Post Office Department, that that prejudice may 
not be allowed to operate to the injury. of these 
innocent contractors who are likely to be ruined 
by the failure of the House to pass the resolution. 

“Mr. GREY. Iask the gentleman from Ah- 


bama, to allow me to say, that I assure him that Ll; 


have not the least prejudice against these contract- 
ors. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly not. I did not un- 
derstand the gentleman as having any. 

Mr. GREY. Nor have F any personal preju- 
dice against the Postmaster General. But I have 
a prejudice against, and I am opposed to allowing, 
an officer of this Government the exercise of dis- | 
cretionary power, such as the Postmaster General 
has exercised in this case. 


Mr. HARRIS: -T will say to the gentleman 
that Ido not stand here: as’an apologist of the. 
Postmaster General, 1 am clothed withno:such 
authority; I invite no such responsibility; Faspire 
to no such dangerous preéminence; nor:shall go 
one step further in his defense than I deem abso< 
lutely necessary in justice to: these contractors. 

Now, sir, I do not propose to follow my-hon- 
orable friend through: all -the sinuosities cof “his 
argument: He-has- made two. vehement speeches 
in opposition. to this resolution, one when it was: 
before the House on a former occasion, and. the 
other commenced yesterday and ‘finished to-day: 
I do not propose to follow him. -In the brief period 
of forty minutes, in which I wish’ to close ‘my 
remarks, I could not follow him. ‘1 wish to confine 
myself to what I consider the gist ofthis matter— 
thecontract. I will not go back beyond the period: 
of the contract to investigate whether or not the 
head of the Post Office Department has done right 
or wrong, I call the attention of the Housé-to 
this matter; and how stands it?‘ s ER bate 

But, I will first say, that my friend from Ken- 
tucky {[Mr. Grey] spoke, yesterday of the char- 
acter of this House; that it was Democratic; and 
he appealed to the majority here‘ not todispose of 
the matter on principles of party, By way: of 
giving force to his appeal, he said that he had 
never been considered too good ‘a Whig, for he 
had run againstthe organization of his own party. 
Now,I mention this simply by way of reply, that 
I ama good Democrat. 1 respect the organization 
ofall parties; and yet do I stand here, in the midst 
of a Democratic majority, without ‘appealing tò- 
Democrats on the score of party. I donot ask 
them to vote for this, because it is recommended 
by a Democratic Postmaster General, and | appéal 
with confidence to Whigs, to say that they will 
not reject it, because it has the recommendation of 
a Democratic Postmaster General. f 

My friend, in the first speech he made, seemed 
to me to endeavor to interweave something Jike 
prejudice against this measure, by intimating that 
there was favoritism on the part of the Post Office 
Department; that a previous special mail agent 
had become the benéficiary of this contract. When 
we come to look into this matter, we find that the 
very individual of whom my honorable friend 
speaks is, as | can testify, as gooda Whig as ever’ 
trod the soil of Alabama. The other isa Demo~ 
crat; but they are both honorable men—men: of 
enterprise, and who are and have been connected’ 
with the staging interest of ‘the country. “Mr. 
Metcalfe, the Whig, fell under: the guillotine of 
this Administration; and after he was decapitated, 
he and Mr. Powell came together and made this: 
contract. There is no favoritism init. The Post- 
master General was animated by higher consider- 
ations—considerations which looked to'thé public: 
interests of the country, as I think that J shall be 
able to show. How stands'this matter; then,’sir? 
1 propose to state the facts, divested: of all the ex- 
traneous matter to which my honorable friend has 
alluded. 

This contract which is proposed to be extended, 
is for carrying the mail between Montgomery 
and Mobile, a distance of some one hundred 
and sixty or one hundred and ninety miles. | tt 
is in the line of the great thoroughfare between 
the great cities of Boston, New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Charleston, and Augusta, to the 
north, and to the south of the great cities of 
Mobile and New Orleans, and all the south. “I? 
say, sir, that it is a link of this great chain ‘of 
inter-communication. One of the most important 
mails of the country passes over it, perhaps’ the 
most important. Well, in consequence of the 
extension of railroad improvements, the reduction 


| of the postage on printed mail matter, the increase 


of population within the last few years, the mails 
have become so cumbrous that it is impossible 
that a four-horse stage coach, which was the spe~ 
cific contract for that route, could convey this 
mail. This mail supplies New Orleans; supplies 
Pensacola, one of your naval stations; supplies 
Alabama, portion of Mississippi, South Arkan~ 


| sas; and supplies the country for a considerable 


distance up the Mississippi river. It is an im- 
portant mail—important to the people, and most 
especially important to the commercial and mer~ 
cantile interests of the country. os 

My honorable friend says, that. sometime back 
the mail passed over this route for-$36,000 per 
annum. So itdid. During the-last.year,in conse~ 
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quence of the accumulation of mail matterat Mont- 
gomery, where it is piled up in masses to such an 
extent that a house would not contain it, where it 
is put on the side-walk, obstructing the passages in 
the city, as | have seen it, it has become necessary 
that additional service should be performed. 

My honorable friend reads the law, and he tells 
you that these contractors agreed to carry the 
whole mail, and that when a man makes a con- 
tract of that kind he must carry the whole mail ; 
if he has a two-horse stage coach, and a steamboat | 
comes along, the two-horse stage coach must take 
the steamboat load, for that is the interpretation. 

Mr. GREY. The gentleman misunderstood me. 
I said that if the mail was more than the contract- 
or could carry, the Postmaster General must re- 
lease him. The law provides that his contract 
shall be forfeited. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will read the law myself. 
My honorable friend is mistaken upon that point. 
That is not the law. Whenever a contractor 
abandons his contract, or whenever the Post- 
master General feels it to be his duty to dismiss 
him, he can do it. If thecontractor abandonshis 
contract, then the Postmaster General must re- 
advertise the service. But in a case like this, 
there is no necessity for a readvertisement. The 
law does not require it. The Department has 
never practiced upon it. Buthere is the law, and 
the reason of'it will address itself at once to the | 
good sense of every intelligent man. What isit? 
It is, that whenever it becomes necessary for the | 
service of the Post Office Department, or for the 
postal serviceof the country, that additional ser- 
vice shall be put upon a line, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is clothed with authority to put additional 
service upon it, and it is limited only by the 
question of pay; he cannot go beyond the pro rata | 
pay for the original contract. hat is the sub- | 
stance of the law. 

Mr. GREY. Will the gentleman now allow 
me to read a portion of the contract made by these 
very contractors ? 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 know what the contract is. 
The gentleman has read it once. H 

Mr. GREY. I have not read this part of it in 
relation to the service. It says, that the Post- 
master General may discontinue or curtail the 
service, in order to place on the route a greater 
degree of service, or whenever the public interests 
require such curtailment or discontinuance, and 
that the contractor shall be paid one month’s pay. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know that. Certainly the 
Postmaster General has reserved the right to him- 
self, under the law, of annulling this contract alto- 
gether, by paying the contractors one month’s 
extra pay. Fle does that in every contract. There 
ig nota contract made in the Union that is not 
precisely in the terms which have been read by j 
the gentleman. But let me turn to the law. Here | 
is the law—the law made by you, and it clothes 
the Postmaster General with authority, in the 
first place to annul a contract if he thinks proper, 
and in the next place, to put additional service on 
the route, and in the event he does order additional 
service, he can pay nothing more than pro rata for 
that additional service, ‘That is the law. 

Now, what are the facts in this case? IT say, | 
that that very provision of the law contemplated 
that such an exigency might arise in the postal | 
arrangements of the country, and ittherefore pro- | 
vided that the Postmaster General should.add to | 
the service. Well, sir, precisely such an exi- | 
gency did arise in this case; and in rebuttal to the | 
declaration of my friend that this service has | 
heretofore been performed by Wade, Allen & | 
Co., and that there is now no necessity for extra 
pay, | need only refer to the communication of: 
the Postmaster General, which comes here in! 
answer to the resolution of my friend, for ample, 
evidence to show that this exigency contemplated | 
by law had arisen. What is it? | 

I presume that a great majority of the members | 
have read it, as it is found in document eighty- | 

| 
| 
i 


nine. 1 will not consume the time of the House | 
by reading it, In the communication signed by | 
four special maii agents of the Department, ad- 
dressed to the Department, I find the following: 
“We are satisfied that the mails have nearly doubled in | 
the last twelve months, and that something should be done, | 
with as tittle delay as ible, to relieve said line by putting | 
on an additional daily line of coaches.” : 


This communication is signed by four special | 


with the necessities of the service and the geog- 
raphy of the country; and this is the information 
which they communicate to the Post Office De- 
partment. But this is not all. My friend from 


Kentucky, (Mr. Grey,] in the first speech he | 
made the other day, states that this was a secret | 


and private eontract, and that the thing was done 
ina corner. It was done from the house-top. I 


have read from the report of the special mail agents; | 
and in the very same pamphlet containing it, to | 


which I call the attention of the Speaker and the 
House, I find a memorial, signed by the leading cit- 


izens of Mobile, asking for additional service upon | 


this line. Not only so, but 1 call the attention of 


the House to a memorial, contained in the same | 
pamphlet, from the Chamber of Commerce in the | 
city of New Orleans, asking for this additional 

The newspaper press in that region of | 


service. 
the country teemed with articles upon the subject 
of mail irregularities and mail obstructions occa- 
sioned by the accumulation of mail matter. 

Mr. COBB. My colleague says that the con- 


tract was nota secret and private one, and that | 
| the thing was not done in a corner. 


I ask him if 
he will read the proposition from a number of 
steamboat men? 


Mr. HARRIS. I 


I was just coming to that. 


think I have shown, and produced evidence, that : 


the exigency contemplated by the law had arisen, 
and that the mail could not be conveyed under the 
contract requiring the mail to be carried in single 
four-horse coaches. ‘he exigency arose, and 
the service had to be increased. What does the 
Postmaster General do? Did he contract privately 
and secretly, and make a clandestine arrange- 
ment, asthe honorable gentleman intimated? Not 
at all. Mr. Zevely, an agent of the Post Office 
Department, was sent to southern Alabama, and 
his communication is contained in the same docu- 


ment called for by my honorable friend from Ken- į 


tucky, (Mr. Grey.] It seems thatthe Postmaster 


General sent agents for the purpose of finding out | 


the best terms upon which an arrangement could 
be made. What was the result? 
same pamphlet a communication from the steam- 
boat captains of the river, and also communica- 
tions from the contractors of the land service. 
Mark you, here is a communication from stage- 
men of Montgomery and Mobile, upon a route 
running parallel with the river. There is also a 
letter from Messrs. Waring & Co., addressed to 
the Postmaster General, in which they say: 
“That they have had aconvention of steamboat captains 


to deliberate upon this matter, and let the Postmaster Gen- | 


eral know the best terms upon whieh this thing could be 
done, Their proposition is to carry the mail for $100,000, 
with the privilege of an extended schedule.” 

That is what the steamboat captains say, in 
solemn convention assembled. Let me read what 
the contractors for the land service say. 


most responsible mail contract firm in the South. 
They say to the Postmaster General that they 
will undertake it, and that the best terms upon 
which they will undertake it is $72,000; and mark 
that this is upon the condition of the privilege of 


having the contract extended for four years. Now, | 
sir, there was the proposition made, and what do | 


Messrs. Powell and Metcalfe do? They propose 
that they will do it for the same rate of compen- 


sation that they were to get for the original line. | 
But the special agents of the Post Office Depart- | 


ment said that the service ought to be doubled. 
These parties said they would do double service 
for double pay. The Postmaster General said he 
would not give that, but that he would give two 
thirds pro rata compensation. What said the 


contractors to that? They answered that they į; 
They 


could not afford to do it upon such terms. 
agreed todo it even upon such terms, provided 
that the Postmaster General would recommend to 
Congress to extend their contract for four years. 


Mark, this occurred only last July. This addi- | 


tional service commenced on the first day of 
November. : ed to ‘ 
rouie one hundred and sixty miles in length with 


horses, coaches, and everything else necessary for |! 


the service. They said they could not do that 


for a term of only seven months, the period which | 


elapsed before the contract would expire; but that 


if the Postmaster General would recommend to £ 
Congress to extend the contract for four years, | 


mail agents, who are upon the ground, acquainted- li they would do it. 


I find in this | 


Iere is | 
the correspondence contained in this same docu- j 
ment, called for by my friend from Kentucky, | 
of Beman, Ellsworth & Co., the largest and! 


They were obliged to new stock a į 


Mr. GREY. I understand the gentleman to 

say that when they proposed to give to those con- 
tractors the route at the same price at which Wade 
Allen had had it, they said they could not under- 
take to do it for the seven months, the unexpired 
| time of their contract. But if the gentleman will 
i| look at the contract, he will see that they did un- 
dertake to doit. They did contract to do it at 
the same price, and the contract is now among the 
documents of the Post Office Department. 
| Mr. HARRIS. I know that; but subsequent 
i| to the time to which the gentleman refers, it be- 
came necessary to add a double daily service. 
‘| The Department said we require a double service, 
and the contractors replied that they would do it 
for double pay—double the price, and we will 
| double thelabor. Butthe Postmaster General was 
|j not willing to do that, but he proposed to pay 
i| them two thirds pro rate compensation, and they 
l accepted upon the terms which had been offered 
|| by the next lowest bidder, $72,000. The contract 
i| was closed. 
‘| Now, why is it that Ellsworth & Co. would 
i| not agree to do it for $72,000, for the unexpired 
term of seven months? Why was it that Powell 
i| and Metcalfe would not except of it upon any other 
ground than the extension of their contract? The 
answer will be found in the statement which I 
shall make of the expenses which they were 
obliged to incur. What were they? They had 
to restock their road, which is one hundred and 
sixty miles in length. Their horses were jaded 
and broken down, and they purchased two hun- 
dred horses. They built several bridges, one of 
|| which cost them, out of their private purse, $1,500. 
They erected workshops for the repairs of their 
coaches, and blacksmith shops for repairs of dum- 
ages. You will see that these latter expenses were 
| necessary from the fact that this road runs through 
an uninhabited region for seventy miles. They 
have had to erect permanent stables and work- 
shops. They have purchased for their original 
stock fifty sets of harness, at fifty dollars a piece, 
amounting to $2,500. They purchased their stock 
and planted them upon the road, and made these 
expensive investments, and they did it all in view 
of an extension of their contract by Congress. 
They did it—for permit me to say that these are 
not men of extensive means—upon borrowed cap- 
ital, upon the good faith, upon the good con- 
science, of Congress. They did it ina spirit of 
generous confidence upon Congress. 

Now, sir, how stands this case? My only pur- 
pose is to present what I consider to be the kernel 
of the case—the gist of the matter, rejecting all 
|| extraneous consideration, I say, how stands 
|| the case? Sir, in good faith, in good conscience, 
|| in equity, this Congress is pledged to the exten- 
sion of this contract. 

Mr. Speaker, I have had placed in my hand a 
note from a gentleman upon this floor, which I beg 
leave to introduce, as evidence in the matter, in 
i| defense of the Postmaster General, to show that 
he has only performed his duty in reference to the 
letting of this contract. It is from the Hon. J. 
Vansant, and is as follows: 
|i I know that the Postmaster General was active to the 
end that a contractor might be secured to perform the ser- 
vice, and sent for a jarge and distinguished mail contractor 
at Baltimore, and importuned him to stock the road, to 
convey the mail. The tatter refused, upon the ground that 


|; no reasonable amount of pay would be sufficient compen- 
i| sation for such heavy service as is required from Mont- 
| 


gomery to Mobile,” 


And yet, in the face of all this, when these men 
have come forward, as I said, relying upon the 
good faith of Congress to protect them in the im- 
mense investments which they have been obliged 
to make, amounting to $30,000, gentlemen oppose 
the extension of this contract. Sir, the law is 
i| not now as it once was, when the successor of 
|| a contractor was bound to take the stock of that 
contractor at a reasonable price; but if this con- 
tract goes into the hands of other contractors, their 
stock will all be left upon their hands. Many of 
| their investments are of a permanent character, 
consisting not only of coaches, but in workshops, 
They 
will be nearly or wholly ruined; and why? Be- 


| which must be nearly a total loss to them. 


H 

| 

| cause, in a spirit of generous confidence, relying 
| upon a contract made by an officer of the Govern- 
J ment, who is a representative of Congress, they 
| made these investments. I said, a moment since 
i| that Congress are in equity bound to carry out 
li this contract, It may be that contractors can be 
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obtained now for a less amount than this resolution 
proposes to pay; and why? These men did not 
have the usual notice for making preparations for 
this service; they did not wait for the regular day 
of letting, but thev came forward when mail bags 
were lying piled up in heaps at Montgomery, 
and the transportation stopped. 

Now, sir, how isit? T'he law of Congress has 
clothed the Postmaster General with power at his 
discretion, whenever the service requires it, to ex- 
tend contracts, and to increase them. He has the 
discretionary power to authorize additional ser- 
vice, and wherever the necessity arises he would 
neglect his duty if he did notdoit. ‘Then, sir, he 
had the right to do it. The exigency arose, and 
he was bound to act. How did he act? Did he 
act rightly? He ought to have so acted. It was 
his duty to act rightly. What was right? To 
get. responsible contractors on the best possible 
terms? Did he do it? Does not the testimony 
show it? What more could the Postmaster Gen- 
eraldo? What less will you give those contract- 
ors than an extension. of this contract when they 
came forward, as I a moment since remarked, at 
a crisis in the public service, only seven months 
anterior to the expiration of the contract terin, 
and made the lowest bid that could be possibly 
procured. 

Now what is the predicament in which these 
men are placed? This resolution was introduced 
into the Senate. It passed that body, in pursu- 
ance of a special recommendation of the Post- 


master General, contained in his general report to: 


Congress, which I hold in my hand, and, as I 
learn, without a dissenting voice. It came here, 
was referred to one of the standing committees, re- 
ported back, and recommended to the favorable 
action of the House. That is the way the thing 
stands here. When the resolution came here from 
the Senate we wanted it acted on. Why? Be- 
cause the period of letting contracts was at hand. 
These gentlemen are men engaged in the mail con- 
tract service. They wanted to know what their fate 
would be. They wanted to know whether Con- 
gross would ratify this. matter. My honorable 
riend from Kentucky would not let us have ac- 
tion. He moved its reference to the Committee 
on the Pest Office and Post Roads. We wanted 
action then? It was but just and fair to these con- 
tractors that they should be put loose before the 
poe of bidding was over; but, as I have said, 

y the action of my honorable friend, they were 
prevented attaining their object. It was sent to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The 
day for bidding has passed. There stand these con- 
tractors—men who have had the contract, men 
who have already contracted with the Post Office 
Department.for it. They were placed in this predic- 
ament: If they bid for this contract, they were 
compelled to abandon their contract with the De- 
partment. They could not putin a bid there, and 
with any conscience ask Congress to extend this 
contract. What have they done? They, in a 
spirit of reliance on the good faith of Congress, 
determined not to bid. They did not bid; and 
they now leave this whole matter to the equity, 
good conscience, and sense of justice which may 
control the deliberations and the action of this 
body. 

Mr. COBB. I would ask my colleague to yield 
me the floor, that I may say three words. 

Mr. HARRIS. Only three? 

Mr. COBB. May be four or five. [Laughter.] 
I have done injustice to this case, perhaps, and I 
want to set myself right. 

Mr. HARRIS, I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COBB. [n:a conversation with several gen- 
tlemen on this floor, when the resolution now under 
consideration was on the Speaker’s table, it seem- 
ing to be for the relief of Alabamians, and as I 
was myself a Representative from Alabama, with- 
out investigating the matter, but with the lights Í 


had before me then, I stated that I thought it was. 


wrong. I now intend to do justice, so far as that 
declaration is concerned; I am bound to. do to-day. 
as I did yesterday when I ascertained that I was 


not in the right; Í back out from that declaration |! 


of the resolution being wrong. When the ques- 


tion came up for full discussion and_fair consider- 


ation, as I do in every case where T am called to 
vote, I investigated it with the utmost of the lim- 
ited ability which I possess. I investigated this 
matter; and after full conference with persons who 
are well informed in relation to it, and with all the 


facts I could collect bearing upon the question, I 
have come to the concjusion.that my first opinion 
was wrong, and that this resolution ought to pass. 
I think it is due to the persons interested in this 
matter, due to myself, and in order to present the 
question fairly before those with whom I con- 
versed when this subject first came up, that they 
may not say that an Alabamian is opposed to.the 
resolution, and consequently it must be wrong, 
that I should make this explanation. I now take 
back what I said before, and I shall. support the 
resolution. : 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. Will the gentle- 
man permit me to say a word or two? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
for a minute or two. 

Mr. JONES. The House is aware that when 
this bill came from the Senate, and when it. was 
attempted to be put upon its passage by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, (Mr. Pariuirs,] I objected 
to its passage, and advocated its reference to the 
committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Itis 
possible that, from the fact of my location, and the 
fact that my constituents are almost entirely sup- 
plied by this route, the suggestions which | made 
the other day may have had some influence upon 
the decision of the House at that time. lam glad 
that the course was then pursued of referring the 
bill to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. I confess that I was somewhat influenced 
in my. course on that occasion by the fact that I 
do not approve generally of thecourse of the Post- 
master General, at least so far as my constituents 
are concerned, and I felt disposed to hold him to 
a strict accountability. 

I have investigated this matter, and, in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Alabama, who has 
just taken his seat, | confess myself wrong, and I 
am willing to take back what I then said. 

I will state, further, that I believe it is the duty 
of this House not to ruin these contractors by 
refusing to pass this resolution, but that, on the 
contrary, it is a duty which we owe to them and 
to the public service to extend their contract. 

It is apparent, it seems to me, front the testi- 
mony which has been adduced here, that this con- 
tract could not be secured for a less sum to have 
it efficiently performed. We all know that the 
mail line from Montgomery to Mobile carries per- 
haps more mail matter than any other route of the 
same length in the United States. It is also a fact 
that it requires not only stage coaches, but also a 
steamboat, to carry this mail; and the wholeof this 
service is now performed for $60,000. 

Well, there is another point in this case which 
had a material influence on my judgment the 
other day, and which I am now disposed to cor- 
rect, because I believe I gave a wrong interpreta- 
tion to the law. As I- stated the other day, there 
are two species of contracts—one is called ‘‘spe- 
cific service,” and the other ‘“‘star bids.” Now, 
a ‘star bid” is where a party agrees to carry 
the whole mail on a certain route for a certain 
sum of money; and it matters not how large that 
mail may be, he is still required to carry it, but he 
is not required to carry it in any particular way. 
It would appear from the contract, as read by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, that the person is re- 
quired to carry the whole mail in stage coaches, if 
he agrees to carry it in that specific mode. 

Mr. HARRIS. [have but a moment left, and 
my time will allow me to make only a single re- 
mark. I have endeavored to present what I con- 
ceive to be the merits of this case. My friend 
from Kentucky speaks of the underbidding which 
has been offered under this contract with Powell. 

Mr. GREY. I said that it was not a legal bid 
according to the advertisement. 

Mr. HARRIS. It isa legal bid, and a contract 
made with the Department under the law. The 
resolution is no contract at all, It simply calls 
upon Congress to vest the Postmaster General 
with authority to extend the contract, provided 
he believes it will comport with the public inter- 
ests. Inasmuch as these contractors have been 
cut off from the privilege of bidding, it is equiva- 
lent to a mere proposition to place them in the 
category of bidders, that they may have a fair 
chance. I could reply more fully, and, as think, 
conclusively, to the remarks of the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky, but I have not the 
time to do itnow. This subject, I presume, has 
been fully discussed, and I presume that every 
member of the House has made up his. mind in 


regard to it. Inasmuch.as-there is agreat anxiety 
to dispuse of this matter, I shallamove the previous 
question, provided it is not deemed amfaire « 
Mr. GREY. Will the gentleman trom Ala- 
bama (Mi#tlannis].allow.me to. call his-attention 
to the law to. be found on the forty-third: page: of 
the Post Office Laws and Regulations; which reads 
as follows: ; geia SRNO PAA ngi 
*¢ And whenever it shall become necessary to-changethe 
terms ofany existing contract in any other manner than 
that designated in this act, or to enter into.a contract for 
the transportation of the mail at any other time than at the- 
annual letting, the Postmaster General shall give notice in: 
one newspaper ‘published at Washington-city,andin one 
newspaper published asnear as may he to the route-on which 
the services are to be performed, far. at Jenst four. weeks. 
before changing or making such contract, inviting proposals 
therefor; which proposals shall be received ‘and opened, 
and such proceedings thereon had inal things as atthe: 
annual lettings: Provided, however, ‘That the Postmaster. 
General may make temporary contracts until a regular let- 
ting can take place.” he 
Mr. HARRIS. I dare say that the law hasno; 
application at all to the case under consideration., 
I have read the law which does apply to. it, and 
it clothes the Postmaster General with- power.to: 
add additional service when the exigencies ofthe, 
service require it. The resolution only proposes: 
to carry out a contract already existing.: Lunder~ 
stand that the motion which. will be first put tothe. 
House is upon the motion of the. chairman ofthe 
Committee on the Post Office and Post: Roads. to 
recommit this. bill to. the. Committee on the Post; 
Office and Post Roads. .# abit ia, Say 
I will only say to those who. feel. disposed:to 
advance this bill, and even to: its.enemies, who.are; 
in favor of disposing of the matter, that when:the 
motion is put to recommit the bill to. the. Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, we. can 
vote it down, and then proceed to vote upon. the 
bill. The chairman of the committee, (Mr. OLDS] 
who made the motion for the purpose only of 
saving the position of this bill, and to prevent it 
from going to the lower orders of business upon 
the Speaker’s table, is not now in his seat... Were 
he here, he would withdraw the motion; but ashe 
is not, we must, vote upon it, and can voteit down, 
and then proceed to.action upon. the bill itself; ~.. 
Mr. GROW. Ihave asked the indulgence of 
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Harris] merely 
to explain a point which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Grex] seems.to. insist on,and thatis, 
that a mail contractor is bound by hii contract:to 
carry all the mail on. his route... Thereis but one 
bid recognized by. the Post Office Department: 
which requires a contractor to. carry. all. the: mail 
matter, and that is what is called a ‘‘star bid:?? 
In that he is bound to carry the. mails. with, 
safety, certainty, and dispatch; and he must carry 
the whole mail.. But if he specifies.in his, bid.the 
mode of carrying the mail, he.is only: bound: to: 
carry a reasonable quantity. consistent: with ‘the 
modé of conveyance designated. If he contracts 
to transport. the mail with a one-horseconveyance, 
he is bound to carry only such a quantity as. ia 
reasonable for such a mode of. service. . If the 
Post Office Department is satisfied that the quan- 
tity which is required to be carried is too large for 
the mode of service specified, then it is the duty- 
of the Postmaster General. to supply the ways and 
means of carrying the balance. 
Mr. TRACY. As my name has been men- 
tioned in connection with this mater of bids, E 
will simply explain what I know about the sub- 
ject. A ‘constituent of mine, one Daniel P. 
Kingsley, who has been long successfully engaged 
in the business of staging, and who is a gentle-. 
man and a man of responsibility, made a, bid-for, 
this route, agreeably to the existing.contract, for 
$44,740, by which bid he. offered to -carry the 
mail precisely as is done under the contract which 
is now: proposed to be-extended, but in one hour 
shorter time. cid TOE TN 
$Mr. HARRIS. -If this-proposition is rejected, 
and these gentlemen are defeated, they will stand 
to-morrow jast: where. they. stand to-day.. But 
look at the condition of these contractors, whos 
have gone into. this matter, relying. upon a rec- 
ommendation to Congress to. extend the: con- 
tract. -L have already shown the great expendi- 
tures which they have been obliged to maketo: 
carry out their arrangement with the Post Office 
Department, and it. is unnecessary to say more 
about it. I demand the previous questione: +; 
Mr. SEWARD. | I move to- lay the resolation 
upon; the table. : ee cise . 
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Mr. GREY. I ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion to allow me one word? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the gentleman has 
already said enough upon this subject: ® 

Mr. GREY. [lask it as a matter of courtesy, 
I will renew the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would inquire of the Chair 
how much time | have yet? 

The SPEAKER. Eleven minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam anxious to have this reso- 
lution disposed of and passed. Unless it receives 
immediate action, and is disposed of before the 
25th of this month, it will be entirely useless to 
the parties whom it is proposed to relieve. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair would remind the 
gentleman that discussion is not in order, as there 
is a motion pending to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. GREY. I again ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his call, to allow me to read a statement 
from an official record of the Post Office Depart- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama having made a demand for the previous 
question, and the gentleman from Georgia {Mr. 
Sewarp] having moved to lay the bill upon the 
table, both the call and the motion must be with- 
drawn before discussion will-be in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, Ido notlike to be discourteous; 
but Ido not feel at liberty to withdraw the de- 
mand, I must insist (pon it. 

The question now being upon the motion to lay 
the resolution upon the table, 

Mr. SEWARD demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers upon the 
motion. ` 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. LiuLy and 
Cox were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 41; a further count not being demanded. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr. SEWARD, I move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker's table, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that the pre- 
vious question has been demanded, and that the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia is not in 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded but not seconded; and the morning 
hour having expired, a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of the business upon the Speaker’s 
table is, under the rule, in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iwil withdraw the motion. 
T do it to show the gentleman from Alabama that 
I do not wish ta embarrass his resolution, Fap- 


pealed to the gentleman to allow me ten minutes ! 


to speak upon the resolution, and he would not do 
it. Iwill, however, not make any factious op- 
position, and I withdraw the motion, 

Mr. WHEELER. I renew the motion to go 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. GREY. Has the previous question been 
seconded upon this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 
manded, however. 

Mr. GREY. Have I the right to say anything 
upon it? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not de- 
batable, the previous question having been de- 
manded. 

Mr. GREY. Then appeal to the gentleman 
from Alabama to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
the wish of the House; but I do not think it is. 

Mr. DEAN. F demand tellers on the second 
to the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jones, of 
Louisiana, and Dent were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
ayes 78, noes 41, 


It has been de- 


So there was a second; and the main question | 


was then ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads; and it was disagreed to. 

The resolution was then ordered to a third read- 
ing, and was subsequently read the third time. 


I would if I thought it was | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, called for the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the resolution. 

The question was put on seconding the demand 
for the previous question; and, on a division, there 
were—ayes 76, noes 35; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ROBBINS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. VarL, and 
Jones of Louisiana, were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 86, noes not counted. 

So the previous question received a second, 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered toa third reading, and 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put on the latter motion; and 
it was agreed to. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
being “ Shall the bill pass?’ 

Mr. GREY demanded the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 82, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, David J. Bailey, 
Banks, Barksdale, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Boyce, 
Bridges, Caskic, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Curtis, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dent, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, 
Eddy, Jobn M. Eliott, Etheridge, Fenton, Florence, Goode, 


Greenwood, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, | 
Hastings, Henn, Hibbard, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, į 


J. Glaney Jones, Rotand Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kurtz, 
Latham, Lindsley, Lyon, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, 
Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Smith Miller, Mur- 
ray, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruf- 
fin, Seymour, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
tiam Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Thurston, Vansant, Warren, Join Wentworth, 
Witte, and Daniel B. Wright—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bocock, Bugg, Carpenter, Clark, 
Clingman, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Callam, Thomas Davis, 
Dickinson, Thomas D. Eliot, Marley, Franklin, Giddings, 
Grey, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Hiester, Howe, 


George W. Joves, Kerr, Knox, Leteher, Lilly, Maurice, | 
Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Parker, Puryear, | 


David Ritchie, Rogers, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Skelton, Ger- 
rit Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard 
H. Stauton, Stratton, John I. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, 
Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
‘Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Zollicotfer—54. 


So the resolution was passed. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was adopted, 


and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; | 


which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
which I desire to present to the House, signed by 
one hundred and twenty-four citizens of Wash- 
ington and Alexandria, against the military super- 
intendence of the public works. 

Mr. BISSELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 


ginia [Mr. Smirnu] can present it at the, Clerk’s | 


desk, under the rules. 
Mr. SMITH. I desired to present it in open 
House, so that some notice should be taken of it. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the afirmative 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jones, of New York, in the chair,) and re- 


sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- | 
| priations for the support of the Military Academy 


at West Point, for the year ending the 30th June, 


| 1855. 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, they had under consideration a bill making 


| appropriations for the West Point Military A cad- 


emy, and particularly the Senate amendments 
thereto. The first question is upon agreeing to 
the second Senate amendment, which will be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

*¢ Yor cavalry-exercise hall, $20,000.7’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the pending ques- 
tion tellers have been ordered. 

Messrs. Smirnu, of Tennessee, and Rippire, were 
appointed tellers. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 65, noes 55. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The third amendment of the Senate was then 
reported, as follows: 


I have a memorial | 


“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the compen- 
sation of the professors of French and drawing he made 
equal to that of the professors in the other departments ; 
and that the compensation of the master of the sword be 


$1,200 per annum.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This, Mr. Chair- 
man, is an amendment proposing to increase the 
salaries of the teachers of French and drawing 
from $1,500 to $2,000. By the act of September 
| 16, 1850, changing the pay of these professors, it 
was 

“ Provided, That hereafter, in lieu of the pay proper, or- 
dinary rations, forage, and servants, heretofore received 
under the act of April 12, 1812, the professors of engineers, 
philosophy, mathematics, ethics, and chemistry, shall be 
entitled to receive $2,000 each per annum, and the profes- 
sors of drawing and French each $1,500 per annum 3 and 
that the adjutant of the Military Academy shall hereafter be 
entided to receive the same pay and allowances as an adju- 
tant of a regiment of dragoons.” 

By the act of March 3, 1851, that was so al- 
tered as to allow the officers and professors lon- 
gevity rations in addition to the salaries of $2,000 
| provided in the law from which I have just read. 
And at the time the salaries of these professors 
of French and drawing were fixed at $1,500 per 
annum, it was admitted, I believe, by those who 
| advocated the proposition upon this floor, that the 
ii best of French teachers and the best teachers of 
‘| drawing were employed in the colleges and uni- 
versities of the country for $600 or $800 per an- 
num. We gave them $1,500 and quarters or houses 
to live in; and now the proposition is brought 
forward to increase their salaries to $2,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. BISSELL. Iam not aware that it ig the 
intention of any gentleman to insist on raising the 
salaries of the professors of drawing and French. 
It is desired, and it is thought to be altogether 
| proper, that the pay of the fencing-master should 
| be increased to $1,200 perannum. Thatis almost 
as little as any man can live on at that place. 

A Member. What is his salary now? 

Mr. DEAN. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, I would answer that it is 
$750 per annum. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Thatisasmall affair. Eis 
salary should be raised to be equal to that of the 
lowest clerk here. 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will not object to the 
increase of the salary of the fencing-master to 
I| $1,200 per annum. The other professors receive 
91,500 per annum. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [hope that the com- 
mittee will non-concur with the Senate’s amend- 
ment. The fencing-master, or the master of the 
| sword, now gets his rations, quarters, and, I believe, 
forty-six dollars per month. And, if I mistake not, 
itis a soldier who performs this service. The office 
requires but few qualifications, and little capacity. 
I suppose that they look only to his qualification 
as a master of the sword. They can get plenty 
of them; more than they want. They could get 
regiments of them at the price now paid. The 
question is before the committee, and 1 hope they 
will disagree to the whole amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman is mistaken in 
saying that the fencing-master is a soldier, if he 
means by that a private of the Army. Not at all; 
and I am authorized, by gentlemen who know, to 
say further, that he was only induced to accept 
that position at the small salary he now receives 
of $750 per annum, by the promise that every 
i} effort should be made to get him an increased 
salary. Now that is an important position to oc- 
cupy; and it is not every man who has a strong 
and active arm who can get employment in such 
business. It is a very skillful exercise, and re- 
quires a man to qualify himself to be a good 
teacher. He must havea high degree of excel- 
lence in the art, such as is not attained without 
years of practice. I think, under all the cireum- 
stances, that $1,200 is not too great a salary for 
the fencing-master. 

Mr. JONES. I think his pay now is as good 
as that of a captain, certainly as good as that of 
‘1a lieutenant in the Army. 

i Mr. BISSELL. It is not as good as that of a 
captain; but I will not consume the time of the 
committee by going into an argument on the sub- 
ject. Nor isit as good as that of a lieutenant. 
He is there, and is compelled to keep up those 
associations which we would desire of a man in 
that position, as one of the teachers at our only 
i military school. He has necessarily to incur 


some expenses beyond the bare necessities of 
= living; and [ do think that if we allow him $1,200 
per annum, it would notbe extravagant. [tis less 
than any of the clerks of the Departments here 
receive under the law lately passed. 

Mr. DEAN. I haye no desire to detain the 
committee. JI would inquire whether the ques- 
tion can be divided—whether a separate vote can 
be had on the proposition to increase the fencing 
teacher’s salary only? ğ 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman can move 
to amend by striking out all of the Senate’s amend- 
ment, except that providing for an increase of the 
salany of the fencing-master. 

Mr. DEAN. Then for the purpose of testing 
the question, I move to strike out that portion of 
the Senate’s amendment relating to the increase 
of the salaries of the professors of drawing and 
French. I wish they might all be raised; but 1 
desire to test the question. 

Mr. SAGE. What is the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to strike out the fol- 
lowing words: 

“That the compensation of the professors of French and 
drawing be made equal to that of the professors in the 
other departments. ”? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. How will the amend- 
ment of the Senate then read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. [t will read: 

“For compensation of the master of the sword, $1,200 
per annum.”? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should like some 
gentleman to tell me what the other professors get. 

Mr. DEAN. 
professors of French and drawing, $1,500 a 

ear. That there may be no misunderstanding, 

will state that I have offered this amendment 
for the purpose of getting a separate vote on the 
two propositions embraced in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH. [should really be glad if some 
Laur ae would tell me why the professors of 

rawing and French at West Point should be paid 
$2,000 a year, when similar professors, equally 
efficient, no doubt, can be had in the private acad- 


emies of the country for less than half the money? | 


Several MemBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes,! say forless than half the 
money; and half the professors in the colleges of 
the country do not get over $1,000. . 

Mr. DEAN. Well, I propose to strike out that 

art of the Senate’s amendment which provides 
increased compensation for the professors of 
French and drawing. 

Mr. PECKHAM. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia does not understand the proposition. T'he 
amendment of my colleague, [Mr. Dean,] if 
adopted, will let the salaries of those professors 
stand as they now are. 

Mr. PRATT. I should like to inquire of the 


gentleman from New York, if, in addition to $2,000 | 


a year; the professors do not have their private 
quarters furnished them ? A 
- Mr. DEAN. I do not know what the gentle- 
man means by “ private quarters.” 

Mr. PRATT. Houses for their families to live 


in. 
Mr. DEAN. They have houses.to live in, but 
no rations, or any thing of that kind. 


Mr. PRATT. That is what I understand, and | 


that is quite enough. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to know 
whether, if the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New York should prevail, we should 


be denied the privilege of voting upon the salary | 


Two thousand a year, and the | 


i 


of the gentleman who teaches the sword exercise? | 


Mr. DEAN. Oh, no. n 

Mr. BISSELL. That will be the next question. 

Mr. DEAN. The object of my amendment is 
to separate the two questions. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Deran’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. i 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would be glad, if 
it be in order, to move to add after the words 
‘per annum- ” the following words: 

And the pay of the cadets shall be increased to gee 20 


per month. 
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j 
| 
\ 


1 


| 
i 


i| course he cannot be engaged in other business 


i| reach of every one of ordinary ability, and of 


| engaged in teaching the sword exercise from sun- 


. i I rise to a ques- | 
tion of order. Ít is, thatthe proposed amendment | 
is not in order; in the first place because it is not 
germane to the pending amendment; and in the |; 
second place because the pay of the cadets is pro- | 
vided for in the bill which has been passed upon | 
by the Senate, and it is not now within the con- ! 
trol of the House. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 think the amendment is in: 
order, but the Chair can decide the question. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the i 
proposed amendment is not in order, not being | 
germane to the subject. i 

Mr. PECKHAM. Let me say to the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, that what he desires is provided 
for in another bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I suppose, if the | 
section is stricken out, that the salary which the 
teacher in fencing now receives would still be the 
same. { move to strike out the section, In sub- į 
mitting the motion, I desire some one, who is fa- 
miliar with the subject, to inform me how much 
time the teacher of the sword exercise is engaged 
during each day. 

Mr. BISSELL. I will answer the gentleman 
as far as I can, with a great deal of pleasure. I 
do not suppose, by any means, that this man is 


rise to sundown; but I presume that he is engaged 
ten hoursinaday. He has some five classes to 
teach; and being required to attend so often to his 
duties there, it is quite out of the question that he 
can carry on any other business there or else- 
where. Our chaplain here does not employ in 
his duties more than three or four minutes in the 
course of the day, but we do not pay him accord- 
ing to the time he spends here. The gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smrru,] as well as myself, 
are not engaged in official duties ordinarily more 
than three or four hours in a day, but our constit- 
uents never think of paying us in proportion to 
the time we spend here. They send us from our 
business and homes to this city, to attend to the 
duties which they think proper to devolve upon 
us; and when we get here they pay us what they 
suppose is a liberal compensation. Suppose they 
should insist upon paying us according to the 
time we were actually in session. What would 
the gentleman from Virginia think of it? It is 
enough for me to say, that the master of the sword 
exercise is required to be upon the spot at certain 
hours, and perform his duties as teacher, and of 


H 


there or elsewhere. Is not that a sufficient answer 
to what the gentleman has said, or does the gen- 
tleman desire to know the precise number of hours 
and minutes he is engaged each day? 

Mr. SMITH. I merely desire information 
upon this subject. I look upon the practice of 
sword exercise as more distinguished for strength 
of muscle and quickness of eye, than forany thing | 
else. The acquisition of the art is within the 


course the qualification is possessed by many 
persons whose services may be readily command- 
ed. We know, also, that none of the respon- 
sibilities of the ordinary professors devolve upon 


him. 

Mr. BISSELL. Nor is he paid as much as 
the other professors. 

Mr. SMITH. It is well known to all that 
there is no obligation imposed upon him to remain 
in the institution all the time. He can as well live 
across the river, as in the institution. Ffe has 
only to come forward in the gourse of the day, | 
attend at his room, instruct his classes, and then 
go where he chooses, and devote himself to what 
business he may desire, as our professors of lan- | 
guages do in this city, who after instruction given į 
here, go to Georgetown and other places, Now, | 
I think, that for services three or four hoursa day, 
$750 is enough. At any rate, I should be glad if 
any gentleman will tell me of another man, thus 
proficient, and thus employed, who gets as much 


| of everything else. 


i be a gentleman who is fit 


money. I doubt whether there is. i 
A Voter. The clerks under the Government. | 
Mr. SMITH. Do not point me to evidence to | 
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be found in the clerkships . under this Govern- 
ment. I confess I have had no hand in that mats 


|| ter, and I state it here with satisfaction,. Their. 


salaries are too great, but their condition is alto-. 
gether different from that: of the. individual. of 
whom I am speaking.. The clerks are: required to. 
be qualified ina variety of ways, as well as to be 
men of integrity... The salaries. are: not rightly 
regulated, and if some gentleman would devige'a 


‘| plan by which they should be paid in proportion 


to their labors, he would render a 
the country. : 
A Memser. We are engaged here only three 
or four hours, 
Mr.SMITH. Let me say to gentlemen, that 


great service to 


i| although we, as members of Congress, are in this 


Hall but three or four hours a day, yet if we are 
true and diligent in the performance of our duties, 
very few of us get off with less than fourteen 
hours a. day of persevering labor. I koow the 
fact to be so. Every member who gives himself 
to the performance of his duties, labors as muchas 
that. There may be some members who desire 
to be here for pleasure, but —— i 

[Here the hammer fell.] f 

Mr. DEAN. I only rise to answer the gues- 
tion which the gentleman has put. This institu- 
tion is not situated in my district, but it‘is so near 
to it that I have been there frequently, and know 
something about the duties of this man. There 
are constantly four classes in that institution, who 
occupy the time of this professor to the exclusion 
He can engage in nothing 
else. The training of these classes commences 
in winter at six o’clock, and in summer one hour 
earlier. The professor who is engaged theve can 
go into no other business whatever; and the only 
question now is, whether $750 is sufficient pay 
for a person who is qualified to be sent there, and 
whom you are willing to send there, to train the 
young men of the country who are to be put at 
the head of your armies in time of war? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 would inquire of 
the gentleman how long the instruction continues 
each day to each class? pea ie, 

Mr. DEAN. For one hour to each class. 

Mr. SMITH. Does he teach each of these 
classes every day? i 

Mr. DEAN. I presume he does noton Sunday. 

Mr. SMITH. Then he instructs each class 
only one hour a day? : 

Mr. DEAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the 
sort of exercise which is required. ‘To be sure, it 
is, to some extent, physical exercise, but it is the 
most exhausting physical exercise you can con- 
ceive. Labor by the day ia nothing in compari- 
son to it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man one question, and I hope he will answer it, 
for I assure him it involves a consideration that 
will have much weight in determining my vote 
upon this amendment. If we refuse to give this 
man $1,200 will he resign ?, eee 

Mr. HUNT. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me to say a word? 

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir, I will, ifthe gentleman 
is going to speak for the Senate amendment. 
rege j aa 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, the fencing-mas- 
ter employed at the Military Academy ought to 
to associate with young 
men of high character. He is, usually, a man 
taken from the ranks‘of some foreign service, who 
is out of employment at home; and such a gentle- 
man ought notto receive a compensation less than 
that which this amendment of the Senate proposes 
to give him. ` He should be able to give advice in 
reference to questions of honor. Something more 
is required than the more physical force ofa clown. 
He should be something more than merely strong 
in muscle. He should be one who, by years of 
experience, has acquired great skill in the use of 
the weapon, which is a proper weapon for a gen- 
tleman of high character in his national profes- 


sion. sit 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is: there: any 
amendment pending to the Senate amendment? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the 
amendment is pending. ~ 

Mr. JONES. 1 move to strike out $1,200. 

Mr. Chairman, f have moved this amendment 
for the purpose of saying a word in reference to 
the compensation of this fencing-master.— 
gentleman from New York has stated that his com- 
pensation was $750 per annum. Now, by refer- 
ence to the Blue Book, it will be seen that the 
master of the sword at the Military Academy re- 
ceives $46 66 per month, making about $560 a 
year. In addition to this, he receives four rations 
per day. These rations are computed at twenty 
cents each, making eighty cents a day, and in- 
creasing his compensation to about $852. Then, 
in addition to this, he has quarters, making in all 
about $1,000 or $1,100 a year. 

Mr. DEAN, I said the salary of this master 
of the sword was $750 a year. I have before me 
a letter from him, in which he says his pay is only 
$726. Iwill read an extract from the letter, and 
allow him to speak for himself. He says: 

“The salary ofall the professors here 1s $2,000 per annum, 
with the exception of Pre ors Auguel and Weir, who re- 
ceive $1,500. My pay is $720. ‘Mhis enormous difference 
between my salary and that of those gentlemen, will show 
you how poorly my services are compensated. ”? 

Mr. PHELPS. [ask the gentleman if he does 
not get as much pay as a lieutenant in the Army? 

Mr. DEAN. I do not know. 

Mr. PHELPS. He does get more; and there 
are some fifteen or twenty lJieutenanis employed 
at the academy at West Point. 

Mr. BISSELL,. Whatare they doing there? 

Mr. PHELPS. They are instructing the 
cadets, 

The question now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment, 

Mr. JONES, by unanimous consent, withdrew 


it. S 
The question then recurred upon concurring in 
the amendment to the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the amendment of 
the Senate was non-concurred in, there being, on 
a division, ayes 72, noes not counted, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. l move that the 
committee do now rise and report the amendments 
of the Senate to the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Jones, of New York) reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
the state of the Union generally under considera- 
tion, and particularly the Senate amendments to 
the Military Academy appropriation bill, and had 
directed him to report the same back, with the rec- 
ommendation that the first amendment should be 
non-concurred in, the second concurred tn, and the 
third concurred in, with an amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. [call for the previous ques- 
tion on the amendments. 

The call for the previous question was seconded; 
and the main question was then ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the 
following amendment of the Senate, in which the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
recommend a non-concurrence: 

“For repairs and additious to professors’ quarters, 
5,000.7 

The question was taken;and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk then reported the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

« For cavalry excreise hall, $20,000.97 

Mr. LYON. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SKELTON. I desire to ask if the question 


The i Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Witte—69. 


ig on concurring in the Senate amendment, or in | 
the report of the Committee of the Whole on the | 


state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘They are the same thing. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union report in favor of the amendment; and the 
question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Rell, Bennett, 
Bisscli, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, 
Colquitt, 
Dent, Dickinson, Drum, Dunbar, Eddy, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Farley, Penton, Florence, Frankiin, Aaron Harlan, 


ieker, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dean, | 


j 
| 
| 


: Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Lyon, McNair, 


i 


i Shower, Hestor L. Stevens, John J. Taylor, Jobn L, | 


! nays. | 


| has acted on it, is it in the power of the party | 
making the motion to withdraw it? 


‘sity of leaving the city for a few days. 


| 


Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hibbard, Howe, | 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Latham, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougail, Mace, Maur- | 
ice, Murray, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, 

Phillips, Riddie, David Ritchie, Rogers, Sage, Seward, : 


Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Vansant, Walley, Wells, jj 


NAVS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Ball, Barksdale, | 
Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Chrisman, | 


Churchwell, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, John G. Davis, ; 
Dawson, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, John M. Elliott, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Giddings, Greenwood, Grey, į 
Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hiester, George W. 


May, Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Robbins, Ruffin, 
Sapp, Shannon, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William | 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard I. Stanton, Stratton, | 
Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Vail, Wade, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Zollicoffer—66. 

So the second amendment of the Senate was ; 
agreed to. 


Mr. PECKHAM. I move to reconsider the | 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to, and || 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. LYON. On that I demand the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I withdraw the motion. | 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question | 
of order. 


After a motion is made, and the House! 


Isit not then | 
in the possession of the House? | 

The SPEAKER. By an express rule of the! 
House, it isin the power of the mover to with- | 
draw it before action has been had upon it. | 


called upon to vote. 
ordered. i 
The SPEAKER. Preparatory to taking action. | 
The Clerk then read the third amendment of | 
the Senate, as follows: i 
“Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the compensa- į 
tion of the protessors of French and drawing be made equal | 
to that of the professors in the other departments, and the |} 
compensation of the master of the sword be $1,200 per | 
annum,?? i 
TheSPEAKER. TheCommitteeofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union propose to strike out || 
the following words: ‘ Professors of French and 
drawing be made equal to that of the professors 
in the other departments, and the compensation 
of the;’’ so that it will read: 


“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum.” 


The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union; and it was agreed to. |} 

The question recurred on agreeing to theamend- ‘| 
ment of the Senate, as amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. On that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BENSON. Cask for tellers. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messers. Smiri, of | 
Virginia, and Cuurcuwe zt, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 42. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

KANSAS AND NEBRASKA. i! 

Mr. HASTINGS. I ask the indulgence of: 
the House one moment. I am under the neces- ; 
Before 
doing so, I was very desirous of giving my views || 
briefly upon the territorial bills now under con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and I ask that the House will 
now allow me the privilege of printing my remarks | 
with the proceedings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If no objection is made, 
that privilege will be granted to the gentleman 
from New York. 

[Cries of “ Agrged!”’ t Agreed!” from all parts 
of the House.} 

Mr. DEAN. Į move to reconsider the votes 
by which the amendments read were agreed to;: 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the; 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman cannot move | 


The yeas and nays were 
| 


Mr. DEAN. Then I move to reconsider the : 
vote by which the last Senate amendment was | 
concurred in; and also to lay the motion to recon- | 


sider upon the table. i 


| sider. 
reference to the last vote. 


|| of order. 


The question was taken; and the latter motion 


| was agreed to. 


Mr. HENN, 
adjourn, 
{Cries of ** No!’ No!” from all parts of the 


I move that the House do now 


| Hall.) 


Mr. HENN. I withdraw it, as it seems to be 


i the wish of the House. 


Mr. PECKHAM. I believe the question has 
not been taken upon the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not necessary, as 
the bill passed the House upon a former occasion; 
and the only question for the House was upon 
agreeing or disagreeing to the Senate amendments. 
That has been disposed of. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Was the motion of 
the gentleman from New York | Mr. Dean] to 
reconsider confined to only one amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It was; and that motion was 
laid upon the table. The Chair stated tothe gen- 


i tleman from New York that he could not group 


all the amendments together in a motion to recon- 
He made but one motion, and that was in 


Mr. SMITH. And that does not dispose of 
the other amendments? 
The SPEAKER. He submitted no motion in 


‘| regard to the other amendments. 


Mr. PECKHAM. 
now? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House adopted the amend- 
ment last but one. 

Mr. DEAN. Is that in reference to the riding 
hall? 

Mr. PECKHAM. Itis. 

Mr. LYON. Upon that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. EASTMAN. 
now adjourn, 

The question was taken; and there were, upon 
a division—ayes 53, noes 63; no quorum voting. 

[Cries of ** Call the roll!’ «< Call the roll!’7] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present by counting 
the House. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. LYON. 1 renew it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman cannot 
withdraw the motion now. A question has been 
taken since he made the motion. 

The SPEAKER. But no quorum voted upon 
the question, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


Is that motion in order 


I move that the House do 


I rise to a question 
It is, that the gentleman cannot with- 
draw his motion when business has been trans- 
acted since he made the motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is perfectly competent, 
under the rules, for the gentleman to contro! his 
own motion until action is had uponit. A ques- 
tion put, upon which no quorum votes, is no ac- 
tion upon it. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Lyon] renewsthe motion. The Chair would 
inquire whether the gentieman voted in the ma- 


| jority ? 


Mr. LYON. I did not vote at all. 

The SPEAKER, By the rules of the House, 
when the yeas and nays have been demanded and 
taken, some gentleman only who voted in the ma- 
jority is entitled to move to reconsider the vote. 
When a vote has been taken, upon which the 
yeas and nays were not called, any gentleman can 
move to reconsider, because there is no convenient 
test by which to determine how members voted: 


|| The Clerk will read the 56th rule, which governs 


in such cases. 
The rule was read, as follows: 


When a motion has been once made, and earried in 
he affirmative or negative, it shall be in order for any 
nember of the majority to move for the reconsideration 
hereof on the same or succeeding day,” &e. 


Mr. SMITH. The object of my inquiry was 
his: The motion was made, and the yeas and nays 
were ordered upon it—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will ob- 
serve that there was only a preparation to take a 
vote. it was not action upon the part of the 
House—it was only preparation for action. 

Mr. SMITH. But the yeas and nays were not 
only ordered, but the Clerk had proceeded to call 
the name of at least one member, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read therule 


governing the case. 
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The Clerk then read the 45th rule, which is as 
follows: 

“ Aftér a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possession of the 


Honse, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendment.” 


The SPEAKER. Under that rule the Chair 
decides the gentleman has the right to withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. SAGE, 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion agreed 
to, and 

Thereupon, at ten minutes past three o’clock, 
the House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. ‘ 


I move that the House do now 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, April 21, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Witiiam H. MILBURN. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting estimates of $25,000 for construction of 
cistern for marine hospital at San Francisco; and 
of $44,000 for the removal of earth around said 
hospital. 

Also, transmitting copies of letters from the 
collector of the port of San Francisco, and from 
the contractor for building said marine hospital, 
in reference to a claim of said contractor for dam- 
ages incurred by him in consequence of the failure 
of the Government to procure a site. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This is a long communica- 
tion. It relates to a subject which is before the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and is not before any standing committee of the 
Tlouse. I move, therefore, that without reading, 
it be laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to offer a resolution, 
which l send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read for information. 


The resolution was read, ag follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
structed to inquire whether it be not expedient that one 
copy of each work belonging to the Library be constantly 
retained therein. Also, whether books taken from the 
Library should not be required to be returned within a 
definite time, to be fixed by the rules regulating the Library. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. That is the rule now. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; but is not put in 
force. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection to 
the introduction of the resolution, the question will 
be on its adoption. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
tion of the resolution. 

On motion by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, it 
was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petitions of citizens of Cocke 
and Sevier counties, ‘ennessee, for a mail route from New- 
port to Severeville, in said State, for the purpose of a refer- 
ence to the Post Office Department. 


On motion by Mr. ROGERS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the farther consideration of the resolution 
to refer the petition of [saae S. Bowman, son and executor 
of lsaac Bowman, deceased, to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior for liquidation under the act of July 5, 1832; and that 
the same be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, : 


Prayer 


I object to the introduc- 


ANASTHESIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate 
bill No. 210, entitled ‘* An act to recompense the 
discovery of practical anzesthesia.” 

Mr. HAMILTON. [ move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. Ifthe House 
were full, I would move thatit be taid on the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. If I were permitted, I would 
make a statement in regard to the bil. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. How does the bill get in? 
Is it before us regularly? $ 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, 
and the Chair, conceiving it to bea private bill, laid 
it before the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no desire to throw 
obstacles in the way of its consideration. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Mary- 
land is on the floor, and entitled to it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 yield to the gentleman 
from Hlinois for the purpose of explanation. 


Mr. BISSELL. I rose for the purpose of | 
moving that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Miltary Affairs. That was the committee in 
whose charge the bill was in the Senate. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Ididnotyield, Mr. Speak- 
er, for the gentleman to move a reference of the 
bill different from that I proposed. I yielded 
merely for explanation. 

Mr. LETCHER. With the permission ‘of the 
gentleman from Maryland, I would say a word. 
1 hope that the bill will not be sent to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. I do not consider it a claim at | 
all, Let it go to some other committee of this 
House—the Committee of Ways and Means, or | 
some other committee. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I hope that the bill may 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I will say that the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the Senate had this subject under consideration, | 
and that the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House, during the last Congress, also had it under 
consideration. If it be sent to the Committee of 
Claims, there is no possible chance of its ever 
being considered by that committee. They know 
nothing about the case, and they do not want to 
know anything. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have had the subject once in their charge, 
and I think it should be now referred to them for 
Investigation. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will make a proposition. 

We have about a dozen doctors in the House, 
and I propose to organize them into a committee 
ae them the charge of this matter. [Laugh- | 
ter. 
Mr. BISSELL. With the permission of the 
| gentleman from Maryland, I will say a word. I 
only want to give a single reason which occurs to j 
me why the bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. Those who havé looked 
into this matter at all, and who have noticed the 
memorial which was presented to the Senate, are 
aware that the petitioner claims something for the 
reason that this article is used extensively in the 
Army in the mode discovered or invented by him. 
I believe the whole claim is based on the fact that 
the invention, or rather the discovery of the me- 
morialist, whoever he may be,is used extensively 
in the Army of the United States. I can, there- 
fore, think of no committee to which it could be 
so appropriately referred as to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to say a few 

words in reference to this matter. I have so much 
confidence in the Committee of Claims, that | 
should prefer that this bill should be referred to it. 
i I do not mean anything disparaging to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, for I have the highest 
confidence in italso; but I think the subject appro- 
priately belongs to the other committee. 

This is a private claim. It isostensibly brought 
before the Flouse on theground that it benefits the 
Army and Navy; but that is not the true design 
j of the bill. The bill proposes, after awamling 
$100,000 to the gentlemen claiming to have made | 
this discovery, to throw it open for the use of the | 
whole people of the United States. It is, therg- 
fore, for the benefit of the people; and the Com- | 
mittee of Claims as well represents the people as | 
the Committee on Military Affairs does. If the} 
views of the honorable gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BisseLL] are correct, there is quite as much 
reason for referring it to the Naval Committee as | 
to the Military Committee. It is intended for the 
benefit of the whole people of the United States, 
and [ have great confidence in the Committee of 
Claims that it will fairly and honestly represent | 
the people of the United States. i 

What is this proposition? We have an idea of | 
what itis. We had it here in this House once | 
before, and we summarily excluded it from con-; 
sideration, and much less from approval. Itis a} 
proposition to pay $100,000 tö six gentlemen, or 
io the one of them to whom the circuit court of | 
the United States for the northern district of New } 
York shall determine to be the discoverer of this į 
anesthetic agent. These claimants, Messrs. | 
Morton, Jackson, Nicholson, Wells, and others, 
are scattered over the whole country. There is | 
to be a bill of interpleader filed in the circuit court 
of the northern district of New York. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is to be the complainant as | 
i the trustee of this fund, and these gentlemen are | 


to be the defendants. They are to get together | 


| their witnesses and counsel there from all sections 


of the Union, and to litigate this matter, to their 
satisfaction, and then this money is to be awarded 
to them, or to one of them, and the. Government 
is to pay the costs of that adjudication.” J would 
infinitely prefer that either of the committees of 
this House should at once decide the question, and 
give the money, whether right or wrong; for it 
would be a saving to the country, And whenall 
this is done, then the people-of. the United States 
are to have the free use of this anesthetic agent. 
If either of these gentlemen has a right to-this 
agent as the original discoverer, let him maintain 
that right. under the patent laws of the United 
States. I therefore hope that the bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. I know that 
committee will give the case that consideration ‘it 
deserves; and upon the motion so to refer it I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill upon the table. ~ 

{A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Sroner 
Wessrer, Esq., his Private Secretary, informing 
the House that he had signed bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

H.R. No. 53. An act for the reliefof the legal 
representatives of Isaac P. Simonton. 

H. R. No. 180. An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Edwards. : 

H. R. No. 204. An act establishing a land 
office in the lower peninsula of Michigan. 

H.R. No. 237. An act for the relief of Mary 
ba of the late Lieutenant James A. 
eany. : 
Me CLINGMAN. What is the state of th 

question before the House? 7 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Hamitron] moves to refer the bill to 
the Committee of Claims, and demands the pre- 
vious question upon it. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] moves to lay the bill upon the 
table, and demands the yeas and nays upon that 
proposition. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw his motion, and allow the 
bill to go to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JONES, I cannot withdraw it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 82, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Aiken, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Belcher, Benton, Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Carpenter, 
Chrisman, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Craige, 
Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dent, 
Drum, Eddy, Edgerton, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, 
Giddings, Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, Hibbard, Hiester, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George. W. Jones, 
Roland Jones, Kidwell, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, 
Lilly, Lindsley, McNair, Mace, Maurice, Maxwell, May, 
Middleswarth, Millson, Murray, Parker, Pheips, Powell, 
Pratt, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Wil- 
liain Smith, George W. Smyth, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G., Taylor, Thurston, Trout, 
Vail, Vansant, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, Witte, and 
Daniel B. Wright—80. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Banks, Benson, Bissell, Cas- 
kie, Chandler, Cook, Crocker, Dawson, Dean, Dunbar, 
Lasiman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Farley, 
Faulkner, franklin, Aaron Harlan, Henn, Hewe, Hunt, 
Kerr, Kittredge, Smith Miller, Peckham, Phillips, Ready, 
Riddle, Rogers, Sapp, Shower, William R. Smith, Richard 
H. Stanton, Straub, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Tracy, 
Upham, Wade, Walley, Israe} Washburn, Wells, Tappan 
Wentworth, Wheeler, and Zollicoffer—46. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill ,was laid upon the 
table, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw that motion for a single 
moment. $ 

Mr. JONES. It would not be debatable in any 
event. 

Mr. BISSELL. It seems hardly respectful to 
lay a Senate. bill upon the table without giving it 
the slightest. consideration. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jonzs’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

SENATE BILL. 

The following bill upon the Speaker’s table was 
then taken up, read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred as indicated below: 

An act for the relief of James Jeffries and Jere- 
miah M. Smith. Referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. f 

The SPEAKER then announced that reports 


I move to lay the 


were in order from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, from said committee, 
reported adversely upon the petition and papers 
of Wade Allen; which report was ordered to lie 
upon the table, and be printed. 


MATL SERVICE. 

Mr. McDOUGALL, from the same committee, 
reported a bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows: 

A. bill to provide for a weekly mail service 
between the Atlantic States and San Francisco. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Ona previous day abill 
was reported providing for that service. ‘The pro- 
visions of that bill did not altogether meet with 
my approbation, and I have endeavored to bring 
before the Efouse now a bill which will obviate all 
the objections made to the former bill. | 

The bill was then read in extenso. 

It provides that the Postmaster General shall 
contract with the lowest bidder, after the usual 
advertisement, for the transportation of the mails 
of the United States from New York, Philadel 
phia, Baltimore, and New Orleans, to San Fran 
cisco, and from San Francisco to those places, by 
the most expeditious and practicable route; the 
service to be performed semi-monthly, at such 
times, under the direction of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, as, in connection with the existing mail ser- 
vice, shall secure weekly mail service each way, |! 
provided the cost shall not exceed $280,000 per | 
annum; that no contract shall be made for more || 
than four years, &e. ; 

Mr. McDOUGALL. It was understood by |} 
the discussion had upon a former day that there |; 
was no objection to this service, and that the busi- 
nesa interests of the country demanded a weekly 
mail service. This bill has been prepared with 
as much cave as we could give to the measure, 
and I believe meets the views expressed by the || 
House in reference to it. For the purpose of |: 
having the measure fairly before the House, [ de- 
sire to have the consideration of the bill postponed 
until the first Monday in June, and I submit that 
motion, 

The question was put; and the motion agreed ji 


Mo. 
Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do pass, Senate hill No. 209, entitled “An act for 
the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont;”’ which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES JEFFRIES AND JEREMIAH SMITH. 


Mr. EWING. F wish to move to reconsider 
a vote which was taken a few minutes ago, by 
which a bill was referred to the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Posi Roads. It is a private bill 
which passed the Senate during the last Congress, i} 
und was only lost in this House for want of time. | 
h isa bill which has been under nursing very |; 
carefully for the last two Congresses, and I fear it 
will meet no better fate now than heretofore if it 
be left to the destiny fixed for it by the reference, 
te is abih for the relief of James Jeffries and Jere- 
miah Smith, i move to reconsider the vote by 
which it was referred to the Committee on the 
Pont Office and Post Roada, with a view of moving | 
to patit upon ita passage. $ 

Mr. COBB. I would suggest to the gentleman | 
that the motion go over until after the morning * 
hour has been consumed in the call of committees © 
for reports. f 

Mr. EWING. { should have no objection, if 
it was the unanimous consent of the House thatit || 
should come up then. I will state to the House ` 
that i have been unable to attend its sessions for 
some time past, iu consequence of indisposition, 
and that | 
soon as the state of my health will permit it. iF 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman can call up the | 
motion to reconsider at any time. : 

Mr. EWING. | prefer to have it considered | 
now. lam notuble to be in the House longer | 
than is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. LETCHER, [ask that the bill may be | 
read. Hi 

The oil was read through by the Clerk. i 

It authorizes the Postmaster General to release 
Jaynes Jeffries and Jeremiah Smith from the pen- 
alty incurred in consequence cf a failure on their |; 


; master General. 


. than that stated by the Department. 
in this case that the gentlemen were not residents | 


; exactly informed of the length of the route. 


in the Senate, shows clearly that the claim ought 
to be allowed. 
bat has been lost in the House in each instance, 
in consequence of want of time. I shall not be in 
the House again for some time, as I am only wait- 
ing until I am well enough to enable me to travel 
home. 1 would regard it as a special favor if the 
bill be taken up and passed. 

Mr. GREY. I would ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky whether I understand him to say, that 
the routes were much longer than the length ad- 
vertised by the Postmaster General ? 

Mr. EWING. They were nearly twice as 
long as the length advertised, as the gentleman 
will find by referring to the proof in the case. 

Mr. GREY. They were advertised to be relet, 


, and there was a mistake in the statement of the 


length of the routes. They were double the 
length, as stated in the advertisement of the Post- 
Hence the mistake, and the 
injury under these contracts, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule on that 


' subject at the Department is to state the length of 
the route, according to the best information they |; 
have; and if they advertise a route to be fifty miles |: 


in length when it is one hundred miles, it is the 


business of the bidder to understand the country |; 
| and the expense of carrying the mail. 


portation of the mail over which he has bid, he 


will know whether the statement in the advertise- | 
If it is not, he ought not | 


ment be correct or not. : 
to bid for carrying the mail on a route the length 
of which he knows himself to be much greate 


of that country, and knew nothing about the length 
of the route, or about the points from the one to 
the other of which this mail was to be transported, 
and consequently they were deceived themselves, 
and not through any fault of the Department. 
Mr. EWING. I know nothing of what has 


! induced the gentleman from Tennessee, who has 


paid no attention to this particular case, to raise 


_a discussion on it, when ! am utterly unable to 
I had no idea that he would do so. |! 


engage in it, 


IT can only refer the gentleman to the report. 


Nejther the Department nor the bidders were 
It 
was through a new country. The proof is clear 


; and conclusive, and if the gentleman had exam- 
' ined it he could find no objection whatever to the 
‘claim. The claim would have passed long since 
| but for the delay which attends all just private 
|! claims in this House. 
| I hope that the [louse will take the bill up and 


I cannot explain further. 


put it on its passage. 


t I call for the previous 
question. 


and the main question was ordered to be put. 


The question was then taken on reconsidering 


the vote by which the bill was referred to the 


ii Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, | 


and it was agreed to. 


p 


anying the bill, I would be glad if the Clerk 
vould read it. 
The SPEAKER. According to the memoran- 


s 


; dum on the bill the report is in the hands of the 


printer, 


Mr. LETCHER. Then the House is not able | 


to act on it, 
Mr. EWING. I state the facts as fully as I 
am able, on my own responsibility. 


appeal to the House, because Į have watched this i 


Jt has passed the Senate twice, | 


t 3 i He must |; 
inform himself as to the real distance; and if the | 
| person is acquainted with the country for thetrans- 


I suppose | 


The call for the previous question was seconded; | 


If there be a report accom- |. 


I merely | 


bill day after day during the last session of Con- 
gress as well as this. It is impossible for me now 
to give that attention which I would like to, and I 
hope that no unnecessary objection will be made 
to it. I state the facts on my own responsibility, 
I would say in answer to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. The case is clear, and the report conclusive. 
The proof is as satisfactory as it could be in any 
claim. The route was through a new country, 
and no bidders could be apprised of the exact length 
of it. The bill has passed this House before; 1 
have watched it many a long day here. I now 
throw myself on the known courtesy of the House 
inthis case. 1 ask nothing but what is just,and I 
so state on my own responsibility. 

Mr. LETCHER. There is no one here whom 
{ would more willingly accommodate than the 
gentleman from Kentucky; but it seems to me 
that there is something in this bill which involves, 
more than a mere spirit of accommodation. Now, 
sir, take the converse of the proposition. The 
‘ gentleman states that this line proved to be twice 
as long as was advertised; and that, in conse- 
quence of that fact, the parties come here now 
and ask relief. Suppose the line had been only 
half as long as advertised, what then would have 
been the action of the contractors in regard to it? 
i| Would they have come then and asked relief, or 
i would they have come here and proposed to 
| refund a part of the moneys they were to receive 
by virtue of that contract? 

Now, it seems to me, that there is something in 
this matter, that there is at least a principleat the 
bottom of it, and that principle may be one of very 
; Serious consequence. I would as willingly defer 
‘to the wishes of the gentleman from Kentucky as 
of any other member of the Efouse; but when a 
matter of principle is involved, Í think it my duty 
| to adhere to that principle. 

Mr. EWING. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if 
i the previous question is sustained, the first ques- 
i tion will be upon the motion to commit the bill to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
If that motion shall be voted down, the bill will 
then be open to amendment, or will be put upon 
its third reading. 

Mr. GREY. I desire to say a word upon this 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order; aà 

demand for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 wish to inquire if 
' the bill has been read? 
The SPEAKER. It has been read. 
Mr. TAYLOR. l have every disposition to 
: accommodate the gentleman from Kentucky; bit 
{did not hear a word he said; and {do not yet 
: know what the bill is. {ask that it may beread? 
The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the bill 
; will again be read. 

Mr. WARREN. [ object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Then let a vote of the 
House determine whether the biil shall be read. 

Mr. LETCHER. It is very short, and I hope 
no gentleman will object to its being read. 
| Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House. 
: resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
L Private Calendar. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY: 

Mr. HIESTER. Irise to a privileged motion, 
I move that when the House adjourns, it adjovrn 
| to meet on Monday next, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered—only four- 
: teen members rising. 

Mr. JONES. Lhope the demand for the year 
sand nays will be entered on the Journal, 
' The SPEAKER. itis not customary, 
Mr. JONES. When itis not entered on the 
: Journal, it looks as if we did this thing unani- 
_mously. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have it 
iin his power to move to amend the Journal. 
i! Mr. JONES. Yes, butit would save time to 
_ have it entered now, 
© The SPEAKER. Perhaps that would be the 
case if the Chair would place upon the Journal 
that which has never gone there since the founda- 
tion of the Government. But if the practice is 


1 ask for the yeas 


1854. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


t 


changed: at- all, it must be b 


House. _ . 
Mr. HAMILTON. What is the point? 
TheSPEAKER. Itiswith regard to the entry 


upon the Journal of the demand made by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. It will go in the Globe. 

The SPEAKER. When the yeas and nays 
are not ordered, the demand for them is never 
entered on the Journal. The gentleman from 
Tennessee desires that it shall be. 

The Chair would state, that if the practice in 
this respect be changed, it must be done by a vote 
of the House. The object of the gentleman from 
Tennessee may be reached, when the Journal 
shall be read on Monday morning, if the House 
adjourns until Monday. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire simply to | 
ask my colleague, if it would not satisfy hiin to 
have his motion published in the Globe without 

-mutilating the Journal? 

The question was then taken on Mr. Higsren’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the House agreed that when it adjourns, it be 
until Monday next. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginie. ‘The gentleman 
from Arkansas withdraws his objection to having 
the bill read, and as there is a general desire to 
have it read, I hope that the Clerk will now be 
allowed to read the bill. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 


The demand for the previous question was not |, 


seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
referring the bill to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


The question was then taken; and a division |; 


being had, there were—ayes 55; noes not counted. 

Mr. JONES demanded tellers. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole Flouse. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would take 
precedence of the motion to commit the bill, but 
it cannot be entertained during the pendency of 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Butthe House have 
refused to second the demand for the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. That is-very true; there was 
no second. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. eee would now bein order. 

Mr. LETCHER. | would inquire of the Chair, 
if it is in order to submit a motion to postpone the 

onsideration of this matter until next Wednesday? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in 
order, if the House should vote down the several 
pending propositions to refer. 

Mr. EWING. If the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Lercuer] will allow me, { will say to him 
that if he will promise to take charge of the bill, I 
will not object so strongly to the motion which he 
has indicated; but I must state to the House, that 
I have only been waiting in this city, in bad health, 
in order to get this matter disposed of. I shall 


soon be compelled to leave for the West, and when |; 


-Į shall return I cannot tell. 

Mr. LETCHER. I am willing, for the pur- 
pose of accommodating the gentleman, to fix upon 
any day of 
wishes of the gentleman. i 

Mr. HUNT. I hope the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia will allow this matter to proceed now. The 


i 
| 
gentleman from Kentacky informs as that he is i 
|! to postpone; 


only waiting in this city for the purpose of dispos- 
ing of this bill. 
examined it, and that the parties have suffered on 
account of a wrong advertisement on the part of 
the Government officers. It is said that the parties 
have acted in good faith; and are we to hold those ; 
men, like Shylock, to the pound of flesh, when 
they are not in fault? ; l 
he SPEAKER, (interrupting:) The Chair 

would remind the gentleman that debate is not in 
order upon the proposition to postpone. 

Mr. HUNT. Then I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Elouse to allow me to proceed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
tleman from Kentuck 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. LETCHER. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SAGE. I hope the motion 
this bill, or the motion to postpone, 


pi question. 
ebate is not in order. 
] withdraw the motion. 


to recommit | 


postponement which will meet the |: 
| tleman from Kentucky-—— 


He tells us he has thoroughly | 
: tleman from Kentucky that 


Į desire to ask the gen- | 


Debate is then in order. ii 


= 
y the order of the || There is no disposition upon the part of any mem- 


i 
H 
i 


| 


| 


fi 
i 


i 
j 
i 
| 
} 
t 


| [Mr. Ewsna] ought to be gratified in his reason- 
‘able desire, and th c 
: thoroughly examined, ought to be disposed of 


| of this bill 


; sideration; and it was only 


will prevail. |! jected to, 


_ of this matter be postponed until next Wednesday. 


! of the gentleman from New York, if i could see 


i I return the gentleman’s courtesy to me. 


Í the world that a bill ought to Sb | 
' vorable report has been made upon it in the Senate, || 
! or because it ! 
"I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky, 


ber, I presume, to delay action upon it from any 
captious motive. The objection seems to be that 
if we act upon it now, it would be establishing the 
precedent of acting upon a bill without a report, 
and without investigation, but upon the recom- 
mendation of an individual member. We all have 
equal rights here, and I have bills in my posses- 
sion which I am interested in getting through, but 
I take it for granted that this House is not ready 
to allow these bills to be put upon their passage 
without a report and examination. If it will meet 
the wishes of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Ewrxc,] I will move that the further consideration 

Mr. HUNT. I would consent to the motion 
any good reason for postponing action. But I 
can see none whatever. The gentleman from | 
Kentucky says the Senate have twice acted upon 
this matter, and that he desires to have it dis- 
posed of now. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair 
desires to ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sace] if he submitted a motion to postpone, 
or only suggested such a motion? 

Mr. SAGE. Isubmitted the motion. We shall 
then have the report before us. 

The SPEAKER. Then that motion cuts off 
debate, and the remarks of the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. Hont] are not in order. 

Mr. HUNT. [ask the gentleman from New 
York to withdraw his motion. 

Mr.SAGE. L will, if the gentleman will renew it. || 
Mr. HUNT. I will. 
Mr. SAGE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HUNT. Lamacting altogether in courtesy 


in this matter, and upon principles of justice. We | 
have heard the gentleman from New York (Mr. H 
Sace] advert to precedent. The first of all pre- | 


cedents is justice. Here isa measure of relief . 
called for by individuals who have suffered by con- 
tracting for a route twice as long as was adver- | 
tised by the Postmaster General. Now they come |; 
before the ELouse in perfect good faith and with 
clean hands. We have proof that they acted in 
good faith, and that the Postmaster General deluded 
them. 

Now one gentleman asks, suppose the mistake 
was upon the other side? When that question re- |; 
curs it will be time enough to act upon it. Here | 
is a gentleman of honor who has investigated the |! 
case, and he refers also to the Senate reports, The 
gentleman says he cannot be here on next Wed- 
nesday. If there were any motive for postpone- || 
ment; if there were any doubt of the correctness 
of the statements in the reports of the Senate; if 
it were alleged that they were made in error, it 
would be reasonable and just that there should be 
a postponement. It appears to me, under the cir- 
cumstances, that the gentleman from Kentucky 


at this matter, which he has 


now. it 
In accordance with my promise, 1 now renew 


‘| cannot misunderstand. 


the motion to postpone the further consideration | 
until Wednesday next. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to state to the gen- 
order. 


Mr. HUNT. The gentleman is not in 


The question was then taken upon the motion |; 
and it was not agreed to. i; 
GERTON. I would state to the gen- 
I have no hostility to 
1 wish to give it a fair and candid con- |; 
for that purpose that I |! 
made the motion which I made. 
I will say, however, to the gentleman from | 
Louisiana, (Mr. Hunt,] that when he has readas li 
many Senate reports as perhaps I have, he will | 
become satisfied that it is not the best evidence in | 
pass because a fa- | 


Mr. ED 
his bill. 


| 
Vi 
ti 
i 
t 
5 


ody. :! 
that |; 
if this bill be referred to the Committee of the |; 
Whole House, next Friday is objection day; and || 
fit is one of those cases which are as clear as the i 
gentleman states it is, its justice will be manifest 4 
upon reading the report, and it will be assed || 
without difficulty. If, however, it should be ob- | 
it will lie over until it can come up and be | 


has once or twice passed that b 


discussed there. It is not defeating a bill by refer- 
ring it to the Committee of the Whole House; but, 
on the contrary, in my opinion, it, is the best 
method of passing it. Cheese a eee 
Mr. EWING. I have not been disposed, and. 
am not disposed, to press this mutter: u on the 
House against their wishes. 1 appealed to the 
courtesy of the House, not with a view of estab- 
lishing a precedent for ordinary cases, but hoping 
that by an explanation of the peculiar. ciroum- 
stances connected with this case the Housewould: 
allow the bill to be: disposed of. at. once. “The 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sacr,] how- 
ever, seems to place it simply upon the ground of: 
ordinary transactions. Sir; l wish very much 
Í could establish in this House a precedent -for 
courtesy. I know of no precedent that would. be 
more useful, save more. time, or contribute. more 
to secure justice to those having. honest. claims 
against the Government of the United States. Bat 
I despair of being able to establish a precedent 
which would be of suficient force to reach the 
sense of propriety of the gentleman from New 
York. I say despair of such a result; for l have 
discovered that when the great body of the House 
seem disposed to recognize the peculiarity of the 
circumstances attending this case, a fewsmembers 
like the gentleman from New York seem dis- 
posed to throw insurmountable obstacles. in the 
way of accomplishing what is the obvious wish 
of the great majority of the House. ; 
As to the motion of the gentleman from, Ohio, 
I have served the little time l have been in this 
House to but little purpose, if it has not. taught 
me what is the effect of such motions. I presume 
even the new members of the House would. need 
no explanation to be able to ascertain what is the 
effect, not to say anything of the object, of such 
motions. 1 can say nothing of the motive of the 
gentleman—nothing of his object; I leave that for 
the conjecture of others. The effect, however, 1 


I will say to the House, however, that, not 
wishing to press this matter at present, if there be 


objection, } will consent to the motion to post- 


| pone its further consideration until some day next 


ill result in keeping me in the 
and subject me to very much 
inconvenience in consequence. | ask that as early 
a day may be fixed as possible. I would suggest 
Tuesday; and f hope in the méan time the ob- 
jectors-of the bill will examine the subject fairly, 
and ascertain whether there are objections that 
are insurmountable against its passage. pid 

The SPEAKER. There is also postponed to 
next Tuesday the consideration of another report 
from one of the standing committees, and it would 
take precedence of the bill before the House in the 
morning hour, being of the same character. of 
business. “ ; : 

Mr. EWING. Attherequest of friends around 
me, I would move that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. SAGE. I would ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion for a moment. 

Mr. EWING. I will, if the gentleman will 
renew it. 

Mr. SAGE. 1 will. The gentleman seemed 
to throw some reflection on my want of courtesy 
here, when I distinctly stated, in making the mo- 
did not intend to be discourteous. 
astance: since ‘the 


week, although it w 
city until that time, 


jected to having the bill un 
at this time. 


be postponed until Monday next. : 

The question was then taken on the motion to 

ostpone; and it was agreed to. 
So the further consideration of 
oned until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are now in order 
from the Committee on the Post Office and: Post 
Roads. : 

Mr. EDGERTON. [now move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
Hovse on the Private Calendar. i ake 


P the bill. is post- 
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| treaty, and those parties in this country that set 
| up a claim upon the $5,000,000 were forever cut 
off from that claim. ‘fhe whole matter was then 


The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a un } 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private |in the same position as it was before the 22d of 


| 
Calendar, (Mr. TaxLorg, of Ohio, in the chair.) | February, 1819. Mr. Meade was then thrown 
l again upon his own resources, and left to come 
RICHARD W. MEADE. 


| back upon the Government of Spain for an ac- 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last | 


| 


| knowledgment and payment of his debt which 
rose it had under consideration “A bill for settling 


Hi 
the claims of the legal representatives of Richard || 
W. Meade, deceased,” on which, the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CuanpLer] is entitled || 
to the floor. i 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman, when this 
bill was called before the committee a week ago |! 
to-day, l yielded to the pious suggestion of my |j 
friend from North Carolina, (Mr. Cuneman,] 
that, it being Good Friday, we should postpone || 
the consideration of private claims, and give our- 
selves up to that business which was more public; 
and though we did not enter into spiritual matters, | 
as they did in the other end of the building, yet | 
1 trust that the consciences of all members are at 
rest as regards our own observance of this sacred 
season. It is not my intention at this time to in- 
flict on the committee a speech on the hill now |. 
before it; nor, indeed, to enter into any argument. || 
I shall, as I suggested a week ago, confine myself || 
to a simple narrative of the origin of these claims, |! 
and all those events which made these claims; | 
which, in the first place, were against the King of 
Spain, valid against the Government of the United 
States, and which have brought the memorialists |! 
hither to ask of us the justice which has been de- || 
nied them in other quarters. | 

Richard W. Meade was a citizen of the United |! 
States, pursuing his commerce in the kingdom of | 
Spain, and very much with the dependencies of |! 
Spain in America. In the course of a protracted || 
business in that part of the world, the Government || 
of Spain became largely indebted-to him, and to | 
his principals, in the sum, I believe, of some mil- || 
lions of dollars. ‘Che revolutions that were going i! 
forward in Spain from year to year, never pro- || 
ducing any good to the subjects, and only disturb- | 
ing the seats of the various monarchs, rendered it 
much easier for the Government of Spain to in- 
crease its debts to the merchants than to pay them. | 
After various attempts to procure from the Span- 
ish Government an acknowledgmentof the debt— | 
a liquidation of his claim arising from demurrage |! 
of his ships, from flour furnished to thearmy, and |! 
from various articles supplied to, or taken by the jj 
King’s oflicers—Mr. Meade, growing weary of || 
those efforts, laid his claim before the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and asked his own Gov- || 
ernment to interfere in his behalf. i 

In the year 1819, the Government of the United 


i 


they owed him. After much exertion, Mr. Meade 
procured from the Minister of the United States 
in Spain, and with the consent of the Government 
of this country, assistance to procure a liquida- 
tion of his claim upon the Government of Spain, 


| and a commission, on account of this interference, 


and on account of the urgency of Mr. Meade, 
was appointed by the Government of Spain, who, 
after taking the case to the various courts of that 
Government, finally declared them liquidated, and 
the King of Spain issued his obiigation to Mr. 


due him. Here was the claim recognized, and 
Mr. Meade held in his hands the treasury notes 
of the King of Spain for the sum that the King 
acknowledged he owed him. So far, then, the 
Government of the United States was released 
from all consideration of this matter, and Mr. 


Meade was reinstated in his position towards | 
the Spanish Government, and the King of Spain | 
The Cortes 


became his debtor in that amount. 


of Spain were not then in session, but as soon 


as they assembled, Mr. Meade made application 
to this Congress of that country to provide ways 
and means for the payment of his debt. In the 
meantime, the Minister of the United States and 
the Government of Spain entered into negotiations 
again for a treaty, and the basis of the treaty to 
be formed was the old treaty of the 22d of Febru- 
ary, 1819. That was to be the basis of the nego- 
tiation, and the treaty was formed after the recog- 
nition of the debt upon the part of the King of Spain, 
after the liquidation of that claim, and the issuing 
of an acknowledgement in the customary form, 
but bearing the same relation to the debt that a 


treasury note, orany of the bonds of the Treasury | 
; Department bear to their holders here, 
| treaty varied from the old one. 


{ maintained, in the first part of my remarks, that 
in the acquisition of Florida, the whole sovereignty 


of course was acquired for the Government. 
There were occupants of the land there who held | 
of course their lands in fee simple from the Gov- 


ernment abroad. The King, in 1818, issued his 
royal warrant to three of his distinguished coun- 
sellors for a vast quantity of land, covering a great 
amount of the beautiful everglades that prove so 
rich a source of supply for our naval deposits in 


Meade for theamountduehim. Between $400,000 | 
i and $500,000 were recognized at that time as being 


The new |: 


States concluded a treaty with the Governmentof | 
Spain. That treaty contained, among other things, 
a condition that the Government of Spain should 
cede to the United States the whole of the province 
of Kast and West Florida—the whole of the Span- 


i these three persons. The new treaty gave up all 
' the sovereignty as before, and gave to the United 
‘States the fee simple of all these vast grants of 
€ l land, which before were not included in the acqui- 
ish possessions lying east of the Mississippi, for | sition of the United States. This treaty was then, 
which territory the sovereignty of all, and the fee |! insomuch, better than the other, for the former 
simple of what was left, the Government of the |} conditions were held. Five millions of doljars 
United States wasto pay $5,000,000, and that sum j were to be given by the United States to the 
of $5,000,000 was to be divided among the claim- | American claimants upon the King of Spain, to 
ants of the United States upon the Governmentof |; be settled as under the former treaty, by commis- 
Spain, prorata, to be apportioned by a commission | sion to hold for three years. 

to be appointed to hold their offices for three years, || When this, treaty came before the Cortes for 
to which commission there should be furnished || their consideration they regarded it with some 
proofs of the claims, and those claims, those |! favor, but they also recollected that at the same 
unliquidated claims, which were sustained by il time there was the claim of Mr. Meade, an Amer- 


ample proof, were to be allowed by the commis- | ican citizen, for nearly $500,000, which had been 
sion. Another condition of that treaty was, that 


if it were not confirmed by each party, within six 
months of the date of its being made here, it should 
become null and void. The treaty also acknowl- 
edged the validity of grants of land made by the 
King of Spain to his subjects in Florida—a very 
important consideration to this committee. 

The treaty was made on the 22d day of Feb- 
ruary, 1819. In that treaty, of course, Mr 
Meade’s claim upon Spain. was recognized, if it 
could be proved. There is no doubt of that; it 
was so understood. 


that not bea doubtful compliment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The compliment is to 
Mr. Guerera that he was so much like my friend 
|| from Tennessee. There is the compliment. That 
; gentleman, a member of the Cortes, inquired 
e li what was to become of this claim? Was the 

On the 22d day of July, 1819, our Minister at |: Government of Spain to give upall its sovereignty 
Madrid gave notice to the Government of Spain, | over East and West Florida; relinquish ail its 


thatin thirty days from that time, the treaty, unless “vast possessions there, and afterwards pay this 
confirmed by the King, would be null and void 


On the 23d of August, 1819, the treaty was uncon 
firmed, and was consequently null and void, and 
of no effect. Neither Power was bound by that i 


up those vast possessions there which the King 
; held in fee simple, and besides that, would have to 
| pay the $500,000, or nearly that sum, which was 


| this country. He gave a large part, f should | 
| think, nearly one third of the whole territory, to | 


i awarded to him. There was a gentleman there | 
| by the name of Joseph Guerera; and he was the 
|| «gentleman from ‘Tennessee’’of the Spanish Cor- 
| tes—just such aman as is my friend from Ten- 
i nessee (Mr. Jones] in this House. 


I Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, (in his seat.) May 
hi 
|! 


$900,000? Because the new treaty already gave | 


| included in the former treaty on the part of the 
| United States, and which they, Spain, agreed to pay 
; to Mr. Meade. Here, then, was a just inquiry. 
; Here was a proper inquiry on the part of Mr. 
! Guerera—and he did ask if this was to be included 
‘inthe treaty. The question was pertinent and 
just, and as proper as nine tenths of those which 
i my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] puts to 
this House. The result was the appointment of 
a committee, on the part of the Cortes of Spain, 
to wait upon the American Minister, to ask him 
whether this new treaty included the claim of 
Richard W, Meade. The committee returned te 
: the Cortes of Spain, and informed them that the 
; Minister said that it did inelude it. 

In that condition of things, then, the Cortes ad- 
vised the King of Spain to ratify and confirm the 
new treaty, upon the condition that it ineluded the 
claim of Mr. Meade; for you are aware that, under 
the general nature of treaties, it would not be in- 
cluded, because it wasa “ liquidated debt.” The- 
! Cortes, understanding that it did include it, ad- 
vised the ratification of that treaty, although it 
gave up an immense amount of valuable land to 

the United States. 

: kt was a singular circumstance—but one of those 
i. circumstances which will happen in the progress of 
treaties—that there was going on, a few weeks ago, 
|: in the Supreme Court room below, a trial nomin- 
ii ally between John Doe and Richard Roe, but in 
| which the real party was Joseph M. Branden, 
i which involved a claim to some of the Florida 
lands. In looking over the written argument of 
this case, ] was struck with a singular fact. Ie 
had nothing to do with the Meade case at all; it 
: was entirely foreign to it; and yet there I found a 
‘reference was made to this very circumstance to 
which L allude—an extract from the proceedings 
of the Cortes, including this treaty, in which the 
| King is advised to ratify the treaty then made, 
| including the claim of R. W. Meade and others; 
|; but that, as his Majesty might feel that his 
_kingdom was shorn of a part of its honors, and 
i they were going to pay too much by relinguish- 
ing those vast possessions; therefore, if he should 
conclude not to accept of the advice of the 
Cortes, and should refuse to ratify the treaty, 
the Cortes then most respectfully recommended 
to the King, in the first place, a care for the wants 
and conditions of his faithful subjects in Florida; 
and they recommended to him in like manner, if 
the treaty should not be ratified, the just and valid 
claim of Richard W. Meade. That was their view 
of it. Subsequently, also, they declared that, not- 
withstanding the fact that this treaty should not 
be ratified, these claims upon this valuable body 
of land should not be longer considered as with- 
holding them from the King. Such was the value 
of the land that they deemed it of sufficient im- 
portance to warrant the King in taking it from the 
Spanish claimants; but, at the same time, such was 
the regard for the claim of Mr. Meade, that they 
recommended it to the favorable consideration of 
the King. These were the opinions of the Cortes. 
| But the King did sanction the treaty. The treaty 
was ratified in 1820, upon the basis of that of 
| 1819, containing the conditions to which 1 have 
referred by which this Government received an 
immense tract of land, including the claim of Mr. 
Meade, worth twice as much as this Government 
paid for the whole of Florida. 

No sooner did Mr. Meade hear that his claim 
was included in the treaty, than he entered his 
solemn protest against the proceeding. It may 
, be said that it was a very foolish proceeding upon 
the part of Mr. Meade to protest against the trans- 
fer of his claim from the Spanish Government 
; to ours; but the great difficulty in reference to 
| Spain had been to get an acknowledgment of the 
i; debt. Spain could not pay, and therefore she 
; would not settle; but when she became in a better 
; condition she would settle, because she could pay. 
/ But, I was proceeding to say, that Mr. Meade 
_ protested against his claim being included in this 
| treaty; because, although he knew that these com- 
missioners would pay over in good faith every 
dollar of the $5,000,000 set apart for the purpose 
of paying the claims of our citizens against the 
Spanish Government, yet there were other claim- 
‘| ants in the United States as well as himself; and 
after paying the expenses of the commission, he 
| knew very well that he could not secure the allow- 
i ance of an amount equal to his claim. 

i Allclaims by citizens of the United States upon 


i 


i 
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Spain which had been unadjudicated, or unliqui- 
dated, as they call it, came within the provisions of 


the treaty, and this Government was bound to pay | 


the claims. The liquidated or settled claims were 
made subject to an appeal to the Spanish Govern- 
ment. To'that Government the ciaimant must 
look for satisfaction; but this was a liquidated 


claim, and, as such, the Government of Spain was i 


bound to pay it. 

There is one point which I regard as of some 
consequence in reference to this view of the case. 
It is this: When Mr. Meade procured the liquida- 
tion of his claim from the Spanish Government, 
that Government itself took occasion, through 
their official agent with this Government, to give 
information of the fact. Mr. Meade informed the 
Secretary of State of the United States, also, that it 
had been settled. The Secretary, in acknowledg- 
ing Mr. Meade’s letter, congratulates him upon 
the saccess of-his efforts to secure a settlement; 
and in extending his congratulations, he takes 
occasion to remark: ‘ The Government feels nota 
little gratification in having contributed to this sat- 
isfactory result.” The Secretary takes to himself 
and to the Government of the United States praise 
that he had had a hand in procuring that settle- 
ment. I ask the committee to mark that fact, be- 
cause upon it may depend a portion of the argu- 
ment in favor of this claim. J ask the committee 
to remember that the Government of the United 
States interfered itself in the case; that it desired 
the settlement of the claim, and thatit was instru- 
mental in procuring that settlement. 

The committee will perceive that fam making a 
simple statement of facts, not so full even as the 
report which I have had the honor to present to 
the House. 

I use the few moments in making this simple 
narrative, divesting it of all attempts at appeal to 
sympathies, denying myself the pleasure of im- 
proving it towards their feelings, but asking only 
that members shall listen to a simple, naked 
statement of these facts which invoive the com- 
forts of Americans, and which include, in no small 
degree, the honor of our own country. 

Mr. Meade, I say, seeing that he was, without 
his consent, involved in this treaty, protested 
againstit; buthe knew, while he protested, that the 
Government of the United States, in the exercise 
of its ¢ eminent domain,” had the right to include 
him. He knew that the Government of the 
United States had a right to say that “ we involve 
the claim of every citizen of the United States in 
this settlement, and we assume, while we exercise 
the power of doing that, the right of settling hon- 
orably with those whose property we have taken. ” 
When this was done Mr. Meade returned to this 
country. He brought his claims here, and when 
the commission was appointed, as it was, he laid 
this great claim before it. After some time, the 
dates of which are unnecessary, he was informed 
that it was not a proper claim on this Govern- 
ment, because it was a liquidated claim, and that 
treaties, in general, involved only unliquidated 
claims. After some months spent in discussions 
of this kind, it became evident to the commission 
that his claim was specially included in that 
treaty, and then instead of allowing it, as they 
might and ought to have done, they threw them- 
selves back on that clause of the treaty which 
gave the commission the right of judging of 
the character of the claim. 


dent than that. We have since that time seen 
how, even with the exercise of that power, errors 
“may creep in. And Mr. Meade brought to them 
the full proof. He brought to them the treasury 
note of the King of Spain, acknowledging the 
liquidation of the account, and confessing the in- 


debtedness to the man at that time. They de- 
manded of him the proof of that note. That was 
very singular. Other persons came with naked 


claims upon our territory, 
statement of accounts of how much was due, and 
the commission demanded of them some proof of 
those statements. Here was a very different case. 
However, finding that he was not likely to succeed 
without the evidences which had satisfied Spain, 
Mr. Meade resorted to the Minister of Spain to 
know whether he could procure the proofs neces- 
sary. Now, Mr. Chairman, any person who has 
any knowledge ofthe Spanish character, will pretty 
well judge how a Minister of Spain would jump 
up when he was asked to prove the words of the 


In general, no | 
power can be more just, none can be more pru- | 


with a mere bill and | 


made, his Catholic Majesty knows too well what is due to į 


King of Spain—how he would feel if he was 
asked to offer some proof of the justice of his 
Majesty’s court. 

When Mr. Meade addressed his letter to the 
Marquis de Anduaga, the Marquis expressed great 
indignation at the decision of the Commissioners 
here in doubting the truth of the proceedings of 
the Spanish King and courts, and added: 

«The Spanish Government will regard as a serious in- 
sult that what in Spain is acknowledged as most sacred and 
respectable, should here be pronounced of no value; that 
it will never consent to have questioned the legality and 
purity with which your liquidation was made; and which 
is accompanied by ail the marks of authenticity which it 
ean give it; and, in fine, though it should be practicable to 
reunite all the documents upon which that liquidation was 


his own dignity, to the reputation of his ministers, and to į 
the integrity of his tribunals, to consent that a foreign com- 
mission shall deem itself authorized to revise their de- 
crees,” 

That was the answer of the haughty old Don, 
If they had not any money in Spain, they had 
some honor left, and they stood upon it when the 
money was gone. Sir, whatever may be the effect 
of that feeling which the Spaniard has, upon the 
gentleman’s family whose claimsare now before us, 
you and 1, L hope, will ever respect that national | 
feeling which rises indignant at an imputation 
cast upon the character of its judicial institutions; 
and when once the head ofa nation has confessed 
its indebtedness to an individual, it becomes dis- 
honorable almost in that head to lend itself to 
inquiries as regards the motives of that proce- 
dure. Nevertheless, Spain was a waning country. 
Island after island had been fillibustered away. | 
Mexico was retreating from itsgrasp. Venezuela 
was passing away. Ecuador, Chili, Bolivia, and | 
all those with new fangled names and new forms į 
of government, were passing from the grasp of j 
the mother country. She began to feel thata new 
power was springing up, and though she had all | 
the feelings of honor that recognize an insult, and i 
all the remains of the old Castilian pride that would | 
resent it, yet she said: this new republic is not so | 
sensitive to these matters as we are, and perhaps 
we had better yield. 

The Government o 


f the United States consented | 
at last to interfere again in behalf of Mr. Meade, | 
and they determined that mey would ask the 
Spanish Government to supply these records under 
the treaty; and they sent thither, after eight months 
waiting. Governments do not move fast in these 
matters, and they did not do it, am sorry to say, 
until the distinguished Secretary of State had, 
with a characteristic zeal, broken a lance or two 
with the Spanish Minister on the merits of the 
case—preferring to keep up his own credit as a 
severe letter-writer to the establishment of the just | 
claim of a fellow-citizen. But de morluis nil nisi 
bonum. After some time, Spain consented to the | 
demand. After some six months she ordered that 
the archives of the Spanish courts should be ex- 
amined; and, accordingly, from pigeon-hole to | 
pigeon-hole the clerks went. But, in the mean | 
time, theseat of Governmenthad been changed, and 
the documents of the various courts were in transitu 
from Seville to Cadiz, an 
and they were about in the same situation as some | 
other State Departments have been; and the Span- | 
ish Government said, we cannot supply you with ; 
all these papers now, but you shal! be furnished 
with them as soon as possible. And while they 
were considering that matter, while they were 
hesitating upon this last failure, the time of the 
commission expired, the door was closed, and 
Mr. Meade was excluded from the benefits of that 
treaty. 

It is the duty of a Government to perform the 
duties it owes to any of its citizens, as much so as 
any of the duties which it owes to any other Gov- 
ernment. If Mr. Meadehad procured, as he might 
and can now procure, I presume, all the proofs of | 
his claim upon the Spanish Government, 
mission which sat in that city in 1822 and 1823 


the com- | 


1 

I 

| 

would have allowed the claim; but he could not | 
producethem. Isthat his fault? You may say 1t | 
was his misfortune. Undoubtedly it was. j 
But there is, one clause of this treaty of 1820, l 
which says that the Government of Spain pledges į 
itself to supply the proofs which it has in Its pos- | 
session. Then the i 
States was solemnly pledged to demand those | 
proofs. Suppose the Spanish Government ha! 
said, we refuse to give you up the sovereignty of 
Florida; suppose they had said, we retain, not- 


d from Cadiz to Madrid; |! 


Government of the United | 


i| pended 


i| a probability, an 


d || merely to get at the facts of the case, 


withstanding the solemn compact ofthis treaty, 
all those vast evergladés, and’ all thelands lying 
between the mouths and heads of the rivers,-and, 
instead of allowing you to take themin fee-simple, 
we will give them to our favorites, the’ Governor 
General of Cuba and others, the’ Government 
of the United States could. have justly declared 
war, and could. have justly taken possession? of 
what would give to them full satisfaction. - What 
the Government. of the United. States ‘owed to 
itself in the enforcement and fulfillment of: that 
treaty, it owed to: every. gentleman concerned 
in the claims involved in that. treaty. There 
can be no doubt to any man acquainted .with 
national law, that the Government of the United 
States was in fault in not making a treaty: in 
behalf of Mr. Meade. He was foreclosed by the 
very terms of the treaty, and he had no longer 
any claim against Spain. If he had, there are 
gentlemen in the sound of my voice who would 
rejoice at it. Five hundred thousand dollars 
against the Government of Old Spain, and she not 
pay it, with Cuba within two days’ sail of: our 
shores! We might annex Cuba to Florida, and 
tie her to the Everglades. It would be one ofthe 
best claims that we could institute, against her, 
and I would ask nothing, if I desired to set up as 
a fillibuster, butto demand immediate compliance 
with this claim of $400,000 or $500,000... But I 
am arguing before the Congress of the United 
States, and in the presence of those who, while 
they see no wrong done to the Government, know 
that there is laid upon their consciences a sense to 
do right to the people of that Government, and to 
maintain the dignity and honor of this nation: with 
regard to individuals as well as communities. 
They will not see injustice permitted towards one 
who has a claim upon us of this kind. 

This is a claim of a citizen of the United States, 
a native of the State of Pennsylvania, a merchant; 
and in that character is involved almost all we rec- 
ognize of honor between man and man. Itisto the 
merchant that our country owes much of its fame 
abroad. It is from the merchant and his business 
that the country derives its means and methods of -> 
greatness. Here, sir, is one who, by our neglect, 
has endured losses, ‘enough to break a royal mer- 
chant down,” and we stand here for thirty years 
debating whether we will consider his wrongs or 
not; spending more time in the discussion of the 
claim than the claim amounts to; not that | think 
that wrong, for in the way of honor, and truth, 
and justice I would cavil on the ninth part of & 
hair. I would spend ten thousand dollars in legis- 
lating upon one dime, if the spending of it involved 
the principle of honor or public faith. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) Ihave been 
listening to the argument of the gentleman, and I 
want to obtain information upon. this subject. If 
I understand the gentleman’s position, itis that 
this claim was properly included, and ought to 
have been allowed, by the commission. That the 
reason that the commission did not do so, was, 
that proofs were not furnished in time before the 
commission was dissolved; and that this Gov- 
ernment was under obligation to obtain the proof 
and submit it. They failed to do so, and therefore 
the commission declined to pass upon the claim; 
and that the claim was lostin that way. 


Mr. CHANDLER. That was the a fortiori 
part of the claim. : ae 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Did the commission leave 


the claim in a condition of suspense when they 
adjourned; or did they reject it? 


Mr. CHANDLER. "They did not directly 
reject it. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I understand that 


the Government should have obtained the proof; 
and if they had done 80, the claim would have been 
allowed ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The money was all ex- 
upon the other claims. 
CLINGMAN. But 


Mr. if this proof had 


i| been furnished to the commission in time, there is 


of the gentleman 


d, in the opinion 
that they would 


from Pennsylvania, a certainty, 


l have.allowed the claim. 


here is no doubt of it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. T 
tatement of what the 


There is in the report a s$ 
claim was. reer: 
Mr. CLINGMAN. These inquiries are made 
ag it is:an 
important one. ` 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should regret to have 


the intelligence of the committee rely entirely upon : 
the statements which I make, for I see that while 
I have confined my objections within the limits 
of the report, I have omitted many parts of it, 
which, if examined, would give strength, and will 
give strength, to the future arguments which will 


i 
i 
i 
H 
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be made upon this case. I forbear any argument 
here; I forbear any appeal to this committee be- 
yond this statement; and I reserve to myself the 
right to reply to objections which I presume will | 
be made. Thaveno doubt that they will be made, j 
for they have been heretofore, and I arn prepared 
toanswer them. But I do not think it is the part 
of an advocate to anticipate them, and make them ! 
known. I have already referred to only a few ; 
strong points which will attract the attention of 

the committee whenever the objections are made. 


One of these I wish to recall the attention of the | 
committee to: and that is, that the Government of | 


the United States, while it felicitated Mr. Meade 
upon the success he had in procur 
of his ac 
credit of having assisted in that matter, that be- | 
tween the death of the treaty of 1819 and the 
treaty of 1820, thdt treaty was null and void, and | 
the treaty had no bearing upon the condition of 
the two countries, and the citizens of the two 
countries, between the death of the old treaty and 
the birth of the new treaty; that the liquidation : 
of the claim by the Spanish Government, in the | 
full belief, to all appearances, that no new treaty 
wasto bemade. Or, if they believed, as they might : 
believe, that two great nations, like the United 
States and Spain, would not exist without a treaty, 
they might have taken it for granted that a treaty | 
would have been made, including all claims. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already occupied more 
of the time of the committee than I intended. I 
repeat, that I have endeavored to confine m yself to 
a simple narrative of the facts, avoiding all argu- 
ment upon them. L have also avoided appealing 
to the feelings of the Elouse, I appeal to the jus- 
tice of the House, and to their justice alone. This 
is a claim brought against this Government by the 
family of a deceased American; and that family 
and 1 believe in its justice. That family has hope 
and confidence in your justice. 

Mr. Chairman, nothing strikes me more with a 
feeling of dread than to hear that somebody has 
died and left his heirs a claim upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Sir, in the kingdom of | 
Siam, when a Minister wants to break down a 
rival Minister at court, he proceeds to ask the 
King to give his rival a white elephant. The 
King does it; and the favored man spends his 
wealth, his time, and his life, in trying to take 
care of this royal gift of the King, Mr. Chair- 
man, this white elephant is an emblem of the 
claims which are brought against our Government, ' 
Eeavy hearts and light purses are the consequence 
of them. Few, very few, succeed-—searcely enough 
to induce those who follow to hold on. Sir, of 
the thousands who ascend the steps of this Capitol, 
having claims upon the justice of Congress, scarcely 
any succeed, unless the claim is represented bya 
lady. Then, sometimes, they do succeed, They 
succeed in justice; they succeed in truth; but, Mr. | 
Chairman, there are too many young and gallant 
members of this Llouse to allow a female to plead 
for justice at the hands of the Flouse, and plead 
in vain; and even those like you and I, Mr. 
Chairman, with mottled locks upon our heads— : 
we vote for these female-enforced claims also, and 
for the same reason—we cannot but remember 
that such things were, and were most dear. 

But, sty, ] do net propose to continue these re- 
marks any further at present, reserving to myself 
the right to answer any objections which may be 
raised during the progress of the debate, when I 
use the privilege of th 
the argument. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Chairman, has 


This claim, Mr. 
been pending for a long time be- 
fore Congress. It is one of considerable magni- 
tude and importance, both as to the amount and 
the principle involved, 
asked of the United States, My attention having 
been specifically called to it by the gentleman who 
18 engaged in its prosesution before Congress, I did 
look into it with a view of satis 
its jostice and merits. If the principle on which 

it rests be right; if it can be shown by the provi- 

sions of the treaty with Spain, ratifed in October, . 
1820, that the Government af the Wnited States | 


| ing a liquidation || 
count, did not fail to take to itself the |i 


u neutral Power. 


de author of a report ta elose | 


| mission of bankruptey. 
2 Now, sir, this is the character of his daim, con- 
and on which payment is: 


fying myself as to ` 
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“ The renunciation of the United States will extend to 
all the injuries mentioned in the convention of the 11th 
| August, 1802, 

“2d. To all claims on account of prizes made by French 
privatcers, and condemned by French consuls within the 
territory and jurisdiction of Spain. 

3d. To all claims of indemmnities on account of the sus- 
pension of the right of deposit at New Orleans in L802. 

“4th. To all claims of citizens of the United States on 
the Government of Spain, arising from the unlawful seiz- 
ures at sea, and in the ports and territories of Spain, or the 
Spanish colonies.” 

It will be conceded that in none of these pro- 
visions is Mr. Meade’s claim provided for. If! 
provided for at all, it is provided for in the fifth | 
lause of the ninth article. It is as follows: Í 
| “Sth. To all claims of ettizens of the United States on i] 
; the Spanish Goverument, statements of which soliciting | 
the interposition of tie Government ot the United States, | 
have been presented to the Department of State, or to the 
Minister oF the United States in Spain, since the date of 
the convention of 1802, and untit the signature of this 
treaty.?? 

If the claim is embraced at all by the treaty, itis 
under the clause which | have just rend. It is 
embraced, however, not because of any inherent 
merit, but, as L conceive, merely for the reason 
that it was presented by our Minister to the 
Spanish authorities for adjadication. 

On what basis does this claim rest? [ask the 
legal gentlemen of this committee to determine | 
whether it was such a claim, in view of its origin, 
i that it devolved upon the Government of the Üni- 
ted States to any degree whatever the duty of 
interposing in behalf of the claimant. 

Was there any obligation, in consequence of | 
; Mr. Meade’s being a citizen of the United States, | 
for his Government to interfere and as 
mentof his claim? Sir, he had left his own coun- 
try. He had located in and been for years a 
resident in the kingdom of Spain. 
was embroiled in wars. 
Durin 
made contracts with the Spanish Government to | 
furnish them with tobacco aud flour. He pur- 
chased a draft, I believe, upon Mexico, then a} 
' province of Spain. That draft was not honored | 

and paid promptly, and he alleges, as a part of 
: his claim, that he had to keep a vessel in the port 
i of Vera Cruz for some months, waiting for his 
| $300,000, the proceeds of the draft, to take back 
to Spain. 

Again, he took upon himself the execution of a i 
; commission in bankruptcy, and when he had got! 
the funds in his hands he failed to pay them over. 
Perhaps it was not strictly legal for him to pay | 
‘them out; I do not know how tl 

the claimants who believed they were entitled toa i 
part of the funds of the bankrupt concern, took : 
legal steps against Mr. Meade, and for failing to 
| pay over that money, he was incarcerated in jail, 
according to the laws and customs of Spain. He} 
alleges, 1 believe, that he had paid the money into | 

the royal treasury of Spain, under a decree of the | 
proper authorities of the Government. 

the items of which his claim is made up, for losses | 

and damages in his commercial and basiness tran 
actions with the Government of Spain, and bi 
: imprisonment growing out of and under that com- 


| 
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tracted, under these circumstances, against a Gov- 
ernment with which we were at peace, for furnish- 
ing that Government, which was engaged in wars 
with other nations, with the sinews of war. But 
afterwards this Government did come in, asa mere 
: matter of grace and favor—aa i think Ishall show i 
before } get through—and present the claim of | 
Mr. Meade, and ask for iis settlement, 

Well, sir, thos stood Mr. Meade’s claim in 1819 i 
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ji tween the two Governments, 


in. That country || included and provided for 
His Government was a |! refer to the repor 
g his residence there, he |! sylvania,{Mr 


| 


|| being thus definitively closed, 


| 
i 
t 
i 


1 edged debt, amounting, in bis own right, to $ 


iat is; but some of |) debi. 


and responsibility. 


‘These are |: 


: no longer anything, either as to amownt or vel 
: Judication. 


| any Way assented to waiv 
: thus assumed by Spain; 


| acknowledged the debt, or, rather, 


: and a renunciation of any benefi 
. OF unde 


April 21 
y was negotiated in this city be- 
tween Mr. Adams, then Secretary of State, and 
the Spanish Minister. The condition was that 
that treaty was to be ratified within a limited time, 
or else it was to be null and void. The President 


j and Senate of the United States ratified it, but the 


Spanish Government failed to ratify it. When 
they failed to ratify it, Mr. Meade, through the 
friendly interposition of our then Minister at Mad- 
rid, Mr. Forsyth, again presented his claim to the 
Spanish Government for liquidation, ang that Gov- 
ernment did settle and liquidate the claim. They 
they compro- 
mised with him, and agreed to give him a certifi- 
cate upon the Royal exchequer for the amount of 
his claim, which took it out of the provisions of 
the treaty with Spain. 

Mr. CHANDLER, 

Mr. JONES. 


y ratified or pending be- 
entirely changed the 
character and nature of Meade’s claim, and took 
it out of the provisions of the treaty of 1819, if 
it had ever been embraced. After the settlement 
of Meade’s claim, the treaty of 1819 was revived, 
and finally ratified by the two Governments in 


k a settle- ;| October, 1820. That the settled, funded claim of 


Meade, as it was at the time of the ratification of 
the treaty in October, after its liquidation, was not 
; itis only necessary to 
t of the gentleman from Penn- 
. Cranoer,] from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. The committee, in their report 
to this Elouse, say: 

‘CAs the treaty stands, this Government is exonerated 
from the payment of Mr. Meade’s claim. I'he negotiations 
Mr. Meade was thrown upon 


5 


his own exertio 
“The negotiation being thus detinitively cloned, Mr. 
Meade was thrown upon his own exertions. He continued 
to urge his claim on the Government of Spain, and, with 
the aid of the friendly offices of oar Minister, was at length 
successful, On the 19th May, 1820, his claims were liqui- 
dated and their validity acknowledged ; and a certificate in 
due forin was given to bim, as evidence of his acknowl- 
373,879 ER, 
in the faith 
pain, and Spain alone, was to be responsible for the 


“This adjustment was made by both pari 
that 8 


“ Tt was made at the instance of our Government, which 
even took some eredit to itself for i ney in effecting it. 
“The grounds of the claim, as it dd at the signing the 
reaty, were entirely changed, both in regard to the evidence 
Prom an unliquidated elaim, resting 
oa the evidence of original contracts and of personal inju- 
ries, for whieh the United St were then guasi respon- 
sible, it had now become a liquidated debt, resting on the 
express contract of the Government, and for which Spain 
alone was respons 
“This change of the character of the claim, thus com- 
municated to cur Government, was psr se a revoeation of 
all prior authority to interpose on behalf of the claimant, 
t under any construction 
standing of the treaty, or that could accrue from 
its resuscitation at any fature period. 
“The provisions of the treaty, as signed, under any con- 


j; struction, were no longer applicable or appropriate to the 


case, The clain en which the inte! 
ernment had been solicited no longer 


n Of the Gov- 

There was 
idity, for ad- 
but the pay- 


g 


od. 


There was nothing left to be done 


; ment of an acknowledged debt. 


It does not appear that Mr. Meade gave 
thority to the Government to interpose on his behaif, or in 
e the benefit of the responsibility 
but, on the contrary, that the sub 
sequent interference of the Government was withont hie 
consent. and against bis remonstrances. 
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“ About the same time negotiations Were renewed at 
Madrid, and the signed treaty of 1819, with an additional 
article annulling three Spanish grants of land in Florida 
was offered on our part as the basis of the negotiation—not 
as deriving any validity from its having been signed by the 

sartics, or from its having been ratified by this Government, 
ut as & proposition which was presented for the then future 
assent of the Cortes and of the United States. 

* In October, 1820, that proposition aud the memorial of 
Mr. Meade were both pending before the Cortes; and the 
question was there ratsed, ifthe treaty should be agreed to, 
who was to pay Mr. Meade’s debts—Spain or the United 
States? A committee was appointed to ascertain the fact. 
‘The committee was informed by the Spanish Ministry that 
the debt was to be assumed by the United States; and on . 
applying to our Minister, they understood him to say that 
it should be paid by the United States ifthe treaty was 
agreed to by the Cortes, and that the debt spoken of was 
the debt as acknowledged by the Government of Spain. 

“ Our Minister, however, did not understand the conver- 
sation as having any official character. He took no note | 
of it, nor did he make any communication respecting it to 
his Government; nor does he admit having given any assur- 
ance that the debt should be paid, though he thinks it 
probable he may have said that it was provided for by the | 


treaty.” 

Now, sir, there stands the report of the com- 
mittee; and by it they show conclusively, beyond 
doubt or cavil, that Meade’s debt against Spain 
was not included by any one of the provisions of 
the treaty, In order to-make it a good claim 
against the United States, such an oneas we would 
be justifiable in voting to pay out of the Treasury 
of our own Government, it is necessary to relieve It 
from the predicament in which the committee were 
constrained to place it, or rather, in which they 
found it. How is this to bedone? Certainly not 
by appealing to the provisions of the treaty; for 
the committee state that, by that instrument, 
Meade is precluded from all claim against the | 
United States. But, sir, to fix this claim upon the 
United States, oral testimony is resorted to to prove 
what was the opinion, respecting this claim, of the 
American Minister at Madrid, at the time the rati- 
fication of the treaty was under consideration by 
the Spanish Cortes, in October, 1820. Far this 
purpose the deposition of Guerera, a member of 
the Cortes at the time, is produced, not to prove 
what is in the treaty, but what was the opinion of 
a particular individual at that time as to whether 
Meade’s debt against the Spanish Government was 

. reroanted non Na payment assumed by the United 
tates. 
` Wel, sir, they took the deposition of Guerera, 
some years afterwards, in Philadelphia, I believe, 
before Francis Hopkinson, and itis here in the 
report which lies upon your table. He deposes 
that, in order to avoid any possible misunder- |i 
standing or mistake upon the subject, he, with 
another member of the Cortes, were deputed as a | 
commission, while the treaty was under the con- 
sideration of the Cortes, to wait upon the Ameri- 
can Minister at Madrid, [Mr. Forsyth,] to inquire 
of him whether he construed the Meade claim as 
it then stood, or as it was claimed to stand, to be 


| Mr. Forsyth’s deposition. The most that can be 


| States on Spain, prior to 1819, should be consid- 
‘ered settled. 


į and could not be, fairly examined by the commissioners, 


within the terms of the treaty. He testifies, fur- 
ther, that Mr. Forsyth, our Minister, gave it as 
his clear and_distinct opinion, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States would be responsible 
for the debt of Meade, if the treaty should be rat- 
ified. I will read his language. He says: 


ti Jn order to avoid any possible misunderstanding or mis 
take upon this subject, it was proposed in the Cortes thata 
committee of two of its members should be appointed to 
wait on the Minister of the United States, Mr. Forsyth 3 
and accordingly this deponent, with Mr. "Thomas Isturio, 
member of the city Cadiz, were appointed, did wait on Mr. 
Forsyth, and obtained from that geutieman the clear and 
distinct assurance that the debt due to Richard W. Meade 
would certainly he paid to him by the United States, if the 
treaty were ratified by the Spanish Government, and the 
cessions above mentioned totally annulled. 

«(And this deponent solemnly dectares that these assur- 
ances, thus conveyed to the Cortes, and these assurances | 
only, induced that body to anuul the grants of Jand in the | 
Floridas, two of which had been acknowledged valid in 
the treaty itself; that had notthe Cortes been perfectly sat- 
isfied by these solemn assurances thatthe national debt (as | 
it was regarded) due to Richard W. Meade would be fully 
paid by the United States, it would not have consented to 
vacate those grants of land, as far as respected the United 
States, but would have vacated them as respects individuals 
to whom they had been made, reserving them to the Span- 
ish nation by the law of reversion, for the express purpose 
of paying, by them, the debt due to the said Richard W. | 
Meade, either by their transfer to said Meade, or by sale, 
and with the product thereof would bave paid the debt and 
interest. ”? ` 


i 
j 
| 
| 


Now, sir, it is not for me to say what credit į 
J will attach to this gentleman’s testimony; but ji 
when his testimony is brought in conflict with 
that of Mr. Forsyth’s; when the question is to be 
decided by a conflict with the testimony of a num- | 
ber of the Spanish Cortes and that of Mr. For- 1; 


| the report, the committee reported a bill providing 


! that commission, should again be referred to the |: 
‘ commission for adjudication. The bill, however, | 
‘did not pass. This case was, in the Nineteenth | 


: compan 
ji past. 
Ji from 


| State, and reported on.— (Reports No. 40.°7) i 


syth, who was our Minister at that Court, it is 
not perhaps necessary for meto say how | should 
decideit. Mr. Forsyth’s testimony is contained 
in another part of the report; and he says: 


“* No persons ever presented themselves to me, os @ com- 
mittee of the Spanish Cortes, during my residence in Mad- 
rid as the Minister of the United States. IfI ever had any 
conversation with those deputies on the subject of the Flor- 
ida treaty, I am entirely unconscious that they spoke with 
tne by the authority of that body, or that any importance 
was attached to the opinion I might express. It is proper 
to add, that F should have stated, on such application, that 
I believe Mr. Meade’s claim was provided for in the treaty 
of cession. This opinion was freely expressed to all who 
conversed with me, and may have been, and no doubt was, i 
to Joseph Moreno de Guerera, in the presence of Mr. Isturio. 
The only conversation I distinctly recollect was held with 
Martinez de la Rosa, also a deputy of the Cortes, and of the 
commission to whom was referred the treaty of 1819.” 


This, sir, is the testimony of Mr. Forsyth. In | 
the conclusion of his deposition he says: 


& I wish it to be clearly understood that E do not question 
the accuracy of Joseph Moreno de Guerera’s statement fur- 
ther than relates to my conversing with him and Mr. Isturio 
as a committee from the Cortes. The Cortes may have 
given them such a commission, and the conversation may | 
have been held in consequence thereof; if it was, I have | 
no recollection of it, and do not know that they were con- + 
versing with me officially, and certainly did not say more ! 
man that Mr. Meade’s claim was included in the treaty of | 


Such, sir, is the whole sum and substance of | 


deduced from it is, that if he expressed any opinion 
at all in reference to the claim, it was a private | 
opinion, and not officially communicated to the 
Cortes or those representing the Spanish Govern- 
ment. He says that whatever he said was merely |; 
an opinion of his own; but that if he ever ex- 
pressed any opinion, it was, that this claim was iH 
included within the treaty. 

Sir, after Mr. Forsyth returned home, he be- | 
came a member of this House. Inthe Nineteenth 
Congress, first session, he, as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Afairs, made a report upon 


this very claim, in which he says: {i 
«The committee consider that the decision of the com- |i 


missioners, forming a tribunal of limited and specified 
jurisdiction under a treaty, ought to be considered conclu- 
sive, and would recommend thatthe whole subject of claims 
of citizens of the United States on Spain, prior to 1819, 
should be deemed settled,”? 


Thus it will be seen that he, as a member of |; 


this House, reported a recommendation that the 
whole subject of claims of citizens of the United | 


He goes on further to say: 
‘ But the petitioner alleges that his claim has not been, 


for the want ofsundry papers in the hands of the Spanish 
Government, which they were bound to furnish; which 
were, at his instance, duly demanded, were not furnished 
prior to the day fixed by the treaty forthe termination of the 
commission, and the final decision on ail claims presented 
to it; indeed, not yet furnished by the Government of 
Spain.” 


Notwithstanding this expression of opinion in 


that this and other claims which had been before ji 


Congress, First Session, referred to a select com- | 
mittee of the Senate, of which Mr. Thomas M, |; 
Clayton was then a member. That gentleman |: 
made an unfavorable report upon it, which con- ; 
cluded as follows: i 

“ Resolved, That the prayer of the memorialist ought not | 


' to be granted,” | 


Now, sir, from the position in which I find this | 
case, so far as I have thus presented it to this |: 
committee, my mind has been brought to thecon- | 
clusion, that Mr. Meade has no claim upon the | 
Government of the United States, but that he ha 


| a good and valid claim upon the Spanish Govern- |) 


ment, which that Government ought to have paid 
lf I could have doubted as to the justice of th 
claim, there is one more document to which i call 
the attention of the committee, and more especially | 
that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. it is) 
one of those wi been brought up in j: 


nich have not b 5 : 
y with reports on this claim for years | 
Tt is one which I doubt whether my friend i 
Pennsylvania has ever seen or heard of. 
The report of the committee says: 

“Second Session Eighteenth Congress, 1824-25. Pet 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. || 
Committee discharged, and referred to the Secretary of): 


Now, it happens that the Secretary of State, to i| 


M 
i baoule 


{| avowed and unequivocal 


: after the termination of the p 


i make, no correspo: 


which the Senate referred this claim, was the ide n= 
tical gentleman who negotiated this treaty in 1819, 
to wit: John Quincy Adams. In his:report he-re- 
ferred the Senate to two letters which he had:-wiit- 
| ten on the subject, one to our Minister in Spainy 
and the other to the representative at‘ Spain to this 
Government, Ft is, to my mind, :the clearest; 
plainest, and most conclusive document E have 
ever perused. . He meets several of the points: of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The letter to 
Mr. Solman, the Spanish Minister, is among ‘the 
papers appended to the report. of the. committees 
but the one written by Mr. Adams to our Minis- 
ter at Madrid, is: not in it; and it-seems to be out 
of place in the document where itis printed. -It 
was a considerable time before J could find it. Tt 
is headed: “Extract of the general. instructions, 
No. 1, from Mr, Adams, Secretary of State; to 
Mr. Nelson, Minister Plenipotentiary to Spain, 
dated Department of State, Washington, 28th 
| April, 1823.” It goes on to say that: , 
« A Jetter from the Spanish Chargé d’Affaires, Mr. Sol 
man, dated the Lith of April, has been received at this 
Department, inclosing a copy of one from Mr. Anduaga to 
Mr, R. W. Meade, of 16th October, 1822, relating to his 
claim pending before the commissioners und®r the Florida 
treaty, translations of these papers, and a copy of my ani 
swer to Mr. Solman’s fetter, are herewith inclosed. The 
claim of Mr. Meade, as presented to the commissioners, 
was palpably not, and could not be embraced by the treaty, 
as an order for payment of it by the Spanish Department of 
Finance. Spain was undoubtedly bound to the payment 
of it in full; and so she was for the payment of all the cer- 
tifieates of her public debt which were purchaseable in the 
market at thirty or forty per cent. of their nominal value.” 


friend from Pennsylvania spoke of these 
having been kept: out. of: their money s0 
long; that it should be paid in full because it was 
a settled, liquidated debt; but here your own 
Secretary of State tells you at the time that it was 
not, and could not be included within the treaty. 
He shows you the reason why it could not be in- 
‘cluded. Fie maintains that the debt, auch as it 
was, on Spain, was worth but thirty or forty 
cents on the dollar in market. Spain was not 
‘able to pay her debts at the time, and that was the 


i 


li reason, as Mr. Adams shows, why she did not 


this liquidated debt of Mr. Meade. 

ut again, Mr. Adams says: 

! All the claims provided for by the treaty were unset- 
| ged claims, the proper subjects of compromise, and the 
tinciple of the treaty was to 
make such compromise. This was well known to Mr. 
Meade, as well as to the Spanish Government. The first 
report of the Spanish Junta of four counselors in favor of 


Ry 


| 


; Mr, Meade’s claim, was made on the 30th September, 1819, 


eriod when the treaty should 
have been ratified by Spain. The certificate delivered to 
Mr. Meade in May, 1820, directed that the sum which had 
heen found due to him should be paid out of the funds of 
the Royal Finance Department, with interest. The treaty, 
though not ratified by Spain, was then publicin Europe and 
America. It had twice been communicated by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to Congress-—firet in ‘February, 
1819, immediately after it was signed, and again in Decem- 
ber of the same year, when it was published with the doc- 
uments at the commencement of that session.” 


Then, sir, it was not possible that Mr. Meade 
could have been mistaken. He understood the 
provisions of this treaty; he understood the na- 
ture and character of his claim; and he knew, I 
doubt not, that his claim was not one of those pro- 
vided for by this treaty. i 

But, says Mr. Adams: 


<< It was well known to Mr. Meade that it did not provide 


i for his claim thus liquidated and acknowledged. ‘If he, 
: then, expected that it should ever be chargeable upon the 


United States, that was the time for him to have so declared 
to the Spanish Government. The nature of bis claim was 
entirely changed by the liquidation, but it made, and could 
nding change in the stipulation of the 
for an order on the funds ofthe Royal, 
Finance Department of Spain, for near haifa million of 
dollars, with interest from May, 1820, that the United States ` 
had undertaken to provide ; and the real effect of the liqui- 
dation and certificate was to take the case entirely out of 


the treaty.” 

Now, sir, my friend: from Pennsylvania dwelt 
somewhat upon the fact that our Government had 
taken some credit to itself for having aided Mr. 
Meade in procuring an acknowledgment of his 
debt; but, sir, it is not so surprising that the offi- 
cers of the Government should have taken to 
themselves some credit for that, as that Mr. Meade 
should claim that because they had done so, they 
were bound to pay the debt. Upon this point, 
Mr, Adams says: 

“Tt was a strange use to make of the warm interest and 
ardent solicitation of the American Minister in Spain in 
Mr. Meade’s favor, to obtain a settlement, by Spain of his 


claims, and of the friendly congratulation of the American 
Secretary of State, after it had been obtained, when the 


treaty, It was not 
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treaty had no existence, to contend that these manifesta- 
tions of kindness to bim, bound the United States to pay- 
ment in fail of his demand upon Spain, if the treaty should 
ever be ratified.” i 


There is the answer of the Secretary of State 
who negotiated that treaty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wil my friend from 
Tennessee allow me to say in reply, that whatso- 
ever Mr. Meade may have done, or Mr. Adams 
may have responded to him, it was not included | 
in my argument. My remarks upon that point 
were intended to meet a charge which has some- 
times been made, and which | dare say will be 
uttered here, to the effect that Mr. Meade made 
his settlement by some collusion on the part of 
the Government. That was all I intended. I did 
not suppose that our Government was thereby 
bound to prosecute the matter further, nor do I | 
admit that Mr. Meade’s case ought to have been 
excluded from the treaty. 

Mr. JONES. I did not know that any such | 
charge of collusion had been made. I do not 
make any such; nor do | know why any such 
charge should be made; for | suppose that the 
Spanish Government, at the time they made this 
setiementyexpected at least to be able to pay the 
money themselves. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not mean to impute 
that the gentleman from Tennessee had made such 

i 
a charge., I merely meant to lodge that asa caveat | 
against anything of the kind. 

Mr. JONES. Here is the principle upon which + 
they settled; and it seems that they did not settle !! 
it exactly upon evidence, but upon a compromise: 

«And, lastly, we do bereby certify, that, in compliance 
with the above mentioned order of lis Majesty, and having 
employed on our part all the means that prudence could | 
suggest, and after holding several eonferences with the | 
concerned, we have compromised the matter, and agreed 
that the 8,500,000 reats, for damages and personal injuries 
claimed by bim according to his reclamations, shalt be re- 
duced to 5,461,500 reals vellon; making the sum total dueto |! 
Mr. Meade, tor his own claims and for those of the persons be 
represents, 9,820,072 reals and TI maravedis, which amount 
he must receive from the Royal finance for all bis claims 
to principal and interest, (the fatter calculated down to the 
date of the liquidation,) and for the damages and personal 
injuries above-mentioned, in this order, viz: 7,477,595 
reals and Y maravedis belonging to Mr. Meade himsel; 
1,508,590 realy belonging to Mr. John Dickson; and 841,887 
reals and 4 maravedis vellon, belonging to tbe Aimerici 
citizens, consigned to Mr. James Wardrop, as appears more 
extensively and minutely from the documents of proceedings, 
to which we refer ourselves; aud for the complete ull- 
ment ofthe royal order above-mentioned, we give the pres- 
eutceruticate. 

BRUNO VALLARINO, | 

JOSE VASQUEZ BALLESTEROS, 
THE MARQUIS DE LAS HERMAZAS, 
JUAN PLORIN, 

Mapri, May 17, 1820. 

The King has been pleased to approve this liquidation. 

Rovan Panace, May 19, 120. 

JOSE CANGA ARGUELLES. 

Mr. Adams goes on, in his letter to Mr. Nelson, | 
and says, further: 


“The principle of the treaty is a eonpromise of unad- 
justed chums, ‘The principle of the liquidation was pay: 
menl in full, with profuse allowances for interest and diun- 
ages; these, very suitably for Spain to make in acknowl- | 
edgment of great services of the claimant to her, were in no 
wise proper for the United States, being under no such ob- | 
Jigations to assume, nor could they assume them without 
wrong to other claimants, more entitied to favor from them, | 
though less from Spain, than Mr. Meade. fn that liquida- 
tion it is abundantly shown, by Mr. Meade himsell, that 
the Spanish tribunals iutended to discharge a debt of 
fish gratitude, as well as of justice; to remnnerate serv 
as wëll asto (MIAN eugagements. Itis doubtlul whether ¢ 
others of the claimants, under the treaty, will obtain 
allowance for interest, even simple interest, upon the elez 
est and most inveterate of their demands. Mr. Meade’s 
liquidated claim calls for interest upon interest on a debt of | 
halfa miflion of doll 3 compound interest acerning atter 
the treaty was signed, aud accumulating by the aet of Spain 
herself, in withbokting the stipulated ratification of the 
treaty, Other claimants besides Mr. Meade, had been | 
wrongfully and far more rigorously imprisoned by authority 
of the Spanish Government. Sboutd they be paid at 
the rate of nearly $10,000 a year for such detention, the 
$5,000,000 allotted to the settlement of the claims, five times 
doubled, would scarcely sufiee for their satisfaction, ‘To 
complete the demonstration that Mr. Meade’s liquidated 
claim was not included in the treaty, let it be supposed that 
the order, which, in May, 1820, he received upon the funds 
of the Royal Finance Department, had been immediately 
paid, and thar the Spanish Government. had afterwards rat- 
ified the treaty asit did, Mr. Meade would aseuredly then 
have had no claim under the treaty ; and as little could the 
Spanish Government have claimed repayment by the United 
States of the money paid to Mr. Meade. 


It does seem to me that this argument of Mr. 
Adams is clear and conclusive; that is, that if the 
Spanish Government, after the claim had been 
liquidated, had paid Mr. Meade, he of course 
would have had no claim upon this Government. I 
read still further from this same letter, “and why 


I 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


iT 
il 


: ratifications. 
ay the ratification of the United States, did apply to the | 


was not the order upon the Royal Finance Depart- 
ment immediately paid??? Mr. Meade himseif 
has answered, that it was owing to the embarrass- 
ments of the new revolution. He petitioned the 
Cortes for immediate payment, and to designate 
the mode of payment. But he could obtain no 
definite resolution from the Cortes, till the 5th of 
October, 1820, the day they decided in favor of 
ratifying the Florida treaty; upon which occasion 
Mr. Meade says: i 


“ They ordered that my memorial should be united with 
the papers relative to the treaty, and submitted to the King, 
in order to have it ascertained whether the American Gov- 
ernment had consented to the introduction of my individual 
claim into the negotiation of the treaty, and if so, that the 
American Government had distinctly assumed upon itself 
the pauymentof my claim, and had wholly exonerated Spain 
from its butitit should be found that my case had not been 
taken into view by the negotiators, and was not distinctly 
understood as embraced iu the treaty stipulations, they, in 
that case 
the Spanish Government. Upon this reference from tbe 
Cortes, the Spanish Minister of State pronounced an un- 
equivocal opimion that the debt had been distinctly and 
specifically assumed by the United States jn exoneration of 
Spain; or would be so upon the exchange of the ratifica- 
tion.” 

“ Here we see that the Cortes, when advising the ratifi- 
eation of the treaty before them, considered the assumption 
by tbe United States of Mr. Meade’s claim as entirely de- 
pending du the question whether it had individually, dis- 
tinctly, and specificully been treated tor in the negotiation 
between Mr. Onis and the American Secretary of State. 
‘This wwe Cortes did not Know, with the treaty and all the 
documents of the negotiation before them.” 


Then, sir, it was not until they had determined 
to ratify this treaty that they pretended to give 
Meade any satisfaction as to whether they would 
pay his debt or not; and it was because, as Mr. 
Adams says, and as Mr. Meade himself has 
shown, of the embarrassed condition of the Span- 
ish Government. 
the money at their disposal with which to pay the 
claim. When it was ratified, they found it con- 
venient to try to put Mr. Meade off for a time, 
and to put him upon this Government for the pay- 
ment of a debt which they were bound to pay. 


Again, Mr. Adams further says: 


“ Mr. Meade proceeds in bis memorial to say, ¢ the opinion 
of the Minister was founded (as I was informed from high 
authurity) upon facts sutd to have been notorious to the 
negotiators of the weaty, and veritied, as it was said, by the 
oficial communications of Mr. Onis tou 
eminent, to wits that my claim had been introduced by 
name into the discussion between Mr. Adams and Mr. 
Outs, who finally agreed, in their verbal conferences, that it 
should be assumed and paid by the United States ; that Mr. 
Onis proposed the jusertion Of my name, and a specific 
stipulation to that effect in the treaty ; bat thar Mr. Adams 
thought it unnecessary to do so, though he agreed to the 
insertion of a clause intended to comprebend my case, with- 
out naming it, and to exonerate Spain from the debt, with 
the understanding, nevertheless, thatit was to be specifically 
assumed and paid by the United States? 1 shall notin- 
quire how it happened that the Cortes, with this fable sai 
to have beeu verified by the official communications of 
Mr. Quis to the Spanish Government, before them, could 
have referred it to the King, to aseertain whether Mr. 


| Meade?’s claim had been assumed by the United States or 
; HOt; uor how the Mtutster of State, to whom it wasagain 


referred, should bave been so uncertain with regard to the 
facl, as merely to give an opinion that the claim had been 
specitically assumed by the United States, or would be so, 
upon the eechunge of fhe ratifications, Neither shall I ask 
how it happened that Mr. Meade, at Madrid, in October, 
1820, with his claim liquidated and acknowledged, aud 
demanding immediate payment, when put off with these 
uncertainties of the Cortes and the Minister, should have 
contented himself with this information from Aigh authority, 
of facts suid to have been notorious, aud said to have been 
verified by official connnunications of Mr. Onis to bis Gov- 
ernment, Without demanding, as, under those circumstances 
be had the unquestionable rigbt, and the deepest interest to 


do, authenticated copies ofthese official communications of 


Mr. Onis, to produce them beture the American Govern- 
ment: How it happe 
could have given Mr. 
Aimenicau Goverment for specific satisfacuon of his hqui- 
dated etaim, be took at Madrid this intormation from high 


the United States, and ealled upon tbeir President and 
Senate to palm upon the people of this Union the payment 
of half a ilion of dollars, with interest, to him, orto annul, 
by a conditional ratifieation, the Florida treaty, with this 
hearsay of hearsay, for the ouly color of his demand. 

“ But the facility with which Mr. Meade reeeived upon 


; decreed the immediate payment of the debt by j 


It was because they had not } 


Spanish Gov- j! 


sd that for this only document which | 
: the shadow ofa claim upon the i! 


for his new claim upon the United States, is not the ouly | 


surprising part of this allegation in his memorial to the 
President. He says that the Spanish Minister of State 
pronounced an unequivocal opinion that the debt had been 
distinctly and specifically assumed by the United States, in 
exoncration of Spain, or would be so upon the exchange of 
the ratifications, That it had not been, is now shown be- 
youd all power of reply, nor was it atthe exchange of the 
Mr. Meade, atter failing in the attempt to 


pauisb Minister then here, General Vives, to make some 
such specifie re individual clainn, which Gen- 
eral Vives explicitly declined. There was, indeed, no 


| held by it. 


: Adams. 


trust this information from high authority of an official doc- fi 
ument which would bave been the only adinissible voucher | 


pretence upon which it could have been made, and the 
tale which Mr. Meade had received from high authority, 
appears to be no other than a device to elude his importu- 
ties for payment, and only proves the consciousness of 
necessity tor resorting to fiction to give a show of coloring 
to Mr. Meade’s liquidated claim, as chargeable to the 
United States.” 


Mr. Adams says, further: 


“The subsequent liquidation and acknowledgment of 
the Spanish tribunals gave Mr. Meade a new and entirely 
distinct claim upon Spain. It was an order upon the 
Spanish treasury for a specitic sum of money, with interest 
from May, 1820. The effect of this transaction was to take 
the claims of Mr. Meade entirely outof the treaty, and 


| Spain, by the subsequent ratification of the treaty, without 


noticing in any manner this claim or its liquidation, gave 
the United States some reason for insisting, were they so 
disposed, that no provision for any part of it had been made 
by the treaty at all. 

«But the rule of equity applicable to this case, and by 
which substantial justice may be done to all parties is this: 

“Mr, Meade’s claims, as existing and exhibited before the 
signature of the treaty, are included in its provisio Their 
amount and validity must he proved to the Commissioners 
conformably to the provisions of the treaty. ‘I'he alow- 
ance or rejection of every item in them must be determined 
on principles applied by the Cominissioners to all other 
claims of a simlar description before them. The suw finally 
awarded to him must be subject to all the other provisions 
of the treaty. To charge the United States in the exact 
proportion stipulated by the treaty, and to suffer deduction 
from their admitted account, in common with all the other 
claims, as they may be finally admitted. So far have they 
been assumed by the United States, and so far bas Spain been 
onerated from them. forthe balance of the sum which 
Mr. Meade may thus receive from the United States to 
equalize in amount the specific sum with interest, from 
May, 1820, awarded him by the Spanish liquidation, bis 
elaim remains unimpaired upon the Spanish treasury. It 
was never assumed or renounced by the United States—it 
was never cancelled by Spain. For the decisions of her own 


-tribunals, subsequent to the signature of the treaty, Spain 


alone must be responsible. The treaty alone must be the 
standurd to which the decisions of the American Commis- 
sioners, and the obligations of the United States must con~ 
form.” 

Mr. Chairman, I think any gentleman who will 
take up and peruse this letter of Mr. Adams to 
Mr. Nelson, upon this subject, will have sufficient 
information to give him an insight into the whole 
history of this claim, and determine him as to its 
validity. 

This is a claim which has been frequently con- 
sidered upon this floor since I have been a member 
of this House. The last time within my recollec- 
tion any action was taken upon it, was in 1848, 
when it was discussed at length. No report of 
that debate is preserved, because the debates upon 
private claims were not then reported at all. I 
recollect, however, that it was discussed for three 
or four days; and the Journal will show that when 
it was reported to the House, a motion was made 
to lay it upon the table, which was carried by a 
very large majority—! think by 118to 38. From 
that time to this, I believe, there has been no action 
in this House upon this claim, 

Mr. Chairman, as I said in the outset, if I 
believed this Government was legally and equi- 
tably bound to pay this debt, I, for one, should be 
in favor of paying it to the last farthing. Such, 
however, is not my impression. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I have risen, 
Mr. Chairman, to reply briefly to what the gentle- 


‘man, who has just taken his seat [Mr. Jones, of 


Tennessee] said on one of the points, which he 
raised. This I can do most effectually by turning 
against himself his most material witness—the 
witness, among all he has summoned to his aid, on 
whom he most relies. This witness isJohn Quincy 
Adams. 

By our treaty with Spain, we exonerated hey 
from the payment of the claims of our citizens 
upon her, and assumed to pay them ourselves, so 


: far as they were valid, and so far as $5,000,000 
authority of things suid to have been said, and then come to |! would be sufficient to pay them. è 
gentleman denies that the claim of Richard W. 


' Meade has a place among these claims. I main- 


The honorable 


tain that it has. This is the issue between us, 
To sustain himself he has quoted largely from Mr. 
But the gentleman has, surely, in this 
instance, allowed clouds to come into his very 
clear brain, and hence he has seen one thing for 
another. What has he proved by Mr. Adams? 
Why, that we are not held by the Spanish liqui- 
dation of this claim—a liquidation subsequent to 
the signing of the treaty. J admit that we are not 
But I insist that we are bound to rec- 


' ognize the claim in spite of that liquidation. So 


insisted Mr. Adams, as I shall prove by his words, 
quoted from the same letter from which the hon- 
orable gentleman quoted: 


“It was intended by the Government of the United 
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States, that Mr. Meade’s claims, as then exhibited to them’ 
unsettled, disputed claims, a mixed characters, for contracts? 
for losses upon exchange, for depreciation of Spanish Gov- 
ernment paper, for interest, and for damages, all, except 
the first, of most uncertain amount and validity, should, in 
common with the other claiins provided for, have the bene- 
fit ofthe treaty. But no stipulation of special favor to the 
claims of Mr. Meade, at the expense of other claimants, 
was, ot would be intended by the Government of the United 
States. The claim presented by Mr. Meade to the Com- 
missioners is for an acknowledged debt from the Spanish 
Government to him, dated May, 1820, and directed to be 
paid out of the funds of the Royal Finance Department, with 
interest. To say that this isnot the claim which, in Febru- 
ary, 1819, the United States had renounced and agreed to 
compound, would be to say that daylight is not darkness.” 

Now, whether theclaim in question comes within 
the scupe of the treaty, I am willing to leave to the 
decision of Mr. Adams—to the decision of the 
gentleman’s own witness. [am glad that it was 
the honorable gentleman himself who called Mr. 
Adams to the stand; for he has thereby rendered 
himself incompetent to impeach him. 

I might pause here. But! will add a few special 
reasons why the soundness of Mr. Adams’s con- 
clusion in this case is to be relied on. It is to be 
relied on, not only because Mr. Adams, in addi- 
tion to being an honest man, was a preéminently 
able one; nor because, also, that he gave to this 
subject, as the paper from which we have quoted 
shows, the most patient and laborious investiga- 
tion; but because, also, that Mr. Adams disliked 
Mr. Meade; nay, well nigh abhorred him. Mr. 
A. was a man of very strong feelings. He did 
not like and dislike so much as he loved and hated. 
He scouted the pretensions of Meade to a peculiar 

sacredness for his claim; and seemed well nigh to 
hate Meade for those pretensions. Hewas willing 
to admit thatthe treaty provided for this claim; nay, 
he insisted, as we have seen, in the strongest terms, 
that the treaty did provide for it. But, so far 
from admitting that it was a stronger claim than 
all others, he argued to show that it was weaker 
than some others. Now, I hold, that because of 
Mr. Adams’s strong disapprobation of the course 
of Mr. Meade, all the greater value is to be 
ascribed to what he felt constrained to say in favor 
of Mr. Meade’s claim—in favor of our Govern- 
ment’s recognizing it among the claims from which 
it released Spain, and which it took upon itself. | 

Wearenot then at liberty to reject this claim, be- 
cause Mr. Meade was so foolish as to arrogate 

eculiar favor forit. He did not forfeit his claim 

y reason of this folly. If I claim that my neigh- 
bor shall give to my debt a preference over a 
dozen other equally just debts, I am_not to lose 
my debt because of my arrogance. The debt is 
none the less obligatory for my folly and impu- 
dence. 

Nor are we at liberty to reject this claim because 
Spain liquidated it after the signing of the treaty. | 
My neighbors may, very impertinently, undertake 
to liquidate or determine the true amount of the 
debts | owe, but such impertinence does not cancel | 
my obligation to pay them. 

I have not time to see all, or even much, of 
what the commissioners said upon this claim. | 
My eye falls upon the closing words of one of 
them, Judge White; and I will read them: 

“ Believing, as I do, from the other testimony, that Mr. | 
Meade has a well-founded claim, or atleast a claim which 
the Spanish Government considered well-founded, I am j 
perfectly willing to require any document from that Gov- 
ernment which there is reason to think they possess, which 
will elucidate those transactions; and for that purpose am | 
willing to continue the cause. ff we can procure more | 
evidence, it is well; we shall have greater certainty in our 
ultimate decision. If we cannot procure more, we must 
come to the best conclusion in our power, from the proofs, 
as they now exist, as to the validity of the claims and the 
extent of allowance.’? 

Now, surely, these words do not favor the idea 
that the Meade claim did not fall among the claims 
which the commissioners were to investigate. | 
These words show, on the contrary, that what | 
the commissioners required was the establishing 
of the claim—the proving of the debt. 

But, itis said that Mr. Meade failed to prove 
his claim. I admit that he did. Iadmit that the 
commissioners were right in exacting the kind of | 
proof which they did exact. But was it the fault 
of Mr. Meade that he did not produce it? Far 
from it. The proof exacted was in the hands, 
and among the archives, of the Spanish Govern- | 
ment; and that Government, because of its foolish 
pride, refused to give up the proof. The Royal 
certificate of the amount of the debt due to Mr. 
Meade was, as that Government haughtily held, | 
all we needed and all we were entitled to. 


In these circumstances, what could Mr. Meade 
do more? I answer, that he had nothing more to 
do. The matter then lay between the two Gov- 
ernments. Our Government had discharged the 
Spanish Government from all obligation to pay 
the claims of our citizens, and that Government 
had, in turn, bound itself to put our Government 
in possession, so far as it could, of all vouchers 
and papers which could serve to establish the 
character of those claims. Our Government was 
boune to enforce this provision of the treaty against 

pain. 

Shall our Government pay the whole amount 
of this claim? Perhaps it should not do so. I} 
have no doubt, however, that in the liquidation of 
the claim by the Spanish Government, the amount | 
was made small enough. Unprecedented pains 
were taken to bring the amount within the limits 
of strictjustice. Moreover, it was then expected 
that the Spanish Government, not ours, would 
have to pay it. Hence, that Government is not 
to be supposed to have been as easy in making 
up the amount, as it might have been, were it 
making it up for another Government to pay. And, 
again, Spain at that time felt herself to be poor. 
This was another reason why she was concerned 
to reduce the amount as low as justice could possi- 
bly allow. The scholarly gentleman of Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CHANDLER, } spoke of the ‘res an- 
gustae domi,” the straitened home circumstances of 
the Meade family. His classical words are no 
less applicable to illustrate the condition of poor 
Spain, at the time we refer to. 

1 fully believe that the claim of Mr. Meade was, 
in no degree, exaggerated; and that the amount 
fixed upon by the Spanish Government was due, 
justly and religiously due, to that unfortunate and | 
cruelly wronged gentleman. Nevertheless, as Í; 
said, perhaps our Government should not pay 
the whole amount. Our Government had but 
$5,000,000 with which to pay all these claims. | 
So far as that sum would pay them, and no 
further were they to be paid All I ask for the | 
present claim is, that as great a percentage be | 
paid on it, as was paid on the established claims | 

| 


—be that percentage three fourths of the amount 
of the claim or only one half of the amount of the 
claim—be it in other words, $300,000 or $200,000. | 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee ad- 
mits that the amount fixed upon by the Spanish 
Government was justly due, and is now justly 
due,from Spain. Would he send the wronged and 
impoverished children of Mr. Meade to that Gov- 
ernment? What, however, if there were techni- 
calities in the case of which we could avail our- ' 
selves to escape the payment of this debt, and to 


burden Spain with it? Would we consent to avail i 


ourselves of them? Forbid it justice! forbid it 
honor! Evenif we pay this debt, still shall we 
not have made a sufficiently good bargain out of | 
Spain? It was well understood that the treaty ex- 

onerated her from all claims of our citizens. Spain | 


so understood it, as she has repeatedly declared. 
Oh! we should hang our heads in shame, at the 
thought of being unkind enough and small enough 
to require poor and unhappy Spain to pay this | 
debt, 

Sir, I am a believer in a strong Government; and 
I would have civil Government strong, the earth 
over. Itis worthless wherever itis weak. But, į 
sir, a Government is not necessarily strong that | 


clings, with miserly grasp, to its dollars; that | 0 2 
ice dosing T r |; when he says that we reposed trust in the Spanish 


rejoices in an overflowing Treasury; that multi- 
plies its battle-ships, and swells its armies. A | 
Government may do all this, and still be essen- 
tially weak, because essentially unjust. But that 
Government is strong, emphatically strong, which | 
aims to bethe impersonation of justice. Such a Gov- 
ernment is strong, because it is respected and hon- 
ored abroad, and beloved at home. Be ours, sir, a 
strong, because a just Government. But let us 
remember that the first claim on justice Is, that she 
pay her debts. Let us then, sir, pay this sacred 
debt, that we should have paid thirty years ago; 
and our cruel neglect to pay which has been fol- 
lowed with so much suffering and sorrow. Iam 
sad for the creditors, and deeply mortified for my 
country, in this instance. In the case of the no 
less sacred French claims, which should have been 
paid more than half a century ago, my pity for the : 
suffering creditors is greater, because they are so | 
very numerous; and my mortification at the dis- 

grace of my Government and country amounts to 


anguish of spirit. Let us pay these debts, sir, now 


—now, when we so easily can—and, in-auch ways 
let us make ourselves a strong Government and a 
strong nation. ye. EITO uss 
My, GIDDINGS. It was not my intention to 
participate in the discussion of the bill now. under 
consideration until I heard the. remarks: of the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat. Nor do 
I now intend to examine more than one point in- 
volved in thisclaim. It was my fortune many years 
ago to engage in its discussion, and | then spent 
much time and labor in its examination; but that 
was in other days, comparatively, the days.of my 
youth. ł have repeatedly listened to the diseas- 
sion of it by others, by some of the ablest minds 
that ever entered upon the debates of this body; 
l heard it argued on one occasion by Mr. Marvin, 
one of the predecessors of the gentlemap from 
New York, [Mr. Smiru,] in a manner,that 1 never 
heard excelled; but his view was entirely different 
from that which my friend has taken of it. 
And here I may say, that I regret most deeply 
to come in conflict with my learned and excellent 
friend, [Mr. Smrrx;] but we areal) liable to differ 
in cases which involve so many considerations as 
the bill before us. Now, sir, let that gentleman, 
or let any other gentleman, tell us by what rule we 
are authorized to put our hands into the pockets 
of the people of the United States and pay their 
money to this claimant? Remember, -sir, that 
you take this money from the people to pay it over 
to Mr. Meade. No member will consent to do 
this unless he can see good cause for it. The 
people have never seen nor heard of this claimant, 
He left this country, went to Spain, dealt with 
His Most Christian Mejesty,and lost his property 
by not getting his pay. Now, certainly these 
facts give him no claim on his fellow-citizens who 
remained at home. The question therefore arises, 
by what means have the people become liable for 
this claim? How was their liability incurred? 
It is certain that this Government never under- 
took to pay this debt, nor any part of it, There 


| was never any stipulation, agreement, or contract 


between Meade and the United States. It is, how- 
ever, true that this Government, representing. the 

eople of the United States, stipulated with Spain, 
in the eleventh article of the treaty of 1819, to pay 
over to such claimants upon the Spanish Govern- 
ment, as should make. proof of their claims, 
$5,000,000 as a part of the consideration for the 
cession of Florida. By the treaty this $5,000,000 
remained in the hands of this Government to be 
paid out to our citizens who had sustained losses 
by the wrongs of the Spanish Government. Mark 
the stipulation. It was to pay a certain definite 


|! sum to such persons as should prove their losses 


before commissioners to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident for that purpose. We held the money as. 
trustee, to be paid over to those who should, within 
agiventime, prove their demands. The $5,000,000 
only paid a part of the losses. This Government, 
nor the people, had no choice as to who should 
receive this money. it was the money of Spain 
that was to be paid over to the claimants who 
should prove existing valid claims against the 
Spanish Crown. Meade was unable to obtain 
proof of his claim. This Government lent him 
assistance to get his proof. In thatthey did right, 
although there was no obligation resting upon it 
to do anything of the kind. Yet that kindness 
surely did not render us liable to pay the debt. 
But I beg leave to differ entirely from my friend 


Crown to furnish the proofs; and when they failed 
to do it, we ought to hold them responsible. The 
Spanish Government required us to pay the money 
to such individuals as should make proof of their 
claims; and in order to aid the claimants to whom 
we were to pay money for the benefit of Spain, 
they agreed to furnish such proofs as were In pos- 
session of the Spanish Crown. Our undertaking 
was to pay out the money to those who should 
make the necessary proof, Meade had reposed 
confidence in the Spanish Crown; had furnished 
provisions for their army, and trusted to their 
honor and ability. In that he was disappointed. 
He was unable to prove his claim. In that he 
was unfortunate. The time limited for the de- 
cision of the commissioners was about to expire, 
and they were compelled to divide the $5,000,000 
among those who had established their claims. 
Meade shared no part of the money. His mis- 
fortune arose from his inability to make the 
proper proof. But, sir, we have paid ‘to the 


April 24, 


ts of the Spanish Crown the full and en 


claiman 
tire sum of $5,000,000, as we agreed to do. 
have fairly and in goed faith fulfilled our stip- 
ulations. And I ask, by what act of this Govern- 
ment have we become liable to pay this claim to 
Meade? Had he made his proof, he would have 
shared pro rata with the other claimants. But 
does his misfortune, his inability to make the 
proof, give him any claim on the people of the 
United States? Surely not. This $5,000,000 was 
a trust fund in our hands, which we were as will- 
ing to pay to Meade as to any other person, could 
he have shown himself entitled toit. He could 
not do that; and had any portion of it been paid 
to him without such proof, the other claimants 
would have had a legal and equitable demand on 
us for the money thus improperly paid to him. 

I most fully concur with Mr. Adams, then Secre- 
tary of State, that this is the same claim which had 
been presented to the Spanish Government; and I 
also agree with Mr. Adams that Meade has not 
the shadow of a claim against the United States. 
Any man who will look into Mr. Adams’s letter, 


will see that he regarded this claim in the light j' 


which I have endeavored to express. Nor is it 


possible for me to see how gentlemen can differ in |: 


regard to it, J repeat, that Meade’s failure to ob- 


fain the necessary proof, even with the aid of |: 


our Government, was his misfortune, and not that 
of the people of the United States. They have 
heen guilty of no laches. 
no duty. 
lations. 

and [ would as soon thrust my hands into the 
Treasury of the United States to relieve his mis- 
fortune as that of any other man. But he stands 
upon the same principles as any other unfortunate 
individual, and by no logic, by no course of rea- 
soning, by no sophistry of argument, can you 


place him upon any other ground than that ofan | 


unfortunate man. We do not sit here to relieve 
the misfortunes of mankind; and I have never been 
able to see in this matter any other claim than that 


of an unfortunate man, claiming relief from a Gov- | 


ernment able to pay, but on whom no other obli- 
gation rests. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I will not go further into 
the merits of this case, The point L have sug- 
gested appears to me conclusive. Whenever this 


case has been before ihe House, on former occa- | 


sions, this point has appeared to present an in- 
surmountable obstacle, one which J have never 
heen able to get over; and 1 will add, that it still 
appears in that light. 

Mr. COX. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

Mr. DEAN. 


i 


1 would suggest that the gentle- |) 


man amend the motion by adding, ‘and report the | 


bill to the Flouse.’’ 
Mr. COX. No, sir: Ido not accept thatamend- 
ment. 


The question was put; and the motion was || 


agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 


er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. |. e 
» Wolter, of Monterey, California, praying indem- || 
| nity for loss of live-stock during the administra- |) 
the Private Calendar generally under considera- > tion of Governor R. B. Mason in 1848 and 1849; |! 
: which was referred to the Committee on Claims, || 
| 
i 
3 


Tayior, of Ohio) reported that the Committee 
of the Whole Elouse had, according to order, had 


tion, and particularly the bill of the House (No. 


58) for settling the claims of the legal representa- ;; 
tives of Richard W. Meade, deceased, and had | c 
li the reduction of the rate of ocean postage for a 


come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. LEPCHER,. 1 move that the House do 
how adjourn. 


The question was put; and the motion agreed | 


to;and 


‘Thereupon, at a quarter past three o’clock, the | 


House adjourned until Monday, at twelve o’clock 
m. 


IN SENATE. 
Moxnpay, April 24, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wisan H. Mivgonn. 


The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. | 


PETITIONS, RTC. 

Mr. FOOT presented documents in relation to 
the claim of Sherman Pierce to a pension for 
military services in the last war with Great Bri- 
tain; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a peti 


uon of citizens of Hartford, Ver- : 
mont, remonstrating against the passage of the | 


|i 


i 


oot 
H 


We | table. j 


| 
ft 
| 


ii to be furnished with two or more boys, leaving 


They have omitted © 
They have conformed to their stipu- | 
itis true that Meade was unfortunate; : 


| mittee on Naval Affairs. | 


ii portion; which were referred to the Committee on 


| chusetts; |i ject does not fall withia the province of any stand - 


| ham, Massachusetts. 


i| Cole and Alexander Cook, praying that the law |: 


i: for the District of Columbia. 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
. professing the Jewish religion, praying Congress 
ligious freedom while absent in foreign lands; 
_which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
| Relations. 


: new plan of a railroad, intended for the transpor- 


|: passengers and pedestrians, invented by Robert 


Roads. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States professing the Jewish reli- 
gion, praying that measures may be taken to 
secure to them the rights of civil and religious 
liberty while traveling or residing in foreign coun- |, 
‘tries; which was referred to the Committee on | 
' Foreign Relations. te 
| Mr, ALLEN presented the memorial of John |; 
| S. Eddy and others, praying remuneration for 
| services rendered in the war of 1812; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the Marine |; 
! Society of New York, praying Congress to pass 
; a law to make it obligatory for all ships and ves- 
| sels, from one hundred and fifty tens and upwards, 


i 
i 


I 
| 


‘it optional to adopt the apprentice system, or go 
i as volunteers, as the parties may choose; which 
! was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, a petition of citizens of the United States 
` professing the Jewish religion, praying that, when |} 
absent in foreign lands, the same civil and religious |! 
rights may be extended to them as are accorded |; 
to foreigners while resident in the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations. | 
Also, a remonstrance of citizens of New York, li 
against the repeal of the Missouri compromise; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ji 
Mr. DAWSON presented documents in rela- 
tion to the claim of John Makin, a pilot, for sal- 
vage or compensation for aid rendered the frigate || 
Saranac when in distress off the harbor of Savan- |) 
nah, Georgia; which were referred to the Com- |! 


Mr. HAMLIN presented resolutions adopted |; 
iata meeting of the inhubitants of Harrison and || 
its vicinity, Cumberland county, Maine, against || 
the passage of the Nebraska bill; which were |; 
ordered tu lie on the table. i! 
Mr. SUMNER presented the following petitions, | 


a 
=} 


praying a reduction of the rate of ocean postage 
to two cents for single letters, and others in pro- 


| 
j 

the Post Office and Post Roads: f 
Petition of citizens of Boston and its vicinity, | 
Massachusetts; | 
Petition of inhabitants of Dorchester, Massa- 


Petition of inhabitants of the town of Attle- || 

Petition of inhabitants of the town of Ashburn- 

Petition of citizens of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire; anda 


Petition of citizens of Massachusetts. l 
Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Oscar 


compelling restaurants and eating-houses in Wash- | 
ington city, D. ©., to be closed at midnight, may 
be repealed; which was referred to the Committee 


Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Charles 


Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of the in- 
habitants of the town of Oberlin, Ohio, praying 


' single letter to two cents; which was referred to 


Also, a petition of citizens of the United States 


to take such measures as will secure to them re- 


i 
| 
i 


Mr. RUSK presented a document containing a |; 


tation of the maiis, and to secure the safety of 


| 


Mills, engineer and architect; which was referred 
to ihe Committee on the Post Gffice and Pos 


Mr. MALLORY presenied « petition of the 
citizens of Flernands county, Florida, praying a 
grant of land wherein to locate a county site; 
which was referred to ihe Commitee on Publi 
Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON p 


if 
li 


w 


of Hotspring county, Arkansas, praying the es- |i 


sented a petition of citizens i} 


sition to ask for the memorial. 


: that it be referred to a select committee. 


| der grants from the M 
i to be discharged from i 


i discharged from its further con 


asked to be dischar: 


Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Woodward and others, praying that $200 
may be granted out of the Treasury to mechanics, 
if the homestead bill should become alaw; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of George 
J. Cornell, Albert Gallatin, A. J. Hamilton, and 
other citizens of New York, remonstrating against 


i the repeal of the Missouri compromise; which 
i: was ordered to lie on the table. 


Also, the petition of Charles Neilson, executor, 
son, and heir-at-law of John Neilson, praying 
compensation for the services of his father, and 
remuneration for losses sustained by him in the 
revolutionary war; also, praying to be allowed 


i the pension to which his father was entitled; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 


Claims. . 
Also, the petition of C. M. Clarke, praying 


| remuneration for losses sustained. by her father, 


Ethan Stillman, undera contract with the Govern- 


‘Ment to furnish muskets; which was referred to 
. the Committee on Claims. 


RIGHT-ASCENSIONS AND DECLINATIONS. 
Mr. EVERETT. [ have been requested to 
present the memorial of Benjamin Pierce and 


! others, members of the American Association for 
ithe Promotion of Science, praying Congress to 
; make an appropriation to enable Professor Mit- 
i chell, of Cincinnati, to construct a machine for 
| observing right-ascensions and declinations by the 


aid of magnetism. 

This isa subject of very great importance to 
science. The memorialists are among the most 
distinguished men of science in the country. 
Their memorial is accompanied by the report of a 


i committee of this association, in which they rep- 
i resent this machine to be of great importance, 


promising great practical utility in its application 
to scientific purposes, and reflecting great credit 
upon American science. 

fam somewhat at a loss to know what dispo- 
It does not seem 
to belong to any of the standing committees of 
the Senate, and I have been requested to move 
I make 
the motion with great reluctance; but as the sub- 


| Ing committee, I move that the memorial be com- 


borough, Massachusetts; | mitted to a select committee of five members, 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. EVERETT. i now move that the com- 


i mittee be appointed by the President pro tempore. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PETITION WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Henry Newman be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 


| Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
| Charles Gordon, praying compensation for his 
| Services as draughtsman to the Committee on Pub- 


lic Lands, asked to be discharged from its further 


| consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 
_Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Commitiee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred a memorial of the 


| Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, 


raying the confirmation of the titles to land un- 
cican Government, asked 
s further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of New Mexico, praying that measures 
may be taken to protect the inhabitants of that 
Territory from Indian depredations, asked to be 
sideration, and 
hat it be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Afairs; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a n 
erritery of Ne 
hment of the + 


ing the reéstab- 

Mort Atkinson, 
: from its farther considera- 
tion, and thatit be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: which was agreed to. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from, the Committee on | 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following pe- 
ons, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration, and- that they be referred to the 

Committeeon Public Lands; which was agreed to: | 

Petition of Frances Depriest, praying to be 
allowed bounty land; 

Petition of the heirs of George Hoyle, deceased, 
praying authority to sell a land warrant issued to 
said George Hoyle. and : i 
Petition. of D. McManus, a chaplain in the 

“Army, praying to be-allowed bounty land. 
Mr. CLAY. The Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the petitions of James Wor- 
den, John O’Leary, John Williams, and others, 
invalid pensioners of the Navy, praying an in- 
‘crease of their pensions, have directed me to sub- 
mit a report, and ask to be discharged from their 
further consideration, having concluded to report 
a general bill, embracing all cases of their kind. 
As is known to the Senate, I presume, generally, 
the highest pension paid to an invalid pensioner 
of the Navy is six dollars per month; that is to 
what is called the seamen, but the seaman in 
‘ordinary is paid five dollars per month, and a ma- 
rine $3 50. The committee have ascertained, on 
anquiry of the Commissioner of Pensions, that 
the aggregate increase of pensions by the bill 
which we report, will be something upwards of 
$9,000. They have, therefore, instructed me to 
report a bill placing the pensioners in the naval 
service on the same footing with pensioners in the 
Army of the United States. I move that the re- 
port be printed. 

The. bill was read a first time by its title, “ A 
pill to increase the pensions of seamen and ma- 
rines,’’? and passed to a second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the petition of Joseph Nock, praying indemnity 
for the violation, by the Post Office Department, 
of his contract for making mail locks and keys, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the petitions of Nannie 
Denman, Arabella Riley, Minerva Catlett, and 
Eliza G. Townsend, praying pensions on account 
of the services of their husbands, asked to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, on the 
ground that their cases had been provided for by 
the general bill reported in the case of Mrs. Gen- 
eral Childs; which was agreed to. 

GRAFTON BAKER. es, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the House bill for the re- 
lief of Grafton Baker, have instructed me to 
report it back, with a recommendation that it do 
Pass; and at the instance of the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi, whose constituent Mr. Baker 
is, I ask that it may be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Grafton Baker $366 50 in full 
for services rendered and expenses incurred. by 
him as bearer of dispatches from the Governor of 
New Mexico to the President of the United States 
in’ 1852. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered :to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed the joint reso- 
lution from the Senate for extending an existing 
contract for carrying the mail in Alabama. | 

Also, that they had non-concurred in the first | 
amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House, 
making appropriations for the support of the Mili- l 
tary Academy for the year ending the 30th of | 
June, 1855, concurred in the second, and concurred | 
in the third, with an amendment. 

OREGON TERRITORIAL EXPENSES. P 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Committee on Territo- | 
ries“to whom was referred the joint resolution of | 
the House of Representatives authorizing the | 
accounting officers of the Treasury to adjust the 


a code of laws, also to adjust the expenses of coj- 
lecting and printing certain laws and archives-of 
the Territory of Oregon, have had the same under 
consideration, and. directed me to. report it: back 
without amendment, recommend its. passage, and 
ask for its consideration at this time. - or 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ac- 
cordingly proceeded. ta consider the joint: resolu- 
tion. It proposes to authorize the accounting 
officers to adjust the expenses mentioned, and ‘to 
pay the amount reasonably incurred from. the 
balance of the appropriation, for compensation and 
mileage of the members of the Territorial. Legis- 
lature, and of the officers and clerks, now standing 
on the books of the Treasury unexpended. | * 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post rowe from Memphis, Tennessee, via 
Mound City, Arkansas, to Aberdeen, in Arkansas. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and obtained the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to introducea bill 
granting the right of way and making a grant of 
land to the State of Alabama, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Girard, Alabama, to | 
the city of Mobile; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move that the message from 
the House in regard to the Military Academy bill 
be taken up for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The first amendment of the Senate, in which 
the House non-concurred, was to add to the bil 
the following: 

“For repairs and additions to professors’ quarters, 
$5,000. 

The second amendment in which the House 
concurred, was to add the following: 

“ For cavalry exercise hall, $20,000. 

The third amendment in which the House con- 
curred with an amendment, was to add the follow- 


ing as an additional section: 

Be it further enacted, That the compensation of the 
professors of French and drawing be made equal to that of 
the professors of the other departments, and the compensa- 
tion of the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum. 

The amendment was to strike out the words: 

“ Professors of French and drawing be made equal to 
that of the professors of the other departments, and the 
compensation of the??— 

So as to make the section read: 


Seo. 2. Be it further enacted, That the compensation of 
the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum. œ 


The PRESIDENT. What action will the Sen- 
ate take upon the amendments? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 am disposed to concur in 
the action of the House. The difference is not 
large; and I would rather close this bill, and have 
it finally passed, We have gained something. 
The House has agreed to the appropriation for the 
riding hall, and | am rather disposed to concur in 
their action, and endeavor at another time to ob- 
tain the otherappropriation which we proposed to 


make. : 

Mr. SHIELDS. I should prefer to obtain the 
appropriations which we proposed to mak-. Per- 
haps, however, we had better comply with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Virginia, though 
I confess the amendment of the House to our third 
amendment is very extraordinary. The honor- | 
able Senator can see that they have increased the 
salary of the sword master, and have left the other 
salaries.as they were, thus leaving a marked dif- 
ference between them. I think.it will be doing | 
injustice to those professors. However, rather 
than hazard the bill, I will agree to it. 

The amendment of. the House to the third 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on | 
receding from the first amendment in which the 
House non-concar. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think we ought, in justice 
to those officers, to try and have our whole amend- 


ment agreed to. | am satisfied that any one who 


expenses of the Board of Commissioners appointed 
by the Territorial Assembly of Oregon to prepare 


understands the subject will endeavor to give the 


House, and ask for .a..committee: 


two: professors a little'addition 

ever, the House shall inst 
I shall consent at once to it 
we had ‘better disagree to thè 


lf the honorable Senator from Virginia will 
me in that, I think it will-be th f 
ursue. foe ed : ie 
_Mr. HUNTER... If the honofable Senator 
sires a committee of conference, [ will not opposi 
him. . 1 believe we have gained: nearly: we 
wished. ‘They have-agreed to. most of our amend- 
ments; and although I believe the salaries of those 
gentlemen: ought to-be raised, I doubt: whetherdt 
is prudent to insist now-on more than the House 
has agreed.to. It.seems to me that: something 
should be due to the House, as they have given ug 
so much; but if the: Senator preférs:a-conimittée 
of conference, I. will not object; toit cug h ap 
Mr. SHIELDS. 1 prefer to take that:course; 
because I think we shall have a better chance-to. 
do justice to those mèn.: I:.do not-see:that, it can 


| hazard the bill toask for a committee of confers 


ence, and I would rather that the: honorable: Sen- 
ator from Virginia would consent toitis ugo 
Mr. HUNTER. 1. do not suppose that.-the 
House will defeat the bill ‘for that; but inasmuch 
as they had concurred in so much, I: thought ‘it 
better for us to yield, and try to have our propo- 
sitions agreed to next year. ‘ ye 
Mr. SHIELDS. I move, then, that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment of: the.: House :to:our 
third amendment, and insist upon our first amend» 
ment. Ea le 88, BSE on a) ; 
The PRESIDENT. The vote will: first have 
to be reconsidered upon concurring inthe amend- 
mentof the House. The question is on reconsid- 
ering that vote, : be 
Mr. PRATT. Who made the motion. toire» 
consider? : Pra K 
Mr. BRODHEAD. If theSenator from Minois 
desires, a committee. of conference, E:will make 
the motion, boy dag Wek GB aig a 
The motion was agreed to. ii inoun “A 
Mr. SHIELDS. I now make.the motion that 
the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House 
to the third amendment of the Senate, insist’on 
the first amendment, and ask a committee of con- 
ference. g å ERE E 
The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD IN ALABAMA. . ee 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Iam directed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report. back, with- 
out amendment, “A bill granting to, the State of 
Alabama, public lands in alternate sections, to aid 
in the construction of a central railroad, from some 
point on the boundary line of the States of Ala- 
bama and Tennessee, to a pointon the boundary. 
line of the States of Alabama and Florida.” As, 
owing to an accidental circumstance, the: report 
has been delayed, { ask that the bill may.now.be 
put. on its passage, fe 

There being no: objection, the Senate.proce 
to. consider the.bill as in Committee of th 

Mr. CLAY. : I move to dispense withth 
ing of the bill, as it is in the usual form of simila 
bills that have been passed at this session.” ©} 

The reading of the bill was dispensed with. ` : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

RESCUE OF THE SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think the present moment 
is a favorable opportunity to call up a. measure 
which has been lying on the table for some weeks. 
Itis asubject. which [think ought to havebeen‘acted 
upon long ago. I refer to the joint resolution to 
make some indemnification to the: persons engaged 
in the rescue of those, who were on board: the 
steamship San Francisco at the time she :was 
wrecked. The claim isone of courtesy and gen- 
erosity, and one which should be acted uponsas 
promptly, as possible. I hope the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, who made a minority report 
upon the subject, is prepared to have the resolu 
tion taken up, and considered this:mornin 

Mr. GWIN, - Certainly. : 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move, th 


r 


ony. bin 

ing the sense of Congress towards theofcers and 
seamen of the. vessels; and: others, engaged in: the 
rescue of the officers. and soldiers of the Army, 
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the passengers, and the officers and crew of the 
steamship San Francisco, from perishing with the 


wreck of that vessel.” if 


Mr. HUNTER. I am anxious to have the 
Senate fake up the Indian appropriation bill to-day. 
I hope we shall devote this day to that bill; it is | 
time we were considering it. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This is the day which 
was assigned for the consideration of the bill 
giving a credit for a limited time on the duties on 
railroad iron. There are many considerations 
which, I think, appeal to us to dispose of that 
subject. ‘There are many gentlemen about to en- 
gage in the manufacture of railroad iron, and it is 
proper that that bill should be considered and dis- 
posed of at an early day, in order that those who 
are to be affected by it may know their fate. 
They want to know whether they are to go on 
with their business or not. [think, therefore, we 
had better take up the bill which was assigned for 
consideration to-day, and, at any rate, know 
whether we are to consider it seriously or not, 

Mr. SHIELDS. | will state to honorable Sen- | 
ators the nature of this case; and I think when 
Ido so, there can be no objection to our acting | 
upon the joint resolution to which T have referred. 
A joint committee of fourteen was appointed 
shortly after the unfortunate accident which occa- 
sioned the loss of the San Francisco, to report 
upon a suitable form of acknowledgment to the 
rescuers of the persons on board that wreck. The 


‘committee reported; but the consideration of the | 


subject has been postponed fromday today. Every 
Senator knows that it is one of those peculiar 


eases, appealing, as it were, to our courtesy, | 


which should have been acted on promptly, if at 
all. ‘Lhe object of the joint resolution is to make 
some acknowledgement and some indemnification 
to those who suffered in rescuing those poor un- 
fortunate persons who were on board the Sun 
Francisco. 
if honorable Senators will permit it to be taken 
up and acted on now, it will not take much time. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I yield to the Senator from 
Ilinois. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that this day will be 
given to the Indian appropriation bill. ‘The joint 
resolution which the honorable Senator from Ii- 
nois proposes to take up will lead to debate. It 
was reported by a divided committee, as I under- 
stand, and there will be a debate upon it. It seems 
to me that we had better take up the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and go on with it. We know that 
to-morrow is set apart for Executive business, and 
it is important to have that bill passed as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. BADGER. I was desirous of having 
called up to-day the bill to which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has alluded, respecting the duties 
on railroad iron; but I cheerfully defer my wishes 
on that subject, as he has deferred his, to enable 
the Senator from Illinois toget the joint resolution 
to which he refers, passed. I really think weare 
placed in a position in regard to it which is not 
entirely respectful. It is, as the Senator from H- 
linois has said, a matter of courtesy and generosity 
on the part of the Government. It has been de- 
layed by various causes, without any fault or 
blame; but I think that a longer procrastination of 
it would not be right. It ought to be disposed of 
one way or the other. I will say to my friend 
from Virginia that it will not take long. Nobody 
is disposed to protract it. There may be a little | 
discussion; but the joint resolution will only take | 
avery little time. ' 

Mr. HUNTER. Iknow nothing of the merits | 
of the joint resolution, but I understand there was 
a divided committee in relation to it, 

Mr. Sienps'’s motion was agreed to; and the | 
joint resolution was read a second time, and con- 
‘sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to request the President of the United 
States to procure three valuable gold medals, with 
suitable devices, one to be presented to Captain 
Creighton, of the ship Three Bells, of Glasgow; 
one to Captain Low, of the bark Kilby, of Bos 


f 


ton; and one to Captain Stouffer, of the ship Ant- |; 


arctic, as testimonials of national gratitude for ; 
their gallant conduct in rescuing about five hun- | 
dred Americans from the wreck of the steamship 
San Francisco; and to direct thata sum not ex- | 
ceeding $100,000 be appropriated, to enable the | 
President to reward, in such manner as he may f 
deem most appropriate, the officers and crews of 


| 

| 
|; portionate to the nature of the efforts made, and 
| 


1) also requested to reward the officers and crews of those 


|} to the nature of the efforts made and the merits of the ser- 


It has been put off from day to day. | 


l: return had not been received from that vessel; and 


i have been appropriations of money paid from the | 


the parties who owned the vessels for the losses 


|; rendered, 
|| been passed, by which smal! sums of money have 
| been appropriated from the Treasury for the pur- 
| pose of rewarding individuals, and also for com- |) 


: ever, is not like any which has heretofore occurred. 


| those vessels that aided in the rescue of the surviv- 


| ors of the wreck, and such other persons as dis 


| heroism on that occasion; the reward to be pro- | 


the merit of the services rendered, so far as the 
| same can be ascertained. 
| Mr.GWIN. [laid upon the table some weeks 
| ago, a substitute for the joint resolution reported 
i by the majority of the committee. I now move | 
| to amend that resolution by striking out all after 


; as follows: 


| That the President of the United States be requested 
| to procure four valuable gold medals, with suitable devices, 
one to be presented to Captain Creighton, of the ship Three 
! Bells, of Glasgow; one to Captain Low, of the bark Kilby, 
| of Boston; one to Captain Stouffer, of the ship Antarctic, 
i as testimonials of national gratitude for their gallant con- 
| duet in rescuing about five hundred Americans from the 
| wreck of the steamship San Francisco; and one to Cap- 
| tain Pendleton of the ship Lucy Thompson, as a testimo- 
l nial of national gratitude for his gallant conduet in rescu- 
| ing a large number of those sufferers from the bark Kilby, 
! then in distress, and her crew and the survivors on board 
in a state of extreme suffering. 
SEC. 2. And he it further resolved, That the President be | 


| vessels that aided in the rescue of the survivors of said | 


f presenting them with medals of gold, silver, or bronze, 
| with suitable devices; the testimouials to be proportioned | 


Y vices rendered, so far as the same can be ascertained, and | 
| that such amount of money as may be necessary to carry 


| appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 


| 

|| Myr. GWIN. I will state very briefly the rea- 
l sons which have induced me to offer the substi- 
+ tate. I know that important and valuable services 
| were rendered by the captains of these vessels 
| and their crews; but they have been rewarded by 
| the people of the United States. A sum exceed- 
ne $50,000 was raised in various cities of the 
Union, and it was distributed among the officers | 
| and men of these vessels. Each captain received 
asum varying from $6,000 to $10,000, and the 
seamen have received sums from $600 to $1,000. 
| In addition, the Government of the United States 
į has paid the owners of these vessels large sums of 
money for the services which they rendered and 
ithe losses which they sustained. The Govern- 
| ment paid their accounts as they were rendered— 
; paid the precise amounts which they asked. For 
| Instance, the owners of the Three Bells charged 
| $25,000, and the quartermaster paid it forthwith; 
the owners of the bark Kilby brought in a bill for 
| $15,000, and it was paid at once. What was 
| paid to the other vessels I have not ascertained. 
| The Antarctic went to Liverpool; and when I 
: made the examination, and expected to go into 
| the discussion of the question some weeks ago, a 


| my attefftion has not been turned to the question 
since. 
| My object is to give testimonials to these par- 
| ties from the Government of the United States, 
i such as will be preserved and held in high estima- 
ition by them. Heretofore, in the instances which 
| are stated in the report made by the Senator from 
| Minois from the majority of the committee, there 


| Treasury, because it was necessary in those in- | 
: stances to make compensation to the owners of | 
‘the vessels. In this case, the San Francisco was 

‘chartered b 
; conveying the third regiment of the United States 
! Infantry to California; and the Government had 


| power, without further provision, to compensate 


| which they sustained and the services which they 
There are instances where laws have 


| pensating the owners of vessels. This case, how- 
| In consideration of the vast sums of money which 
: have already been paid to these parties, and the 
l munificent manner in which the Government has 

paid the owners of vessels that rendered the ser- 
vice, it seems to me that the proper course for us 
to adopt is to give testimonials in the way of 
i medals—to give gold, silver, and bronze medals, 
| subject to the discretion of the President of the 
! United States. 


tinguished themselves by offices of humanity and || 


i the resolving clause, and inserting that substitute, || 


| out the object of this resolution be, and the same is hereby, || 


y the Government. for the purpose of || 


| him. 


i 
| 
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There is one provision which the Senator from 


| Hlinois, I have no doubt, will accept at once, 


whether my proposition prevail or not. It is that 
the commander of the Lucy Thompson shall also 
be compensated. He went to the relief of the 
bark Kilby when she was supposed to be in a sink- 


‘ing condition, and took off all the soldiers who 
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| mercy of the waves on the ocean. 
| morning she was struck by a wave, and about 


were on board of her. My only object is not to 
establish a precedent by which enormous sams 
may hereafter be drawn from the Treasury for 
services rendered in this form. The Government 
of the United States has already compensated the 
owners of the vessels. It has paid their accounts 
as they presented them. The people of the United 
States have raised a large sum of money and dis- 
tributed it among the officers and seamen who 
rescued the survivors. I think, then, we should 
confine ourselves to what I have proposed in my 


| amendment. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the honorable 


| Senator from California is right when he says that 


the people of the United States have collected large 
sums of money, and rewarded, to some extent, 
the men engaged in the rescue of those unfortunate 
persons who were on board of the San Francisco 
at the time of the disaster. He is also right, when 


: wreck, and such oher persons as distinguished themselves |, he states that the Government has indemnified the 


| by offices of humanity and heroism on that oceasion, by | 


owners of the vessels engaged in the rescue, for 
the sacrifices which they made. But that does not 
affect the object of this resolution in any one par- 
ticular. The San Francisco was chartered, and, 
for the time being, belonged to the Government. 
The men who were on board the vessel were the 
troops of the Government. The men who were 
| rescued were the soldiers of the Government. The 
| property rescued belonged to the Government, 
| The fact that owing to the delay and procrastina- 
i tion of the Government in acting, the public came 
forward, and, to some extent, indemnified these 
men, only proves that, in the public estimation, 
| they deserved some reward, some indemnification, 
some acknowledgment on the part of the nation. 
A committee of fourteen was appointed by the 
Senate and the House to take the subject into con- 
| sideration, and they brought forward this joint 
resolution, which involves two propositions. It 
proposes to give a gold medal to the captain of the 
Three Bells, who well deserves it, as ever 
man will admit; to give a gold medal to the cap- 
tain of the Antarctic, who also deserves it; and 
a third medal to the captain of the bark Kilby, 
of Boston. Then it proposes to enable the Presi- 


| dent to reward, in such a manner as he shall deem 


best, (after appointing, perhaps, a commission for 
the purpose of ascertaining the facts,) all those 
who were engaged in rescuing the poor unfortunate 
men on board of the San Francisco, whether the 


rescuers belonged to these or to other vessels, or 


| to the San Francisco herself, 


What the Government has already paid has 
been paid to the owners of the vessels; but the 
object of this resolution is to acknowledge and 
reward the services of the captains, the seamen, 
the soldiers, and the officers engaged in the rescue; 
to acknowledge and reward every man who risked 
his life to rescue those poor unfortunate men from 
a watery grave, 

Now, the Senator from California says that 


i the captain of the Lucy Thompson ought to re- 


ceive agold medal as well as the captains of the 
other three vessels, I think if the honorable Sen- 
ator considers the matter aright, he will not insist 
on that. "The captain of the Lucy Thompson 
did his duty. He did all that was required of 
He found these persons in distress, and he 


‘relieved them; but, sir, he made no sacrifice, he 


incurred no risk, he hazarded neither himself 
nor his vessel. Et was not so with these other 
men. They hazarded everything that men can 


| hazard here. 


On the 22d day of last December, I think, the 
San Francisco left the portof New York. On the 
night of the 23d, in the very first storm which she 
encountered, she was a wreck, floating at the 
On the next 


one hundred and fifty of those on board were 
swept into the ocean. Among them was Colonel 


| Washington; and I cannot allow this occasion to 


pass without saying a word inregard to that noble 
officer, who is now lying at the bottom of the 
Atlantic ocean. Tle was on deck with his com- 
mand when the storm came on. He took shelter 
in what was called a saloon, that is a painted 


~ 


saree 
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cas 


wood work erected on the deck, which afforded | 


but very little shelter: Some of his brother. officers 
told him that he was in danger, and‘ that he had 
better retire to. the officers’ cabin. His‘ reply— 
and it should be remembered—was, ‘No, 1 will 
retire nowhere; I will seek shelter nowhere; I will 
endure the same fate that my poor, men are com- 
pelled to endure.” Now, sir, he lies at the bottom 
‘of the ocean. : : This was the condition of the men 
upon that vessel, ¿Until the ThreeBells came up, 
there was no: help, no rescue, no deliverance for 
them. The captain of that vessel,a noble Scotch- 
man, a braveand gallant man, at the hazard of his 
own life, at the risk of losing his vessel, and every- 
thing -which-he had upon this earth, lay by. that 
wreck for six days and six nights, until he suc- 
ceeded inthe rescue of those poor unfortunate men. 
Sir, will any man hesitate to reward such conduct 
as that? such heroism as that? We had no claim 
upon that man. His own vessel was almost in a 
sinking condition when he came in sight of the 
wreck. Yet there he remained until he aided in 
rescuing these poor persons from on board the 
wreck. The bark Kilby, of Boston, and the ship 
Antarctic, also came up, and assisted in the noble 
work. The captains of those three vessels were 
the men who saved five hundred of their fellow 
beings from the same fate which overtook Colonel 
‘Washington and his brave companions. Now, 
sir, I think it is due from us to give some recog- 
nition, or acknowledgment, or reward, to these 
men, who periled everything to rescue the soldiers 
of the United States, and who did rescue five hun- 
dred of them by their gallant conduct 

So far as the Lucy Thompson is concerned, 
I repeat, her captain found the bark Kilby very 
near New York, and the persons on board of that 
bark were transferred to the Lucy Thompson, 
and she gave water and provisions to them. That 
was an act for which I think her commander 
ought ‘to be highly respected; but there was no 
risk, no hazard, no extraordinary peril, no sacri- 
fice in this, and by giving that captain a medal, 
you confound different services. 

luis not the worth or the value of the medals 
which makes them valued by the officers, but it 
is an acknowledgment given to these men, a testi- 
monial from the nation, for their gallant and he- 
roic conduct. That is the object of giving the 
medals. Now, sir, let me say that more gallant 
and more heroic conduct has never been recorded 
than that performed by the commander of the 
Three Bells. His own vessel was in a sinking 
condition, out of water, leaky, her sails were 
shivered by the same storm, and yet there she lay 
six days and six nights by this wreck, her com- 
mander telling the unfortunate sufferers all the 
while to hold on, to keep the vessel afloat, encour- 
aging them with the assurance, “I will stand 
by you to the last.’? Sir, a medal to such a man 
is the least testimonial which you can give. 

Then, we also propose to give money; and I 
will explain the object of that. Some of the sea- 
men, some of the common soldiers and non-com- 
missioned officers behaved gallantly; and the ob- 
ject of appropriating the money is to enable the 
President to discriminate and reward them accord- 
ingly. But, by the amendment of the Senator 
from California, you give medals in the first sec- 
tion, you give medals in the second section, and 
you give ‘nothing but medals. He proposes to 
give gold medals, and silver medals, and bronze 
medals, and, he ought to. have added, ‘¢ all kinds 
of medals.” That is not the way. to. reward dis- 
tinguished services; it is turning the whole thing 
into a burlesque. Do you want the President to 
go to these men with a pack of medals on his 
back? 1 should like to see you go. to one of the 
Jack-Tars, and present him with a bronze medal, 
and tell him, * this is the way the nation rewards 
you for an act of heroism.” What would he do 
with that medal? Sir, this is not the way to man- 
age a thing of this kind. Here are three men who 
stand out prominently, who distinguished them- 
selves on this occasion. Give them medals. Then, 
if you go further, give the mena little money— 


give them something to improve their condition— | 


something tangible and substantial—something 
which will be of value to them; but as for giving 
the common sailors bronze, and silver, and gold 
medals, I think itis out of the question. {should 
like to see them when they receive them. 
Mr. GWIN. If I mistake not, the distin- 
guished Senator from Ilinois received asword for 


his gallant- services during. the last. wars + He:re- 
ceived one by a vote of Congress, if mistake not, 
but certainly a.sword was ‘presented’ i6 him: `E 
presume when he received. ‘from his country'a 

| sword as a recognition:of his gallant services; he 

valued it more thanall the money in the Treasury. 

It is not the worth of such a thing in dollars and 

cents; it is the testimonial granted to an individual 

by a great nation, which attaches value:to it, 

Now, Mr. ‘President, in. regard to the com: 
mander of the Lucy Thompson, thé Senator has 
| not stated the case fairly; because, when that vessel 
came up with the ‘Kilby her crew were ina state 
of mutiny, and: had proposed to run her ashore, 
which would have resulted in. the inevitable de- 
struction of all the passéngers and crew. He ex- 
hibited his gallant conduct, asthe officers on board 
| told me personally, as much as any of the other 
commanders. 
| But, sir, the Senator says the Captain of the 

Three Bells behaved gallantly, and deserves re- 
ward. He has been rewarded by the gratitude of 
the wholenation, and by their money.. The peo- 
ple have paid over to him from $6,000 to $10,00U 
in money. They have given him another testi- 
monial which will live as long as the latest pos- 
terity. They have given him a gold medal, infi- 
nitely more valuable to him than the money. T'he 
people have already rewarded the sailors. They 
have given them money. From §600 to $1,000 
a piece has been distributed to them. That money 
has been raised by the people of the United States, 
and given tothem. The Government hasalready 
rewarded the owners of the ships. There has 
been more than $100,000 paid by the people and 
by the Government of the United States, for the 
services rendered to the unfortunate sufferers on 
board the San Francisco. I appreciate the ser- 
vices of these rescuers as highly as the Senator 
| from Illinois or any man in the country, but I be~ 
lieve the proper plan is the one which | propose; 
and that is, to give them enduring testimonials, 
such as any man who hag an American heart in 
his bosom, would infinitely prefer to money, and 
which he would preserve and hand down to his 
posterity. 

Ihave as high an appreciation of the services 
of these officers and their crews, as any member 
of the Senate; but, sir, there is one thing perfectly 
certain, that they would have been eternally dis- 
graced if they had not done just what they did; 
| they would have been driven from civilized society 
4 if they had acted otherwise than as they did. I 
appreciate the daring which they exhibited, and 
the risk which they ran, regardless of their own 
lives, to relieve the unfortunate individuals on 
board that ill-fated vessel; but they were bound 
| to do it.. If they had gone. off without exhibiting 
proper zeal in rescuing those individuals, all know 
what reproach would have been cast upon: the 
commanders of those vessels all over the. Union. 

I am in favor of giving to those offiggrs gold 

medals just as the Senator from Illinois proposes 
to do; but the people of the United States have 
already given them money, a large amount of 
money. l am not for paying. them money from the 
Treasury of the United States, in addition to the 
gold medals which we propose to give them. I 
have also given, in the second resolution of my 
amendment, an opportunity to exhibit the thanks 
of the Government of the United States to the of- 
ficers of the San Francisco. The only difference 
between the Senator and myself is, that he wishes 
to give these men money, and I wish to give them 
a testimonial in the shape of medals, leaving it dis- 
eretionary with the President whether they shall 
be of goid, silver, or bronze. : I know that there 
are bronze medals. of very. little intrinsic value’ 
which cannot be bought for any money; for they 
are testimonials of a great Government to individ- | 
uals for valuable services rendered. Now, Í think | 
the best thing we can do—the people of the United | 
States having rewarded in money these persons | 
' for their. services which. they have. rendered, and | 
the Government having amply paid the owners 
of the vessels for their services—is to give this 
| testimonial. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, it is a little | 
| doubtful to my mind how far the Senator. from 
| California and the chairman of the select commit- 
| tee really disagree in the manner in which they 
would express. their gratitude for the meritorious i 
eonduct.of those who were prominent in rescuing 


| shall be examine ‘ 


the lives of the officers and soldiers from this un- 


Jittle difference iù factexists betweenthem. 7 
ever, much. difference..there:.may. be: betiveen: 
views: presented by those Seng hi j 
tions may, perhaps, be very:nearly al Se 
‘Now, sir, thé resolution. reported :by the:com- 
mittee. proposes to.grant: medals tothe oficersiof: 
certain vessels that rendered distinguished:s i 
which. are. thergin: named: It-also proposes: 
make an appropriation of $100,000, to be expend 
under the direction of the President-of she United 
States. The amendment submitted, by the Sena- 
tor; from California, isto. graritmedals tothe éome 
manding-officers:of the same.three vessels named 
in the resolution of the committee, and-one other; 
and, then, the Senator from: California; in: addi» 
tion, proposes to grant medals: to. the.seamen; to 
the soldiers, and to the other parties engaged.in 
that transaction, The joint resolution reported by 
the committee does not limit ‘the: President:in:re- 
gard to: the manner tn. which he shalliexpresé.the 
gratitude of the country. to -the, soldiers;.seamen, 
and other parties, besides the officers-named, it 
may be, therefore, that the President himself; upon 
mature consideration, will deem: it advisable to 
express the. thanks of the country by. granting 
medals to a certain extent, in the very way which 
the Senator from California. proposes. .Hence 
there is no limitation upon the.actiof the Presi- 
dent; the manner in. which the money shall; be 
appropriated is submitted to him;:and ifthe resos 
lution of the. committee shall be adoptéd, itwill 
be in the power of the President, if: he-shalk see 
fit, to adopt precisely the same rule that the Senas 
tor from California proposes in-his amendment. 
Now, sir, is it desirable, is it advisable, to pre- 
scribe precisely the mode andthe manner in which 
the thanks of the country shall be expressed: to 
this great number of persons? Allow me :to.ex+ 
press my opinion, and to. give my: belief, that itis 
not only not desirable. thus’ to limit its,but thai 
as expressing the commercial spirit of the nation, 
it may be, and probably will be desirable, inmany 
instances, to make direct appropriations in moniy, 
as vastly better than these medals. . When: the 
dies are struck, and the medals are delivered tothe. 
officers of these vessels, they will no doubt bere- 
garded as of more value than anything which 
could be presented to them in money. They would 
be regarded as being granted for acts of heroism, 
which, i will say, these officers have . nobly: pery 
formed; and would undoubtedly be more gratify~ 
ing than any other expression of the thanks: of 
the country which could be made to them. But 
this would not be so with another, class—those 
who are truly the representatives of the commer- 
cial spirit of the country. They would expect the 
compensation which commerce itself would direct. 
And it might be.better,and I dowbt-not myself the 
President might—I. do not. say: he would—come 
to-the conclusion ‘that, as’ representing the com» 
mercial feature ofthe question, it/would be desire 
able, in some. cases, to. make this: expression: 
gratitude in dollars and cents rather thaninimedal 
The Government was. ‘directly: eonnected...with 
this transaction, and it was brought invas-réepre~ 
senting, and connecting itself with, the commers 
cial aspect of the question. itis appropriate—in 
my judgment, it. is’ highly appropriate—that the 
Government, thus connected with it, should do, in 
the commercial aspect of the case, precisely what 
your citizens have done. And what have- they 
done? Why, sir, from no other. motives: than 
those of a general character, from no- other motive 
than a desire to induce persons whose calling isto 
traverse the ocean, to render assistance in similar 
cases; our merchants, our underwriters, our!in= 
surance officers, and our citizens generally, -havé 
contributed largely, purely, and ‘solely in the coms 
mercial view of the transaction. : Connected asthe 
Government was with this question in that point 
of view, it is,in my judgment, equally appropriate 
that the Government also should contribute.in-that 
view, as. well as by giving medals: to the officers. 
Sull, whatever may- be the opinions of Senate 
in relation to this matter, whether I :be correct 1n 
the view that I takeof itor not, with the President 
of the United States it will bean ope) t 
and it will be for him to determine, aftera fol ex 
amination of the màtter, precisely what he -wi 
do... The ‘resolution: reported 
therefore, submits: the, gues 


committee, 
e. President, 


oh 
thi 
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leaving it to him to determine, without any restric- 
tions whatever, and leaving him, with such advice 
and- such information as he can get, to pursue pre- 
cisely that course which he shall deem to be best 
and most appropriate. 

1 think for that, if for no other reason, the re- 
port of the committee should be sustained, in pref- 
erence to the amendment which has been offered 
by the Senator from California. I think the Gov- 
ernment owes it to itself and to these men, that 
there should be an appropriation made in the com- 
mercial aspect of this question, as apart from that 
which is a mere matter of tribute to the officers, 
who may need no other compensation for the mer- 
itorious services which they have performed. But 
a commercial contribution to the soldiers and to 
the seamen, who may have lost there all, is more 
appropriate, or is quite as appropriate to a certain 
extent, as would be the bestowal of medals in all 
cases. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Maine one question. He argues this point 
as though, if the resolution should pass in the 
form presented by the committee, it would be dis- 
cretionary with the President what sum he should 
expend for the objects contemplated by the reso- 
lution. My own impression is, and I think it is 
consistent with usage, that the President will con- 
sider himself bound, in some form or other, to 
expend the whole amount of the appropriation 
among the persons who distinguished themselves 
on this occasion. If the resolution be so amended 
as to leave to the President the discretion to ex- 
pend such sum of money as he may think proper, 
without compelling him to disburse the whole 
$100,000, I will vote for the resolution. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator will 
perceive that that is the language of the resolution 
now. The President is to disburse the sum in 
any way that he may think proper, to the per- 
sons best entitled; but that sum is in no case to 
exceed $100,000. 

Mr. SLIDELL. That does not at all answer 
my question. My desire isto know whether the 
President will not consider himself bound, accord- 
ing to established usage, to distribute this sum of 
$100,000, in some form or other, among the per- 
sons who may have rendered distinguished ser- 
vices upon this occasion. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. The second section of the 
resolution, as reported by the committee, provides: 

«That a sum not exceeding $100,000 is hereby appro- 
printed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the President to reward, in such 
manner ås he may deem most appropriate, the oftieers and 
crews of those vessels that aided tn the rescue of the sur- 
vivors of said wreck, and such other persons as distin- 
guisbed themselves by offices of hunmanity and heroism on 
that occasion ; the reward to be proportionate to the nature 


ofthe efforts made and the merit of the services rendered, 
80 far as the same can be ascertained.” 


I will state to the Senator from Louisiana very 
cheerfully what is my impression of the matter. 
I will only say that [have never known an ap- 


propriation made by Congress where a maximum | 


was fixed, where the executive officer has not al- 
ways adopted the maximum in administering the 
law; and { have no doubt, myself, that the Pres- 
ident would deem it his duty to expend the whole 
sum appropriated. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I am extremely reluctant to 
oppose an appropriation of this sort; but I cannot 
reconcile it to myself to vote the public money 
away in such a manner, I think it proper that the 
people of the United States should not only give 


some complimentary expression of their high opin- | 


ion of such a transaction, but also extend some 
pecuniary compensation to the parties who were 


so honorably engaged in it; but I venture to say |: 


that, in the annals of this or any other country, 
no set of men on any occasion have ever been so 
beneficently rewarded as have been the persons 
engaged in the rescue from the San Francisco. 
Consult the annals of the British Government, 
which has always been extremely liberal in such 
eases. Ihave not had occasion to refer to them 
jately; but I am very sure that, under no circum- 
stances, has any greater reward been extended 
by the British Government towards persons who 
rescued its citizens from shipwreck, than a medal 
occasionally; and, in oneinstance, I believe, £1,000. 
Now, we are told that in this case $50,000 
have been already disbursed by the Government; 
$60,000 have been distributed among the officers 
and crew of two ships; and, I believe, some $2,000 


| 


have been given for some complimentary presents 
to one or two officers of the Army and Navy. 

We ought to look forward. ‘These things are 
of a great deal of interest. I do not see that these 
people are entitled to call upon the Government of 


because the persons rescued werein the employ of 
the Government. I do not conceive that that at 
ail changes the merits of the case. Instances of 
the kind, sir, are occurring every day. It was not 
more than ten or fifteen days after the arrival of 
the persons who were rescued from the San Fran- 
cisco, that a ship, called the Henry Grinnell, ar- 
rived in port, having saved from two ships some 
twenty or thirty persons. Now, why are not the 
captain and crew of the Henry Grinnell entitled, 
in some degree, not to the same extent, to some 
compensation as much as these parties? 

It appears to me that the proper mode is to pass 
some general law on the subject. I think it is 
highly proper, under all circumstances, to com- 
pensate the officers of the vessel by whom property 
is rescued, for their benevolent efforts, and to 


selves personally for the purpose of saving those 
whoare shipwrecked. 
some general law; and if the chairman of the com- 
mittee who reported this resolution will introduce 


ive provision for all cases of a similar character, 
I shall most cheerfully vote for it. 


all the purposes. 

Mr. MALLORY. I shall support the chair- 
man of the committee who reported this joint 
resolution; and the only regret 1 have on the sub- 
ject is, that the resolution has been postponed to 
so late a day as this. It was reported upon the 
| Oth of February, and if it was proper at all to pass 
i it, it loses much of its grace by the delay; so that 
| Í must express my regret that the vote has not 
been taken at an earlier day. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
permit me, L will set him right on that point. I 
i acted as the organ of the committee in bringing 
i forward this resolution and report, 1 endeavored 
| to have it called up, until I got so tired that I had 
to abandon it. L came very near losing it to-day. 

Mr. MALLORY. L did not mean to accuse 
the chairman of the committee of producing the 
| delay in not bringing this up before. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President 


is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.GWIN. [have on more than one occasion 
been charged with the delay in this matter. It was 
called one day when 1 was not here, 


| necessarily absentatthe time, and the Senator from | 
, Louisiana (Mr. Sue tr] stated that I desired to be į 
| present when it was considered, and that I was pre- | 
| pared to offer a substitute for the resolution. Ihave | 


always been ready ever since, and was ready on 


the first day that the joint resolution was intro- || 


duced, to give my objections and my reasons 
why l was opposed to it. It has never been de- 
layed one day, on my account, except that on 
which I was absent. 


Mr. MALLORY. I did not mean to say, or 


to indicate in any way, that the delay has been | 
l only ex-! 
| pressed my regret that an act of grace of this: 


the direct result of any gentleman. 


character had been postponed. Why, sir, what 


is the object of giving a reward of this character? : 
What is the philosophy of the proposition, if it be | 
not to stimulate men in the position of these res- | 
cuers to go out under similer circumstances, and | 
: perform the same high duty? 
j erty at stake here. 


; which the persons could be rewarded. 


very well influence us in our action. 


: can be made. If there had been a fund, I have 


j not the slightest doubt that the rescuers would | 
i have obtained a far greater amount of compensa- | 
| tion than that which the select committee reported. | 


the United States for remuneration in this case, | 


compensate the officers and crew who expose them- | 


I think we ought to adopt | 


some joint resolution or bill to that effect, making, | 
not only a provision for this case, but a prospect- | 


In order to enable the President to carry into | 
effect the provisions of the substitute offered’ by | 
the Senator from California, I will move to strike | 
out © 100, and insert ‘20, so as to make the | 
appropriation $20,000. That will be sufficient for | 


| ; see ; 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida | as a Government, its appreciation of this conduct? 


There is no prop- | 
There was no fund out of} 
lt is the. 
noblest effort, perhaps, in which any one can be | 
engaged—the salvation of life under such circum- || 
stances as these; and, Mr. President, there was a! 
moral bravery connected with this act which may | 
y I repeat, j) 
i there is no fund here out of which compensation i 


In one case, the case of the British frigate Venus, 
salvage was awarded, where no life was at stake, 
merely for the salvation of property; but, sir, 
situated as we are here, soon to be the largest com- 
mercial Power on earth, it is highly important 
that we should embrace, not that we should lose, 
an opportunity to show our readiness to reward 
actions of this kind. In speaking of the moral 
greatness of the transaction, I will remind the 
Senate that there have been two or three expres- 
sions used in modern naval warfare which have 
been handed down to posterity, and kindled the 
hearts of those who were called to engage in bat- 
tle. You recollect distinctly the flag which Nel- 
son spread out before his fleet-—‘* England expects 
that every man will do his duty.” You recollect 


|! also the last words of our own hero: ‘ Don’tgive 
i up the ship.” When we recollect words of this 


kind, and see how they spur men forward to acts 
of bravery under all circumstances in which they 
may be placed, we ought to recollect with much 
pleasure the words of the captain of the Three 
Bells, which the chairman of the committee has so 
well described in his report. Finding his voice 
drowned by the storm, he bade the men to mount 
the rigging and give them three cheers, the only 
indication which he could throw out that he would 


| not desert the wreck, There was a moral great- 


ness in that, and we should reward it in a suitable 
manner. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana has 
spoken of the extravagance of the reward pro- 
posed. Sir, this was a most extraordinary case. 
It is the first case, and the only one that has ever 
occurred in the history of our Government; and, 
as l before remarked, as the first commercial 
Power on earth, who have more tons afloat than 
any other nation, it is peculiarly incumbent upon 
us to show ourselves always willing to induce 
men to go out when no certain reward can pos- 
sibly arise from the property saved, in order to 
save lives. 

The Senator from California, in his argument 
upon the subject, seems to look at the amount. 
Should we hesitate about the amount in interests 
of this kind ? Can wereward these menatall? Can 
any amount that we can reasonably give reward 
conduct of this kind? Sir, there are thousands 
of men upon the ocean who would be exceedingly 
happy to perform the service for nothing, without 
hope of reward. Their generosity would lead 
them to do it; but that is no reason why we 
should not reward them. 

The argument is also adduced, that the people 
have come forward and rewarded these parties. 


| Ig that any reason why the Government of the 


United States should not manifest, in its capacity 


No, sir. If it be any argument at all, it is a 


ii stronger one in favor of the proposition. The 
', people themselves have spontaneously set an ex- 
l was | 


ample as to what we should do, Should we hesi- 
tate, as a Government, to acknowledge the pro- 
priety of the conduct which the people have ap- 
proved? I say that if there is any validity in the 
argument atall, it renders it more incumbent upon 
the Government to make the reward. I shall 
have no hesitation in voting for the resolution. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move to amend the substi- 
tute of the Senator from California by inserting: 

That the President be authorized to appropriate a sum 
not exceeding $20,000. 

Mr.GWIN. The second section, I believe, 
authorizes the President of the United States to 
give medals to the different parties, and to pay for 
them out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. The Senator can attain his 
object by adding a proviso that this sum shall 
not exceed $20,000. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I offer the amendment to the 
amendment in the following form: 

And thatsuch an amount of money, not exceeding $20,000, 
as may he necessary to carry out the object of the resolu- 
tion, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr.GWIN. Iam willing to accept that. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the amendment will 
not be agreed to. After we have seen the expres- 
sions and manifestations of gratitude which have 
been given by the citizens of the United States to 
these meritorious men, it does seem to me that it 
would be much more satisfactory to the people 
that we should award nothing at all, than that we 
should differ upon the sum, and cut it down from 
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$100,000 to $20,000. These men are entitled to | 
some reward, to some acknowledgment from the 
country, or they are not. They are entitled to 
some reward from the Government, or they are 
not. There is no one here or elsewhere who will 
maintain that a higher act of heroism in civil life 
has ever occurred, or can ever occur. Such an 
act, then, deserves acknowledgment. The very 
nature of the transaction itself isan evidence of its 
merit; and all civilized nations regard services of 
this kind as magnanimous, heroic, and worthy of 
reward. Itis a principle of maritime law that he 
who shall venture his life, or even his property, at 
sea, in tempests and storms, to protect the prop- 
erty of another, much more to protect the life of 
one or of many, is entitled to what, under other 
circumstances, would be called an extravagant re- 
ward. The law divides, by way of salvage, the 
whole value of the property saved, between the 
original owner and those who saved it from de- 
struction. 

If the Government of the United States is to 
make a special acknowledgment, as it is agreed on 
all hands it should, of this great act, the sum 
which that acknowledgment shall cost is to be | 
fixed with reference to our position and character 
not less than with reference to the greatness and 
heroism of the transaction itself. In regard to the 
first, I need not say to Senators that we have to | 
sustain a character which we are perhaps too 
proud in claiming, as not inferior to any other 
commercial or political power on earth, Then 
the next consideration is the greatness and hero- 
ism of the transaction itself, as compared with | 
others of asimilar nature; and on this subject Iam 
sure that there is a unanimous agreement, that the 
history of naval and maritime affairs presents no 
transaction in which more devoted, persevering, 
self-denying hardships were undergone, from mo- 
tives of mere benevolence and humanity, than in 
this case. Then with reference to the effect of 
this proceeding as an example, by way of encour- 
agementto similar deeds of heroism. If the amount 
is to be restricted, it must be wholly through fear 
that some evil will come from this legislation as a | 
precedent? Now, is any man afraid, by appro- 
priating $100,000 to signalize the public appre- 
ciation of conduct such as that which elicits this 
reward, that we shall encourage too bold, too 
heroic, too disinterested conduct, in cases of peril 
and shipwreck, on the part of American seamen, 
or of seamen throughout the civilized world? Cer- 
tainly not.. There is no danger of that. | 

I repeat, sir, if we are, by a special act of this 
kind, to show our appreciation of such conduct, | 
it should be commensurate with the greatness of | 
the transaction itself. Iam sure that if sucha | 
proposition had been made when the intelligence | 
of the disaster and the partial salvage first reached | 
the Capitol, there is no man who would have been 
for cutting down the appropriation then to $20,000. 
We have no claim of property now to settle. We | 
owe, practically, no debts. We have a large sur- 
plus in our Treasury. We are rich. Weare | 
strong; and a Government which has no use for | 
its surplus funds, except to buy up its own per- 
fectly safe bonds at an advance of fifteen cents on 
a dollar, ought to make a liberal reward for bene- 
fits conferred by others at ‘the peril of the property || 
and lives of those who confer them, or itought not |; 
to make a mockery of the virtue of gratitude at 
all, Let us, then, sustain our own character, and 
encourage our own seamen, and those of all na- 
tions, to emulate the achievements of the saviors 
of those who were perishing on the wreck of the. 
San Francisco. 

Mr. GWIN asked for the yeas and nays on his || 
amendment; and they were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted-—yeas 16, nays 21; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Butler, Clay, Dawson, Dodge i 
of Jowa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hunter, Norris, Pratt, | 
Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, and Williams—I6. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Bright, Brown, | 
Cooper, Everett, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hamlin, Jones of Iowa, | 
Mallory, Pettit, Seward, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, Thomp- | 
son of Kentucky, Wade, and Wright~—21, .. | 

So it was rejected. i 


Mr. BRIGHT, subsequent to the deelaration | 


62 


| penses of their commissioners in negotiati 


| 
i 
i 
| 


of the vote, explained that it was. his intention to 
vote for the smallest sum, and hence that his vote 
should be recorded in the affirmative. 
Mr.GWIN. I move to strike out 4100 ,000,” 
and insert ‘* 850,000,” and on that amendment I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bright, Butler, Clay, Daw- 
son, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Gwin, Hunter, Jones of 
Tennessee, Norris, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, and Wiliams 
NAY S—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Brown, Cooper, 
Everett, Fish, Foot, Hamlin, Mallory, Seward, Shields, 
Stuart, Sumner, Wade, and Wright—16. 


So it was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred in. 
On the question of ordering the resolution to be 
engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Toomes called 
for the yeas and nays;and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 16; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Chase, Cooper, 
Everett, Fish, Poot, Geyer, Hamlin, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mallory, Pearce, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Dawson, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Norris, Pettit, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Slidell, Coombs, and Williams—16, 

The resolution was then read a third time, and 
passed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill from the House of Representatives, 
making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1855; which 
had been reported from the Committee on Finance 
with amendments. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we shall get along 
faster, if the Secretary will read all the amend- 
ments, and if there be any to which any Senator 
excepts, he can name it, and ask for a separate 
vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sruarr.) 
If there be no objection, that course will be pur- 
sued. 

The amendments of the committee were as 
follows: To insert— 

For pay of five Indian sub-agents, for California, at an 
annual salary of $1,500 each, $7,500; . 

For pay of four Indian sub-agenta in Oregon Territory, 
at an annual salary of $1,000 each, $4,000; 

For pay of two Indian sub-agents in Washington Terri- 
tory, at an annual salary of $1,000 each, $2,000; 

For pay of three Indian agents in Washington Territory, 
for six months, ending June 30, 1854, $2,250 5 

For pay of two Indian sub agents in Washington Terri- 
tory, for six months, ending June 30, 1854, $1,000 ; 

For pay of six interpreters for the Indian tribes in Wash- 


ington Territory, $3,000; : , 
For pay of six interpreters for the Indian tribes in Wash- 


‘| ington Territory, for six months, ending June 30, 1854, | 


$1,500 5 ; ; 
For erecting buildings for Indian agents in Washington 
Territory, $5,000 ; 
For the reappropriation for expenses of the removal of 
the Catawba Indians to the west of the Mississippi river, 
and of settling and subsisting them one year in their new 


homes, provided that a home shall first be obtained for them, | 


and that they shall be removed only with their own con- 
sent, $5,000, 
In the clause: 


For payment to the Chickasaw nation in full of the ex- 


June 22, 1852, $1,000, 
—to strike out ‘June 22, 1852, $1,000,” and 
insert: 
—the 22d of June, 1852, as stipulated in the ninth article of 
said treaty, $1,500. 

In the following clause to strike out 28th” 
and insert  29th:”? 

For eighteenth of twenty installments for the purchase of 


provisions, stipulated in the second article of the treaty of | 


the 28th ofJuly, 1837, $2,006, 

In the following clause toatrike out “ thirteen” 
and insert ** thirteenth:?* i 

For thirteen of twenty-five installments for the purchase 
of provisions and tobacco, ‘stipulated in the fourth article 
of the tréaty of the 4th of October, 1842, $2,000. 


ng the treaty of || 


| 
f 
j 
i 


i 


1 
i 
{ 
j 


| treaty of December 30, 1849, $5,000. 


| Washington, Utah, and New Mexico, 


In‘the:following clause to strike out ** eighteen?’ 
and insert ‘ eighteenth: aoe 


For eighteen of twenty instaliments for tron and steel for 
shops, stipulated in the thirteenth article of the treaty of the 
24th of March, 1832, $540. ; 


To insert the following: 

For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Navajos, pursu- 
ant to the requirements of the tenth article of the treaty of 
September 9th, 1849, $5,000. 


In the following clause to strike out “27th” and 
insert “ 20th:’” i 
For interest to be paid as annuity, on $200,000, at six per 


cent. per annum, stipwated in the resolution of the Senate 
of the 27th of May, 1836, $12,000, : 


In the following clauses to strike out “eighteen”? 
and insert ‘* eighteenth:’” ' ‘ 
For eighteen of twenty installments as annuity in goods, 
! stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 29th of 
September, 1837, $10,000; £ $ bee 
For eighteen of twenty installments for the purchase of 
medicines, agricultural implements, and stock, and for 
support of farmers, physicians, and blacksmith, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty of the 29th of September, 
1837, $8,250, 


In the following clauses to strike out ‘third’. 
and insert fourth,” and strikeout ‘of intereat:’’ 


For third of fifty instaliments ofinterest, at the rate of five 
per centum, on $1,360,000, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the 23d of July, 1851, $68,000 ; s 

For third of fifty installments of interest, at the rate of 
five per centum, $112,000, being the amount in ligu'of the 
reservation set apart in the third article per Senate’s amend- 
ment to treaty, 23d July, 1851, $5,600; 

For third of fifty installments of interest, at the rate of 
five per centum, on $1,160,000, stipulated in the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of the 5th of August, 1851, 458,000 ; 

For third of fifty installments of interest, at the rate of 
five per centum, on $69,000, being the amount allowed in 
tieu of the reservation of lands set apart by the third article 
per Senate’s amendment to treaty of 5th of August, 1851, 
$3,450, $ 


To insert the following: 


For payment to Thompson Connoly and James Connoly, 
children of John Connoly, deceased, $200, 

Stockbridges.—For ihe removal of the Stockbridge Tn- 
dians to the country west of the Mississippi river, which 
has been selected for and approved by them, and for sub- 
sistence for one year, stipulated in the eighth article of the 
treaty of 24th November, 1848, $7,000. i 

Utahs.—Vor fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Utahs, 
pursuant to the requirements of the eighth article of the 


In the following clause to strike out ‘tw 
six’? and insert ‘ twenty-sixth:” E 
+ Fortwenty-six of thirty installments as annuity, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty ofthe Ist of August, 1829, 
$18,000. Á BE eiA EC 

In the following clause to insert before “treaty”! 
the words “ fifth article of.the:”” : 

For twenty-third of twenty-seven installments for pay of 
two physicians, stipulated in the treaty of the 15th.of Sep- 
tember, 1832, 4400 ; ý 

To insert the following: 

For the expenses of holding a council with, and making 
presents of goods and provisions tò, the Blackfeet, Gros- 
ventres, and other wild tribes of Indians, immediately 
within or adjacent to the eastern boundary of Washington 
Territory, $100,000. 

To strike out of the following clause the words 
“and farming to the lands,” and insert ‘to th 
bands.” 3 i 

For the expense of making presents of agricultural imple ` 
ments and farming to the lands of Pueblo- Indians, in; the 
Territory of New Mexico, $10,000 : Provided, That: the 
Secretary of the Interior may, ifin his discretion ‘the publie 
interests require it, be authorized to use any part of the ap- 


propriations herein made for ‘making treaties in Oregon, 
and-for holding coun- 


cils at Fort Benton, prior to the commencement of the next 
fiscal year. 

To insert the following: 

For adjusting difficulties and preventing outbreaks among 


the Indians in Oregon Territory, $10,000; o 
For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 


Oregon Territory, $10,000; 


en ty 


i| Washingto 


| 


For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
n Territory, $15,000 ; 2 . 
For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
the Territory of New Mexico, $25,000 ; , Ps 
For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
the Territory of Utah, §20,000 ; h ; : 
For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
the Territory of Utah, during the year ending June 30, 1854, 
$10,000 ; 
For gene 
Washington Territory, 


ral incidental expenses in ‘the Indian service in 
for six’ months, ending June 30; 


i} 


1854, $5,000; : z% 
eer ent of balance due for transportation of presents, 
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goods, and provisions, to the Camanches, Kioways, and 
otuer Indians on the Arkausas river, $1,200 ; 

To pay for certain goods borrowed by late agent J. S. 
Watrous, to fulfill treaty stipulations with the Chippewas, 
to be replaced out of annuity gouds, but which, with the 
agency building, were consumed by fire, in May, 1853, 
$4,186 035 ; 

For payment to the Winnebago nation of Indians of cer- 
tain unexpended balances of appropriations under various 
treaties, on aecount of annuities, education, provisions, 
goods, &e., $40,004 69 ; 

For payment of baiance found due the Creek Indians for 
Josses sustained during the war with Great Britain, by that 
portion of the tribe who were friendly to, and cooperated 
with, the United States, in addition to the appropriation of 
the 30th of Aagust, 1852, $253 10; 

Por payment to certain Creek Indians for their individual 
reserves, sold with the approbation of the Secretary ot |! 
War, in the year 1841, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs |] 
having received the consideration for the use of said Indians 
in certificates of deposit on the Planters? and Mechanics’ 
Bank of Columbus, Georgia, which failing, while said cer 
tificates were in the hands of the Commissioper, became 
Jost to said Indians, $2,600; 

Por the second and third of ten installments of provisions 
and merchandise, in addition to former appropriations, for 
payment of annuities and transportation of same to certain j} 
tribes of Indians, per seventh article of the treaty at Fort 
Laramie, of 17th of September, 1351, $324,000 5 j 

Por the fourth of ten installments in provisions and mer- i| 
chandise, for payment of annuities and transportation of 
the same to certain tribes of (Indians, per seventh article of 
the treaty of Fort Laramie, of 17th of September, 1651, 
$72,000. 


Mr. BELL. I think we ought to have some | 
explanation from the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance in regard to the amendment proposing 
to appropriate $100,000 for treaties with, and 
presents to, the wild tribes of Indians on the east- |i 
ern boundary of Washington Territory. I do 
not remember that any of these tribes of Indians 
are on this side the Rocky Mountains, and the 
$100,000 is proposed to be appropriated, as I 
understand by reading the amendment, merely 
for treating with them. Now, sir, if it was pro- 
posed to appropriate for treating with the Indians 
anywhere connected with the present settlement 
of the United States, and it was necessary to send 
an expedition and asquadron of horse orinfantry 
to accompany commissioners to treat with them, 
and for the transportation of supplies, I ean 
readily see that it would be very costly; bat upon 
no ground that 1 know of, or can eonceive of, 
except one, is there any utility in making these 
treaties at all; and that one is, if it should be as- 
certnined that the northern route surveyed by 
Governor Stevens should be the proper one for the 
construction of the Pacific railroad, If that is an 
ascertained fact, | can see some propriety in this; 
but} have not yet understood that it has been as- 
certained that that route is a practicable one at all. 
{am not opposed to an appropriation, or even a 
bill, if one were introduced to make an appropria- 
tion of lands, and to give the aid of this Govern- 
ment, so far as it is proper to do it, for the con- 
struction of the road; but it seems to me that this ; 
is an appropriation in advance of the facts, which į 
are important to be ascertained. For what other 
purpose do you want to treat with these Indians 
except that? They are a thousand miles removed 
from any white settlement on either side of the 

Rocky Mountains. 1 think that item ought to 
be excepted from the general vote, so that the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance 
may give a full explanation of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. This proposition has nothing 
to do with a route for a railroad. The design is 
to prevent wars among the Indians, and to secure 
peace to the emigrants passing over the country. 
‘The estimate of Governor Stevens was not quite 
so large as is now asked for by the Department, 
but it was found that the furnishing of provisions 
to the tribes would amount to some $25,000 or 
$27,000. That is an expense of Jess than five dol- 
lars per head, This includes not only the expense 
of feeding them when they are got together— 
and Governor Stevens had a conference at Fort 
Gibson with some of them—but the distribution 
of presents among them to keep the peace, not 
only with regard to one another, but in regard to |) 
the whites. It is stated that the assurances which 
Governor Steyens gave them have already been of 
some use in keeping the Blackfeet in peace. Itis 
proposed now to collect a great many of the In- 
dians, not only west, but east of the Rocky 
Mountains, and to havea conference to secure the | 
peace of the country. I have here the communi- 
cation of the Indian Department upon which the |, 
estimate is founded. i 


Mr. BELL. IL only wanted the chairman of | 


g 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
j 
i 
| 
l 
| 
| 
| 


| regular wars with them. 
i certained and established to bea practicable route, 
| ence to that route. 


| answer for emigrants, but that is a minor consid- 
; eration. 


' humane, but in the end more economical, 


| expended in presents would have prevented them. 


| the Grosventres 3,780, the number of Indians in the tribes 


| 6,000 to 10,000, which will make the census of the tribes to 


; to 27,000. 


| this to he about the correct amount, in view of the remote- 


the committee to state the facts. I deny that there | 
is any line of communication over that part of the 
country. There is no route over which the emi- 
grants pass that 1 know of, or that I ever heard 
of. l imagine that the whole appropriation is prec 
icated on the idea that we ought to have a rail- 
road constructed there. Take that away, and I | 
can see no possible ground for the appropriation. 

Now, with regard to the Indians themselves, 
we know that they will fight. We have been 
making treaty after treaty with the Sioux. That 
does not prevent them massacreing each other, 
and the neighboring tribes, and from engaging in 
1 can see no use what- 
ever in the appropriation, unless it has reference 
tothe project which I have stated. If that be as- 


I have no objection to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. The estimate has no refer- 
I believe Governor Stevens 
states that he did find a wagon route that would 


The object for which the appropria- 
tion is asked is to keep the peace between the 
Indians, prevent inroads into the Territory, and 
their attacking the emigrants and each other. It 
has been thought that the policy, to some extent, 
of feeding and making presents to the Indians, in- 
stead of making war with them, is not only more 


Mr. BELL. We have had no wars with them, 
nor they with us, 

Mr. HUNTER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
We shall be called upon for a pretty heavy ap- 
propriation for wars with one of the tribes of 
Indians. I am told that a very small amount 


Mr. BELL. One of these tribes? 

Mr. HUNTER. Not one of these tribes; but 
in the Territory of Oregon, 

Mr. BELL. That is a different region alto- 

ether, 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator is mistaken in 
that. The council will comprehend tribes not only 
east but west of the Rocky Mountains. It com- 
prehends the Blackfeet, who, as I understaed, 
range on both sides, and are troublesome on both. 
It is the design to have the Indians on both sides 
included. ff the Secretary will read what Gov- 
ernor Stevens says, the Senator will be in the 
possession of the grounds for the appropriation. 

Mr. BELL. Ido not pretend to make any fur- 
ther opposition to it. 

The Secretary read as follows, from a commu- 
nication of the Commissioner of Indian Afairs: 


a Wis Uxeehency Isaac T. Stevens, on his recent explo- 
ration of a northern route, reports that he met with a most | 
friendy reception by allthe Ludian tribes which he enconn- 
tered; yet after comsultation with agent Vanghan and Mir. 
Culbertson, a geatleman Torg residentamong these Indians, 
and on account of the well known warlike character and 
hostile feeling of some ofthe tribes focated on the east and 
west sides of the eastern range of the Rocky Mountains, he 
esteems it necessary that a council be held with all the 
tribes in that vicinity not parties to the treaty of Port Lara- 
tie, for the purpose of conciliating them by means of pres- 
ents of goods and provisions, and thatthe couneil be held 
during the coming summer at Fort Benton, on the Upper 
Missouri. 

« or accomplishing this purpose Governor Stevens esti- 
mates that $30,000 would be required for presents and | 
transportation ; $5,000 for provisions; 815,000 for ir idental 
expenses; and 0,000 to enable a number of chiefs of the 
principal tribes to visit the President of the United States. 

“The tribes which he proposes to invite to the council 
are the Grosventres, Pegans, Bloods, and Biaekiect, east or 
the mountain range, and all the tribes west of the same 
range with whom they are at variance. Agent Vanghan, 
in his annual report, also urgently recommends that a 
treaty simular to the treaty at Fort Laramie be made with | 
the Grosventres and the Binekteet tribes. Ile ostimates the | 
Blackfeet nation to number about 10,800, and the Grosven- 
tres 3.780, 

« Governor Stevens estimates the Blackfeet nation, cm- 
bracing the Pegan, Blood, and Blackfeet tribes, at 14,400, 
and Mr. Culbertson at 14,000. 

«Their number, heretosore, has generally been estimated 
as much greater, Which is doubtless to be ascribed to their 
oving, bold, and warlike character. 

« Assuming, then, that the namber is about 14,000, and 


west of the mountain range, which Governor Stevens pro- 
poses to invite to the couneil, may probably be stated at 


be invited to the council and furnished with presents, 25,000 


« Governor Stevens estimates that there would be needed | 
about one hundred tous of transportation; and assuming 


ness ofthe points of delivery, and the dangers of the navi- 
gation of the Missouri river, and also because presenis are 
proposed to be made to the Indians of so many and so pop- 
ulous nations, I am led to believe that the estimate made 


by Governor Stevens for goods, provisions and transporta- 
tion, is 100 Jow, and that if the council is to be held as pro- 
posed, asupply of goods and provisions should be distribu- 
ted tothe Indians more plentifully than funds to the amount 
of his estimate wouid procare. 

e Y have, therefore, fo state my approbation ofthe propo- 
sition of Governor Stevens in respect to the council, and to 
recommend that an appropriation be asked for, of $100,000, 
to be placed at the disposal of the Department, for the ex- 
penses of holding a council with, and making presents of 
goods and provisions to, the Blackfeet, Grosventres, and 
other wild tribes of Tndians, immediately within, or adja- 
cent to the eastern boundary of Washington Territory, and 
to defray the expense of conveying a delegation of the chiefs 
of those tribes to Washington city’? 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Virginia 
stated that the amount proposed by the amend- 
ment is greater than Governor Stevens recom- 
mends, What did he recommend? 

Mr. HUNTER. About $60,000. I think the 
communication of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs states the reason why it is proposed to 
increase It. 

Mr. PEARCE. Governor Stevens takes a 
large and comprehensive view of these matters; 
and I suggest that he would recommend all that 
was desirable in this case. I think the estimate 
which he gives would be quite as large as it is de- 
sirable that the Senate should pass. į doubt very 
much whether there is any great pressing neces- 
sity at this time for concluding treaties of peace 
with the Indians between the Rocky Mountains 
and that part of the Territory of Washington in 
which there is any settlement. Certainly one con- 
sequence of this appropriation will be a large 
array of Government officers. Kt will lead to 
a considerable amount of money being paid to 
Indian agents and sub-agents. 1 think, therefore, 
it will be better to limit it, at all events, to the 
amount proposed by Governor Stevens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
wiil suggest thet the question first be taken on 
such amendments as are not objected to; dnd ther 
it would be in order to amend the amendment to 
which reference is now made. If desired, the ques- 
tion will now be taken on all the amendments 
except that one. 

‘Lhe question was taken; and they were agreed 
to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
ig now upon the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to the 
reduction. Ido notcare about the sum. Ihave 
followed the estimate of the Indian Department. 
I believe it is important that something should be 
appropriated, because these tribes have been in- 
vited to meet in council. They will meetthere irr 
great numbers; and if there is not provision made 
for them, there will be a difficulty. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting in place of ‘* $100,006” the 
amount which Governor Stevens estimates for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on striking out “ $100,000” and inserting 
«© $30,000.” 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 


Mr. PRATT. If the Senator from Tennessee 
is right, I do not think there should be any appro- 
priation for the purpose indicated by the amend- 
ment. If as he says, the tribes for whom itis 
proposed to make an anpropriation, are not within 
a thousand miles of any white setdement, and 
that there is no emigrant route which goes near 
their habitation, 1 do not see the reason for com- 
mencing treaties with the numerous nations of In- 
dians who are so far removed from us as not to 
interfere with us at all, or with our people who 
are going from one section of the country to the 
other. ‘There is no necessity for the appropri- 
ation, if the Senator from Tennessee is rights and 
I ło not understand the Senator from Virginia to 
differ from him in regard to the facts. It is known 
to us that if we once commence the system of 
treating with the numerous nations of Indians 
mentioned in the report which has been read, we 
shall increase every year our appropriations te 
each of them. It is not presents for this year 
alone for which we are making ourselves respon- 
sible, but it is the commencement of future ap- 

ropriations for the tribes mentioned; so that, in 
all fatare time, we shall have an annual increase of 
the appropriation for these different purposes. 
the Senator from Tennessee is right, as | presume 
he is, | do not think the appropriation ought to 
be made. 


ritory of Washington. 
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Mr. ATCHISON, (Mr. Srvarr occupying the | 
chair.) lt seems to me that if the argument of | 
the Senator from Maryland is worth anything at 
all, it goes to the whole appropriation. 

Mr. PRATT. I say so. 

Mr. ATCHISON: Now, if I understand the 
matter aright, this appropriation is asked for on 
account of, and the necessity for it grows out of, 
communications of Governor Stevens to the Indian 
department. Tne Senator says, this is not on the 
line of any route to Oregon or Washington. 

Mc. PRATT. So, I understand. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Itis not at this time, it is 
true. The main line is through the South Pass, 
but the probability is, that in future, this will be 
the route for those from the extreme northwestern 
States, being the nearest and best route to the Ter- 


Now, sir, the Government of the United States 
has never had a treaty with the Blackfeet. We 
have an agent on the head waters of the Missis- 
sippi, who has had “ talks” with them for many 
years, but yet we have never had a treaty with 
them. They are anxious now, it seems, from 
Governor Stevens’s report and other reports, to 
treat with the United States, and for a very obvious 
reason. They see other bands of Indiaus in their 
neighborhood obtaining annuities from the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States, and they desire to 
be bound to the Government by the same ties that 
their neighbors, the Crows, and other Indians are. 
They say further, as L am informed by Mr. Cul- 
bertson, who was a trader among them for many 
years, that the means of subsistence are now 
giving out. 
buffalo. They have followed the buffalo from the | 
head waters of the Mississippi to the waters of 
the Yellow Stone, and frequently south of the 
Yellow Stone. The buffalo are now giving out. 
The means of subsistence, which were formerly 
so abundant among them, are becoming scarcer 
and scarcer; and every year hundreds of them die, 
it is said, from starvation. 

They have been informed by other Indians, and 
by traders, that the Government of the United 
States has agents among the various tribes of 
Indians; that the Government sends to them mis- 
sionaries, blacksmiths, and other persons, teaching 
them the arts of civilization, by which they will 
hereafter bë supplied with the means of subsist- 
ence. The Blackfeet are anxious to be placed in 
this category, in the same condition with other 
Indians. If this be so, I can see no reason why 
they should not be placed on the same footing. 
Jf they desire to commence the work of civiliza- 
tion, they should have the means of doing so, and 
the means must be furnished by the United States. 
You must furnish them with blacksmiths and with 
farmers; and to do this, you must treat with them. 
My opinion is, that the sum of $100,000 is little 
enough for the purpose. 

Mr. PRATT. The amendment proposes to 
appropriate $80,000. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then the argument is still 
stronger. If $100,000 be necessary , surely $80,000 
is little enough. TI think, sir, that the demand 
of the Blackfeet is right, just, and proper; that 
they should be treated as other Indians east and 
west of them are. We have treaties with the Ore- 
gon Indians, with the Indians of Washington Ter- 
ritory—~bands tbat roam from the Pacific ocean to | 
the Cascade Mountains, and across to the Rocky 
Mountains—who are in communication with the 
Blackfeet. Then the Crows, the Sioux, the Paw- 
nees, and the Camanches, and all the other Indians 
have treaties with us... Perhaps the Blackfeet 
are now the only exceptions to this general rule. 
Then, sir, I think it is good policy to treat with 
them. lam satisfied that to transport $20,000 or 
$30,000 worth of presents into the Blackfeet coun- 
try, would require three times the amount of the | 
original cost of the goods. Then $80,000 is cer- 
tainly necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
Department, that the cost of 

resents will he very heavy, 

ike twelve or fourteen cents per pound, ‘That is 
one reason for the increased estimate. I under- 
stand, also, that it is desired to treat with the tribes | 
which range on both sides of the mountains in 
Washington Territory, as well as along the route. | 
It is true that Governor Stevens looks to the fur- 


I understand from the Indian 
transportation for | 
I think something | 


They have heretofore subsisted on the || 


j 


ther probability that there may be an emigrant 
route along that direction, and I think he says a 


| ing through their country, a copy of which is herewith in- 


further try the influence of kindness with ‘these Indians, 


wagon pass has been found. But in order that 
the Senate may see the grounds on which the 
Department rest this appropriation, ask that the 
letter of Governor Stevens may be read. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
OFFICE oF SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON TERRITORY; 
January 31, 1854. 

Sir: [have the honor to inform you that I have this 
morning reccived from Lieutenant Mullan, in charge of a 
winter post in the valley of the St. Mary’s river, in con- 
nection with my exploration, a report of outrages commit- 
ted by the Blackfeet Indiaus since the period of my pass- 
closed. It seems that, notwithstanding the promises made 
to me in council at Fort Benton, they are still committing 
their terrible depredations; and I consider that the convening 
of the council at Fort Benton during next summer, which 
ĮI recommended in communications from that point, is be- 
come a matter of necessity. Itis my belief that the chiefs 
whom I met at Fort Benton are abiding by their promises; 
but their young men are numerous, and require a stringent 
course to compel them to abandon their accustomed depre- 
dations. Ivis mentioned by Lieutenant Mullan that the 
traders at the posts of the American Fur Company purchase 
horses of the Indians without inguiries as to where they 
were obtained ; and it is my impression that those in charge 
of these posts have not paid sufficient attention to this mat- 
ter. 


I will most urgently repeat my recommendations to con- 
vene the council at Fort Benton ; and, though I would still 


my opinion is thata military force should be present at the 

time of the council, and that a military post should be estab- 

lished at this point. If, then, after a fair trial of the influence | 
of kind treatment, outrages continued to be committed, the 
force of Government should be brought to bear upon them 
with great force. A report just received from Mr. Finkhain, 
one of the civil engineers of my exploration, states that in 
crossing the Rocky Mountains, for the third time during the 
fall, be took a trai) which carried him through a pass which 
even now will permit of the passage of an emigrant wagon, 
i seems to me that a route for emigration is now open 
which will come into competition with the route through 
the South Pass. By steamers, emigrants can probably 
ascend the Missouri river as far as Fort Benton, and cer- 
tainly as high as the mouth of the Milk river, carrying with 
them their effects, and driving their cattle along the river 
trails. From either point good wagon routes Jead to the 
passes ef the mountains, and to the St. Mary’s Valley. 
For the protection of our emigrants, as well as to secure 

peace between the Indians, the importance of the council | 
at Fort Benton becomes more aud more obvious 5 and I 
cannot doubt that a military foree ought to be present, and 
a military post be established at that place. Mr. James 
Dory, in charge of a meteorological post at Fort Benton, is 
engaged in collecting all possible information concerning 


the Blackfeet Indians; and by the hands of Lieutenant 
Grover, who is expected to arrive here in March, T shall 
probably receive a full report, which will be inmmediately 
communicated to the Department. 

Very respectfully, sir, your most obedient, 

ISAAC I. STEVENS, 
Governor of Washington Territory, 
and Superintendent of Indian viffairs. 

Col. Georer W. MANYPENNY, 

Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
Washington City, D. C. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I regard this appro- 
priation, Mr. President, as a very important one. 
I noticed the suggestion made by Governor Ste- 
vens some time since, in his report on that section 
of the country, and 1 think the making of it will 
gave very many lives. I believe that the route 
over which he passed is destined to become a very | 
important thoroughfare; and Lam sure that nothing | 
can be more important than at this time to propi- 
tiate the good will of these remote and distant 
tribes, of which 1 know nothing except as we 
hear from them through a wandering agent or re- 
porter. 

I have met with the same gentleman to whom 
the Senator from Missouri alluded—Mr. Culbert- | 
son. He has spent twenty or thirty years of his | 
life among these Indians. He is in no way Inter” 
ested in this matter; and he thinks that it is of 
very great importance to our Indian relations in 
that quarter that this appropriation should be 
made. Į understand it to be recommended by the | 
Secretary of the Interior, as well as by Governor 
Stevens and the Commissioner of {dian Affairs. 
i have a great respect for the recommendation of 
these officers, and, in this case, especially for that 
of Governor Stevens, whom I regard as one of 
the ablest men in the service of the Government 
—a far-seeing statesman, who is destined to ren- 
der important service to the Territory over which 
he presides. I trust that his suggestion In this 
instance will be carried into effect. 

The amendment.as amended was 


Mr. HUNTER. There are some other 
amendments made necessary by the treaties 
which have recently been ratified; and I will ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
if he has prepared those amendments from his 
committee? If not, I will offer them; but F shall | 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
\ 
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agreed tos 


| gress, approved 31st August, l 


| ment “until three o 


| as Shirlock and Z. M. Shirley, 


| ployees, that now are, 


l Yishedin the Blue Book,’ 


have to offer them in my individual capacity. at 
present, as I-have not conferred. with the commit- 
tee on the subject. : ee ere 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Committee on: Indian - 
Affairs will take charge of them. ss 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘Then Ihave nothing further 
to propose from the Committee on Finance.: | 

Mr. SEBASTIAN.. I move. that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- 
morrow, ` : ie 


The motion was agreed to. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Mownay, April 24, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wirtiam H. Mrgurn. 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of. Senate bill for 
the relief of James Jeffries and Jeremiah M. Smith, 
upon which a motion was pending to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and alsoa motion 
pending to refer to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, upon which the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Ewine] was entitled to the 

oor. X i 


Mr. EDGERTON, by unanimous consent of 
the Elouse, presented a joint resolution of the State 
of Ohio in favor of the passage of a: bill dividing 
that State into two judicial districts; which: was ` 
read by the Clerk, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. i 


Mr. ELLISON presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Ohio upon the same subject; 
which received the same reference. 


Mr. BERNHISEL, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was read 


and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instruct- 
ed 10 inquire into the expediency of placing the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Utah on the same footing as 
regards clerks, &c., as those of Minnesota and New Mex- 
ieo; and that said committee report by bill, or otherwise. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill; which was read a first and ‘second 
time by its title, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs: : 

‘A bill to refund the balance due to Masszachu- 
setts for disbursements during the late war with 
Great Britain. 


Mr. GREY. Iask the unanimous consent of 


the House to introduce the following resolutions: 


l. Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
report to the House of Representatives why the mail ser- 
vice was not “let” and contracted for on the river routes, 
lst.. From Louisville, Kentucky, to Evaneville, Indiana, 
and back, daily; 2d, From. Evansville to Cairo, THinois, 
and back, daily; 3d. From Cairo to St. Louis, Missouri, 
and back, daily; according to the advertisement of Slat 
December, 1852, and the eleventh section of the act of Con- 
, which made it the “duty 
eneral to ne proposals and contract 
for the transportation of a daily mail? on those routes, * om 
suitable and safe steamboats.”” The bids, by termis of the 
advertisement, 10 be received in the Post Office Depart- 
lock p. m., of the 10th day of Feb- 
st of March, and service to 
and continue for four 


of the Postmaster G 


ruary, 1853, to be decided by 1 
commence on the {st July following, 
years. i 
2. Resolved, That he furnish copies of alj the contracts 
and bids, and “ proposals”” for contracts and bids, which 
have been made with, proposed to, or received from Thom- 
or either of them, or with, 
to, or from any other person or persons, together with copies 
of all the amendments, alterations, privileges, extensions, 
or restrictions authorized and permitted, or assumed and 
exercised, and of all orders for additional compensation, 
except what appears on the face of the contractor contracts, 
on this said route from Louisville to St. Lobis, or any part 
of it, since March, 1841. Also, the greatest number of 
« mail messengers,” route agents,” local agents, and em- 
or have at any one time during the 
above period, been engaged in; or conneeted with, the ser- 
vice on that route, (exclusive of postmasters)—~ al what 
points engaged, and the salary per quarter.or per annum of 
each one of them; alse, who are now the contractors from 
Louisville to St. Lonis, and in what manner each and all 
of said contracts were made, whether privately or by being 
let to the lowest bidder; alsa, what intermediate offices 
between Louisville aud St. Louis have been authorized W 
be supplied by each contract on that route since March, 
1851, and bow often per week each and every ong of those 
offices were to be supplied under those contracts or arranges 
ments.since March, 185}, or either one of them, and why 
the official reports from the Postinaster General, 88 pub- 
7 state the serice between Louis- 
ville and St Louis is performed for 40,222 22, when the 
allowance to the contractors on that route is 370,000 per 
year, exclusive of * route agents,” “ local agents,’ 4 mes 
sengers,”? &e, = : 


980 


aaarnas 


3. Resolved, That he furnish copies of all orders, rules, 
or regulations adopted by him, which tends to prevent or 
deny to members of Congress the privilege of going into 
the public rooms of the Post Office Department, and then 
and there examining, with assistance of the clerks, the 
«public records” under the charge of said clerks. 

4, Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
abolish all rules, orders, or regulations, which prevents or 
denies the privilege to the members of Congress of going 
into the public rooma in the Post Office Department, and 
then and there examining such public records in the pres- 
ence, and with the assistance of the clerk having charge of 
them, as suci member may desire, That he also abolish all 
rules, orders, or regulations by which the clerks, or either of 
them, are prevented or restrained from affording to any 
member such information during those examinations as the 
public recorda of the Post Office Department will enable 
him to give. 


Mr. DRUM. I object. 
Mr. GROW. Lobject to the last part of the | 
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Warren, Wells, John Wentworth, Witte, and Daniel B. 
Wright—81. 


So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. STRATTON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the files of 
the Elouse the papers in the case of Captain Huddy, 
for the purpose of reference to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey can effect his object by making a memo- 
randum and sending it to the Clerk’s desk. 


COMMISSIONS TO PRIVATE ARMED VESSELS. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following reso- 
lation, 
The resolution was then read, as follows: 


resolutions. f 

Mr. GREY. { moveto suspend the rules, that | 
I may have an opportunity of offering the resolu- 
tions. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. Is it in order | 


to move the reference of the resolutions to the |! 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads? 
The SPEAKER. 
fore the body. 


Mr. GREY. Have I the privilege now of 
saying anything upon these resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. 
because the subject-matter of them is not before 
the House. 

Mr. GREY. Can | say a few words in expla- 
nation of the first part of the resolutions? : 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House alone. 

Mr. DRUM. I object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I only wish to re- : 
mark that if the gentleman from Kentucky is 


allowed to make an explanation, it need not be | 


expected that the privilege of responding to him | 
will not be claimed, | 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 


tucky can make no remarks; it is objected to. 

Mr. SMITE. 
derstood that the gentleman is quite welcome to 
make any explanation, so far as 


and is, therefore, out of order. 
Mr GREY. 
the resolution No. 4 of the series. 
Mr. GROW. I objected to the last of these 
resolutions. T have no objection to the balane 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. [ask for the 
yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 
the resolutions is withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER. isthe objection withdrawn 


| but there are so many claiming it tha 
better not to yield to any of them. 


Mr. GROW. 1 withdraw the objection I made. | 


Mr. DRUM. 1 objected to the introduction of 


the resolutions, and (do not withdraw my objec: | 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe question, then, is upon 
the suspension of the rules, to allow the gentle- | 


man from Kentucky [Mr. Grey] to introduce the i 


resolutions just read, 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. [ ask the yeas : 


and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 64, nays 81; as follows: 


YEAS—Me 
Carpenter, Clingman, Cobh, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, 
Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dent, Dickinson, Thomas D. Biot, 
Ewing, Pauliner, Flagler, Franklin, Grey, Grow, Aaron 
Harlan, Harrisoo, Unven, Uiester, Howe, Hunt, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, Latham, Letcher, Maurice, Mid- 
dleswarth, J 


oim G. Miller, Morgan, Mordecai Oliver, Par- 
ker, Peckham, John Perkins, Ready, David Ritchie, Ro- 
ere Sage, B Summons, Wiliam R. Smith, Alexander 
1, Stephens, S ton, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G, Tay- 
tor, Tracy, Upham, Vail, Walbridge, Walley, Elihu B 
Washburue, Israet Washbarn,Vappan Wentworth, Wheel- 
er, and Zollicoffer-64. 

NAYS—Meesrs, Aiken, David J. Bailey, ‘Thomas H. 
Bayly, Banks, Barksdale, Bissell, Bliss, Boyce. Bridges 
Caskie. Chriaman, Clark, Craig, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dean, Drom, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, John M. Elliott, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Fenton, Florence, Giddings, Green, 


Greenwood, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Har- | 


ris, Hibbard, Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kartz, Lilly, Lindsley, 


Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, Mayall, Mill- | 


son, Murray, Noble, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, 


Powell, Pratt, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rob- :| mentioned, but had faile 


bine, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, 
Gerrit Smith. Samuel A. Smib. William Smith, George 


W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub | 
Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Walker, | 


The resolutions are not be- i 
lt is only proposed that they shall : 
come before the body. i 


They are not debatable, | 


I desire it to be distinctly un- ' 


s am concerned. : 
The SPEAKER. Discussion is objected to, | 


J will, for the present, withdraw ;i 


I believe the objection to | 


rl 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


quested to communicate to this House, if in his judgment | 


not incompatible with the public interests, the instructions 

| referred to by President Monroe in his annual message ofthe 
2d of December, 1823, and transmitted to our diplomatic 
agents abroad, upon the subject of the issue of commissions 
to private armed vessels, together with the responses, ifany, 
received from said Governments; also, any other instruc- 
tions, together with the correspondence beld with foreign 
Governments upon the same subject since the date of the 
lastmessage, and not heretofore communicated to Congress. 
i| The SPEAKER. If notobjected to, the ques 
'| tion will be upon the introduction of the resolu 
tion. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. It must therefore lie over, 
unless two thirds agree to suspend the rules. 


Mr, FAULKNER. 


to the introduction of the resolution. 


The object 


‘| simply is to get information which has never been 


communicated to Congress. 


will allow the Chair to remind him that debate is 
not in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. As objection is made, I 
move to suspend the rules, to enable me to intro- 
duce the resolution. 

The question was then taken; and the rules 
i were suspended. 

The resolution was then received and adopted. 
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tucky [Mr. Ewrya] has the floor. 


for a moment? 

Mr. EWING. I would be disposed, Mr, 
Speaker, to yield the floor to any other gentleman; 
t I think it 


| 
| 


| of business. 


report. 
The title of the bill was then read, as follows: 
An act for relief of James Jeffries and Jeremiah 


| 
ji 
| 


Mr. EWING. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to have 
read to the House the report of the committee 
| which accompanies the bill. 

i The Clerk accordingly read the report of the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to 
‘| whom the petition of James Jeffries and Jeremiah 
| M. Smith had been referred. The report states 
that at the mail lettings of 1850 the petitioners had 
|| bid off and received the contracts for a number of 
‘| mail routes in Texas; including, among other 
| routes, Nos. 6268, 6269, and 6277. These latter 
|| routes the petitioners had failed to carry into oper- 


i| ation, and for such failure the Postmaster Gen- 


‘| eral had imposed several fines on them, and de- | 


|| ducted their amount from the allowances made 
for the other routes when the service was being 


roof that route No. À 4 
inety-one miles in length, while its actual 
hundred and thirty-five miles; 


fin 
as but n 
distance was one 


l hope no one will object | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia | 


The SPEAKER. ‘he gentleman from Ken- i 


Mr, SAGE. Will the gentleman yield the floor ;) 


I therefore | 
insiston the House proceeding to the regular order i 


that the route No. 6269 was stated in the adver- 
tisement as thirty-five miles, while its actual dis- 
tance turned out to be sixty-five miles; and that 
route No. 6277 was advertised as seventy-eight 
miles in length, while its actual distance was one 
hundred and five miles—making the actual dis~ 
tance on the three routes three hundred and five 
miles, while the advertisement had described them 
|as but two hundred and four miles. Under these 
circumstances the committee were of opinion that 
the petitioners were enti:led to relief, and reported 
| a bill for that purpose. 

_ Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, what is the pends 
ing question before the House on the reference of 
this bill? 

The SPEAKER. There are two questions 
pending on the subject. One is to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and the other 
to refer it to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. EWING. Then Lask the previous ques- 
; tion. 

Mr. SAGE. I wish that the gentleman from 
| Kentucky would withdraw his demand for the 
| previous question. I would like at this time to 
| make a simple explanation in regard to this mat- 
ter, and therefore hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will comply with my request, 

Mr. EWING. Certainly; i withdraw the call 
: for the previous question, 
| Mr. SAGE. 1 desire, Mr. Speaker, the atten- 
| tion of the Houge for a moment or two in relation 
to this matter, for I deem it one of very great im- 
portance in establishing a principle by which we 
are to be governed here in the future. 

It will be borne in mind by the members who 
were present in the House last Friday, when the 
: gentleman from Kentucky came into the Flouse 
| and asked for the reconsideration of the matter, 
that hestated, among other things, that these routes 
ii were twice the distance described in the adver- 
, tisement by the Postmaster General. Well, on 
' this statement the House agreed to reconsider the 
ii matter, and discussed the reference of the biil 
| The gentleman from Virginia then called for the 
i reading of the report, butit turned out that the 
i report was not here; and therefore the gentleman 


{ 
} 
i 


| 
| 
| 


li from Kentucky asked to have the matter post» 
i poned for a few days, for the purpose of enabling 
i! tnembers to get the report, and to act understand- 
i ingly on the question, For that ¥ was charged, 
i by the gentleman from Kentucky, with a want of 
i, courtesy. 
| Now; in following this matter up, I have taken 
i| some pains to obtain official information from the 
Post Office Department. ‘The result of my inves- 
tigation of this matter is this: It appears that these 
gentlemen bid for a large number of routes in 
| various States, in 1850. After they were awarded 
i| to them, they assorted them over, and accepted 
those routes which suited them, and rejected such 
as did not suit them. Among all these routes, 
which were declared off to them, there is not one 
in which the distance was twice as great as repre- 
sented in the advertisement, noranything approx- 
imating to it, Some of the routes were shorter 
han the distance mentioned in the advertisement. 
But, furthermore, as stated by the gentleman 
| from Tennessee, (Mr. Jongs,] there was a clause 
‘in the advertisement which put these men upon 
| their guard The Post Office Department did not 
‘undertake to determine the actual distance, but 
: named the routes as extending from place to place, 
naming them, and gave the distance as they were 
understood, and thus threw upon the bidders the 
| responsibility of informing themselves of the actual 
| distance. 

With this explanation, I will send tothe Clerk’s 
‘desk, to be read, a letter which [ received from 
the Postmaster General, in answer to one I ad- 
| dressed to him, asking for the information to 


which it refers. Thopethe members of the House 
will listen to it, ag this is a pioneer case; and thers 
are many otherg of the same sort, which will 
come in hereafter, if this one be favorably consid- 
i ered by the House. 
The letter was then read, as follows: 
Poat Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
CONTRACT OFFICE, April 24, 1854. ; 
© Bir: In answer to your letter of the 82d instant, P have 
the honor to inform you, that under the advertisement of 
the Postmaster General, for proposals to convey the mails 
| of the United States from lst July, 1850, to goth June, 
| 1854, inclusive, in the States of Kentucky, Tennessea, 
| Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, 


1854.. 
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Messrs, Smith and Jeffries were the accepted bidders on- 
the following routes. to wit: Nos. 5184, 5201, and 5204, 
in Kentucky, and 5334, in Tennessee. The latter was 
transferred to Messrs. Usry and Fisher, in November, 1850. 
The service on the other routes appears to have been per- 
formed with average regularity. They were also the ac- 
cepted bidders on the following routes in Texas: 

No. 6229. From Shelbyville to Pulaski, 45 miles and 
back, once a week; distance proved to be 44 miles. Ac- 
cepted at $270, and relet to James Truit at $305. 


No. 6235. From Henderson to Crockett, 85 miles and | 


back, once a week ; distance proved to be 93 miles. Ac- 


cepted at $485, and relet to T, J. R. Greenwood at same | 


pay of $485. 

No. 62438. From Jefferson to Greenwood, 42 miles and 
pack, once a week; distance proved to be 55 miles. Ac- 
cepted at $247, and relet to E. Ussery at $520. 


No, 6250. From Dangerfield to Clarksville, 69 miles and | 
back, three times a week; distance proved to be the same. | 


Accepted at $999 50, and relet tò W. B. Stout, twice a 
werk, at $944, 

No. 6257. From Tarrant to Buffalo, 100 miles and back, 
once 2 week; distance proved to be 99 miles. Accepted 
at 8597 50, and relet to W. B. Stout at same, $597 50. 

No. 6259. From Paris to Pine Bluff, 20 miles and back, 
once a week ; distance proved to be 21 miles. Accepted 
at $119 86, and relet to W, B. Stout at same, $119 86. 

No. 6268 From Franklin to Chamber’s Creek, 91 miles 
and back once, a week; distance proved to be 105 miles. 


Accepted at $499, and relet to Alexander Douglass at $599, | 
No. 6289. From Nashville 10 Leona, 35 miles and back, | 


once a week ; distance proved to be 55 miles. Accepted at 
210, and relet to W. H. Wheelock at $400, 


No. 6277. From Independence to Cameron, 78 miles and | 


back, once a week ; distance proved to be 76 miles. Ac- 
cepted at $468, and relet to E. Burns at $589. 

The following note is always embraced in the instruc 
tions of every annual advertisement of mail proposals is 
sued from the Department: 


“The distances are always given according to the best ; 


information ; but no increased pay will be allowed, should 


they prove to be greater than advertised, if the points to be | 
supplied be eorrectly stated. Bidders must inform them- | 


eelves on this point.’ 


Messrs. Smith and Jeffries are liable for damages on |; 


routes Nos. 6229, 6248, 6268, 6269, and 6277, 


On the other routes it does not appear that they arc liable | 


for any damages. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. H. DUNDAS, 
Second Assistant Postmaster General. 
Hon. R. Sage, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. SAGE continued: Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
think the House are in possession of information 
npon which they can act understandingly upon 
this bil—information which shows that those 
contractors bid off a large number of contracts, 


and after sorting them out, they executed such as | 
suited them, and rejected those which did not suit | 
In several instances these contracts were | 


them. 
relet at less sums than those these parties bid 
them off for. Here are the statistics in reference 
to the routes bid off by these parties: 

No. of Estimated Ascertained 


Routes, distance, distance. Bid. Relet. 
6229. rece Wreveves se $270 00...... $305 00 
6235.00.0+ B5.. 485 00,..0+. 485 00 
B24B. seek WBervrvee DO. 247 00 520 00 
B2HV. poaae nm reece ee Sorteo 599 50....6. 944 00 
Te LO eee cease 597 50 
C259. cee e Beania Bea +» 119 86 
6268, seres Gl... . 105. 599 00 
6269....+. Sd.. . 55 wees 400 00 
BITT. erasa TB en ceene Trees 468 00...... 589 00 

496 546 $3,494 86 $4,559 36 


Now, I ask the House to bear with me while I 
read two or three short extracts from the proceed- 
ings in reference to this bill on Friday. In pre- 
senting the bill to the House, the gentleman from 
‘Kentucky is reported as saying: 

«J will say a single word in explanatil bil 
can make my voice sufficiently audible. These petitioners 
are poor men. They entered into a contract to carry the 
mai! upon a route in Texas; and by positive and conciusive 
proof, as is shown by the papers accompanying the bill, the 
youte Was twice as long as advertised by the Department. 
The report made by Mr. Rusk, the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee in the Senate, shows clearly that the 
claim ought to bealliowed, [thas passed the Senate twice, 


put has been lost i r e 
quence of want of time. I shall not bein the House again 
for some time, as Lam only waiting until I ain well enough 
to enable meta wavel home. 
favor if the bill be taken up and passed.” 


Again he says: 
“They were nearly tw’ 


tised, as the gentleman will find b 
in the case.” 

Mr. PECKHAM. What was the actual differ- 
ence? 

Mr. SAGE. The actua r 
two miles on the three routes under consideration. 
Some ofthem, as I stated, were less than advertised. 
Now, sir, I ask the House to bear in mind that, 
in the absence of official information upon the sub- 
ject, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] 
and myself thought it would be better to wait 


on of this bill, if I 


ice as long as the length adver- 
y referring to the proof 


nthe House in each instance, in conse- +! 


I would regard itas aspecial | 


1 difference was thirty- i 


until the report could be brought before the 
House; and I was very much surprised at the 
rebuke which I received, and which I may say 
this House received—for I thought the House were 
very courteous to the gentleman in obliging him 
| by a reconsideration of the vote by whieh: the bill 
was referred, and by the postponement of its. con- 
sideration to an early day to suit his convenience. 

Now, sir, what I said, to which the gentleman 
from Kentucky takes exceptions, and all I said, 
at that time upon the subject, was the following: 


“I hope the motion to recommit this bill, or the motion to | 
postpone, will prevail. There is no disposition upon the 
part of any member, I presume, to delay action upon it from 
any captious motive. The objection seems to be that if we 
act upon it now, it would be establishing the precedent of 
acting upon a bill without a report, and without investiga- 
tion, but upon the recommendation of an individual mem- 
ber. We all have equal rights here, and T have bills in my 
possession which I ain interested in getting through, but I 
take it for granted that this House is not ready to allow these 
bills to be put upon their passage without a report and ex- 
amination. If it will meet the wishes of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Ewina,] I will move that the further 
consideration of this matter be postponed until next Wed- 
nesday.” 


To this the gentleman from Kentucky replies, as 
follows: 


& I have not been disposed, and am not disposed, to 
press this matter upon the House against their wishes. I 
appealed to the courtesy of the House, not with a view of 
establishing a precedent for ordinary cases, but hoping that 
by an explanation of the peculiar circumstances connected 
with this cuse, the House would allow the bill to be dis- 
posed of at once. ‘The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


of ordinary transactions. Sir, I wish very much I could 
establish in this House a precedent for courtesy. I know 
of no precedent that would be more useful, save more time, 
| or Contribute more to secure justice to those having honest 
| claims against the Government of the United States. But 
T despair of being able to establish a precedent which would 
be of sufficient force to reach the sense of propriety of the 
genteman from New York. I say l despair of such a re- 
sult; for I have discovered that when the great body of the 
House seem to recognize the peculiarity of the circum- 
stances attending this case, a few members, like the gen- 
tleman from New York, seem disposed to throw insur- 
mountable obstacles in the way of accomplishing what is 
the obvious wish of the great majority of the House.” 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I have stated what 
the action of the House was in relation to this 
matter, and I leave it to gentlemen to say whether 
| they, or I, acted with a want of courtesy, or with 
a want of anything which should actuate every 
legislator? They desired to have correct informa- 
tion. 

Here is an official letter from the Post Office 
Department detailing all the facts in the case; and 
I am informed that this is not the only case which 
will come before the House. There are many 
of a similar character, where mail contractors 
have contracted to transport the mails of the Uni- 
ted States from certain points in the country to 
certain other points. After they have received the 
contracts they have accepted those which suited 
them, and by which they could make money, but 
they rejected those which they deemed unprofit- 
able. This proves to be of that class of cases. 

In conclusion, I hope that the House, before it 
passes from this matter, will give it the considera- 
tion which it deserves; for, as 1 said before, this 
is only a pioneer bill. If it be passed, we shall 
have a score of a similar description before us 

revious to the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I am reluctant, I 
may say, to parade anything like my private afflic- 
tions before the House; but I think it due to the 
body to give the reason why I asked the favor 
which gentlemen were kind enough to grant me 
last Friday. Thad b 
two with an a 
i} assume a chronic form. 
wasperfectly awarethat | could takeno further part 
in the action of this House during the balance of 
this session. I was about to go home, at all 
events for a length of time, on a call of pressing 
| business. I appealed to the courtesy of the House, 
so far as I could make myself audible in giving 
| the explanation necessary in taking up this bill, 
to act on it instead of referring it, as they were 
| about to do—to act on it at once,as the facts were 
| brief and simple. 

As to the courtesy of the gentleman from New 


| 
Í 
i 
| 
i 
| York, [Mr. Sace,] I repeat that I said that I should 
| 
i 


l 
} 
i 
| 
| 


| be most happy if 1, or any member of this House, 
i could establish a precedent of courtesy. ‘The gen- 
tleman very ingeniously attemptsto identify himself | 
with this House. I acknowledged at that time the 
courtesy of the House. In the very remarks which 


SAGE,] however, seems to place it simply upon the ground |. 


een confined for a week or | 
ffection which I feared was about to | 
If that were the case, I 


the gentleman has read] spoke ofthe amiable dis-. 
position of the House to make an exception in: 
this case, and. to recognize the demands of courtesy 
which I invoked, the disposition which: prevailed 
among at least the great body. of the House. I 
did not say whether the gentleman was courteous 
or not. Lam willing to acknowledge that I, said 
by implication that he was not so; and | am:now 
willing to say explicitly that I do not think: that 
he was. I leave it to the judgment of. members. 
of the House, who were witnesses of the facts; 
whether he was. . At the same time I am disposed, 
to acknowledge my obligation to the kindness of. 
the gentleman who has taken such peculiar inter- 
est in this case from the very first, and: whose 
counsels with the Department, I am -wiling to 
allow, have led to the results which have just been 
read. ; : 

« We have been courteous,” said the gentleman. 
We have been courteous! . Why; sir, who denied 
| that the action of the House was: courteous on 
Friday last? Mostcordially did I thank the great 
majority of the House, and | hoped to have.an 
additional reason for gratitude in their overruling 
the evident purpose of the gentleman who comes 
here at the risk of defeating the ends of private 
justice to gratify a personal resentment, because 
Í used language not grateful to his ears. ` 

I did not.intend to explain this matter further 
than the reading of the report which the gentle- 
man was so anxious to see the other day, and 
which is only about an inch and a quarter in length. 
It was a Senate report, and not in the hands of the 
printer of this House, but the hands of theprint» 
er of the Senate. Lam driven by the gentleman 
to do more. 
| He has facts, which he has carefully gathered 
| from the Department, as to the length of these 
| routes; he means, and ought to have said, the 
i length which they are advertised the second time, 
i allowing, as he does, and as the Department also 
i allows, that they are longer by the second adver- 
| tisement than they were by the first advertisement. 
‘I did not say—and I was tempted, though very 
i reluctantly, to interrupt him, to ask him what was 
his purpose in reading this letter from the Depart 
| ment, and in reading my remarks—] did: not say 
that the routes were twice as long. 

Mr. SAGE. If the gentleman will allow me, 1 
will read him what he said, as reported. 

Mr. EWING. The gentleman has read ‘it 
already. I know it is so reported. But if the 
gentleman will look at another portion of my re- 
matks, he will see that I there said they were 
nearly twice as long, not recollecting the precise 
figures, or having examined them since the last 
Congress, when I carefully investigated the case, 
though then in vain. I did not say they‘ were 
twiceaslong. I said, and Inow eay, that the proofs 
in the case, upon oath, and: the only proofs l had 
seen—proofs which satisfied the committee of the 
Senate and the Senate—showed that they were 
|| nearly twice as long, or, at all events, they were 
advertised at only one third of the distance which 
they afterwards turned out to be. 

Now, I ask the attention of the House to this 
petition for relief. Sir, when the gentleman from 
New York was making his remarks in opposition 
to this humble petition of poor and humble men, 
I could not help reflecting upon the difference be- 
| tween the action of the gentleman, or his prede- 
cessors, in the past, with his: probable action In 
the future. Icould not help contrasting his con: 
duct on this occasion with the action of his prede- 
| cessors upon the claims which were presented 
during the last Congress by mail contractors, con- 
stituents of the gentleman from New York, who 
filled these lobbies, and who did not ask to be re- 
leased from a fine inflicted upon them; who did 
| not ask that this Government would refrain from 
|| putting its hands into their pockets, and taking 
| their own private money In the rigorous infliction 
| of an unjust fine, but who said that they had made 
‘a bad bargain, and demanded the small sum of 
i geveral hundred thousand dollars as an indemnity 
i for their want of judgment. That claim was car- 
|i vied through, as all such claims are, by the influ- 
| ence brought to bear upon Congress from that 
i great omnipotent commercial emporium. But 
| when an humble mail contractor from the Weat, 
| beaten down and ground to the earth by the par- 
| gimoniousness—perhaps it is necessary—of the 
| Department under the cheap postage system--a 


| cheap postage brought about by the.great cities, 


t 


j 
| 


| 
| 
i 
| 


$ 


i 
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in order that the merchants may circulate their | 
circulars at the expense of taxation upon the 
people of the West— when such a contractor 
comes here, under all these circumstances, ground 
down by the force of competition to the low- 
est limit, and compelled by the rules of the De- 
partment to accept the service for the lowest | 
possible sum, and asks, not indemnity, but to be 
released from an unjust fine, they are met with 
such replies as that made by the gentleman from 
New York. Why is this difference made? Why 
ig it that after paying our fair share towards sup- 
porting this Department, which bas become a sort 
of merchants’ express, and is regulated at the will | 
of merchants, because they regulate its amount of 
business, we are to be treated so differently from | 
those who ask more, merely because they ask | 
more? I was a mail contractor under that same 
letting, and I know of my own personal experience 
and personal losses, that wailcontractorscould not, | 
under the peculiar circumstances of the times, have | 
borne the hardships inflicted on my constituents. 
Just at that time, owing to peculiar circumstances, 
everything which these mail contractors were 
obliged to buy—horses and provender of every 
description—rose in price upon an average of one 
hundred per cent. at least, I know that this is 
true, because I had a good right to know. These 
contractors bid for various routes, looked over and |} 
selected what suited them, and rejected others that |; 
they did not like. Where did the gentleman from | 
New York [Mr. Sace] get his information in re- 
gard to these gentlemen? It is entirely gratui- 
tous, and is not true. These contractors bid for 
contracts upon various routes, and they performed 
service upon most of them, while other routes 
were let through their instrumentality at great ex- | 
pense, and perhaps at a possible sacrifice and per- 
sonal loss. They were fined upon three only; and 
they ask therefore to be released from the fineim- 
posed upon them, When the routes were dis- 
covered to be longer than was at first supposed, 
the Department relet them; but they could not do 
so without a considerable reduction in the terms. 
The difference between the two lettings is the sum 
which these contractors desire to be reimbursed, 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, ‘Will the gentleman 
from Kentucky allow me to ask him a question? 
The report states that some of the routes bid for 
by these persons were much longer than at first 
supposed. Is that the chief reason urged for the | 
passage of the Lill? 
Mr. EWING. That is one of the reasons why 
these contractors ask to be released from the fine 
imposed upon them. f 
Mr. SMITE. 1 call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to a section in the adver- 
tisement of the Department. 
Mr. EWING. Iwill explain that directly. 
Mr. SMITH. With the permission of the 
gentleman [ will read it: 


8, The distances 
ation ; bat no inerea 
be greater than ad 
correctly stated. 
point’? 

Mr. EWING.’ Iwill explain the meaning of | 
the section just read by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, as far as | can. I know very well that 
the laws of the Department could not release these 
contractors from the fine, and therefore the reason 
of this application to Congress. 

It would not, perhaps, do for Congress to say 
that a contractor should be always released from | 
a contract if it should turn out to be half a mile or 
a mile longer; but the contractors in this case, 
where the distance proved to be so great, apply | 
to the equity and justice of Congress to pay. 
back to them the money which was exacted from | 
them by the Department. I know very well that ;; 
the terms of the law state that contracts must be | 
letupon exactdistances. But here wasa first letting | 
ina new country where the distances were taken ! 
from maps, and which were vaguely and blindly | 
given. The bidders themselves knew nothing of | 
the distances, save as they procured them in this 
way, and as a result, these mistakes occurred, 
The Department states the distance is so much. 
The statements of the Department in the advertise 
ments are usually correct; but if they donot mean i 
to inform the bidders of the correct distances, why 
make any statement at all about it, and why not 
leave a blank? 

They might as well leave the advertisements 


are given according to the best inform- | 
sed pay will be allowed shonld they | 
vertised, if ‘the points to be suppied be | 
Bidders mast infonn themselves on this | 


j 
1i 
| 
p 
a 

i 


| conceded to the constituents of the gentleman from 


| and begging pardon for engrossing so much of 


| call for the previous question. 


|; cussed, and Í do not believe that the [louse needs 
i any further enlightenment on the subject. 
If the gentleman from j! 


| the petitioners, I think L will be able to satisfy the 


House that after all there has been no very great j| 
hardship sustained by these persons, H 


' for fourteen routes in Texas 


| morial read from the table. 


persons got the contracts for the convey 
mails on fourteen routes in Texas. 


with simply the names of the termini, with blanks 
as to the distances. If it were not intended to give 
correct statements and information as to the dis- 


tance of the route, of course the law, as interpre- || 


ted by the Department, does not provide for the 
relief of these people, otherwise they would not 
be found applying to Congress for relief. i 
I simply ask here—not that which has been 
conceded to other contractors—not that which was 


New York during the last Congress, when indem- 
nity was made for the losses sustained by a com- 
pany of contractors under a bad contract—I simply 
ask that these men who attempted to fulfill, and 
who, for the greatest part, did fulfill their obliga- 
tions to the Government; who discharged all their 
obligations under peculiar hardships—for there 
has not been any letting under which so much 
hardship has been inflicted on western mail con- 
tractors, and from which such losses and bank- 
ruptcy have resulted—I simply ask, I say, that 
relief be extended to these men by Congress. 
They have discharged thcir duty under peculiar 
difficulties, and they simply ask to be released 
from the fines imposed on them by the Postmaster 
General. 

{ hope the House fully understands the case; 


their time, which I had not intended to do, and 
would not have done but for the objections that 
have been made in the matter, 1 now desire to 


Mr. GROW. Iask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw for a moment his call for the 
previous question, 

Mr. EWING. No; I cannot now consent to 
withdraw my call for the previous question. Ii 
have already done so to-day once before; but as I | 
speak with great difficulty, I do not wish to do so 
again. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Kentucky to withdraw his call for the pre- | 
vious question, for the purpose of enabling the 
Elonse to be put into full possession of the facts of 
the case. Jor, I say here, that the House is not 
at this time in possession of the facts; and all I 
askis that theeentleman from Kentucky will agree 
to allow the [louse to understand thoroughly the 
question before us. J wish to refer to the memo- 
rial of the petitioners, and the report of the com- 
miltee. 

Mr, EWING. If the gentleman from Ohio 
desires to have the memorial read, it can be done. 
The report of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads has been already read by the 


Sage] comes now with a letter from the Depart- | 
ment; but I think the question has been fully dis- 


Mr. EDGERTON. 
Kentucky will allow me to read the memorial of 


Mr. SAGE. 1 wish the gentleman from Ken- | 


| 
| 
i] 


7 


ito the amount of $1,644. 


contractors went from Kentucky to Texas for the 
purpose of examining the country. it appears 
that the Post Office Department were without any 
previous knowledge as to the condition of the 
country; but the bids for the contracts were taken 
on the representation of scme persons in whom 
they had confidence. This contractor went down, 
as I said, from Kentucky to Texas, and on his arri- 
val there he found himself greatly deceived as to 
the nature of the country and the state of the 
roads over which the mails were to be carried, 
insomuch that it was with difficulty he succeeded 


| in employing persons to carry the mail on one 
| part of the route. 


He succeeded in employing 
persons to carry the mails upon parts of the routes; 
and those routes over which he couldnot get per- 
sons to carry the mails for a less sum than their 
bids, they abandoned. 

They state, that for their failure to execute the 


| bonds required by the Department, as security for 
| carrying the mails over the aforesaid routes, that 


is, the three routes upon which they have been 
fined, the Postmaster General has imposed fines 
The length of these 
routes is not the cause of their, complaint. [tis 
not so stated in the memorial, Their complaint 
is the fact that they were deceived as to the nature 
of the country over which the routes pass; and, in 
the concluding prayer of the memorial, they state 


| that they ‘‘ conceive that it cannot be for the inter- 


‘deemed reasonable.” 


[i relief in? 
Clerk. The gentleman from New York (Mr. |, 


tucky would withdraw for a moment or two his | 


| 
| 
call for the previous question. I want to make a | 
single remark, and to present an abstract of facts | 
in the case. l 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky declines, as the Chair understands, to | 
withdraw the call for the previous question; and 
consequently debate is out of order, 

Mr. EDGERTON. ‘Then I hope the House 
will vote down the previous question. 

T'he question was then taken; and the previous 
question was not seconded, only thirty-three mem- 
bers—not a sufficient number—voting for it. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to 


est of the General Government rigorously to exact 
from its citizens, your petitioners and their guaran- 
tors, a forfeiture incurred by their failure’’—or, 
more properly, their inability to comply with a hard 
bargain. ‘* They therefore pray that your honor- 
able body will take their case into consideration, 
and exonerate them from tbe fine and forfeiture 
aforesaid, or extend to them such relief as may be 
That is the whole case. 
They proposed to carry the mails upon certain 
routes, and in doing so they made a bad bargain. 
‘They relet those routes upon which they could 
save money, and the others, in relation to which 
they could not make advantageous bargains, they 
abandoned. The Department fined them for the 
abandonment, If this relief is granted to these 
gentlemen, every individual who makes a bad bar- 
gain with the Government will come here and 
claim remuneration at the hands of Congress, and 
will cite this case as a precedent for such appli- 
ation. 

Mr. GROW. I have but a word to say upon 
this matter; for, take it as presented by its friends, 
and is it such a case as Congress ought to grant 
The amount in controversy may not be 
very large, or of any great consequence. But the 
policy of the Post Office Department, in receiving 
bids for the transportation of the mails, is to se- 
cure a faithful performance of the contracts; and, 
previous to 1836, the bidders for the routes were 
simply required to present a recommendation to 
the Departnient from some persons known to it. 
But Congress then changed the law in that res- 
pect, and required the bids to be guaranteed, for 
the express purpose of having reliable and suffi- 
cient security to secure and compel a faithful per- 
formance. 

Now, in the case before us, as in every other 


case of mail lettings, bidders petin bids upon a 


"mail over it, bid in the expectation 
' are accepted, they 0 
‘vice, Butthey weredeprived of theopportu 


state to the House—and I do so upon the memo- | 


rial presented by these gentlemen, the claimants | 
—the facts, the real facta in the case, It appears 
from the memorial that the contractors made bids 


Mr. EDGERTON. No. 
the facts. | 
Mr. EWING. I would rather have the me- | 


Mr. EDGERTON. I[tisnot necessary. These | 


i above the receipts, is the Govern 


| venience, 


examination of 
hey have been 
of the routes, 


large number of routes. Then, on 
their routes, if they ascertain that 
mistaken in relation to the nature 


| and that they have become involved in expenses 


ment to relieve 
them? Bonafide bidders who live in the vicinity of 
the routes, who understood the character of the 
country, and knew the expenses of carrying the 
hat if their bids 
willgo onand perform the ser- 
nity of 
earrying the mails, by the com petition of such in- 
dividuals, who have subjected the Government 
to unnecessary inconvenience and delay by the 
non-performance of their contracts, and who have 
subjected the citizens along these routes to incon» 
delay, and disturbance, in their mail 


facilities. 

If we grant this relief, we establish a precedent 
for making up for losses, which will induce spec- 
ulating men to bid upon every route advertised, 
and then, when they find that they have been de- 
cèived, or have made hard bargains, to throw up 
their contracts and apply to Congress for relief, 
It is a bad precedent 
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to establish. Let Government hold men who take 
contracts to a strict accountability; and when the 
Government has not deceived the parties, nor done 
any act to their prejudice, it should not grant rè- 
lief. The Government has not deceived these par- 
ties, because it gave notice to them of the routes, 
and named the points between which they run; 


and that the contractors should inform themselves | 


in relation to them. A clause of the advertisement 
for these lettings is in these words: 


«10. The distances are given according to the best informa i 


tions. but no increased pay will be allowed should they be 
greater than advertised, if the points to be supplyed be cor- 
reetly stated. Bidders must inform themselves on this 
point? 


If these routes had been one third less in length 
than they were advertised to be; the parties would 
have had the benefit of that variation. [fthey adver- | 


tise a route as three hundred miles in length, and 
it turns out to be only two hundred and fifty, they 
must pay for the three hundred miles advertised, 
and the contractor would get the benefit of it. I 


am opposed to granting the relief asked for, how- | 
ever great the case of individual hardship; for it | 


ga one brought on the parties by their own 
olly. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Iask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw the proposition long 
enough to have the memorial read. 


Mr. GROW. I will withdraw it for that pur- 

ose, 

Mr. EWING. I was about to ask to have the 
memorial read. 

Mr. GROW. Ido not withdraw the demand 


for any remarks to be made. 

Mr. EWING. That would be a very hard 
case, 

Mr. GROW. I appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw his demand in my favor a few minutes 
since, and he refused. I withdraw only for the 
purpose of having the memorial read. 

The memorial was read by the Clerk, as follows: 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representutives in 
Congress usseinbled : 

Your petitioners, James Jeffries and Jeremiah Smith, 


state that they were the successful bidders for carrying | 


the mail for four years ending the Ist day of July, 1854, on 
fourteen routes in the State of Texas, among which were 
those numbered 6268, 6269, and 6277. Your petitioners 


state that one of them went from his residence in Barren | 
eounty, Kentucky, to the State of Texas, for the purpose of 


making the necessary arrangements for filling their con- 
tract ; but, on his arrival, found himself greatly deceived as 
to the nature of the country and the state of the roads over 
which the mails were to be carried, insomuch that it was 
with difficully that he succeeded in employing persons to 


carry the mail on only a portion of the routes, which he did ] 


by engaging to give them the whote of the compensation 


they were to receive from the Government. Your petition- | 


ers, anxious to carry their contract into execution in good 


faith, being willing to lose their time and their necessary | 


expenses incurred in traveling. Your petitioners are in- 


formed that most of the persons with whom they contracted, | 


as aforesaid, have been substituted for them by the Pos 


rae i 
master General. and itis presumed they have executed the | 
ry bonds, so that as to all such routes your petition- ; 
Bat for their failure to i 


uppose they are exonerated. 


execute bonds with the required security for earrying the | 


mail on the aforesaid routes—Nos. 


63, 6269, and 6277, | 


they have been fined by the Postmaster General in the | 


sum of 31,844, part of which, viz: $444, they bave paid. 


Now your petitioners state that the 


iscauce on route No, | 


6269 was stated in the advertisement of the Departinent to | 


be thirty five wiles, whereas they have been informed, and 
believe the actual distanceis aboutseventy- five miles ; and 
they have, moreover, understood from information that the 
real distance on all the routes in Texas which they bid off, 


execeded that stated in the advertisement—they looked to | 


the advertisement for the distances, and have thus been mis- 
led. But, however deceived or misled, your petitioners 
humbly conceive thatit cannot be for the interest of the 
Government rigorously to exact from its citizens, your pe- 
titioners and their guarantors, a forfeiture incurred by their 
failure, or more properly, weir inability, to comply with a 
hard bargain. They therefore pray that, your honorable 
body will take their case into consideration, and exon erate 
them from the fine and forfeiture aforesaid, or extend to 
them such relief as may be deemed reasonable. 

JAMES JEFFRIES, 

J. M. SMITH. 


Mr. EWING. I hopethe House will refuse to 
second the demand. $ 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. . 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
refer to the Committee of the W hole House. 


Mr. PHELPS. Is there nota motion pending | 
to refer the bill to the Committee on the Post Office | 


and Post Roads? 

The SPEAKER. There is such a motion pend- 
ing, but the question is first upon referring to the 
Committee of the Whole Fiouse. p 

‘he question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the bill; and it was disagreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. EWING. Is not the call for the previous 
question now exhausted? 

The SPEAKER, It is not, and will not be 
until the motions to commit are disposed of. 

Mr. HIESTER. I move that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to lay the bill on the table; there being, ona divis- 
ion—ayes 48, noes not counted. ` 

The question was then taken on the reference 
of the bill to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; and it was agreed to. 


SENATE AMENDMENTS TO THE DEFICIENCY 
BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House do now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The Louse accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. CuanpLeR in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question under con- 
sideration when the committee was last in session, 
was the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr: PHELPS. I move the bill be laid. aside, 
that we may take up for consideration the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the deficiency bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 


pose to occupy much of the time of the commit- 


tee at present in explaining the action of the | 


Committee of Ways and Means on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the deficiency bill. The 
bill as it passed the House of Representatives 
contained appropriations to the amount of nearly 
$1,500,000. The Senate, by its action, has added, 
as-amendments to the bill, appropriations (besides 
indefinite ones) to the amount of upwards of 
$2,000,000. The Committee of Ways and Means, 
in considering those amendments of the Senate, 
concluded to recommend to the House the adop- 
tion of a number of them, amounting to little less 
than $500,000. If the recommendation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means be adopted, there 
will be still more than $1,500,000 involved in the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

A portion of the amendment made by the Sen- 
ate, and in which the Committee of Ways and 
Means agree in recommending to the adoption of 


| the House, consist of appropriations for fulfilling 


treaty stipulations with the Indians, These 
amount to about $150,000. ‘Phe object of having 
them in this bill is, that the Department may be 
enabled to have at their command this sum of 
money in advance of the passuge of the regular 
Indian appropriation bill. This money is for an- 
nuities we are bound to pay to the Sioux Indians 
in Minnesota, by treaties made with them in 
1851. A portion of these annuities have to be 
paid in goods, and asthe Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, under existing laws, is required to give 
sixty days’ notice for proposals for furnishing 


those goods, and as those goods have to be trans- | 


ported from the Atlantic cities to the Territory of 
Minnesota, it is important, nay more, it 1s neces- 
sary, that these goods should be delivered to the 
Indians agents in the summer months. For if we 
wait until the rivers are frozen, the transportation 
would have to be entirely by land from the shores 
of Lake Michigan. The appropriation does not in- 
crease the expenditures of the Government at all. 
It is a mere transfer of this appropriation from 
the Indian appropriation bill to this deficiency 
bill, and the Department urges upon Congress 
that a similar course shall be pursued with the 
appropriations designed for the next year. 

The Committee of Ways and Means also find an 
amendment adopted by the Senate, appropriating 
$500,000 towards the construction of water-works 
for the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
This appropriation is proposed asa deficiency. The 
sum of $100,000 was appropriated by the last 
Congress to be expended on these works during 
the present fiscal year. { aminforrmed that, since 
the passage of this bill by the Senate, a portion 
of the workmen who have been employed upon 
these works have been discharged, and no more 
have been retained than ean be employed under 


the appropriation during the residue of the pres- 
ent fiscal year. aa Yio SPE SORES Site 

_A more important question ‘than that of epe- 
diting the work by making appropriations inad- 


| vance of the regular appropriation bills is, ih the 


opinion of the Committee of Ways and: Means, 
whether Congress will prosecute work on this 
aqueduct upon the plan adopted: ‘ This plan, 
according to the estimate of the officers: having 
the work in charge, will cost about $2,400,000: 
Shall Congress prosecute this work or abanidowit? 

It is stated a sufficient supply of water can ‘be 
obtained at a cost of about $1,000,000 by adopt- 
ing a different plan. The Committee of Ways 
and Means did not feel competent to decide this 
question; they leave it for the decision of the 
House. 

Another amendment provides for the construc~ 
tion of a bridge acrass the Potomac, at. Little 
Fells. It appropriates $75,000. The Committee 
of Ways and Means cannot concur in this, but 
recommend to the House to disagree to it. 

There is another important amendment made 
by the Senate, which was much discussed at the 
time the deficiency bill was under consideration 
here before: I refer to the appropriations for the 
farther prosecution of the work on various custom~ 
houses. It will be recollected that the first de- 
ficiency bill failed in this House in consequence 
of burdening it with appropriations for custom- 
houses. A second bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, omitting them. © The 
Committee of Ways and Means ‘deemed it’ èx- 
pedient to report a separate bill, providing for the 
prosecution of the work on those custom-houses, 
and also providing some additional guards and 
checks upon the expenditure of that money. The 
Senate has added to this deficiency bill all those 
caustom-houses which were defeated here, and has 
also made appropriations to the amount of $450,000 
in addition—#250,000 of it for the completion of 
the custom-house at San Francisco, and $200,000 
for the construction of a new custom-house at 
Portland, Maine, the late custom-house in that 
city having been burnt down. 

Again, there is another class. of appropriations 
for the completion of marine hospitals. ‘The Sen- 
ate,has added an appropriation for such marine 
hospitals as were adopted in the Committee of 
the Whole here, but rejected in the House. In 
addition to those, it has appropriated $15,000 
towards constructing a new hospital at the town 
of Burlington, in the State of lawa. While we 
were discussing the proposed expenditures for 
custom-houses and marine hospitals, it was urged 
in the House by the advocates of these appropri- 
ations, that it was necessary that fireproof build- 
ings should be erected. jena 

In explanation of the action of the Committee 
of Ways and Means upon this subject, itis proper 
to say they desire to see erected substantial fire- 
proof buildings, but do not feel justified in recom- 
mending large expenditures for the purpose ‘of 
constructing ornamental public buildings. Whilst 
the Committee of Ways and Meéans desire to se- 
cure a wise publics economy, they do not desire 
the Government to be either parsimonious or nig- 
gardly in its expenditure of money upon important 
public buildings. It mast also be recollected that 
these appropriations are not deficiencies. The re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that 
but a small portion of the money already appro- 
priated for the erection of these custom-houses 
has been expended. Perhaps not one fourth-of 
the money appropriated has been expended upto 
this time; certainly it was not expended. in- the 
month of January last, the date of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. There has been, 
and now is, sufficiency of money on hand in the 
Treasury, as appears by that report, which may 
be applied to the erection and completion of these 
buildings, and more money than can be wisely ex- 
pended during the residue of this fiscal year. For 
these reasons, the Committee of Ways and Means 
felt themselves bound, at that time, to oppose 
those appropriations, and for the same reasons 
they now recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment. ‘ 

Į did not expect, in the few remarks which I 


i felt called upon to make in explanation of the ac- 


tion of the committee, to comment upon every 


| amendment proposed by the Senate. There will 


be time for this when the five-minute debate shali, 
commence; and I hope that the House, when the 
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committee have risen, will agree to close debate at 
an early hour, fora great deal of the money ap- 
propriated in this bill, in the form in which the 
appropriations were passed in the House of Rep- 
yesentatives, is needed, and needed at this moment, 
for the purpose of defraying the expenses of the 
Government. I shall therefore feel myself bound 
to ask the House to close the general debate upon 
this bill at an early period. Some other bill can 
be taken up upon which general discussion can be 
resumed. I hope, therefore, when we shall go 
into the House again, a resolution will be passed 
closing the general debate upon this bill to-mor- 
row; for in such debate, I am satisfied, very little 
will be said in relation to the expenditure of 
money proposed to be made by this bill. 

Mr. PHILLIPS then addressed the committee 
on the subject of the bill for the organization of | 
territorial governments for Nebraska and Kansas. 
He said that the bill was assailed by many who 
admitted the correctness of the principle upon 
which it was founded, and yet objected to it as a 
repeal of the Missouri act of 1820. If that act 
had no further claim upon theirconsideration than 
its own intrinsic merits, it surely would be ilogi- 
cal to say that the wrong of their predecessors || 
should be a bar to righteous action on their own 
part. 

But it wag said that the act of 1820 was some- 
thing more than a legislative act; that it was the 
result of a compact, an agreement between the 
two great sections of the confederacy at that time 
intended to be perpetually obligatory. It was, 
then, of the greatest importance to examine into 
the truth of this allegation; for if it were true, 
then, whatever might be the merits of the meas- 
ure before them, it could not receive the assent or 
concurrence of any honorable man. 

Now, for the purpose of making this examina- 
tion, he had, with great care, looked into the Jour- | 
nals of the two Houses of Congress for the ses- 
sions of 1820-21, for the truth of the proposition 
was not to be tried by hearsay evidence, but by 
the records—the faithful chroniclers of the past, 
and the unerring guides for the future. 

He would say in advance, and say it boldly, 
that so far from the Journals showing that any 
such compact or agreement as was now alleged || 
was then entertained between the representatives | 
of the non-slaveholding States and those from the | 
slaveholding States, there was not a page relative th 
to this subject-matter which did not dispute the | 
assertion. i 

Mr. P. then quoted from the Journals of 1820~21 || 
to show that the idea of the Missouri act of 1820 
being acompact or agreement, was not entertained 
at that time, and in behalf of the North he rejected 
this argument as a reproach and a calumny upon 
that great section of the Confederacy. 

Mr. BENTON and Mr. HARRIS took the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the gentleman || 
from Missouri had obtained the floor. | 

Mr. BENTON stated that he would, for the | 
present, yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, on condition that he (Mr. BENTON) 
would be entitled to it to-morrow morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection 
on the partof the committee, that will be the order 
of proceedings. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message was here received from the President 
of the United States by the hands of Sipwey Wes- } 
ster, Esq., his Private Secretary, notifying the | 
House that he did, on the 20th instant, approve 
and sign House bill No. 32, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
authorize the school commissioners of fractional | 
township number one, of range ten east, in Ala- | 
bama, to locate one half section of land for school | 
purposes.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was here received from the Senate, ; 
by the hands of Mr. Assury Dicxsys, its Secre- | 
tary, notifying the House that the Senate had: 
passed a bill and joint resolution of the House of | 
the following tides: 

H. R. No. 235. An act for the relief of Grafton 
Baker. 

Joint resolution of the House authorizing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to adjust the || 
expenses of a Board of Commissioners appointed 
by the Territorial Assembly of Oregon to prepare 
a code of laws; also, to adjust the expense of col- 


| 


| Messrs. Hounrer, Siretps, and Bett, as mana- |) 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the |, 


| United States, and on the lakes, for the partial , 
| education of seamen; which was referred to the 


i! United States be authorized to negotiate with the | 


1 Also, a memorial of the heirs-at-law of Samuel R. 
7 Fisher, the surviving partner of the firm of Joshua 
Fisher & Sons, praying payment for goods taken 
by the Committee of Safety, of Philadelphia, in 
1774, for the use of the Army; which was referred 


ment, 

Also, that the Senate insist upon its first amend- 
ment disagreed to by the House, and disagree to | 
the amendment of the House to the third amend- | 
ment of the Senate (House bill No. 47) making | 
appropriations for the support of the Military | 
Academy for the year ending June 30, 1855; and | 
ask a conference with the House on the disagree- | 
ing votes of the two Elouses thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, then addressed 
the committee for some time in regard to the Ne- 
braska bill. He had not concluded, when H 

Mr. KEITT said: Mr. Chairman, my friend | 
from Mississippi [Mr. Harris] is unwell, and | 
unable to proceed; and therefore, with his per- 
mission, J move that the committee do now rise. || Also, the memorial of the Uwchlan monthly 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from || meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, of 
Mississippi yield to that motion? | Chester county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 

Mr. HARRIS expressed his assent. | against the passage of the Nebraska bill; which 

The question was taken; and the motion was || was ordered to lie on the table. 
agreed to. ‘| lso, the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 

The committee accordingly rose, and the;/ signed by Henry Vethake, Provost of the Uni- 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman || versity of Pennsylvania, William H. Allen, Pres- 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the |: ident of Girard College, L. A, Godey, Joel Jones, 
state of the Union had had under consideration || A. V. Parsons, Edward King, Eliott Cresson, and 
the Union generally, and especially House bill | others, praying Congress to set apart three or four 
No. 271, and had come to no conclusion thereon. |! millions of acres of the public national domain for 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to offer a resolution | the education of female teachers; which was re- 
to close the debate on this bill in two hours after | ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
the committee shall have resumed its considera- Also, a petition of Washington J. Jackson, 
tion; and on that motion J demand the previous | William J. McElroy, and other citizens of Phila- 
question. || delphia, remonstrating against the ratification ofan 

Several Mempers. Oh, no! 1| international copyright treaty with Great Britain; 
Mr, HIESTER. 1 move that the House do | which was ordered to lie on the table. 


i 
pew adjourn ah bi BENJAMIN ROWE. 

a ne dbase ne taken on the latter motion; Mr. HAMLIN. Lask the Senate to take up 
MT Come Re ape iba quanterunsl hree House bill for the relief of Benjamin Rowe, for 
o’elock, p m adjourned ‘to to-morrow at twelve || the purpose of having it recormmitted, with addi- 

locken  bwelV€ | tonal evidence, to the Committee on Pensions. , 
OD Gioca m: | The Senate proceeded to consider the bill as in 
+ Committee of the Whole. ; ; 
| Mr. HAMLIN. I move that it be recommitted 
‘| to the Committee on Pensions. 

R The motion was agreed to. : 

ere m > a i A ETA 
Prayer by Rev. Wicrram FL. MILBURN. | Mr. HAMLIN. | present now additional! doc- 
TheJournal of yesterday was read andapproved. || uments in relation to that case. I move that they 

SELECT COMMITTEE. 


i be referred to the same committee. 
i x RASE : Ne otion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed i Fhe a ie ie Pua ; eee 
Messrs. Evererr, Toucey, Mattory, Dawson, , REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
and Norris, as the Select Committee to consider |; 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on For- 
the memortal of the American Association for the 


| eign Relations, to whom was referred the petition 
Promotion of Science, praying that an appropria- | of John de Wolf, praying to be indemnified for 
tion be made to enable Professor Mitchell to con- | losses sustained in consequence of having been 
struct a machine for observing right-ascensions | suspended in the performance of his duties a8 
and declinations by the aid of magnetism. United States consul at. Sid ney, Nova Scotia, 
MILITARY ACADEMY | asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
SSID UAIN ES F ition; which was agreed to. 

¢ 2) 7 i k N 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed .|  IFe also, from the same committee, to whom 
j z | was referred the petition of M. Jean Deplaigne, 
gers, on the part of the Senate, of the conference a French subject, resident in Mexico, praying 


: ` PARAR i ij indemnity for the loss of certain property seized 
Se eee ane ton tue support or a | by the naval force of the United States after the 
1855 y y y 5 >il surrender of Frontera de Tabasco, asked to be 

m | discharged from its further consideration; which 
PETITIONS, ETC. | was agreed to. 

Mr. WADE presented resolutions passed at aj! He also, from the same committee, to whom 
meeting of citizens of North Benton, Ohio, re- ;' was referred the memorial of William G. More- 
monstrating against the passage of the Nebraska ‘| head, late United States consul at Valparaiso, 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. praying compensation for the time he acted as 

: i ; ra daltai 1 isehe rom ite 
Balesl Bt Fetbel, prayine dhe enaulichmienl of | unter sonsldemushs A 
floating schools in the principal seaports of the) Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whem was referred the memo- 
rial of Margaret Barnitz, sole heir of Lieutenant 
Colonel David Greer, praying for commutation, 
and for the payment of moneys due her deceased 
father by the United States, on account of ad- 
‘vances made by him during the revolniianary war, 
; submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

My. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
ito whom was referred the petition of ©. C. Beatty, 
| son and executor of Reading Beatty, praying an 
increase of the pension allowed his father for ser- 
vices as surgeon in the war of the Revolution, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same ecammittee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Caty White, widow 
of William White, a Heutenant in Colonel G. 


Also, five petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


| 
{ 
| 
i 
i 
| 
f 
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i 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, April 25, 1854. 


Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, presented a petition of ecit- 
izens of Pennsylvania, and a petition of citizens 
of New Jersey, remonstrating against any infringe. ` 
ment of the Missouri compromise; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the city and county | 
of Philadelphia, remonstrating against an exten- || 
sion or renewal of Woodworth’s patent for a || 
planing machine; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. i 

j 
| 
| 


Also, a memorial of the Franklin Institute of || 
the State of Pennsylvania forthe Promotion of the | 
Mechanic Arts, praying that the Executive of the | 


Government of Great Britain for the establishmen 
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praying for arrears of pension due her, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Hiram Upson and 
others, of Warwick, New York, praying that 


pensions may be granted to the children of officers | 


and soldiers who were killed or died in service 
during the revolutionary war, and whose moth- 
ers would have been entitled to pensions if they had 
survived, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

_Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Edward 


Bartlett and others, praying to be placed on the | 


same footing as pensioners of the Revolution, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, on the ground that the'committee had already 
made a report upon a similar petition. 

It was so ordered. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the petition of the heirs of Nathan 
Daggett, deceased, praying compensation for his 
services during the revolutionary war, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Jane Becannon, widow 
of Philip Becannon, praying a pension on account 
of his services during the revolutionary war, 
submitted an’ adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, 


Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revolu- | 


ionary Claims, to whom was referred the petition || Gons in the State of Mississippi, heretofore dis- 


of William L. Meredith, the son and only heir 
of Major William Meredith, late of Edmonson 


county, Kentucky, praying compensation for ser- |) back with amendments, and to recommend the 


| passage of the billas thus amended. 
|| Senate to allow it to be put on its passage at this 


1 i : 
He also submitted a report l| time. 


vices and losses in the revolutionary war, asked | 
to be discharged from its further consideration; | 


which was agreed to. 
on the subject; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a joint resolution relative to the adminis- | 


tration of pension laws; which was read and | agin Committeeof the Whole, to consi 


passed to a second reading. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


were referred the petitions of Sarah Larrabee and | 


Nancy Bowen, praying to be allowed pensions, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revo- 


surviving child and legal representative of William 


Thompson, deceased, formerly a brigadier gen- | 
eral in the Army of the Revolutionary war, | 


reported it back without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


him for services in the war of the Revolution, 


reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 
PETITION WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of George Dennet be with- | 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- |, 
© concurred in. 
i grossed for a third reading, read a third time, and 
! passed. ame : X 
; j ; l bill to grant other lands in lieu of certain sixteent 
mittee on Public Lands to report a bill to amend | sections. ‘heretofore disposed of by the United 


; F || States for other than school purposes.” 
emption to certain purchasers and settlers on the || Sta 7 purp 


Maison Rouge Grant, in the event of the final ad- | 
judication of the titlein favor of the United States,” |; 


mittee on Commerce. 


MAISON ROUGE GRANT. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Iam instructed by the Com- 


an act entitled ‘‘ An act to grant the right of pre- 


approved January 27, 1851. There have been con- 


tested claims in reference to this land, and itis very’ 


necessary that the bill should be passed speedily. | ‘ i Comu 
i . {| rected to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 

I therefore ask the unanimous consent of the Sen ij priation for the erection of a marine hospital at Pensacola, 

A | in Florida. 

The bill was read a first and second time, by | 


unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- į 


ate to put it on its passage now. 


mittee of the Whole. 


It proposes to amend the act of January 27, 1851, l 
so that the preémption privilege granted by the | 


second and third sections of that act shali extend 
to the smallest legal subdivisions on which any 
portion of the improvements or possession of the 
settlers contemplated by those sections, extends; 
with a proviso, that, when the improvement or 
possession of two or more settlers extends over 


; oi | out the words ‘* the State of Mississippi, 
was referred the memorial of the representative |; they first occurred, and insert ‘any State in which 


of Henry King, praying payment for arrears due | here are public lands;” and to strike out “ Gov- 


| > Miggiggi 729 t 7 

submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his į; Sake coe and insert “ Governor of 
e . 4} KILELE o 

relief; which was read, and passed to a second ii 


the same forty-acre subdivision or subdivisions, it 


|| or they shall be patented to all the settlers whose 


improvements extend thereon, and whoavail them- 
selves of the benefit of this act and of the act of 
which it is amendatory—the right of each to be in 
proportion to the extent of his improvements 
thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have received a letter from 
the Commissioner of Public Lands, on this sub- 
ject, which explains the bill. {ask that it be read. 

The communication was read, as follows: 

k GENERAL Lanp Orrice, March 17, 1854. 

SIR: In accordance with your request I have prepared, 
and L have the honor to inclose, a draft of a bill to.amend 
the act of 27th January, 1851, & to grant the right of preémp- 
tion to certain purchasers and settlers on the Maison Rouge 
Grant,” &c. ‘The bill does not propose to interfere with 
ihe rights of those who purchased trom Daniel Cox, and 
whose rights are protected by the first section of the act of 
1851, but simply to extend the provisions of the other sec- 
tions, so that the actual settlers may get all the lands im- 
proved by them. Assetllers, they have higher rights than 
any one else; and the Government will get the minimum 
price for the land. Every principle of justice and’ expe- 
diency would seem to require the enactment of such a 
provision. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, JOHN WILSON, Commissioner. 
Hon. Roserr W., Jonnson, Senate Chamber. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

SCHOOL LANDS. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. The Committee on 


Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill “ to 
grant other lands in lieu of certain sixteenth sec- 


posed of by the United States for other than 
school purposes,” have instructed me to report it 


I ask the 


Mr. BROWN. I hope the Senate will agree to 


| consider the bill now. 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
der the bill. 

It proposes to enact that, in all cases where it 
shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, that the sixteenth section 
of land in any township of the State of Missis- 
sippi has been given to an Indian as a reservation, 
or has been otherwise disposed of by the United 
States, so that it cannot now be used for school 


: 5 i Ai ses, the Secretary shall permit such person 

lutionary Claims, to whom was recommiited the | PYYPOSeS © 7 aai 

bill for the relief of Robert C Thompson, only || 8S May be appointed by the Governor of Wiens: 
H 2°M'Y |! sinpi for that purpose, to locate another section in 


| legal subdivisions on any of the vacant lands of 


the United States in any land district where that 
sixteenth section lies. 

Theamendmentsof the committee were to strike 
”? where 


Mr. BROWN. Theseamendmentsare simply 


i meant to make the bill general, instead of confining 
{i its provisions to a single State. 
|| tion to them myself. 


2 L have no objec- 

The amendments were agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and the amendments were 
The bill was ordered to be en- 


Its title was amended so as to read: “A 


PENSACOLA MARINE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. MORTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be di- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| bill, 


JUDICIAL EXPENSES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting, «and recommending 
to the favorable consideration of ‘thé Senaté,’a 
report of the Attorney General, suggesting modi- 
fications in the manner of conducting the’ legal 
business of the Government. : coma 
Mr. MASON, I move that the communication 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. 1 would suggest to the 
Senator from Virginia that this communication 
is in response to a request from the Committee on 
Retrenchment and: Reform. 1 think, therefore, 
that its proper reference should be to that com- 
mittee, DG 
Mr. MASON. Then I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. I move to refer the 
eommunication to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment and Reform, and that'it be ordered to ‘be 
printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. y 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened; and ie 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 25, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m, Prayer 
by Rev. Wiiuiam H. MILBURN. Beri ses 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS: ` : 

The SPEAKER. The question first in order 
is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Puxxps,] provid- 
ing for closing the debate on the deficiency bill in 
two hours after the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union shall have resumed its con- 
sideration; and on that motion the previous ques- 
tion has been demanded. 

(Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following 
bill; which thereupon received the signature of the 
Speaker: : 

n act making. grants of public lands to the 
several States of the Union. for the benefit of in- 
sane persone] ; z 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded upon the resolution offered yeg- 
terday by the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. 
Purxps,] to close debate upon the deficiency bill 
in two hours after it shall be again resumed by 

mhe committee, 

Mr. EWING. Before that vote is taken,.I 
should be happy to. have the consent of the 
House to introduce a resolution. of inquiry, as I 
shall not be here on Monday, when such matters 
are more properly in order. 

The resolution was then read for information, 
as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the President be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interests, to inform this House what 
steps, ifany, have been taken by this Government to secure, 
the permanent acknowledgment, by treaty of the rights of 
neutrals by the Governments of Great Britain and France, 
and what degree of success has attended those efforts, if any 
have been made. $ 

Resolved, further, That the President be requested, ifnot 
incompatible with the public interests, to inform this House 
whether, inany particular, the Government of Great Britain 
has assumed to act for Spain in the negotiations consequent 
upon the seizure of the Black Warrior—what degree. of re- 


| sponsibility that Government bas assumed in the matter, 


and if so assuming to act for Spain, upon what. pretext, if 
any is alleged. 

Mr. EWING. I have but a word to sayin re- 
gard to the object] have in view in presenting the 
resolution. As the question is upon its adoption, 
an explanation of the object may influence some 
members in the vote they may give upon it. 

I drew up the resolution and have submitted it 
to the judgment of some of the members of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, as well as to other 
gentlemen outside of that committee, all of whom 
regard it as a matter of practical importance. “I 
am as much averse to wasting the time of the 
House in the passage of mere declarations of sen- 
timents as any member can be, I have always 
been opposed to thatcourse. But I am fally con- 
vinced the time has come for practical action upon 
this subject. i 


lt has been said that our able representative at 


| the court of Great Britain is endeavoring to per- 


a 


resolution. 
been intimated that there is danger that, amid the | 
jealousies of the leaders of that great party whose 
peculiar mission It is to furnish Presidents to this 
country and to divide the spoils, that this nego- 
taton may come to naught. At all events, I 
believe that secret diplomacy is of no advantage to 
this Government. We gain nothing by it. Cur 
only strength arises from the knowledge that the 
uncontrollable Democracy of this country plant 
themselves upon their rights, and are determined to 
assert them, and will not yield a particle of them, 
and that is our greatest, perhapsour only advant- 
age in negotiations with. foreign Governments. 
Secrecy gives us no strength, because we cannot 
secure that profound secrecy which surrounds the 
diplomacy of foreign Governments. 

1 think, therefore, that this Department of the 
Government, and the people of the country, ought 
to participate in the councils, and in the knowledge í 
of all such matters as this, In reference to the | 
last of the two resolutions, i will also say a word. 
J perceivein the reports of thedebates of the British 
Parliament, that a member asked Lord John Rus- 
sell what course the British Government had taken 
in relation to the Black Warrior affair, He in- 
formed the House that instructions had been trans- 
mitted to Mr. Crampton, the British Minister to 
this country, but that no answer had been re- | 
ceived, J rend that with amazement, Ht is im- j 
portant that we should know what action, if any, 
that Government has taken in relation to that 
affair in connection with Spain. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. [ rise to a question 
of order. Tt is, that this resolution gives rise to 
debate, and must go over, under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the | 
resolution will not go over, for the reason that the 
Elouse allowed its introduction by unanimous 
consent, [tis properly before the House to the 
exclusion of all other business. It would go over 
under other circumstances, but not now. | 

Mr. EWING. fonly wish to add, sir, that it | 
would seem the purpose of the British Govern- 
ment, or of the present Ministry of that Govern- 
ment, to interfere—as they have expressed their 
determination, in conjunction with France, to do— 
in the regulation of affairs upon this continefft, 
and all over the universe, These are my reasons 
for calling the attention of the ELouse to this sub- 
jectat this ime. I hope the House will, at least, 
see that I have a practical object in view; and | 
now, in accordance with the request of gentlemen 
around me, | move the previous question. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 1 wish to inquire whether 
it is inorder at this time to move to refer this’ 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? | 
The gentleman from Kentuck y——~ 

Mr. EWING. I rise to a question of order. | 
I demanded the previous question 

The SPEAKER, The Chair heard no call 
from the gentleman, 

Mr. EWING. [ certainly closed my remarks | 
with a demana for the previous question, as gen- 
tlemen all round me can testify. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats that he 
did not hear the gentleman. It is in order to move 


to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. : 
Mr. INGERSOLL. Well, sir, I wish to ask | 
the gentleman from Kentucky what members of | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs have been con- 
sulted in reference to this resolution ? 
Mr. EWING. I do not feel called upon to | 
answer the question, 
Mr. INGERSOLL. I then move to refer the | 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; : 
and upon that motion l call the previous ques- ` 
ton. 
The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered to be put. 
Mr. KEITT. [ask that the resolution may ; 
again be read, i 
The SPEAKER, 
objected to. 

Mr. WHEELER, 
Mr. WALKER. 
be read. j 

The question was put; and the motion was) 
agreed to, : 
The Clerk then read the resolution. | 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the motion | 
to refer this resolution to the Committee on Foreign | 


I object. : 
I move that the resolution | 


It willagain be read, unless 4 


| question. 


upon its passage; will it noi? 


Tne SPEAKER. It will, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope then the motion to 
refer will be voted down. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the resolution will 
be referred. 

‘The question was taken; and the resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 1 rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was referred, and to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the latter motion 
agreed to. 

ESTIMATES FROM INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. ORR, T would ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to have printed, for the use of 
members, certain estimates which | have received 
from the Department of the Interior in reference 
to Indian matters. 

Vhtre was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. LATHAM. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Elouse to report a bill from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, in order that it may be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed, inasmuch 
as it is connected with territorial business, which 
is set down for hearing for Monday next. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. L. then, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed: , 

A bill to extend the rights of preémption over 
unsurveyed land in Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses, 


DEFICIENCY BILL--CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. PELELPS. Yesterday evening I intro- 
duced a resolution proposing to close debate on 
the deficiency bill, and called for the previous 
I now withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, in order to modify the resolution 
so as to propose that the general debate on the bill 
referred to, be closed to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

[Cries of © Nol? & Nol? © Yest] 

Mr. PHELPS. The necessity for the passage 
of the deficiency bill, so that the money may be 
at the disposal of the Government, is very great. 
If we pursue the course I have suggested, we shall 
soon reach another bill on which the general de- 
bate may proceed. 

The question was put on seconding the call 
for the previous question, and there were, on a 
division—-yeas 51—— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for tellers. 

Mr. PECKEHAM. 1l move to amend the reso- 


| lution of the gentleman from Missouri, so that it 
j| Shall propose to close general debate a week from 


to-day. 

Mr JONES. Next week is devoted, by special 
order of the House, to the consideration of terri- 
torial business, 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman’s amendment 
is not in order, the previous question having been 
called on the resolution. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PERKINS, of 
New York, and Cuurcuwe i, were appointed. 

‘The question was put on seconding the call for 
the previous question, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 58- 

The SPEAKER. Nota sufficient number. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I call for the yeas and 


nays. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain | 


whether a quorum be present, because the question 
is substantially raised by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to count the 
number of members present, and announced that 
there were one hundred and sixty-two in their 
places, being more than a quorum. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. DEAN. I move to amend the resolution 
of the gentleman from Missouri by inserting 
“Thursday next, at one o’clock,’’ in lieu of * to- 
morrow, at one o’clock;’? and on that I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Am I in time to move to 
amend the resolution by inserting ‘ Tuesday next, 
at one o'clock?” 


The SPEAKER. The 


question. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I ask my colleague to with- 
draw the demand for the previous question that 1 
may offer an amendment. 

Mr. DEAN. 1 will withdraw it for that pur- 

ose. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I then move to amend the 
resolution so as to close the debate on Tuesday 
next, at two o’clock. 

Mr. MACE, I havea prior motion to make. 

The SPEAKER. What is it? 

Mr. MACE. 1 move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the [louse resolve itself into the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is a highly privileged mo- 
tion, but so is the proposition of the gentleman 
from Missouri, and it has been usual under the 
practice of the House to give precedence to a mo- 
tion to close debate on a particular question over 
a motion to go into committee to consider that 
question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair if the order for territorial business 
does not commence on Monday next, and con- 
tinue during the whole week? 

The SPEAKER. ft does. 

Mr. JONES. Then itis no use to allow the 
debate on this bill to continue till Tuesday. 

Mr. PECK ELAM. I do not think it will do 
us any harm. 

Mr. JONES, 


weeks longer. 


It will stave the bill off for two 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the 


| amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
| [Mr. Peckuam. | 


‘The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The question was then put; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 73, noes 53. 

Mr. PHELPS. I.demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Varn, and 
Tavior of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 80, noes 61. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment as amended, it was taken, and carriedin the 
aflirmative. 

The question then recurring upon the resolution, 
as amended, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
resolution upon the table. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jonrs’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the resolution, as amended; and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. DEAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MACK. I now renew my motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee is on the Senate amendments to the 
deficiency bill. On that question the member from 
Mississippi (Mr. Harris] has still the floor. 

Mr. Harris not availing himself of his right, 

Mr. BENTON addressed the House in oppo- 
sition to the Nebrsska and Kansas bills, and in 
favor of maintaining the Missouri compromise. 
[See Appendix for his speech. } 

After the expiration of the hour allotted to Mr, 
Brenron under the rule, and before he had con- 
cluded, the following proceedings took place: 

Several gentlemen rose to get the floor at the 
same time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Hi- 
nois (Mr. Wenrwortn] has the floor. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Mr. Chairman, Iun- 
derstand that the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
Beyron] wishes to speak a few minutes longer, 
and Lam willing, with the consent of the com- 
mittee, to yield him a portion of my time for that 
purpose, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from lllinois [Mr. Wentworrn] as 
having the floor. - 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly, sir, I claim 
the floor; but I am willing, indeed, | am desirous, 
that the gentleman from Missouri should have 
enough of my time to finish his speech. 

Mr. BAYLY. Lhave no objection, Mr. Chair- 
man, to the gentleman from Missouri being per- | 
mitted to go on and conclude his speech; but if the 
gentleman from Illinois does not want the floor, I 
will want it. 

Mr. HUNT. I hope thegentleman from Mis- 
souri will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 1 believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I have the control of the floor, and I can 
see no objection to the gentleman’s concluding, if 
he does so out of my time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the courtesy of 
the committee will be extended to the gentleman 
from Missouri, and that he will be permitted to 
occupy such further time as will enable him to 
conclude his speech. This privilege has been 
frequently granted heretofore. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It has been again and 
again decided out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rules of the House 
must be observed. The gentleman from Illinois 
has the floor, and expresses his desire to yield it 
to the gentleman from Missouri for explanation. 
But this cannot be done unless by the general 
consent of the committee. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I ask the Chair if I 
have the floor; and, if I am entitled to it for one 
hour, who is injured by my giving fifteen minutes, 
more or less,-of my hour to the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is entitled 
to the floor; and the committee will preserve order, 
so that the gentleman can proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I move thatthe 
committee rise, for the purpose of submitting a 
motion to alter the rules. 

[Cries of © No!” No!] 

Mr. PERKINS. I withdraw the motion. 

Many Members. Mr. Chairman! Mr. Chair- 


man! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tli- 
nois has the floor, and gentlemen will take their 
seats, and forbear conversation. 

Jn the midst of much noise and confusion 

Mr. WENTWORTH proceeded: I wish, at 
the outset of my remarks, to know, if at any time 
during this Congress, or any other, when any 
member of this Fouse has obtained the floor, and 
another gentleman has requested a short portion 
of his time to finish his speech, that request has 
ever been denied by the House? 

Many Mempers. Never, never. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I suppose, Mr. Chair- 
man, that | have an hour, and I can talk it out if | 
necessary; but, nevertheless, ifthe gentleman from 
Missouri has not finished his speech, as this is 
an important question—as the eyes of the whole 
country are turned to this debate, and to the course 
which is to be taken in the determination of this 
guestion—I want the whole country to understand 
that the oldest man living in Congress, the man 
who was here at the time when the Missouri com- 
promise was adopted, and the only man in the 
whole Congress, is now refused a courtesy which | 
has been refused to no other living man. Let it go 
out to the country as a sample of the courtesy of 
those who are trying to contro] this House. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman’s statement is not 
true in point of fact. | 

Mr. ORR. He is mistaken. 

Mr. KETT. As the gentleman wants the 
facts to go to the country, it would be well enough | 
for him to state them as they are. 

[Cries of “Order? “ Order! all over the 
House.] ` i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ti- | 
nois is upon the floor, and gentlemen will pre- 
serve order. 

After order was restored, 

Mr. WENTWORTH continued: I have not, 
been here always; but this is my ninth session; 
and Í am in my seat as much as any other man in 


those who dispute me contradict me by the record. 
Where are the instances on the Journals to prove 
that 1am wrong? Sir, | now ask that the oldest 
man in the House, one who knows more than all į 
the rest of us put together, may be heard a fèw 
moments out of my hour. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the gentleman from IHi- 
nois allow me a word? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
man for a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Missouri would desire but a few min- 
utes of time longer; and I do hope, in view of 
the importance of the question, and in view of 
the great age and experience in legislation of the 
gentleman, he will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
The gentleman cannot make a speech inside of | 
the speech of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr.CULLOM. I am proceeding by the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. 
Wentworrn,] and not by the courtesy of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Cuinamany] 
for | never appeal to his courtesy. 

[Cries of ‘* Good I? ** Good !”’] 

Mr. CULLOM. I say here, in the face of this 
committee, that I have seen this courtesy extended 
over and over again, during my short probation 
in Congress, and | ask if there is anything pecu- 
liar in the case of the gentleman from Missouri 
why a discrimination should be made against 
him? 

Mc. CLINGMAN. LI insist upon my point of 
order, that the gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 appeal to the committee to 
extend to the gentleman a few minutes, and I hope 
they will do it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. It is evidently within 
the power of any one member of the committee 
to object to the gentleman from Missouri proceed- 
ing. ` lam too well acquainted with the rules of 
this House to trespass upon its courtesy, if it is 
the determination, even of one individual, to object. 
But, if L understand the rules, a majority may 
allow the gentleman to proceed, if itis taken out 
of my time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Not atall. 

Mr. PECKHAM. What is the decision of 
the Chair upon the question? 

Mr, WASHBURN, of Maine. ‘Will the gen- 
tleman from Minois allow me a word? 

(Cries of “ Order ?? 6 Order !”] 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to state the ques- 


l yield to the gentle- 


tion. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I call the gentle- 
man to order. He is not addressing the Chair, 
The CHAIRMAN. That is not a point of 


order. 


Mr. WASHBURN. In the last Congress, a | 
case precisely similar to this occurred. A gen- | 
tleman from Kentucky was occupying the floor | 
for a certain time; his time expired, and L obtained | 
the floor. I yielded to him for further remarks, | 
and upon the motion of some gentleman, the com- | 
mittee gave him an extension of time. 

Mr. ORR. That was by unanimous consent, 
not by a vote of the committee. , | 

Mr. WASHBURN. It was by a vote of the | 
committee. The gentleman is mistaken. | 

Mr.ORR. lask the gentleman to produce the 
record. Ido not think such a case has ever oc- 
curred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ii- 
nois is entitled to the floor, and cannot yield it but 
for the purpose of explanation, except by the 
unanimous consent of the committee. f 

Mr. PECKHAM. From that decision I re- | 
spectfully appeal. ; , 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be, | 
‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the | 
judgment óf the committee?” 

Mr. PECKHAM. there, 
objection to the gentleman from Missouri pro- 
ceeding with his remarks. If there isnot, IWwith- 
draw my appeal, nary 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I hope the objection 
will be withdrawn, if any is made. Lunderstand | 
the gentleman from Missouri would have finished 


I understand there is no | 


to go on. : alg Ty EET 
Several gentlemen here rose at the same time 
and addressed the Chair. = Bee ey ot k 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia.’ I risé toa question: 
of order. 1 want to know who is entitled to.thé 
floor? i an 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Hli- 
nois is entitled to the floor? `; eee a 
_Mr. SMITH. Then 1 hope the: gentleman from 
Illinois will proceed. ea 
Mr. WENTWORTH. The gentleman from 
Illinois objects to proceeding in discourtesy to the 
venerable gentleman from Missouri, who asks.a 
few Momen more in which to conclude ‘his 
speech, — i : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that an appeal has been taken from. the decision 
of the Chair, that the gentleman from Missouri 
cannot proceed in the time of the gentleman from 
Illinois, without the unanimous consent of the 
committee. i 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, if an appeal has 
been taken, I ask that it may be decided without 
further delay. aoe 
Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. ‘Will the gentle- 
man from Ilinois allow me to make a single sug- 
gestion? ` 
Mr. WENTWORTH. Iwill hear the gentle- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before any further debate: 
is had, the Chair desires to know whether the 
gentleman from New York appeals from the de- 
cisi8n of the Chair? i : 

Mr. BISSELL. 
peals, I do. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Chairman, being decidedly 
in favor of the bill under discussion, and feeling 
that the friends of the measure have nothing to fear 
from the most thorough investigation, not even 
from anything that my venerable colleague may 
say in opposition, on account of my respect for his 
age and position, I am prompted to beg the com- 
mittee to extend to him the courtesy of permitting 
him to finish his remarks, 

Mr. BISSELL. That he may proceed in the 
time of the gentleman from Ilinois? ; 

„Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly, within my 


time. 

Mr. SMITH. Now, 1 should be very glad‘of 
an opportunity of saying a word, if I can get the 
attention of the committee. 1 am perfectiy. will- 
ing myself—perfectly willing—that tbe gentleman 
from Missouri should be allowed to finish his re~ 
marks; but the committee will understand that 
while it is desirable to himself, to the committee, 
end to the country that he should proceed in 
order—~- 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question: of 
order. All this discussion is out of order. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me to go on and finish the single remark I was 
making. j : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, sir, there are other 
members who desire to make remarks too. Debate 
is out of order, and I think it had better be stopped. 

Mr. SMITH. Have I the floor or not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Hli- 
nois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I rite to a privileged 
question. 

Several Memsens called to order. 

Mr. SMITH. I appeal to the committee to 
listen to me for a single moment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Again I risé to a question 
of order. I must object to any discussion. My 
friend from Virginia will understand that I do not 
make any personal objection to him. But as this 
debate is all out of order, 1 must insist upon the 
rules being observed. 

Mr. SMITH Just one single word 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Iam willing to yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia; but first, I desire 
to know if there is any objection to the gentleman 
from Missouri proceeding to occupy a part of my 
time in concluding his remarks? If it is objected 
that [cannot yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a portion of my time, how can those making 
the objection appeal to my courtesy, and ask for 
a portion of my time to themselves? The gentle- 
man from Missouri has the firstclaim. If hecan- 
not have my time, no one can. Is there an ob- 
jection? If there is, I shall have to make another 
point, whereby I am confident that I-can’ get: him 


If no other gentleman ‘ap- 
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a chance to speak by right. I think it would look | 
better if we allowed so old and so wise a man to 
speak by courtesy than by right. I am neither 
joking nor boasting when I say that “Old Bullion’? :! 
will yet be heard again to-day. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Certainly there is. I have 
objected, and other members have objected. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Then I make the 
paint of order that I have the right to yield the 
floor to the gentleman, and that he hasthe right to 
occupy a portion of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that, 
according to his understanding of the rules of the 
House, the gentleman from Missouri may proceed 
with the unanimous consent of the committee, and 
not otherwise. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. PECKHAM,. From that decision | re- 
epectfully take an appeal. 


j 
i 
i 


The CHAIRMAN. The question then will | 
be, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the ; 


judgment of the committee?” i 


Mr. ORR. Upon that question I demand | 
tellers. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, Will the Chair be 
pleased to state the question again? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. The gentle- | 
man from Ilinois, (Mr. Wenrworrn,} who isin | 
possession of the floor, desires to yield a portion | 
of his time to the gentleman from Missouri, that ! 
he may complete his speech. The Chair decides 
that that may be done, but that it cannot be done i 
unless by the unanimous consent of the commit- |! 
tee. Erom that decision an appeal has been taken; ii 
and the question now is, “ Shall the decision of |! 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit: 
tee??? 

Mr. ORR. Before the question is again taken, 
Lask forthe reading of the rule which prohibits a 
member speaking more than one hour. 


il 
1 
| 
| 
t 
| 
| 

H 


[Cries of t l object”? «Let ushear the rule !”] i 


ia 


Mr. ORR. I am entitled to have the rule read. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The rule will be read. 
The Clerk then read the rule, as follows: i 


6694, No member shall occupy more than one hour in ; 
debate on any question in the House, or in committee; bat 
a member reporting the measure under consideration from | 
a committee may open and close the debate: Provided, i 


That where debate is closed by order of the House, any | 
member shall be allowed, in committee, five minutes to | 
explain any amendment be may offer, afer which any | 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to 
speak five minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be no | 
further debate on the amendment; but the same privilege j 
on debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any | 
amendment that may be oflered to the amendment; and 
neither the amendment nor an amendment to the amend 
ment shall be withdrawn hy the mover thereof, unless by | 
the unanimous consent of the committee” | 


The CHAIRMAN. It is on the rule which 
has just been read that the d 
is founded, 

Mr. SEWARD. I submit whether a rule of | 
the House can be changed in committee. It can- © 
not; and gentlemen have no right to appeal from |; 
the decision of the Chair. Hi 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have al 
right to put their own construction on the rules. 

Mr. HUNT. | understand that the appeal j: 

ion of the Chair has been with- |i 


from the dec 
drawn. ee 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been withdrawn, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If i understand 
the Chair, he decides that gentlemen have a right |! 
to appeal in this case, and that a majority of this > 
committee can change the rules of the House. If: 
that be the desision, I, for one, will not vote on 
the appeal. 

[Cries of “ Order !7} 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Indiana, and Sapp, were appointed. ! 

The committee then proceeded to divide on the 
question, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee?” 

Mr. SEWARD. [have madea point of order, , 
and I do not withdraw it. if the Chair decide 
against me, I appeal from his decision, 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a question of 
order already pending, and the committee is now 
dividing onit. Two questions of order cannot be 
entertained at the same time. My 

Mr. SEWARD, (amid much confusion.) d 
make my point of order, and insist on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point of | 
order cannot be entertained at this time. i 

The question was put on the question, Shall |: 


ecision of the Chair | k 4 
ii an amendment on the fifteenth page of the bill, I 


i the names of the absentees were noted. The com- 


i 


| 
i 


i berlain, Chase, Ch 


| wi 


‘through? 


, upon to amend any amendment, or before the ques- 


the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 


‘| the committee?” and the tellers reported—ayes 96; 


no quorum voting. 
{Cries of ‘Call the roll!?’] 
Mr. PECKHAM. 1 withdraw the appeal. 


he gentleman to withdraw the appeal? 
[Cries of ‘No! no!’ and ** Object.’’] 


he facta. 

Mr. ORR, ‘The roll must be called. 
now rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
n order. The roll must be called. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll, and 


mittee then rose, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, the Chairman reported thatthe Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the amendment of the Senate to the 
deficiency bill, and finding itself without a quo- 
rum, bad caused the roll to be called and the 
names of the absentees to be noted, and had di- 
rected him to report the facts to the House, with 
the names of the absentees. 
The following are the names of the absentees: 


Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis Allen, Í 


Appleton, Bell, Bliss, Bocoek, Campbell, Caruthers, Cham- 
tin, Caunoing, Dawson, De Witt, 


sh, Everhart, Faulkner, Fenton, Ful- 


Dick, Dowdell, Ene 


ler, Gamble, Giddings, Goode, Andrew J, Harlan, Hastings, | 


Hendricks, ill, Hill Johnson, Lane, MeCulloch, Mac- 
donald, McMoullin, MeNair, McQueen, Matteson, Morri- 
son, Nichots, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Peek, 


| Preston, Pringle, Reese, Russell, Sabin, Snodgrass, Sollers, 
| Frederick P, Stanton, Stratton, Tracy, Tweed, Vansant, 


Wade, Westbrook, and Yates. 


A quorum (172 members) being now present, 
the committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman whe took the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair withdraws it. If there be 
no objection, the appeal will be considered as 
thdrawn. 

No objection was made. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mi- 
nois (Mr. Wenrwonrrn] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEN EWORYTEL. 
tion now pending before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendments of the 
Senate to the deficiency bill are now before the 
committee. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Is there any proposi 
tion pending to amend the amendments of the 
Senate ? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
sition pending. 

Mr. WEN CWORTHEL. 


There is no such propo- 
Well, Udesire to offer 


[cannot succeed one way, I must try another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the 
Senate will be read in their order. The Chair will 
have the first amendment reported. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Has the reading of the 
bill commenced? 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the amend- 
ments has not commenced. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Has the bill been read 


The CILAIRMAN. The amendments of the | 


Senate only are before us. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. [ understand that when 
a bill istaken up in the Committee of the Whole on 


j the state of the Union, it must first be read through, 
`i and then read by paragraphs, 
; order that the bill has notall been read over. 


l make the point of 


Mr. WENTWORTH. 
with original bills. 


Mr. CLINGMAN, 


That is only the case 


Yes: and theamendmenis 


; of the Senate to this bill must all be read through, 


and until they have all been read, no amendment 
will be in order. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. 


{ care not what is 


read, provided that it does not come outof my 


hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
read the first amendment first. 
Mr. CLINGMAN., 


tion can be changed in any way, all the amend 


| ments must be read over. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘Will the committee allow | 


Mr. COBB. We wanta record made up of | 


Mr. HUGHES. I movethat the committeedo || 


That motion is not now || 


;| ported this bill, has already spoken upon it, 


The CHAIRMAN, 
| souri, (Mr. Prevrs,] a member of the Committee 


What is the proposi» | 


it has been customary to | 


i insist on the rulein this | 
; case, as we have got into some difficulty already. | 
1 make the point that, before we can be called 


1 Mr. WENTWORTH. Were not the amend- 
ments read yesterday ? 

The CHAIRMAN. They were not read. If 
| the gentleman calls for the reading of the amend- 
ments, they will be read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I hope the reading will 
not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, 


Mr. HUGHES. 1 make the point of order, 
that one of the members of this House, who re- 
L 
ask the Chair to state whether it is not so. 
Thegentleman from Mis- 


| of Ways and Means, has already spoken upon 
‘| the bill, 
| Mr. HUGHES. 'Then is it not ioolate to raise 
| a question of order, and have not the committee 
: passed over the amendments? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. No matter; let them 
i have their own way, and see how much they will 
"make, 
i Mr, CLINGMAN. My point of order is, that 
that gentleman cannot move amendmests until the 
whole bill is read. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
ij Illinois (Mr. Wenrworru] propose an amend- 


‘ 
| 
j 
| 


| ment? 

| Mr, WENTWORTH, 
‘| sition is before the House? $ 
| The CHAIRMAN. Itis the consideration of 
‘| the bill generally, 

; Mr. WENTWORTH. Are noi 
;; amendments before the committee? 

0o Mr. CLINGMAN. The Senate amendments 
i| are before the committee, but before any amend» 
‘| ment can be offered to them, they must be read. 

|| Mr. WENTWORTH. Well, read away; F 
| 

t 


lask what the prop- 


the Senate 


can await if the gentleman from Missouri can. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


| tion with the bill itself, so that we may understand 
i their direct application, 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. The customary 
practice is, first, to read the bill and armendments 
through; and then, upon the reading of the first 
|| amendment, the bill is open for amendment and 
p debate. But, as the committee have commenced 
and progressed with the bill, passing over the first 


Ji 


it reading of the amendments, E think it is too late 


| now to make the question of order of having the 
; amendments all read over. 


The CHAIRMAN, Laminelinedto think that 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee is rightin the opine 
ion he hag expressed. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH. Does the Chair decide 
| that the amendments are not to be reed? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides that 


Mr. WENTWORTH. I move to amend the 
‘first amendment by inserting the word ‘s three” 
i in the place of the word “ four.” 
i; TheCHAIRMAN, The first amendment will 
i) be reported by the Clerk, 
i! The amendment was then read as follows; 
1 On page 2, line 22, to strike out the word tiwo, ang 
4 insert in Jieu thereof the word “ tour,” 
! Mr. WENTWORTH, That is the ainend- 
i ment pending before the committee. f understand 
i that no gentleman has spoken since that amend- 
ment has been made. 
| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1f the gentleman 
from Illinois does not propose to go on with his 
n remarks in the Committee of the Whole, I claim 
‘the floor against any one who has spoken upon 
this bill, 
| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Hiie 
nois (Mr. Wenrworrs] is now entitled to the 
i floor. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. And intends to hold it. 
Mr. BAYLY. The chairman, | presume, un- 
derstood me. T only remind the Chair of my 
right to the floor against any gentleman who has 
spoken upon this bill. 
Mr. PECKITAM. Whatis the decision of the 
| Chair upon that question? 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no point made , 
‘as yet upon that question. 


1854. _ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. BENTON. Has there been an amend- 
ment offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment has been 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Wrentworrn.] 

Mr. BENTON. And entertained? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not entertained as yet. 
The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Wenrworty] | 
proposes an amendment. | 

Mr, WENTWORTH. J ask the chairman if 
he decides that it cannot be entertained ? | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it | 


can be, | 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I will ask the Chair | 
if he decides that anamendment can beentertained | 
until general debate has closed? 

The CHAIRMAN. I believe that it is an | 
amendment in the second degree, and therefore it | 
is liable to be spoken to. | 

Mr. TAYLOR.. But, Mr. Chairman, that will | 
so alter the practice——— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) If | 
the gentleman from Ohio will permit me, I will! 
state that, so far from that altering the state of the 
case, no debate is in order in the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union upon any | 
proposition, except there is a pending motion | 
touching that proposition. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH. That is my doctrine. 
I have made a proposition. I have an hour upon 


it. 
Mr. TAYLOR. But we are 
general consent. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. There is no general | 
consent to the course about being pursued. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Ifthe gentleman from Ilinois | 
will allow me, i would suggest that he had better 
go on and make his hour’s speech, and then move | 


going on now by 


ee 
rights would be exhausted before he should leave 


the floor. 

_ When he spoke of his rights, he meant his 
rights under the rules, 1t was not his purpose to 
discuss the propriety of the rules now. He should 
obey them all. ‘Those rules were now in his favor, 


or later, the gentleman from Missouri would fol- 
low him with hig speech, even though he (Mr. 


time. For he was confident that the Chairman 


tended to exhaust, unless the committee would 
allow an older and abler man to be heard in his 


would now be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. SMITH. The question of order which I 
rise to, Mr. Chairman, is this: I want to know 
distinctly. whether that be the decision of the Chair, 
that during the consideration of a matter-—— 

Some Members interrupted. 

Mr. SMITH. Gentlemen will please allow me 
to express myself. I did not exactly hear what 
the gentleman from Missouri said; but if I gather 
his meaning aright, I can only say in reply that 
threats have no terror for me. 

Mr. BENTON. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 


| ginia is going to state his point of order. 


(Cries of “Order!” *¢ Order !?"} 
Mr. SMITH. The point of order to which | 
wish to call the attention of the Chairman and of 


i| the committee is this: I want to know if, during the 


consideration of a bill, and after a gentleman has 
discussed the general question on the Union, he can 
go on again, and discuss it upon each amendment 


hia amendment. | thag may be offered. Is that the decision of the 


Mr, WENTWORTH. 
pemean from Ohio, and to the committee, that | 

moved the amendment for a particular purpose; | 
and those gentlemen who know me, and know the 
course which I have pursued in Congress, know 
that when I undertake to effect a matter of this kind, 
within the rules of the House, I will persevere in 
my efforts until I exhaust my powers under the 
rule. Untill have exercised the full powers which 
I may possess under the rule, I will not stop. This 
is a matter which is frequently seen carried out 
here. After the members have spoken round, 
some one moves an amendment, and then, under | 
that motion, the discussion goes round again, and | 
each member is entitled to another hour to express | 
his views. An amendment is now pending, and | 
the whole House understands what my object was 
in moving it. I nowask that the gentleman from 
Missouri, who claims the floor, be heard upon this 
amendment. | 

General assent was expressed. 

Mr. BENTON. What is the decision made 
by the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides, thats 
in an amendment of the second degree, as that 


{ 
i 
} 


offered py ibe genuemen irom inoia, debate is: 1854, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, | 


in order, and therefore the gentleman from Mis- | 
souri has the floor, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
tion of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia will state his point of order. 

Mr. BENTON. “ Amphibology,”’ sir,“ Am- | 
phibology;” that was the point where I left of. | 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The gen- | 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Smrra] has risen to a | 
point of order. : | 

{Several Mempens here cried “ Give it up!” j 
‘Give it up!” Oh, withdraw your amend- 
ment!” “ Withdraw it, Wenrworrn!’’] 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he thanked mem- 
bers for theirsnuggestions to withdraw. Hedoubted | 
not their kind feelings. But they were new mem- | 
bers, and, with all due respect, he was confident |; 
that they would not make such suggestionsif they | 
knew the points he still had. And, as those op- j 
posed to the venerable gentleman’s speaking were l 
principally old members, and had served with him || 
many years in Congress, he would respectfully | 
suggest that he had made up his mind to hear the || 
gentleman from Missouri speak. Fle had reflected || 
well upon his rights in this matter, and had made I 
up his mind fully upon the subject, And thore 
who knew him knew well that every one of those |] 


$ 


I rise to a ques- | 


I 
i 
i 
i 
| 


l wish to say to the |! 


Chair? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides, that 


have aright to speak on such amendments as may 
be subsequently offered. 

Mr. SMITH. Very well; 1 only wanted to 
know that fact. Ican know how to avail myself 
of the effects of that decision. 

Mr. BENTON. That was all I wanted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. And that’s all] wanted. 

Mr. BENTON resumed, and concluded his 
speech, the full report of which is given above. 

Mr. HIESTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. MEACHAM. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hixs- 
TER,| I move that the committee rise, 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
Lin the affirmative. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 


|| having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


i| the Union had, according to order, had the Union 


| generally under consideration, and particularly | 
the bill of the House, (No. 271,) to supply defi- | 
| ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the || 
| Government, for the fiscal year ending 30th June, i 


and had come to no resolution thereon. : 
[A message from the President of the United 


i; States was here received, by the hands of Sipney 


Wesster, Esq., his Private Secretary, transmit- 
| ting a report of the Attorney General suggesting 
modifications in the manner of conducting the 
legal business of the Government. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the regular order 
of business. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


I desire to ask the unani- 


‘| mous consent of the House to allow me to pre- 


sent a resolution. i 
Mr. HAMILTON. I object, and insist upon 
the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- | 
ness is the consideration of the bill reported from | 
the Committee ow Public Lands “ granting lands | 


tion of railroads and the support of schools.” | 
The first question in order is upon recommitting | 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, upon | 
which the gentleman from New York (Mr. Bew- | 
NETT] ig entitled to the floor. : i 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the gentle- ; 
man from New York will give way, I move thatthe ; 


up the message of the President. I suppose that | 
the gentleman from New York was not expecting | 


and gentlemen might as well keep cool; as, sooner | 
Ww.) kept the committee in session to the end of | 
would not take these interruptions out of the full | 


|| hour which he was entitled to, and which he in- 


place. He hoped the gentleman from Missouri | 


Is that a point of order, Mr. | 


after the general discussion has closed, members | 


equally to the several States to aid in the construc: |; 


House adjourn; or rather, before that is done, take |; 


989 


his bill to come up. to-day, and is. not. prepared 
to go on. T ; 
Mr. BENNETT. I willingly yield to the 
motion made by the gentleman from Georgia. «: 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
proposes that the message from the President be 
now presented to the House. . As-it-is not. ob- 
jected to, the Chair presents the following message 
from the President of the United States: ... | 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The Clerk read the President’s message, trans- 
mitting a report of the Attorney General, suggest- 
ing modifications of the manner of conducting the 
legal business of the Government; which message 
and report were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. ` . 

Mr. HÒUSTON. I hope that the member 
from Georgia will withdraw his motion. We 
have yet an hour before the ordinary time of ad= 
journment, and there are several committees 
which have reports to make. I think, therefore, 
that we ought to remain and receive their reports. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the gentleman from 
Georgia will withdraw his motion, I will renew it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [insist upon my motion. 
|| I think the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Hovs- 


Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the 

nays on the motion to adjourn. 
he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The House thereupon, at a quarter beforethree 
o’clock, p. m., adjourned to to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


yeas and 


+ 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, April 26, 1854, ; 

Prayer by Rev. Wiviiam H. Mugur. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of any bill which will permit the introduc- 
tion of slavery into Nebraska or Kansas; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the Missouri comi- 
promise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
il Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of the 
Pennsylvania Yearly Meeting of Progressive 
Friends, praying Congress to adopt such meas- 
ures as will tend to induce foreign Powers to refer 
all disputes to an arbitration of nations; which was 
í referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Bradford, New 
Hampshire, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise; which was ordered to 
‘lie on the table. 

Also, an additional document in support of the 
claim of Hall J. Kelly, for remuneration for dis- 
coveries made by him in Oregon; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Charlotte 
|| S. Westcott, widow of Captain George C. West- 
| cott, of the Army, praying to be allowed a pen- 
i sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
li Pensions. : 
i| Mr, JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti 
| tion of John F. Moses, of Exeter, in the State of 
|| New Hampshire, praying the further favorable 
' action of Congress in relation to the indigent insane 
|! bills which was ordered to lie on the table. 
|| Mr. EVANS presented two petitions of citizens 
of the United States professing the Jewish. reli- 


i 
t] 
f 
|) 


1| gion, and residing in Charleston, South Carolina, 


praying that measures ‘may be taken to procure 
| forall citizens of the United States, of every creed, 
a just degree of civil and religious freedom while 
residing in foreign countries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STUART presented a document in favor 
of the establishment of certain mail routes in the 
| minéral region of Lake Superior; which was re- 


| 
f 
i 
f 
| 
| 


i| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. 
| REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr, GWIN, from’ the Committee on Naval 
| Affaire, to whom was referred the petition of Mi- 


ToN] is mistaken about the reports of committees. - 


z 
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chael Hanson, praying to be allowed a pension, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom, 
was referred a bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the relief of Captain i. A. F. Lavallette, 
of the United States Navy, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of 
George Dennett, praying compensation for ser- 
vices as naval officer at Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 

rinted, 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom were referred a peti- 
tion of citizens of Washington, and a memorial 
of Barnes & Mitchell, S. P. Hoover, and others, 
citizens of Washington, praying that Pennsylva- 
nia avenue may be paved with the Russ pavement, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Urban, Stoll, praying to be allowed arrears of pen- 
sion, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 


PORTRAITS OF THE EARLY PRESIDENTS. 
Mr. PEARCE, Lam instructed by the Com- 


mittee on the Library, to whom was referred a 
resolution of the Senate instructing them to in- 
quire into the expediency of purchasing portraits 
of the first five Presidents of the United States, to 
report a bill “to authorize the purchase of por- 
traits of the first five Presidents of the United 
States,” 

The bill waa read a first time, and ordered to a 
second reading, 

Mr. PEARCE. Task for the present consid- 
eration of the bill, if such be the pleasure of the 
Senate. J presumethat not any, or, atall events, 
not much discussion will ensue upon it. 

Mr. HUNTER. LT haveno objection to eon- 
sidering the bill now, provided ihe Senator will 
agree to postpone it, if it gives rise to debate. We 
wish to dispose of the Indian appropriation bill 
to-day. 

Mr.PEARCE. IfI find that the bill gives rise 
to any debate of more than a few minutes dura- 
tion, L will consent to its postponement, 

The bill was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, 

It proposes to authorize the President to pur- 
chase, and place in the Executive Mansion, aseries 
of portraits of the first five Presidents of the United 
States, by Gilbert Stuart, and to appropriate 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
for that purpose. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, there are five 
portraits, being those of the first five Presidents of 
the United States, which have been offered to the 
Government. They were all painted by Gilbert 
Stuart, whom the Senate know to have been one of 
the most eminent artists of the country, ‘They 
are originals, exceptthat of Washington, which is 
Stuart’s copy from his original. They are paint- 
ings of great value, as is certified by a number 
of gentlemen who are themselves artists or ama- 
teurs, of great skill and judgment. All the por- 
traits of Stuart are highly valued, as we know. 
Very lately a portrait of Washington, painted by 
him, was purchased, I believe, by the Boston 
Atheneum for $1,000. Those portraits are now 
insured at the sum of $5,000. They are believed 


to form the only complete series of portraits of the | 


first five Presidents by Stuart, now in existence. 
‘There was a series of the same Presidents, by the 
same artist, which the owner had deposited in the 
library of Congress, some few years ago, but 
they were destroyed by the fire which consumed 
the library in 1852. This is probably the only 
opportunity which the Government will have of 
acquiring the portraits of the Presidents by such 
a master 

The committee thought they would be appro- 
priate ornaments to the President’s House, and 


| 


i 


| 
ny 
i 


: desirable, 


fitting testimonials of the great men who served 
their country so well and so ably in the office of 
Chief Magistrate. The committee had no doubt 


| that Congress would readily furnish the means 


for their purchase, and desire to see them placed 
in the President’s House. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, F think, my- 
self, it is very desirable that this appropriation 
should be made, and | shall vote for the bill with 
great cheerfulness. I should, however, vote for 
it with much more cheerfulness, if the committee 
had thought it expedient to make its provisions 
more extensive. This may, perhaps, be the last 
opportunity we shall have to obtain the five por- 
traits for which the committee makes provision. 
i suppose, with the lapse of years, that difficulty 
will increase, and it willalso increase in regard to 
those not provided for. It seems to me that the 


bill should be so amended as to include all the | 


Presidents, or, at least, all the ex-Presidents, for 
there might be an impropriety in including the 
President for the time being. But I certainly 


should be glad to see the Executive Mansion | 


adorned with the portraits of all the preceding 
Presidents, and, if there is no impropriety in the 


thing, I would also include the present President. | 


I think the portraits of all our Chief Magistrates 


| ought to be preserved in the Executive Mansion. 


Mr. PEARCE. If we knew where we could 
procure portraits of the other Presidents, executed 
by competent masters, and at the proper price, 1 
should have no sortof objection, ‘This, however, 
will do for a beginning. We know that we can 
get. these portraits painted by a consummate art- 
ist; and I think it is as well to begin in this way, 
and leave anything further to time and the future 
determination of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed, 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS. x 

Mr. MALLORY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, 'Vhat the Secretary of the Interior communi- 
eate tothe Senate copies of the contract and instractions 
moder whieh Lather Blake was employed to remove the 
Indians from Plorida, together with copies of bis corre- 
spondence with the Department upon that subject, and of 
his accounts and vouchers of bis expenditures as such 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Mr. FISH. A few weeks since, on my motion, 
last Friday week was set apart for the considera- 
tion of adverse reports. The day arrived, but the 
Senate was not in session. I now move that Fri- 
day next be set apart for the consideration of those 
reports. 


‘The. PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 


ithe order will he made, 


There was no objection, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the House bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1855. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Indian’ Affairs to offer several amend- 
ments to the bill. The first is to add to the fol- 


i lowing clause— 
“Por the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs per | 


aetsof Sth June, 1850, 27th Pebraary, 1851, and 3d March, 
1852, 12,5007 


k 


| the words: 


| 
k 


Provided, That the President may, from time to time, 
in bis diseretion, remove or change the location of any of 
the superintendencies, now, or hereafler to be, established 
by law, 


The object of that amendment is simply to give 


| the power to the President to make a change in 


the location of the superintendencies now estab- 
lished by law, if, in his discretion, it should be 
It is to leave it, as a matter of discre- 
tion, with the Indian Department, in order to ac- 


‘commodate the service, and to bring the superin- 
i tendent in such connection with the Indians, that 


he may the more easily perform his duty. It is 
found that in some casesa change of location would 
not only be desirable, but sometimes necessary 
for the proper conducting of the business of the 
Department, and now the object is to authorize the 


f 
i 
| 
| 


if 

| Department, at discretion, to make the removal or 
change. 

; Mr. STUART. Iam in favor of the proposi- 
i tion made in that amendment, but I desire to move 
| an amendment to it, to the effect that the proviso 


|i in the second section of the act, approved Febru- 


i ary 27, 1851, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 
i Mr. SEBASTIAN. Will the Senator state 
| what the proviso is which he desires to repeal? 

| Mr. STUART. I want to repeal the proviso 
lin the second section of the act of February 27, 
: 1851, which connects the superintendency in Min- 
nesota with the Governor of Minnesota. That 
superintendency should be under the charge of 
ithe superintendent now in Wisconsin. Jt was 
| retained with the Governor, as will be seen by 
looking at the law, asa special case east of the 
Rocky Mountains, because the then Governor of 
the Territory was said to be engaged in making a 
treaty; so that at that time the general provision 
of the law could not apply to him. My amend- 
ment will be in the following form: 

And that the proviso contained in section two of the act 
approved February 27, 1851, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [think I am not mistaken 
in saying, that the object which the Senator from 
Michigan has in view, can be accomplished under 
‘the law as it now exists. In the act of 1851, and 
| in the proviso which he proposes to repeal, and 
| which established the connection between the 
| superintendency of Indian affairs in Minnesota 
‘and the office of Governor of Minnesota, the 
President is vested with the power of separating 
the two offices. The connection is to continue 
“until he shall otherwise direct.” Under the 
law, as it now stands, the power is conferred. I 
think it better to leave it to the Executive discre- 
tion, inasmuch as that if the case. [ think, there- 
fore, that the Senator had better withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator will see ina mo- 
ment that he is mistaken in that respect. The 
proviso which I propose to repeal, as | said, makes 
an exception to the general law which was passed 
at that time, and the reason for the exception is 
the one which I have assigned. Now, sir, whilstit 
is true that the proviso itself authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to discontinue the connec- 
tion whenever he chooses, yet he has no power to 
inerease the salary of the Governor to such a point 
as it oughtto be increased to. The Governor gets 
$1,500 as Governor, and he gets $1,000 a year as 
superintendent. He should have $2,000 a year as 
Governor, which is the usual salary in such in- 
stances, and the superintendency should be separa- 
ted from the Governor, and given to the general 
superintendent now in Wisconsin, who can do the 
business better, and by doing which you will save 
$500 u year. You have a general superintendent 
there, who, like all others east of the Rocky 
Mountains, receives $2,000 a year, and he can just 
as well superintend Indian affairs m Minnesota, 
in connection with what he has, as not. You will 
! gee, therefore, that the power attempted to be 
conferred upon the President by the proviso, is 
incomplete. He can separate the duties, but by 
doing so, the Governor would receive only $1,500 
a year, which is insufficient. 

My object is to separate the duties—to leave the 
Indian duties with the superintendent of Indian 
affairs, where they ought to be left, and at the 
proper time to increase the salary of the Gover- 
nor of Minnesota $500 per annum, so as to put 
him ona par with the other Governors of Terri- 
tories—the whole operation of which, in a pecu- 
niary point of view, will be to save the Govern- 
ment $500 a year, while you will have the business 
connected with the Indian affairs done better. 


| 
| 
| 


The Senator will see that the only way to effect 
| the object is to change the law—to repeal the pro- 
i viso. The President has not the power now to 
carry it out as Congress intended. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is very true, as the 
Senator from Michigan remarks, that though that 
proviso confers upon the President the power of 
separating the duties of Governor and superin- 
tendent, he will not be able to increase the salary 
of the Governor. The proviso provides for the 
| contingency of separating the offices, but does not 
| provide for the increase of the salary; but if that 
is not now provided for, it can be effected directly 
| and appropriately by a provision authorizing the 
| Governor to receive a salary of $2,000 or $2,500 
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per annum, in case the President may think proper 
to separate the two offices. 

I therefore suggest to my friend from Michigan, 
that he can obtain his object by providing that, in 
the contingency that the Executive does this, the 
salary shall be raised to, say $2,000 or $2,500, and 
leave the duty of separating the offices to the In- 
dian Department, instead of fixing it now, at a 
time when, perhaps, this step ought not to. be 
taken. 

1 will remark, also, that this is a subject which 
the Committee on Indian Affairs have had before 
them, and they came to the conclusion that they 
were not prepared to recommend the separation 
of the duties of superintendent from the Execu- 
tive of the Territories, for the reason, that in 
Washington Territory, in Utah Territory, and in 
the Territory of New Mexico, the laws, as they 
now exist, confide the superintendency of Indian 
affairs to the Executiveof the Territory. They have 
concluded to report a bill, for reasons which will 
be assigned when the bill comes forward, recom- 
mending a separation in the Territory of Utah. 
But that is done for reasons applicable to that 
Territory, which do not apply to the others. If 
we adopt the policy of separating the two classes 
of duties in the Territory of Minnesota, we shall, 
almost for the same reasons, have to separate 
them in Washington and New Mexico. We, 
therefore, thought it best to confine the innovation 
upon the present law to the case, and in the man- 
ner which Í have mentioned. 

Mr. STUART. Iam really ata loss to know 
why the Senator from Arkansas, as chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, should object to 
this proportion. A little experience on the sub- 
ject, it seems to me, ought to have convinced 
everybody that, as a measure of policy, there is 
nothing worse than to give the Governor of the 
Territory the superintendency of Indian affairs. 
What has it cost the Government of the United 
States already, with the superintendency as it was 
conducted by the late Governor Ramsay, and the 
investigation of the charges brought against him ? 
And who is satisfied with the result of the investi- 
gation? Now, just as long as the Governor of 
the Territory has confided to him the superin- 
tendency of Indian affairs: junt so long will you 
have bad management of these affairs, except 
once in a while, when you may secure a very re- 
markable man. 

So satisfied was I upon this subject, that I ad- 
dressed a note to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs yesterday morning, I have received his 
reply, which I will read: | 

DEPARTMENT OF TIIE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, April 25, 1854. i 

Sir: T have the honor to ackuowledge the receipt of your 
note of to-day, asking my ‘opinion as to the propriety of 
separating the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs 
from those of Governor of Minnesota,” as “the Indian ap 
propriation bill is now before the Senate, and?’ you wish 
to append to it such a provision, if it meets with’? my 
6¢judgment.”? 

By reference to the second sectjon of the twenty-fourth 
chapter of Jaws passed at the second session of the Thirty- 
First Congress, page 586, in volume 9, you will find that 
the President has the power of suspending the execution of 
the duties of superintendent by the Governor of Minnesota, 

My individual opinion bas been, and is, that the public 
interests, so far as Indian mutters are concerned, would, in 
all the Territories, be subserved by a separation of the two 
offices, there being no similarity in duty, or necessity for 
connection, in any respect. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

GEO. W. MANYPENNY, Commissioner. 
Hon. Cuanrues E. Sruart, United States Senate. 

That opinion of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs the Senate will see, when I read the sec- 
ond section of the act, is entirely in accordance 
with the views of Congress at the time; and, as I 
said, the exception was made in the case of Min- 
nesota, simply because there existed a temporary 
reason. Let us see the section: 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the 30th day of June next, all laws, or parts of laws, now 
in force, providing for the appointment or employment of 
superintendents of Indian affairs, of whatever character, 
for any of the Indian tribes east of the Rocky Mountains, 


and north ‘of New Mexico and Texas, shall be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and that the President be, and he is 


hereby, authorized, by and with the advice and consent of i 


the Senate, to appoint three superintendents of Indian af- 
fairs for said Indians, who shali receive an annual salary 
each of $2,000, and whose duty it shall be to exercise a 
general superintendance over such tribes of Indians as the 
President of the United Staies, or the Secretary of the De- 
partment of the Interior may direct, and to execute. and 
perform all the powers and duties now assigned by law to 
superintendents of Indian affairs: Provided, That the 
Governor of Minnesota shall continue to be, ez oficio, sU- 


perintendent of Indian affairs for that Territory until the 
President shall otherwise direct. 

I say it will be seen that the intention of Con- 
gress: was to clear out all other modes of superin- 
tending Indian affairs, and confide it to those three 
general superintendents. Look at it. There is 
one supermtendent south. There is another in 
the vicinity of Missouri; and still another north, 
who resides in Wisconsin. It would make the 
provision here complete to separate those duties 
in Minnesota, and give the duty of conducting In- 
dian affairs to the superintendent in Wisconsin, 
all of which will be effected by the provision which 
the chairman of the committee has now introduced; 
but as I said before, the provision of law cannot 
be properly carried out by the President, because 
he cannot add to the salary of the Governor as 
such. 

I do not understand why we should not do right 
things in the right places. We have now under 


| consideration the question of Indian superintend- 
| encies. 


Haere is the place, then, of all others, to 
make that part of it complete; and when we come 
to the other place, I shall propose to add such sum 
to the salary of the Governor of Minnesota as 
shall place him on a proper footing. But, sir, 
there is, 1 apprehend, in the experience of no 
man a reason for retaining the superitendency of 
Indian affairs with the Governors of the Terri- 
tories. I have the authority of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, which | have just read, sanc- 
tioning thai view. He says that the duties should 
be separated in all eases. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think I would rather leave 
this matter to the discretion of the Executive. I 
think it would be better to do that than to make 
it imperative. I have, myself, some doubts as to 
the policy of separating the two offices. 1 can 
well conceive, especially in the distant Territories, 
that the two powers ought to be united in the 


| hands of the Governor, who would be enabled 


more effectually to control the Indian tribes and 
prevent wars. It may beso. Fr that reason it 
seems to me better to follow the suggestion of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and leave the matter 
to the discretion of the President. 

Mr. WALKER. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, I feel it my duty to say 
a few words upon this subject. J have very oppo- 
site views to those of the Senator from Virginia. 
I believe that one of the most fruitful causes of the 
difficulties among the Indian tribes, and between 
the Indians and the whites, has been the result of 
the inability on the part of the Governors of Ter- 
ritories to bestow that attention to the superin- 
tendency of Indian affairs, which it was requisite 
they should bestow. We know that, at the season 
of the year when the Indians require the supervis- 
ion of the agents, and of their superintendents, 
more than at any other time—the winter season— 
the Legislatures of the Territories are almost 
always in session. 

The Governor has, in the duties of his office as 
Governor, about as much to attend to as he can 
do, and very frequently more. At those times 
when Indian affairs might call him from the seat 
of government, he cannot attend to them; but in 
the hurry of the discharge of his duty, he employs 
persons to attend to them who are frequently in- 
adequate to the task imposed. The Indians per- 
haps dislike the person; he is odious to them; 
they have a contempt for him, and a collision 
springs up between them and the Government, in 
consequence of an improper person having to at- 
tend to the duties. Difficulties begin, in conse- 
quence of the neglect, necessarily, on the part of 
the Governor, and the Indians begin to seek to 
right their own wrongs; they make aggressions 
upon the settlements. There isno one whose spe- 
cial duly it is to superintend them, to conciliate 
them, and to supply them with what it is neces- 
sary they should be supplied. The result is, that 
more difficulty arises in consequence of this than 
from almost any other cause. 

I do not know what would be the effect in re- 
gard to the northern superintendency, of the adop- 
tion of the proposition offered by the Senator from 
Michigan. Its main effect would be to separate 
the office of Governor from that of superintendent 
in Minnesota; but what effect it would have upon 
the present office—upon the present location, of | 
the office—I cannot determine. This much, how- | 
ever, l have determined in my own mind to do, 


| amended according to the motion of:the Senator 
| from Michigan; but I cannot. vote for itas offered 
| by the chairman ofthe committee. ee 

I can see no reason why, while there isa- supér- 
intendent for the North, termed the northern; su- 
 perintendeiey, he should not, in point’ of fact, 
| have the superinténdency of the. Indians. citis 
| bis duty to attend to them; itis his duty to study 
| the best policy, the best system’ for conducting 
the business of the office, and to communicate fre- 
quently with the Indian Bureau. -Ht is his busi+ 
ness to learn, and to practice what he-learns, in 
regard to them. It cannot be so with thè Gov» 
ernor. Í believe that one. of the most efficient 
officers of the United States, in the Indian service, 
is the individual who now discharges the. duties 
of the northern superintendency. 1 believe that 
| he could take charge, as superintendent, of all the 
| Indians in the northwest, and discharge the duties 
| to them more faithfully, and serve their interests 
| and those of the Government better, than the Gov- 
| ernor of Minnesota, who has a great amount: of 
duty resting upon him as Governor, can possibly 
|do. I say this with some considerable knowledge 
| of Indian matters in that portion of the country.. It 
is where my home is. With many of the individ- 
uals of these tribes, their chiefs, &c., Lam person- 
ally acquainted, and I know their great solicitude 
to have some one as their supermtendent, or agent, 
| or “ local father,” as they term him, who shalt 
give his undivided attention to their affairs. Ido 
not think those affairs can receive that attention 
so long as the Governor has to divide: his. time 
and attention between the duties of his office'as 
Governor and those of superintendent. of Indian 
affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, l have great 
doubts about the propriety of adopting an amend- 
ment like that of the Senator from Michigan, It 
contemplates a change in our Indian department 
—a very radical and sweeping change. Hereto- 
fore it has been the custom that the Governors of 
| Territories shall be superintendents of Indian af- 
fairs. In Oregon, I think such is the case now; and 
in Utah, andin New Mexicoalso. It hag usually 
been the casein all Territories. I have never heard 
any complaints of that mode of conducting Indian 
affairs. If our forty or fifty. years’ experience 
has proved thatit is nota proper and efficient 
mode of conducting them, it would be a goog 
reason fora change; but I do think that itis a 
change of that sweeping character that ought to 
be well matured by tha Committee on Indian Af- 
| fairs, and brought forward in an Indian bill by those 
who nave directed their attention to the subject, 
and not sprung upon us suddenly by way of an 
amendment to the Indian appropriation bill, 

I think it ought also to Be general.. -I-know:of 
no reason why this change should take place.in 
Minnesota, that would not apply to the other Ter- 
ritories; and, sir, if we are to make a. general 
change, I certainly am not prepared to act upon 
it until I can hear from those who understand 
the question better. {am not aware that there'is 
any reason applying to Minnesota that does not 
apply elsewhere. I do not understand, there- 
fore, on what ground it is brought in at this ime 
and place, and not applied to the other Territo- 
ties. : 

But, again, if we should conclude to dispens 
with the services of the Governors of Territories, 
| as superintendents of Indian affairs, another ques- 
| tion very properly arises. The salaries of the 
Governors then would necessarily. have to -be 
| raised. The form of the territorial laws now is, 
that the Governor receives $1,500 or $1,000 a 
year as Governor, and $1,500 or $1,000 as super- 
intendent. The effect of the amendment to the 
amendment would be, to leave the Governor with 
a salary that is not sufficient to defray his ex- 
penses at all. The same act that provides for 
releasing him from. his Indian duties, and thereby 
takes away one half of his salary, certainly ought 
to provide for an adequate salary for him in. hig 
capacity as Governor. ie 

Inasmuch, therefore, as it involves. other mat- 
ters that require consideration, that of what. the 


i 
} 
| 
i 
1 
i 
1 


released from these duties, and as it should apply: 
to other Territories and involve a general rule, £ 
think the Committee on Indian Affairs ought to 
i take charge of it, and bring forward a pew sys- 
tem. If they think the present system onght ta 


to vote for the proposition of the committee, if 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| proper salary of the Governor should be when 
| 
| 


be changed, I should certainly defer to their bet. 
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ter opportunities of knowing—to their better in- 
formation upon this subject—than I can possess. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Illinois 
evidently has not looked at this subject with his 
usual attention. He says he sees no reason why 
this should be done in this case, and not in Ore- 
gon or Washington Territory, for instance. The 
reason is contained in the very act to which I 
alluded. The law of 1851 abolished all superin- 
tendencies of a minor character east of the Rocky 
Mountains, the object of which was to place all 
the Indians east of those mountains under the 
three superintendents provided for in the law. 
Then Mr. Sibley, the Delegate for Minnesota in 
the other House, suggested that, inasmuch as the 
Governor of that Territory at that time was en- 
gaged in making a treaty with some Indians in 
that Territory, it would be best to form a tempo- 
rary exception, so that he might carry out that 
object. 

The three superintendents east of the Rocky 
Mountains have control of all Indian affairs, ex- 
ceptin the Territory of Minnesota; and this excep- 
tion was made for the purpose to which I have 
alluded, The Senator will see, therefore, that 
west of the Rocky Mountains, on the Pacific side, 
where there are no general superintendents, the 
reason exists for keeping the superintendencies in 
the hands of the @overnors, although the letter 
which I have read from the Commissioner of fn- 
dian Affairs, states that, in his opinion, they 
ought to be separated in all cases. The system 
iscomplete when you carry out what the Legis- 
lature, in 1851, intended to carry out. You abol- 
ished all minor superintendencies, and placed the 
whole in the hands of three general superintendents. 
We have the third general superintendent in the 
person of Mr. Huebschmann, in Wisconsin, who 
can superintend these affairs in Minnesota, as well 
as those which he has now under his charge. So 
far as regards the duties of the Governor, | intend 
to move, if nobody else does, to increase his sal- 
ary up to the proper point—say 42,000 or $2,500; 
for, so faras Lam concerned, I will vote for either. 
It need not be done here, if this is not the proper 
place; but this is the proper place to perfect 
what the Congress of 1851 intended to perfect in 
reference to Indian superintendencies. T'he Sen- 
ator will see that the reason exists in full force. 
Here are three general superintendents provided 
for; and the effect of my amendment is simply to 
obviate an exception which, at the time, was made 
fora mere temporary purpose; and I say again, 
that the experience which we have had in Min- 
nesota, under Governor Ramsay, the amount it 
has cost the Government, and the difficulties which 
have grown out of it, admonish us that the Con- 
gress in 1851 were wise in these general provis- 
lons. 
the business of the two offices has no relation to 
each other. The duties are inconsistent with each 
other. Whatis said by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, one of the Committeeon Indian Affairs, is 
said with great truth and force. It wag the exist- 
ence of all these things that induced Congress, in 
1851, to abolish all other means, and regulate it 
by the appointment of three superintendents. | 
am very much disinclined to consume the time of 
the Senate on this subject; but 1 confess that, to 
my mind, the proposition is one of the plainest in 
the world, 

Mr. WALKER. I think the Senator from Mi- 
nois will discover, when the facts are fully pre- 
sented, thathis views are the very reverse of what 
they ought to be. 
rule now is, that the Governor shall, ea officio, dis- 


charge the duties of superintendent, and that we | 
are about to make an exception to that general | 


rule in the case of Minnesota, Thereverse is the 


The Commissioner says, in his letter, that | 


He assumes that the general | 


| Minnesota, where the Governor shall continue, 


we have a northern superintendent, an officer | your Governors, or in their duties or capacity, or in 
who can take charge of the Indian affairs and i the nature of the Indians, or the duties towards 
relieve the Government of them. As for the gen- |! them, as to require one system of policy on the east 
tleman who is Governor, | have no doubt he |; and another on the west side. I think, therefore, 
is as competent, and will ag faithfully discharge | thatthis attempt to adopt one system in one place, 
the duties of superintendent, as any other man in |! and another one inanother place, on the suggestions 
America, but he cannot do it properly and attend |, of members or of particular officers, without havin 

to his other duties. Suppose that, duringtheses- |: the whole subject investigated, is calculated to lead 
sion ofthe Legislature in winter, a difficulty arises || to confusion. I repeat, if you will show me that 
with the Indians; it becomes his duty to leave the | the Governor is so much engaged that he cannot 
seat of government; the law compels him to doit, |) perform his duties as superintendent, I am willing, 
and go among the Indians. What is he going to || upon a bill to be reported by the Committee on 
do? He must seek the agency of some irrespon- || Indian Affairs, carefully matured, to make a 
sible person, and send him there, and ten to one |, change; but I wish to make iteverywhere, and not 


he is not the man to reconcile matters with the In- | make an exception of one Territory when no good 
dians. The Governor cannot go himself in per- i 


reason for that exception can be pointed out. 
son, for he has to be at the seat of government in | 


i The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Wauxer] 
attendance upon the Legislature, and hence very |; says, that the Governor has to be at the seat of 
often these difficulties arise. I think it is well to | 


i government to attend on the Legislature, and has 
get rid of the exception made in the law of 1851, 


not time to attend to those duties. He has to be 
and place the Indians where they are placed every- | at the seat of government not exceeding forty 
where else east of the Rocky Mountains, under | 


days in the year. Your law provides that the 
the superintendency of the superintendent of In- |; Legislature shall only continue in session forty 
dian affairs proper. 


ii days in twelve months. I should think that the 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It is true, as the Senator | Governor might attend the rest of the time to 
from Michigan has said, that I do not understand © Indian affairs, 
this question as well as 1 should if l had thor- | Mr. WALKER. 
oughly investigated it. l had not turned my | attend to? . 
attention specially to it for the reason that | had |) Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; 
no idea such a proposition would be made ona | 
motion to amend the Indian appropriation bill, i; part of the Territory almost as well as in another. 
and that if any such radical change was contem- |; At any rate, if he cannot attend to those duties, 
plated in our Indian affairs, 1 presumed it would || the same objection applies to New Mexico; why 
come from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and |} not make the change there? Ifthe Governor of 
that I should have time to examine it, The act | Minnesota cannot perform both those duties, or 
of 1851 does provide that the superintendencies || cannot be permitted to absent himself from the 
shall be dispensed with east of the Rocky Mount- |, seat of government to superintend the Indian 
ains and north of New Mexico, except that in jj affairs in Minnesota, how can the Governor of 
New Mexico do it there? 
ex gficio, superintendent of Indian affairs, unless | Mr. WALKER. They ought to be separated 
the President of the United States shall relieve |, there. 


Has he not other duties to 


7 he has other 
duties, but duties that can be performed in one 


| 
| i 


to-day to make this very change as to that ‘Ter 
tory, if he sees proper, why the necessity of this | 
provision on the subject? 

Mr. STUART. T'he Senator did not hear what | 
I said in the outset. The object is this: the Pres- | ¢ 
ident, as the matter stands, would not separate | why not also in Washington and Oregon, if it 
these duties, and leave the Governor only $1,500 a | has not already been done there? 
year. It wontd not be fair. fle can separate the | Mr. SEBASTIAN. Will the Senator from 
duties, but he cannot increase the salary. i Hlinois allow me to correct him ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Exactly. (| Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. STUART. Therefore, there is the neces- © Mr. SEBASTIAN. from the tenor of his 
sity to legislate on the subject. remarks, 1 suppose the Senator takes it for 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I[ know; butstill, in this le- i granted, that the committee have recommended 
gislation you do not propose to increase the salary. i this separation? s 
You only propose in this bill to do what the Pres- | Mr, DOUGLAS. No; Ido not understand it 
ident is authorized to do under the existing law, i| so. I was pursuing the train of remark because 
l take it for granted that if, in the estimation of || these gentlemen (Messrs. Sruarr and Warrer] 
the President, the public interest required this | were arguing in derogation of the committee, so 
change, he would have made it before this time, 1): far as Lam informed. 
take it for granted, that if, in his estimation, the Mr. SEBASTIAN. The committee have ree- 
public interest should hereafter require the change, |! ommended simply to make the location or seat of 
he will make it under the existing law. By your the superintendencies movable-—-nothing more. 
amendment you only require it to be imperative |; Tne proposition to separate the superintendency 
upon him to make a change which he is author- © from the governorship comes from the Senator 
ized to make, if he thinks bis duty and the public | from Michigan. 
interest require it, Hence, there is no necessity); Mr. DOUGLAS. 1am very glad to hear that 
connected with the public service to do this act, |; explanation. 1 supposed that such was the case; 
unless you believe that the President does not ii and I was arguing in the manner I was pursuing, 
understand, or is not willing to perform his duty | because the Committee on Indian Affairs had been 
under the law. i deprived of their legitimate functions, and had not 

But, sir, I cannot really understand that this is | had charge of the subject. It was a reason why 
an exception to the general rule. The general rule | jt should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
has been, in this country, to make the Governors | We know that that committee have devoted their 
of the Territories ex officio superintendents of ia- |© attention to Indian affairs, and understand these 
dian affairs. l know that under peculiar emer- | questions much better than the other members of 
gencies you have sometimes required the appoint- l the Senatedo. We know that the chairman (Mr. 


rie 


fairs are going to report a bill to do so, 
Mr, DOUGLAS, The committee, you say, 
are going to do that; then, if it is done in Utah, 


fact. He will perceive that, under the law which 
it is now proposed to amend, the general rule 
is made that the Governor shall not be, ex officio, | 
superintendent, but that there shall be super- | 
intendents of Indian affairs appointed, though 
for the reason mentioned by the Senator from | 
Michigan—that at that time the Governor of Min- | 
nesota was negotiating treaties—that locality was | 
made an exception to the general rule. It is | 
to get rid of that exception, that the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Michigan is designed. | 
There exisis now, east of the Rocky Mount- | 
ains, this exception, in the case of Minnesota. | 
Perhaps it would be well for it to exist, pro- 
vided we had no northern superintendent; ie 


ment of an extra superintendent; butthe general 


superintendent. 
Wisconsin, in Missouri, in Michigan, in Oregon, 
in Minnesota, in all the Territories. Tam not 


| in Oregon recently; but if so it has been in this 
i indirect mode, and without due reflection and in- 
| vestigation. 

| But why should there be a difference between 
| your superintendencies east and west of the Rocky 
| Mountains? Ifthe Governor is a proper superin- 
t 
| 
! 


tendent west, I suppose he isa proper superintend- 
ent east, 


rule has been that the Governor shall ea officio be | 
It was so in lowa, it was so in: 


. HH 
Certainly that range of mountains does į; 3 
not make such a difference either in the powers of |i other proper point, it is possible he might be 


Srpastian] has devoted his attention to them until 
he is perfectly acquainted with the question in all 
its bearings; and, 1 think, that a proposition as 
sweeping as this, ought to have come from that 


|. committee, and not been brought in by persons not 
ertain but that some slight change has been made | 


connected with the committee at all. That is the 


i reason I was arguing upon that point. 


Asto the recommendation of the committee, that 
i the President might change the seats of the super- 
_intendents, { think it is proper and right. One of 
‘them is located now in St. Louis. There are no 
indians within many hundred miles of that place. 
By changing his locality from there to St. Joseph’s, 
Missouri, or the mouth of the Kansas, or some 
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rendered much more eflicientand useful in the per- 
formance of his duties. If the President should 
come to the conclusion that such was the case, it 
would be well to permit him to change the location 
with reference to placing him nearer the theater 
of his ‘action, or the scene of his duties. So it 
would be with the other agencies. 


But, sir, when you come to the question of sep- 


arating the duties of superintendent in the Territo- 
ries from the office of Governor, it is a question of 
vast importance, requiring mature consideration. 
Tam, by no means, certain but that the Governor. 
ofa Territory: possesses a power over the Indians, 
that no other man would possess. The very fact 
that he is Governor, the very title of his office, the 
very fact that he is commander-in-chief of the mi- 
litia of the Territory, the very fact that he has the 
executive power and authority in his hands, the 
right to call out the militia, the right to exercise 
military power, makes him the proper man to en- 
force your Indian laws, in the event they are re- 
sisted by the Indians. If you have a mere super- 
igtendent there, he is a naan with naked authority, 
without the power to enforce his commands. Are 
you going to have your superintendent with au- 
thority to call upon and command the Governor? 
Suppose the superintendent finds that his orders 
are resisted, and that he cannot execute them; 
who, then is to call out the militia, or the military 
authority for that purpose? Isit the superintend- 
ent himself? If so, you make him commander- 
in-chief over your Governor. It will produce a 
collision of authority; and I think that ìt requires 


deliberation before you throw all this confusion: 


into the government of the different Territories of 
the Union. I wish to see the necessity for this 
change. I should'like to hear the experience of 
the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, (Mr. 
Doper,] who has been the Governor of Terri- 
tories. I should like to hear the experience of the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa, {[Mr. Donge,] 
who has lived nearly all his life in Territories; or 
of the other Senator from Iowa, (Mr. Jones,} 
who has represented Territories nearly his whole 
life here. T should like to have those gentlemen, 
who are familiar with the territorial organization, 
with the duties of the superintendent of Indian 
affairs, with the authority of the Governor, and 
who have had experience upon the subject, confer 
with the Committee on Indian Affairs, and pre- 
pare such a general bill as would do justice to the 
subject. 

I did not desire, Mr. President, to interfere 
with this question; but my position as chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, makes it my duty 
to call the attention of the Senate to the subject, 
to show that by pursuing the course proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan, you will be produc- 
ing confusion in the whole territorial organization, 
which ought not to be done except upon mature 
deliberation. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall confine our- 
selves to the amendment of the Committee on 
Indian A fairs, and not be introducing other topics, 
which, it is evident, will lead to debate in regard 
to the general policy which should prevail in the 
government of the Indians. F think it would be 
better to reserve those questions for some separate 
bill. The provision moved by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, in regard to changing the locations 
of the superintendencies, is a matter of necessity, 
and I trust that the other matter will not be pressed 
upon us now. 

Mr. WALKER. There is one point in the 
remarks of the Senator from IHinois [Mr. Doue- 
Las] to which { wish to make a very brief reply. 
He suggested one reason against the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan; and I think in that 
reason there was more force involved than in any 
other which he gave. He says he thinks that it 
is peculiarly appropriate that the Governor of a 
Territory should be superintendent of {ndian 
affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I say such has been the 
practice; and I do not see what reason there is for 
a change in the practice, which has existed for 
sixty years, But I say if the Committee on In- 
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dian Affairs can satisfy me that there is a neces- 
sity for a change, after mature consideration, I 
should be likely to bow with deference to the opin- 
ion of that committee. 

Mr. WALKER. The propriety of the Gov- 
ernor of à Territory being at the same time super- 
intendent of Indian affairs, was certainly enforced 
by the Senator from Illinois, and he gave a reason 
for it; and to that reason I wish to reply. His 
reason was, that the Governor had influence over 
the Indians because he held the title and official 


| position of Governor, and because he was, besides, 


commander-in-chief of the territorial militia, and 
had power to call them out, Did not that Senator 
reflect, that when the Governor calls out the militia, 


pre does so as Governor, and not as superintend- 


ent of Indian affairs? The superintendent is not 
appointed to fight the Indians, but to protect their 
interests, to care for them, and to look after their 
welfare. Then, if the Indians are under the super- 
intendency of a separate superintendent of Indian 
affairs, what will be the result? If violence ensues 
between them and the whites, the Governor does 
just what he would do if he were also superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs: he calls out the militia 
then. For what purpose? To protect the inter- 
ests of the Indians? To take care of them? No, 
sir! Butto whip them, and to protect the whites, 


| That is just what he would do, if the Indians were 


under the superintendency of a person separate 
from the Governor. He would cal! out the militia 
to fight them, and put down the insurrection. 
That is bis duty, as Governor, and not as super- 
intendent; and his being superintendent disquali- 
fies him, to a great extent, from doing so; for the 
very insurrection may arise from his own fault, 
and after he has committed the fault, and brought 
the Indians to arms, he turns round and calls out 
the militia to fight them, and put them down. Sir, 
there should be a disinterested person to judge of 
that matter, and he should be the superintendent 
of Indian affairs, and not the Governor. It is 
not for the superintendent to set ap a rule of ac- 
tion for the whites; but for the Indians; and the 
Governor’s duty is to set up a rule of action for the 
whites. Itisnothis duty, and itis never imposed 
upon him, as superintendent of Indian affairs, 
to call out the militia to fight the Indians. When 
he does so, and appeals to arms, he does it as the 
enemy of the Indians, as Governor, and not in 
discharge of his duties as superintendent. 

I think that when the idea advanced by the 
Senator from Illinois is properly understood, it 
will be an argument for the propriety of separa- 
ting the offices of Governor and superintendent. 
{ hope and trust that it will be done in this in- 
stance, and that the proposition of the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs will not be 
adopted. For one, I do not wish to see it adopted, 
unless the proposition offered by the Senator from 
Michigan be also adopted. If the two can go to- 
gether, T will vote for them. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It may be that all the diffi- 
culties which the Senator from Wisconsin por- 


| trays may exist in case we do not change the law; 


but, sir, inasmuch as the system which he pro- 
poses to change, and which he thinks will be so 
dreadful and so unjust in its operation, has been 
in existence as long as this Government has been 
in being; and inasmuch as you have had from 
three to six Territories during that whole period; 
and inasmuch as no such collision, or injustice, or 
violence has occurred, I can hardly see that there 
isany great reason for the alarm expressed that it 
is about to occur at this instant. In arguing 
against this change before, what I said was, that 
as we have had the system for half a century, and 
there has been no pretense that any one of these 
evils has occurred, no pretense that any one of 
these acts of violence or of injustice has been 
committed, I wanted to know what ground there 
was forthe change. I donot say that it ought not 


Í to be made, but I say that fifty years’ experience 


is long enough to enable gentlemen to point aut 
the evils if they exist; and I say further, that that 
long acquiescence, and the absence of any com- 
plaints, and the absence of any of the wrongs and 


injuries which are feared, should restrain ua‘from 
acting; at least until the ‘appropriate: committée 
of this body can consider the subject, and ‘give us 
their sanction ‘for our action. “` That: is all that I 
was urging. Et may be right to’ make the change, 
but I do not see that, as yet, any good, reasons 
have been advanced which require us to makea 
departure from the old policy. gee 
‘Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I infer. from 
the introduction of this measure here, that the ap- 
plication has been made to the President to make 
the very change which is proposed by the present 
amendment. The law gives the President the 
power to make that change; and I infer, therefore, 
that it has not been accomplished, because the 
Executive is not convinced that it ought to be 
done. Now, sir, I am not willing, unless’ good 
ground be presented here for it, to take an:appeal 
from the Executive to this Chamber, or ‘to: Con- 
gress, in a ratter in regard to which he must ‘be 
better informed (it being a part of his executive 
duty) than the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment. i zoe : 

If l understand the matter, :these two. offices 
are united in every Territory, except in; Oregon, 
by the existing law; but in regard to Minnesota, 
power is conferred upon the President to make 
the separation, and he has not chosen ‘to make 
any such change. The Committee on Indian’ Af- 
fairs of this body has not reported in favor of any 
such change, nor has any member of that com- 
mittee, if Í understand the matter aright, except 
the Senator from Wisconsin, favored it, . But 
here is a proposition brought in against the action 
of that committee, or without its action, and 
against or without the action of the President, 
proposing to makean exception in regard to: the 

‘erritory of Minnesota, It maybe night; [am 
not prepared to say that it is not right; ‘but it is 
contrary to the practice of the Government hith- 
erto, if I am correctly informed, except in the 
case of Oregon, and T can readily conceive why 
that should be an exception. Ifa proper measure 
were presented to us, upon general, grounds, iI 
would havé a law which would apply to all Terri- 
tories; at all ‘events, 1 should racks willing to 
make the change unless it came from the commit- 
tee, or in some way received its sanction, 

Mr. WALKER. I simply wish.to angwer as 
to the inference drawn by the Senator from:Con- 
necticut. He says he infers that application has 
been made to the President to do just. what.it is 
proposed to do by this amendment... I wish to 
assure‘him, and the Senate, that if any such’ ap- 
plication has ‘been made to the President, I am 
entirely ignorant of it. Ido not think such an 
application has been made. ‘If it had been made, 
however, I have no doubt the President gave this 
answer: ‘If I separate the duties of superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs from those of Governor, I 
shall reduce the Governor’s salary $1,000, leaving 
him only $1,500 a year. That would be. inade- 
quate; and therefore I decline to separate the two 
offices.” That, probably, would be his answer, 
if he were asked to make the change; and I-think 
he would be correctinit. He would be correctin 
it if he jooked only to the interests. of the office- 
holder, and not to those of the Indiana, “Jf he 
looked to the interests of the Governor of Min- 
nesota, he would see, that by making the change, 
he was reducing the salary of the Governor so 
much, without having any power to make com- 
pensation for the reduction,” Now, what is pro- 
posed by the Senator from Michigan is, to sepa- 
rate the duties of the twa: offices, ‘and, when the 
proper bill comes up, to increase the salary of the 
Governor, sò ag io ‘do him justice. Then it is 
only to. do, on the part of Congress, what. the 
President probably could not do m justice to the 
Governor of Minnesota. There has been, to my 
knowledge, no application made to the President ` 
for this change. ve 

Mr. TOUCEY. I did not mean to say that 
there had been any such application. . E:merely 
drew the inference in my own mind, from the fact 
that the power was lodged in the President, and 
that upon that subject. he was much better in- 
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formed than individual members of the Senate, 
and I confided in his action, and especially when 
that action is sustained by the appropriate com- 
mittee of this body. 

. Mr.. SEBASTIAN. The debate upon this 
amendment of the committee, and upon the amend- 
ment proposed to it by the Senator from Michi- 
gan, has assumed so wide a range, and involved 
the discussion. of so many collateral questions and 
considerations, that I beg the attention of the Sen- 
ate fora short time, merely to enable me to state 

. the very simple question which is presented by 
the amendment of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. That amendment proposes simply to allow 
the. locations of the present superintendencies 
of Indian affairs, wherever they may be, to be 
changed according to the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, which is, of course, the discretion of the In- 
dian Department, in order to accommodate our 

Indian system to the shifting and changing geo- 
graphical position of the Indians. It is a mat- 
ter of evident necessity, the propriety of which, L 
presume, no Senator will question. 

The Senator from Michigan proposes to go fur- 
ther, and to separate the office of superintendent of 
Indian affairs from that of Governor of the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota. So far as the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have had that subject under consid- 
eration, and they gave but very slight considera- 


tion to it, indeed, they could not agree to recom- | 


mend it. It did not meet the sanction of the judg- 
ment of the committee. 
been pursued so long, and has, with some few 
exceptions, worked so well, that we are not pre- 
pared to recommend a separation of the duties of 
the two offices in this case. The offices of super- 
intendent of Indian affairs and Executive of the 
Territory are now united in the ‘Territories of 
New Mexico, Utah, Washington, and Minne- 
sota; we were therefore not prepared to sanction 
the amendment which has been moved by the 
Senator from Michigan. Fle seeks to do by Jaw 
that which existing laws authorize to be accom- 
plished by a simple order of the Executive. 

Now, sir, in order to meet the only argument 
which, ag it seems to me, the Senator from Mich- 
igan has brought forward against leaving this dis- 
cretion with the President—that is, that he would 
not like to exercise it because by so doing he would 
decrease the Governor’s salary—I intend, if the 
Senate decline to adopt the amendment of the 
Senator from Michigan, which J hope they will 
do, to offer this proviso to the amendment of the 
committee: 

Provided, hat whenever the President may order the 
transfer of the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs 
from the Governor of the Territory of Minnesota, the salary 


ofsach Governor shall thereafter be dollars per an- 
num. 


By putting in such a provision as this, we shall 
remove all the difficulty and all the objection 
arising out of the sudden decrease of the salary of 
that officer, and leave the question of the separa- 
tion of the duties of the two offices to be determ- 
ined as now provided for by law—that is, by the 
President of the United States. I presume that 
being a mere matter of administrative detail, that 
itis much better it should be left to the discretion 
of the President, who is supposed to be better 
aware of the exigencies of the Indian service than 
we are, and allow him to accomplish, by a simple 
order, that which, if we regulate it, must be done 
by a fixed, imperative, and compulsory law. 

Mr. STUART. 
very little consequence with me whether the Sen- 
ate adopt my amendment, as I shall modify it— | 
because I intend to test the sense of the Senat 
upon the exact question, and I shall modify it so | 
as to increase the salary of the Governor at the | 
same time—or whether they adopt the suggestion | 
now intimated by the Senator from Arkansas. | 

! 


And, sir, but for some things whieh have been 
gaid in the debate, I should have contented my- 
self with allowing the question to be taken without | 
any further remarks; but the movement which {| 


have made here has been characterized by the | 


Senator from Hlinois, and by the Senator from |; 


Connecticut, as most remarkable. The Senator į 
from Ulinois characterized my amendment as a | 
most sweeping one, making a very great change | 
in our Indian relations, and said it ought to re- | 
ceive the serious consideration of the Committee i 
on Indian Afairs, and of the Senate. This only | 
goes to show how men may differ. I consider it 


The opposite policy has | 


it hag become a matter of il 
| ment. 


| 
i 
| change. 
| 


F 


a nut shell. 

Congress, in 1851, provided for a general change 
lof Indian superintendencies east of the Rocky 
| Mountains; and the Senator seems to have forgot- 

ten, in his remarks, that the history of the Gov- 
| ernment, in respect to its Indian affairs, is a history 
‘of fraud and plunder. The Senator says he can 
| see no reason why this change should be made. 
| Why, sir, the system itself was subjected in the 
_ hands of designing men to the perpetration of such 
| frauds upon the Treasury of the United States, 
| that it was impossible for human ingenuity to pre- 
i vent them; and the statistics will show that this 
| Government has been plundered to a greater ex- 
‘tent through its Indian agencies than from all 
|| other sources put together. Hence Congress, in 
| 1851, being aroused to this question, resolved to 
| sweep away all these informal modes of distrib- 
luting money among the Indians and superintend- 
ling Indian affairs, and provided for three general 
agents, who should be nominated by the President, 


| and held toa rigid accountability fur the proper ex- 
| ercise of the duties of their office. The Territory 
| of Minnesota was excepted out of that general rule 
| fora reason to which I have already alluded, and 
| which I will not trouble the Senate with repeating. 


i The ground of the exception having ceased, the 


my judgment, is no sweeping change. The sweep- 
ing change was made in the second section of the 
‘law of 1851, which swept away this whole mode. 
It was done then, and done maturely—done with 
| deliberation, and done, J apprehend, with great 
| propriety. 

| The reason to which I alluded for the distinc- 
| tion west of the Rocky Mountains still prevails. 
There are no general superintendencies there. 
But I have read the letter of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, who is presumed to know more 
about the matter than any other man under this 
| Government, in which he says the change ought 
to be made in all cases; that there is no reason 
‘for retaining the two offices in one person any- 
where, and that the Government service would be 
‘better without it. That is his view, and it should 
be pretty good authority, 

Then, sir, the Senator suggests, and the Sena- 
|| tor from Virginia, and the Senator from Connec- 
|i ticut, have fallen into the same argument, that 
l| there should be no amendments to appropriation 
| bills except they come from the committees. That 
| would leave very little for the rest of us to do. 
| Mr. LIUNTER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; | 
| I did not say so. 
| Mr. TOUCEY. Norl. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Nor I; nor any one else, T | 
i believe. { neither stated it, nor hinted it, nor said 


i) Mr. STUART. The remarks will be published | 
jin the Globe; ard I venture to say that it will 

| appear from the report, that the argument of the 

| Senator from Illinois against this amendment was, 

| that the subject had not received the attention of | 
ithe Committee on Indian Affairs, and that the 
|} Senate ought not to entertain it, because it had | 
| not been acted upon, and reported upon by the | 
‘committee. Now, sir, I say thet that argument | 
| will cut off the right of any individual Senator, 
| who does not belong to any particular committee, 
ii to offer an amendment, because if the argument 
| is sound in this instance, it is sound in all in- 
stances, That is the necessary result of the argu- 


Now, sir, I think that the Senator from Connec- 
ticut has introduced an argument which is still 
: more remarkable than that. He says that he in- 
i fers that tne President has been called upon to 
make the change, and bas declined to do tt. 
the Senator himself has called upon the President | 
| to make that change, and the President has de- 


i clined, he has aright to draw the inference, be- |: 
| cause then he knows something about it; butj 
| there is nothing in the proposition which carries | 
! any such inference. Then he follows this up by 
‘saying that he objects to taking an appeal from 
| the action of the President to the Senate, or to 
‘Congress. I never dreamed that any such appeal 
| was being taken. I had called upon the Commis- 
| sioner of Indian Affairs, and I read to the Senate 
the correspondence in which he sanctioned this 
I had called upon the Secretary of the 
Interior, who has c 


the simplest question in the world, and reduced to i! 


| and confirmed by the Senate, paid a liberal salary 3) 


exception itself should cease. This, therefore, in |) 


ment, arid he told me that he would not recom- 
mend the change, because it took away part of 


| the Governor’s salary, but that, in his judgment, 


the change ought to be made. 
i here. 


That i had stated 
If I were President of the United States I 
would not make the change, nor would the Senator 


from Connecticut do it, and take $1,000 off the 


salary of the Governor of Minnesota. He could 
not infer that Congress would increase the salary. 
Hence, I said in the outset that the proviso to the 


second section of the act of 1851 was incomplete; 


that while it purported to give this power to the 
President of the United States, the power was so 
incompletely given that he could not exercise it 
without injustice. I say, therefore, it is quite im- 
material to me whether the amendment which [ 
have moved, or that now indicated by the chair- 


iman of the Committee on Indign Affairs, be 


adopted. I have the opinion of thë Indian Com- 
missioner, and of the Secretary of the Interior, 
that the separation ought to be made, and,as I 


| said before, it is impossible for me to conceive 


why the Senate should hesitate in doing what it 
is conceded ought to be done, but the objection to 


| doing which is, that this is not the proper way 


and proper place to do it. I should have thought 


i that the general Indian appropriation bill was the 


very place to provide for everything connected 
with indian affairs. 

I will modify my amendment by adding to ita 
proviso, that the salary of the Governor of Min- 
nesota shall remain at $2,500, which is his present. 
salary as Governor and superintendent of Indian 
affairs. I can see no reason myself-—I do not say 
what reason other gentlemen can see—whya meas- 
ure which is recommended by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and sanctioned by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, (and which { have, therefore, a 
right to infer would be sanctioned by the President 
of the United States, because he is in the habit, f 
apprehend, of sanctioning the action of the officers 
who have charge of these questions,) should not 
be carried out by Congress. Why should it not 
be done? What has been urged against it? 
Nothing, except what I conceive to be—I say it, 
certainly, with great respect—a very remarkable 
argument, charging me with asserting a right 
which does not belong to anybody but a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and with the 
intention of appealing from the President of the 
United States to the Senate, and, therefore, invok- 
ing the power of the friends of the President to 
vote down my amendment. Why, sir, I do not 


| know anything about that course of action. J 


have offered this amendment because I deem it 
very important. I had some little knowledge of 


|| what occurred under Governor Ramsay. I looked 
| a little into those transactions, and although I be- 
|i lieve he was acquitted of the charges brought 
“anything from which any one could infer it. saal 
| 
| 
| 


against him, I also believe he impugned the law, 
and I believe, just as longas the Governor of a 
Territory holds the patronage of Governor and 
the money of the Indians, there is too strong a 
temptation for most men, and we shall find that 
the difficulties will continue to occur. It is for 
that reason that I offered and urged the amend- 
ment; but [say again, that E care not how the 
object is effected. I would as lief turn the respon- 
ibility over to the President, if the Senate are 
afraid of it, as to take the responsibility here. 
For myself, however, I prefer to do whatever in 
my judgment ought to be done, and to do it my- 
self. I prefer, as a member of Congress, to take 


‘the responsibility, so faras my vote and action 
! go, to change this law, rather than turn the ques- 
i tion over to the President, and say to him, ‘Sir, 
| you must take the responsibility, because a former 
| Congress conferred it upon you imperfectly.” I 


harge of the Indian depart- || ment on the recommendation of the 


| propose to relieve the President of it, and to place 
F: 


the responsibility where it belongs, and that is on 
the Congress of the United States. ; i 

Now, in conclusion, (and I hope this is all i 
shall be called upon to say on the subject,) let me 
say, that I predicate my action upon the recom- 


! mendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
| asked of him for that purpose, upon the opinion 


nformally obtained of the Secretary of the In- 
erior; and I infer, from the fact that these two 
officers are combined upon the question, that the 


President would be of the same opinion, if called 
upon, in respect to this change. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator is entirely mis- 
aken in supposing that he predicates his amend- 
Commissioner 


1854. 


995 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


of Indian Affairs. It seems, by.a letter from the 
Commissioner, addressed to the Senator, in an- 
swer to an inquiry made. by him, whether this 
change ought to be made in Minnesota, that he 
says: ‘‘ By reference to the second section,” &c., 
* you will find that the President already has the | 
power to make the separation in Minnesota. 

hen he adds, “ My individual opinion has been, 
and is, that the public. interests, so far as Indian 
matters are concerned, would, in all the Terri- 
tories, be subserved by a separation of the two 
offices, there being no similarity in duty, or neces- 
sity for the connection. in any respect. 

Whatis his recommendation? He answers, as to 
the point put to him, whether the separation ought 
to be made in Minnesota, that the law already 
authorizes it. As to the question, whether there 
ought to be ageneral law, he says his opinion is 
in favor of a general change. Certainly you can- 


not draw an inference from that letter that he || 
thought it ought to be made in this particular case, |; 


while the old system continued in other cases. 
The inference, it seems to me, should be, that he 
saw no necessity for making a special exception 
of this case; but if you are going to reorganize 
the system, and make a general change, he says 


he isin favor of it; otherwise, he says, the law as |) 


it stands is sufficient to authorize the President to 
act. Then his recommendation, so far as there is 
any recommendation at all, is against this special 
act instead of being in favor of it. 

Again, if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had intended to make a recommendation for this 
change, he would certainly have sent it to the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
who is the appropriate person to hold communi- 
cation between that committee and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, on a question of this kind. 

Sir, I regret that I have been under the necessity 
of rising again on this point; but I must say a few 
words further. The Senator says, that here is 
an exception to the general rule—that the act of 
1851 abolished the sub-agencies, and all that kind 
of thing, east of the Rocky Mountains, with this 
exception. Why, sir, if he will look into that 
matter, he will find that the act of 1851, to which 
he refers, does not remove an agency in any or- 


ganized Territory of the United States, and does |; 


not deprive any Governor of a Territory of the 
duties of superintendent of Indian affairs. What 
is the exception? The act of 1851 excepts from 
it every organized Territory in America. It ap- 
plies to the Territories east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, north of New Mexico, thus excepting that 


Territory, and excepting Minnesota; and those |; 


are the only two organized Territories east of the 
mountains. This shows that the act was intended 
to apply to the unorganized Indian country, and 
to none other, 

No provision of that act applied to any of the 
organized Territories of the United States, and for 


fear it might be construed as applying to an organ- |! 


ized Territory, Congress excepted Minnesota by 
name, and used language excepting New Mexico 
also. . It is very clear, therefore, that the act was 
intended only to reduce the number of agencies 
through all that vast Indian country which is un- 
organized, and not subject to the jurisdiction or 


control of any Governor, or of any government, | 


except the Indian department. 


Then youcan find no authority for this measure 


in the act of 1851. 
itis notin accordance with its spirit; and I say, 
therefore, this proposition to make a radical change 
in our Indian department, as connected with the 
organized Territories, should be presented in a 
different shape. If it is necessary to make the 
change, let it be done by a general law; and if the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, on investigation, will 


report a general law, and satisfy the Senate that | 
there is good reason for it, I will not object; but || 


1 wish it brought in regularly. 
The Senator says, also, that other Senators and 


myself have taker the position, that a member of |} 


the Senate cannot offer an amenement unless it 
comés recommended from a committee. Sir, I 
intimated no such position. I said nothing of the 
kind. In my argument I did not allude to any 
such thing. 1 said thata proposition of this kind, 
making so radical and sweeping a change in our 
Indian policy, which had continued for fifty years 
as itis, should not be presented until the subject 
had been referred to the proper committee, reported 
upon, and well considered. [ did not intimate that 


It is not carrying out that act; |) 


on ordinary amendments such was'the case; but 
in a proposition to make a great change in a per- 
manent system, there should be deliberation, ex- 
amination, and investigation. I hope I shall have 
no more to say on the question. ; 

Mr. STUART. I modify the amendment. to 
the amendment, so as to read in this way: 

And that the proviso contained in the second section of 
the act of February 27, 1851, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed: Provided, That the salary of the Governor of 
Minnesota shall remain at $2,500 per annum, , 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected; 
and the question recurred on the adoption of the 
amendment of the committee, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move, as a modification 
of the amendment of the committee, to add to it 
the following: ` 
| Provided, That whenever the President may order the 
| transfer of the duties of superindendent of Indian affairs 
from the Governor of the Territory of Minnesota, the salary 
| of said Governor shall thereafter be ~—~ dollars per annum, 
li My object is simply to provide that, if the Pres- 
ident exercises the power now conferred on him 
by law, to separate the exective duties of the Gov- 
ernor of Minnesota from the duties of superin- 
tendent of indian affairs, the salary of the Gov- 
ernor shall be raised to a sufficient amount. [ 
have left the amount blank in theamendment, but 
| the blank can be filled by the vote of the Senate. 
Mr. WALKER. ‘I move to fill the blank with 
| ee 49 000.7? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Task the chairman of the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs to accept an amend- 
| ment of this sort: ‘ That whenever the President 


+ 
| 
i 
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| any other organized Territory, from the perform- 
| ance of ‘the duties of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, the salary of the Governor shall remain the 
same as if the order had not been made,” so as to 
make the provision general 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will state to the Senator, 
that the President has not got that authority, ex- 
| cept in this particular case. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. He will have it, if that 
amendment be made. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. This power of the Presi- 
dent applies to the Governor of Minnesota. ‘The 
law does not authorize him to separate the duties 
of superintendent of Indian affairs from those of 
Governor in any other Territory.. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think, however, he would 
have that power by inference, if we put the amend- 
ment in the form which I suggest.. My amend- 
ment is, that ‘whenever the President of the 
| United States shall separate from the office of 


| Governor of Minnesota, or of any other Terri- 
| tory, the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs, 
| then the salary of the Governor :sha!l remain the 
| same as it would have been if such order had not 
| been made.” i 
| 


| Senator from Ilinois to mean that, by the adoption 


| of his modification, the amendment would confer 
|| the authority upoh the President, in reference to 
li the other Territories, which he has not now by 
| law? j 

| Mr. DOUGLAS. Precisely. It is with that 
| view that I suggest my amendment. 

| Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iwill accept the modifi- 
! cation. 
! Mr. DAWSON. I wish to ask whether the 
i adoption of this amendment will not increase the 


amount of compensation that will be paid to these 
|| territorial officers? 

Mr. WELLER. When the President sepa- 
rates them, it will. A 


necessity for placing the President in a condition 
where he will be constantly harassed to separate 
these appointments; and thus make his position 
| exceedingly uncomfortable, for such is the desire 


| to get into office, that we know it will be a pre- 
vailing feeling. r 
the superintendency shall be vested in the Gov- 
' ernor, let us say so, and not put the President in 
this embarrassing condition. [ think it is legis- 
lating in a wrong way. Let us say that this 
shall or shall not be so, and leave no discretion 
with the President, That is my view about it, 
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| | 


dian Affairs will not accept propositions of this 

kind, which are merely Calculated to embarrass 

the President. 
Mr. COOPER. 


i 


I do not think it will injure 


_ shall relieve the Governor of Minnesota, or of |! 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Then,dol understand the || 


Mr. DAWSON. Then I ask, wherefore the l 


If the Senate is determined that | 


| and J hopethe chairman of the Committee on In- | 


| the: President much “in: that) respect asa 
good ‘deal of that business on-hand now, and’ the 
making of this litle addition ‘to it will-not embar- 
rass him a great deal: If there. be no :better at- 
gument against the proposition than that, Eh 
think it ought to prevail, ` `` Peg Oe 2 
Mr. WALKER. I will say to’ the Senato 
from Georgia that, as: regards Minnesota, it will 
not increase the amount, because there is alfea 
a superintendent ‘theré, and the’ Governor now, 
| ex-officio, discharges the duties of another superin- 
| tendent; and ‘therefore, if you leave his salary: for 
| Governor alone, as it now is: for Governor and 
| superintendent, and take from him the duties of 
| suphrintendent and impose them‘upon the person 
| now appointed for the purpose, the amount paid 
| 
| 
1 


to the two officers will be just the same ag itis 
now. But if you increase his salary as Governor 
$500, and take from: him the duties: of superin- 
| tendent of Indian affairs, and imposé them upon 
| the regular superintendent, you will decrease the 
| amount $500, and thus save $500 a year to the 
| Treasury hy the operation. 3 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. As I understand it, there’ is 
| now a general superintendent for Wisconsin.’ #7 
| 
| 
t 


tendent. : 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Su 
sin, I believe. Ei 
Mr. WALKER. Notatall:” There are'three 
general supetintendents—northern, western, and 
southern, The northern superintendent, whose 
office is at present located in Wisconsin, would 
| be entitled to the jurisdiction of the Indians in 


Mr. WALKER. He is the northern superin- 


perintendent for Wi 


! Minnesota, but for this ‘exception. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The superintendent was 
appointed for Wisconsin. Then, if you relieve 
| the Governor of Minnesota from these duties, the 
| question is, whether you shall put them’ on that 
superintendent. - 

Mr. STUART, They go there by law. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If they are thrown on that 
superintendent, the question will be whether his 
salary shall be increased. If his salary should not 
be increased, but the Governor’s salary should be 
increased by the amount thus taken from:him, it 
would make no change in that respect'in the 
amount paid. I would say the Governor’s salary 
should be $2,500. i ; a 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have already said to the 
Senator from Illinois, that I would accept his'mod- 
ification, and so I will, if he insists upon it; but I 
| think that, by pursuing a different course, we shall 
| relieve the amendment of the committee in relation 
| to the change of the location of the superintenden- 
| cies, which I think had better be left by itself, 
i without incumbering it with the provision: sug- 
gested bythe Senator from Iinois. ’ 1 will-pres- 
ently offer an amëndment to separate the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs in.Utah-from, the Gov- 
ernor of that Territory, for particular reasons, and 
the Senator’s amendment can come in then. | 
' Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam willing to have it come 

in at any place. í ; = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from Illinois 
| withdraw his amendment? s 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. Iunderstood the Senator from 
i Arkansas to accept it, and Iam not willing that 
_ we shall adopt his amendment, as it now stands, 
i without adding mige. I wish, whenever we act in 
| regard to Minnesota, to’ make our action general; 
| but at the same time, I am willing that the amend- 
| ment of the committee, in relation to the change of . 
| the location of superintendencies, shall -be voted ` 
| on first. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will say to the Senator 
| that I will offer another amendment presently to 
| separate the office of Governor and superintendent 
i of Indian affairs in Utah, and then the Senator 
| can move more appropriately than here, to attach 
i the general provision to it. : i 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well; then [ withdraw 
| my amendment. . 

The blank ‘was filled with ‘ $2,500,” and the 
amendment as thus amended, was adopted, as 
follows: . 

Provided, That the President may, from time to time, in 


| his discretion, remove or change the Jocation of any of the 
| superintendencies now or hereafter to be ‘established by 


‘Jaw: Provided, That whenever the President may order 
| the transfer of the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs 
| from the Governor of the Territory of Minnésota, thesalary 
| of said Governor shall thereafter be. $2,500 per annum. ¢ 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am ‘instructed! by the 
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lated in the third article of the treaty of the 19th of Septem- 
her, 1853, $550. i 

For the purchase of blankets, clothing, and goods, stip- 
ulated in the first clause of the third artiele of the treaty of 
the 19th of September, 1853, $1,000. 

For the erection of two dwelling houses, plowing and 
| fencing field, and purchasing seed, stipulated in the fonrth 
article of the treaty of the 19th of September, 1853, $1,000. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of 
! the committee is to insert, after the appropriation 
for incidental expenses of [ndian service in Oregon 
Territory, 
For expenses of insvrance and transportation of annni- 
ties payable to Indians in the ‘Lerritory of Oregon, $3,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of 
the committee is to insert, under the head of 
“ Texas Indians,” 

For the expenses of making the necessary selections and 
i surveys of lands to accommodate the Indians residing 
within the State of Texas, agreeably to arrangements An- 
thorized by an act of the Legislature of that State, alowing 
the requisite jurisdiction of the Government of the United, 
States for sueh purposes, and for concentrating and sub- 
sisting them, and furnishing suitable stock, cattle, agricul- 
tural implements, seeds, and other necessary articles inei- 
dent thereto, $86,430. 

Mr. President, the object of this amendment is 
! to carry out a policy which the Senate has lately 
approved in more than one instance within the 
recollection of the body, for changing the admin- 
istration of Indian affairs in our distant Territories 
and States. lt proposes to enable the Indian au- 
thorities in Texas to collect the wandering and 
namerous tribes of Indians within the territorial 
limita of that State, and to teach them the habits 
of settled life, and endeavor to induce them to fol- 
low agricultural pursuits. That measure is spe- 
cifically recommended by the Department,upon the 
| estimate of a very practical man, the present in- 
cumbent of the office of Indian agentin that coun- 
try, Mr. Neighbors—a man who has an extensive 
reputation as one of the best Indian agents on the 
western frontier. I have seen the estimates, and 
I think they are upon a very moderate scale; and 
{shall be truly gratified if the project sought to be 
carried out can be accomplished within the means 
proposed to be appropriated, 

The difficulty in this matter heretofore has 
been, that the State of Texas, having the sover- 
: eignty and entire jurisdiction over the whole ter- 
ritory, had not ceded it to the United States, so 
i that we were unable to effect any arrangement 
with the Indians for civilizing them, or taking 
care of them. She has now, by an act or resolu- 
tion of her Legislature, granted that jurisdiction, 
und given us the right to select lands out of her 
own domain, leaving the Federal Government 
only the remaining expense of collecting the In- 
dians upon the reservations which she proposes 
to give us. 

Mr. HUNTER. T should like to know, from 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
if this sum of $86,000 is the amount estimated for ? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is the precise sum of 
Major Neighbors’s estimate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know whether 
the appropriation is to be for purchasing the lands, 
or collecting the Indians on them? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. For collecting the Indians, 
and furnishing them with agriculturalimplements. 
Texas has granted us the lands. 

Mr. HUNTER. How much? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. A sufficient quantity for 
the purpose. 


Committee on Indian Affairs to offer another 
amendment, to insert, before the appropriation 
for the Creeks, the following: 

Camanches, Kioways, and Apaches, of the Arkansas 
river.~ Ior the first of ten installments for the purchase of 
goods, provisions, and agricultural implements, stipulated 
in the sixth article of the treaty of the 27th of July, 1853, 
$318,000; 

Por expenses of the transportation of the first of ten in- 
stallments of goods, provisions, and agricultural imple- 
moots, stipulated in the sixth articic of the treaty of the 27th 
of July, 1853, 45,000 ; 

Provided; That the goods, provisions, and agricultural 
implements which may be purchased and transported out of 
the moneys hereby appropriated, shal) not be delivered until 
the said tribes of Indians shall have assented to the amend- 
ments of the Senate of the United States to the said treaty, 
on account of which they are procured. 

‘This amendment is merely intended to carry 
out the treaty lately ratified, which has been made 
with these Camanches, Kioways, and Apaches; 
and isin strict pursuance of the treaty stipulations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs is to insert, at 
the end of the appropriation for the Creeks, the 
following: 

For the expenses of running and marking the eastern 
poundary line of the Creek country west of the Arkansas, 
$8,000. 

This isin pursuance ofan estimate fromthe De- 
partment, and is in fulfillment of the treaty of 1838 | 
with the Creek Indians, by which the United 
States assumed the expense of marking the bound- 
ary line between that nation and the Cherokees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have now some amend- 
ments to offer from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs to fulfill the treaties with the Omahas, Ottoes, 
and Missourias, lately ratified by the Senate, The 
first of these amendments is, to strike out of the 
appropriations for the Omahas, this provision: 

“ Por agricuiturd implements, during the pleasure of he 
President, stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
the 15m of Jaly, 1830, $500- 
and to insert in lieu of it— 

For fulfilling the stipulations contained in the fifth article 
of the treaty of the L6th of March, 1854, $41,000. 

For surveying and marking the boundary of the reserva- 
tion of lands, stipulated in the first article of the treaty of 
the 16th of Mareli, 1854, $1,200. 

The next of this series of amendments is, to 
strike out from the appropriation for the Ottoes 
and Missourias these words: 

Por edueation, during the pleasure of the President, 
elipulated iu the fourth ardele of the treaty of the 2st of 
September, 1883, H500- 
and to insert, at the end of the appropriations 
for the Ottoes and Missourias, the following: 

For falling the stipulations contained inthe fifth article 
of the treaty of the 15th of Mareh, 1854, 820,000, 

For surveying and marking the boundary of the reserva~ 
tion lands, stipulated in the first article of the treaty of the 
45th of Mareh, 1854, $800, 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 now offer two amend- | 
ments from the Committee on Indian Affairs, one 
of which is to carry into effect a treaty lately 
ratified by the Senate, which was concluded with 
the Rogue River Indians in Oregon; and the other, 
a treaty with a band of the Umpqua tribe of In- 
dians of Oregon. ‘They are both in strict pursu- 
ance of treaty stipulations. The first of these 
amendments Is, to insert, after the appropriations 
for the Quapaws, the followifig: 

Rogue Rivers.—For first of sixteen installments in blank- 
ets, Clothing, farming utensils, and stocks, stipulated in 
E ae of the treaty of the 10th of Septomber, Mr. HUNTER. I do not know that we can 

dy HAI, $ : . . 

For tle purchase of agricultural implements, clothing, ii do anything better than agree to this; but it seems 
and such other articles as may be deemed conducive tothe | to me to be an innovation upon our old policy. 
eomfori and necessities of said Indians, and for the expen- |} The General Government has no public lands in 
ses of such permanent improvements as may have been | Texas; and no jurisdiction there over either lands 
inade by claimants to land on the reserves named in the e A Meo fd tags 
second article of the treaty, stipulated by the third article or Indians, so far as I know. T he jurisdiction of 
of the treaty of the 10th of September, 1853, 85,000. the State of Texas is exclusive. It seems, how- 
i rw payment of the property of the whites destroyed in || ever, that there have been difficulties between the 
ave tv ar stipulated m me mira arcte of he emy OF | Tadians and the government of Texas; and, per 

For the erection of three dwelling houses for the princi- | bapa, in order to prevent trouble, and collision, 
pal chiefs of said tribe, stipulated in the fourth article ofthe | and war, it may be better for the United States to 
ee ra ah o a oi Ei ‘| take upon themselves the charge and care of these 

a b. € ri -i S : A: Ñ: CHE 7 i 
River Indians, or io claimants roletied: to ain Thee hehe Indians. I suppose this is but the commencement 
visions, until said tribe shall have assented to the amend- |; of that system. How much further it will go I 

: do not know, It would be as well for the Senate 
: to conaider that question, 
I am not opposing the amendment, for I am | 


ments of the Senate of the United States to the treaty on 
inclined to think that we shall have to adopt some | 


account of which thése several sums are appropriated. 
The second of these amendments is to add, be- 
| p - . . 
| policy like that which it proposes. 


fore the provision for the Utahs, the following: 


Umpyuas—Cow Creek Band.—For first of twenty install- 
ments in blankets, clothing, provisions, and stock, stipu- 


be as well for the Senate to consider how far they i 


ji 


But it would !! 


are disposed to adopt a new policy in regard to 
the Indians within the States; and I rose simply 
to call the attention of the Senate to that question, 
Perhaps, in orderto keep the peace, and prevent 
collisions between the whites and Indians, it would 
be better to adopt some such policy as this in re- 
gard to reservations where jurisdiction has been 
ceded to us, as has been done in the case of Texas. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I have no sort of 
doubt that this will be an economical measure on 
the part of the Government, and extremely bene- 
ficial to the Indians. The Government has now 
a great many posts in the State of Texas, and 
| they are kept up at a very large expense, for the 
purpose of defending the frontier against the dep- 
redations of these Indians. The froutier is so long, 
: and the posts are so far scattered, that they donot 
effectually prevent depredations on the part of 
these wandering tribes, the Camanches and others. 
I may here mention that there are other Indians 
there belonging to other portions of the United 
States who had noright to come there. The game 
is giving out, and the only thing they have left to 
subsist upon with any certainty, is the horses and 
mules they can steal from the citizens of Texas or 
from the citizens of Mexieo. 

During the last summer I was out throygh this 
Indian country, and saw these tribes of Indians. 
| { found that many of them were in a starving 
| condition. L met with all the southern bands of 
Camanches, and I found them in a starving condi- 
| tion. They are forced to steal or to starve. The 
estimate of Mr. Neighbors, I think, is a very low 
one. We have adopted this policy in regard to 
California at a much higher cost. Perhaps that 
was proper, owing to the higher prices of the 
necessary articles there. ‘The women, children, 
and old men of these Indians informed me that 
they were ready to go to work, and to farm, and 
| they wanted todo so. The agent who has been 
out among them has made the necessary calenla- 
tions, and thinks the sum named in the amend- 
| ment will be sufficient to enable him to get the 
necessary stock, provisions, and cattle, and settle 
them down to labor and work for something to 
live upon. 

Mr. BRODH EAD. How many of these In- 
dians are there ? 

Mr. RUSK, That is a dificult question to 
answer. I suppose, when f was there last sum- 
mer, there were three thousand of them; but a 
much larger portion of the Camanches were stili 
further north. These Indians pass backwards 
‘and forwards, up and down the country. They 
have no setited habitation, Those that I saw were 
a little over three thousand. Sometimes many of 
them go north, following the bufalo and other 
| game. Sometimes they pass over into Mexico, 
and sometimes into New Mexico; and at other 
times a very large number of the northern Ca- 
manches are assembled there together, 

I regard the sum proposed as little enough. The 
agent who has been there, and whois very familiar 
with them, regards it as necessary, and thinks he 
can make the experiment forthissum. My opin- 
ion is, that this appropriation will do more to pre- 
serve pence on the frontier than five times the 
amount expended in a military force; and I am 
satisfied it will relieve the Indians from great suf- 
fering. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iam also instructed by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
appropriations for the Sioux of Mississippi: 


That the President be authorized to confirm to the Sioux 
of Minnesota forever, the reserve on the Minnesota river 
now occupied by them, and to embrace the country lying 
between the Little Maraga and the St. Peters rivers, Upon 
snch conditions as he may deem just. And, further, that it 
be agreed between the United States and the Sioux band 
| of Indians, that, should it at any time hereafter be consid- 
ered by the United States as a proper policy to establish farms 
among them, and for the benefit of said Indians, it shall be 
discretionary with the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to change the annuities herein 
provided for, or any part thereof, into a fund for that pur- 
pose. 


The object of this amendment, Mr. President, 
is to confirm to the Sioux nation of Indians in 
Minnesota, as a permanent home, that reservation 
upon which they are now located for a temporary 
purpose. lt will be remembered, that the Senate 
amended the treaty of 1851, so as to take away 
! from them the reserve for which they had pro- 
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vided in the original treaty, and required the Pres- 
ident to purchase and acquire for them territory 
outside the limits of Minnesota. In attempting to 
execute that provision, however, he found it to be 
impracticable; and, under the general authority 
conferred on him by the treaty, he located them 
on the reserve provided for in the treaty, but 
which the Senate struck. out. .The license, for 
it amounts to nothing. more than that, which he 
extended to them to reside on that. reservation, 
expires in five years: In the mean time, under the 
treaty, different provisions were made for estab- 
lishing farms, building school-houses, furnishing 
them with agricultural implements, and all such 
provisions as are made in favor of those who are 
permanently fixed upon the soil. 

The consequence is, that if the Sioux be driven 
from that reserve at the end of five years, all that 
we shali have gained in the mean time in civilizing 
them, and elevating their social and physical con- 
dition, will be entirely lost, and the money not 
only squandered, but worse than squandered. In- 
asmuch, therefore, as itis ascertained that we 
have no place to which to remove them, not occu- 
pied by other Indians, and secured under treaty 
stipulations, it is proposed to locate them perma- 
nently on the reserve where they are now tem- 
porarily located under the arrangement made by 
the President. It is understood, that the authori- 
ties and Territorial Legislature of Minnesota have 
agreed to the location of the Sioux there. The 
provision is recommended by the Department, and 
by the Indian agent for that tribe. 

It is conceded, I believe, in all quarters, by 
those best informed about the matter, that the 
lands now reserved for their use, are in that por- 
tion which is least valuable, and which will prob- 
ably be the last reached by the white man in the 
onward march of white population. The hope is, 
that by that time they will be so fixed to the soil that 
they can make it their final and permanent resting 
place, if such a thing can be found for an Indian 
at all, Itis an expedient of necessity to which 
we are compelled to resort. They are satisfied 
with this location, and desire very much to be 
permanently settled there. 

The amendment, as proposed by the committee, 
goes further than the original, boundaries of the 
reserve in the treaty, and establishes, by the 
acquisition of a small amount of additional terri- 
tory, the natural boundary of a river, instead of 
the artificial and arbitrary line which was to | 
bound the southeastern part of the country under 
the treaty. This addition gives them a small | 
tract of wooded country, which is very much 
desired by one of their prominent chiefs, Little 
Crow, now in this city, and it is but an act of 
justice to give it to them for a small consideration, } 
‘and maintain the policy of the Government in the | 
location of the Indians, which is to give them 
fixed and permanent homes, instead of keeping 


them continually floating about with the fluctua- |i 


tions of the white population. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of ; 
the committee is te insert: À 

For settling the accounts of W. A. Gorman, superintend- 
entof Indian affairs of Minnesota, for serviecs in taking | 
testimony and investigating certain charges preferred against 
the Hon. Alexander Ramsay, late Governor, &c., by ap- 
pointment of the President of the United States, under 
the resolation of the Senate of the United States, of the 3d | 
of April, 1853, $1,416 3 í 

For expenses of witnesses in said case, summoned on 
behalf of respondent, and for copying the evidence, 350 0. 

The first item in this amendment is estimated 
for, and recommended in the official documents 
on the files of the Senate, by the proper Depart- 
ment, The appropriation is for arrearages of ex- 
penses incurred in carrying out the resolution of 
the Senate, passed at the last session, requiring an 
investigation to be made into the official conduct 
of Governor Ramsay. That investigation, as 
will be remembered, was.turned over to the Pres- | 
ident. The proper Department, the Secretary of 
the Interior, has paid a portion of these expenses 
out of the contingent fund of that Department; but 
for some reason did not pay the balance, I be- 
lieve he came to the conclusion that the payment || 
was not chargeable to the contingent fund of that | 
Department, but should be made out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. The Senate has paid | 
a portion of the expenses, for instance, the per | 


diem of Judge Young, one of the commissioners, 
out of its contingent fund; but there is still a bal- 


& 


ance remaining, as embraced in this amendment, 
of expenses incurred in-the execution of that res- 
olution, not yet paid out of any fund. They cer- 
tainly constitute a legitimate charge upon some 
Department, or upon some fund; and we propose 
to ingraft them, where we think they most prop- 
erly: belong—upon the general Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

The details of the estimate provide for the pay- 
ment of Governor Gorman, the other commis- 
sioner, at the same rate as Judge Young, for a 
shorter period, and for the payment of the’ mar- 
shal and attorney employed, at the usual rate, and 
of the witnesses in attendance. The second item, 
embraces an amount of $250, which we believe 
to be a reasonable allowance to the person em- 
ployed by Judge Young to copy, arrange, and 
methodize the evidence taken; which is a very 
large volume, and would amount, I suppose, to a 
large printed octavo volume. The other $350, 
making up the $600, is estimated for the purpose 
of covering the expenses of witnesses s€mmoned 
by the Government at the instance of Governor 
Ramsay himself. It is believed that this was a 
proper charge, as part of the expenses, and ought 
te be paid equally with the witnesses summoned 
on the part of the United States. No specific re- 
turn of the expenses of these witnesses has been 
made; but it was suggested by Governor Ramsay 
himself, that $350 would be sufficient to cover the 


amount. It is in that way that the appropriation 
is asked for. 
Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know of the 


chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, of 
what items the allowance of $1,416 to Governor 
Gorman is composed ? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. That amognt is not for 
Governor Gorman alone, but it includes the sum 
to be paid to the marshal and to the attorney. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know whether 
the resolution of the Senate required the Governor 
to discharge this duty. It seems to me to be im- 

roper thus to add to the emoluments of one officer. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. In answer to the inquiry 
of the Senator from Virginia, I will state that I 
have in my hand an estimate of the items making 
up that aggregate of $1,416, and I ask that it be 
read, in order that the Senator may see of what 
items this sum is made up. 

The Secretary read the statement, as follows: 


Executive OFFICE, SAINT PAUL. 
The United States in account with W, A. Gorman, 

For services in taking testimony and investigating eer- 
tain charges preferred against Hon. Alexander Ramsay, 
late Governor, &c., by. appointment by the President of the 
United States under the resolution of the United States 
Senate. 

From 4th July till Ist day of October, 1853, 87 days, sta- 


tionery, &e., at $8 per MAY. cose caverevececeseee OIG 00 
Services of Lafxyette Emmett, Esq., attorney 
general of Minnesota, called by the commis- 
sioners to represent the Government, $5 per 
EY. cccveenave 435 00 
For serv 
marshal in serving subpenas, returns, mile- 
Ay KRCa sseaseasneatansaanneeresenacsavesnee 160 00 
Services of Robert A. Smith for copying records 
of evidenCe....eeeae REST err err ee re rere ys 75 00 
To J. M. Stone, for services as notary public in 
personal attendance, swearing witnesses during 
the whole investigabOnes ssc cccevsseeees vacnes 50 00 
SL,416 00 


T certify that the above account is just, as allowed by the 


commissioners, and is due and unpaid. 
W. A. GORMAN. 


Mr. HUNTER. I believe that it is right to 
pay an officer liberally for services which he dis- 
charges under his appointment, bat it seems to 
me that it is improper.te be heaping upon one 
officer employments and emoluments in this way. 
If the resolution of the Senate required the Gov- 
ernor to execute these duties, I suppose he would 
be entitled to some additional compensation, I 
should like to know who estimates for this sum— 
whether the amount is allowed at the Department, 
or whether it is a mere charge made by Governor 
Gorman himself? 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The President of the! 


United States, in carrying out the resolution of 
the Senate, conferred the authority to make this 
investigation on Governor Gorman, who was then, 
and is now, the superintendent of Indian affairs 
in that Territory, and Judge Young. He asso- 
ciated them together for the. purpose of carrying 
on that investigation.” Now, wherever we allow 
emoluments to a commissioner of this sort, it is at 


4 


| Governor Ramsay has settle ; Dépa 
! ment. Probably some funds leftin his possession 


the rate of eight dollars a day.’ I-think that anal- 
ogy is preserved for the ratés’-of compensation to 
all persons acting as commissioners forthe Goy- 
ernment. “That ‘compensation: bas been paid by 
the resolution of the Senate to Judge Young, and 
expressly promised in the letter ofiappointment to 
that gentleman. Governor Gorman performed the 
same service, but for'a shorter period of tity ind 
asks for exactly the same! compensation per day 
whilst ‘he was engaged in what°he “contends, and 
I think very properly, ‘to’ have’ beer an extra 
official duty, something not contemplated, and 
certainly beyond the sphere of his ordinary official 
duties. His business as Governor of the Terri- 
tory and Superintendent of ‘Indian Affairs, does 
not necessarily impose: upon: him, by virtue of 
those offices, the duty of performing extra official 
labor as a commissioner of the United ‘States, to 
investigate charges of misconduct against’ any 
officer. I think, therefore, if this compensation 
is not alowed by law, it is proper that we should 
allow it by this: appropriation. ‘The question 
whether he is allowed by the existing laws for 
extra official services or not, is a question which I 
am not able to decide; probably he is not, but-the 
effect of the appropriation, if the Senate agree to 
it, will be to make him this ‘allowance; and itis 
for that purpose we have offered the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can only say that F think 
it an exceedingly bad. precedent to establish, to 
allow Governors of Territoriesto receiveadditional . 
offices and emoluments. It is supposed thatthe 
duties imposed upon them inivelation to the Terri- 
tories.themselves, and the superinténdency ofh- 
dian affairs, fully occupy their time: «I think, sir; 
that when such inquiries as these‘ are: proposed, 
or such appointments are to be made, it will be 
better to employ persons who are not engaged in 
another capacity in the service of the United 
States, 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance will withdraw 
his objection to this appropriation. This gentle- 
man, holding a particular office, was called upon 
by the joint action, | may say, of the Senate and 
of the President, to institute an inquiry in’ its 
nature judicial, troublesome, vexatious, having no 
connection whatever with the’ appropriate duties 
of his office. He was.asked to do it by the Presis 
dent. He was directed to do it by the President. 
And this has been done in consequence of the 
Senate having refused to institute. the investiga- 
tion, and having turned it over to the Executive 
branch of the Government as: the most proper 
place in which the investigation should be carried 
on. Ido think he ought to be paid-for those 
services. They had no connection iù the world, 
in my opinion, with the office which he ‘held: I 
will stand by my: friend from Virginia, ag he 
knows, in resisting all improper charges’ against 
the Treasury; but I think he ought.not to resist 
this. ; 

Mr. DAWSON. As I understand the matter, 
Governor Ramsay was in office as Governor of 
Minnesota and superintendent of Indian affairs 
in that Territory, and was succeeded by Governor 
Gorman. An investigation was instituted into 
the conduct of Governor Ramsay asGovernorand 
superintendent of Indian affairs in that Terri- 
tory. Now the question raised by my friend from 
Virginia, as I understand it, is this: whether it 
was nota part of the duty of Governor Gorman, 
in settling with his predecessor, Governor Rat- 
say, to ascertain the state and condition of the 
affairs in relation to the superintendency, prior to 
his going in? It is, whether the very object. of 
his appointment was not to carry on these unfin- 
ished affairs, and see that they had been correctly 
administered before. Now, as [understand it, 
Governor Gorman was in office when this inquiry 
was instituted. fea 

Mr. SEBASTIAN: Will the Senator from 
Georgia allow me to correct a misapprehension 
into which T think'he has fallen? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly; I wish, to know 
the facts. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Governor Gorman suc- 
ceeded Governor Ramsay with the change of 
Administration; but it was not the duty of the 
successor of Governor Ramsay to settle with him, 
with the Depart- 


were ordered to be turned over to bis sadoessor} 
but the charges in relation to offiéial migconduct 
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brought. against Governor Ramsay did not origi- 
nate with Governor Gorman; on the-contrary, 
those charges were preferred before he was ap- 
pointed. They were referred to the Committee 
on Indians. Affairs of the Senate, who took the 
matter into consideration, and, finding that they 
were incompetent to. carry on an investigation 
here into a case, the facts of which could be col- 
lected only in Minnesota, they asked to be dis- 
charged, and were discharged, by a resolution in 
this body, from the further consideration of the 
subject. They reported a resolution, which was 
adopted, asking the President of the United States 
to cause the official conduct of Governor Ramsay 
to be investigated, in such manner as he might see 
proper, and cause a report of the proceedings to 
be made to the Senate. Under this resolution of 
the Senate, the President of the United States 


appointed Judge Young and Governor Gorman | 


commissioners. Under that appointment this 
duty was discharged and these expenses incurred. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then Governor Gorman was 
superintendent of Indian affairs when the investi- 
gation took place? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWSON. And it was in the discharge 
of his duty as Governor and superintendent of 
Indian affairs, inquiring into the previous conduct 
of his predecessor. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


I beg the Senator to allow 


me to correct him. This investigation was not | 
made by Governor Gorman in his character of | 


Governor or superintendent; but it was under a 
special appointment by the President of the Uni- 
ted States, as commissioner for that purpose alone, 
by virtue of a resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. My idea is, that when he 
was appointed superintendent of Indian affairs, it 
was his duty to assume the position of his prede- 
cessor, and to examine whether his predecessor 


had been guilty of any error or impropriety. The | 


very object of sending him there was to discharge 
that duty. Fle was sent there at a salary of 
$2,500 a year; and yet you propose to give him 
eight dollars a day for investigating the very busi- 
ness in regard to which he was appointed a super- 
intendent by the Government. Now, itis said, he 
was appointed in a distinct character as commis- 
sioner, separate from his gubernatorial and super- 
intending character, giving him a third appoint- 
ment. What was the object of the third appoint- 
ment? To inquire into the very duties incumbent 
on him as Governor and superintendent, and as 
agent of the Government to see what his prede- 
cessor had done, It was his duty to correct: any 
errors of which his predecessor might have been 
guilty in the discharge of his office. I have no 
articular objection to paying Governor Gorman, 
Dut I like to see principles adhered to in these 
matters. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Will the honorable Senator 
permit me to correct him on one point? The res- 
olution of the Senate directed the President to ap- 
point commissioners to make this investigation. 
The President, therefore, could have appointed 
any commissioners he pleased. He chose to ap- 
point Governor Gorman as one of the commis- 
sioners. Now, suppose he had appointed some 
other man as commissioner, should we not be 
bound topay him? We have paid the other com- 


missioner, as 1 understand, and should we not | 


have been bound to pay the second, if Governor 
Gorman had not been appointed ? 

Mr. DAWSON, Undoubtedly; but still it was 
the duty of Governor Gorman to make this further 
inquiry when ordered by the Government, and it is 
no extra service at all. [tis the very duty which 
he was appointed to perform. That is the ground 
which I occupy in relation to it. 
appointed to go there, of course it would be dis- 
connected altogether from any duty incumbenton 
me ag an officer of the Government. But the duty 
of Governor Gorman, as superintendent of Indian 
affairs, was connected with this question. This, 
J understand to be the view of the Senator from 
Virginia, and the only question which [ have to 
propound is, shall we pay him an additional eight 
dollars per day, for investigating affairs, which it 


was incumbent on him to superintend and inves- | 


tigate anyhow? 'Thatis the point. 


Mr. PETTIT. This matter stands precisely | 


thus: At the last session, charges were presented 
to the Senate against Governor Ramsay, for pec- 
ulation in his office of superintendent of Indian 


ICI had been | 


Hi under said resolution, be referred to the P 


affairs, not as Governor, before the present Ad- 
ministration came in, An investigation was at- 
tempted in the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
They proceeded io some extent in taking testi- 
mony, but they discovered that they could not 
accomplish it here. Therefore, just at the close 
of the session, a resolution was offered from the 
committee, by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Waxxer,] that there should be one Senator 
appointed or detailed from the committee during 


vacation, to proceed to Minnesota, and tosuch other | 


places as might be deemed necessary—it was 
then thought that it would perhaps be necessary 
to go to New York, and take some evidence in 
regard to deposits of money in a bank there—to 
take evidence, and report it to the Senate at this 
session. That resolution underwent various phases. 


A proposition was made to extend the number of | 


Senators to be sent out to three. 
some considerable length. 


It was debated at 
Various propositions 


and amendments were offered; but, finally, it re- | 
solved itgelf into a resolution of. this kind—and | 


the records of the Senate will show it—that the 
President cause the question to be fully investi- 
gated during the recess of the Senate. There- 
upon, after the Senate adjourned, after Governor 
Gorman had been appointed as Governor, and 
after he took charge of the duties prescribed by 
law, this additional duty was imposed on him. 
Let it be remembered that the duties of superin- 
tendent of Indian aflairs and of Governor of a Ter- 
ritory are prescribed by law. ‘The resolution of 
the Senate did not direct by whose hands the 


President should make the investigation, but that | 
he should cause the charges to be investigated. | 
The President associated with Governor Gorman, |} 
Judge Young, of this city, to make the investiga- | 


tion. 


Judge Young presented his claim to the Senate ! 


two months ago or more. It amounted to over 
$900. By aresolution it was directed to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, The 
deficiency bill has an express provision in it, 


making up to the contingent fund of the Senate | 


that $900 paid to Judge Young for his services. 
Now, Governor Gorman comes in, and asks that 


he shall be allowed as much per day as Judge | 


Young was allowed for the additional duties super- 
added to those of superintendent of Indian aftairs 
and Governor of the Territory. Can there be 
any thing fairer or plainer? Jt did not belong or 
pertain to his duties as Governor of the Territory, 
or as superintendent of Indian affairs. It was an 
additional duty. 
pointed whomsoever he pleased to perform it. He 
did appoint one. {t was an onerous and unpleas- 
ant duty for Governor Gorman to undertake to 
investigate the official conduct of his predecessor. 
It did not devolve on him by virtue of his ofi- 
cial relation as successor to Governor Ramsay. 
The President might have appointed whomsoever 
he pleased. He was not compelled to appoint 
Governor Gorman, lt did not appertain to him 
as Governor; but he was specially appointed by 
a letter from the Department, under the direction 
of the President, to make the investigation. 
and Judge Young made it together. Judge 
Young rendered service more days than Governor 


Gorman; hence his bill is larger—between $900 | 
and $1,000—while Governor Gorman’s is about | 


$690. This, then, is the whole matter. Additional 
services were imposed on Governor Gorman, 


apart from the duties of his office; and the ques- i 


tion is, shall he be paid for them? The whole 
81,400 is not for his pay, but for the subordinate 
officers also—the marshal and attorney, and for 
summoning witnesses. It seems to me, no more 
legitimate appropriation could be made. 


bill. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I find that 
the resolution of the Senate was as follows: 


« Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, re- | 


quested to causeto be investigated the charges of fraud 
and misconduct in office alleged against Alexander Ramsay, 
superintendent of Indian affairs in Minnesota, which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs by the resolu- 


tion of the 10th of January last, and to report the results of |) 


such investigation tothe Senate at the next session of Con- 
gress, and a record of the proceedings of said committee, 


subject to such order as he may make thereon.” 


Now, it seems to me, it was the official duty of 
Governor Gorman, who was also superintendent 


of Indian affairs, to make this investigation, if he | 


The President might have ap- | 


Tle f 


it is cer- | 
tainly in the legitimate place, and upon the proper | 


sident, and be | 


was directed to do it by the President. I know 
that at the time it was said it would cost nothing, 
so far as it was executed by the Governor of the 
Territory and superintendent of Indian affairs in 
that Territory. {| have no objection to seeing a 
full remuneration given to Governor Gorman for 
all his services, but I object to the principle of this 
amendment; I object to giving extra compensation 
to an officer for discharging duties which properly 
belong to his office. It seems to me that is what 
we are doing. But I understand that there is no 
recommendation from the Department for this. 
Am I rightly informed? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The accounts are certified 
| to be correct. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not know that there is 
any recommendation. J did not hear the chair- 
| man of the Committee on Indian Affairs say that 
there was. 
| 
1 


/ Mr. BRIGHT. The resolution read by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia shows very 
clearly that this subect has been in the keeping of 
ii the President of the United States; that, by the 
| terms of the resolution, he was directed to cause 
| this investigation to be made. He has made, É 
believe, his report to this body; and L think if it 
was proper to pay a claim for services arising 
under that appointment, it was proper for the Ex~ 
ecutive to say so. J believe the President has not 
recommended that the Governor of Minnesota be 
paid for his services, and furthermore, when the 
United States employ, as in this case, the Gov- 
ernor of a Territory, do they net employ all his 
time? Upon the same principle that you would 
give to Governor Gorman in this case eight dol- 
lars per day for services as a commissioner, you 
would give to a publie officer, who belongs to the 
i| Army, and is detailed to supervise the erection of 
the two wings of the Capitol which we are build- 
ing, so much per day for that service. Upon the 
same principle you would give the Attorney Gen- 
|| eral, who is applied to for his opinion week after 
i| week, by different committees, a regular fee for 
his opinions. 

Now, sir, | am against the principle. it is 
wrong. It is demoralizing in ita tendencies. When 
we employ an officer, as in this case, and give 
him a regular salary, he has no right to claim 
anything in addition for his time. F recollect very 
well, as stated by the Senator from Virginia, that 
when this question was presented before, one of 
the reasons assigned for raising this board was, 
that it would cost nothing; thatit would, ex oficio, 
come within the duties of the Governor. ‘That 
was a reagon Stated at the time the resolution was 
| presented; and itis a sufficient one to operate on 
i my mind against voting for the appropriation. 
i, But, independent of that, the precedent is wrong. 
| There are hundreds of other officers who might 
i liken their case to this, and claim additional com- 
| pensation for their services; and their claim would 
be as just and meritorious, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have looked into the 


| 


| letterof the Secretary of the Interior, and find that 
| 
| 


there is a distinct estimate for this. A certified 
‘account of Governor Gorman is transmitted with 
the estimate; but the Secretary declined to make 
|! a recommendation, for the simple reason that he 
deemed it a charge on the contingent fund of the 
| Senate. That is his sole reason. Tt certainly 
‘| must be a charge against some Department of the 
|| Government. 
Mr. COOPER. I think my friend from Indi- 
|| ana [Mr. Brigrt] is wrong in the comparison he 
| has instituted between officers of the Army de- 
“tailed to perform some particular service, and the 
i: ease which is pending here. Governor Gorman 
was not discharged from any of his duties as Gov- 
|, ernor of Minnesota, nor as superintendent of In- 
! dian affairs. He was in the performance of those 
i duties at the same time. There is no objection 
| that Governor Gorman left unperformed any of 
I| his duties, either as Governor or superintendent. 
This additional duty was imposed upon him by 
| the President of the United States. Fe gave to it 
| his attention. lt occupied time that might have 
been employed in his private affairs, without in- 
i jury to the public service; and why is it that he 
‘Vought not to be paid, as well as if some person, 
| not officially connected with the Government, had 
[i been employed. 
|| Sir, Ido not remember that any such ground, 
‘as that mentioned by the Senator from Indiana, 
or that assumed by the Senator from Virginia, 
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was the reason why this question was referred to 
the Executive. If I remember rightly, nothing of 
that kind was said; atleast nothing of a character 
to bind us now under the circumstances. The 
President might have selected any other person. 
Jt was vot incumbent upon him by the resolution 
of the Senate, if I remember aright, to appoint 
Governor Gorman for this purpose. He might 
have selected any other person, and commissioned 
him to. do this duty; but, I presume, supposing, 
from his connection with the Indians of the Terri- 
tory, that he would be better informed, and have 
access to reliable information with greater facility 
than any other person, he was selected by. the 
President, 

I can see no reason why he should not be paid; 
and the only hardship in connection with the case 
is, that Governor Ramsay should not be indemni- 
fied. He, as it turned out, had performed all his 
duties. He had neglected no duty; he had vio- 
Jated no duty; yet, in defending himself, he was 
called upon to expenda very large sum of money. 
My objection to the amendment is, that it does 
not make provision to pay him the money which 
he actually expended. I would not ask that he 
should be paid for his time, for itis one of the 
risks that official personages run; but he ought to 
be paid for the necessary expenditures incurred in 
his defense. He was a Government officer; he 
was not only defending himself, but he was defend- 
ing the character of the Government, whose agent 
he was; and in justice and equity, he is entitled 
to remuneration for his outlays. 

I do not know whether, under the rules of the 
Senate, an amendment to this amendment would 
be proper, but if so I would introduce oneto pro- 
vide that his accounts should be settled by the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury, and 
that he should be allowed for the witnesses whom | 
he subpenaed to testify as to the correctness of | 
his conduct in the negotiation of the treaties, and | 
in the payment of the money, in regard to which | 
he was accused, as well as for the sums expended | 
in the employment of counsel, necessary for his 
defense. It would be but justice, sheer justice. I 
hope, however, that the amendment of the com- 
mittee will be adopted, and that hereafter, if not 
now, Governor Ramsay also will be indemnified. 

Mr. CHASE. Ihave no doubt, whatever, that 
Governor Ramsay is better entitled to compensa- 
tion than this gentleman. He was accused of 
malfeasance in office. A protracted investigation 
was had, the result of which was, as I understand, 
his complete exoneration from every charge made 
against him. In making his defense, he was put 
to considerable expense. I am not, however, of 
opinion that in any case, any person who is pros- 
ecuted by the Government of the United States is 
entitled to indemnity on account of the expenses 
to which he is put in that prosecution. It would 
be carrying the doctrine of indemnity very far. 
Much less am I of opinion that an officer of the 
United States, detached for the performance ofa | 
particular duty, is entitled to extra compensation 
whilst in the performance of that duty. I do not 
now recollect a single instance in which any such | 
proposition has ever received the sanction of the 
Senate. There are instances of this sort, where an 
officer in the civil service of the Government has 
been employed to perform the duties of an office 
of superior rank, and having a larger salary, tem- 
porarily, he is allowed the difference between the 
salary of his office and the higher salary, but 
never both. In the case.of the Superintendent of 
the Census, that matter was before us, and we 
uniformly refused to allow the officer both sala- 
ries; in fact, I believe he did not claim them, but 
only claimed the higher salary, and we refused 
even to allow him that. So in the case of an officer 
in the military service of the country. If extra 
or special duties are devolved upon him, as the | 
Senator from Indiana stated, such as to take | 
charge of the construction of the wings of this 
Capitol, or to take charge of any public work, or 
of an armory, nobody ever thinks of allowing 
him additional compensation on account of the 
time during which he is engaged in that service. 

This case falls precisely within that principle. | 
Here is a gentleman receiving a salary of $2,500 
as Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs 
of the Territory of Minnesota, and in the dis- 
charge of the duties of that office, he is called upon 
to make a special investigation. Nobody says 
his salary is not ample. The Governor of the 


State of Iowa, upon one side of him, receives 
$1,000'a year, and the Governor of the State of 
Wisconsin, also adjoining the same Territory, re- 
ceives $1,500 a year. Here is a gentleman who 
is paid out of the Federal Treasury a full compen- 
sation, and now he asks an additional compen- 
sation, at the rate of eight dollars a day, for extra 
services. [agree with the Senator from Indiana, 
that this is wrong, and that to establish this. prin- 
ciple would lead to the appointment of persons al- 
ready in official stations, and rewarding them at the 
pleasure of the Executive, for special services. It 
is wrong, and certainly would tend to bad results. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia, chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, to the fact, that the 
whole. of the opposition to this amendment is en- 
tirely in consequence of one item, and there is no 
objection to the remainder. If the Senator chooses 
to controvert the propriety of this extra allowance 
to Governor Gorman, | would suggest to him that 
he move fora reduction of the amount, so that 
the other claims to which no objection at all is 
made, may be paid. 

Mr. BRIGHT. My objections reach the en- 
tire amendment. Whenever the President makes 
a recommendation in reference to these charges, 
he having had the care of the commission, it will 
be time enough for us to act upon it. I object to 
the entire amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now move that the further 
consideration of this bill be postponed until to- 
morrow morning. I make this motion for the 


| purpose of moving afterwards, that the Senate pro- 


ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, April 26, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wiittam H. Miznvurn. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

` INTRODUCTION OF BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I have some 
estimates here, received by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, in relation to the surveying of 
the public lands in the State of California, which 
estimates I desire to have printed in advance of 
the proposition to act upon them. I therefore ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to have them 
printed. aY f ‘ 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have also received, Mr. Speaker, the 
post office estimates, and they have instructed me 
to report a bill which I would like to have printed 
and put upon the Calendar. If it Be the will of 
the House, therefore, I will make the motion to 
that effect. ; 

There being no objection, the following bill was 
introduced, read a first and second time by its 
title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

Bill making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1855. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 
Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I have been 


Prayer 


instructed by the Judiciary Committee to present || 


a bill to the House for the regulation of the sala- 
ries of the district judges of the United States. 
I therefore ask leave of the House to introduce 


it, for the purpose of having it printed and re- | 


ferred. í f 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. , a oe 
A bill to regulate the salaries of the district 
judges of the United States. 
EXPENSES OF INDIAN AGGRESSIONS. 
Mr. McDOUGALL, by unanimous consent, 


| contemplated no such action. 


reported back from the Committee ‘on. Military 
Affairs, with a report and amendment, the bill to. 
refund to the State of California.the E esini 
curred in suppressing Indian ‘hostilities: in: that, 
State; which was read, and referred to the Com= 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
the biland report ordered to be printedy 
_ Mr: McDOUGALL, ‘Ib give notice now; th 
is my intention to move this bill as: an “amen 
ment to the military appropriation bill, whenever’ 
that bill shall ‘be taken'up for consideration. © 0> 
SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to a privileged, ques-: 
tion. .1 understand that the billto readjust. the: 
salaries of the district judges of the United States; 
has been reported this morning from the Judiciary: 
Committee by the gentleman from, Indiana, [Mr; 
Parker,] and with a motion of reference, which 
has succeeded in referring it back to that same 
committee. I move to reconsider: the. vote. by: 
which that reference was made, for:the purpose 
of moving to refer the bill to the Committee ofthe 
Whole on the state of the Union. - The; Coms, 
mittee on the Judiciary has just reported: the bill 
this morning, and why now refer it. immediately: 
back to them? I can see no good. reason: for ity, 
and therefore I move to reconsider the vote of refs 
erence. ; racer 
Mr. PARKER. I hope that will not be done. 
Mr. HAVEN., I hope the motion of the gen-, 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. HovSrow] will not be 
sustained by the House, because.the evident in- 
tention of the Committee on the Judiciary was to 
give to the bill the direction which it has received. 
It is one of those bills which call for action, and 
this is the only way in which it can receive intel- 
ligent action, after it shall have been printed and 
laid upon the tables of members. f 
Mr. HOUSTON. Itis one of those bills which 
are more particularly cared for in this House than 
others, because, | presume, it raises the salaries of 
the judges. Now, if we are'to dodge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
regard to all these bills in this way, I think, we 
had better abolish that committee altogether. ` If 
it was proper and right to send those bills to that 
committee which have already been sent there, 
why not let this bill take the course of other bills, 
and thereby allow an opportunity for their discus- 
sion? i Se cube 
I presume my friend from Indiana, (Mr. PAR- 
xer,] and also my friend from New York, (Mr. 
Haven,] voted to refer the Nebraska bill to the 


! Committee of the Whole on the state of the. 
| Union, for the reason that it might havea free.. 
i and full discussion upon its merits. If that bill ` 


was properly referred, and if other bills should go 
there too, why should this bill, which proposes to’ 
increase the silaries of the district judges of the 
United States, be exempt from the same order of 
the House to which other bills are subjected ? ` 

* If gentlemen: will not consume too much ‘of 
the time of the House upon the appropriation bills, 
by a general and irrelevant discussion, we can take 


‘up all the bills which are upon the Calendar in 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the: 
Union; and we can yet, although the session is 
half gone—and it would have been all gone, if we 
had pressed forward business as we should—TI say 
we can yet take up all the bills upon that Calen- 
dar, and pass the first and last of them. We have 


| actually spent more time this session in attempts 


to avoid the reference of bills to that committee, 
than would have been consumed in taking them 
up from the Calendar and disposing of them. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems tome that about the 
moat ‘rgasonable proposition that I have heard 
coming from any of the committées, is with regard 
to this bill which has been’ brought before the 
House for consideration. For the last month com- 
mittees have been reporting here, and, without 
giving anybody an opportunity to examine them, 
these bills have been put upon their passage and 
immediately passed by the House. It is nota 
week since the clerks’ bill was introdueed here by 
a member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and, under the direction of that committee, imme- 
diately put upon its passage. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask. my friend from Vir- 

inia to allow me to say that the Committee of 
Ways and Means gave no. such diréction, and 
The Committee of 
Ways and Means directed that bill to'be reported 
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with a substitute, but they did not give instruc- 
tions to have it put upon its passage. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, it was reported 
here by the.Committee of Waysand Means, and 
with a recommendation upon the part of that com- 
mittee that it be put upon its passage; and upon 
the motion of a member of that committee it was 
put.upon its passage, and the previous question 
called upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentlemanis mistaken. 
It certainly was not put upon its passage by the 
recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The committee contemplated no such 
thing, that lever heard of. As one member of 
that committee, | was very much astonished when 
T heard the bill had been put upon its passage. 
My wish was, that it should be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union; 
and Í think that wasthe wish of a majority of the 
members of the committee. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to state, as a member 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, that I was 
instructed by that committee to report this bill, to 
which allusion has been made, with a substitute, 
J did as L was instructed to do; and the House, 
by a two-third vote, put it upon its passage. 
That is the history of the matter. There was 
nothing unfair or dishonorable about it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Nobody has charged that 
there was anything unfair or dishonorable. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia to allow me to say a word in 
reference to this matter. It is within the recollec- 
tion of the Chair, L doubt not,and within the 
recollection of the gentleman from Virginia, and 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who re- 

orted this clerks’ bill, that when it was reported 

raised the question that as it contained an ap- 
propriation it must of necessity go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that then the Elouse, by a vote of nearly two 
to one, suspended the rule, and the bill was then 
put upon its passage, I wili state, however, that 
upon suspending the rules | believe only one or 
two members of the Committee of Ways and 
Means voted in the affirmative. 

Mr, LETCHER. 1 do not recollect how the 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means 
voted, except so far as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee himself was concerned; but L recollect dis- 
tinctly that the bill was introduced here by the 
Committee of Waysand Means,and put upon its 
passage by a two-third vote of the Flouse; and 
not only that, but the previous question was called 
by the gentleman who introduced it, and sustained 
by the House, without affording any one an op- 
portunity of speaking upon it, or of having its 
provisions amended in the slightest particular. 

Now, sir, Edo not charge anybody with impro- 
priety in this matter. There Is no impropriety 
about it. [claim that every gentleman has the 
right to regulate his own conduct here as his own 
sense of propriety may dictate, precisely as I] reg- 
ulate my own. Gentlemen will vote as they think 
proper; and whether their action or the action of 
the House is proper action, is for them and not 
for me to decide. 

But, sir, I say these bills have come here from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and from the various committees, and without 
even being printed have been brought up for 
consideration, have been put upon their passage, 
and carried through under the operation of the 
previous question. Now, sir, why is it that ob- 


jection is made for the first time to that course with | 


reference to this bill, which has been introduced 
here to equalize the salaries of the judges? * 
Many of these district judges receive less com- 
pensation than the third class of clerks in the De- 
partments of the Government—men, sir, who are 
employed continually for months, who perform 
hard physical labor in attending their courts, And 
when a proposition is made to equalize the sala- 
ries of these men, to place them on something like 
a clerk’s platform, gentlemen of this House object 
to it. [ hope, as the House has given this refer- 


ence to the matter, and as the committee them- |; urg 1 
: ; ed te | The original bill is similar to the proposition of | 
nity to examine this bill by desiring to have it |, 


selves have furnished to everybody the opportu- 


printed and considered here in due form, when 
there is time to examine it, and familiarize our- 
selves with its provisions, that it will not recon- 
sider the proposition as suggested by the gentle- 


| it lay; but it did propose to give the public land to | 


i the State Legislatures of the western States, they | 


man from Alabama. I therefore move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. i 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the considera- 
tion of the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 
is the consideration of a motion to recommit the | 
bill granting lands equally to the several States to 
aid in the construction of railroads, and for the 
support of schools. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, the bill which 
I have had the honor to propose for the consid- 
eration of the House is similar to the one intro- 
duced by me at the last session of Congress; the | 
object of which was to equalize the grants of land | 
among the several States, so far as public lands 
are granted for certain public purposes, railroads, 
schools, and the like. 
for giving to the States in which there was no | 
public lands as large quantities as States in which | 


the ‘several States for school, and railroad, and 
other public purposes, in something like equal 
proportions. That was the principle of that bill, 
and it is the principle of the present one, 

I will state to the Hlouse that the bill, as now 
prepared, is different from the one of the last ses- 
sion. ‘The bill of the last session proposed to give 
to the States in which there were no public land— 
the old States—a certain number of acres, accord- | 
ing to representation, for schools; but if they’chose, | 
they could devote it to railroad or other public | 


| 
purposes; but the object of the grant was mainly | 
for school purposes. Lt also provided that the new | 

i 


States should equalize their grants of the public 


land-for instance: Hlinots had received a large : 
amount of land for radreads and internal improve- | 
| ments, while Iowa, Wisconsin, and other new 


States, had only received small grants, or none at 
all, for the same objects. The proposition was 
that, as far as possible, the grants should be equal- 
ized; and the bill was drawn embracing all the 
States except those which were deemed to have 
already received sufficient. That bill was strongly 


| objected to, by gentlemen from the West espe- | 
cially, as unequal in its provisions, and that, la- 
i though if attempted to equalize the grants among | 
| the land States, it did nat equalize them as among || 
i the land States themselves, 
be true to some extent, for in the very nature of | 
things it is almostimpossible to make a provision | 
in any single bill which will make these grants | 
| equally to all the States, | 
But there was another objection urged with still ; 


more force: that, by giving the Jands directly to 


would not receive any benefitfrom them. By the | 
law, in every western State and Territory, there is | 
now every sixteenth section set apart for school į 
purposes. ‘These are devoted and applied to that | 
purpose, conseqnently the western States desire, 
at least go their Representatives urge here, that the 
grants which are made to them shall be made, not | 
for school puxposes—those they have—but they ` 
want them applied for railroad purposes, to aid in | 
constructing some of their many important lines | 
of railroads. They urge that, under the bill of last | 


session, the grants would be made to the State | 
Legislature, and would be divided by the Legista- | 


ture among all the railroads in the State, and the re- 
sult would be that no one road could be completed, : 


| and they would all be involved in difficulty. Jt was 


universally urged by the Representatives from the 


| West, that if any further grants are made to | 
| equalize the amounts given to the Jand States, they | 
' shall be made to the States to aid in constructing 
| some specified line of railroad. 


Mr. COBB. Ihave always protested against 


| that, and 1 want the gentleman to makean excep- 
l tion of me. i 


Mr. BENNETT. At least most of the west- | 
ern Representatives take that ground. : 
Mr. COBB. 
urged, and I have, therefore, changed the bill. 


last session, embracing all the States; but the sub- 


“bill simply provides for granting the sameamount | 
| of land as the bill of last session did to the old i 
| States-—ihat is, al the rate of one hundred and fifty | 


That bill did not provide || 


That objection may | 


Make an exception of me. iI 


Mr. BENNETT. But that objection has been | . i 
i| share; but I entirely disclaim the doctrine that 


thousand acres to each Senatorand Representative, 
leaving out the land States—leaving those of them 
that have not yet received grants to frame bills 
that will make them equal to those that have. 
This bill cannot certainly be objected to as une- 
qual; for amongst the old States, the States in 
which there are no public lands, there can be no 
fairer mode of distribution for these public pur- 
poses, if any such distribution is to be made, than 
that of representation—so much to each Repre- 
sentative and Senator; the Senators are included 
for the benefit of the smaller States. This bill, 
therefore, as far as it goes, would provide for an 
equal apportionment of the public lands for these 
purposes; and it leaves the land States that have 
not received grants equal to those which have been 
made to other land States, to apply to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to have it settled by that 
committee how much they are entitled to. It 
therefore obviates the objection of any inequality 
in the grants. The bill embraces this principle, 
whether while these lands are being disposed of 
and dissipated for every possible purpose; whether, 
while they are being disposed of in part for these 
various purposes to the western States, the old 
States which have contributed their share towards 
the purchase and the expense of management, shall 
also have a proportionate share of the benefit of 
these grants for schools, railroads, and other public 
purposes, t 

Sir, this system has been pursued until the 
grants are now much beyond the sales. Last 
year the sales amounted to a little over one million 


| acres; and at this very session there are applica- 


tions here which will be reported on favorably 
by the committee for over fifteen millions of acres 
for railroads only. 

We nre met, however, with some very singular 
objections to this principle. Gentlemen seem to 
claim that these lands should be granted away, and 
devoted entirely for the benefit of individuals and 
corporations; that they should not be given to the 
States themselves, or only to a favored portion of 
the States which have a constitutional right to 
these grants of land, and the other portion of the 
States have no constitutional right to similar 
grants of land for precisely the same purposes. 

Is there a different rule applicable to the State 
of New York, of Hlmois, and between Vir- 
ginin and Missouri? lf it is constitutional to give 
the lands, which are public property, for school 
purposes, and for the education of children in one 
State, is it a violation of the Constitution to make 
the same disposition of lands in another State? 
Gentlemen who contend for that doctrine should 
be able to point out the provision in the Constitu- 
tion which makes such a distinction, and tell us 
what it is, and where itis. Upon what princi- 
ple are these grants in the land States made? 
Upon the ground that such grants are intended to 
promote education, and therefore tending to pro- 
mote the public benefit and general welfare of the 
State. I ask whether the operation of this system 
would not be just ag beneficial in the old States as 
in the new? 

Let me illustrate this by stating a case, Take 
the State of Virginia, for example. That State 
ceded her public lands away to the United States, 
comprising all that vast territory that has since 
been formed into the States of Ohio, Indiana, H- 
linois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, I believe. When 
Virginia granted this immense territory to the 
United States, she expressly stipulated in the act 
of cession that these grants should be ‘used for 
the common benefit of all the States, Virginia in- 
cluded;”’ and yet Virginia, to this day, has never 
had the benefit of a single acre of land of all that 
vast territory, and this, too, while we have been 


| giving the land in large and small grants to every 
‘| one of the new States formed out of this territory, 
| and even to other States. 
| this system of giving lands to a part of the States 


I contend, therefore, that 


is unequal and unjust; and all Ie aim in this mat- 
ter is justice and equality. As one of the mem- 
bers of the State of New York, I ask no more than 
a proportionate share of these lands for that State. 
I would not ask or vote for more than her just 


these lands belong exclusively to the land States. 

There has been growing in Congress, for a few 
years past, a kind of mania upon the subject of the 
public lands—to get rid of, and squander them as 
fast as possible, give away all we can, and sell 
the restat a reduced price. As an instance of this, 


1854, 


I need only refer to the homestead bill, and tó 

the land graduation bills which have passed the 

Flouse this session; and there is an’ amendment 

offered to this bill, by which we are to surrerider 
all right to the public lands, to give up the whole 

of these lands to the States within which they He. 

I am opposed to this whole system of giving away 

the public lands. The original policy, the original 

land system, has been departed from, and grant, 
of the public lands have been made, to a large ex- 
tent, to the land States; and the question now is, 
is it right and just to make a similar provision, to 

a much less extent, for the benefit of the other 
States? Such grants will certainly prove as great 
an advantage to the old States for the purposes of 
education, for common schools, and for other pur- 

poses, as they will for the new States. It is cer- 

tainly right, according to the very terms upon 

which these lands were originally ceded, that the 
old States should be entitled to their equal share 
in these grants; for they do not belong to the thir- 
teen Jand States, but they belong, in common, to 
the whole thirty-one. The new States certainly 
have no right to claim the exclusive benefit of the 
lands, and they have no more right to claim an 
exclusive right to these grants than they have to 
claim an exclusive right to the money arising from 
the sales of the public lands, and which is paid 
into the Treasury. 

This is a bill which everybody can understand. 
It gives to the old States something over twenty 
millions of acres. to equalize—or rather as an 
equivalent, for it does not equalize—for the grants 
which have been made from time to time to the 
land States. Let me state further, that there have 
been granted for internal improvements, from 
time to time, as appears from the statement made 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
over twenty-eight millions of acres of land, worth 
over $36,000,000, to the twelve land States exclu- 
sively. There has also been granted to’ the 
new States and to the Territories over forty-nine 
million acres of land for schools, worth over 
$61,000,000 —— 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting.) Will 
the gentleman from New York permit me to make 
an inquiry at this point? 

Mr. BENNETT. Certainly. - ; 

Mr. SMITH. Thegentleman from New York 
stated a moment ago that the State of Virginia 
had never received an acre of these public lands, 
although her right to them was reserved. I beg 
to inquire of the gentleman if the proceeds of the 
sales of these lands do not go into the National 
Treasury, and whether if the State of Virginia 
does nol, in this way, get her share of the benefits 
derived from them? 

Mr. BENNETT. Theproceedsofthe saleofthe 
public lands do undoubtedly go into the National 
Treasury, and in this way Virginia derives her 
share of the benefits accruing from them; but E am 
speaking now of grants of public lands, not of the 
sales. 1 admit, indeed, that so far as the lands 
are sold, and so far as the proceeds thereof are 
received in the Treasury, all the old States share 
equally and fairly in the benefit of them. 

But the object of my remarks is to show that 
when we give the public lands to some States for 
particular and public purposes, all the States do 
not share equally in the advantage. A great in- 
jury has been thereby done to the interests of the 
‘old States in that respect; and the worst of it is, 
that the system of granting public lands for par- 
ticular purposes has been rapidly increasing, and 
increasing until no sales of public lands worth 
ppeaking of are made. Under the operation of 
this system the land distributed in grants have of 
late exceeded to a great amount the lands sold. 
My object is that this sort of legislation be put an 
end to. First equalize the grants to all, and then 
stop short, and allow the lands to be sold. 

The land States admit the rights of the old 
States. Ihave here a resolution from the State of 
Illinois, which was passed at the present session 
of the Legislature of that State, on the 20th 
March, 1854, in which the Legislature instruct 
their Senators, and request, their Representatives 
in Congress, to exert all their influence to obtain 
the passage of a law donating to each State in the 
Union public lands, at the value of $500,000 to 
each, for school purposes. To each State of the 
Union! Here it iss 

“ Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senute concurring herein, ) Phat our Senators in Congress 


be instructed, and our Representatives be requested, to use 
their best exertions io procure the passage of a law of Con- 
gress donating to each State in the Union an amount of 
public lands not less in value than five hundred thousand 
dollars, for the liberal endowment of a system of industrial 
universitiés—one in each State in the Union—to codperate 
witli each other, and with the Smithsonian. {nstitution in 
Washington, for the more:liberal and practical education 
of our industrial classes and their teachers; a Hibéral and 
varied education, adapted to the manifold wants of a prac: 
tical and enterprising people; ‘and a provision for such 
educational facilities being in. manifest concurrence with 
the intimatious of the popular, will, iturgently demands the 
united efforts of our national strength.’ 


That is what they seek to have accomplished. 
And—as the paper: states—that resolution was 
passed unanimously by the Legislature of the 
State of Linois, While it is admitted that these 
lands belong to all the States, that they have cost 


tan immense amount of money—and it is not ne- 


cessary here to determine whether they have ever 
paid for themselves or not, although I think 
that I can show by official papers that they never 
have; but I will not go into that branch of the 
question at this time—and that this immense 
amount of money which they have cost has been 
paid by all the States: I say that while this is 
not denied, still the legislation has been, as far as 
grants are concerned, for the benefit of only a 


part of the Union, and that, too, of only a very | 


small part. That sort of legislation is unequal 
and unjust, I contend that some provision should 
be made to make the public lands equally as well 
for the benefit of the old States as of the new. Or 
if not equal, at least some provision so that. the 
old States should not be altogether excluded from 
participation in the benefits of these grants. Give 
to the old States, I say, some proportionate part 
of the public lands for school purposes in their 
several States, if you extend that privilege to the 
new States. If you give to the new States land 


for railroad purposes, give the same proportion of | 


the lands for the same purpose to the old States. 
lf this system of making grants for particular 
urposes is to be adhered to, let it be general, not 
ical in its operation. That is what I contend 
or. 

It appears to bea question what should be done 
by Congress to dispose of these public lands more 
rapidly than at present? For instance, they are 
being disposed of just now as rapidly as legisla- 
tion appears to be able to effect that object. But 
while we are going on getting rid of thè public 
lands in this rapid way—while we are granting 
them away by millions, and millions, and mil- 
lions of acres-—certainly we ought to have some 
kind of fairness and equality in the distribution. 
The grants should be proportioned to all the States 
in the Union for the same public purposes. 

I was going on, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted 
by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Smirn,] to 
state that there had been granted to the land States 
—embracing some grants to the Territories— 
twenty-eight millions of acres of public land for 
the purposes of internal improvement, and that 
there were over forty-nine millions of acres granted 
to them for school purposes. That immense 
quantity of public land would have brought to 
the Treasury, if sold at Government prices, over 
$100,000,000. As equivalent to that, let me ask, 
what have the old States received? Nothing at 
all, And yet itis contended that these grants were 
constitutional. It is contended that these grants 
were authorized by the Constitution, and that 
grants for the same purposes to the old States 
would be unconstitutional. 
to know whether such legislation can be consti- 
tutional in one State, and yet unconstitutional in 


another? 1 do not want it to besaid in reply that 
Th 


| 


it was the policy of the Government to do so and 
so. But when the Constitution is referred to as 
authority, 
the Constitution makes any difference between 
the several States of the Union’as to the distribu- | 
tion of the public lands. I should have thought | 
that the Constitution required equality in the dis- | 
tribution to be observed. It undoubtedly con- | 
tains a reference to this subject, and requires | 
equality in the distribution of the public lands. | 
It requires that, in their distribution, the tights of | 
no State shall be prejudiced; but that they shall be | 
disposed of for the benefit of all, equally and fairly. 
That ig all I ask. Ido not stand hereto solicit | 
the giving of land to New York, or to urge that | 
you should make any gift to that State. Í stand | 
here to claim, that when you disposed of these i 


Now, I should like į 


I should like to know whether or not] 


a pecuniary consideration? Linsistthatthe power: 
in Congress is perfect-and original. t has‘al ways: 
been'so regarded; and has alwa‘ys been exercised,’ 
It could reside nowhere else: ftis also expressly 
provided for in the Constitation. 1 say l'haver 
the same right, as good aright, to ask this ‘grant 
for the benefit of schools in my State, as any geri” 
tleman has to ask it for any other State.: And:if 
this system Is'to go on, I do insist upon it that-is 
the object of this bill: Riot itd 
Another thing: | wish western’ men to under- 
stand the reason why a provision for their States 
is omitted, is, that it is done at the request of 
western men themselves. They prefer to have 
their claim and their bilis stand alone. ‘They say 
that the claims of the land States stand. upon: 
different principle; and if they should be included 
in this bill, they might be prejudiced in the Senate, 
and might meet with a veto-from the President, 
They prefer to, have this bill stand alone. Lam 
content; and I am willing ‘that they should take 
their bills alone. ; pE Gg es 
I want to understand,’ by a'Vote‘of the’ House, 
whether those States which have paid millionsand 
millions towards these public lands—for it will be 
found that the whole amount which they have 
paid is enormous—shall be entirely deprived ‘of 
any benefit of them? The old States paid at least 
two thirds of the cost. Those States paying most 
should not be deprived entirely of all benefit from 
the lands which they so largely contributed to pay 
for. lL would not be illiberal towards the western 
States; nor do I contend we do wrong when we 
make grants of the public domain to the land 
States for public purposes. But if itis right to 
make grants in ohe case, it is in other cases; and 
equally constitutional, equally just. Can the fair- 
ness and ‘correctness of that position be answered? 
I contend that, if the Constitution gives the right to 
educate the children of the western States’ bya 
distribution of the public lands, or'by thé applica- 
tion of the proceeds thereof, it is equally right to: 
educate the children of the old States in the. same* 
manner. The western States have, to a certain: 
extent, had the benefit of these lands; and: will 
you deny an appropriate share thereof to the old 
States? a 
The bill, as I have framed ‘it, will’ not give’ to 
the old States; in proportion to their ‘population, 
one half ás much as has béen already granted for 
internal’ improvement and school purposes to the 
land States, with the amount now asked for by 
them for such purposes, It would probably not 


| amount to one third as much, perhaps nota fourth. 


Twenty eight millions of acres, or nearly that, 
have already been granted to them for internal 
improvements, and fifteen millions more are now 
asked, and over forty-nine million acres for schools; 
I| and their population is about one third ‘as large as 
thatof the old ‘States. Iam speaking without the 
figures before me, but am substantially correct. ‘I 
have notasked foras large a portion as thëy have 
already received; much less, not one halfias much, 
i| in proportion, as has been granted “and is now 
asked for. : i 
rants to the land. States should also ‘be 
equalized. ‘It would be wroiig to give the public 
lands to Ilinois for railroads, and then deny to 
Iowa a similar grant, or deny the other land 
States which have not had a like donation; and 
this bill will lead’ to that.” . } 

If this bill passes, railroad bills will undoubt- 
edly also pass, sufficient to render the land States 
equal, perhaps not during the present~session of 
| Congress, but they will, jn my judgment, pass 
from time to time as asked for. The Committees 
on Public Lands‘in' the House and Senate begin 
to ‘see the necessity of adopting the priiciple of 
equalization in the distribution of thé public lands 
lamong the land States. And, in reporting: their 
yailroad bills, they are determiinéd—so far as T 
know—not to give any State a larger amount of 


THE CO 


1002 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 26, 


land for railroads, than Illinois has received. 
They make the donations to that State the stand- 
ard... They are willing to give to the other land 
States in that proportion, and to report bills from 
time to time, donating lands to the different States 
for public purposes, until they arrive at that point, 
and there stop. There is, therefore, no danger of 
the lands being expended beyond this limit for this 
purpose. 

What I propose to do by this bill, is to donate 
over twenty million acres to the old States, for 
the purpose of equalizing the donations among the 
several States. 1 do not propose to give lands di- 
rectly to the States, but to donate them in the form 
of land warrants, to be issued to the State, to be 
sold by the States, and to be located by pur- 
chasers precisely like other land warrants are 
located. This system of land warrants is no new 
system, [tisa system established. Our military 
grants, &c,, it is estimated, will take about fifty 
million acres of the public lands; of this, about 
twenty-four million have been issued in land war- 
rants. ‘These land warrants may, to a small 
extent, regulate the prices of the lands. But no 
injury can result from this. 

But this bill forbids the States to locate the 
lands. ‘The warrants are issued to them, and to 
be sold by them, and located by the purchasers 
themselves; and the only difference it can make in 
the operation of the system, as it is now carried 
out, will be, by throwing an increased number o 
those warrants into market, to reduce the price ta 
a limited extent. That is all theeffect the bill can 
have in this respect. It isalso provided in the bill 
that preémption rights are to be protected to any 
person who may have located upon any of these 
ands. These warrants, too, are to be located 
only upon the surveyed lands which are in the 
market, and open for sale. 
the benefit of the old States is so carefully guarded 
that no inconvenience can result from its passage 
in the operation of the land system. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to debate this bill. 
I should have been willing to have made a brief 
explanation of the provisions of the bill, and then 
to have called the previous question. ft contains 
but one principle, which all understand; but there 
are senene in the Efall who are opposed to any 
grants of this kind upon the part of the Govern- 
ment, who have indicated their desire to speak 
upon it, I shal) therefore content myself with 


stating, imperfectly as L have, the purport of the |; 
bill, without going at all into any argument in its | 
favor, reserving to myself the right, when debate | 
shall be closed upon it, to answer such objections | 
as may have been raised by its opponents. Í leave 


it in their hands for the present. 
Mr. DISNEY obtained the floor. 
Mr. DEAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio 


pemi me to ask a question of the Chair as to i 


row this bill stands, with a view of making any 


motion that may be necessary to keep it before the | 
House, and then of moving to go into the Com- `i 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

Mr. COBB. Oh, I hope not; I hope we shall 
have the morning hour for committees to report. 

Mr, HAMILTON. 1 desire to ask the Chair 
how much of the morning hour remains? 

The SPEAKER. About forty minutes. 

Mr. 4 AMILTON. Then I hope we shall pro- 
ceed with the regular order of business. 

Mr. DISNEY. I will yield to the gentleman 
from New York to ask any question he may wish. 

Mr. DEAN. I wish toask, then, if there is any 
motion pending to refer this bill to the Committee 
of the Wholeon the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. 
pending. 

Mr. DEAN. 
stand exactly how the bill stood. 
whether the motion cannot now be entertained ? 

The SPEAKER. 


that purpose. 

Mr. DEAN. I have heretofore made the mo- 
tion twice. The Speaker entertained it, and stated 
to the House that it was pending. 


therefore ask leave to again submit it. 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 do not'think that it ig mate- 
rial that the motion should be made now. 

Mr. DEAN. 
vious question may be called, and cut it off. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I have been 


In fact, this bill for |! l me 
i notice of my intention to submit it, so that it may | 


There is no such motion | 


I wanted the House to finder- | 
I would ask il 


The gentleman can make | 
the motion, if the gentleman from Ohio yields for | 


e H Í now learn | 
that it is not entered in the Journal, and would i| 


If it be not made now, the pre- | 


his return. 
Mr. COBB. There will be no decision until 
his return. 


| state of the Union, 

to-morrow morning. ; 
{Here a message was received from the Senate, 

by the hands of Aspury Dicxins, Esq., notifying 


Hecan then make his speech 


ji the Hlouse.] 
| Mr. BENNETT. 
|’ of the gentleman from Ohio, send a substitute for 


printed, 

| The SPEAKER. 
| thegentleman from Ohio has an amendment pend- 
|| ing, in the nature of a substitute. To that substi- 
|; tute an amendment has been proposed by the 
| gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Perxins.] 

i Mr, BENNETT. 


eration with some slight amendment. lask to give 
|| be ordered to he printed. 


| his own amendment, 

i Mr. BENNETT. Then I modify itby substi- 

| tuting the one | sent up to the Clerk’s desk for it 
Mr. PERKINS. W 


( amendment by filling the blanks, so that it may 
‘be properly before the House in connection with 
i the bill. 

oo Mr, 


DISNEY. I was about remarking, in 


this bill. 


i 

| the gentleman from New York, as well in the 
| report which he submitted to the Louse as in the 
i speech be hag made in regard to the pending bill, 
| 1 feel it aduty which I owe to the [Louse and the 
j country, as chairman of the Committee on Public 
i Lands, to exhibit the facts, and to make some 
; comments upon the, to me, exceedingly amusing 
i. remarks which the gentleman has put forward in 


li the shape of argument. 


of the Fiouse and the country with regard to the 
; facts; and, in doing that, I shall, of necessity, 
- probably be led, to a greater or less extent, to ex- 


| bim. 


i 
i 
j 


morning hour; and, as J see around the Hall indi- 
| cations of a desire to go into the Committee of the 


|; yield for a motion of that sort, with the under- 


i the floor and proceed with my remarks. 
Mr. HIESTER. 


agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. CHANDLER 
|; in thechair,) and resumed the consideration of 


| sent, I would move that the House do now resolve | 


| 
| Mr. PERKINS. With the gentleman’s con- | 
| 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 


i the House that that body had passed and amended | 
sundry bills, in which it asks the concurrence of | 


x | 
I would, with the consent 
ithe bill to the Chair, in order that it may be 


The Chairunderstands that 


The substitute which I send | 
to the Clerk’s desk is the one now under consid- | 


| The SPEAKER. The gentleman can modify | 


ith the permission of the ' 
i gentleman from Ohio, L would ask to modify my | 


i reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from i 
| Louisiana, [Mr. Perkins,] that E have no dispo- | 
sition to press upon the [Louse action in regard to | 
But in view of the statements which | 
| have been made to the House and the country by | 


I say that I feel it my duty to disabuse the mind ` 


| amine into the value of the reasons advanced by , 
When I do this, it is my purpose to be as | 
| brief as I can--as much so as the nature of the | 
; case will admit of; yet I should exceedingly qis- 
i like to be interrupted by the expiration of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union, I am willing to || 


standing that on to-morrow morning I can take | 


I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the | 
|, Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 
' The question was put; and the motion was : 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the : 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the | 


| 
| 
! 


mittee last rose, the pending question was on an 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Ilinois, 

{Mr, Wenrworrn,] and that the gentleman from 

Fenisylyania [Mr. Hiester] was entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, (who occupied 
a portion only of his hour on Monday,) claimed 
the floor, 

Mr. HIESTER. Ifthe gentleman from Mis- 
Assippi desires to occupy the remainder of his time 
to-day, or a sufficient portion of time to complete 
the hour which he ought to have had on Monday, 
I am willing to concede it to him, provided it is 
not taken out of my hour. 

[Cries of “ Agreed!” and ‘That’s right !?"] 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from 
Mississippi can proceed, 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, concluded the 
remarks commenced by him a few days since, in 
opposition to the Nebraska-Kansas bill, Hear- 
gued that Congress should repeal the Missouri 
compromise boldly, or not atall. If they were 
not prepared to do this, they should let it stand 
where itis. He condemned the insidious charac 
ter of the bill, and said that the Badger proviso 
was the Wilmot proviso in another form. 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


Mr. HIESTER addressed the committee on the 
same subject. Fle opposed the bill on the ground 
that, if passed, it would violate our treaties with 
the Indian tribes residing within the limits of the 
proposed Territories, and because it contained a 
clause for the repeal of the Missouri compromise 
of 1820. 

[His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 
Mr. ELLISON. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I will move that the 
committee do now rise, 
Mr SMITH. I yield the floor for that motion. 
[Cries of « Nol? “ Nol”? and ‘Go on!?’] 
Mr. SMITH. Ishould be gratified if the com- 
mittee would rise. The committee is very thin. 
A Memper. We shalllose so much time ifwe 
adjourn now. : 
Mr. SMITI. Oh, no; we need not adjourn. 
There is plenty of business for the House to do. 
Mr. HAMILTON, Some other gentleman 


; will, perhaps, speak now, if the gentleman from 


Virginia does not desire to do it, 

Mr. ELLISON, The House is very slenderly 
attended now, and I therefore insist on my 
motion to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
to entertain the motion. 

Mr. SMITH, Ll understand that there is a gen- 
tleman from Ohio who wishes to speak this even- 


i ing, and L hope the Louse will consent that the 


understanding shall prevail which prevailed yes- 
terday, and allow me to have the foor to-morrow. 

(Cries of “ Agreed!’ and ‘+ Certainly J 

Mr. ELLISON. I withdraw my motion, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair then recognizes 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tay.or] as entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. T should be very glad 
to hear the gentleman from Virginia, but as he 
does not desire to go on now, and as it is only 
half past two o’clock, it seems to me that it would 
be better to continue the discussion, and get rid of 
it as soon as we can. 

Mr. SMITH. As I am to have the floor to- 
morrow, | yield it now to the gentleman, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, said that, instead of 
progressing with the business of Congress, as the 
people demanded, they were tied down, day by 
day, by a sectional question, of which, as a Whig, 
he washed his hands; nor did he believe that the 
party to which he belonged instigated it. This was 
a sectional question, which far transcends in im- 
portance any other since the compromises of the 
Constitution, He did not impute all the respon- 
sibility of the introduction of the Nebraska bill to 
the honorable Senator from Illinois; there were 
other eminent men who advocated it with equal 
zeal. It was brought forward as an Administration 
measure, to relieve it from the consequences of its 
own conduct. Atleast such was his opinion; and, 
in support of it, he quoted aremark heretofore made 
by Mr. Smirn, of Virginia, that he (Mr. Smitu] 
‘believed thatthis wasan Administration measure, 


1854. | 


and further, he quoted remarks from the Union of 
the 5th of February last. He then opposed the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. If you, he 
said, repeal this, you will set a precedent by 
which all other compromises will be repealed; and 
which will leave it to a numerical majority, and 
not to the good sense and patriotism of the people. 

He wished to stand on the compromises of 1850. 


Kansas bill. . 

[His speech will be found in the Appendix.} 

Mr. BARRY obtained the floor; but yielded it to 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, who moved 
that the committee do now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the bill of the House (No. 271) to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government, for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1854, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, 
and had come to no-resolution thereon. 

Mr. LETCHER moved that the House do now 
adjourn. by 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half past three o’clock, p.m.) the Fouse adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


He gave his reasons for opposing the ie 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 27, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henny SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. EVERETT presented the memorial of 
Nathaniel Hayward, praying the extension of his 
patent for an improvement in the manufacture of 
India rubber goods; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WELLER presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of California, in favor of additional 
mail’ facilities for California and Oregon; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Califor- 
nia, in favor of the establishment of a free and 
permanent watering place in Humboldt desert, on 
the emigrant route from Missouri to California; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the State of California, in 
favor of the enactment of a law authorizing the 
Board of Commissioners appointed under the act 
of the 3d of March, 1851, to ascertain and settle 


private land claims in that State, to hold a session || 


at the city of Los Angeles; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. t 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying a reduction of the rates 
of ocean postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, a memorial of inhabitants of Providence, | 


Rhode Island, praying a reduction of the rates of 
ocean postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial signed by the Governor, Lieu- 
tenant Governor, President of the Senate, Speaker 
of the House, and members of the Executive 
Council of Massachusetts, together with a large 
number of the other members of the State gov- 
ernment, praying a reduction of the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Hardy 
H. Holstead and others, praying a modification 
of the bounty land law so as to give one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to all who served in the 
wars of the United States, and to their heirs; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Mr. RUSK presented a memorial of the clerks 


and other employees engaged in the city post | 


office, Washington, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for an increase of compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Mr.TOUCEY presented a petition of inhabitants | 


of Norwich, Connecticut, praying a redaction of | 


; which was referred to 


the rates of ocean postage 
Office and Post Roads. 


the Committee on the Post 


Mr. WILLIAMS presented documents in rela- 
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tion to the claim of Betsey Whipple, widow of | 


Stephen Whipple, a soldier in the last war with 
Great Britain, to a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRATT presented résolutions of the Mayor 
and City Council of the city of Baltimore, praying 
an appropriation of public lands to aid in the 
establishment of juvenile reform schools and houses 
of refuge in the several States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of F. M. 
Weatherred, jr., and others, praying a change in 
the mail route from Grand Ecore, on the Redriver, 
Louisiana, to eastern Texas; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of citizens of the 
United States professing the Jewish religion, 
praying that measures may be taken to procure 
for citizens of the United States of every creed, a 
just degree of civil and religious liberty, while 
residing or traveling in foreign countries; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

NEW MAIL ROUTES. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following mail routes: From Fort Madison, 
via West Point, Big Mount, and Utica, to Keosauqua, lowa; 
from Fort Madison, via Franklin and Primrose, to. Farm 
ington; trom Marengo, by Toledo, to Eldora ; from Cedar 
Falls to Clear Lake. 

REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
James L. Collins, praying indemnity for property 
Jost in the Mexican war, and for services as se- 
cret and confidential agent of the United States, 
rendered during said war, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion by Mr. BRODIJEAD, it. was 

Ordered, That James L. Collins have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

HENRY CRONCHEY. 

Mr. EVERETT. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to whom the subject 
was referred, to report a bill to make compensa- 
tion to Henry Cronchey for extra services. This 
bill is reported by the unanimous direction of the 
committee, and as itis a small matter, I hope it 
will be put upon its passage now. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to allow to Henry Cronchey the 
sum of $1,000, in full compensation for extra ser- 
vices performed in the office of the United States 
legation at London, while the office of secretary 
of legation was vacant, between December, 1852, 
and August, 1953. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr.Cronchey performed all 
the clerical duties of secretary of legation for 
nearly six months 
The subject having been referred to Congressfrom 
the Department, and laid before the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, the committee thought it was 
but fair he should have this compensation, which 
is at the rate of the salary of a secretary of lega- 
tion. He-was obliged to take home the work in 
extra hours—the writing that devolved on him 
as clerk in copying the dispatches and other ofli- 
cial notes—and he probably labored twice the 


while that office was vacant. | 


number of hovrs that he would otherwise have | 


been called upon to do. The salary of clerk was 
put $500 a year. This will give him $1,000 for 
performing all the clerical duties of the office for 
six months. The service was very acceptably 
and faithfally performed; and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations thought he was well entitled 
to this small amount. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 
On the motion of Mr. EVERETT, the report 
was ordered to be printed. 
FRANÇOIS COUSIN. g 
The bill for the relief of Frangois Cousin was 


read, a second;time; and;;on; motion by Mr. Ser 
DELL, the Senate, asin Committee:of the Whole, 
proceeded. to. its consideration... ., : DRS 
It proposes to confirm François. Cousin’ in. his 
title to all those parts of sections twenty, twenty- 
one, twenty-two,. twenty-three, twenty-four, 
twenty-five, twenty-six, twenty-seven, twenty: 
eight, twenty-nine, thirty-five, and: thirty-six, 10 
township eight south, of range twelve east, which 
are included within the limits of his original claiti, 
filed before the commissioner to adjust private land 
claims in Louisiana; and all that-parcel .of land 
described as section forty, in township'eight south, 
of range twelve east} and section thirty-seven; in 
township ‘eight ‘south, of- range thirteen: east, in 
the parish of St. Tammany, Louisiana; and a 
patent is to be issued for them. i By 
François Cousin, Sen. ,the father of the petitioner, 
about the year 1770, settled upon and cultivated a 
tract of land in Louisiana; in 1785, as appears by 
the affidavit of the late surveyor general of the 
Province, he presented four decrees ‘of grants, 
which were recorded, but were destroyed by fire 
in 1788. He continued to reside upon and culti- 
vate the lands until the time of his death. < His 
gon, since his death, has always resided upon and 
cultivated them. The claim of the elder Cousin 
was filed with the commissioner to adjust private 
land claims in the Territory: of Louisiana; who, in 
his report, classed the claims among the anony- 
mous claims, as. number twenty-one, and which 
was notconfirmed by the commissioner, and recom 
mended for the consideration. of Congress...) 
The Committee on Private. Land. Claims, are of 
opinion that the antiquity of the settlement, and 
the cultivation of the land claimed, together with 
the circumstances of the case, warrant Congress 
in confirming the title. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL HOTEL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PRATT. Lask the Sénate to take up and 
consider the bill “to incorporate the National 
Hotel Company, of Washington city,” which 
was some time since reported from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. Itis designed, by 
this company to build a hotel worthy of the me- 
tropolis of the nation.. It will be an extensive 
enterprise, and will require a larger: capital than 
individuals separately could appropriate tosuch an 
object. It will lead to no discussion, I presume. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole.. ; 

It provides that George H. Calvert, Charles B. 
Calvert, Roger C. Weightman, Philip Otterback, 
John Withers, Richard H, Stuart, and Joseph 
Bryan, and those who may hereafter become 
members of the company, and their successors, be 
created a body-politic and corporate, by the name 
and style of the National Hotel Company, Wash- 
ington city. The company is empowered to ‘hold, 
in fee-simple, lots situated in the city of Wash- 
ington, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and parts of lots 7 and 
14, in square 491, on the plat of that city, upon 
which are now erected the house or buildings and 
appurtenances known and denominated as, the 
National Hotel; and also any additional lots or 
parts of lots, adjoining that said property, which 
may be hereafter acquired. ‘The capital stock of 
the company is to be $500,000 to be divided. into 
five thousand shares of $100 each. i 

The affairs of the company are to be-conducted . 
by a president and six directors, to be elected by 
the stockholders, and, they may. exercise all the 
power and priviliges of a corporation necessary or 
proper to promot, its objects. . 

Thefe being no amendment, the bil: was re- 
ported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the House insisted on their dis- 
agreement to the first amendment of the Senate to 
the bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending 30th of 
June, 1855; insisted on their amendment to the 
third amendment of the Senate to that bill; agreed 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two. Houses, and. had 
appointed Messrs. Georce W. Jonxs, of Tennes- 
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G. Davis, of Indiana, as managers on their part. | 
RECONSIDERATION OF A BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The Senate on Tuesday | 
passed a bill to amend an act, entitled “an act to 
grant the right of preémption to certain purchas- 
ers and settlers on the Maison Rouge Grant, in 
the event of the final adjudication of the title in 
favor of the United States.” It was discovered 
this morning that, there is a defect in the bill as 
passed, in consequence of which the wrong act 
is proposed to be extended by that bill. That mis- 
take should be corrected; and I wish to movea 
reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was 
passed in order that the necessary correction may 
be made. This is the last day on which, by our 
rules, the reconsideration can be moved. The bill 
is now, however, on the Speaker’s table in the 
other House; and I wish to have it brought back 
to the Senate. Unless it be sent back to-day, be- 
fore the House adjouras, I cannot move to recon- 
sider. I move, therefore, now, that the Secretary 
be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


A message was subsequently received from the 
Fouse of Representatives, by Mr. Mcl< ran, Chief | 
Clerk, returning the bill mentioned, in accordance 
with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move that the vote on the 
passage of the bill be reconsidered, and I ask that | 
the motion be entered on the journal. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be so entered. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the House bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- | 
lations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1855. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment 
which I have to offer from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, is to insert under the “ miscella- 
neous” heading, the following: 

For surveying and marking the boundary lines of such 
tract or tracts of land as may be provided under the stipu- 
lations of the amendments of the Senate to the treaties of 
the Wd of Jaly and sub of August, 1851, with the Sioux 
ndians, 1,200; 

For expenses of negotiating the treaties of the 10th of 
September, 1853, with the Rogae River Indians, and of the 
yth of September, 1853, with the Cow Creek baud of 
Vinpqaa tadians, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. f have another amendment 
from the Committee on udian Affairs, to come in 
at the end of the second section. That section || 
provides that no existing provisions of law, pre- 
seribing the manner in which payment shall be 
made to Indians, shall be construed to repeal or į 
contravene the seventeenth section of the Indian 
intercourse act. The amendment of the committee | 
is to add to this provision the folowing: 

Or to prohibit the payment of any claiin or claims, other | 
than those of agents or attorneys, for bona fide services ren- 
slered to any fndian tribe, in cases where he President may 
adjudge such services nedessary, and the claim or clainis, 
therefor, just and reasonable. | 

Mr. WALKER. With the acquiescence ofthe 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 
wish to havea slight verbal alteration made in the 
amendment, in order more fully to carry out its 
design. I move to amend it by inserting after the | 
word “attorneys”? the words “for clatrms.” 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. L agree to the propriety 
of that. 

The amendment to the amendment waseagreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was adopted. | 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, I have another amend- |) 
ment from the Committee on Indian Affairs, as an | 
additional section: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President | 
he authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the | 
Senate, to appoint a superintendent of Indian affairs for j 
the Territory of Utah, who shall receive an annual salary 
of $2,000, and whose daty it shall be to exercise a general ‘j 
superiptendence over the Indian tribesin Utah, and to exer- 
eise and perform all the powers and duties assigned by law || 
to other superintendents of Tndtan affairs. | 


The amendment was agreed to. l 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment is | 
to add an additional section: | 


Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That so much of the ! 
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act to establish the territorial government of Utah, ap- 


proved 9th September, 1850, as requires the Governor of 


said ‘Territory to perform the duties of superintendent of | 


Indian affairs, and authorizes him to receive a salary there- 
for, in addition to the salary allowed for his services as Gov- 
ernor, be repealed, and that the Governor of said Territory 
shall hereafter receive an annual salary of $2,500. 


The object of this provision, Mr. President, is | 


merely to separate the duties of superintendent of 
Indian affairs, from the office of Governor in the 
Territory of Utah. Itis unnecessary, probably, to 
explain the considerations which have induced the 
committee to report this amendment. They are 
obvious in their character, and such as will sug- 
gest themselves to the Senate at a glance. We 
also propose to make provision for increasing the 
salary of theGovernor,in consequence of the sep- 
aration of the duties of superintendent from his 
office, and to make his salary equal to that which 
we now allow to the Governors of Washington 
and Oregon, who, in their relations to our coun- 
try, are situated about as remotely and inaccessi- 
bly, and the expenses of living in each are about 
the same. We thought it just, therefore, to al- 


low the Executive of Utah the same salary as the | 
The main | 


Governors of those other Territories. 
object was to separate the duties of superintendent 
of Indian affairs, from those of the Executive of 
that Territory. 

Mr. CHASE. I doubt the expediency of in- 
creasing the salary of the Governor of Utah. 
have heard no special reason why it should be in- 


creased by thisamendment, The office which has | 


heretofore been paid $2,500 as Governor and as 
superintendent, 1s to be divided into two, and one 
is to be paid $2,500 and the other $2,000, making 
44,500 for these services. Unless the chairman 
of the committee can assign some good reason for 
it, I think the amendment ought to be rejected. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator, I imagine, 
is mistaken slightly in his facts. $ 
only to give to the Governor of Utah, as Gov- 
ernor, a salary of $2,500, in consequence of the 
separation of these duties. 
salary of $1,500 as Governor, and $1,500 as su- 
perintendent. ‘This amendment creates a separate 
superintendent, and to that extent it does enlarge, 
of course, the salary of one of the offices. Butit 
will be recollected that the Senate yesterday, in 


providing for the salary of the Executive of Min- | 


nesota, in just such a contingency as this, allowed 
a salary of $2,500. In the Kansas and Nebraska 
bill, lately passed by this body, the same salary 


was allowed to the Governors of those two Ter- | 
ritories, and in those cases the duties of superin- | 
tendent of Indian affairs were separated from those | 


of the Bxecutive. We allow to the Governor 
Oregon, whose duties are separated from those of 
Indian superintendent, the same salary, $2,500. 
By this amendment, therefore, we but preserve 
the same analogy in reference to the salary of this 
officer, which has already been established as to 
the salaries of four other territorial Governors 
where the office of superintendent is not connected 
with the office of Governor. 
him, in this case, a similar salary as is allowed in 
the others. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have instructed me to offer the following, 
as an additional section: 


Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to cause to be 
fulfilled the stipulations of the ninth and tenth articles of 
the treaty with the Sacs and Foxes, aad other tribes of In- 
din 
o> 


rved tracts to be surveyed and allotted to the persons 


properly entitled to the same, iu fee-simple, in such man- | 
ner, aud under such rules and regulations as he may pre- ji 


scribe ; and, to defray the expenses of the same, there be, 


| and is hereby, appropriated the sum of $10,922 29, 


The object of this amendment, Mr. President, 
is simply to carry into effect the stipulations of the 
ninth and tenth articles of the treaty of 1830, made 
with some five or six different bands of Indians, 
which have never yet been fulfilled. The purport 
of those articles requires the setting apart, by the 


United States, of reserves, one upon the Missouri, |j 
and the other upon the Mississippi river, in the | 
ordinary form of Indian reservations, for the use of 


their nations, It was stipulated that the President, 


at any future time, might survey off the country, 


and allot in severalty to the half breeds, reserva- 
tions not exceeding six hundred and forty acres 
each. Circumstances have heretofore prevented 
the carrying into effect of that stipulation. In the 


l % 


The object is | 


Fle now receives a | 


lt simply allows | 


is, concluded on the 15th of Twy, 1830, by causing said | 


i mean time the land which was regarded as fixed 
|| for the reservation, has been settled upon by large 
|| numbers of white settlers from the States, who are 
|| occupying the best lands, and all the most valu- 
‘| able sites, commercial and otherwise, in the Ter- 
|| ritory, until the Indians themselves have become 
| alarmed, and justly alarmed, at the prospect that 
|| the absorption, by settlement, of the lands by the 
white population, will soon leave them nothing out 
AS ¢ which the treaty stipulations can be performed. 
|| The period of the fulfillment of this treaty has 
|| been postponed until the very last moment, and 
the Indians now allege, and I think with very 
great justice, that the treaty stipulations should 
be performed. If we concur in the amendment 
of the committee, it will be the duty of the Presi- 
dent to survey the country, and allot off the reser- 
| vations according to the stipulations of the treaty, 
and dispose of the residue of the land according 
to existing laws. The estimate of the amount ne- 
cessary for this purpose has been made, upon a 
|| basis suggested by the Land Office, and is in strict 
i| accordance with the views of the Indian depart- 
|) ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, is to add the 
following two additional sections: 


$ 


Sno. B And be it further enacted, ‘What the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appotut two 
Midian agents for the Tidians east of the Rocky Mountains, 
{| in addition to the eleven provided for by the fourth section 
|| of the act entitled ** An act making appropriations for the 
|| currentand coutingent expenses of the Indian department,” 
ii &e., approved February 27, 1851; one Indian agent for the 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
} 
| 
| 
i 
i 


| Indians m the Territory of New Mexico, in addition to the 
four provided for by the fifth section of the same act; and 
such number of Indian agents not execeding three, as be 
| my deem expedient, for the Indian tribes in the Territory 
oar yw 


shington, 

1 BEC 7. And be it further enncted, That the agents appoint- 
Hed nnder the provisions of the first section of this act shall, 
before entering on the duties of their respective others, 
give Dond in such penalties, and with such conditions and 
security, as the President or the Secretary of the interior 
may require. ‘They shallhold their offices respectively for 
the tern of four years, and shall receive an annual salary of 
$1,500 each, 


H 
| 
J will explain to the Senate the necessities of 
| the services which require the appointments of 
i| these different agents. There are six asked for by 
l| the Department, three of which, in the first place, 
| are for the Territory of Washington. Thisissim- 
i| ply to supply the omission in the act establishing 
i| the territorial government of Washington, in con- 
|| Sequence of which there was no provision made 
|| for the appointment of Indian agents for that Ter- 
i| vitory atall. Usually it is the case, that the In- 
| dian agents are provided for as often as we create 
|| territorial governments for our distant possessions. 

For what reason the omission took place, | am 

unable to say. There are, however, provided at 
|| this time, three Indian agents for the Territory of 
|| Oregon, containing a little more population, and 
| about the same area as the Territory of Wash- 
Í| ington, while there are none for the latter Terri- 
|| tory. In addition to this, the Territory of Oregon 
is furnished with a superintendent separated from 
the office of Governor, while in Washington the 
office of superintendent and that of Governor are 
lodged in the same person. To this extent it 
disqualifies even the superintendent, who is the 
only Indian officer provided for that Territory, from 
performing the duties. 

it will be remembered by those who are familiar 
with the geography of Washington Territory, 
that it is separated into three great natural divis- 
ions,and there are supposed to be some fifteen or 
twenty thousand Indians within its limits. The 
Indians in these three geographical divisions have 
| entirely different habits, and necessarily require 
an agent to attend particularly to the wants of 
each, I ean see great reason therefore for estab- 
| lishing three Indian agents in Washington Terri- 
tory, because it only puts that on a footing with 
our other Territories. 

The additional agent for the Territory of New 
Mexico is asked for, in order to have bim as- 
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to civilization, and giving them fixed agricultural | 
habits. If it is thought proper to establish and | 
maintain friendly relations with these Indians at 
all, it is no doubt necessary that we should estab- 
lish an agency for them. 

The other two Indian agents proposed to be 
appointed are asked for by the Department, to be 
located in the vast territory lying between t 
Red river.upon the south, the British possessio 
upon the north, thegreatchain of the Stony Mount- 
ains upon the west, and the States bordering 
upon the Mississippi river on the east. Any one 
who will think for a minute of the vast extent of 
that country, the great numbers of Indian tribes 
who wander over it, and then will consider. the 
fact that we have but two Indian agents, who trav- 
erse that immense range of country, to maintain 
friendly relations with all these Indians, and dis- 
burse payments of provisions and. money under 
the different treaties with them, will see that the 
task imposed on these two agents is one which it 
is absolutely physically impossible for them to 
perform. One agent will be required upon the 
Arkansas river alone, and another upon the Platte, 
and it will take at least two to discharge the duties 
of agents with the immense number of tribes ex- 
tending from Minnesota Territory to the dividing 
ridge between Washington Territory andthe plains 
lying east of it. 

The Department is not without ample and suf- 
ficient information in making this recommend- 

“ation. Last year, when Mr. Fitzpatrick was 
required to go out and pay the Indian annuities 
which had been provided under the treaty of Fort 
Laramie, it required a journey of several months 
from the head waters of the Arkansas up to the 
head waters of the Missouri, to visit the different 
tribes with whom we had treaty relations, and to 
whom he had to make disbursements. It does 
appear to me that, considering the number of In- 
dians in that region, and the vast extent of coun- 
try over which our Indian agents have to travel, 
and our diversified relations with these Indians, it 
is utterly impossible that two agents can perform 
that service. Iam more certain that this portion 
of the amendment ought to beadopted than eher 
of its other provisions, but 1 am pretty well con- 
vinced that all of these agents:have become neces- 
sary for the service. 

Mr. BELL. I desire to ask my friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, a 
question in relation. to his statement as to the ne- 
cessity of appointing three new agents for the 
Territory of Washington. As I understood him, 
he intimated that there was some propriety in 
having an equal number in Washington and Ore- 
gon. There have been three heretofore appointed 
in Oregon, and I ask the honorable Senator if one || 
of those there is not agent for the tribes that are 
now said to be located in the Territory of Wash- 

_ington, west of the Cascade range; and whether 
that would. not make some difference in the neces- 
sity of appointing three? The honorable Senator 
stated that, inasmuch as there were three for the 
Territory of Oregon, there would be some pro- | 

riety in giving the same number to Washington. 

here are some twenty thousand Indians in Wash- 
ington Territory, I believe, and most of them 
roam over the eastern part of it, between the 
Rocky Mountains and the Cascade range. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I can answer the honor- 
able Senator. The three Indian agents now in 
Oregon are all under the jurisdiction of the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs for Oregon, and their 
operations are confined entirely to that Territory. 

Mr. BELL. That was not the question. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. There are none.in Wash- || 
ington, except some agents who have been em- 
ployed by the superintendent of Indian affairs for 
‘Washington, taking upon himself the responsi- 
bility of employing them under the special neces- 
sities of the case, and for whom provision is made 


has the superintendency of Indian affairs. Then, 
there could bean agent for Washington Territory 
taken from those who were appointed for Oregon 
Territory, while Washington formed a part of Ore- 
gon Territory; and the proper amendment would 
be to transfer the jurisdiction of thatagency to the 
Governor of Washington. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I imagine there is ample 
use for all the Indian agents who. are already in 
Oregon. They have made several treaties in Ore- 


all. In Washington, the personnel of the Indian 


or sub-agent now on Puget’s Sound. Governor 
Stevens says it is an unexplored country. 

Mr. BELL. Settlements south of Puget’s Sound. 
I really do not know how far our settlements 
extend. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 will say to the Senator, 
that in my opinion thereis ample necessity for the 
appointment of three agents at this time. 

Mr. BELL. Well. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Department asked 
for the appointment of a number not exceeding 
three. I presume that at this time one agent would 
be sufficient for the country between the Pacific 
and the Cascade range; and another among the 
Flatheads along the eastern range of mountains 
would be sufficient. There are no wandering 
tribes in Oregon except those near the mountains; 
the others are stationary, having their fixed dwell- 
ings or lodges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer the following 
| amendment: 


For defraying the expenses of witnesses, marshal, attor- 
ney, notary, interpreters, and stationery, and for copy- 


Alexander Ramsay, of Minnesota, $720. 

That item, and several which wiil follow, are the 
same as the amendment which was under discus- 
sion yesterday, with the exception that they leave 
out the item embracing the compensation for 
Governor Gorman, and provide only for the ne- 
cessary expenses, the fees of witnesses, the ex- 
penses of interpreters, and of marshals for the 
service of processes, &c. They are estimated for 
by the Department, and are recommended. The 
item which was exceptionable was separated from 
these which are estimated for, and are now recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next item is the fol- 
lowing: 

For the services of Robert A. Matthews, for copying the 
proceedings. and evidence in said investigation, under the 
-employment of Richard M. Young, one of the.commisaion- 
ers, $250. 

This item is not embraced in the Jast.estimate, 
but an additional estimate is sent from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. At the time that the pro- 
ceedings of that commission were settled, the 
papers in regard to this cldim were for some time 
mislaid, and it was not paid. We have them 
now upon hand, and the amendment is offered to 
meet the claim. On the return of Judge Young, 
one of the commissioners, to this place, and after 
he had ceased to draw pay as commissioner, he 
employed a clerk to copy all the evidence, to 
transcribe it, and prepare it in due form. It was a 


| service which I think was well worth the money 


-which is asked for it. 

- Mr. HUNTER. I desire simply to remark 
that | hope we shall get through with this, and 
that we will not again repeat the experiment upon 
which the expenditure is founded. 
Senate undertook to request. the President, with- 
out the concurrence of the other House, to enter 
into the investigation which led to all this expense. 
The Department of the Interior seemed to think 


in this bill; but, by law, there are none at all in 
Washington. 
Mr. BELL. 
terms of the law technically; but, when theseagents 
were appointed, was not. one of them for the tribes, 
orremnants, or fragments of tribes, around Puget’s 
Sound? When we had settlements forming there 
in Washington Territory, it was thought neces- 
sary to have an Indian agent. Now, as to the 
jurisdiction of the superintendent in Oregon, I pre- 
sume that can be remedied by extending the a 
intendency to Washington. That is answered by 


I know that that is so by the |! 


| 


i 
t 
| 
i 
| 
| 


that, as it was done by order of the Senate, it 


| should be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


Senate; and I believe a portion of the expenses— 
Judge Young’s compensation—was so paid. ‘This 
all shows the anomalous sort of Jegislation into 
which we have been led. It seems to me that, 
except for the expenses of the Senate itself, this 
body and the President together have no right to 
incur liabilities for the United States. We have 
authorized this to be done. We had better pay 
this gentleman, and repeat the precedent no more. 

Mr. CHASE. 1 would inquire of the chairman 


the suggestion that the Governor of “Washington Į 


gon, but none have been made in Washington at 


department consists of the superintendent with- 
out any agent or sub-agents. There is no agent 


ing evidence in the investigation of the official conduct of 


Last year the |. 


of the Committee om Indian’ A flairs if this is nota 
private claim? and if it be such; I-suggest-that it 
is not competent for it to be offered.as‘an*amend- 
{i ment to an appropriation bill. < oes See 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. L apprehend thatit 
more a private clim- than! the payment of 
nesses, marshals, and others who were engazéd 
li in this examination. We have agreéd-to pay 
expenses of other persons engaged in-the execu- 
tion of this commission. This -claim ‘ought’ to 
have been, and would have been, paid bythe 
Department, if the funds had been:sufficient; and 
we are now supplying the deficiency. ‘Tt is ‘for 
services rendered in pursuance of a-resolution of 
the Senate; and I may say that this is:a reason: 
able and necessary expenditure, and the expendi- 
tures incurred by the commission do not amount 
to-anything very alarming.. The fact that: E have 
been compelled to present these items in detail, on 
account of the objection yesterday has made them 
appear much larger than they otherwise: would. 
I do not think that the claims’ of ‘every kind, and 
every expense attendant upon ‘the investigation, 
exceed $2,000. It is certainly a very small 
|| amount, compared with the expense of some in- 
vestigations which have been entered into. 

Mr. CIEASE. I submit the, question to. the 
Chair, whether this is: not a private claim?’ I do 
not understand: the: statement of: the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas to ‘be; that the claim is in 
consequence of any special appropriation made 
heretofore.. ‘There was a resolution diracting the 
President to cause a certain investigation ‘to ‘be 
made, and this is one of the: items of: the: claim 
made in consequence of that resolution: ; But there 
has been no appropriation made for the: purpose 
of carrying out the resolution; hence T submit the 
question to the Chair. 

Mr. HUNTER, I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that this arises out of the anomalous nature 
of the proceedings attendant upon this investiga- 
| tion. The Senate had no right to authorize the 
President to cause the investigation to be made, 
unless it meant to pay for the expenses out of the 
contingent fund. The question has arisen inire- 
gard to that; and it seems to me that the best wa 
would be to dispose of it, setJe the claim in this 
bill, and, as I said before, repeat: the experiment 
no more. I think that’ probably we did- depart 
from our powers in authorizing any such expend- 
iture to be‘incurred, unless it’was:something: that 
came properly within the range of the appropria- 
tion for the contingent fund ofthe Senate. 

Mr. CHASE. My desire was toadhere to the 
rules of the Senate in our iegislation, ‘By unani- 
mous consent these rules can be dispensed with, 
and I certainly have no wish to interpose any 
objection to this. i pied Vga 

Mr. HUNTER. l am very anxious,.to; pres 
serve. that rule, but I merely suggest, that: this 
arises out of the anomalous nature of the proceed- 
ing which authorizes the payment out:of the con- 
“tingent. fund of the Senate. 

Mr. CHASE. I acquiesce. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Barantin 
the chair.) The Chair is under the impression that 
the expenditure arose under a resolution of. the 
Senate. The question is on the adoption of the 
| amendment. : 

The. amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The nextitemis: i 

For paying the expensewand fees of witnesses summoned 

| in said investigation by the United States, at the instance 
of Alexander Ramsay, $950. Lae 

That-is also one of the items of expenses at- 
tendant on this investigation, It is for the ex- 

enses of. witnesses who. were summoned by the 

nited States, at the instance of:the respondent, 
Governor Ramsay, in» this: investigation; and I 
| suppose that the Government incurs precisely the 
same obligation to pay themas it does to pay those 
who were summoned vin behalf of the United 
States. 

This investigation’ did not take the form of a 
suit or indictment, making the party a defendant, 
| but the whole object. was to ascertain the circum- 
stances in regard to the conduct of Governor Ram- 
| say; and I- presume it is as much the duty of the 
| United States to pay the expenses of the persons 
| whom Governor Ramsay called for the purpose 
of eliciting truth on his side, as to pay those who 
were summoned directly by the persons employed 
to investigate the transaction, : The object. of the 
commissioners was to ascertain whether there was 


j 
| 
I 
j 
| 
1 
| 


1006 


GLOB 


CONGRESSIONAL 


E 


April 27, 


alpable misconduct on the part of the officer; and | 
it was their duty to ascertain his innocence, if he , 
was innocent; and it was, therefore, due to him to | 
I can see no difference at | 
all in the obligation to pay each set of witnesses, ; 
and for that reason, at the suggestion of Governor | 


summon his witnesses. 


Ramsay, we have offered the amendment. 

Mr. STUART. I will inquire of the chairman 
of the committee whether this is recommended? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. No, sir; itis not recom- 
mended. 

Mr. STUART. IfI understand, then, it is not 
offered by direction of the Department. I voted 
yesterday against another partof this proceeding, 
for the simple reason that the whole question was 


turned over by the Senate to the Executive de~ | 


partment for investigation. I will vote to pay just 


as much money as the Executive department will | 


recommend, and not one dollar more. We are 


now taking upon ourselves precisely what was the | 


worst part of the subject which we turned over to 
the President. He has made the investigation, and 
reported it; but refuses to recommend the payment 
of certain claims. 
untarily to pay them. I cannot agree to it. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [ desire to correct the 
Senator in a very important part of his statement. 
The Executive did not refuse to entertain these 
claims. He recommended the payment of every 


one which had been presented to him. The com- | 
missioner recommended, and did certify to certain ji 
expenses; but they left out the expenses of wit- ; 
nesses for the respondent, or defendant, in the | 


case, and the consequence was, that there was 
nothing before the Department upon which it 
could act, and the matter has never been before it. 
It was introduced to the committee, and we have 
thought proper to make provision for the appro- 
priation of $350 to cover the expenses of wit- 
nesses summoned on behalf of Governor Ramsay. 
Theamount was considered to be amply sufficient, 
and the committee think that it ought to be paid. 
l think it better, in this matter, that we should 
follow the suggestion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. This is the last of the items of expendi- 
ture arising from that investigation. 
better make the appropriation; and I concur with 


the Senator most heartily that we should hereafter | 
refuse any more such investigations by the Senate; | 


but I think, as we have ordered this investiga- 


tion, and it has been had in good faith; as just 


and necessary expenses have been incurred, It is 
best not to insist upon too close an adherence to 
the rules of the Senate, which would have the 
effect. of excluding one class of witnesses and 
paying all the others. 

“heamendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. There is one other amend- | 
ment which I have to offer under the direction of jj 
the committee, but T wish, before doing so, to | 
obtain some information from the Department in | 


regard toit. [shall not, therefore, offer any more 


at present, as chairman of the committee. 


mittee, . i 
Mr. TOOMBS. 
mittee on Indian Affairs to offer the following 
amendment: 
Sree. 7. 


the same is hereby, appropriated, to pay to pe 
40 receive the same, the soms ascertained by agents ap 
pointed by the authority of the second section of the ac 
spakiny appropriations tor the carrent and contingent ex 
penses or the Indian deparonent, approved Marel 3 
o be due the individuals, their heirs and assign 


avhos sare set forth in the report of said commis: 
ers, transmitted to Congress on the 27th of January, 1833, 


poliations of the Creek Indians, excepting those whos 
alaims have teen heretofore paid by the United States. 


Mr. HUNTER. ] 
gress this was decided to bea private claim, 


1836 and 1837. 
Mr. TOOMBS. 


cision was made, that it was wrong. 


their rules. 
ment comes within the rule for two reasons. 
the first place, it is certainly within the principle 
of the words of the intercourse act of 1834, b 

which the United States guarantied to pay claim- 


The Senate are now asked vol- | 


| covers all this ground, and more besides. 


We had: 


There | 
are some other members who have amendments, 
which they will offer on the authority of the com- 


I am instructed by the Com- | 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of! 
$350,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and i 
us entitled | 


2, 1837, | 
and | 


one | 


At the last session of Con- į 
Ite 
isan old claim for spoliations by the Creeks in| 


I do not know anything of 
the decision referred to, but I think L can show, | 
upon the Senator’s own principles, if such a de- |, 
It is neces- || 
sary tostate the class of cases in the amendment, | 
that the Senate may see whether it comes within | 
f submit to the Senate that the amend- || 
lni 


ants who had been injured by Indian spoliations, | 
and to ultimately indemnify them against all such 
losses. In thesecond place, the Congress of 1836 
passed an act directing the President to appoint 
commissioners to send to the country to take tes- | 
timony of the amount of the claim, which they | 
did, and subsequently that report came to Con- 
gress, Now, the Committee on Finance, unless 
they have the exclusive right of violating the rules 
of the Senate, have put in the bill an amendment 
meeting a case beyond this principle, and most 
assuredly covering it. On their recommendation, 
the following amendment was made to the bill: 


“ For payment of balance found due the Creek Indians 
for losses sustained during the war with Great Britain, by 
that portion of the tribe who were friendly to, and co- 
operated with, the United States, in addition to the appro- 
priation of the 30th of Augusty 1852, $253 10,” 

Now, unless the Senator can show that the 
friendly Indians in the war of 1812 are entitled to 
better privileges under the order of this Govern- 
ment than those of our fellow-citizens who were 
guarantied payment for losses on account of In- 
dian depredations, certainly he is estopped from 
objecting to this amendment, because, in his 
opinion, it violates a rule of the Senate. The 
clause which [have read, is an amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. They have made three | 
or four of the same sort, but that is conclusive 
and direct upon the point, without any law, and 
without the accounts having been adjusted by 
authority of the Government. That amendment, ! 
which the Senate has put on this bill, on the rec- į 
ommendation of the Committee on Finance, 


But I say, that it being within the intercourse | 
act of 1834, it has been the uniform rule of the 
Government to make annual appropriations when- 
ever they were necessary for the purpose of pay- | 
ing for those spoliations. If you object to it | 
because it is a private claim, on the ground that 
money will be paid to individuals, the same objec- 
tions may be made to the appropriations in your 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, They are 
paid to somebody; but under this general law of 
1834—and that was but one of a class commencing 
in 1790, to pay for spohations committed on the 
settlements by the Indians—-Congress has made 
annual appropriations wherever a case has been 
brought to its notice by the President of the United 
States, where there was money due under that 
act, which was entitled “An act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to pre- 
serve peace on the frontiers.” ‘To settle this point 
of order, I will read the seventeenth section of the 
act: 

eS V7, And be it further enacted, Thati€any Indian | 
or Ladians, belonging to any tribe in amay with the United | 
States, shall, within the Indian country, tike or destroy the 
property of any person fawfudlly within such country, or 
shall pass Crom the Indian country into any State or Terri- 


tory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there 
take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or other property, 
belonging to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, 


such citizen or inhabitaut, his representative, attorney, or 


agent may make application to the proper superintendent, |; 


agent, or sub agent, whos; upon being furnished with the 
necessary documents and proofs, shall, under the direction | 
of the President, make application to the nation or tribe to 
whieh said Indian or Indians sball belong for isfaetion ; 
aud ifsuch nation or tribe shall neglect or refuse to make 
satistaction in a reasonable time, not exceeding twelve 
months, it shall be the duty of such superintendent, agent, 
or sub-agent to make return of his doings to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Afairs, that such further steps may be 
taken as shail be proper, in the opinion of the President, 
to obtain satisfaction for the injury.” 

The President brought this subject before Con- | 
gress; and upon his recommendation they author- | 
ized him to appoint three commissioners to ascer- | 
tain the damages, in a more formal way, really, | 
than ordinarily. Then the act goes on: 

‘And, in the mean time, in respeet to the property so 
taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to 
the party so injured, an eventual judenmification,?? 

Under this act of 1834—and it is but one of a 
class amendatory of various acts to the same pur- 


t 
j 


į 
| 
l 


i pose, commencing in 1790—Congress uniformly, |; 
whenever these spoliations existed, have put in 
i: from Tennessee—he is certainly familiar with a 


the regular appropriation bills, appropriations for 
their payment; therefore, | say, this is distinguish- 
able from any class of private claims. It is to 
carry out an existing law, and it is toappropriate 
a sum specified and ascertained under the law. 
Commissioners were appointed by the President, 
under the provisions of that act of 1834, expressly | 
for the purpose of investigating the claims. ‘The 
claims have been passed by the Senate Sree | 


before I became a member of it, as some of my 


|| seniors here will recollect—and most certainly the 
|| Senator from Virginia is estopped, by the amend- 


| ment to which I have referred, from objecting to 
this, unless he can show that the friendly Indians, 
who were injured by the hostile Indians, and to 
; compensate whom we were bound by no law, but 
poder the general principlesof equity, they having 
"appealed to the United States for pay ment, are to be 
a more favored class in the legislative halls than 


| 
| 
| 
{ 


|! our own fellow-citizens, who were robbed and 


| plundered by these same Indians, 

| refrain, for the present, from going into the 
| justice of the claim; but in regard to the point of 
| order, this amendment is certainly more proper 
| than one for paying Indians which has not the 
same sanction of law as this. I suppose that 
other committees have as much right in the Senate 
as the Committee on Finance, and that what is 
out of order with the others is out of order with 
them. I do not know any prescriptive right which 
the Committee on Finance have to violate the rules 
of the Senate, which is not possessed by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, whose organ I am. 

Mr. HUNTER. The question happens to 
have been decided by the Senate. It does not rest 
upon the Senator from Georgia or myself. On 
this precise amendment the question was raised; 
and upon the question: “Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ?”’ 
the Chair deciding the amendment to be out of 
order under this rule in relation to private claims— 
the vote was--yeas 19, nays 22; so that it was 
ruled out of order at the last session. 

Mr. BELL. What is the date of that? 

Mr. HUNTER. March 3, 1853. That is 
sufficient for me. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the names. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Was it not previously 
decided otherwise? 

Mr. HUNTER. I find it stated otherwise in 
the Globe. I find that the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Bayarn] stated that it had been de- 
cided otherwise; but when the vote was referred to, 
it was found that twenty were for ruling it out of 
ordgr, and sixteen in favor of it. On the debate 
afterwards, it was suggested by some gentlemen 
that it rested upon the question whether a member 
of the committee had the right to offer it without 
instructions from the committee, or whether it 
must come from the committee itself. I have not 
examined that decision, in order to see how it 
stood; the Senator, however, who referred to it, 
said that the vote was upon the question of order; 
but itis enough for me that the subject was be- 
| fore us in 1852, on this distinct question, and that 
the Senate decided, by a vote of 22 to 19, that it 
was out of order. So far as the action of the 
Committee on Finance is concerned, [ submit to 
the Senator, that if that committee made a mistake 
in regard to the rule, that is not to estop the Sen- 
ate from applying it. The Senate is not to be 
governed by them in regard to that; and I will 
also suggest to him that he is somewhat too tech- 
nical in talking about being estopped by this or 
that amendment. If he will look to the amend- 
ment to which he has referred, he will find that it 
i is the result of an appropriation last year. It is 
i only making up foran omission of two names in 
the appropriation of last year, It has been dis- 


|i covered since the appropriation of 31st August, 


1852, for this purpose was made, that the name 
of John Stedham was omitted in such claims by 
mistake. [Tere is a clerical error in carrying out 
the appropriation made in the law of 1852; but 
suppose the Committee on Finance should have 
made a mistake, or that I had made a mistake, 
that does not bind the Senate. Itis not bound by 
_my mistake. The question is, what is the rule, 
and here is the decision of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. BELL. I would like to inquire of the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, whether he con- 
siders the decision of the Senate as a precedent 
and binding as parliamentary law? 

Mr. HUNTER. I[need notsay to the Senator 


| question of that sort—that decisions upon points 
| of order are always regarded as precedents, and 
i they have a persuasive force. [wil not say that 
| they are irrepealable; that they cannot be changed; 
i that they are like the laws of the Medes and 
| Persians. 

| Mr. BELL. That is the answer which J ex- 
| pected from the honorable Senator. From the 
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reports of the proceedings of the Senate, itappears 
that this claim of citizens, who were wronged 
by their property being taken by the Indians, was 
brought forward in the Senate, on the 3d of March, 
1853, the last day of the session; and I suspect 
it will be ascertained that it was towards theclose 
of the proceedings of that day, which terminated 
the session of Congress, when no friend of ‘the 
claim thought it was proper to urge it. They saw 
that if it was debated and any exception was taken 
to it, it was likely that it would be killed for the 
purpose’ of getting it out of the way. I think I 
have an impression myself that I advised the 
friends of the proposition not to urge it upon such 
an occasion, when it was possible and mostlikely 
that it would be voted down merely to get it out of 
the way of business of more importance. They 
acquiesced in it, and the question was made, and 
the decision as to the point of order was arrived 
at; upon very little debate. 

But, Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
honorable Senator from Virginia to the fact which 
I now state, that this question was settled after 
great deliberation—perhaps after an entire day’s 
debate—at the preceding session, or one or two 
sessions preceding, when we had ample time to 
‘consider it, when there was no hurry of the busi- 
ness before Congress, when it was not at the close 
of the session, and the debate, if the honorable 
Senator will refer to it, will be found to have 
been very full upon the whole question. The 
Senate, then, deliberately decided that it was not 
excluded by the rule which is relied upon now to 
reject the claim, Now, ought a precedent, estab- 
lished at the very heel of a session, on the last 
day, and very probably within the last two or 
three hours of the session, when no friend of the 
bill would think seriously of debating the ques- 
tion, or insisting upon it at such an hour, be con- 
sidered as overruling the deliberate, solemn ex- 
pression of the sense of the Senate at the pre- 
ceding session ? 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state that, on referring to the Globe, he will 
find that there was a debate upon it at the last 
session. i i 

Mr. BELL. But I say it was a very siste- 
bate. The Senator will find, however, that there 
was a more full and elaborate discussion upon it 
ona former occasion.’ I have the impression on 
my mind, that I advised the friends of it not to 
press it at the last session. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
o’clock at night. 

Mr. BELL. ‘The honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama says that it was proposed at ten o’clock at 
night; and how many appropriation bills had yet 
to be acted upon? The most of them, and the 
most important of them. {would have regarded 
it as imprudent to have pressed such a claim at 
such an hour. 

But what [ mean by pressing the consideration 
of the fact, that there was a deliberate, solemn vote 
of the Senate settling this much controverted 
question ata former session, is to show that it 
was.decided not to be excluded by the rule which 
is relied upon by the Senator from Virginia. in 
that former debate, when the Senate took it up 
seriatim, and all the considerations which seemed 
to be due to it on both sides were presented, the 
intercourse law, relied upon by the Senator from 
Georgia, will be found to have been relied upon; 
but more strenuously the act or joint resolution of 
1837, was relied upon. What was that but an 
existing law of the country which had never been 
complied with? By a joint resolution or act 
passed by the two Houses, the President was au- 
thorized and required to appoint commissioners 
to go into the country, where they could have ac- 
cess to the witnesses, where they could be on the 
spot, where they would be able to eviscerate the 
truth connected with the infliction of Indian dep- 
redations upon settlers in that country. I believe 
there were three commissioners, and they went 
there, and after a most laborious investigation of 
the facts on which each one separately was 
founded, they reported a balance, I do not re- 
member what that balance was. 
tion is right upon the subject, there was a large 
amount of claims struck out altogether. -~ 

Mr. TOOMBS. Seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars. 

Mr. BELL. Nearly $700,000. I mean that of 
théclaims set up for damages, $600,000 or $700,000 


It was proposed at ten 


If my recollec- | 


were stricken out. I had an idea that they were 
greatly beyond the present amount. Will any 
gentleman say that that is not an existing law of 
the land? Congress, in 1837, feit the sense. of 
obligation imposed by the intercourse act of 1834; 
and the only question was, how Congress could 
ever be satisfied that the amount ought really to 
be allowed to the claimants. They resorted to the 
method of appointing commissioners to go into 
the territory, and see what really could be hon- 
estly claimed by the claimants. They reported, 
after a most thorough investigation. They re- 
duced. the amount which was claimed; and the 
sole act left on the part of Congress to fulfill the 
obligation under which the Government lay in 
respect to the claims was to make the appropria- 
tion. i 

The claims were recognized by the Executive 
authority. The report was transmitted by the 
Executive, in compliance with the resolation or 
act of 1837. [t was submitted to Congress—for 
-what? For an appropriation to pay the amount 
found due by the Commissioners. Was not that 
an existing obligation and law,as complete as any 
other? It is nota vagueand indefinite claim upon 
the Government, ‘Itis aclaim settled by the Gov- 
ernment officers—by the commissioners, who 
stood in the place of the Auditor of the Treasury. 
They were special auditors. They went into that 
country to ‘audit the claims, and they reported 
them to Congress, for the fulfillment of the obli- 
gation of the Government for their payment. I 
say that it is an obligation on the part of Con- 
gress. The claims were audited, and the balance 
was struck and presented. A large amount of 
claims, which were regularly presented, were 
stricken out; and a balance was presented, which 
they say is a fair, and honest, and settled account 
under an existing law. Independently of the de- 
cision which took place, at a former session, upon 
a deliberate consideration of the whole question, 
I think we might adjudicate now in favor of the 
amendment. We havea decision saying that it 
comes within the rule, and we have another decis- 
ion going against that opinion. But to come back 
to the original ground on which the claim stands: 
it is based on an existing law and obligation on 
the part of the Government. As to the precedent 
set at ten o’clock at night, on the last day of the 
session, L am satisfied, from my own recollection, 
as well as the statements of other gentlemen, that 
decision was arrived at because the friends of the 
claim did not think proper to press it. 

Mr. CHASE. J know something of the history 
of this claim, because it is one which attracted 
my attention when it was first presented. The 
Senator from Tennessee is right in saying that an 
elaborate discussion was had upon it when it was 
first moved by him, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. It was discussed fully; and was 
then, after a full discussion, rejected by the Senate 
upon its merits. It was next presented as an 
amendment to one of the appropriation bills by 
the Senator from Alabama, who is not now a 
member of the Senate, (Mr. Clemens.} It was 
then objected to as a private claim. T'he Chair 
—the late venerated Vice President, (Mr. King]— 
submitted that question to the Senate, and the 
Senate decided that it was a private claim. The 
Chair did not decide, one way or the other, on 
that occasion, 

Subsequently, at the last session of Congress, 
it was again moved from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and then the decision took place which 
hag been referred to by the Senator from Virginia. 
There was a discussion upon the question, whether 
or not it was a private claim. It was insisted, I 
think, by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Daw- 
son,] that it was decided not to be in order on the 
previous occasion, because it was moved bya gen- 
tleman not a member of a standing committee. 
It was urged, however, by others, in debate, that 
it was a private claim, whether ‘so moved or not 
on the previous occasion; and now, although 
moved by a member of a standing committee, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, it fell within the 
ruje of the Senate, and must, therefore, be ad- 
judged to be out of order, because it is a private 
claim. 

The Senator then temporarily occupying the 
chair, the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Foor,] 
expressed the opinion that it was not within the 
rule. An appeal was taken by the Senator from 


Delaware [Mr. Bavaro] from that decision; and 


| 
f 


| the Senate under an existing law? 


upon that appeal the Senate 
to be in order. i Ee PRL diiisg A 

“That is the history of this affair,.so far as.the 
votes of the Senate go; and it is strictly: correct, 
as | believe. [ donot know that any discussion 
upon the merits of theameadment isnow in order, 
I suppose it is not. Indeed, E suppose: this 
whole discussion. is ‘out of order; because T take 
it, as the question has been submitted tothe Chair, 
it ought to be decided by himi without debate; and 
after that, discussion may arise upon-an appeal. 

Mr. BELL: : Does the Senator from Ohio say 
that there was nota ‘decision in its favor? <<): 

Mr. CHASE. Not that Í am: aware of). My 
recollection is—and I think it will be confirmed by 
the proceedings in the Globe—that when. it was 
originally presented by the Senator from Tennes- - 
see, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, the 
question was not raised. ; No objection was made 
to it. But a discussion arose, which..was . pro- 
tracted to great length, and which ‘resulted ina 
decision upon the merits. ; P 

Mr. BELL. It may be necessary, before.the 
Chair is called upon to make a decision, to recur 
to the original decision. My memory is not very 
good; but I think the Senator from Ohio is greatly 
mistaken. es 

Mr. CHASE. Iam confident I am right. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. `I had not'the honor of 
voting upon this question in 1852; I was, how- 
ever, here at the close of the last session, and F 
concur with all that is said .by the Senator from 
Tennessee in relation to the hour at which ‘this 
claim was brought forward, and the ‘unfavorable 
auspices under which it came before the Senate. 
As far as the merits of the question are concerned 
—as the Senator from Ohio has alluded to them- 
| [ will not undertake to discuss them; but I shall 
be excused for saying that, at the proper time, I 
will demonstrate to the Senate that the case is a 
meritorious one; and that, when thoroughly inves- 
tigated, it will commend itself to the favorable con- 
sideration of the Senate. I recollect the hour 
when it was brought before the Senate at the last 
session; and I know it was late at night, after the 
Senate had had a very protracted sittings’ and F 
know the impatience and restlessness which were 
incident to the introduction of the matter when it 
was presented to the consideration of the Senate. 
If this question had réceived the deliberate atten- 
tion of the Senate, and the rule had been determ- 
ined in conformity with the decisions at ‘the close 
of the last session, I am the last man: upon this 
floor to undertake to say anything against a rule 
as settled by the deliberate act of the body; but 
my recollection is distinct that that rule was dis- 
cussed hurriedly, and did not receive that ‘atten- 
tion which the merits of the case under consider- 
ation demanded. ` Perhaps the. rule was. referred 
to. Perhaps something was incidentally said 
about'the decision on the previous occasion; but 
| it wag not listened to with that attention’ which it 
ought to receive in the mind of every Senator. ‘{ 


decided the claim not 


| must be excused for saying that it was not debated 


lat any length, as every Senator who was then 
here can testify. The rule under which the point 
| of order is raised is this: 

| “Noamendment proposing additional appropriations shalt 
| be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be | 
| made'to carry ont the provisions of some existing law, or 

| some. act or resolution: previously passed by the Senate 
i during that session, or moved by direction. of a standing 
committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an.estinate 
from the head of some of the Departments; and no amend- 
ment shall be received whose object is to provide for a 
| private claim, although the same may have been previously 
sanctioned by the Senate.’ 


Look at the language of this rule, It seys, that 
“no amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tious shall be received to any genéral appropriation 
bill, unless it be made to'earry out the provisions 
of some existing law: ” ; Refer to the history of 
this case; and | ask-you if it is not brought before 
After the out- 
break of Indiar hostilities in 1836, this matter at- 
tracted the attention of Congress, which author- 
ized the President to appoint three commissioners 


| to visit the seat of war, and to ascertain the extent 


of the damages and depredations committed upon 
the individuals inhabiting that portion of the 
country. The commissioners went there, and 
made an elaborate report, setting forth the extent 
of the depredations.. When they returned, it was 
stibmitted to the Presidént of the United States, 
and then comniunicated tò Congress: ` If this be 
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the fact, it seems to me that the amendment is 
legitimately within the provision of the first por- 
tion of the rule. It is to carry out the provisions 
of some existing law. 

But, sir, suppose that that portion of the; 
rule does not meet the case; yet another branch | 
of the rulesays that it shall not be entertained, un- | 
Jess it is in pursuance of an estimate from the | 
head of one of the Departments. I presume that, 
although the rule specifies that it must be esti- 
mated by the head of one of the Departments, if | 
jt is recommended by the President of the United 
States, it will come within the spirit and within 
the intent of the rule. Well, what were the pro- 
ceedings when that report was made by the three 
commissioners? General Jackson, in his mes- 
sage to Congress in 1836, used the following lan- 
guage: 

On the unexpected breaking out of hostilities in Flor- 
ida, Alabama, and Georgia, it became necessary, in some | 
eases, to taku we property of individuals for public use. 
Provision should be made by law for indemnitying the | 
owners; and I would also, respeetfully suggest whether | 
some provision may not be made, consistently with the | 
principles of our Government, for the relief of the suflerers 
by Indian depredations, or by the operations of our own 
troops.”? 

ft seems to me that this, being in pursuance of | 
an established Jaw, and under the recommend- į 
ation of the President of the United States, is 
clearly and emphatically brought within the mean- 
ing of the rule, and I think it is strictly in order 
under it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I havea word to say upon 
the point of order. The Senator from Virginia, 
instead of offering an argument, brings in another 

recedent, and says that the amendment to which 
Falladed as having been made on the recommend- | 
ation of the Committee on Finance, was put in || 
the bill by some mistake, probably of the com- | 
mittee, and is introduced here to supply an omis- 
gion, because the balance of the claims were pro- 
vided for last year except these two. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator is mistaken. T 
did not say that it was through any mistake of the 
committee, It was the mistake of the commis- 
sioner in giving the list of the claims. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Butit was a mistake in the 
point of order. I supposed that the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance would not deliberately 
violate the rules of the Senate, and therefore said 
that it was a mistake in the point of order in pro- 
posing the amendment, It seems that the last 
Congress passed a law under which the claims were || 
paid, with the exception of two, and the commit- 
tee recommend the present Congress to pags these | 
two. I say, that far from that being an argument 
against me, it is another precedent. f 

Mr. HUNTER. It was passed against the 
opinion of the Committee on Finance. We re- | 
sisted it. ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then it was the precedent of | 
the Sennte, and this is the precedent of the com- 
mittee; so that [ have both, Both the Senate and 
the Senator from Virginia sustained. me. The 
Benator seers to getinto a worse and worse diffi- | 
culty in his explanations; therefore I say that I have | 
the vote of the Senate at a previous session. Then | 
Ihave the action of his committee, at this time, 
confirming the action ofthe Senate; so that in both 
events what be says isno answer to my argument. 
Theamendment which his committee has intro- ; 
duced, provides for the payment of the Indians | 
who suffered depredations from hostiles during | 

| 


i 
| 


the lust war with Great Britain, there being no 
law, no intercouse act under which they could ask 
for the payment; for the intercourse act provided || 
only for the payment of the damages sustained by | 
depredations between the white men and the In- || 
dians. That amendment provides for the pay- | 
ment of friendly Indians for damages sustained by | 
attacks from hostiles, although there was no gen- | 
eral law in operation; so that, unless the Committee 4 
on Finance have the exclusive right of violating | 
the rules of the Senate, their action isa precedent | 
for this amendment. It is a matter of some con~ | 
cern with other committees whether that commit- | 
tee is to absorb the whole of the right of the Senate H 
in offering amendments, i 

Now, Mr. President, we have two decisions be- |; 
fore us, one each way. What were the circum: | 
stances of the decision of the 3d of March, 1853? || 
The Presiding Officer decided the amendment to be | 
in order. Sorne gentlemen say that it was three ii 
o'clock in the morning. Certainty it was on the | 


| duty by the rule, 


| under which, if the Indians do not pay you in 


time. 

“Mr. President, it is very obvious that the Senate is 
hardly in a condition to decide upon the merits ofany claim 
at this time of the evening.”? 

‘That was an argument on the point of order. 
The Senate was hardly in a condition to decide 
upon it. I do not know what the condition was. 
Various accounts are given of the condition of the 
Senate under different circumstances; but there 
was something in the condition of the Senate 
which the honorable Senator from Ohio thought 


disqualified them from deciding upon the merits of | 


the claim; and that was the class of argument 
used against it. He continued: 


“Y think, if the Senator from Texas would yield, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin has yielded, upon a claim as mer- 
itorious as this in any aspect Of it, to an appeal to withdraw 
it, and present it in a single bill, where it would receive the 
fair consideration of the Senate, I should be very glad.” 


He first appealed to have it withdrawn. The 
Senator from Texas said that he, having offered 


it under an order of the committee, could not | 


withdraw it. The question was taken—the Chair 
decided that it was in order—and by a vote of 19 
to 22, the Senator from Virginia says, it was 
ruled otherwise, having been determined at a pre- 


| vious time to be in order; so that we have a 


decision both ways; and then we have the decision 
of yesterday, the action of the Committee on 
Finance, and the action of the Senate upon a case 
which is not so strong as this, 

But there is one great and guiding rule. It is 
insisted by the Committee on Indian Affairs unan- 


| imously, that this amendment comes within the 


provisions of the act of 1834. If it does, the first 
duty of every committee of this body, which the 
Senate has no right to make out of order, is to 
provide an uppropriation of money for all the pur- 
poses demanded by the laws. The Finance Com- 
mittee must take up the laws, and see what 
appropriations are necessary. The time for which 
some appropriations run are limited by the Con- 
stitution in some respects; and if all are not lim- 
ited, they ought to be. Our first duty is to inquire 
what sums of money are necessary to carry on the 
Government under existing laws. That is your 
It is the great and paramount 
duty. It is the special duty of the Committee on 
Finance. Here is the old policy of the Govern- 
ment; here isthe statute-book full of intercourse 
laws, from 1790 to this hour, providing that if the 


| whites commit depredations upon the Indians, 


the Government shall pay the Indians; and that 
if the Indians commit depredations upon the 
whites, and the whites cannot get indemnity out 
of the Indians, the Government shall pay them. 
It stands pledged to indemnity the injured parties. 
In this case the President asked for authority to 
send a commission to audit these claims, as the 
Senator from Tennessee properly states. Heap- 
pointed a commission to go to the country, which 
scaled them down to the lowest point. The proper 


time, though, to enter into this will be when we | 


get to the merits of the case, and then, after a state- 
ment of them, it will be for. the Senate to agree to 


or reject the claims; but upon the question of | 


order, I say that the amendment is to carry out 


two or three existing laws of the land; and, as I! 
again repeat, the Senator from Virginia has failed | 


to answer what I said. 
The Indian appropriation bills from 1790 until 


now have always provided for carrying out the; 
act of 1834, or those acts of a similar character— | 


cognate acts—which existed on the statute-book 
before that time. How are you to pay for these 
depredations ? 
gon, California, west of the Mississippi. There 
is no adequate fund, if there is an outbreak with 
the Indians and settlers. They have to go and 
redress themselves as a body, the doing of which 
in Georgia before these intercourse acts passed 


led to continual war and constant hostilities. The | 


Government thought it was a wise policy to tell 
them, if you do not go and redress your own 
wrongs, we have a law upon our statute-book 


twelve months, you can come here and be indem 
nified. The moment the information was given 
to the President of the United States, and the fact 
was established in regard to the depredations, this 
class of claims, coming under a general law, was 
distinguishable from the ordinary private claims; 


Look all along the frontier—-Ore- | 


“ For payment of balance due for transportation of pres- 
ents, goods, and provisions to the Camanches, Kioways, 
and other Indians on the Arkansas river, $1,200.” 

This is due. To whom? To the people who 
carried them. You made an appropriation for 
carrying the supplies; the appropriation was not 
sufficient, and now you come here to pay steam- 
boat agents or other agents, who transported the 
goods. 


Again: 

“To pay for certain goods borrowed by late agent, J. S. 
Watrous, to fulfil treaty stipulations with the Chippewas, 
tobu replaced out of annuity goods, but which, with the 
|| ageney building, were consumed by fire in May, 1853, 

$4,136 03,7 

He borrowed goods, and they were burnt up. 
Is not that a private claim? The amount is going 
|| to an individual for a private loss; but the loss 
|| having been incurred in public business, he ought 
to be paid for it. So that we can scarcely select 
from the whole appropriation bill a single item 
that stands as firmly on existing laws as the amend- 
ment which I have now offered under the direction 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs. Our commit- 
tees could not work if the rule was enforced as 
contended for by the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance. Every member of a committee who 
goes to the committee rooms examines the laws. 
He sees there what the Indian department does, 
and what the other Departments do; and the com- 
mittees are bound to report to the Senate whatever 
appropriations they think should be made; and 
they are derelict to their duty if they permit one 
dollar, which is necessary to carry out existing 
laws, not to be appropriated for the purpose. 

Mr. WALKER. I find that, when the decis- 
ion was made by the Chair, at the last session of 
Congress, upon an appeal from that decision, I 
voted to overrule the decision. The decision was, 
that the proposition was in order, At that time 
l bad never been upon the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and had no opportunity to investigate the 
claim. Iam now satisfied that I voted wrong, 
and, upon reflection, I have come to the conclusion 
that, if a vote shall be again taken, J shall reverse 
my position. I do not believe it is a private 
claim. There were spoliations committed in 
these two States by the Indice in 1836 and 1837. 
Why was not indemnity made for those spolia- 
tions under the general law? It was by reason 
of a mere technicality. They were not techni- 
cally committed upon and within Indian territory. 
Ifthey had been there, so far from being consid- 
ered a private interest, the general laws of the 
country would have already taken cognizance of 
them, and there would have been indemnity given, 
under the general intercourse laws of the United 
States; but when the application was made for in- 
demnity for the spoliations, this technicality pre- 
vented their payment. 

Now, certain steps had to be taken. They were 
taken. A commission was appointed to investi- 
gate the claims, ascertain their amount, and to 
whom due. The commissioners went to that sec- 
tion of the country. They examined into the 
matter of the claims. They made a full and elab- 
orate report; but still the sume difficulty occurred. 
i| In its effect and operation the proposition now is 
simply to do away with that technicality. If that 
technicality did not exist, the parties would apply 
to the proper Department and get their money 
now. That being the effect and operation of the 
amendment, I cannot see, for my life, how it can 
be viewed in the nature of a private claim; and I 
|| am only surprised that I did vote to consider it so 
i| before. Lt certainly resulted from my lack of in- 
formation in reference to the matter. Hence, view- 
|| ing itin the light that I now do, that it is in the 
i| nature of a general law, to obviate a mere techni- 
eality, which prevents a portion of our citizens 
from obtaining their proper indemnity, I shall re- 
verse my vote, and vote that this is not a private 
claim, excluded by the rule. 

Mr. COOPER. [t does seem to me that the 
amendment falls within the spirit of the rule, and 
is not excluded by it. I do not think it was the 
|| intention of the rule to exclude claims of the char- 
|! acter of the one provided for by the amendment, 
| The object of the rule was to keep out of the 
|| Senate, during the pendency of the appropriation 
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bills, the adjudication of private claims. We all 
know, sir, that contested claims cannot be con- 
sidered—the proof pro and con cannot be weighed 
with the deliberation that is requisite in the midst 
of adebate on an appropriation bill. It is the 
province of the committee to examine and report 
upon these claims. . 

One word in relation to the circumstances under 
which this claim was rejected at the last session 
of Congress. I presume you remember, sir, that 
it was late at night, in the hurry of the closing 
hours of the session, when there was a great deal 
of business still to be done; when there was an 
apprehension existing in the minds of Senators— 
and a well-founded apprehension, too—that all of 
the important appropriation bills would be lost, if 
the time of the Senate should be taken up in dis- 
puting controverted points. This was the reason, 

apprehend, why the majority of the Senate voted | 
to overrule the decision of the Chair. We know 
that such considerations weigh upon the minds of | 
Senators; and that, under such circumstances, on | 
the question before the Senate for its determina- 
tion, much weight cannot be attached to the vote 
of so small a majority as that by which the de- 
cision of the Chair was overruled. | 

I remember, at the same time, that another 
amendment was put upon the bill, much more in 
the nature of a private claim than the one in ques- 
tion—that was the claim of Andrew Taylor. [| 
believe it was during the same day that was ad- 
mitted, although there was some contest about it. | 
It was debated, and was only lost in committee of | 
conference at last, if I recollect aright; and if I am ; 
wrong, my friend from Arkansas, the chairman of | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, will put me right. 
That stood upon a similar policy, but savored | 
more of the character of a private claim than this. 
I need not recapitulate the reasons advanced now 
by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss;] but 
it seems to me that they are surely sufficient to 
satisfy the Senate that this is not a private claim 
in the contemplation of the rule; that it is provid- 
ing for a claim public in its character, to carry out 
the provisions of an existing law, and the policy 
which has existed from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. I cannot doubt at all that the amend- 
ment is legitimate, and that it is not excluded by 
the rule, 

Mr. CHASE. Itis quite true that when this 
uestion was before the Senate, at the last session, 
appealed to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] 

who then moved it, to withdraw it; and that I 
referred to the condition in which the Senate was 
as a reason for his yielding to the appeal. He 
was inclined to do so; but said, that, being the 
organ of the committee, he did not feel at liberty | 
to yield to his own personal inelinations. In re- | 
ferring to the condition of the Senate, I, ofcourse, 
referred only to the fatigue incident to the late dis- 
cussion during a night session. The vote by 
which this class of claims was decided to be a | 
private claim was, however, not the less an under- | 
stood vote upon the part of the Senate. I recollect 
perfectly well the argument that was urged by the | 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] He said | 
that he was interested in providing for the pay- | 
ment of claimants for French spoliations, and a 
bill had actually passed the Senate sanctioning the 
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payment of those claims; and yet he said he was 
not at liberty to move an amendment to the civil | 
and diplomatic bill providing forthem. Although | 
they arose under a law of the land, they were | 
private claims. They arose under a treaty, the 
supreme law of the land; but still, being a large 
class of private claims, they could not be enter- 
tained by the Senate as an amendment to the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. f 
I have before me the report which was made at 
the session of 1838, upon these claims, when they | 
were very fully considered and investigated. 1t | 
was made by the present Comptroller of the | 
Treasury, Mr. Whittlesey, then a member of the 
House of Representatives, whose habits of inves- 
tigation and clearness in judgment are well known 
to every member of the Senate. In speaking of 
this class of claims, he says: 
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“<The third class. Under this head, commencing at page 
7, Executive document 127, is a list of claims to the num- 
ber of 1003 for depredations committed by the Creek In- 
dians upon the citizens of Georgia and AJabamia.’? 


He then showed the mode in which these claims 
had been reported. It seems that out of the three 
commissioners but two acted, and that no report 
of the evidence on which they acted was ever 
furnished to the Departments; but they stated, as 
the gross amount necessary to satisfy the claims, 
the sum of $356,167 92. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not wish the Senator to 
go into that now. Both those statements are not 
so. My object now is only to show the impro- 
priety of the point of order. I am, however, pre- 


ments are not correct, but that the three commis- 
sioners acted upon the greater part of the claims; 
though the third one resigned before the time of 
the commission expired. ‘These are the facts of 
the case. 

Mr. CHASE. [ know it is improper to go into 
the merits of the claims upon a point of order; and 
yet wehave had those merits urged upon the Senate 
as a reason why the decision should be that they 
are not private claims. I refer tothis report for the 
purpose of showing that when they, were referred 
to the Committee on Claims in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, they were reported as a list of claims 
—a list of claims of private individuals on the 
Government. Then they are private claims. It 
is impossible to question it, unless no claim is re- 
garded as a private claim which arises under the 
provisions of any general law whatever. 

If there is any law upon the statute-book, in 
consequence of which, remotely or approximately, 
any claim arises upon the Government on behalf 
of a private individual, then if these claims are 
not private claims, that claim isnot a private claim, 
and such a rule becomes worthless. Whether or 
not these claims fall within the principle of the 
intercourse law, whether they fall within the pro- 
visions of that. law, is another question; but I 
think I can show, as I endeavored to show on a 
former occasion, when that question was before 
the Senate, if it ever should come before us in a 
separate bill, or if the Senate entertain it now, that 
this claim does not fall within the principle.of the 
Indian intercourse law, or within the terms of the 
law. 

I will not, however, go into that now. My ob- 
ject in rising was simply to show that the com- 
mittee which reported upon them heretofore, re- 
garded them as private claims; and that they have 
been so regarded by the Senate heretofore; that 
there has been no decision of the Senate upon any 
occasion when they were not so held; and that if 
all these considerations are not sufficient to bring 
them within the rule, and to show that they ought 
to be excluded by it, it seems to me useless to 
have the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Braicur 
in the chair.) The Senator from Virginia objects 
to the consideration of the amendment, on the 
ground that it is excluded. by the 30th rule. 
The individual opinion of the Chair is very clear 
upon that head: that it does come within the ex- 
ception, and is excluded by the rule. But inde- 
pendent of his own opinion, the fact that the Sen- 
ate, at the last session of Congress, overruled a 
decision sustaining the amendment as in order, 
would make it respectful for the Chair to decide 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. T respectfully appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 

judgment of the Senate?’ 

Mr. CHASE. On that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BELL. T have a strongimpression, with 
some other gentlemen who voted on this matter 
in 1852, when it was up, thatthe question of order 
was then raised, and decided favorably to the 
entertainment of the proposition. I havesentfor 
the debates of that year to see if we cannot find 


pared with the documents to show that those state- || 


i 
H 
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some evidence of it there. Before`I ‘receive that 
volume, and before the ‘question. is taken, 1 wish 
to fefer the Senate to a. question of order which 
was raised on a soméewhat-similar case in that 
year. I find, by reference to the Journal of ‘the 
Senate of August 10, 1852: : ee a 

“The Senate resumed, as in. Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 43y making appropria- 
tion for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
departinent,. and: for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30,1853. 

„A. motion was made by myself to amend ‘the 
bill by inserting: : ; 

“For supplying a deficiency in the appropriations here: 
tofore made for the removal. of the Choctaw Indians from 
Mississippi, as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, $875,412. ee 

‘¢ And the same being objected to as against the 30th rule, 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore submitted the question for 
the decision of the Senate, Whether the ‘said amendment 
was in order; and 

“It was determined in the afirmative—yens 30, nays 14.” 

This was at the same session, and upon: the 
Indian appropriation bill. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia must remember that decision. It was in re- 
gard to the claim of William B. Hart.and others, 
who represented the contractors for removing the. 
Choctaw Indians.to the west of the: Mississippi; 

be 


| under a contract made with the Government. 


only specification in the existing law at the time 
was that the Executive should be authorized to 
make a contract for the removal of those Indians, 
and perhaps it made an appropriation for that 
purpose, but 1 am not certain whether that was 
soor not. Probably there was an appropriation 
in the bill. The contractors, in the execution of 
the contract, were detained a great length of time, , 
unnecessarily, as they alleged, by the default of the 
Government in not sending one half the amount. 
of scrip claimed by the emigrant Choctaw Indiana ; 
in due time. They alleged that they had assem- 
bled a large proportion of the Indians in aś short’ - 
a time after they entered upon the execution of 
the contract as was practicable. The . Indians 
were poor, and came with their families, perhaps 
one thousand or two thousand of them, and:the 
contractors had to subsist the Indians out of their 
own funds. Their contract was, in terms, that they 
should remove the Indians for so much a head, or 
for a certain sum in gross, according to the num- 
ber removed. The question arose whether they 
were not entitled to indemnity from the Govern- 
ment, in consequence of the default of the officers . 
of the Government in’ not transmitting earlier to 
the Choctaw Indians ‘the scrip which was to: be 
handed: over. to them before they started.on their: 
journey to the west of the Mississippi. The claim 
was for the supplies, clothing, and provisions fur- 
nished while they were encamped. 

An amendment to provide for this claim was 
moved to the Indian appropriation bill, and the 
question was raised whether it was not a mere 
private claim? The amendrnent was to ‘provide 
for contractors who had stipulated for a particu- 
lar amount to remove the Choctaws west of the 
Mississippi river, and after they had been paid 
the amount specified in the contract; the claim was 
for indemnity for extra supplies furnished them, 
upon the allegation that there had been neglect on 
the part of the Government. Upon that ground, 
the exception was taken by the Senator from Ohio, 
in that case as in the other, that it waa excluded 
by the 30th rule. The question. was debated 
pretty fully, and the Senate decided, by.a vote 
of thirty to fourteen, that. it was.not.a private 


‘claim coming within the 30th rule. Upon what 


ground? Because here was an existing act of 
Congress authorizing the President to contract for 
the transportation of those Indians west of the 
Mississippi, according to the terms of the con- 
tract, (probably it could have been executed for 
the specific amount mentioned in it;) and there 
was a further stipulation in it that they should 
make no claim for extra supplies. ` Nevertheless, 
the Government, by its negligence in waiting: a. 
month, or. perhaps two months, before sending - 
the scrip which was to be delivered to the Choe- 
taws before their removal, caused the contractors. . 


to be subjected to the expense of supplying the 
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Indians encamped in the mean time. Although | 
the contractors received the entire amount speci- | 
fied in their contract with the Government for the | 
removal, yet they claimed remuneration for extra {| 
expenses and charges incurred by the negligence | 
of the Government, kd | 

The argument was, that it justly belonged to || 
that class of private claims meant to be included | 
under the act of 1830. The reply was, that here 
wasan act of Congress authorizing this removal; 
here was an existing obligation on the part of the 
Government. It was a claim which was set up 
under an existing act which had not been fulfilled 
in good faith to the contractors. That was the 
state of that case; and the amendment was ruled 
to be in order. 

In addition to that, I cannot help thinking that 
after the question upon the proposition now be- jj 
fore ushad been debated—whether it arose in 1852 i 
or not for the first time I do not know—so clear | 
was the expression of opinion in regard to it, that |j 
the amendment was ruled to be in order, after full |; 
consideration, when objection was taken that it did || 
not properly come within the 30th rule. If I can 
refer to the debates on that point, I shall do so, 
and see whether I am not correct. I think it will 
be found that this question was settled at the very 
first session when the claim was presented in the 
Senate. But it may have been that in the decision 
alluded to by the Senator from Ohio, the excep- | 
tion was taken and sustained, when it was offered | 
as an amendment to the deficiency bill by a mem- |! 
ber on his individual responsibility, and not by || 
order of a standing committee of the Senate. The | 
debates upon the question will show how that 
was. I do not myself remember the facts; and 
though I presented the amendment, I cannot say 
whether it was by order of the committee or not, | 
1 know it was amply discussed, I think the i 
question of order was discussed. Whether the jj 
opinion of the Senate was taken upon the ques- || 
tion or not, I am hardly able to say. It may be | 
that my recollection 1s founded upon the objections | 
stated in the argument; or it may be, as is sug- 
gested to me by the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. 
Geyen,] that many Senators declared their inten- 
tion to vote against it, as an amendment to the 
deficiency bill, because it was not appropriate to 
that bill. 

Mr. CHASE. I have before me, in the Con- | 
gressional Globe, the debate to which the Senator 
from Tennessee refers, which took place in 1852, 
when he first introduced this provision. 

Mr. BELL. Was that the first year when it | 
was proposed ? {| 

Mr. CHASE. That is the first time it was || 
presented when discussion arose. The Senator || 
from Tennessee then proposed the following i 
amendment to the deficiency bill of that year: | 

Por payment to the citizens et Alabama, Georgia, and : 
Florida, for depredations committed by Creek Indians upon ' 
their property, and for other property taken by the troops of 7 
the United States and friendly Creeks, in the year 1836, |} 
$355,797." i 

And then he immediately proceeded to say: 

«{ offer this by direction of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 1 would not have presumed to offer it upon my own 
responsibility,” &e. 

Then a debate followed upon the merits of the 
claim, showing clearly that there was no question | 
of order made at that time. 

The question on sustaining the decision of the 
Chair being taken by yeas and nays, resulted— 
yeas 17, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Butler, Chase, Dodge of Wi 


i 


| 
i 
| 
| 
{ 


i 


lin relation to individuals. 


consin, Dodge of Iowa, Fish, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of | 
Towa, Pettit, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Toucey, Wade, Wel 
ler, and Wright—l7. 

NAYS~Messrs. Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Clay, Dawson 
Everett, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, ; 
Seward, Toombs, and Walker—~15. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. RUSK. Iam authorized by the Commit 
tee on Indian Affairs to offer the following amend 
ment: 


That to such Cherokees as were omitted in the census 
taken by D. W, Siter, but who were incladed and paid | 
under the act of Juty, 1848, the Commissioner of Indiar 
Affairs be authorized to pay them the same per capita allow- : 
ance that was paid the other Indians under that distribu- li 
tion: Provided, The commission shall be satisfied that they 
ought to be included in said per capita distribution; and 
that the sum of 85,000 be appropriated for that purpose. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Texas if this applies to a band, or to individuals? 


| 
i 


| allowance to them. 


Mr. RUSK. Inonot know exactly the amount, 
nor could the Commissioner of Indian A fairs him- 
self estimate the amount, necessary to carry out 


this provision; but $5,000 is sufficient, and will, | 


erhaps, more than cover it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it a private claim? 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir; but I will state how it 
arises. By the treaty with these Indians, they 
were to have so much per capita out of a certain 
fund. There was a census of them taken, in what 
year I do not remember, by D. W. Siler. It was 
alleged by the Indians that he did not take the 
entire census; that there were some who lived at 
a distance from where he was, whom he did not 
enumerate. An examination was made by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and it was found 
that all the Indians were not included. From the 
report of the agent, it was ascertained that the 


Indians proposed to be provided for by this amend- | 


ment were not included in Siler’s census. They 
were just as much entitled to be paid under the 
treaty as were the others. The others were paid 
simply because they were included by Mr. Siler. 
This proposes to pay those who were not included, 
provided the commissioner shall ascertain that they 
are entitled. It is but an act of justice. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to have the decision of 
the Chair, whether this is a private claim or 
not. 

Mr. RUSK. It is to carry out an existing law. 

Mr. PRATT. I cannot see the distinction be- 
tween this case and the one which has just been 
decided. The claim which has just been decided 
not to be in order, was a claim growing out of the 


| act of 1834. 


Mr. HUNTER. Not at all. 

Mr. PRATT. If there is a claim at all in that 
case, it is a claim existing under the provisions of 
the act of 1834. Now, the Senator from Texas 
supposes that hisamendment does not come within 
the rule which forbids private claims to be offered 
as amendments to an appropriation bill, because, 
he says, itis a claim growing out of some public 
law. That is the only ground upon which he can 
put it; because, by the very terms of the amend- 
ment itself, a claim of so much money to be paid 
per capita to certain Indians. It is, therefore, a 


private claim on the part of those Indians, to re- | 


ceive per capila a certain amount of money. 

The Senator from Texas says this is not a pri- 
vate claim, within the view of the thirtieth rule, 
because itis a claim growing out of a treaty or 
public law. 
he is right now, the Senate were wrong in the de- 
cision which they have just given. A decision in 
favor of this claim now, by the Senate, would in- 
volve, in order to preserve consistency, asa neces- 
sary result, the reconsideration of the vote which 


has just been given. Ifthe inhabitants of Alabama | 
and Georgia are entitled to receive anything for ; 


the depredations committed upon them, it is only 
because, under the provisions of the act of 1834, 
they are entitled to the money which was proposed 


| to be appropriated by the amendment offered by 


the Senator from Georgia. Itis a provision, there- 
fore, made by a public law; and it is a provision 
Here is an amend- 
ment which gives a per capita amount to Indians; 
and the only reason, according to the argument 
of the Senator from Texas, why it is not a private 
claim, is because these individual Indians are en- 
titled to it under some public law. I desire only, 
for the sake of consistency, that the Chair shall 
decide this question. 
Mr. RUSK. The rule is very clear: 


“No amendment proposing additional appropriations | 
shall be received to any general appropriation DIN, unless it į 


be made to carry out tke provisions of some existing law.’ 


Now here is clearly an existing law; here is a 


i; treaty with these Indians, which is the law of the 
| land, providing for the payment of a per capita ; 
it is clear, then, that this į 
amendment is to carry outa general law of the | 


land. But the rule proceeds: 
—‘‘or some act or resolution, previously passed by the 


Senate during that session, or moved by direction of a į 


n 


tanding committee of the Senate, or in pursganee of an 


amendment shall be received whose object is to provide for 
a private claim, although the same may have been pre- 


| viously sanctioned by the Senate,” 


for a defect in the census which was taken, and 


which was discovered and rectified by the act of | 


I think the Senator is right; but if | 


stimate froin the head of some of the Departments ; and no | 


1848. It is just as clearly nota private claim, 
within the meaning of the rule, as is a provision to 
pay the salary of an officer. The salary of the 
officers of the Government is ascertained by the 
law of the land; and the amount to be paid to 
these Indians must be ascertained by reference to 
the treaty, which is the Jaw of the land. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to read the first clause 

of the seventeenth section of the act of 1834, on 
which the claim presented by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia is predicated. It is in these 
words: 
_ “That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe 
in amity with thé United States, shall, within the Indian 
country, take or destroy the property of any person law- 
fally within such country, or shall pass from the Indian 
country into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of 
the United States, and there take, steal, or destroy, any 
horse, horses, or other property, belonging to any citizen 
or inhabitant of the United States, such citizen or inhabit- 
ant, his representative, attorney, or agent, may make appli- 
cation to the proper superintendent, agent, or sub: agent, 
who, upon being furnished with the necessary documents 
and proofs, sba}l, under the direction of the President, 
make application to the nation or tribe to which said Indian 
or indians shat belong, tor satisfaction,” &e. 


Then it provides, that if the nation to which the 
Indian or Indians depredating may belong does 
not indemnify the individuals suffering, the United 
States shall do it. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. PRATT. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSK. I voted with the Senator from 
Maryland in regard to the amendment moved by 
the Senator from Georgia. [ thought it ought to 
be included, and l think so still. I have voted 
for that half a dozen times. But the Senator wil} 
observe this clear distinction: that the law of 1834 
is not applicable to the States of Alabama and 
Georgia, and therefore the claims of citizens of 
those States for the depredations referred to have 
not been paid. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire only to make myself 
understood. I find that! voted, at the last session, 
that the claim, presented by the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia, was a private claim; but f 
apprehend very many Senators so voted because 
they did not think that the citizens of Georgia and 
Alabama came within the provisions of the law of 
1834. Whether they are entitled to the money or 
not is one question. They claim to be entitled to 
it under that law. You refused to permit that 
question to be decided by the Senate, by saying 
that it is a private claim, although it may existas 
a claim under that law. Now, I say that the de- 
cision which has been made by the Senate should 
not have been made; but the whole question 
should be presented to the Senate, whether, under 
the seventeenth section of the act of 1834, the in- 
habitants of Alabama and Georgia were entitled 
to be paid for those depredations. Now, the Sen- 
ator from Texas concedes that if they were enti- 
tled to be paid under the act of 1834, that amend- 
ment stands in the same position with the one 
which he has now offered. 

Mr. RUSK. Certainly. 

Mr. PRATT. If the inhabitants of Alabama 
and Georgia have no claim under the act of 1834, 
it is not pretended, on the part of the honorable 
Senator from Georgia, or any one else, that they 
have any claimatall. Therefore, being presented 


| from a committee, as a claim under an existing 


law, the Senate should not have decided against 
the amendment upon a question of order, as to 
whether the claim ought to be considered or not. 
The Committee on [ndian Affairs reported thatas 
an amendment, upon the ground that it was a just 
claim under the act of 1834. 

Mr. RUSK. Under the principles of the act 
of 1834. 

Mr. PRATT. Under the act of 1834. 

Mr. RUSK. Oh, no! 

Mr. PRATT. That is tosay, Indians in amity 
with the United States proceeded from their terri- 
tory within the limits of Alabama, and destroyed 
the property of citizens of the United States; and 
that should be paid for under the act of 1834. 
Commissioners were appointed, who have adju- 
dicated the amount, and that amount has been rec- 
ommended to be paid. That is the claim, as I 
understand it to be, presented by the honorable 
Senator from Georgia. Now, I say it is mani- 
festly unjust that that amendment should have 


|| been set aside, on the ground that it was a private 


claim, and that this claim should be admitted, 


& 
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when the Senator who presents this admits that if 
the other comes within the act of 1834, it is nota 
private claim, and should not have been ruled out 
of order. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Maryland 
was mistaken in regard to the intercourse act. It 
only applies to Indians within the territories of the 
United States, and not to Indians within the States. 
If the Indians within the territories come into the 
States, and make spoliations, it covers their case, 
and it covers the case of spoliations within the 
territories; but it does not apply at all to Indians 
within a State; and there is the mistake of the Sen- 
ator. Nor was the claim set up heretofore—I do 
not know what reasons may be urged for it now 
—on the ground that it comes within that act; but 
it was said to come within the equity of the act. 
It was said that if the policy and principle upon 
which that act was founded, were correct, then, in 
equity, the persons upon whom spoliations were 
committed in Georgia and Alabama were entitled 
to indemnity, but it never was asserted that the 
claim came within the act of 1834. 

Mr. PRATT. Theact provides that if Indians 
“ shall pass from the Indian country into any State 
or Tertitory inhabited by the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, and there take” &c., indemnity shalt 
be made. Did not those Indians pass from the 
Indian country? 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will look at 
the first section of that act, he will find that it de- 
fines what the Indian country is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Virginia is 
mistaken. 

Mr. HUNTER. We shall see. 

Mr. TOOMBS, The first section of the act is 
not, I think, subject to the construction which the 
Senator from Virginia would put upon it. 

Mr. RUSK. I rise to a point of order. The 
question which gentlemen are debating cannot be 
reached without a reconsideration. 

Mr. PRATT. Itis claimed that this amend- 
ment is out of order. 

Mr. RUSK. [ submit that question to the 
decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur.) 
The question presented is, whether the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Texas, from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, comes within 
the rule. It is very difficult to apply the thirtieth 
rule to all the different cases which arise here 
suddenly; but the Chair is of the impression that 
this amendment is excluded as a private claim. 

Mr. RUSK. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair; and I desire to say a word upon the ques- 
tion, as the argument has taken a very extensive 
range. If any payment ever be made under the 
appropriation made by this amendment of mine, 
it will be made under a treaty, which is the law 
of theland. The amendment does not select out 
the individuals to whom the money is to be paid; 
it does not ascertain them; it does not fix the 
amount. The amount is fixed by law. This is 
altogether different from the case which has just 
been ruled to be a private claim, and excluded as 
such, because the Indian intercourse law of 1834 
does not extend over Alabama and Georgia. If 
it did, there would be no application of that sort, 
because the law provides that the claims shall be 
paid out of the Treasury. Every one familiar 
with the history of that claim, (and it has been 
before Congress for several years past,) knows 
that it does not come within the law of 1834. I 
believe upen two occasions, certainly upon one, 
a bill passed the Senate, but was defeated in the 
House, to extend the provisions of the intercourse 
law of 1834 to Alabama and Georgia. I believe 
that it is not pretended—I do not think the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia pretended—that it 
came within the provisions of thatlaw. He said 
it came within the principles of the Jaw, and 
ought to have been paid according to them; but 
the law does not extend there; and twice, I think, 
certainly once, when a bill passed this body to 
extend it over the States of Georgia, Alabama, 
Florida, and Texas, it was defeated in the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I am satisfied that the decision 
of the Chair is wrong; and I will, therefore, vote 
with the Senator from Texas. I am satisfied that 
the amendment of that Senator is to carry out an 
existing law. So was the amendment which L 
introduced by direction of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and so were some of the amendments 


of the Committee on Finance. The Senate ac- 
quiesced in the amendments of the Finance Com- 
mittee, decided against mine; and will probably 
decide for this, showing the certainty of these mat- 
ters. 

But, sir, I wish to put the Senator from Vir- 
ginia right on another point. { stated that the 
case which I presented was clearly within the 
principle, and, in my judgment, within the letter 
of the intercourse law of 1834. He-has referred 
to the first section of that law, as showing that it 
does not embrace Alabama and Georgia. That 
first section is a very singular one, and, according 
to its wording, the gentleman contends that the 
States of Alabama and Georgia are not included 
within its letter. I will read it, to show that heis | 
wrong in point of fact. It defines the Indian coun- 
try thus: 

s¢ All that part of the United States west of the Missis- 
sippi, and not within the States of Missouri and Louisiana 
or the Territory of Arkansas”— 

That does not include us, of course; but it goes 
on: 

—‘ and also that part of the United States east of the Mis- 
sissippi river, and not within any State, to which the fn- 
dian title has not been extinguished.” 

This includes the Creek country then within 
Alabama and Georgia. It wasnot within a State 
to which the Indian title had not been extin- 
guished, but within States to which the Indian 
tide had been extinguished. The territory men- 
tioned, it was declared, should * for the purposes 
of this act be taken and deemed to be the Indian 
country.” The act does not mention territories 
east of the Mississippi; it does not mention Flor- 
ida, then a Territory, as the Senator seems to sup- 
pose. It applies to “ that part of the United States 
east of the Mississippi river, and not within any 
State to which the Indian title has not been extin- 
guished.” This Indian country was ‘ east of the 
Mississippi river, and not within any State to 
which the Indian title has not been extinguished,” 
but within States to which the Indian title had 
been extinguished, 

Mr. PETTIT. What is the date of the act? 

Mr. TOOMBS. June 30, 1834. 

Mr. PETTIT, That was before Wisconsin 
and Michigan were admitted, and those were the 
Territories alluded to ‘*east of the Mississippi, 
and not within any State.” ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. The words are: “ not within 
any State to which the Indian title has not been 
extinguished.” That isthedesignation. It does 
not say “any State,” but "any State to which 
the Indian title has not been extinguished.” 

Mr. PETTIT. It refers to lands to which the 
Indian title has not been extinguished. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It says “that part of the 
United States east of the Mississippi river, and 
not within any State to which the Indian title has 
not been extinguished, for the purposes of this 
act, be taken and deemed to be Indian country.” 

Mr. FISH. What Indian title was there to 
extinguish in Georgia and Alabama? 

Mr. PETTIT. What is the punctuation of 
that clause? Is there a comma after ‘ State?” 

Mr. TOOMBS. That makes no difference. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will observe 


| the section closely, he will see that I was strictly 


accurate. First it applies to all Territories west 
of the Mississippi river, excepting by name the 
States there, and the Territory of Arkansas. Next i 
it applies east of the Mississippi, except to States ; 
in which the Indian title has not been extinguished. 
It does not apply, it cannot apply, to States in 
which the Indian title has been extinguished, be- | 
cause there is there no Indian territory to which 


| it can apply; but it was designed to apply to the 


Territories; of Wisconsin and Florida, which | 
were not then States, and in which there was | 


Indian territory east of the Mississippi. If the 
Senator from Georgia will look at the debates—for | 
there have been extended debatesupon this claim— į 
he will find that it was admitted, by those who ad- ; 
vocated the claim, that the intercourse act did not f 
apply to it. If it applied, the claimants might | 
have gone to the Department without coming here | 
for payment, He will find that that admission | 
was made two years ago by the Senator from | 
Tennessee, [Mr. Berr} by the Senator from Ala- | 
bama, (Mr. CLemens,] who introduced it, and by 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,} who dis- 
cussed it. It was never claimed before that that 


law covered it. 


Mr, STUART. . I'wish to ascertai froni the 
Senator from Texas one or two facts in reference 
to this question before I vote upon it. © T-under- 
stand him to say, that there was originally a 
treaty with these Indians, by which certain ‘eums 
of money were to be paid; that then it was claimed 
that some of them were left outin an enumeration 
taken, and that the object of this amendment isto 
supply that defect, and to carry out the provisions 
of the treaty, as well as of a-subsequent law. © 

Mr. RUSK. That.is precisely the case. i 

Mr. STUART. A word or two will explain 
the reason for my vote upon: this question. =f 
voted to sustain the decision of the Chair in. the 
other case, from a very clear impression that he 
was right. But, sir, under our Government, a 


ji treaty with an Indian tribe occupies precisely the 
| same relation that a treaty with Great Britain 


does. If we were to enter into a treaty with 
Great Britain to pay certain claims, an. amend- 
ment to carry out the provisions of that: treaty 
would clearly be in order, and could not be ob- 
jected to as providing for a private claim. Here 
is a case arising under a treaty with an Indian 
tribe. It is the duty of the Executive depart- 
ment of this Government to carry out that treaty. 
There has been a defect, in virtue of which the 
provisions of the treaty have not been carried out, 
The object of this amendment is to cure that de- 
fect, and to carry out the. original intention. 

Now, sir, such a proposition is clearly not a 
private claim. The law, for certain wise purposes, 
has said that payments to Indians shall be ‘made 
per capita, in order to: prevent frauds; but that 
does not individualize the claims at all... If you 
are to carry out thedistinction contended for on the 
other side, there would be nothing but a private 
claim under the Government. The salaries of 
your officers would become private claims, 

The question has been alluded to as to contract- 
ors—individuals who contract to carry out treaty 
provisions with Indians, by furnishing goods, &«. 
That is all within the authority of the Executive 
department, and is a public transaction; but the 
moment you step beyond that contract, and find 
that your contractor asks for extra PX it be- 
comés a private claim, and is excluded under the 
rule. 

I cannot consent, of course, to take up the time 
of the Senate in attempting to elucidate this ques- 
tion. I only wished to call out these, facts from 
the Senator From Texas, by which it ‘appears that 
this amendment is clearly to carry out a treaty, a 

ublic law, and not to indemnify individuals. 

‘he difficulty in the other case was, that the 
amendment was to pay private individuals for in- 
dividual claims that they had for spoliations,. 
which is as mucha private claim as any which 
can be presented. ‘ 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. ‘The Senator from Michi- 
gan has said, and well said, exactly what I had 
wished to say in regard to this case. It will be 
remembered that it was the constant practice of 
the late Vice President King, when presiding of- 
ficer of this body, in ascertaining the distinction 
between what were and were not private claims, 
to inquire whether they were in fulfillment of an 
existing law or treaty, or not. If they were, he 
never excluded them, although the benefit of the 


| proposed appropriation might inure to one indi- 


vidual, or to a class of individuals. 
The treaty under which this claim arises is the 
treaty of 1835-’6, with the Cherokees. ‘An. ap- 
propriation was made in the year 185] to carry 
out that treaty. In the administration; however, 
of that fund,:the mere division of it, it was re- 


| quisite, for the purpose of ascertaining who were 


the true beneficiaries of it, to make an enrollment 
of the Indians. An agent was sent out by the 
Department for that purpose. - In making that 
enrollment, unavoidably, from the absence of the 
claimants and from different causes, he was un- 
able to make a complete enrollment of all the per- 
sons entitled. Hence, some who were clearly 
entitled under.the law, and under the treaty, did 
not receive their per capita. I will call the atten- 
tion of the Chair, and of the Senate also, to the 
ease of Andrew Taylor, who was embraced by a 
vote of the Senate in the last Indian appropriation 
bill, arising under the very same treaty, but under 
a different clause. That, by a vote of the Senate, 
was decided not to be a private claim.. That oc- 


curred on the discussion of the last Indian appro- 
priation bill m this body. og 


z 


BE 


Apri 


27, 


l 


R Mr. TOUCEY. I voted to sustain the decision | 
of the Chair in the case last decided, and I voted | 


so upon the ground that there was no existing || 
legislation that would authorize the payment. [| 
think so still. If there had been existing legisla- || 
tion which would authorize the payment, so that || 
the Executive officers of the Government could |! 
make that payment, if they had funds applicable | 
to the purpose, it would bea case for the admis- 
sion of the proposition under the rule; and then | | 
should have voted differently from what | did. 
In this case, there isa Jaw under which itis the! 
duty of the officers of the Government to make | 
this payment, if they have the means of doing so. | 
The object of this appropriation is not to change | 
the law, it is not to add a new law, it is merely to : 
provide ways and means from which the officers : 
at the other end of the avenue may make the pay- : 
ment. 

Now, if the Senator from Georgia was right in | 
his supposition, that the claim which he presented : 
was a debt due within the law of 1834, and only ` 
wanted an appropriation of money, I voted wrong; 
but, thinking that he needed some further legisla- 
tion, and that the propriety of that legislation 
must be brought under discussion before we 
reached the point of appropriation, I voted in op- 
position to his views. But now in this case, we 
need no new law. We need no extension of law. | 
Indeed, we need no legislation, properly so called. 
We need merely the appropriation of the money; : 
and the existing law applies it to this object. ICi 
I understand if, there is a treaty by which these | 
individuals are entitled to this money—just as 
much entitled to it as any officer under this Gov- 
enment is entitled to the amount which the law 
has fixed for his salary. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe it has been ruled by 
those who have held the Chair, that those claims 
which come in under a treaty are not precluded | 
by the rule of the Senate. ‘The Senator from | 
‘Texas states that there is a treaty stipulation in || 
thiscase. Nodonbtthereis. [havenotadverted | 
to it. There is a clear distinction, which has | 
been stated by the Senator from Connecticut, be- 
tween the case ofa man who comes in under a 
treaty and one who comes in merely under some 
anpposed equity of a law. 

Mr. RUSK called for the yeas and nays upon 
the question of sustaining the decision of the 
Chair; and they were ordered, and taken with the | 
folowing result: | 

J 
| 


YBAB~-Mesars, Aten, Atchison, Chase, Dodge of Wis 
consin, Dodge of fowa, Evans, Fish, Jones of lowa, Nor- 
yig, Pettit, Slidell, Sumner, Wade, and Williams 4. i 

_ NAYS —Meusrs, Bell, Benjamin, Brown, Clay, Cooper, | 
Dawson, Everett, Fitzpatrick, Hinter, Pratt, Rusk, Sebas- | 
tian, Seward, Stuart, Toomba, Voneey, Walker, Weller, i 
and Wright--10. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and : 
the amendment of Mr. Rusk was decided to be in | 
order. i 

The amendment was then adopted. 


Mr. COOPER. f move the following amend- | 
ment, by instruction of the Committee on Indian || 
Affairs: 

To pay Andrew Pi 
dred and forty ae 
waters of the ‘f 
the 23d of August, 


Mr. HUNTER. ‘Phat seems to me to bea 


ayior for dita reservation of six hun- 
f land at Sitico Old Town, on the 
1 river, $14,720, with interest from 


ij 
7 

| 
i 


| provisions of that act a sale was made, and the 


private claim. The Senator from Arkansas tells | 
me that the decision of the Senate has been had 
upon it, and that they have decided that it is not |! 
a private claim. If that is the case, make no || 
opposition to it. i 
Mr, SEBASTIAN. This is the very claim to | 
which I alluded a few minutes ago, which was || 
ruled into the Indian appropriation bill last year, | 
and passed by the Senate, but was Jost by the | 
committee of conference. It was decided then, i; 
by the vote of the Senate, not to bea private 
claim, i 
Mr. STUART. Whal are the facts? ii 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. It arisesunder a different || 
clause of the same treaty. i 
Mr. COOPER. i willstate, in w words, the |; 
nature of the case. This claim arises under the 
treaty of 1817, made between the United State 
and the Cherokee Indians. Andrew ‘Paylor was 
married to a Cherokee woman, by whom he had | 
children; and under the provisions’of the treaty, | 
therefore, became entitled to a section of land. 
This section of land was situated at Sities Old 


‘| unless it be made to carry out the provisions of 


/ ments proposing additional appropriagons. 


| sion, or moved by direction of a standing com- | 
i mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an esti- 


for a private claim. 


i 
| 
i| m ) 
i some existing law; although it might be made to l] Department of the 


Town, on the waters of the Tennessee river. l 
Some time subsequently to the ratification of the | 
treaty, the Legislature of Tennessee passed a law, 
by which the reservations made under the treaty 
were condemned and ořdered to be sold. By the 


reservation was purchased by a white man, who 
ejected Andrew Taylor; and Taylor, by this pro- | 
cess, lost his land. i 
In 1835 a subsequent treaty was made, and it | 
contained a provision for the indemnification of 
the reservees under the tre'ty of 1817. By the | 
seventeenth article of the same treaty, provision ; 
was made for ascertaining the value of the reser- 
vations; andthe mode of assessment was fixed by | 
the article. President Jackson appointed two gen- | 
tlemen, Messrs. Upton and Summy, to make the | 
valuation. They were to fix the value of the land | 
in its natural state at the time the valuation should 
take place. They proceeded to value the land, and | 
fixed it atthe sum named in the amendment— 
$14,720. Their commission expired before the 
report of their proceedings was filed. Subse- : 
uently, however, the estimates for reserves, under | 
the treaty of 1817, were returned to the office, and I | 


| believe nearly all of them have been paid. Interest | 


is fixed from the time when the valuation was re- 


turned to the Department and became final—the | 


2d of August, 1843. 
These are the facts; and I presume there will be | 
no difficulty on the part of the Senate in passing 
the amendment. I will not go intoa statement of , 
the hardships that this man has undergone. Itis, 
not necessary. Theamendment was discussed at ' 
the last session of Congress, and adopted by the | 
Senate, and was only lost, as the chairman of the | 
committee has informed the Senate, in the com- | 
mittee of conference, it having been given up for 
the purpose, as T have learned from him, of secu- i 
ring matters which were regarded as of greater ; 
public moment. I hope, therefore, that the amend- | 
ment will be adopted. : 
Mr. CHASE, I think that the Senate is very | 
much in the habit of deciding claims to be private 


claims against which there is a majovity of the i 
| 


Senate, and reversing the rule as to claims which 
meet the favor of a majority. I think that was | 
so in regard to this claim at the last session of | 
Congress. I recollect an appeal was then made | 
to the Senate, which the Senator from Pennayl- | 
vania now has not made, in regard to the peculiar | 
hardship of the case, and the Senate decided it to ° 
be not a private claim, although it had previously | 
decided the whole of the class of claims which has | 
been presented by the Senator from Georgia to | 
be private claims. | 
Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the | 


i 


Senate, for a moment, to the thirtieth rule, and |} 


ascertain what its real construction is; for, in my : 


judgment, this is a private claim, and falls within | 
i| the rule, and I desire to be consistent in my votes. | 
‘| The rule is in these words: i 


“No amendment, proposing additional appropriations, : 


| shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless | 


it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing | 
law, or some aet or resolution previously passed by the į 
Senate during that session, or moved by direction of a | 
standing committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an | 
estimate from the head of some of the Departments; and + 
no amendment shall be received, whose objeet is to provide 

fora private claim, although the same may have been pre- | 
viously sanctioned by the Senate.” 


Now, sir, this rule establishes a general regula- 
tion applicable in its first clause to all amend- 
ments, of every description, proposing additiona 
appropriations, It, however, admits of certain 
exceptions. The first of these exceptions is, | 


some existing law.” That applies to all arend- 
The | 


next exception is, ‘Sor some act or resolution | 
previously passed by the Senate during that ses- 


mate from the head of some of the Departments.’ 
If an amendment falls within either of these es 
ceptions it may be presented. ‘And no amend- 
ment shall be received whose object is to provide 
” Jf it stopped there, it 
would exclude the whole of the amendments | 
which fall within these previous exceptions clearly 
and it would not be in order to offer an amen 


ment providing for a private claim, although it) 


ight be made to carry out the provisions of | 


| either one of these exceptions. 


| provisions of the treaty itself. 
‘ascertained as far back as 1843, and all that is 


jected, and then comes here to the Senate. 


| ment to pay it, with such interest as may 
ijaccrued in the mean time. 


| Claims? 
| would not gainsay the report of the commissioners, 


| Tennessee, 
| valuation was to be fixed, and all the other pre- 
i| liminaries were arranged and provided for by the 
|| treaty, and in pursuance of it commissioners were 


| 


| 
ir 


carry out the provisions of someact or resolution 
previously passed by the Senate; although it 
might be moved by direction of a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an esti- 
mate from the head of some one of the Depart- 
ments. I say thatif the rule stopped there, no 
amendment proposing to provide for a private 
claim would be in order, although it fell within 
The rule, how- 
ever, does not stop there, but it goes further, and 
the whole of this clause, as it stands, is in these 
words: 

“No amendment shall be received whose object is tu 
wovide fora private claim, although the same may have 
been previously sanctioned by the Senate.” 


Now, sir, this exception of private claims is 
universal, and the clause, ‘although the same 
may have been previously sanctioned by the Sen- 
ate,” is applicable to only one of this class of ex- 
ceptions, which control all amendments whatever. 
It would follow, then, that no amendment can be 
received whose object is to provide fora private 
claiminany case, It cannot be received, although 
it may be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing law, if it comes strictly under the head 
of private claims. An example may be found very 
easily. Suppose a claim to arise under the pro- 
visions of a general law, as in the settlement of a 
post office account, or as to the compensation of 
some contractor under a contract made with the 
Government, and suppose that claim has been 
presented to the proper Department, and there re- 
Then 
it is a private claim; yet it may be made to carry 
out the provisions of some existing law, but still 
T think it is excluded by this rule. 

Now, I admit that, according to the statement 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, this claim does 
arise in consequence of a treaty which provided 
for the payment of the value of this reservation 
to the reservee, and the amount appears to have 
been ascertained. What has prevented its being 
paid by the proper Department I do not know; 
but it seems to me to be one of those cases which 
are constantly coming here, constantly referred 


| to the Committee on Claims, but which are ex- 


cluded by the rule from being proposed as amend- 
ments to general appropriation bills. If it be not 
excluded by the rule, then it would follow that 
any amendment which provides for a private claim 
may be received in every case whatsoever, pro- 
vided for by the exceptions io tne general rule in 
relation to all claims whatsoever. 

Mr. COOPER. I think if strict attention had 
been given to the statement which I made, the 
objection would not have been raised by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. It seems to me very clear that 
this claim is admissible under the rule. I said, 
in some remarks which I submitted on another 
claim before the Senate, during the course of the 
morning, that the object of that rule was to ex- 
clude private claims from being considered during 
the pendency of the general appropriation bills, 
because it was not supposed that the Senate, in 
full session, would be very competent to form an 
estimate of the amount that should be paid. That, 
no doubt, was the substantial reason for the adop- 
tion of the rule. But here, sir, in pursuance of 
the treaty of 1835, a claim arises, the amount of 
which has been already fixed, and fixed by the 
The sum was 
necessary to be done is to authorize the Depart- 
have 
What would be the 
object of sending this claim to the Committee on 
The amount is fixed. ‘The committee 


because there is no evidence, beyond their report, 
of what was the value of the reserved section of 
land. They were appointed under the provisions 
of the treaty to estimate, or to value, to speak 


‘| more properly, the section of which this reservee 


had been deprived by the act of the Legislature of 
The manner, the time at which the 


appointed, whose report is on file in the Depart- 
ment, and that fixed the sum. It is in pursuance 
of a treaty which is the law of the land. The 
amount is fixed; nothing is left to be ascertained; 
all that is to be done is to authorize the proper 
Government to pay it to the 


arty entitled. 


ing clearer than that it falls within the principles 


of the rule, which has been passed upon by the 
Senate during the session of to-day. I hope there 
will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
under the impression that the amendment is 
excluded by the rule. 

Mr. BADGER. 
and then submit a motion to the Senate. 1 think 
my friend from Virginia must have seen, by this 
time, that the rule about excluding these private 
claims is of no practical value to the Senate, and 
that the exposition of it has occupied more time 
and given us more trouble than would be involved 


in the determination of the merits of all the private į 


claims which have been proposed to be put upon 
appropriation bills since the rule was adopted; 


and I wish he would consider the propriety of 
introducing a proposition to rescind that rule, so | 


fay-as it excludes private claims recommended by 
the standing committees of this body. Having 
said this, I desire to seize this favorable occasion 
to submit a motion, that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 hope that course will not be 


taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
question before the Senate undisposed of, and 
therefore the motion of the Senator from North 
Carolina is not in order, except by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. By unanimous consent 
the motion can be received and disposed of. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senate adjourn over 
regularly from Thursday to Monday, I consider 
it equivalent to the rejection of every private bill 


to which a single member of the Senate may ob- | 


ject during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to remind the 
Senator from Louisiana, that to-morrow has been 
set apart for the consideration of adverse reports. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The reason for disposing of 
them is equally strong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the motion to be objected to. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Louisiana 
opposes the motion, but he does not object to its 
consideration now. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I do not object.to entertaining 
the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
putthe question on the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that the amendment which I have offered 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs is not in 


order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so 
decides. 

Mr. COOPER. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. I feel bound to do it. 

Mr. FISH. I move that the further consider- 
ation of the bill be postponed until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That eight thousand copies of the report of an 


expedition down the Zuni and Colorado rivers, by Captain | 


Sitgreaves, and the like number of thereport of Captain R. 
B. Marcy, of his exploration of the waters of the Red river, 
in addition to the number of these reports heretofore 
ordered, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspay, April 27, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
Before calling the House to order, 
The SPEAKER laid before the body a commu- 
nication from J. Lawrence Smith, Secretary of 


the American Association for the Advancement of 


Science, inviting the members of the House to 
attend the meetings of. that Association, now in 
session at the Smithsonian Institution. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and 


approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question before 
the House was on recommitting to the Committee 
on the Public Lands bill “ granting lands to the 


several States to aid in the construction of rail- 


I wish to make a remark, | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senate have 
returned to this House the Military Academy ap- 
propriation bill, insisting upon their amendments 
non-concurred in by the House, and asking for a 
committee of conference. I move for. the ‘ap- 
pointment of a committee of conference on the 
part of the House to meet the committee which 
hag been appointed on the part of the Senate. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered; 
an 

The SPEAKER thereupon appointed Messrs. 
Jowes, of Tennessee, Bissett, and Davis, of In- 
diana, as said committee on the part of the House. 


DISPOSITION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. DISNEY, after some preliminary remarks, 
said that the public domain was vast in amount. 
He doubted exceedingly whether any man now 
living could justly appreciate the value of that 
domain in regard to the future, looking upon it 
as the most solid basis of credit in time of peace, 
and one of the most effective sinews in time of 
war, and considering the teeming millions of 
people who were to inhabit it. 

or the last sixty years the public domain had 
been preserved intact; and now it remained for 
this Congress to signalize itself by an abrupt and 
violent departure from the principles of the Gov- 
ernment, and the destruction of this invaluable 
treasure of the Federal Government. 

He knew and could appreciate the attempt by 

gentlemen to secure an ephemeral popularity by 
wresting and tearing a portion of it as plunder 
from the Government; but the people of the United 
States are intelligent, and would sooner or later 
ascertain and understand that they were also the 
proprietors and masters of the funds of the Gen- 
eral Government, as well as of the funds of their 
own respective State governments; and when 
Representatives shall go home and boast of the 
amount taken from one pocket to be put into the 
other, they will find that the process will not pay, 
after the substantial interests of the country have 
been sacrificed by the operation. 
_ While he confessed he had little hope of arrest- 
ing the progress of the House in wasting the pub- 
lic lands, he should feel all the better in the con- 
sciousness of the fact that he had discharged his 
duty on this subject. By the graduation bill, 
should it become a law, the value of the public 
domain now in market would be stricken down in 
value to the extent of fifty millions of dollars. 

‘As to the report adverse to granting lands for 
the benefit of the indigent insane, he should stand 
upon it. By the passage of that bill, a new era 
had been inaugurated in the violation of the prin- 
ciples heretofore applicable to the public domain; 
an act which, in his opinion, was not only uncon- 
stitutional, but impolitic. 

The bill now under consideration, introduced 
by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bex- 
NETT,] proposed to give lands to the old States of 
the Union, in common with the new, for internal 
improvementand educational purposes. The prin- 
ciples on which it was advocated by that gentle- 
man were fully set forth in his report upon the 


subject; and with this report it was his [Mr. Dis- |! 


wey’s] purpose to deal. Of all remarkable docu- 
ments which had ever fallen under his eye, during 
his legislative experience, he had never before seen 
one which would compare with this. There was 
in it not one fact proven. 
said, yesterday, that he would to-day gibbet the 
report, and now commenced that epee and 
after he was done, he doubted whet 

man from New York would put his hand upon the 
carcass to take it up. , 

He examined, at length, the statements in Mr. 
Bennett’s report, and said, in the course of his 
remarks, that the General Government has never, 
exceptin the cases of grants of lands to the deaf and 
dumb asylums of Connecticut and Kentucky, 
made a naked gift to the States until this House 
of Representatives set the example the other day. 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. After the very 
able speech of the gentleman from Ohio, I move, 
to enable the House to have the full advantage of 
it, that this question be postponed until Tuesday 
next, To-morrow will be private bill day and 


| reports during the morning 


He (Mr. Disney] had | 


er the gentle- || 


postpone. LELDE brie fet x 
Mr: PERKINS. . I should like. very müch “to; 
oblige the gentleman. from North. Carolina; bot 
perhaps it will answer his pe to. Speakon. 
some subsequent day. . There are several. genr: 
tlemen upon this side of the House who ‘desire; 
to speak early upon. this bill, but, have yielded: 
to what they believe to be the proprieties of tthe 
occasion. 5 : cae i 
Mr. ROGERS. Wel, as [understand the 
morning hour has nearly expired; Iwill withdraw 
my request. geet E EELE a 
Mr. HOUSTON obtained the floor, 


The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone to’ 


a day certain is not debatable. ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. Iam not going to debate it: 
I want to know whether, if this bill be postponed 
til Tuesday next, it will be competent for the’ 
Chair to go on with the call of the committees’ for 
hour? There is an 
immense amount of business blocked up‘ in the 
committees, opined 
The SPEAKER. It will be competent for the , 
Chair to do so; but the call will be confined; on” 
that dayo territorial business, the whole of that 
week having been set apart forthe consideration of * 
territorial business. If there are no reports touch- 


| ing the subject of the Territories to be made during | 


the morning hour, the Chair supposes that the’ 
committees might be called for reports during that 
week. ‘ f 


Mr. CUTTING. I rise toa point of order, . 


involving, perhaps, more the answer. toa question ’ 
for information. Did I not understand that ‘the. 
Committee on Territories had made all their re- 
ports, and that the report now under consideration , 
was postponed until a future day to accommodate | 
the gentleman fron New York, [Mr. Bennerr,], 
and that in the mean time other committees were. 
called upon and 


made reports? If the effect of 
that postponement is to keep the Committee on, 
Territories still before the House in order to make 
reports—— 5 

The SPEAKER. Not the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. Next week is set apart for territorial 
busines’, and that alone of a local character. 

Mr. CUTTING. Under that special order, 


merely ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, under the special order, 
alone. 

Mr. BENNETT. 
application I made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman. from New 
York [Mr. Curre] seems. to. be laboring: under. 
the impression that other reports from other com 
mittees would, in some way, be. cut’ off by the 
special order. That is not the casei Next week 
has been set apart for the consideration of territos; 
rial business of a local character alone. peet 

Mr. CUTTING. Territorial business reported ? 

The SPEAKER. Such as is already reported: 
and which may be specially reported, of a local 
character. Upon that day, it will be in order to 
make reports of territorial business of a local char-- 
acter merely. j 

Mr. CUTTING. 


{ desire to withdraw. the, 


Coming within the purview 


The gentleman f C 1 s 
that the ELouse resolve itself into the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the 


postponed until the next Tuesday... $) 
of the gentleman from Ohio takes prece 

The question was then taken upon. M: 
motion; and it was agreed to. i. 10 


THE DEFICIENCY BILD) © ooo 
The rules were accordingly guspended, and the 
House resolved itself into” the Committee of. the: 
Whole on the state of: the Union; (Mr. CHAND-: 
LER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration ; 


1014 


THE CONGRESSIO 


NAL GLOBE. 


April 28, 


j 
of the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency | 
bill. . 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- || 


i i 7 l 
mittee last rose, the pending question was on an || 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Wentworrg,] and that the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Suir] was entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, rose to address the 
committee on the subject of the Nebraska-Kansas 
bill. He rejoiced from the bottom of his heart 
that there was some indication to repair a great 
wrong which had been perpetrated on the South; 
and expressed his surprise and astonishment that 
gentlemen from that section of the country were 
to be found in opposition to this measure. 

After reviewing the origin of slavery, he pro- 
ceeded to prove the unconstitutionality of the Mis- 
souri compromise, which he denied had brought 
peace to the country. On the contrary, from the 
period of its enactment up to the present time, 
there had been no repose. The prohibition of || 
1820 did not originate in a love of humanity and 
justice, but in an ambitious desire for political | 
power. This was the motive of its originators, 

He then adverted to the Journals to show thata 
majority of the southern members of the House 
voted against the restriction of 360 30'; and de- 
sired to know, in view of this fact, how gentlemen 
could say that the South imposed this restrictive 
feature on the North? 

Mr. S., in his remarks, (which have been with- 
held for revision,) alluded, in terms of censure, to 
the course of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Giv- 
DINGS.] 

{His speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BARRY said he came hither entertaining 
the opinion that we live under a constitutional 
Government, but he had been told that we have 
compromises equally obligatory and binding upon | 
us as the Constitution itself. Ele repudiated the 
idea that this is a Government of compromises; it 
is a Government of the Constitution; and that |j 
portion of the country which receives less, or asks 
more than the Constitution guaranties, is faithless 
to the trust under whichit lives, or to the Consti- 
tution itself. He then argued the unconstitution- 
ality of the Missouri act of 1920, insisting that it 
had been violated over and over again. 

Mr. B. having concluded, (a report of whose 
speech will be found in the Appendix,) 

Several Mempers claimed the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Ouver] has the floor, 

Mr. OLIVER. 
committee-—as I do not myself particularly desire 
to speak this evening—I would wish that my 
friend from New York (Mr. Elucurs] may be 
permitted to make his speech now. Ifso, I will | 
yield him the floor for that purpose, with the | 
understanding that I am to get it to-morrow 
morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no o 
the gentleman from New York is at 1 
proceed, 

Mr. HUGHES took the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to yield me the floor 
for the purpose of making a personal explanation 
in reply to some remarks made by the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Smrra.] 

Mr. TIUGHES. | am certainly willing to; 
yield when the request is put in this way, asa 
matter of personal explanation. But I trust the 
time that may be consumed by the gentleman 
from Ohio will not be taken out of my hour. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Oh, no. I trust not. 


i 
| 
f 
f. 


bjection, 
iberty to | 


TheCHIAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 


‘| Representatives, as soon as pr 


is now at liberty to make his personal explanation, 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, any per- | 
sonal explanation from me comes with pain on | 


all occasions—-— j! 
A ` i 
(interrupting. ) f: 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, 
Will the gentleman frora Ohio permit me to make 
a suggestion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
only for a few minutes, 

Mr. BAYLY. 
gestion, and [ trust the gentleman from Ohio will | 
not deem it discourteous in me to do so. My col-| 
league who spoke this morning, and to whom the | 
gentleman from Ohio wishes to respond, is not} 
now in the House. I hope therefore he will post- | 
pone his explanation till to-morrow. \ 


I have the floor myself: 


| during his hour in opposition to the Nebraska 
| bill. 


|| Union generally under consideration, and particu- |) 


If it be the pleasure ,of the || 


i 
| 
{ 
iI 
| 
| 
| 


+ ordered to be printed. 


I merely wish to make this sug- |; 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well; be it so, T 
should certainly wish the gentleman from Vir- || 
ginia to be present, and | supposed he was here. 
i will take occasion, however, to say to the com- 
mittee that I did not intend to reply to the remarks 
of that gentleman, nor would 1 but for his per- 
| sonal attack on me. I will not occupy more than 
| eight or ten minutes in the morning at furthest: 
| and { hopethe committee will extend me that time 
| to-morrow. 
Several Members. Oh, | 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Ilinojs. I move that |; 
the committee do now rise. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hueuss] has the floor, and only 
yielded it to the gentleman from Ohio for a per- 
sonal explanation. | 
Mr. WENTWORTH. Then I ask that gen- 
tleman to yield me the floor that I may make a || 
motion for the committee to rise. | 
Mr. HUGHES. I got the floor on the under- | 
standing that I was to go on now. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. But you can have it 
to-morrow. | 
Several Mumrers. No, no; let him go on now. 
Mr. HUGHES then addressed the committee 


yes; certainly. 


[His speech will be found in the Appendix.) 


Mr. SAPP obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee do now rise. ii 
The motion was agreed to. | 
The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman, [Mr. |i 


Cranpier,]} reported that the Committee of the |! 
Whole on the state of the Union, had had the | 


| 
l larly House bill No. 271, ‘to supply deficiencies | 
| in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal |) 
year ending 30th June, 1854,” and the amend- 
| ments of the Senate to said bill, and had come to 
| no resolution thereon. [i 
[Flere a menenge was received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dicxins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, requesting that the House would return to 
that body Senate bill No. 352, entitled «An act to 
amend an actentitled ‘An act to grant the right of 
! preémption to certain purchasers and settlers on 
| the Maison Rouge Grant, in the event of the final. 
adjucication of the title in favor of the United || 
States,’ ? approved July 27, 1852. f 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I hope by | 
| unanimous consent the Clerk will be directed to |; 
| return the biil. 
The SPIARER, 
| will be so ordered. l 
There was no objection, and the Clerk was or- || 
| dered to return the bill to the Senate. ] 
t Mr. FLORENCE moved that the House do | 
| now adjourn, i] 
The motion was agreed to. 
| And thereupon, at five minutes past four o’clock, | 
'p.m., the House adjourned until to-morrow at | 
| twelve o’clock, m. 


| 
{i 
i] 


If there be no objection, it 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. || 
Fripay, April 28, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rey. Henry Sricen. 


Prayer 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. || 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- i| 
pliance with a resolution of the House of Repre- |; 
sentatives of 2d December last, ‘* that the Secre- 
tary of War be requested to furnish the House of | 
acticable, with a | 
l copy of the report, estimates, and maps of the 
: survey of the road from Mendota to the Big Sioux 
iriver,” submitting the report of the Colonel of 
Topographical Engineers, inclosing the papers i 
i called for; which was laid upon the table, and i 

i 


It 


| 

! Mr. ORR. J ask the unanimous consent of the 
| House to report a bill from the Committee on In- 
i dian Affairs, to be referred to the Committee of || 
| the Whole on the state of the Union, and printed. 


i 
f 
| 
H 
if 
H 
a 
i + . . . p . | 
i itis territorial business, and it is necessary that | 
H 
I 
li 
| 
i 


it should be printed at once, as it will come up for 
action next week. x 

There being no objection, the bill was received, | 
read a frst and second time by its title, as follows, | 


li 
l 
i 
i 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
l 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to authorize the President to cause to be 
surveyed the tract of land in the Territory of 
Minnesota, belonging to the half-breeds or mixed 
bloods of the Dacotah or Sioux nation of Indians, 
and for other purposes. 


DISPOSITION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

The SPEAKER. This is private bill day, but 
there being no private bills upon the table, and in 
the absence of a motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole House, the following bill is under 
consideration: ‘A bill granting lands equally to 
the several! States to aid m the construction of rail- 
roads, and for the support of schools.”? Theim- 
mediate question before the House with regard to 
it is on the motion of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, [Mr. Pergins,] that the further consideration 
of the bill be postponed until Tuesday next. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana to withdraw his motion, in order that 
I may havean opportunity of addressing the House 
to-day. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I will with- 


‘| draw the motion to gratify the gentleman from 
i North Carolina; but I give notice that I shall insist, 


as far as I can, on the postponement of this bill 
until the return of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. DISNEY. I feel no disposition to trespass 
upon the patience of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, or of the House; but ł desire to have 
an opportunity to finish the very incomplete re- 


| marks which I submitted yesterday, and which I 
i was prevented from finishing then by the expira- 


tion of my hour. J feel sure that I have a great 
many facts and arguments to present, which | am 
satisfied would save the [louse and the country a 
rveat deal of labor in the investigation of this 
subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. I must decline, under the cir- 
cumstances, to yield the floor to the gentleman 
trom Ohio. I have my reasons for desiring to 
address the House to-day. 

Mr. EDGERTON. {should like to inquire if 
the debate upon this bill is confined to the morn- 
ing hour? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. ROGERS spoke during the morning hour 
in support of the bill, believing that the old States 
had suffered great injustice by the unequal distri- 
bution of the public domain. He believed that 
a distribution to all the States equally, such as 
was proposed by the bill under consideration, 
would promote justice and constitutional equality, 

{The speech will be found iu the Appendix.] 


Mr. HAMILTON next obtained the floor. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would inquire of the 
Chair how long before the morning hour expires? 

The SPEAKER. About twelve minutes. 

Mr. EDGERTON If the gentleman from 
Maryland will yield for that purpose, I will move 
that the House go into committee. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 yield for that motion. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Then I move that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
W hole on the Private Calendar. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 


| Chair if this is objection day? 


The SPEAKER. His. 
Mr. ORR. 1 give notice that if the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio does not prevail, I will 


| move that the rules be suspended, and that the 


| munication from the War Department, in com- | House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
1 munies g ar r >in ~ 


Whole on the state of the Union. J understand 
this is objection day, and we shall accomplish but 
little by going into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is objection day, and 


i there are no bills of any consequence upon the 


Private Calendar to object to. Next Friday is 


| also objection day; so that nothing will be lost by 


passing over the Private Calendar until next week. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Debate upon the deficiency 
bill terminates, by the order of the House, on Tues- 
day next; but virtually it terminates to-morrow; 
for the consideration of a special order commences 
on Monday, and will override the deficiency bill. 
If the committee determine to go on with the gen- 
eral debate upon that bill, 1 hope they will go into 


| committee, and do so now, as I shall object, on 


Monday, to the postponement of the special order. 
Unless the House shall sit to-morrow, this is the 
only remaining day for such debate. 


1854, 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a 
privileged motion. | move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


Mr, ELLISON. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 75, nays 64; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, David J. 
Railey, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Bell, Bissell, Brooks, 
Colquitt, Corwin, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dickinson, Dis- 
ney, Eastman, Eddy, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Goodrich, 
Green, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Hiester, 
Hillyer, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll. Daniel T. Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Lilly, McCulloch, 
Mace, Meacham, Smith Miller, Murray, Noble, Parker, 
Peekham, Pennington, John Perkins, Phillips, Pratt, Prin- 
gie, Ready, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rogers, Sabin, Seward, 
Singleton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Thurston, Upham, Walker, Waley, Walsh. Etlihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washbarn, John Wentworth, Tappan 
Wentworth, and Daniel B. Wright—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Boyce, Carpenter, Chand- 
ler, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Cox, John G. Davis, Dun- 
bar, Edgerton, Edmands, Ellison, English, Etheridge, 
Giddings, Greenwood, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Harrison, 
Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, George W. Jones, 
3. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, 
McNair, Maxwell, Mayall, Middfeswarth, John G. Miller, 
Milison, Morgan, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Bishop Perkins, 
Phelps, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, 
Shower, Skelton, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Andrew 
Stuart, John J. Taytor, Johu L Tayior, Nathaniel G, ‘Way- 
lor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Welts, Wheeler, and 
Zollicoffer—64, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. i 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Epcerron,] that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. x 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHURCHWELL 
and Var were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 54. 

The SPEAKER announced that less than a 
quorum having voted in the affirmative, the motion 
was lost, 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
may be counted. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
demand comes too late. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Then I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the motion, , 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that that 
demand also comes too late. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Do I understand 
the Chair to decide that it is too late to have the 
yeas and nays upon the motion to go into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is too late, the result of 
the vole having been announced, 

Mr. JONES. Only one side had been counted. 

Mr. ORR. But the Chair had announced the 
vote, and entertained another motion. It is evi- 
dently too late. 

Mr. JONES. The Constitution secures the 
yeas and nays upon any proposition when they 
are demanded by one fifth of the members pres- 
ent, and { think they are entitled to have them 
upon this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The result of the vote had 
been announced, and the Chair was about to put 
the question upon another motion, when the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays was made. If the 
demand had been made before the result was 
announced, it would have been entertained; but, 
under the existing circumstances, the Chair decides 
that the demand comes too late. 

Mr. EDGERTON. [ask for the yeas and nays 
then, upon the motion to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, 

The SPEAKER. That ig in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Ifinois. T ask the 
Chair, if a quorum voted upon the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Only fifty-four members 
voted in the affirmative, which was less than a 
majority of a quorum. A quorum was present, 
and therefore the motion was lost. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, Does the Chair know 
officially that a quorum was present? [ insist 
upon my point of order. I have seen the question 


I call for tellers upon the 


I ask that the other side 


| 


tried again and again in this House, and I want 
to know what the rule is? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a question of 
order. I want to know if the Chair has not already 
decided that question, I ask that the vote may 
be taken upon the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman 
from Illinois, the Chair will say that the House 
had just voted upon the yeas and nays, when there 
appeared 75 in the affirmative and 64 in the neg- 
ative, which shows officially that a quorum was 
present. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. How does the Chair 
know that members kept their seats for the pur- 
pose of leaving the House without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that a 
quorum was present, and overrules the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. It very often happens 
that members refuse to vote, for the purpose of 
leaving the House without a quorum, and I sub- 
mit that both sides should have been counted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

The House was divided on the demand for the 
yeas and nays, and only nineteen voted in the 
affirmative; not one fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on the 
question, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on the 
motion that the House do now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tayior, of 
Tennessee, and Wainer, were appointed. 

The question was put, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 81, noes 30; no quorum. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. lask for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. That will settle the question 
as to whether there is a quorum present or not. 

Mr. GROW. Let us have a recount. 

Mr. WALSH. There are several members 
around me who have not voted. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

Mr. GROW. | call for tellers. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Oh, no; let us have a re 
count. 

Mr. GROW. Well, T withdraw the call for 
tellers, if we can have a recount, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
dently a quorum in the House. 
recount. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia 
must remember that a motion is now pending that 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. i hope that motion will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I decline to withdraw it. 

Mr. COBB. [I call for tellers on the motion, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Indiana, and Cuincman, were appointed. 

Mr. LETCHER. Now | hope the gentleman 
who made the motion will vote. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I voted before. 

The question was then put on Mr. Epcerron’s 
motion; and the tellers reported—ayes 13, noes 
105. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon 
the adoption of the motion submitted by the gen- 
teman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

Upon that question tellers were ordered; and 
Messrs. Cuivaman and Epmunpson were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 91, noes 28. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. CHANDLER 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose, the pending question was on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 


There is evi- 
1 call for a 


| [Mr. Wenrwonrn,} and that the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. Oxiver] was entitled to the floor. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. Otrver] will now allow me to make 
the personal explanation to which I referred yes- 
terday. = i 

Mr. OLIVER. I have no objection, provided 
it does not come out of my time. : 

(Cries of “ Agreed!’ Agreed !?’] f 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, previously _. 
to the rising of the committee yesterday evening, 
there was a general consent given that | should 
occupy the floor for a few. minutes this morning, 
for a personal explanation. But the unanimous 
consent of the committee was given to me on the 
understanding that the explanation should. be in 
regard to myself. There is, however, one thing 
which I wish to propose to the committee now, 
and that is, that I may occupy a few minutes of 
the time allowed me, to reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SmıTu] yester- 
day, so far as they regard a distinguished and 
venerated friend, who is now no more, and whose 
memory has been violently attacked; I refer to 
the Hon. John Quincy Adams. 

A general assent was expressed by the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, the remarks 
of the gentleman from Virginia, in regard to the 
memory of that great and good man, would have 
given me infinitely more pain than anything. he 
could have eaid in regard to myself, provided, I 
had believed the attack of the member from Vir- 
ginia could, in any degree, affect the world-wide 
fame of that distinguished statesman. : 

Sir, he served long upon this floor, and stood as 
the leader of this House in all the great moral and 
political questions that agitated the nation during 
the last decade of his life. Emphatically, sir, he 
stood as the leader, the standard bearer of the 
cause of freedom, of truth, of righteousness. 

Mr. Chairman, an attempt has been made to: 
represent that statesman as a blood-thirsty man— 
a man of violence,a man of blood. Nothing 
could have been more unworthy of any statesman 
than such a representation. But in order that I 
may be fully understood, I will read an extract 
from the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia: 


“ Did they not all know that a distinguished man, John 
Quincy Adams, had stepped down from the Chief Magis- 
tracy, and asserted this question, saying that sooner than 
stop agitation, he would see five millions of southern 
hearths drenched in blood ??? 


Mr. Chairman, let me say that Lhave no ex- 
planation to give to this remark. It is, emphat- 
ically, an unmitigated misrepresentation, That 
is the whole of it, in all its iefth and breadth, in 
all its depth and height. It was coined from.the 
fertilé brain of an opponent, who. opposed: him 
while living, and who attempts to raise his puny 
arm to assail his fame now that he is departed. 
Who, Mr. Chairman, hag read the speeches of 
Mr. Adams, that does not know that on all occa- 
sions he sought peace; that he was at all times 
opposed to bloodshed; that he was at all times 


| opposed to violence;that he sought the moral re- 


generation of this country and nation, and of the 
world by the force of reason, intelligence, and 
example? i 
Sir, | suppose we all know the history (for it 
is familiar to us all) which gave rise to the attack 
of the member from Virginia. I think it was in 
the year 1841, that the venerable man to whom I 
have alluded, was in the city of Pittsburg, and, 
by request, delivered an. address -tothe colored 
people of that city. In the remarks which- he 
made upon that occasion, he told them that the 
time would come when justice would be done to 
them. In the emphatic manner in which he was 
accustomed to speak, he told them that their 
redemption would come; and as he rose with the 
majesty of his subject. and the occasion, he re- 
peated that it would come. He knew not when. 
Some were apprehensive that it would come in 
blood; “ but, sir,’ said he, ‘ let it come—tet jus- 
tice be done.” I quote from memory, but am 
substantially correct. Some months afterwards, a 
member of this body from Alabama [Mr. Dillet] 
was making a speech in this Hall, and, referring 
to this subject, represented Mr. Adams as haviġg 
said that ‘he hoped the redemption of. the-cel- 
ored race would come, even if it came in'bldod?”’ 
‘© Yes,” said Mr. Adams—he was’ sitting at my 


right hand, near me— I now gay, letit come.” 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


come in the blood of the white man.’’ The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Adams] said, 
“(let it come.” “Yes,” said that venerable man, 
with an emphasis which often characterized his 
remarks, “I now say, let it come.” 
said the gentleman from Alabama, ‘though it 


comes in the blood of thousands of white men, | 


let it come.” “ Yes,” said the venerable states- 
man, ‘though it comes in the blood of millions 
of white men, let it come—let justice be done 
theugh the heavens fall.” He spoke of justice 
to the colored man. 
and above all other objects. 

I stand here to make no apology for that vener- 
able statesman, Every man is familiar with his 
history. He died in this Hall. He died where 
the honorable gentleman from’ Vermont [Mr. 
Meacuan] now sits. 


Mr. Chairman, 
painful to me.“ 
object for which 1 was sent to this body. “They 
are opposed to all the feelings of my nature. But, 
sir, we owe duties to ourselves, as well as to the 
public. 1 have no right to permit false charges, 
uttered against me in this bady, to pass unnoticed. 
In such case silence is often taken as an admission 
of their truth. 

Yesterday the member from Virginia [Mr. 


Surry] took occasion to make the following most | 


extraordinary assertion: 

+ Who does not know that the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Gippinas,} when I was in Congr une years ago, offered 
resolutions declaring that it was lawful, in eflvet, for negroes 
to slay the wife auff children of their masters??? 

When I heard this I respectfully endeavored to 
correct him, by assuring him that l had presented 
no such resolutions, to which he replied: 


“No, of course not directly: that would have been too | 


provoking, too insufferable. But for his act, the gentleman 
received the benefit of a resolution or resolutions of this 
body that made him retire from the proceedings of Uon- 
gross that he might go home aud get Congress rebuked by 
the people. They sent him back by a majority diminished 


by two thousand, and he was afraid to continue the ceper- | 


iment.” 
Now, sir, in regard to the character of the res- 


olutions which I offered, 1 will merely say, thatin | 


1842, the President, John Tyler—for whom my 
AY hig friendsand I voted, God forgiveus !—-through 
our Secretary of State, instructed our Minister at 
London to demand a compensation of the British 
Government for the people who gained their lib- 
erty on board the Creole, a slave ship from Rich- 
mond, Virginia, wh on her way to New Orleans. 
‘The history of that transaction must be within 
the recollection of every member, and I thergfore 
merely refer to it. 

The demand carried with it an implied acknowl- 


edgment that it was our duty to protect the slave | 
This I felt to be an insult to the people | 
J was unwilling to see the | 
people of Ohio and the other free States involved | 
in such disgrace; and offered to this body the dec- | 
laration of my sentiments, in the following resolu- | 
tions, which I now send to the Clerk’s table to be | 


dealers. 
of the free States. 


read. 
‘They were read, as follows: 


“Resolved, That prior to the adoption of our Federal 
Constiotion, each of the several States composing th 


Union, exercised full and exclusive jurisdiction over the | 
subject of slavery within its own territory, and possessed || 


full power to continue or abolish it at pleasure. 

“Resolved, That by adopting the Constitution, no part of 
the aforesaid powers was delegated to the Federal Govern- 
ment, but was reserved by, and still pertain to, each of the 
several States. 


“Resolved, That by the eighth section of the first article i; 
of the Constitution, cach of the several States surrendered | 


to the Federal Government all jurisdiction over the subjects 
of commerce and navigation upon the high seas. 

“Resolved, That slavery, being an abridgment of the nat 
ural rights of man, can exist only by force of positive muni- 
cipal Jaw, and is necessarily confined to the jurisdiction of 
the power creating it. 

“ Resolved, That when a ship belonging to the citizens 
of any State of this Union leaves the waters and territory 
of such State, and enters upon the high seas, the persons 


on board cease to be subject to the slave laws of such State, į; 


and thenceforth are governed in their relations to each 
other by, and are amenabie to, the laws ofthe United States. 

“ Resolved, That when the brig Creole, on her late pas- 
sage to New Orleans, left the territorial jurisdiction of Vir- 
ginia, the slave laws of that State ceased to have jurisdiction 
over the persons on board said brig, and they became ame- 
nable only to the laws of the United Stated. 

“ Resolved, That the persons on hoard said ship, in resum- 
ing their natural rights of personal liberty, violated no law 


== cite aa 
« Yes,” said the gentleman from Alabama, ‘if it 


Yes,” | 


That he desired at all times, | 


He lived a life of unusual | 
devotion to his country, to the world, and his | 
fame is beyond. the reach of the puny efforts at | 
detraction, put forth by the member from Virginia. || 
nersonal conflicts are atall times | 
hey constitute no part of the | 


thoughts and my action. 


! gtitutional power to censure me? And echo a 


: They have departed. 
| the member frora Virginia, have since appeared 
here, and taken their departure also to the shades | 
i of political life. 


of the United States, incurred no legal penalty, and are 
justly liable to no punishment. 

& Resolved, That all attempts to reénslave said persons 
are unauthorized by the Constitution, or the laws of the 
United States, and are incompatible with our national 
honor. 

« Resolved, That all attempts to exert our national infin- 
ence in favor of the coast-wise slave trade, or to place this 
nation in the attitude of maintaining a commerce in human 
beings, are subversive of the rights and injurious to the feel- 


' tngs and interests of the free States, are nnauthorized by 


ihe Constitution, and prejudicial to our national character,? 


Mr. GIDDINGS resumed. Every member 
will see there is not the most distant reference, nor 
the remotest intimation of the right of those ne- 
groes to slay the wives and children of their mas- 
ters. It merely asserts their right to freedom, 
and that in resuming that right, they violated no 
law. The misrepresentation of the member from 
Virginia (Mr. Sarr] is so palpable, so obvious, 
that I will leave it to the consideration of this body 
and of the country, to judge of the principles and 
feelings of a member who thus falsely and wan- 
tonly assails a fellow-member with fabrications so 
unfounded and destitute of truth, 

But, sir, for the presentation of those views, a 


member from Virginia [Mr. Borrs] offered reso- | 


lutions censuring me for daring thus to express 
my opinions. 


censure was for uttering the opinions. fle, how- 


ever, being out of order, handed them over to a | 


servile member from my own State, who offered 


me off from any defense. 
Sir, this body took it upon themseives to pass a 


vote of censure upon me for thus avowing my | 


opinions, and the member from Virginia (Mr. 
Smirnu) voted for my censure. Le now appears 


to think 1 should have bowed in silence like the | 


slaves on his own plantation, that I should have 
received his rebuke with humnility, and plied my- 
self to the task of legislation under his surveil- 
lance. F could not recognize him as my master, 
nor this body as having authority to control me 
in the expression of my constitutional views. I 
hurled trom me the petty despotism which they at- 
tempted to exercise over me. 4 did not renin in 
my Seat one minute after the vole was declared. 
‘The liberties of my country had been purchased 
in part by the blood of both my paternal and ma- 
ternal ancestors. 
myself borne arms in the war of 1812; and had J 
remained in my seat here, submitting to such 
tyranny, L should have disgraced my name anid 
the Constitution of my country. 

On reaching the first county in my district, on 
my way home, L was hailed by a people who 


appreciated my motives, and responded heartily | 


to the course | had pursued. A meeting was 
called at the seat of justice; a distinguished lawyer 
of the Democratic party moved a resolution re- 
questing me to stand as a nominee for reélection, 
without the formalities of a rezular convention. 
To this 1 consented; and, until the day before 
election, it was supposed, in that part of the dis- 
trict in which L lived, there would be no compet- 
itor. 
raised, in pursuance of advice sent from this city; 
yet, as 1 stated yesterday, I was retlected by a 
jarger proportion of the votes given than on any 


|! former or any subsequent occasion. Many of the | 
‘| Democratic party voted for me, and have since 


continued to votefor me. My majority was more 


| than thirty-five hundred; but then the member 


from Virginia says it was diminished to two thou- 


sand, intending to represent my constituents as | 
Why, sir, at one of 


dissatisfied with my course. 
the largest conventions ever met in that district, I 


was specially instructed to maintain the position I | 
had assumed, without reference to the miserable : 


efforts put forth in this body to control my 
I have intended to obey 
those instructions. Of that, however, my con- 
stituents are my judges; and they have given me 


| some evidence of their approbation—for they have 
i continued to send me here, to the present time. 


Where are those who then assumed the uncon 


swers, Where? hy, sir, of the two hundred and 


! twenty members then composing this body, one, 
-and only one monument of the people's mercy, 


beside myself, has continued to hold a seat here. 
Several generations, like 


| Congress, disappeared, and sunk out of view, into 
the tide of political forgetfulness, from whence he 
was again cast up in the political storm of 1852— 
| a striking instance of political resurrection. But 


| he comes back apparently bringing with him the 
| same views of dictation and ‘‘ overseerism ” which 


| he possessed when he left us ten years since. He 
seems unconscious of the progress which has been 


i made in this body during the period of his con- 
| inement in political purgatory. 


It is said of Dean Swift, that while relating an 


l 
l anecdote to a friend they became separated. After 


| track. 
| 
l 


1. + n 
[| in presenting my resolutions, 
No one denied their truth, but the | 


4 their fellow-members. 


Ata more recent period L had | 


But, as was then said, an opposition was | 


the lapse of ten years they again met, when the 
Dean, without a bow or other salutation, resumed 
his-story with the simple introduction of “as I was 
saying’? So the member from Virginia, on again 
finding himself in this Hall, without a bow or 


| salutation, introduces himself by a flourish of the 
| whip, and in full livery proclaims himself the 


s< whipper-in” of this Administration, and in mer- 
ciless style he plies the lash to all who get off the 


In the course of his remarks, the member said 1 
| was afraid to continue the experiment | had tried 
In other words, he 
‘charges me with submission to the usurpations 
‘of this House, of surrendering the freedom of 
i speech. Sir, it gives me pleasure to say that this 


tis the first time,in a service of nearly twenty 


them, and called for the previous question to cut | years, that Ihave ever been subjected to the charge 


of being a doughfuce, not daring to speak my 


i views. I was awarethat, judging from hisspeeches, 


the member must have regarded all who differ 
from him as poltroons; but | had not supposed he 
would take occasion openly and in definite words, 
to charge any member with being afraid to speak 
his sentiments, 

Well, sir, I am afraid todo wrong. Lam afraid 
of giving just offense to any humay being. But, 
sir, I would speak truth fearlessly. Among these 
truths, L would lay it down as an axiom, that 
none but “ cowanps” ever doubt the courage of 
But should the member 
| from Virginia think | treat him with less severity 
| than he deserves, L hope he will attribute it to my 
i unusual good nature, and not to cowardice. 

Zut the gentleman assures the country that L 
was afraid to continue the experiment, I think it 


was on the Sth of May Lresumed my seat in this 
y y 


‘ Hall, and on the 3d of June I made a speech, in 
which, to the extent of my humble abilities, I 
vindicated the doctrine embraced in the resolutions 
for which I was censured. For the House will 
observe that the offensive part of my resolutions 
was the assertion that the negroes, when taken 
beyond the jurisdiction of the slave laws of Vir- 
ginia, were restored to their natural right of self- 
defense. ‘This was the substance, the gist of the 
resolutions for which | was censured. No member 
of this ELouse, from that day to this, has had the 
boldness to deny their accuracy. They assert 
mere legal principles known to lawyers of science. 

Yesterday, the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Smiru] asserted that I presented ‘ resolutions de- 
elaring that it was lawfal for negroes to slay the 
wives and children of their owners,” The assertion 
which I did make was, that when slaves were 
taken without the jurisdiction of slave laws they 
became free under the common law and the laws 
of nattye, and that they had a right to assert that 
freedom. And Lam glad that there is before me 
a Representative of Louisiana, [Mr. Hunt] a 
State which led off in the declaration of this prin- 
ciple. ‘Mhere is not a slave State, por is there a 
i free State, in the Union which has not proclaimed 
it through their courts. It has been announced 
from Lhe tribunals of the United States Court. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. With the gen- 
tleman’s permission,as Louisiana has been alluded 
to, I will make a single remark. Does the gentle- 
man yield to me? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I yield with pleasure to the 
gentleman for that purpose. 2 

My. PERKINS. Such was the decision under 
the Louisiana law, and such, practically, was the 
law until after the Abolition excitement at the 
North, when the Legislature passed a law directing 
ithe reverse in consequence of that agitation. 
| Mr. GIDDINGS, That does not change the 
; common law, norany law outside of that State. If 
| the Legislature has passed a statute to reénslave 
| the people who have become free, that statute it- 
| self has no effect outside the State. I refer, how- 
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lt was so decided in 


wherever it is in force. 


1782, by Lord Mansfield, after an unprecedented 


struggle in behalf of oppression. [t was repeated 
in 1821, in the great case of Forbes vs. Cochran, 
decided in the Common Pleas of England. Ithas 
been repeated again and again, in all the courts of 
civilized nations of the earth. I go back more than 
one hundred years, on the continent of Europe, 
and show that a slave leaving the jurisdiction 
which held him in bondage became free. Why, sir, 
every heart would respond that he would be free, 
and the member from Virginia recorded his vote 
on that occasion to censure me for daring to utter 
a legal principle known and understood by every 
tyro in the profession. 

Mr. PERKINS. [regret to have to interrupt 
the gentleman again. łam told that J did not hear 
correctly his position. The decision of the Louis- 
jana court was not to the effect of his resolution, 


but to this extent only: that where a slave was | 


voluntarily carried by his owner beyond the juris- 
diction of slave law Into a free State, the owner 
lost his power over him on his return to Louisiana. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. 
I understand the decision to which I referred. 
The case decided in his State was not that of a 
slave taken into a free State, but of a lady who 
took her slave to France, across the high seas. 

Mr. PERKINS. That isa free State, as I un- 
derstand it. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No, sir;itis an Empire, not 
a State. [Laughter.] The decision of the court 
of Louisiana was, that the very moment when the 
slave was taken beyond the jurisdiction of Louis- 
jana, that moment she was clothed in the attributes 
of freedom, and humanity stood forth vindicated 
in her person. . 

In the speech to which I referred, as made on 
the 3d June, I said: 

“Phe persons on board the Creole, when taken beyond 
the jurisdiction of Virginia, were absolutely free--they wore 
free in the consideration of all law, human and Divine— 
possessing all the rights incident to American liberty, From 
that moment they possessed the full, just, and indisputable 
right of self-defense——the right to defend their persons and 
liberty with all the means and all the foree within their 
power,” 

Again, siv, I declared that: 

“ flad I been in the situation in which they were placed, 
with the same alternative before me, a cowardly submission 
toa slave dealer, with slavery and degradation to myself 
and posterity on one band, or heroic effort, with freedom 
to myself and offspring on the other, 1 could not have hes- 
jtated to defend the liberty which God had bestowed upon 
me to the extent of every means within my contfol,’”? 

Why did not the member from Virginia meet 
this doctrine in open debate like a man—like a 
statesman? Sir, he sat in silence. I endeavored 
to use language that should admit of no misinter- 
pretation. Lt was addressed to those who had 
dared to pass a vote of censure upon a Repre- 
sentative in this Hall. And l greatly desired to 
provoke some one of them to meet me before the 
country. They had sealed my lips while on trial, 
and under the previous question they had con; 
demned me and my doctrine, [ intended in that 
speech to defy their tyranny, to hold them up to 
the country as aset of men who, through ignorance 
or malice, had trampled upon the Constitution, 
upon the rights of the people, upon the privileges 
of the members of this House. The member 
from Virginia (Mr. Smirnu] had voted for my cen- 
sure; J had appealed to the people; had returned 
to this Hall indorsed by the sovereign power, 
and I challenged him to the forum. There he sat 
in mute silence. 

A prophet, in Bible times, is said to have kicked 
an ass into speech; but I could not do it. I en- 
deavored to follow Balaam’s example, but failed 
in the effort. And now, after ten years’ absence, 
the member’s galled sides have become healed. 
He has found his way back to this body, but ap- 
pears to have forgotten 

ee ‘Whether 
The boot was made of neat or Spanish leather ;”” 
and now he charges me with not daring to main- 
tain my position. ` 

But I pass to another, and the last point. 

Speaking of myself, he proceeded to say: 


“ At any rate, he did not get the resolutions repealed 5 
(referring to the resolutions censuring me ;) he came back 


here, and had the grace actually to ask Congress to repeal | 


the resolution.”? 
Astonished at the utterance of such an unmiti- 


| censure, and those who voted for it, should go į 


| member charged me, on yesterday, with asking 
| ‘* this Elouse to repeal it;” and, as if intending to 


in bold defiance of all truth and honor, state, as | 
matters. of fact, transactions which never had the | 
shadow of existence. The circumstances flowing | 
from that resolution of censure constituted an im- | 
portant era in my life. 1 scorned the attempt to 
control my action.. I held it in unutterable con- | 
tempt. 1 bade defiance to it, and to all who sus- | 
tained it. The thought of asking its repeal never | 
entered my mind, never flitted through my imagin- 
ation, until the astounding falsehood was put forth 
by the member on yesterday. Had such resolu- 
tion ‘been presented, he could show it from the 
record. That he cannot do. It does not exist. 
It never did exist. Why, sir, my resolutions had 
gone forth to the country. They had been sanc- | 
tioned by the whole people of the North. They | 
had gone over the waters, had reached the eye of | 
British ministers and British statesmen. ‘That | 
apology for an administration, John Tyler, who | 
then controlled the Executive power, had backed | 
out of the demand on England; and so far as lor | 
the public have any knowledge, the demand has 
never been renewed, and, 1 venture to say, never | 
will be renewed. My effort had a greater effect 
upon the action of this Government, and upon the | 
sentiment of the country, than I had expected. 
My position was adverse tothat entertained by 
the Senate, by the Executive, and by this House. | 
In opposition to these branches of the Federal | 
power, the country acknowledged the correctness 
of my doctrine. And I now look upon that as 
the proudest era of my life. My triumph was 
complete. I was willing that the resolution of | 


down and receive the approval or the condemnation | 
of posterity. I neither asked nor desired its repen; 
nor did I ever hear its repeal spoken of until the 


place himself beyond the paleof charity, he made 
up for the occasion, and proclaimed the additional 
fabrication that © the proposition was received with a 
loud laugh, and that was the end of it.” 

Astonished at the fool-hardiness of the member, 
from my seat I declared that I never made such a. 
proposition. And here came the last effort of the 
member’s ingenuity and facility in the manufac- 
ture of hypothetical facts, which never had any 
foundation, which are made up entirely of false- 
hood. Elethen at once abandoned his previous 
assertion, tacitly acknowledging its falsity, but 
saying: 


“Phe gentleman from Ohio did not make the proposition, 
but one of his colleagues did, F presume with his consent”? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the com- 
mittee to make any comments on this last subter- 
fuge, these additional statements destitute of truth. 
They are false in the general and in their detail. 
i can only say that | never heard of such an ap- 
plication by any colleague. My friend on my 
left, (Mr. Wang,] at that time a constituent, and | 
intimate friend, assures me he never heard of any 
such application. I have searched the Journal | 
and the Congressional Globe, and I find no trace ; 
of any such application. And F declare this last | 
declaration to be equally groundless with the | 
others—equally false, malicius and disgraceful, 

Now, sir, thig accumulation of untruths, this | 
concatenation of falsehoods, put. forth in rapid | 
succession by a member of this body, cannot be | 
properly characterized by any language becoming | 
the dignity of an American Congress. He may || 


| have deemed the course he has pursued as neces- | 


sary to support the cause he advocates, and as due | 
to the Executive whose organ he professes to be. | 
But whatever may be his motive, he has gone: 
beyond the reach of parliamentary language. I 
leave him to the judgment of the House and the | 
country. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques. | 


| 

| 

tion of order. | 
“Oh, let him go on.” | 

I merely wish, with the con- | 


Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. TAYLOR. | 
sent of the gentleman, to make a single remark in | 
reference to the point of order. I wish to ask al 
question of the Chair. I believe in the freedom, 
of speech, but I have been taught to believe that: 
the proceedings of a deliberative body like. this | 
should be governed by rulés of decorum. | 


t 
[Renewed cries of “ Too late ?”’] | 


oe 


Well, sir, l will not, insist 


|| upon my point of order.. í : 


Mr. GIDDINGS. F have. nothing. further to 
say. I might stand here and.talk from now tll 
to-morrow, and not be able to find language. sut- 
ficiently strong to reach the gentleman from 'Vir~ 
ginia. : poy ain 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Oniver] is entitled to the floor. 90°: 

Mr. SMITH. : Cask the gentleman to yield me 
the floor to make an explanation. 

[Cries of * Yes!” Yes!” “Go on with your 
explanation !”?] T 

Mr. OLIVER. [ask the gentleman how muchi 
of my time he wishes? : 

Mr. SMITH. I suppose what I: have to: say 
will not come out of the gentleman’s hour. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. That arrangement can be 
made by unanimous consent. j K 

A. general assent was expressed. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, we have, indeed, 
had an interesting display, characterized by those 
manners which we should naturally expect from 
the gentleman from whom it comes, We have seen 
a gentleman hereaspiring to be sarcastic. We have 
seen him rising here and assailing members of 
this House with a display of coarseness and. vul- 
garity which he alone understands how to use; 
just the sort of defamation and scandal :which 
would find no place in the association of gentle- 
men; nay, such only as could have been taught 
and learned by an association with. free negroes. . 

Sir, itis within the recollection of this committee 
that, on yesterday, when I was replying to ‘the 
extraordinary position which had been taken here 
by those who had preceded me, that the Missouri. 
compromise, as it was called—that the act. of 
1820 had given peace and quiet to the country, 
I say, when | was replying to that most extraor- 
dinary position, and confronting it with the truth 
of history, I referred, by way of illustration, to 
a distinguished man, supreme in his eminent abil- 
ity, who had previously occupied the highest 
official position in the country ,and who descended 
from that high position into this arena, for the 
purpose of creating agitation upon the subject of 
slavery. I stated that as an illustration. I stated. 
that he forgot the high dignities with which he 
had been honored, the distinguished offices which 
he had filled, the mighty part he had played asa 
national man; and that he came here to agitate for 
the wild, disorganizing purposes of anti-slavery. 
That was an illustration; and I referred on that 
occasion to sentiments which he uttered on this 
floor, and which I would make good. Indeed they 
are substantially admitted by the gentleman who 
has just addressed the Housed” 

I referred to him, [Mr. Gropines,] also, as an 
illustration. I had no’ occasion to misrepresent 
him, J alluded to him as one of those who ‘had 
been continued here by constituents, no doubt 
worthy of him, and whose chief office, instead of 
being to minister peace and good will unto all men, 
had been to agitate the great country of which he 
is a most unworthy member, and to seek to dis- 
tract, and divide, and ruin the Union of this Re- 
public—in the perpetuation of which the destinies 
of the world are at once and forever bound. Is 
not that true? Speaking from memory, I did not 
perhaps specify in exactand literal verbiage. the 
sense which had been communicated; but I am 
here with the record, prepared, substantially, to 
sustain the position which I took. : The member 
—and according to polite parliamentary parlance 
the honorable member—and I suppose that we 
are all honorable men—the honorable member 
has thought fit, his own job not being sufficient, 
and being ambitious of that unity which he sought 
to establish, when the distinguished man,to whom 
I previously referred, had a living place on this 
floor—he has thought fit to’ get some grace and 
strength for his position, by a union with one who 
had genius and intellect to redeem the errors of his 
principles, and to commend him to the interest, at 
least, if not to the affections of the country. 

He sought to. acquire some distinction by that 
association. : Not content to rest himself here on 
his.own defense, he undertakes to vindicate that 
man, superseding the duty of some gentleman’ 
from the State of Massachusetts. The member 
the honorable member—really conceded the strength 
of my remarks. In vindicating Mr. Adams, he’ 
actually acknowledges the aseription which I 
made, ButI might be relieved fror thé duty of 
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meeting this question, if l chose to remind the 
gentleman that he has been guilty of a very great 


defect in memory, i 
, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, 


let me call your attention to an incident which oce | 


curred the 22d of February, 1844, a day pregnant 
with the dearest associations, as connected with 
the name of one who was “first in war, first in 


peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen.” | 


On that day, Mr. Dillet, of Alabama, a distin- 


guished Whig member—I say Whig member, be- | 
causeat that day political ligaments were stronger | 


than local subordination or independence. I speak 
from. the record. In referring to the remarks of 


Mr. Adams en the question of slavery, without | 


going much into the quotation, and which I had 
hastily collected, not expecting to be called on 
from the source which I have, to justify my re- 


marks, Mr. Dillet, in addressing this House on | 


the 22d of February, 1844, said: 


‘© And whence came this language: ‘That slavery 


will be abolished in this country, and throughout the world, | 


I firmly believe; whether it will be done peaceably or by 
blood, God only knows. But that it shall be accomplished, 
J nave nota doubt; and by whatever means, I say let it 
come. Yes, by whatever means, I say, let it come.* 
That was the prayer offered in transitu to the Throne of 
Mercy. By blood, or otherwise, Jet it come, 

“Mr. Apams. Letit come. 

«Mr. Dinter. Yes, sir, these were the prayers of this 
man, [Mr. Adams,]} who, if he had retired from the Presi- 
dency to the shades of private life, which he would so 
much have dignified and adorned, would have gone down 


to the tomb with the united admiration and applause of a | 


mighty nation. This man comes bere apon this fluor, and 
says: ‘Letit come; let it come, by blood or otherwise; 
let it eame.?”? 

Mr. Adams here threw in the words: ‘* Let it 
come.” 

«Mr. Dincet. Yea, let it come, no matter what havoc 
shall ensue amongst the five millions of men, women, and 
children of the South; let them all be served up to satiate 
the Moloch of those assailants of the Constitution; and for 
the purpose of offering up sweet incense to the holy, thrice 
holy Abolitiontsts,’? &¢. 

Well, sir, Mr. Dillet went on a good deal in 
that strain, and then Mr. Adams proclaims, not 
tet it come even at the expense of the blood of five 
millions, as 1 stated, and as my memory enabled 
me to speak of it after the lapse of years, but he 
even goes further and says, without restriction as 
to numbers: * Let it come.” Yes, sir, even if it 
cause the blood of the entire slaveholding section 
of this Union to flow. 

But, sir, Mr. Dihet goes on to gay: 

“Te was one among those who, in 1824, preferred the 
eivil qualifications ofthe gentleman to those of a military 
character, inthe selection of a Chief Magistrate of the 
Union, Heneed not ask to be pardoned by the gentleman, 
but he did ask the forgiveness of his country.” 

Yes, sir, so shé@king, so horrid to every hu- 
mane and gentle affection were the sentiments of 
this man-—this Mr. Adams, who had come here 


to agitate upon this question that he had pro- | 


elaimed: Letit come, though at the peril of the 
entire South. And Mr. Dillet, a political and 
personal friend, in the agony of his heart, said ‘f 


was one of these who, in 1824, preferred the civil | 


qualifications of the gentleman to a military chief- 
tain, and gave him my support. I now say here, 
in the face of this House, in the face of the as- 
aembled country, that I ask pardon of my coun- 
trymen for so doing.” And yet this act, this sacri- 
lege, this outrage upon every sentiment of human- 
ity, this treason—I use the word—this moral 
treason to the Constitution of our Republic, finds 
vindication upon this floor. But no ‘other man 
has dared to vindicate it but such a man as that 
from Ohio. Sir, have | not made good my refer- 
ence? Can I not stand up here proudly and say 
that my case is made out? Sir, although the 


member wishes to be tacked to the illustrious | 


name of Adams, let me tell him that he is but the 
tail; and long, long must it be, if there is any con- 
nection between thetwo. [Laughter.} 

Bat, sir, | now come to the honorable member 
himself. That honorable member gives us to un- 


derstand that his ancestors rendered important | 


services in the war of the Revolution, but his 
modesty will not permit him to speak of the ser- 


vices which he himself rendered in the war of: 
1812. I wish he had delighted us by recounting | 
them here, for I believe his military achievements | 


have not yet been sung in song or told in story. 
But the gentleman, on account of his capital good 
pature, forbears to say what otherwise be migh 
say, in reference to myself; but what can we think 
ef the supreme gentleness of disposition of the 


f not of a gross misstatement. ij 


i man who can get up hereand perform such a part 
as he has done to-day ? 

The display which the genileman made upon 
il this floor was the malignity of a fiend—a coward 
fiend. | wasamember of this House when the 
particular incident took place which has brought 
out this difficulty. After the honorable member 
from Ohio resigned his seat, he went around the 
Hall bidding good-bye to his friends, ĮI was sit- 
ting very near the place where Í am now stan 
and when he came to me, offering his hand, i did 
| not pretend to be very busy, as some southern 
| members did, who turned their backs upon him, 
i 
l 


1 
a 
it 


j 
| 
{ 


but I said to him, “1 do not shake hands with 
you.” “Just as you please,” replied the gentle- 
‘} man from Ohio; and that is the way in which I 
treated his conduct, and that was the way he de- 
served to be treated by all. 

|| ‘The gentleman has been pleased to refer to my 
|f political history, and my retirement from these 
Halls. Iwill state to this House that, for eighteen 
years I was an active party man, before i ever 
soughta. seat in legislative halls. My time, money, 
and such humble talents as God has tlessed me 
with, were freely dedicated to the propagation 
of the great principles of the Democratic party, 
in season and outof season. Until 1836, when 
the muttering thunder which was heard in the 
distance was about to burst upon the country, E 
did not attempt to go into public life; but at that 
time, being called upon to be a candidate for the 
State Senate, I, under protest, yielded to the call, 
after having once declined a nomination, J then 
ran for Congress, and had the honor of succeeding 
against a Democrat and a Whig, with only about 
six hundred majority, 
incumbent in office, which is, with us, almost con- 
clusive in favor of a reélection, When | retired 


under a peculiar state of things—for it so hap- 
pened that the district was reorganized, and a 
Federal district was formed, 1 allowed my name 
to be usedyand I reduced a Whig majority of 
twelve hundred to some two hundred and sixty- 
five. 1 then resumed the duties of private life, 
but not in retirement, as the mendacious speaker 
says—for | was elected Governor of the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, without ever having written 
a letter or expressed a wish for the office. {ask 
if any man can furnish a prouder and higher 
memorial of the estimation of his fellow-citizens 
than that—elected to the Chief Magistracy of the 
Old Dominion without an expressed wish for the 
proud distinction? . 

When I returned from California, where I had 
gone to mend my fortunes, I had scarcely reached 
home before my friends began to talk of returning 
me to Congress. Circumstances, not my wishes, 


ever organizing a county; without ever treating a 
voter; without ever holding a private conversa- 
tion but with two worthy, but plain and unam- 
bitious persons, to affect their voles before my 
election. I proudly stood up and relied upon my 
character and principles, and upon the liberal sen- 
timents of the noble people whose suffrage | ex- 
ected; and I am here. 


has read the resolutions for which the House con- 
demned him. I shall not pause to comment upon 
them, 
|| first item—for there is a good deal here on the 
|| subject—the first item to which I call the attention 
of the committee, is the remark of Mr. Everett— 
Mr. Everett, of Vermont; from the green hills; 
i acold hard man—l hope that no one will pitch 
into me for this. But yet I shall beg the attention 
of the committee to the remarks of Mr. Everett 
| on the subject, because 1 am one of those who 


Iam proud to believe that I can maintain it. I 
read from the Journal. 


voting. He assignd his reasons: 

« And he wished also on this occasion t) express his 
il utter abhorrence of the firebrand course of the gentleman 
froin Ohio, (Mr. Gipprnes.’’] 

Yes, sir, Mr. Everett asked to be excused 
from voting; and he did it because he wanted an 
opportunity of expressing his deep abhorrence— 
I repeat—his deep abhorrence of the fire-brand 
course of the gentleman from Ohio. Well, now, 


i 
t pe l 
| when that man could act in such a way in these 


Halls as to provoke such a fierce denunciation 


ding; | 


and the Democrat the then | 


from these Halls, | was a candidate for reélection, | 


made me a candidate, and I was elected without | 


Well, Mr. Chairman, the member from Ohio | 


but L will bring you to the result, The | 


never speak lightly, and when I take a position, | 


Mr. Everettrose and begged to be excused from | 


from a party associate, from a man who was en- 
| gaged in a common cause, and animated by a 
common feeling, what, sir, what must have been 
the deep damnation of the act? 


i! There are various other references on this sub- 


ject. | shall not dwell upon them. But such 
| was the howling storm of indignation in this entire 
Hall, such was the deep abhorrence of the vile and 
| atrocious conduct of that member, that he, in view 
| of that storm, and shrinking from it, asked if he 
| ; F à 

| had the power to withdraw his resolutions. The 
Chair pronounced that he had, against the posi- 
i tions taken to the contrary. But] will read a line 
or two from the record: 

‘My. Gippixes said, that when he had risen to offer his 
resolutions, he had stated that they were important, aud 
that he merely Jaid them before the House. 

e Ories of © Order P t Order P? 

The Speaker. The gentleman will either withdraw 
his resolutions or not. 

«Mr. Gippinas. | was merely saying that I was about 
to reply 

«The SPEAKER. 
|| not? 

“Mr, GippInes withdrew his resolutions.’? 


| Yes, sir, that man ‘who boasts that he has 
| uttered nothing in the world but proper and cor- 
! rect sentiments; who said that his resolutions were 
important, and that he merely laid them on the 
‘table for consideration, when he saw the howling 
i blast of indignation against him which raged 
‘around the Hall, skulked from its fury, and, in the 
| face of such a howling tempest, sought to shelter 
‘himself by withdrawing his resolutions. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the member from Ohio 
| resigned. He resigned to go home, to get the 
| rebuke of his people upon this House, it may be: 
perhaps to pocket his mileage, for the question 
was raised whether he intended to charge double 
|| mileage or not; and that question was notanswered. 
So, I suppose, he gotit, Of course he got it—of 
i 


Do you withdraw the resolutions or 


course. No moral sentiment could have restrained 
i| him, no feeling of personal honor. 

| Well, sir, L say he resigned. F cannot under- 
| take to give you chapter and verse for the com- 
pon talk of this Hall. But it was said that he 
! resigned and went home, to get the rebuke of his 
| people upon the action of this Hall. 

| [stated yesterday, and I tenen it now, that it 
| was bruited around this Hall that it was the 
“common understanding that he went home, rely- 
ing upon that people whom he represents, of whom 
he appears so proud, and with whom he so cor- 
dially sympathizes. Yes, sir, | say it was so 
understood, and I am going to give some sort of 
proof of it. It was understood that he would 
come bagk here and renew his resolutions, until 
those resolutions of censure were repealed. 

Bat here is the record, and I ought not to omit 
it. The resolution of censure brought ont by 
the honorable member’s atrocious resolutions, de~ 
i nounced him for offering resolutions which embod- 
ied rapine and murder. Yes, sir, that embodied 
rapine and murder! After the resolutions were 
withdrawn, the House was not satisfied with his 
retreat—with his cowardly retreat—with his 
skulking from the storm which he had raised. I 
say the House was not satisfied, and a resolution 
of the character of which I have spoken was 
offered. He had offended the House and the 
country, and though his resolutions were with- 
drawn, it was felt in this Hall that they still left 
I| an offense which must be avenged, and Mr. Botts, 
|| of Virginia, offered resolutions which, not being 
il in order, were offered by his noble colleague, Mr. 
Weller, in which the resolutions of the gentleman 
‘| were denounced for justifying rapine and murder. 
This Elouse passed them by a vote of nearly two 
to one, after nearly every parliamentary effort had 
been resorted to to prevent their adoption, The 
judgment of this House, not upon party grounds, 
the judgmentof the American Congress, by nearly 
two thirds out of nearly two hundred votes, sol- 
emnly pronounced that the resolutions of the gen- 
tleman legalized and justified rapine and murder, 
i| and that he deserved not only the censure of the 
country, but of this House in particular. 
| For that he resigned and went home; and I say 
i now, that during his absence, the understanding 
| was that he was to come back here by the election 
| of his people, and that he was to renew those res- 
| olutions, and was to press them until the reso- 
| lutions of censure were revoked. Did he ever 
| renew them? Never! never! 
| | find,in the resolutions offered by Mr. Goode, 
| of Ohio, the following: 


ot 
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“ Resolved, That the Hon. J. R. Grppines, on his return 
to Congress, be, and is hereby, instructed, at the first moment 
aiter it shall be in order, to offer the identical resolutions over 
again which he before offered, and insist that the House of 
Representatives act upon them by a direct vote.”? 


Instructed by his beloved constituents! Did he 
obey that instruction? No, sir; his white-livered 
heart skulked from it. He even disregarded the 
instructions of his dear. and much loved people, 
who sent him here, with instructions to carry out 
his original purpose. Big, sir, with pride and 
consequence, and offended feeling, he left this 
Hall with a determination to do or die. He was 
backed up by his people at home—better men 
than himself, I have no doubt; yet when he came 
into the presence of the majesty of the Represent- 
atives of the American people, he quailed; yes, 
sir, he quailed before it, and did not obey his in- 
structions, or carry out his original purpose. 

But, sir, having adverted to the facts connected 
with this period sufficiently, and having vindi- 
cated, from the record, the truth of my former 
assertions, | pass on. The gentleman from Ohio 
came back to this House on the 5th of May, I 
think it was, and was qualified by being sworn. 
But what are oaths to those who believe not in 
their value? But I was proceeding to say, he 
came back here, and on the Sth of May was 
sworn to observe the Constitution, and to respect 
aki its compromises. He took his seat. 

Well, sir, I said this member from Ohio offered 
a resolution to rescind the former vote of censure. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, | am one of those who never 
disregard or refuse to recognize the act of an agent. 
I am one of those who regard what is done by 
my agent as having been done by myself; and if 
it is necessary I could give you law and Latin to 
show that it is an established legal principle. I 
am not here to draw nice distinctions, Ido not 
split hairs—not I. But the member from Ohio 
says he did not offer this resolution. Well, sir, 
he did not, but his colleague did; and I suppose 
his colleague would not have done anything of 
this sort without his concurrence. [appeal to this 
committee to decide whether it is likely that he 
would have permitted one of his colleagues—one 
who sympathized with him in his original determ- 
ination, who prevented him from undertaking 
to defend himself on that occasion, although the 
opportunity was again and again tendered to him; 
who seemed to be his friend, associate, and coun- 
selor—does the member himself suppose he shall 
be able to make this House believe that this col- 
league of his would have taken this step without 
his knowledge and consent? And therefore it is 
that J say the member from Ohio draws nice dis- 
tinctions, and disproves at most the letter, but not 
the spirit of my charge. 

Well, sir, I have shown what was the resolu- 
tion which was offered by the counselor and ad- 
viser of the member from Ohio, and I leave it to 
the intelligent judgment of every member of this 
House to decide whether he is responsible for the 
resolution—that is all. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman read 
the resolution ? 

Mr. SMITH. You may read it if you wish. 

Mr. GIODINGS. Either read it or back out. 

Mr. SMITH. I have the resolution before 
me, and I will not back out. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There is no such resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir; there is no such reso- 
lution in express terms, but it was designed indi- 
rectly to accomplish the purpose I have stated; 
for if received by the House, that would revoke 
the censure, and that will explain what follows 
hereafter. 

Mr, GIDDINGS. Read it. 

Mr. SMITH. I will not read it. Mr. Chair- 
man, how did it get in here? I recollect the cir- 
cumstances distinctly; and [ have ng doubt the 
committee understand them. I have refused to 
read the resolution because the whole debate to 
which it gave rise would have to be read, to make 
it intelligible. 1 would not be guilty of such a foul 
transaction as to refuse to read a resolution for the 
purpose of misrepresenting it. I have the resolu- 
tion before me, and the whole proceedings in con- 
nection with it. Every member has them in his 
possession. I wish the member from Ohio to un- 
derstand that I do not consider it necessary to re- 
sort to any such means to strengthen my exposi- 
tion of such a case as his. 


And how did it come into the House? I recol- 


lect when the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Goode,] 
against whose character I know nothing, other 
than is found on this record, and | am happy to 
so express myself—I recollect when he got up and 
offered the resolutions, there was one general 
laugh throughout the House; and I believe, and it 
was the general belief, as the recordsshow, that that 
was the end of them. But no. He took the laugh; 
said not a word; but marched up to. the Clerk’s 
desk, and under pretense of their being of the char- 
acter of a petition, filed them with the Clerk for 
the purpose of entry on the Journal.. There is 
honesty and fair.dealing for you! 
ber knew nothing aboutit! Of course, he did not! 
He was as innocent of the matter as the unborn 
child. He was perfectly good natured, and could 
not inquire into anything of the sort. 

When the Journal was read next morning a 
statement of the facts was made. It appenred, 
from the Journal, that the resolutions were pre- 
sented and received. Mr. Botts immediately rose 
in his place, and moved that they be stricken out. 
He did not like to say expunged; but he moved 
that the entire paragraph—and I have the whole 
of it here—that the paragraph in reference to the 
resolutions, one of which I have read, and one of 
which led the member to repeat his own resolu- 
tions, be stricken out. Considerable debate re- 
sulted. A great deal of excuse was offered. A 
strong impression of a fraudulent movement was 
declared. Mr. Goode obtained the floor, and 


' announced to the House that he had had no fraudu- 


lent purpose whatsoever. Such was the loathsome, 
vile, miserable, contemptible character of the pro- 
ceeding, that the House struck out the paragraph 
with the implied imputation of fraud. Yes, sir, 
these resolutions, which had for their end the re- 
deeming of the member from Ohio from the deep 
damnation of his conduct in advocating mutin 

and murder, were expunged from the record. 
They were stricken from the Journal, and now 
pid have no place exceptin the papers of the 

ay. 

This, then, being the condition of things, I 
would ask wherein Í have misstated? The gen- 
tleman says that I stated that he was elected by a 
diminished majority. I will advert to that now, 
though a little out of the regular course. Of 
course, I spoke on the subject from memory, and 
I really ask the member for information. hen 
facts are involved, however, I do not rest satisfied 
until I am fully convinced. Had not the gentleman 
Whig and Democratic opposition? Was he not 
elected by a plurality, and not a majority? This 
I distinctly know: that the impression was, that 
the operation of another resignation was consid- 
ered too dangerous for another trial by the mem- 
ber. I know the understanding was, that if the 
Democrats had not been so foolish in that district 
where Democracy, perhaps, cannot live for lack 
of necessary congeniality of elements and respi- 
ration—had it not been that they brought out a 
candidate, it is believed that the gentleman would 
have gone to the tomb of all the capulets. His 
race would have terminated against his will. 
Why, sir, it was believed that a genteel Whig— 
such was the language of the day—-would have 
filled the place which the member has so much 
dishonored. 

These are my views. I have presented the rec- 
ord. Ihave shown the course of Mr. Adams. 
I have shown the course of the member from Ohio; 
and to show that he is still in character, he is com- 
pelled to misrepresent the laws of a southern 
State to this committee. He has directly, and in 
face of the explanation of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Louisiana, (Mr. Pernins,] distorted and 
misstated them: that decision being, that when a 
slave wentinto territory where freedom was estab- 
lished—God save the mark!—he was free. He 
partakes of the character of the country in which 
he is placed. That is the effect of the decision 
which the member has chosen to mystify and dis- 
tort. 

But, sir, Othello’s occupation is not gone so long 
as the member has a place here. Even during 
the present session of Congress, he has uttered 
the same damnablgwnd abhorrent sentiments. Sir, 
look at the record’ of a previous debate during the 
present session. He says: 

“Sir, I would intimidate no one; but I tel you there is 
a spirit in the North which will set at defiance all the low 


and unworthy machinations of this Executive, and of the 
minions of its power. When the contestshall come ; when 


= 


And the mem- | 


the thunder shall roll and the lightning flash ; when,.the 
slaves shail rise in the South ; when, tn imitation of tho 
Cuban bondmen, the southers slaves of the South ‘shall 
feel that they are men; when they feel the stirring emotions 
of immortality, and recognize the stirring Wuth: that they. 
are men, and entitled to the rights which God lias bestowed 
upon them; when the slaves shall reei that, and whên: thas- 
ters shall turn pale-and tremble when their dwellings shall 
smoke, and dismay sit on each countenance, thén; sir, [do 
not say “we will laugh at your calamity, and mock when 
your fear cometh,’ but I do say, when that time shall come, 
the lovers of our race will stand forth, and exert the Jegiti- 
mate powers of this Governmeut for freedom. “We shall 
then have constitutional power to act for the good of our 
country, and do justice to the slave.. Then will we strike 
off the shackles from the limbs of the slaves. Hat will 
bea period when this Government will have power to act 
between slavery and freedom, and whenitcan make peace’ 
by giving freedom to the staves. And let me tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, that that time hastens, Iris rolling forward. ` The 
President is exerting a power that will hasten it, though not 
intended by him. T bail itas {do the approaching dawn 
of that political and moral: miliennium which I any well 
assured will come upon the world.” 


Yes, sir, that period when our slaves shall rise; 
that period when our houses shall smoke; that 
period when “ fear cometh upon the hearts of the 
masters;’’ that period when rapine, and blood- 
shed, and desolation shall stalk o’er the land, the 
member will hailas the dawning day preceding 
the approach of the millennium! ‘Oh shame, 
where is thy blush!’ Yes, he gets up here, in the 
presence of this assembly of American freemen, 
the Representatives of millions, a large portion of 
them from the southern States, and he tells them 
here to their faces, that he hails this day which 
is to desolate the whole South with fireand blood- 
shed, as he would the dawn antecedent to the mil- 
lennium. Sir, l ask you if it is not fully made 
out by what [ have previously read, and by this 
very speech itself, that he would rejoice, ‘aa he 
would rejoice at the dawning of that day preceding 
the millennium, to see our slaves rise, and sacri- 
fice the wives and daughters of their masters? 

1 would remark that this question of slivery is 
one in which I am deeply interested. Gentlemen 
will be held toa strict accountability by their con- 
stituents for sitting quietly here, day after day, and 
submitting to insults, such as have been inflicted 
upon them in days past. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that I did not 
answer him on certain occasions. Does he ima- 
gine, for a single moment, that when he speaks, 
and there is no response, it is because he is unan- 
swerable? From whence, in the name of God, did 
there spring such a conceit! When he speaks— 
as never man spake before, for he is really without 
a parallel——and ease are silent, has he never 
imagined it was because of their pity and contempt 
for him and his sentiments? i 

I know I am wearying the House, but I plead 
as my excuse the deep interest I feel in this sub- 
ject. I believe that the institution of slavery is a 
noble one; that it is necessary for the good, the 
well-being of the negro race. Looking to history, 
I go further, and 1 say, in the presence of this 
assembly, and under all the imposing circum- 
stances surrounding me, that I believe it is God’s 
institution. Yes, sir, if there is anything in the 
action of the great Author of us all; if there is 
anything in the conduct of His chosen people; if 
there is anything in the conduct of Christ himself, 
who came upon this earth, and yielded up his life 
as a sacrifice, that all through his death might 
live; if there is anything in the conduct of his 
Apostles, who inculcated obedience upon the part 
of slaves towards their masters as. a Christian 
duty, then we must believe that the institution is 
from God. 

Has there ever been a nation. that so preémi- 
nently distinguished itself as a nation of masters? 
Go to Judea. Go to Greece, where there was 
four hundred slaves to ninety freemen. Go to 
Rome, where, in the pride of her imperial power, 
you found some thirty to forty millions of slaves; 
and come to our own favored land, and what do 
you see? Where is any evidence of inferiority 
between the North and South? We see in the 
South those ‘first in war, first in peace, and first 
in the hearts of their countrymen,” not one alone, 
but many, always distinguishing themselves upon 
every crisis, and in every place where their ser- 
vices were needed in behalf of their country. Go 
into your halls of legislation; go into the battle- 
fields, and, I ask, where is the evidence of that 
inferiority which gentlemen attempt to éstablish 
between those who own and those who do not 
own slaves? The owners of slaves are no better 
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than their fellows, it is true 
suffer in the comparison. 
„Lask, then, how does the institution of slavery 
operate upon the black race? It operates like a 
charm. e have slaves among us eminently 
worthy of respect and confidence. We have fe- 
male servants that, in point of manners, morals, 
and principles, far surpass many white servants. 
But free them, and they are valueless; they are 
valueless the moment you knock their shackels 


off. Lappeal to those around me in support of || 


the position Itake, I contrast the slave of the 
South, the genteel, well raised, obedient slave of 
the South, with the free negro of the North. It 
is a principle universally understood, known, and 
conceded as a fact, thatif youtake the best raised, 
best cultivated slave, break off his shackles and 
send him a freeman, to. the North especially, or 
even if you free him at home, the chances are 
nine out of ten, that he becomes a degraded man 
and a worthless vagabond. 

I advert to these things now, sir, not in re- 
proach or anger. 
the name of God, spare us from the polished and 
elegantlanguage of the member from Ohio. [Laugh- 
ter.] Let this Hall be no longerdesecrated or de- 
graded by such unbecoming, unworthy, unfrater- 
nal displays as we have had here to-day. Let us 
cultivate a refined, and delicate form of speech, so 
that we may utter no word of unkindness or re- 
proach calculated to disturb the relations which 
should animate us. Let us alone, gentlemen of 
the North. I repeat, in the name of God and the 
county, let us alone. Give us our equal rights. 
Convert us, if you can, but give us our equal 
rights; and we will never utter a word to compro- 
mise harmony and amity. 

{thank the committee, and I thank you, Mr. 
Chairman, for the patience with which my re- 
marks have been listened to. I have, l trust. 


«“ Nothing extennated, nor aught set down in malice.” 


[A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspuny Dicnins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that they had passed Senate bills of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the Elouse: 

An act (No. 178) to incorporate the National 
Hotel Company, of Washington city; 

An act (No. 334) for the relief of François Cou- 
sin; and 

An act (No. 358) to make compensation to 
Henry Cronchey for extra services. } 


Mr. KERR. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Orive] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OLIVER took the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tleman from Missouri will yield me the floor that 
IT may make a suggestion to the committee, 

Mr. OLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. The House closes the debate on 
the deficiency bill on Tuesday of next week. 
Monday commences the territorial business, The 
House has adjourned over to-day until Monday; 
and if this committee do now rise, and the House 
adjourn, the gentlemen who have obtained the 
floor to speak upon this bill in Committee of the 
Whole will not have an opportunity to make their 
speeches upon it, because, when it is aguin taken 
up, it will be under the five-minute rule, and mem- 
berscan then only speak toamendments. | think, 
myself, that it would be as well for the committee 
to rise, and let the Louse reconsider the vote agree- 
ing to the proposition to adjourn over, so that we 
may resume our session to-morrow, and allow 
gentlemen who desire so to do to make their 
speeches, J am not ina condition to move for 
the reconsideration myself; if 1 were, I would 
make the motion. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the gentleman | 


from Missouri (Mr. OLiver] permit me to make AL. LETCHER. 


' against the deficiency bill, if I can get a chance to | Go mmittee on the Judiciary 


a remark? 

Mr. OLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYLY. It istruethere isa special order 
for next week; but that special order has already 
been once postponed-—— 

Several Memnens. “No Noi”? 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, it can be postponed at 
rate. 

Cries of “ No, it eannot!”’] 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Missouri 


an 


Į can only say to the TFouse, in | 


I hope the gen- | 


| 
l 


| this occasion. 
go on with his speech this evening. 
do think that the committee ought to rise. 

Mr. COX. I understand that the gentleman 
| from Ohio [Mr. Sarr] is ready to go on with his 
| speech to-day, if it would be the pleasure of the 
| committee; and the gentleman from 
| Ouiver] would not lose his right to the floor when- 
| ever the committee shall sit again. 

Mr. COBB. I hope that suggestion will be 
agreed to. 

[Cries of “ Agreed”? “ Agreed !”’] 

Mr. PECKHAM. Is it in order to move that 
he committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, unless by the 
| permission of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
| Sapp] who has the floor. 

Mr. PECKHAM. | thought I had the floor 
for the purpose of the motion, before the gentle- 
man obtained it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
! gouri [Mr. Oxsver] had the floor, and yielded it 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sarr] who is 
now entitled to it. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


| 
i 
| 
\ 
{ 
| 
l 


| the committee on the Nebraska question. 
[Eis speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 


l oe to address the committee on the subject 
which has been under discussion, but the evening 
is too far advanced for me to go on now. 


tleman, I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to, 


"Thecommitteeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


generally under consideration, and particularly 
Fouse bill No. 271, ‘to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the serviceof the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1854,” and the amendments of 
the Senate to said bill, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. KNOX. I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and upon that motion Lask for the yeas 
and nays, 

The SPEAKER, There is a communication 
on the table from the President of the United 
States, which the Chair will present to the House, 
if the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw his 
motion for a moment. 

Mr, KNOX. 1 withdraw it for that purpose. 


PROTECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


The SPEAKER then laid before the House the 
following message from the President: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

J transmit to Congress a copy of a correspondence be- 
tween the Sceretary of State and her Britamie Majesty’s 
Minister 
Sceretary of State and the Secretary ofthe Preasery, 
to the expediency of further measures for the safety, health, 
and comfort of immigrants to the United States by sea; and 
ag it is probable that further legislation may be necessary 
for the purpose of securing those desirable obj y 1 com- 
mend the subjcet to the consideration of Congr 
i FRANKLIN PIERCE. 

l 5 r 

; On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the message was 
i referred to the Committee on Cormmerce, and 
i ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KNOX. I now renew my motion to 
| adjourn, and the call for the yeas and nays on that 
: moton., 

Mr. LETCHER. Cannot we reconsider the 
vote by which the House determined to adjourn 
over tll Monday? 

The SPEAKER. 


if the gentleman from Vir- 


motion to reconsider. 


i do so, 
The yeas and nays were ord 
y 


‘in the affirmative—yeas 25, nays 19. 


} 


So the motion was agreed to. 


p. m) the House adjourned until Monday, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


Missouri {Mr. | 


Mr. SAPP then took the floor, and addressed | J i A 
4 of the whole Missouri compromise, for the repeal 


! the Union had, according to order, had the Union | 


edited to this Government, and between the | 
relative i 


ginia voted in the affirmative, he can submit a i 


Mr. BOYCE. With the permission of the gen- |; 


{| services in t 


| Monpay, May 1, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry LICER. 
The Journal of Thursday wasread and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate areport from the Postmaster General, in 
further compliance with aresolution of the Senate, 
calling for information in relation to the annul- 
ment of a contract with J. W. Kelly; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented an act 
passed by the Legislature of the State of Rhode 
Island, by which they reverse and annul the judg- 
men: of the supreme court of that State for treason, 
rendered against Thomas W. Dorr, June 25, 1844. 
It was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Also,a memorial of clerks employed in the Uni- 
i ted States armory at Harper’s Ferry, praying an 
| increase of compensation; which was referred to 


į the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| 


| Mr. CHASE. I ask leave to present a petition 
: of citizens of Morrow county, Ohie, who seem 
| to have become very thorough converts to the prin- 
i ciple of non-intervention, for they pray the repeal 


| of all laws enacted by Congress in reference to the 


Mr. MAXWELL obtained the floor, and said: (| subject of slavery in the District of Columbia, and 


| in the Territories, and for the repeal of the fugitive 
islaveact. I move thatit lie on the table. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


! Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented a 
tition of inhabitants of Burlington, New Jersey, 
| praying a reduction of the rates of ocean postage; 
: which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads. "4 

Mr. ELAMLIN presented the petition of Horatio 
| Gates Cook, praying to be allowed the half pay 
to which his father, David Cook, was entitled for 
| he revolutionary war; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
| Also, a petition of inhabitants of the Plantation 
‘of Bancroft and vicinity, in Aroostook county, 
| Maine, praying the establishment of a mail route 
| from Haynesville, through Bancroft Plantation, to 
' Weston; which was referred to the Committce on 
| the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented two petitions of to- 
bacconists residing in West Suffield, Connecticut, 
praying that a specific duty of forty cents per 
pound may be levied on all cigars imported into 
the United States; which were referred to the Com: 
mittee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of New Haven, 
Connecticut, praying that measures may be taken 
to secure to American citizens residing or traveling 
in foreign countries the right of religious liberty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also,a petition of inhabitants of Meriden, Con- 


‘pe 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


li indemnity for e 


red. 
The question was then taken a itwas decided | and supporting 


| necticut, praying a reduction of the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of Milford, Mas- 
| sachusetts, praying a reduction of the rates of 
i ocean postage; which was referréd to the Com- 
` mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Mr. MORTON presented a document in favor 

of the establishment ofa mail route, by steamboats, 

| between Chattahoochie and Columbus; which 

| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
! and Post Roads. 

| Mr. COOPER presented the memorial of George 

: W. Harris, praying that Congress may pass an 

| act to vest in him the copyright to the thirteenth, 


a olumes of the Pennsyl- 
I want to make a speech i fourteenth, and fifteenth v nney 


| vania State Reports; which was referred to the 


Also, the petition of Jobn Garvin, praying for 
zpena incurred in taking care of 
homas Garvin, who became an 


invalid in consequence of exposure during the last 


: ; war with Great Britain; which was referred tothe 
And thereupon (at ten minutes past four o’clock, | | 


Committee on Claims. 
Also,a memorial of the Pitisburg and Connells- 
| ville Railroad Company, praying a donation of 
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land, and credit on rails imported for the use of 
that railroad; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Chester district, South Carolina, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Chester Court 
House to Cedar Shoal; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a petition 
of citizens of the United States, professing the 
Jewish religion, praying that measures may be 
taken to procure for citizens of the United States, 
of every creed, a just degree of civil and religious 
liberty, while residing or traveling in foreign 
countries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition of steamboat 
officers and engineers at Cincinnati, praying that | 
measures be taken to make “ Evans’s safety | 
guard,” against the explosion of boilers, free to 
the public, by the purchase of his patent right or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of J. M. Hernandez, in be- 
half of the claimants to the indemnity under the ninth ar- 
ticle of the treaty with Spain, of February 22, 1819, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


COMMITTER SERVICE. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Aslam about to be absent 
from the city for some time, I desire to ask the 
Senate to excuse me from serving any longer on 
the Committee on Printing. It is a committee 
which requires almost daily attention. As I am 
on two other working committees, and am com- 
pee to be absent for a few weeks, I hope the 

enate will excuse me from serving on that com- 
mittee, 

The motion to excuse the Senator was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the President 
pro tempore be authorized to fill the vacancy. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and 
Mr. Jonnson was appointed. 

Mr. SMITH. Iask the Senate to excuse me. 
from serving on any of the standing committees 
for the residue of the brief period during which I 
am to remain a member of the body. I ama 
member of the Committee on Printing, and of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. I 
am under the necessity of leaving the city for the 
purpose of conducting my family to Connecticut, 
and I hope, therefore, that the Senate will accord 
me this favor. j 

The Senator was excused; and the President 
pro tempore was authorized to fill the vacancies 
thus created. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Frssenpen to supply the vacancy in the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and Mr. Sewarp to supply the 
vacancy in the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


SUSPENSION OF THE NEUTRALITY LAWS. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I offer the following resolu- 
tron: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
requested to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
President of the United States, during any future recess of 
Congress, to suspend by proclamation, either wholly or 
partially, the operation of the act “in addition to an act 
t for the punishment of certain crimes against the United 
States,’ approved the 20th of April, 18183? and also of the 
act supplementary thereto, approved 10th of March, 1838; 
should, in his opinion, the public interests require such 
total or partial suspension ; such suspension not to exceed 
the period of twelve months; and the causes which shall 
have induced the President to proclaim it to be communi- | 
cated to Congress immediately on its first meeting there- 

1 
| 


after. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Although the resolution which 
has just been read is, on its face, simply one of 
inquiry, I think it proper to state, at this time, the 
motives that have induced me to presentit. I 
consider it one of great importance; it is not 
brought forward as a mere formality, but as the 
basis of substantive, direct, and, as I hope, prompt | 
legislative action. I am quite conscious of the | 
gravity of the responsibility assumed by a Senator | 
taking the initiative in such a matter; but, with | 
the firm conviction I entertain of its necessity, } 
should feel that I was recreant to my duty to the 
nation, and especially to the State that sent me 
here, were L to shrink from it. The duty, more- 
over, is distinctly imposed upon me by the action ; 


|| conveys, to my mind, at least, without periphrasis, 


| years, if, in fact, she be notalready, in that respect, 


| and obstinacy, would prefer the destruction of a 


‘in a paper which will be forever remarkable in our 


of the Legislature of Louisiana. On the 16th of 
March last, joint resolutions on the subject of Cuba 
were unanimously adopted. I have since been in 
the daily expectation of receiving official notice of 
them; but from neglect to forward.a copy, or from 
some irregularity of the mail, they have not yet 
reached the delegation in an authentic form. I 
have a copy which I believe to be correct, but do 
not feel at liberty to present it formally, as I am 
advised that it would. not be in conformity with 
the usage of the Senate to do so.* 

Some months since, Mr. President, I was as 
skeptical as any one on this floor could be about 
the existence of any concerted plan’ to Africanize 
Cuba. I use the word, not for the reason that it 
has become fashionable, but because it plainly 


the complex ideas of emancipation, confiscation, 
pillage, murder, devastation, and barbarism. Past 
experience has led me to be surprised at nothing 
that England might attempt to prevent the posses- 
sion of this magnificent island by her great com- 
mercial rival, a rival destined to be, in a very few 


her recognized superior. Still, í could not bring 
myself to believe that Spain, with all her pride 


flourishing colony, peopled by her own sons, to 
the prospect of its transfer, at some future, per- 
haps distant day, by honorable and peaceful ne- 
gotiation, to a friendly nation, for a price that 
would extricate her finances from that gulf of seem- 
ingly hopeless bankruptcy in which they have been 
so long plunged. 

if the Senate will indulge me, I will state now, 
as briefly as possible, the reasons that have led me 
to the full conviction of a well-understood purpose 
between Spain and England, in which France is 
certainly a confidant, and probably a participant, 
for the Africanization of Cuba. 

On the 8th of April, 1852, Lord Malmesbury, 
British Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, di- 
rected His Minister at Washington,in concert with 
the French Minister, to propose to our Govern- 
ment ‘a tripartite convention, by which the three 
nations should bind themselves severally and col- 
lectively, to renounce, both now and hereafter, all 
intention to obtain possession of the Island of Cuba, 
and to discountenance all attempts to that effect on 
the part of others.” This proposition was made 
to Mr. Webster, then Secretary of State, but no 
definite reply was made to it while he remained in 
office. His successor, however, Mr. Everett, under 
date of Ist December, 1852, declined the overture 


diplomatic history, for its high-toned nationality, 
anda vigor of style{corresponding with the import- 
ance of the question. Let usnow trace the origin 
of this, joint proposition of England and France, 
on the 20th October, 1851. Lord Palmerston, then 
British Foreign Secretary, writing to Lord How- 
den, his Minister at Madrid, says: 


“ With reference to the passage in M. Miraflores’s note, 
in which he states that the Spanish Government cannot 


* Joint Resolutions of the Legislature of Louisiana, passed 
16th March, 1854, d 

Be it resolved, That we view with alarm the recent and 
avowed change that has taken place in the policy of the | 
Spanish Government in Cuba, the manifest tendency and 
result of which must be the abolition of slavery and the 
destrnetion of the white race in that country. 

Resolved, That we believe such an event will have a 
most pernicious effect upon the same institution and inter- 
ests in these States; that it will destroy the social and po- 
litical existence of that island ; that it will materially affect 
the natural law of American progress by precluding forever 
the admission of Cuba into this Union ; that it will create | 
in our immediate vicinity, and almost within sight of our 
own shores, a government administered by an inferior and 
barbarous African race, under the immediate influence of 
European interests and ideas, and adverse to the pure 
American influence which should predominate on this con- 
tinent and its adjacent islands; that it will menace the se- 
curity of the outlets of all our southern and southwestern 
rivers and harbors of the Gulf of Mexico, of the American | 
Mediterranean, of the new great highways of commerce | 
through those seas and across the Isthmus of America; f 
and that it will materially endanger the intercourse between 
our Atlantic and Pacific States. 

Resolved, That we approve of the sentiments expressed | 
in the inaugural message of General Pierce, relative tothe | 
extension of our limits and the prevention of the establish- 
ment of prejudicial influences around our southern border, 
and of those laid down by his Excellency Governor Hébert 
in his late annual message. i 

Resolved, That we deem the time has arrived when the 
American people and the Federal Government should take 
a great and active interest in the proceedings of Spain and | 
other European Powers in Cuba, in order to prevent the 
establishment of measures and institutions prejudicial to 


| having 


our own safety and welfare. 


understand how her Majesty’s Government can seriously 
recommend a measure which would, prove. very injurious 
to the natives of Cuba, when they also recommend that the 
Spanish Government should concéiliate’ the affections of 
those Cubans, T have toinstruct your lordship: to. observe 
to M. Miraflores, that the slaves in Cuba forma: large por- 
tion, and by no means an unimportant one, of the people 
of Cuba, and that any steps taken to provide for their eman- 
cipation would, therefore, as far-as the’ black population 
‘is concerned, be quite in unison with the: recommendation 
made by her Majesty’s Government, that measures should 
be adopted for contenting the peuple of Cuba, with a view 
to secure the connection between that island’ ‘and’ the 
Spanish Crown; and it must be evident that “if the negro 
population of Cuba. were rendered. free, that fact- would 
create a most powerful element of resistance. to any scheme 
for annexing Cuba to the United States, where slavery still 
exists. d 
“With regard to the bearing which negro emancipation 
would have on the interests of the white proprietors, itmay 
safely be affirmed that free labor costs less than slave labor; 
and it is indisputable that a free and contented’ peasantry 
are safer neighbors for the wealthy classes above them than 
ill-treated and resentful slaves.” ` 3 É 


On the 9th of January, 1852, Lord Howden 
thus writes from Madrid to Earl Glanville, who 
had come into the Foreign Office on the restgna- 
tion of Lord Palmerston: 

«í By the anxious desire of the Spanish Government, Y 
take the liberty of calling your Jordship’s attention tothe 
wish, widely entertained here, that, through ‘the’ friendly 
interest and influence of England, an_abnegatory declara- 
tion on the part of France and the United States, and of 
England, of course, might be made with regard to Cuba,” 


This invitation of interference from Spain was 
evidently brought about by the communication of 
20th October, and. others of a similar. character. 
On the 24th April, 1852, Lord Malmesbury com- 
municates to Mr. Isturitz, Spanish Embassador 
at London, copies of the project of a convention 
to be proposed to the United States by the British 
and French Ministers at Washington, and the 
Marquis de Miraflores, on the 30th April, 1852, 
thanks Lord Howden in the warmest terms for 
his agency in having brought about this conven- 
tion, or rather proposition for a convention. Mr. 
Isturitz, in a memorandum, which has no date, 
but from the order in which it appears in the par- 
liamentary document from which [ quote, must 
have been addressed to Lord Malmesbury between 
the 8th and 30th July, 1852, says: ue 

« Ier Catholic Majesty desires that, should the Govern- 
ment of the United States not adhere to the declaration rẹ- 
specting the island of Cuba, intrusted to the British and 
French Representatives at Washington, England and 
France would declare on their side, that they never will 
allow any other Power, whether European or American, at 
any time to possess itself of the Island of Cuba, either by 
cession, alienation, conquest, or insurrection of the same. 
Any such. declaration made by the two Powers collectively 
would answer the intention put forward on a former occa- 
sion by the United States, never to allow a European Power 
to possess itself of Cuba. It would, moreover, be in con- 
sonance with the idea which, according to information re- 
ceived by Iler Catholic Majesty’s Government, at. present 
prevails with the French and British Representatives, to 
whose care the negotiations now pending at Washington 
have Veen intrusted.” si 

On the 12th July, 1852, the Marquis de Mira- 
flores, in writing to Mr. Calderon de:la Barca, 
states, very openly, what Mr. Crampton, in writ- 
ing to Lord Malmesbury, on the same day, had 
only indirectly alluded to, ‘the inexpediency of 
urging too strongly the pending questions, whilst 
the result of the presidential election remains, as 
yet, undecided.” Mr. Crampton says: 

“Two months, however, having elapsed without our 
received any further communication: from Mr. 
Webster on this subject, and certain circumstances regard- 
ing the internal political state of the country, (these must, 
of course, have been the presidential nominations,). which 
M. Sartiges and myself had reason to believe were the cause 
of the delay, no longer existing, we thought the time had 
come wher it would be wel) to bring the matter again under 
the consideration of the United States Government.”’ 

This was done on the 8th July, when the. pres- 
idential nominations had been made. : But the ill- 
ness and lamented death of Mr. Webster prevented 
his replying. I have already offered my feeble 
tribute of praise to the able, thoroughly American, 


| and, if he will allow meto pay him, what to some 


of his admirers: may seem an equivocal compli- 
ment, Democratic reply of his successor. By the 
way, if thedistinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts, whom I regret not to see in his seat, has 
no special reason to the contrary, he would greatly 
gratify my curiosity, and, I doubt not, that of 
many others, if he would explain the great dis- 
crepancy between his letter, as Secretary of State, 
dated December 1, 1852, and President Fillmore’s 
message, communicated to Congress only five days 
after; for the objections urged in the lattér against 
the acquisition of Cuba, will apply: with equal 
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force in all future time, or at least, until the races 
that now compose its population shall be extermin- 
ated. The African and Spaniard must alike dis- 
appear, before Mr. Fillmore could consider its 
acquisition desirable, 
have her way in the matter, this problem will soon 
be more than half solved. The Spanish race will 
have ceased to exist; and the African, if left to 
its own resources, with the enormous dispropor- 
tion of males to females now, according to the last 
census, existing in the island, will rapidky melt 
away. The overtures of France and England 
having been thus definitively rejected, Lord John 
Russell, in his dispatch to Mr. Crampton, of Feb- 
ruary 16, 1853, which was by him communicated 
to.our Government, closed with this very signifi- 
eant remark: 

«Finally, while fully admitting the right of the United 
States to reject the proposal made by Lord Malmesbury and 
M. de Turgot, Great Britain must at once resume her en- 
tire hberty, aud upon any occasion that may call for it be 
free to act either singly or in conjunction with other Powers 
as tayher imay seem fit.” 

This iraplied menace seems, by the declaration 
of Lord Clarendon on the first night of the present 
session of Parliament, in the House of Peers, to 
have been carried out, at least so far as mutual 

romises between France and England go. Recol- 
fect that is the Secretary for Foreign Affairs who 
speaks: 

®t will further add thatthe union between the two Gov 
ernments tas not been confined to the Eastern question. 
The happy accord and good understanding between France 
and England have been extended beyond Eastern policy to 
the policy affecting ald parts of the world, and L am heartily 
rejoiced to say that there is no portion of the two hemis- 
pheres with regard to which the policy of the two countries, 
however heretotore antagonistic, is not now in entire bar- 
mony. (Cheers.} Thus, then, my fords, at least one great 
good will have been secured hy these transactions-—thattwo 
great, and hitherto rival, nations have learnt to know and 
to appreciate each other better, to reject the fallacy that 
they are cach other’s natural enemy, and to be ready to act 
heartily together iu any just and righteous cause,” (Cheers. ] 

Now, there is another matter which to many, 
indeed to most Americans, will appear too trivial 
for notice here, but which to me seems of very 
grave import. fn the recent duel at Madrid, be- 
tween our Minister and the French Embassador, 
M. de Turgot, Lord Howden, the representative 
of a Government where duelling is not only a 
felony at law, but where—what is mach more 1m- 
portant—public opinion permits the penalties of 
the law to be enforced, acted as the second of the 
French Minister; and, although this happened 
some three or four months since, he has not been 
recalled, nor have we heard that he has been even 
reprimanded for his conduct. 

That { may not be misunderstood, I would here 
disclaim any idea of censuring the course of the 
principals in the duel, Each of them, no doubt, 
towel that it could not be avoided without the 
risk of compromiting his honor. But, on the part 
of Lord Howden, there could be no possible obli- 
gation to go out with M. de Turgot, and he cer- 
tainly would not have done so, had he not felt 
assured, in advance, of the approbation of his gov- 
ernment. E have taken some pains to inquire, and 
learn that there can be nowhere found a parallel 
case. While on the subject of Lord Howden, 1 
cannot refrain from saying that his very emphatic 
denial, addressed to an old and valued friend of 
mine, Mr. F, P. Corbin, of Virginia, of any in- 
terference, past or present, actual or intended, 
with the emancipation of the slaves in Cuba, 
would have commanded from me more implicit 
credence, if he had alluded to the letter of Lord 
Palmerston, of the 20th of October, 1851, and said 
that he had abstained from acting on it. His 
reticence respecting so important a fact, having a 
direct connection with the subject on which he was 
writing to Mr. Corbin, cannot, without excessive 
charity, be ascribed to inadvertence or forgetful- 
ness. 

To satisfy the Senate that this doubt of the fair- 
ness of Lord Howden’s denegation is not unwar- 
ranted by the facts, I will read that portion of his 
letter, dated Paris, 14th November last, in which, 
after denying in the most positive terms, every 
assertion that England wished to Africanize Cuba, 
he proceeds to specify t what had been, during 
the last three years, his negotiations with the 
Spanish Government respecting Cuba, that it 
might be seen that there was not the slightest 
foundation for the rumors that had been circulated 
jn the United States:”? 

$1 Firstly, I have been making uncegsing representations 


if England be allowed to j 


at the number of slaves annually imported into the island, 
and complaints of the almost open manner in which the 
traffic was carried on under the very noses of the Captains- 
General, always excepting the excellent General Concha. 
Secondly, | have been making fruitless attempts to get the 
Spanish Government to declare the abominable traffic in 
men piracy—that is to say, to follow the example of the 
United States in this particular. Thirdly, | passed my time 
in anxious solicitations to obtain the ultimate and complete 
freedom of those negroes called ‘Emancipados,’ whieh 
have been fraudulently detained in bondage since the year 
1817, in disregard of treaties. I rejoice to say that the 
Spanish Government has listened to the dictates of justice 
and humanity, and has granted me this boon. Fourthly, I 
have been endeavoring to procure an abrogation of that in- 
toterant and immoral law, by which foreigners wishing to 
settle in Cubs are obliged to change their religion, on the 
somewhat startling principle (not understood elsewhere) 
that becoming bad men is a satisfactory preliminary to be 

| coming good subjects. 

“To these official negotiations I have added, at various 
times, friendly and officious exhortations to improve the 
internal system ofthe island, by facilitating the administra- 
tion of justice, and by liberalizing the nominations to office 
and employment among the natives of the island. You 
will see what [ really have done, or rather attempted to do, 
is very different from what {am said to have done in your 
papers. When the true state of the case is known, and ig- 
norance or malevolence dispelled, T even reckon upon the 
good wishes of your countryinen in the success of the 
measures E ask, s0 consonant with your own laws and in- 


dor, the United States can only see the natural working of 
England’s declared and unchanging policy in acause which 
is dear to hers and Spain hersel moust feel that, in days like 
these, Unless she executes her engagements and modifies 
her intolerance, she can never hope to enter again, and as 
she ought to do, into the hierarchy of nations." 


Let us compare these bold, unqualified asser- 
tions, that all his negotiations with the Spanish 
Government respecting Cuba have been fully 
stated by him, with the record which I hold in my 
hand, and see how completely they are falsified. 
His letter to Lord Glanville of 9th January, 1859, 
I have already read, and have alluded to that 
| of the Marquis of Miraflores, of 30th April, and 
| from which I will now read extracts, and it will 
be seen that I have qualified Lord Howden’s volun- 
teer declaration to Mr. Corbin by the mildest pos- 
sible term, ag a reticence, the ‘ suppressio veri:’’ 

«Tt is highly gratifying for me to be able to offer, in reply 
to your lordship’s note, (couveying a copy of the proposed 
tripartite convention,) a new testimony of the lively satisfac- 
tion which the Government of Her Majesty feels in reflect 
ing upon the manner essentially beneficial for the common 
interests of Spain and Bngland, with which your lordship 
; fills the high mission confided to you by your august Sov- 
gnat this Court, L beg your lordship to accept the sin- 
cere and expressive thanks whieh t give you inthe name of 
the Government of Her Majesty, for the efieacious manner 
in which you have contributed to the happy issue of the 
negouiation which forms the subject of the present com- 
munication, ?? 

Might I not, with perfect propriety, have gone 
| further, and charged the British Minister at Mad- 
rid with the assertion of a falsehood? But it is 
quite as evident that he is an equally unreliable 
| witness in a much more important matter. His 
agency in the proposed tripartite convention might 
have been safely avowed; not soin relation to the 
| suggestion of Lord Palmerston of the emancipa- 
tion of the slaves. Lord Howden still represents 
; Queen Victoria at Madrid, and yet, if he speak 
| the truth in his letter to Mr. Corbin, he had, since 
a the 20th of October, 1851, failed to present the ar- 
| guments in favor of emancipation, which he was 
| expressly instructed to urge upon the Spanish 
| Government. The habitual discipline of English 
| diplomatists, their strict and prompt obedience to 
the instructions of their official chiefs, are well 
| known, and Lord Palmerston,a thorough martinet 
in the administration of the Foreign Office, was 
| the last man to tolerate anything like contumacy 
| or neglect of his orders. We are bound then to 
I| believe that Lord Frowden did say to M. Mira- 


| 


| favorable construction we can place upon the dis- 
_ crepancy is, that the archives of his legation, not 
eing at hand to refresh his memory, the fifth and 
i sixth and most important subjects of his negotia- 
| tions had escaped his recollection. 

|, Another and more natural, if less charitable solu- 
| tion, may te found in the supposition that Lord 
| Howden, knowing that his cabinet was desirous, 
from the threatening aspect of the Russian question, 


| presented by Mr. Corbin, to effect his object. His 
‘letter, on so grave a subject, to a citizen of the 


ing no public position, is altogetheranomalous, and 


| United States, eminently respectable, but oceupy- 
} 
i 


contrasts strongly with the habitual reserve of 


stitutions. In all that F have here told you, with entire can- | 


| flores what he was instructed to say, and the most || 


to removesuspicions of the existence ofaconvention | 
between the three Governments respecting Cuba, | 
found it convenient to profit by the opportunity | 


English diplomates. It was widely circulated in 
Europe and the United States, and could not have 
failed to attract the notice of Lord Clarendon, and 
yet we have no intimation in any of the London 
journals of its not being approved by him. Si- 
lence in such a cage presumes not only assent, but 
approbation, and commentary upon Sò grossa per- 
version of the truth in so high a quarter, would be 
| superfluous. To say the least of it, it presents no 
very favorable specimen of the fair dealing of the 
English Cabinet. 

There is one thing in Lord Palmerston’s letter, 
which cannot fail to strike even the most casual 
reader; it is the recklessness of the assertion, with 
the experience of Jamaica and every other West 
Indian colony where the experiment of emanci- 
pation had been tried, fresh and full before him, 
that “free labor costing less than slave labor, 
negro emancipation would promote the interests of 
white proprietors, a free and contented peasantry 
being safer neighbors for the wealthy classes than 
ill-treated and resentful slaves.” , 

Let us now see how far the idea of a concerted 
alan for the emancipation of the slaves in Cuba is 
Larne out by the action of the authorities of the 
island. Itis a matter of notoriety that the Span- 
| ish officials there have repeatedly and openly de- 
clared that, in the event of the insurrection of the 
| Creole population, they would not only emanci- 
pate the slaves, but arm them against their masters; 
but, until very lately, nothing had been done to- 
wards the realization of this threat, and utterance 
had not been given to it in any official form. The 
Creoles of the white race are the great slave pro- 
prietors, and whatever may be said to the con- 
trary, are, with entire unanimity, opposed to the 
Spanish domination, and desire, either by revolu- 
tion and subsequent annexation, or by purchase, 
to enter into our Confederacy. 

On this point, I speak not from mere conjecture 
or report, but from personal observation, and the 
most reliable sources of information; and the fact 
will hardly be questioned, when I cite as a witness, 
the late Captain General Cañedo, who, in acircu- 
lar addressed, on the 29th October, 1853, to the 
subordinate officers in the island, said: 

* Convinced, as is the Supreme Government, that it can 
only count upon the efficacious adhesion of the Spaniards 
of the Peninsula, (Spain,) and of the traders; and persuaded, 
also, that the Creoles are all its enemies, or, at least, that 
they are indifferent to the triumph of the hoty cause of Her 
Majesty, and that, in the course of time, their fortunes will 
be contributed to serve the purposes of the revolutionary 
traitors, you will proceed,” &c. 

The threat of a servile war is sufficiently clear 
in the proclamation of the same Captain General, 
on resigning the command of the Island to his 
successor, General Pezuela, on the 3d December 
last; he then says: 

“ Remain obedient to the Supreme Government and ta 
the officers it sends you, and never for a moment forget that 
the very existence ang the name of Cuba depend upon its 
continuing to be a Spanish possession. ?? 

Mr. Barrenger our late Minister to Spain, in his 
dispatch of 14th December, 1852, confirms this 
view of the subject : 

“It is said that as a Jast resort to prevent its (Cuba) 
falling into the power of the United States, or becoming a 
free independent State by revolution, secret orders have 
been issued to emancipate the slaves, and place arms in 
their hands for the maintenance of their own rule and au- 
thority in the island, and thatis the true reason ofthe recent 
increase of the stave trade in that island, in violation of 
publie treaties Jt is repeated as a motte in the public 
press of Spain, that Cuba mnst always be either & Spanish 
or African.” What the future may bring forth itis impos- 
sible to see; bat this, certainly. the prevalent feeling and 
determination in Spain, in reference to the aspect of af- 
fairs and the final destiny of the Island of Cuba.” 

General Pezuela was known in Spain to enter- 
tain notions favorable to the emancipation of the 
i slaves, He lost no time in proclaiming them in 

' Cuba. He entered upon his office on the 4th of 
| December, and on the 8th an article appeared in 
_ the official.paper, the “ Diario de la Marina,” in 
| which the policy of emancipation, asa necessary 
concession to European opinion, was very plainly 
indicated. Justly to appreciate the value of quo- 
tations from this journal, it will be proper to show 
what are the relations of the press in Cuba to the 
government, The * rules for the censorship of 
newspapers’? declare: 

s it shall be the duty of the censor to inform the civit 
Governor, within the day of the publication of the news- 
paper subject to his revision, of the publication of any arti- 
ele which has been inserted without his approval, or with 
alterations. 

“ Art. 14, All articles which treat of political or adminis- 
trative matters, shall be submitted to the censor, without 
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corrections or interlineations. ‘The censor shail make 
such modifications as he may esteem opportune, noting 
them at the foot, and shall sign every leaf of the paper 
when he returns it to the editor.” 

Under these regulations which are stringently 
enforced, the opinionsand arguments enounced in 
the newspapers of Havana are all approved by 
the Government before publication. The ‘ Diario”? 
of the 28th December, hag an article on the neces- 
sity of a new organization of labor, recommending 
the importation of apprentices, It is much too 
verbose for quotation, and is written ina very am- 
bitious and oracular style; but it containa one 
paragraph which cannot be misinterpreted: 

“Tt being understood that what we have in view is to 
makea transition from labor thatitis entirely compulsory to 
the organization of labor under the system of complete free- 
dom which prevails in other countries, it is necessary, pru 
dent, and just, that we shall conciliate as far as possible 
the exigencies of both extremes. The contract system, 
which establishes for a fixed period, a reciprocal servitude 
and a reciprocal mastership, is the only possible solution of 
80 delicate a problem.”? 

On the 24th December last, a decree was pro- 
mulgated authorizing, for two years, the unlimited 
importation of apprenticed laborers from Spain, 
India, Yucatan, and the Chinese Empire. It con- 
tains sixty-seven articles, prescribing minute reg- 
ulations for the system. But some idea of their 
efficacy for the protection of the victims of this 
new slave trade, may be formed from the second 
clause of the fifth article, which declares that not 
more than four persons per ton, including the crew, 
shall be shipped on any vessel. Our limit for pas- 
sengers was two to every five tons, and when the 
present regulation requiring fourteen square feet of 
deck for each passenger was substituted, it wassup- 

osed to be a fair equivalent for the old allowance. 

fl err, my friend from New York (Mr. Fisu} who 
has lately investigated the subject of European em- 
igration, will correct me. We all know that there 
is a vast deal of suffering, and great mortality on 
board of our emigrant ships, whose voyages are 
altogether made in the temperate zone. What, 
then, will be the horrid fate of these Cuban ap- 
prentices transported within the tropics on vessels 
allowed, by law, to carry ten times the propor- 
tioned number of passengers to which our ships 
are limited? With us, a ship of a thousand tons, 
which probably is about the average size of our 
Liverpool packet-ships, can transport four hun- 
dred passengers. The Spanish slaver is permitted 
to stow, or rather pack, in the same space four 
thousand apprentices. This would seem hardly 
credible, yet here is the decree at full, andany one 
who chooses to examine it, may find many other 
provisions exemplifying almost as strongly the 
paternal care which is to be extended to these fa- 
vored objects of English philanthropy. Take, for 
instance, article fifty-seven:- 

“The master will only be able to apply the following 


punishments: 'The stocks, prison, and chains from one to 
thirty days, with or without privation of salary.” 


But subsequent articles expressly recognize the 
right of the master to inflict other punishment 
whenever, in his opinion, ‘ the emergency requires 
summary action.” 

I have visited severabplantations in Cuba where 
a portion of the laborers were Chinese, and I know 
that they were subjected to precisely the same la- 
bor and the same discipline as the negro slaves. 
Cannot some of our northern abolitionists spare 
a portion of their sympathy for these yellow- 
skinned sufferers, or is ebony the only shade of 
complexion that can elicit it? Why are not the 
horrid details of the sufferings of five or six hun- 
dred Chinese, inveigled by English merchants on 
board of English ships, under the pretext of con- 
veying them to California, and then sold to bond- 
age in the Chincha Islands, made the theme of elo- 

vent declamation at the Tabernacle or Fanueil 
{Jall by the Beechers, Jays, Phillipses, and other 
orators of the abolition school ?* 


*The following letter is taken from the New York Na- 
tiona! Democrat: 

“The guano is dug by Chinese coolies, or laborers, who 
are brought here by English ships from the free ports of 
their native coasts. The poor fellows are made to believe 
that they are going to do well by engaging to serve as la- 
borers for five years ata real (York shilling) a day, and a 
scanty allowance of rice. They fancy, it is said, they 
are coming to labor in the gold minesof California. How- 
ever this may be, it is certain that they are shipped here in 
English vessels, and transferred or assigned (or whatever 
the word for such a transaction should be) to the Peruvian 
Government. I have known Englishmen who spoke of 
having been engaged in the traffic. The Government places 


On the 28th December, four days after the pro- 
mulgation of the decree authorizing. the importa- 
tion of apprentices, the *‘ Diario” contained a long 
and labored article to. prove that none but black 
laborers could be usefully employed in agricultural 
industry in Cuba. On the 20th January the Cap- 
tain General addressed to the several administra- 
tive bureaus, and to a few private individuals high 
in its confidence, the following circular: 

“ Gobierno 4 Capitania General—Being desirous of re- 
porting to He? Majesty accurately in regard to the labor ap- 
plicable in this island to agriculture, I request that you lay 
before me your opinion upon this subject, taking into view 
and studying the situation of the slave race relative to our 


internal and external relations; and the manner in which 
laborers can be increased in sufficient numbers to cover 


those requirements of agriculture which are not reached i 
by the newly instituted system of colonization, the pro- | 


priety of resorting or not (with due respect to our treaties 
with other nations regarding the slave trade) to the intro- 
ductiou“of African apprentices ; and finally, the form and 
manner in which this system can be best established, and 
whatever else may occur to you upon this subject of so 
great importanee. 

* God preserve you many years. 


“EL MARQUES DE LA PEZUELA. 
“ Havana, 18th Junwary, 1854.” 


It has already appeared in a New Orleans paper, 
but I have received manuscript copies from two 
different sources in Cuba; they vouch for its au- 
thenticity, and speak of the design of the Captain 
General, acting under instructions from Madrid, to 
bring about the emancipation of the negroes, as 
no longera matter of doubt. To cap the climax of 
usurpation and oppression, an order has been 
issued allowing all slaves to hire their time at eight 
dollars per month. The Spanish law has always 
favored the emancipation of the slave, and: to 
enable him to acquire his liberty a tariff has been 
placed on his labor according to his convertible 
value, or the price paid for him. This was ten 
cents per day on every $100 value, Thus: a slave 
worth $500, by paying his master fifty cents per 
day, or fifteen dollars per month, could apply the 
balance of his earnings to the accumulation of a 
fund for the purchase of hisliberty. Six hundred 
dollars is the minimum price of a healthy slave, 
so that the master, by being reduced from a 
monthly compensation of eighteen dollars to eight 
dollars, is deprived, by a stroke of the pen, of more 
than half his revenue. 

Meanwhile the slave trade is going on with in- 
creased vigor, the vigilance of English cruisers 
has been so much relaxed for some months, as to 
justify the belief that the British Government is 
conniving at the introduction of slaves into Cuba. 
As we know that there is no disposition to pro- 
mote the develSpment of the agricultural resources 
of the island, to the detriment of their own colonies, 
we can draw but one inference from a course 
which would otherwise be inexplicable. She has 


them on these islands, avowedly under the original contract, 
to labor for five years; but who is to know bow far this 
contract, if such it may be called, is adhered to? The truth 
is, the poor Chinamen are sold into absolute slavery—sold 
by Englishmen into slavery, the worst and most cruel, per- 
haps, in the world. ‘There are about eight hundred of the 
unfortunate creatures at work on these islands at a time. 
As fast as death thins them out, the number is increased by 
new importations. The labor is severe, much more so than 
that of the negroes on our southern plantations. ‘They are 
kept at hard work in the bot sun throughout the day. On 
the middle island they are tasked, each one, strong and 
weak alike, to dig from the hill and wheel to the mangueras 
five tons of guano each per diem. T'he guano ix compact, 
like hard clay tike loan, and as dusty, when dug, as ashes, 
On the north island it has to be blasted for the steam paddies. 
It has to be wheeled from a bundred yards to a quarter of 
a mile. The nature of the labor may be conceived. 

«The Chinese work almost naked, under a tropical sun, 
where it never rains. They are slender figures, and do not 
look strong. Negro drivers, the most ugly-looking blacks [ 
ever saw, are stationed among them, with heavy thongs, 
which T have seen them use. The poor coolies have no 
hope of reward, no day of rest. 

“The smoke of their torment goes upon Sundays as well 
as on week days. It blows away ina yellow cloud miles 
to leeward, and I never see it without thinking what a hell 
on earth these islands must be. ‘That I do not exaggerate 
this account, any one who has been here will readily bear 
witress. The fact that some of the Chinese almost every 
wee i commit suicide to escape their fate shows the true 
state of their case. 
killed themselves during the year, chiefly by throwing them- 
selves from the cliffs. They are buried as they live, like 
so mai. v dogs. Isaw one who had been drowned—it was 
not known whether accidental or not—lying on the guano, 
when I tast went ashore. AH the morning his dead body 
lay in the sun; in the afternoon they had covered it a few 
inches, and there it lies, along with many similar. heaps, 
within a few yards of where they were digging. On the 
north island the Chinese carry heavy water casks, slung on 
poles, between two, up the steep hills; they cau, in this 


way, as well as in barrows, take weights altogether dispro- | 


portionate to their slender forms.” 


I was told that more than sixty had | 


always contended, that the negroes'imported: since 
the treaty for the suppression of the slave trade, in: 
1817, were entitled to their. freedom; and; over 
those introduced since the supplemental treaty: of- 
1835, she. has claimed guardianship and right of 
interference. It is estimated that mach more than 
a moiety of all the slaves in the island.are‘in:this 
category. The price of present: immunity from: 
interference must be future emancipation; is 

This is probably the question ‘in ‘this’ hemis- 
phere on. which Lord Clarendon says that. the 
policy of France.and England; however. antago- 
nistic heretofore, is now in entire harmony. = He 
cannot allude to any other: subject than: Cuba. 
For several years the two countries acted in con- 
cert in their difficulties with. the Argentine Con- 
federacy, until their final adjustment; and Lam 
not aware of any part of this hemisphere, with 
the exception of the United States, whereany oe- 
casion for concerted action has existed, or can 
exist; and as on the surface, at Jeast, there appear 
elsewhere no disturbing elements, it would puz- 
zle the most ingenious head to imagine where, on 
this side of the Atlantic, these loving allies are to 
display their harmonious policy, except towards 
usin Cuba. Itisnow, fortunately, notimprobable 
that they will find themselves sufficiently, occu- 
pied nearer home. 

And here it may not be inappropriate to say. 
how much it is to be regretted that in the: Russo- 
Turkish quarrel, the attention of the country has 
not been more directed to the question: in. its as- 
poe as affecting our own political interests, : As 

etween the rude and vigorous barbariam. ofthe 
Cossack, and the effete nationality of the Moslem, 
I find no room for active sympathy, scarcely even 
for an abstract preference. The gratuitous and 
unwarranted declarations of our Minister, Mr. 
Spence, in his presentation to the Porte, calls for 
something more decided than a reprimand. If 
made in the terms stated in the newspapers, with 
every appearance of authenticity, there is but one 
fitting remedy, his immediate and unqualified re- 
call, Should the contest, as many believe it will, 
(I am not of the number,) be speedily decided: 
in favor of Western allies of the Porte, Louis 
Napoleon living and sontinaing to wield despotic 
power, we may not only abandon all hope of any 
early reaction in favor of liberal principles. in 
Europe, but may look to a probable collision for 
which we are by no means prepared. : 

It is true that we have just made one short step 
in the right direction: we have appropriated three 
millions for a half dozen steam frigates, and have 
had the good sense to give a large discretion as to 
the mode of construction to the able Secretary of 
the Navy, which I féel confident will produce, 
instead of the miserable abortions under the old 
system, ships not unworthy of our past:naval: 
reputation. But England. has now fifty or sixty 
war steamers afloat, and France as many more— 
ready, so soon as their services may be dispensed 
with in the Balticand Black Seas, to illustrate, on 
our shores, the happy accord which Lord Claren- 
don traveled out of the record so offensively to 
state, existed between the two Powers in both 
hemispheres. We have fortunately been fore- 
warned; it will be our own fault if we be not fore- 
armed. This menace should, at least, have one 
salutary effect—that of checking the disposition to 
scatter with so much profusion the public treasure 
on every side on objects of more than question- 
able justice or utility. We seem to bein constant. 
dread of financial plethora, and anxious to de- 
|| plete in every way, excepting in. preparations for 
defense. 

With these, as I think, conclusive evidences of 
the intentions of Great Britain and. France, inten- 
tions which, if realized, will soon, after scenes. of 
blood and horror from which every one not 
blinded by fanaticism must instinctively recoil, 
convert this fair island into a second Hayti, what 
course have we to pursue? Shall we remain 
|| passive spectators until the fatal blow has been 


1! struck, or shall we at once put ourselves in an atti- 
tude to repel and avertit? p counsel neither negos 
tiation nor remonstrance on this subject; we have 
the remedy in our own hands; it is that indicated 
in the resolution which I have submitted.. Arm 
the President with the simple power to unfetter 
the limbs of our people, and the Government wilk 
have no oceasion ta put forth the energies of the 
nation; individual enterprise and liberality will at 
once furnish the men and the. materiel that wilt 


+ 


zens, until the Cubans shall have put their own 
shoulders to the wheel. They have been reproached 
for their pusillanimity; but let it be once under- 
stood that if, by their own efforts to vindicate their 
rights, they show themselves worthy of our sym- 
pathies, the arm of the Federal Government will 
not be interposed on behalf of their oppressors, 
in less than six months the flag of freedom, the 
lone star, will wave over the whole island—the 


Moro may, perhaps, hold out somewhat. longer. | 
One thing is certain, that in despite of all your stat- | 


utes, your collectors, your marshals, your Army 
and Navy, if the revolutionary standard be once 
hoisted in Cuba, and maintained for a few short 
weeks, no Administration can prevent our citi- 
zens rushing to the rescue in such numbers as 
will secure its triumph—a Democratic President 
would not desire to do it. I deprecate as much 
as any one can such a contingency. There is but 
one mode to avert it. 
pend the neutrality laws to the President. He 
will not exercise it lightly; and, in all probability, 
the knowledge of his power will dispense with the 
necessity of exercising it at all. 
land will retract their mischievous counsels, and 
orders will be given to the Captain General to re- 
trace his steps. f 

“We have already had some experience of the 
emptiness of these menaces of interposition; they 
tended rather to precipitate than to retard the 
acquisition of Texas, and will, if persisted in, 
produce the same effect now. | repeat, £ would 
deprecate any movement not invited by the up- 


rising of the people of Cuba; but if they be driven | 
to it by the conviction that they are doomed by | 


their jailors to the horrors of a servile war, then, 
{ gay, hands off; the people will not, cannot, be 


prevented from giving them aid more substantial | 
than their prayers. They will not permit a Black | 


empire under a British Protectorate, the key of 
the Gulf of Mexico, nominally independent, but 
for every purpose of annoyance and aggression, a 
British dependency to be established in sight of 
our own shores. 


Cuba is studded with the safest and most capa- | 


France and Eng- | 
| I coneur with him in opinion, that the existence . 
| of a concerted scheme for the Africanization of ; 
‘| Cuba, and for the establishment of a negro State, 
i| nominally independent, and yet under the virtual | 
protectorate of England, France, and Spain, has | 


Intrust the power to sus- | 


i 
i 
l 
i 
i 
i 
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cious ports, from whence an enemy may menace, if 


notcommand, the immense and constantly incveas- 
ing commerce which must pass through thenarrow 
strait that separates it from Florida. We have 
repeatedly announced to the world that we will 
not permit it to fall into the possession of any 
other European power than Spain, 
tion has met with the hearty, unanimous response 
of the nation, and yet its cession to either France 


This declara- | 


or England would be less dangerous to the South ` 


than the existence of a pretended independent 
black Empire or Republie. JI say nothing of the 
value of the island ina financial point of view; 
its inexhaustible fertility; its annual exports, now 
amounting to nearly thirty millions, and which’ 
would soon be doubled undera good government, 


where any confidence was reposed in its stability, | 


Atthis time agricultural property is not worth 
raore than three or four years, purchase, estimated 
on the basis of present income. A plantation, 
yielding a net revenue of $25,000, can be bought 
for less than $100,000. 


I think it unnecessary to make more than a | 


passing allusion to a matter of recent occurrence, 
and which has been the subject of a communica- 
tion from the President to the Flouse of Repre- 
sentatives. 
States mail steamer Black Warrior at TPLavana, 
and confiscation of her cargo. ‘This is but one, 
the most outrageous, indeed, of a long series of in- 
sults and vexations by which it has been attempt- 
ed to exclude our steamers from Cuba. They 
serve to complete the proof | have adduced of an 
understanding, probably an alliance, consummated 
by treaty between Spain, France, and England. 
The Cuban authorities would never have dared to 
take so offensive a step, if they had not relied on 
the support of those Powers, [ have no doubt 
that the policy indicated by the President will be 
energetically pursued, and that fall pecuniary 
reparation to the owners of the Black Warrior, 


and apology for the insult to our flag, will ulti- © 


mately be obtained. 

But I regret that we are to look for this at 
Madrid. 
in a more summary way by the blockade of Ha- 


I mean the seizure of the United | 


I should have preferred to see it exacted || 


vana and the other principal ports of the island. 
It is high time that we should have a remedy for 
these insults more immediately at hand, and that 
| the Captain General should be compelled to use 
| his power, which is only restricted by his ultimate 
responsibility at Madrid, as well for redress as 
for aggression. I have been satisfied, for the last 
three months, that the power of suspending the 
neutrality laws should be conferred on the Presi- 


Perhaps it may be proper to go further than I 
have proposed, and to make it discretionary, to 
use it even during the session of Congress, but I 
have been restrained by the belief that the President 
' will only have to announce to the Representatives 
lof the people and of the States, that the contin- 
| gency has arrived, and call for immediate action, 
jand his appeal will be promptly responded to. 
The issue must be met eventually, and we cannot 
choose a more proper moment for its solution. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I am aware 
| that this is not the proper occasion for the discus- 
sion of the very grave subject to which my col- 


i resolutions passed by the Legislature of our State, 
I think it proper to saya very few words. 


been conclusively established by the evidence that 
he has placed before the Senate in so connected 
jand conclusive a form. I deem it proper further 
, to state, that 1 am thoroughly convinced of the 
fact that this scheme is now in process of execu- 
tion; and I deemit to be the duty of this Govern- 


means, the carrying out of a line of policy so 
fraught with danger, not only to the country at 
large, butespecially to our southern constituencies. 


line of policy indicated by the resolution offered 
by my colleigue. Ishall reserve what I have to 
| say upon that point, I only rose to express the 
i hope that this matter may be speedily taken into 
consideration by the Committee on Moreign Rela- 


us. When it shall be presented, at the proper 
‘time, and when discussion shall arise, | shall ask 


sion of my views upon the subject. 
Mr. HUNTER. If any other gentleman de- 


riety of postponing it until to-morrow 

Iwe may now take up the Indian appropriation 
biil. 

Mr. SLIDELL, 


ject. 
Vand can now be referred to the Committee on For- 


will not be agreed to without discussion. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
was introduced this morning, it cannot be con 
ered now unless by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT. 
unanimous consent, and there was no objection to 
its consideration, 

Mr. SEWARD. It was impossible, at the dis- 
tance which I sit from the honorable Senator from 
; Louisiana, to hear the very elaborate argument 
which he has addressed to the Senate; and ag this 
“question is one of very grave magnitude in its 
| bearings, and in some respects may possibly tend 

to endanger the peace of the country, and to in- 
volve us in the calamities of war, which are just 
beginning in the eastern world; and as, in looking 
: around, J see that the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. Mason] is 
| not in his seat, and that two other distinguished 
| members of that committee are not here, I have 
i risen for the purpose of suggesting that the fur- 


SL 


d- 


"ther consideration of the resolution be postponed |, 


‘until to-morrow. 

| Mr. SLIDELL. 
‘that. 

Several Sevarors. Postpone it fora week. 
|; Mr. SLIDELL. 
| better. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, as the re 


I have no sort of objection to 


p- 
|| resentative in part of the State which probably 


dent; I now think that it should be done at once. | 


| league has called the attention of the Senate and ; 
| the country; yet, as he has done it in obedience to | 


ment firmly and promptly to oppose, by all proper : 


Tam not prepared, sir, to commit myself to the | 


tions, and that their report may be presented to |: 


ithe indulgence of the Senate for a fuller expres- 


sires to speak on this subject, 1 suggest the pro- į 
50 that 


i consider that this is not the 
proper time for the general discussion of the sub- | 
The resolution is merely one of inquiry, , 


i eign Relations, and when they make their report, | 
I take it for granted that, whatever it may be, it. 


] suppose, as this resolution | 


It was introduced by : 


[ think to-morrow will be: 


May i. 


| will more directly be affected by the policy which 
| has been indicated, I must express my thanks to 
|| the Senator from Louisiana for bringing forward 
|| this proposition, although I am not prepared to 
|| say that 1 will vote directly for that proposition, 
| Ltake this opportunity to express my own opinion 
| that there cannot be a reasonable doubt in the 
|! mind of any sensible man, who has been watch- 
ing the course of events in Cuba, that there is, 
and has been for a long time, a decided determin- 
i ation to Africanize that island. I have always 
‘| thought so; and watching, as I have done for 
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the proposition was directly madeto our Minister 
at London, Mr Rush, by the British Govern- 
ment, that we should pledge ourselves to take no 
measures for possessing ourselves either of the 
island, or of any peculiar interests in the island of 
Cuba, and that we should join England and France 
then in committing ourselves. his was declined 
at that time. 

Now, through the intervention of England, the 
term of apprenticeship to which imported Afri- 
cans have been subject, of seven years, has been 
recently reduced to one; and the latest advices 
from Cuba disclose this state of facts, that the 
three hundred or four hundred Africans seized 
‘near Matanzas some months ago, when their 
title to liberty was fully made out, were not ap- 
prenticed for the usual term of seven years, but 
were put out to favorites of the Government for 
one year—the Captain General himself, the high- 
‘| est in authority, setting the example of approba- 
! tion of that policy by selecting one of the children 
for himself, who could be of no use to him, but to 
show to the people his own approbation of the 
| policy. I trust the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, seeing the importance of the subject, will 
report at an early day. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the resolution will be 
referred. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 
poning its farther consideration until to-morrow. 

l have no objection to taking 


|i 
i 


Mr. CHASE. 
the question on postponement without further de- 
bate. t hope the resolution will be postponed; but 
id prefer that the postponement be for a week, 
| rather than till to-morrow. 

The resolution does not contemplate any imme- 
!| diate action, but merely proposes to confer a 
power on the President of the United States to be 
exercised during the recess of Congress. Of course 
there is no necessity for immediate reference. , As 
© the opinion of the honorable Senator from Louis- 

iana [Mr. SLweLL}| has been expressed upon the 
‘ general question of our relation to Cuba, and also 
that of the honorable Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Mau.ory,] their opinion, of course must go out to 
the country, and may, perhaps be taken as indicat- 
ing the judgment of the Senate, unless same oppor- 
tunity be afforded to those who entertain diflerent 
opinions to state their views, 

For myself, I do not hesitate to say that, so far 
ag any proper measures Pe taken by the Span- 
ish Government, either at Madrid or in Havana, 
whether under the influence of England or France, 
or from independent considerations of duty and 
policy, may tend to the emancipation of slaves in 
Cuba, those measures will command my sympa- 
thy and my best wishes for their happy and ben- 
eficial issue to all parties. 

But, sir, I am far from thinking that the dispo- 
sition towards emancipation is confined to the 
| Spanish Government in either hemisphere, or to 
| the Governments of England and France. Cer- 
i tain facta which have come to my knowledge in- 
line me to the opinion that the idea of emancipa- 
| tion is seriously and favorably entertained by many 
enlightened Spaniards and Creoles in the island 
and out of the island, and by at least some of the 
gentlemen who constitute what is familiarly known 
as the Cuban Junta. To that idea and that pur- 
pose, by whomsoever entertained, I am decidedly 
favorable. 

On the other hand, to all that part of the policy 
of the English and Spanish Governments, if there 
be such a policy, which tends to revive the Afri- 
can slave trade under any name or in any form, 
whether for the purpose of supplying apprentices 
to the island, to be converted at some future period , 
either near or remote, into freemen, or for any 
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other purpose, I take the same objections, and 
take them as strongly, as the Senator from Louis- 
iana. 

I do not wish to go into this subject now. I 
wish, however, to have an opportunity of submit- 
ting my views of it to the Senate and the country, 
and therefore suggest the postponement of the 
resolution for a week. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope, Mr. President, that 
this matter will now be referred. I think it pru- 
dent that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
should take charge of it at this time. Iam sure, 
for one, that I could not, and I. hardly think the 
Senate could come to any intelligent or satisfac- 
tory conclusion upon the suggestions that have 
thus far been made. They are certainly deserv- 
ing of great respect and consideration, coming 
from the Senator from Louisiana as they do, act- 
ing upon his very high responsibility as the rep- 
resentative of a State very deeply concerned; but 
as this is a matter which must necessarily depend 
upon information and communications to be’made 
by the Executive to the committee, I think pru- 
dence requires that I should move the reference of 
it immediately; for if we engage in a debate on 
these general topics, without having any definite 
issue upon which the Senate can pronounce its 
judgment, I doubt very much whether we may 
not doas much mischief as good. I therefore 
move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT. The question must first 
be taken on the motion to postpone. 

Mr.SEWARD. IT hope the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina will consider better his prop- 
osition, and let the resolution be postponed for 
some time—some Senators say for a week. To 
me it is quite indifferent whether for a week or 
not. It is quite enough for me to have it post- 
poned for a day, until Í shall have an opportunity 
to see what the argument which I have not been 
able to hear on this subject is; and if that be the 
arrangement, Į will wait with great pleasure for 
another day, in order to be better informed. 

Mr. SLIDELL, I will state to the honorable 
Senator from New York, that the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Mason,] 
informed me that he would not return until this 
day week. I think that, perhaps, there would be 
some degree of impropriety in going on with the 
discussion of the question, in the absence not only 
of the chairman, but of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Evererr.] 

Mr. SEWARD. And of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Delaware, [Mr. CLayton.] 

Mr. SLIDELL. And of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Delaware, who is also on the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. It seems to me better to 
reserve the discussion, until the committee report, 
and I therefore hope that, by general consent, the 
resolution will be referred now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest that Senators will 
havea chance to discuss the question when the 
Committee on Foreign Relations report. 

Mr.SEWARD. If that be the general sense 
of the Senate, I will not object further than to sa 
that the fact of receiving a resolution of this kind, 
and referring it; after.a debate, in favor of the prop- 
osition, without any argument opposed to it, is 
calculated, by implication, to commit the Senate 
to some degree of favor towards the proposition 
itself. Protesting for myself that I do net in any 
way compromit myself, but that | wait to hear the 
argument and the report of the committee, I will 
very cheerfully yield. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope, then, the resolution 
will be referred. It commits no one, 1 think. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I merely wish to say that 
I think I stated very distinctly that I do not mean 
to commit myself to the support of any policy, 


or to the course recommended by my colleague; | 


but that I would reserve my views on that sub- 
ject until a report should be made by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 
that the question has not been discussed, as gen- 


tlemen say, upon one side alone; but that my | 


colleague simply accompanied the offering of the 
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1 conceive, however, | 
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sarily be demanded by the Senate and the country, 
and which, as a matter of justice to himself, he 
was bound to offer, when putting before the coun- 
try a question so grave as this is, so as to justify 
him in bringing it to the attention of the Senate 
and the country. 

The PRESIDENT. The question ig on post- 
poning the further consideration of the resolution 
for a week. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope the Senator from Ohio 
will Withdraw that motion, and let us refer the 
resolution now, 

Mr. CHASE. As it seems to be the general 
sense of the Senate that the subject should be 
referred, I withdraw the motion, 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the House bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1855, the pending question 
being on the appeal taken by Mr. Cooper, on 
Thursday last, from the decision of the Presiding 
Officer, (Mr. Bricur being in the chair,) ruling 
that the following amendment, reported by Mr, 
Cooren, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
was to provide for a private claim, and therefore 
excluded by the 30th rule: 

«To pay Andrew Taylor for his reservation of six hun- 
dred and forty acres of Jand at Sitico Old ‘Town, on the 
waters of the Tennessee river, $14,720, with interest from 
the 23d of August, 1843.” 

Mr. COOPER. I appealed on Thursday last 
from the decision of the Chair, because I believed 
that that decision was not in conformity with the 
spirit of the rule upon which the question of order 
was raised. l stated then that this same claim, 
presented in the same shape a year ago, had been 
received. [t was passed both by the House and 
the Senate, and was afterwards lost in the com- 
mittee of conference, which took place between 
the two Houses, upon the disagreeing votes on 
the Indian appropriation bill, The amendment 
does not involve any of the characteristics of a 
private claim, such as are contemplated by the 
rule in question, 

AsIstated on Thursday last, itisa claim which 
arose under the provisions of the treaty of 1817, 
between the United States and the Cherokee In- 
dians. By that treaty, all Indians, or white men 
married to Indian women, by whom they had 
children, became entitled to land; and Andrew 
Taylor, being a person within the provision, 
became entitled to a section ofland. By the oper- 
ation of an actof the Legislature of Tennessee, he 
was ejected from that land; and afterwards, in 
1835, when a new treaty was negotiated between 
the United States and the Cherokees, provision 
was made for such as had lost their lands in virtue 
of the legislation of the Legislature of Tennessee. 
Commissioners were appointed, in pursuance of 
the seventeenth article of that treaty, to assess the 
value of the reservations made under the treaty of 
1817. They made the assessment, and returned 
it into the office. The value put upon this reser- 
vation was $14,720; and by an act of Congress 
subsequently passed—which I have not just now 
before me—provision was made for its payment, 


‘and for the payment of other claims, the value of 


which had been determined by the same cémmis- 
sioners. That sum is exhausted; and the propo- 
sition now is merely that provision shall be made 
for a claim which stands both upon the faith of 
treaties, and upon a statute passed by the Congress 
of the United States. Tt is in no sense a private 
claim. f trust that the Senate will overrule the 
decision of the Chair, and thus do justice to this 
most meritorious claimant. 

Mr. RUSK. It seems to me that this amend- 
ment is clearly not excluded by therule. The rale 
excludes only such private claims as are not for 
the purpose of carrying out an existing law. Any 
appropriation, it seems to me, upon the reading 


of that rule, will at once strike the Senate.as. being 
in order, if it is to carry. out an.existing law., This 
amendment is clearly for the purpose of carrying 
out an existing law. By one treaty this reserva- 
tion was allowed. By. the laws. of the State-in. 
which the reservation was made, the reservee:was 
deprived of his reservation, A law*of Congress 
was then passed, authorizing the payment to. him 
of the value of the reservation, not including the 
improvements. But, whatever the land would 
have been worth, taken under the former treaty, 
was to be paid at its valuation, not including the 
improvements. A commission was appointed for 
the purpose of ascertaining that fact; appropria- 
tions were made for their payment, and other cases 
| similarly situated were paid. The commissioners 
| went out, and determined the amount of damage. 
Then the amendment is offered under the provis- 
ions of a treaty, under the provisions of a.law, 
and is clearly not intended to be excluded by the 
rule; because it is simply the carrying out of the 
aw. bad 

Mr, COOPER. When addressing the Senate 
before, I was not able to turn to the provisions of 
the law making appropriation for the payment of 
the claim. Before the question is taken, 1 desire 
to read it: : yix 

“Resolved, &e., That the Secretary of the Treasury:be 
directed to pay, or eause to be paid, the several sums found 
| due to claimants under the Cherokee treaty of 1836, upon 
the certificate issued by the board of commissioners ap- 
pointed in pursuance of the seventeenth article of said 
| treaty, out of the unexpended balance of appropriations 
| made for the payment of such claims, upon the presentation 
of said certificates”? 

1 have stated already that the claim arose under 
the treaty of 1817, originally, and that provision 
was made for the assessment of the value of the 
reservation by the subsequent treaty of 1835 and 
1836. This is the one referred to in the resolu- 
tion. : : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sruarr 
in the chair.) The question is, ‘ Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
Senate?” niac 

Mr. BRIGHT called for the yeas. and nays; 
and they were ordered, and being taken, resulted — 
yeas 16, nays 16; as follows: ` i 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard, Bright, Chase, Clay, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Foot, Jones of Towa, 
Norris, Pettit, Stuart, Sumner, and Wade—I6. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Brodhead, Brøwn,: Cooper, 
Dawson, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Toombs, Toucey, Walker, and 
Weller—16. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision 
of the Chair is sustained. The amendment is not 
in order, 

Mr. WALKER. If I understand, it is a tie 
vote. The Chair made a decision; the appeal 
i was taken; and the question then was, ‘ Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
| the Senate?’’ Ona tie vote the affirmative is lost. 
It does not stand.. The amendment is, therefore, 
decided to be in order. f : 

Mr. COOPER. ‘The Presiding Officer. votes, 

Mr. WALKER. The question is in the affirms 
ative; shall the decision stand? There was not a 
majority for that. . 

Mr. BADGER. I think the Senator is right; 
|| and in order to settle the question, and ascertain 
| the sense of the Senate on that subject, I take an 
l appeal from the decision of the Chair, that that 
vote is an affirmation of the judgmentof the Chair. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The Chair 
| thinks it is not in order to take an appeal upon an 
| appeal. Life 

Mr. WALKER. There is no appeal now. 
The Chair announces that to be settled. 
| Mr. BROWN.. That appeal the Chair has 
| announced to be settled. 

Mr.BADGER. The Chair announces that the 
decision is affirmed; and I appeal from that de- 
| cision. Suppose the Chair were to announce yeas 
| 15, nays 25, and that the decision was thereby 
| affirmed, could not I appeal from that? lng 
| Mr, WALKER. The decision holds the afirm- 
ative, if I understand, and the Senate. hag, failed 
i to cast a majority vote for it. Itis a tie vote. 


1026 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 1, 


Mr. BADGER. The form of the question is, 
1 Shall the decision of the Cheir stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate??? There must be a majority 
in the affirmative to sustain the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
holds that it is not in order to take an appeal from 
a decision upon a question of order. 

Mr. BADGER. I take an appeal from that. 
Surely the Senate must have the ruling of its own 
decisions, otherwise we cease to have any influ- 
ence upon our own business. 

Mr. BRIGHT. T concur entirely in the opin- 
~ ion expressed by the Chair. It is not the opinion 
of the Chaiy that the question is upon in this case; 
it isan appeal from the decision of the Senate 
that the Senator proposes to take. The Senate, 
of course, have sustained the decision. 

Mr. COOPER. Oh, no. 

Mr.BADGER. The Senate is equally divided. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘This comes up in the shape 
of an affirmative proposition. 
tion was upon an amendment, and the vote was 
16 to 16; as a matter of course, the amendment 
would fail, 

Mr. BADGER, Certainly. 


Mr. BRIGHT. The Chair decided this amend- | 


ment out of order. The question is, shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
Senate? The Senate being equally divided, clearly 
the proposition fails, and the decision originally 
made by the Chair stands, and the amendment is 
out of order. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me that the prop- 
osition is an exceedingly simple one. 
decided that the amendment offered was out of 
order, That is binding, unless appealed from. 
ask, whether you must not reverse the decision of 
the Chair in order to permit the amendment to be 
introduced? If you must reverse it, certainly you 
must have a majority to reverse a positive decision. 
The decision of the Chair would make theamend- 
ment out of order, unless reversed by the Senate, 
Can there be a reversal by an equality vote? 
you take the analogy of courts of justice, the 
principle is that an exception to a decision must 
obtaina majority. Take, for instance, the case of 
a motion for a newtrial, Where a trial has been 
had, and a motion for a new trial is made, if the 
court is equally divided, the motion is refused, 

Mr. BADGER. ‘The Senator will allow me to 
say that that is not the question now before the 
Senate. There being an equality of votes, the 


Presiding Officer declares that the decision is} 


affirmed; from that deaision I take an appeal. 
Mr. BAYARD. I understand, 
Mr. BADGER. And the Presiding Officer in- 


forms me that L have no right to take the sense | 


of the Senate whether he is right in his construc- 
tion. Tsay, therefore, that that would be equally 
true if the vote stood yeas fifteen and nays twen- 
ty-five. Suppose he said, in such a case, “The 
yeas have its’? could not 1 appeal from that de- 
cision? 
Senate—whether the announcement of the vote 
by the Presiding Officer is conclusive. 

Mr. BAYARD. [ have no objection to the de- 
cision of that question by the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. That is the present question. 

Mr. BAYARD. But it seems to me that there 
cannot be a shadow of a doubt, in regard to the 
decision of the Chair, that it requires a majority 
to reverse a decision of the Chair on a question 
of order. 

Mr. BADGER. That may be so; but I think, 


clearly, we have a right to have the judgment of it 


the Senate on that point. If not, then ‘we have 


no right to the judgment of the Senate that the | 
majority overrules the minority, if the Chair de- |; 


clares it the other way. I do not mean, of course, 
to imply that the Chair would decide it the other 
way; butto illustrate this proposition: Therebeing 
a vote of yeas sixteen, nays sixteen, the Chair 


says the yeas have it, or the nays have it—either | 


way; surely I have a right tothe judgment of the 
Senate upon it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
Chair has decided two propositions. 
from the other there bas not been an appeal. The 
first proposition was whether this amendment was 
out of order. The Chair decided it to be outo 
order. That was one decision, from which an 
appeal was taken. When the votes were counted, 
they were found equally divided. The Chair then 


. 


Suppose the ques- | 


The Chair | 


rt 


If | 


That is the question now before the | 


It seems to me that the | 
From one | 
of those propositions there has been an appeal; i| 


decided, upon that state of facts, that the appeal i 
was lost—that the decision of the Chair was sus- | 
tained. Now, the proposition to which the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina proposes to take an ap- || 
peal is this decision of the Chair, that an equally || 
divided vote upon an appeal on a point of order | 
affirms the decision originally rendered. It is | 
from that proposition the appeal is now taken, || 
and vpon that proposition } cannot conceive how 
an appeal can be denied. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The rule in this case, I appre- 
hend, setiles the question, as far as the Chair is 
concerned. The rule gives to the Chair the 
power of deciding whether an amendment is in 
order or not. If the Chair decides that it is in 
order, it requires a majority of the Senate to over- 
rule that decision. Now, in this case, a majority 
of the Senate have not overruled the decision, it 
requires a majority to reverse the decision of the 
Chair; and if the appeal be persisted in, and the 
question is put, it ought to be in this shape: Shall 
the decision of the Chair be reversed by the Sen- 
ate?—whether sixteen votes against sixteen re- 
verses the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. BADGER. Let me call the attention of 
the Senator from Indiana to the fact that he does 
not meet the proposition before the Senate. There 
is a voteof sixteen to sixteen; the Chair announces 
that, therefore, the decision of the Chair is affirmed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Because a majority has not 
reversed it. 

Mr. BADGER. I am not entering into that. 
I will assume, for the present, that the honorable 
Senator from Indiana is correct; that the Chair ; 
is correct; but { happen to have a different opinion, | 
land I take an appeal from that decision, The! 

Chair says I am not entitled to it. Now, it is | 
| a question of construction; and, like every other 
question, is to be decided by this body. The, 
Chair says, there being an equal division, the Chair 
is sustained. l say, there being an equal division, | 
the decision of the Chair is reversed, Well, now, ' 
have we not aright to have the judgment of the | 
body upon that question? Iam not entering into | 
the merits of the original question at all. f am not ; 
undertaking to decide now whether the ruling of | 
the Chair is right or wrong; but I say I havea 
right to test that ruling by an appeal to the Sen- | 
ate. That is all, | very respectfully submit to ; 
the Presiding Officer that I think he must see that ; 
| that is a question upon which, at all events, he | 
has nota right to devide without appeal. 

Mr. RUSK, The Senate was not paying much | 
attention at the time this matter was discussed, |} 
and a bare quorum voted. [have no sortof doubt | 
that this amendment comes clearly within the rule | 
—that it is not excluded by it. Weare delaying | 
time with it. Here is a treaty stipulation to pay | 
money; the amendment is to carry out a treaty; 
and when we propose to make an appropriation 
for that purpose, and pay one of the beneficiaries 
of the treaty, it is determined, under that rule, to 
be out of order. The honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin (Mr. Waker] says we cannot appro- 
priate at all under it, if that is the case, But we 
are getting into a hobble about the matter. We || 
have one decision after another; and [ suggest to i 
the Senator from North Carolina, whether it would | 
not be better, instead of following up his appeal, ! 
to get some one who voted in the majority to move | 
a reconsideration, or to offer theamendmentagain, 
I| when the bill is reported, and we have a full 
! Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. I have no objection to the 
|| course suggested by my friend from Texas, but i 
then I do not want it to be understood that when Í 
a Presiding Officer of this body announces that a 
vote is carried, the announcement is conclusive 
upon the body; because, as I have just mentioned, 
| without the slightest imputation upon the hon- || 
‘orable gentleman now filling the Chair, if that || 
were s0, and the Chair were to decide upon any | 
| other question, there being fifteen yeas and twenty- | 
five nays, thatthe yeas had it, we should be entirely | 

powerless, and a minority might determine any- | 
thing, having the sanction ofthe Chair. Ionly want . 
to have the sense of the Senate in that particular. | 
| Lam entirely indifferent as to this particular vote. | 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
put the question raised by the Senator from North 
Carolina. ‘Phe Chair has no power to refuse to | 
put questions. i| 

Mr. BADGER. Then, sir, I have no hesita- |l 


| 
i 
| 
i 


i 


f 
Ji 
i 


i 


tion in withdrawing the appeal; I am very will- 
ing to withdraw it, and Jet the matter fall, Ido 
not wish to embarass the Senate or delay the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal 
being withdrawn, the biil is open to amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to strike out.‘‘ten”” 
and insert “ twenty,” in line fifty-four. The object 
is to increase the appropriations for buildings for 
Indian agencies front $10,000 to $20,000. J have 


received a letter from the Indian office on the sub- 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, May 1, 1854. } 
Sir: In view of the necessity of removing the present 
localities of the Indian agencies in our remote Territo- 
ries, and also of the negotiations which are being made 
with the Indians of Nebraska, and the consequent neces- 
sity of removing the agencies situated there, T have the 
honor to recommend that the appropriation now at the dis- 
posal of this Department for agency buildings be increased 
by $10,000, so that the amount applicable to that object 
will be $20,000. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEORGE W, MANYPENNY, Commissioner. 
Hon. W. K. SEBASTIAN, 
Chairman Committee Indian Affairs, U. S. Senate. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iam further directed by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to offer the fol- 
lowing as an additional section: 


Sre., —. And be it further enacted, That the President 
he, and he is hereby, authorized and required, in all cases 
where by law or treaty stipulations the United States have 
engaged to invest sums of money in stocks for the benefit 
of the Indians, or to hold the same in trust, and pay interest 
thereon, or to pay perpetual annuities, to cause the said 
sums to be invested or held in trust, and the sums equal to 
the principal ofsaid perpetual annuities to be, with the as- 
sent.ot the Indians, when necessary, invested in safe and 
profitable stocks of any ofthe States in this Union, or com- 
muted into shorter annuities, or the principal paid to the 
Indians, as the President, in his discretion, thinks most ad- 
vantageous to the Indians. 


Mr. President, the United States are indebted 
by treaty stipulations to Indian tribes in about 
three and a half millions of dollars, which they 
engaged many years ago to invest in safe and 
profitable stocks for the benefit of the Indians. 
Heretofore, in consequence of the embarrassed 
state of our exchequer, that treaty stipulation has 
never been redeemed; and the consequence is, that 
we are appropriating the interest upon the money 
every year, while we have an overflowing Treas- 
ury, out of which the money might be taken and 
well invested, and the treaty stipulations fulfilled. 
This, then, is a proposition to pay off so much of 
our national debt as is due under treaty stipula- 
tions to the Indians. ‘That is one class of debt 
which is owing on account of Indian treaties, and 
it amounts to about three and a half millions of 
dollars. T'he stipulation is uniformly in some 
half dozen treaties, that it shall be invested in 
“safe and profitable stocks.” That has not been 
done heretofore; and this merely requires the 
President to do what the treaties required to be 
done long since. 

The second class of engagements are of this 
kind: where the United States pledged themselves 
to the Indians that they would hold certain 
amounts of money in the Treasury of the United 
States in trust, and pay them the annual interest 
perpetually. ‘This, to all intents and purposes, is 
of course a national debt, and might as well be in- 
vested in safe and profitable stocks for the benefit 
of the Indians. 

There is also a third class, that of perpetual an- 
nuities, which ought to be changed to the form of 
stocks. The United States are paying the interest 
perpetually, but there is now idle in the Treasury 
not only the capital, but more than the capital re- 
quired io produce this annual interest. In order 
to convert this and the second class to which I 
have adverted, would require the formal assent of 
the tribes before it could be done; and the amend- 
ment only authorizes the President to make these 
investments for the Indians when they agree to it, 
and he judges it to be necessary. ; 

In regard to the firstclass, however, amounting 


| ject which explains the necessity for this : 


i to three and a half millions of dollars, their assent 


is not necessary, because it has already been given 


| by treaty; and it is simply required of us to in- 


vest the money, which ought to have been done 
lone since, and would have been done ere this 
but for the state of the Treasury. The main ob- 
ject is to prevent the enormous accumulation of 
these perpetual annuities, trust funds, and other 
national debts, which are swelling to an alarming 
extent, I may say, the annual appropriations in 
the Indian bill. 
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, if] understand 
this proposition, it is to invest the money which 
we owe to the Indians in State stocks; and those 
State stocks, according to the practice of the Gov- 
ernment heretofore, we must guarantee. If they 
fall below par, or if the State fails to pay the in- 
terest, we have to make it good. 
annual appropriation bills we have already stipu- 
lations to make good the interest on the Indian 


funds which we have already invested in those | 


stocks. I think our experience has shown that 
this is a very dangerous relation to hold towards 
the States. Iam not disposed to see the United 
States going into the market, and investing money, 
especially in such large sums as these, in the 
stocks of the States, for many reasons. The pre- 
cedent is a bad one, and it is a dangerous sort of 
patronage, especially when we come to extend it 
farther; and it is one which may be sought to be 
extended further in the present condition of the 
Treasury. Itseems tome that we had better meet 
the question at once. 
States, if we have to guarantee, to retain the funds, 
and pay the interest ourselves, instead of running 
this risk. We have not found, heretofore, that 
this relation of debtor and creditor between the 
United States and the States has been very profit- 
able, and I am'not disposed now to extend the 
practice. It has gone far enough already. 
Mr.SEBASTIAN. 1 wish, Mr. President, to 
be allowed to correct what I think is an obvious 
misapprehension of the Senator from Virginia. I 
do not think the Indian bill contains the feature of 


which he speaks—that of annual appropriations | 


to make up for the fall or depreciation in the price 
of State stocks. 

Mr. HUNTER. The failure to pay the in- 
terest, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is true there is in every 
Indian appropriation bill an appropriation to pay 
interest, but that interestis received from the States 
into the Treasury of the United States as trustee, 
and requires an appropriation to pay it out again. 
That is a mere matter of form. Aker the money 
goes into the Treasury it requires an act of appro- 
priation to get it out again. The Government of 
the United States holds largely of the stocks of the 
States in trust for the Indians, at this time, in 
pursuance of treaty stipulations; and as to the first 
class of cases embraced in the amendment, there 
cannot be any question or doubt as to the propri- 
ety of it, because such is the positive, imperative 
obligation of the treaties, that it must be invested 
for the benefit of the Indians ‘*in safe and profita- 
ble stocks.” The duty which we take upon our- 
selves to discharge is that of trustee; a plain one, 
which involves no responsibility where the trust 
is honestly performed. If stocks are safe and pay- 
ing stocks at the time we buy them, we are cer- 
tainly not bound to guarantee the fortunes of the 
particular State, or its punctuality and promptness, 
through all coming time. Such has not been the 
view which the United States have taken of their 
obligations heretofore. J wellremember that ina 
case where some bonds were bought for the Chick- 
asaws, they fell from par to twenty-five cents on 
the dollar. We have large stocks of the State of 
Michigan at this time which are paying interest, 
but the annual interest thereon is appropriated in 
the Indian appropriation bill, and these are the 
appropriations which the Senator from Virginia 
erroneously supposes to be appropriations to make 
good out of the Treasury of the United States, the 
losses to the Indians. Such is not the case. There 
ean be, therefore, no difficulty as to the first class, 
amounting to about three and a half millions of 
dollars, in regard to which we have most impera- 
tively engaged by treaty to do the very thing 
which the amendment proposes to require the Pres- 
ident now to do. 

The second class of cases, those in which we 
hold moneys in trust where we have engaged to 
pay perpetual annuities, [ assimilate to the case 
of a national debt, and allow them to be converted 
into stocks, with the assent of the Indians. If 
they give us that assent in such a manner as to 
enable us to be freed from any responsibility after- 
wards to invest these surplus funds for their bene- 
fit, it will be of great advantage. We are now 
paying interest on large sums of money which are 
ying idle in the Treasury of the United States, 
and this will be, to that extent, a discharge of the 
national debt. The amount which we have thus 
engaged to pay interest to the Indians reaches, at 


In each of the | 


Itis far safer for the United | 


this time, the astonishing sum of $10,000,000; 
and [ am sure that few Senators are aware that 
this amount is a perpetual charge against the 
United States, unless it can be redeemed, or its 
extinction provided for in the manner pointed out 
by the amendment. ; 

But the amendment does not stop simply with 
requiring the investment of these funds of the 
Indians in safe and profitable stocks. “It allows, 
with their consent, these long annuities to be 
turned into shorter annuities; or, in such cases 
where the President may judge it to be advisable, 
the whole capital may be paid over to the Indians. 
I can imagine many cases in which the Indians 
are highly competent to manage the funds for 
themselves, and where, instead of dealing out to 
them little dribbling annuities perpetually, it would 
be much better for their condition, socially and 
physically, that the whole capital should be re- 
deemed and extinguished by the payment of the 
principal over to them. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I think that 
if the Senator from Arkansas will look into the 
matter, he will find that we have been in the habit 
of making good an appropriation to Indians on 
account of the failure of Indiana to pay the inter- 
est on certain moneys invested in Indiana State 
stocks. I think we have made good investments 
in Arkansas stock for the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘I think we have: I think the 
Senator will find that such isthe case. ` And I ap- 
prehend, if we were to invest these funds of the 
Indians in State stocks, and the States should fail 
to pay the interest, we should hold ourselves bound 
to make it good to the Indians. Now, if this be 
the case, if we are bound to guarantee this pay- 
ment to the Indians, is it not safer to retain the 
money in our hands? What do we gain by in- 
vesting it in State stocks If we are to have this 
obligation imposed upon us, is it not far better to 
retain the fund in our own hands, and pay the 
Indians the interest annually? So far as these 
long annuities are concerned, if it be desirable to 
exchange them for shorter annuities, paying them 
larger sums, that could be done by treaty, whether 
we pay them directly out of the Treasury, or in 
the form of State stocks. Thereis no reason why 
treaties, bargains, or contracts should not be en- 
tered into for that purpose, if it be a desirable ob- 
ject. What I object to is, taking this money and 
investing itin State stocks in a mode and shape 
which will make us responsible for the payment 
of the interest on those stocks. 

1 object to that for many reasons. One is, that 
it is a species of obligation which I do not wish to 
see imposed on this Government. Another is, 
that it may be the commencement of a very dan- 
gerous system. Suppose, whenever we have a 
surplus in the Treasury, it is proposed to extend 
the system further, and invest the whole surplus 
in State stocks, what a dangerous sort of patron- 
age, and to what evils might it not lead? It is 
better, I think, to oppose these things in the be- 
ginning. Now, there is nothing in the treaty stip- 
ulation with the Indians, which forces us to in- 
vest this money in State stocks, so long as we 
guarantee and secure to them the payment of the 
interest, which is all that they are entitled to 
demand. They have itin truth and in effect in the 
United States stocks—in a six per cent. United 
States stock, and this is far better for them than 
any State stock which we could purchase. f 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from Virginia 
is not correct in regard to the delinquency of Ark- 
ansas as connected with the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion; but still I believe he is substantially right in 
this, that they were a portion of the bonds of the 
State of Arkansas, now under par, for the State 
is unable to pay the interest, which did constitute 
an investment by this Government. The State 
having failed to pay the interest, and the stocks 
having gone below par, they were, some years ago, 
by authority of the Government of the United 
States, sold out for what they would bring. 

Now, sir, respecting this policy, in regard to 
which the Senator from Virginia, the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, and my colleague, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
differ, I have no question that if the Government 
of the United States, under the authority of a 
treaty, goes on according to the terms of the treaty, 
and invests funds due to the Indians, in State 
stocks, it renders itself liable. Ifthe Government 


does not invest in safe stocks, it must ultimately 
pay the amount. here tän 


It seems‘ to më that 
e nò question of that. ‘When the United States 
have all the power in their own hands, and when 
they have the management of ¿the Indian ‘funds 
there is no defense for a failure on their p 
secure to the Indians the whole ‘of their m 
Especially is this so when we look at the’ ry 
of the Indians in connection with our Government. 
As to the question, then, what shall be done with 
this matter, I must say, if we are to continué this 
policy, let it be done in this case as in all others, 
f not, a distinctive and definite pröpósition ought 
to be adopted; and perhaps we might as well gët 
clear of those bonds which we have, and let the 
United States invest the sum in their own stocks 
at once. Ido not know how that would be. Gen- 
tlemen can settle that matter as they please; but 
it seems to me that we are bound for the money 
when we make an investment for the Indians. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr: President, I do ‘not see 
any necessity now for our investing any funds ‘in 
the stocks of the States. There are United States 
stocks enough in which we can invest, if there is 
any necessity for investing these sums. It seems 
to me to be a mere matter of book-keeping. We 
may as well be indebted to the Indians ‘without 
investment, and that has to them all the security 
of a stock of the United States as much as if we 
were to make an investment; but certainly, while 
we are paying off our own stocks to. reduce our own 
debt, it seems to’ me, very unwise and unnéces- 
sary to be investing special funds in the ‘stocks of. 
the States. ` I agree with the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Finance. ean 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think the Senator from 
New York misunderstands the amendment. I did 
not certainly undertake to recommend invest- 


| ments in stocks of the United States, because 


these engagements already constitute a stock of 
the United States. What I propose is, when there 
is so large a surplus in the Treasury of the United 
States, to take the money and invest it in stocks of 
the States, in pursuance of the treaties with the 
Indians requiring this specific investment to be 
made ‘safe and profitable stocks,” say the trea- 
ties, and this obligation reaches to $3,500,000. 
Mr. SEWARD. Then it is only necessary to 
make a new stock of the United States; that will 
bea ‘*safe’’ investment. ` ; ee 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. That would be changing 
the form of the investment, and not extinguishing 
the debt. i i 
Mr. SEWARD. It would be changing the 
form of the books certainly. I think that for us 
to buy up State stocks, and get into the difficulties 
into which we got once before, would be very 
unwise. Bee ay 
The amendment was rejected. . 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have another amend- 
ment to offer from the committee. . It is to insert 
under the heading ‘ miscellaneous” the following: 


For defraying the expenses of continuing the removaland 
subsistence of the Indians in California to five military res- 
ervations, in accordance with the plan submitted by the 
superintendent of Indian affairs of that State, and approved 
by the President, the sum of $125,000: Provided, tlie sub- 
agents created by this act shall be appointed by the super- 
intendent, subject to confirmation by the Secretary of ‘the 
Interior, not to exceed one for each reservation nor five in 
all. Said reservations to contain not less than five, nor 
more than twenty-five thousand acres : And the said super 
intendent is authorized to apply, out of the sum heresy 
appropriated, not exceeding $25,(00.in the extinguishment 
of conflicting titles and rights to said reserved lands at a 
price not exceeding $1.25 per acre for a valid and inde- 
feasible title to the lands so purchased: And Provided, the 
State of California shall cede the: necessary jurisdiction in 
such cases. A d ; 

For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
California, embracing the expenses of travel of the,super- 
intendent and agent, &c., $25,000. $ 


Mr. WELLER. This amendment makes an 
appropriation of $125,000 for continuing the re- 
moval and subsistenée of the Indiansin California, 
while the estimate of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs for this purpose was $200,000. Really 
I do not see upon what ground the Committee 
on Indian Affairs have reduced the amount to 
$125,000.. Why, sir, according to the report of 
the Commissioner, it appears that one fourth of all 
the Indiansin the United States are in the State of 
California. There are one hundred thousand In- 
dians there. Thesuperintendent of Indian affairs 
in. California asked for an appropriation of 
$500,000 to carry out the plan which way adopted 
by Congress at the preceding session. Upon con- 
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May I, 


sultation with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
1 was satisfied that this estimate was extravagant, 
and that $200,000 would answer all the purposes 
of carrying out that plan, and pacifying and pro- 
viding for the wants of the Indians. Iam there- 
fore surprised to find that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs propose to reduce the sum to $125,000. 
That, in my judgment, is wholly inadequate. At 
will not answer the purpose. It will neither ena- 
ble the superintendent of Indian affairs to remove 
these Indians, and make the necessary provision 
for their support during the present year; nor will 
it protect our people against the outrages commit- 
ted by them.. i therefore move to strike out 
*68195,000,”? and insert the amount fixed by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $200,000.” 

Mr. GWIN. ‘Twenty-five thousand dollars is 
put in the amendment for the purpose of meeting 
requisitions by the superintendent of Indian affairs, 
in regard to purchasing claims to the reservations. 
J would therefore suggest to my colleague that he 
had better say $225,000, so as to leave $25,000 
for the specific object of purchasing claims to the 
reservations, and $200,000, the amount of the es- 
timate, for removal and subsistence. 

Mr. WELLER. My first motion is to strike 
out “ $125,000,” and insert * $200,000.” . Then 
I suppose | can accomplish the object which I 
have in view, by a subsequent amendment which 
Ishall submit to the next provision of this amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have no manner of ob- 
jection to the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, if it shall meet the favor of the Senate. It 
is true, as stated by the Senator from California, 
that the Indian Office, did recommend $200,000. 
It is a recommendation which, as I am informed 
by the Commissioner, was based on the informa- 
tion that he had in his office, in reference to the 
condition of the past appropriations. There was 
an old appropriation of $100,000, for the purpose 
of preserving peace with the Indians in California. 
Last winter, it will be remembered, $250,000 were 
appropriated. We have an account, by the re- 
turn of the late superintendent, of the expenditure 
of a large portion of the old appropriations; but, 
by accident, perhaps, the whole $250,000 is not 
accounted for. I believe the report of the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs has been in arrears for 
the last two or three quarters. 

This experiment, for experimentit only amounts 
to thus far, seemed to be the only one which 
afforded a solution of the problem of Indian civili- 
zation and protection in California; but it was 
working out its results at a cost which caused the 
committee to hesitate as to the amount of money 
which they should recommend in its further pros- 
ecution, until they could see how the fund which 
had been heretofore provided by very liberal 
appropriations, had been disposed of. ‘Phere 
was an amount of almost $250,000 unaccounted for, 
The reason why we cut down the amount from 
$200,000 to $100,000, resulted entirely from the 
unwillingness of the committee to embark more 
than the sum of $100,000 in the prosecution of 
this experiment, until they should see better evi- 
dence as to the manner in which it was working 
in California. 

I have said that I believe the system is an efi- 
cient one in California, but it is an expensive one. 
I have contemplated that it must necessarily be so. 
But when it has been in operation for only a short 
period of time, and has worked so expensively, I 
think the friends of that system ought not to ask that 
too much shall be embarked in it at the beginning. 
There is great danger that the system will break 
down under the weight which it thus accumulates 
on its shoulders, and fall before it has a fair chance 
of proving its efficacy. We thought, therefore, 
that the sum of $100,000 was as much as could 
profitably be expended there in carrying out this 
experiment; for it has, as yet, been developed only 
on a small scale. 

At present, out of five reservations which Con- 
gress authorized to beselected by the superintend- 
ent, only one is in operation; and upon that he 
has congregated, and gives employment and pro- 
tection to about twenty-three thousand Indians. 
Tt will be recollected that the population of Indians 
in California has been estimated as high as one 
hundred thousand souls. If, therefore, the exper- 
iment, successful as it may be to the extent of 
twenty-three thousand Indians, is to be carried 
out at the same expensive ratio for one hundred 


thousand, it is easy to see that the coffers of our | 
to stand the successful completion of this experi- | 
ment in regard to the whole Indian population of | 
California. 

We have provided, however, in the amendment, 
an additional fund of $25,000, for the purpose of 
enabling the superintendent of Indian affairs in 
California, to extinguish conflicting private claims 
to some of the reservations which have been se- 
lected, provided the Government of the United 
States can obtain a good title by purchase; and 
the State of California shall, by the necessary acts 
of cession, give the United States Government | 
jurisdiction over these grants. I have stated that, 
if it be the sense of the Senate thata larger amount 
is necessary to carry out this experiment, I shall 
have no hesitation in agreeing to it; but the 
amount named in the amendment wes all that the 
committee, under the present circumstances of the 
case, were willing to sanction. 

Mr. GWIN. I think the whole form of this 
proposition should be changed. I propose to 
strike out the whole of the amendment after the | 


as recommended by my colleague, and add the 
words “and to preserve peace with the Indian 
tribes within that State;’’ so as to make the amend- 
ment read: 


and to preserve peace with the Indian tribes within that 


¢ Por removal and subsistence of Indians in California, | 
“ ` | 
State, $200,000, ?? i 
| 
| 
t 


I move, however, now, if it be in order, to strike 
out all of the amendment after the statement of the | 
sum. 

This policy of Indian reservations is a new one. 
It hag been tried for the first time, | believe, in 
the State of California; and the people are very 
much opposed to having these Indians constantly | 
on military reservations within their borders. it 
is anew policy. There are doubts as to whether 
there is any power on the part of the General 
Government to reserve large tracts of land in one 
of the States of this Confederacy, for the purpose 
of concentrating Indian tribes within its limits. 
I think the proper course for us is to make an ap- 
propriation, according to the estimateof the Indian 

Jepartment, of $200,000, for the purpose of con- 

tinuing the removal and subsistence of the In- 
dians, and preserving peace with the Indian tribes 
within that State. 

Mr. President, the most hostile Indians in our 
State are those in the northern section; and they 
have never received any of the benefits of these | 
appropriations, ‘The superintendent of Indian 
affairs has never yet gone to the extreme northern 
section of the State, where the Indians are most 
hostile. Itis well known that if you feed them 
they will not fight. Their hunting-grounds have | 
been tuken possession of by the citizens of Cali 
fornia, and they are in a state of starvation; butif 
we make appropriations by which these Indians 


with beef, through the superinteudent of Indian 


affairs, we can preServe peace there. For the pres- 
ent, I think we had better merely make an appro- 


if some of these Indians are willing to remove out- | 
i side of the borders of the State, the superintendent 
ought to have power to remove them; but | do not 
| think the present policy should be pursued further 
until we ascertain that it is a useful policy. Ido 
| not think itis. I think itis very doubtful whethe 
| we have a right to build up military reservations of 


they will everconsent to cede jurisdiction, There- 
fore, I wish this proposition to be “ simply for 
| the removal and subsistence of the Indians in Cal- 


tribes.” 


the Senators from California had any objection, 
‘Lor made any opposition, to the experiment which 
has been attempted in California, l think, sir, | 
| that there can be no doubt, from the position taken | 
by the Senator from California, [Mr. Gwin,] that | 
| iť that State shall object to the acquisition within | 
| her borders, by the United States, of these reser 


to make them, I understood, however, at the 
inception of this scheme, that it was advocated by 


| Treasury, large as they are now, will not be able || 


Er 
JRZ 


statement of the amount, and increase that amount I) S | reg | 
|| policy as this is the last hope which the country 


can, in certain seasons of the year, be supplied | 


priation fortheirremoval and subsistence; because, | 


this sort in the heart of any State of this Confeder- | 
acy. Lamsurethe people of California have given | 
indications of opposition to it; and I do not think | 


ifornia, and for preserving peace with the Indian | 


Mr. WALKER.. I was not aware before that 


[i 
li 
H 

lj 


| vations, the Government will not have the power | 


i the Senators from California; but I may be mis- 
taken in that. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator will permit me to 
say that it originated with the superintendent of 
Indian affairs, and the military commander of 
the Pacific division—General Hitchcock. ft was 
brought forward by them, presented to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and by the committee 
brought before the Senate. I do not believe that 
my colleague and myself recommended it at first, 

Mr. WAKLER. I did not say that the Sen- 
ators recommended it, but I understood at the time 
that it was done with their acquiescence. 

Mr. GWIN. It seemed to me that it might 
possibly be a good plan to settle the difficulties in 
that State. 

Mr. WALKER. I was about to remark, that 
I understood it was undertaken with the acquies- 
cence, at all events, of the Senators from Califor- 
nia. Theonly doubtthat | had about the matterat 
the time was, whether, when the citizens of Cali- 
fornia came to look at it, they would not object to 
{ do not wonder that they did object. Lregret 
to find that they are objecting; but it does not sur- 
prise me. I regret it, because 1 believe somesuch 


has of properly arranging and settling our Indian 
| relations. But, sir, the Government certainly 
must feel itself powerless. It cannot go against 
| the consent of a State within its geographical and 
| Jurisdictional limits, and there settle down the In- 
|l Jians upon reservations. 1] think it would require 


|| the express assent of the State, given through the 


supreme power of the State, to enable the Govern- 
ment to do what it has been proposed to do here. 
In one instance, in Wisconsin, that assent has 
been given by the Legislature of the State, as 
regards the location within its borders of the Me- 
nominee nation of Indians. But what are we to 
do? Certainly, with the information before us, 
we cannot do what the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs recommend, in which recommendation I 
cordially acquiesced. ‘I'he committee are evidently 
thrown off their position, and the Senate ought 
not, in compliance with their recommendation, to 
make the appropriation in the form proposed; for 
when the Senators from that State tell us that there 
are arising in that State, serious objections to this 
policy, it certainly is futile for the Government to 
attempt it. 

But it is proposed by one of the Senators from 
California, [Mr. Gawi,] to make this a general 
appropriation for removal and subsistence, and for 
maintaining peace with the Indian tribes in that 
State. These objects are, a part of them, very 
desirable, and another part absolutely necessary, 
[ presume; but we are without information in 
regard to them. Wehave not the necessary in- 


|} formation from the proper department of the Gov- 


| ernment. Ihe appropriate com mittee of the Senate 
have not had the subject under consideration at all. 
They have not had an opportunity to investigate 
‘it, much less to consider it on any information 
| derived from the proper department of the Gov- 
ernment. It seems to me, from all that I can see 
now, that we are left without the ability to do 
anything, until we can have some consultation with 
the department, and know what it would say 
under this changed view of the subject. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, the only dif- 
ficulty that is presented to my mind, is as to the 
constitutional power of this Government to make 
these reservations. I have, from the outset, en- 
tertained the opinion—and I avowed it at the last 
|| session of Congress—that, in my judgment, this 
was the only practicable way of preserving the In- 
dians of California from destruction; but, itis true, 
a considerable portion of the population of Califor- 
nin have been opposed to these reservations. My 
views have been honestly entertained and fear- 
i lessly expressed. To protect the people, and at 
the same time preserve the Indians from extermi- 
| nation, has been the leading object with me. 

Now, sir, if the superintendent of Indian affairs 
in that State has not madea return of the expend- 
iture of the appropriation made at the last session 
of Congress, I apprehend it is the duty of the De- 
partment to compel him to do so; and if he has 
not discharged his duty, I apprehend there is an 
obligation resting on the Department to remove 
him, and appoint some person who will give a 
faithful account of the expenditures. The delay 
f may be unavoidable, as I have no doubt the incum- 
i| bent will be able to account for all public money 
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which may have been entrusted to him. It is, 
therefore, no objection to the proposed appropria- 
tion to carry out the plan adopted by Congress, to 
affirm that the superintendent has not made a re- 
turn to the Department of the moneys which have 
been entrusted to his care. There may be reasons 
for the delay easily explained. 

But, sir, the power of the Federal Government 
to go into a State to make these reservations may 
very well be doubted. The phraseology of the 
Constitution is that Congress shall have power 
** to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases what- 
soever™ over the district ceded for the purpose of 
locating the seat of Government, ‘and to exercise 
like authority overall places purchased by consent. | 
of the Legislature of the State in which the same | 
may be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arse- 
nals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings.” 
If the Federal Government possesses the power at 
all, it is by virtue of the authority which it has to 
establish military posts. There is no limitation 
upon the power of the Federal Government in 
going into a State and establishing a military post, 
for the purpose of protecting the inhabitants against 
the Indians. If it has the power, then, to estab- 
lish a military post on the frontier, and if it should 
be necessary to make that post so large as to bring 
the Indians down upon that reservation, and thus 
not only protect the Indians, butat the same time 
protect the people from their incursions, I présume 
that then it has the power. 1 do not believe the 
Federal Government possesses the power to make 
these reservations, and exercise exclusive juris- 
diction over them, without the assent of the State, 
and hence I desire that the consent of the Legisla- 
ture should be obtained before they are made. 
The State, in the exercise of its sovereignty, must 
determine this question. No State willbe willing 
to,concede the right to the Federal Government 
to go within its limits and exercise exclusive | 
jurisdiction over any portion of its territory. 

Sir, last fall, when the superintendant of In- i 
dian affairs in California was involved in dif- 
culty in the execution of the act of Congress, he 
called upon the Representatives from that State for 
their written opinion upon the subject. I hold in 
my hand the answer which I wrote him at that 
time, and which was submitted to the Department 
of Indian Affairs. In that letter I said: 

“ F should regret very much to find that you were unable 
to execute the act of Congress passed on the 3d March last. 
The plan contemplated by that law is, in my opinion, the 
only practicable one for preserving the Indians of this State 
from destruction. Unless they can be gathered together, 
and placed under military protection, we shall have a 
bloody war, which will result in the extermination of the 
race. The Indians should be withdrawn, as much as pos- 
sible, from the white population, and taught to rely upon | 
their own labor and industry for their support. The sup- 
plies which nature has heretofore furnished them will soon 
be cut off, and an attempt to sustain them otherwise than 
through their own labor would be impolitic. 

“Ttis well known to you that whilst the plan you are en- 
deavoring to carry out received my warm support, yet I 
was utterly opposed to making the reservations as large as 
they are now authorized by law. Whilst we have some of 
the richest agricultural lands in the Union, the fact cannot 
be disguised that we have a large body of land in this State 
which cannot be cultivated. The greater portion of our | 
population are engaged in commerce and mining. They are ; 
consumers; and in order to feed them, all our agricultural 
lands should be put under cultivation. We should not de- 
pend upon other States, or foreign countries, for our bread- 
stuffs. [f five reservations are made in this State, and to 
the extent authorized by law, great injustice will be done to 
our citizens; withhold, for the use of the Indians, one 
hundred and twenty-five thousand acres of agricultural 
land, and a serious blow will be struck at the farming inter 
ests of this State. Sach a policy would be unwise in every 
particular; no reservation, in my judgment, should be 
made containing more than eight thousand acres. In each 
of them you could. readily find a sufficient quantity of land 
susceptible of cultivation to produce enough to sustain five 
thousand Indians; and this, I apprehend, will be as many 
as you can assemble or settle upon any one of your reser- 
vations. *? 

I have never believed that it would be possible 
for the superintendent of Indian affairs to con. 
centrate more than twenty or twenty-five thousand 
Indians upon these reservations, and they would 
be generally those who were attached, in the olden 
time, to the missions, and who have been chris- 
tianized and civilized, to a certain extent, through 
the influence of the Catholic church. 1f the con- 
sent of the Legislature can be obtained, I am un- | 
willing to abandon this plan; it may bean expen- 
sive one, but in the end'it will be found to be an 
economical one. It will save an immense amount 
of money that the State would otherwise be com- 
pelled to expend in affording protection to her 
people against the outrages of the Indians. if ll 


tween the Indians and the people of California. 


| ent of Indian affairs. 


they can be concentrated in these reservations; if || 
they can be taught to rely upon their own labor |; 


for subsistence, as I believe they can, to a very 
considerable extent, you will have effected more 
than has been donein any other State of this Con- 
federacy. [tis because | am unwilling to have 
these Indians exterminated, as I know they must 
be unless ‘this policy can be carried out, that Tam 
anxious to have it continued; at all events, the 
experiment should be fairly tested. I hold, there- 
fore, that it is simply a question of whether you 
will fully test this experiment by making the ne- | 
cessary appropriations in order to protect the In- 

dians, as wellas to protect our citizens; or whether 

you will say to all who are so disposed, ‘ you 

must seek protection for your lives and property 

in the externiination of these Indians.” If we 

make no provision for them, and hunger compels 

them to steal for a subsistence, our people must 

protect themselves. This they will do. Then 

we shall hear the charge of inhumanity and bar- 

barity preferred against our citizens. 

Mr. President, i have no local feeling in regard 
to this matter at all, I am actuated by no other | 
consideration than a desire to soften the blow , 
which necessity will compel us to inflict upon 
these Indians. Their extermination in the end is 
inevitable. It isa mere question of time. They 
must finally disappear before the onward march 
of the white man; but in the meanwhile humanity 
demands that you should, as far as possible, 
lighten the blow, This plan, therefore, received 
the sanction of my judgment; and I propose, at 
the proper time, to offer a proposition to limit the 
extent of the reservations, in accordance with the 
suggestions made in the letter to which I have 
just referred, that they shall not exceed eight 
thousand acres, instead of twenty-five thousand 
acres, as now allowed. There is no necessity for 
making more than two or three reservations, at 
the outside, in the State of California. The oth- 
ers could be made in Utah and New Mexico. The 
great body of our agricultural lands are demanded 
by the wants and necessities of our own people. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, it is pefectly evi- 
dent that we can find no place for the Indians of 
California in the Territories referred to, without 
infringing on the rights of some of the citizens 
ofthe United States. In Utah and New Mexico, 
they have earnestly protested against. removing 
the Indians within the bordersof the State of 
California to those Territories. The idea of re- 
moving them to Oregon has met with a similar 
protest there. We are bound by treaty not to 
drive those Indians into Mexican territory. Then 
it is absolutely necessary to make some pro- 
vision for them within the State of California, | 
unless we infringe on the rights of citizens of the | 
United States within the Territories, which are 
not represented here. I am not disposed, so far 
as I am concerned, to urge the removal of these 
Indians into those Territories, asat present advised. 

lt seems to me, sir, that while there is a doubt, 
we have no right to force upon the State of Cali- 
fornia a policy offensive to the people of that 
State—the policy of colonizing the Indians in 
military reservations within the State; and all that 
we can do for the present is to preserve peace be- 


That can only be done, as I believe, by giving 
the Indians such sustenance as is indispensible to 
preserve life, and without which they will rob the 
white citizens there, and bring on wars between 
the whites and the Indians, 

I was very much struck with this policy when 
it was first presented, but the difficulties have in- 
creased since. As my colleague has stated, he 
agreed to the recommendation of the superintend- 
Į also did, to a certain ex- 
tent, and that was as to the necessity of getting 
reservations in the southern section of the State, 
where the Indians could not be surrounded by 
white population. I thought that if the reserva- 
tions were made in the midst of the white popu- 
lation, it would be impossible to preserve them 
from depredation. I believe the true policy in re- | 
gard to the Indians in California, is to sustain | 
them for the present, to have an energetic and 
active superintendent of Indian ‘affairs, who will 
have means to sustain these Indians when they 
are suffering for the want of something to eat, as 
they must do in the severity of the winter season; | 
and leave the future to develop what. is to become | 


of them. Jam afraid the prediction of my col- 


| the estimate of the Department. 


league as to. the ultimate fate of the tribes in Cali- 
fornia, will be fully realized. Itis ‘well known 
that they cannot live near the whites without. 


leading to collision, There. maybe. some point i 


| developed hereafter, east of the Sierra: Nevada, 


within the limits of the State, where the Indians. 
may be concentrated. I have read a debate which ` 
recently occurred in the Legislature of California, 
in which one of the representatives in that body ` 
stated that he had explored a country east ‘of ‘the 
Sierra Nevada, where the Indians ‘could be*con= 
centrated, and be entirely out of the reach of the 
white population. Ido not know whether this is 
correct, or not; but, in the mean time, it is our 


| duty to makean appropriation of at last $200,000 


for the purpose of preserving peace between the 
Indians and the whites. J think that is as far ag 
we should go at the present time. 

In regard to the reservations, I think we had 
better have some information as to whether the 
State of California will relinquish her jurisdiction 
before we fix, by act of Congress, the policy of 
continuing them. The Indians who have been con- 
centrated already at one of them (and but one has 
been established) will not-be disturbed. I think, -. 
therefore, it would be better to limit the appropria- Ţ 
tion ** forcontinuing removal and subsistence, ’’and: 
let others be removed to the same locality, where 
they are out of the reach of the white population; 
and let it be also “ to preserve peace between the: 
whites and the Indians,” as I have suggested.‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this seems toi, 
me to be a subject of considerable difficulty. I 
believe there is a good deal in the objections ‘sug-" 
gested by the Senator from California, (Mr. 
Weuxrer,}] in regard to our right to accept the 
cession of exclusive jurisdiction over these reset- 
vations within the limits of a State. That isa 
question of some doubt, It is manifest, too, that 
it is impossible that we can carry out this policy, 
even if we should believe that we had the power, 
without the consent of California; and it seems. 
doubtful, from what we hear from her Senators, 
whether that consent will be given. Under these’ 
circumstances, therefore, it seems to me that. 
whatever appropriation we make should be given. 
to be used at the discretion of the Department, ` 
restricting it to removal, subsistence, and, I would. 
add, settlement, for it may be that some mode of 
carrying out these reservations may be discovered 
that will prove acceptablesto the State. and the 
Indians, In my State,and not far from my home, 
there is still an Indian tribe, which holds its lands 
under charter from the State, governed by trustees, 
This was the old policy of Virginia., It may ‘be 
that the State of California, and other States in 
which Indians are situated, may resort to ‘some. 
expedient of this: sort; and when. they do so, it 
may be that we can aid them with these appropri- - 
ations, At present, as it is entirely doubtful what - 
is best to be done, it seems to me, whatever appro- 
priation we make, should be at the discretion of 
the Department; and therefore I would not make 
it too large, especially as I understand there is a 
large balance in the hands of the Superintendent 
which has not yet been accounted for, [I under- 
stand the Department does not know where it is. 
It has not been accounted for. 

Under these circumstances, I should be reluc- 
tant to go further than the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have gone; and the sum they propose [- 
would leave to the discretion of the Department, : 
to be expended for the removal, ‘subsistence, or. 
settlement of the Indians, I: would say; because if 
it should turn out to be practicable to make these 
reservations, I am inclined to think it is the best, 
most economical, and humane mode of disposing ` 
of the Indians. Hit can be done, Iam inclined 
to think it is the best thing that can be done; but 
in the doubt which surrounds the whole subject, 
ĮI do not see that anything better can be done than 
to leave it to the discretion of the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient 
in the chair.) The first question is on the amend-” 
ment to the amendment, to strike out “ 125, and 
insert ‘200. ”? 

Mr. HUNTER. In regard to that, I do not 
think that I should be willing to increase the sum 
under present circumstances. ; 

Mr. GWIN. Two hundred thousand dollars is 
Tam willing to.. 
leave the expenditure of the money precisely asthe.: 
Senator from Virginia says—with theDepartment. 
The estimate of the superintendent of Indian 
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affairs was $500,000; the Department, in its judg- 
ment, thought best to limit it to $200,000. f am 
entirely willing to leave it to the nead of the De- 
artmeént, as the Senator suggests; but certainly, 
if there are one half of the Indians reported to 
be,there—the superintendent reports one hundred 
thousand, which is one fourth of the Indians | 
within the whole territory. of the United States— 
itiş utterly impossible for the superintendent to do 
anything’ beneficial to them with so small a sum. 
If we leave it entirely to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, it seems to me we should 
give him the amount for which he has estimated. 
Mr. WALKER. 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs has been com- ; 
pelled to leave the Senate Chamber just at this 
particular moment; for as he had this 


{ 
matter more | 
particularly under his charge, the other members | 
of the committee are not prepared 
so definitely. I wish, however, to remark that I; 
cannot see the necessity of appropriating the į 
amount recommended by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and for this reason: There is yet nnac- 
counted for, if 1 remember aright, about $180,000, 
in the hands of the superintendent of Indian af- 
fairs of California. Now, it is proposed by the 
committee to appropriate $125,000 more, making 
about $300,000. The question for us to decide is, 
not how much we shal! ultimately appropriate for 
the protection and subsistence of the large number 
of Indians in California, but how much we shall 
appropriate for the coming fiscal year, The pres- 
ent fiscal year will soon expire, and, for aught we 
know, there may be of the appropriation made 
for this fiscal year a large balance yet remaining. 
We are acting in the dark in making these large 
appropriations. 
Affairs have recommended the largest sums that | 
prudence would dictate, until we have some ac- 
count of what has become of the money already 
appropriated. 1 feel confident that the Superin- | 
tendent will not be able to appropriate and expend | 
profitably for the Government, before the end of 
the next fiscal year, an amount exceeding that 
now in his hands, and this sum of $125,000, 
making $305,000 in all. So that I dunk, with 
this view of the subject, the Senate must be im- 
pressed with the belief that the appropriation for 
the fiscal year will be large shonli when we have ' 
appren n thia sum of $125,000. i 
r. WELLER. My, President—— l 
Mr. SLIDELL. 1 Would'suggest to the Sen- | 
ator from California the propriety of postponing | 
the further consideration of the subject until to- j| 
morrow. : K 
Mr. WELLER. I shall notinterfere with that | 
suggestion, but I wish simply to remark, in an- | 
swer to the Senator from Wisconsin, that n large | 
portion of the expenses necessary to carry out 
the plan, was necessarily incurred in the first year. į 
They had to purchase stock l 
Mr. WALKER. Will the Senator allow me || 
a word? lj 
Mr. WELLER, Certainly. | 
Mr. WALKER. Iam not making any oppo- | 
sition at allto this policy. For my own part, as 
{ remarked before, 1 think it is the last hope the 
Government has of reconciling its relations with | 
the Indians; and I should regret most exceedingly | 
to sce it broken up by the action of California. | 
It is only a question of prudence as to the amount 
which we shall appropriate for the fiscal year. 
Mr. WELLER. Entertaining the opinions ; 
which I have expressed in regard to the practica- | 
bility of this plan, and its being the only one: 
which, in my opinion, will preserve these Indian i 
from extermination, | am anxious that the re 
sponsibility should be thrown upon the Legisla 
ture of California. If they are disposed to breal 
down what I conceive to be the only practicable 
way of preserving the Indians; if they prefer to, 
throw them back dependent on the mere mercy o 
the settlers there, let them say so, and I shal 
abandon it, of course, at once. I have heretofor 
defended it as the only practicable way. If those | 


i 
\ 


: y ; | 
who are the immediate representatives of the | 


fi 


people of the State of California do not see proper f 
to give the consent of that State to the reserva 
tions, as a matter of course the Government wil 
be saved the trouble of making any future appro- | 
priations, and the time will very speedily com 

when there will be no Indians there. 1 propose, | 


therefore, that, by the unanimous consent of the i 


Senate, this amendment be withdrawn for the! 


| man of the Committee on Indian Affairs may be 


I regret that the chairman | 


to speak to it | 


I think the Committee on Indian |! 


present, to be renewed hereafter when the chair 


Let | 


here. 
That is not necessary. : 
L to- | 


Mr. HUNTER. 
the Senator move to postpone the bill unti 
morrow. 
Mr. WELLER. I move to postpone its | 
further consideration until one o’clock to-morrow. į 


The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| Executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and 
Lhe Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 1, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 


The Journai of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the Llouse 
of Representatives of the Sth instant, estimates, 
prepared from the muster-rolls and vouchers filed 
in the War Department, principally by the Dele- 
gate in Congress from the Territory of Oregon, 
showing the amount of claims for services of vol- | 
unteers, and for supplies furnished for their use | 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in the Rogue 
River Valley, in that Territory. 

On motion, by Mr. HOUSTON, the commu- 
nication was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled ; 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, the folowing 
bills; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Speaker: 

An act for the relief of Graften Baker; and 

A joint resolution authorizing the accounting 

f the Treasury to adjust the expenses of: 


| 


{ 


officers o 
the commissioners appointed by the ‘Territorial | 
Assembly of Oregon to prepare a code of laws; 
and also, to adjust the expenses of coilecting and 
printing certain laws and archives of the Territory 
of Oregon. 

ROADS IN NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER. The first business before the 
House, under the special order, is the question , 
upon the passage of the bill for the construction | 
of certain roads in the Territory of New Mexico, 
which was ordered to be, and which was read the 
third time; and the question being upon its pas- | 
sage, the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘I rise toa privileged ques- 


tion. I understand from the Delegate from Ore- | 
gon (Mr. Luann] that the bill to which the esti- | 


mates laid before the House this morning refers, 
has been already referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 1 therefore propose to recon- 
sider the vote by which the estimates were referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, so that 
they may be sent to the same committee to which | 


The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous wish of | 
| the Hlouse that the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Hovsren] be followed in ref- 
erence to this bill? If not objected to, that order 
will be made without the formality of going through 
a reconsideration. 


PROTECTION ON THE NEW JERSEY COAST 

Mr. SKELTON. [askthe unanimous consent ; 
of the House to introduce a bill for the better pro- | 
tection of life and property on the New Jersey | 
coast from shipwreck. The recent disasters upon ; 
our coast fully demonstrate the necessity of action | 
upon this subject on the part of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 object, as the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Sxe.ton] took occa- 
sion, when I sought to introduce a similar propo- | 
sition, to make objection. ; 


Mr. SKELTON. The gentleman from Ilinois ; 
[Mr. Rıcaarnson] is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have sought an oppor- 
tunity to repay the gentleman for some time, and 
l now repay him. 

Mr. SKELTON, I move a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling me to introduce 
the resalution indicated by me. 

The SPEAKER, Under a suspen 


| 
i 


; 
sion of the | 


the bill was referred. 4 


7 
rules, this day was set apart as a special order 
for the consideration of territorial business; ang 
itis not in order to move to suspend the rules, 
unless the object be to reconsider the steps taken 
by the House with regard to the special order. 

Mr. COBB. [sit notin order to have the com- 
mittees called upon for reports? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further territo- 
rial business, aud the House are not disposed to 
go into the Committee of the W hole on the state of 
the Union, the Chair would state that it would be 
in order to call upon committees for reports. 

THE ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I am intrusted 
with the memorial of a citizen of the State which 
Tin part represent—James S. Richardson—the 
inventor of the atmospheric telegraph, who asks 
the aid of the Government to enable him to make 
an experimental demonstration of the efficacy of 
that machine for the instantaneous transmission 
of letters, packages, and mails. As there seems 
to be no one standing committee of the [louse to 
which this subject of inquiry is more appropriate 
than another, | ask the unanimous consent of the 
House for the introduction of the following reso- 
tion, making a reference of the matter to a select 
committee: 


Resolved, That the memorial of James 8. Richardson, 
the inventor of the atmospheric telegraph, asking aid of 
the Government for the purpose of testing, on an extensive 
seale, the efficacy of the invention for the rapid ansmis-~ 
sion ot packages, letters, mails, &c., be referred to a select 
committee, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not think it is necessary to trouble the House 
with the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It will then be received and 
referred under the rule. 
| Mr. BANKS. But the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee will see that this is a subject which is not 
more appropriate to any one standing committee 
of the House than to any other. 

Mr. JONES, {do not think it appropriate to 
any committee. Ido not think that this House 
has anything to do with inventions. This Gov- 
ernment was not organized for the purpose of 
making experiments with new inventions. 

The SPEAKER. There being objection, the 
introduction of the resolution is not in order, 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS, 

Mr. FARLEY. Mr. Speaker, is it in order 
to move that the Elouse do now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of 
taking up the special order? 

The SPEAKER. That is the business spe- 
cially in order. 

Mr. FARLEY. Then I move that the House 
do now resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Farrer] will withtraw his mo- 
tion, to allow me to call for the special order. 

Mr. FARLEY. I withdraw my motion for 
that purpose. 

ROADS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now demand the 
special order, which is, I believe, the vote upon 
the passage of a bill for the construction of roads 
in the Territory of New Mexico. 

The bill was accordingly read by its tide, as 
i follows: 

“ Bill for the construction of certain roadgin the 
| Territory of New Mexico.” 
Mr. HAMILTON. Were not the yeas and 


' nays ordered on the passage of this bill? 


The SPEAKER. Such is the case. On the 
passage of this bill the yeas and nays were or- 

ered. 

The bill was then read, in extenso, by the Clerk. 
| Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, have we gone so 
| far in the consideration of this bill as to order the 
; yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. Irecollect having the impres- 
| sion on my mind that I intended to move to strike 
out the second appropriation of $12,000—that is, 
as much of the bill as authorizes the sinking of 
wells along the road. 

The SPEAKER. On the 7th day of March 
last this bill was under consideration; and then it 
was ordered to be read, and was read a third time; 
and the yeas and nays were ordered on its pas- 
sage, when the House adjourned. 
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Mr. HAVEN. Icertainly had it on my mind 
that I intended to move to strike out the latter por- 
tion of the second clause, allowing the sinking of 
wells. . 

Mr. PHILLIPS. When I had occasion to 
trespass on the House on this subject, when the 
bill came before the House, I read a letter from 
Mr. Sumner, who is intrusted with this. bureau, 
showing the propriety of this appropriation. 

Mr. HAVEN. E recollect the fact, but that 
does not meet the point at which I was aiming. 
I thought it unauthorized to dig wells along the 
line of these roads, ; 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The fact was then stated to 
the House, that the roads in this country pass 
over deserts, and wells are as necessary. there as 
the roads themselves, because such roads could 
not be used unless there be artificial means of sup- 
plying water. R 

Mr. HAVEN. I think we might as well au- 
thorize public houses to be built. 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 73, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Appleton, Ball, Banks, 
Benson, Breckinridge, Camphell, Carpenter, Chrisman, 
Clark, Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Curtis, Cutting, Dickin- 
son, Disney, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Ellison, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Green, Green- 
wood, Aaron Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, 
Henn, Wiester, Howe, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Me- 
Dougall, Mace, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Mil- 
ler, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peckham, Pen- 
nington, John Perkins, Phillips, Reese, Richardson, Rid- 
dle, David Ritchie, Sabia, Sapp, Seymour, Gerrit Smith, 
William Smith, Atexander H. Stephens, Hestor L, Stevens, 
Stratton, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wade, 
Walbridge, Warren, Bllibu B. Washburne, Wells, John 
Wentworth, and Hendrick B. Wright—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Belcher, Boyce, 
Brooks, Caskie, Churchwell, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Cullom, 
John G., Davis, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Rd- 
mundson, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Haven, Hen- 
dricks, Hibbard, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, J, Glancy Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, McNair, Matteson, Maurice, 
Millson, Murray, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Ready, 
Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Skelton, Snod- 
grass, Richard H. Stanton, Andrew Stuart, John J. Tay- 
Jor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Vail, Vansant, Wheeler, 
Daniel B, Wright, and Zollicofier—59, 


So the bill was passed. 


The title of the bill was then read a third time: 

An act for the construction of certain roads in 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I move to amend the title by 
inserting the word ‘military’? before the word 
‘roads, ?? 

Mr. HAVEN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting the words “and wells” after 
the word ‘‘ roads,” so that it shall read “An act 
for the construction of certain military roads and 
wells in the Territory of New Mexico.” 

The question was then put upon the adoption 
of the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr, PHILLIPS called for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a point of 
order. Is it in order to call for the yeas and nays 
after the decision of the Chair has been announced 
upon the vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not an- 
nounced the decision, and the yeasand nays were 
demanded in time. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Paiurrs] will withdraw his call 
for the yeas and nays, and let us ascertain the 
result by a simple division. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I withdraw the demand, 
and ask for a division. 

The question was again put; and, on a division, 
sixty-three rose in the affirmative, 

Mr. ORR. I demand tellers, 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of |/ 
3 


Alabama, and CuurcHweE.t, were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers re- 
ported-—ayes 82, noes 49. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the title, as 
amended; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether a resolution calling for information in 
regard to Territories is now in order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that it 
would not be in order. : It would not be in order 
under the special order of the House. 


ROGUE RIVER INDIAN WAR. 


Mr. BISSELL, from the Committee on Mili- | 


: pe 3 ve House resolve itself into the | A : k 
; e o Y Whole on the state PRR ‘| committee, I will endeavor to explain the reasons 


tary Affairs, reported a bill; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, as follows, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
settle and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River 
Indian war. 


MILITARY ROAD IN OREGON, 


Mr. BISSELL, from the same committee, re- j 


ported back without amendment, House bill (No. 
119) ‘to provide for the continuation of the military 


road from Myrtle creek to Scottsburg, in Oregon | 


Territory; which was referred to the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House—I know that it. can- 
not be done except by unanimous consent—to 


| offer resolutions from the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs requesting information only. 
The SPEAKER. They will be read for in- 
formation. 


The resolutions were read by the Clerk, as | 


follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to communicate to this House, as far as, in his opin- 
ion, it may not be incompatible with the public interest, 
copies of all correspondence which has passed between this 
Government and foreign Governments on the subject, ac- 
corded by declaration or otherwise, to neutrals, and the 
rights claimed by belligerents in the war pending between 
certain European Powers. 

Resoled, That the President be also requested to com- 


municate to this House, as far as, in his opinion, may not hbe | 


incompatible with the public interest, copies of such instruc- 
tions as have been furnished by the Department of State to 
our representatives abroad, in relation to the Island of 
Cuba, as well as all such dispatches as have been received 
froin said representatives by the Department of State, 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
question will be onthe adoption of the resolutions. 

There was no objection. 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tions were adopted. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS AGAIN. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would inquire whether the 
bills which have been reported this morning by 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs [Mr, BısseLL] are to be acted on this week, 
in the disposition of territorial business? 

Mr. BISSELL. I can only say to the gentle- 
man that such is the hope of the committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I hope that the bills 
will be printed. 


bers of the Military Committee. 
Mr. BISSELL. I will say to the gentleman 


| that there is no sort of objection on the part of the 


committee to having them printed. They are 
short bills, and the time during which they are to 
be acted on is not long. Therefore we thought 
that it would not, perhaps, be necessary to have 
them printed. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the usual 
order will be made for the printing of the bills 
referred to. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


Mr. FARLEY. I move that the rules be sus- 


for the consideration of territorial business. 


the gentleman from Maine the propriety of re- 
ferring a single territorial bill, which is upon the 
Speaker’s table, before his motion is acted on. 
Mr. FARLEY. I will withdraw it until that 
bill is referred. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolutions of the gentleman | 


from Virginia [Mr. Barty] were adopted, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon thé table. 

The question was put on the latter motion; and 
it was agreed to. 


A bill of the following title was then taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union: 

An act to establish the office of surveyor gen- 
eral of New Mexico, to grant donations to actual 
settlers therein, and for other purposes. 


Mr. FARLEY. Inow renew my motion. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman 


from Maine will withdraw that motion till the com- | 


Nobody here knows anything | 
about them except the gentleman and the mem- | 


| 
| 
il 


mittees: have an opportunity to report all-the terti- 
torial bills which are ready, that we may getthem 
upon the Calendar. Peet gle ae EE, 

Mr. FARLEY. -I will withdraw it, if there are 
any more territorial bills to be reported, © 45:51 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to report. two" more 
bills of a' territorial character. from the’ Committee 
on Military Affairs; and-ask that’ they may’take 
the same direction as ‘those which I reported just 
now, ; yee ‘ : ri 

Mr. B., from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
then reported bills of the following titles; which 
were read a first and second time by-their respect- 
ive titles, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union: 

A bill to provide for the construction-of a mili- 
tary road in the Territory: of Utah; and 

A bill to refund to the Territory of Utah the: ex~ 
penses incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

Mr. FARLEY. I now renew my motion that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on the special order. } 

The motion was agreed to. g “ 

The rules wereaccordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Puenrs’in 
the chair.) cH 

The CHAIRMAN.. The bill first in order for 
consideration is House bill No. 164, «making far- 
ther appropriations for continuing the construc- 
tion of roadg in the Territory. pof. Minnesota, in 
accordance with the estimates made by the: War 
Department.” i 

The bill was then read through by the: Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Anamendmentis reported 
by the committee to strike out all of the bill after 
the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

That the following sums of money be, and they. are 
hereby, appropriated for continuing the construction of 
roads in the Territory of Minnesota, to wit: 

For the continuation of the road from Point Douglas, on 
the Mississippi river, to the mouth of the St. Louis river, 
of Lake Superior, $20,000. . 

For the continuation of the road from Point Douglas to 
Fort Gaines, now Fort Ripley, $10,000. 

For the continuation of the road from the mouth of 
Swan river to the Winnebago agency, $5,000. ; 

For the continuation of the road from Wabasliaw’ to 
Mendota $15,000. f 5 peda deo Ed 

The continuation of the construction of said roads to be 
made under the direction of the Secretary of War, pursu- 
ant to contracts to be made by bim, or under his direction: 
Provided, That so much of any former iets as require’ the 


first-mentioned road to terminate at the falls or rapids:of 
said St. Louis river, are hereby repealed. 


The CHAIRMAN, In themonth of March last 
we had under consideration, in the Committee of 


|| the Whole on the state of the Union, territorial 


business. At that time a question of order. was 
raised as to what latitude of discussion: could: be 
allowed when a special order was under consid-. 
eration. The present occupant ofthe Chair then 
ruled that, under the order of the Flouse, he would 


| be compelled to restrict: debate to the bill under 


consideration. . In that decision the committee 
then acquiesced. The Chair feels it his duty to 
make this statement now in advance of any discus- 
sion, so that gentlemen of the committee may be 
aware of the decision of the Chair, which: was 
sustained on a former occasion. 


Mr. FARLEY. With the indulgence of the 


which induced the Committee on: Territories to: ` 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to i| report this bill back to the House witha recom-. : 


mendation that it do pass. ‘Chere are four:roads 
named in the bill, which are all of a military char- 
acter, necessary for the convenience. of: the Gov- 
ernment in the transportation of troops and mil- 
itary stores, and necessary also for the protection of 
settlers in that section of the country, which, it ix 
well known to the committee, is quite new. 

The bill now under. consideration proposes to 
make an appropriation for the continuation of the 
construction of these roads. The first appro- 
priation made by. Congress for their construction 
was in July, 1850; and a further appropriation for 
the same purpose was also made in January, 1853. 
The appropriation made in July, 1850, amounted 
in the aggregate to the sum of $35,000; and the 
appropriation of January, 1853, amounted in the 
aggregate to the sum of $40,000. Itis now ap- 
parent, as exhibited by the estimates coming from: 
the Topographical Bureau, under the direction’ of, 
the Secretary of War, that further appropriationa 
are Necessary, amounting in the aggregate to the 
sum of $50,000. If gentlemen will turn to the 
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third volume of the documents accompanying the 


President’s message, they will find on pages four 
and five that the sums named in the bill are 


there recommended to be appropriated by this | 


Congress. And in a letter addressed to the Dele- 
gate from Minnesota, by the Colonel of the Bureau 
of Topographical Engineers, the opinion is ex- 
pressed that these sums named in the bill are the 
sums which can be judiciously expended during 
the present year. The committee will find, also, 
on pages twenty-eight and twenty-nine of the same 
document, a letter from J. H. Simpson, of the 
Corps of Civil Engineers, dated St. Paul, Sep- 
tember 17, 1853, stating the progress that has been 
made in the construction of these roads. 

tn accordance with the report of the bureau, a 


bill has been drawn, and the sums recommended | 


in that report are embraced in the bill; so that, in 
addition to the sums which have been already 
appropriated, including the sums which, by this 
bill, are proposed to be appropriated, the whole 
expenditure thus far will amount to $125,000. The 
estimates for the building of these four roads 
amount in the aggregate to the sum of $189,114. 
As l before said, thesums which have been already 
expended, with those which itis now proposed 
to appropriate, will amount to $125,000. And 
this will leave the sum of $64,000 to be appro- 
priated hereafter, which amount will—as I under- 
stand, from the best information 1 can obtain— 
complete the roads. 


And I would now call the attention of the com- | 
mittee to the fact, that this is nota new project, but | 
is merely a proposition to continue the construc- 


tion of roads that have been already commenced. 


There are one or two amendments proposed by | 


the committee to which I also wish to call the 
attention of members. The first of these amend- 
ments is in relation to the termination of the rond 
which commences at Point Douglas, and leads to 


the falls or rapids of the St, Louis river of Lake | 
Superior. The former appropriations required the | 
road to terminate at the falls or rapids of the St. | 


Louis river; but itis now proposed to change the 
road, and instead of having its termination at that 
point, to have its termination at the mouth of said 
river, atits connection with Lake Superior. 

The reasons of this change, are these: If the 
road terminated at the falls or rapids of the St. 
Louis river, it would not terminate at good navi- 
gation, and would involve the necessity of trans- 


Je on the contrary, the terminus is at Lake Su- 
perior, then the road terminatesat good navigation, 
and saves the cost and trouble of transportation 
around the falls, and will be of great convenience 
to that section of the country, which is rapidly 
becoming settled. ‘There is another fact in favor 
of this change of termination. It is this: that the 
lands in the neighborhood of Lake Superior, where 
it is proposed, by the amendment, to have the 
road terminate, have been reserved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States for military purposes. 
This is the most importaut amendment that has 
been proposed, and it meets, as I understand, with 
the approbation of the settlers in that section of 
the country, and with the approbation of the offi- 
cers of the Government here, who have given the 
matter investigation and consideration. T will 
state that all of these roads are of a military char- 
acter. The one from Point Douglas to Fort 
Gaines is necessary for the convenience of the 
Government, because it terminates near to the 
Chippewa agency. 


near the Winnebago agency. The road from Wa- 
bashaw to Mendota is also a military road, which 
will be of great convenience to the Government. 

i will detain this committee but for a few mo- 
ments longer, principally for the purpose of read- 
ing a short letter from the civil engineer at Minne- 


sota, Mr. Emerson, which he addressed to the | 


Delegate from that Territory, explanatory of the 
reasons for the change of location of the first 
named road, He says: 


Ser. PAUL, MINNESOTA, December 28, 1853. 
Six: Having been engaged for the last three years npon 


the survey of Government roads in this Territory as a civil | 
engineer, I wish, respectfally, to recommend fo you a! 


change in the terminus of the Point Douglas and St. Lonis 
iver road, 

"This road is now surveyed, and located on the St. Louis 
river, above navigation on Lake Superior, and cannot be 
approached from the Jake without going into the Indian 
country. 


+ 


vortation around the falls of the St. Louis river. + 


The one from the mouth of | 
the Swan river terminates at an important point | 


present location on this river; whereas, if it should be 
Changed, so as to run to the mouth of the St. Louis river, it 


great advantage to the many settlers who will soon be upon 
the borders of this lake. . 

I have no doubt bat what the expense of making the 
road would be much less ọn the proposed route than as 
now located. i 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. L. EMERSON, Civil Engineer. 
Hon. H. M. Rice, M.C. 


I do not know that there are any other facts, 
having a bearing upon this matter, which need be 
stated; and 1 wili simply say, in conclusion, that, 
from the investigation which } have given to the 
subject, I have become perfectly satisfied of the 
| correctness of the provisions of the bill. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gentleman will 
retain the floor fora few moments, until 1 can pro- 
pound to him a question or two for information. 
| F notice, in this bill, that all these appropriations 
| are for the continuation of the roads, and not one 
for the completion of a single one of them. The 


cost? 
priations heretofore made, and to the proposed 


Mr. FARLEY, I stated in my remarks, which 


Virginia, that for the completion of these roads 
the sum of 464,000 will be necessary. 
Mr. LET CHER. In addition to the present? 
Mr. FARLEY. In addition. The estimate of 
the whole cost of these roads is $189,000. 
Mr. LETCHER., ‘That will complete all? 
Mr. FARLEY. lt wilh If this appropriation 
is made next year, or at some future time, it will 
be necessary to appropriate some $64,000 more. 


the amendment reported by the committee, it was 
put, and the amendment was agreed to. 

No further amendment being offered to the bill, 
it was laid aside to be reported to the Fouse, with 
ji {recommendation that it do pass. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


was House bill (No. 292) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of an additional number of Indian 
agents, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the 
bill. 

Mr. ORR. SL would remark to the Chair that 
it is hardly necessary to report the bill, for I ob- 
serve in the proceedings of the Senate of Thurs- 
day or Friday, that two sections were introduced 
into the general Indian appropriation bill, making 
provision for the appointment of the different In- 
dian avents, whose appointment is provided for 
in this bill. ‘Phesections to which F have referred 
have been adopted in the Senate. ‘he bill will 
‘come back to this Flouse, and they will have 
an opportunity of passing upon the subject when 
| it is returned, I suggest the propriety of laying 
aside this bill. 1 would move to lay it upon the 


the Whole. 
|} passed over. 

|| The CHAIRMAN. 
iI 


If there be no objection, 


House, where it can be disposed of. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


( 
CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


4 


ithe Chippewa Indians to the lands owned and 


tion and civilization. 

The bill was then read entire. 

Mr. ORR. I suppose it is proper that I should 
move an amendment. TI desire to make a few re 
marks in explanation of the bill, and for the pur 
pose of giving me an opportunity, move pre 
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|| have reported this bill, and recommended unani- 
| : 

|| mously its passage. 
; 


new feature in our Indian relations. 


to the Executive the manner and terms upon 
which treaties with the Indian tribes should be 


| 
| 
l 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| negotiated. We have several precedents for it. 


There is no advantage whatever to be derived from its 


would terminate ata good harbor on that lake, and be of 


information 1 desire is, what these roads are to | 
Flow much more, in addition to the appro- į 


one, will be required, in order to complete them? ; 


I presume were not heard by the gentleman from ' 


The question then recurring upon agreeing with | 


The next business in order upon the Calendar, | 


table, if there were any table in the Committee of | 
I see no objection to its being | 


the bill will be laid aside to be reported to the j 
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forma to strike out the first paragraph of the bill. į 
Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Indian Affairs | 


It proposes to introduce a | 
It is not, ; 
| however, without precedent that the legislative | 
department of the Government should indicate | 


Indians, It proposes thatthe President shall enter 
into negotiations with the Chippewa Indiaas, for 
the purpose of extinguishing their title to the lands 
which they own in the Territory of Minnesota, 
and to a small portion in the State of Wisconsin. 

It further proposes, that when their title shall 
have been extinguished, to make a grant of eighty 
| acres of land to each Indian who is the head of a 
family as a homestead. The object is to interest 
the Indians in the actual cultivation of the soil. 
We are informed that these who reside in the 
vicinity of Lake Superior have been found to be 
i| valuable laborers. ‘Their labor has been already 
turned into very useful channels, in digging copper 
ore, and in discharging the duty of menials. The 
committee desire that they shall be allowed to 
remain on their own lands, and cultivate the same; 
and we are informed that such is the desire of the 
people of Minnesota. 

The bill directs the President to allow each head 
of a family the reservation of eighty acres; and for 
the purpose of guarding against any fraud which 
may be attempted to be practised, now or hereaf- 
ter, on the Indians by the whites, the bill makes 
this reserved Jand inalienable in the hands of the 
Indians antil Congress shall otherwise direct. 

It also contains a further stipulation, that the 
annuities which are proposed to be paid these 
Indians, for their title to the remainder of their 
lands, shall be paid either in money; or, if, in the 
discretion of the President, it will be more con- 
ducive to their interest, in goods, provisions, or 
means of subsistence, 

‘Phe President is also authorized to expend a 
portion of the money which may be due these 
Indians, to have their lands cieared, fenced, and 
cabins erected for their comfort and conveence. 

‘These are the general provisions of the bill. My 
own impression is, that if the system which is 
contemplated be carried out, it will be found to 
work well. I think that we have had experience 
enough that the policy which we have heretofore 
pursued of extinguishing the title to the Indian 
lands, removing them further West, and paying 
them large money annuities, has been demonstrated 
by experiment to bean utter failure. I believethat 
it has been the most fruitful of all other causes of 
the retrograde movements of these people in the 
scale of civilization. They have made no progress 
| on that account. You furnish them with money, 
and that money is expended in a week or two, 
or, at most, a month after they have received it. 
Then, for the balance of the year, they live scant- 
ily, frequently suffering want and starvation. 
Now, if the President exercises a sound discretion 
|| when these treaties shall have been executed, if he 
i| appoints a judicious agent, one who will look to the 
interests of the Indians, we shall see the whole of 
|| the expenditures made for them really inuring to 
|| their benefit. We shall see that it will not find its 
way into the hands of traders and speculators. 

The territory in which itis proposed to extin- 
i guish this indian title is a very extensive and val- 
|| uable one. It embraces a very large proportion of 
|| the copper region situated in the ‘Territory of 
i| Minnesota. It now belongs to the Indians. The 
t 
| 


} 
4 


opening of the canal around the falls of the Sault 
St. Mary is bringing all that section of country 
into notice. It is giving it all the facilities of 
market; and hundreds and thousands of persons, 
din a short time, will be operating in the mines 
there. Therefore, it is desirable that the treaty 
|| shall be executed at the earliest day, and executed 
i; so that the Indians may be allowed to remain, 
i| and their labor converted to useful purposes by 
i| the whites. It is desirable that it shall be made 
in such a way that whatever payments be made 
to the Indians shall enure to their benefit, and not 
ii that of speculators. — i : 

i| [have thus explained very briefly and concisely 
|| the provisions of the bill, and I trust that it may 
1 


| be adopted by the committee. 

Mr. HENN. I wish toask the gentleman from 
South Carolina, what is the area of the country 
| which it is proposed to purchase in this way? 

Í Mr. ORR. Well, sir, I am not prepared to an- 
i| swer that question specifically. It is, perhaps, 
| fifty miles square, though I do not know but that 
ijt is more than that. The Delegate from the Ter- 
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ritory of Minnesota (Mr. Rice] is better informed 
upon that point than I am. 

Mr. RICE. It embraces about twenty-five 
millions of acres. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill 
through by paragraphs for amendment. When 
the second clause of the first section was read as 
follows: 


Second. The annuities to which said Indian are entitled 
under existing treaties, together with such as may be al- 
lowed them for the cession or cessions under the provisions 
of this act, shalt be equally distributed and paid them at 
their villages, or settlements within the limits of the ceded 
territory: but the President shall be invested with power to 
cause said annuities to be commuted from time to time for 
such articles of goads, provisions, stock, cattle, implements 
of agriculture, the clearing and fencing of land, and the 
erection of buildings and other improvements, as in his 
diseretion will conduce most to promote their comfort, civ- 
ilization, and permanent welfare. 


Mr. HOUSTON said: I should like to know of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, if that sec- 
tion 1s intended to bea section of law to control 
the President, or a mere suggestion to him in 
making atreaty? It proposes that the President 
shall dispose of the annuities now due to the In- 
dians by treaty stipulation, in a particular way. 
Now, [understand that all the annuities due to 
the Indians are due under treaty stipulations, and 
are to be paid according to the terms of the trea- 
ties. We cannot pass a law, I apprehend, by 
which we will change the manner of paying those 
annuities; and if that is the proposition containea 
in this bill, L think it is objectionable. 

Mr. ORR. The bill is merely advisory to the 
President of the United States. As a matter of 
course, we could not, if we were to attempt it, | 
control the President and Senate as to how they 
should negotiate and ratify treaties. It is merely 
advisory, but it is necessary that you should put 
it in the shape of law, so that the stipulations 
which the President may propose to make with 
the Indians shall be valid and binding on this Gov- 
ernment, and the Indian not deceived by promises 
which Congress may fail to redeem. 

Now, with reference to the annuities. If the 
gentleman objects to paying the annuities now due 
to the Indians in a different manner from that con- 
templated by existing treaties, he can amend this 
section of the bill by adding a proviso making it 
applicable to no annuities except those which these 
Chippewa Indians may receive by virtue of the 
treaty which we expect now to make with them. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I havenot a copy of the bill 
before me, and [ cannot, therefore, propose an 
amendment at this moment. Iam perfectly will- 
ing that the President of the United States shall, 
with the consent of the Indians, change the exist- 
ing treaties, and improve the mode of payment to 
the Indians. I believe that the present mode isa 
bad one; I believe that it results badly for the 
Government, and injuriously to the Indian tribes. 
I believe that large amounts of the money paid 
out, and which are supposed to be applied for the | 
benefit of the Indians, go into the pockets of other” 
people for their personal advantage, and to the pre- | 
Judice of the interest of the Indians. If therefore | 
thegentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Orr,} and 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, shall propose any 
improvement in the mode of paying annuities to | 
the Indians, all I desire is that they shall accom- | 
plish that purpose by proper approaches, and by 
that kind of treaty stipulation which shall bind 
the Indians. Ifi understand the remarks of the 
gentleman from South Carolina correctly, that ! 
the treaty will bind the Government without any | 
law, because it is the supreme law of the land 
when it is adopted and ratified, then I certainly 
differ with him. 

Mr. ORR. I will suggest an amendment to 
come in the twenty-first line, which will meet the 
views of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hous- 
ron,] and.which is to insert the words, ‘ with 
the consent of said Indians.” If the amendment 
be adopted, then the payment of annuities cannot 
be changed without the consent of the Indians | 
themselves. ; 

Mr. LETCHER. The amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina does not 


meet my objection to this section. The gentle- 
man says, that the object of this bill is to prevent | 
the Indians from being imposed upon and swin- 
dled, and that, under present management, their | 
money is distributed to those who have imposed | 
upon them, and who have rendered little or no | 
equivalent for the claims they hold against them. | 


I think the latter part of this section, when care- 
fully examined, opens the door just as widely to 
fraud upon the Indians as under the present sys- 
tem. hat is it? 

“The President shall be invested with power to cause 
said annuities to be commuted. from time to time for such 
articles of goods, provisions, stock, cattle, implements of 
agriculture, ihe clearing and fencing of land, and the erec- 
tion of buildings and other improvements, as in his discre- 
tion will conduce most to promote their comfort, civiliza- 
tion, and permanent welfare,” 

If the President of the United States could su- 
perintend this commutation in person, I imagine 
that no imposition would be practiced upon the 
Indians. But if it is to be intrusted, as it is now 
intrusted, to Indian agents. of the Government, 
many of whom, if report does them no injustice, 
are interested in securing their money, there is 
exactly the same chance for imposition on their 
part towards the Indians, as there is under the 
present arrangement. 

Mr. ORR. If my friend will allow me, I do 
not think that the difficulty would be so great as 
he apprehends. In the first place, I do not know 
that we have occasion to complain of our agents 
having acted dishonestly in paying these Indians. 
The reason why these payments have not proved 
serviceable to the Indians is, that as soon as the 
money reached their hands, and until within the 
last three years, before it reached their hands, it 
was seized upon by the traders located within the 
limits of their country; and if it was not for prior 
contracted debts, it was for goods furnished at exe 
orbitant prices, and for spiritous liquors furnished 
to the Indians. If, therefore, the amendment I 
have suggested be adopted, L cannot see how it 
will work any injury; for the Indians, in one con- 
lingency, will be greatly benefited, because the 
President will be invested with power to cause said 
annuities to be commuted for such articles of goods, 
provisions, stock, cattle, implements of agricul- 
ture, as their necessities may require. When 
these payments are made, why, as a matter of 
course, the Indians will get the benefit of them. I 
think myself, that it will be much better to make 
these payments in goods and implements of agri- 
culture, than in money annuities. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire only to make a sug- 
gestion. I have had a little experience in refer- 
ence to paying Indians their annuities in goods. I 
am in favor of the general objects of this bill. I 
think that the first provision of ‘this bill is a very 
proper one, and that it is calculated to bring the 
influences of civilization over the Indians more than 
anything that has been done by the Government 
of the United States since | have known anything 
of their history or of their intercourse with the 
Indians. But, Mr. Chairman, this second pro- 
vision does not meet with my approbation. I 
have no objection to the first part of the provision, 
with the amendments suggested by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] down to the 
word “but,” in the twenty-fourth line. But I 
would strike out the rest of the section, because 
all that I have seen, impels me to the opinion and 
the belief that it would open the door to fraud and 
bad dealing on the part of the agents, For the 
agents themselves would become interested in the 
implements and provisions to be furnished to the 
Indians, and would either make bargains before- 
hand, or compel them to takesuch articles as they 
wished. With the exception of this provision, Í 
consider the bill very valuable, and I thereforenow 
move to strike out the latter part of the second 
provision, which 1 have designated. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Haven] will be 
adopted; and in reply to my friend from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr,]} I take occasion to say that 
I have heard of some of these agents who dotake 
advantage of the Indians under the present sys- 
tem. They are all more or less interested in all 
of these grog-shops, and other establishments in- 
troduced into the Indian country; and they carry 
away some share of the plunder where there is 
so much to be distributed. It seems to me that 
the very moment you pass this law, including the 
provision proposed to be stricken out, these agents 
will become interested in the. agricultural imple- 
ments, goods, merchandise, and everything of 
that sort to be fil@hished to the Indians; and they 
will thus reap the same sort of profit which they 
are reaping now from the distribution of Indian 
annuities. I hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
that the suggestion of my friend from New York 


will be adopted, and that the latter half. of this 
second section will be stricken out. -< ia 

Mr.. HOUSTON. Iam not quite certain my- 
self, Mr. Chairman, but that’ the latter branch of 
the second section ought to be retained, with some 
modifications. I believe that it is the better plan 
of thet wo, that the Government, instead of making’. 
cash payments, should furnish to the Indians such 
goods and implements ag they require to improve: 
their condition. I am well convinced, from: the: 
observations that have been made on this floor on. 
occasions like this, that the present mode of pay- 
ing Indians for our indebtedness to them is not 
good, and does ordinarily result very little ‘to their 
advancement and for their benefit. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I would rather, as a general rule, agree 
in our treaties to pay the Indians so much of the 
articles that are necessary to their comfort and 
subsistence, either in goods, or food, or imple- 
ments of husbandry, than pay them in cash. I 
would carry out theidea of my friend from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] so as to let the annuity to 
be paid them, whether of $100,000 or $50,000, or 
any other sum, as stipulated in the treaty, be 
paid in such articles as the Indians may need. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ object to giving the 
President, or to the Indian agents, or superin- 
tendent, such power as is proposed to be given 
by this proposition. But, if the gentleman from 
South Carolina will so modify the second branch 
of that provision, that the whole thing shall be 
changed by treaty with the’ Indians, so: that the 
annuities shall be paid in goods, such as the In- 
dians may need, why then T should have no objec- 
tion; because the goods then might be purchased 
by the Government in large quantities, and under 
the direct eye of the Government or some of its 
officers. I believe that the appropriate contro! of 
this subject is now vested in the Interior Depart- 
ment. If this be true, when you propose to pur- 
chase these large quantities of goods and imple- 
ments, to discharge the obligations growing out of 
our treaties with the Indian tribes, the Secretary of 
that Department will exercise such a supervision 
over the matter as will guard against these frauds. 
When the money is once invested in the goods, 
then there is no other opportunity of committing 
fraud. The frauds which are committed now take 

lace at the time of the payment of the money. 
The traders and the grog-shop keepers are upon 
the ground, watching the Indians. As soon‘ as’ 
the Indians get a handful of money under the 
treaty stipulations, these traders and shop keepers 
seize upon it; and before the poor native can re- 
lieve himself of them, he isarelieved of his money. 

If the Government invest the money, which it 
is obligated to pay, in goods which the Indians 
really need, ont must have, then you disperse 
with the necessity of having a great number of 
traders in the Indian country, and, at the same 
time, putit outof the power of the traders to com- 
mit frauds upon the Indians. 

The only fraud indicated by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] is perpetrated in the 
purchase of goods. Whenever you guard that 
point we are safe, and the Indians will get what 
they ought to have. And, certainly, in the pur- 
chase of a large stock of goods in this way, under 
the supervision of the Indian Bureau, and of the 
Secretary of the Interior, it could be done safely. 
It would free us from those difficulties which have 
heretofore surrounded our Indian policy; it would 
enable us to get along more easily, more to our 
satisfaction, and certainly with more profit to the : 
Indians themselves, than under the present system. 

Mr. LETCHER. What will you do with those. 
improvements mentioned in the bill? * : 

Mr. HOUSTON. That part of the bill, in my 
Opinion, ought to be modified. I would strike 
out the provision for.the clearing and fencing of 
lands, the erection of buildings, and other improve- 
ments, and pay the Indians their annuities in 
goods, such ag they need, and let them make their 
own improvement upon the land, by their own 
labor. y 

Mr. DUNHAM. I concur fully in the views 
just expressed by the gentleman from Alabama.’ 
I regard this provision of the bill which is proposed 
to be stricken out as oneof the most important 
provisions of it. Some little attention to this sub- 
ject has convinced me that more frauds are per- 
pétrated upon the Indians, under the system‘ of 
paying to them their annuities in cash, when 
gathered together at a specified place and time, 


1034 _ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 1, 


than in any other way. There is not a single 
Indian trader, in the whole western country, who 
does not know the exact moment when the pay- 
ment from the Government ‘is to be made to these 
Indian tribes. They know the agent who is to 
pay, and when and where he is to pay, and they 
follow him, as sharks are said to follow a vessel 
upon which is sickness and death, for a like pur- 
pose, that of seizing their prey. 

If you make the payment in money to the In- 
dians, the traders are on hand with their trinkets, 
toys, spirituos liquors, and other things useless, | 
or worse than useless, to exchange with them for 
their money as soon as it is paid. 

I submit to any member in this House whether 
this exchange can be so readily made when the 
articles which the Indians receive are cumber- 
some in their character, and of such a kind as 
would be beneficial to the Indians in the culti- 
vation of their grounds? The traders have no use 
for such articles. If we pay them in plows, wag- 
ons, and articles of that kind, it is evident the | 
traders will not bargain for them, for they have 
no use for them, and consequently do not want 
them. Besides, the Indians would better under- 
stand and appreciate the real value of such articles, 
and would not be so readily tempted to part with 
them as with money, the value of which they can- 
not so readily appreciate. 

T regard this bill as one of the most important 
which has ever been-brought into this House for 
the benefit of the Indian tribes. We have tried 
the present system of managing our Indian affairs 
long enough ‘to satisfy every man who has given 
the least attention to itthat itis an absolute failure, 
and that these tribes are gradually, but certainly, 
vanishing away from the face of the earth. None, 
no, not one, will soon be left, if it ia still followed, 
to tell the tale of their glories or their wrongs, 

I object to this whole system of annuities; and 
I should be glad to see all our treaties with the tn- 
dians hereafter negotiated upon some other hasis 
than the payment of annuities. 1 should also be 
glad if somé arrangement could be made by which 
all now payable should be extinguished. 1 would 
do away with them entirely. ‘These annuities, asa 
general thing, are injurious to them; and money 
annuities are expecially so. Instead of advancing 
their civilization, they generally operate to retard 
it; and [ will give you my reasons for this opinion, 

You make a treaty with a tribe of Indians, and 
pay them in annuities—perhaps half or quarter 
enough for their support—just enough to induce 
them to withhold their exertions from industrial 
pursuits, yet scarcely enough to keep them from 
starvation; a mere bonus for their degradation, 
instead of a stimulons to exertion to improvement 
and civilization, I repeat, I should be glad if we 
could do away with these annuities altogether, and 
pay them whatever we do pay them for their lands | 
in the shape of farming utensils, in the shape of 
instruction, and in any other way that will have 
the effect of improving and elevating them. 

The present system has been an enormous tax 
upon the Treasury, year after year, and with no | 
resulting good, and mach that has been demoral- 
izing and degrading to Indians and whites. Civili- 
zation and Christianization has been retarded, not 
advanced, 

There is another principle in the bill which I | 
regard as of great importance in the relations 
we are hereafter to sustain with this interesting 

eople—that of giving each a distinct interest in 

iis property. [regard the adoption of this prin- | 
ciple as the sheet anchor of his salvation, if there 
is to be any salvation for him, It must be obvious 
to every one, that we now offer no inducement for 
him to exert himself for his improvement and sup- 
port. Theidle, the lazy, the drunken and vicious 
fare just as well as the industrious one. The 

radent, the sober and worthy, the economical, is 
in just as much danger of starvation as the reck- 
Jess and prodigal. So long as property is held in 
common, and individual interests are not recog- | 
nized among them, there is no stimulus for his 
exertions; there is nothing to induce him to exert 
himself, either to acquire property, or to retain 
what he has acquired, or what the Government ; 
has paid him. All things are in common among 
them, and so long as they remain so, there is noth- 
ing to encourage, nothing to stimulate, nothing to 
reward: no hope for the future. There is no cit- 
izenship held out to them by the Government, 
no matter how loyal, how worthy, or how civil- 


i 


ized and competent for self-government. Always 
treat a child as a child, and he will never be- 
come a man; always treat a savage as a savage, 
and he can never become a civilized man and 
a Christian; and so long as the present system 
is continued, he will continue lazy, and reckless, 
and vicious, as they always have been, and as 
their fathers and grandfathers were before them. 

But this bill will, in my judgment, open up a 
new era in the history of these people. J believe 
it will open up the bright star of their salvation, 
and that some portion of this race, now rapidly 
passing away, may go duwn to posterity fit me- 
mentoes of the mighty, and, in many respects, 
noble race, who once peopled this vast continent 
from ocean to ocean, 

I trust this bill, amended as has been indicated 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, will be 
adopted by the House; with that single exception, 
it meets my approval in toto. | think it will prove 
grateful to the Indians themselves; and I believe 
that nothing which has been done by this or any 
Congress, will prove of greater honor and credit 
to the country, than the passage of this very bill. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not desire to weary the com- 
mittee, but I wish to make one or two remarks in 
reply to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Haven,] the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hovusroy,] and the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Lercrer.] 

Mr. HAVEN. I would suggest that the vote 
had better be taken first upon the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ORR. I will give way for that purpose. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. I now move to strike out, in 
the third paragraph of the bill, all after the word 
“ territory,” as follows: 

& But the President shall he invested with power to cause 
said annuities to be commited from time to tine for such 
articles of goods, provisions, stock, cattle, implements of 
agriculture, the clearing and fencing of land, and the eree- 
tion of buildings and other improvements, as in his disere- 
tion will conduce most to promote their comfort civilization, 
and permanent welfare. ?? 

l do this in order to perfect the paragraph in a 
way that may be satisfactory to the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 moveto amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words the clearing and 
fencing of land, and the erection of buildings and 
other improvements.” I desire first to get rid of 


| this provision, and therefore offer the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘Phe amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama is first in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not propose to make 
any remarks. 
cient for my purpose, 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a 
few words in reference to the last portion of the 
second section. I concur with the gentleman from 
fudiana, [Mr. Dunnam,] in all that he has said, 
excepting his remarks in relation to Indian traders. 
Having myself been one for many years, I will 
not here combat his opinion on the subject. I 
would now explain to the committee the condition 
of the Indians. | have lived among them for years. 
Most of them live along the line of the British pos- 
sessions, and ina very cold country. Very few 
of them have received annuities. They are, so 
fur as money and trade are concerned, mere chil- 
dren. If money be appropriated for them, I say 
that it will be anticipated, every dollar of it, before 
it reaches their country. They will cease their 
hunts. Their labors willstop, and indolently loung- 
ing about the whisky shops, they will anticipate 


the receipt of the money to be paid them, If] 


they can get credit for one doilar, or to the full 
amount, or for ten times the amount they are to re- 
ceive, they will take it. When the money reaches 
there, of course they will see but little of it; con- 


sequently, after the payment they are as poor as | 


before. Thus they will go on from day to day, 
never looking forward for one moment beyond the 
next payment. 

The object of the clause is to leave the discre- 
tion in the hands of the President, or of such 
agents as he may appoint, to change their annui- 
ities as they progress in civilization. At first we 
would rat give the Indian hatand boots; he would 
want the money expended in mocc&isinsand blank- 
ets. Next year he would want cloth, The year 
after he would want boots and shoes, hats and 
coats, Heis to beled on step by step, asall past 


history has shown us nations are brought from | 


What I have already said is suffi- | 


barbarism to civilization. Ina few years he will 
want acow,a yoke of cattle, a house; and this 
clause of the bill leaves the power in the proper 
authorities to expend the money s0 as to meet 
the necessities of the advancing strides of the sav- 
age towards civilization. Therefore I hope that 
it will not be stricken out. It may be amended, 
and perhaps profitably amended. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of iHinois. Let me ask 
the gentleman whether, in his opinion, it would 
not be better to pay theannuities to these Indians 
without commutation ? 

ir. RICE. No, sir, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, Would not the annui- 
ties be squandered by the Indians at once, instead 
of their receiving something every year? 

Mr. RICE. As I understand, the bill proposes 
to pay the Indians from time to time, as their 
necessities may require. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. With the gentleman’s 
permission, he will see that the bil! provides that 
the President shall be invested with power to com- 
mute the annuities from time to time, as the 
Indians may desire. 

Mr. RICE. That refers to some of the bands 
which receive annuities under former treaties. 
The bill provides that the annuities shall be re- 
ceived according to the necessities of the Indians. 

I will state another objection. Many years ago 
treaties were made with the Indians, stipulating 
that they should receive certain articles. Those 
treaty stipulations cannot be altered, except by the 
making of new treaties. Well, as the Indians ad- 
vance In civilization, thosearticles become useless 
to them, and still hundreds and thousands of dol- 
lars worth of goods are taken from the eastern 
cities annually at the expense of the Government, 
and given to the western tribes. Those goods are 
perfectly worthless to the Indian. He sells them 
to the traders for one hundredth or one thousandth 
part of what they cost. I have have seen axes 
which cost $1 50 apiece in New York, sold for five 
cents apiece on the distant plains. They are then 
taken by the white traders—“‘ sharks,” as the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] calls them 
—to the settlements, and sold to the white settlers 
there. That is the way in which the traders make 
theirgreatprofits. Whereas, ifthe Indians should 
receive that which is necessary, and receive it 
when they want it, it would be a benefit to them. 
if an Indian takes it into his head that he will have 
a house built, let the agent build one for him. If 
he wants to have a few acres plowed and fenced 
~and we all know the Indians cannot do these 
things for themselves—put it in the power of the 
agent to pursue that policy. This is the only way 
in which it can be done; and I hope, for the sake 
of the Indians, that this clause will not be stricken 
out, for at this very day the Indians are starving 
to death in that country for want of provisions, 
and itis the only thing that can save them. It 
can be modified, however, so as to make it more 
acceptable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. {will now read the modifi- 
cation of the section which I propose. I have 
drawn it up hastily. 

Mr. ORR. Are we to understand that the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Haven] is pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York will be pending after 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Houston] shall have been disposed of. The 
amendment of the gentleman from New York is 
to strike out a larger portion of the section thanis 
proposed to be stricken out by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My amendment will make 
the clause read thus: 

“But the President shall make treaties with said In- 
dians, changing the present mode of paying annuities so as 
to pay said annuities in such goods, provisions, stock, cat- 
tle, and implements of agriculture, as, in his discretion, 
will conduce most to promote their comfort, civilization, 
and permanent welfare: Provided, That he shall cause re- 
ports to be made to Congress of each and every purchase of 
goods made under this provision, giving the character of 
goods purchased, the prices paid, aud the parties of whom 
purchased. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me say at this point that 
I think that is unobjectionable, and the difficulty 
grows out of leaving the alternative power in the 
hands of the agents to pay or commute. If it is 
fixed one way or the other it would be satisfactory 
to me. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. I saw that very difficulty 
myself, that it would put it in the power of the 
agents to commute without any particulnr super- 
visory power on tne. part of the head of the De- 

artment. I propose to modify this clause of the 
pin so as to make it substantially as I have read it. 

Mr. HAVEN. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ORR. Iwill state to the committee very 
briefly the reasons that influenced the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in reporting the bill in the shape 
in which it presents itself here. By examining the 
seventh and eighth lines of the bill, it will be found 
that the ‘* treaties.shall contain the following pro- 
visions, and such others as may be requisite and 
proper to carry the same into effect.” In the 
forty-seventh line of the same section, it is pro- 
vided that: “The President shall have power to 
prescribe and enforce such rules and regulations, 
not inconsistent with the foregoing provisions, as 
he may deem necessary for the effectual execution 
of the purposes of this act, which said rules and 
regulations shall be annually reported to Con- 

ress. č 

The bill also: extends to the mixed bloods 
among the Chippewa nation. Many of them are 
intelligent. Many ofthem may havesome property 
They are.as much entitled to the benefit of the pro- 
visions ofthis billas the Indians themselves. These 
personsarecapable of managing for themselves, If 
you make the payment to them in money, they will, 
perhaps, dispense it as judiciously as any white 
man would, The committee reported the clause 
in its present shape, leaving it an alternative with 
the President, in the expectation that the Presi- 
dent would instruct his agents to pay a certain 
amount to certain Indians in annuities from year 
to year, and, to those who are capable of mana- 
ging for themselves, to make the payments di- 
rectly in money. That was the object the com- 
mittee had in view in reporting the bill in its pres» 
ent shape. If it be more satisfactory, I have no 
especial objection to theamendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama, althoughit willdefeatthe 
object which the committee had in view in allow- 
ing the President to make the payment of annui- 
ties in money to those who are competent to man- 
age for themselves; yet a large proportion of the 
payments to, be made, as provided in this bill, will 
still be made, as the committee desire, in goods, 
implements of agriculture, &c., &c. I have no 
doubt that many frauds have been perpetrated 
upon the Indians, and I doubt not that they will 
continue to be perpetrated. Wherever you have 
public money dispensed, you find that frauds are 
committed. Ft is out of the question that you can 
have honest agents all the time, especially when 
they are removed fifteen hundred and two thou- 
sand miles trom the seat of Government. 

Many agents, who have been in the service of 
the Government for a quarter of a century at least, 
have lived lives of integrity, and have preserved 
unimpeached their character and reputation for 
honesty. It is our duty, however, to guard the 
Indians as effectually as possible against the com- 
mission of frauds upon them by those who are 
not honest. 

The object which the committee had in view, 
was to protect the Indians from the impositions 
which might be praticed upon them by traders, 
and by persons settling in their midst; or, in other 
words, the-‘‘ sharks’? which the gentleman from 
Indiana {Mr, Dunnam] so well described. The 
committee desire that the Indians shall get the full 
benefit of everything designed to be paid them by 
the Government. If all the money which has 
been appropriated by the Government for the ben- 
efit of the Indians had been faithfully applied, we 
should have heard of none of this difficulty and 
suffering among them; and the Chippewas, even, 
to whom the Delegate from Minnesota [Mr. Rice] 
has referred, as having been ina starving condi- 
tion, many of them, in the cold and inclement re- 
gion in which they were located, would have been 
relieved of. much of their suffering. 

The committee are anxious that the bill should 
be passed in such a shape as will give the Indians 
the greatest protection possible. I desire, how- 
ever that the bill should not be weakened or im- 
paired in its efficiency. I will not interpose, for 
a single moment, the slightest objection to any 
amendment the object of which is to guard and 
protect the Indians from fraud and imposition. If 
the committee think that the: amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] should 


t upon them. 


| to enable them to till their grounds. 


beadopted, I will interpose no objection, although 
I would prefer that the bill should retain the shape 
in which it was recommended by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. If a majority of the Commit- 


tee of the Whole are opposed to the bill in its 


original shape, L will cheerfully acquiesce in their 
decision in regard to the proposed modification, 
believing that it will not materially impair the 
efficiency of the bill. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman. from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston] proposes to strike out 
the latter part of the second section of the bill. 

As I understand this bill, the object proposed 
by the committee in reporting it, was to make 
an experiment—a new experiment—in. civiliz- 
ing these wild tribes of Indians, of which the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Rice] hasspoken. 
The great difficulty which presented itself to the 
mind of the committee, was stated to the House 
by the chairman, (Mr. ORR.] Now, with refer- 
ence to the character of the proposition to which 
objection has been made, we have been told by 
the gentleman from Minnesota that these Indians 
are wandering tribes; that they are children, as it 
were, in the management of all their affairs. If 
this be true, Mr. Chairman, and we can have no 
doubt of it, then it shows the very great necessity 
there is for voting down the amendment which the 


| gentleman from Alabama {Mr. Hovsron] has pro- 
| posed, namely: to ‘strike out the latter portion of 


this second section. Ifthe object of this bill be to 
civilize these Indians, to prevent their wandering 
from place to place, and to get them to settle down 
in this Territory among the citizens; if this, I 
say, be the object of the bill, then, as a matter of 
course, itis important to retain the provision, in 
order that they may be induced to settle down, 
and each individual Indian may know his home. 
It is desirable to have a cabin erected’ for him, 


| and to supply him with food, clothing, and other 


necessaries that will add to his own comfort and 
to that of his family; and to afford him the means 
at the same time to improve himself in agricultu- 
ral pursuits, Asa matter of course, inducements 
should be held out by the Government, in order 
that the Indian may be induced to come under 
this mode of civilization. 

Mr. Chairman, this is quite a new proposition, 
as has been stated to the House; and it seems to 
me that great discretion and latitude ought to be 
given to the Government and its officers, for the 
purpose of testing the applicability of this propo- 
sition, [Itis impossible for this House now, ina 
new proposition of such a character as this, to 
make a bill perfect in itself, by which to carry it 
out. It is almost impossible to do it. As1 before 
remarked, the committee had great difficulty in 
forming this second section of the bill, in order to 
meet the exigencies which mightarise. And, Mr. 
Chairman, I agree with the gentlemen who have 
addressed the committee, heretofore, with refer- 


| ence to the impossibility—yes, sir, the impossi- 


bility—of guarding these Indians from the frauds 
and speculations that are being daily practiced 
The practice of paying in money 
those Indians which are in the same condition as 
those immediately affected by this bill, should be 
abandoned. Ifyou place in their power the means 


| of subsistence; if you give them provisions; if you 


give them such goods as are necessary for their 
wear, and give them agricultural implements, and 
build houses for them and lay out their grounds, 
then they may improve themselves in agriculture. 
This provision is the only thing that could ‘be 
placed in this bill to enable the Government to ex- 
ercise proper controlling influence over them, in 
order to civilize them. They are a wandering 
tribe; and in testing this experiment, the Presi- 
dent, or the officials who may be appointed by 
the President for the purpose of testing this new 
system, should have a discretionary power vested 
in them, such as is proposed by the second section 
of this bill. If it be necessary for the comfort of 
these Indians to furnish them with articles of food, 
certainly it can be done. If provisions be required 
to add to their comfort, and to save them from 
starving, let them be procured for them. Let im- 
plements of husbandry also be furnished to them 
If, for the 
purpose of improving their agriculture, it is neces- 
sary to procure them a plow, or a hoe, or any- 
thing of that kind, let the agent provide it for 
them. ae 

Sir, I think there is great objection to striking out 


the provision which is proposed to bestricken out 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mri Housron.] 
It is, in'my estimation, the most important pros 
vision in the bill. If you desire to.succeed in an. 
endeavor to make citizens of them, by civilizing, 

them, give them houses. It seems to me itis the 

most hamane provision contained in the. entire 

bill; and inasmuch as it is an experiment merely», 
l trust that the provision will be retained by the 
committee, i T, 

I know you cannot frame a bill perfect in all its 
parts, at the beginning.. I have nd doubt, how- 
ever, that in a yearor two, if this bill shall become 
a law, Congress will be called upon to make -dif- 
ferent provisions; anticipating, therefore, such a 
result, you must give the President and’ agents: 
discretion, in order to meet all the difficulties ~ 
which may arise in the conditions and wants of 
the Indians. : f 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. -T ask that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Houston] may be read again; for, if I understand 
it, l desire to offer an amendment to it. 

The amendment was accordingly again read, 
as hereinbefore inserted, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the words ‘ imple- 
ments ofagriculture,” the words, “the clearing and 
fencing of land, and the erection of buildings and 
other improvements;” so that his amendment, if 
adopted, shall be substantially like the provision 
originally reggrted by the committee, with the èx- 
ception that there shall be no discretion. whether’ 
the sum shall be paid in money, or by commuta~ 
tion in these articles; but that the bill shall specif- 
ically provide that it shall be paid in those articles, 
I think it is as necessary and as important that a 
provision should be made for the payment of the 
treaty stipulation in this way, as in reference to 
any of the other specific articles. 1 think it will 
tend as clearly and directly to the civilization of 
the Indians, if not more so, than the provision for 
the payment of stock, cattle, implements, &e. I 
think the Indians would be much more likely to 
have dwelling houses, to have fields cleared and 
fenced, and to have all the improvement of civili- 
zation—if a provision is made by. which they shall 
be supplied to them—than if we made no. such 
provision, l hope my amendment will beadopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON, The words which the gen- 
tleman from Maine’ proposes to insert is one. of 
the most objectionable features in the bill, and that, 
provision is all that I get clear of by my amend- 
ment, or propose to get clear of. I propose, in 
my amendment, to get rid of that part of the. 
amendment providing for the clearing and fencing 
of land, and the erection of buildings. |. ; 

No gentleman upon this floor who has observed 
our intercouse with, and relations to, the various 
tribes of Indians, can for a moment controvert what 
I say, and that 1s, that at all times itis the most 
difficult thing in the world to have our agents deal 
fairly with the Indians—I mean our agents, and 
everybody who makes treaties with them—and at 
the same time make our laws operate upon them 
with fairness and equality. If, then, we can avoid 


i that sort of relationship towards the Indians, 


which will give rise to frauds of this sort, I think 
we ought, upon principles of justice and morality, 
to do ìt. 

Now, sir, I ask gentlemen to look for a moment 
at what would be done, ifa requisition of-this sort 
were made upon the President. , Suppose. it 
should become necessary for the President to have 
lands for fifty, one hundred, or one hundred and 
fifty Indians cleared, he must find’mearis for the 
building of fences, the erection of houses, and the | 
clearing of the lands; and how is:he to do it? He 
invests the Indian agent.with power. The agent 
is compelled to employ A, B, arid C to go upon 
the lands, clear them, and build the fences, &c. 


| Sir, I tell the committee that it will result in the 


introduction of a horde of others to fleece those 
Indians, who, under your present laws, are kept 
out of their country. That will be the result. [ 
would much prefer that the Indians themselves 
should be left to assist by their.own labor in this 
work; and I repeat, that if this provision be 
adopted, it will send a horde of peopleto that Ter- 
ritory to fleece the Indians worse than they. are 
now fleeced by the traders against whom we. hear 
so mach complaint, 

Now, sir, I trust we shall pay these annuities. -If 
the committee prefer it, leta part be paid in money; 
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but let us pay these annuities principally in goods, 
in provisions, in stock, in cattle, in implements of 
agriculture, in tools, and in whatever the Indians 
may need for their subsistence and comfort; and 
then let us rely upon them to clear the land, and 
build their houses in part by their own labor. 

It seems to me that, if, after giving the Indians 
the land, the Government isto clear them, to fence 
them, and to build houses, it will resultin its being 
obliged to cultivate them also. Ifthe Indians will 
not assist in these matters by their own labor, 
they will not be likely to cultivate the lands. 

But, suppose the President undertakes to have 
this work executed, and the agent employs A, B, 
and C to do the work, who is to superintend these 
men? Who is to see that they do full days’ work? 
Who is to see that they cut the rails the right 
length, split them properly, and build them into 
fence ina proper manner? Who is to see that 
the houses are built in a substantial and work- 
manlike manner? Sir, by adopting this provision, 
you will open an avenue for more injustice to be 
perpetrated upon these Indians than 1s done under 
the present system? Let us, as far as possible, 
simplify our dealings with these Indians, and 
thereby relieve them from the hordes of people 
whose object it is to fleece them out of whatever 
they receive from the Government, Let us pay 
thelr annuities to them in provisions, in stock, and 
in implements of hasbandey and agriculture, In 
that way they will be much less likely to have 
their annuities taken from them by the traders 
than if they come to them in money. 

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say against 
the traders. ‘They are there for the purpose of 
making money. If we could so regulate our in- 
tercourse with the Indian tribes as to do away 
with the necessity of traders going among them 
at all; if the furnishing of their supplies could be 
carried on entirely by the Government agents, 
who live among them, and who receive regular 
salaries from the Government; if they could re- 
ceive their goods and provisions, and distribute 
them, it would save the Indians immense sums of 
money, which would otherwise be lost to them, and 
tend very much to promote their civilization and 
happiness. 

f you adopt this provision, you will, in my 
judgment, accomplish the very thing which all of 
us wish to avoid. If you insist upon providing 
for clearing their lands, building their fences, build- 
ing their houses, and plowing their fields—-and 
gentlemen will observe that the words © and other 
improvements’? which the clause contains, will 
embrace plowing their fields, and whatever the 
authorities may choose to consider improvements 
—Ilsay, if you pass this provision, you will, in 
my judgment, involve the Government in greater 


diiticalties than were ever witnessed in the whole jj 


course of our Indian intercourse. You will never 
he able to execute in good faith, to their satisfac- 
tion, our treaties with them. t therefore hope 
that my amendment will be adopted, and that the 
clause will be stricken out. 

Mr. RICE. 
the gentleman from Alabama, F must confess that 
I feel a deep interest in this bill; move profound 
than that | have for any other measure before this 
body. [know the whole of the people for whom 
it is designed. I have spent years among them. 
I have hunted, fed, and starved, almost, with 
them. 

Hespeaks of traders. Traders! traders! Indian 
traders! ‘Their names have been howled from one 
end of the country to the other, in Congress and 
out of it. Now, the proposition under considera- 
tion provides a remedy for the gentleman’s objec- 
tions. Under the existing treaties, the Indians are 
paid annually and semi-annually. If an Indian 
wants a favor, no matter of what kind, he is com- 
pelled to go to his trader, 
now the only man who can afford him relief. He 
affords it, but as payment is doubtful, he must sell 
at a large profit. ‘Then, the proper course should be 
to pass a bill, to throw the Indians on the Gov- 
ernment. Under this bill, if an Indian wants a 


favor, to whom is he to go? Fle will not goto his | 
He will! 
He will go to the man who has | 
He will í 


trader. No; he is independent of him. 
go to the agent. 
been sent there to provide for his wants. 
go to the man who ought to have influence over 
the Indians. He will go to the man whose only 
aim, it is presumed, is the improvement of the 
condition of the Indians. The bill takes the In- 


1 will say a few words in reply to | 


The trader, indeed, is | 


‘toward civilization. 


| tem cheaper than citizens would have been enabled 
| to make them. 


' proposed to be stricken out, 


| better calculated to promote the civilization of the 


| from him; and this very clause which the gentle- 
| man from Alabama proposes to strike out, includes 


| to be inalienable, and the clearing, fencin 


|| one of the strongest arguments in its favor. 
il says that by it you will draw white men among 


dians completely out of the influence of the tra- 
ders. j 

Let me give an illustration to the gentleman | 
from Alabama. Here is an Indian who has here- | 
tofore lived in a wigwam, and: now takes it into 
his bead that he would like to reside in a house. 
A beautiful piece of ground is selected, and the 
Government gives him title to eighty acres. He 
now wants a house built, a few acres of ground 
plowed and fenced, that he may be sowing some- 
thing for his support during the coming winter. 
This bill leaves it within the power of the agent 
to build the house, to break and fence the land, į 


and to furnish the Indian with seeds and imple- |, 


ments of agriculture. 

The génteman is mistaken in another of his 
objections. Contracts by existing Indian regula- 
tions stand thus: 1f the Indians desire to have 
them changed, the agents are compelled to submit 
the proposed changes to the department. If the 
department approves them they are sent back to 
the agents, and they advertise throughout the 
country that they wantso many buildings of such 
and such dimensions built, so many acres broken 
and fenced; and if you will look at the records of 


the Indian Department, you will find that improve: į 


ments have been made by agents under this sys- 


The object of the bill is to take the influence 
from the trader, and to throw it into the hands of 
the Government, where it belongs. It provides for 
the Indian according to his necessities. It gives 
discretion to the President, or his agents, to change 
the articles to be furnished as the Indians progress 
We see advertisements in 
the newspapers for $300,000 or $400,000 worth 
of goods. Merchants of New York and Phila- 
delphia send in their bids and samples, and, after 
examination by the Department, contracts are 
made. You send to the Indians of Florida the 
same kind of goods that you send to the Indians 
of the farnorth. They are useless to those of one 
section or the other, and to perhaps both. 

But the proposed system allows the Indians, 
whenever they assemble, to say to their agent: 
our next year’s annuities will amount to so much; 
we want so many cattle, so much expended in 
breaking land, so much in building houses, and 
so much in buying agricultural implements; the 
specification is then to be sent here, and, under 
that specification, the contracts are to be made. 

Mr. SKELTON. I have been much gratified 
by the discussion thus far upon this bill, and like- 
wise with the provisions of the bill itself. But 
before the vote is taken, k desire to say a few 
words with regard to that portion of it which is 


‘The alteration proposed to be made by the hon- 
orable member trom Alabama [Mr. Housron] 
would, in my opinion, strike out the most valua- 
ble part of the bill; that part of it which, in my 
estimation, is of more importance and value, and 


Indians, than any other. 

We hear complaints here that the Indians are 
wronged. As to that matter, i have no knowl- 
edge; but if it be the case, we should give to the | 
Indian those things whieh cannot be taken away 


the articles which cannot be taken away from 
him. ft secures to him, in the first place, eighty | 
acres of land inalienable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 don’t propose to touch 
that. 

Mr. SKELTON. 


T know that; but the land is 
g, and 
buildings on the land remain with the land, of 
course, and are, therefore, also inalienable; and 
those articles are the only articles that the Indian 
is not allowed to dispose of to traders, and that 
there is no possibility of his being cheated in. So 
much, then, for that part of the argument which 
contemplates that the Indian will be wronged out 
of that which is his just due. 

But the object of this bill appears to be to pro- 
mote the civilization of the Indians, and in that 
particular it meets with my hearty codperation 
and support; and the very argument which the 
gentleman from Alabama has adduced as an ob- 
ection to this section of the bill, is to my mind 
He 


i 


the Indians, and he wants to keep white men 
away from the Indians. Now, I take it for 
granted that the object of this bill is to assimilate 
the Indian with the white man, to lead him forward 
by the force of example in the path of civilization 
and virtue. Now, we all know that these Indians 
are uncultivated, have no knowledge of the me- 
chanic arts, and are unable even to build their 
own houses, or construct their fences. How 
shall you teach them those usefularts? Can you 
teach them in any other way than by sending 
among them men who understand those arts? 
Certainly not. Sir, whenever you want to civi- 
| lize people, to lead them into the path of virtue 
and sobriety, the best means ofaccomplishing that 
reform is to present before them example. Ex- 
ample is infinitely more powerful in everything 
that tends to progress and improvement than 
| precept can be. It is for that reason that I hope 
this provision of the bill which relates to the cul- 
; tivation of the lands, to the building of houses, 
and the erection of fences, will be retained; first, 
because it gives the Indians substantial benefits, 
which cannot be taken away from them; and, 
secondly, because it introduces among them men 
who will teach them, by the force of example, 
lessons of civilization and art. 1 hope that this 
feature of the bill will be retained as one of the 
most important provisions in it. 

Mr. TIUNT. 1 should like to understand this 
matter. l would inquire what the effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasusurn] would be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Elousron] proposes to strike out, and 
insert what has already been read by the Clerk. 
|The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasusurn} 
, submitted an amendment to insert in the amend- 
: ment of the gentleman from Alabama the words, 
‘clearing and fencing of grounds, the erection of 
buildings, and other improvements.” 
| The question was then taken on Mr, Wasa- 
| BuRN’s amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question then recurring on Mr. Houston’s 
amendment, it was taken; and, upon division, 
there being only 20 voting in the affirmative, the 
amendment was rejected. 


The fourth section of the bill was then read, as 
follows: 

“Fourth. The laws of the United States and the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota sbull be extended over the Chippewa ter- 
ritory whenever the same may be ceded, and the same shalt 
2 to be ¢ Indian country,’ except that the lands reserved 
to said Indians, or otber property owned by them, shall be 
exempt from taxation and execution, and that the act passed 
80th June, 1834, ¢to regulate trade and intercourse with the 
Indian tribes,’ &c., be inoperative over the said ceded ter- 
ritory, except the twentieth section, which prohibits the 
introduction and sale of spirituous liquors to Indians.” 

Mr. ORR. There isa verbal amendment which 
ought to be made in the thirty-seventh line. I 
move to insert after the words *‘ Chippewa terri- 
tory” the words ‘in said Territory of Minne- 
sota.” 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to pro- 
pound to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] a question. Itis this: I find that the fourth 
clause of the bill beforeus says that the act passed 
on the 39th of June, 1834, **to regulate trade and 
intercourse with the Indians,’ &c., shall become 
inoperative. I desire to know what is the effect 
of that act, and what are its contents? 

Mr. ORR. The act of 30th of June, 1834, re- 
ferred to, is the act known as the Indian inter- 
course act. There are some twenty sections which 
prescribe the manner in which trade and intercourse 
shall be carried on in all the Indian territory, 
which confine the right of trading to the Indians 
‘themselves, and the citizens of the United States 
within their territogy. We propose now to repeal 
all the sections of that act except the twentieth 
section in regard to this territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further 
amendments to be proposed to the section just 
read, the bill will now be laid aside 

Mr. WALSH, (interrupting.) I propose an 
amendment to the first section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
New York send in his proposition as an additional 
| section to the bill, or merely as an amendment to 
| the first section of it? 
| Mr. WALSH. I propose it as an amendment 
| to the first section. 
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Several Mempers. It is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remark 
tothe gentleman from New York that this bill 
was being considered by sections. The first sec- 
tion has been considered and passed, and the sec- 
ond section has been read, before the gentleman 
from New. York moved his amendment, It is, 
therefore, too late for him to propose it as an 
amendment to the first section. It may, perhaps, 
be introduced as an independent proposition.. If 
the gentleman from New York proposes it as an 
additional-section of the bill, the Chair will under- 
take to receive it. 

Mr. WALSH. It cannot be offered as an ad- 
ditional amendment. It proposes to extend to the 
Indians the provisions of the homestead bill, 

Mr. LETCHER. If the Chair will look at 
this bill, he will find that it contains but two sec- 
tions; and we are not through the second section 


et. 

y The CHAIRMAN. The second section was 
about being read, and the Chair was about to pro- 
nounce that, ifno furtheramendments were offered, 
the bill would be laid aside, and reported to the 
House. Such order will now be made. If there 
are no further amendments offered to the bill, it 
will be laid aside, and reported to the House. 

It was so ordered. 

BILL FOR THE INCREASE OF SALARIES. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill nextin order for 
the consideration of the committee is House bill No. 
162, to increase the salaries of judicial and execu- 
tive officers in the Territories of Oregon and New 
Mexico. This bill was reported from the Judi- | 
ciary Committee, with amendments, proposing to | 
insert after the word ‘“ New Mexico” the words | 
** Washington and Utah,” and proposing to strike 
out the words ** two thousand five hundred” and 
to insert in lieu thereof ‘three thousand,” thus 
making the salaries of judges in the Territories of 
Oregon, Washington, Utah, and New Mexico, 
$3,000 per annum. 

Mr. RICE. Ihave anamendment which I wish 
to offer to the amendment reported by the Judici- 
sty Comm 

he amendment was read, as follows: 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the annual 
salaries of the. chief justice and associate justices of the 
Territory of Minnesota be increased to $2,500, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to 
the gentleman from Minnesota that the amend- 
mentis not in order at this time. The amend- | 
ment of the Committee on the Judiciary must first 
be disposed of. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I move to amend the 
amendment of the Judiciary Committee, by pro- 
viding that the salary of the secretary of the T'er- 
ritory of Washington shall be $2,000 per annum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman that he should defer offering his 
amendment until the pending amendment shall be 
acted upon. 

Mr. LANE. 
ent. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ments proposed by the Committee of the Judiciary; 
and they were agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. [ now offer my amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. [ would ask the gentleman 
from Oregon what salary that officer now receives? 

Mr. LANE. Fifteen hundred dollars. 

-The question was then put; and the amendment 
was agreed to. ` 

Mr. RICE. I now move my amendment as a 
separate section, 

Mr. LETCHER. What salary do those of- 
ficers now receive? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. f would re- 
mark that the salary of the judges of Minnesota 
is $1,800. lam acquainted with the amount of 
duties which those gentlemen have to perform, 
the number of miles they have to travel, the courts 
they have to hold, and the expenses of living in 
that Territory, and I think that,the sum which 
the amendment provides for is not any more than | 
sufficient, and I hope it will be adopted. 

The.question was taken upon the amendment; 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I move to amend the 
bill so as to provide that the salary of the secre- | 
tary of the Territory of the Utah shall be increased | 
to. two thousand dollars. ` | 

Mr. COBB, (in his seat.) Provided he have 


I withdraw it, then, for the pres- 


only one wife. [Laughter.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
adoption of the amendmentoffered by the Delegate 
from Utah. i 

Mr. WALSH. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] has 
offered an amendment. ELanghier) 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. he ordinary 
salary of that officer has been fifteen hundred dol- 
lars, and I do not think it is in order to move to 
increase it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 
the gentleman that the bill is to provide for the 
increase of salaries. 

The question was then taken; and Mr. Bern- 
HISEL’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LILLY. I desire to offer an amendment 
as an additional section. I move the following: 

Sec. —. Beit further enacted, That the salary of the 
district attorney of New Mexico shall be increased to 1,000 
per anunum., 

I move the amendment at the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brivegs,] 
who had the matter in charge. It is to increase 
the salary of the district attorney of New Mexico 
to $1,000. I understood from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that this matter had been before 
the Judiciary Committee, and that they had con- 
curred with him in recommending the increase. 
That gentleman is now absent, or he would have 
taken charge of the matter himself. I said the 
Judiciary Committee recommended the increase. 
They, however, subsequently reconsidered their 
action, | believe, upon the ground that it would be 
setting a bad precedent to other district attorneys, 
who would be likely to come forward and ask to 
have their compensation increased in consequence. 

The present district attorney for New Mexico, 


|| is a friend of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 


whom I have alluded. When he went there he 


was under the impression that there would be | 
comparatively little travel to be done, and that the | 


legal business he would secure would be sufficient 
to make up a reasonable compensation. On arriv- 
ing there, however, he found that there was much 
traveling to be done through an inhospitable and 
hostilecountry, that there was very little Jegal bus- 
iness to be done, and his salary would not pay 
his traveling expenses. He therefore thought 
this a fair case for an increase of salary, and con- 
curring in that opinion, I have offered this amend- 


ment. 
Mr. HUGHES, I will say to the gentleman 


| from New Jersey, that T understand there is a 


Senate bill before the House providing for increas- 
ing the salaries of the district. attorneys in all the 
‘Territories, so that the amendment of the gentle- 
man will hardly be necessary. ® 

Mr. LILLY. f was not aware that such was 
the case. Ifitis, I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CUTTING. I beg leave to make an ex- 
planation in respect to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from New Jersey to have with- 
drawn his amendment. 

Mr. LILLY. I should be glad to hear the ex- 
planation of the gentleman from New York, and 
will not withdraw my amendment until he has 
made it. Iwill say that I offered it under a prom- 
ise to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, from 
whose district the district attorney to whom it 
applies came. 

Mr. CUTTING. *I beg leave to explain to the 
gentleman from New Jersey, in reference to the 
action of the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
he alludes, that having had numerous applications 
from almost every portion of the western country, 
and particularly from the new Territories, for an 
increase of the fees of the district attorneys and 
of the marshals in those regions, that it has 
become necessary to examige and prepare, if we 
can agree upon it, a bill which shall settle the 
compensation, not only of the district attorneys 
in the Territory of New Mexico, but in the Ter- 
ritories of Washington, Oregon, and elsewhere. 
Now, if this committee adopt such a provision as 
is contained in the amendment of the gentleman 


|| from New Jersey, the salary of adistrict attorney 


in one of the Territories, it will in some, degree 
embarrass theaction ofthe Judiciary Committee. It 
will be considered asa precedent by which we are 
to be governed in regulating the compensation of 
the others in other Territories. 

I said that there were applications for an increase 


| of the Governor of that Territory? 


‘ity of the committee in this case 


of the salaries‘of other officers besides thosé of dig- 
trictattorneys, We have had before us applications 


| in respect to marshals and other officers. engaged 


in the administration of justice. The whole sub- 
ject is an extensive one, and, itseemsto me, ought 
to be embraced in'one measure. If anything is 
done in relation to the subject, the whole: matter 
should be embraced in a bill suchas that for the 
increase of the salaries of the district judges— 
which the Committee on. the Judiciary have re- 
ported to the House—in which we have endeav- 
ored to place the salaries of the respective judges 
in some degree upon the ground of equality, hay- 
ing in view the amount of business and the éx- 
pennen of living in the different parts of the 

nion. So, too, as regards district attorneys and 
marshals. Instead of acting here on a solitary 
case, it seems to me that it would be better to leave 
the whole subject to the Judiciary Committee, 
which will report a bill covering all these cases. 
Now, in so doing, I do not desire the gentleman 
from New Jersey to understand that we make any 
promise on this subject, or that he will regulate 

is action in reference to his present motion on 
anything that the Committee on the Judiciary are 
to do. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I under- 
stand that the gentleman from New Jersey has 
withdrawn his proposition, : 

Mr. LILLY. No, sir; I desire to get some 
information before I withdraw it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of th 
gentleman from New Jersey is still pending. ` 

Mr. LILLY. Ido not withdraw it until after 
I have heard the explanation of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. CUTTING, I can say to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that I can make no promise, 
even of an indirect character, in reference to the 
district attorney of this Territory. All I can say 
is, that the whole subject is under investigation; 
and the whole subject will, I hope, be reported on. 

There has been some delay, arising from cir- 
cumstances unnecessary to be alluded to; but we 
have taken up this whole subject. Last week we 
reported a bill on the subject of salaries; and I 
pe that we shall report a general bill, em- 

racing all those, officers in the various séctions 
of the country. My own judgment is, that we 
had better not fix the action of the committee. or 
he House to a particular compensation to a par- 
ticular district attorney, which shall form a sort 
of rule of action hereafter for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, The question-had better be left open. 

Mr. LILLY. On the explanation of the gentle- 
man from New York, and relying. on the liberal- 
s, 1 withdraw my 
amendment, ; vs 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I move to amend the bill 
by increasing the salary of the Governor of the 
Territory of Utah from $2,500 to $3,000, so that 
it may be the same as that of the Governors of 
New Mexico and Oregon. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I trust that 
the amendment just offered will meet with the 
favor of this committee. We are now getting 


| nearly at the rate of $3,000 per year, and I find it 


fully as much as I can do to support one wife on 
that apportionment. I understand this gentleman 
has some three or four, and I think that the least 
he can have is $3,000. [Great laughter.] : 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move, by 
way of amendment, that the salary of. the Gov- 
ernor of Minnesota be increased to $3,000. per 


ear. : 
Mr. RICE, An amendment has just passed 
the Senate regulating the salary of each of the 
Governors of Minnesota and Washington, if the 
superintendence of the Indians be taken from their 
duties, at $2,500 per year. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE. At the suggestion of the 
Delegate from Minnesota, I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Bernnises,’s 
amendment. , 

Mr. HENN. Does the amendment propose to 
increage the salary of the Governor, as Governor, 
to $3,000? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to ask the Del- 
egate from Utah if there is not alreadya provision 
in a bill before the Senate to increase the salary 
Mr. BERNHISEL. It only makes it 2,500. 
Mr. LETCHER. I should like to know what 
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pay these Governors receive as Indian agents or 
superintendents of Indian affairs. I understand 
they receive $1,500 salary as Governors, $1,000 as 
Indian superintendents, and, in addition to that, 
extra compensation for other services. l notice 
that there was a proposition made in the Senate 
the other day to pay eight dollars a day to Gov- 
ernor Gorman for investigating Governor Ram- 
‘say’s misconduct. [Laughter.] 

A Memser. Did that. pass ? 

Mr. LETCHER. No; it was voted down. It 
seems to me that there should be some reason 
given to show the propriety of this increase of 
salary. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. Living is very expensive 
out there. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, I know it is very ex- 
pensive living now all over the country, and fam 
exceedingly sorry that prices rose just as the 
Democrats came into power. [Laughter.] That 
is what disturbs me. | have long heard that Dem- 
ocratic services were worth a great deal more than 
Whig services, but I apprehend that when we go 
before the country, we shall find some Democrats 
even who will be disposed to raise the question, 
and think they are not exacly worth just as much 
as we are likely to pay for them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL here interposed aremark, 
which was not audible to the reporter. 

Mr. LETCHER. Experience proves it. It 
has becomea fixed fact, and the country so deci- 
ded atthe last election, when the W hig candidate 
received the votes of only four States out of thirty- 
one. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. How would it be now? 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, I think it very prob- 
able the Whigs would not be much better off with 
the same candidate, under the same auspices. 

Bat really, sir, all jesting aside, it does seem to 
me that we are going on ina very unmethodical 
manner about this matter. Here are amendments 
proposed one after another, that nobody ever heard 
of before; no time is given for reflection; not a 
single argument or reason is given in support of 
them; and, under these circumstances, the com- 
mittee votes on them one after another, and we 
go on increasing the salaries throughout the Ter- 
ritories. I think that before we undertake to do 
this, we ought to have some evidence that this 
increase is necessary—some recommendation to 
guide us in our action from the proper officer, at 
the other end of the avenue, who has charge of 
these matters. As it is now, gentlemen get up 
here and offer their amendments without present- 
ing one Solitary fact to show that the increase 
proposed is at all necessary, and the Flouse votes 
them all into the bill. 
cease. 

Mr. BERNOISEL. Iwill merely state, as a 
reason why this amendment should be adopted, 
that the Governors of New Mexico and Oregon 
receive $3,000 per annum. I may state, further, 
that California prices of living prevail in that region 
of country. Coffee and sugar are forty cents a 
pound, and the other necessaries of life are dear 
in proportion, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bernut- 
sEL.’s amendment; and it was rejected. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I propose to add at 
the end of the bill, the following: 

Andthat the same amount be paid to these who have 
heretofore served as Governors or secretaries of said Terri- 
tories. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill does not relate 
to Governors, and therefore the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio would not be pertinent. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will substitute, then, the 
word ‘ judges’? in the place of ‘* Governors.” 

I am not an advocate for very large salaries in 
this country. I see no particular reason why we 
should pay the chief justice and associate judges, 
and secretaries of these Territories named in this 
bill, more now than we did some three or four 
years ago. I think that justice requires we should 
pay to the gentlemen who then held office in this 

Territory at a time when the expenses of living 


were much higher than now, at least as much as | 


is now asked for the present incumbents. 

l do not agree with the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Lercuer,] in the statement he made in his 
very partisan like speech, that Democratic service 
is worth more than Whig service, as I have seen 
it exemplified. On the contrary, the disposition 


Such legislation ought to | 


| the Territory of Oregon, would be morethan $500 


| seems to be to raise the salaries of all the officers 
| of the country; and I wish, for one, to place the 
| Whigs, who served in this Territory at a time 
| when it cost far more to perform the duties of 
| their offices there, upon the same footing with 
_ those of a later date. 


I-see no propriety of paying 
| officers $3,000 a year, when we formerly paid them | 
a much less sum; nor do | see the propriety of 
! paying a salary of $2,000 to officers to whom we 
| formerly paid bat $1,500, But yet I am disposed 
| to be much more liberal in this matter than some 
| gentlemen who have spoken upon this subject. l 
| believe these salaries are not too high; but I think 
| itis no more than justice that gentlemen who have 
| heretofore filled the same offices should be paid 
| the same salaries. | appeal to the gentleman from 
| Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] who is a liberal man, and | 
| commands the esteem of this House as a man of 
unquestionable veracity and integrity, to say if 
| the sum of $1,500 will go further in the Territory 
| of Oregon than $500 paid in the States? 
i Mr. LANE, of Oregon. As Iam called upon 
so directly to answer the gentleman from Ohio, I 
| fee] compelled to make a few remarks, although I 
| regret the necessity of doing so. | introduced this 
| bill in good faith, in the hope and expectation that 
| it would pass without any interference from any 
| quarter. The judges in the Territory of Oregon 
| have heretofore been allowed $2,000 per annum 
i for their services. That salary is too small to se- 
cure the services of such men as ought to fill so 
important and responsible a position. They can- 
not live upon it, as they have declared in a petition 
which they have sent to Congress, in which they 
say that, unless their salaries shall be increased, 
i they will be compelled to retire from the bench, 
| and resume the practice of law. We have now a 
good bench, and I am satisfied that the sum of | 
$3,000 is a small consideration for their services. 
žut to come to the point made by the gentleman | 
from Ohio, [Mr. Tayior.}] lam sorry that any | 
gentleman has atternpted to create any prejudice 
against this bill; for, as reported by the Judiciary 
Committee, [think the bill ought to pass. It is just 
and proper that it should pass. The gentleman 
from Ohio asks me, as I understand him, whether 
the salary of $1,500, received by the secretary of 


in the States. I can say most truthfully that 
this salary is not sufficient. The law organizing 
the Territory of Oregon passed Congress in the | 
year 1848, before gold was discovered in Califor- | 
nia; at a time when the means of living were very | 
cheap inthatcountry. No portion of the country 
afforded subsistence cheaper than the Territory of 
Oregon at that time. There was no money in 
that country, and $1,500 would have been more 
there than $2,500 here. Wheat commanded a 
price of fifty cents a bushel, and was made a law- 
ful tender at that price, by agreement among the 
people, as they had no currency. 

Soon after the passage of the law organizing 
the ‘Territory of Oregon, and fixing the salaries of 
its officers, gold was discovered in California, and 
a large portion of the cultivators of the soil were 
attracted to the gold mines. Gold became plenty, 
and the products of the soil became scarce, 
so that $1,500 would hardly support a man of 
| family in Oregon. But it is too late now to talk 
about’ the propriety of going back; and I say to 
my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Tayror,] that I ques- 
tion the propriety of adopting provisions in this 


bill designed to have a retrSspective effect. |! 


l am afraid, Mr. Chairman, that if this rule 
should be adopted, your humble servant will have 
to come in for his share, 1 went outto the Terri- 
tory of Oregon at a salary of $3,000 a year, and 
with the double duty of Governor and superinten- | 
dent of Indian affairs on my hands. [ served in that 
capacity for eighteen months, and my accounts 
are now settled and filed in the Department. In 
the management of the Indian service, you wil 
find that during the whole time I charged not one 
cent for traveling expenses; nor did I receive 
one cent over my salary. And I flatter myself 
that I performed the duties both of Governor and | 
superintendent of Indian affairs pretty well. At | 
any rate, we placed the Indian relations on a | 
pretty good footing. We arrested the Wilatpu 
murderers, made treaties of peace, and did all at 
a very little expense. 

But, let me remark here, Mr. Chairman, par- 
ticularly to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Letcuer,] whose attention I desire, that, imme- 


| 
| 
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| 
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| 
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‘ought to have some kind of relief. 


diately after that, Whig service was worth a good 
deal more than Democratic service. For, about 
the time when I was dismissed from the service, 
Congress separated the duties of superintendent 
of Indian affairs from those of Governor, and left 
the salary of Governor at $3,000—which it ought 
to be; it is not any too much—and provided for 
the appointment of a superintendent of Indian 
affairs, at-a salary of $2,500. 

Now, if we go back and provide for the extra 
payment of a Whig secretary, I do not see why 
we should not also go back and give the:Governor 
$3,000 salary for discharging the duties of that 
office, and $2,500 for the superintendency of In- 
dian affairs. Now, this House may try to impose 
that on me, [laughter;] but I care so little for 
money, that I would not accept of it. I do not 
want any such thing. But I believe that the sec- 
retary who heretofore served in Oregon Territory 
I believe the 
best way would be to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to settle his accounts on liberal 
terms, and to make such allowance to him as 
ought to be made for services not provided for by 


| law. 


I am unwilling to see this bill loaded down with 
amendments. Itis of too much importance to be 
killed in this way; and unless we increase the 
salaries of the judges, we cannot secnre the ser- 
vices of men who are competent to discharge the 
duties. We only ask it for a few months. They 
have heretofore served for Jess than they can live 
upon; and in a year and a half from this time we 
mean to be placed upon an equal footing with the 
States, by being one of them; and then we will 
pay our own judges, and relieve the General Gov- 
ernment from legislating for Oregon Territory. 
She will then look to her own interests. 

I can only say to the gentleman from Ohio, that 
the late Secretary of that Territory should have 
relief in some way; but I want to leave it to the 
committee to say in what way it shall be done, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would say to the 
gentleman from Oregon that I have no desire to 
embarrass this bill, for E shall vote for it with 
pleasure, But I think that the committee,as well as 
myself, may well thank the gentleman from Oregon 
for the information which he hag given to us in 
relation to this matter. 

But my particular object in speaking was to 
say a few words in reference to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer,] that 
while he was unwilling to raise the salaries of his 
Democratic friends, yet maintains that the services 
of Democrats are worth more than those of Whigs, 
I cannot agree to that. Officers of the Federal 
Government, whether they be Democratic Feder- 
alists, or Whig Democrats, in my opinion, should 
stand upon the same platform as to pay. I claim 
myself to be a Democratic Whig, and a good 
many Democrats in office do not deserveany more 
than the Whigs of the country. If there is any 
objection to this bill, it is upon that very ground. 

I do not object to this bill, but I only desire to 
manifest a wish to do justice to those who have 
preceded the present incumbents, and_the gentle- 
man from Oregon is one of them, J have been 
given to understand that $1,500, paid to the sec- 
retary of Oregon, is not more than $500 would 
be here. A vast amount of duty is imposed upon 
that officer. If J am correctly informed, he is a 
disbursing agent, and is required to give a bord 
in the penal sum of $60,000. He discharges the 
various duties imposed upon him by the Territo- 
rial Legislature; and, in my judgment, $1,500 is 
a small compensation. 

I shall vote for this bill; and if I could do so, 
in connection with this bill, T would relieve the 
gentleman from Ohio, who has been referred to 
asa former officer in that Territory, who, in con- 
sequence of the small compensation paid to him, 
is somewhat embarrassed, though his integrity is 
not doubted. He was paid only $1,500 as secre- 
tary of that Territory, and it was not enough. The 
Delegate from Oregon (Mr. Lanz] has assured 
me that it was not enough; and he further assured 
me that, at the proper time, he would endeavor 
to relieve him, by making an effort to have him 
compensated for the duties performed by him, 
and for which he has not received a proper com- 
pensation. 

I will not embarrass the bill by my amendment, 
and I will withdraw it. ; 

Mr. KERR. {am a serious friend of this bill, 
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and am very unwilling to see it incumbered with 
amendments which will endanger its final passage. 
But there is one important amendment which I 
desire to see made to this bill, and I will send it 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read. I offer it as an 
independent section to the bill. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That each of the judges of the 
‘Territories of Oregon, Washington, Utah, and New Mexico, 
ghal! be supplied with a complete set of the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, of the United States 
Statutes at Large, and of Alden’s Index to the Decisions ot 
the Supreme Court of the United States., 

Mr.LETCHER. They are already supplied. 

Mr. KERR. Now, sir, I believe that it has 
been the uniform practice of the Government to 
supply the judicial tribunals of the country with 
libraries for the purpose. I have been informed 
that the territorial tribunals were not furnished. 
The gentleman from Virginia, however, who is 
well informed in reference to all matters of this 
description, says they are supplied. But, sir, I 
have been informed by one of the territorial 
judges that they are not supplied. 

I understand now that when the Territories were 
first organized, it was the practice of the Govern- 
ment to furnish them with reports of the decisions 
of the Sunreme Court, and of the Statutes at Large, 
butt at that act has expired by its own limitation 
— tat there has been no renewal of it for some 
years, during which time these judges have not 
been supplied. Lam furthermore informed, that 
it is of very great importance that these judges 
should be supplied with these books. They re- 
side in a region of country where it is impossible 
to procure a suitable library to enable them to dis- 
charge their duties properly, unless they are fur- 
nished by the Government. I think, upon a little 
consideration, the committee will see that there 
ean be no reasonable objection to my amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Geórgia. I have no ob- 
jection to the gentleman’s amendment, provided 
he will so modify it as that these books shall not 
become the private property of the judges. 

Mr. KERR. Ihave no objection to that mod- 
ification, and will accept it. 

Mr. LETCHER. í do not know how the 
fact may be about the territorial judges being 
supplied with those books. I know the district 
judges in the States are furnished with those re- 
ports annually, and that the United States Statutes 
at Large are also furnished to them, but they are 
retained by them as their own private property. 

Mr. STEPHENS. But the gentleman from 
North Carolina accepts an amendment to the 
effect, that these shall not become private property. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir; 1 understand that 
{am speaking of what has been done. If it be 
true, as the gentleman from North Carolina re- 
marked, that these books were once furnished to 
the judges of the Territories, under the law, I do 
not think the act expired by its own limitation. 
If they were ever furnished, I have no doubt they 
are furnished now. If, however, they are not 
furnished now, I see no reasonable objection to 


affording the same facilities to the judges in the | 


Territories that are furnished to those in the 
States. What I object to is, that we are called 
upon to act upon these matters in the absence of 
all reliable information in relation to them. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, The Delegate from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Rice] says that they were originally 
furnished to tlie judges of that Territory, but that 
when: the judges were removed, they took them 
away as their own private property. 

Mr. LETCHER.. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
want to say a word in regard to this bill. 

Mr. RICK. Task the gentleman from Virginia 
to give way a moment to enable me to ask the 
gentleman from North Carolina, who proposed 
this amendment, a question. I desire to ask, 
whether a provision for the Territory of Minne- 
gota was included in his amendment? 

Mr. KERR. It did not include Minnesota. 

Mr. RICE. 1 move then to amend the amend- 
ment by including a like provision for Minnesota, 

Mr, KERR. The Territory of Minnesota was 
unintentionally left out of my amendment, and I 
will cheerfully accept the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. LETCHER. Wel, sir, I believe they are 
all in now, and I suppose we have everything be- 
fore us in the way of expenditure thatis to go into 
the bill. i : 

Mr. HENN. I ask the gentleman from Vir- 


| three or four years, you will find liberal appropria- 


| of one of our Territories is now. I doubt whether” 


| of the Territories at this time. 


ginia to allow me to make a single suggestion. 1 
desire to suggest to the gentleman who moved this 
amendment, that he modify it so as to provide that 
when the judge goes out of office the books shull 
go into the territorial library. 

Mr. KERR. No, sir; I prefer that they should 
go into the judicial library. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will remark, if 
the gentleman from Virginia will allow me, that 
there have been appropriations made for libraries 
in all these Territories, and that this is a new 
item entirely, to undertake to furnish libraries for 
the judges of the ‘Territories. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know how that 
may be, but there is a manifest difference of opin- 
ion as to the true state of the case, and goes far to 
demonstrate what I have-said, that we are going 
on with this matter in a sort of helter-skelter style, 
by no means commendable in legislation. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If the gentleman will allow 
me: the gentleman from Tennessee is undoubtedly 
right. If you examine our legislation for the last | 


tions have been made for libraries in every one of 
these Territories. 

Mr. LETCHER. It only shows then what I 
insisted upon when I was up before—the necessity 
of leaving it to the proper Department, which has 
charge of these expenditures to furnish its own j 
recommendations of what is necessary for these 
Territories. 

Sir, I imagine, if you will go back and take the 
cost of Indiana Territory for its legislative, judi- 
cial, executive, and other purposes, you will find 
that it was not the one tenth part of what the cost 
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indeed, it is the one twentieth of the cost of one | 
This increase of 
all these salaries makes the cost, greater even than 
under the late Whig Administration! [Laughter] | 
The cost of keeping up all these territorial govern- | 
ments has been largely increased. For thelast few 
years profligacy and extravagance in the distribu- 
tion of public money, has been the prevailing evilof 
the times. You find itin the local legislatures. You 
find it here in this legislature. You cannot go 
anywhere where public money is distributed by 
legislative vote, or in any other way, that you do 
not find every species of application for appropria- 
tions for the benefit of particular individuals, or 
particular classes of individuals. 

Now, here we see that everything is running up 
in price, as they tell us. Grain isa great deal 
higher; bacon is a great deal higher; and every- 
thing that a man eats or wears is increasing in 
price every twenty-four hours. (Laughter.] And 
at the rate it is going on, it is utterly impossible to 
tell what will be the cost by the closeof the pres- 
ent session of Congress. | Renewed laughter.] 

I do not apprehend that this is by any manner 
of means the last effort we shall have to increase | 
salaries. J think that we shall have a number | 
more; and [ am not, therefore, at all surprised to 
see the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Taytor] intro- 
ducing a proposition to go back and include all 
who have held office, without limitation asto time. 
But the gentleman says that he does it by way of 
justice to his Whig friends. He says my propo- | 
sition that Democrats were worth more than | 
Whigs isnotright. Does not the gentleman show | 
that my argument is right, when he admits that 
his Whig secretary in Oregon was a defaulter? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. No, E did not. His 
account remains unsettled. 

Mr. LETCHER. [ tell you that when the ac- 
counts remain unsettled, there is something want- | 
ing to foot up the balance. That is pretty gener- 
ally the case, I think. [Great laughter.] | 

Mr. TAYLOR, The gentleman enlarges the 
idea I meant to convey. I did not mean to enlarge | 
the salaries of every man who had gone before. 
I say that if you put up the salaries of gentlemen | 
now doing service in the Territory, you ought to | 
do full justice, and pay those who have acted in | 
these same Territories for four or five years back, 
the same sum. | 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not want to put them | 
up. So the gentleman’s argumentis lost as to me. 
I was against even this clerks’ bill, which had | 
much of the principle contained inthe amendment | 
of my friend from Ohio. That went back. ‘It 
was retrospective in its operation, and increased 


salaries for a year back, almost. I was against 
that. I am against all these retrospective acta; 


and I am against all appropriations. of. money 
here unless the Administration shoulder the re- 
sponsibility, and tell us that it is: needed for a 
proper purpose. It is their business to make these 
recommendations. Tt is their business. to furnish 
the estimates, and then for ug to’ decide whet! 
they are right or wrong. ` Let them: tak 
proper ‘responsibility, and ‘send ‘their estin 
here, If an increase of salaries is demanded, 01 
if an increase of expenditures is demanded, why. 
then let them show it. If they do, lam prepared to 
vote for it. 1 am not prepared to doit otherwise. 
Lam not prepared to‘ have it said.that the officers 
of this Government did not ask an increase which 
thetwo Houses of Congress forced on them: ' 

Mr. KERR. [desire simply’ to remark; in 
reply to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dun- 
HAM,] that whatever appropriations may hereto- 
fore have been made by Congress, with a view to 
establish libraries in the Territories, ] believe it is 
not pretended’ by anybody that any. professional 
or law libraries have been established. in the Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is very trué that they 
have not been established expressly as law libra- 
ries, but l understand that there are libraries ex- 
pressly for the use of the officers of the Territory. 

Mr. KERR. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And 1 suppose that- these 
very reports and statutes at large have been em- 
‘braced in the purchases for those libraries: If 
they have not been, they undoubtedly should have 

een. on / 3 yo 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon. If the’ gentleman will 
allow me, I will tell him what I kyow about: the 
custom of the Government in relation to the statutes 
at large. The judges of Oregon Territory have 
been furnished by the Government of the United 
States with sets of the statutes at large. They were 
sent to me, and I distribused them equally among 
the judges of the Territory. Now, if that. is not 
the custom of the Government, we in Oregon got 
so much more than we wereentitledto. But] in- 
cline to think that the judges of all the Territories 
have been furnished with the statutes at large. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We can amend theamend- 
ment by adding a proviso that these books shall 
only be furnished to those Territories which have 


not already received them. ge 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Oregon whether the reports ‘and 
statutes are not included in the purchase, and'do. 
not also form a part of the territorial library? 

Mr. LANE. They arein the territorial library 
of Oregon. Whether they have been procured 
for the other Territories [ cannot say. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Undoubtedly they have. 
The gentleman from North Carolina will find that 
Tam entirely right. The gentleman from Oregon: 
says that these books have beén furnished’ for 
Oregon Territory. Now, liberal appropriations 
have been made for the purchase of libraries for 
all the other Territories also; and if these other 
Territories have not expended the money’ with 
equal providence and care, the fault is their own. 

Mr. KERR. I will modify my amendment in 
the way suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Camepett,] by inserting the words * to 
which they have not heretofore been furnished.” 

Now, let me say a word or two only. Tama 
litle surprised at the objection which is urged to 
this bill by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Lercuer,] Of ajl men upon this floor, he isthe 


|| very last that I should have suspected of waiting 


for Executive dictation in the discharge of his 
duty as a Representative of the people. Now, I 
hold that here we are at liberty ourselves to in- 
quire what is necessary to be done, and, being 
satisfied of what the public interest demands, we 
ought to do it, whether the Administration in 
power will take the responsibility of advising it 
or not. I care not who is in power; whether the 
party to which I belong, or the party to which I 
am opposed : 

Mr. WADE, (interrupting.) I wish to ask the 
gentleman from North Carolina’ how this amend- 
ment affects the question of congressional non- 
intervention and popular sovereignty in the Terri- 
tories? [A laugh.]} 

Mr. KERR. About as much as the gentle-- 
man’s question affects this bill, It has nothing in 
the world to do with it, [Laughter.] 1 was about 
to observe that it matters not to me who isin 
favor. I care not whether it bea Whig: or Dem- 
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ocratic Administration, or whether they are for or 
against a measure. I will cheerfully give it my 
support, if I am satisfied that it deserves it, no 
matter what the powers that be may do or say, 
and Lam surethat my friend from Virginia would 
dothesame. Ifthere is any man upon this floor 
to whom I look for an independent lead, he is the 
man; and I would as soon have suspected any other 
man here to inquire what the Executive wished to 
be done before he acts here, as the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer.] I think he did 
not do himself justice in that respect, but will do 
so if an opportunity is afforded him. 

Mr. LETCHER. I certainly am much obliged 
to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kerr] 
for the compliment he has paid me. ln regard to 
waiting for recommendations from the Executive 
Departments before acting upon bills here, I think 
I can say that I am no more likely to be influenced 
by them than any other man upon this floor. It 
strikes me, however, in this case, that we ought 
to know what is expected to be done, and that it 
would be advisable to wait until we get some sug- 
gestions informing us what we really need. 

Mr. KERR. I was about to observe, when I 
was interrupted, if I had to inquire for informa- 
tion at all with regard to my duty, | would inquire 

of my equals,and not of any masters. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee 
rise, so that we can ascertain from the President, 
or some other Executive officer, whether they have 
gota library in the Territory or not. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think that the section, even 
as amended by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Kerr,] is certainly not a judicious one, 
as I think l can satisfy the committee in a very 
few minutes. We have, as I stated before, made 
most liberal provisions for libraries in the Territo- 
ries. These governments are in themselves evan- 
escent; they cannot remain long. In a short 
time the territorial governments must be changed 
for State governments. Why, then, should we 
go beyond what we have done heretofore in pro- 
viding libraries for officers of Territories, who will 
not long, at furthest, continue to need them? Why 
should we provide libraries for officers holding 
their offices at the will of the Executive, and may 
not, and probably will not, be continued in office 
over four years, especially if there should bea 
change in the politics of the Executive of the Gen- 
eral Government; and if not before changed, must 
soon pass away when the territorial organizations 
give place to State governments, 

Mr. PHILLIPS. But they will have succes- 
Bors. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Who will be their succes- 
sors, when the offices cease with the territorial 
Government for which they were created? Your 
government ceases, the office ceases, and, l take 
it, the succession ceases also. There will be no 
successor; there can be none. 

Mr. KERR made some remark in reference to 
libraries for the judges of the district courts of the 
United States, who would be the successors, 
which was imperfectly heard by the reporter. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Your territorial court is 
composed of three judges; your district courts will 
be composed of one. You will have three sets 
of books, besides the set now in the territorial 
library, in the very place, by the way, where 
these officers need them, the capital of the Terri- 
tory. You will have three sets of books there, 
while you have but one district judge to use them. 

Now, there is one thing more that I desire to 
say in regard to this bill, while 1 am upon the 
floor. I think we are increasing all these salaries 
with a great deal of recklessness and prodigality. 
I speak particularly of the men 

Mr. CULLOM, (interrupting.) I move that 
the committee do now rise and report to the 
House. It is not possible for us to get through 
to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
‘Indiana yield the floor for that motion? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No, sir, not yet. Twill 
complete my remarks, and then, if the committee 
desire to rise, they can do so. I shall be brief. 

in regard to these salaries, | was saying, I spealc 
particularly to gentlemen who make such earnest 
professions of the doctrine of State rights. We 
are increasing the salaries of all the Federal officers 
to an extent much above the salaries of officers 
doing similar duties under the State governments. 
And the tendency of all this is to destroy all 
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| best talent of the country from the service of States, | 


| of the gentleman from Arkansas, by asking a || 
j question in return: Did he ever know anything || 


| that the judges of the supremecourt of the United 


i amendments, 


disposition to take office under the State govern- | 
ment, and induce an inordinate desire for office | 
under the Federal Government, To withdraw the 


and absorb itin this great central power, must 
of course soon destroy the dignity and independ- 
ence of the State sovereignties. This tendency 
is all wrong. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana permit me to interrupt him with a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana this question: Whether or not, 
if any person receive these books, they will not 
revert to the Government when the office becomes | 
extinct? | 


Mr. DUNHAM. I will answer the question || 


belonging to the General Government to be re- 
turned? If he ever knew an instance of that kind, 
then I think there may be something appropriate 
in his question. 
Mr. BERNELISEL. Will the gentleman from j; 
Indiana permit me to make a remark? | 
Mr. DUNHAM. Ofcourse; I yield it entirely. |! 
Mr. BERNHISEL. f merely desire to state | 


States for the Territory of Utah were supplied 
with the United States Statutes at Large, up to the 
end of the first session of the T'hirty-Second Con- 
gress. 

The question was then taken by division on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North | 
Carolina, [Mr. Kerr.] Only twenty-nine mem- 
bers voted in the affirmative. 

(Cries of ‘* Count the other side.’?] 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Chairman, we will be evi- |! 
dently without a quorum if'a further count is taken. 
l call for tellers, and then 1 move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report to the House. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. 
Jones, of Tennessee, having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, the Chair reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the Union generally, 
and especially the order relative to the territorial | 
business, and had instructed him to report to the | 
House three bills, which were adopted with 


Mr. KERR, 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly, at half past three | 
o’clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow at twelve , 
o’clock, m. | 


I move that the House do now ; 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented a | 


| 
| 
resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, in favor | 
| 
| 


of a donation of land to that State for educational |! 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee |! 
on Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Ken- |) 
tucky, in favor of so amending the act of Congress | 
granting lands to certain officers and soldiers, or į 
their widows and minor children, that in case | 
there be no widow or minor children, the provis- ; 
ions of said act shall embrace the adult children; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. || 

Mr. WADE, at the request of Mr. Synru, of || 
Connecticut, presented the memorial of Alvan | 


i 
4 


| 
tion of measures, by treaties with foreign countries, i 
which shall in future prevent wars, and refer all Í 
national disputes and controversies to arbitration; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations. : 
| 


Farmington, Connecticut, praying the reduction 
of ocean postage to a uniform rate of two cents; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads. 


| second reading. 


Also, a memorial of William D. Sands and forty- 
nine others, citizens of Hadlyme, Connecticut, pro- 
testing against the passage of the Nebraska bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CELASE presented a memorial of the So- 
ciety of Friends of Indiana, composed of twelve 
thousand members, praying the rejection of the 
Nebraska bill, or of any bill which will introduce 
slavery into the Territories; which was ordered to 
he on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Lowa, praying the establishment of a 
post road from Dubuque, via New Wine, thence 
on the new State road, via Strawberry Point, Rob- 
ertson’s Ford, and West Union, to Decorah; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Fayette county, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
for organizing the Territories of Nebraska and 


‘Kansas; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented 


| a petition of citizens of the State of New Jersey, 
| and a petition of citizens of the State of Pennsyl- 


vania, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Nebraska and Kansas bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Also,a memorial of citizens of Burlingtoncounty, 
New Jersey, praying that all those soldiers who 
have served in any of the wars of the United States, 
may be granted one hundred and sixty acres of 
land; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEYER presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States, of the Jewish religion, resid- 
ing in Missouri, praying that measures may be 
taken to obtain for American citizens of every 
creed, residing or traveling in foreign countries, 
a just degree of civil and religious freedom; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the memorial of 
Franklin Chase, praying that his claim in relation 
to the confiscation of he schooner Oregon, ad- 
versely reported upon, may be recommitted to the 
Committee on Claims; which, with the papers on 
file in relation to the subject, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of F. A. 
Underwood and H. A. Crane, heirs of Jehu Un- 
derwood, praying the confirmation of their title to 
a certain tract of land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Afairs, to whom was referred the petition of Mar- 
garet Chandler, mother of Walter S. Chandler, of 
the Army, who was drowned while in the dis- 
charge of his duty, praying a pension, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of S. T. 
Van Derze, an officer of the quartermaster’s de- 
partment in the war of 1812, praying an amend- 
ment of the bounty land and pension laws, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Elizabeth 
Summers, widow of Cornelius Summers, who 
served in the last war with Great Britain, as a 
substitute for one Gray, praying to be allowed 
bounty land, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for her relief; which was read, and passed» 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John McVey, a sol- 
dier in the last war with Great Britain, praying a 
pension, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to a 
The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the relief of Benjamin Rowe, re- 
ported it back without amendment, accompanied 
by a report on the subject; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 


|| sentatives for the relief of George W. Gibson, 


reported it back without amendment, accompanied 
by areport on the subject; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred additional documents in the case of 
Benjamin Burton, submitted an adverse report | 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom li 

_was referred the petition of James Stewart, of | 
Stamford, Delaware county, New York, praying | 
a pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; | 
which was ordgged to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the memo- |, 
rial of Frederick Vincent, administrator of Le Caze |i 
and Mallet, praying the payment of money-ad- 
vanced during the revolutionary war, submitted | 
a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
indian Affairs, to whom were referred the memo- | 
tial of the Legislature of the Territory of New 
Mexico, respecting Indian depredations in that 
Territory, and the petition of John B. Chapman 
and Clarinda P. Chapman, praying that steps may 
be taken to civilize the Indians at Puget’s Sound, 
in Washington Territory, asked to be discharged | 
from their further consideration; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. MORTON, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to whom was referred the petition of 
Denton Offutt, praying Congress to purchase his 
system for the improvement of the breeds of | 
domestic animals, asked to be discharged from its 
urther consideration; which was agr eed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill from 
the House of Representatives, granting the right 
of way to the St, Louis and Tron Mountain rail- 
road, through the arsenal magazine and Jefferson 
barracks tracts, reported it back with amendments. 


SURVEY OF COAL FIELDS. | 


Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the | 
President of the United States to cause an examination | 
and survey to be made of the coal fields on and in the 
neighborhood of Deep river, iu the State of North Carolina, | 
with a view to the establishinent of a national foundery and | 
armory. | 

NEW MAIL ROUTE. i 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, submitted the 
following resolution; which was (considered by | 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post || 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- fi 
lishing a qmail route from Monteville, tH Galesvill and |} 
Douglass’s Mitis, to Black River Falls, in Wisconsin. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. i 


f 
A. message was received from the House of |i 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- fi 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the follow- |, 
ing enrolled bill and joint resolution: , l 

A joint resolution authorizing the accounting | 
officers of the Treasury to adjust the expenses of || 
the Board of Commissioners appointed by the 
'Territoria! Assembly of Oregon to prepare a code | 
of laws, also to adjust the expenses of collecting 
and printing certain laws and archives of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon; and 

A. bill for the relief of Grafton Baker. | 

The message also announced that the House | 
had. passed a bill for the construction of certain 
military roads and wells in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 
Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following report: 


The undersigned, managers of the Senate and House of | 


g 
Representatives, upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, on the amendments to House bill No, 47, being 

c An act making appropriations for the support of the Miti- | 
tary Academy for the year ending the 30th June, 1855,” have 
met, and afier full and free conference, have agreed to | 
recommend that the Sunale recede from its first amendment 
to said bill; aud, also, thaj the Senate recede from its nov- i 


66 


e 


| intendent and agent, &c., 829,000. 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 1854. 


concurrence with the House amendment to the third amend- 


ment to that bill. 

R. M. T. HUNTER, 
JAMES SHIELDS, 
JOHN BELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEO. W. JONES, 
WILLAM H, BISSELL, 
JOHN G. DAVIS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The first amendment of the Senate from whieh 
the committee recommended that it should recede, 
was to insert: 

«For repairs and additions to professors’ quarters, 


| 85,000.” 


The third amendment of the Senate, was to add 
the following as an additional section: 

“ Be it further enacted, That the compensation of the 
professors of French aud drawing be made equal to that of 
the professors of the other departments, and the compensa- 
tion of the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum,” 

The amendment of the House in which the 
Senate originally non-concurred, was to strike out 
the words: 

* Professors of French and drawing be made equal to 
that of the professors of the other departments, and the 
compensation of the??-— i 


So as to make the section read: 

“Sego. 2., Beit further enacted, That the compensation 
of the master of the sword be $1,200 per annum.” 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will state that, for fear of 
losing the whole bill, we had to recede from our 
position, but I really hope we shall persist here- 
after until we do justice to these professors. 

The report was coneurred in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con» 
sideration of the House bill making appropria- 
tion for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, and‘ for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1855, the pending question 


3 of continuing the removal and 


For defraying the expe 
i ip California to five military res- 


subsistence of the Indiu 
ervatio in aceordance 
superintendent of Indian afl of that Stare, and approved 
by tha President, the sum o 5,000: Provided, The sub- 
agents created by this act shall be appointed by the super- 


the plan submitted by the j 


intendent, subject to coufirmation by the Secretary of the | 


Interior, not to exceed one for each reservation nor five in 
a. 
more than twenty-five thousand acres. And the said super 
intendent is authorized to apply, out of the sum hereby 
appropriated, not exceeding 426,000 in the extinguishinent 


f . 
| of conflicting tides and rights to said reserved finds ata 


for a valid and inde 
And Provided, The 
y jurisdiction in 


price not exceeding $1 25 per acre 
feasible title to the Inds #0 purch 
State of ifornia shall cede the ne 
such cases. 
For general inci 
Jalifornia, embracing the 


of che fndian service in 
sof travel of the super- 
The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I moved an amendment to 
the amendment, to strike out * $125,000” and in- 
sert * $200,000." An amendment was also moved 
by my colleague to strike out all after the word 
« California,’ in the amendment reported from 
the committee; which is the question now to be 
taken? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Briaur in 
the chair.) ‘fhe Senator who is now on the 
floor first moved to strike out $125,000,” and 
insert $200,000.” {is colleague subsequently 
moved an®amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. It will be read if the Senator desires 
it. 

Mr. BADGER. 

Mr. WELLER. 
some error in thi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
again put the question if desired. 

Mr. WELLER. ‘The motion which I made 
yesterday———- TAP 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


What is it? 
I apprehend that there is 


‘The Senator 


Said reservations to contain not less than five, nor | 


New Series 


from California will allow the amendment.to..be 
read, as the Senator from North Carolina desires it, 
The amendment of the committee. was..reads 
and the amendment offered. by Mr. Gwin was io 
strike out all after the word ‘California,’ and 
insert ‘ for preserving peace. with. said. Indians, 
$200,000,”’ so that the amendment would. read: 
“Fur defraying the expenses of continuing the femoval 
and subsistence of the Indians in Californis,and for pre= 
| serving peace with said Indians, $200,000.77 


_ Mr. WELLER, The first question, I believe, 
ison my motion to strike out $125,000, and in- 
sert $200,000. I stated yesterday that the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs in California,called. for 
an appropriation of $500,000." -` i Boe 

Upon a consultation. with the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, I advised him that, in. my judg- 
ment, $200,000 would be amply sufficient toren- 
able the Government to carry out the plan, It 
was, therefore, on my recommendation in part, 
that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs com- 
plied with the wish of the superintendent, but cut 


| down the amount to $200,000. The Committee 
| on Indian Affairs, not being able, as I think, to 


assign any reason at all, cut. it down still further 
to $125,000. Now, l ask to restore the estimate 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $200,000. 
That, in my judgment, will be amply sufficient 
for the Indians in that country, there being now, 
according to the reports, one fourth of all the In- 
dians in the United States located in California. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The pending question J 
now understand to be on the substitute offered yes- 
terday by the Senator from California, for the 
amendment reported from the committee. I stated 
that I had not the slightest objection.to increasing 
the nmount, provided it was to be applied in the 
way the committee recommended. . I yet have no 
objection, if the Senate think that $200,000 is re- 
quired by the service in that country, to appropri- 
ate that amount; but the committee’ were unable 
to arrive at the conclusion that more than $125,000 
could be profitably employed, because we had no 
information from the gentleman in charge of the 
administration of Indian affairs in California, of 
the disbursement of the quarter of a million which 
was appropriated last year. {think that, sir, is 
alone a sufficient reason for restricting and limit- 
ing the appropriation which the committee were 
disposed to give tothe Department, below the sum 
recommended, which we now learn came from the 
Pepariment on the suggestion of the Senator from 
California. ‘That is a mere matter of detail, how- 
ever. 

But I understand that the amendment to the 
amendment goes further, and involves a departure 
from the plan adopted by Congress and the Exec- 
utive heretofore, and to restore. the old, and what 
1 understood to be the exploded system of Indian 


1 


j 


' to the act of the last session of Congress. 
| amendment, as now proposed by the Senator from 


administration in that State, which existed prior 
The 


California, would be restoring the plan of appro- 
priating general amounts for the general purpose 
of preserving peace with the Indiansin California, 
By referring to the history of the administration 
of that plan, it will be seen that such had been the 
magnitude of the evils that had grown out of iti 
such had been the signal iailure of that system 
heretofore, that, on the 3d of March last, tne Sen- 
ate, almost without» dissenting voice, adopted the 
system which is now in force there, and which, 1 
think, affords the only efficient, plan for the pro- 
tection and civilization of the Indian population of 
that State against that inevitable and_ irresistible 
agency~——the encroachment of the white map. 
That system, so far as it has worked, :has 
worked efficiently, expensively, itis true, as every 
system of administration in that State must neces- 
sarily work from the inflated state and condition 
of things there at this time.. That is & difficulty 
| which we must expect to. meet, and which we 
| must face. Itisa difficulty which weare to over- 
come, and overcomenow; for an experiment wher, 
first tried muatinvolvethe expenditure of amo ats 
| startling to us, from which we must exec: thal. 
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the development of the system will recover itself 
in the process of time. 

But, sir, does the old system, for which the Sen- 
ator now proposes to abandon this experiment, 
ever work with greater satisfaction than that 
which was adopted on the recommendation of the 
committee at the last session, and whose fruits 
are successful up to this time, although it costs an 
immense amount of money? Ithink not. We 
all remember the fruit of the old system, for which 
an appropriation was made. Commissioners were 
sent out there, and almost the first results of their 
labor was the enactment of some nineteen or 


twenty treaties, which were returned here, involv- | 


ing the Government in the expenditure of $800,000 
or $1,000,000. It is very true that we have not 


paid it; but this shows the operation of the sys- | 


tem. The very first step which was made in its 
progress broke it down, and it has not been able 
to be revived. 


I appeal to the Senators from that State, if we | 


abandon the only system which has worked with 
anything like results corresponding to our expect- 


ations, and go back to the system of general | 
approupriation—to the abandoned and exploded | 


system which never worked with efficacy—what 
are we to expect? Are we toexpect results more 


flattering than those developed in the operation | 


of this system? I think not. I am disposed, 
therefore, to adhere to that system tenaciously, 
until it shall be, by experiment, proved to have 
been a failure or a successful policy. It is the 
same which we adopt in reference to all the Indian 
tribes at this time. It has been ingrafted on our 
late treaties, 2 
appropriations in the Indian appropriation bill; 
and we intend to propose and insist upon it as a 
system of general Indian appropriation, believing, 
as Í think, that it affords the only prospect of per- 
manently civilizing and giving fixed agricultural 
habits to that people. 

As I before stated, I make no point upon the 
amountof money. Tf $200,000 is required instead 
of $125,000, f am willing to acquiesce in the sense 
of the Senate on that; but lam opposed to that 
amendment which involves the abandonment of the 
system on which the past appropriations have been 
made, and proposes the restoration of one which 
never brought forth good fruit, and which has 
been heretofore abandoned. 1 think, sir, it is 
more wise in us to pursue some system with con- 
sistency, with something likea dignity of purpose; 
and not be changing and vacillatmg between one 
system and another, and going back to a policy 
which never has, under the most favorable circum- 
stances, led to anything but signal failures. 


Mr. BELL. 


should like to make an inquiry of him in reference 
to an objection which he states, that the United 


States have no power to make reservations in the | 


State of California. Why is it that treaties have 
not been made with these Indian tribes? I know 
that there were treaties made in such a form and 


under such circumstances, that the Senate rejected | 


them, or the Executive, perhaps, thought proper 
not to submit them to the Senate for rejection or 
ratification. But why is it that no subsequent 
attempt has been made to make treaties with these 
Indian tribes? F take it for granted that there is 
public domain there, in the various gorges of the 
mountains, where they would not interfere with 
the population now in California. 

A treaty is the only method of which I am 
aware, by which, under the Constitution, we can 
secure reservations in order to make the experi- 
ment, and I have been ‘surprised, under the cir- 


cumstances, that no such treaties appear to have | 
been attempted of late, as far as 1 am informed. | 


Perhaps it may be that they are in progress now, 
or that instructions have been transmitted to make 
them, but if there be territories belonging to the 
United States in California, by treaty, we can cer- 
tainly secure the Indians in the enjoyment of those 
yeservations just as we have done in all other 
cases, and just as we are authorized directly by 
the Constitution to do, where the United States 
are the owners ofthe unappropriated domain, and 
where the Indians have not been incorporated as 
members of the State by law. In that cage we 
have no power. . 
It was suggested in debate yesterday, that the 
people or the Legislature of California would 
not, perhaps, give their consent to this plan, 


It has been ingrafted on one or two | 


Í concur enurely in the views | 
expressed by the Senator from Arkansas; but F| 


|! ernment to select portions of the public domain on 


Rumors were stated as existing in California, that 
perhaps east of the Sierra Nevada some country 
did exist on which the Indians might be located. | 
I suppose, if there be any*territory unappropri- | 
ated by law, it would be in the power of the Gov- 


| 
| 


which to make this experiment. But my object 
in rising was to get information from the Senator 
from Arkansas, to get him to inform me, if he 
knew, why it was that this preliminary step had 
not been taken? 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Tennessee—for | really wish the benefit of his in- 
formation on this subject-—-whether he thinks we 
would have the right to take a cession of the ex- į 
clusive jurisdiction from the State of California 
for Indian reservation? That seems to me to be 
a point of doubt. 1 merely wish to ask the ques- |! 
tion to get the information from the Senator. i 

Mr. BELL. I only refer the honorable Sen- 
ator to the practice of the Government from | 
Washington’s administration down to this time. ; 
The Government bas never undertaken to exer- | 
cise the powers of sovereignty over the Indian 
tribes, it is true, so far as to give them the fee- | 
simplein the domain. We do not do that by | 
treaty, and it is not necessary for the experiment | 
to be made that we should give them anything | 
but the usufructory enjoyment; but that we can 
continue indefinitely. 

In those States, for example, in Texas, where 
the Government owns no public domain, the 
United States have forborne, for they have not had 
the power, to make any such reservations, That 
would have to be done with the consent of the 
Legislature of the State. But my experience is, 
that the Government from its foundation, has felt 
at liberty, and has executed the power of making 
permanent reservations, not giving to the Indians | 
the fee-simple of the soil in any State, but by i 
treaty stipulations, protecting the Indians in the 
enjoyment of those reservations, and this under | 
the express power of the Constitution authorizing || 
the Government to make treaties with the Indian 
tribes within any States of the Union, those tribes 
not being membersof such State, not being recog- 
nized as such. 

Mr. RUSK, 


I do not apprehend that the | 
United States can take the jurisdiction of any land | 
in California for the use of the Indians, without | 
the consent of California. The United States, | 
though, have certainly the authority and power to | 
set off for the use of the indians, any amount of; 
territory they choose, and prescribe rules and reg- , 
ulations for their government. ‘Fhe Constitution || 
expressly gives the power to Congress to regulate || 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes; and | 
under that article of the Constitution it has been 
constantly the practice of the Government to set 
aside portions of the country for the use of the 
Indians, and establish certain rules to prevent en- | 
croachmeats on them, and thus carry out the: 
power expressly granted by the Constitution. i 

Now, l should be very sorry to see this attempt |! 
in California abandoned. J should feel extreme | 
reluctance to see it abandoned; and E should also 
feel extreme reluctance to make any rules or reg- 
ulations in regard to the Indians which should be 
distasteful to the State of California. 1 know 
how these things are. At the time these reserva- 
tions were selected and taken the country was not 
settled. There is a population going into Cali- 
fornia rapidly, and perhaps encroaching on the | 
Indians; and this may lead to some inconveni- |} 
ences. i do not think, however, that we ought || 
to abandon the plan. To abandon the policy I |! 
think would be wrong. The reason given for itis | 
simply that the superintendent of Indian afffairs | 
there has not made a report of the fund which he | 
last received. 

This is rather an extraordinary time for the 
Indian appropriation bill to be in the Senate. F 
know nothing of the facts in relation to the report, 
except what is stated by the Comrfissioner of | 
Indian Affairs, I have a great deal of confidence | 
in the superintendent, in his intelligence and | 
energy, and the character of the man, so far as) 
my acquaintance extends with him. We have! 
reports from him that he has collected a number | 
of Indians; and that they have gone to work, and | 
are learning to farm, and make provision for : 
meray, and so far are getting along admirably 
well. 

I think the best plan would be to compromise 


i 


| 
| 


t 
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this measure somewhat. I am not disposed to 
stint California, or to stint the Indian Bureau in 
the appropriations necessary to carry out this plan. 
One of the Senators from California, and perhaps 
both, yesterday rather opposed the obtaining of any 
reservation on which to place the Indians. Now, 
F would not be willing to vote to abandon this 
measure, but would make the appropriation as pro- 


| posed in theamendment offered by the committee. 


fam not disposed to confine myself to the sum 
recommended by the committee, of which I hap- 
pen to bea member. Iam willing to vote forany 
reasonable sum that may be necessary. 

I would propose to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and the Senator from 
California, that we increase the appropriation toa 
reasonable amount for this object. I think, myself, 
in the first law which was passed, authorizing the 
reservation, twenty-five thousandtres of land was 
too much, as was mentioned by one of the Sena- 
tors yesterday. F think eight thousand acres in a 
place ig amply sufficient. There is a less exposure 
to the collisions which. will naturally take place 


| between them and the white people; and [ think 


that eight thousand acres is as much as ought to 

be selected in such a way by the head of the In- 
dian Bureau or the proper officer—perhaps the su- 

perintendent of Indian affairs in California would 

be the best judge of that—so as not to throw the 

white population near the Indians, 

I have no objection to increasing the appropri- 
ation; but as it seems to be distasteful to California 
—she may exterminate the Indians, itis true; butin 
doing that many valuable lives would be lost, and 
there would be uncertainty and difficulty on the 
frontier; it would be cruel to the Indians, and 
hurtful, I think, to the State of California, because 


| valuable lives would be lost, and a formidableand 


troublesome enemy would be had upon the bor- 
ders, assassinating the peaceful citizens—I am 
willing, so far as L am concerned, to increase the 
appropriation, and to make its expenditure, and 
the further progress of the affair, dependent upon 
some provision that it shall be expended in the 
manner proposed, with the assent of the State of 
California. 

Mr. WALKER. in the report of the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs for California, he asks 
that there shall be appropriated the further sum 
of $500,000 to enable him to proceed with his 
scheme for the Indians in California. While that 
proposition is under consideration in the Indian 
bureau, it is deemed, in concurrence with the 
views, as we hear, of one of the Senators from 
California, that the sum asked for by the superin- 
tendent is too large; and the sura of $200,000 is 
finally settled upon in the Indian bureau. The 
appropriation of that sum is recommended by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in their mvesti- 
gation and inquiry into this matter, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs find, that as yet, a large unex- 
pended balance remains in the hands of the super- 
intendent for that section of country. T believe 
that unaccounted for balance is about $180,006. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Nearer $250,000. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam told that my recollec- 
tion is not correct; that there is nearly £250,006 
unaccounted for, and yet in the hands of the 
superintendent of Indian affairs in that section 
of country. Well, sir, there are other circum- 
stances connected with the expenditure of that 
money which it is unnecessary for me to mention. 
There are those who have looked into them more 
carefully than l have: and if it be important that 
they should be mentioned at all in this investiga- 
tion, it will be done by others, and perhaps by 
the honorable Senator from Missouri, our Pre- 
siding Officer, [Mr, Arcnisow;] but I do not 
know that it will be necessary to advert to them 
at all. 

This unexpended or unaccounted for balance re~- 
mains in the hands of the superintendent. ‘Then, 
while the Cormmitteeon Indian Affairs had the sub- 
ject under consideration, they deemed that an addi- 
tional $125,000 would be amply sufficient for the 
ensuing fiscal year. I do not think there is any 
one who, upon looking at the subject, can come 
rationally to any other conclusion. I can see no 
necessity for adding to the $250,000, of which no 
account has yet been given, the further sum of 
$200,000, making $450,006 to be expended by the 
superintendent of Indian affairs in California for 
the next fiscal year. 


This seasion of Congreas will last probably 


4a 
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until towards the first of September. Congress 
meets again on the first Monday in December, 
and if disaster should arise from the appropriation 
being too small, it will be an easy matier for 
Congress to remedy the evil. I think still, there- 
fore, that the appropriation of $125,000 in addition 
to that now in the hands of the superintendent of 
Indian affairs in California, will be amply sufi- 
cient, 

But, sir, we were apprised, yesterday, that 
another difficulty has arisen; that in California 
serious objections are growing up to this policy 
of the Government. The State, or the people of 
the State, are objecting to the location of the In- 
dians upon these military reservations. I confess 
that what reflection { have been able to bestow 
on the subject, has brought my mind to the con- 
clusion that we have not power to do it without 
the consent of California. Some are disposed to 
start the further question, whether we can do it 


- r5 


with the consent of California, under the provis- 
ions of the Constitution. Iam inclined to think, | 
for one, that we can do it. 

We have, then, under the state of the case, two 
propositions from the Senators from California. 
One proposes to appropriate $200,000 generally, 
which must be seen by the Senate is an abandon- | 
ment of the scheme now attempted to be executed 
in California, of the scheme established, or entered 
upon at the last Congress, and going back again 
to the old system of general appropriations for 
the benefit of the Indian tribes. The other prop- | 
osition is nothing more ner Jess than to increase 
the sum from $125,000 to $200,000, and to go on 
with the plan upon which we have entered. I 
think the Senate had better vote them both down, 
and take the recommendation of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. I should regret exceedingly to 
see the Senate abandon the plan which has been ; 
commenced. It must be borne in mind by ever 
Senator, that the condition of our country is such 
now, that we must necessarily resort to some plan | 
by which we shall establish a permanent system | 
for the Indian tribes. It is got so now, that we 
have no other place to send them; we find them | 
in their condition surrounded by the whites. The 
last inch of territory is being organized. We have 
no place then to send them beyond the limits of 
these countries organized for civil government. 
Finding them, then, as we do, in different locali- 
ties of the United States, it would seem that we 
must necessarily adopt some permanent system 
for their government, for their control, for the 
amelioration of their condition. Itcannot be done, 
it would seem, in any other way thiu upon the 
plan of locating them permanently upon reserva- 
tions, granting these reservations for their pur- 
pose, and sacredly maintaining the grant. 

if it is proposed to locate them in this way, 
within the borders of States already established, | 
as [ before remarked, it is my opinion that we | 
would have to obtain the consent of the State. In 
the State of: Wisconsin, that consent has been 
given, as I remarked yesterday, to the location | 
there of one of the Indian tribes, the Menomo- 
nees. Their reservation has been surveyed for 
them, and they are located upon it. There is 
there a good superintendent. He is suggesung, 
from time to time, plans by which the Govern- 
ment skall proceed in the matter, and bring the 
Indians to habits of industry, and teach them ag- 
riculture, and establish among them schools. So 
far as the matter has gone, wecan seeat all events, 
that the Indians have become contented. They 
have thus become, collectively and individually, 
interested in the policy of the Government. They 
are beginning to see, as well as the white popula- 
tion must see, thatthey have now toconform their 
habits and their lives to this permanent state of the 
case; that they can go nowhereelse. Seeing this, as 
they rationally must do, they begin to manifest an 
interest which is really pleasing to those who look 
with an eye of regard on the condition of the In- | 
dian tribes. They are beginning to manifest that | 
rational view of their condition, and I do sincerely | 
believe, that under the quiet management of that ! 
Indian tribe, it will be soon seen that they will 
become agriculturists, that they will send their | 
children to school, that they will imbibe educa. | 
tion, and finally become, so far as such a racecan 
become, good citizens. 


This is but in miniature the plan which is pro- |; 


posed here, except that in Wisconsin they are not 
under military rule. Itis bot in miniature the plan, | 


with that exception, which is proposed in Cali- 
fornia. ‘There the number of Indians is vastly 
greater; but l have no doubt in my own mind, 
that when they, by contact with the whites, under 
this system, which is one of protection, shall see 
that it is the last thing that can be done for them, 
they will then, themselves, lend their hand as 
helpers to the Government, and co-work with the 
Government in the amelioration of their own con- 
dition. But if we now abandon it, what are we 
todo? If weno longer pursue this plan, but in- 
definitely, vaguely, and generally make appropri- 
ations for their subsistence, and for the maintenance 
of peace with them, what can they see in the pros- 
pect, in the future, of hopeto themselves, that they 
are to have anything like a permanent condition ? 
They can see nothing which they will have to inter- 
est them now to fix their minds upon a future and a 
better condition. Butifthe plan shall be persevered 
in, Lhave nodoubt, in my own mind, that an inter- 
est will grow up among them, and that very soon, 

not only in point of expense, but in point of trouble 
and of exertion on the partof the Government, the 
system will vastly ameliorateitself. J cannot, how- 

ever, see the necessity, for the next fiscal year, of 
increasing the expenditure to the amount proposed. 

I do not believe that it will be a benefit to the In- 

dians. I do not believe that it will be a benefit to 

the Government. The Government, in trying 

this scheme, ought to do it cautiously; it ought to 

move cautiously; it ought to see that it has a faith- 

ful superintendent; that he treats the Indians fairly; 

that he is honest towards the Government, and 

prompt in making his reports; and that he gives 

results so that Congress can, at all times, have 
under its supervision the working of the plan as 

it proceeds. 

But, at present, I must say it is a subject of re- 
gret to me, as an individual tuking-a deep interest 
in this matter, that the superintendent has not 
been more prompt than he has in making bis re- 
ports; that he has not been more prompt than he 
has in giving us information of the working of 
the system in detail; that he should at all be in 
default in giving us the fullest information, the 
fullest account of the expenditures, and the fullest 
statement that he possibly could, by which we 
might be guided. While he has sot done so, he 
may not be amenable to censure; but it occurs to 
me, and itprobably will occur to the entire Senate, 
that it isa matter which should render us cautious 
in making large appropriations, and handing them 
over to the same hands, which seems to be negli- 
gent, so far, in reporting the expenditure of the 


| money that has been already appropriated. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, (think a very 
short retrospect of the history of the policy of the 
country in regard to the Indians, will show 4s 
why itis that we have never been successful here- 
tofore in civilizing them by bringing them into | 
reservations, and why it is that henceforth we are 
to be successful in that policy. When we began 
to bring the Indians into reservations in the At- 
lantic States, we found a portion of them desirous, 
and ready, and wel! disposed to adopt the habits of 
civilized life; but we found another and perhaps a | 
mach larger proportion, always retaining their 
migratory dispositions, tastes, and habits; and the 
circumstances of the country were such that, while 
the white man crowded upon the reservations that 
were made for the Indians who desired to remain, 
there was a vast and illimitable wilderness beyond, 
to which the Indian might resort, and where, | 
instead of being cramped in small reserves, he | 
might enjoy his native liberty in new and fresher 
and better hunting grounds. And, therefore, the 
Indians were always divided, and, in the divis- 
ions, the colonies which were reserved at home 
were neglected, and the tribes we sent abroad 
were poor, helpless, and dependent upon the fa- 
vor of the Government. 

As the honorable Senator from Wisconsin has 
said, we gave reached the end of that condition of 
circumstances. There are no longer new hunting 
grounds to be assigned to the Indians; and when 
we assign them a reservation, it must be the last, 
and they must conform to the habits of civilized 
life, and in proportion as they do so, contract 
their disposition and increase their ability to cul- 
tivate the earth, so that they can submit to acon- 
traction even of the limits of those reservations 
themselves. When we shall have attained this 
condition of circumstances, I believe that there 
will be found to be no difficulty in bringing the 


| 


| yesterday, it is a new policy. 


| saw a more beautiful location. 


|, wisest and best. 
i lisions between the Indians and the whites. 
| have adopted the suggestion of the Senator from 


Indians into the habits and customs and. pursuits 
of civilized man. Such is the condition at which 
we have already arrived in the State of New 
York, in regard to the remnants of the Six Na- 
tions. After division upon division, and after 
removing what were called the heathen or. savage 
portion further west, from time to time; we have 
at last, reservations there in which the Indians are 
becoming agriculturists, and are becoming. moral, 
upright, sober, intelligent, and virtuous citizens, 
maintaining schools, carrying on merchandise, 
and so conducting themselves, in both reserves 
which we have made for them, small indeed 
though they are, as to disarm all prejudice on the 
part of the white man, and win the favor of the 
Governor of the State, and of all classes of citizens 
by whom they are surrounded. 

l think the people of California will find that 
they will not be crowded by these Indians, ifthey 
allow them reservations ample for the present 
purposes, and that the pacific disposition which 
they always manifest when necessity for a resort 
to the chase has passed away, will win the favor 
of the people of that State, as it does, I am sure, 
in all the other States where they are gathered to- 
gether into reservations, from which they have no 
longer any disposition to escape. 

To the question which was put by the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia as to whether the Gov- 


| ernment has a right to take a cession from Cali- 
| fornia, or to take the consent of California to set 


apart a reservation for the Indians in that State, I 
answer, that the General Government has exclusive 
power to negotiate by treaty with the Indians; 
and it has also the power to make arrangements, 
with the cohsent of the States. There can be no 
doubt that it would be unwise, on the part of the 
Government, to force Indian population into the 
territory of a State without its consent; but after 
the consent of the State has been obtained, the 
power is ample to place them upon their own na- 
tive ground, or, if you have not that ground, to 
place them upon any other which you possess, 
by virtue of your right of eminent domain in the 
States, or even on that which you may obtain by 
treaty or purchase from other Governments. 

Mr. GWIN. My great desire is to have a 
sufficient appropriation for the purpose of subsist- 


ing these Indians during the approaching fiscal 


year. In regard to these reservations, as I stated 
It may or may not 


be beneficial. The reservation which has been 


| already selected is at Tejon Pass, and is cer- 


tainly one of the most beautiful places in the 
world. I have been there, and certainly I never 
It is well adapted 
to the purpose, because it is a very rich piece 
of ground, and is almost surrounded by moun- 
tains. On the east, south, and west, is the coast 
range of mountains. That range and the Sierra 
Nevada come together near this point. Imme- 
diately north is the Tulare valley, which cannot 
be cultivated. I do not know of any other place 
in the world where those Indians could: be sa 
isolated from the white population as at that 
point, and it is one of the most beautiful places 
i have ever seen. That pértion which is occus 
pied by the Indians is very productive, and will 
no doubt yield enough to subsist a great number 
of Indians. 1 think ten thousand acres, proposed 
by my colleague as the limit of any one reserva: 
tion, will cover all the land there which they need 
for cultivation. 

I have not opposed this policy; but Tam not in 
favor of forcing it on the people of California. Í 
wish to have the amendment simply specify that 
the appropriation is for the removal, subsistence, 
and, I will add, settlement of the Indians. 1 wish 
to leave the matter with the Secretary of the In- 
terior. Let him adopt that policy which he thinks 
Give him means to prevent col- 


I 


Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] and will add to the 
amendment which F wish to propose, the word 
“ settlement,” so as to have the appropriation for 
the “ removal, subsistence, and setilement,” of the 
Indians, I think the main point is to give a suffi- 
cient amount and authority to the Secretary of 
the Interior. He has asked for a certain amount, 
and I am willing to give what he has asked for, 
and I wish to give him full discretion in the ex- 
penditure of the money. | , 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that there 
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are $180,000, or probably $200,000, in the hands 
of the superintendent of Indian affairs in Califor- 
nia. I have no idea that he has anything like 
that amount. He has not yet. made his returns. 
He has made large expenditures in farming oper- 
ations, and for starting the Indians in them; and 
I think it will be ascertained that.there is very 
little of the fund which he has not expended. F 
understand that he estimates the receipts from the 
produce which he expects to. raise there this year 
at several thousand dollars. He must have spent 
a great deal of money in making the preliminary 
purchases, and obtaining plows and other agricul- 
tural. implements, and everything necessary to 
start with. I think he has now two or three thou- 
sand acresin cultivation. The reservation is over 
a hundred miles from the sea-coast, and everything 
had to be transported there at a great expense. 
Now, the point which I make is, that we should 
appropriate the amount asked for by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and leave him discretion to con- 
tinue the reservations, if the State of California 
shall yield her assent. Ht is more than probable 
that she will at the proper time. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that, under 
the circumstances, the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from California (Mr. Gwin] is proper. 
I think we had better confide this question to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and by 
the addition of the word ‘settlement ” to the 
amendment first suggested by the Senator from 
California, we leave it open to him, to carry on 
the policy of reservations, if he finds that he can 
make such an arrangement with the State of Cal- 
ifornia as will make it practicable. Under these 
circumstances, | am disposed to go for the amend- 
ment which the Senator has suggested; but, with 
regard to theamount, it seems to me that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs are right. The sum of 
$125,000 will probably be enough, especially as the 


other sum might have been estimated for under the | 


supposition that we were bound to continue the 
policy of reservations, If we are not bound to 
continue it, and we have to make a discretionar 
appropriation, it seems to me that $125,000 will 
be enough under the circumstances, I suppose, 
however, the first vote will be as to fixing the 
amount, and after that, the question will come up 
on the amendment of the Senator from California, 
(Mr. Gwin.] 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, the plan for 
the location and government of the Indians on 
reservations in California, seems to have worked 
well so far; but time enough has scarcely elapsed 
to allow the Committee on Indian Affairs, or the 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to say, with | 


certainty, whether it is one that can be univer- 
sally applicable to all the tribes in that State or 
not. A good deal of money was expended during 
the last year upon one reservation, on which 
something like two thousand Indians, | believe, 
have been collected. Itis evidently going to he 
u very expensive plan of governing the indians; 
but, notwithstanding that it is likely to be so, I 
am prepared to give it my assent, so far as a fur- 
ther trial may be necessary. 

J think there is no doubt that there is a very 
considerable portion of the appropriation of last 
year still unexpended, and in the hands of the su- 


to be appropriated, i think he will have an amount 
amply sufficient to give the system a fair trial. 
think it would be unwise to appropriate a larger 
sum. Ihave no particular objection to the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from California, 
(Mr. Gwin.] 5o far as | amconcerned, I should 
be willing to adopt it; but what I meant to say 
paruicukuly, was, that I regard the appropriation 
of $125,000 as abundantly sufficient, taken in 
commection with that which is in the hands of the 
superintendent unexpended. 

Mr. STUART. f was notin my seat yester- 
day when this amendment was discussed; but on 
looking atthe debate as reported, I see it stated 
that there are in the hands of this officer now 


$350,000. The chairman of the commitiee to-day, | 


however, stated that thers were about $250,000 
unaccounted for. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


Will the Senator allow 


me an opportunity of setting myself right, and i 
i Mr. GWIN. 
ed us having said : 
G00 were wnac-!: nia since I came to this city; but I understand that i! 


The Sen- 


also of fortifying what F was saying? 
ator informs me that f am repor 
the other day that about $350 


> 


È ; iw 
perintendent. With that sum, and with the addi- | 
tional sum of $125,000 proposed by the committee | 


i 
! 
i 
i 
| 
ji 


| part of $250,000 were unaccounted for. I did not 
mean by that to say that the money has not been 
expended. I only intend to say that that amount 
of money has been withdrawn by the superin- 
tendent from the depository indicated by law. I 
suppose, as one of the Senators from California 
supposes, that a great deal of it has been ex- 
pended. Inall probability it has been; but returns, 
stating how it has been expended, or whether it 
| has been expended or not, for the last three quar- 
ters, have never been received from the superin- 
vendent; so that we are left to conjecture whether 
he has expended the money or not. 

Mr. STUART. It was for the purpose of ob- 
| taining that information that I rose at this time. 
i Having obtained it, I wish to inquire of the Sen- 
ate whether, when the superintendent has $250,000 
| in money unaccounted for in his possession, and 
‘three quarters, as I understand the chairman, 
| have passed without any report of the condition 


the lights which are before me at this time, I 
should not feel myself willing to appropriate 
another dollar, unless there be appended to the ap- 
propriation a proviso that it shall not be put into 
the hands of this superintendent until he has ac- 
| counted for the money already in his hands. 1 


a 


of the Senators, I understand that the bonds o 
this officer are probably $30,000. 


i 


The chairraan 


{he had not made any report for the last three 
l| quarters, and there is a balance of $250,006 in his 
hands. Now, willthe Senate go forward and ap- 
(| propriate §200,060, or even $125,000 more, under 
i| such circumstances’ 

Senators say they suppose thix money has been 
expended. That is the reasonable supposition; at 
all events it is the charitable supposition, But an 
officer of this kind should make his reports. ‘Phere 
ig no reason assigned here why he has not made 
his quarterly returns, showing what money he 


thing can be shown further than has at present 
been shown to the Senate, E shall feel entire re- 
| luctance to vote a single dollar. But if the Senate 
shall disagree with me upon that proposition, I 
shall, at the proper time, offer a proviso, that 
whatever sum is appropriated, shall not pass into 
the hands of this superintendent until he accounts 
for what he has already had. 

Mr. RUSK. In regard to the superintendent, 
I believe it is generally agreed, so far as we have 
heard from him, that he has expended the money 
properly, Itis true, as the chairman of the Com- 
' mittee on Indian Affairs has said, that he nas not 
| returned his accounts in full as yet. There was 


| by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs when that 


| disposal. 
| to the operation of the system, is that it is work- 
i ing admirably. The superintendent got the fn- 
dians together, and they are at work, and are get- 
ting on very well. Now, I do not pretend to say, 
for { know nothing about it, what is the reason 
hy the superintendent’s accounts are not nere 
‘but as ! said before, this is a very early Gay for 
‘the Indian appropriation bill to come before the 
: Senate. 


i and it is usually near the end of the session before 
any appropriationsare made. The superintendent 
may have thought that the usual course would be 
pursued this year, and that, if his accounts wer 
|in towards the close of the session, it would be 
‘time enough. At allevents we have nothing upon 
| which to predicateany improper use of the money 
l We have only the fact that his accounts 
i 

i 


| by him. 
| are not returned. This is only presumptive; and 
| my own opinion is, that he will satisigctorily ac- 
, count for the delay. l may bein error about that; 
i but such is my judgment on the matter. I saw 
' this gentleman frequently when he was before the 
i Committee on Indian Affairs prior to the original 
|: appropriation being made. He bears a very high 
| reputation so far as | know, and is certainly a 
man of very great intelligence and high integrity 
of character. 


| with the superintendent of indian affairs in Califor- 


| of the funds in his hands, it is best to make any j 
further appropriations at all? {confess that, with | 


| hasin his hands; and I confess, that unless some- | 


I have had no intercourse at all | 


i 
} 


| 


| do not know the fact, but from inquiry of one |, 
ali 
; been 


| of the Committee on Indian Afairs, states that |! 


| evidently very great confidence reposed in him | 


lt was very nearly the end of the last | 
I || session when the original appropriation was made 


| officer put the whole of the appropriation at his | 
The report, so far as we have any, as | 


| he ascertained that he had 


| counted for. I said about $250,000—the larger | that gentleman was recently about to visit. Wash- 


i 


ington, and a gentleman who traveled with him 
informed me that he had his accounts ready to 
bring on with him. He thought he had them in 
his possession until he arrived at Panama, when 
put the wrong bundle 
of papers into his trunk. it is more than proba- 
ble that that is the cause of the returns not being 
here. I was very much surprised not to find his 
estimates here, such indeed as were necessary to 
be laid before the committees upon which to base 
the appropriation; and I ascertained, upon inquiry 
of a gentleman who has traveled with him, that 
he had taken the wrong bundle of papers when he 
left California, supposing them to contain his 
estimates and accounts, and probably that is the 
reason why his returns have not been made. 

Mr. STUART. Perhaps the Senator from 
Texas, and the Senator from California, may 


| have understood me as questioning the integrity 


of this gentleman. I made no such suggestion at 
all. lonly stated the facts that appeared here, 
and that I thought the Senate ought to be cautious 
about putting into his hands further money until 
the delay was explained. 

Mr. WELLER. [am very glad that the Sen- 


| ator from Michigan has made the declaration which 


he has just made—that he does not intend to im- 


‘peach the integrity of the superintendent, It is 
P gruy } 


i iHustration, i p 
: Boundary Comm 


unfortunate, perhaps, that his vouchers have not 
sent to the Department; but I take it for 
hat there has been an unavoidable delay. 
ll know the difficulty in getting papers from 
that part of the country to this, and Lam a striking 
e, of thatfact. When 1 was 
oner, there was a great noise 


y 


‘made in the Senate about my vouchers; and 1 


believe that, because they did not arrive at the 
proper time, some were so uncharitable as to say 
that I was a defaulter. {lay under that imputa- 
tion until it suited the convenience of the Govern- 
ment to settle my accounts, and pay me a balance 
of $5,000 or $6,000 which was owing to me. I 
say, therefore, it is fair to presume in this case, 
that this public officer has fairly expended the 
money intrusted to him. I know him to be a man 
of great intelligence, and of uncommon energy. I 
know that he was vigorously engaged when I left 
California, last fall, in carrying out the plan 


i adopted by Congress at the last session. if there 


‘be any man in that State who, above all others, | 


i: lature to these reservations, 


' would select to carry out this specific plan, it would 


be that very superintendent. 

Now, Mr. President, Lam unwilling to abandon 
this plan, if I can obtain the consent of the Legis- 
ì desire that the plan 
shall be fairly tested; and if it does not, as J con- 
ceived in the beginning it would, turn out to be 


_the only plan of saving the Indians from exterm- 


ination, then, as a matter of course, you will 
have to make direct appropriations to feed them, 
upon the principle that it is cheaper to feed than 
to fight them. 


{ only desire, therefore, to increase the amouni 


| of the appropriations to a sum which I hold to be 


necessary, and which, in al) probability, will be 
sufficient to pat the reservations in such a situas 


S 


| tion as to enable the Indians to support themselves, 
| A large number of Indians have already been con- 


gregated there. They have performed an incal- 
culable amount of ditching and other hard labor, 
which one would have supposed could not have 
been extracted cheerfully from them. ‘They will 
spend sometimes a week laboring day after day, 


i and then procure some food, go to the mountain, 


wander sbout for three or four weeks, and return 
again to this farm as their home. it is their home; 
their abiding place. This is all we expect to ac- 
complish by this plan. We do not intend to 
reduce them to a system of slavery. We do not 
desire that this Government shall make money by 
extracting labor from them; but we desire to teach 
them theimportant lesson of depending upon their 
own labor for their bread. We wish barely to 
extract labor enough from them to procure for 
them the necessaries of life. By making an appro- 
priation of $200,000, I doubt not this plan can be 
carried into such successful operation, that the 
Government will not hereafter be called upon to 
make appropriations for the support of these 
Indians. I desire to preserve them from exterm- 
ination. If, however, as I said yesterday, the 
Legislature of my State sees proper to refuse to 
eede the jurisdiction, or to confer on the Federal 


on my hands. 
Mr. PRATT. 
quarters a notion started that Ido not exactly 
comprehend, It seems to be conceded on allhands 
that it would -be the true policy of the Govern- 
ment towards these Indians, and would be best for 
them thatthe system which has already been com- 
menced in California, should be continued. But 
it has been suggested by both the Senators from 
California, and also by ihe Senator from Virginia 
and others, that it requires the assent of Califor- 
nia to allow the continuance of this system. Now 
I confess my inability to understand that objec- 
tion, ‘These lands were reserved by the Govern- 
ment of the United States from sale. The public 
lands of California belong to this Government. 


The Government reserved, for military purposes, ; 
so many thousand acres of land in this, that, and | 


the other portion of California. That the Gov- 
ernment had aright to make such a reservation no 
one will doubt. Then, having a vight to make 


this reservation, does it require the assent of the | 


State of California to allow us to place these In- 
dians upon that reservation? Senators concede 
that ifthe State of California would assent to this, 
itis not only the true policy of the Government, 
but it is true philanthropy towards the Indians. 
Now, for my life I cannot understand by what 
course of argument they make it out to be neces- 
sary for us to obtain the consent of Californiaat all. 

Mr. WELLER. ican put the Senator right. 


It is exceedingly desirable, as a matter of course, | 


if you establish a military post on one of these 


Mr. President, there is from all | 


reservations, that the Federal Government should ; 
exercise exclusive jurisdiction. Now, l said that |: 


that exclusive jurisdiction could not be obtained | 


by the Federal Government without the assent of | 


the Legislature of California. 
that, if the General Government owns land, itcan 
go into that State and place the Indians upon it; 
but it cannot get exclusive jurisdiction without the 
consent of the State. 

Mr. PRATT. [ certainly understood that it 
would not have exclusive jurisdiction; but what, 
after all, is that? Why, if parties on these reser- 
vations should commit any offense against the 
laws of the State of California, they would be 


I do not doubt: 


tried and punished under the local law of the State; | 


that is all. Now, it is not material to us, itis not 


“a private letter which I have from him, which | 


material to the system, which the Senators say is | 
beneficial to both parties, that we should have | 


this exclusive jurisdiction. 


It would be just as : 


well for the Indians, that they should be tried by | 
the local courts of California, as that they should |; 


be tried in the Federal courts. 
fore, see that, for the beneficial purposes of the 


I do not, there-! 


reservations, there is any necessity for our having | 


exclusive jurisdiction over the territory. 


The Senator concedes that if we have a right to | 
the land we can place the Indians there, and can | 
have them taught all the aris necessary to enable 


them to gain their own support. He concedes 


that we have a right to do this without consulting | 


California about it. | am in favor of doing it. 
$200,000 be necessary for the purpose, let us vote 
that amount. 


If: 


Do not Jet us, in the language of | 


the Senator from California, have the blood of | 


these murdered Indians upon our hands, Do not 


let us permit it to be left to California to determine | 


whether they are to be murdered ornot. It is the 
duty of this Government to poe: them. We 
have placed them upon land 

where, it is conceded, they are protected, and 
where, it is conceded, they are taught. 
give the necessary money. If $200,000 be needed 
for the purpose, let us vote it; but let us keep the 
Indians on our own land, and keep them beyond the 


belonging to us, | 


control of those who desire to interfere with them. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur | 


in the chair.) Several Senators have suggested 
that the vote last taken was not understood by the 
Senate. 
again take the vote. 


i the remainder of this year; yet now we are called 
The Chair will restate the question, and | 
The amendment, as offered |: 


by the Committee on Indian Affairs, provides for | 


the payment of $125,000. 


California [Mr. Wetter] moves to strike out} 


that sum, and insert $200,000. 


The question being taken on this amendment to | 


the amendment, there were, on a division—ayes | 


16, noes 14; no quorum voting. 
Mr. BELL. [hesitated to vote i 


i 
| 


i, $200,000 at any one time at his disposal ? 


‘amendment of the Senator from California, (Mr. ii 


i strike out © $195,000” and insert $200,000.77 5 


‘answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- |; 


: learning agriculture ? 


i to have between two thousand and two thousand 


: agriculture. 


: without any report, satisfactory to this body, for 


` tional appropriation of $200,000, making alto- 
Let us | 


The Senator from |: 


‘called a constitutional question, a States’ right 


n-the affirm- |; heart ofa sovereign State and set them off for the ' 
- 


i pay over any portion of the money now appro- 


' received. 


Senators if it would not be a very easy matter to 
place this amendment in such a form as to be per- 
tectly safe for the public interests? I do not under- 
stand that it is necessary to place this whole sum 


longed to that nation; and are we to surround 
those people with Indians? Arewe to plant In- 
1 _ dians directly in their midst without any consult- 
of money at any one time at the disposal of the |: ation with them, and give to the Indians a title in 
superintendent. i the Jands around these white people? Sir, this is 

Mr. WELLER. Certainly, itis not necessary; {i a great movement which we are making. 
and I take it for granted the Department will not |! The chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
: fairs states a fact which is no doubt true, that it 
priated to the present superintendent, until he |) is difficult to find a body of land sufficient to place 
shall have accounted for the money he has already |; these people upon; and why? Thereis an abunde 
‘ance of land, but it is taken up by-prior titles, 
it hence the embarrassment arising out of the ver 
‘mode and manner of appropriating the public 
lands. We are too precipitate in this matter. 
These Indians have been there through all time, 
: so far as we have any knowledge. They came 
‘into this country with that portion of it which is 
known as California. They were subsisting there, 
and were maintaining themselves as occupants of 
the soil. Has the Government of the United 
States destroyed their occupant right? Has it 
‘driven them from the position which they occu- 
pied? Tas this been done by the power of this 
Government? If not, has it been done by the 
power ofthe State government of California? Not 
at all 

But, sir, these Indians are said to be strays and 
| waifs upon the land. Why, they are just as they 
were when we found them. The soil is just as it 
was when we took it, and they,are entitled now 
to all the rights which they enjoyed then. We 
propose now to subsist them by large appropria- 
{| tions annually from the Federal Treasury, when 
l there are their lands and their hunting grounds, 


Mr. BELL. Would the Department place 
Mr. WELLER. No, sir, of course not. i 
Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nayson | 

the amendment to the amendment; and they were į: 

ordered. 
Mr. WALKER. I wish to inquire precisely 

on what amendment we are called upon to vote? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is on the 


Wexer,] to the amendment of the committee to 


stand that it is on the mere proposition to increase || 
the amount reported by the committee. oR 
Mr. WELLER. 1 havea remark to make in | 


Mr. WALKER. Then the Senate will under- :| 


nessee. I understood from the Secretary of the | 
Interior, that the whole amount of the preceding |) 
appropriation was placed in the hands of the as- |; 
sistant treasurer of the United States at San | 
Francisco. Instructions were then given to the 
superintendent not to draw over $20,000 at any 
one tine. 

Mr. BELL. 1 consider that the officer here is 
responsible, if he places the money in the hands | 
of the superintendents improvidently; and as long | 
as we have confidence in him, I do not see any : 
great objection to increasing the sum as now | 
proposed. 

Mr. DAWSON. L should be glad if the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs would 
inform me how many Indians have been located 
on the reservation in California for the purpose of 


i| when there are the gold mines of the country, in 
which they can dig if they choose. If they can 
labor in the soil for agricultural purposes, they 
can certianly labor in the mines; but yet we are 
making an appropriation to convince these people 
that they need not labor, that they are the wards 
of the Government, and that they will be subsisted 
| from the Treasury without the necessity of labor 
j on their part. This is the education which we are 
| giving them, an education well calculated to de- 
| stroy them, and debar them from all progress 
; whatever. 

The Senator from New York has mentioned the 
course which his State has pursued towards the 
Indians that are there. ‘hey have been settled 
for the last seventy-five years immediately within 
the limits of that State; but instead of prospering, 
they are dwindling in numbers. It is true that 
some of them are intelligent and Jearned men now, 
but the tribes are dwindling away every day. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. According to the latest 
reports of the superintendent—and I may refer to 


received ubout the commencement of the session 
—-there are about two thousand three hundred : 
Indians on the reserve near the Tejon Pass. ‘That | 
is the only reserve which has been located under ji 
the authority of the law of last year, which al- i; 
lowed five to be located. ‘Ihe superintendent has || Now, sir, my idea on this question 1s, that we 
succeeded in locating but one, in consequence of ! had better not make another appropriation, but 
the difficulty of finding as large an amount of the || wait until we can understand this matter well; 
public domain in any one body as would makeup '! and whenever we are about to determine this sys- 
twenty-five thousand acres. On that one reserve j| tem, we should recollect that it will have to be 
he has congregated about two thousand three hun- ' applied to Nebraska and Kansas, and the other 
dred Indians, and opened last year some seven or || Territories of this country; we should fix it by 
eight hundred acres to cultivation, and he expects || a separate and independent bill, on which we can 
act understandingly. Let Congress know fally 
the effect of the measure. Let us not do all our 
important legislation connected with the Indian 
tribes, or any other portion of our people, by 
provisions in our appropriation bills, 

I will go as far as any friend of California can 
lars is a very large sum of money to appropriate |: desire to put these people in a condition where 
to make a commencement of a system; and now, |: they shall be peaceful, but I do not want to do it 
' by an act of legislation which will be oppressive 
i to a portion of the people of California. If I were 
a citizen of that State, I would never submit to the 
Government crowding these people permanently 
round my home. It is a dangerous question to 
handle; and the rights of the State and of the 

eople of that State ought to be considered. Cali- 
fornia is one of the finest States of this Union; 
and are not the California Indians as intelligent as 
he Chinese? The Chinese go there by thousands, 
delve in the mines, and make fortunes; and yet 
we are telling our California Indians, ‘* Do not 
abor in the mines, but go and settle on a piece of 
land, and try to learn agriculture.” Why take 
them from the grubbing hoe and the spade, and 
from the mines, where they might have made 
money? Why not encourage them to go to the 
diggings and make money by working for them- 
selves, or hiring their services to others? Why 
ell them, “No, no; do not labor; we will gather 
you together and appropriate money to buy 


five hundred acres in cultivation this year. : 

Mr. DAWSON. We appropriated $250,000 | 
at the last session of Congress to remove and | 
subsist these Indians, and start them in the arts of | 
Two hundred and fifty thousand dol- |, 


I have seen none, we are asked to make an addi- 


gether $450,000. i. 
Mr. BELL. Not for this one reservation. 
Mr. DAWSON. But for another reservation. 
Mr. BELL. For others. 

Mr. DAWSON. Weare now in the month of 

May, and of course there can be no arrangement, 

save clearing, or something of that kind, during 


upon to make this appropriation when we have 
no data, no statement upon the part of the vigilant 
officer engaged in the disbursement of the money, į 
showing us the necessity of making a further ;; 
appropriation. x 

Sir, this is a great system which we are trying, 
and we are met, in the beginning, with what is 


question, as to whether we can take lands in the | 
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clothing and food to support you?”’ 'That is the 
doctrine, Is it beneficent? Is it kind? Is it 
philanthropic? 

Under a Government like curs, said to be far 
superior to that of Mexiso, are we to announce 
to the Indians that they ¢antiot live under ‘our 
benign influence, though they were able to subsist | 
under the Government of Mexico? Whata com- | 
pliment is this to our institutions! What a 
compliment to the progress of this country! We 
heard nothing of starvation among these Indians 
when California belonged to Mexico. We heard 
nothing then of Indian desolation there. 
things have sprung up since the acquisition of 
that country, and they are incident to the charac- 
ter of the people who went there almost withont 
government and without law, and went into the 
mines. Theseare difficulties which do exist, and 
are very embarrassing, no doubt, in California. 
For myself { would rather that California should 
manage these Indians than that the General Gov- | 


ernment should do so, for the State would koow | 


better how to get along with them. But what I 
want to say is, that | am prepared to vote just as ! 
much money as any other man to protect the 
peene of Califonia and benefit these Indians, 

ut I want to do it on such a principle that when 
Tact I can understand what I am doing. When 
I am going to establish a system that is to be per- 
manent—a system that will not only. work in 
California, but in all our Territories, and even in | 


These | 


the States where there are Indians located, I | 
wish to do it intelligently. I know that it is em- | 
barrassing to exercise the power of the General 
Government over Indians within the limits of a 
State. I have been raised in a State where that 
was the case, and it gave rise to a constant series 
of difficulties and perplexities, and Jed to many 
conflicts between the two governments. If we 


adopt this plan of making large reservations in | 


California, there will be such conflicts. It is a 
dangerous experiment, and one in which I do not 
wish to be instrumental until it is well prepared, 
well organized, and well arranged. 


I repeat, we had better drop this appropriation | 


for the present, and let the Senators from Cali- | 
fornia ask for a committee, and let them digest a | 
lan fo organize the Indians properly. Let that | 
e brought up as a separate proposition, which | 
we can discuss and properly understand. ‘Then, | 
if the money be necessary, let us make an appro- | 
priation for the purpose. i 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I cannot tet | 
this debate close without offering a correction toa 
remark made by the Senator from Georgia, He ex- | 
pressed what ts, I think, the universal understand- 


Ing, that there has been a decline—-a decay of the : 
Indian nations and races within the last seventy- | 


five years—and heapplied the statement especially | 

to the Indians in the State of New York, once so ; 

independent, once so powerful, once the only re- | 

panucans on this continent, and who have always | 
een republicans. ‘This has been the 

opinion, which has gone into philosophy and gone | 


received i 


into history. But, sir, some seven or eight years | 
ago we caused a census to be taken of the Six | 
i 


Nations. We found them, tohe sure, scattered | 
by the hand of Providence, someof them remain- 


ing upon their ancient hunting grounds, others | 
dispersed throughout Canada, others at Green | 


further south. 


Sut the result of the whole was} 


that when you came to correct the exaggerated | 


estimates of the number of the Six Nations which | 


i 
Bay, others still further west, and others, again, | 
| 
| 
were derived from tradition in the early settle- | 


ment of the country, and to ascertain the whole 
number left, we found that they had not dimin- ; 


ished, but, on the other hand, that they remained | 


about the same. They have not increased as | 
„rapidly as the white man in a stateof semi-civili- : 
zation, or an initiatory stage of civilization, but at | 
the same time they have not decayed by war and | 
by famine as much as they did before. This is! 
consolatory to those who believe that the experi- | 
ment is humane, and certainly encouraging to. 
those who felt impressed with the wisdom of the | 
plan of drawing these Indians into reservations, 
and separating them from the corru 
from the violence of the whites. 

_Mr. PETTIT. Before 1 vote on this proposi- | 
tion, L wish to geta litle more information, and I | 
hope I shall be able to get it from the chairman of | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. If I understand | 
it, this is a proposition from that committee to i 


co 


i 
j 


ptiong, and |! 


appropriate $125,000 to establish an Indian settle- 
ment in California, on the public lands of the 
country. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Five of them. 

Mr. -PETTIV. Five settlements or localities. 
The Senator from California moves in substance 
to add $75,000 to the amount proposed by the 
committee. His amendment is to strike out 
$125,000 and make the amount $200,000. Now, 
1 wish to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether we are under any treaty or legal obliga- 
tion to furnish this amount, or any other amount 
of money to the California Indians, or whether 
our relation towards them is not precisely what 
our relation is towards all the wild Indians with 
whom we have no treaties at all? In short, if we 
are under obligations to furnish means for the sub- 
sistence of these Indians, { wish to know whether 
we are not under like obligations to all other 
Indians with whom we have no treaties? Is this 
anything elsethan a moral obligation, if it is even 
that, and are we not under a like moral obligation 
toall the Indians within our jurisdiction? Can 
the Senator answer? 5 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. In answer to the interrog- 
atories of the Senator from Indiana, I can state, 


that our relations with the Indians of California | 
are precisely such as they are towards all the In- 


dian wibes with whom we have negotiated no 
treaties; and that we are under the same obliga- 
tion, and no more, to provide for them as for other 
Indians with whom we have no stipulations to pay 
money. He may term the obligation moral or 
legal. Itis, I believe, the commun obligation of 
humanity. The Indians of California occupy 
towards this Government a position somewhat 
diferent from what our own Indians do; for, by 
the Spanish law, they were not regarded as having 
any interest in the country at all, bat were always 
treated as mere tenants atsufferance; and the con- 
sequence was, that they were congregated together 


in the ** Missions,” by the different officers and | 


subordinates of the Spanish and Mexican Govern- 
ments, who were at different times sent among 
them, They were never regarded by those Govern- 
ments as having any interest in the soil, We did, 
at onetime, make treaties with these Indians; but 
the treaties were rejected by the Senate. This plan 
of collecting them together in five military reserva- 
tions, to be carved outof the public domain of the 
United States, was adopted at the last session of 
Congress, and has been partially executed, to the 
extent of locating only one reserve. 

Mr. WELLER, The Senator will allow me 


to suy that it was never contemplated to make ; 


five reservations in California. The bill which 
was passed at the last session of Congress, au- 
thorized five reservations to be made in Califor- 
nia, Utah, and New Mexico. It never designed 
that five reservations should be made in the State 
of California. I supposed there might probably 
be two or three there at the outside, and that the 
other two or three would be in Utah or New 
Mexico, or both. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia states rightly the terms of the law. The 
Territories of Utah and New Mexico were em- 
braced. F know the fact, however, to be, that the 
superintendent contemplated this as a provision, 


to be carried into execution, with reference chiefly | 


to the State of California. 

Mr. PETTIY. 1 wish to ask the Senator from 
Arkansas another question, and that is, whether 
the California Indians do not claim, and whether 
we do not concede to them, as we do to all other 
Indians within our jurisdiction, the possessory 
tide to their lands? Dothey not, in that respect, 
hold the same relation to this Government that the 
Indians east of the Rocky Mountains do? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


We have acted towards | 
them on the supposition that they occupied the: 
same relation to us, and that they have the same | 


title to their lands as the Indians in other parts of : 


the United States. 

Mr. PETTIT. Then, so far from this being 
an obligation resting upon us, F think it is quite 
the reverse. 
law of Mexico, from which nation we acquired 
this country and the jurisdiction over these Indians, 
they were not allowed even that possessory right 
which we have always yielded as appertaining to 
the Indians in all new countries. 
acknowledge their ownership of the unoccupied 
and ungranted territory of California over which 


The Senator tells us that under the | 


We, therefore, : 


they roam, and from them we must acquire the 
right to it, as we do to all the lands of our own 
Indians, by purchase. They have a possessory 
right te the land, and they are to dispose of it. 
They may sell it to us for large amounts of 
money, undoubtedly, if they are tribes, as I une 
derstand they are, and we are prepared to make 
treaties with them, as we have done with other 
tribes east of the Rocky Mountains. I have seen 
no good reason why we should now adopt in 
California this new policy of collecting the wild 
indians, and saying to them, ‘* Notwithstanding 
you own all this new country, and have subsis:ed 
yourselves heretofore under a worse government 
than ours—under one which denied to you even 
the right of occupancy which we yield-—yet we 
feel ourselves under obligation not only to ac- 
knowledge your possessory right of ownership to 
the soil, and to say that we cannot take it from 
youwithout your consent, but to advance to you 
this enormous sum of money.” Upon what prin- 
ciple it is done | cannot see. All our Indian 
tribes may certainly come with greater force and 
greater reason, and ask you for similar amounts 
of money, in proportion to their numbers, per 
capita. 

{ am not prepared to vote for any portion of 
this amendment, not even for the recommendation 
of the committee. l have always endeavored to 
make it square with my views of propriety to vote 
for the recommendations of the committees of this 
body, in instances where they have properly ex- 
amined the questions appropriately coming before 
them. I cannot, however, do it in this case; much 
less can I vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from California, much as I desire to do everything 
that may advance the interests of that growing 
and promising State. I certainly would not with- 
hald from her any just, reasonable, or liberal claim 
which shecould set up. But this is not an appro- 
priation for California. It is an appropriation for 
the Indians, to whom we are under no earthly ob- 
ligation, either moral or legal. We have come 
under no obligation to them, We have advanced 
them greatly from the condition which they were 
in under the country from which we acquired ju- 
risdiction to them. Why, then, should we make 
this appropriation ? 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I am very 
sorry that my friend from Indiana cannot see that 
there is any moral obligation resting on the people 
of this country to make some provision for the 
support of the Indians in California. Tis argu- 
ment is this: the American Government is much 
more beneficent than the Mexican Government; 
and if these Indians could subsist themselves under 
the Mexican Government, why can they not do 
it under the American Government? Sir, let that 
Senator recollect that there is this important dif- 
ference. Under the Mexican Government there 
was a very sparse population of white people in 
California, and nature amply supplied all the 
wants of the Indians; the streams were full of 
fish; there were there plenty of nuts and acorns, 
and everything that was necessary to subsist the 
aborigines. Now, under your American Govern- 
ment, you have three hundred and fifty thousand 
white people scattered over the whole surface of 
that State, for, unlike the other new States of the 
Union, they have not advanced gradually from 
settlement to settlement, but your people have 
gone there, and are scattered in all the ravines and 
gulches, and upon all the streams in that State. 
They have taken from the Indians the supplies 
which nature provided. They have destroyed 
their game. ‘They have taken possession of that 
forest where they once obtained their supplies. 
They have taken their fish. Yet, now, the Sen- 
ator can see no moral obligation resting on this 
Government to afford them subsistence. Sir, can 
there be a higher obligation than that which 
humanity imposes upon you? If by our action, 
or if by the action of our people, these Indians 
have been reduced to a state of abject penury and 
want; if by our conduct we have deprived them 
of the supplies that God intended they should 
have, is there not an obligation resting upon us, 
not only as enlightened citizens, but as men, to 
make some provision for these unfortunate peo- 
ple? 

Mr. PETTIYT. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him, whether these Indians have ever requested 
us to treat with them? Have they ever asked for 
alapproptiation? Have they ever asked that we 


1047 


1:54. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


should do what this amendment proposes, or are 
we voluntarily shoving it upon them? 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I happen to 
know the fuct that there were huadreds of these 
unfortunate Indians, who were driven to the moun- 


tains during the last winter, and who suffered | 


death for want of the necessary food to sustain 
life. There are thousands of them, who, during 
the coming year, if there be no provision made 
forthem, must absolutely starve. 

Mr. PETTIT. That does not answer my 
question. 

Mr. WELLER. They have not asked me for 
my charity. They have not said to me, as an 
American Senator, that they wished me to see 


that they be saved from starvation. I hada heart | 
Now, sir, if the | 
Senator from Indiana can see no obligation; if he | 


that required no such appeal. 


is content to sit down and say ** Let them starve, 


J do not find it written in the bond that { am to | 


support them,” let him so decide by his vote. 


Mr. PETTIT. [ wishedto know whether they | 


had asked for this. 


Mr. WELLER. The great body of the In- | 


dians to whoin I now allude, areas wild and unciv 
ilized as the grizly bear of the mountains, and if 
they attempted to speak to me, they could speak 


only inatongue that I could not comprehend. A | 
large poriion of those Indians who suffered during | 
the last year for the want of food, have been driven | 
high up into the mountains by the white man, |! 


and there they can obtain no food, no subsistence. 


Now, we propose by these locations to induce | 


the Indians to come down from the mountains, 
engage in agriculture, and rely no longer upon 
nature alone for their food. Thatis all that is 
proposed. We have our ‘*Mission”’ Indians there, 


and the Senator from Georgia seemed to think ; 


that we were inducing those Indians to abandon 


their labor in the mining region of the State, and | 
come down, and loaf away their time upon agri- ; 


cultural pursuits. Let me tell the Senator that 


those Indians who are to be provided for by this | 
They | 
They have never | 
They have obtained their supplies 


system, never worked a day in the mines 
are unaccustomed to labor. 
performed it, 
directly from nature. The white man has robbed 
them of these; and.there is, in my judgment, an 
obligation resting on us to supply the place. As 


to whether the appropriation shail be $125,000 or | 


$200,000, that is a question which the Senate 
can determine. 
matter than every man should feel, who sees the 


I feel no greater solicitude in this | 


Indians fading away day after day because of the | 


inhumanity of the white man. 


But I did not intend to trespass upon the Senate ` 
again, for l desire, above all things, to have this i 


question settled. ‘Fhe argument of my friend from | 


Georgia was fully answered at the last session of | 


Congress, and it would be a work of supereroga- 
tion to refute it again. 

Mr. BELL, If the Senator from Georgia be 
right in his views of this new policy, I shall be 
opposed to it myself. The question was not much 


debated at the last session of Congress, when the : 
policy was adopted; but, if I have any correct ' 
memory about it, it is directly the reverse of that į 
l H 


understood that these farms were to be reserved, | 


which ts stated by my friend from Georgia. 


and these grounds opened and prepared for culti 
vation, with a view to lure the Indians from their 
wandering, idle habits, and to induce them to 
become agricultural laborers. That is the very 
basis of the policy proposed to be established by 
this new system—not that they shall be main- 
tained in idleness by the Government, but that 


they shall earn their subsistence by their own | 
So far as I have obtained any information | 
on the subject, (and { wish the Senator from Ar- | 


hands. 


kansas to state whether it is the fact,) we have ; 


lured a great number of these Indians from their : 
wandering habits, and they are laborers nowupon : 
i 


these grounds, 


Mr. COOPER. About two thousand three hun- | 


dred of them are now on one reservation. 
Mr. BELL. So I understand. ‘The Govern- 


ment does not propose to employ laborers any i 
further than it may be necessary to initiate the ex- | 
periment; but it relies upon the Indians as the ji 


laborers upon these grounds. 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly; that is it. 

Mr. BELL. If | am mistaken in that, E am 
wholly mistaken os to thescheme which has been 
adopted, 


Mr. DAWSON. But the Government is to 
sustain them until they get the lands cleared and 
ready for a crop. 

Mr. BELL. I understood the Senator to say 
that it was a permanent system; that instead of 
allowing them to labor in the mines, or seek sub- 
sistence as they ought to do, and as every human 
being ought to be encouraged to do, this was a 
system to maintain them in idleness. 

Mr. DAWSON. Undoubtedly; and it has not 
been denied. Of course ail that cannot labor must 
be sustained; and if you have nothing to sustain 
them on this year, when you bring them in, how 
are you to subsist them? 

Mr. BELL. Of course they are to be subsisted 
for a year, or until they can raise a crop. 

Mr. DAWSON. And then, after subsisting 
them, they are to clear the land, and you are to 
teach them how te cultivate; but up to this time 
they have to be sustained. 

Mr. BELL. And that is precisely what we 
did with the Indian tribes that we removed to the 
west of the Mississippi. We gave millions on 
millions for the purpose of paying the expense of 
their transportation west, and then of subsisting 
them for a year afterwards, 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘That was in pursuance of 
treaty stipulations. 

Mr. BELL. ‘That part of this policy is in con- 
formity with the past practice of the Government; 
and what | wanted my honorable friend from Ar- 
kansas to state was, whether it was not the very 
basis of this experiment that the Indians should 
be lured from the mountains, and taught to seek 
their own subsistence, and to earn their bread by 
the sweat of their brows? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee has stated correctly the spirit of this new 
system, which was adopted at the last session of 
Congress. {tis not contemplated that the Indians 
are to be brought together, and fed and supported 
absolutely at the expense of the Government, but 
they are to be taught to work, to work actively, 
luke other persons engaged upon farms. Accord- 
ing to the reportof the superintendent, the Indians 
who have been collected upon the reserve near 
Tejon Pass, are actively engaged in labor, and 
profitable labor, It is an astonishing fact, stated 
by the superintendent, that the wild Indians from 
the mountains are with great facility brought down 
to the arduous and assiduous labors of the field. 
Asa matter of detail, | would mention that during 
the operations of the last year, over forty Indian 
boys were engaged as plow boys; and a few days’ 
training from theagent, a man of practical inform- 
ation in reference to that business, was sufficient 
to make them useful laborers on the farm; and 
out of two thousand three hundred Indians now 
engaged there, | understand that every one has a 
duty assigned him, and performs it strictly, and 
with a promptitude and facility which are quite 


‘| astonishing, considering that the Indians there 
li collected, are the root-diggers from the mountains, | 


and not those who have been heretofore subsisted 
at the “t Missions.” 

Mr. BELL. ‘They are the wild Indians. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Yes, sir; they are the 
wild Indians who have been brought from the 
mountains, and not the old ‘* Mission” Indians, 
who were far advanced in a knowledge of agri- 
cultural pursuits. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr. Wetter to the amend- 
ment of the committee, to strike out $125,000, 


| and insert $200,600, resulted—yeas 19, nays 18; 


as follows: 


YUAS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Chase, Clay, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Gwin, James, Mallory, Morten, 
Prau, Rusk, Seward, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Wade, Weller, and Williams 19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atehison, Brodhead, Butler, Cooper, 
Dawson, Dodge eftowa, Evans, Fizpatrick, Poot, Hunter, 
Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Norris, Pettit, Sebas- 
tian, Stuart, Toonibs, and Walker—18. 


Mr. STUART. I move to amend the amend- 
ment as amended, by adding to it the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no portion of this amount shall be paid 
over to the superintendent of Indian affairs until be shall 
account satisfactorily forthe amount already drawn by him 
out of the former appropriation ; and that hereafter no 
more than 320,009 shail be drawn by the said superintend- 
ent, or be in his hands unexpended at one and the same 
lime. 


Mr. PRATT. 


If the Senator will insert the 


vora“ present” before “' superintendent,” [ think 
there will be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. That would make it. objec- 
tionable. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Michigan 
himself, | think, will see the impropriety of this 
amendment as it now stands. Ido not pretend 
to say, nor do I believe, that the present superin- 
tendent has done anything wrong. But suppose 
he has? This amendment is offered upon the 
hypothesis that something has been done which 
is wrong. Suppose that to be so; then the super- 
intendent will not make his report at all; and the 
result is, that no appropriation is made for the 
support of the Indians. The Government will 

| discharge this man, if he has done wrong, and put 
some one else in his place; and yet your appro- 
priation is avoided by the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. That amendment, as | have 
suid, is predicated upon the supposition that the 
| present superintendent has not discharged his 
i duty. If that be so, he will not make his report, 
bat will be turned out by the President, and some- 
| body else be put in; and yet, under the proposed 
amendment, the appropriation will not go into 
effect. 

Mr. STUART. I see the difficulty which is 
apprehended by the Senator from Maryland, but 
I wish to suggest to him that it would hardly 
occur practically. J think there is avery serious 
objection to the alteration which he has suggested, 
| because I think it might be regarded very properly 
| as being invidious against this officer. That I wish 
j to avoid very carefully. But suppose the worst 
‘state of things; suppose this money cannot be sat- 
| isfactorily accounted for by the superintendent; it 
does not follow that if a new officer were appoint- 
ed, this appropriation would therefore be sus- 
pended, 
| Mr. PRATT. Certainly it would, under the 
| amendment. 
| Mr. STUART. Jn my opinion it would not; 
! but if I am mistaken in that, it would be better to 
use some other terms than those indicated by the 
Senator from Maryland. I think, however, that 
Lam not mistaken, and in that case [ think within 
ithe substantial meaning of the law the amend- 
| ment would be complied with. That is my view 
i of it. I am not, however, tenacious about words. 
I only wish to avoid anything that will convey an 
imputation against this officer. Itseemsto me that 
if we were to putin the word ‘‘present,’’ as sug- 
gested by the Senator, it would be a direct impu- 
tation against him. 

Mr.COOPER. I think the Senator from Michi- 
gan had better put in the word ‘ present.” It 
| will not hurt bis amendment. 
| Mr, STUART. If there ke no objection, I 
| will consent to that amendment, 
| 


Mr. WELLER. ! do not see any necessity for 
ithe amendment of the Senator from Michigan. [ 
take it for granted that if the appropriation be 
made, the Department will put no more money 
into the hands of the superintendent until he has 
‘accounted for that which be has already received. 
! Now, in regard to the amount which has been 
paid over to the superintendent; I understand that 
‘the other appropriation was placed, as I said to- 
| day, in the hands of the sub-treasurer, and the 
superintendent was requested, by his instructions, 
to draw for a sum not exceeding $20,000, until 
he had already accounted for that which he had 
‘received. Wherefore, then, the necessity of this 
‘amendment? Cannot the whole object be at- 
tained by a faithful discharge of duty on the part 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs? If he 
gives instructions, and those instructions are dis- 
‘obeyed, I take it for granted that he will remove 
l the recusant officer. Wherefore, then, the neces- 
| sity of inserting this amendment? Why proceed 
to do the very thing which the Department of the 
Interior has already done, and which, under the 
existing law, the head of the Department has full 
: authority to do. 
Mr. COOPER. The object of this amendment 
| was suggested by myself, and it was suggested 
|i because the superintendent had, on one or two 
|| occasions, on one certainly, drawn perhaps to-day 
$20,000, and to-morrow $20.000, or $30,000, or 
870,000 more, or perhaps $120,000. Did he not 
i draw $120,000 at once? lt is to meet that very 
| thing that the amendment. is offered. 
Mr. WELLER. I should take itthatthat was 
a direct violation of his instructions, and if I were 


u 


th 


at the head of 


I think there is. 

Mr. STUART. 1 hardly think the suggestion 
of the Senator from California will answer in place 
of legislation. If this officer, or any other, mis- 
appropriatés money, you may remove the officer; 
but that, after all, will not save the money. The 
object of the legislation is to save the money. The | 
addition suggested to me by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania was, that he shall not only not draw 


have exceeding that amount in his hands at any i 


| 

{ 

more than $20,000 at a time, but that he shall not ji 
That | 


one time unexpended and unaccounted for, 
I have put in my amendment, so as to n 
perfectly clear. ‘Chis officer, as has been s 
to me, is only required to give bonds to the 
of $30 000; and it seems to me that the amount of 


the limit of his bonds; and I submit that that 
should be a matter of law. 
amendment proposed by 
land, to insert the word t‘ present,” inasmuch as | 
the Senator from California has no objection. I} 
submit that it does not answer the amendment to | 
say that the Depariment may regulate this by in- | 
struction. 
be done by law, so far as il ean be done, without 
hampering the operations of the Government, 
Mr. WELLER. The Senator did not under- 
stand me as agreeing to the insertion of the word 
‘present.’ T said nothing on that subject, and I | 
do not know how he could draw the inference that | 
I was in favor of it. 7 
in that word, because it would look as though we | 
intended to impeach the integrity of the present | 
incumbent, and advise the Department to remove 
him. fam unwilling to act in that way. 
_ Mr. STUART, I should not myself have ac- | 
cepted that alteration, if | had not understood the | 


I have admitted the 


Senator as conceding that it ought to be made. i 


My own opinion was, that it would be a reflection 
on the incumbent. 

Mr. GWIN. I will mention one fact in con- 
nection with this question, which seems to me to 
make the amendment useless, An order has been | 
issued from the ‘Treasury Department recently, | 
requiring the disbursing officers in California 10 j 
keep the whole of the public money which they | 
have to disburse under appropriations made by | 
Congress, with the sub-treasurer at San Fran- | 


cisco, and they can draw it out only upon vouch- 


ers. They cannot, therefore, get any of the public 
money unless they furnish their vouchers to the | 
aub-treasurer, and he pays their drafts. The sys- i: 
tem has been entirely changed since the ocenr- ` 
rences which have been alluded to, The change 
has been made within the present year. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has issued those instruc- 
tions to the assistant treasurer in California, and 
he has received a reply that that officer is pre- 
pared to carry out the system, In future, there- 
fore, the public money will be disbursed in Cali- 
fornia precisely as the public funds are now dis 
bursed in this city, at the Treasury of the United 
States. Jn this way the money will nat go into 


the hands of a disbursing officer, as heretofore, li 


bat will be retained by the sub-treasurer, and 
paid out upon vouchers, 
there is no necessity for the amendment of the i 
Senator from Michigan, because the money will | 
not be paid over directly to the disbursing officer, | 
bat will be retained by the sub-treasurer, and paid ; 
out upon vouchers as they are presented. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Michigan accept the amendment sug- 
gested À 
Mr. STUART. Ido not accept it unless it be | 
agreed to by the Senators from California. i 
Mr. GWIN. Ihave no objection to the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Maryland to the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, bet I abject | 
to the whole of it. I think that, perhaps, as it 
stands it might tie up the officer’s hands. Iam 
afraid that until the accounts are settled, none of 
the money will be used; and in that way the pro- 
vision, as it stands, might lead to embarrassment. 


| clause shall read: 


amount f ] t ut 
i now stands, the Senate will perceive that it is too 
money inhis hands, unexpended, should be within f: 
| 
li 


the Senator from Mary- |: 


Whatever it is proper to do, onght to | i 
|! be made available. 


I should be unwilling to put | 


li When it is perfected, the qaestion will be taken 


_was objecting to the location of the Indians on | 


i that plan, if it is deemed the best policy to con- 


Hence, in my opinion, |: 


y the Senator from Maryland ? i 


get it, or abandon the system. The abandonment | 
i of it is proposed by the Senator from California, | 


Then I accept the suggestion | 
from Maryland, and insert the | 
present’? before the word “ superintend- 


! word “ i 
pent.” i 
| The amendment of Mr. Srvarr to the amend- ! 
i ment of the committee, as amended, was agreed | 
to. H 
L Mr. WALKER. l have another amendment : 
i to the amevdment. 
Mr. GWIN. No vote has yet been taken on 


! i 

‘the amendment which Í proposed. i 
| Mr. WALKER. I wish to perfect the com- 
_mittee’s amendment before the question is taken 
on that of the Senator from California. My 
amendment is to insert after the word “Provided,”? | 
where it first occurs, the words ‘that before any ` 
part of said sum shall be expended;” so that the , 


Provided, That before any part of said sum shall be ex- | 
pended, the State of California shall cede the necessary 
Jurisdiction in such ca 

m ; g 5 

There is a provision in the amendment of the: 
‘committee which was intended to be what it will 
be when my amendment is agreed to. Butas it 


vague and indefinite te accomplish the object in 
| view. 
| Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
that, 

Mr. GWIN. Lam utterly opposed to it. It 
, ties up the whole appropriation until the State of | 
: California acts; and the Legislature does not meet 
until next January. Ido hope the appropriation 
will be permitted to pass in such a form that it can 
{fit is lied up by these pro- ! 
| visoes, it will be as well to make no appropriation | 
jatal. We want this policy carried on under the 
| control of the Secretary of the Interior, We wish 
i to give him this fund, in order to keep the peace 
with the Indians there, and if necessary curry out 
this policy, and propose to the Legislature of Cal- 
‘iforma next winter that she shall give us jurisdic- 
| tion over these reservations. 1 think there will 
| be no difficulty in going on if we do not trammel 
i the Department too much by these provisoes. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, the amend- ` 
i ment of the committee, as it now stands, is de- 
signed to go on with, and carry out, the system 
‘adopted at the last session of Congress. In order 
| lo perfect the amendment, it will be necessary to 
adopt the provision which I have proposed, 


fam willing to accept : 


i on the amendment of the Senator from California, 
which is to cut looseail restriction fram the appro- 
priation, and leave it a general appropriation, such 
as were made in former times, simply for the sub- 
sistence of the Indians. With that view, I think 
it is well the Senate should vote on it. If itis 
necessary to go on and perfect the plan of last | 
session, we should ‘certainly do it in such a way | 
that we cun have authority. The Senator from 

California himself is the first to start objection i 
here to this plan. Yesterday, for the first time, | 
he brought to our notice the fact that California | 


the reservations, Now, if we are going on with 


‘tinue it, is it not necessary, if his ground be cor- 
: rect, that we shall obtain In some way the consent - 
| of California? Shall we make the appropriation | 
absolute? Shall we go on, and by the appropria- 
tion of this sum of money declare, that the Indians ; 
shall be located on these reservations; and when 
they are so located, is California to step forward 
‘and say we shall not do it? L hope not. If we 
ave to congregate the Indians upon these military 
reservations, and that cannot be done without the 
consent of California, in the name of common 
sense, is there any harm in obtaining her consent; 
and if she wiil not give it, to say respectfully to 
her, “Wewil net expend our money in this enter 
prise?” That is all that is proposed by this pro- 
viso, and I do not see how you can get along 
without her consent. It is impossible to do so. 
Suppose the appropriation is made with aview to 
carry on thesystem that has been established there, 
| If the provision shall be adopted, it will be with a 
view to carry on the systemi which has been 
initiated there; and yet, whet you come to expend |: 
: the money for the purpose, you find you cannot. 
do it, because California objects. Then, is it not: 
well to get the consent of California? You haveto 


| of this system. Let us becoutent w 
: guards, 
ition to the executive officers. 
_ exceeding anxiety to tie up this matter against all 
| possibility of contingency in a direction we may 


: servation. 


I think there is great force in 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Califor- 
nia. if you require, as a condition precedent to 
the expenditure of any of this money, that this 
cession of jurisdiction shall be given, as the Legig- 
lature of California does not mest until the Janu- 
ary of next year, you will, in elect, suspend the 
application of the whole of the money. Now, I 
think, under the circumstances, when we consider 
the distance of California from the seat of Gov- 
ernment; when we consider the necessity of some 
immediate application of this money towards the 
general purpose, we may safely trust to the proper 
Executive officer not to make any large and unwise 
expenditure until the consent of ihe State of Cal- 
ifornia shall have been obtained. { think we had 
better leave it to his discretion, under the existing 
circumstances, on account of the importance of a 
power immediately to use some portion of the 
money, and on account of the distance of the 
place and the time before a cession of jurisdiction 
canbe obtained. agree with the Senator entirely 
in his views; but F think, under the particular cir- 
cumstances of the case, we had better not impose 
a positive restriction, which will make it just as if 
the money had not been appropriated until some 


| time, perhaps, in the succeeding month of Feb- 


ruary. 

Me. WALKER. If the argument of the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina be correct, 
we should not adopt the amendment of the com- 
mittee at all, for if he will listen to the reading of 
that amendment, he will see that the whole of it 
proceeds upon the ground that we are to continue 
this reservation plan. If we are going upon that 


plan, my proposition is necessary to perfect the 
, amendment of the committee. After you have per- 
| fected it, you may strike it ail out, on the argu- 


ment of the Senator, and adopt the proposition of 
the Senator from California. [ shall make no 


| strenuous Opposition to thet proposition; but if 
| we are to adopt the amendmént of the committee 


as our policy, it is absolutely necessary that my 
amendment should be made to it. Perfect it first, 
and then take the question on the proposition of 


| the Senator from California, and adopt that, if the 
, views of the Senator from North Carolina are to 


be carried out. 

Mr. BADGER. f suggest to my friend from 
Wisconsin that I assumed, for the purpose of the 
suggestion which | threw out to him, that the ces- 
sion from California is necessary; but he will ob- 
serve that that is by no meansa clear point. Itis 
by no means sure that we are not entitled to pro- 
ceed without the consent of California. But I 
want to raise no unnecessary question about it. 
That consent will no doubt be given, when the 
Legislature shall have an opportunity of yielding 
it. In the meantime, let the officers of the Govern. 
ment go on and carry out this beneficent gai 


heme. 
Do not hamper them by a proviso, which in one 
aspect of it, may bea concession of what we ought 
not to concede; and, in the other, will produce a 
mischievous delay in the useful commencement 
h practica 
Let us be satisfied to leave some disc 
Let ue not, by an 


not approve, put upon it such restrictions as may 
rendey it, in a great measure, impracticable for a 
considerable period of time. Now, that strikes 
me to bereasonable; and Į know that my friend is 
reasonable. I hope, therefore, that he will not 


: embarrass this provision by his amendment, 


Mr. WALKER. [will withdraw my amend- 
ment, and in doing so, I wish to make one ob- 
T see it is clearly the design of the 
Senate to abandon the policy that it agreed to at 
the last session; for, without obtaining the con- 
sent of California before the expenditure of the 
money is made there, you will not obtain it at 
all, and without obtaining it you cannot carry on 
the plan. 


e3 
a 


Mr. GWI 
The Senator from Wisconsin, and other Senators, 
have said that it proposes to abandon the system 
of reservation. 1 wish the Secretary to read it, | 
to show that they are mistaken. i 

The Secretary read the amendment. It is to |l 
strike out of the amendment reported from the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs all after the word | 
“ California,” and insert after the word  sub- 
sistence,’’ the words “and settiement;’’ and add 
after “California,” the words “and preserving 
peace wilh said Indians;’ so that the amendment 
shall read: 

For defraying the expenses of continuing the remova 
subsistence, and settlement of Indians in California, and 


|i view to enable him to carry on the plan, if it 
|| should turn out to be practicable and best to con- 
i tinue the reservation, viz: the word “settlement.” 
| It is true it does not force him to expend the money 
| in carrying out the policy of reservations and in 
no other way; and it seems to me that it would 
{ 

i 


4 be improper to do so, because it may turn out that 


| ifornia may interposeand object. Itmay be, too, 
i| that when he obtains more information, he may 
| find that the system has not worked as well as 
| Some are inclined to think it has done. All these ; 
s1 > > j I » things are uncertain; and in view of this uncer- | 
for preserving peace with said (ndians, $200,000. n tainty, and in order to obtain a practicable pro- 
Mr. GWIN. Now, Mr. President, it is at the || vision, one which may be established in any state 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior to con- |. of the case, { have thought that it was best to 
tinue these settlements after this plan. L want to | concur with the Senator from California, and leave | 
give him the entire power. { want him to have |! this discretionary. i 
the control of this fund, for ihe purpose, in his: Suppose, sir, the State of California should re- | 
judgment, of benefiting the Indians and the peo- ©. fuse to cede the jurisdiction; suppose she should | 
ple of California to the greatest possible extent, ! interpose other objections; what can be done | 
My whole object is to have the appropriation made . with the appropriation under the amendment | 
as efficient as possible te do good, without tram- |; of the commitiee? Nothing; no provision can | 
meling it too much by legislation. : be made for the Indians. Suppose, on the other | 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, l paid some attention to | hand, it should turn out that the Secretary of the 
the reading of the amendment to the amendment, | Interior may be able to make some other pro- 
and I think the effect of it is obviously miscon- |! vision with the State of California for taking care 
ceived by the Senator from California; and I know |i of them—something short of the cession of the 
that my friend from Virginia, (Mr. Hunrer,] || absolute jurisdiction—some arrangement with her | 
who made some remarks rather in favor of it, mis- |) by which, with the concurrent action of the State | 
conceives its object. It involves, I think, une- li and General Governments, some provision may be 
quivocally, a clear abandonment of the system > made for the Indians—would it not be better to 
` adopted at the last Congress; and if itis adopted, | leave him the power and authority to do so, and 
all the provisions of the amendment of the com- i; not confine him to one mode, and one mode only? 
mittee conferring authority on the President to | I donot understand this as forcing the abandon- 
make reservations at all, are abandoned; all re- i| ment of the reservations. 
striction as to the quantity of the reservations | Mr. SEBASTIAN. I believe it is the inten- 
is abandoned; all the provisions authorizing the | tion of the Senator from California, as 1 am sure 
superintendent to buy out the conflicting titles of | it is that of the Senator from Virginia, to confer 
claimants on the reserves are abandoned, and you i! upon the Department a choice of systems, and 
will have the system just as it was before—at sea, | nota compulsory abandonment of one without the 
without compass or rudder, for the guidance of the 
superintendent, ft may not be the object of the | the amendment to the amendment, you will see 
Senator from California to destroy the system; but © that so much is stricken out that the bare insertion 
lam certain that it is the inevitable effect of bis | of the word ‘removal’? does not save the old 
amendment. ii system at all, 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to move aa amend- ;; a compulsory abandonment of the old system. 
ment to the amendment of the committee, before 
the question is put on the proposition of my col- |) he has been unable to make the five reservations ! 
league. {move to strike out“ twenty-five,” and |i contemplated by law, because he could find no 
insert “ ten,” so that the amendment will read | portion of the country in which there were notin- | 
‘said reservations not to contain less than five, j; tervening so many preémption and Mexican claims, 
nor more than ten thousand acres.’* I do net |! that he could not make the reservation out of the 
know how the reservations were originally fixed | public domain of sufficient size at all; and we must, 
at twenty-five thousand acres, fam very surcit | of necessity, abandon the system, unless we 
never received the sanction of my judgment. At :' greatly reduce the size of the reservations, and | 
the last session | endeavored to fix the maximum ij authorize him to purchasenp the conflicting claims, | 
at ten thousand acres, and supposed that the pro- :: Therefore, if we make no provision giving him | 
vision in that form had passed the Senate; but ii authority to buy up the conflicting claims, and re- | 
afterwards, on an examination of the law, I dis- i; quiring the cession of jurisdiction by the State of | 
covered to my astonishment, that the Executive : California over these, you will cut him off from | 
was authorized to make the reservations extend to . the use of the reservations, except the one which 
twenty-five thousand acres. ii bhe now has, because all that part of the amend- | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- |} ment which makes provision for the removal of 
ment will not be now in order, unless the pending || these obstacles is proposed to be stricken out by 
amendment, offered by the colleague of the Sena- | the amendment of the Senator from California. 
tor to the amendment of the committee, be with- © In that way it works as an abandonment of the 
drawn. “system, because it confers no power for the re- 
Mr. GWIN. moval of the obstacles which are in the way. 
for that purpose. | Mr. HUNTER. Will my friend allow me to 
Mr. Wenxer’s amendment to the amendment | ask him a question? 
> was agreed: to, ii the Senator from California give the Secretary of 
Mr. GWIN. the Interior general authority to do ail this? Does 
the amendment, it not give it to him, not specifically, but generally? 
Mr. HUNTER. [either do not understand | Under this amendment he would have the author- 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from || ity, as 1 understand it, to continue the reserva- 
California, or | think the chairman of the Com- |, tions, if he found that policy to be the best and 
mittee on [Indian Affairs dees not. E do not un- ij most practicable. 
derstand it to be an abandonment of the policy of i| Mr. SEBASTIAN. If the term ‘‘settlement,”’ 
reservations, but as leaving it discretionary with |! by force of the words employed, gives the general 
the Secretary of the Interior whether he will ex-, authority to make reservations and buy up the 
pend the money upon tne reservations, or in some ds of ; _ CER 
other mode. It may be—and it was to yneet that |! jurisdiction from the State of California, if it em- 
contingency that the amendment to the amend- | braces all this complicated idea, then the Senator 
ment was offered—that, owing to the action of jis right. _ 
California, or other circumstances, it may be’) Mr. GWIN. 
found that we cannot carry out the policy of res- |! book in connection with this system, and the ob- | 
ervations. If so, something must be done with ject is to give as enlarged a power to the Secretary | 
the Indians; some provision must be made for ‘| of the Interior as possible, to continue the system, | 
them; we cannot tell in what shape it ought tobe ‘if thatis best. But if he cannot get the consent | 
made, and the best disposition of the matter seems || of California, (for it will, of course, be optional | 
to be to leave it at the disposal of the Secretary of |! with that State, and there is no evidence yet that į 


| 
| 


i withdraw it for the present, ! 


I now renew my amendment to 


ut 


| that consent will be refuse 


he cannot carry out the policy. The State of Cal- jj 


adoption of anything in its stead; but by reading |, 


I will state to the Senate why itis | 
t the o ; your policy. 
Superintendent Beale states in his report, that |! 


Does not the amendment of : 


if lands of individuals, and obtain the cession of., 


A d; we have no such 
i evidence, because there has been no legislation on 
| the subject,) and cannot adopt the system, we 
; Ought to give him a discretion, so that he may go 
jon and prevent the Indians there being destroy- 
ed. 
|; Mr. RUSK. I hope the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from California will not be 
agreed to. ‘I'he result of it will not only be an 
abandonment of what I regard as the only means 
of preserving the Indians, but it will be introdu- 
cing another and new systern in that section of the 
country, which will lead, in my judgment, to a 
much larger expenditure, and no good will be 
accomplished by it. With regard to the mooted 
question of jurisdiction, in my judgment it amounts 
to nothing, Gentlemen, I think, are alarmed 
without cause upon that subject. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States gives Congress the right 
to regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes. That is all the jurisdiction that is neces- 
sary. All the jurisdiction you want over one of 
these reservations, when you settle the Indians on 
them, is to keep out traders, persons who carry 
whisky, aud injure and demoralize the Indians. 
That jurisdiction you have by the Constitution of 
the United States. 

There are two different syetems which have 
| prevailed on this continent in regard to the In- 
| dians. The English Government recognized their 
| right of occupancy, and treated with them, and 
; purchased their lands. It was very good on prin- 


i| ciple; but what has the practice shown? The 
i| Spanish Government, on the contrary, did not 


recognize the right of the Indians to the soil. 
They took possession of it when they chose, and 
did not recognize any right in wild Indian tribes 
to the soil. When they became civilized, they 
settled them down in pueblos, and admitted them 
‘toa kind of semi-citizenship. What has been 
the result of the honest principle on which we 
started out to buy Indian territory? We have 
purchased Indian territory sometimes when it was 
not needed, even at exorbitant prices; and we 
: have given annuities, and what has been the re- 
sult? Why, sir, it has fastened a set of vam- 
pires on the Indians, a set of gentlemen who live 
off the Treasury of the United States. That is 
There are a few honorable excep- 
‘tions to it, but, as a general rule, that is your 
i policy. The traders get around the Indians, and 
| they must have annuities paid to the Indians. 
i The result is that they do not work. They have 
i done nothing at all. ‘The same system was com- 
menced in California. Appropriations were made 
for Indian purposes soon after California was 
admitted; and whet was the result? Fifteen or 
twenty treaties were made with José Maria, and 
every Indian chief they could find in the moun- 
tains, looking to the expenditure of millions of 
dollars in the way of annuities. Where would 
those annuities have gone, if the treaties had been 
agreed to? Would they have been a benefit to 
thecountry ? Notatall, Would they have bene- 
fited the Indians’ Notatall. They would have 
benefited a few traders, a few vampires on the In- 
dians—men who are ready here, with every ima- 
ginable claim, to get appropriations which they 
: can divide among themselves. 

. ‘Then this other system was adopted, of making 
: an appropriation, and furnishing the Indiana with 
_ stock, furnishing them with farming implements, 
settling them down upon the land, and learning 
i them to work for themselves. Nowy it is a mis- 
take to suppose that Indians cannot learn to work. 
The Choctaws, and various other nations, learn 
to work, and, as a general rule, they have almost 
as good farmers among them as we have. These 
Indians in California have gone and settled down 


‘| upon one of these reservations, and now do work. 


i | have good evidence for saying that they have 

| now several thousand acres in cultivation. They 
: have more land in cultivation now,and are raising 
| more to liveon at this moment, under this arrange- 
: ment, than I expected they would up to this time. 
| If you abandon this system, you will have twenty 


i: treaties at the next session, providing annuities to 
There are acts on the statute. ii 


be paid out of the Treasury, and these annuities 
will give rise to great squabbles with the Indians 
and traders. 

Mr. PRATT. Before the vote is taken on the 
amendment of the Senator from California, I desire 
: to offer an amendment. J ask the Senate to agree 
| to strike out this proviso: 
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“ Provided, The State of California shall cede the neces- 
‘sary jarisdiction in such cases.” 

As I said before, when I had the honor to 
address the Senate, | do not conceive that it re- 

uires the assent of California to give to this 
Government the right to place upon the reserva- 
tions the Indians whom we propose to place there. 
1 therefore ask that that proviso be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. PRATT. f ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it; and L desire to make a single observa- 
tion. Unless the amendment which Í propose be 
adopted, the whole appropriation will become en- 
tirely useless. In the first place, you are to require, 
before the provision goes into effect, the assent of 
California, that you may place upon your own 
land, reserved by this Government, these Indians. 
‘Of course, until the Legislature shall have met, 
{and it is not yet elected,) you cannot attempt to 
appropriate the money. ‘Thus a delay of several 
ntonths, I do not know how long, perhaps ten 
months, will elapse before, by possibility, even if 
the State should give its assent, this appropriation 
can go into effect. Then after the Legislature, 
which is to be elected, shall have met, it has to 
act upon it, and to give the exclusive jurisdiction 
for which you ask. 

Now, as I have already suid, we do not want 
the exclusive jurisdiction. ‘Ihe land is ours. Ft 
belongs to this Government, and we have a right 
to place the Indians there. If they should commit 
any offense under the laws of California, they 
would be tried by the tribunals of California; and 
that is the whole result of the absence of this ex- 
clusive jurisdiction. Í shall vote against the whole 
appropriation, unless the words to which I refer 
be stricken out. If the provision which 1 seek to 
strike out remain as it is, it will render the whole 
appropriation entirely useless, 

ir. WALKER. tt was to perfect this par- 
ticular point that L offered the amendment which 
I withdrew a short time ago. The argument of 
the Senator from Maryland would be well enough 
if we had no information as to what has been the 
yractice of the Governmentin such cases. f can 
inform him, however, that, practically, the Gov- 
ernment has asked for the consent of the Strtes— 
deeming itself disqualified to locate the Indians 
permanently within their limits without their con- 
sent; and I will instance the case which I before 
mentioned of the Menomonees of Wisconsin. 
They were turned over to the Legislature of Wis- 
consin before anything was done. Tne Legisla- 
ture gave consent that they might be located on a 
certain reservation, and they were located accord- 
ingly, The Senator will find that this has been 
the practice of the Government. 

Mr. PRATT. I suppose it was done in that 
case because of some such provision as is con- 
tained in this amendment. 

Mr. BELL. { wish to ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin a question. When those 
Indians were turned over to the mercy of the State 
of Wisconsin, in settling the question whether 
they should be driven out of the boundaries of 
that State altogether, or whether they should find 
ahome there, had they not ceded every foot of 
land which they owned there? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL, 
one acre of land in that State, and had not even 
a possessory right. There was a clear case where 
the consent of the State wag necessary. But that 
is not the case in California. 

Mr. WALKER. Let me apprise the Senator 
from ‘Tennessee of this fact: after the Indians 
ceded their land, tt became the land of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BELL. I understand that; but the two 
cases are not parallel. 

Mr. WALKER. That case is parallel to the 
present one, in my view. It is alleged by the 
Senator from. Maryland that this land, being the 
land of the Government, the Government can do 
as it pleases with it, so far as the location of the 
Indians is concerned. 

Mr. BELL. The title of the Indians in Cali- 
fornia has not been extinguished; and I agree 


with the Senator from Maryland, that we have | 


the power to locate them on the public land if we 
think proper, because the Indians there have never 


Then those Indians did not own | 


parted with their possessory rights according to 
our policy. 

Mr. HUNTER. But will they not be subject 
to the Jaws of California? It is the opinion of 
the Senator from Maryland that if we locate them 
without the cession of jurisdiction from California 
they will be subject to the laws of that State. 

Mr. BELL. But have these Indians no rights 
of possession, no usufructuary rights? Is that 
the law of California now? 1 do not understand 
it to be so, for the laws of the United States have 
been thrown over that territory, and we have at- 
tempted to treat with them. If they are mem- 
bers of the State of California, we cannot treat 
with them. 

Mr. PRATT. I may be entirely wrong, but 
my notion is this: the Government of the United 
States has pursued the policy of Great Britain in 
reference to the Indians. We have conceded that 
the right to the soil was in the Indians, and that 
this Government could only acquire the right to 
the soil by treaty or acquisition from the Indians. 
Now, California was Spanish territory, and the 
Spanish Government differed entirely from the 
English Government on this point. The Spanish 
Government never recognized the right of soil in 
the Indians; consequently, l did not attempt to 
argue that the Indians possessed in California any 
right to the soil. 


Mr. BELL. They have the same possessory | 
i right which the Indians west of Missouri had— 


the same right that the Indians had in Florida 
—the same right that they had in the old cession 
of Louisiana. So that, if the Senator’s view be 
correct, we have been acting upon false principles 
all the time. The Governinent has carried out 
its policy in all these cessions, though the civil 
law applied in all the French and Spantsh settle- 
ments. Whenever territory bas been cetled to 
the United States we have carried our own policy 
there, and allowed the Indians to have this posses- 
sory right, and treated with them as having a 
claim to it, That is our public law adopted in 
relation to the ludiangs. Then I contend that we 


have a perfect right, in conformity with the prin- j 


ciple of our quasi public law in relation to the in- 
dians, to treat with them in California precisely on 
the same footing in regard to any rights of pos- 
session which they have in the district of country 
over which they roam, as we have treated with 
the Indians in other territories. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, I hope 
that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland will not prevail. It raises a very nice 
and delicate question, and involves, in my opinion, 
the germ of a second Georgia war. Just concede 
the right, upon the part of this Government, to 
reserve, in the State of California, and within a 


few miles of its seat of government, a given extent j 


of country, and you involve, at once, a serious 
difficulty, because the settlements will soon press 
upon the Indinns. It is right that we should 
make the attempt, and continue to make the 
attempt to the last, if possible, to civilize and 
Christianize the Indians; but, sir, these reserva- 
tions will become eye-sores to the whole people. 
They will be productive of the greatest difficulty, 
and if you concede the right of this Government 
to reserve large bodies of land within the heart of 
that State, you at once plant there the germ of 
war and difficulty. As a State rights man, Í can- 
not sanction the amendment. I believe it will 
result in the exercise of a high power which 
Georgia and other States have exercised to protect 
themselves from that sort of interference with their 
rights, 

Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator from Mary- 
land is mistaken as to the bearing of this amend- 
ment. The amendment of the committee is: 

“+ For defraying the expenses of continuing the removal 
and subsistence of the Indians ip California to five military 
reservations, in accordance with the plan submitted by the 
superintendent of Indian affairs of that State, and approved 
by the President, the sum of $200,000, 7 


There is a proviso then in regard to sub-agents, | 


that there shall be only five, and but one ap- 
pointed to each reservation; that the reservations 
shall contain not exceeding ten thousand acres; 
and then the amendment of the committee goes 
on: 

t And the said superintendent is authorized to apply, out 
of the sum hereby appropriated, nut exceeding $25,000 in 
the extinguishment of conflicting tides and rights to said 
reserved lands, at a price not exceeding $l 25 per acre, 
for a valid and indefeasable right to the lands so purchased : 


And provided, The State of California shall cede the ne- 
cessary jurisdiciion in such enses.”? P 

Now, that applies to the case of purchases, if I 
read it properly. These purchasesareto be made, 
and a perfect title to be given to the land, and an 
amount not exceeding $25,006 is appropriated for 
that purpose. Fhatis, in purehasing private prop- 
erty. The Government of the United States can 
reserve its own property; but the superintendent 
of Indian affairs says they cannot get Government 
land sufficient. Thenitis proposed that they shall 
buy, ata price not exceeding §} 25 per acre; and 
the State of California has certainly a right to assert 
her jurisdiction, when privaie psoperty is pur- 
chased for Government purposes within her limita. 
Why, sir, you cannot build a eustom-house; you 
cannot build a ecourt-house om private property 
purchased by the United States; and you eannot 
get the jurisdiction to the United States for such 
purposes, except by a cession of the Legislature. 
If L read the amendment properly, aceording to 
my understanding, H jis that this jurisdicuon of 
the State of California which is to be given, is ta 
that priveie property to be purchased by the Oni- 
ted States, to an amount not exceeding twenty 
five thousand acres. 

Mr. PRATT. Then, to carry out the Senator’s 
view, instexd of striking out the proviso, as } pro- 
posed, | suggest the addition at the end ef the 
proviso of the words, ‘jn reference to lands so 
purchased,’* so ag to reeuire the assent of Cali- 
fornia only im reference ta the lands so purchased 
for this purpose. 

Ar. GWAS. T heave no objection to that. 

ThePRESJDINGOFVICER. By unanimous 
consent, that amendment will be made. 

Mr, PRA? YE. J withdraw my call foy the yeas 
and naya. 

The PRESIGING OFFICER. ‘fhe amend 
ment of the Senator from Maryland is considered 
asunanimously adopted. The question now recurs 
on the amendmens of the Senatoy from California, 
(Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. WELLER. Eeħal be compelledte move 
another amendment te the amendment. When 
this plan was originally adopted, as F said awhile 
ago, it was understoog that the resexvations. were 
to be made, not only m California, betin Uiah ang 
New Mexico, not exceeding fivein number. The 
amendment of the committee proposes to make ald 
the five reservations in the State of California, Trs 
my judgment that is unnecessary; and Ñ is toe 
Jarge a number in that State. I move, therefore, 
to strike oul the word ¢ five’’ and insert “three,” 
so that there shall net be exceeding three reserva- 
tions in the State of California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Phat amend- 
| ment cannot be receixed now, unless the pending 
amendment to the amendment be withdrawn, 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. WeLLER’s amendment. to the amendment. 
was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER. I movea corresponding amend- 
ment, to strike out $25,000 and insert $15,008, so 
that $5,000 shall apply to each reservation. ‘Fhe 
| amendmentof the committee provides that $25,008 
| shall be appropiate for the purpose of extinguish- 
ing the outstanding titles, if any exist, to these 
reservations. It contemplated doing so for fve. 
The number has now been reduced to three. F 
desire a corresponding reduction in the amount of 
i money, and therefore move that $15,000 be m- 
| serted in leu of $25,000. 

Mr. WELLER. see no propriety whatever 


in that amendment, for the reason that we have 


i, limited the quantity of acres and the price to be 


i paid per acre. Tf, for instance, you make the 
; appropriation $95,000, the restriction you have on 
| the expenditure of that money is in the quantity 
| of the land, and the price fixed for payment, $1 25 
per acre. But it may possibly be that there will 
not be more than a single reservation in the State 
of California, where it will be necessary to pur- 
chase private claims in order to get a perfect title. 
At all events, I can see no necessity for reducing 
this amount, because you already havea limit on 
the expenditure in the price you are to pay, 
which is not to exceed $1 25 per acre. 

Mr. COOPER. The Senator does not, 1 think, 
comprehend my views, or else he does not com- 
prehend the intention of the committee. It was 
| intended that the $25,000 should extinguish the 
title to the whole of the fifty thousand acres in 


| the five reservations. Now, the reservations have 
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not been enlarged in quantity, but they have been | 


reduced in number. I say, therefore, that a cor- 
responding reduction in the amount of money is 
necessary, or you will appropriate a larger sum, 
namely, $8,333, instead of $5,000, for extinguish- 
ing the outstanding titles to each of the reserva- 
tions. J 

Mr. GWIN. Oniy one has been selected, 

Mr. COOPER. ‘This is intended to apply to 
all. Ihave no objection, if you make it $8,000. 
{ only mean to make the amendment correspond 
with itself. 


Mr. Cooper's amendment to the amendment | 


was rejected. 

The question recurring on Mr. Gwin’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, it was rejected. 

The first clause of the amendment of the com- 
mittee, as amended, was agreed to; as follows: 

For defraying the expeuses of continuing the removal and 
subsistence of the Indians in California to three military res- 
ervations, in accordance with the plan submitted by the 
superintendent of Indian affairs of that State, and approved 
by the President, the sum of 5,000; Provided, The sub- 
agents created by this act shall be appointed by the super- 
intendent, subject to confirmation by the Secretary of the 
fulerior, nat to exceed one for each reservation, nor fivein 
all, Said rezervations to contain not Jess than five, nor 
more than ten thousand acres: And the said superintend- 
ent is authorized to apply, out of the sum hereby appropri- 
ated, not exceeding $25,000, in the extinguishment of con- 
flicting tides aud rights to said reserved lands, at a price not 
exceeding $1 25-per acre for a valid and iudefeasible title 
to the lands so purchased : sind provided, The State of Cal- 
ifornia shall cede the neee: y jurisdiction in such eases, 
in reference to (ands so purchased: Provided, alsa, That no 
portion of this amount shall be paid over to the present 
superintendent of Indian affairs, until he shall account sat- 
isfactorily for the amount already drawn by him, out of the 
former appropriations; and that hereafter no more than 
20,000 shall be drawn by the said superintendent, or be in 
his bands unexpended, at one and the same time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is now on the second clause of the amendment, to 
insert: 

« For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
California, embracing expenses of travel of the superintend- 
entand agent, &c., $25,000. ” 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. This amendment is offered 
by the committee, upon the recommendation of 
the Indian Department There is a similar fund 
to this, ranging from $10,000 to $15,000, for the 
Territories of Washington, Oregon, New Mexico, 
and Minnesota. There is a class of expenditures 
in every Territory paid out of this fund, and it is 
only made a little larger here than in some others. 
I think in New Mexico it is just the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
“Tuespay, May 2, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Siicen. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
believe to be a privileged question. 
mittee of conference appointed upon the disagree- 
ing votes between the two Houses, upon the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy at West Point, for the year ending 
June 30, 1855, have met and agreed to a report. 
The report does not require any action upon the 
part of this Ilouse, as it merely recommends that 
the Senate recede from their disagreeing votes. 

TheSPEAKER. The report wilt be read, and 
laid upon the table. 

The report was then read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of the gentleman to the condition of this 
report, if no action is taken upon it by the House. 
The Chair thinks it is usual to accept the report 
of the committee of conference by a vote of the 
House. It is true the committee have recom- 
mended that the Senate should recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the House, but 
the Chair thinks it should be either approved or 
disapproved. 

Mr. JONES. Perhaps that course would be 
the proper one. 

Mr. BANKS, I move that the report be 
adopted. Ifno action is taken upon it, it will go 
upon the Journal as unfinished business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have asingle remark 
to make to the House. 

Mr. BENNETT. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I wish to know if the consideration of the 


I rise to what I; 
The com- | 


| 
! 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 


bill distributing lands to the several States does | 
not comeup as the regular business during the 
morning hour, or does the territorial business take 
precedence as a special order? 

The SPEAKER. The special order will take 
precedence. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then Task that the bill to 
which I have referred may be postponed until 
three weeks from to-day. 

Mr. DISNEY. I object. i 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the unani- 
mous consent to withdraw certain papers from the 
files of the House, for the purpose of having them 
referred at the Departments. They were sent 
here, I understand, by mistake. 

There was no objection, and it was 

Ordered, That jeave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers relating to the tonnage duty 
imposed upon the bark Asa Packer, on her trip home from 
Calcutta, December, 1851. 

On motion by Mr. BANKS, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House the papers and petition in the case of Burton 
Picketson, for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 


THE LAND BILL. 


Mr. BENNETT. I now desire to inquire of 
the Chair if I have not the right to make my 
motion to postpone the Jand bill? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 
So long as the bill is not regularly before the 
House for consideration, no motion to postpone, 
nor any motion of any description for the dispo- 
sition of the bill, is in order. 

Mr, BENNETT. Is not the bill before the 
House as the regular order of business during the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. If the House 
should dispose of all the business relating to the 
Territories upon the Speaker’s table, and should 
then refuse to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
territorial business, the gentleman’s bill would then 
be before the House for consideration. In that 
form, and in that alone, the motion to postpone 
would be in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer a resolution? 

å Me. RICHARDSON. Am I notentitled to the 
oor! 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. For these privileged 
motions of course I yield the floor, but not fur- 
ther. I desire to ask the Chair what bill is now 
before the House for consideration ? 


ROADS IN THE TERRITORY OF MINNESOTA. l 


The SPEAKER. It is the bill entitled ‘“ An act 
making appropriations for continuing tbe con- 


in accordance with the estimates made by the 
War Department. ”? e 

Mr. DISNEY. I ask the gentleman from Ili- | 
nois to allow me the floor for a single minute. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS BILL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I cannot give way 
further. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a state- 
ment in reference to this bill which will not take 
two minutes. It was the understanding expressed | 
by me, and acquiesced in by the House, when 
this week wassetapart for territorial business, that 
no business should come up except such as relates 
exclusively to the organized Territories. Such is | 


t 

i 

struction of roads in the Territory of Minnesota, | 
| 

! 

| 


l 
} 


| derstands me. 
vole, but only to bring it up for consideratipn. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. COX. l do not know that I ought to 
claim any participation with the peculiar friends 
of this measure. Certainly I have had no iptima- 
tion of the intention to bring itto a vete at the 
time indicated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman misun- 
The object is not to bring itto æ 
Mr. 


COX. Before the Committee af the 


| Whole on the state of the Union? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall move to ginio 
Committee, and lay aside all other business, and 
take up the House bill to organize the Territories. . 

Mr. COX. I shall agree to that most heartily. 
I know several gentlemen who desire to express 
their opinions on the subject. I will say, while L 
am up, that Lam most heartily a friend of the 
measure, and that I shall so express myself if F 
get an opportunity. £ have so objection to its: 
being brought up for consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman seems 
to be laboring under a misapprehension. | desirea 
discussion, a full discussion, of the bill itself. 1E 
we fail in that, there are other means by which,. 
at the proper time, we can bring it before the- 
House, and have a vote on it. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to that, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That will not bedone- 
until a fair opportunity for full and reasonable: 
discussion has been afforded to gentlemen on this 

oor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. In what way 
does the gentleman propose to bring the bill up 
for the consideration of the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ¥ will advise the gen- 
tleman when I am ready to do so. I have now 
said all that I desired. My intention was only to 
give the notice which I have. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the regular order: 
of business. 


THE STEAMSHIP CITY OF GLASGOW. 
Mr. WHEELER. I ask that the resolution 
which I submitted a few moments ago be read for 
the information of the House. 
There was no objection, and the resolution was 
read by the Clerk, as follows: 


Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives, 
That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to send out, immediately, one or more steam or 
sailing vessels, with three months? provisions on board of 
each, together with blankets and clothing for four hundred 
persons, to search for the missing steamship, City of Glas- 
gow, which is supposed to have met with some accident, in 
either machinery or spars, and is now among the ice, which 
has lately been in such quantities in the north Atlantic 
ocean. 

If the Secretary of the Navy has not Government vessels. 
at his disposal, he is hereby authorized to freight or charter 


‘ suitable vessels for the purpose, to be paid for out of aay 


| money not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. LETCHER. | object. 
TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
The following bill reported yesterday, with an 
amendment, from the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, then came up for consid- 


‘eration: House bill No. 164, ‘* making further 


; appropriations for continuing the construction of 


my desire now. Butin connection with this sub- 
ject, I wish to say a word in reference to another 
thing. At an early day of the coming week I 
shall move to bring the bill to organize the Terri- 
tories of Nebraska and Kansas to the consider- 
ation of the House. Thisstatementis now made | 
that gentlemen may be advised we are not trying | 
to steal any march on them. | 

Mr. COBB. ! 
gentleman propose to bring the subject to our 
attention? | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On Monday of next | 
week. The friends of the bill, | may say further, | 
intend to resort to every fair and parliamentary | 
means, for the purpose of bringing the question | 


| 
| 
i 


to the consideration of the House, and if we fail | 


to bring the bill up for consideration, the Commit- | 
tee on Territories can report a bill for action. 
Mr. COX. If the gentleman will allow me, 


pl 
will submit a single suggestion. | 


i 
i 


: | 
At what time next week does the $ 


I 


{ 


i 
i 
i 
t 


roads in the Territory of Minnesota, in aecord- 
ance with the estimates made by the War De- 
artment.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
question on that bill. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was first on agreeing to the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and 
insert as follows: w 

That the fullowing sums of money be, and they are 
hereby, appropriated for continuing the construction of 
roads in the Territory of Minnesota, to wit: 

For the continuation of the road from Point Douglas, on 
the Mississippi river, to the mouth of the St. Louis river, 
of Lake Superior, $20,000, | 

For the continuation of the road from Point Douglas to 
Fort Gaiaes, now Fort Ripley, $10,000, 

For the continuation of the road from the mouth of Swan 
river to the Winnebago agency, $5,000. 

For the continuation of the road from Wabashaw to 
Mendota, $15,000. , 

The continuation of the construction of said roads to be 
made under the direction of the Seeretary of War, pursu- 
ant to contracts to be made by him, or under his direction + 
Provided, That so much of any forner acts ag require the 
first-mentioned road to terminate at the fails or rapide of 


I demand the previous 


li said St. Lonis river, are hereby repealed. 


The question was put; and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
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and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. | 


Mr. ORR called for tellers, | ; : 
: acted. That is the reason why they have two 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuineman | 
and HamiLrton were appointed. : 
The question was then taken; and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 79, noes 43. 
So the bill was passed. i 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
the passage of the bill reported by the Committee 
ofthe Whole, on yesterday, without amendment, 
entitled “& A bill authorizing the appointment of 
an additional number of Indian agents.” 

Mr. ORR. Thatis the bill which the committee 
agreed to report to the House, without recom- | 
mending any action upon it. 


been anticipated by the Senate. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Oan’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. ` 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
the passage of the bill reported by the committee 
on yesterday with an amendment, entitled “ A bill 
to provide for the extinguishment of the title of the 
Chippewa Indians to the land owned and claimed | 
by them in the Territory of Minnesota and the 
State of Wisconsin, and for their domestication 
and civilization.” 

Mr. ORR. I move the previous question upon 
it. 

The previous question was not sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
the amendment to insert after the word ‘trea- 
ties,” in the twenty-first line, the words ‘ with 
the consent of the said Indians. ”? 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next amendment is to 
insert after the word ‘ territory,” in the thirty- 
seventh line, the words “in Minnesota.” 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
adopted. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 


1 
Mr, RICHARDSON. The Committee on Ter- | ; 


ritories have directed me to report back a petition 
asking for au appropriation of land to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Fort Wayne, In- 
diana, to Council Bluffs, in fowa, and to ask to | 
have the same referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

It was so ordered. 


Mr. RICEIARDSON. The Committee on 
Territories have directed me to report back a bill 
to enable the people of Oregon to form z consti- 
tution and State government, and to provide for | 
the admission of such State into the Union. I 
move its reference to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. And that it be printed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; it has already 
been printed. 

The bill was so referred. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred a resolution offered 
by the Delegate from Utah, [Mr. Bennutsex,] 
have directed me to report the following joint 
resolution: : 

The resolution was read by the Clerk. [Tt av- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to appro- 


torial libraries for the Territories of Minnesota, 
Oregon, Utah, and New Mexico. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [move that that joint | 
resolution be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Tt was so ordered, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on 
Territories have directed me to report back x res- 
elution directing the committee to inquire into the | 
expediency of putting the clerks of the Legislative | 
Assembly of Utah on the same footing as those of 
New Mexico and Minnesota. The committee, in 
making that report, say that it appears to them 


I move that the bill i: 
be laid upon the table, inasmuch as it has already |: 


that no necessity occurs for the increase of the 
number of clerks in Utah, as it did in relation to 
New Mexico. The House will remember that in 
New Mexico it was necessary to have a double 
set of clerks, because they had to have what was 
spoken in Spanish translated into English, and | 
what was spoken in English translated into Span- 
ish, so that the business might be properly trans- 
sets of clerks in New Mexico; but the committee 
do not think that that necessity exists in Utah; 
and therefore I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move, as there are no 
other reports to be made, that the House do now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, on the special order of the 
House. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| by the Committee on Territories with an amend- 


: and necessary expenses incurred by the provi 


| session, and when it rose, had under consideration : 


` executiveand judiciary officersin Oregon and New 


: Kerr,] was then pending; and, upon a division 


| The amendment will be reported by the Clerk, 


i an act entitled ‘An act to settle and ad, 
| penses of the people of Oregon Irom ai 
| hostilities of Cayuse Indians in the years 


t 

Union, (Mr. Prezes in the chair,) and resumed | 
the consideration of local territorial business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee, at its last 


House bill (No. 162) to increase the salaries of | 


Mexico. An amendment, which was submitted | 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 


upon that amendment, tellers were demanded. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

And he it further enacted, Ye., hat each of the judges 
of the Territories of Oregon, Minnesota, Washington, Utah, 
and New Mexico, who have vot heretofore been furnished, 
shall be supplied with a complete set of the reports of the 
Decisions of the Supreme Courtof the Cnited States, the 
United States Statutes at Large; and Alden’s Index to the 
Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, for | 


; the use of themselves aud their successors in office, 


Mr. KERR. I have beenconversing with some | 
of the friends of this measure since t offered the ; 
amendment which has just been read, and E am | 
inclined to think that the effectof it will be to em- | 
barrass the passage of the bill; a nd, therefore, with 
the consent of the louse, L will withdraw it. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
withdrawn. ' 

No further amendment being offered, the bill | 
was laid aside, to be reported to the House with | 
a recommendation that it do pass. i 

The next bill which came up for consideration ` 
was [Louse bill No. 232, entitled “A bill toamend | 
t the ex- | 

ks and | 
1847 and | 


oeted back 


ment. ‘The Clerk will read the original bill and 
the amendment proposed by the commitiee. 

The bill having been read, the amendment was 
read, as follows: 

That the further sum of 839,000 be, and the same i 
hereby, appropriated, oat of any money in the Treasury j 
not otherwise appropriated, for the payment of the actual | 


me 


: ernmentot Oregon, in defending the peopie of said Terri- 


; said 


A : A >- j} compe 
priate the sum of $500 for the purchase of terri- |! 


‘amount about equal to the expenses of that war, 


‘have reported a substitute, which strikes out the 


| 
onal gov- | 
| 
| 


tory from the attacks and hostilities of the Cayuse Indians, | 
in the years 1847 and 1848; and that the Secretary of the | 
Treasury pay out of said appropriation, or so mach thereof | 
as may he necessary io liquidate said claims, according to . 


the reports of the Governors of Oregon, or the commis- ‘| 


sioners, or ether of them, appointed nader the authority of 
the Le ative Assembly of Oregon to andit and ailow 
ims now on tile in the Treasury Department. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enueted, That the Secretary of į 
the Treasury is hereby empow enable 
nsation ty the commissi udicated 
Legisla- 


; Depart- | 
ment, to be paid froin ti fon, on due proot. 
Sec. 8, And he it further enacied, That the Secretary of 
the Treasnry is hereby empowered to reëxamine ‘any 
award that has been made, and to reduce the amonnt, if, in 


his judgment, founded on proof, it should be teo much. 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon, ‘Vhis bill, as criginally 


} 


ntroduced, provided for the appropriation of an 


now unpaid. The Committee on the Territories | 


original appropriation of $75,000, and inserts 
another of $30,000. 


‘| to that amount. 


At the time they reported the amendment which 
is now pending before the committee, there were 
on file in the Department awards which had been 
allowed by the commissioner appointed for that 
purpose, which probably would not exceed that 
amount. Inother words, the committee provided 
for the awards thenon hand. But since that time 
awards have been received in addition, amounting 
to about $14,000. Awards, however, have been 
allowed, amounting to $75,000. Of that there 
i can be no doubt. The commissioner appointed 
to examine and allow these claims certifies over 
his own signature that awards have been allowed 
Now, if we are to provide for 
the unpaid expenses of that war, we must appro- 


| priate $75,000. 


An amendment of the Senate to the deficiency 
| bill, now pending before the House, appropriates 
the whole amount, $75,000, for the purpose of 
defraying the expenses of this Cayuse war. That 
amendment, after being referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, was approved of by them. 
They recommend the passage, therefore, of this 
whole appropriation. 

| Now, Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling to cone 
sume the time of the committee, and will detain 
them buta moment longer. Ii this passes, there 
will be no need of the adoption of the amendment 
to the deficiency bill, to which I have alluded; and 
again, if I could be sure that the deficiency bill 
would pass, and that the amendment making ap- 
propriations for paying the whole of the unpaid 
expenses of the war, there would be no necessity 
of the passage of this bill. But if the committee 
prefer to pass this bill, it will be necessary for 


| them to reject the amendment af the Committee 


on the Territories, or to amend it, if they desire to 
| cover the entire unpaid expenses of the war. 
Unless this is done, the matter will have again to 
come up for our consideration at some future time. 
The appropriation in the amendment of the com- 
mittee is entirely insufficient; and, I repeat, that 
unless the whole $75,000 be granted, further legis- 
lation will be necessary. 

{f { believed the deficiency bill would pass, 
either immediately or at any period of the session, 
{ should recommend that the committee should 
pass this bill by for the present; but I will ai 
gest to the committee, that if they pass this bill, 
the Senate will pass it without difficulty, and that 
it will be the quickest way of disposing of the 
matter. The people of Oregon have Jong tried to 
get what was due them. 

Lam inclined to think, Mr. Chairman, that it 
would be better to pass this bill, non-concurring 
in all the amentments of the committee from the 
first to the fourteenth line, and concurring in the 
balance. Then it would appropriate $75,000, and 
submit al! doubtful claims to the consideration of 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury. If, in his judgment, 
i any are not just, he can refuse to satisfy them. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 would suggest to 
the gentleman to make a motion to that effect; 
after the statement which he has made, such a 
motion, it appears to me, would be proper, 

Mr. LANE. I make the motion to strike out 
what I have already indicated. 

Mr. HAVEN. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Oregon, I will submit a substitute 
for his amendment, which, I believe, embodies 
as well the views of the Senate as those of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. LANE. Let it be read. 
The Clerk then read the substitute, as follows: 
That there be, and hereby is, eppropriated, out of any 


sin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the fur- 


pay out of said appropriation so much thereof as may be 
| necessary to liquidate said claiins according to the reports 


hereafter be allowed, on account of this war, which are not 
presented to the Treasury Department of the United States 
within the next fise: ir. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That all of said claims 
and accounts, not heretofore adjusted, shail be settled aud 
adjusted at such place and in such manner as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby empowered to reéxamine any award 
that bas been or may be made of said claims, and to reduce 
the amount, if, in bis judgment, founded on proof, it should 
be too much. 


1854 pot 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HAVEN. 
an explanation. The substitute corresponds with || 
the view taken py the other branch of the legis- 
lature, as well as that of the Committee of Ways 


and Means. . 
Mr. LETCHER. Thereispart of that amend- 
ment of which I do not approve; and that is, 


think will satisfy him. The Territory of Oregon 
li took measures to ascertain the expenses of the 


|| board of commissioners, who entered upon their 
| duties, and allowed to each individual who served 
| in that war a fair compensation for his services. 


. ; i . i 7 T 
I do not desire even to make ll ter entirely,and I will make an explanation which 


i| Cayuse war, and for that purpose appointed a : 


that authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to decide how much is to be paid to the parties 
who are to be engaged in this business. 

Mr. LANE. itisto bea reasonable compen- | 
sation. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido not care whether it is 
reasonable or unreasonable. It seems to me that 
the Congress of the United States ought to fix the 
compensation for those employed in the discharge 
of public duties imposed on them by its own act. | 


Now I have not the greatest respect for the Sec- !' 
If he acts | 


retary’s judgment about these things. 
in regard to making an allowance that he may 
deem reasonable compensation for these services 
as he does in regard to the construction of cu 
tom-houses, there is no telling how much it will 
cost. I think it is our duty to fix the compensa- 
tion here, and leave him no discretion about it. į 
We can do it as well as he can. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will simply say, in reply to 
my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Lercurr,] that no 
provision has been made on this subject, for the 
reason that the Secretary of the Treasury has sent 
up to us the certified and sworn accounts of the 
commissioners who have been engaged in this 
business; and the Committee of Ways and Means 
thought that they were reasonable. “Che accounts | 
are at the rate of five dollars per diem; and I sup- | 
pose that the Secretary of the Treasury, if he 
adjusts the accounts, will adjust them on the basis | 
of those sworn and certified accounts sent up. f 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, ifthat is the estimate, | 
I do not think the compensation is unreasonable. | 
But do not let us leave discretion to this officer to 
fix the salaries of persons employed under the | 
Government. 
tion. í hope, therefore, that the gentleman will 
amend his amendment so as to fix such compen- | 


sation as the Committee of Ways and Means | 
think a fair and just equivalent for the labors per- | 


formed. i 
Mr. SMYTH, of Texas. I ask for the reading | 
of the report accompanying the bill. H 
The Cierk read the report. | 


Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend theamend- |: 


ment by inserting after the word “proper,” the | 
words, ‘not exceeding five dollars per day to ; 
each commissioner.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman is not in order at this time, as there is 
already pending an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. IT accept the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer,] and I 
propose my amendment as a substitute for the | 
other amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The ameniment reported | 


by the committee is in the nature of a substitute, `; 


and if the gentleman from New York will with- 
draw his amendment, the question can now be 
taken upon theadoption of theamendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. HAVEN. {will withdraw my amendment 
for the present. : 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question naw recurs 
upon the adoption of the amendment reported by 

the Committee on Territories. 


The question was then taken; and the amend- | 


ment was rejected. 
Mr. HAVEN. 


I now propose the amendment : 


which was reported to the committee a few minutes i. 


since. 
Mr. COBB. I desire to offer the following i 
amendment: to strike out of the second section 


the words “such place,” and insert in lieu thereof | 


“ the city of Washington.” 


I will ‘explain, in a very few words, my object |: 


| 
in offering this amendment. 1 am opposed to | 


ereating any more officers than we can possibly | 


avoid, for carrying on the affairs of the Govern- 


ment. According to my construction of the lan- » 
Id be necessary for the | 


guage here used, it wou 
Secretary to send some person to Oregon. I hold 
that these matters should be adjusted with the 
Treasury Department here; and Iam opposed to 
creating any more new officers. ! 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. The gentleman from | 
Alabama, in my opinion, misapprehends the mat- 


| 
l 


Let the House fix the compensa- | 


All that service has been performed, and awards 
to the amount of $175,000 have been made. The 
sum of $100,000 has been disbursed, leaving a 
balance of $1 20. That is, that much of the 


the amount of $35,000; and, in all probability, the 
balance will be up here before this bill becomes a 
law. So that there is no further action at all ne- 
cessary to ascertain the expenses of that war. 
That has all been done. 

ington. In the appropriation required now, we 
may be paid at home. But if the awards hereto- 
fore allowed, or that may be hereafter allowed, 


© shall not amount to $75,000, then, Mr. Chairman, | 


i the balance will be in the hands of the Treasury, 
i and will not be disbursed. 


i necessary for the ascertainment of the expenses 
iof the Cayuse war. 


Mr. COBB. F move so to amend the bill as to 
provide that payment be made in the city of 
: Washington. By adopting this amendment, we 
will not run the risk of sending persons to Oregon 
to pay up these awards. 

Mr. HAVEN. With respect to that matter, Í 
think I would be satisfied with the amendment of 
my friend from Alabama, but for the fact that, if 
there are any further claims hereafter arising from 
i this war, the commissioner that hes been appoint- 

ed by the Governor or Legislature of Oregon will 
be regarded as the agent of the {Secretory of the 
Treasury in ascertaining claims; and hence it is 
in accordance exactly with my amendment. The 
| Secretary of the Treasury has given us this in- 
| formation in a letter communicating the facts. I 


' will read the following extract from his letter: 


“ The manner in which these claims have hitherto been 
andited and allowed, should, in my opinion, be changed, by 
providing that they should be transmitted to the Treasury 
for adjustment, together with the rolls and other vouchers 
in support of them, 

“jt would also be desireble to fix a thne tor the present- 


and if the comimittee determine to propose the appropria- 
i tion, I have respectfully to recommend thatit may be mado 
, subject to these conditions. ‘Tbe appropriation will proba- 

bly be sufficient to pay the balance of expenses of the war, 
i as well as the compensation and expenses of the commis- 
sioner; but it w 
these allowances, as none now exists.” 

Now, the committee thought it would be better 
to leave the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
that order, and have them so transmitted for ad- 
: justment, according to his suggestion, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on 
the adoption ef the amendment offered by the gen- 
-tleman from Alabama, to strike out the words 
“atsuch places,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ** in the City of Washington.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. laven,}] which was pet; and the 
amendment was agreed to. 


roth a 


the House. 
ne 


The CHAIRMAN. j 
posed of is House bill No. £74, which is a bill for 


Territory of New Mexico while under military 
i government. The Clerk will report the bill to 
the committee. 

The first section was then read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

Mr. COX. I should like to have the gentle- 
; man who may have particular charge of this meas- 
ure, inform the House whether or not these civil 
| officers, whose payment is provided for in this 
_ bill, were military officers at the same time, and 


| were receiving their salaries as such ? 


i The amounts thus certified to were then sent | 
|| here to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


| original appropriation of $100,000 is now on hand. , 
` But there are accounts already filed, which have : 
l been heretofore allowed by the commissioners, to |; 


The awards are sent here, and paid in Wash- || 


sk that the persons holding awards in their favor, |; 


vill ) This act of Congress, i 
on this measure, will be the last act of legislation į 


l hope, therefore, that the | 
< gentlemen of the committee will let it pass. 


ation of these claims, after which none should be allowed; i! 
> 


be proper to give authority to make H 


The bill was then laid aside to be reported to | 
next bill to be dis- i! 


the payment of the civil officers employed in the : 


The bill is now open to | 


| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to 
|| the gentleman that the bill was reported from the 
‘| Military Committee by the gentleman from Vir- 
inia, [Mr. Fautxner,] who was in his seat a 
ew moments since, but whom the Chair does not 
now see. 


Mr. BISSELL. 


| Į would state to the gentle- 
| man from Kentucky, that the member of the com- 
‘| mittee who reported this bill is not present, and I 
| am not as well prepared as he is to explain its pro- 
| visions. 
| Mr. OLDS. 
i formally. 
| Mr. BISSELL. 
for doing that. 
: through. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
; that there is an exeautive report, setting forth the 
‘names of the persons who performed the duties, 
i and showing that those persons were notin the 
i military service of the country. 

Mr. BISSELL. I ask that the bill may be 
i read. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read 
| through, and also the first section; and the Chair 
was about to announce that the bill would be laid 
aside and reported to the House, if there were no 
amendments to be offered. 

Mr. COX. Is the report, to which the Chair 
referred, at the Clerk’s desk? 

The CHAIRMAN. I suppose it is not. 
was made during the last Congress. 

Mr. BISSELL. - I recollect that this fact 
appeared before the committee, that the appro- 
priation which was set apart for the payment of 
‘certain officers there did not extend so far as to 
; comprehend military officers. 

Mr. PHELPS (who temporarily vacated the 
i chair) said: If the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. 
' Brsse1s.} will allow me a moment, iL will remark 
| that I recollect some things in relation to these 
i civil officers in New Mexico. I am acquainted 
with several of those officers, as some of them 
have been here. General Kearny reached New 
Mexico in 1846, and promulgated a code of laws 
for the government of the people of that Territory. 
That code of laws was compiled by two gentle- 
men from Missouri, then engaged in the military 
service of the country. It provided for the ap- 
i pointment. of a civil governor, a secretary, an 
|, auditor, and a treasurer, It also provided for the 
: judges of a district or circuit court—I do not rec- 
| ollect which—for a prosecuting attorney; perhaps 
! some other county officers were provided for in 
i that code of laws which was promulgated by 
General Kearny. 

The Territory of New Mexico was, from that 
‘| time, governed under this code of laws, and by 
! officers who were appointed to discharge the duties 
i| which, by law, were imposed upon them, ‘There 
i was also an attempt made to collect some money, 
| and a small sum was collected from the traders, 
i 
| 
| 


I move to lay the bill aside in- 


I think there is no necessity 
Task that the bill may be read 


Tt 


| who resorted to that Territory from the western 

parts of the United States, and engaged in mer- 
 chandise there; but the amount was far short of 
paying the expenses which were incurred. 

Those officers, under the appointment thus made 
by Kearny, continued to discharge their duties, 
until the organization of the territorial government 
: in 1850, and perhaps until 1851, until which period, 
according to my impression, the government did 
| not go into full effect. With some of those officers 
; l had an acquaintance, and my recollection is that 
| none of them were employed in the military service 
of thecountry. They were, most of them, Ameri- 
can citizens, residing in New Mexico at the time 
of their appointment by General Kearny. One 
of them, the Governor of the Territory, was mas- 
sacred by the Indians during an insurrection in 
1847. ‘he circuit attorney was also massacred 
| by the Indians during the same insurrection. But, 
sir, 1 do not desire to detain the committee, and 

with these explanations I will close. i 
> Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to call the attention 
. of the gentleman from Missouri, who has just 
‘ addressed the committee, to the provisions of this 
bill, particularly to the second section. The first 
© section of the bill provides that the difference be~- 
; tween the amounts received by the civil officers in 
: New Mexico, and the amount of salary allowed 
‘under the organic law of the Territory, shall be 
| paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

| It seems that some $18,000 or $14,000 were 
; paid to these civil officers out of the treasury ot 
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the Territory, from a fund that had te be collected 
there. But the second section of this bill, if I 
understand it, provides that we shall pay the entire 
amount which was paid as compensation to these 
civil officers during that time. I should be glad to 
have the gentleman from Missouri give some in- 
formation-upon that point, and at the same time 
point out, if we agree to that section, the dis- 
tinction in principle, if there be one, between the 
provision made in that section and the payment 
of the civil fund of California. 

Mr. COX. Ido not understand the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri as going so 
far as to say that this bill provides for the whole 
amount designed to be paid to these civil officers. 
Now, a single statement, if the gentleman knows 
the fact, would meet the suggestion which I made. 
1 desire to know whetherany of these civil officers 
were also military officers In the service of the 
United States, and whether they were receiving 
their regular salaries at the time, as of course they 
did, as they were military officers of the United 
States? ` 

Mr. PHELPS. My recollection does not serve 
me perfectly in reference to the fact suggested by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 1 cannot, there- 
fore, answer definitely his question. It may be 
that one or two of these civil officers had been in 
the military service of the United States, and per- 
haps were, at the time, lam not certain as to the 
fact, in reference to the other officers; but I know 
the Governor and secretary were not in the mil- 
itary service of the country. ` 

In relation to the inquiry made by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] I will say, 
that I did not allude to the second section of the 
bill when 1 was addressing the committee a few 
minutes ago. I spoke in reference to the first sec- 
tion merely, Of the second section, to which the 
gentleman from Alabama specially objects, L am 
not prepared to express a definite opinion. I cer- 
tainly am not at all satisfied that it ought to be 
adopted. There was an erroneous estimate made 
in the report of the Secretary of War, in which he 
showed that a certain sum of money had been 
advanced by the Territory, money which had been 
made up of taxes levied upon the merchants of 
the Territory, and that certain other sums had 
been paid out of moneys, raised in some other 
manner—perhaps by taxation upon the inhabitants 
themselves, But, so far as the payment of the 
amount which may be due these persons who dis- 
charged the duties incumbent upon them, and the 
greater part, at least, of whom were taken from 
civil life is concerned, I think it is the duty of the 
Government to make allowance for it, and 1 am, 
therefore, in favor of the adoption of the first sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I move, if it 
be in order, that this bill be passed over for the 
present to enable us to obtain more accurate in- 
formation in relation to these matters. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [think that the committee 
is in a condition to vote on the second section, at 
all events. That section involves a very import- 
ant principle, a fact doubtless apparent to every 
member. We ought not, therefore, to pass it by 
now, after it has received so much consideration; 
for it may hereafter come up, when our attention 
shall not be so fully drawn to it. 

Mr. BISSELL. Allow me to saya word. The 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Fautxner,] who 
reported this bill from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, is not now present. He may have had 
very good cause for inserting that second section, 
which does not now appear tous. Iconfess that I 
have not a very distinct recollection of the features 
of the bil, nor the principles on which it was 
drawn; but as it is proposed to lay it aside inform- 
ally until the gentleman from Virginia shall come 


in, | would suggest that no exception be made, | 


and that the whole bill be laid aside until he has 
made his explanation, i 

Mr. HOUSTON, The difficulty is, that it may 
come up at a time when it cannot receive our at- 
tention so fully as it should. 


Mr. BISSELL. Our attention has been sufi- 


ciently called to it now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will withdraw his motion, I will move to 
strike cut the second section, so that, if postponed, 
it will be with that motion pending. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I withdraw my motion for 
the purpose indicated, 


Mr. HOUSTON. Then { move to strike out 
the second section. If the committee choose, it 
aloné can now postpone the bill with that amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. BISSELL. Does the gentleman propose 
to take a vote on his amendment now? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would rather do so; but 
my proposition is only to havethat motion pend- 
ing if the bill be laid aside. i 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be informally laid aside. 

There was no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thenext bill on the Cal- 
endar for consideration is House bill No. 315, 
entitled ‘* A bill to establish the office of surveyor 
general of New Mexico, to grant donations to 
actual settlers therein, and for other purposes.” 

The Clerk read the bill through. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill by | 
sections for amendment. The first section was 
reported, as follows : 


«That the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall be, and he is bereby, anthorized to ap- 
point a surveyor general for New Mexico, whose power 
and authority, duties, compensation, and allowances for 
clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &c., shall be the came as now | 
provided by law for the surveyor general of California; and 
he shall locate his office from tim! to time at such places 
as may be directed by the President of the United States.” 


Mr. HAVEN. I have not examined this bill | 
very closely, but I object to the mode of measur- | 


ing the compensation of the surveyor general as 
provided in it. I move to strike out that portion 


of the section that relates to his compensation, || 


and te insert the specific sum merely that the sur- 
veyor general of California receives. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from 
New York name the sum? 

Mr. HAVEN. I know not what the sum is. 
If the gentleman who reported the bill is in the 
House, he can inform us what it is. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill was reported by | 
the gentleman from California, (Mr. Laruam.] 

Mr. HAVEN. 
gentleman from California what the compensation 
of the surveyor general of California is? 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman from Califor- | 
nia is not now in his seat; but | have sent to.the | 


library for the statutes, which will give us the |: 


desired information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed | 
that the salary of the surveyor general of Califor- 
nia is $4,500. 

Mr. HAVEN. I moveto strike out the words 
indicated by me, and to insert that sum, although 
{ do not profess to know whether it is a proper 
sum or not. 

Mr. DISNEY. I would remind the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Haven] that this section | 


provides for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &c., the ij 


same as are now provided by luw for the surveyor 
general of Californa. 

Mr. HAVEN. In answer to the gentleman | 
from Ohio, ] beg to remind him that I am not find- 
ing fault with the amount, but with the mode of 
measuring the compensation of this officer, so that 
we can never know what it is without referring 
from one statute to’another. 

Mr. ORR. I understand from the Chairman 
that the salary of the surveyor general of Califor- 
nia is $4,500. Thesalary of the surveyor general 
of Oregon is but $3,500. I suppose that it is not į 
more expensive living in New Mexico than Ore- į 
gon. 
true standard to be adopted by the committee; and | 


officer at $3,500. 

Mr. HAVEN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to state another fact, that the salary of the sur- 
veyor general of lowa is but $2,500? With that 
suggestion, I will accept any reasonablesum which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
will name. 

Mr. ORR. 1 willsuggest $3,500. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from 
New York prepare his amendment in writing? 
The manner in which this section is drawn will 
require something more than a mere insertion of 
the amendment indicated by him. | 

Mr. HAVEN. I propose to strike out the 
words indicated by me, and insert “ $3,000,” or 
‘© $3,500,” I do not care which. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York will see the necessity of submitting an amend- 


I would, then, inquire of the į| 


E think the California standard is not the |: 


ment in a different form from that indicated by 
| him, if he will examine the following language; 
| «That the President, by and with the@ivice and emigent 
i of the Senate, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
appoint a surveyor general for New Mexico, whose power 
and authority, duties, compensation, and allowances for 
clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &c., shall be the same as now 
provided by law for the surveyor general ef California:” 

Mr. HAVEN. I will prepare an amendment 
which } think will meet the case. 

Mr.ORR. Before the amendment is announced, 
I would suggest to the gentleman from New York 
to say 93,000 as the salary of the surveyor gen- 
eral. l understand the Governor’s salary is only 
$3,000. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no objection to that. 
The Clerk will so modify my amendment. 

The amendment was reported by the Clerk, as 
follows: 


“That the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint 
a surveyor general for New Mexico, whose.salary shall be 
$3,000 per annum, and whose power, authority, and duties, 
: and aNowanees for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &e., shalt 
be the same as that now provided for by law for the surveyor 
general of California.” 


Mr. DISNEY took the floor. 
Mr. ORR..« Before the gentleman from Ohio 


|| commences his remarks, I would suggest another 


amendment to that of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Havey.] E propose to amend his 
: amendment by striking out the word “ Cali- 
fornia,” and substituting ‘ Oregon.” 

Mr. HAVEN. taccept that amendment. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, before the 
committee reported this bill, we had full consulta- 
tions with the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and with the Delegate from New Mexico, 
and from all the information we obtained, and all 
the light that could be thrown on the subject, we 
| came unanimously to the conclusion that the ex- 
| pense of living was about the samein New Mex- 
| ico as in California—that it is quite as expensive 
ito live in one place as in the other. I would here 
remark to the committee, that } had no idea the 
| bill under discussion would be reached to-day, and 
| therefore did not come prepared to discuss it. 
| Mr. Chairman, it will be observed, by refer- 
‘ence to the accounts, that the compensation of 
the surveyor general of California is $4,500 per 
annum, as salary. Then there is allowed to him 
for clerk hire $11,000 per annum. It is pro- 
vided that the salary of a clerk shall not ex- 
ceed $2,500 per annum, and that for office rent, 
fuel, and other incidental expenses, such sum as 
| may be necessary shall be allowed by the Secre- 
itary of the Interior; such sum, however, not to 
! exceed $10,000. These, Mr. Chairman, are the 
: sums provided for, and allowed by the statute in 
reference to the office of surveyor general of the 
| State of California. J mean the sums allowed by 
the existing law. I repeat, that aftera fulland free 
consultation in regard to the matter, and after full 
discussion, both the head of the Land Office and 
myself came to the conclusion that it was right 
! and proper to allow the same amount to the offi- 
i cers in New Mexico. The conclusion was based 
: upon a statement of facts presented to us, to the 
effect that the expenses incident to an office in, 
i and incident to living in New Mexico, would be 
¡as high as in the State of California. If this 
were so, we could not perceive why a mode of 
payment should be adopted in one case different 
from that which prevailed in the other. Nor can 
Į perceive any reason yet. It is manifest, then, 


| that if we were right in regard to the facts, we 
1 suggest, therefore, that we fix the salary of this a j í 


were right in the conclusions we arrived at. The 
committee would do injustice, then, by making 
the salaries so low as not to command abilities 
adequate to the performance of the duties of the 
| office. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Idesire tomake 
only one remark. I should like to have the gen- 
: Ueman from New York [Mr. Haven] so modify 
| his amendment as to provide that the salary shall 
| be $2,500, and not $3,000. 
| Itis contended by the gentleman from Ohio, 
: [Mr. Disney,] if I understand him, that the al- 
i lowance to the surveyor general of New Mexico 
| should be equal to the pay of the corresponding 
; officer in California, because the expenses of living 
| in the former place are as great as they are in the 
| latter. Well, sir, if you will look at the provis- 
ions of this bill, you will find that the surveyor 
i general of New Mexico is to have an allowance 
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for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &c., to the same 


extent as are provided for similar officers in Cali- 
fornia, And after ail. these things are supplied, 
there is a compensation, as the gentleman says, 
of $4,500. Now, sir, I submit to the committee, 
that with all these incidental expenses allowed, 
$4,500 is too large a salary for California: and if 
too much for California, itis too much for New 
Mexico. The gentleman’ from: New York pro- 
poses to give $3,000 and all-these allowances. I 
suggest that he should reduce it to $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN: Does the gentleman make 
that motion asan amendment? 

Mr. TAYLOR. | offer it as a substitute for 
the amendment of the gentlemanfrom New York. 

Mr. DISNEY. I simply desire to remind the 
House, by way oPanswer to the remarks which 
have just fallen from the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, that these items of allowance do not go 
into the pocket of the surveyor general. They 
are matters of expenditure appertaining to his 
office; and no matter what the amount may be, 
whether more or less, they do not, in any part, 
inure to his individual advantage, as I remarked 
when I spoke before. The allowance for clerk 
hire is some $11,000 per annum. The allowance 
for fuel and other incidental expenses is set down 
at $10,000 more; but when the gentleman speaks 
of these incidental expenses as if they inured to 
the personal benefit of the surveyor general, and 
increased his compensation, I think he takes an 
entirely erroneous view of the matter., 

The CHAIRMAN. If thegentleman will allow 
the Chair to interrupt him, he will state that the 
question now pending before the committee is 
upon the amendmentof the gentleman from T'en- 
nessee to strike out $3,000 and to insert $2,500. 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 was aware of that. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair thought the 
gentleman’s remarks were to another point. 

Mr. DISNEY. No, sir; I was aware of the 
amendment pending, and I desire to speak to that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. At this precise point I desire 
to say a single word to the gentleman from Ohio. 
The allowances which the gentleman has read 
were under the law as it originally passed. Since 
that time, however, by the law, that amount has 
been changed. The law of March, 1853, appro- 
priating $11,000; the estimates for the next fiscal 
yearis $14,000; and this is the amountupon which 
the gentleman should base hisestimates. I doubt, 
however, exceedingly whether he has furnished 
the proper construction of that branch of the law. 
Mr. DISNEY. l do not know to what the 
gentleman alludes. . 

Mr. BOUSTON. I will explain. This bill pro- 
poses, if I understand it, that the surveyor general 
of New Mexico shall have the same power and 
authority, and the same compensation, asthe sur- 
veyor general of California. Italso proposes that 
he shall receive the same allowance for clerk hire. 
Now, I suppose the intention of the bill is to give 
to each clerk employed the same amount of com- 
pensation. The law, however, adds a provision 
that the salary of no clerk shall be more than 
$2,500. Now, it strikes me that this bill does not 
make any direct appropriation for that purpose; 
if it does, it is exceedingly objectionable in that 
respect. 

If we are to construe this bill as the gentleman 
from Ohio seems to think it should beconstrued, it 
will make a continuing permanent appropriation. 
If this construction be placed upon it, and the pro- 
vision be adopted, and hereafter you should find 
good reasons for increasing the allowance for these 
expenses to $20,000 or $30,000 for California, the | 
very fact of making this increase would, without 
any further legislation, carry a like increase for 
the surveyor general of New Mexico. 

I say, then, that if this be the proper construc- 
tion, the bill is liable to the objection of makiug a 
permanent and indefinite appropriation, and will 
become an expenditure which will not be estimated 
for by the Departments, and of which Congress will 
never know anything, unlessit be by computing the 
amount by that allowed to the surveyor general in 
California. I shall propose, at the proper time, to 
strike out that clause which makes provision for 
clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &c., so as to obviate 
this difficulty, and to have the proper allowance 
made as such allowances are made to any other 
Territory. 


the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,] of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Tayor,} 
and of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Orr,] be conciusive upon the points to which they 
were directed, they will also apply with equal 
force to allowances for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, 
&c.; and if these arguments are correct, then the 
surveyor general of New Mexico is not entitled 
to a compensation of $4,500, nor should clerk hire 
and other incidental expenses beso high: 

I agree with the gentleman from New. York, 
that it is not true that office rent and clerk hire 
need be as high in New Mexico as they are in 
California; but if they are, then both should re- 
ceive the same consideration, and should receive 
the same appropriation. 

Mr. DISNEY. [í cannot agree with the gentle- 
man from Alabama. He talks about the con- 
struction which I seem to give the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [will ask the gentleman a 
question that will settle the point between us. 
Does the gentleman construe this to make a per- 
manent appropriation for the expenditures under 
the head of clerk hire? 

Mr. DISNEY. Why, alaw making allowances 
is not an appropriation. The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means gets up here, and 
asks me whether a bill making allowances for a 
definite sum is not an appropriation? Why, sir, 
an appropriation is an entirely different thing. It 
is consecrating and setting apart of a particular 
amount in the Treasury to be applied to a par- 
ticular purpose. A thousand statutes making al- 
| lowances do not make one appropriation. Pass 
one hundred such bills as the one now pending 
before the committee, and yet no appropriation 
would be made. What, then, does the gentleman 
from Alabama mean by talking about what will 
be required by this appropriation? Does not the 
law in reference to the surveyor general of Cali- 
fornia make the same allowance? Is not the same 
officer allowed a particular sum? Does that obvi- 
ate the necessity of making appropriations subse- 
quently, during each and every succeeding year? 
Unquestionably not. I again ask, then, what does 
the gentleman mean? None can differ about the 
| matter; and if the gentleman had read the Jaw a 
| little more carefully, he would have perceived that, 
while the allowance is made of $1,000 for the pur- 
| pose of defraying the expenses of clerk hire, it 

goes on to ae “or so much thereof as may be 
| necessary.’? it recites the sum to be fixed in each 
and every year by appropriation. 

Well, sir, look for one moment at the enor- 
mous amount of labor to be imposed on this officer 
in the Territory of New Mexico, in addition to 
that imposed on the surveyor general of Cali- 
fornia. He is required by the bill to be an active 
| commissioner in regard to the land titles in New 
Mexico. He is required to take depositions, to 
take testimony, and to set in judgment on these 
cases—not finally, to be sure; but he is to be 
charged with all the duties of a land commissioner 
in addition to the general duties which will de- 
volve on him as surveyor general of that land 
district. 

{ come again and say that I am perfectly satis- 
fied, from all the information which I could get 
| in relation to it, that the expenses of every sort in 
the Territory of New Mexico are quite as high 
as they are in the State of California. Why, sir, 


thousand miles in the interior beyond all your 
settlements, with no means of communication 
with the Atlantic settlements and possessions. 
Every article carried there is attended with enor- 
mous cost for transportation. Let the gentleman 
from Alabama look at the charges to which the 
Government is now subject to for supplies there. 
Let him look at what we have to pay for the sup- 
port of our Army in New Mexico, and he will be 
enabled to form some accurate idea of the actual 
expenditures necessary in order to support the 
| officers of Government. 

| The whole point turns on the fact whether the 
| expenses necessary to support the individual in 
i the Territory of New Mexico are as great as they 
| are in the State of California. And, in regard to 
i that point, all 1 have to say is to repeat what I 
| have already said. I have looked into the matter, 
! and am satisfied that the cost is as great. Now, 
i gentlemen may state here otherwise, without 
! having looked into it. They may vaguely enter- 


Now, sir, one word more. If the arguments of 


tain an idea that the case is different; but I under- 


look at the condition of that country, removed a` 


take to say. that, if you reduce the salary 
$2,000, or $2,500, per year, rio mat cB 
to huld the office. -You may as wi i 
altogether. 1 say again, that the | 
this case turns on the: expenses of living i . 
Territory; and that fact alone should determine 
the amount to be allowed. I *havé been’ s : 
that the expensesnecessarily existing there re 
the amounts provided for by this bill; an 
the bill declares, in general terma, that t 
ance for clerk hire, office rent; ‘fuel, and the: 


pensation of the officer himself, shall ‘be th 
as that allowed in California. < Pace 

But the gentleman from Alabama speaks of this 
as a permanent appropriation. Ivisno such thing: 
It isan allowance fixed by law, orso much thereof 
as may be found necessary, in each and every: 
year, to be appropriated for by a specific act’ at 
the time. : Corre Pa Sale 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say a`word ör 
two in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr: 
Disney.} I did not propose to takepart in this 
debate. I only intended to furnish some facts for 
the gentleman from Ohio, who, although he framed 
the bill, and fixed the compensation of this. ofi- 
cer the same as that of the surveyor general of 
California, seemed not to be able to answer the 
question when it was put to him, what the surveyor 
in California gets. And yet he seems astonished 
that everybody else does not know everythin 
about the matter. 

Mr. DISNEY (interrupting) here made’ a re- 
mark which the reporter could not hears © 2" 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman, E think, is 
mistaken again. Hesays the language of his bill 
is similar to the language of the law in relation 
to California. I do not understand it so, and 
the committee cannot understand it so. ‘The 
law in relation to California gives the surveyor 
general a salary of $4,500, and then it provides 
that there shall be allowed for’ clerk -hire-in the 
office of the surveyor genéral the sum of $11,000 
or so much thereof as may be necessary ; ‘pro 
vided, that the salary of no clerk shall exceed 
the sum of $2,500 per: annum; and for office 
rent, fuel, and other incidental’ expenses of his 
office, such sum as shall be found necessary by 
the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding ‘the 
sum of $11,000. Now that language of the law 
specifies the salaries of thesurveyor and his clerks, 
and then it makes it the duty of the Secretary of 
the Interior—to do what? Why, to report the 
amounts that may be necessary for rent, fuel, and 
other incidental expenses of the surveyor’s office. 
But such is not the language here. The effect of 
the language used here is to provide that whatever 
is allowed in California shalt be allowed in New 
Mexico. ; 

Mr. DISNEY. Exactly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. . The gentleman assente, 
Now, suppose it should turn out that the expenses 
in California, in the possibility of events, should 
become double what they are in New’ Mexico; 
under this law, we must still continue‘to pay the 
same in New Mexico as we pay in California. 

A friend near me suggests that this bill is loosely 
drawn. It occurs to me that it is very strangely 
drawn. Look at this phraseology: ‘t He shail 
have the same powerand authority;"&e. Now, 
what power and authority is meant there? Why, 
the same power and authority that the surveyor 
general in Califagnia has. And when you look to 
the law in relation to California, what does it say? 
Why, that the surveyor general of California 
shall have the same power and authority as the 


| surveyor general of some other Territory has. 


These continued references from one law to an- 
other make it almost impossible for any gentleman 
to trace out what the power and authority are. 
Well, sir, the gentleman asks me if I want a spe- 
cific enumeration of the powers of the surveyor 
general. Jt seems to me that it is the duty of a 
committee of this House to give us in the bill the 
specific powers and duth or to be able'to tell us 
what the general reference means and includes. “A 
committee of this House that has examined'this 
matter, as I am sure the Committee ‘on Públic 
Lands has done, should never be ata loss to tell 
us what the bill means; and what it'dýes cover. 
Now, I differ with the gentleman’ again ‘about 
another thing. He says that this is not anappro- 
priation of money, but. that.an appropriation ‘of 
money is where you -set apart a certain sum for 
a specific purpose: Tho gentleman-nods assent to 


the definition, I should i 
manent appropriation is? He understand by an in- 
definite appropriation? He says that it is no ap- 
proprtiation at all. What, th en, does he understand 
bya permanent appropriation ? 

“Mr. DISNEY. Itis a standing order, direct- 
ing that the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay 
so much of the public money as _ is necessary to 
meet certain contingencies provided for in acts 
passed by Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman says thata 
permanent appropriation is a standing order, di- 
récting that so much of the public money shall be 
paid as is necessary to meet certain contin gencies. 
But you direct here, in this bill, that just the same 
amount shall be allowed this officer in New Mex- 
ico as is allowed the same officer in California. Is 
that not a standing order? Js it not continuing an 
appropriation just as much as if it was a per- 
manent appropriation? An indefinite appropri- 
ation is to cover an expenditure, the amount of 
which is not known. But the gentleman says 
that an indefinite appropriation is no appropriation 
at all. In that he is mistaken; because we 
often make appropriations of money to meet ex- 
penditures, the amount of which is not known. 

Mr. DISNEY. Thegentleman from Alabama 
seems to be laboring under the idea that this 


THE 


like to know what a per- |; 
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as in reference to the 
Whether the clerks 
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penses are necessary a 
of New Mexico would have a right to charge the 
same sum for rent, fuel, and incidental expenses, 
as that allowed to the same officer in California. 
In my opinion, that sort of legislation is exceed- 
ingly objectionable. ; 

r. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, I have put my 
amendment into a form a little more grammatical 
| than that reported. I have sent it up to the 
| Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it read. 

The amendment was accordingly reported, as 
follows: 

That the President, by and with the advice of the Senate, 
shall be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint a surveyor 
general for New Mexico, whose annual salary shall be 
$3,000, and whose power, authority, and duties shall be 
the same as those provided by law for the surveyor general 
of Oregon. He shall have the proper allowances for clerk 
hire, office rent, and fuel, &c., not exceeding what now is, 
or what hereafter may be allowed by law to the surveyor | 
general of Oregon; and shall locate his office, from time 
to time, at such place as may be directed by the President 
of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from | 
Tennessee (Mr. Tayior] proposes to strike out | 


« $3,000,” and insert in lieu thereof ** $2,500.” 


allowance is an approptiation, No money can be 
drawn from the Treasury except by law. An 
individual may have a claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States which is legitimate, and 
recognized as such, but unless a specific appro- 
priation of money be made to discharge that debt, 
the Secretary of the Treasury cannot pay it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I take the gentleman’s cor- 
rection to be——— 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 only desire to ask the gen- 
tleman one question, and that is, if this bill become 
a law, whether the salary, or this allowance, can 
be paid to the parties indicated, withouti specific 
appropriation by law, authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay it? 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman will recol- 
lect that [commenced my remarks by differing 
with him in the construction of this provision. 1 
understood him as indicating that this was an ap- 
propriation of a gross amount, and I questioned 
the correctness of that construction. 
says that 1 will not recognize the difference be- 
tween an appropriation and the language of this 
section. Suppose there is no appropriation made 
in this bill; ine isthe bill then? Why there is 
an obligation to appropriate money, and you are 
bound to make it. ‘Phe gentleman himself ac- 
knowledges that it creates an obligation to the 
arnount of the sams specified for this officer in 
California. It could not be in any other way. 
That is the express language; und we simply give 
the power, and authority, and compensation to 


the surveyor general of New Mexico, such as the |; 


- existing law confers on the surveyor general of 


Yalifornia; and, in addition, we say he shall have |; 
the same allowances for clerk hire as the surveyor jį 
Now, you cannot draw |! 


general of California. 
any distinction 
sion of Congress, you appro 
surveyor generalship of Ca 
gentlemen to tell rne whether, under the terms of 
this amendment, the like officer in New Mexico 
would not be entitled to the same sum? 

Mr. DISNEY. I ask thegenweman from Ala- 
bama how he can make that appear? So far as 
the salary of the surveyor general is concerned, 


between them; and if, at this ses- 
priate $50,000 for the 


that is fixed by the terme of the act. So far as the |) 
salaries of the employees of the surveyor general |, 


are concerned, thatisa matter ofcontract between 
him and the employees. And no matter what 
further allowances the House may pass for the 
office of the surveyor general of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, does that give any right to one of the em- 
ployees of the surveyor general of New Mexico 
on which to. base a demand for additional salary 
or allowances ? — 

Mr. HOUSTON. To elucidate more clearly 
my objection, I will make this point. The sur- 
veyor general of California employs twenty 
clerks. Now, i would like to know if the sur- 
veyor general in New Mexico can also employ 
twenty clerks ? And could we control him by an 
appropriation, whether he might need such a 
number of clerks or not? The estimate is not 


But he |, 


ifornia, I would like |) 


‘| veyor. 


Mr, LETCHER. 
‘lection, the Governor of New Mexico receives | 
| $3,000 a year, $1,500 as Governor, and $1,500 as 
| superintendent of Indian affairs. My impression is 
that it is $3,000, but a gentleman behind me thinks 
it is $2,500. 
‘who is the chief executive officer in it, who is 
bound, to some extent, to keep open house for 
the accommodation of all who choose to call upon 
him, can live upon a salary of $3,000, why cannot | 
the surveyor general live upon a like salary? The 
| only reason which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
Disney] assigns why the surveyor general cannot | 
‘tive upon $3,000 is, that the expenses of living | 
there are exceedingly high, and, as far as he has 
been able to collect information, as high as they | 
‘are in California. I apprehend that in this the 
gentleman is entirely mistaken. What ran up 
prices in California? Did not the prices run up 
there from the fact alone of the discovery of gold? | 
No such consideration applies to New Mexico. 
| if I am correctly informed, corn and wheat can 
‘be raised in New Mexico, and ghe inhabitants 
| thus supply themselves with their own bread. 
| To a great extent, too, they can supply theirown | 
i meat; and I cannot understand what it is that | 
multiplies the cost of living there, so that the sur- | 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


k; w 
If I am correct in my recol- 


veyor general cannot live upon a salary equal to | 


that which is given to the Governor of the Ter- 


ritory. 
Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The Governor does not re- | 
: ceive $2,500 for his services as Governor, as the 


gentleman seems to suppose. He receives $1,500 | 
| per annum xs Governor, and $1,000 as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. 
Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama corrects me. The gentleman says he re- | 
| ceives $1,500 as Governor, and $1,000 as superin- | 
| tendent of Indian affairs, and it is proposed to | 
| increase it to $3,000 for the performance of both 
| duties. 1 cannot imagine how this House can 
| come to the conclusion that a subordinate officer 
needs a larger salary for his support than the 
chief Executive officer. He does not have to en- | 
tertain one third the number of visitors which the | 
| 
| 


Axecutive does, and hecannot have near as many 
| charges upon him as the Governor of the Terri- 
i tory must have. 

| Mr. 


iit demands a higher order of talent to be sur- 


| Mr. LETCHER. 1 do not know about that. | 


talent to perform the duties of surveyor general 

than it does to perform those of the Governor. | 
| Mr. DISNEY. Does the gentleman suppose 
there is any sort of comparison between the labors 
of the Governor and those of the surveyor gen- | 
eral, who has to superintend the surveys of all 
that vast country, look to the discharge of the | 
complicated duties connected with it, provide the 1 
returns, &c., &c.? Does the gentleman imagine | 
there is any comparison? i 


made with respect to the wants of New Mexico, 
but it is simply a propos 


ition that that Territory U 


Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman displays his | 


$ eee a | 
accustomed ingenuity in dodging out of a hard | 


` a t 
place, and trying to secure a better one. in his | 


If the Governor of that Territory, || 


WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, (in his seat.) f Mr. Tavior’s amendment, x 


The gentleman says it requires a higher order of || 


i 
} 
i 


l 


former remarks, this salary was to be increased 
because the expenses of living required it; but now 
that the gentleman is pressed upon that point, he 
abandons that ground, and says it is to be done 
because of the great amount of labor which he 
has to perform. 

Mr. DISNEY. 
have taken. 

Mr. LETCIIER. Then the gentlemen is not 
to be understood by the expressions which he 
uses upon this floor. I take the gentleman’s views 
from what he says; but thatis not the rule by 
which he wishes his position interpreted. He 
abandons the only point which he has presented 
throughout his whole argument, and presents a 
new point, and yet says he has not abandoned the 
ground he previously occupie@. I do not think 
that many of us will agree in that conclusion. 

But so far as this question of labor is con- 
cerned, I would ask what is the labor of all these 
officers? Is not a day’s labor of each officer of the 
Government the same, whatever may beits char- 
acter? In the case of the surveyor general, of 
whom we are speaking, he has his assistants who 
performs his duties, and relieve him from a vast 
amount of labor. Butisthere no labor to be per- 
formed upon the part of the Governor, who 
has to travel over the Territory, visit the Indians, 
and negotiate and arrange treaties with them? 
All these things are required to be performed by 
him, and it strikes me that these labors imposed 
upon him, as superintendent of Indian affairs, are 
as great as those of the surveyor general. 

But here, again, the gentleman says that if you 
fix the salary at $3,000 you will get nobody to 
take the office. I wish I could see the time come 
when somebody would refuse to take an office 
because the salary was only $3,000! 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. So dol. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have heard that here in 
Washington the salaries are exceedingly low, and 
yet we have not only all the offices filled, but we 
have those who endeavor to get others turned out 
that they may take their places. 

Now, sir, | say that $3,000 is a compensation 
too large for the services of this officer I hope 


I abandon no ground which I 


|! the House will not go on increasing indefinitely 


the salary of every man who comes up here and 
makes application, to such an extent that you 
draw off his affections and his allegiance from his 
State. I see no reason why you should pay your 
Federal officers higher salaries than the States 
where they are located can afford to pay for ser- 
vices of like character and dignity. Sir, I repeat, 
the effect is to draw off the affections and allegiance 
of men from the States, and center their affections 


|i upon the Federal Government and the Federal 


Treasury. You draw their attention to the central 
Government, and make them careless and indiffer- 
ent as to what is going on in their own States. 
Sir, by this increase of compensation you with- 
draw them from their proper and legitimate call- 
ings at home, bring them here, and make them 


| pensioners upon the bounty of the Federal Gov- 


ernment. It tends to centralize and consolidate 
the power of the Federal Government, to weaken 
that of the States, and to break down their rights. 
Why should the officers of the Federal Govern- 
ment in the States be paid higher salaries than are 


i; paid to State officers having duties of an equal 


grade, and of as difficult a nature to perform? 1 
see no reason, and | hope we shall. conform our 
action in reguiating these salaries to this standard, 
and not furnish inducements for men to leave 
home to come into Federal employ. 


yy 


he question now being upon the adoption of 


Mr. ORR. | call for tellers, in order that we 
may have a quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
and Parner were appointed. 

The question was then put on the amendment; 
and, on a division, there were—ayes 48, noes 54; 
no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis no quorum voting, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was then called, and the names of the 
absentees noted. $ 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had the state of the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly the special order— 
bills relating to the organized Territories—-and 
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finding itself without a quorum, had directed the 
roll to be called, and the names of the absentees 
to be noted; and had furthar directed him to report 
a list of the absentees, as follows, to the House, to 
be entered on the Journal: 

Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Barry, Bell, 
Bennett, Benton, Bliss, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Bugg, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chase, Chastain, Church- 
avol, Cook, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Cumming, Curtis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dent, DeWitt, Dick, Dickinson, Dunham, 
John M. Elliott, English, Etheridge, Ewing, Fauikner, 
Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Grey, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hibbard, Hiester, Hill, Hillyer, 
J. Glaney Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Lindley, 
McMuallin, McNair, McQueen, Maurice, Maxwell, May, 
Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, 
Packer, Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, 
Powell, Preston, Pringle, Reese, Thomas Ritchey, Rowe, 
Russell, Sage, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, Da- 
vid Stuart, Jona J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Wade, 
Walker, Walley, Warren, Wells, Join Wentworth, West- 
brook, Witte, and Yates. 


The SPEAKER. One hundred and twenty- 
six gentlemen have answered to their names. A 
quorum new being present, the Chairman will 
resume his place. 

The CHAIRMAN then resumed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


When the Committee | 


found itself without a quorum it was in the act of | 


dividing on the amendment submitted by the gen- 

tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. TavLorR,] to the 

amendment of the gentleman from New York—to 

strike out $3,000 and insert in lieu thereof $2,500. 
. The question was being taken by tellers. 


Messrs. Parner, of Indiana, and WHere er, | 


again took their places. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to, the tellers reporting only 
51 in the affirmative. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Haven’s 
amendment; and it was adopted. 

There being no further proposition to amend 
the first section of the bill, the Clerk reported the 
second section, as follows: 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That to every white 
mate American citizen of the United States, or who has 
declared his intention to become such, over the age of 


twenty-one years, who removed to and was residing insaid , 


Territory prior to the Ist day of January, 1853, there shall | 


be, and hereby is, donated one half section, or three bun- 
dred and twenty acres of laud, if single ; but if married, one 
seetion, or six hundred and forty acres. And to each white 
male American citizen who shall have removed or shalt 
remove to and settle in said ‘Territory between the Ist day 
of January, 1853, aud the Ist day of January, 1858, there 
shall, in like manner, be donated one quarter section, or 
one hundred and sixty acres, if a single man, or, if mar- 
ried, one half section, or three hundred and twenty acres, 
on’ condition of actual setuement and cultivation for no 
less than four years: Provided, however, That each of said 
donations shali include the actual settlement and improve- 
ment of the donee, and shall be selected by legal subdivis- 
ions, within three months after the survey of the land where 
the settlement was made before the survey ; and where the 
settlement was made after the survey, then within three 
months after the settlement has been made ; and all persons 
failing to designate the boundaries of their claims within that 
time, shall forfeit all right to the’same. 


Mr. EASTMAN. I move to amend that sec- 


tion by striking out the word “said,” and insert- ; 


ing in lieu thereof ‘ any organized,” so that the 
section will read: 


“That to every white male American citizen of the 

_ Ynited States, or who has declared his intention to become 

* such, over the age of twenty-one years, who removed to 

and was residing in any organized Territory, prior to the 
lst day of January, 1853, there sivall be given,” &c. 


The object of the amendment is to make the || 


rovisions of the bill apply to all the organized 
Wawitories of the United States — Minnesota, 
Washington, Utah, New Mexico, and Oregon. 

‘Mr. ORR. I would inquire of the Chairif that 


amendment is in order? My impression is that | 


itis not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is for the purpose 
of establishing the office of surveyor general in 
New Mexico, and to grant donations to actual 
settlers therein. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, if the Chair understands 
it, is to make donations to actual settlers in all the 
other. organized Territories. 

Mr. EASTMAN. The object of my amend- 


67 


ment is to extend the provisions of this bill over 
all the organized Territories. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, in the 
opinion of the Chair, is not in order. 

Mr. EASTMAN. Will the Chair state why 
it is not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because it is not germane 
to the bill under. consideration. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
tellers on the appeal. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the decision 
of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. COBB. I now rise to perform a duty which 
I suppose to be imperative upon me, and that is, | 
to move to amend this bill in a very essential 
feature. 

I propose so to amend the bill that it may read 
as follows: 

‘and be it further enacted, That to every white male 
American citizen of the United States, or who has declared 
his intention to become such, over the age of twenty-one 
years, who removed to and was residing in said Territory 
prior to the Ist day of January, 1853, there shall be, and 
hereby is, donated one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
And te each white male American citizen who shall have 
removed, or shall remove to and settle in said Territory, 
between the Ist day of January, 1853, aud the Ist day. of 
January, 1858, there shall, in like manner, be donated one 
qitarter section, ar one hundred and sixty acres, on condi- 
tion of actual settiement and cultivation for not tess than | 
four years,” &e. | 

The object I have in view in offering this 
amendment is to make the grant of land one hun- 
dred and sixty acres in every case where provision 
is made in this bill for grants of lands to actual 
settlers. When we had the homestead bill under 
consideration in the Committee on the Public 
Lands, the question came up whether we should 
grant more land to citizens of the Territories than 
those of the States. We determined then to put 
them both upon the same footing. 

This bill proposes to grant one half section, or 
three hundred and twenty acres of land, to every 
single man, and one section, or six hundred and 
forty acres, to every married man, who shall have 
removed to, and was residing in, the Territory 
prior to the Ist of January, 1853. I think we 
should confine the grant to one hundred and sixty 
acres, and make it conform to the provisions of 
the homestead bill. I see no good reason why 
we should make a grant of three hundred and 
twenty acres to single persons, and six hundred 
and forty acres to heads of families in New Mex- 
ico, when, perhaps, we have but few American 
citizens there. This provision is, no doubt, incor- 
porated into the bill upon the precedent set in the 
case of Oregon ‘Territory, where a quantity of 
land, equal in amount to that proposed in this bill, 
was donated to the settlers of that Territory. Jt 
is evident to every one who has been in Congress 
for any length of time, that a greater necessity 
existed for making such a grant at that time than 
could possibly exist in the case of any Territory 
atthe present time. The great object then was 
to settle a distant country entirely isolated from 
American settlements, and we held out great in- | 
ducements to secureit. Shall we continue to make 
these large grants in the case of new Territories, 
or shali wemake the grants to actual settlers in the 
Territories the same as is provided for in the home- 
stead bill? If one hundred and sixty acres do 
not prove a sufficient inducement to encourage 
emigration to New Mexico, I trust no inducement 
will be offered exceeding that amount. 

We shall soon have before us another bill re- 
lating to the Territory of Utah; and I shall then 
feel it my duty to speak of the merits of the bill, 
and especially of the grant of land to heads of 
families, in a manner that may not be entirely 
satisfactory to some who may hereafter read what 
I may say in relation to the matter. The question 
which I now propound to the committee is, whether 
you will make the grants in this bill in every case 
one hundred and sixty acres, or will you make 


I ask for 


: That proposition. now is brought into’a nui 
shell. Will you provide for them as the bill pro- 
vides? The matter is now for the committee to 
determine. If they think, it best'to ivicréase the 
quantity from one hundred and sixty to three’ 
hundred and twenty acres, of course the committee 
can do so. But it will not be ‘to my satisfaction. 
I shall propose to amend the section still further, 

(The Speaker having resumed the chair, a mes- 
sage in writing was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Sipyey 
WEBSTER, Esq., his Private Secretary; which was 
laid on the Speaker’s table.] ` 

Mr. HOWE. I rise to inquire of the member 
of the Committee on Public Lands who reported 
this bill, what object the committee had in using 
the peculiar phraseology that appears in the. sec“ 
ond line—‘* white male American citizens of the 
United States??? (Laughter. } a 

Mr. DISNEY. Well, what of it? 

Mr. HOWE. IJ should like to know why the 
word ‘ American” is used here? And it goes on: 
‘© or who have declared their intention to become 
such.” Now, it strikes me that this language is 
somewhat unusual. I propose to strikeout thé’ 
words “white,” in the first line, and “American,” 
in the second line, so as to leave the sentence to 
read, ‘mule citizens of the United Statés, or any 
persons who have declared their intention to be« 
come such.” ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania again indicate the words which he 
proposes to strike out? : 

Mr. Howe repeated as above. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Housrow 
is, that the latter part of the section ‘be stricken 
out. The amendment proposed by thegentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Howe] will take prece- 
dence of that proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama. PF a ae 

The question was then 
the latter amendment; an 


for. 

Mr. DISNEY. Will the Chair be good enough: 
to state the amendment precisely to the corimit- 
tee? I think it is not understood. : 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
now be reported to the committee. : 

Mr. HOWE. I propode to modify my amend- 
ment, so that it shall read: ea oS, 

“Thatto every mate citizen of the United States, or to 
such person as shall declare his intention to become. a citi+ 
zen of the United States,?? &e. ~ 

Mr. DISNEY...I need hardly call the attention 
of the committee to the point really involved in 
this amendment, because it is discoverable at a 
glance. The point of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman is simply that of the introduction 
of negroes. The question is agitated in the House 
whether negroes are not recognized in some of the 
States as citizens, ; 

Mr. HUGHES, (interrupting.) Lunderstand this 
section, as it now reads, requires that there shall be 
given ‘to every white male American citizen of. thé 
United States, or who has declared his intention 
to become such,” &c., [laughter;] that is, his in- 
tention to become a male citizen, &c. -[Laughter.] 
So it reads now. It is wrong; and yet to correct 
it may appear hypercritical. 1 do not understand 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. Hows] as 
intending to give the rights.secured in this bill to 
negroes. I suppose his amendment, was designed 
simply as a correction of language which is. evi- 
dently wrong. It should read, “to every citizen 
of the United States, or to every person who shail 
declare his intention to become such,” &c. That 
I understand to be the design of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. If I am 
wrong in my supposition he will correct me. 

Mr. HOWE. That is it. 

Mr. HUGHES. As the language now is, all 
that the party has to dois to declare his inten- 
tion of becoming a “white male citizen of the Uni- 


pa on the adoption of 
a division was called 


them three hundred and twenty and six hundred 
and forty acres? i 


ted States,” and he will be embraced wi hin ‘the 
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purview of this act, however impossible it may be 
to become such, notwithstanding his declaration 
of intention. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
gives his assent to the view I have taken of his 


. . - . - t 
Intention in this matter, that it was not to revive 


the question whether these lands should be given 
to negroes. 

Mr. ORR. Why not leave the word ‘white’ 
in, then? 

Mr. HUGHES. 
prevail, and particularly as | understand the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania intended by the amend- 
ment what I supposed he did. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhodelsland. 
Mr. Chairman, to the word ‘ white” being there 
atall. In this far-off Territory, where the color 
of the inhabitants is more or less mixed up, why 
should we make this odious discrimination against 
this particular color? 


appear to me that this House should occasionally 
legislate ina manner that the colored man will 
have some spot upon the face of God’s earth 
where he can stand. 

Mr. ORR, (solto voce.) Let him go to Rhode 
Island. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, inthis Territory | 


of New Mexico, where thereare comparatively few 
inhabitants coming fromany of the States——where 
there are all sorts and conditions of people—is 
there any reason why the colored man should be 
shut out? Is there any reason why he should 
not be permitted to go there, and enjoy the same 
rights and privileges as the white man? No, sir; 


whether a man is from the North or the South, I | 
J i 


cannot see what difference it makes to him. 
cannot see why you should not be willing that 
these people should have an opportunity to live 
somewhere, Are they notalready reduced to a suf- 
ficient depth of degradation? Is not every condi- 
tion that can be imposed upon them, both in the 
free and in the slave States, calculated to reduce 
them still lower, enough to satisfy gentlemen? 

Sir, for one, as a member of this Efouse, I 
solemnly and earnestly protest against this House 
identifying itself or this Government, with a move- 
ment to shut out this unfortunate race of men 
from participating in the same rights and privi- 
leges as other inhabitants of that ‘Perritory. As 
a member of this Llouse, as an American citizen 
representing a free constituency, I protest, in the 
name of that constituency, against the citizens of 
any State being proscribed from going to this Ter- 
ritory of the United States, and from becoming 
citizens of that ‘Territory. Jt is an infringement 
upon the spirit, if not an infringement upon the 
letter, of the Constitution of the United States, 

Mr. Chairman, | say it is a cruel injustice to 
that race to mark them wherever you find them; | 
that you should seek to degrade them by placing | 
every odious restriction upon them that you can | 
invent. I trust that the members of this House, 
or at least a majority of them, will be willing to 
have this clause of the bill stricken out, 1 trust 
that we shall strike out this word ‘* white,” and 
make one small beginning towards doing justice 
to this class of men. 

There is already a mixture of this blood in 
the people of that Territory—-men born upon the 
soil—-I will venture to say. And will you, by 
your legislation, permit men coming from any 
quarter of the globe, to come upon the land 
which these men have cultivated, and dispossess 
the occupants born upon the soil? If you do, 
you commit an act of the grossest injustice. 
‘These men have better rights to the ownership of 
the land than the mere stranger or foreigner who 
may emigrate to the Territory. Once more I say, 


| 


that to exclude these men from the rights which i| 


justice to them. { hope the word “ white? wil 


be stricken out, and that we shall permit all to go ! 


there upon a standing of equality. 

Mr. KEITT. What is the question before the 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is upon the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to give notice that 


whenever an opportunity occurs, I have an amend- 
ment to offer. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 


thegentleman from Ohio, that only one amendment | 


I trust this amendment will į 


I am opposed, ! 


This region is not strictly | 
an American territory. The people are made up | 
of those from almost every naion; and it does 


is now pending, and that an amendment to the 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. DISNEY. ! move to stike out the words 
‘for who has declared his intention to become 
such,” and to insert after the word “ years,” the 
words  who’has declared his intention to become 
a citizen,” so that if the amendments prevail, the 
section will read: 


é Thatto every white male American citizen of the United 


years, who has declared his intention to become a citi- 
zen,” &ec. 


That corrects the English, and retains the prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. MILLSON. Is the question divisible? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike out 
and insert, is not divisible. 

Mr. KEITT made some remarks in favor of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The question was put; and, on a division, there 
were fifty-three in the affirmative. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
ers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, 
and Jones, of Louisiana, were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 65, noes 47. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly the special 
order, being bills relating to the organized ‘Terri- 
tories, and had directed him to report bills No. 
162 and 232 to the House, with sundry amend- 
ments. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I understand that there 
is a message from the President of the United 
States, and Í call for its reading. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House to receive the message ? 

{Cries of ** Agreed”? « Agreed !”’] 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
message from the President, transmitting the cor- 
respondence between the United States charg 
d’affuires at Vienna, Austria, and theState Depart- 
ment, in regard to the case of the Rev. James Cook 
Richmond; also the correspondence which has 
passed between the same, in regard to the rejection 
of the exequatur upon the commission of the United 
States consul, appointed for Trieste. 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the communi- 
cation was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House 
| adjourn. 

‘The question was then taken; and it was decided 
! in the affirmative. 

The House accordingly adjourned, at twenty 
minutes past three o’clock, till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 3, 1854. 
| Prayer by Rev. Henry Sicer. 
TheJournalof yesterday was readand approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BROWN presented documents in relation 
to the claim of Morgan McAfee, to remuneration 
for a certain tract of Jand purchased by him from 
the United States, and which he subsequently lost 


| 
| 
i 


| 


i 
| 


an adverse claimant; which were referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

| Also, a petition of citizens of the United States, 
| professing the Jewish religion, praying that meas- 


i abroad a just degree of civil and religious freedom; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
Brotherton Indians, praying for a final settlement 
of their claims; which was referred to the Com- 
: mittee on Indian Affairs. 
| Mr. TOUCEY presented a petition of ship- 
|| owners and others, residing in Clinton and W est- 
li brook, Connecticut, praying that those towns may 


il 


ii beattached to the collection district of New Haven; 


States, or to every white male over the age of twenty-one | 


i 


I call for tell- |! 


| 
1 


by the decision of the Supreme Court in favor of | 


| ures may be taken to seaure to American citizens | 


which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. : 

Mc. JONES, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 
the Governor and Secretary of the State of lowa, 
and the Mayor and Aldermen of Dubuque, pray- 
ing for a grant of land to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Dubuque to the northern bound- 
ary of said State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the memorial of 
Alexander Mitchell, praying an extension of his 
patent for screw-pile iron light-houses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Patience Hurd, praying a pension, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

Fle also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Lewis Humbert, 
praying an increase of pension, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, by direction of the same committee, 
! asked to have recommitted to the Committee on 
Pensions, the memorial and report in the case of 
Mary Baury, widow of Louis Baury, an officer 
during the war of the Revolution; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred a resolution of 
| the Senate, directing that committee to consider 
the expediency of providing by law for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to revise the public 
statutes of the United States, to simplify their 
language, to correct their incongruities, to supply 
their deficiencies, to arrange them in order, and to 
reduce them to one corrected text, asked to be 
| discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committtee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives, to repeal part of an act 
ientitled ‘* An act to provide for the safe-keeping 

of the acts, records, and seal of the United States, 
and for other purposes,’’ reported it back without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to provide for the construction 
, of a suitable building for the accommodation of 
the district court of the United States, at Key 
West, in the State of Florida, reported it back 
without amendment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Asa 
| Andrews, praying payment of the amount found 
due him from the United States by the verdict of 
a jury, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 


| 
i 
| 


AMENDMENT OF RULE, 


_Mr. BRIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
; tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the 30th rule of the Senate be amended 
by striking out the words, “although the same may have 
been previously sanctioned by the Senate,” and inserting, 


‘unless it be to carry out the provisions of an existinglaw, 
ora treaty stipulation.” 


The rule now stands as follows, the words 
within brackets being those stricken out: 


30. No amendment, proposing additional appropriations, 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unlessit 
be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, 
or some act or resolution, previously passed by the Senate, 
during that session, or moved by direction of a standing 
committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate 
from the head of some of the Departments; and no amend- 
ment shall be reecived whose object is to provide for a pri- 
vate claim, [although the same may have been previously 
sanctioned by the Senate.) unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law, or a treaty stipulation, 


Ji BOOKS TO NEW MEMBERS. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, submitted the following resolution for 
consideration: 

Resoived, That the joint resolution of the 24th of Febru- 
l ary, 1854, for supplying new members of the present Con- 
gress with all “such books of a public character, and in 
the same proportion as were furnished to members of either 
House during the last Congress,” embracing “Mayo and 


Moulton’s edition of the Pension and Bounty Land Laws,” 
&e., in the proportion of eight copies to each of said new 


1854. 


members; and that the Secretary of the Senate shall so 
understand and execute the said resolution, 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to provide for carrying 
the mail according to time. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introducea bill for the 
relief of Jonas P. Levy and José Maria Jarrero; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. As this bill has been 
recommended by ghe Select: Committee on Mexi- 
can Claims, which recently made its report to the 
Senate, lask that it may go on the Calendar with- ! 
out a reference. 

It was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill making further appropriations for contin- 
uing the construction of the roads in the Territory 
of Minnesota, in accordance with the estimates 
made by the War Department; and 

A bill to provide for the extinguishment of the 
title of the Chippewa [Indians to the land owned 
and claimed by them in the Territory of Minne- 
sota and the State of Wisconsin, and for their 
domestication and civilization. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled joint resolution: 
A joint resolution for extending an existing con- 
tract for carrying the mail in Alabama. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. signed the same. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
making further appropriations for continuing the 
construction of roads in the Territory of Minne- 
sota, in accordance with the estimates made by 
the War Department, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

The bill to provide for the extinguishment of the 
title of the Chippewa Indians to the lands owned 
_ and claimed by them in the Territory of Minne- 
sota and State of Wisconsin, and for their domes- 
tication and civilization, was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The bill for the construction of certain military 
roads and wells in the Territory of New Mexico, 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 


MAISON ROUGE GRANT. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted by Mr. Jounson, on Thursday, April 
27, to reconsider the vote by which the bill to 
amend an act entitled ** An act to grant the right 
of preémption to certain purchasers and settlers on 
the Maison Rouge grant, in the event of the final 
adjudication of the title in favor of the United 
States,” approved January 27, 1851, was passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will explain the object of 
my motion to reconsider. ‘There was a mistake 
in the bill as passed, which it is very necessary to 
correct. In consequence of that mistake, the 
wrong act was extended. 
ate so much of the act which should be extended 
as applies to the case. The title of the act which 
I wish to have extended is, ‘*An act to extend 
preémption rights to certain lands therein men- 
tioned ;’? and the portion of it which is material 
to this case, is in these words: 

‘(4nd provided further, That any settler who has settled, 
or may hereafter settle, on lands heretofore reserved on | 
account of claims under French, Spanish, or other grants, 
which have been, or shall be hereafter, declared by the 
Supreme Court of the United States to be invalid, shall be 
entitled to all the rights of preémption granted by this act, 
and the act of 4th of September, 1841, entitled ‘An act to 
appropriate the proceeds of the public lands, and to grant 
preéinption rights,’ after the lands shall have been released 
from reservation, in the same manner as if no reservation 
existed.” 

Thus that act which was passed on the 3d of | 
March last, gave a right of preémption to all set- 


tlers on French or Spanish grants, the title to || 


which had been, or might thereafter become in- 
valid by the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. The object which I have in 


1 will read to the Sen- |; 
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view is simply to extend the preémption right 
which was granted under that act of the last Con- 
gress, so as to embrace the actual improvements 
of the settlers. It may, perhaps, be as well to 
state now, though it was explained before, that 
under the terms of that act, any man who had 
any description of improvement on one of these 
grants, though it were but an acre, would, upon 
proving that fact, and complying with the terms of 
the act, be entitled to a preémption to one hun- 
dred and sixty acres. Suill, at the same time, a 
man might have expended his whole fortune upon 
a tract of land, and might have made improve- 
ments to the extent of three hundred, or four hun- 
dred, or five hundred acres, and yet, under the 
provisions of the act, he would only be entitled 
to preémption for one hundred and sixty acres. 

The object is to remedy this evil, and to give 
the United States exactly the amount at which 
they value their lands, $1 25 an acre for all which 
one of these settlers may have improved, though 
it may be more than one hundred and sixty acres. 
That will be effected by the amendment which I 
shall propose to the Senate. This was the object 
of the bill as proposed the other day, but,as I! 
stated before, there was a mistake in that bill in 
regard to the act proposed to be extended, and 
therefore it is that I have moved the reconsidera- 
tion. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the Senate again proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move to arnend the bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and 
inserting the following: 

That the right of preémption, granted by the act of the 
3d of Mareh, 1853, entitled An act to extend preémption 
rights to certain lands therein mentioned,” shall be, and the 
same is hereby, extended, so that the settler or occupant on 
the Maison Rouge grant, entitled to the benefits of said act, 
shall be entitled to enter at the minimum price every quar 
ter subdivision on which he has madetmprovements: Pro- 
vided further, That whenever any partof the improvements 
of two or more settlers or occupants is on the same quarter 
section, the same shall be entered in their joint name, and 
their rights shall be proportioned to the value of their im- | 
provements thereon, 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, as 
amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, the title of the 
bill was amended so as to read: ‘ An act extend- 
ing in certain cases the provisions of the act 
entitled, ‘An act to extend preémption rights to 
certain lands therein mentioned,’approved March 
3, 1853.” 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, | 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the House bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1855. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an inquiry of į 
the Chair as to the place in which the amendment, 
which I offered yesterday to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, in re- 
gard to the reservations in California, stands. My 
suggestion was that it should follow the figures 
$125,000. | 

The PRESIDENT. As theamendment stands 
it will be read, if desired. 

Mr. STUART. As reported, my amendment 
does not stand as I mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform 
the Senator that it stands in the place which he 
suggested. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to offer the following 
amendment: 

To the Creek nation of Indians, in full for all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $500,000, in payment 
for eight million acres of land at six and a quarter cents per 
acre, taken from the friendly Creeks without compensa- 
tion, by the treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of August 
8, 1814. 

Mr. WALKER. The proposition now before 
the Senate is one of considerable importance, so 
far as regards the amount involved, and evidently 
of a great deal of importance to the nation of In- 
dians interested in it. This matter was brought 
to the attention of the Senate, and referred to the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs upon the memorial | 
of, what is termed in the memorial, the Muscogee 
or Creek nation of Indians. That memorial has 
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| Creek lands, assumed a hostile. attitude. 


been printed in very considerable numbers,.and 
presume each Senator has received a copy of-it 
it has been my individual duty to investigate-this 
case. I have done soto the utmost of my- ability, 


vorably impressed with it in the commencement 
I have bestowed upon it more tine than [ever 
have in the investigation of -any other: case, and 
believe I have had ‘about as much trouble with it 
as with all the other cases which I have had’ to 
investigate. s i 

The subject was before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs at the last session of Congress. There 
was then, in my estimation, and.in that of the 
committee, and finally in. that of the Senate, not 
time sufficient to investigate the matter to its foun- 
dation, and trace the claim to its source and to its 
merits, if ithad a source or merits. 

The memorial then presented was a very long, 
and, | must say, a very abstruse document... 1 
took it home with me, and I there gave it all the 
examination Į could; but I found myself without 
the documents referred to, so that [could not make 
the examination at all satisfactory. When Lre- 
turned to the present Congress, the case was again 
committed to me by the committee, and | have 
now a lengthy reportupon it. That report, how- 
ever, having been very recently completed, has not 
been printed. 

This claim of the Creek Indians has its.incep- 
tion as far back as 1813. It will be borne in mind 
that, during what was called the Creek war of that 

ear, the nation divided itself into two ‘parties. 
The one, or the lower Creeks, as they were called, 
took the part of the United States. They were 
friendly, and fought with the troops of the United 
i States, not only against the other party, which 
assumed a hostile attitude, but also against the 
enemies of the country—the soldiers of Great 
Britain. All the evidence, sir, referred to in the 
memorial of the Indians, I have found to be 
strictly correct; and, if gentlemen have read the 
memorial, I can only add to it my personal as- 
surance that, after a careful examination of all the 
documentary evidence referred to, 1 have been 
unable to find an error, exceptin the paging; and 
l regret that it will be found in the memorial that 
the figures referred to as the paging of the docu- 
ments are, in several instances, incorrect. How- 
ever, upon ascertaining these inaccuracies, and 
tracing the matter up, I have found that the docu- 
ments referred to, are, in every instance, correctly 
referred to, and contain the subject ofthe evidence 
alleged in the memorial in favor of the rights of the 
| Indians. . 

As I remarked, the friendly or Jower Indians ` 
took the part of the United States. Theupper, or 
hostile Indians, which were not properly.a, part 
of the Creek nation by their nativity, but were 
branches of other tribes, ingrafted into the Creek 
nation by adoption, and permitted to settle the 
The 
were seduced by the great warrior Tecumse 


| and his prophets, to take up arms not only against 


the United States, but against the friendly Creeks 
who had treated them with so much hospitality, 
and permitted them to ingraft themselves upon the 
nation, and settle upon their lands. ‘The lower, 
or friendly Creeks, were depredated upon to a very 
great extent. It is in the recollection of the Sen- 
ate that a portion of the depredations—those upon 
their property, their houses, their towns, their 
cattle and stock—-has been compensated for. by 
appropriations by Congress, : j ; 

When peace came to be made, a strange occur- 
rence took place; and I can but glance at ite gen- 
eral features. While the lower Creeks, or those 
friendly to the country, had fought, and fought 
bravely, had borne the hardships of the war, and 
| had had to stand the attacks of their own people, 
| to defend, as it were, the frontier of the State of 
| Georgia, when peace came to be made, they were 
| made to assume the attitude of opposition, of en- 


emies; but that was only when peace came to be 
made. They were not permitted to stand side by 
side with the people for whom they had fought. 
They were not permitted to stand in the attitude 
of friends of the country, and defenders of the 
country; but for the purposes of a treaty they 
¿were made to assume a hostile attitude to the 
country, and were placed in the singular predic- 
| ament ofa people capitulating to the Government.” 
That this may be understood, I will refer to the 
i history of the matter, as given in the eommence- 


and Í must say in its investigation—being’ unfa-. ` ` 
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ment of the memorial presented, showing the 
foundation of the claim: 


c Before any white men settled in Georgia, nearly the 
whole country aiterwards erected into the great States of 
Georgia and Alabama, belonged to the Muscogee confeder- 
ation, more commonly called the Creek nation. 

This nation was always composed of two parts, called 
ata later day the upper and lower Creeks. 

“Phe lower Creeks inhabited the country on the Chatta- 
hoochee river, and were the original Muscogees, always 
friendly with the whites. Their principal towns were 
Coweta and Cussetah. They alone owned the national 
lands, and had a right to dispose of them.?? 


Then, there is a réference to the documentary 
evidence to show this fact: 


“The upper Creeks were composed of several trihes— 
conquered or amicably received by the Muscogees. They | 
lived on the Coosa, Tallapoosa, and Alabama rivers, where 
the Muscogees had assigned them land. At an early day | 
they were under French influence, and then under Spanish ! 
protection, and many of them were always hosttle to the 
United States, i 

“The lower Creeks made several treaties with Georgia, | 
ecding lands; among others, those of Galphinton, in Octo- 
ber, 1785, and of Shoulderhone, in November, 1785. Others 
were made with the United States, atNew York, in August, 
1790, at Coleraine, in June, 1790, and others in 1802 and 
1805.7? 


Now comes an important point, which I ask 
the Senate to bear in mind: 


©The treaty of 1790 solemnly guarantied to the Creek 
nation all their lands not then ceded,” į 


Here, then, were laid down their rights, Their | 
country was defined, and the Government of the |! 
United States, at that period, solemnly guarantied | 
their rights to this original country. ‘Then, in the 
investigation, it has been found by the committee, 
that from 1790 they stood in the position of owners 
and occupants of the country which was after- 
wards taken from them by the capitulation of 1813, 
or Fort Jackson. There never was any dispute | 
in regard to the ownership of it. i 


“The treaty of 1790 solemnly guarantied to the Creek 
nation all their land not then ceded. This was done hy 
express direction of General Washington, after taking the 
advice of the Senate, 

« Up to the Creek war of 1813, the nation owned all the || 
country between the rivers Oemulgee and Altunaha, on 
the east, and the Tombighee river and the Choctaw and if 
Chickasaw possessions on the west; and between the (i 
thirty-first degree of north tatitmde, or the Spanish line, on |) 
the south, and the Cherokee country and ‘Tennassee river | 
on the north? | 


This, then, was the country solemnly guaran- 
tied to them by the treaty of 1790. 


Tn the year 1813, a Jarge number of Creek chiefs and 
warriors, principally of the upper towns, led away by the 
persuasions and arts of Tecumseh, and by the lying predic - 
tions and fanatical teachings of their prophets, commenced | 
a vindictive and sanguinary war against the United States, 
and the friendly portion of their own nation. The war was 
waged by them equally against both. While they alacked 
the white settlements, nnd there burned, devastated, and | 
murdered, they also destroyed the property of the friendly 
Creeka atthe Hitlabee towns, bined Kialigce, and shotits } 
inhabitants, slew friendly chi at the old Coosa town, 
burned Hatebechubba to ashes, and Uireatencd Coweta, 
and took Tookabateha aad Kussetah. 

“But dhe lower fowns remi d friendly, a8 did the prin- | 
cipal chiefs of the upper towns, ‘Phe hostiles came wholly 
from the uppertowns. Of this, the volume of the American 
State Papers on Indian affairs contained the most ample 
evidence. t 

«The lower Creeks were a settled people, desirous of 
living peaceably with the whites, and wholly opposed to 
war. Boit was solemnly declared by their council. The 
chiefs pursued and punished those who rebbed and mur- | 
dered the whites, putting many of them to death. l 

t Though their annuities were unpaid for 1812, 1813, and 
1814, the tower Creeks remained friendly, applic to their 
agent, Colonel Hawkins, for assistance, cotlected for the ! 
purpose of self defense, offered to join the whites with two | 
hundred men and attack the hosties, send a strong force to 
Tookabateba, to aid the triendly upper chiefs, and remove 
them to Coweta, called for assistance in men and ammuni- | 
tion, concentrated at Coweta, extended strong patrols up; 
the Chattahoochee, foraged as far as Tallapoosa, and sent il 
ont war parties, keeping the hostiles from attacking the | 
Georgia frontier.” 

T advert to this for the purpose of showing, next, 
while this was their position, this was their atli- 
tude, how it is the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have deemed them to have been most unjustly 
dealt by, and now possessing most unequivocal ! 
grounds, in equity and justice, for the claim they | 
set up. i 
‘Tn response to their repeated and argent solicitation | 

i 
i 
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for arms and ammunition, they succeeded in receiving at | 
one time eleven rifles, ninety pounds of powder, and some i 
lead and Hints; and these were charged against theiran- | 
uuities; and at another, eight musketa, one handred pounds ! 
of powder, and one hundred and sixty pounds of lead.” i 

As [read this, I do not read the references to | 
the documentary evidence which support the i 
points made in the memorial; but, as I before | 
stated, having examined them, Lam prepared to | 


| on fire, and attacked the Red Sticks. from behind, while 


i United States and the friendly Creeks, for the 


|} themselves by their exertion and rator in the common cause 


| never dreamed that by the term “ conquered coun- 
try ”? any portion of their acknowledged country— 


i| of this matter, we perceive that General Pinckney 


| thatone of the terms of peace with the hostiles, must be an 
i indemnifieation forthe expenses ofthe war by the cession of | 
i so much land as should be deemed an equivalent; and 


| time, while the land of the hostiles should be con- 


say that, in every particular, the history and evi- 
dence in the matter fully sustain the allegations: 
“fn October, 1813, they were one thousand strong at 
Coweta, and refused to make peace with the hostiles on 
any terms, They aided in fighting the battles of Pallasse- 
hatchie and Talladeja; four hundred of them fought under 
General Floyd at Auttossee, and many were killed and 
wounded. They foughtunder General Jackson at Emuck- 
fau ; four hundred of them took part in the battle of Cala- 
bee, and a large body fought in the decisive battle of the 
Horseshoe, forded the Tallapoosa with Coffee, set the town 


General Jackson stormed the breastwork in front.” 


This, then, as the documentary history of the | 
affair proves, was the attitude assumed and main- 
tained by these Indians. And now we come to 
that portion of the case which shows the ground 
and foundation of their claim as now presented. 

é On the 20th of April, 1814, General Thomas Pinckney 
arrived at fort Jackson ; and, being the senior officer of the 
southern Army, he assumed the command. ; 

“ On the 23d of April, 1814, he directed Colonel Hawkins 
to communicate to the hostile Creeks the terms on which 
peace would be granted to them.” | 


l hope the Senate will bear in mind that when 
General Pinckney reached the country, and took 
the command, asit will be seen, he had authority 
to conduct. this matter of capitulation. He di- 
rected Colone! Hawkins to apprise—who? Why, 
the hostile Creeks—the chief of the hostile Creeks 
—of what his designs were; and, also, to inform 
them of the terms upon which peace would be 
made: 

“ He said, as one of those terms, € the United States will 
retain so much of the CONQUERED territory as may appear 
to the Government thereet to be a just indemnity for the 
expenses of the wur, and as a restoration for injuries sus- 
tamed by its citizens AND THE FRIENDLY CREEK INDIANS)? ”? 

Now, bear in mind, that the country which was 
to be taken, according to the instructions of Gen- 
eral Pinckney, was so much of the conquered 
country as would constitute an indemnity to the 


expenses of the war, and the spoliations and 
devastations which had been committed by the 
hostiles, 


“And he directed the terms to be communicated to the 
frieudly Indians, and said: ‘You may likewise inform them 
that the UNITED STATES WILL NOT FORGET THEIR Fi- 
DELTY, but inthe arrangement which may be made of the 
lunds lo be retained as indemnity, THEIR CLAIMS WILL BE 
RESPECTED; and such of their chiefs us have distinguished 


WiLL ALSO RECE A REMUNERATION IN THE CEDED 
LANDS, and in such manner as the Government may di- 
rect? >? 


_Up to this time, so far as we could get at the 
history of the matter, the friendly Creek Indians ! 


that guaranteed by the treaty of 1790—was meant 
atall, They had no idea of it; and it seems, really, | 
at that time, neither General Pinckney nor the 
Creek agent, Colonel Hawkins, had any idea of 
that either. They supposed that the country lying 
north, Inhabited by the hostiles, was that which 
was to be confiscated; and that the friendly Creeks 
were not only to be left alone and left in the pos- | 
session of their country, but besides this, that they 
were to have indemnity made to them out of this |) 
country of the hostile Creeks, which might be con- 
fiscated, as indemnity for the expenses of the war ! 
and for depredations. But, in the further progress 


| 
i 
| 
H 
| 


was superseded in command by General Jackson. 
Before coming to that, however, I will notice an- 
other point: 

«The Secretary of War bad instructed General Pinckney 


| United States to return to the Senate 


directed that the treaty shouid be in a form altogether mili- 
tary, and in the nature ofa capitulation.” 


These, then, were the instructions of the Sec- 
retary of War to General Pinckney. General 
Pinckney caused them to be communicated to the 
hostile chiefs, and the further information com- 
niunicated to the friendly chiefs, that such was to 
be the fate of the hostile chiefs; and at the same 


i 
i 
t 
j 
i 
i 
| 

fiscated, that out of it the friendly Creeks should | 

be indemnified for the injuries and expenses that | 

tbey had incurred. j 

«“ So that both the hostile and friendly Indians were dis- i 
tinctly informed that the hostiles were to capitulate and | 
cede enough of their lands to pay the expenses of the war. ! 

Those lands were to be retained out of the conquered tands; | 

the claims of the friendly Indians to any part even of the | 

conguered lands were to be respected, their losses roim- | 
bursed, and their fidelity not forgotien. Out of the con- |! 


quered lands so retained they were to be paid for injuries 
sustained by them, and such of the chiefs who had distin- 
guished themselves were to receive a remuneration.” 
This, then, -was in the contemplation of the 
Government; this was the character of the promise 
which was made to the friendly Creek Indians. 
It was according to these assurances that the 
friendly Creeks were met at the time, and nego- 
tiations were proposed. They were to be nego- 
tiators in the transaction—not so much as par- 
ties, parties to the negotiation in opposition, par- 
ties in fault—but they were to be witnesses, as 
it were, standing by to see the final consumma- 
tion of peace, not only with the enemies of the 
country, but with the friendly Creek Indians; 
they were to stand by as interested parties; 
they were to see those who had shed their blood 


i and devastated their country punished now at 


last for their improprieties and misconduct, and. 


| when they saw them thus punished, they had the 


gratifying intelligence communicated to them by 
their agent, under the authority of the Secretary 
of War, that they were to be indemnified for the 
sacrifices that they had made. It presents one of 
the most singular pictures in all our transactions 
with our Indian tribes, when we come to view 
the transaction constituted in the final settlement 
of these Indians. ; 

We now come nearer the consummation, as it 
took place: 

“On the 10th of July, 1814, General Jackson took the 
command. He fixed the Ist of August for a general meet- 
ing of the hostile Indians at Fort Jackson. When the 
time came, only one hostile chief was present, Thirty six 
chiefs signed the articles or treaty at Fort Jackson, of whom 
thirty-five were frieudly. 

This evidence is found in the second volume 
of Indian affairs, peges 837, 838, and 493. 

« When these chiefs met, General Jackson demanded the 
cession of seven eighths of the present State of Alabama, 
and of seven million eighty-fourthousand and eight hundred 
acres in the southern part of Georgia. Te admitted of no 
discussion, but ordered the chiefs to sign the treaty. These 
seven millions of aeres in Georgia, and as much more in 
the southern part of Alabama, never belonged to the hos- 
tiles, nor were they conqnered country. Neither Generat 
Jackson nor any white troops had ever been there, No 
hostile foot had trodden them. The friendly Creeks had 
demanded and maintained possession, without aid from any 
quarter, of their own country, and carried the war into the 
hostile country.?? i 

This, then, was the position and attitude of af- 
fairs when General Jackson went there. When 
there was none of the hostile chiefs assembled to 
treat with them, he demanded a capitulation from 
somebody, and strange as it appears—and it 
rests not merely on the word of any one, but it 
appears from the documentary history of the 
country—he demanded that those who had fought 
in amity with our country, and not only in am- 
ity with the country, but? under his personal 
command, side by side with him at the battles 
where he fought, should become a capitulating 
party, sign the capitulation, and cede the country, 


| which was never in contemplation in the instruc- 


tions of the Secretary of War, but was land 
about which there had been no question of title, 
Jand that had ever been in the possession, occu- 
pancy, or ownership of the friends of the country, 
and that too solemnly guaranteed by the country 
as far back as 1790. 

Here the honorable Senator yielded the floor 
that a message might be received from the Presi- 


| dent of the United States. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Srey Wensren, Esq., his 
Private Secretary: 

Mr. Prestpenr: I am directed bythe President of the 

e.act making agrant 
of land to the several States of the Union, for the benefit 
of indigent insane persons, with his objections thereto in 
writing. 

Mr. FOOT. If the Senator from Wisconsin 
will yield the floor, I would like to have the Indian 
appropriation bill laid aside, for the purpose of 
considering the message of the President, 

Mr. PETTIT. For the purpose of hearing the 
message read ? 

Mr. FOOT. For the reading of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. It can be laid aside by unan- 
imous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Batcutin 
the chair.) If no objection be made, the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill will be 
suspended for the purpose of reading the message. 

There was no objection; and the Secretary read 
the message, as follows: 


1854. 


THE 


GLOBE, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


To the Senate of the United States: 

The bill entitled “ An act making a grant of 
public lands to the several States for the benefit of 
indigent insane persons,” which was presented to 
me on the 27th ultimo, has been maturely consid- 
ered, and is returned to the Senate, the House in 
which it originated, with a statement of the objec- 
tions which have required me to withhold from it 
my approval. ‘ 

In the performance of this duty prescribed by 
the Constitution, I have been compelled to resist 
the deep sympathies of my own heart in favor of 
the humane purpose sought to be accomplished, 
and to overcome the reluctance with which | dis- 
sent. from the conclusions of the two Houses of 
Congress, and present my own opinions in oppo- 
sition to the action of a codrdinate branch of the 
Government, which possesses so fully my confi- 
dence and respect. 

If, in presenting my objections to this bill, I 
should say more than strictly belongs to the 
measure, or is required for the discharge of my 
official obligation, let it be attributed to a sincere 
desire to justify my act before those whose good 
opinion Ì so highly value, and to that earnest- 
ness which springs from my deliberate conviction, 
that a strict adherence to the terms and purposes | 
of the Federal compact, offers the best, 1f not the | 
only, security for the preservation of our blessed | 
inheritance of representative liberty. 

The bill provides, in substance: 

First. That ten millions of acres of land be 
granted to the several States, to be apportioned 
among them in the compound ratio of the geo- 
graphical area, and representation of said States 
in the House of Representatives. 

Second. That wherever there are public lands | 
in a State subject to sale at the regular price of | 
private entry, the proportion of gajd ten millions | 
of acres falling to such State, shall be selected from 
such lands within it; and that to the States in 
which there are no such public lands, land scrip | 
shall be issued to the amount of their distributive | 
shares, respectively; said scrip not to be entered by | 
said States, but to besold by them, and subject to | 
miy by their assignees, provided that none of it | 
shall be sold at less than one dollar per acre, under 
penalty of forfeiture of the same to the United | 
States, 

Third. That the expenses of the management 
and superientendence of said lands, and of the 
moneys received therefrom, shall be paid by the | 
States to which they may belong, out of the treas- 
gury of said States. 

Fourth. That the gross proceeds of the sales of | 
such lands, or land-scrip so granted, shall be in- | 
vested by the several States in safe stocks, to con- 
stitute a perpetual fund, the principal of which 
shall remain forever undiminished, and the interest 
to be appropriated to the maintenance of the indi- 
gent insane within the several States. 

Fifth. That annual returns of lands or scrip | 
sold shall be made by the States to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the whole grant be subject to | 
certain conditions and limitations prescribed in 
the bill, to be assented to by legislative acts of | 
said States. | 

This bill, therefore, proposes that the Federal | 
Government shall make provision to the amount 
of the value of ten millions of acres of land, for an į 
eleemosynary object within the several States, to | 
be administered by the political authority of the 
same; and it presents, at the threshold, the ques- | 
tion, whether any such act, on the part of the | 
Federal Government, is warranted and sanctioned | 
by the Constitution, the provisions and principles 
of which are to'be protected and sustained as a 
first and paramount duty. 

It cannot be questioned that if Congress have 
power to make provision for the indigent insane | 
Without the limits of this District, it has the same 
power to provide for the indigent who are not in- 
sane; and thus to transfer to the Federal Govern- ; 
ment the charge of all the poor in all the States. 
It has the same power to provide hospitals and | 
other local establishments for the care and cure of 
every species of human infirmity, and thus to as- 
sume all that duty of either public philanthropy, | 
or public necessity to the dependent, the orphan, 
the sick, or the needy, which is now discharged | 
by the States themselves, or by corporate institu- : 
tions, or private endowments existing under the 
legislation of the States. The whole field of public | 
beneficence is thrown open to the care and culture i 


| 


of the Federal Government. Generous impulses 
no longer encounter the limitations and control of 
our imperious fundamental law. For, however 
worthy may be the present object in itself, it is 
only one of a class. It is not exclusively worthy 
of benevolent regard. Whatever considerations 
dictate sympathy for this particular object, apply, 
in like manner, if not in the same degree, to idiotcy, 
to physical disease, to extreme destitution. If 
Congress may and ought to provide for any one of 
these objects, it may and ought to provide for them 
all. And if it be done in this case, what answer | 
shall be given, when Congress shall becalled upon, 
as it doubtless will be, to pursue a similar course 
of legislation in the others? It will, obviously, 
be vain to reply that the object is worthy, but 
that the application has taken a wrong direction. 
The power will have been deliberatively assumed, 
the general obligation will, by this act, have been 
acknowledged, and the question of means and į 
expediency will alone be left for consideration. į 
The decision upon the principle, in any one case, 
determines it for the whole class. The question 
presented, therefore, clearly is upon the constitu- 
tionality and propriety of the Federal Government 
assuming to enter into a novel and vast field of 
legislation, namely, that of providing for the care 
and support of all those, among the people of the 
United States, who, by any form of calamity, | 
become fit objects of public philanthropy. 

I readily, and I trust feelingly, acknowledge the 
duty incumbent on us all, as men and citizens, 
and as among the highest and holiest of our du- 
ties, to provide for those who, in the mysterious 
order of Providence, are subject to want and to 
disease of body or mind, but 1 cannot find any 
authority in the Constitution for making the | 


Federal Government the great almoner of public | 


charity throughout the United States. ‘To do so 

would, in my judgment, be contrary to the letter | 
and spirit of the Constitution, and subversive of | 
the whole theory upon which the Union of these 

States is founded. 
contemplate the exercise of this power, for any 

object whatever, I cannot avoid the belief that it | 
would, in the end, be prejudicial rather than i 
beneficial to the noble offices of charity, to have | 
the charge of them transferred from the States to 
the Federal Government. Are we not too prone 
to forget that the Federal Union is the creature 
of the States, not they of the Federal Union? 
We were ethe inhabitants of Colonies distinct in 
local government one from the other, before the 
Revolution. By that Revolution the Colonies 
each became an independent State. They achieved 


that independence, and secured its recognition by |j 


the agency of a consulting body, which, from 
being an assembly of the ministers of distinct | 
sovereignties, instructed to agree to no form of | 
government which did not Jeave the domestic con- 
cerns of each State to itself, was appropriately į 
denominated a Congress. When, having tried 
the experiment of the Confederation, they resolved 
to change that for the present Federal Union, and 
thus to confer on the Federal Government more 
ample authority, they scrupulously measured such 
of the functions of their cherished sovereignty as 
they chose to delegate to the General Govern- 
ment. With this aim, and to this end, the fathers 
of the Republic framed the Constitution, in and 
by which the independent and sovereign States | 
united themselves, for certain specified objects and ; 
purposes, and for those only, leaving all powers 
not therein set forth as conferred on one or another | 
of the three great departments, the legislative, the j 
executive, and the judicial, indubitably with the ; 
States. And when the people of the several States | 
had, in their State conventions, and thus alone, į 
given effect and force to the Constitution, not con- | 
tent that any doubt should, in future, arise as to 
the scope and character of this act, they ingrafted 
thereon the explicit declaration that: ‘* The pow- | 
‘t ers not delegated to the United States by the Con- | 
‘stitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
“reserved to the States respectively, or to the 
t people.” 

Can it be controverted that the great mass of 
the business of Government that involved, in the 
social relations, the internal arrangements of the 
body-politic; the mental and moral culture of men; 
the development of local resources of wealth; the 
punishment of crimes in general; the preserva- 
tion of order; the relief of the needy, or otherwise 
unfortunate members of society, did, in prac- i 


And ifit were admissible to || 


tice, remain with the. States; that none of these - 


“objects of local concern are, by the Constitution, 
theg 


plication? I have never found anything 
Constitution which is susceptible of such 
struction. No one of the enumerated powers 
touches the subject, or has even a remoteanalozy 
to it. The powers ‘conferred upon the’ United 
States have reference to Federal relations, or to the 
means of ‘accomplishing or executing. things of 
Federal relation. So, also, of the same character 
are the powers taken away from the States by 
enumeration. In either case, the powers granted 
and the powers restricted were so granted or so 
restricted only where. it was requisite for the main~ 
tenance of peace and harmony between the States, 
or for the purpose of protecting their common 
interests, and defending their common sovereignty, 
against aggression from abroad or insurrection at 
ome. 

l shall not discuss the question of power some- 
times claimed for the General Government, under 
the clause of the eighth section of the Constitu- 
tion, which gives Congress the power “ to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay 
debts, and provide for the common defense and 

eneral welfare of the United States,” because 
if it has not already been settled upon sound 
reason and authority, it never will: be. T take 
the received and just construction of that’ arti- 
cle, as if written to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises, in order to pay the debts, 
and in order to provide for the common defense 
and general welfare. It is not a substantive 
general power to provide for the welfare of the 
United States, but is a limitation on the grant of 
power to raise money by taxes, duties, and im- 
posts. If it were otherwise, all the rest of the 
Constitution, consisting of carefully enumerated, 
and cautiously guarded grants of specific powers, 
would have been useless, if not delusive. It 
would be impossible, in that view, to escape from 
the. conclusion, that these were inserted only-to 
mislead for the present, and instead of enlighten- 
ing and defining the pathway of the future, to 
involve its action in the mazes of doubtful con- 
struction. Such a conclusion the character .of 
the men who framed that sacred ‘instrument 
will never permit us to form. Indeed, to sup- 
pose it susceptible of any other construction 
would be to consign all the rights of the States, 
and of the people of the States, to the mere discre- 
tion of Congress, and thus to clothe the Federal 
Government with authority to control the sov- 
' ereign States, by which the States would: have 
been dwarfed into provinces or departments, and 
all sovereignty vested in an absolute consolidated 
central power, against which the spirit of liberty 
has so often, and in so many countries, struggled 
in vain. In my judgment you cannot, by tributes 
to humanity, make any adequate compensation 
for the wrong you would inflict by removing the 
sources of power and political action from those 
who are to be thereby affected. If the time shall 
ever arrive when, for an object appealing however 
strongly to our sympathies, the dignity of the 
States shall bow to the dictation of Congress, by 
conforming their legislation thereto, when. the ` 
power, and majesty, and honor of those who ` 
created shall become subordinate to the ‘thing of 
their creation, I but feebly utter my apprehensions 
when I express my firm conviction that'we shall 
see “ the beginning of the esd.” 

Fortunately, we are not left in doubt as to the 
purpose of the Constitution, any more than as to 
its express language, for, although the history of 
its formation, as recorded in the Madison papers, 
shows that the Federal Government, in its present 
form, emerged from the conflict of opposing influ- 
ences, which have continued to divide statesmen 
from that day to this, yet the rule of clearly de- 
fined powers, and of strict construction, presided 
over theactual conclusion and subsequent adoption 
of the Constitution. 

President Madison, in the Federalist, says: 
‘The powers delegated by the proposed Consti- 
‘tution to the Federal Government are few and 


‘defined. Those which are to. remain’ iw the 
t State governments, are numerous and indefinite. 
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Its’? (the General Government’s) “jurisdiction 
‘extends to certain enumerated objects only, and 
t leaves to the several States a residuary and invio- 
t lable sovereignty over all other objects.” 

In the same spirit, President Jefferson invokes 
‘the support of the State governments in all their 
rights as the most competent administrations for 
our domestic concerns, and the surest bulwark 
against anti-republican tendencies;’’ and President 
Jackson said that our true strength and wisdom 
are not promoted by invasions of the rights and 
powers of the several States, but that, on the con- 
trary, they consist ‘t not in binding the States 
more closely to the center, but in leaving each 
more unobstructed in its proper orbit.” 

The framers of the Constitution, in refusing to 
confer on the Federal Government any jurisdic- 
tion over these purely local objects, in my judg- 
ment, manifested a wise forecast and broad com- 
prehension of the true interests of these objects 
themselves. Itis clear that public charities within 
the States can be efficiently administered only by 
their authority. The bill before me concedes this, 
for it does not commit the funds it provides to the 
administration of any other authority. 

I cannot hut repeat what I have before ex- 
pressed, that if the several States, many of which 
have already laid the foundation of munificent 
establishments of local beneficence, and nearly all 
of which are proceeding to establish them, shall 
be led to suppoge, as they willbe, should this bill 
become a law, that Congress is to make provision 
for such objects, the fountains of charity will be 
dried up at home, and the several States, instead 
of bestowing their own means onthe social wants 
of their own people, may themselves, through the 
strong temptation, which appeals to States as to 
individuals, become humble suppliants for the 
bounty of the Federal Government, reversing 
their true relation to this Union. 

Having stated ny views of the limitation of the 
powers conferred hy the eighth section of the first 
article of the Constitution, | deem it proper to call 
attention to the Uhird section of the fourth article, 
and to the provisions of the sixth article, bearing 
directly upon the question under consideration; 
which, instead of aiding the claim to power exer- 
cised in this ease, tend, it is believed, strongly to 
iustrate and explain positions which, even with- 
out such support, cannot regard as questionable, 

The third section of (he fourth article of the 
Constitution, is in the foowmg terms: ‘Lhe 
“Congress shall have power to dispose of, and 
‘make all needful rules aud regulations respecting, 
‘the territory or other property belonging to the 
‘United States; snd nothing in this Constitution 
‘shall be so construed as to prejudice any claim 
tof the United States, or of any particular State.” 
The sixth article is as follows, to wit: that “All 
‘debts contracted and engagements entered into, 
‘before the adoption of this Constitution, shall 
tbe as valid against the United States under this 
t Constitution as under the Confederation,’ 

For a correct understanding of the terms used 
in the third section of the fourth article, above 
quoted, reference should be had to the history of 
the times in which the Constitution was formed 
and adopted. Tt was decided upon in convention 
on the 17th September, L787, and by it Congress 
was empowered to “ dispose of,” &., ‘the ter- 
ritory or other property belonging to the United 
States.” The only territory then belonging to the 
United States, was that then recently ceded by the 
reveral States, to wits hy New York in 1781, by 
Virginia in 1784, by Massachusetts in 17385, and 
by South Carolina in August, 1787, only the 
month before the formation of the Constitution, 
The cession from Virginis contained the following 

rovision: 

“That all th ia withia the territory so ceded 
“to the United s and not reserved for, orap- 
t propriated to, any of the before mentioned pur- 
t poses, or disposed of in bounties to the officers 
“and soldiers of the American Army, shall be con- 
“sidered a common fund tor the use and benefit 
+ of such of the United Sites as have become, or 
‘shall become members of the Confederation or 
t Federal Alliance of the said States, Virginia in- 
t cluded, according to their usual respective pro- 
t portions, in the general charge and expenditure, 
t and shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of 
t for that purpose, and for no other use or purpose 
t whateoever.”” 


Here the object for which these lands are to be 


disposed of, is clearly set forth; and the power to 


the fourth article of the Constitution, clearly con- 
templates such disposition only. If such be the 


then you have again, not only no implication in 
favor of the contemplated grani, but the strongest 
authority against it. 

Furthermore, this bill is in violation of the faith 
of the Government, pledged in the act of Janu- 
ary 28, 1847. The nineteenth section of that act 
declares, ‘That, for the payment of the stock 
‘which may be created under the provisions of this 
‘act, the sales of the public lands are hereby 
‘pledged; and it is hereby made the duty of the 
‘Secretary of the Treasury to use and apply all 
t moneys which may be received into the Treasury 
t for the sales of the public lands after the first day 
‘of January, 1848, first to pay the interest on all 
| ¢ stocks issued by virtue of this act; and secondly, 
| © to use the balance of said receipts, after paying 
‘the interest aforesaid, in the purchase of said 
“stocks at their market value,” &c. The debts 
then contracted have not been liquidated, and the 
language of this section, and the obligations of 
the United States under it, are too plain to need 
comment. 


on constitutional grounds, or grounds of expedi- 
ency, between an appropriation of ten millions of 
dollars, directly from the money in the Treasury, 
for the object contemplated, and the appropriation 
of lands presented for my sanction. And yet, | 
cannot doubt, that if the bill proposed ten mil- 


States, for the support of indigent insane in the 
several States, that the constitutional question in- 
| volved in the act would have attracted forcibly 
the attention of Congress. 


point of view, it is wholly immaterial whether 
the appropriation be in money or in land. 

The public domain is the common property of 
the Union, just as much as the surplus proceeds 
of that, and of duties on imports remaining un- 
expended in the Treasury. As such, it has been 
pledged, is now pledged, and may need to be so 
pledged again for public indebtedness, 

As property, it is distinguished from actual 
money chiefly in this respect: that its profitable 
| management sometimes requires that portions of 
| it be appropriated to local objects, in the States 
| wherein it may happen to lie, as would be done by 


| of his private domain. All such grants of land 
are, in fact, a disposal of it for value received; but 
| they afford no precedent, or constitutional reason, 
for giving away the public lands. Sull less do 


i : 
ernment, and therefore belong exclusively to the 


States. : i 
To assume that the public lands are applicable 


tures, police, charity, or expenses of State admin- 
istration, would be to disregard, to the amount of 
| the value of the public lands, all the limitations of 
| the Constitution, and confound, to that extent, all 
distinctions between the rights and powers of the 
States, and those of the United States. For if 
the public lands may be applied to the support 
of the poor, whether sane or insane, if the dis- 
posal of them and their proceeds be not sub- 
ject to the ordinary limitations of the Constitu- 
tion, then Congress possesses unqualified power 
to provide for expenditures in the States by 
means of the public lands, even to the degree of 


all other expenses of the Government, and internal 
administration within the several States. The 
conclusion from the general survey of the whole 
i| subject is, to my mind, irresistible, and closes the 
question, both of right and of expediency, so far 
| as regards the principle of the appropriation pro- 


|a power in Congress to dispose of the public do- 
| main, work the practical abrogation of some of the 
most important provisions of the Constitution ? jf 
the systematic reservation of a definite portion of 
| the public lands (the sixteenth section) in the 
States, for the purpose of education, and occa- 


sional grants for similar purposes be cited as con- 


appears to me, is obvious and satisfactory. Such 


dispose of them granted by the third section of : 


fact, and in my mind there can be no doubt of it, | 


l have been unable to discover any distinction, | 


lions of dollars from the Treasury of the United į 


{ respectfully submit, that, in a constitutional | 


any prudent proprietor to enhance the sale-value | 


tradicting these conclusions, the answer, as it | 


they give sanction to appropriations for objects |; 
: > y | 
which have not been intrusted to the Federal Gov- 


to ordinary State objects, whether of public struc- | 


reservations and grants, besides being a part of 
the conditions on which the proprietary right of 
| the United States is maintained, along with the 
eminent domain of a particular State, and by 
which the public land remains free from taxation 
| in the State in which it lies, as long as it remains 
he property of the United States, are the acts of 
| a mere Jand-owner, disposing of a small share of 
| his property ina way to augment the value of the 
residue, and in this mode to encourage the early 
occupation of it by the industrious and intelligent 
| pioneer. 

The great example of apparent donation oflands 
to the States, likely to be relied upon as sustaining 
the principles of this bill, is the relinquishment of 
swamp lands to the States in which they are sitt- 
ated; but this, also, like other grants already re- 
ferred to, was based expressly upon grounds 
clearly distinguishable in priaciple from any which 
can be assumed for the bill herewith returned, viz: 
upon the interest and duty of the proprietor. They 
were charged, and not without reason, to be a 
nuisance lo the inhabitants of the surrounding 
country. The measure was predicated, not only 
upon the ground of the disease inflicted upon the 
people of the States which the United States could 
not justify, as a just and honest proprietor, but 
also upon an express limitation of the application 
of the proceeds, in the first instance, to purposes 
of levees and drains, thus protecting the health of 
the inhabitants, and, at the same time, enhancing 
i the value of the remaining lands belonging to the 
, General Government. Jtis not to be denied that 
Congress, while administering the public lands as 
a proprietor, within the principle distinctly an- 
nounced in my annual message, may sometimes 
have failed to distinguish accurately between ob- 
jects which are and which are not within its con- 
stitutional powers. 

After the most careful examination, I find but 
two examples in the acts of Congress which fur- 
nish any precedent for the present bill, and those 
examples will, in my opinion, serve rather as a 
warning than as an inducement to tread in the 
same path, 

The first is the act of March 3d, 1819, granting 
a township of land to the Connecticut asylum for 
| the education of the deaf and dumb. 
| The second that of April 5th, 1826, making a 
i similar grant of land to the Centucky asylum for 
į teaching the deaf and dumb. 
| The first more than thirty years after: the 
| adoption of the Constitution, and the second more 
than a quarter of a century ago. 

These acts were unimportant as to the amount 
appropriated, and, so far as L can ascertain, were 
passed on two grounds: first, that the object was 
a charitable one, and secondly, that it was na- 
tional, To say thatit was a charitable object, is 
only to say that it was an object of expenditure 
proper for the competent authority; but it no more 
tended to show that it was a proper object of 
expenditure by the United States than is any other 
purely local object appealing to the best sympa- 
thies of the buman beart in any of the States. And 
the suggestion that a school for the mental culture of 
the deaf and dumb in Connecticut, or Kentucky, 
is a national object, only shows how loosely this 
expression has been used when the purpose was 
| to procure appropriations by Congress. It is not 
|| perceived how a school of this character is other- 
wise national than is any establishment of religious 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
ji 


defraying the salaries of Governors, judges, and i 


| posed in this bill, Would not theadmission of such | 


, or moral instruction. All the pursuits of indus- 
try, everything which promotes the material or 
intellectual well-being of the race, every ear of 
corn or boll of cotton which grows, is national in 
: the same sense; for each one of these things goes 
to swell the aggregate of national prosperity and 
1: happiness of the United States; but it confounds 
all meaning of language to say that these things 
are “national,” as equivalent to “ Federal,” so as 
to come within any of the classes of appropria- 
; tion for which Congress is authorized by the Con- 
stitution to legislate. 

tis a marked point in the history of the Consti- 
‘tution, that when it was proposed to empower 
‘Congress to establish a university, the proposi- 


ii tion was confined to the District intended for the 


future seat of Government of the United States, 
and that even that proposed clause was omitted in 
, consideration of the exclusive powers conferred 
on Congress to legislate for that District. Could 
a more decisive indication of the true construction 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
} 


and the spirit of the Constitution in regard to all 


* 


* 
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matters of this nature have been given? It proves 
that such objects were considered by the conven- 
tion as appertaining to local legislatton only, that 
they were not comprehended, either expressly or 
by implication, in the grant of general power to 
Congress, and that, consequently, they remained 
with the several States. . 

The general result at which I have arrived is 
the necessary consequence of those views of the 
relative rights, powers, and duties of the States 
ad of the Federal Government which I have long 
entertained, and often expressed, and in reference 
to which my convictions do but increase in force 
with time and experience. 

I have thus discharged the unwelcome duty of 
respectfully stating my objections to thisbill, with 
which I cheerfully submit the whole subject to the 


wisdom of Congress. - 
FRANKLIN PIERCE, 
Wasnincron, May 3, 1854. 


Mr. FOOT. F rise to submit two motions to 
the Senate. The first is, that the communication 
which has just been read lie on the table, and be 
printed: It is usual also, I believe, to enter such 
communications on the Journal. 

p Mr. CLAYTON. Thatis the first thing to be 
one, 

Mr, HUNTER. The Senator from Vermont 
has made no motion for the printing of extra 
numbers. 1 wish to submit that along with his 
motion. We onght to have an extra number 
printed. That has always been usual in such 
cases. 

Mr. FOOT. Will the Senator from Virginia 
designate the number? 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that ten thousand 
additional copies be printed. 

Mr. FOOT. The Senator can make that as an 
independent motion. If his proposition were to 
printasmaller number, say two thousand, | would 
accept it ag a modification of my motion to print 
the message for the use of the Senate, 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 hape the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will adhere to the motion to print the number 
which he has designated. This is a very import- 
ant document, and should be generally diffused 
among the people. I look upon it as a roatter of 
more consequence than any which we have had 
before us at this session. fÍ trust the proposition 
to print ten thousand copies will be adhered to. 

Mr. FOOT. Thatcan be done, but I do not 
wish to accept thatasa modification of my motion 
to print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient 
inthe chair.) The message will be entered on the 
Journal, us a matter of course. The first question 
is on the motion that the message be ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. Me. President,—— 

Several Senarors. The question is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. BROWN. The motion to print is debat- 
able. 

Mr. HUNTER. The suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is, that | shall submit my 
proposition as a separate. motion after his shall 
have been disposed of. [ will do so. 

The motion of Mr. Poor was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now move that ten thou- 
and additional copies of the message be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. That is a debatable question, 
I presume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, of course I do 
not wish to say a word as to the number of copies 
of this message which should be printed. T would 
as soon vote for the printing of twenty thousand 
as for printing ten thousand copies. F have no 
doubt that every reading man in the country will 
examine the message, and examine it with great 
care. Bat I think it is due to those who voted 
for this bill that something shall go out with the 
message to arrest public attention, and induce the 
public mind to pause, before it cames to too hasty 
a conclusion, as to the correctness of the doctrines 
set forth in that paper. I certainly do notintend to 
undertake an answer toa carefully prepared State 
paper, upon merely hearingit read attheSecretary’s 
desk. This, however, is not the first time that 
the subject of giving lands for the benefit of the 
insane hag been before the Senate. It was here, 
according to the record which lies before me, in 
1851, and, after an elaborate discussion, the bill 


i that voted in favor of the bill at that time, L ask 


| President was bound to approve the bill against 


then passed the Senate by a majority of more than 
two to one. I have the yeas and nays before me. 
On that occasion the yeas were 36, and the nays 
16. That the Senate may understand who it was 


leave to read the list of yeas and nays. The yeas 
were: ; 

« Messrs. Badger. Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Chase, Clark, Clay, Cooper, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Downs, Ewing, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Morion, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, 
Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Souté, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, and Wales—s6.” 

The nays were: 

t Mesers. Atchison, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Felch, Gwin, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Jones, King, Mason, Rbett, Turney, Walker, and | 
Yulce—16. 

It will be seen by an analysis of the vote that 
some of the most rigidly strict constructionista of 
the Constitution are recorded in favor of the bill; 
among them are two gentlemen who have received 
the highest mark of the President’s consideration— 
Mr. Borland and Mr. Soulé. They are strict 
constructionists of the southern school; and they 
have both been sent abroad on missions of the first 
class. mention this fact simply that the country 
may be induced to pause before it comes to too 
hasty a conclusion in reference to this subject. 

Daring the present session of Congress the bill 
has been under consideration in the House of 
Representatives. On its passage the yeas were 
81, nays 53. {t was discussed there. It was cer- 
tainly not hastily passed. After having been 
before Congress for several years, and after being 
pretty elaborately discussed at this session, and at 
former sessions, it has passed the House, if not | 
by a majority of two to one, certainly by a very 
heavy majority. My experience is, that in the 
House they divide pretty closely upon almost 
every question of general interest. I find among 
the yeas many gentlemen of acknowledged ability, 
strict constructionists of the Constitution, good 
Democrats, men who have never been suspected 
of faltering in the support of the Constitution, or 
of Democratic principles. The same bill was 
under consideration in the Senate during this ses- 
sion, and though the Senate then was not so full 
as it was in 1851, when the former vote was taken, 
the bill passed tbis body a second time by a ma- | 
jority of over two to one. The vote was 25 to 12. | 
The yeas upon the occasion of its passage were: 

“ Messrs. Badger, Bell, Brown, Chase, Clayton, Daw- 
son, Dodge of Wisconsin, Everett, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, | 
Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of Tennessee, Mor- | 
ton, Rusk, Seward, Sirelds, Stuart, Sumaer, Chompsou of | 
Kentucky, Wade, and Walker—25.”? 


The nays were: 

«¢ Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Butler, Cass, Clay, Dodgo 
of fowa, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Mason, Pettit, Weller, and 
Williams—12.?? < t 


l do not say, sir, that after these votes the | 


his views of constitutional propriety. lam very 
far from finding any fault with him for having 
sent in this veto. But again Í say, that, looking | 
to votes like these, the country ought to pause | 
before it comes to a hasty conclusion in reference | 
to the soundness of the views which the President 

has put forth: It is no light thing, for a measure 

after passing the Senate twice by a majority of 

more than two to one, and after passing the 

House of Representatives by a majority of nearly 

two to one, to encounter an Executive veto. Hit 

had passed hastily, or without due consideration, 

it would not surprise any one if the President 

should arrest it. But the bill before us, as we all 

know, was discussed in both Houses of Congress, 

at this and at former sessions. 

ĮI said before that J did not mean to attempt an | 
answer to the arguments of the President, after 
having merely heard his message read. Some of | 
the arguments, I confess, struck me as having 
force in them. Some others seemed to me to have 
but little force. This, perhaps, arose from the 
fact that I had heard them on many occasions 
before, and having become accustomed to them, if 
did not regard them with the same consideration 
that I would something new. 

The President, in the outset of the message, 
admits that this is a measure of great humanity, 
and one which commends itself to the warmest 
sympathies of his heart. Tam glad he said so, 
because I apprehend that the sentiment will find 
a response in the heart of every American citizen, 


of every friend of humanity, whether. he resides 
north or south, east or west. The President says 
that eleemosynary objects or- purposes ‘are. not 
among those which are provided for in the Con- 
stitution. So they are not in express.terms; but 
does Congress never legislate upon any subjectin 
regard to which it has not been expressly. author- 
ized to legislate? If not, E want to know where 
we get our authority to legislate for school puar- 
poses? The President makes an argument ‘to 
show by implication that we have'the power todo 
that. All the grants that have been made.from 
time to time for school purposes are sanctioned 
by the Constitution, according to his construction 
of it; and yet, sir, you may read-the instrument 
from one end to the other, and find no specific 
power to make grants for school purposes, [If 
the President will point to the clause which au- 
thorizes grants of land to colleges, 1 will show 
him the clause which authorizes the grant pro- 
posed in this bill. ` 

But, says the President, if we. legislate for the 
benefit of the insane, where are we to stop?... Are 
we to carry our benevolence so far as’ to. legislate 
for the protection of all other indigent or, unfortu- 
nate classes? This, you will see at once, is not 
an argument which can touch the question of 
power, butitissimply an argument which reaches 
the question of the exercise of power. If you 
have authority to do this, it may follow that! you 
have the power to do something else; but it does 
not follow that because you do this, you ought 
therefore to do something else. If you have the 
power to make an appropriation of land for the 
protection and benefit of the indigent insane, it 
may follow that you have the power to make an 
appropriation of land for the protection and benefit 
of the indigent who are not insane. But if you 
exercise the power in the one case, it does not 
necessarily follow that you must exercise it in the 
other, 

The President seems to think that in this matter 
the States will be brought to bow to the authority 
of Congress. | do not think so. When my 
State and yours, Mr. President, (Mr. BRIGHT 0C- 
cupying the chair,) accepted donations of land for 
school purposes, for common schools, and for 
schools of a higher grade, did it ever enter into 
your head or mine that our States were thereby 
humiliated, and were bowing as paupers, and beg- 
gars, and mendicants, to the authority of. Con- 
gress? No, sir; we felt that we were receiving a 
part of that which belonged to.us, that: we were 
not beggars, but that Congress was giving its 
assent to our exercising exclusive jurisdiction over 
a part of that which belonged to us in common 
with our fellow-citizens of all the States, 

The President seems also to be. apprehensive 
that if we go on legislating in this way, we shall 
dry up all the sources of benevolence in the States, 
and that the people of the States, instead of taking 
care of their indigent insane, their poor, their 
blind, and their Jame, will habitually look to Con- 
gress for the protection of those classes. I think 
not. With as much justice miget you say that, 
if you receive land from the Government for the 
education, in part, of your children, this will in- 
duce the States to look to Congress for the means 
of educating all the children. Did it ever enter 
into your mind, sir, when Congress granted your 
State the sixteenth section of land in each town- 
ship for school purposes, that, by the State ac- 
cepting it, you were in danger of. becoming men- 
dicants, begging Congress to make appropriations 
for the education of all the children: in your State? 
I apprehend there is no more danger of our be- 


| coming beggars at the footstool of Congress for 
| the support of our indigent insane, our indigent 


blind, and our poor of every class, if we accept 
a grant like this, than there has been that we 
should become beggars of Congress to educate 
all our children, because, in days gone by, we 
accepted aid from Congress to educate a part of 
them. ; 

But, sir, the President further tells us that this 
bill is in violation of the public faith. And why? 
Because the. land stands mortgaged for the re- 
demption of our public debt. With all due respect 
for the President, | must say that this argument 
does not strike my mind with great force. You 
have more money in the Treasury now than will 
satisfy all the demands against it. Your Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is out in the market, con- 
stantly buying up, at a large premium, the bonds, 
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of the Government. Instead of being without 
money, and being compelled, in good faith, to 
keep the mortgaged property until you discharge 
the obligations which are resting upon it, you have 
more money than will satisfy ail the demands 
against you. ao 
J cannot conceive that the bill is in violation of 
` the public faith, because in disposing of the lands 
as the bill proposes, you are not putting your- 
selves in a condition to avoid, or even to render 
dubious, the payment of your public debt. But, 
sir, when Congress passed a bill granting millions 
upon millions of acres of the public lands to your 
soldiers, the public domain was then under mort- 
gage. The same sortof obligation rested upon it 
then as now. The same thing occurred when you 
passed the swamp land act. When you granted 


millions upon millions of acres of land for railroad | 
purposes, you granted land which was under this | 


same mortgage. It is true, an argument is made 
to prove that if you grant one section for a rail- 


road, the next is doubled in value,and so nothing | 


is given; butsuppose the mortgagee does not think 
80; and suppose it does not turn out so; is the 
public faith violated?) The President introduces 
the prudent proprietorship argument, to justify 
grants to railroads. It is one which we have fre- 
quently heard, and it always strikes me with great 
force. 

But if Congress, as a prudent proprietor, may 
grant land for one purpose, saying “this is as Í 
would dispose of it,” where does the President 
get authority to say to that proprietor, ‘‘you shall 
not grant it for another purpose, because that pur- 
pose does not strike me as being proper.” Hf a 
prudent proprietor may give land for school pur- 
poses, for railroad purposes, for internal improve- 
ment purposes, and for various other purposes, as 
you have done time and time again; and if the 
fame proprietor concludes that he may give a little 
for the protection and benefit of the indigent in- 
sane, who shall dispute his right to do se, or 
restrain him in the exercise of his judgment? The 
people are the owners of the soil, and, I think, if 
their Representatives say, in their name, that this 
is a just and proper disposal of the land, they 
onght to be allowed to appropriate it in this way. 
That is my judgment, 

One of the grounds on which the President jus- 
tifles our giving away the swamp lands is, that, by 
so doing, we protected the public health. He in- 
timates that the lands were subject to overflow, 
and produced miasma and malaria, and were ex- 
ceedingly detrimental to the public health. To get 
clear of this nuisance, it was a pradent disposition 
to give the lands to the States, that the States 
might drain them, and thas secure the public 
health. This is the argument as I understand it. 
Where, sir, do we get power to protect the public 
health? Js that in the Constitution? If we pro- 
tect the public health in a State, and do itconstitu- 
tionally, I pray you, have we not the right to pro- 
tect the indigent insane in a State, under the same 
clause in the Constitution? If Congress may do 
anything towards protecting the public health in 
the State of Arkansas, or Mississippi, why, by 
the same authority, may it not protect the indigent 
insane in Delaware, or Pennsylvania? I confess 
myself wholly unable to see how it ean exercise 
the one power, and yet be constitutionally denied 
the right to exercise the other, I should never 
have thought, myself, of such an argument; but 
the President seems to rely upon it; and, therefore, 
I take it for granted there must be something in 
it more than I have seen. 

I should not. have said a word on the message 
at this time, but that I wanted the country to un- 
derstand when they enter upon the investigation 
of this subject, that after mature discussion in 
this body, the bill has twice passed on the yeas 
and nays by a majority of more than two to one. 
T want that this point may be understood; that 
calm, dispassionate men shall, when they come to 
investigate the subject, take into account the fact 
that while the President has felt constrained to 
veto this bill on constitutional grounds, other gen- 
tlemen of high legal fame have taken different 
grounds; that there are arguments, in fact, on the 
other side of the question. A right minded man, 
a man of proper thought, ought, in justice to the 
Senate and House, before he makes up his mind, 
to examine and see what the arguments are that 
justified the vote, and then having taken the pros 
and cous into the account, having investigated both 


| revision, and wil 


sides of the question, give such judgment as he 
feels he ought to render. 

I voted for this bill when it was before the 
body; and upon hearing the message read my 
convictions of its constitutionality have not been at 
all shaken. 1 will read the message, and read it 
again. I have none of that sort of pride of opin- 
ion, that love of consistency, which will induce 
me still to stand by the bill, if, upon a careful in- 
vestigation of the President’s arguments, I shall be 
convinced that he is right and I am wrong. But 


the Secretary ’s desk, 1 have not been so convinced. 
The inclination of my mind now is, and it is 
strongly so, that 1 shall record my vote as I did 
before. 

I trust, sir, that no one will suppose that in 


nist of the President. He has his constitutional 
opinions about this question; I have mine. He 
acts upon his convictions; and Ishall acton mine. 


from it. 
President; great respect for him as a politician 
and as the head of the great party to which I be- 
long; and [am sure he will not take it amiss if I 
say that I have yet a much higher respect for the 


if nothing else, would restrain me from saying 


in regard to him, or of the paper which he has 
sent tous. But, sir, if all these considerations 
were oul of the way, my own self-respect would 
always induce me to speak of the President of the 
Un ted States, and of any paper which he may 
send to either House of Congress with becoming 
respect and consideration, 

Mr. FOOT made some remarks in reply to the 
arguments of the message. 
l appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, | understand 
that the Senator from Vermont proposes to post- 
pone the consideration of this subject until Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. FOOT. Immediately after the question 


print ten thousand extra copies shail be disposed 
of, | will submit that motion; his, 1 believe, is a 
precedent motion. 


ent is not an occasion to enter upon the merits of 
the bill. 
tion of the question, the friends of the Adminis- 
tration, I think, sir, will be able, and they will, 
at least, be willing, to meet the gentleman upon 
issue which he tenders them, and if they shall not 
be able to vindieate the message, the fault will 
not be thatof the President, or of the message, 
but of themselves. 

Mr. President, I cannot permit the present oc- 
casion to pass away, without expressing my 
profound gratification at the course which the 
President of the United States has pursued in 
regard to this bill, In my opinion, the thanks of 
the people are due to him for arresting a measure 
which, as I am happy to believe, has few parallels 


which it would have been difficult to over-esti- 
mate, or even to measure. Sir, the man who saves 


has imposed between the jurisdiction of the Gen- 
eral and the State Governments, renders a service 


which entitles him to the grateful appreciation of 
the American people, for he makes good the only 
conditions upon which the experiment of free 


government, which we are now trying, can result |: 


happily and successfully. Sir, it may be that it 
is an ideal barrier, an abstraction, if you will; but 
l venture to say, that behind its boundaries lie, 
covered and protected, more of human happiness 
and human prosperity than ever were defended by 
ramparts of brick and stone. 


man of war who holds and maintains its military 
lines. 

tis, in my opinion, the danger of the times, 
that in our eager pursuit after wealth and all those 
material objects in which we take so keen an in- 


I say that upon hearing the message read from | 


submitting these remarks, and in taking this po- | 
sition, 1 am becoming in any degree the antago- | 


i will make no attack upon him; far, very far | 
l have great personal respect for the | 


distinguished office to which he has been elevated f 
by the American people. These considerations, |! 


anything in the slightest possible degree unkind ! 


They are reserved for | 


on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to | 


Mr. HUNTER. Of course; therefore the pres- | 


When the day comes for the considera- || 


in the past history of our legislation, and for in- |: 
terposing himself between the Constitution of the i 
country and a blow, the mischievous effects of | 


and preserves the barrier which the Constitution ` 


And, sir, he who | 
succeeds in successfully defending and protecting | 
these, the moral defenses of a country, is entitled |; 
more to the thanks of the people than the mere | 


terest, we are prone to forget the moral bases upon 
which rest our happiness and our security. I must 
be permitted to say, that in the whole course of 
my experience in legislative life, I think I have 
never Known a period in which less regard was 
paid to the limitations imposed by the Constitu- 
tion upon the powers of this Government. Nor 
need I go further for an illustration of that propo~ 
sition than to the very bill which is now under 
consideration—a bill which proposes to make the 
States the agents of the General Government; 
which assumes to say upon what conditions they 
shall execute their own local and municipal pow- 
ers, and those conditions to be prescribed by this 
Federal Government—a bil} which is founded, if 
upon any principle at all, upon the assumption 
that the right to dispose of the public lands is am 
unlimited power vested in this Government, or 
thatit is limited only by the positive prohibitions 
ofthe Constitution. So faras the public lands are 
concerned, this Government is supreme, and so 
far as they can afford the means, it may assume 
and exercise any power which is not positively 
prohibited by the Constitution. 

But, as I said before, it is not my purpose at 
present to enter at large upon the consideration of 
the merits of this measure. I may do so at another 
time, when the whole question is fairly before us. 
l have felt, however, that it was due to the Presi- 
dent to make my public acknowledgment to him 
for the manful discharge of his duty upon this: 
occasion, I rejoice that we have an issue made 
upon principle, and that something has been done 
i to awaken the American people to the considera- 
| tion of the nature of the title and tenure by which: 
, they may expect to secure and perpetuate the 
i bappiness and the prosperity which they are now 
enjoying. Lam glad that it is an issue of princi- 
| ple, a great moral and political issue, upon which 
ii the President and most, if not all, of his friends 
may be willing and ready to stake themselves 
before the country. 

i Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I do not pur- 
pose to enter into a discussion of this question, 
| until the Senate has at least signified its wish to 
| take it up for consideration; but { desire to ex- 
| press my full and hearty concurrence in the mes- 
sage upon your table. It offers a prospect of 
|! hereafter administering this great national fund 
| upon some sound constitutional principle. There 
seem to be two leading ideas in the message. 
The first is, that the public lands and their pro- 
| ceeds are subject to the same constitutional re- 
| straints in their appropriation by Congress as is 
| any other fund or money in the Treasury of the 
| United States. That I believe to be a sound prin- 
; ciple. The second idea is, that in the administra- 
tion of the land itself, we should be governed by 
the same rules by which a liberal and enlightened 
|| proprietor would be governed in the management 
ii of his estate for his own interest, 

| By observing these two sound principles which 
| are enforced by the President, we shall settle this 


question upon a solid and proper foundation, E 
| apprehend that many of the cases which the Sen- 
| ator from Vermont [Mr. Foor] has cited asau- 
| thorities, in contravention of the principles of the 
| message, will be found to be in conformity to the 
one or the other of these two sound principles; 
and if not, if they fall without them, the burden 
will be upon the Senator himself—and a weighty 
|! and a heavy one it is—to show that they come 
‘| within the Constitution of the United States. It 
is true there may be much excuse found in the 
i; loose,—the squandering 1 may term it in no offen- 
1 sive sense,—use of this branch of the public prop- 
i erty of the United States. ‘There may be even 
ʻi some excuse found for this bill, and for its being 
ji passed with full consideration, when it is remem- 
bered that we have departed, especially within the 
last six or eight years, from all sound principles 
iin the administration of this fund. Very many 

of the cases which the Senater from Vermont has 
_ cited were violations and departures from princi- 
| ple which ought to be equally subject to con- 
demnation with the bill, which has brought upon 
itself the condemnation of the President of the 
United States. 

fam surprised at the Senator’s apparent cen- 
Sure of the President of the United States, for 
i sending in his veto under the circumstances. 
|| Whether the gentleman may consider that power 
i; to be wisely reposed in the President or not, itis 
i given by the Constitution in as full, ample, and 
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complete language as is the Senator’s power to 
vote for or against the bill when it is before him. 
The Constitution provides that ‘* every bill which 
shall have passed the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, shall, before it become a law, be 
submitted to the President of the United States; 
if he approve it, he shall sign it; but if not, he 
shall return it, with his objections.” Thatis what 
he has done. I say, this power in the President 
is as full, ample, complete, and unrestrained (and 
was intended to be) as that of the Senator from 
Vermont, or any other member of either branch 
of the Legislature, to vote for or against the bill, 
according to his judgment of its constitationality 
and expediency. The language of the Constitu- 
tion is broad. It gives the President the veto 
power in as clear terms as it grants the legislative 
power to the two Houses of Congress. 
I say, sir, that this message promises to put the 
` administration of this great national fund, the pub- 
lic domain, upon the sound basis to which | have 
alluded. l trust the Senate will give it that delib- 
eration which the Constitution intended that it 
should have. The effect of the veto is only to sub- 
mit the bill to a more severe scrutiny, and a calmer 
consideration and deliberation of this body. The 
gentleman says it has passed the Senate twice; but 
this is the first time that it has been submitted to 
the President. This branch of Congress and the 
other may have passed it once before. l think it 
has passed, as a great many other measures have, 
which have not met my approbation, and that of 
a great many other gentlemen. Oftentimes, busi- 
ness is conducted in such a way that some of us 
cannot raise these greatquestions. The grave and 
important considerations which are urged by the 
President of the United States, havo not been 
brought before even many gentlemen of this body. 
I doubt not that many of them, on a calm review, 
when the prospect is held out of putting the ad- 
ministration of the public lands on some sound, 
constitutional basis, will abandon their own pre- 
vious course, and concur in placing it upon a basis 
more conformable to the Constitution of the United 
States. When the Senate think proper to take up 
this question, I shall desire to be heard fully in 
vindication of the principles set forth in the mes- 
page, : 

r. BUTLER. I do not intend to discuss this 
subject, but I wish simply to say, what | believe 
is the fact, that the measure which has been 
brought to the attention of the Senate by the Pres- 
ident of the United States, has never received the 
deliberate consideration of this body. l think 
that, considering its magnitude and the importance 
of the doctrines involved in the question, it has 
been less discussed than almost any measure of 
consequence. I doubt very much whether, at the 
time it was brought before the Senate, public at- 
tention could have been so far arrested as to have 
resulted in such a discussion as would produce 
much good. I say this much, in justification of 
the Senate, or rather of those Senators who may 
think proper to review their vote or decision, for 
judgment I will not call it. The President of the 

nited States, as the trustee of all the people of 
the United States, has thought proper to exercise 
his acknowledged constitutional power, and it has 
brought a very grave issue before the Senate—one 
upon which, I think, it ought to pronounce its 
deiiberate judgment, after a full discussion—what, 
in fact, I believe will be, for the first time, a full 
discussion upon this subject. I say this mach in 
justification of the President: I do not think the 
subject has ever been discussed, either in this or 
in the other branch of Congress as fully as it 
should be. There have been so many tributary 
streams swelling the tide of Federal power in re- 
lation to the distribution of the public lands, that 
it is time, I think, some interposition should be 
made by some Department of the Government to 
arrest tt. I do not know whether it will be ar- 
rested or not, but I hope it will. I do not believe 
the subject ever has been discussed as “it should 
be in this body or in the other House; and when 
it shall receive a full discussion from those who 
honestly differ in regard to the doctrine involved 
in the message, I shall abide by the decision; but 
I have never been satisfied with the apparent 
judgment which has been pronounced by either 

ranch of Congress on this measure. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, it is notmy pur- 
pose to enter into any discussion of the principles 
embraced in the message which has justbeen read 


to the Senate, but I rise to move that its further 
consideration be postponed until Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
motion to print ten thousand copies, and that must 
be first disposed of. 

Mr. DIXON. As Iam up, I will remark that 
I do not concur in the views expressed by the 
President, or the reasons given by him for with- 
holding his signature to the bill; and i shall take 
occasion, before the question is disposed of, to 
give to the Senate and to the country the reasons 
why I do not. The President has taken the 
ground that Congress has no constitutional power 
to give the public lands to the States for benevo- 
lent purposes, and contends that if Congress has 
the power to do it for one purpose it may for 
another, and that all such donations are usurpa- 
tions of the Federal Government of the rights of 
the States. The power of Congress to dispose of 
the public lands is expressly given by the Con- 
stitution. It ‘ may dispose of, and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting, the terri- 
tory or other property belonging to the United 
States.” How the territories or other property 
belonging to the United States is to be disposed 
of, and for what purposes, the Constitution does 
not say. The territories or lands of the United 
States are held by the Federal Government in 
trust for the benefit of the States and for all the 
people of the United States; and any donation of 
them, which is for the general benefit, is not only 
strictly in conformity with the purposes of the trust, 
but unquestionably within the powers granted to 
Congress under the Constitution. J cannot per- 
ceive how it is that the donating the public lands 
to the States for purposes wise and benevolent 
can be considered by the President a usurpation 
of the rights of the States. To usurp is to seize 
upon something wrongfully which belongs to an- 
other; but when the bill proposes ‘to give to the 
States, and not to take from them, I am wholly 
at a loss to understand how and upon what prin- 
ciple the President reconciles it to the idea of the 
Federal Government usurping the rights of the 
sovereign States—I have yet to learn that Con- 
gress has no power to legislate for the benefit of 
the people, or that all donations of lands or money 
for their benefit were in violation of State rights 
and of the Federal Constitution. There is no 
Senator on this floor who will go further to main- 
tain the rights of the States, as reserved to them 
by the Federal Constitution, than I will; but to 
maintain that the Congress has no power to make, 
and the State governments no power to receive, 
such donations as are contemplated in the bill 
which the President has returned, with his objec- 
tions, to the Senate, is, in my judgment, uphold- 
ing the rights of the States with a vengeance. I 
am no latitudinarian in the construction of the 
Federal Constitution, and perhaps would go as 
faras any Senator on this floor in maintaining 
the constitutional rights of the States, and of 
keeping separate and apart the powers which 
properly belong to the Federal Government and 
those justly appertaining to the States. But I 
cannot understand how it is that, if the Federal 
Government can exercise the constitutional power 
of making a grant of lands for one benevolent 
object, it may not do it for another. It has ap- 
propriated lands for roads and canals; it has 
donated, in effect, a large amount of the public 
lands to assist a State in paying off her public 
debt; it has appropriated lands to educational pur- 
poses in the States in which the lands lie; it has 
given them to States within which they do not lie 
for similar purposes; it has appropriated large 
sums of money to the building of marine hospitals 
in different States, to minister to the wants and 
comforts of the unfortunate and wretched class of 
citizens described in the different acts making the 
appropriations. It has given, time and again, 
large sums of money, and large portions of the 
public lands, for other purposes—some benevolent 
and some speculative, and all without any express 
grant of power under the Federal Constitution; 
and now, when we are about to vote away thou- 
sands and thousands of acres of the public domain 
to all such as may settle on them, whether they 
be citizens or foreigners, we are gravely told by 
the President that a grant, by Congress, of a por- 
tion of this same public domain, for an object the 
most humane and the most benevolent, and which 
appeals most strongly to the sympathies of every 
heart capable of feeling for the misfortunes of the 


| and for layin, 2 fou 
| schools and education ‘in the new States. 


i 


‘most unhappy of mankind, is’ interdicted»by: the 


spirit of the Constitution, and a. violation-of ‘the 
rights andan encroachment on the sovereignty of 
the States. PERS 
E will, ata proper time, take occasion to present ` 
to the Senate the reasons why, in my opinion, 
the bill which has not received the sanction: of the 
President is strictly in conformity with the Consti- ` 
tution: of the- country, and strictly in harmony 
with the uniform legislation of Congress. [ think 
I shall be able to demonstrate this, at least I hope 
to be able to do so, and to show that this: bill;:-be- 
nevolent in its purposes, is strictly in conformity 
with the principles on which this Government has 
heretofore acted, and strictly in conformity with 
the great principles upon which it should act under 
the Constitution of the United ®fates. But, as I 
before remarked, it is not my purpose now to 
discuss the question. I merely wished to define 
my position in relation to it, as it is now:presented 
to the Senate. i 
Mr. BELL. Mr. President, very great. gratis 
fication has been expressed by two or three hon» 
orable Senators upon this occasion, and it had 
been said that now we may have some hope of 
bringing this Governmefit within the pale and 
limits of the Constitution in disposing of this great 
common fund, the public domain of the country. 
One honorable Senator, I believe, alluded to'what 
we have often heard stated upon this floor by 
several Senators, that our appropriation ofthe 
public lands heretofore has been wasteful. : Hither 
the same, or another Senator, has said to-day, 
that it had been upon no principle. The Senator 
from Virginia, now congratulates the Senate and 
the country that we are to have this question made 


| upon some great moral principle, to bring back 


the exercise uf the powers of this Government in 
relation to this great national fund within the limits 
of the Constitution, and in conformity with its 
principles. Now, I wish some of those honor- 


| able Senators to tell me in what has consisted this 


great, irregular, unconstitutional waste of the pub- 


i lic lands; and upon what do they found this ex- 


traordinary gratification on this occasion at the 
prospect of having a change, for I suppose, from 
what has been said, that they propose a change in 
the practice of the Government in relation to the 
appropriation of the public lands, 
do not mean to cite the occasional appropria- 

tions which have been heretofore made of the pub- - 
lic lands with a view to rely upon them;'such, for 
example, as the township of land to Connecticut 
to found an institution for the instruction of the 
deaf and-dumb in 1819, and a similar appropria- 
tion to Kentucky, at a subsequent period in 1826. 
Take out all these occasional appropriations, ex~ 
clude them entirely from the argument, throw them 
aside as being irregular, and what do we find? 1 
may say here, in passing, that such appropriations 
as these constitutea very small, and almost invisi- 
ble fraction of the enormous amount of the public 
land which has been appropriated. I have not ex- 
amined the reports oy, public document from the 
Departments in relation to the subject, but I know 
itis said thata hundred millions of acres of the 
public lands have heretofore been appropriated 
—not sold, and the money paid into the Treasury ; 
but this large quantity of land has been given to 
the States in which the lands lie for the purposes 
of education, and for the purpose of aiding them 
in the construction of works of internal improve- 
ment. It was only a few years ago, as you know, 
sir, that we appropriated seven hundred and fifty 
thousand acres of land, with scarcely any debate 
or controversy in the Senate, for the construction 
of a canal around the falls at the Sault St. Mary 
—to overcome obstructions in the straits, between 
Lake Huron and Lake Superior. aw 

The great mass of these appropriations has 
been for the support. of internal improvements, 
the foundations of a system of 
Then 
again they have received large grants of swamp 
lands; but take them out of view, regard them as 
not constituting one of the items about which the 
old States-should complain; suppose they should 
amount to twenty or thirty millions of acres, still 
there would remain sixty or seventy-five millions 
of acres which have been voted away for the gen- 
eral purposes which I have enumerated—for in- 
ternal improvements and educational purposes in 
the new States. # 

I-say, that taking out of the caleulation alto- 
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gether the swamp lands, and the Connecticut ap- 


propriation in 1819, and the Kentucky appropria- | 


tion in 1826, and similar appropriations, there 
still remain sixty or seventy millions of acres 
which it is contended have been improperly ap- 
propriated. ‘This is the great national fund, as | 
understand, which gentlemen say has been wasted. 
The Senator from Georgia said this message is 


an attempt to ingraft a new principle upon which į 


these public lands are hereafter to be appropriated, 
and itis therefore that he urges and others urge 
that a pause in the legislation of the country is to 


be made, and that we are at liberty now to con- | 


sider whether we will not reform the practice of 


the Government, and its former course in relation | 


to the public lands. 


Mr. BROWN. Will my friend from Tennes- || 
see allow me, at this point, and in this connection, | 


to state one historical fact ? 


Mr. BELL. With great pleasure. 


Mr. BROWN. Inthe year 1803, I think, a | 


law passed Congress, endowing a college in Mis- 
sissippi with the grant of a township of land. 
That college was located in the southern part of 
the State. There were no public lands anywhere 
in the vicinity; but some twenty years afterwards 
the land was located, much of it two hundred 
miles away from the college, so that the existence 


of the college there could have had no influence : 


whatever upon the price of the land, and that 


could not have been any part of the consideration | 


in making the grant. 
Mr. WELLER. 
and not in the State, of Mississippi. 
Mr. BROWN. I suppose the power of Con- 


gress over public lands is the same in the States | 


as in the Territories, if it be the proprietor. Mr. 
Jefferson was President at the time, and he ap- 
proved that bill, It was among the earliest grants 
of public lands which were made. If he was not 
among the strictest constructionists of the Con- 
stitution, | confess I have never known or read of 
anybody who was. 

Ar. BELL. There are, no doubt, numerous 
cases of that kind; but I was taking a brief and 
general view of the question, in order to extract, 
if 1 could, an answer, especially from the Senator 
of Virginia, to the inquiry which I was proposing. 


I remember that five hundred thousand acres were | 


at one time appropriated for the benefit of the 
‘Cleveland canal in Ohio. Lhave not heard any- 
thing of that improvement for a long while. An- 
other appropriation of five hundred thousand acres 
was made for Alabama, at about the same period 
of time. The inquiry which I was about pro- 
posing was this: what is it that it is proposed to 
check? 
what past course is it, that js so much deprecated ? 
And why is this degree of gratification expressed 
at the veto of this bill, appropriating ten millions 
of acres for the benefit of the insane in every State 
of the Union, in as equitable a proportion to each 
as it is possible and practicable for legislation to 
accomplish ? 
fore that the sixty or sevéfity millions of acres to 
which 1 have alluded, or, including the swamp 
lands, one hundred millions of acres, have been 


appropriated to objects exclusively within the new | 


States. The old States have felt it to be a griev- 


ance, an injustice, a wrong in the practice of the | 
‘Government, thus partially and unequally to dis- | 
tribute this great national property, which belongs | 


to all the States, which was purchased by the 


common treasure of the country, for the equal | 


benefit of all the States. 

Does the honorable Senator from Virginia un- 
derstand that the principles of this message will 
equalize the appropriation of the public domain 
hereafter as among all the States, and that this 


of which so many complaints have been made, is 
to be corrected ? 
orable Senator from Virginia, in the very earnest 
and eloquent appeal which he has made on behalf 
of the principles of this message? 

Are we to have another fifty millions, or one 
hundred millions of acres of public lands appro- 
priated in the same way hereafter? Or, does he 
understand that the principles of the message put 
an end for the future to ali such appropriations or 
donations to the new States? 

I do not mean, now, to go into the argument of 
the question, whether that inequality is justified 
upon the principle alluded to by the honorable 
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That was in the Territory, || 


What practice of the Government is it, | 


The complaint has been hereto- | 


Ís that the meaning of the hon- į 


|! Senator from Georgia, which seems to be satis- 
factory to himself; that is, that these grants to the 
‘| new States are nothing more than what æ prudent 


i! the improvement of his estate. Ido not propose, 
i| now, to go into that inquiry, and see whether that 
‘| bea solid ground for any distinction atall. i have 
|| myself, as it is weil known, voted generally for 
i| those appropriations on great public and general 
|| considerations, regarding them as redounding to 
|i the benefit of the whole country, as well as to the 
advantage of the individual States, to whom these 
appropriations were made; for i hold that no rail- 
|| road can be constructed throughout the extent of 
li Hlinois, or Missouri, or lowa, or of Arkansas, 
‘| which does not contribute to the general welfare, 


whole country. But, nevertheless, when you 
come to the question of the power of Congress 
| thus to discriminate, and when the President him- 
self assumes the principle that when we appropri- 
ate land it is the same as though we appropriate 
money, the question becomes a much more im- 
portant one. 
volume of wealth that flows into every part of 
this Union, is added to by a public improvement 
made in any part of it; and yet we know, that the 
most considerable benefit is derived to the im- 
mediate neighborhood, locality, or State, or Ter- 
ij ritory in which these improvements are made. 
Does the honorable Senator from Virgimia under- 
stand the principles of this message as being such 


! mode in which the public lands have heretofore 
been so unequally disposed of? 
l am not able to state the fact from any careful 


gether, have not remunerated the common treas- 


remunerated it, for the expense of the purchase 
and acquisition of the public lands, and for the 


ding the lands given to the several new States. 
; This is a fact which should have some influence 
on us. 

| Now, sir, this question is becoming one of more 
ii importance, and one requiring much graver con- 
ji sideration than I had supposed, and I wish to 


! honorable Senators, who, perhaps, have compre- 
hended the principles upon which the President 
| has proceeded, more correctly than 1 have in re- 
| gard toit. | presume that, standing in the relation 
that the honorable Senator from Virginia does to 
the public administration of the country, he has 


ji ascertained what the principles of the message 
ij 


| ry’s desk, for a knowledge of its contents; but 


matured, and that he is aware of them. What I 
wish, if I can getat it now, isto know whether 
it is the understanding of that honorable Senator 


| plaint in the old States. 
i to hear from the honorable Senator from South 


with great confidence, that I am not trespassing on 


There has been great complaint on the part of 
the old States, on account of the enormous magni- 
i| tude and quantity of the public domain given for 
i) purposes of local improvement in the States in 
‘| which the public land happens to lie, while not an 
jj acre has been given to the other States, who are 


r : | destitute of public lands, to aid in making their | 
inequality which has been felt to be so great, and | 


public improvements. The consequence is, that 


il 
i| sisters in works of internal improvement, because 
ii the old States have not had this liberality extended 
| to them by the General Government. I have no 
i| Strict right, perhaps, to call on the honorable Sen- 
‘| ator from Virginia for an answer to my question, 
ii but after what has been said, I think ‘it is due to 
i the country that we should know what that hon- 


| orable Senator understands to be the extent of the 


‘| principle, or the limitation of the principle laid 
i| down by the President. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did not intend, Mr. Pres- 
|i ident, to engage in the general discussion of this 


I 
H 
il 


|| proprietor would do in making an expenditure for l 


and the increase of the general prosperity of the | 


We all know that the accumulated ' 


as will, for the future, remove that objection to the | 


examination of my own, but iam told that all | 
i| the moneys received into the Treasury of the Uni- 
|; ted States from the public lands, taking them alto- | 


ury of the country, or, at least, not more than | 


i| cost of surveying and selling them, without inclu- | 


| ascertain, if L can, what is the understanding of | 


| are, and has not been dependent upon a casual | 
| reading of the document to-day from the Secreta- ; 
| 


that its principles have been well considered and | 


that no more land appropriations are to be made | 
ij in the manner that has given rise to so much com- | 
I should be pleased also, | 
Carolina on this subject. I make this request {| 


any rule of propriety in propounding the question. į 


the new States, though the junior sisters of the |: 
Union, are far in advance of some of their older | 


l 

question now, as there seemed to be an under- 
| standing on the part of the Senate that it should 
| be postponed till next Monday. I hoped that 
i when that understanding was arrived at, the dis- 
|| cussion would have been entirely dropped until 
|i that time, so that we could have an opportunity 

of reading the message, and could go into the dis- 
| cussion after full preparation, and with a thorough 
understanding of its principles. But certain things 
have been@said by some Senators here which I 
deem it proper to notice at this time. Much has 
been said about the extravagant, the wasteful dis- 
i posinon which has been made of the public lands 

In the grants to the new States. The Senator 

from Tennessee thinks that perhaps one hundred 
i) millions of acres have been appropriated for them, 
and that the rapid growth and advancement of 
: those new Siates are attributable to the bounty 
| of the Federal Government. 

Mr. BELL. I said nothing on that subject. I 
| said that in consequence of those appropriations 
of land they were far in advance in their systems 
of internal improvement. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Vermont 
talked about ¢* unclean ”’ Jegislation, and railroad 
| grants, and land monopolists, and land specula- 
| tors, asif there were something dishonorable and 
| corrupt in that legislation for the benefit of the new 
| States. Now, sir, | am not aware that the repre- 
| sentatives of the new States here have ever advo- 
cated grants of land to them upon any other prin- 
ciple than that recognized in the President’s veto 
message now upon your table; that is, upon the 
principle of what a landbolder would do for the 
improvement and management of his own estate. 
My own State has received a very large grant of 
land for railroad purposes, it is true. Every Sen- 
ator will bear me witness that I based its advocacy 
on that ground, and upon none other, l placed 
it upon the ground that you had lands there which 
you had offered for sale for from twenty to forty 
|; years at $1 25 per acre, and could not sell; but 
| we said, if you would give us half the land on 
condition that we should construct a railroad, we 
would enable you to sell them at $2 50 an acre. 
Sir, the facts prove that the prediction has been 
realized. ‘The lands have readily and rapidly sold 
at $2 50, where you could not get $1 25 for them 
before the grant, 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend from Hlinois 
allow me a word? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. Does not the Senator know 
that within the last few weeks we have passed a 
bill ‘authorizing a very considerable quantity of 
this same land to be taken at $1 25 per acre, and 
the President has approved it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not aware of the fact. 

Mr. BROWN. I know it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In Ilinois? 

Mr. BROWN. In all the States where we 
have made such railroad grants. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What is the bill? 

Mr. BROWN. I forget the title of it, but its 
provision is that all who oceupied the land, and 
who were on it at the time the President took it 
out of the market, whether before or after the 
grant, shall have their land for $1 25 per acre. 

Mr: PETTIT. It is to secure preémption 
rights. 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. That is to say, it allows the 
settlers to do this if they had secure! preémption 
rights before the passage of the grant. 

Mr. BROWN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; 
the preémption right was nat secured. If the pre- 
emption right was secured, there was no necessity 
for additional legislation, It was precisely be- 
| cause the settler had not secured his preémption 
i that you were compelled to come in and secure it 
i to him. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
tion, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. lcan only say, that if a law 
has passed reducing the price of any of these 
lands from §2 50 to $1 25 per acre in my State, it 
was unnecessary, and I should not have advised 
it to be done. 

Mr. BROWN. I can assure the Senator that 
' it has been done; end the President has approved 
i the bill 
|| Mr. STUART. If the Senator from Ilinois 
I will allow me, I can explain what that is; and I 
i think it will be seen that the honorable Senator 
li from Mississippi is slightly mistaken. 


It was an inchoate preémp- 


l 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr: BROWN. Ishould be glad to be corrected, | 
if I am. 

Mr. STUART. The law was intended, in the | 
first instance, to apply simply to the State of Ar- | 
kansas, for it was not known that any difficulty 
of the kind existed elsewhere in the United States; 
but upon a suggestion the bill was made general, 
and its eff€ct is simply this: Where settlers were 
upon the public lands, occupying and cultivating 
them for purposes of preémption, prior to any 
grant at all having been made, and had not com- 
plied with the law in proving their preémptions, 
this law was made to remedy that evil, and the effect 
of it, as the Senator will seein a moment, is simply 
to be precisely what it would be if the land had 
been sold. It does not affect the terms on which 
grants are made at all. The principle remains 
unaffected. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand it differently. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not think it is material | 
to this argument. | 

Mr. BROWN. But I think it is—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Hlinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will yield it. 

Mr. BROWN. Unless the Senator is willing, 
Ido not wish to say a word; but [ understand 
the principle involved in the bill to be this, that if 
there was a settler upon the land before it was 
withdrawn from sale by the President’s proclama- 
tion, either in anticipation of a grant or after a 
granthad been made, then, notwithstanding the 
grant has been made and his rights have been cut 
off, the act steps in and allows him to take the 
land at gf 25 an acre. If he had been entitled to 
the preémption, as Í have said before, there would 
have been no necessity for the additional legisla- 
tion, Jt was precisely because he was not enti- 
tled to the preémption that Congress stepped in 
and gave it to him. Therefore,if you have the 
right to take one quarter section of land which 
you had raised to $2 50 an acre, because you had 
given the adjoining quarter section for a railroad, 
and hence made it worth $2 50 an acre, and re- 
duce it to $) 25, the original price of the land, the 
principle is established that you may reduce the 
whole of it, if you think proper, to the same stand- 
ard; because if you can reduce one eighth, you 
may reduce the whole; your jurisdiction and 
power over the one eighth is your jurisdiction 
and power over the whole. Now I wish to say, 
lest there should be any misconception as tomy 
position on the subject, that I approved that act. 
1 voted for it most cordially; and if it should come 
here a thousand times, I would vote for it a thou- 
sand times over, justifying myself every time 
under that clause of the Constitution which gives 
Congress the power “to dispose of’ the public 
lands, which I apprehend is a power unlimited, 
unless you undertake to dispose of them for some 
purpose inhibited by the Constitution. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do notdeem 
it necessary to make any reply to what the Senator | 
from Mississippi has said, because jt has no bear- | 
ing at all on what I was proceeding to say, that | 
the grants to Ulinois for railroads were advocated | 
upon the ground, and only upon the ground, that 
they would enhance the value ofthe public domain, 
so as to put as much, or more, money into the 
Treasury than you otherwise could have got if the 
grant were not made. The bill was passed upon | 
that ground, and its practical operation thus far 
fully justifies the expectations of those who advo- 
cated its passage. The grant of land to which the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. Betz] has referred, 
for the Sault St. Mary canal, was advocated upon | 
the ground that there were fifty, or perhaps nearly 
a hundred, millions of acres of land above those | 
falls, which were inaccessible in consequence of 
the obstruction, and it was said that the granting 
of seven hundred and fifty thousand acres, by 
making the fifty millions accessible, would enhance 
the value of those fifty millions to a greater extent 
than the value of thegrant. 

Mr: BUTLER. I wish only to say a word as 
to that grant, if the Senator will allow me. I do 
not say that the Senator from Illinois has not 
given the reasons, but I say, in reference to the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] that the 
avowed ground upon which he asked for that 
appropriation of land was, that it was a war 
measure. _ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from South 
Carolina will discover soon, that he is slightly 


mistaken in the correction he makes. ~ The Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Cass} brought forward 
the proposition for a grant of money upon the 
ground that it was a war measure. ł made a 
speech against the money grant, on the ground 
that it was not a necessary war measure, but that 
it was expedient for commerce, and for the en- 
hancementof the value of the Jands, and stated, ifhe 
would agree to strike out the money appropriation 
and make it a grant of land, | would advocate it. 
The money clause was stricken out, and the land 
grant was inserted upon that argument, and the 
bill was pee upon that ground—the war argu- 
ment an 

doned. 

The position that I take is this—that the grants 
of lands to the new States, have been advocated 
upon the ground that they enhance the value of 
the residue of the public domain. Congress has 
passed them upon that ground. Whether the facts 
always turn out that the principle on which the 
grant was made is fully sustained by the result, is 
a different question. But, sir, we ask the grant 
on no other ground, and | supposed that when the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Foor] voted for these 
bills, he was voting for them upon that legitimate pa- 
triotic ground upon which their friends have acted. 
I did not suppose that he thought it was ‘ unclean 
legislation’? when he advocated it. When he 
brought forward a bill at this session, and advo- 
cated it strenuously for a railroad through Florida, 
I did not suppose that he thought it was ‘unclean 
legislation’? or that he was the agent of land job- 
bers and land robbers, who were trying to fleece 
the public treasury for their benefit. í had no 
idea that when he advocated these measures, he 
confessed to any such principle of action. Sir, I 
deny that those of us from the new States, who 
have advocated these grants, have advocated them 


upon any such reason or grounds, as have been as- | 


signed orintimated by the Senator from Vermont. 

Whenever the land grants which we propose 
for the West cannot be justified upon the princi- 
ple that we are doing what a wise, honest, and 
judicious land owner would do in the disposition 
and management of his own estate, { do not wish 
the Senate to give their sanction and support to 
our measures. Hence it is unnecessary to cite 
these “vast” appropriations to the new State as an 
argument upon this bill. The President has drawn 
the distinction to which I have alluded. If these 
appropriations were a violation of that principle, 
then you may say that they do not sustain the as- 
sumption of fact made by the President. Butthe 
friends of these appropriations, so far as 1 know, 
place them upon that principle; and, as a general 
thing, I think the result has sustained practically 
the truth of that assumption. 

Mr. BELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL. The Illinois bin, was, I believe, 
the model for the other bills; and it gave every 
alternate section six miles each side of the road, 
but if a sufficient number could not be found there 
on account of having been taken by settlers, by 
purchasers or preémption claimants, the company 
had the right to go fifteen miles in each direction, 
right and left of the road, and select the remainder 
of the lands. Now, upon any consideration of 
equivalents, of reciprocal benefits to the Treasury 
and the road, | would like the honorable Senator 
to state, asa specimen, to show the working of 


the principle upon which these donations are | 


made—if itis upon that ground alone, the exer- 
cise of the privilege of a prudent proprietor—what 
proportion of the lands on either side of that road, 
or both sides, for six miles, remains to be sold at 
$2 50 anacre? Is it not very small? f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. {[ cannot answer specific- 
ally. Let the honorable Senator finish the ques- 
tion, and I will answer as I can. 

Mr. BELL. I desire to know whether the 
amount is considerable? It is only within the 
zone of land of six miles in extent on both sides, 


that the alternate sections are doubled in price. | 


What I mean to illustrate—the honorable Senator 
can illustrate it—is that it is only a principle as- 
sumed in name to get clear of the difficulty. 1 do 
not mean that it is altogether in name. But J 
desire to know whether practically and substan- 
tially the results are snch as that principle would 
seem to demand in the eye of a prudent proprie- 
tor, whether he is remunerated for the donation 


the money. appropriation being. aban- | 


he has made, by any equivalent in the salé of the 
small quantity of lands that are sold at the in~: 
creased value. i f pi DEA 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I cannot an- 
swer precisely what proportion of these Jards 
were Within six miles, and what were outside the 
six miles and within fifteen; but f can state the 
general course of that road was through. praitie 
lands, distant from market and from timber, where, 
without the road, the lands would not have brought 
twenty-five cents an acre. You had had some of 
them in the market for forty years at $125. per 
acre, and could not sell them. If you could have 
sold them for $1 25 per-acre when-they were first 
brought into the market, the interest on the money 
would have been more than they are worth at 
$1 25 an acre now. Since you passed the bill, and 
the road has been put under contract, a large pro- 
portion of them have been sold, and every acre 
will be sold, I have no doubt, at the advanced 
price of $2 50 an acre, 

But my object is not to defend railroad bills to- 
day. It is merely to repel the impression that is 
attempted to be put upon the public mind, that the 
new States of the Union have been getting more 
than their share of the public lands. 

Sir, wherever you have granted them to us 
we have rendered you more than an equivalent. 
Take the grants of the sixteenth sections, if you 
please. You made agrant of the sixteenth sec- 
tion in every township in the State of Illinois, on 
condition that the State of Ilinois would never, as 
a sovereign State of the Union, tax the remainder 
of your lands. Why, sir, the taxes in ten years.on 
your lands would have been worth twice as much 
as the whole sixteenth sections you gave. .We 
pay you, by thatexemption from taxation, for the 
sixteenth sections, twice, three times, and in the 
whole period, before your title is extinguished, 
perhaps ten times as much as the lands would 
have been worth. Sir, do not tell me that they 
would not have been subject to taxation, but for 
that consideration; for I believe your courts have 
held that the property of the United States within 
the States is subject to taxation, unless it is ex- 
empted by special arrangement. Hence we find 
it necessary, when we make an appropriation for 
a custom-house in one of the cities, or for a court- 
house, to put in a clause by which the State shall 
consent to exempt it from taxation for all time to 
come, as a condition of its construction. 

Then, sir, when you charge to our account the 
sixteenth section in each township of the new 
States, we ask you to credit the account by the 
amount of taxes that you would otherwise have 
had to pay us, and ought to have paid us for the 
jand you owned in the State. We made a bar- 
gain with you. We agreed to exempt the lands 
from taxation in consideration of those granted 
lands. Wethave fulfilled our part of the agree- 
ment, and now you wish to taunt us as if it were 
a gift. You made the bargain with us‘when you 
had the power to coerce us into submission. We 
were a Territory applying for admission into the 
Union; and you would not let us come in until 
we agreed to that hard bargain which you imposed 
onus. We did agree toit. We keptit in good 
faith. Wenever taxed your property. Wehave 
been content with the terms of it; and now weareto 
be taunted, asif we had been grabbing and stealing 
all the public lands within our reach. It is only 
to repel these charges that I rose. 

But, sir, without going into that, I say, as a 
western man, representing a new State, in which 
there are many millions of acres of public lands, 
that I am willing to abide by the principle that 
Congress shail dispose of those lands in such a 
manner as a pradent land proprietor would in the 
disposition of his own estate; and if we cannot 
bring any of our claims clearly within that prin- 
ciple, in the judgment of the Senate, we do not 
ask you to pass them. . Sats 

But, this is a departure from the real point in- 
volved in this measure. It is not pretended that 
the disposition that is to be made in the bill of 
ten million of acres for the insane is designed or 
expected to enhance the value of the public do- 
main. -It is not put upon the principle of a land 
owner enhaneing the value of his estate. It is put 
upon the principle of an appropriation for a char- 
itable purpose; that the condition of the insane 
appeals strongly to our sympathies; that we have 
funds eriough in the Treasury, and lands enough 
belonging to the United States; and that, therefore, 
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we should either take those funds out of the Treas- 
ury, or vote the public property for this charita- 
ble purpose. Now, sir, I think when that prop- 
osition is made, we ought to stop and reflect as to 
its tendency and its consequences. I can see no 
teason, why, if you make an appropriation for 
the insane, as the message has well said, you 
should not make it for the deaf, for the dumb, 
for the blind, for the poor, for the destitute and 
needy, whatever their condition may be. The 
same humane impulses that would prompt us to 


do the one, would prompt us to do the other; and | 


is it not a proposition, therefore, that all of these 
objects of charity, that all these matters which 
commend themselves to our humanity, shall be 
withdrawn from the jurisdiction of the States, 
and brought within the power, and ‘the influence, 
and the protection of the Federal Government. l 
think, sir, it is a proposition to usurp, if you 
please, or, if you do not like that term, to draw 
by your power and your wealth within the circle 
of this Government, that which properly belongs 
to the local authorities of the States, and which 
can be better managed by them. I think that is 
the great principle involved; and it is one that we 
must look distinctly in the face. | But, I see no 
reason why, if this principle is to be carried out, 
we should confine it to the insane. ‘Why not go 
further, and include every man who is destilute, 
or every man who is incapable of taking care of 
himself—the unfortunate and the infirm of every 
description ? 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. 
allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does he not be- 
lieve in our constitutional power to give land to 
he homeless? Is he not in favor of the homestead 

ih? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not choose to bring the 
discussion of those other questions into this meas- 
ure. ‘The Senator will find out, when that bill 

_ comes up, whether L am for it or not; and I will 
be ready to meet him, if | do advocate it, upon the 
principle that I now advance; and I can tell him 
that,if I do not bring it within the principle 1 now 
lay down, I shall not be for it; if I can bring it 
within that principle, I shall be for it. But I do 
not choose to have my mind diverted from the 
present argument, by a reference to other measures 
which are hereafter to be acted upon. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | hope my friend 
will not get in a passion about it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Not atall. I was never in 
better humor in my life. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I know you are 
always in a good humor; and soam I. (Laugh- 
ter.] But when the Senator asserted the principle 
laid down by him to-day, when I had supposed 
he was my friend and ally upon the homestead 
bill, | was afraid I was about to lose him; and I 
really wanted to inquire whether L was in danger 
ot losing so valuable an ally. I am with him upon 
the homestead bill. I am for this bill; but, if Con- 
gress has no power over the public lands 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator allow me 

` to ask which side of the homestead bill be is on? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, Jam in favor of 
its passage. Which side are you on? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is unnecessary for the 
Senator to ask on which side I am, because he 
has told the Senate twice that he is with me. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I thought | was; 
but I wanted to find out. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And now [ean tell him that, 
he being with me on the homestead bill, when that 
question comes up, I will give him reasons for his 
vote which he can stand upon and fear no danger. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will my friend 
allow me to ask him the question again? lam 
really at a loss to know whether he is for or 
against the mill-dam. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ican state to him at once. 
It is unnecessary to attempt to divert me from my 
argument. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
desire, I assure the Senator. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think I was treading on 
his corns, and therefore he wanted to draw me off. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tor’s pardon, I have no corns to be trod upon, 
[laughter;} but still I would like to know whether 
he is with me or not on the homestead bill, for 1 
am for it. 


Will the Senator 


I have no such 


I beg the Sena- | 


| 
! 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not so sure whether I 
am with him or not, because i am not so sure 
of his position; butas he has pledged himself to 
be with me, he has no right to ask further ques- 
tions. lL hold him to his terms, and will let him 
know his duty on the homestead bill time enough 
for him to vote accordingiy. Lions 

I was saying, Mr. President, that this bill in- 
volves a principle which we must meet fairly in 
the face. The consequences to grow out of it are 
of vast importance. i do not believe that the con- 
dition of the insane, or of thedeaf, or the dumb, or 
the blind, or the poor, will be benefited by with- 
drawing them from the jurisdiction of the States, 


‘and placing them under the Federal Government. 


Then, again, if we are to furnish the means for 
the purpose of buiiding asylums, and hospitals, 
and poorhouses, and public buildings for these 
indigent persons, is it not proper that those means 
should be under our own jurisdiction ? Whenever 


you establish the principle that one government is | 


to furnish the means, and another is to expend the 
money, you will found a system of extravagance, 
the like of which you have not witnessed in any 
branch of this Government. 

I hold that, if the means are to be furnished by 
this Government, the jurisdiction must be under 
it, and its officers must be responsible to it, in 
order that you may hold them to a strict account- 
ability. But, sir, L am not willing to invade the 
States, and withdraw this class of people from 
their jurisdiction. { believe that their interests, 


their safety, their comfort, require that we should | 
keep them where they are, under the protection | 


of the State and local authorities. The States will 


do more for purposes of philanthropy, and hu- į 


manity, and charity, if left to themselves, than 


this Government will, if we assume jurisdiction | 


over the subject, Nearly all the States in the Union 
are now erecting -hospitals and other charitable 
institutions. My own State has made large ex- 
penditures, and is establishing a good system of 
institutions for almost all these classes of people; 
and I believenearly every other State in the Union 
is doing so, Wealthy personsalso are establishing 


asylums for objects of charity. They are under | 


the direction of the local authorities; they are 
managed by the local authorities; and those au- 
thorities will manage them more prudently and 
economically than this Government possibly can. 

Why, sir, if this Government is to establish 


; institutions for these purposes, how many are 


you to have? If only one or two, it would be 
more expensive to take the invalid to the institu- 
tion, perhaps, than it would be to support him; 
and yet, if you are going to establish one at every 
neighborhood, or every county, where is your 
revenue to come from by which those institu- 
tions are to be erected and sustained? Jt opens a 
door to the extension of the power of this Gov- 


į ernment and its jurisdiction, in derogation of the 


rights of the States to a wider and more fearful 
extent than any bill or proposition which I have 
ever known to be presented. But, sir, that is the 
great principle, so far as I could judge from the 


hasty reading of that message, which the message ! 


involves. The remainder of it, in reference to 
the public Jands, contains only observations, for 
the purpose of showing that the principle laid 
down in the message does not conflict with those 
grants which have heretofore usually been made to 
the new States of the Union. That great princi- 
ple I wish to see discussed. I shall be glad to 


see a thorough and full discussion. I am pre- |! 
pared to maintain what I understand to be thel; 
principle of that message, by argument; and if | 


the measures which I advocate cannot square by 
that principle, cannot stand upon it, then let them 
fall; for a sound and correct principle of this Gov- 


ernment is more important to me than any mere į; 
matter of expediency, that lasts only for a day or | 


for a year. But, sir, d will not go into this dis- 
cussion now. I felt this much to be due to the 
State which I represent, and to my own section, 
in repelling the idea that we wish any other dis- 
position of the publie lands than that which a 
prudent land proprietor would make in the dispo- 
sition of his own property. 

Mr. WELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. COOPER. If the Senator will give way, 
T will move an adjournment. 

Mr. WELLER. 
ther discussed to-night, I prefer to be heard upon 
it now. 


H 


| 
i 
| 
| 


i 


| 
| 
| 
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| 
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| 
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If the question is to be fur- || 


| 


i} Mr. WELLER. 
i} Senator from Virginia is prepared to answer the 


Mr. COOPER. If the Senator gives way, I 
will move an adjournment, so that he will have 
the floor. 

Several Senators. 
consideration. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Next Monday was the day 
agreed upon, 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senate wifl agree to 
postpone the consideration of the question until 
Monday Next, that course will receive the sanc- 
tion of my judgment, because | think the whole 
of this discussion to-day has been an improper 
one. It is better far to discuss the questions in- 
volved in the message when we come to voteupon 
the question of reconsideration on the day that 
may be fixed. Every Senator who has spoken 
to-day has complained that he had but indis- 
tinctly heard the message read at the Secretary ’s 
table. Weali want to investigate it, for, all other 
things being equal, 1 apprehend a Senator can 
speak better on a subject about which he knows 
something. df the message be printed, it will be 
our duty to investigate it closely, and examine 
the principles involved in it, and then we shall be 
able to vote understandingly on the question of 
| reconsideration. But here we have had a dis- 
| cussion to-day, a very general and comprehen- 
sive one, covering the whole message, upon a 
| mere question of printing. And what is the ob- 
i ject of printing? One object is, to enable every 
| Senator to examine the question calmly and delib- 
i 


Let us fix a day for its 


‘ erately, in. order that he may be able to vote un- 


derstandingly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Will the 
Senator from California allow me to ask him to 
what day he proposes to postpone the considera- 
tion of the subject? 

Several Senarors. Say Monday. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
| prefer Monday week. 
| Mr. WELLER. My object is to geta day 
now assigned for the reconsideration of this ques- 
tion, Ifthe Senate will agree to take the vote on 
| the motion submitted by the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia, I will yield the floor at once; and on Monday 
next we can enter into a full discussion of the sub- 
; ject. We can then have a fair field and an open 
' fight on the old issue between strict construction- 
| ists and latitudinarians; and upon this question 
| everybody knows where I stand, and everybody 
will know where my friend from Tennessee has 
| always stood. 
| Mr. BELL. Will the Senator allow me? 
Will he wait until I can get an answer to my 
question from the Senator from Virginia? 

I do not think the honorable 


I should 


| question of the Senator from Tennessee until he 
| has read the message; for to my knowledge, he 
was engaged in discussion with me at the very 
time the Clerk was reading it; and | take it for 
granted that he never saw it until it was read at 
the Clerk’s desk. Now I want to give the Sena- 
tor from Virginia an opportunity to examine the 
question. I have great confidence in his judgment, 
and I doubt not that, after examination, he willbe 
able to give a satisfactory answer to my friend 
from Tennessee. He has also interrogated my 
friend from South Carolina on this subject. Ihave 
the utmost confidence in his judgment, and I 
would rather have his judgment on the question 
| after he had investigated it than now, when, per- 
| haps, he does not fully comprehend it. Now, 
having said this much, I have a little motion to 
submit, which ordinarily terminates discussion 
here, and that is that the Senate do now adjourn. 
| Several Sewarors. Let us take the vote on 
| printing. 
| Mr. WELLER. 


I withdraw the motion, as 
there seems to be a disposition upon the part of 
i the Senate now to fix some day for taking the 
| question on reconsideration. 

| Mr.GWIN. What day shall be fixed depends 
_ very much with me, upon what disposition is 
| made of another and a much greater question than 
| this, which 1 propose soon to bring before the 
Senate. I should, therefore, prefer not to say 
: Monday next. 
H 
1 


| Several Mempers. Monday week. 
Mrs GWIN. Monday week would suit ex- 
actly, | 
_ Mr. WELLER. I do not know that the ques- 
| tion to which my colleague alludes is more im- 
| portant than this, because the construction which 
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is given to the veto message by some Senators 
will affect very much the important measure to 
which he alludes, and, therefore, it may be in- 
volved in this question. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of printing is yet undisposed of; perhaps there 
would. be no objection to taking the vote upon 
that. 

Mr BROWN. Before that vote is taken, I 
desire to say that I had intended to ask the Sena- 
tor from Illinois the same question which was 

ropounded by the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Pones] that is, as to whether he is an advocate of 
the homestead bill? I have always understood 
that Senator to be in favor of that measure; and 
when he had answered it, | intended to have fol- 
lowed it up by another inquiry, how he drew the 
distinction upon constitutional principles, between 
making grants of land for the benefit of sane peo- 


ple, and making grants of land for the benefit of | 


those who are insane? I would have asked the 
question, but I did not conceive that I had got 
quite a courteous answer from the honorable 
Senator to my first inquiry; and when I do not 
get courteous answers, Lam not apt to propound 
second inquiries; and inasmuch as the Senator 
trom Hlinois has declined to answer the question, 
I now propound it to the country in this form: If 
the country approves of the homestead bill, ap- 
proves of the policy of giving land to the landless 
who are sane, how shall the country repudiate 
the doctrine of giving land to the homeless who 
are insane? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If there was anything in 
my answer to the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi that was uncourteous, it certainly was not 
so intended. `I did decline going off into these 
remote questions which were put just at the time 
when I was making an argumentupon the present 
question that was pinching gentlemen rather close. 
It looked to me as if these questions were put for 
the purpose of withdrawing my attention. 

Mr. BROWN. It was not so with me. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Each time when J got to that | 


pointagain, another question was asked, to with- 
draw my attention, and I saw there was a sensi- 
tiveness when [ endeavored to approach the real 
question. Therefore I said, when the homestead 
bill eameup, they would know my opinions; but 
there is no use in any disguise, as the Senator 
from Tennessee and the Senator from Mississippi 
say. They know, and all here know, that I am 
an advocate of the homestead bill; but I do not 
choose to go into a discussion of that question 
now, when I conceive that it is brought in merely 
to mystify this question, instead of discussing 
each one by itself, and each upon its own merits. 


If the homestead bill does not come within the | 
principle which I advocate, I shall be against it. | 


If it does, [shall be for it. I do not choose, there- 
fore, to be drawn off; and I do not concede that 
it is the right of any Senator to try to destroy 
another man’s argument by interruptions to with- 
draw him from the point he is discussing. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator is very much mis- 
taken if he supposes I was trying to destroy his 
argument. I wait in painful anxiety, as the whole 
country will wait, for thedistinction between grant- 


ing land to sane people and granting land to the j 


insane. Sir, if you have no constitutional power 
to give land to the Senator from Illinois because 
he is a man of sense, you have no power to-give 
it to some. other man because he is not a man of 
sense; but if you have the power to give it to my 
friend from [Illinois because he is a sane man, 
then, by the same rule of constitutional con- 
struction, you can give it to another man because 
he is insane. I do not understand these refined 
distinctions. E would not for the world charge 
the Senator from Illinois with being for sane men 
because they are voting men. I know he can be 
moved by no such consideration, But what con- 
struction will the country put upon this conduct, 


unless the Senator will deign to put some con- | 


struction on it himself. I appeal to the Senator 
on his own account to define his position, and to 
tell us why it is he is ready to give land to sane 
people, and refuses to give it to those that are 
insane, Unless there shall be some distinction 
drawn why the thing can be done in the one case, 
and cannot be done tn the other, unfavorable con- 
clusions may be drawn; conclusions which, I 
state to you, sir, I think, will be exceedingly 
against the Senator. While I am no guardian of 


| the question is asked, and when the Senator į 


his reputation, I think, as his friend, I am. quite ij 
justified in making such suggestions as will- call 
him up in explanation on a point like this. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam amazed at the Senator 
from Mississippi. After drawing a parallel be- 
tween the sane and the insane, and after I have 
expressly declined to go into the discussion of the 
homestead bill upon this question, because it was 
irrelevant, he goes on to make a suggestion, that 
it cannot possibly be that the Senator from Illinois 


would vote for the homestead bill because sane |! 


men can vote; and not for the insane, because they 
cannot vote; and then he says he does not im- 
pute any such idea, but the country will draw 
erroneous impressions. Sir, I have no fear that 
any honest man will draw any such construction. 
No man in America would ever have dreamed of 
it, if the Senator had not suggested it. Now, why 
suggest an unworthy imputation, disgraceful to 
me, which no honest man would ever have sus- 
pected, and, after that suggestion, disavow the 
application of it to myself? Iam astonished. | 
cannot believe that the Senator meant to insinuate | 
a charge of that kind against me, at the same time 

that he disavowed it. But, why the necessity of 
pursuing this thing persenally, after 1 had ex- 

pressly declined to be drawn from the main point 

of my argument to another? J feel bound to repel 

any apprehension that any man on earth will draw 

an unfavorable impression of my integrity or my 

motives from my action here. Though I regret 

to be compelled to reply in this way, I feel it is a 

duty to myself to do so. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, when I say | 
anything, I mean what 1 say. I never deal in 
inuendoes, nor mean two things by what l say. 
I did believe, and I do yet believe, that improper 
constructions will be placed upon the conduct of 
the Senator in refusing to answer a plain question. 
He does not think so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What question have I re- 
fused to answer? 

Mr. BROWN. You refused to answer the 
question as to whether you were in favor of the 
homestead bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator declined to put 
the question because I had not given a courteous 
answer to another question, as he said. 


Mr. BROWN. 1 did not hear the gentleman 
refuse to answer. My attention was called off for 
a moment. He refused to answer the Senator 


from Tennessee. Ought [ to have propounded 
the same question a second time, if there were no 
other reason? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That Senator knew, every 
man in the Senate knew, that not one week ago Í 
had, in a speech here, declared my great anxiety 
for the passage of the homestead bill. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi, since he got upto ask me the question, said 
he knew tbat I was for that bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I said I understood so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Tennessee 
says he knew it. There is not a man here who 
did not know it. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Nota man in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. BROWN. I stated that I had so under- 
stood it, but | wanted a distinct avowal from the 
Senator from Ilinois that he was in favor of that | 
measure, and then I was about to proceed to say | 
what I honestly believe to be true; and I say it | 
certainly without any sort of apology, notwith- | 
standing the vehement manner of the honorable 
Senator, that I believed a refusal to give an an- 
swer which justified him in voting for a donation 
of land to sane people, and at the same time justi- 
fied him in refusing to give it for the insane, might 
lead to improper construction. I qualified it at 
the same time by saying to the Senator that I 
was no guardian of bis reputution. 1 know that 
he is quite competent to take care of himself; but 
if 1 am not greatly mistaken, notwithstanding the 
boisterous manner of the Senator on this occasion, | 
he will hear of this thing again. I do not make 
the suggestion, as the Senator seems to think I 
did, that he shall hear from it again; but when 


now distinctly avows that he is in favor of the 
homestead bill, and that he is opposed to this 
bill—one making a grant of land for the benefit 
of the insane, and-the other making a grant of 
land for the benefit of those who are sane— 


saying that one is constitutional. and the other. 
unconstitutional—I repeat again, that the country’ 
will wait in. painful anxiety. to ‘know how. it ‘is: 


that the Senator draws the distinction between the 
two bills: When he refused to give his reasons; 
the reasons which justify him. in drawing this. 
distinction, I ventured to suggest, in no spirit. of 
unkindness, that improper conclusions, not ‘very: 


flattering to the. Senator, might by possibility be:.. 


drawn; and if the Senator thinks proper to lee- 
ture me- for making a suggestion of: this sort, in 
the kindest spirit, let him do. so... 1 certainly did 
not mean to be unkind towards the Senator from, 
Illinois; and I regret exceedingly that he should: 
put such a construction upon my declaration. I 
say, too, that] think now, when the question is 
up, and when there is a proposition to postpone 
it for ten days, that the distinction had. better. be 
drawn now between the constitutional power to 
vote against a grant of land for the insane, as an 


| unconstitutional proposition, and the power to 


vote in favor of the sane as a constitutional 
proposition. If the Senator does not think:so, 
if he does not concur with me in this opinion, he 
certainly, as I said before, is the guardian of his 
own reputation, of his own fame, and may de- 
cline to answer if he thinks proper. 

Mr. BAYARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wishto say only one word 
in reply to the Senator from Mississippi. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Delaware has the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not yield the. foor to the 
honorable Senator from Hlinoise I -have it; and 
l wish to make some remarks in reference to this 
question. I am sorry to do anything which: he 
may consider discourteous. [ do not consider 
these personal altercations in reference to public 
measures desirable either for the benefit of the 
Senate or of the country. The Senator from IHi- 
nois can resume the discussion as he pleases when 
I am through, but I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that we are not discussing 
the question before us at all. Weare going into 
the consideration, every gentleman professing that 
he does not himself mean to discuss it, of the 
merits of the President’s message vetoing the bill 
for the relief of the insane poor. The. motion 
pending is to print the message, and the question 
recurs, is it not a matter of common courtesy ‘to 


the President of the United States, when he has - 


sent you a message, vetoing, or dissenting in 
opinion from your action on a great legislative 
measure, to print that message ? 

It is certainly improper to prolong this debate 
without determining to print the message, so that 
it may come before the Senate and before the peo- 
ple of the country properly. Are gentlemen 
afraid to let it go before the country, or.do they 
mean to treat the President with rere A and 
say that they will keep lying on their table, un- 
printed, his message, until they have fully, in 
their own opinions, answered. the positions con- 
tained in it, before it can go before the country at 
all? That is something like the aspect of things 
ag the debate has progressed in this case, 

But there is another view of this question. On 
this motion to print, it seems to me, the proposi- 
tion should be a plain one, to order on the part 
of the Senate that the message should be printed, 
in order that it may go before the country. The 
consideration of the message then becomes a sub- 
ject of debate in the Senate. Gentlemen need not 

e afraid, unless they underrate the intelligence of 
the people of the country, that they are going in 
a hasty debateto make such an impression on 
the public mind that it cannot be answered here- 
after. This question is not going to sleep. with a 
mere debate to-day. Teis a great question. We 
are coming back to something like a division upon 
principles, and gentlemen, I think, will find that 
the people of this country understand principles, 
though the idea seems to be entertained that if you 
can only, here in the Senate Chamber, in the first 
instance, enunciate a particular idea, afterwards 
it is a forgone concluston and subsequent discus- 
sion can have no ultimate influence upon it. 

If they have confidence in the principles which 
are to sustain this bill, they must be met hereafter 
before the people of the country, for the question 
is not going to stop here; and it is not going to 
stop here, as I mentioned to you, because, though 
when such bills as these are under consideration, 
and are objected to by individual Senators, ques» 
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H 
tions which may be incidentally raised here are 


assed over, yet, when a veto comes from the 
resident of the United States, the principles in- 
volved in that veto go home to the people of the 
country. They are met by calm consideration. 
After constant and repeated argument among the 


eople of the country, as well as here in the Sen- | 


ate Chamber, I think you will find the same result 


. will be experienced here as has been hitherto when 


the Congress of the United States has been dis- 
posed to trifle with the Constitution, when the 
people have, after consideration, and after strong 
majorities in favor of measures, been brought back 
to principles which are necessary for the main- 
tenance of the Constitution. 

Sir, I do not mean to enter into the principles 
connected with the measure; but I do say that we 
ought, in common justice and common courtesy 
to the President, direct the printing of the message, 
and then proceed to its consideration. I care not 
what day is fixed for the consideration of the bill 
which he has sent back to us, with his reasons for 
differing from us in opinion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the Senator 
allow me to say one word? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As the interroga- 
tory which I propounded to the Senator from Hli- 
nois seems to have given rise to some debate and 


feeling, and as J desire neither to be misunder- || 


stood, nor to make any false impression on the 
mind of the Senator, or to evade any responsi- 
bility, I wish to state to him distinctly the ground 
upon which I propounded the question. -l asked 
him whether he was in favor of the homestead 
bill or not. He says, I knew it, and everybody 
knew it. So T did,and | stated to him so distinctly. 
Now, the reason why | propounded the question 
was this: I am in favor of the honiestend bill aid 
Jam in favor of this bill, and I meant to kill off 
the argument of the Senator from Ilinois upon 
this bill by rebutting testimony on the other side. 
That is exactly what I meant to do. T have no 
disguises about it, and I do not think that the 


Senator ought to have given himself any feeling | 


about, it, because he is, of all the men in the Amer- 
can Senate, just the very man to play that game 
on his adversaries. Have you not seen it here 
forty times? I can tell him, whenever I can get a 
chance to strike him that way, I shall be sure to 
strike him, as certain as To am a living man. 
{Laughter.] THe need not attempt to escape. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I knew just as wellfbefore 
as | do now that that was the Senator’s object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
straight-out man, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And because he was playing 
that game on me, instead of meeting the argument 
I was then making, I was determined that he 
should not play it successfully. Hence I did not 
answer him, knowing that he knew how I stood. 
He then went on to say that he was with me on 
the homestead bil. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. So Iam. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then if he knew that, there 
was no necesnity for me to answer the question; 
for if he knew that J was for it, it was unnecessary, 
and if he did not know it, he showed that he 
was going with me on faith in my general accu- 
racy and public course; and I had no idea he could 
give a better reason for his action than that faith. 
{Laughter.] Besides, as he was going with me 


on faith, and was sure to be right if be did, I did |! 


not. choose to tell him on which side E was, for 


fear some fellow would get him wrong between | 


now and the voting time. fLaughter.] : 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 am the happiest 


man in the world to go by faith, if you allow me, || 


sir, but God save the mark when any man follows 
the Senator from Illinois by ‘“‘faith.’’ Tt takes 
“ works’? to follow him. I thought I had a right 
to call on that leader. F have followed him through 
some dark places, and | am afraid we shall have 
some darker ones before we getout. (Laughter.] 
But, sir, when I called upon that honorable Sena- 
tor to know how he stood upon that question, he 
said | knew. So { did know; but at the same 
time ] knew he was off upon a false scent, a false 
track, and I wanted to make Mr. Doveras, of Hi- 
nois, a witness against the Senator from I[inois. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
object, | declined to allow him to play the game 
on me for this reason. I was making a point in 


Certainly; Lama | 


Knowing that that was the | 


the argument that E believed he could not answer; 
and now I infer he thought he could not, or other- 

wise be would not, have wanted to answer it in 
| this way. 1 wished to discuss the veto message 
upon its own merits, to decide it upon its princi- 
jj ples, and to bring into the discussion, to elucidate 
those principles, whatever is pertinent to it. Then, 
sir, when the homestead bill comes up, I am ready 
to meet that question upon the principle that lies 
at the bottom of it. I do not think that ed cap- 
tandum arguments, or quoting a man on one ques- 
tion against him on another, isa right mode of 
| settling a great constitutional principle. 1 think 
| if the honorable Senator from Tennessee had as 
| much confidence in the correctness of his opinion 
| as I have in mine, he would be willing to meet 
jl me on the principle, in a fair argument in each 
‘case, without playing this game of quotations 
| against one another. I had that confidence in the 
| correctness of my opinion. I did not take the 
| slightest exception to the Senator saying that he 
| was playing a little game of brag We both know 
how that game is played. I thought I would bluff 
back on him. The same was the reason in regard 
| to the Senator from Mississippi, who put a ques- 
tion to me which { declined to answer, for the 
| simple reason that I wished to discuss this ques- 
ition on its merits, and | was not willing to be 
drawn off so far from the line of debate as to 
i answer questions intended, perhaps, to break the 
| whole force of the remarks which I was making. 
| I thought those gentlemen ought not to have pushed 
‘| that question at me when I treated them kindly, 
| and gave notice to them that I could not be drawn 
l| off on such a line of departure from the course of 
debate. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I sincerely do 
|| not mean to enter into this discussion; but my 
ae Eke a 
ij friends from Mississippi and Hlinois have both 
i} assumed, as an undoubted fact, that insane people 


| sir, L wish to say that [ do not think that, by any 
means, a clear and certain matter; and I would 
| put to my friends from Hlinois and Mississippi 
į particularly, and to the Democratic members of 
| this body in general, this inquiry: If insane people 
| are not entitled to vote, how did they succeed in 
getting here, or how do they expect to maintain 
| their places? {Laughter.] That being a very im- 
|; portant interrogatory, and extremely necessary to 
‘| be answered in order to determine upon this ques- 
| tion of printing an extra number of the message 
| of the President of the United States, and requir- 
jing, as I think, a night’s calm reflection, and an 
opportunity for this excitement to subside, | 
think it extremely proper now to move, having 
thrown out this suggestion for consideration before 
our meeting to-morrow, that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 
‘The motion was agreed to, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 3, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
i by Rev. Elenry Sricer. 


Prayer 


| ‘TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of the State of Kentucky, in relation 
to grants of lands to the children of soldiers who 
are adults; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. Also, presented resolutions in 
relation to ‘the appropriation of a part of the 

public domain to the State for educational pur- 
|, poses;’’ which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


for extending the existing contract for carrying 
the mail in Alabama;”’ which thereupon received 
i the signature of the Speaker. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I move that the House 


the state of the Union. 
Mr. WALLEY. Will the gentleman from 


there can be no objection? 
The SPEAKER. 
| man from Oregon [Mr. Lane] is strictly in order, 


given to the gentleman from Massachusetts 


Wattey.] 


» (Mr. 


| in the United States are not entitled to vote. Now, | 


| Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled | 
|| Bills, reported as correctly enrolled “ a resolution 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on |i 


Oregon allow me to introduce a petition to which ! 
The motion of the gentle- | 


and must be put, unless unanimous consent be |! 


f 

| the petition which the gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts desires to present? 

| Mr. WALLEY. It is a petition analogous 
iin character to the resolutions presented by the 
; Speaker. Iisa petition of his Excellency Emory 
Washburn, Governor of Massachusetts, and three 
hundred and seventy others, members of the 
i Legislature of that State, and merchants, and 
other of her citizens, praying Congress, in view 
| of the great scarcity of seamen at the present 
| time, and of the fact that our Navy must be 
manned from our mercantile marine, to. patronize 
| 


i the enterprise of encouraging and educating sea- 
men by establishing floating schools in the prin- 
| cipal harbors of the United States. 


Mr. LANE. 


mittee on Commerce. 

i Mr. WALLEY. Ialso, Mr. Speaker, ask leave 
| to present a memorial from the Mayor of Boston 
| and two hundred and three other citizens, with 
i reference to a matter now under consideration in 
this House, praying that officers of the Army may 
be confined to their military duties, and that civil 
works may be placed. under the control and super- 
intendence of civilians. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 
under the rule. 

Mr. FLORENCE. In relation, Mr. Speaker. 
to the reference of the petition as to the floating 
schools, | would suggest that it would be better 
iit should go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
There is a bill now before that committee affecting 
|! the subject of the apprenticeship; and it appears 
‘tome that that committee would be the proper 
|i reference for this memorial; or else let the bill to 
which I allude be withdrawn from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania submit a motion to reconsider the 
‘vote by which the memorial presented by the 
i gentleman from Massachusetts was referred to 
| the Committee on Commerce? 
| Mr. FLORENCE, Yes, sir, I do. 
| Mr. HAMILTON. Then I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, I do not desire to 
consume the time of the House; and since the 
‘gentleman from Maryland is Sipon to be fac- 


Let it be presented 
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l ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report a bill, Senate bill No. 
316, and I ask that favor under peculiar circum- 
stances. It is merely a bill to change the name of 
the vessel Abeona—which was partly burned at 
the mouth of the Mississippi river, and since re- 
built, and which is now owned by an American 
|: eitizen—to that of Mount Vernon. I beg leave to 
ii State the circumstances under which—— 

/ Mr. LANE, of Oregon, (interrupting ) What 
| disposition does the gentleman from Louisiana 
|| propose to make of the bill? 

i Mr. DUNBAR. 1 desire to have it passed. 

| Mr. LANE. Then J object. 
| Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman from Oregon 
| will withdraw his objection. Jt will not take five 
| minutes to pass the bill, 
| Mr. DUNBAR. I trust the gentleman from 
| 
| 
f 


|| Oregon will do so. 
; Mr. LANE. Very well, I yield, and withdraw 
ii my objection. 
| The bill entitled “ An act to change the name 
| of the bark Abeona to Mount Vernon,” was read 
| a first and second time by its title. 
i. Mr. DUNBAR. lask to have the bill put upon 
ts passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
third time, and passed. 
| TheSPEAKER. The question is now onthe 
ii motion that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
i; mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


_ Mr. LANE, of Oregon, moved the usual resolu- 
|, tion to close debate in the Committee of the Whole 
lion the state of the Union on the bill, No. 315, 


i 


i 
i 
t 
i 
i 


1854, 


to establish che office of surveyor general of New 
Mexico, to grant donations of land to actual set- 


tlers therein, and for other purposes, in thirty” 


‘minutes after the committee shall have again 
resumed its consideration. 

Mr. LETCIIER. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon that it is hardly necessary to 
make that motion. It seems to me there is no 
use in so limiting the debate. We had no long 
speeches yesterday 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.). Yes, but there may 
be some this morning. 

Mr. LANE. i have never been inclined in my 
congressional life to shut out fair debate and dis- 
cussion on any subject. But I would say this to 
my friend Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer,] that the 
business relating to my Territory has not yet been 
touched. It is at the foot of the Calendar; and 
if to-day is entirely occupied in the discussion of 
this bill, E would have no hope of reaching it this 
session. If the motion that I have made be agreed 
to, gentlemen can say all that is necessary under 
the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The subject, gentlemen will 
recollect, is not debatable. 

The question being upon the motion of Mr. 
Lane, 

Mr. HAMILTON asked for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Varn and CamppeLy were 
appointed, i 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported——ayes 82, noes 40. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

[Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker: 

An act making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy forthe year ending 30th 
June, 1855. 

The question was then put; and the motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union agreed to.] 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Puexrs in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of local Territorial business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee atits last 
session, and when it rose, had under consideration 
House bill No. 315, entitled ‘ A bill to establish 
the office of surveyor general of New Mexico, to 
grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 
other purposes,” to which an amendment offered 
by thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hower] 
was pending to strike out the second section, the 
words ‘« white” and ‘* American,” and so modify 
the clause as to make it read: 

«That to every male citizen of the United States, or to 
euch person as shal! declare his intention to become a citi- 
zen of the United States,” &c. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] moved 
to amend the amendment by striking out the 
words ‘* or who has declared his intention to be- 
come such,’’and to insert after the word ‘‘years”’ 
the words ‘* who has declared his intention to 
become a citizen;”’ so that, if the amendments pre- 
vail, the section will read: x 

«That to every white mate citizen of the United States, 
or every white male over the age of tiventy-one years, who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen,” &e. 

The question pending is upon the adoption of 
the latter amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I have not risen 
to make a speech. There are several subjects 
coming before us on which f wish to speak at 
considerable length. Among them are the Post 
Office and the Pacific railroad. Hence I do not 
feel at liberty to consume more than a few min- 
utes on this occasion. 

I have risen, sir, to say that T must vote against 
the bill in its present shape; and | wish my con- 
stituents to have my explanation for my vote. I 
cannot vote for the bill if the word ‘ white” is 
retained in it. 

I believe that every person is bound to esteem 
his religion above everything else. By his religion, 
true or superstitious, rational or spurious, he must 
pive it this preference. My own religion is very 
simple.” Tt consists in the aim to deal impartially 
and justly with all men. On the authority of the 
Saviour, the commandment to do unto others as 
we would have others do unto us comprises the 
whole sum and substance of Christianity. 

I hold, sir, that we should regard the whole 


: that is the Divine conduct, 


| rally follows wrongs! 


| the ablest public speakersand writers in this coun- 
itry. 


| bill was reported, in regard to the peculiar and 


made, as seems to have been apprehended in some 
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world as before every man, and every man enti- 
tled to seek his home in any part of it. If I wish | 
to make my home in Africa, Lam to be allowed 
to do so; and if lam there shut out from benefits 
and blessings made common to others, [ am 
wronged, deeply wronged. So if a black man 
goes to New Mexico, and is there shut out from 
such common benefits and blessings, he is deeply 
wronged. Under the Jewish ceremony, even the 
fugitive servant (fugitive slave, as many render 
it) was to be allowed his choice of a home any- 
where within the gates of Israel. 

There is but one true standard of conduct, and 
We are to make our 
own moral character resemble that of our Maker 
as nearly as we can. But, surely, no one believes 
that our Maker can approve of the odious and 
guilty distinction under consideration. No one 
believes that the incarnate Son of God, were he 
among us, would vote for this distinction. Says 
the Apostle Peter—and L am sure that my learned 
and Catholic friend from Pennsylvania {Mr. i 
CHanvieR] will not disparage the authority of 
that Apostle, on whom his church is built—** God | 
is no respecter of persons; butin every nation, he 
that feareth God and worketh righteousness, is 
accepted with him.” ‘ In every nation’’—in’ na- 
tions of red and black men as well as white men. 

I often meet with gentlemen who appear to be- 
lieve that black men have not the same nature, 
the same wants, the same sensibilities as white 
men. On sguch occasions, l am wont to recall the 
words of Shylock, the Jew: “ Hath not a Jew 
eyes? Hath nota Jew hands, organs, dimensions, 
senses, affections, passions? Fed with the same | 
food, hurt with the same weapons, subject to the 
same diseases, healed by the same means, warmed 
and cooled by the same summer and winter as a 
Christian is. If you prick us, do we not bleed? 
If you tickle us, do we notlaugh? If you poison 
us, do we not die? If you wrong us, shall we not | 
revenge?” How careful, sir, should we be, not | 
to commit wrongs; seeing that revenge so natu- | 
And if we have committed | 
them, how careful should we be to prevent revenge 
by repentance! Let it not be said, sir, that Shy- 
Jock is poor authority, because he loved money. 
His having loved money is one proof that he 
belonged to the human bretherhood, and had 
experience of our common nature. 

would, sir, that some black Shylock might be 
allowed to enter this Hall, and to plead for the 
striking out of this word ‘white’? He might 
be more successful in his plea than our white 
Shylocks. I would, sir, thatthatnoble man, Fred- 
erick Douglass, could beallowed to stand up here, 
and pour out the feelings of his great heart in 
his rich, and mellow, and deep voice. I refer to 
him, sir, because I regard him as the man of 
America. He was held in cruel bondage until he 
was twenty-one years old. Then he escaped 
from his tormentors. He was never at school a 
day in his life; and now he is confessedly one of }} 


I feel sure, sir, that, could he be heard, he 
would be able to bring the committee to repent of 
its purpose (if such is its purpose) to retain the 
word ‘€ white.” 

Shall we never cease from this prejudice. Born 
and bred,as I was, among negroes and Indians as 
well as whites, and respecting and loving all 
equally well, this insane prejudice is well nigh 
incomprehensible to me. I am happy to recog- 
nize in every man my brother—ay, another self; 
and I would that I could infuse my education at 
this point into every one who is without it. 

But, sir, I promised not to make a. speech. 
When on this prolific theme of our wrongs 
against the colored man, I hardly know when to 
stop. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Chairman, the inquiry 
which I propounded yesterday to the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands, from which this 


unusual phraseology employed, of ‘* white male 
American citizens of the United States’? was not 


quarters, in a hypercritical spirit. I supposed that 
the word “ American,’ in that connection, was 
intended to have a meaning; and that it had been 
well considered by the chairman of the commit- | 
tee, who has the reputation of being a lawyer of 
ability. | therefore propounded the inquiry in 
good faith; for I was led to suppose it might have 


been inserted with the view of excluding’ from, 
the benefits of the act certain persons, formerly 
citizens of Mexico, who. were entitled, under. 
the ninth article of the treaty of Guadalupe 

Hidalgo, “' to the enjoyment of all the righteof 
citizens of the United States.” I did not suppose 

the word was inadvertently introduced, but that it 

was intended to carry with ita meaning ‘full of 

significance at least toa class of persons intro- 

duced into the United States under the provisions 

of that treaty; and until this interpretation is dis» 

claimed, | think it may well bear that: construc» 

tion. It would be unjust to discriminate against 

the class of persons to which I have ‘alluded, 

whether they were of the pure Castilian blood, or 

whether they were of the mixed races, provided 

they were citizens of the Mexican Republic at the 

date of the treaty. And, Mr. Chairman, whether 

they were or were not citizens under the Mexican 

law at the time of admission, I, for one, should not 

be disposed to discriminate against them in: our 

legislation upon this subject. 

My amendment, Mr. Chairman, to strike from 
the section the word ‘© American,” was designed, 
therefore, to obviate the objection to which T 
have referred. But, sir, I proposed also to strike 
from the section the word ‘‘white,’? so that the 
benefits of the law might inure to all ‘¢ citizens of 
the United States, and to such persons as have 
declared, or shall declare, their intention to. bè- 
come citizens.’? My object in this was to place. 
all citizens of the United States, and all persons 
entitled under our laws to the privilege of becom- 
ing such, upon an equality as to the right of ace 
quiring and holding property, and this. without 
any discrimination as to caste or color. 

În several of the States of the Union colored 
persons enjoy the privilege of citizenship, in 
others they do not; and my own State is of the 
latter class. But, Mr. Chairman, it does not fol- 
low that because we are unwilling to raise them 
to a social and political equality with the whites, 
that we are bound to withhold from them the 
right to live, and.the means of procuring suste- 
nance wherewith to support life. I am opposed 
to all such unjust discrimination; it is unworthy 
of the Government and the age in which we live. 

l understand that colored persons are citizens in 
the State of Vermont, and so of Massachusetts, 
and other New England States; and, with certain 
gualincations, so also in the State of New York. _ 

nder the bill as I propose to amend it, these per- 
sons, Í suppose, would be entitled to the benefits 
of the act. And why should they notbe? While 
gentlemen are contending here for the enlargement 
of the area of slave territory, upon the plea that, 
while slavery itself would not thereby be incréasedy 
the condition of the slave would be ameliorated 
and his happiness promoted, is it right to say that 
the free colored man and his posterity shall be for- 
ever confined to the spot which he now inhabits? 

It is repugnant to the spirit of the Constitution, 
which declares that ‘the citizens of each State 
shall be entitled to all the privileges and immuni- 
ties of citizens in the several States.” 

If it were in my power, Mr. Chairman, T would 
extend the provisions of our legislation upon this 
subject, so as to reach our whole population. I 
would deny to no man, whatever might be his 
color, the night to acquire a home for himself and 
hig family. À 

Mr. DISNEY. All this discussion about the 
mere verbal phraseology of the bill is a very 
small affair. There were some inaccuracies of 
phraseology occurring in the bill when it was first 
drawnup. My health at that time was wretched; 
and when we had various discussions in the com- 
mittee in regard to it, I requested a clerk in the 
Land Office to write and draw up a bill in con- 
formity with the principles F suggested. The bill 
was so drawn up, but Í found inaccuracies, and I 
sent it back, and it was again rewritten, at my 
suggestion. , 

But here is one solitary instance of a verbal 
inaccuracy, which gentlernen „have pointed out, 
and that is easily remedied. Itis not worth talking 
about. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Howe,] who has just taken his seat, has supposed 
that there was some covert, latent meaning in the 
use of the word “ American,” and that it might 
be intended ‘to affect the rights of those emigrante 
who became citizens of the United States by virtue 
of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. The gentle- 
man ought to know that it is not competent for 
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Congress, by any act, to deprive men of the right 
guarantied to them by. a treaty, because our or- 
ganic law expressly declares that atreaty shallbe 
the supreme law of the land. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam well aware that no legis- 
lation of ours here can contravene a treaty stipu- 
lation. But when we are legislating to give grants 
of land to certain persons, it does not follow that 
we shall necessarily, by implication, under that 
treaty, extend them to all persons. 

Mr. DISNEY. The real. point of difference 
in the present discussion involves a mere matter 
of phraseology, which can be easily corrected. 
Something has been said about negroes being cit- 
izens of some of the States of this Union. 

This is not the occasion for me to go into an 
argument upon this subject, but I shall content 
myself with the general declaration, that, in my 
juagmentn it is not competent for any State of this 

nion to declare negroes citizens within the mean- 
ing of the term as used in the Constitution of the 
United States. Any of the States may extend to 
them the privileges of citizenship within the limits 
of their respective States, but those privileges can 
have no existence beyond the jurisdiction of these 
States. They cannot confer upon them those 
franchises and capabilities which will bring them 
within the meaning of the Constitution, and which 
will extend to them the right of citizenship within 
the other States of the Union. 

I will say to the committee that T do not pro- 
pose to discuss this point. Itis sufficient for my 
purpose to call the attention of the committee to 
the facts. The only point involved now is, 
whether the provisions of this bill shall be ex- 
tended to negroes or limited to white men? Now 
I, for one, believe, as the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Kerrr] stated yesterday, that this 
is a Government of white men—carried on by 
white people, and for white people. 

J have no disposition to enlarge the original ob- 
jests of the framers of the Government. Itis not 

aw, nor policy to do so. And notwithstanding 
the fine moral essay which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Smirnu] delivered here this morn- 
ing—all of which is very fine in story, but very 
little of which has anything to do with the prac- 
tical affairs of this life—l, for one, shall insist on 
the limitation of the original bill to American cit- 
izens. The amendment now pending before the 
committee proposes to exclude the word “A mer- 
ican,” and limit the advantages of the bill to white 
male citizens, and to those over twenty-one years 
of age, who have declared their intentions to be- 
come citizens, and who are in the Territory. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on 
the adoption of that amendment, 

Mr. HOWE. ‘Will the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Disney] be kind enough to answer me an 
miquiry ? 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes, 

Mr. HOWE. I want to know whether, in the 
view of the gentleman from Ohio, all persons re- 
siding in the province of New Mexico are to be 
entided, under the terme of this act, to the lands 
donated by the provisions of the bill? Or, in 
other words, will the bill operate practically to 
exclude all persons who were formerly Mexican 
citizens from the advantages of the act? 

Mr. DISNEY. The bill, in express terms, ex- 
tends to every white male citizen of the United 
States. It is for the Supreme Court to decide 
whether, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
these Mexican citizens are now citizens of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOWE. I would observe to the gentle- 
man that the amendment offered by him to my 
amendment, still retains the word +‘ American.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Howe] 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] has 
modified his amendment by striking out the word 
“t American.” 

Mr. HOWE. Oh, very well; I got the im- 
pression that I had from reading the report of 
yesterday’s proceedings in the Globe. 

Mr. DISNEY. Well, then, the report in the 
Globe must be wrong. 

Mr. WADE. At the time the question was 
before the House and committee on the home- 
stead bill, I forbore to make any remarks justify- 
ing my vote, or what would have been my vote, if 
I had been in the House when the bill was finally 
passed, in opposition to that word “* white.” And 


| tracts of land to the rich. 
millions, is the object of your bounty, while the | 
| poor black man is insultingly denied this simple 
| gratuity. Sir, I cannot, Í will not support a H 
| measure which thus outrages every sense of right. | 

There is another feature of this bill to which I | 
object. Itis to its exclusion of all foreigners from || 


I take this opportunity now to express my views 
on that subject, which, I believe, correspond with 
those of nineteen twentieths of my constituents, 
of whatever party they may have been, or are 
still, members. it has been said here by gentle- 
men that they understood that this was a-white 
Government. Well, I did not suppose that the 
Government had any particular color. 

Mr. DISNEY. Oh, yes, it has. 

Mr. WADE. I had myself supposed that it 
was rather a human Government; and, in my 
judgment, if it be a human Government, it must 
extend to all human beings. It was said by the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Kerr] yes- 
terday, and he opened his speech on this matter 
by saying, that thisis a white man’s Government, 
or words equivalent to that, and that he supposed 
it was made for the white people. Now I find, 
by examining the gentleman’s district, that he 
represents thirty-three thousand and odd white 
people, and ninety-four thousand and odd colored 


| people. 


Well, sir, I do not understand what this Gov- 
ernment, asa Government, has to do with the 


| color of any man, because } do not know that Ij 


should be orthodox as to color, if the question 
were brought down to a question of strict church 
discipline, according to the opinions of the Demo- 
cratic and Whig deacons here. I cannot tell how 
{ should come out under such an ordeal. 

But this one thing is certain, and that is, that 
the intent of this Government is to be gathered 
from the Constitution of the United States itself. 
Now, | deny that the most ardent strict construc- 
tionist can find anything therein which gives color 
to this notion that it is a colored government; that 
is,a white, or no-colored, Government, or a black 
colored Government. The Constitution says 


nothing about any tribe or race of men; it speaks | 
of persons, and whoever bears that character is | 


a member of the Government, if born within its 
territory. f 
Now, if gentlemen will convince me that a black 
man is nota person, then I will admit that he is 
not entitled to any of the privileges, or any of the 
benevolence of this Government. 


Constitution of the United States; and if the Con- 
stitution has spoken of slaves, it has not spoken 
of them as colored persons. ‘The Constitution 


throws its protection around the slaveholder as | 


much when he gets a white man within his grasp 


as it does when he gets the black man—and that į 


is no protection at all. It gives no countenance to 


slavery. ‘There is nothing in the Constitution that | 


has aught to do with the color of a free man, or 
with the color of a slave. 

Well now, sir, what ought we to do in view of 
the fact that there are some five hundred thousand 
free people of color among us? What ought the 


slaveholder todo? To throw open these Terri- |; 
; : j 
tories, and permit the colored man to depart from 


the States which oppress him, and locate himself 


| where he can have the opportunity to prove his || 
equality with the whites, or make his inequality 
! manifest beyond controversy. 


Now, it is a strange thing to me that men of 
intellect, and men of benevolence—for I take it 
that we are such all of us—should be legislating 


| to protect the strong and to oppress the weak. The | 
t c If any | 
one needs protection, it is the weak, not the | 


strong man can take care of himself. 
strong. But how do you prove your superiority? 


Are not idiots your inferiors? 
children your inferiors? 


with equal kindness 


Bat the colored man does not ask your benevo- | 
| lence until you have done him justice; nor for ; 
your mercy until he has subjected himself to some | 
righteous penalty; and this billis blacker with in- | 
It donates large | 


justice than the negro’s skin. o 
The white man with 


its bounty who are not now in the territory, and 
hence is but partial in its provision, and inade- 
quate to the exigencies of the country. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time at which de- 


But if he isa |! 
person, then he comes within the purview of the j 


Are not minor |i 
Your legislation in re- | 
| spect to those unfortunates is humane, gentle, |! 
merciful—why then not treat the black at least | 


bate was to be closed upon this bill, by an order 
of the House, has arrived, and no further discus- 
Sion is in order. 


Mr. WADE. In order to allow me to finish 


-my remarks, | move an amendment, and that is, 


to strike out the word “white.” 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is not in 
order. There are already two amendments pend- 
ing—an amendment to an amendment. The 
question recurs upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Howe.] The amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio is to strike out the amend- 


| ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 
| insert in lieu thereof the words ‘* white male citi- 


zens of the United States, or every white male 
above the age of twenty-one years who has 
declared his intention to become a citizen, and 
removed to,” &c. 

Mr. ORR. [ask for tellers upon the question, 
as it seems to be a test question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MILLSON 
and CAMPBELL appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 76; a further count not being demanded. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
adopted. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the amendment, as amended. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the Chair to explain the 
state of the question. Must not the question be 
taken upon the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Howe?) 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
moved to strike out the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and to insert his own 
amendment. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, therefore, having been adopted, that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is stricken out. 

Mr. COBB. I do not see how that can be 
stricken out which has never been inserted. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Is the amend- 
ment now amendable? 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. WASHBURN, 
word §* white.” 


Mr. HENDRICKS. 


It is open to amendment. 
I move to strike out the 


T rise to a question of 


| order. Lask the Chair whether the word ‘‘white,’” 


having been inserted by the committee, it is in 
order to strike it out. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ofthe opin- 
ion that it is not in order. It will be in order to 
move to add to the amendment, but not to strike 
out. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 would ask the Chair 
respectfully, whether this amendment, having been 
inserted as a whole, itis not in order to move to 
amend by striking out some part of it? The com- 
mittee have decided that they prefer the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, as a whole, to 
that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but they 
have not, as I understand it, decided that they 
prefer the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
as offered by him to that amendment, amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has not 
yet decided that it prefers the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio to the language of the ori- 
ginal bill. That is the question which is now 
pending before the committee. When a motion 
is made and carried to strike out and insert, it is 
not in order to move to strike out any portion of 
that which has been inserted. ft would be in 
order for the gentleman to move to add to that 
which has been inserted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I move to add 
after the word “white,” the words ‘or col- 
ored.’? 1 hope, Mr. Chairman, very much for 
the sake of right and justice, and something for 
the credit of Congress and the country, that the 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr. SEWARD. Has not the general debate 
closed on this bill? If it has, is the gentleman in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The general debate has 


| closed, and the five minutes debate has just com- 


menced. 
Mr. WASHBURN. The effect of the bill, if 


; passed as amended by the gentleman from Ohio, 


will be to exclude, as T understand, many people 


i who were born on the soil, and born free, from 
| the rights of citizenship and from the rights which 


are granted to others, to strangers, natives of 
other States, and other lands. 


And besides, sir, inmany of the northern States, 
in, I believe, all the New England States, black 
men are freemen and citizens, entitled by the con- 
stitution and laws of such States to all the rights, 
privileges, immunities, and franchises of white 


men. The Constitution of the United States, as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Howe] 
said, guarantees to the citizens of one State equal- 
ity of rights with the citizens of any other State. 
{ maintain that the bill, if passed in its present 
form, would be in derogation of the Constitution 
of the United States. Maine, Massachusetts, and 
Vermont, and other northern States have, by their 
laws, passed, in the exercise of their own sover- 
eignty—as many of the gentlemen from the South 
like to eall it-tdeclared that black men may be 
citizens of those States. 

Wehaveheard, in the discussion which has taken 
place on the Nebraska and Kansas question, a great 
deal from. southern gentlemen in reference to the 
doctrine of the equality of rights. We have been 
told often and again that the southern slaveholders 
have a right to go with what the Legislatures of 
their sovereign States have declared to be property, 
chattels, into the ‘Territories of the United States. 
And they tell us that there is no power—no power 
in this Congress, in this Government in, the Terri- 
tories—no powerunder the sun, which can exclude 
them from going with their property into the Terri- 
tories of the United States, that which their local 
laws have made property. They suy that if Con- 
gress pass laws for such exclusion, it invades 
their rights and insults their people; and yet they 
tell us that Congress shall, by law, exclude the 
citizens of our States, citizens by our laws, from 
going into these Territories—thus placing the man 
below the thing. This is equality of rights with 
a witness; and what a miserable humbug doctrine 
it is, as practically interpreted by those who in- 
vented it. 

Mr. BOYCE. Are not free negroes excluded 
by the constitutions of several of the northern 
States from coming within their limits? 

Mr. WASHBURN, That may be true; and 
if they are to be excluded from going within the 
confines of these Territories, what are you going 
todo with them? Are you going to drive them 
from God’s earth? Where shall they live? Will 
you break those you have bent before? 

Mr. KEITT. The gentleman from Maine 
asks, if you exclude these free blacks from the 
Territories of the United States, what are you to 
do with them? What does this demonstrate? 
That our rights have been violated, our slaves se- 
duced fromZus under the pretense of freedom by 
certain persons in the free States; and then, after 
our slaves have been taken, weare asked by some 
members from these free States, to let them takethe 
public land on which to settle them. 

Now, sir, as to the question of property, made 
by th@gentleman, the gentleman says we claim 
the right to carry our slaves to these Territories, 
and he asks upon what ground we ean prevent 
these persons from going there as citizens. Why, 
sir, has the gentleman not sufficient subtlety of 
perception to perceive the difference between per- 
sons and property ? Does he not perceive that we 
may have the right to take our slaves into the 
Territories as property, and yet deny the right of 
citizenship to the blacks as persons? Sir, if it is 
not plain enough without argument, argument 
cannot make it plainer. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the citizen of South 
Carolina has a right to go into the Territories of 
the United States with his negroes as chattels, by 
virtue of his local laws, I ask the gentleman by 
what right Congress, under the Constitution, can 
exclude citizens—made citizens by the laws of 
sovereign States of the North—from going there 
aa citizens? 

Mr. KEITT. Isaid, Mr. Chairman, yester- 
day, that this was a Government of white men. 
I believe in the sovereignty of the States, and I 
have no objection to any State making any one a 
citizen whom it pleases. But these Territories 
belong to the whole of the States. Here is an in- 
stitution vital to us and our Government, based 
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upon races. if then, you carry these colored, per- 
sons into the Territories, giving them there the 
status of citizenship, you indirectly assail our in- 
stitutions by affirming, through legislation, the 
equality of the races, which we deny in the very 
beginmng. Any State may determine the status 
of citizenship within her limits, but the Federal 
Government can recognise none bat whites as 
people. This property is common. If Maine 
chooses to establish black citizenship, I have no 
objection, and if Maine had any territory belong- 
ing to her exclusively, I should have no objection 
to her establishing that status there. But this ter- 
ritory being common to us all, and there being a 
fundamental difference in the South between white 
and black, socially and politically, to go no fur- 
ther, Ido maintain that if these northern States 
insist upon black citizenship there, they violate 
the Constitution, and attempt to circumvent ahd 
indirectly destroy that institution which is vital 
to us. 

And now let me ask a question of the member 
from Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] who indulged in a hom- 
ily just now. I want to know whether in the 
State of Ohio black men vote? I want to know, 
also, whether in the State of Ohio blacks and 
whites intermarry ? 

Mr. WADE. Why, it is just as they please 
about that. 

Mr. KEITT. Well, the white man who mar- 
ries a black woman must be so degraded that even 
such a connection will elevate him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must call the 
gentleman from South Carolina to order. The con- 
dition of affairs in Ohio is notunder consideration. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wasi- 
BURN’s amendment to the amendment; and it was 
rejected. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. I moveto amend theamend- 
ment by inserting after the word ‘ white” the 
words ‘or more than half white.” [Laughter.]} 

I offer that amendment in behalf of a large 
class of individuals, who inhabit many of the 
States of the Union, and who have less than half 
colored blood in their veins. Among them are 
some of the most worthy Democrats in the coun- 
try. (Laughter.] ‘They are the direct descend- 
ants of Thomas Jefferson, the great apostle of 
American Democracy. Men and women, who are 
the direct descendants of that great statesman, are 
not permitted to go into this territory and take 
their land like other persons, or like common peo- 
ple. {A laugh.] Sir, let it be known that our 
Northern Democrats—the lovers of liberty, the 
admirers of this founder of their party—will now 
vote to shut out from this Territory his descend- 
ants. 

In this city there are said to be several descend- 


ants of one as illustrious as a woman as Jef- | 


ferson was for a statesman—grand-children of 
Martha Washington—who are as white as I am. 
Are we prepared to say they shall be excluded 
from participating in the benefits of thisact? I 
beg gentlemen of the committee to consider, re- 
flect, and pause before they attempt to make such 
an unjust exclusion as this. Why, it would al- 
most depopulate some of your southern States, 
were they to exclude this class of people. They 
could not be represented here by as numerous a 
delegation as they now are—States that have a 
larger proportion of colored than of white people. 

The gentleman over the way [Mr. Kerrr] says 
that this Government isa Government of white 
people. Am I to tell that gentleman that the fram- 
ers of the Constitution were elected by colored 
men in part; that oneof the southern States of this 
Union sent Delegates here by the vote of colored, 
as wellas white men. I deny the position assumed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina that this 


is a Government of white people. “hose men, | 


elected in part by votes given by colored men, de- 
clared that they framed the Constitution, which 


is now the great charter of our liberties, for them- | 


selves and their offspring—that is, the offspring of 
those who elected them, black as well as white 
men. s 


Mr. KEITT. No. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman is more than 
two thirds colored himself, if you take the color 
of the people of his district'as the criterion. ofthis 
complexion. (Laughter.] Why; sir,.; the dele- 
gation from South Carolina represent a greater: 
number of colored than of white people. Now, will 
the gentleman be so ungrateful to the. people, by 
virtue of whose existence he holds his seat here; 
as to exclude them from all participation in the 
lands of this Territory? I trust not; it strikes me 
as being cruel, inhuman, and unjust. The day has 
come when men are looking to hamenity: and not 
to color; to the principles of justice and righteous- 
ness, rather than to low and unworthy prejudices; 
to the discharge of duties, rather than to the grat- 
ification of feelings of oppression, unworthy. ofa 
civilized people. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
amendment, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks leave of the committee to withdraw his amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object, as I wish.to say 
avery few words myself about this matter. -I 
do not wish to participate in a discussion of this 
sort at all, but merely to say a word in reply to 
the jeer thrown out by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Kerrr,}] who I understood as say- 
ing that the white race in Ohio would be improved 
by inltermarrying with negroes. 1 desire to say, 
in behalf of the white citizens of the State of 
Ohio, that they are not in the habit of intermar- 
rying with blacks, though it is there as it is in 
other States—a mere matter of taste. The gen- 
Ueman from South Carolina, | suppose, thinks, 
as I confess I do, that it isa very high offense 
against correct taste to intermarry with blacks; 
and I merely rise—and I shall not consume much 
of the time of the committee in so doing—to pu 
this inquiry to the honorable member: If the whites 
do not intermarry with the blacks in his district, 
in what way can he explain the fact consistently, 
with a correct state of morals, that. there are so 
many mulatto people there? (Laughter.} 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Campzet] is out of order. : 

Mr. KEITT. I answer the gentleman- 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from South . 
Carolina [Mr. Kerr] is out of order, as the de- 
bate has closed upon the amendment. : 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Gip- 
pives’s amendment; and it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 
on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Alabama {Mr. Corn] yesterday. 

Mr. COBB. The amendment applies to the 
fourteenth, fifteenth, and sixteenth lines of the 
second section. It is simply to amend the bill so 
as to extend its provisions to citizens by granting 
only one hundred and sixty, instead of three hun- 
dred and twenty acres. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Chairman, there is a fourth 
amendment which I wish to propose to the second 
section, and which takes precedence of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. Jt 
is to strike out of the fourth line the words .‘‘re- 
moved to, and,” so as to make it read: 

“ Every white citizen of the United States, or who has 
declared his intention to become a citizen, over the age, of 
twenty-one years, who was residing in said Territory,” &c. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was adopted. 

Mr. HOWE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the word 
“ American” occurs again in the ninth line. f 

ropose to amend : 

Mr. PARKER, (intertupuing ) I have an 
amendment to propose in the sixth line, which 
takes precedence of that which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania proposes to offer. 1 propose to in- 
sertafier the word ‘* fifty-three” the words ‘‘and 
who may be still resident there.”” Ido not know 
what was the object of framing the bill in this 
way; but I suppose it was to encourage the settle- 
ment of the Territory. I imagine that if an- esti- 
mate had been made on the Ist day of January, 
1853, it would be found that there was a‘large 
number of persons residing in the ‘Territory of 


I desire to withdraw. the 
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New Mexico at that time who have since removed 
away. And it would certainly be wrong to allow 
to come now and obtain the privileges and bene- 


fits of this bill, individuals who thus left, and never | 


expect to return. Under the provisions of this 
bill, these persons would have a right to come for- 
ward and receive these lands—a section in one in- 
stance, anda half section in another. If that was 
the object of the committee in framing this bill, 
it will not work well; but I suppose that it was 
not the intention of the framers to give any such 
privilege to the persons to whom I refer. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the bill proposes only to 
donate to the parties who occupy and cultivate the 
land for not less than four years. 

Mr. PARKER. Yes; but that, Mr. Chair 
man, cannot alter the state of thecase. Thereis, 
I know, a phrase in the next paragraph in rela- 


tion to the actual settlement and cultivation of the | 


land for no Jess than four years. But this clause 
does not apply to the point. And the gentleman 


from Ohio will observe, on reading the bill, that HI 


this does not apply to the clause in which I pro- 


pose to insert the amendment that I have sent to 


the Clerk’s desk. The next paragraph applies 
exclusively to those who come there until the year 
1858. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 


the adoption of the amendment proposed by the | 


gentleman from Indiane, (Mr. Parker.) 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Is it in order, Mr. 
Chairman, to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana? 

The CHAIRMAN. Icis in order. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Then I propose to 
amend by striking out all the words between the 
word ‘what,’ in the fourth line, and the word 
‘cghall,’’ in the tenth line. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That is not an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from fn- 
diana. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
entertained. Jt is not an amendment 
amendment. i 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Panxun; and it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question recurs now 


to 


upon the amendment offered by the gentleman | 


from Alabama, [Mr. Conn.] 

Mr. COBB. I wish to explain what my amend- 
ment is, that it may be fully understood. It re- 
lates entirely to the sarees of acres, and is to 
strike out “three hundred and twenty acres,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘tone hundred aud sixty 
acres,” throughout. That is the object of the 
amendment. 

I would remark, further, that as we have in the 


homestead bill fixed the time of actual occupancy |; 


and cultivation to five years, Í think we had bet- 
ter make the provisions of this bill conform to 
that; and, therefore, that the word “ four,” in the 


sixteenth line of this second section, should be | 


changed to “ five.” 


Mr. DISNEY. The provision of the bill in | 


relation to the quantity of land is one in the 
formation of which | bad but little share. I ag- 
sented to it because it brings this bill, in this re- 
spect, in conformity to like provisions in reference 
to other Territories of the Union. ‘fhe same 
reasons which have heretofore induced Congress 
to make grants of this sort to other Territories 


apply with equal force to the Territory of New | 


Mexico, nay, with more force than they did to 
those other Territories. The reason js this, that 
there are less inducements in that Territory to in- 
vite emigration within its bounds than there is in 
the Terrritory of Oregon. 
say. On the other hand, again, the obvious pohey 
of the Government is much more urgent to in- 


duce emigration to the Territory of New Mex- `i 
Whatever of: 


ico than to the other ‘Territories. 
population is there is mostly foreign born; and 
it Is important to the Government to American- 
ize that Territory, and to infuse into it rapidly, 
and at an early period as possible, as large a por- 
tion of American feeling, American tendencies, and 
American instincts and disposition as possible, 

In several points of view, then, it is the policy 
of the Government to hold ont inducements to 
American emigration within the limits of this 
Territory. 
granting donations to actual settlersonly. I again 
repeat, that the natural inducements to emigra- 


The motion cannot be |} 
the |) 


Less inducements, I |: 


Hence the provisions of this bill |} 


| which exist in regard to Oregon. 


Te : bo aiea ARa 
|! tion 10 New Mexico are infinitely inferior to those 
i facts. 


The facts speak for themselves. They speak more 
eloquently end forcibly than anything which { can 
| present to this House. 


mands an early Americanization of the population 
of New Mexico. And in the absence of the 


sity of making these donations more liberal than 
i those which have been made in regard to the other 
i Territories. 

One word more in regard to the question of 


ion is required. 


i provision of this bill is precisely the same in that 
respect. 


man from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
The CHAIRMAN. 


upon this amendment. 
The Chair would ask the gentleman from Ala- 


| bama (Mr. Conn] if his amendment is to strike | 
| out * three hundred and twenty acres’? wherever | 
i! it occurs, and to subsutute **one hundred and: 
H 


sixty acres?’ in Jieu thereof? 

i Mr. COBB. That is my amendment. 
Mr. KELTT. Is debate in order now? 

i The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

must first be taken upon the amendment of the 

| gendeman from Alabama. 

i Mr. KEITT. 

| 


and insert ‘¢ one hundred and forty.” 
| The member from Ohio, Mr, Chairman—— 
| The CHAIRMAN. 
| 


i 
1 
| 
| h : 
|| that he must confine his remarks toshowing why 
f “one hundred and sixty” should be stricken out, 
iland ‘one hundred and forty” inserted. 

I _ Mr. KIETL. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, in my 
| intercourse here and elsewhere, I am in the habit 
‘| of being courteous to every man who understands 
i the ordinary civilities of intercourse; but when an 
‘| indecent inquiry is made of me, L treat it as such, 
i and never doit in a manner to be mistaken, ‘The 


question in relation to morals. 
this: If they are there, ] might say that-—— 

| eman from South Carolina to order, 

that Free-Soil schoolmasters and clock venders 


ii which the member speaks. 
| The CHAIRMAN. 


|i of the amendment. 


| to say. 


Mr.CAMPBELL. Oh! I hopethe gentleman 
‘in his remarks, and that I may be permitted to 
į reply. 


4 enforce the rules. 
| Mr. KEITT. TL withdraw my amendment. 
“Mr CAMPBELL. J was about to object to 
“the withdrawing of that amendment. | should 
like to hear all the gentleman may have to say. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair calls the gen- 
: leman from Ohio to order. The amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina has been with- 
drawn, and no discussion is in order. 


| ment was adopted, 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


. Alabama which has just been adopted. 
Mr. COBB. I desire to inquire, at this point, 


clause of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

Mr. COBB. 1 suppose the fourteenth line will 
i have to ba amended to conform with the amend- 
| ment the committee has just adopted, 


OBE. 


Look at the: 
: What emigration has gone to New Mex- | 
‘ico, or what emigration is now going there, in! 
| comparison to that which has gone to Oregon? | 


The military policy of the Government also de- : 


ordinary natural inducements, which operate to | 
| encourage emigration, there is an increased neces- | 


time during which actual settlement and cultiva- | 
Four years was the time fixed | 
n reference to the Territory of Oregon, and the j 


Mr. KEITT. A few moments ago the gentle- | 


HI 

|! | 
il The Chair must remind | 
| the gentleman that further debate is not in order | 
i 


The question | 


1 desire to oferan amendment. | 
iT move to strike out “one bhandred and sixty”. 


The Chair must inform ; 
the gentleman from South Carolina in the outset | 


member from Ohio {Mr. CAMPBELL} asked me a | 
My answer is | 


1 

{ 

| i 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the gen- : 
) Mr. KEITT. If they are there, | might say ° 
i| had much to do with the condition of things of į 
The Chair again calls the 1 
gentleman from South Carolina to order. The |) 


gentleman must confine himself to an explanation | 


| Fpp . . H 
i Mr. KEITT. Well, sir, if I cannot reply to 
i the gentleman from Ohio, } have nothing more ii 
l 


| from South Carolina will be allowed full latitude - 


y i 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is bound to 


1 desire to add a proviso at: 
the end of the amendment of the gentleman from | 


i 


| whether my amendment applies to more than one `; to induce emigration to this Territory. 


: tleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] has already 


May 3, 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
such alterations will be made as are necessary to 
make the remainder of the section conforsn te the 
amendment which has been adopted. 

There was no objection; and the order was 
made. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, I now desire to add a pro- 
viso at the end of the section, i 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment will be 
in order, unless there be other amendments to be 
Offered to preceding portions of the section. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, J have an amendment 
to offer to a preceding portion of the section. I 
move to strike ont from the word “ who,” in the 
fourth line, to the word “shall,” in the twenty- 
fourth line, as follows: 

s Removed to and was residing in said Territory prior to 
the Ist day of Jannary, 1853, there shall be, and hereby is, 
donated one ball section, or three hundred aud twenty acres 
of land, if single; but if married, one seetion, or six ham- 


dred and forty acres. Aud to each white male American 
citizens who shall? 


So that the clause of the section would read: 

“ That to every white male American citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, or who bas declared bis intention to become 
such, over the age of twenty-one years, who shall remove 
to and settle in said Territory benween the Est day of Janu- 
ary, 1853, and the Ist day of Jannary, 1858, there shall in 
like manner be donated one quarter section, or one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, if a single man, or, if married, one 
half section, or three bundred and twenty aeres, on condi- 
tion of actual settiement and cultivation for not Jess than 
four years. ?? 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in order. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Mr. Chairman, if ł 
understand the policy of the bill, or the reasons 
upon which the bill is based, which are likely to 
press themselves for the approbation of this com- 
mittee, they are that the bill is intended to pro- 
mote emigration to the Territory of New Mexico. 
If thatis the object, ] am not able to discover 
the propriety of making donations of lands to 
those who had emigrated to the Territory priorto 
the year 1853, or prior to the present time. If the 
amendment be adopted, the bill will provide for 
giving lands to those who may hereafter emigrate 
to the Territory of New Mexico. If the bill be 
so amended, I shall be willing to vote for it. It 
does seem to me that there is no propriety in 
giving large amounts of public land to those who 
have heretofore emigrated to the Territory. 

Mr. DISNEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. With the 
permission of the gentleman from Ohio, | will 
suggest an amendment in the ninth line, so that 
the bill will read, if it be adopted, as follows: 
‘(Every citizen of the United States, or every 
person who shall have declared his intention to 
become a citizen of the States.” 

Mr. DISNEY. That is right. There is no 
objection to the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Jf the amendment be adopted, 
will it be in order to move to amend the bill where- 
ever it provides for a discrimination between 
married and unmarried men? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform 


| the gentleman from Oregon that the amendment 
adopted on the motion of the gentleman from 


Alabama does away with the discrimination to 


i which he refers. The quantity of land™ to be 


granted has been reduced from six hundred and 
forty to three hundred and twenty acres, 
Mr. LANE. Ido net want to see any dis- 


ierimination made between married and anmar- 
| ried men. 
with as the Chair indicates. 


Tam glad that it has been done away 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now ison 


ithe amendment of the gentleman from Mlinois, 
| {Mr. Wasnsuane,} to make the section, in the 
i ninth line, correspond with the first, second, and 
i third lines, as they have been amended. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Let that be my amend- 


| ment, though the Chair does not exactly state it 
as I introduced it at first. 
‘Yhe question was taken; and Mr. Cogs ’”s amend- 


Mr. DISNEY. 
it is best. 

The question was then taken; and Mr. Wasn- 
BuRNE’s amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to say but award, F 
have spoken of the necessity of making donations 
The zen- 


Asthe Chair stated it l think 


reduced the amount of the donation made to those 


: who emigrated to the Territory prior to 1853. 
| The pending motion is to strike out that donation 
li altogether. 


It seems to be natural that these who 
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first encountered the perils, privations, and haz- 
ards, incident to an emigration te this Territory, 
should receive a larger donation than those who go 
there subsequently. But mdependent of ail that 
class of considerations, there is another. I have 
already spoken of the absence of inducements to 
emigration to this Territory. I have already 
-spoken of the obvious policy of inducing an emi- 
gration there; and certainly, if this be so, it is 
important to retain those immigrants who have 
already gone there. 

Now, if the pending amendment be agreed to, 
and you refuse to make donations to those who 
are already there, so far as it will have effect at 
all, it will be to destroy the equality of induce- 
ment that is held out to the coming emigrant here- 
after; the effect of it will be to lose what little 
emigration you have already got there. That is 
all I desire to say. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Zorri- 
correr’s amendment, and it was rejected; there 
being, on a division—ayes 10, noes not counted. 

Mr. COBB. J desire now to test the sense of 
the committee in relation to the time which the 
settler shall occupy the land before he obtains a 
patent. As the bill now stands, the time is four 
years. l move to strike out “four” and insert 
“¢five”’ in lieu thereof, so as to make this bill con- 
form to the homestead bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. I would suggest to the com- 
mittee that four years is the time provided for by 
the law in relation to Oregon; and why make a 
difference between the Territories? I say again, 
for the sixth time, that there are more induce- 
ments for emigration to Oregon than there are to 
New Mexico; and if you impose miore stringent 
regulations and conditions on emigrants to New 
Mexico, you diminish still further the induce- 
“ments to emigrate to that Territory. The whole 
tendency of this policy is hostile to the interests 
of New Mexico. 

Mr. COBB. I believe the gentleman has been 
occupying my five minutes; but I do not want to 
make a speech, 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to say a few words 
upon this amendment. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon 


it. 

Mr. BISSELL. The time of the gentleman 

from Ohio has not expired; and, with his permis- 
sion, | will occupy the remainder of it. 
I desire to say that a distinction is to be drawn 
between this case and that of the homestead bill. 
In the case of the homestead bill, you were 
making a voluntary donation to men, for no other 
purpose but their own benefit. But in this case, 
we should hold outinducements to men to emigrate 
to the frontier. We want them for our purposes, 
and, therefore, I do not think that we ought to 
impose such severe terms as we do upon those 
who receive Jand as a gratuity, from whom we re- 
ceive no gain except the general wealth and pros- 
perity of the country, which is promoted in con- 
sequence thereof, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Conn’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr, 
Giopines.} X 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is probably known to 
every member of the committee, that there is a 
class of Indians partially civilized in this Terri- 
tory living in fixed habitations, and following the 
peaceful occupation of agriculture. While they 
were under Mexican authority, they were recog- 
nized as a part of the population of Mexico. Un- 
der these circumstances, it would be unjust and 
cruel to give to white people the lands which these 
Indians have resided upon and cultivated for 
year J say nothing about their being citizens, 

ut I say that they should be entitled to the bene- 
fits of this act, as [ have provided in the amend- 
ment which 1 have submitted, which seems tome 
to be most just and proper in every sense of the 
word. While we are sitting here as legislators 
we ought not to allow white men to go on there 
and drive off the present occupants of the soil. 
We ought to give to them the privilege of holding 
the lands which they now occupy, inasmuch as 
they are engaged in the peaceful and permanent 
occupation of agriculture. We should do every- 
thing in our power to civilize and enlighten them. 
I hope that the amendment which I have offered 
will receive the support of the chairman of the 
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Committee on Indian Affairs, as well as the unan- 


amous concurrence of the committee. 

Mr. ORR. lceannotsee the necessity for adopt- 
ing the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Gippines.] The class of Indians to whom 
the gentleman refers are the Pueblo Indians, who 
already have in their possession a large tract of 
land, more than they can cultivate, They hold it, 
at the present time, by grant from the Mexican 
Government, and originally from the Spanish 
Government. Their uue to this Jand is good and 
indefeasible; but there is moreof it than their uses 
for agricultural purposes demand. I see, therefore, 
no possible necessity for the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Gippines.} 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Gio- 
pines’s amendment; and it was rejected, 

The third section was then read. 

Mr. DISNEY. I propose to amend the third 
section, just read, by inserting, between the words 
“of”? and settlement,” in the first and second 
lines, the word “the,” and striking out ihe word 
tias,” in the second line, so as to make it read, 
“That a proof of the settlement and cultivation 


required by the act,” &c. 


The question was put; and the amendment was 
adopted, 

The fourth, fifth, and sixth sections of the bill 
were then reported by the Clerk. 

The sixth section was read, as follows: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, ‘Khat when the lands 
in said ‘Territory shall be surveyed as aforesaid, x quantity 
of land equal to twa t hips shall be, and the same is 
hereby, reserved for the tishment of a university in said 
‘Territory, aud in the State hereafter to be created outal the 
same, to be selected, under the direction of the Legislature, 
in legal subdivisions of not less than one half section, and 
to be disposed of as said Legislature shall direct. 

Mr. HENN. 
tion by striking out the words “ and to be disposed 
of as said Legislature shall direct.’’ 

In this section, Mr. Chairman, a quantity of 
land equal to two townships is reserved for the use 
of a university, and the latter portion of the sec- 
tion provides that the Territorial Legislature shall 
dispose of it. I think that that line ought to be 
stricken out. Lam sureit was not intended to give 
such power to the Territorial Legislature. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
proposes to amend the sixth section, which has 
been passed over. If there is no objection, the 
Chair will entertain the motion. | 

Mr. DISNEY. There is no objection to that. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was adopted. 

The Clerk then read the remaining sections of 
the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no further 
amendments, the bill will be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. Bill No. 294, for the pay- 
ment of the civil officers employed in the ‘Territory 
of New Mexico, while under military government, 
was yesterday informally laid aside. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. 
move that the bill be further informally laid 
aside? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. LANE. Then I make that motion. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


The next bill which came up for consideration |: 


was House bill No. 316, entitled «* A bill to 
amend the act approved September 27, 1852, to 
create the office of surveyor general of the public 


lands in Oregon, &c., and also the act amendatory | 


thereof, approved February 19, 1853.” 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, | 
the first reading of the bill will be dispensed | 


with, and the bill will be read, and considered by 
sections. 

The first and second sections of the bill were 
then read. 

The second section is as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the proviso’ to 
the fourth section of the act of twenty-seventh September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty, above mentioned, by which aH 
contracts for the sale of lands claimed under that law, be- 
fore the issue of the patents therefor, are declared void, 
shall be, and the sane is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. COBB. I am going to offer an amend- 


ment to this section; and in doing so, | shall run | 


against a ‘‘sawyer,’’ I suppose. 
In the first place, I will call the attention of the 


I move to amend the sixth sec- ; 


Will it be in order to | 


committee to the original act which this section 
proposes to repeal. PERE UE cor cic abe 
The original act is, in part, as 


follows: oe 


t Provided further, ‘That all fature contracts by any per: 
son or persons entitled to the benefits of dis: act, for: the 
sale of the Jand to which he ‘or they: may be entitledumder 
this act, before he or they shall receive a patent therefor, 
Shall be void.” ae 


This section of the bill proposes:to. annul that 
proviso. We first gave them six. hundred and 
forty acres, which they have sold in whole orin 
part, made speculations thereby, and now.ask that 
their contracts may be confirmed.: : 

I move to strike out that section entirely; and 


[if the gentleman from Oregon. can satisfy the 


House of the necessity of the change in the ex- 
isting law, they will, of course, sustain him, and 
refuse to strike the section out. | think, however, 
that it is at least susceptible of proof, according 
to the construction which 1 put upon it, that. this 
change will open the doors for some magnificent 
speculations in these lands. 

If { understand it, you have by a previous 
law provided for donating six hundred. and ‘forty 
acres to every actual. settter who is a married 


| man, provided he shall live upon it and cultivate 


it for a certain number of years. Now, many of 
these settlers have disposed of their lands without 
complying with the condition imposed upon them, 
in order to secure their patent for them; and now 
they come forward and ask us, and it is proposed 
by this second section, to repeal these conditions 
altogether, and make these sales, which have been 
made in violation of law, valid. But I do. not 
desire to detain the committee upon’ the subject. 
If the gentleman from Oregon can satisfy them 
that this should be done, of course they will refuse 
to strike out this section; but if they agree with 
me that it is better to insist upon fulfilling the 
conditions of the law, and shutting out these spec- 
ulations, they will strike out the section and allow 
the law in this respect to remain as itis. {I ask 
that the section may be read. 

It was read as inserted above. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Alabama, it seems to me, has made out a 
case to suit his own convenience. 

Mr. COBB. Pretty near. 

Mr. LANE. And has come to his own con 
clusions. He states that in Oregon men have 
received, under the law, donations of six hundred 
and forty acres of land, and have sold out por- 
tions of their claims without perfecting their titles. 

Mr. COBB. I took it for granted that it was 


o. 

Mr. LANE. And now ask Congress to con- 
firm their claims. Now, I will say to this commit- 
ree that there is no singlé case in the Territory, ` 
where x man claiming land, under the donation 
law, has sold out his claim, or any portion of it, 
unless it may be town sites; and the. Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office has recently deë 
cided that all town sites areincluded under the pro- 
visions of the law of 1844, and do not come under 
the provisions of the donation law. But, aside 
from these town sites, I will undertake to say that 


S 


| there has not been a single claim, taken under the 
, donation Jaw, sold. 


Mr. COBB. Then where is the necessity of 
making the change? 

Mr. LANE. Iwill tell the gentleman what is 
the necessity: Theact of Congress donating lands 
to actual settlers provides that all American citi- 
zens residing in,Qregon, and such foreigners as 
should declare their intentions to become citizens, 
who had taken a chin, occupied and cultivated it 
for four consecutive years, should, if a married 
man, be entitled to six hundred and forty acres 
of land; if a single man, to three hundred and 
twenty acres; and such others as should take a 
claim previous to December, 1851, should be en- 
titled to the same quantity upon the same terma, 
of occupation and cultivation for four years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, many persons were en- 
titled to their patents as soon as the time this 
law passed, by virtue of four years’ occupation 
and cultivation; and many others, who had taken 
claims one, two, and three years previous to the 
passage of the law, have complied with its require- 
ments, and are entitled to their patents. But no 
patents have issued; consequently, they have not 
enjoyed the right to sell their claims, or any. por- 
tion thereof. The repeal of this proviso would 
enable them to sell—a right they ought.to: have. 
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Now, sir, on account of the difficulty of obtaining | 
accurate surveys, and from other causes, there are 
many, who have been in possession and occu- 
pancy of their claims ever since, and long before, 
the passage of this law, who have not yet received 
their patents. 

Mr. COBB. Then they are entitled to their 
patents, and can recover them. 

Mr. LANE. No, sir, they cannot. But I was 
proceeding to say, that these patents have not 
been issued, and these people have not come into 
legal possession of their lands; and would you 
have them compelled to wait for twenty years be- | 
fore they shall have the right to dispose of any | 
portion of their claims ? i 

Sir, the object of these donations was to induce | 
people to settle upou these lands, to increase the 
population, and develop the resources of the Ter- 
ritory. Under the provisions of this law the 
country has been taken up in six hundred and 
forty acre claims; the law has been complied with, 
and on account of this odious provision, the set- | 
tlers are deprived of the privilege of selling, greatly | 
to the detriment of the good citizens, and incon- | 
venience of schools, owing to the consequent 
sparseness of the settlements, which sparseness 
necessarily destroys facilities for sending their | 
children to school. As itis, the schooling of chil- 
dren in Oregon is very expensive. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I want to know 
whether the gentleman’s complaintis that we have 
granted Coo much land? Cannot we diminish the 
amount? 

Mr. LANE. Too much land has been granted; 
but no power can now change the grant, We 
desire that the privilege shall he extended to sella 
portion of it. Strike out that section of the bill, 
and you destroy the bill itself The people of | 
Oregon ask it, and they, it will be admitted on 
all hands, are an intelligent people. 

Mr. COBB. ‘There ia no doubt about that. 

Mr. LANE. ‘They know their interest. 

Mr. COBB. Indeed they do very well, { Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. LANI Repeal the proviso, and let them | 
sell a portion of their claim. They have perfected 
their rights. They have lived there for the time | 
required by the law, Why shall they not have 
the right to sell a portion of their claims? 

Mr. COBB. ‘Fhe answer to a single question | 
will satisfy me. Will notthe provision contended | 
for, apply to an individual who lived there only | 
two yenrs? 

Mr. LANE. ft will apply to all. 

Mr, COBB. t bave no objection to an amend- | 
ment of the section so that the application shall be 
alone to those who have lived there until the patent 
issues. But, as at present, it will apply to those 
who have lived there one year and sold their land; 
it will apply to those who have been there only: 
six months, three months, even for one day. j 

Mr. LANE. Any man who takesa claim under ; 
the donation law of Oregon is debarred from taking į 
another. If he cannot occupy it, in God’s name 
let somebody else. ‘Phere is no sensible man | 
who has lived in Oregon for twelve months, | 
who will live in any other part of the Republic, | 
{Laughter} We particularly desire this section, | 
not for the purpose of apeculation., It grants 
three hundred and twenty acres of hind to every | 
married man—-one half to himself, and the other 
half to his wife. He cannot, thank God, under 
this provision, sell his wifes half of his claim. | 
If he wants to sell, he enn selle his own one hun- | 
dred and sixty acres to any individual, and he | 
will, perhaps, sell his kugli to an individual who 
will cultivate it better than he would. ‘Che pro- | 
vision was a wise one; aad but for the amend- 
rents succeeding tn the New Mexican bill, E 
should have moved to amend that bill so as to 
make it conform to our law, viz: to grant half of 
the claim to the wife. In that way f expect to 
havea home. My wife isthe better half. [Langh- 
ter.] She will not sell her claim, and | would be 
likely to give mine to any good man whe will come 
and be my neighbor. Such a man will always be | 
welcome to it, She would be, probably, more 
tenacious of hers. 

There is nothing in this section which is wrong. 
It is right; and i hope that the committee will! 
not allow the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cons] 
to regulate our interests in Oreron. J have great | 
respect for him; and it is painful for me to oppose 
anything he wishes. When his views conflict 


j held up to them are not going to return. 
il say, “ We have got out here, and here we are, i| 


| this proviso, you would enable them to do this, | 
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with our interests, I must be excused from acting 
with him. 

Mr. COBB. It is exceedingly painful for me 
to oppose anything the gentleman asks. I voted 
for the extra mileage. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in ordet to offer an 
amendment to the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The question now 
pending is the motion to strike out the second sec- e 
tion. i nothing.” 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to insert the words || Now, I should like to know what the Govern- 
‘ for town sites,” after the word land, in the fourth | ment will lose by complying with that request. I 


line, so that the section will read as follows: should like to know whether there is any mode 
: by which the Government would be a loser in 


Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That the proviso to |, 3 : à : 

the fourth section of the act of 27th September, 1850, above | complying with this request. You grant six hun- 
mentioned, by which all contracts for the sale of lands for |! dred and forty acres of land, but with a stipulation 
town sites, claimed under that law, before the issue of the |! that the man shall occupy it for a certain length of 
parenta o Das deciared void, shall be, aud the same l; time. W hat is the reason for making this restric- 
: ie |, tion? Who gains anything by it? The settler 


ready to defend the Territory, and to perform all 
our duties as citizens. But some of us have re- 
ceived more land, under the Jaw under which we 
settled here, than we can conveniently or profitably 
make use of. We ask permission, therefore, to 
sell that surplus land to our old neighbors and 
friends who have come out, and who would pre- 
fer to pay us something for it rather than go into 
some remote settlement and take your land for 


Mr. LANE made a few remarks, but in so low 


F t : does not, of course. He is presumed to know his 
a tone of voice as to be wholly inaudible to the 


‘own business best. The Territory will not gain 
reporter, -anything in any conceivable way, for it is no 

Mr. LETCHER. Suppose they took a portion || advantage to the Territory of Oregon any more 
of it before there was a town site there, and were |j than to the General Government, for a man with 
in possession of it? | no hand but his own to work his land, to be 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would suggest to |; compelled to keep the six hundred and forty 
my colleague, that it is possible that every town- || acres, merely because the Jaw of 1850 declares 
ship, or every mile square of land, would be atown |: that the settler must occupy the land himself for 
site. |. four years, without the privilege of selling or 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, the whole difi- |} mortgaging any portion of it to any one else. 
culty in this case seems to grow out of the exces- The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercurr] 
sive liberality of Congress in the first instance. || says, if these settlers have more land than they 
Why, they gave so much land to the settlers in || want, let them give it back to the General Gov- 
Oregon that they are scattered miles apart; they |! ernment. Notat all. They have no more land 
cannot, therefore, have the benefit of schools and || than they want. But they say that they have 
all the other conveniences that more compact set- |! more than they can cultivate with profit, because 
Uements enjoy. Under these circumstances, after |! their grown up sons, perhaps, have left them, and 
all this liberality has been extended to them, it is |: they are compelled to hire hands to work their 
proposed to allow them, not to conform to the lan- | lands. If they were permitted to sell a part of 
guage of the law as it originally stood, and under |: their lands, settlements would in consequence ex- 
which they received those grants, but to sell it at | tend rapidly, schools would multiply, and they 
speculative prices which they may put upon the j; would be enabled to devote their surplus means to 
land. Now, I think as they madea bargain with |! improving their condition in every respect. ‘Thus 
the Government, as they took the land upon cer- '| all parties would be greatly benefited. But be- 
tain stipulations and conditions, they ought to be | cause it was nominated in the bond that the 
required to fulfill the terms of the bond. If they | should not be permitted to sell any portion of their 
have come here and asked too much, more than || lands, it is argued, therefore, that we should hold 
it is convenient for them to use, instead of being | them to it, although benefit inuves to nobody by it. 
authorized to sell it, think it would be more lib- You say they agreed to occupy the lands for 
eral and just for them to give it back to the Gov || a certain length of time. Virtually, L grant you 
ernment. ‘That is my idea about it. [fthey have | they did. You desired to have your remote Ter- 
got more land than they can use; if the Govern- | ritory filled up with hardy settlers. You passed 
ment has been prodigal in giving it away to them, || a law providing that those who should go to that 
and they cannot now use what they have got and || remote Territory, and remain upon the land four 
are required to dispose of it, let them return it to || years, should be entitled to six hundred and fort 
the hands of the generous donor rather than put |; acres. Those emigrants have gone there with 
it in the market, and pocket the money derived || their families and settled, but tell you that they 
from the sale. can make no profitable use of their lands. They 

And not only that, sir, but there may be asys- |; have no more land than they want, but they desire 
tem of underselling resorted to by these indi- |; to have the privilege of disposing of a portion of 
viduals for the purpose of forcingsettlement. 'The || it to improve the other portion, and to enable 
land has cost them nothing; and they can, there- | them to build mills, school houses, and churches, 
fore, well afford to sell it for fifty, or seventy-five || and in other respects to improve their condition. 
cents, or fora dollar an acre; and, by this com- |; ‘They desire to possess the means of educating 
petition with the Government, they may stop the || their children. 
sales of the public landsaltogether. By repealing |) Mr. LETCHER, If they can sell their lands 
for the purpose of buying horses, wagons, furni- 
ture, and various other things, | would ask the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Bissett] if he will 
maintain that Congress can make a direct appro- 
priation to supply them with these things ? 

_ Mr. BISSELL. Certainly not; but the Govern- 
! ment has dispossessed itself of the hinds, and cannot 
get them back again. I should like to know by 
what process the gentleman would have the Gov- 
ernment reclaim the lands again. The Govern- 
ment, to be sure, can refuse to sanction the policy 
of their selling any portion of this land. hat 
then? The land does not return to the Govern- 
ment, but the ownership remains still in the hands 
of those to whom the lands were originally granted. 

Mr. LETCHER. Suppose these persons sell 
out and return to the United States. 

Mr. BISSELL. ‘Well, sir, they can do it, J 
grant; but it is so improbable a thing, and the 
| Instances of it are so rare, that the matter does not 
ji deserve to be taken into account, I hold, in legis- 
i lating on thisgreat subject. I cannot believe that 
: men will be found to go out to Oregon with their 
families for the sake of six hundred and forty 
cres of land, and then on their being permitted to 
sell out—after having lived there two or three years 

to turn right about, dispose of their land at the 
price which land is worth there, and come back 


and to reap the profits of the sale, after the Gov- 
ernment has generously given them more than | 
they ought to have had: 

Mr. BISSELL. Lam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, and | am in 
favor of the second section of the bill, asit stands, 
and, I think, not without good reason. F believe 
this Oregon land law was passed in 1844, was it not? | 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. No, sir; the law was | 
passed in 1850. fi 
i 
| 
i 


Mr. BISSELL. The object wasto induce emi- | 
grants to go to Oregon. 


: it was thought that a i 
less inducement than six hundred and forty acres | 
would not be likely to tempt men to go out there | 
with their families. But, sir, the simple promise | 
that, on getting out there, they should be entitled 
to six hundred and forty acres of land did induce |i 
a great many men, and a great many families, to 
go out to Oregon. Well, they got there. That 
was all you wanted. You wanted that remote 
Territory to be settled up, as fast as it could be 
done with propriety and conyenience to the Gov- 
ernment and to the citizens. You have secured 
that object, so far as it has gone. ‘Those emi- 
grants who went out under the mdücement Mar 

iey 


1854. 
again. But even though there might be an instance 

of the Kind, still the purchaser would occupy the 
place of the original owner. 

Mr. LANE. Im addition to the excellent re- 

marks made by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
BisseL1,] I wili say to my friend from Virginia, 
[Mr. Letcuen,] thatit is the best thing for the 
. Government and Treasury of the United States— 
` ifthey wantto make money out of the land lying in 
Oregon—to allow the claimant to sell a portion of 
his claim. At this time, Mr. Chairman, a mar- 
ried man is entitled to three hundred and twenty 
acres of land. All who have emigrated to the 
Territory since 1851 are entitled to this privilege. 
If the claimant has taken a claim, and sells the 
half of it to an emigrant, he thereby prevents that 
man from going and taking three hundred and 
twenty acres for himself. If the claimant divides 
with the emigrant who comes in, the emigrant re- 
mains there, andthe Government is saved from 
losing three hundred and twenty acres of land, 
worth perhaps, if brought into market, from five 
to ten dollars an acre. Now, if this bill prohibits 
selling a portion of these claims, the emigrant 
goes and takes aclaim for himself, and the Gov- 
ernment loses that quantity of land by it. This 
would not, as has been stated, be encouraging 
speculation. -Do gentlemen imagine that, because 
land is granted by the Government, it shall al- 
ways remain in the hands of the person to whom 
itis granted? Certainly no such thing can be 
claimed. And if you do not let the claimant sell 
forty, or fifty, or a hundred acres of his land, the 
emigrant will go and take his three hundred and 
twenty acres, and the Government will have lost 
that much by this unwise restriction. 

And again, let me say to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,] that no man will return 
from Oregon Territory who has taken a claim in 
this way. He will not find one out of ten thou- 
sand to do it. In the first place it breaks up a 
man to get there—I do not care much what he 
may have been worth. If he were worth five 
or ten thousand dollars at the time he starts 
from Missouri, after purchasing his teams and 
wagons, and everything necessary to make his 
family comfortable, he has, by the time he arrives 
at Oregon Territory, expended the whole of it. 
Perhaps he has not a dollar left. And thus he has 
paid more than ten dollars an acre for the land 
you give him. And because your law has given 
him more than he wants, or more than is neces- 
sary for his agricultural purposes, do you say 
that he shall not sell a part of it to the emigrant 
who follows him, and that the latter shall have to 
go and take twice as much land as he wants, or 
as he otherwise would? Is there any common 
sense in that proposition? Is there any good 
policy in it? Is there anything in it that is worth 
the consideration of my excellent friend from Vir- 
gina, (Mr. Lercuen?] l know his good sense. 
I like his principles. f appreciate his opinions; 
for, in most instances, they are right; but I think 
he has taken a wrong view of this matter. 

Let me remind the gentleman again that the 
man who has taken three hundred and twenty 
acres of Jand will reconcile his neighbor who 
comes to it to settle on the half of that claim. 
He will do it that he may make sale of this moie- 
ty of his land, and by so doing he will save to 
theGovernment three hundred and twenty acres 
of land. 

Now, it seems to me that it would be in every 
respect wise and politic to allow the settler so to 
dispose of his land. And I appeal to my friend 
from Virginia to let that principle in the bill 
stand unimpaired, and so allow the Government 
to hold as much unoccupied land, when it comes | 
into the market, as possible. 

If you allow the emigrants who go there to set- 
tle upon smaller portions of the territory—as you 
can do by removing this restriction, and permit- || 
ting them to purchase lands of those who have |; 
gone before them and availed themselves of the | 
benefits of the act donating the land—the Territory 
will become more densely settled. But if you 
refuse them this, and compel them to take up 
claims of three hundred and twenty acres, the 

opulation will be scattered all over the country. 

hus, with the same population merely, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will lose a large 
amount of money, as has been the effect already. 

Ido not think it necessary that I should say 
anything more upon this subject. I think my 


‘act of 1850. And the decision, which has been 


‘ each individual occupying such lands has a pre- 
i hold. Now, sir, with regard to the provisions of 


| The whole object of the Government in making 


| ject of the Government has been accomplished. | 


| but owing to the incompleteness of the surveys, 


| and the occupant has not legal title to the lands. 
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full force. 

I wish to say one word further to my friend 
from Virginia in reference to these town sites, 
and then | will yield the floor. ~. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
decided that all town sites in the Territory of Ore- 
gon are subject to the provisions of the law of 
1844; that they were not the subject of donation 
under the act of Congress, and that a claim can 
only be taken up, under the provisions of the law, | 
for agricultural purposes, and not for purposes of 
trade and speculation in them, as town sites. I 
was not satisfied with that decision, for we had 
many town and village sites all over the Territory 
of Oregon, and I took an appeal from the decision 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and he has con- 
firmed it. Why now pass any law to conflict 
with that decision? I hope the gentleman will | 
not insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desireto say a word in refer- 
ence to this matter of town sites by way of expla- 
nation, suggested by the question which was put į 
by the gentleman from Virginia a few moments 
ago. It seems to be supposed, by gentlemen who 
have not made an examination of this matter, that 
the term “town sites” applies to those particular | 
tracts of land upon which towns may be built— 
that is which are favorable for that purpose. 
“Town sites’? means lands upon which towns | 
are actually standing. 

É Mr. LETCHER. That is what 1 understand 


it, 
Mt. DISNEY. Sol presumed; but I referred | 
to another gentleman from Virginia, who, with i 
his friends, suppose that it means tracts favorable | 
for the location of towns. Thisis not so. By | 
the act of 1844, it is provided that when towns, as || 
such, are located in whole or in part upon the pub- 
lic lands, the corporate authorities of such towns 
have a right to enter the lands, by the payment 
of $1 50 per acre, in trust for the respective occu- 
pants of it. In other words, the practical effect 
and operation of the law of 1844, is to allow pre- 
emption right to particular owners of town sites 
where they are located upon the public lands— 
that is, to each respective owner. Hence the | 
provisions of this bill, and the provisions of the 


referred to by the gentleman from Oregon, [Mr. 
Lang,] recently made by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and confirmed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, is the law which applies to 
the case. 

We have properly provided that the donation 
privilege provided for in the act of 1850 shall not i! 
extend to those town sites. By that decision a 
claim is defeated which might be set up by an 
individual, and which might embrace a whole 
village. All claims of that sort are defeated, and 


emplive right to the particular land which he may 


this section, the whole subject lies in a nut-shell. 


these provisions originally was to induce emigra- 
tion to the Territory of Oregon, for the promotion | 
of which emigration six hundred and forty acres 
of land were to be granted to him upon his arrival 
there. Relying upon the promise of the Govern- || 
ment, the emigrant went there, settled upon the |! 
lands, cultivated them for the time required, and || 
performed the conditions inant by the Gov- |! 
ernment as necessary to the issuance of a patent ‘| 
giving him full possession. | 

Now, sir, in the case of this individual, the ob- |! 


The purpose of the Government was to induce 
the individual to increase the population of the 
Territory of Oregon to the extent of one person. 
The condition imposed was for the purpose of |; 
more effectually accomplishing that object; and | 
now that he has settled there, and cultivated the į! 
land for the time specified in the grant, as these 
settlers have in perhaps a majority of cases, I say | 
the purpose of the Government is accomplished; | 


i 
i 
H 
i 
i 
i 
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and other circumstances, the patent has not issued, 


Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances, these 
settlers come here and ask that if they cannot have 


| 
| 
$ 
| 
| 
i 


E. 


| nation. 
contract with the Government. 
it. 
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their patents issued-to them, by which they might 
come into full possession of the land: that you 
will at lest give them the right to sell or dispose. 
of their claim to it, and not deprive: them. of: the: 
rights which they would otherwise enjoy under. 
the general Jaws of the country. This restriction 
denies to them the power of exercising that right, 
and they ask that. you. will remove it. That is all 
this section proposes to accomplish. There are, 
without doubt, other cases where the parties have 
not fulfilled the conditions ofthe donations where 
they have not cultivated the land for four. years; 
but in these cases, as in the. others, I maintain 
that the purpose of the Government has’ been 
accomplished. They have increased the popula- 
tion of the Territory by going there and becom- 
ing citizens. The Government, by promising 
them six hundred and. forty acres of land, has 
induced them to emigrate there; and so long as 


i they remain, the Government loses nothing by 


removing the restriction. Suppose the party does 
sell a portion of his grant, and it inures to his 
advantage, what does the Government lose by it? 
A question which was properly and forcibly -put 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. .Bisseiy.] 
Does the grant suffer any injury by it? Does any: 
one suffer by it? Will it not contribute to settle: 
the country more rapidly and more densely? Has: 


i not the Government received a full compensation 


for the land by the settler becoming. citizen of 
the ‘Territory? i : 

But suppose the extraordinary case pat by. the: 
gentleman from Alabama. should: occur, and: the. 
settler should sell out his entire claim for. the pur- 
poseof speculation. Lf he does not leave the Ter- 


‘| ritory, the Government loses nothing; and if. the 


individual is benefited by the operation, what 
injury is it to the Government?) Why, then, 
should this barrier be interposed to prevent the 
settler from coming into the possession of his land ?- 
I can seenone. No gentleman has, and do not 
believe any one can, point out any advantage that, 
the Government will derive from continuing:this 
restriction. 

It may be said, as it has been said, that. the 
parties interested will reap advantage from its 


| removal; but it seems to me this is a strange argu-: 
| ment against it, so long as no other party suffers 
i from it, 


Suppose a man does dispose of his claim 
to his friends and neighbors! If no objection more 
reasonable in its character can be brought to show 
why this restriction should be removed, I trust the 
section of the bill will not bestricken out. It may 
be an objection, if it can be shown that the Gov- 
ernment will be injured by it; but in this case it 
cannot be shown that any injury inures to. the 
Government, while advantage inures to the parties. 
who are in possession. COF 

1 said, when I got up, that this affair lies ina” 


| nut-shell, and so itdoes. The Government agreed 


to give six hundred and forty acres to each man 
who increased the population of Oregon by his 
presence. The parties who have gone there kave 
complied with the conditions, The Government 


ji has attained its object. The good which it desired 


to accomplish has been secured; and whatever 
disposition the people of Oregon may make of 
their possessions, the good desired by the Govern- 
ment remains. Certainly, it can be of no sort of 
interest to the Government whether the party who 
originally located the land should retain it, ora 
party purchasing from him should become ‘the 
occupant. 


But, said the gentleman from Alabama, this 


‘land will fall into the hands of speculators. : What 
| injury results if it does? Why, by the provisions 


of the law, the original donee, if he sell or dispose 
of his land, is not competent to take another do- 
He cannot get another. He has hada 
He has executed 


He has received hig compensation, and ren- 


: dered the service which the Government desired. 
' There is an end of the affair; and even if he dis- 


poses of the land to speculators who shall not 


occupy it—putting the most extreme possible 


case—still the party remains there, and he is de- 
barred the right of having any other land except 
by sale and purchase. The gentleman wished to 
ask me a question. What is it? Shae 
Mr. COBB. What was the object of the Goy- 
ernment when it made the grant, in requiring that 
the land should be settled on and cultivated for 
four years? When the gentleman answers that 
question, I will ask him others. 
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Mr. DISNEY. Those words were merely a 
repetition of the idea conveyed by the words that 
the grant was for the general improvement, What 
is the other question the gentleman desires to ask 


me? 

Mr. COBB. I may be so fortunate as to get 
the floor presently, and then I shall embody the 
questions I have to propound in my five-minute 
speech. 

Mr. DISNEY. I now yield the floor, then. 

Mr. LANCASTER. Mr. Chairman, 1 am 
from the coast which has been referred to in this 
debate. 1 was an inhabitant on it long before the 
land law was passed. I have seen, and well know 


the operations of that law. And here let me say, | 
in the beginning, that J am opposed to all restric- i| 


tions against the sale of land in that ‘Territory. 
Many persons were on that coast previous to the 
passage of the lund law; and when it was passed 
they felt that they had been wronged by this un- 


wholesome restriction. [ts operations can of course | 


be better seen in the Territory than here. Before 
any of us had gone there, a bill had been intro- 
duced into the Senate of the United States by the 
lamented Dr. Linn, of Missouri. Jt passed that 
branch of Congress. Another bill was introduced 
here, and defeated in the other House. 
the measure was alternately introduced and lost; 
and during this time persons emigrated to that 
coast in expectation of receiving six hundred and 
forty acres of the public land each, They ex- 
pected that amount in consideration of setting 
on it, with their families, after having endured 
all the perils and hardships of an overland 
ronte across a barren wilderness. 
them. I was there before the land law passed; 
and when the law was passed, it gave us this 
amount of land with the unwholesome restric- 


tion that the land should be tied up, and should | 


not be sold until we obtained a patent for it. ‘The 
lands were not then surveyed; the boundary 
question was not even settled, when the earliest 
of us got out there, Well, when this land was 
given to us, as it was said, to pay us for going 
over there, it was so restricted and tied down that 
we could not sell or mortgage it, or raise funds 
upon our possessions, It has remained so tied 
down ever since. No man can sell bis land, or 
incumber it any way. He is there, and has been 


there with this possession, the gift of the Gov- | 
ernment, so tied up, that he is without the power | 
of using it. He may raise turnips and potatoes i 
from it, but the Government has required him to | 


make the improvements upon it with his own 
hands, 
legally, and not constructively, 
four years on a portion of six hundred and forty 
acres of land, and improved it by these hands, 
J have thus fulfilled the condition of the grant. 


The Government of the United States required | 
the labor to be performed by my own hands, | 
whereas, with my profession, if 1 couid have put ; 
another person on the land, he could have per- : 


formed twice the labor that I could. But that was 
the condition emanating from the wisdom of Con- 
gress, and it has borne heavily on me, and upon 
every other person on that coast. If the land was 


a gift to them for going there and improving the: 
country, and bringing it into notice, for aiding to | 
settle the boundary, and for raising the American |, 
ilag there, let them have it without trammels and | 


conditions imposed upon them by the Govern- 
ment. 

| may say farther, that before the land law 
passed, a provisional government was established 


on that coast, American in its character. And the | 
inhabitants who assisted in the organization of | 


that provisional government, and who resided 


under it, and helped to maintain it until the terri- | 


torial government was formed, were paid by the 
Government of the United States in so much wild 
land, if they would cultivate it with their own 
hands, without being able to sell any of it, or to 
incumber it, until they got a patent for it. And 
who can tell when they will obtain those titles— 
when the Government of the United States will 
enable them to incumber their land, to raise funds 


do, 


I was among | 


Í bave fulfilled the condition strictly and | 
Í have lived for į 


The man who, in good faith, has built a ware- 
house on his lot, and engaged in that business, is 
prevented by the unwholesome provisions of that 
law from obtaining a title to his lot. 

Now, Í say, as the Representative of Washing- 
ton Territory, that I desire that the land which 
the Government of the United States has seen fit 
to bestow upon those who have crossed the plains 
and taken their families into that country, shall be 
really given to them, that they shall receive their 
titles, and be allowed to mortgage the Jand and 
raise money upon it, I desire that the young man 
may be able to sell half his land and raise money to 
come to the States and obtain a wife, and then 
return there and become attached to the soil by 
cultivating it and being a citizen and the head of a 


mên in the Territory of Washington, who, if they 
had the power, would mortgage the land or sell a 
portion of it, and come here to the country where 


try to settle on those lande. f know that to be 
the case. Butat present their hands are tied and 
‘they are crippled. 
Territory is crippled. l hope that you will not 
continue this restriction upon the interests of that 
Territory. The coal fields, the lumbering interests, 
the fishing interests, and a thousand other interests 


| 
and you should not require or expect a man to re- 
main upon his land four years, keeping a wretched 
bachelor’s hall, without a place to call his home, 

Mr. COBB. Before the gentleman from Wash- 
ington conclades, IE desire to offer the following 
proviso by way of acompromise: 

Provided, The recipients of said act shall have lived 
| four years upon said lands thereby grauted. 

Mr. LANCASTER. 
man’s proviso, and 1 am honest and candid in 
what I say. 

Mr. COBB. Then I cannot compromise. 

Mr. LANCASTER. I wish to say in conelu- 
sion, as L stated before, that I believe Delegates 
from Territories ought not to occupy the floor 
with speeches upon matters in which their con- 
stituents are not directly interested. The reason 
why the restrictive clause, to which l have al- 
ready referred, was made, was this: that Mr. 
| ‘Thurston, a Delegate from the Territory of Oregon 


i 
ft 


Liudson’s Bay Company, and the servants of the 
Puget’s Sound agricultural company might make 
claims of large tracts of the country, and hold j 
them in trust for the benefit of such companies. 


of Oregon City, would reap some benefit for the 
labor and money he bestowed in promoting the 
interests of American citizens; for in the time 
‘of ther greatest need, he gave them liberally į 
seeds, provisions, teams, and clothing, and did 
every thing in his power, which his charitable heart 
could suggest, to promote their comfort and wel- 
fare. But it was feared by Mr. Thurston that he 


lands, and this was one of the reasons why this 
restriction was placed in the act. 
hired to go into that country—especially a single 
man--and live four years upon his land, keep 
bachelor’s hall, and carry out the spirit of thelaw, 
unless he is an honest man, intending to make 
| that place his home. The law, as it now stands, 
requires four years of consecutive residence upon 
the land; but how would my friend from Alabama 
! {Mr. Cons] like to live in the wilderness, ina 


elor’s ball, having even to wash his shirt, without 


| is too hard to require that our young men shall be 
| subjected to these conditions. It ought not to be 
wretchedness any longer. I hope that these oner- 
and that I may have the pleasure of sending this | 
gratifying information to the people there. Should | 
it be placed in my power to send them the inform- 


ation, such rejoicing will take place there as was 
never before witnessed there or anywhere else. 


i 
| 
| 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


1 


I can well appreciate | 
mber of i 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| family. There are more than five hundred young | 


women are to be had, and take them tothatcoun- | 


Every man throughout the | 


there, ought to be protected and fully developed; ; 


upon this floor, was fearful that the oflicers of the | 


Fle was fearful also, that Dr. John McLaughlin, | 


would receive some benefit from holding these | 


state of solitude, with a prospect of keeping bach- | 


I object to the gentle- | 


No man can be |, 


the power to part with or dispose of his lands. Tt): 


| insisted that they should live in such a state of |) 


ous and unnecessary trammels will be removed; ; 


full-blooded young men to be washing their own 
shirts, and going without wives and the society of 
ladies. {Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I believe there is another 
Territory where there is an abundance of ladies, 
and where they are not compelled to come into 
the Atlantic States to obtain wives. [Laughter.} 
There must be injustice done to the women, if 
there are a superabundance of them, as every 
woman, I believe, is entitled to one husband. 

But, sir, in retation to the second provision. 
Weare told that the.Government gives these six 
hundred and forty acres as an inducement to emi- 
grants to go there and settlethe lands. “PheGov- 
ernment has fulfilled its part of the centraet, and 
if these gentlemen who have reclaimed the land 
which they have received, in God’s name, if they 
! find that they have too much to hold profitably, 
Jet them give away the surplus to the men who 
come after them, and who are there, ready and 
willing to endure the same privations that they 
have encountered. 1 repeat, sir, the Government 
has fulfilled its part of thecontract; and if six hua- 
dred and forty acres is entirely too much land for 
one man to cultivate, let him, instead of driving his 
fellow-man, who comes after him, te an unknown 
wilderness, exhibit his gratitude for the gift which 
he originally received from the Government, by 
dividing with those who come after him, There 
is no law to prevent him giving away his Jang ir 
| this way,and I see no reason to prohibit him from 
doing so. 

Mr. LANCASTER. 1 would sey, for the 
information of the eommittee, that the persons 
making application for a patent of land shall swear 
that they hold their lands in their own right, and 
not for others, and that they have not disposed of, 
or put away any part or parcel of it. 

Mr. WALSEL. Yes, that they have not parted 
with it fer a consideration; but I suppose a man 
has a right to give away a portion of his land. 

Mr. LE TCHER took the floor. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Hf the gentleman from 
Virginia will allow me, 1 will move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
or two first. 

Mr. LANE. If my proposition suits the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I will make the motion— 
but not otherwise—that the committee rise, with 
a view of closing the debate on this bill. 

[Cries of «¢ No P?“ Not] 

Mr. LETCHER. The proposition will not 
suit. J desire to say a word or two first. 

Mr. LANE. Well; will five-minute speeches 
d 


| 
{ 
j 
j 


No; I want to say a word 


o? 

Mr. LETCHER. Not unless a man could 
have an opportunity to weld three or four to- 
gether. 

Mr. LANE. Well, let ushear the gentleman. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, things are 
now tending very rapidly to the point to which F 
supposed, some time ago, they would ultimately 
get. L expected, before L had finished my term 
in Congress, to find men, who, if not making 6 
direct proposition to the House, would at least 
present the idea as fuir and proper, that Congress 
should not only give to settlers farms out of the 
public domain, but should supply them also with 
the means of working these farms and making 
them valuable. 

But the gentleman from Washington Territory 
[Mr. Lancaster] has gone even beyond my ex- 
pectation, and has reached a point which I never 
expected to hear broached. He now insists upon 
it, that it is the duty of Congress to so legislate 
as that wives can be furnished to them in addi- 
tion to the grants of lands. [Laughter] Now, 
Mr. Chairman, | take it that every man, in any 
part of the country, who wants a wife, and whe 
| is worthy of a wife, will get one. [Renewed laugh- 
ter.] And I think that the Government need not 
interfere in respect to this little domestic matter, 
which should very properly be left to the parties 
themselves. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You are for non-inter- 
vention, 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir. I am for pon- 
intervention in all matters of that sort. I want 
neither the Government nor individuals to inter- 
fere in a matter of that kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand you. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir, neither North 
nor South should interfere. It seems to me that 
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the Government has been liberal to those persons 
who have gone to Oregon, as well as to those 
who have gone to all the other Territories which 
have been organized. It has given them an im- 
mense quantity of land; and so largeand valuable 
has been the gift, that even now, upon this floor, 
we hear it said, and complained of, that they have 
more than they know what to do with. The 
Government established the terms and conditions 
upon which the land was granted to them, and 
that, too, very shortly after the Territory was 
organized. What are those terms and conditions, 
and. to whom were the grants to be made? Here 
is a part of the fourth, and the entire fifth section 
of the act of 1850: 


“Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That there shall be, 
and hereby is, granted to every white settler or occupant of 
the publie lands, American half breed Indians included, 
above the age of eighteen years, being a citizen of the 
United Siates, or having made a declaration according to 
law, of his intention to become a citizen, or who sball 
make such declaration on or before the Ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1851, now residing in said Territory, or who shall 
become a resident thereof on or before the Ist day of De 
cember, 1850, and who shall have resided upon and culti- 
vated the same for four consecutive years, and shall other- 
wise conform to the provisions of this act, We quantity of 
one half section, or three hundred and twenty acres of tard, 
ifa single man, and ifa married man, or if he shall become 
married within one year from the Lst day of December, 1850, 
the quantity of one section, or six hundred and forty acres, 
one half to himself and the other half to his wife, to be 
held by berin her own right; and the surveyor general 
shall designate the part inuring to the husband and tat to 
the wife, and cater the same on the records of his office; 
and in all ci where such married persous have complied 
with the provisions of this act, so as to entitle tbem to the 
grant as above provided, whether under the late provisional 


government of Oregon, or since, and either shall have died | 


before patent issues, the survivor and children or heirs of 
the deceased shall be entitled to the share or interest of the 


deceased in equal proportions, except where the deceased | 


shall otherwise dispose of it by testament duly and properly 

. executed according to the laws of Oregon. 
Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That to alt white 
male citizens of the United States, or persons who shall 


have made a declaration of intention to become such, above | 
the age of twenty-one years, emigrating to and sewing in | 


said Territory between the Ist day of December, 185),and the 
Ist day of December, 1853; and to all white male American 
citizens, uot hereinbelore provided for, becoming one and 
twenty years of age, in said Territory, and settling there 
between the times last aforesaid, who shall in other respects 
‘comply with the foregoing section and the provisions of 
this law, there shall be, aud hereby is, granted the quantity 
of oue quarter section, or one hundred and sixty acres of 
tand, if a single man ; or if marricd, or if he shall become 
married within one year from the time of arriving in said 
'Nerritory, or within one year after becoming twenty-one 
years of age as aforesaid, then the quantity of one half sec- 
tion, or three hundred and twenty acres, one half to the 
husband aud the other half to the wife, in her own right, 
to be designated by the surveyor general as aforesaid: 


Provided always, That no person shail ever receive a patent | 
Ys, i i 


for more than one donation of land in said Territory in his 
or her own right: Provided, That no mineral lands shall be 
located or granted under the provisions of this act ”? 
Now, sir, it seems to me that the provisions 
made by the Government for granting lands to those 
who are within the limits of the Territory of Ore- 
gon are exceedingly liberal and gererous. It not 
only gives land to every American citizen who is 
there, but to every half-breed Indian; and not only 
to those who are there, but to those who shall go 


there before a certain day, which is designated by jj 5 i ; 
| in which he thinks the Government might poss j 


the act—three hundred and twenty acres of Jand, 
if a single man, and if married, six hundred and 
forty acres. 

This provision was not confined to those who 
were there at the time of the passage of the act. 
It went beyond that, and applied to those who 
came within twelve months afterwards. And it 
gave the same indulgence not only to married 
men, but to those who might hereafter marry 
within twelve, months after a certain date therein 
specified. 


Now, sir, there are some provisions attached to į 


thislaw. They are as follows: 


& Provided, That no alien shall be entitled to a patent to 
land, granted by this act, until he shall produce to the sur 
veyor general of Oregon record evidence that his natural- 
ization as acitizenof the United States has heen completed; 


but if any alien, having made his declaration of intention | 


to become a citizen of the United States, after the passage 
of this act, shall die before his naturalization shall be com- 
pleted, the p sory right acquired by him under the 
provisions of this act shall descend to his heirs at law, or 
pass to his devisees, to whom, as the case may be, the 
patent shall issue: Provided further, That in all cases pro- 
vided for in this section, the donation shail embrace the 
land actually occupied and cultivated by the settler thereon: 
Provided further, That ali future contracts by any person or 
persons entitled to the beuefit of this act, for the sale of 
the land to which he or they may be entitled under this act 
before he or they have received a patent therefor, shall be 
void.” 


Now this last proviso is to be stricken out, and | 


| 
j 
| 
i 


| for four years. 


the result will be, that if the occupant has not 
been upon the land for three months, he is to be 
relieved from the restriction which requires him 
to settle and cultivate the same, and he is to be 
allowed to go into market and make a sale of his 
land. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] says, 
what does the Government sutter by this? What 
is lost to the United States? They have already 
given the land, and by striking out this proviso, 
you authorize them to seli a portion of it, in order 
that they may acquire the means of carrying on 
their farming operations upon the rest of it, as the 
gentleman says. 

Well now, sir, it strikes me that, under this state 
of things, this may occur, that the Government 
of the United States may, at least, give lands to 
others which will go into the hands of those who 
have already received them. For example: sup- 
pose one man has three hundred and twenty acres 
of land there now, and if a new comer arrives 
there, under the provisions of this section he can 
sell to him one half of his claim, and the new 
comer himself canenter a claim forthree hundred 
and twenty acres more, and in his turn may sell 
one halfof his claim to the first, or they may agree 


| to make an exchange of portions of the land which 
each halds. 


Mr. LANE. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia allow me to say that, as we have many bills 
relating to territorial business yet to dispose of, 
and as this provision is likely to consume the time 
of the committee, to avoid detaining the committee 
any longer upon the matter, l am willing, so far 
as Oregon is concerned, that the privilege of selling 
portions of claims shall be restricted, as the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Parker] proposes, to 
persons who have perfected their right to the lands; 
that is, to those who have lived upon their claims 
Does the gentleman from Virginia 
desire more than that? 

Mr. LETCHER. If they have complied with 
the conditions of the law, they have the right to 


| dispose of their lands as they please, and there is 


no need for us to adopt such a provision. 

Mr. COBB. But they cannot get their patents. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ifthey have lived upon their 
lands four years, they have a right to a patent 
for it, and they can enforce their right. 

Mr.LANE. No, sir; they cannot enforce their 
right. But, if the gentleman will allow me, what 
I desire now is, to indicate my willingness, in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana, to confine the privilege of selling 


| portions of claims to those who have perfected their 


titles by living upon the land four years. 

Mr. PARKER. That is theamendment! pro- 
posed to offer. 

Mr. LANE. Now [ask the gentleman if he 
will yield me the floor for five minutes? 

Mr. LETCHER. I will for that length of 
time. 

Mr. DISNEY. I ask the permission of the 
gentleman frém Virginia to say a word at this 
point? The gentleman has put a hypothetical case, 


sibly get a portion of the claim of another person. 


If I mistake not, he puts it thus: Suppose an indi- | 


vidual who had, under the act of 1850, entered 
and taken possession of three hundred and twenty 
acres of land, should, under the provisions of this 
section, avail himself of the opportunity to sel] 
one half of his claim to a new comer, who, in his 
turn, should locate another three hundred and 
twenty acres, and should dispose of half of his 
tract to the first, what would be the consequence? 
Each one would have three hundred and twenty 
acres still, and what would be the difference? By 
the existing Jaws each resident is entitled to three 
hundred and twenty acres, and, of course, each 
new comer is entitied to three hundred and twenty 
acres more; and whether they take it by collusion, 
or without collusion, makes no practical differ- 
ence. The operation of the law 1s precisely the 
same, and nothing is either gained or lost, either 


| by the individuals themselves, or by the Govern- 


ment, 

But, sir, suppose you take the case which has 
been put by the gentleman, and in reference to 
which the gentleman from Oregon seems disposed 
to yield the point, so far as this section of the billis 
concerned. Suppose a party has been in possession 
of his claim only three months and feels disposed 
to sell out. (T wish the gentleman to remember 


j asa State. 


the fact that the condition on which-thê right was, 
acquired under the act of. 1850 was That- of ‘four 
years’ occupancy.) And if an individul: occupies ~ 
the land for three months, and the party who pur- - 
chases from him does not continue the oceupaney, 
the condition precedent on which the grant: was i 
made is not- carried out, and’ no. right ‘acerties 
to either party. Hence there is: nothing in’ the 
case that the party who occupies might sell-out. 
There must bea continued occupancy either of the: 
party originally making the location, or of hisas- 
signees, or the condition precedent falls, and nei- 
ther party is entitled under the act of 1850. Sach’ 
is the law; and the gentleman from: Oregon’ is’ 
yielding to that in which there is no point. 

Mr. LANE. J am willing that the amendment 


E of the gentleman from Virginia shall be embodied. 
j in the bill, 


Let the proviso be repealed, so far as 
claims of the description indicated are concerned. 
Now, I believe that. the gentleman. has no other 
objection to the bill. 
Mr. LETCHER,. Yes, I have something else. 
Mr. LANE. I want about five minutes? time. 
Mr. LETCHER. Wait a moment, and you 
shall have it; my remarks will not be long. 
My friend from Ohio (Mr. Disney] has one of 


i the happiest faculties of any gentleman within the 


limits of my acquaintance. 
him opposed to anybody that he was not perfectly 
satisfied that he was in the right, and that no- 
body else was, or could be, right. (Laughter.] 

I have observed his course.on various occasions, 
not only in the discussion of land questions, but 
in other matters in this House, and { have yet to 
see the very first man who ever differed from him 

in opinion, no matter how wide or how slight the 

difference, that he did notcome to the conclusion, 

and with a great deal of self-complacency, that he 

was right, and that it was utterly impossible it 

could be otherwise. 

Now, the gentleman says that my objection to 
this section has no sort of point to it, What is 
the objection? I object to the surrender of the 
whole of the public lands of the country in these 
Territories. The gentleman admits that these 
parties may go in there, and that they may, after 
taking up these lands, divide them to suit their 
own convenience. With this authority, it will be 
hard to tell how much land will be occupied by 
these parties. Under the doctrine of. the. véto 
which went into the Senate to-day, I think that 
we may possibly hope, ere long, to arrest. some 
of this squandering of the public lands, The 
President says that they ought not to be given up 
unless there is a full equivalent in value given for 
them; that the Government ought not to lose the 
price of them; and under this principle I hope that 
we may be able to check this principle of giving 
away. And I hope that it will.check it for another 
reason. Look at the state of things now‘in this 
country in the organization of Territories. Here 
are five Territories organized in the North at this 
time, one organized in 1848, one which is now 
the subject of consideration; and, in the space of 
six yeurs, it has grown so rapidly that at this 
very time there is a bill on the table to organize it 
Well, here are other of these Terri- 
tories growing up under this spirit of liberality on 
the part of the Federal Government, which gives 
away lands to setilers, and withdraws them from 
the old States. We are building up northern 
power to create a disparity far greater than at: 
present exists between the North and the South. 

I have no objection to the organization of these 
Territories when they are needed, but Ihave an 
objection to using the power of this Government 
for the purpose of stimulating a hot-housesystem, 
that shall encourage these Territories, and bring 
them upon us of the South as States when we are 
weak enough already in this Government. Under 
the old policy, gur custom was to admit into this 
Union a free State and a slave State at the same 
time, and that policy was adhered to for a long 
series of years, until squatter sovereignty and 
military authority controlled California, and 
brought her into the Union as a free State, thus 
destroying the equality. j 

If men choose to go into these Territories vol- 
untarily and settle there for the purpose of bettering 
their fortunes, let them go. But do not let this 
Government undertake to destroy us of the South 
by holding out stimulants to the encouragement 
of northern Territories, the propagation of north- 
ern sentiment, and the multiplication: of northern, 


Ì have never yet seen 
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representagives here and in the Senate. We are 
the weakeF party now in both bodies, and I hope 
we shall rfot so legislate as to place us ata greater 
disadvantage. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Most of the 
arguments presented by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, might have been very appropriate when the 
bill proposing to give six hundred and forty acres 
to the emigrants was before the House for con- 
sideration. That, however, is now alaw. The 
question whether it was a proper law or not, is 
not now before us. [I think I voted for that law, 
and that it was a proper one. We wanted to 
have Oregon settled up, and it was necessary to 
offer inducements to the people of all parts of the 
country to go there. It was in the nature of a 
military occupation. It was consistent with the 
policy of the Government in various other in- 
stances. It was in perfect consistency with the 
policy of my own State. In the early settlement 
of Georgia large grants of land were given to any 
individuals who would come and settle the coun- 
try. I think the policy a wise one, and I am pre- 
pared to defend it. 

But the only question before us at this time, is 
whether the individuals who have gone out to 


Oregon and settled there, shall be hampered and ; 


restricted by the provisions of that law. Sir, the 
policy of the Government, whether right or wrong, 
was for the benefit of those who hazarded every- 
thing to go out to that country, 


ginia-—is it wise, is it just, that we should still 


trammel and restrict then? ‘The object, when that ; 


Jaw was passed, was to benefit the pioneer, Why 
should we not go on and still benefit him? Let 
us carry out the same policy. 1 do not see why 


we should continue the restriction; and Iam, there- į 
fore, for repealing this proviso. ‘The Government | 
Itisnot proposed by this | 


cannot beinjured by it. 
bill to give away another nere of the public lands. 

‘he gentleman argues as if we were disposing 
of the public lands. 
away the public lands in the Territories. 
bill does not propose to give away an inch of the 
public lands, ‘The propriety of such grants is not 
now the subject-matter of discussion. The simple 


question is, will you do this act of justice to the | 


western pioneer? For one, Lam disposed to do it. 

Mr. LETCLIER, Will the gentleman from 
Georgia allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. STEPITENS, Certainly. 

Mr. LETCHER. When the gentleman voted 
for the Oregon land bill, what did he mean by 
putting in the proviso? 


Mr, STEPHENS. The proviso was put in, | 


suppose, as was stated by the gentleman from | 


Washington Territory (Mr. Lancasrer} just 
now, to satisfy the scruples of someventiemen who 


thought that the £fudson’s Bay Company would i 


be benefited by the bill. 
Mr. LETCHER. 
gether. 
Mr. CORB. 


time. 

Mr. STEPHENS. {do not undertake to say 
why the proviso was put inthe bill. E only say 
that it may have been put in for the reason as- 


signed. by the gentleman from Washington Ter- ; 


titory. I have no distinct recollection of the his- 


tory of that bill, or why the proviso was put in | 


atall. 
time to prevent the claims from being sold. 
not know what the reason was. 
case comes up now, and the pioneers come here, 
and through their Representatives here, state to us 
clear and just reasons why the restriction should 
be removed, why should we insist on retaining 
it? There is no reason for it that I can see. 

‘The question was then tuken upon Mr. Lercu- 
yn’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. COBB. 


adding a proviso: 


ft may have been thought proper at that 
i Ido 


Provided, The recipients of said act shall have lived +) 


four years upon said lands thereby granted. 


But, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PAn- | 
KER] thinks he has an amendment that willanswer | 


the purpose better, | will adopt his suggestion. 
Mr. PARKER. 1 offer the following amend- 


ment, which the gentleman from Alabama accepts | 


as a modification of his own. 


Provided, That no sale shall be deemed valid until the 
vender is entitied to a patent for the land. 


£ Now,if that was | 
the policy, L appeal to the gentleman from Vir- | 


He says he is against giving | 
This | 


That is another thing alto- |; 


There was no objection made in |! 
the House to the proviso, for I was here at the |; 


Bat when the |! 


I modify my amendment by i w 


from Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] that he is willing to 
accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Parker,} supersedes the necessity 
of replying to some of his remarks, as well as 
| those that have fallen from other gentlemen. 

| Mr. LANE. If the gentleman from Indiana 
| (Mr. Parker] will change the phraseology a little, ! 
| So as to provide that ‘*no person shall be entitled 

| or allowed the privilege of selling his claim until | 
| he shall have resided upon it four years,” 1 will 
accept his amendment. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Oregon, I | 
trust, will be satisfied that the objection I made to 
the section is a correct one. 

Mr. LANE. ‘To what section does the gentle- 
man refer? 

Mr. COBB. I am not going back to the ori- 
ginal section. One word ofreply here tothe remark 
that has fallen trom the honorable gentleman from 
Oregon, [Mr. Lane,]| that the citizens of Oregon 
were capable of taking care of themseives. I | 
know that there was a time, perhaps, when the 
proposition came up in regard to the people of his 
‘Territory, that he would not have suggested this 
second section in the bill. It clearly shows that 
he was not only capable in his individual capacity, 
but as their Representative, of well representing 
them. But let metell the gentleman from Oregon 
that while have been a friend to Oregon, and 
have endeavored to promote the interests of the 
people of that Territory, since | have been a mem- 
ber of this LLouse, | once had occasion to answer 
to my constituents for a vote Í gave in relation to 
a matter before Congress, which was to put the 
gentleman from Oregon upon an equality with 
every other American Representative, so far as 
his mileage was concerned. My vote upon that 
occasion was thoroughly scrutinized, and E was 
compelled to take the stumip to defend it. The | 
gentleman himself was not then capable of man- | 
aging bis own allairs to his entire satisfaction. £ |) 
came to his rescue then, as I have come to the | 
rescue of his citizens whenever | could possibly 
do it in this Lfouse. L was obliged to take the 
stump in defense of my vote upon that occasion; 
|i but, thank God, my constituents vindicated my 
i course, and dechued that the old war-worn soldier 
i} should be put upon the same footing with every 
other American Representative, and that he should | 
| be paid for the distance that he traveled. 1 want 
to announce to him that I gave that vote, and my 
! people have indorsed me in doing so. 
| Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I am very much } 
‘obliged to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
|| Cogs} for his kindness now and on former ocea- 

sions. And i will say to him that he represents 
| a very sensible constituency, {laughter;] and that | 
‘he isa very good Representative of that constitu- | 
ency. And to both those facts } shall always be | 
happy to testify on this floor, twenty years hence 
as well as now. ‘There are one or two words which 
I feel itto he my duty to say. I desire to call the 
attention of the committee, not to the amendment 
—-for i am willing to agree to the amendment-—but 
toa few words which came from my friend from 
Washington Territory, [Mr. Lancasrer,} in re- 
lation to the Jate Delegate from Oregon ‘Territory. 
; My friend from Washington Territory took ocea- 
sion to say for that gendeman—my predecessor— 
| that while here he secured the passage of this pro- 
i viso, for the purpose of preventing the servants 
| of the Hudson’s Bay Company from taking and 
i occupying claims; and particularly te deprive Dr. 
McLaughlin of his property, known asthe Oregon | 
i City claim. He went on to sey that it was this - 
which prevented Dr. McLeughlin—who is the : 
|. most generous man on the face of God’s earth, | 
| according to him—from possessing property which | 
i he was entitled to. He, who had lavishly ex- 
|, pended his money for the benefit of American citi- | 
|; zens arriving in Oregon in a destitute condition, |: 
| 


as thus prevented from enjoying the property to 
which he was justly entitled! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I cannot sit here and listen 
to assaults on the memory of my predecessor, | 
: without at least allempting his vindication. Mr. 
Thurston was among the pioneers of Oregon—the 
men who, years ago, braved the perils, and en- | 
dured the hardships and privations of the plains |; 
and mountains, in migrating to that remote and |! 
then comparatively unknown region, He wasa |i 
man of noble impulses—a spirit adventurous and ji 
enterprising, undaunted by dangers, unconquered | 


pE 


; purposes. 
‘ complain. 


by difficulties, 
man who pointed out to others the way to the 
beautiful and fertile regions that lie beyond the 
Rocky Mountains. 

Possessed of fine literary attainments, of pleas- 
ing address, affable and kind, he early gained the 
affections, and secured the confidence of the peo- 
ple of Oregon; and when a territorial government 
was organized, he was selected as their first Dele- 
gate to Congress. No Territory ever had a better 
Delegate, no people a mere vigilant and faithful 
representative. Among the measures whose pas- 
sage through Congress was secured by this inde- 
fatigable servant of the people was the donation 


‘law of 1850, under which law the gentleman from 


Washington now enjoys adomain of six hundred 
and forty acres on the banks of the Columbia, 


i worth, perhaps, $20,000, for all which he is in- 
: debted to the labors of the lamented Thurston. 


And yet, he rises in his place, in this Hall, and 
charges his benefactor with an unwarrantable ex- 
ertion ef his influence to secure the passage of a 
law aimed at, and designed to gratify his malice 
against a particular individual. Such a charge 
he brings, Mr. Chairman, not merely against a 
benefactor, but a benefactor who fell a victim to 
his untiring labors in the service of his constitu- 
ents. Having finished his term in Congress, Mr. 
Thurston set out on his return, with his health 
impaired by the many cares that pressed on his 
mind in the discharge of his official duties. He 
died on his passage from Panama, and was buried 
at Acapulco. But the gratitude of the people of 
Oregon would not permit his body to rest in for- 
eign soil. His remains were brought by them to 
Oregon, and now repose at Salem, the capital, in 
atomb moistened with the tears, and hallowed by 
the affections of a grateful people. 

Such a charge does injustice, gross injustice, to 
that man; it does injustice to his memory; it does 
injustice to his wife, to his orphan children, to say 
that he procured legislation for the purpose of in- 
uring any individual, or used his position and in- 
fluence with such unworthy motives. 

The Oregon City claim, 1 would here add, be- 


‘longed to the General Government, pand Congress 


saw fit to grant it to the Territory for educational 
Of their action none havea right to 


I have nothing to say, Mr. Chairman, about 
the individual who has been eulogized so highly 
by the Delegate from Washington Territory. L 
know him well. I know that he has some high 
qualities. And F know another thing, that al- 
though he may have expended 960,000, as the 
gentleman says, for the benefit of destitute emi- 


grants arriving at Oregon, I have not always 


found him so liberal, and no man knows him more 
intimately, I think, than I do. I only say this 
much to vindicate the character of one who repre- 
sented Oregon Territory, and who did, I think, 


‘as much as any man on the Pacific coast could 


have done for the good of his constituency. There 


are many men here who knew him, who served 
' with him, and who, I believe, will bear me outin 
saying that I have not spoken too highly in vin- 


dication of his memory. 


Mr. LANCASTER. [tis proper that I should 


: makean explanation. I spoke hastily what] have 
i spoken, but nevertheless Lspoke the truth. I was 
‘a resident in that country before my learned friend 


(Mr. Lane.] [Laughter.] I call him “ learned’? 
on the authority of his friend here, (Mr. Cons.] 


| [Renewed laughter.] Being a stranger here, | 


take things as | find thera upon this-foor. I state 
here what 1 know to be the truth. I have no in- 
terest which would lead me to promulgate what 
might be deemed untrue, to this House. 

I was in that country before General Lane, the 


: Delegate from Oregon was there, and before that 


Territory was organized, I make these remarks 
because 1 wish to show how it is that I have some 
knowledge upon this subject. Dr. McLaughlin 
has done more for the American settlements upon 
the Pacific coast than all other persons put to- 
gether. 1 know it to be so, i 

And I state further, that there is not a single 


' scientific work which has any relation to that 
; country, there is not a report of a naval or of a 


military officer, there is not a report of a learned 
gentleman of any profession, who has ever visited 
that country, in which the hospitality of Dr. Me- 
Laughlin ts not spoken of. Look at Lieutenant 
Wilkes’s and Colonel Frémont’s reports, and at 
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Laughlin? He alone, of all the persons upon 
that coast, was singled out and deprived, by an 
act of legislation, of his possessions. This old 
man, gray-headed, and about to tumble into the 
grave, with all the good qualities which he pos- 
sesses, was singled out, and his claims taken from 
him. Who has those possessions which formerly 
belonged to Dr. McLaughlin? My friend [Mr. 
Lang} has part of that which was claimed by 
him. He knows that perfectly well. Who has 
the balance of it? A part was appropriated to 
the endowment of a university. What sales of | 
his were confirmed in Oregon ‘Territory? and 
what lands in Oregon are held by title under that 
law? The lands which Dr. McLaughlin had 
given away, and which cost them only the ex- 
pense of survey and titles. What was his claim ? 
Oregon City. Who hold the lands now? Real 
settlers. Up toa certain day the gifts which he 
made were confirmed to the persons to whom 
they were made. What else was confirmed? 
Every particle of the balance was taken from him, 
and he does not hold a foot by virtue of that do- 
nation. He is the only man who could not re- 
ceive the benefit of that donation act. ‘That was 
brought about by Mr. Thurston, the Delegate, 
at that time, from Orégon Territory. 1 state the 
facts as I know them. Had l his speeches here, 
I could prove to you the correctness of my asser- 
tions. He stated that the reason why he was 
deprived of the benefits of the act was because he 
would not grind custom-work at the mill, which 
he owned, for the toll. At the island mill there, 
they would grind for custom. For his refusal, 
Mr. Thurston said the mill and his property should 
be taken from him. Now, what are the facts of 
the case? On a certain day, Mr. ‘Thurston and 
myself, while E was proceeding in the discharge 
of my duties as supreme judge of the ‘Territory, 
were together, and we crossed over the Willamette 
river. ‘he Doctor’s mill was standing still. We 
then remarked that the time would come when 
that water-power would be used—speaking in 
reference to the water-power of the river. On 
another day we stood at the same place. The 
mill was then running, and the mill was sur- 
rounded by wagons drawn by oxen and mules, 
with the teamsters and people who were waiting 
for their grists. We bothsaw it. Mr. Thurston 
knew that Dr. McLaughlin was grinding for cus- 
tomers, and yet not long after, in a speech upon | 
this floor of Congress, he made a statement that 
the Doctor would not grind grain for customers. 
I do not say these things to detract from his mem- | 
ory, but I do say that the statement which he made 
here he knew not to be founded in truth. 

Mr. COBB. I can tell the gentleman from 
Washington what Mr. Thurston said. 

Mr. LANCASTER. 1 know whathe said 
read his speeches as they were then published. 

Mr. COBB. He said Dr. McLaughlin was 
British. 

Mr. LANCASTER, 


1! 
| 


He said he was British; 


he called him an old Jesuit. f 


Mr. COBB. I donotrecollect that expression. 
Mr. LANCASTER. He said it, and he made | 
the charges which I have suggested also. 
Mr. DISNEY. Irise to a question of order. | 


This discussion is certainly wide of the subject $ 
F 


under consideration. 
Several Mempers. Oh, no, let him goon. | 
Mr. LANCASTER. Well, sir, I thought it | 
proper to state the causes which led to the inser- : 
tion of this restrictive clause. It has been said 


| 
that it wasto prevent the Hudson ’s Bay Company |} 
from coming into possession of large tracts of |; 


land. 


Mr. COBB. There is no difficulty about that. |! 


Mr. LANCASTER. There may be no diffi- 


culty. It may be that I have traveled out of a F 


legitimate line of debate in stating these facts. 
have had but little experience in the proceedings | 
of this body, and it may be that I have not kept | 
within the rules of order. | thought it proper, 
however, to state the reasons which led to placing 


this restriction in the donation act; and l think so | 


still. E stated that Í believed it was to prevent | 


|| cepted. 


the Hudson’s Bay Company from holding the land | 


stances, he received a nominal sum; perhaps five 
dollars. But, Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the 
committee. I have stated what were the reasons 
which induced Mr. Thurston to procure this re- 
striction; and I hopeit may be the pleasure of the 
committee to repeal it. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
the committee will bear with me patiently for a 
few minutes. 

{Cries of “ No!” No!” and “Go on !?’] 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman from Washing- 
ton has stated that Mr. Thurston had procured 
the passage of a law for the purpose of depriving 
Dr. McLaughlin of certain property which was 
now in my hands. 

Mr. LANCASTER. I said you owned it 

Mr. LANE. Well, that is about the same. 
The gentleman is intentionally honest in his state- 
ment; but he misses the mark widely sometimes, 
as 1 will show. I hope the committee will bear 
with me, and 1 will make my explanation as 
brief as possible. It will be necessary to trace 
this matter as far back as 1841, in order to under- 
stand it perfectly. About that time some Ameri- 
can missionaries erected a mill upon an island in 
the Willamette river. The building was com- 
menced in 1841, and the mill was set running, I 
think, in 1843. 

About that time Dr. McLaughlin took a claim 
upon the main land adjoining, and not upon the 
island, as the gentleman from Washington has 
erroneously stated. His claim extended only to 
the banks of the river. He laid no claim to the 
‘island, as the records of the surveys in the land 
office will show. | am certain of the fact, for 1 
have looked at them several times, It can be 
proved hy persons now living in Oregon that he 
never did a tick of work upon it, or made any im- 
provement on it at all; and he has never been 
deprived of any property in consequence of this 
act to which he was properly entitled, except the 
Oregon City claim. 

The records do not make the island Dr. Mc- 
Laughlin’s. The surveys do not make it Dr. 
McLaughlin’s. The proof does not make it his. 
It never was his. He was at the head of the 
Hudson’s Bay Company, and had been at the head 
of it many years before the Constitution and laws 
| of the United States were extended over the coun- 
| try—before my venerable friend [Mr. Benton] 
agitated the importance of taking hold of that 
country. ‘The Doctor was there, a British sub- 
ject, at the head of the richest company on the 
‘face of the earth, the East India Company ex- 
High Heaven never made a more thor- 
ough, truer Briton than is the Doctor. Ele is a 
verfect aristocratic British gentleman. [Laughter.] 
He is British in all his feelings, in all his senti- 
| ments. 
| With regard to the gentleman from Washing- 
i ton, [Mr. Lancasrer,] Lam not prepared to say 
| what part ke took in the Cayuse war, how many 
battles he fought, or how much blood he shed on 
į that occasion. I i 
| nearly $500,000, refused to give one single cent 
for the prosecution of the war. He refused to 
furnish a single load of powder and ball to fight 
the enemy. He said that the Americans were to 
blame; that Dr. Whitman was in the fault, and 
had no business to go into an Indian country; 


|| that his going there would bring on war. This 


he said, although it was well known to every 
person that Dr. Whitman was actuated by the 


Indians. That kind of argument he brought for- 
ward as his excuse for not helping American citi- 


portion of his history. 
It is true, that he treated my friend, Colonel 
Frémont—a gallant man, whom I lovemuch—and 


ii the gentlemen of science who visited that coast, 


well, handsomely. They all, with the honest 
impulses of the American heart, on their return 
‘from the Pacific, gave him credit for his good 
| treatment of them. But when he got an oppor- 


Dr. McLaughlin, although worth | 


benevolent design of elevating and improving the | 


zens to fight the battles of the country. That isa | 


tunity to bear down on ‘the poor man, he did it. 
He did not encourage the settlement of the country. 
He saw, in my friend from Washington, superior 
talent. A great lawyer had arrived on the Pacific 
coast, and it was his interest and advantage to use 
him, and he has done it. (Great laughter.] And 
he has a eulogist in that gentleman, as he hasin 
all others whom he thought could promote his 
interests in this country. 1 know him well: 5 
On my way to this city, after having a. little 
row with the Rogue River Indians, I stopped in 
Oregon City to see my mills. And here may 
say, that those mills nearly ruined me, pecuni- 
arily. Their purchase was the worst thing I ever 
did. I agreed to give near $100,000 for them.’ I 
gave the earnings of twenty years of my life, and 
have now sold out for one third what they cost 
me. Iam not now the owner of a single mill. 
When I stopped there I found American citizens 
coming into the Territory. Dr. McLaughlin lives 
in Oregon City. He is not the feeble, old, de- 
crepit man that my friend speaks of. He is about 
seventy-five years of age. His hair is all white; 
but he is the finest looking gentleman that you 
ever saw. He is stout, stately, and weighs over 
two hundred pounds. He is stouter than lam, 
and I think that I am stouter than the gentleman 
from Washington. Fle bids fair to live for forty 
years yet, and I think that he will. He is the 
picture of health. If he does not die with the 
gout, | question whether he ever will die. [Great 
laughter. J Met a 
On my trip down I found the poor emigrants. in 
great need of subsistence, worn down with’ the 
fatigue of a long journey, and, for the most part, 
without money to buy the articles so necessary in 
their then destitute condition. Dr. McLaughlin 
has mills, thousands of pounds of flour, and large 
amounts of money, but he would not let them 
have one pound of flour unless they paid for it. 
This occurred last fall. If they could et good 
‘ security, he told them that he would give them 
credit. A note with good security was presented 
to him, and then he would not let them have it, 
‘They could not get even a pound of flour with 
security, although so very benevolent a gentleman. 
E mention these facts as history---they are_his- 
ji tory. J amnot here to represent British subjects 
or British interests, nor have I any feelings in 
common with British subjects and British inter- 
ests. I am willing to do justice to Dr. McLaugh- 
lin. I should be sorry to see Congress deprive 
him of one particle of his property, but it is ab- 
surd to say that the Government of thé United 
| States shall not make what disposition they please 
of their own property because it is occupied by 
British subjects, The rights of British subjects 
were only to be respected by the treaty stipula- 
tions. They were placed on an equal footing with 
American citizens; and had not Congress a right 
to set aside that land for educational purposes, 
| whether it was my claim or anybody else’s claim? 
| I should like some acute lawyer to say if they 
would. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands, (Mr. Disney.] 
[Laughter.] Iam not joking. 1 want some gen- 
tleman to say whether Congress had not a right 
to appropriate the Government lands as they chose, 
| to educational purposes, or any other purposes 


i! they. thought proper ? 


| AMenper. ‘That would bea difficult question 
| to answer after the veto. 
Mr. LANE. Well, they did reserve thatland; 


but they did not leave Dr. McLaughlin a poor 
man. I would not undertake to say what he is 
| worth to-day, but he must be worth a quarter or 
| halfa million at least; and I should not wonder if 
he had more than $500,000 in cash besides his 
property. l regard him as an honest man; he 
| pays all his debts. But he is not, in my opinion, 
entitled to receive any exclusive privileges at the 
hands of this Congress. I now ask fora vote on 
the amendment. 

Mr. LANCASTER. I merely desire to make 
a single statement. My belief is, that at the pas- 
| sage of this act, Dr. McLaughlin had declared 
| his intention to become an`American citizen; and 
' I here state, before you, sir, and this committee, 
| that he.is, as far as a foreigner can be, an Amer- 
į ican citizen; that he has taken the oath of alle- 
i giance, and is, to all intents and purposes, an 
! American citizen. How far he can be pronounced 
| a British subject, under these circumstances, 1 do 


i not know. 
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Mr. LANE. Allow me to state, for the benefit 
of the gentleman from Washington, that Dr. 
McLaughlin did take the oath in my presence 
when I was Governor of the Territory; but I am 
not certain that he has completed his naturaliza- 
tion. : i 
[Here a message was received from the Senate, | 
by the hands of Asgury Dicuins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, notifying the House that that body had 
passed Senate bill No. 352, entitled ** An act ex- 
tending, in certain cases, the provisions of the act 
entitled ‘An act to extend preémption rights to | 
certain land therein mentioned,’ approved March | 
3, 1853,” and requesting its concurrence therein.] | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon į 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Parken,] providing that no sale 
shall be deemed valid until the vender is entitled | 
to the patent for the land. The gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. Lans] moves to strike out the words 
«1 the vender is entitled to the patent for the same,” | 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ unless the 
vender shall have resided four years upon the | 
land.” if 

Mr. PARKER. I accept the modification. | 

The question was then taken on Mr, PargeRr’s | 
amendment as modified; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. T now withdraw my amendment. 

The fourth section of the bill was read, as fol- | 
lows: 

SEC, 4. And be it further enacted, That, in lien of the i 
two towuships of tand granted to the Territory of Oregon : 
by the tenth section of the act of 1850, for universities, there | 
shall be granted to each of the Territories of Washington : 
and Oregon, two townships of land of thirty-six i 
each, to be selected in legal subdivisions, aud apy 
university purposes, under the direction of the Legistatures | 
of said ‘T'erritoires, respectively. i 

Mr. HENN. I move to amend that section in | 
the fourth line, by striking out the word “ grant- | 
ed,” and inserting in licu thereof the word ‘*re- | 
served,” | 

Mr. KNOX. I move that the committee rise. || 

The question was then taken; and it was decided || 

f 


in the affirmative. 

‘The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker | 
pro lempore; (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee,) having |j 
taken the chair, the Chairman reported that the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the Union ; 
generally, and particularly the special order rela- į; 
ting to the territorial business of the organized 
Territories, and had directed him to report bill 
No. 315, “to establish the office of surveyor 
general of New Mexico, to grant donations to : 
actual settlers therein, and for other purposes,” || 
with sundry amendments, but had come to no | 
conclusion upon the other bills. l 

On motion by Mr. LILLY, the House then ad- i| 
ourned, at three o’clock and forty-five minutes, : 
ill to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 

IN SENATE. | 
Tuonrspay, May 4, 1854. \ 

Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


ul 

A message was received from the Louse of || 
Representatives, by Mr, Forney, its Clerk, an- || 
nouncing that the House had passed a bill from 
the Senate to change the name of the bark Albe- 
ona to Mount Vernon. 

Also, that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year | 
ending the 30th of June, 1855. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the bill. i 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. uf 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the : 

Senate a messagefrom the President of the United || 


i 
| 
-f 
i 


States, relative to the expediency of adopting | 
further measures for the safety, health, and com- | 
fort of immigrants to the United States by sea; i 
which was referred to the Select Committee ap- | 


pointed to inquire into the subject, and ordered to, 
be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. i 
Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens || 
of Otsego county, New York, remonstrating 


against the repeal of the Missouri compromise; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Also, a petition of citizens of New York, remon- 


i and for such an appropriation as will enable th 
| commissioners to prosecute their inquiries to a suc- 
I have such a respect, sir, | 
for the right of petition that 1 do not hesitate to | 


‘| cessful termination. 


| stand was made to my honorable friend. 
i did not ask that 1 should move its reference to a 


strating against the repeal of the Missouri corm- 
promise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition of one hun- 
dred and sixty-four citizens of New York, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the Missouri com 
promise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GWIN presented documents in relation to 
the claim of J. C. Edwards, for the payment of a 
draft drawn by G. W. Barbour, Indian agent in 
California; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a weekly mail from New Orleans to 


the Buras settlements, in the parish of Plaque- | 


mines; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Wil- 


liam Moran, praying remuneration for a horse 


| belonging to him, which was accidentally killed on 


the work of the extension of the Capitol; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


SPIRITUAL MANIFESTATIONS. 

Mr.SUMNER. Mr. President, I have a memo- 
rial from citizens of Missouri and Wisconsin in 
reference to what are known as ‘spiritual mani- 
festations.’’? | believe the memorial is similar in 
character to that presented recently by my honor- 
able friend from Ilinois, [Mr. Suretps.] It con- 
cludes by asking for the appointment of a scientific 
commission to which this subject shall be referred ; 


present this memorial; but, I desire to be under- 
stood as expressing no opinion upon its prayer. 
As the other memorial went upon the table, I ask 
that this lie there also. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 


orable friend from Massachusetts would make 
up for my delinquency, and that he would ask for 
a select committee to which both memorials 
should be referred. I should be very willing to 
serve on a committee, with him as chairman, to 
investigate the matter in that way. 


| myself right on this very nice point, for it has 


been charged that I have smothered a petition 
which was intrusted to me, and I am sorry now 
to see that my friend from Massachusetts makes 
himself liable to a similar charge. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend from Illinois will 
understand that I have but followed his lead in 
the course | have taken. Besides, 1 may add, 
that the petitioners, in forwarding to me their me- 


morial, made no such request to meas I under- | 


They 


select committee. 


| Mr. SHIELDS. That may beso. I was asked 
to have it referred, and the only trouble was, that 


{ said at the time I did not know that it was pos- 
sible for a select committee to consider such mat- 


ters, but I did not promise that I would have it |) 
I was in hopes, however, that when a: 
| proper occasion arose in the Senate, 1 should be | 
accorded an opportunity to show the interest I 


referred. 


take ip this investigation; and to show that I wish 
to have the subject thoroughly examined. Iun- 


| derstand the excitement in regard to it is increas- | 
ing very largely throughout the country, and I; 


was in hopes that my friend from Massachusetts, 
who [ think is really a very scientific gentleman, 


would do this subject, as he does every other, | 
| ample justice. 


The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr.SEWARD. 


Paine, which were referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims heretofore, and upon which 
an adverse report was made. 


that the application may be renewed there upon 
new grounds. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FOOT. Some two weeks since, as a mem- 


ber of the Committee on Pensions, by their direc- | 
tion, I asked, and they were discharged from the : 
further consideration of the case of Leonard Proc- 


I was very much censured | 
! for not having the former memorial referred to a | 
select committee; and Í wasin hopes that my hon- | 


I want to put if 


I beg leave to withdraw from | 
i| the files of the Senate, the papers of Brinton | 


The object is that | 
they may be sent to the Commissioner of Pensions, | 
who has been furnished with other papers, in order | 


May 4, 
7 

|i ter. Since that action additional testimony has 
i| been sent in which strengthens, in my judgment, 
j| the evidence of the case. l therefore move to 
|| recommit the petition and papers in the case of 
Leonard Procter, to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That William G. Morehead have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives, for the relief of Corne- 
lius H. Latham, reported it back without amend- 
ment, together with a report on the subject; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of William Field, clerk 
of the United States district court for the district 
of Arkansas, praying to be allowed additional 
compensation for preparing an abstract of the 
bankrupt cases in the above named court, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Hardy H. Holstead and others, praying a 
modification of the bounty land law, asked to be 
ischarged from its further consideration, and that 
| it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Samuel J. Peters, praying to be allowed an 
amount of spurious coin received by him while 
collector of the customs at New Orleans, that item 
having been rejected on the settlement of his 
accounts, reported adversely thereon. 


TRANSPORTATION OF TROOPS, ETC. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 

Ordered, That the report of the Seeretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate, calling for the 
amount expended for the transportation of troops, supplies, 
and munitions for the land and naval forces in the Pacific 5 
aiso, for the transportation of the mails for the last three 
years, be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| A message was received from the House of 
| Represeniatives, by Mr. McKran, Chief Clerk, 
| announcing that the Speaker had signed a bill to 
| change the name of the bark Aebeona to Mount 
| Vernon. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the above 
named bill. 


| 
| 


| BILL INTRODUCED. 

1 Mr. BROWN, in pursuance of previous no- 
| tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
| to provide for carrying the mail according to time; 
| which was read a first and second time by its title, 
i and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT LEE. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
tion: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he requested 
to forward to the Senate the report and chart of Lieutenant 
: 8. P. Lee, late commanding the United States surveying 
brig Dolphin, 


I offer the following resolu- 


Task the Senate to consider the resolution at 
this time. It is for the purpose of bringing before 
the Senate, that it may be properly referred, this 
report, which is a matter of very high commercial 
interest to the country, as it is in reference to an 
exploration of the north and south Atlantic. The 
exploration was made in obedience to the law of 
March 3, 1849. ‘Phe reportis in the Navy Depart- 
ment, and the Department is willing and ready 
to send it to the Senate. J offer the resolution, 
therefore, in order that we may have an opportu- 
nity to have it before us. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


PRINTING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that there be printed 
one thousand additional copies of the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in regard to the current 
operations of the Mint, and one thousand addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Director of the 
Mint, in regard to the fineness and value of cer- 
tain foreign gold and silver coins. 

fhe PRESIDENT. That motion will go to 
the Committee on Printing. 


j 
i 
iy 
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Mr. BRODHEAD. I would like to have the 
two printed together, and to have five hundred for 
the use of the Director of the Mint to exchange 
with foreign Mints, and five hundred for the use 
of the Senate. I presume, if there be no objec- 
tion, the order can be made now. 

The motion was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


RAMSAY INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [ask teave to withdraw 
from the papers accompanying the report made 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, in reference 
to the investigation into the official conduct of Gov- 
ernor Ramsay, of Minnesota, certain papers which 
l hold in my hand, for the purpose of having them 
referred to the accounting officers of the Treasury, 
to enable one of the commissioners to settle his 
accounts. The papers which I desire to have 
withdrawn, I hold in my hand, and I will send | 
them to the Secretary ’s desk. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to see what the 
papers are, or to hear some statement of them. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. They are certain vouchers 
for expenditures of money made by Judge Young, 
one of the commissioners in that investigation. 
Itis necessary that they should go through the 
hands of the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department, for the purpose of having the accounts 
finally settled. That is the explanation which is | 
given to me of the case, and I have no doubt it is 
true. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to hear some | 
pretty full statement of this matter. As I under- 
stand it, the Senate, by resolation, has paid Judge 
Young out of its contingent fund. Now, I do not | 
know what the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department have to do with that. I do not wish 
to object to anything that ought to be done, but I 
think there is a great deal in reference to the 
Ramsay transaction which ought to come to light 
in some shape or other, Unless there is some 
exposition more than the Senator has now given 
us, I shall be compelled to object to his motion. 
1 should like to have him look into the papers, 
and see whether they meet his sanction, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihave not examined the 
papers myself, but] am told that they are vouchers 
of Judge Young’s, which, having been connected 
with that transaction, have to go to the Treasury 
Department, in order that the Department may 
setle claims arising under the investigation, We 
paid Judge Young simply one item—his per diem. 
But an appropriation has been inserted in the In- 
dian appropriation bill, by the Senate, for the | 
purpose of defraying the expenses of the investi- 
gation, and | take it for granted that the papers 
which are to be withdrawn are with reference to | 
that matter. The papers are now on the table, 
and without making any motion in regard to them, 
J will allow them to lie there for the present in- 
formally, that the Senator from Michigan may | 
look into them. I have no idea that there is any- 
thing wrong in the matter. The papers are there 
for the Senator’s inspection. 


REDEMPTION OF STOCKS. 

Mr. BELL. I offer the following resolution; | 
and I hope there will be no objection to its consid- 
eration at this time: 

Kesolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he re- | 
quested to furnish, for the information of the Senate, a 
statement of the amount of the honds, or other securities of 
uie United. States, redeemed since the 3d of March, 1853, 
specitying in such statement the date of issue of such bonds 
or securities, the rate of interest, when payable, and the | 
amount of premium paid on each Class of the same. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


COAL FIELDS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BADGER. On the day before yesterday 
I submitted a resolution, which was agreed to, in- 
structing the Committee on Military Affairs to 
inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
President of the United States to cause an exam- 
ination and survey to be made of the coal fields 
in. the neighborhood of Deep river, North Caro- | 
lina, with a view to the establishment of a national | 
foundery and armory. I desire now to present | 
some papers in relation to the subject-matter of : 
the resolution, and to ask their reference to the | 
same committee. | 

In connection with the subject, I desire to state | 
that within a few years past various explorations 
have been had of that region, which have led to a 


| strong conviction that there are inexhaustible sup- 


plies of the best coal of several varieties, and of 
iron, and the probability that there is a large sup- 
ply of copper ore also, immediately adjacent. 

I thought it proper to bring this subject to the 
attention of the Senate, and ask its reference to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, with a view 
that they should consider the propriety of taking 
the necessary steps by legislation for an examina- 
tion and survey. [ think thereis abundant reason 
for thinking that no more eligiblesite isto be found 
in the United States for a public foundery than that. 

l would add, in connection with this, that the 
Senate has passed a bill at this session, which has 
been sent to the other House, making an appro- 
priation for the removal of obstructions in the 
Cape Fear river, so as to have free communication 
with the ocean; and that that bill will receive the 
sanction of the House of Representatives. I do 
not permit myself to doubt, so soon, as in the 
course of their proceedings, they can reach it. 
The necessity for the measure is so pressing, its 
propriety so plain, and the daty upon the Govern- 
ment is s0 obviously imperative, that whenever it 
comes up it must meet with their approbation. 
Therefore, I consider that there is an ocean com- 
munication near at hand. There is, indeed, one 
now; but [ mean a better and more permanent 
one. It will be the means of establishing com- 
munication between these coal fields and the ocean, 
and the markets of the world. Besides which, a 
short line of railroad will soon, probably, connect 
them with the Atlantic ocean at the harbor of 
Beaufort, which, in my opinion, is the best and 
most valuable harbor for the purpose of navigation, 
and asa harbor of refuge, in the southern coun- 
try. With these remarks, | beg to submit printed 
copies of two reports: one made by an eminent 
professor, Professor Jackson; and the other by 
the State geologist, Professor Emmons; and ask 
that they be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

‘They were so referred. 

ST. LOUIS AND IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill from the House of Representatives, 
granting the right of way to the St. Louis and 
Tron Mountain railroad through the arsenal, mag- 
azine, and Jefferson barracks tracts, which was 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike 
out the following proviso: 


“€ Thata good wire or other substantial fence be placed by 
the said compauy between the road and putjie grounds, with 
suitable iron gates and erossing places, at such points as 
may be designated by the commanding officer at Jefferson 
barracks, the number of gates net to exceed four at the 
Jeferson barracks, one at the magazine, and one at the 
arsenal ”— 


and insert: 


That a strong substantial plank fence be erected by said 
company between the road and the public grounds, at such 

ace and of such character as the commanding officer at 

erson barracks shall direct, with suitable iron gates, nol 
exceeding four, at such points as shall be selected by such 
commanding officer; and the said company shall also 
cause to be constructed two covered ways, atsuitable places 
in part of said public grounds, and in such manner as 
shall be approved by said commanding officer; and if, 
after the fence herein provided for shall have been erected, 
and the said road put in operation, it shall be found, in the 
opinion of the President, to be insufficient for the protec- 
tion of lives and property, he may require a fence of brick, 
stone, or iron to be constructed, and the said company 
shall cause the same to be erected accordingly, at their 
proper cost and charge. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to suggest an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to which L understand the 
Senator from Llinois has no objection. It is to 
insert, after the words “ insufficient for the pro- 
tection of lives and property,” the words, ‘ or 
for any other reason,” so that it will read: 

“Tf, after the fence herein provided for shall have been 
erected, and the said road put in operation, it shall be found, 
in the opinion of the President, to be insufficient for the 
protection of lives and property, or for any other reason, he 
may require a fence of brick, stone, or iron, to be con- 
structed,” &c. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
son.” o an 

Mr. STUART. Iam willing to so modify it. 

The PRESIDENT. if there be no objection, 
that amendment will be made to the amendment 
of the committee. 

There was no objection. 


«Any other sufficient rea- 


| final action on the homestead bill. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed. 
to, the bill was reported to the Senate as amended;, 
the amendment was concurred in, and the bill: was 
ordered to be read a third time; and was read. @ 
third time, and passed. rae 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL. ye 


On motion by Mr. GWIN; the Senaté re 
sumed the consideration of the message frotn the 
President of the United States, returning the bill 
making a grant of land to the several States of the 
Union, for the benefit of indigent insane persons, 
the pending question being upon the motion to 
print ten thousand additional copies of it. 

The motion was agreed to. k 


Mr. GWIN. I now move that the further con- 
sideration of the message be postponed until Mon- 
day week. I am very anxious, Mr. President, 
to get up another question, in which I feel a 
great interest—the Pacific railroad bill. It is 
known to many members of the body that { am 
very anxious to be able to have it disposed of, 
that I may leave here. It has been up at various 
periods, but has gone over to let other bills be 
considered. I hope, therefore, that I shal) have 


i an opportunity of getting the sense of the Senate 


upon it next week. 1 therefore move to post- 
pone the consideration of this subject until Mon- 


day week. i 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope the motion will pre- 
vail. Jt seems to me that we shall not be able to. 


have a full Senate before that time, and E should 
not desire to see the question disposed of before alk 
those who feel interested in the question are here.. 

Mr. SHIELDS. My only fear is that it ought. 
to be postponed a little longer. For. one, I shall 
not consent to have this acted upon until we have 
lain clear, 
sir, in my opinion, that it is the duty of the Sen- 
ate to dispose of the homestead bill before action 
upon this measure. It has been smothered in 
this body once before; it has been pushed out of 
its place by a variety of other measures, and for 
one, E shall now insist, and do all that man can 
do, to have that finally determined before a de- 
bate arises upon this, because, in my humble 


judgment, the same kind of speeches—and I ex- 


pect there will be many of them—that will apply 
to the veto message, wilt be applicable to the 
other case; and E think we may save time by 
baving the two measures brought forward, and 
acted upon pretty much at the same time. The 
homestead bill has laid in this body, and has not. 
been touched, I believe, since almost the middle 
of the session. My honorable friend from Wis- 
consin, (Mr. Waxker,] who deserves a great 
deal of credit for the manner in which he pressed 
that matter upon the consideration of the Senate, 
has, as I have with some other measures, upow 
all occasions. when they were brought. forward, 
found that there was something else, in the opinion 
of the Senate, much more important than that, 
and it could not be attended to. I think the time 
has now come to act upon it; and for one, lam 
glad that we have this message before us; and I 
will tell you why. We can now, in my opinion, 
establish some general system in relation to the 
management and disposition of the public domain. 
It is all in chaos now; it is all in confusion; and 
my opinion is that this is a very favorable time for 
us to settle general principles connected with that 
subject. ‘Therefore, if the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin thinks there is ample time to have final action 
upon the homestead bill before the discussion Is 
entered upon in regard to this measure, I am in 
favor of postponing this measure until Monday 
week; if not, Iam in favor of postponing it longer. 

Mr. PRATT. If the Senator from Illinois is 
prepared to inform the Senate that the President 
of the United States will veto the homestead bill, 
if it passes here, there would be some reason for 
his argument; but unless this is so, I can see no 
reason for it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ihave no information upon 
that point. I have'too much respect for the Pres- 
ident of the United States to ask his opinion be- 
forehand upon such a point, and my opinion of 
the character of the President is, that he would 
regard it as an insult to him to be questioned upon 
such a point before the final action of this body. 

Now, sir, I have nosuch information. [donot 
know whether the bill will be vetoed or not; but 
what I do say is this, that it isanimportantques- 
tion touching the management and disposition of 
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the’ public lands, and that, 3 
tion of that question by this body, we are consid- 
ering many of the principles laid down in the 
message of the President, which I have read with 
a great deal of interest, and for which I have very 
great respect. Therefore, I repeat, that I do not 
know whether the President will veto that bill or 
not. 1 will not pretend to prejudge his action upon 
it. Ihopehe will not; because I am in favor of 
the bill, and I should be very sorry to see him veto 
it; but whether he does or not, I want the opinion 
of this body upon it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe, in the history of the 
acti nof the two Hlouses upon vetoes, it will not 
‘be found that cither House has ever postponed for 
so long a period as is now proposed, a reconsider- 
ation of a bill vetoed. Et seems to me that justice 
and courtesy to the President require that we 
should pursue the course which has been usual in 
regard to such matters. [am unwilling to post- 
pone it longer than next Monday. It is due to the 
President that the question should be decided— 
that we should proceed to its consideration at once. 
I shall, therefore, vote against any proposition to 
postpone it to a later period than Monday next. 
So far as the homestead bill is concerned, the 
honorable Senator from Illinois is right; the same 
class of arguments will be used on the one as on 
the other; and I trust, therefore, that the Senate 
will not postpone this bill beyond Monday next. 


I believe it will be found that, in every case in | 


which a veto has been sent to the Senate, they 
have not postponed it beyond the day after it has 
been sent in. 

Mr. CELASE. The Senator from Virginia has 
anticipated what I was about to say. There has 
been no instance, I believe, in the history of the 
Government, in which the consideration of a bill 
returned by the President with his objections, has 
been postponed for any considerable period. in 
the instances which have fallen under my notice, 
the Senate, or the House to which the bill has 
been returned, has proceeded immediately to the 
consideration of the bill returned with the objec- 
tions of the President. The Constitution seems to 
prescribe that course, Jt directs that the Fouse 
to which the bill is returned shall proceed to the 
consideration of the bill, after the message has 
been received, and entered on the Journal. The 


message is considered by the usage of both | 


fLouses as spread upon the Journal whenever it is 


received; and hence, without delay, in a majority ; 


of instances, I believe, the TIouse to which the 
bill has been returned, has proceeded at once to its 
consideration. 

There have been, I believe, however, Instances 
in whieh it has been proposed to assign a certain 
day for the consideration of the bill. Tt is not 
the message which is usually assigned for consid- 
eration, but the bill returned with the objections 
of the President. With th 
the Senator from California, L propose to submit 
a resolution that ——--- next be assigned for 
the consideration of the bi 
turned by the President with bis objections. In 
submitting this resolution, 1 do not propose to 
indicate any opinion upon the merits of the bill. 
I voted for it. ft has been returned by the Pres- 
ident with his objections, aud in my opinion it is 
the duty of the Senate, and of each Senator, to 
give a careful and thorough consideration to those 
objections, and afterwards to act as his own 
judgment dictates, 

Mr. BAYARD. I had intended to submita 
resolution similar to that indicated by the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio, and which, E think, is 
justified by both the practice of the Government 


e consent, therefore, of i 
| of the doctrines of the Constitution, of the provis- | 
| ions of the Constitution, must necessarily come | 


I had intended, under the practice of the Gov- || 
ernment, and it seems to me in accordance with | 
the direction of the Constitution, to submit a | 
motion similar to that of the honorable Senator 
| from Ohio, assigning Monday next for the recon- 
sideration of this bill, giving its title in the resolu- 
tion, to which the President has returned to the 
Senate his objections. The language of the Con- 
stitution requires, that when the President does 
object to a bill, he shall specify his objections, and 
return it to the body in which it originated, which ‘| 
shall proceed to consider the same; and, in regard | 
to the practice of Congress under that provision, || 
I will give two instances, taken at different periods, | 
to show what the course has been. i 

The first veto message was that of General | 
Washington in 1792, and on that occasion, im- : 
mediately after the reading of the message, the | 
order was entered: 

“Resolved, Thar to-morrow be assigued for the consider- 
ation of the biit to which the objections apply.” 

In 1832, when the veto message of General 
Jackson came in, as to the bank bill, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Webster, the following day—‘ to- | 
morrow ’—was assigned for the consideration of | 
| the bill which the President had sent in, with his 
| objections. That hag been the usual course, I; 
believe, with, perhaps, a single exception. { be- | 
lieve there is one solitary exception, 1n which the :) 
consideration of the objections made by the Pres- || 
ident of the United States to the bill, was post- | 
| poned further than the following day. | 

it seems to me, as to-morrow is } 
day, that there will be no impropriety in assign- 

i ing Monday next for the consideration of this 
| bill; but that there ought to be an early day fixed, 
‘appears from the very character of the business. 
| The act bas been passed by both Flouses of Con- 
| gress. {t stands in such a condition that it can- 
not become a law unless two thirds of both 
Houses, after hearing the President’s objections, 
agree to its passage. The language of the Con- | 
stitution seems to require that the message should |} 


wrivate-bill || 


|i 


| 
li 
| 


| be considered, and disposed of before going into 
l other legislation, and at as early a day as practi- 
cable. [therefore hope, in accordance with the | 
previous practice of Congress, in times quite as i; 
| exciting as regards political questions as the pres- i| 


and the inference which may be drawn from the | 


language of the Constitution. Yesterday, when 
this question came before the Senate, after the 


reading of the message, the first motion made was, | 
that it be ordered to lie on the table, and be printed, ; 
i measure, 


That was agreed to. The motion was then made 
by the honorable Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
Hunter] to print ten thousand extra copies. On 
that motion a debate arose that went into the 


merits of the message, and had scarcely the; 


slightest connection with the consideration of the | 


propriety of making the order to print an extra 
number of copies of a public document of high 


importance, emanating from the Executive of the | 
United States, and intended for the information of ! 


the people of the country, as well as of the Senate 
of the United States. 


|, tions connected with the construction of the Fed- | 


ent, when, no matter how the majority stood, 
‘they always proceeded on the succeeding day to 
i the consideration of the subject-matter on which | 
the President presented himself as differing from | 
the two Elouses of Congress on cardinal ques- || 
| eral Constitution, that we will pursue that course 
now, because the questions involved in this mes- 
‘sage are questions of principle. 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


l (giving its title) re- |) 


Gentlemen may draw different inferences from j; 
ithe language of the message; they may suppose | 
that the President would veto one bill, and not 
another. All that may be so; but a fall discussion + 


up in the discussion of this message. ‘Chey must | 
“come up in such a shape now. Fortunately, they | 
must go before the people of the United States. 
| They must be made an issue before the people of 
i the United States, on all particular projects which : 
gentlemen have, no matter how important they | 
may be, whether homestead bills, or Pacific rail- į 
road bills, or other railroad bills. ‘Phey all sink 
| into insignificance when looked upon in compar. 
iison with the general principle which covers the | 
whole. Under the uniform practice of the Gov- `| 
ernment, and the language of the Constitution, it 
i would seem to require that there should be an im- 
mediate consideration of the bill returned, with the 
objections of the President; so that 1 hope a later 
day than Monday next will not be fixed by the - 
Senate for the purpose of its consideration. 
l do not mean, for one moment, to go intoa dis- 
ussion now of the principles involved in this 
The time to do so wili be when the day 
-assigned for the consideration of the bill arrives; ; 
: and surely the practice of the Government requires 
i that an early day should be assigned. f prefer 
the form of my own resolution to that of the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio; but itis very imma- | 
terial. Both, I believe, assign Monday next as ` 
the day for proceeding to the consideration of the 
objections of the President to the bill which has | 
been passed by Congress. In doing that, I have ! 
followed the precedents as | have found them : 


; existing in the history of congressional proceed- t 


: whatever came up. 


_others that; and everlasting 


ings. [have followed that, in the first instance, of 


a veto by the President, and also the case which 


happened after the lapse of some forty years. 
These proceedings cover the case now before us, 
and should govern the action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. CHASE. J ask that my resolution as it 
now stands be read. 

Mr. BADGER. What is the motion before 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. The pending question is 
on the motion made by the Senator from Califor- 
nia, to postpone the consideration of the subject 
until Monday week. 

Mr. CHASE. J ask the Senator from Califor- 
nia to accept the resolution which 1 send to the 
chair, and I ask that it may be read. The resolu- 
tion is as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday next be assigned for the con- 
sideration of the bill entitled “An act making a grant of 
public lands to the several States of the Union tor the ben- 
efit of indigent insane persons,” returned by the President, 
with his objections. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to suggest to the 
Senate that we either take a vote now on this bill, - 
and let the discussion come up upon the homestead 
bill, or postpone it for two weeks. Why, sir, 
there is very little discussion to be had upon this 
bill. We considered it before we sent it to the 
President. Weconsidered it yesterday. Several 
genilemen discussed it at considerable length, 
Many of the reasons given in the message operate 
against the homestead bill. I know that there are 
several Senators who desire to discuss our land 
policy; but their remarks can as well be made on 
the homestead bill. I therefore suggest that, by 
common consent, we take the vote now, or post- 
pone it to the time indicated by the Senator from 
California. 


Mr. WALKER. I was much gratified by the 


| suggestions and remarks of the Senator from Ii- 


nois, [Mr. renee | He seemed to propound 
the question to me, whether I believe the time be- 
tween now and next Monday week sufficient for 
the disposition of the homestead bill. My im- 


| pression is that it is not a sufficient time. lagree 


with him that we should postpone the considera- 
tion of the bill returned by the President until 
after we shall have considered the homestead bill; 


‘and, assuming the time up to next Monday week 
ito be insufficient for the consideration of the 


homestead bill, I should be pleased, for one, to 


| see this bill postponed until the Monday following 


that, so as to be two weeks from Monday next. 
I cannot appreciate the argument that is used, 
that we are showing a greater amount of respect 
to the President, by hastily proceeding to the con- 
sideration of his message, than by postponing it 
to a future day, and giving gentlemen time to re- 
flect on it, and to make up their minds and argu- 
ments for or against the message. {£ do not think 
that the early consideration of this matter involves 
any very grave consideration; any great import- 
ance. Why, will not the matter be as well con- 
sidered two weeks from next Monday as to-mor- 
row? If gentlemen take time to reflect, and to 


"| consider for themselves—to make up their minds 


and their arguments—the probability is, that it 
would be considered better at a future day than 
to-morrow. In the mean time, we can take up this 
kindred subject—the homestead bill—mentioned 
by the Senator from Hlinois. There are many 
Senators here who, for quite a number of sessions, 
have been very anxious to get that matter to some- 
thing like a final vote in the Senate; and they 
have been, as often as they manifested that desire, 


‘put off, and the bill postponed, in consequence 
: of something else before the Senate which was 
i deemed of greater importance by the body; and it 


does seem that this subject is the most unfortunate 


i! one that can possibly be mentioned in the Senate. 
: L have known gentlemen who, at the present ses- 


sion of Congress, have manifested the greatest 


‘anxiety for the consideration of the homestead bill, 


and the greatest anxiety for its passage, who were 
the most marked, apparently, in their determina- 
tion, on all previous occasions, to postpone it to 
Some have always preferred 
propositions to grant land warrants to soldiers; 
others prefer railroad bills; others this thing, and 
gly it seems that the 
consideration of the homestead bill must be post- 
poned. Now, we have this message. Jt is con- 
ceded that the discussion upon it can about as 
well come upon the homestead bill. Then, Tin- 
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quire, why not postpone it for at least two weeks, 
and in the mean time take up the homestead bill, 
which is the special order? If I am correct, the 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. Chase] introduced his 
resolution, leaving the day blank. I intended to 
move to insert, ‘two weeks from Monday next;”? 
but, from the reading of the resolution, it would 
seem that the blank has been filled with ‘“ Monday 
next.” I therefore, before taking my seat, move 
to strike out ‘ Monday next,” and insert ‘two 
weeks from Monday next.” 

Mr. BADGER. I believe the actual question 
before the Senate, is on the motion made by the 
Senator from California, to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill until Monday week. 

The PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. BADGER. If I understand the rules of 
the Senate, the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Ohio, is not now before the body. It is but 
an intimation of what he will propose, if the mo- 
tion of the Senator from California shall be voted 
down. That is the state of the question before 
the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not understand that 
there is anything in the clause of the Constitution 
directing the body to whom the President: may 
return a bill, with his objections, as to the time | 
when the reconsideration of the bill isto be made. | 
The provision ‘of the Constitution is simply de- 
signed to direct what is to be done upon the dis- 
approval by the President of a bill which passes 
the two Houses, and under what circumstances 
it may become a law, notwithstanding his objec- 
tions. The language is—after stating that the 
President shall return the bill with his objec- 
tions, to the House in which it shall have origin- 
ated— 

“Who shall enter the objections at large on their Journal, 
and proceed to reconsider it. Tf, aftersuch reconsideration, 
two thirds of that [House shall agree to pass the bill, it shall : 
be sent, together with the objections, to the other House, 
by which it shall likewise be reconsidered, and, if approved 
by two thirds ofthat House, it shall become a law.?? 


There is nothing that intimates that it was the | 
will of the framers of the Constitution that the : 
Senate orthe House of Representatives, receiving | 
the objections, should then proceed to reconsider; , 
but that, if the President disapproved the bill, it | 
should be reconsidered by both Houses, and, if į 
passed by two thirds, become a law; and the Con- 
stitution directs that, in all such cases, the votes | 
shall be taken by yeas and nays, and the names | 
of the persons voting for and against the bill re- 
corded on the Journal. It is nothing in the world | 
but a reconsideration of this bill—a reconsidera- | 
tion directed by the Constitution. The time 
when we are to reconsider it is just as much at 
our control as the time was when we should con- 
sider the bill heretofore. Weare to consider all 
the circumstances which are involved in the in- 
quiry, when shall this reconsideration take place? | 
We are neither unreasonably to delay, nor im- | 
properly to precipitate it. We must consider the || 
question with a view to the state of our business, | 
the period of the session, and the necessity for a 
full and thorough examination of the grounds | 
taken by the President in his message, and the | 
grounds on which the bill may be entitled to sup- | 

ort. Hl 
I find that, although it has been usual, and 
although there is more propriety in proceeding 
at once to the consideration of such a message, in 
1841, when Mr. Tyler sent to this body a veto 
message on the bank bill, which was passed by 
the Congress of that year, the message was- re- 
ceived on Monday, August 16. It was ordered | 
to be printed, and its consideration appointed for | 
Tuesday, the next day, at twelve o’clock. On | 
that day the Senate proceeded to consider the bill | 
for distribution and preémption. It was considered | 
and debated until twelve o’clock, when the bank 
bill, which had been vetoed, was taken up, and, | 
on motion, its further consideration was postponed ; 
until Wednesday—the next day. The land bill | 


was then resumed, debated, considered, and l 


it. 
should beno unreasonable delay; the subject was | 


considered; but it was agreed, also, that there was 
no necessity for immediate consideration. That 
being so, the Senate has the same reasonable dis- 
cretion on this subject as over the propriety of 
considering any bill originally. Why should they 
not? It is merely sent back, and the Senate must 
reconsider it, and pass upon it in the constitu- 
tional method. But what restrains them from 
selecting what they think the best and most ex- 
pedient time? I see nothing in the Constitution; 
and with regard to the past practice of the Gov- 
ernment, you must recollect, Mr. President, that 
this message of President Tyler was received on 
the 16th of August. The session was then nearly 
drawing to a close. There was a propriety, and 
I may saya sort of necessity, in disposing of that 
message under the circumstances, in less time than 
is required, or would be necessary or proper, in 
regard to this message. Weare now in the early 
partof May. We have the whole session before 
us. Having said this, I wish to add that it makes 
no difference to me whether this message is post- 


| poned to next Monday or Monday week. What- 


ever may suit the convenience of other gentlemen 
on that subject, will suit mine too. E rose tomake 
these remarks simply because I do not conceive 


|| there is anything stringent, directly or indirectly, 


expressly or impliedly, in the Constitution as to the 
time when the reconsideration should take place. 
1 will add another remark, and not trouble the 
Senate further. It was said by the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Burier] yester- 
day, and,! think, properly, that this is a large 
subject, and the important principles involved in 
the bill and the message of the President, make it 
highly proper that the subject should receive a 
full and t 1orough examination; and if, as has 
been said by gentlemen on this floor, that bill was 
passed through the Senate without adequate con- 
sideration and full discussion, it is the more im- 
portant, I think, that we should take time to look 
with care into the subject before we discuss and 
dispose of the bill upon the President’s objections. 
Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, if I under- 
stood the precise object which the different friends 
of the postponement to Monday and Monday 
two weeks have in view, I should know better 
how toact. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Waxrxer] is anxious to take up the homestead 
bill, and therefore asks for a longer postponement 
of this question. Some of the friends of the 
homestead bill, I believe, think that the message 
upon your table does not affect or touch that bill. 
Several Senarors. We do not know about 
that. 
æ Mr. DAWSON. Gentlemen who understand 
the character of the veto have been saying that it 
does touch the homestead bill; but, as I under- 
stand, there is nota gentleman on this floor who 
will undertake to say that the homestead bill falls 


‘| within the principle of that message. 


Mr. BAYARD. As one, I consider that it 
would certainly require the veto of the homestead 
bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then, one considers that it 
does require the veto of that bill; and if that be 
the opinion of the friends of the Administration 
generally, wherefore should we occupy the time 
of this body by making long and tedious speeches 
upon the homestead bill, when we know it will be 
met by a veto? 

Mr. BADGER. Long—not tedious. {Laugh- 
ter. 

Me. DAWSON. Yes. I strike out the word 
“tedious.” Now, for one, I am disposed to be- 
lieve that the author of the message does not believe 
that the homestead came within the principles of 
the message; and the friends of the homestead 
and the friends of the Administration, being willing 
to have it taken up and acted on immediately, is 
an evidence of that fact. The Senator from Cali- 


fornia, who wishes to postpone this to the most į 


distant day, is governed, not by a desire to take 
up the homestead bill, but the Pacific railroad 


I! bil. 


Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAWSON. 


pose of taking up the homestead bill and having 


i| the whole batch of land bills before the President 
at once in order to receive his veto, and then to j 


have ail the measures acted on at once, I will 
agree to any postponement you desire. That is 
perfectly fair. ' 


If that be the ohject, I shall i 
vote for the earliest day; but if it be for the pur- Í 


H 


| reference has been made. 


_Mr. BELL. But if you pass the homestead 
bill, you do not then know, on the prirciples -of 
the message, whether he will veto it or not.: > 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘Then we shail have:to wait, 
of course, for the President to send another: mes- 
sage; but I rely very much upon the information 
which gentlemen will receive, that I maybe. in- 
formed what is the position of the land bills. Tam 
one who opposed originally the distribution of the 
proceeds of the public lands. I changed my opin- 
lon, because Congress, by a continuous number 
of decisions, declared that. we had the right.to 
dispose of the public lands in the way we have 
been going on to do for years, and I saw the pub- 
lic lands all going to private companies and into 
the hands of individuals. I determined then to 
adopt the principle of the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands. That was right; and 
the first effort we could make was to touch the 
insane and the lunatics. Why? Because they 
could not goand occupy the lands under the home- 
stead bill, having no volition, being controlled by 
guardians. They could not occupy it and settle it. 
Recognizing the principle of the President, that the 
General Government is the trustee for the whole 
of the people, and that we ought to regulate our 
trust funds, or the land in the States, on princi- 
ples that a discreet Janded proprietor would do, F 
considered that a discreet landed proprietor, if he 
had a number of children for whom he was trus- 
tee, and they were insane or lunatics, would make 
some provision for them, and that it would be 
for the general benefit of all; and, as I knew 
that the lunatic or insane had never received a 
dollar’s advantage out of the public treasury of 
the country, or out of the lands which belong to 
them as well as to anybody else, I thought it 
was a fair ground at once to commence the dis- 
tribution, and act as a sensible landed proprietor 
or trustee would do, by dividing the estate among 
the cestui que trust, and I went for that bill. But 
if the President is determined to arrest these 
railroad bills, and the homestead bill, and this 
bill also, and we shall adopt some new rule by 
which the public lands shall be disposed of, I 
am prepared to listen to it, and hear it, and if a 
better plan can be adopted, I will go for it. But 
for one, representing an old State, I am not going 
to suffer the public lands to go into the hands of 
private companies, or the States in which the 
lands lie; and be still, and not ask for any propor- ` 
tionate share to the old States, and show our 
modesty and diffidence in attempting to get justice. 
The bill which the President has returned to us 
was for the benefit of the people who are entitled 
to the highest claim, and to the kindest generosity 
and philanthropy of Congress. It was for the 
insane portion of the cestui que trust, residing in 
every State of the Union, and it divided the lands 
so as to make it equal throughout the country. 
Still, I say that if the President vetoes all these 
measures, and establishes the old principle that 
the public lands belong to the people generally, 
and ought to be disposed of for the payment of 
the debt due by the Government, and for a dimi- 
nution of taxes, it will all be right; but if that 
rule is net adopted, and favoritism and partiality 
shall prevail, {I go for the distribution af the prg- 
ceeds of the public lands, or the lands themselves, 
to all the States who are entitled to them.. There 
is nothing wrong in that. But Í come back to 
the point. The friends of the measure are most 
anxious to have it acted upon; but if the home- 
stead is not to be discussed and decided before we 
decide on the veto, let us act upon the veto at 
once, There is no necessity for any delay. If 
it comes not within the principle of that yeto, lef 
us act upon this at once; but if the friends of the 
Administration think that it does, I am m post- 
poning it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. [hope the honorable Senator 
from California will modify his motion so as to 
postpone the consideration of the subject until two 
weeks from Monday. That may give us time to 
arrange both this measure and the other to which 
At all events, that 
allows little enough time. 

Mr. GWIN. The resolution offered by .the 
Senator from Ohio is, I believe, the most appro- 
priate form in which a motion on this subject can 
be made; and Tam, peretore, willing to accept it 
as a substitute for mie, leaving the day blank, so 
that the Senate can determine on what day they 
will consider the subject. Monday week suite me 
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eI want to vote on this bill, and I 
intend to be here, but I may not be here two weeks 
hence, Or, I am willing to take up the subject 
now, and proceed to act upon it at once. 
Several Senators. Say Monday. 
Mr. GWLIN. I am opposed to taking up the 
message on next Monday, because I wished to 
have the coming week devoted to another subject, 
which I think is of more importance than this. | 
‘My object is to have action upon the Pacific rail- | 
road bill during the ensuing week. {am willing, | 
however, to take up this veto message now, and 
act upon it immediately, or I am willing to agree 
that it shall be postponed to Monday week, or 
even to two weeks from to-day, though I prefer 
Monday week for the reason that I shall be here | 
then, while I may not be here two weeks hence. 
I am anxious that the other question to which I | 
have alluded shall be disposed of. That, certainly, 
is not affected by this veto, because the message 
approves the principle of donating lands for rail- 
road purposes. 1 refer to the Pacific railroad bill 
which is under my charge. That bill has been 
before the Senate for a long time, and it is abso- 
lutely important to me that I should have early | 
action on it, i 
Tam ready to vote on the veto message now; J) 


very well, becaus' 


am prepared toact on itnow, as much so as 1 shall } 
be on Monday next. l presume that no discus- 
sion can take place upon it which will change a 
single vote here. We all know how we are going 
to vote now as well as we shall know hereafter. 
The very speeches that will be made on it can as 
well be made on the homestead bill when that 
comes up. Lam anxious to progress with business; 
but I fear that if this subject be postponed until 
next Monday, it will become the political question 
of this session, and there is no telling when it will 
be decided. {t will be mixed up with other ques- 
tions, and thus business will be delayed. | am 
anxious to have it acted upon now, or to have it 
postponed, so as to give us longer time, in order 
to dispose of other important business. 

Mr. SHIELDS. TheSenator from California, 
I understand, has accepted the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio, leaving the day blank. 

Mr. CHASE. { have no objection to modify 
it, so as to leave the day blank. 
by the Senator from California. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Then, I move to fill the 


That is accepted 


weeks from next Monday. 


Mr. BELL. I should Jike to know from the 
Senator from Hlinois, what is his specific object in 
moving this long postponement? Is it merely to 
take up and discuss the homestead bill, and pass 
it, if the Senate shall think proper to pass it? Isit 


proposed to postpone the consideration of the bill |: 


granting lands for the indigent insane, which the 
President has returned with his objections, for 
the purpose of ascertaining from the President 
himself, by his approval or veto of the homestead 
bill, what are his views of it? Is this postpone- 


|, titled to great weigh 
| 
|| attain the object intended 
| 


|| announced in the message are meant to be applied | 
ij to t 


i should be settled. 


ij intervene. 
|| might be occasionally taken up. 


|| by the honorable Senator from North Carolina, | 


j 
5 4 e '| sage, as there has been on all veto messages that | 
blank by inserting Monday, the 22d instant—two IT eve x 


ii looked at the record of debate ? 
| Mr. 


| dark two weeks hence in regard to what are 
| intended to be the principles asserted by the mes- 
: sage, or what limitations are intended to be ex- 
! tended in practice to the general principles laid | 
| down, as we are now. [am willing to agree to 

a 


l 

1 

| . 

| any postponement which gentlemen may consider 
| necessary for the purpose of ascertaining the sen- 
| timents of the Executive, let it be for three or | 
i four weeks if necessary. 

These are considerations which I think are en- 
t now, before we proceed to ; 
bable that we shall not 
in the mean time. Ifthe | 
intention is to ascertain whether the principles 


fix a day when it is pro 


he homestead bill, by a response from the j 
President to our action on that bill, | am willing | 
| to postpone the consideration of this subject until 
‘ that time shall arrive. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I am under 
| a strong impression that the ancient practice of the 
| Senate was, when a veto message came in upon 
| a bill originating here, to proceed at once to the 
| consideration of the subject, and to continue that 
| consideration from day to day until the question 
I do not mean to say by this 
of business whatever possibly could 
Something indispensably necessary 
But the impres- | 
| sion which I have is, that the course which | have į 
| stated, bas been the usual habit of the Senate. | 
i Certainly, if it has been, it must have originated 
from the impression derived from the words of | 
| the Constitution, that you shall enter the message | 
| on the Senate’s Journal, and then proceed to the | 
| consideration of itas a matter entitled, in conse- į 
| quence of its importance, to priority over other || 
| measures., I know very well the language of the || 
Constitution will admit of a different construction; |i 
| bat still, I think that a plain man, reading the 
| Constitution as it stands, would be inclined to 
| the impression that it is the duty of the House to 
| which a veto message may be transmitted, after 
entering it on its Journal, to proceed at once to its |j 
| consideration, and certainly to do so within a 
| reasonable time. I think this has been the uni- | 
| form practice. Now, sir, in the case referred to | 


| that no sort 


| 
take it for granted, from what he read from the | 
Journal, that there wasa debate on that veto mes- | 
| 


I ever heard of here, and of course it was post- 
| poned from day to day. j 
| Mr. BADGER. The Senator will allow me to į 
say, that there never was one word of debate upon 1 
| it, until the day when it was disposed of. It was | 
i taken up, and postponed from day to day without 
| debate. 
Mr. CLAYTON. 


Has the honorable Senator | 
| 


BADGER. Ihave looked at the record į 
| of the debates. The first day was fixed, and then | 
it was postponed until the next day, and so on; i! 


ment asked, in order that we may know whatthe 
opinion of the Presidentis upon the homestead 
bill, before we proceed to reconsider the bill grant- 
ing lands for the indigent insane? If that be the 


object, I have to suggest, that when the homestead || 


bill comes up for consideration, it will most 
bly be pretty fully discussed in this body, an 


roba- 


Forha 


business will be intervening occasionally, so that 
we cannot look for a final vote of the Senate on 
that bill in less than ten or twelve days after it is 
taken up. Then, suppose it should pass this body 
without amendment, and be sent to the Presi- | 


I 
f 
Í 
} 


dent in the shape in which it came from the 
House; he then would have ten days within 
which to approve it, or return it with his objec- 
tionsggf he should think proper to pursue tbat 
course. ‘That would carry us beyond the period 
now proposed to be fixed for the consideration of | 
the bill immediately before us. i 
Again, if the Senate should think it expedient, | 
as it is very likely they will, to make amend- 
ments to the homestead bill, those amendments 


will have to be transmitted to the other House for |! 


concurrence or rejection, This will probably 
delay the bill some days longer; how long I do | 
not know. I consider, therefore, a postponement 
of the whole subject fortwo weeks not likely to 
answer the purpose of ascétaining the sentiments |i 
of the Executive in relation to the homestead bill. jj 
In other words, we shall be just as much in the | 


: now to 
© railroad bill, or anything else. 


but there was no discussion until the Thursday | 
after the Monday on which the veto came in. | 
| Mr. CLAYTON. Well, sir, I do not know j 
| anything in regard to that particular precedent to ; 
which tbe Senator has referred; but I have learned H 
| from another gentleman, that complaint was made i 
| at the time, in the other House, that the Consti- | 
| tution was disregarded in this very particular, in | 
| the Senate not proceeding to the consideration of ji 
| the message immediately. However, sir, be this | 
| as it may, would it not be more respectful to the | 
| President, and is it not due to ourselves, that we | 
l should go on within this measure, until we know | 
| the sense of Congress in regard to it? 


I do not: 
mean to press the measure in hot haste, so as to | 
prevent the Senate giving it a full and thorough 
consideration. It is entitled io that; but E think || 
it is fairly entitled to precedence over other sub- || 
| jects; and whenever its consideration is called for | 
: by any member of the Senate, it ought, in pursu- i 
! ance of the spirit of the Constitution, to be taken up | 
and considered. 

I do not suffer myself, in giving the opinion 
which 1 do in regard to this measure, to be in- 
| fluenced at all by other matters. I have nothing 
do with the homestead bill, or the Pacific 
g if this subject is! 
to be taken up, I shall desire on some suitable 
occasion, when no other gentleman wishes the 
floor, to give my-views briefly in relation to this 
veto message; but I am quite ready to go on with 


ii States of this Union. 


the consid 
sion that itis our duty todo so. Lam ready to vote 
upon it to-day. 

Mr. CLAY. Soaml. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I concur entirely, Mr. 
President, with the view taken by the Senator 
from Delaware in reference to this question. I 
think the Senate owes it to itself, and to the dig- 
nity of the occasion, to pursue the course which 
he has indicated. I am decidedly averse to the 
proposition of my friend from Illinois, to postpone 
action on this question until another legislative 
measure to which he has alluded shall be passed 
upon by this body. Sir, no Senator, no created 
man, is more devotedly or ardently the friend of 
that measure to which he has alluded—the home- 
stead bill—than lam. I am its friend, whether 
the President be so or not, { never connect one 
measure with another; nor do I wait for, or look 
to, Executive vetoes. I vote as becomes my posi- 
tion and my constituents, and the duty that I owe 
to them, 

I believe, then, that it is our duty now to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the President’s mes- 
sage, and to reply, by affirmative or negative 
action, to the positions which he bas taken in that 
message. For one, sir, I return him my thanks 
for the veto which he has sent here. I believe it 
is right in every word, phrase, and sentence, I 
furthermore believe that if he had not vetoed this 
bill, he would have been false to that party whose 
representative he was in the last presidential elec- 
tion—false to the resolutions of that convention 
which nominated him, and which spanimoasly 
resolved and re-resolved that the Democratic party 
was opposed to a distribution of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, 

These are my views. { regard this bill, as I 
stated in some remarks which I submitted when 
it was passed by this body, as distribution in the 
worst phase that has come up here—worse than 
ever the genius of Henry Clay conceived—far 
more odious than that which John C. Calhoun, 
Silas Wright, and Thomas H. Benton, deprecated 
in the memorable session of 1841:—ay, sir, a dis- 
tribution, not of money from our Treasury, but 
of lampblack and rags, French assignats, from the 
Treasury of the United States, to the value of ten 
millions of acres of land to the sovereign States of 
the Union. 

Sir, the Senator from Vermont spoke yesterday 
of unclean, dishonorable, or corrupt legislation 
touching the publiclands My position as a rep- 
resentative from one of the new States, and my 
position upon the Committee on Public Lands, of 
which he is a member, requires that I should de- 
mand from him, in this presence, whether he 
meant to insinuate that any corrupt or dishonest 
bill had emanated from that committee, or from 
any one of the new States, so far as he is cogni- 
zant of those transactions? And if so, I demand 
of him that he now disclose, in its full length, and 
breadth, and extent, every particle of that corrup- 
tion or unclean legislation. Sir, I make the de- 
mand with perfect respect to the gentleman. I 
do, sir, because of our kindly personal relations; 
but this is a great question, and his insinuation, 
iff may call it such, may affect individuals. I 
make the demand with perfect respect. I pause 
for a reply. 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I have only to suy 
that I have made no imputation of the sort which 
is now attributed to me; and the publication ofmy 
remarks, as taken down by the reporter, will 
show that an entire misconstruction has been 
placed upon them, I have cast no imputation 
upon the action of the committee of which fama 
member; no imputation upon the action of this or 
of the other House; no imputation upon the new 
No man here, as I took 
occasion to state yesterday, has voted more liber- 
aliy in favor of the application for appropriations 
for various purposes by the new States than my- 
seif. I had no reference to any past legislation 
upon the subject of the public lands, This, I 
think, is a sufficient disclaimer. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Perfectly so. 

Mr. FOOT. An entire misapprehension has 
placed upon the remarks which I submit- 
ted. 

Mr, DODGE, of Iowa. In that misapprehen- 
sion I am not alone, as the Senator knows, from 
the construction immediately placed on his lan- 
guage by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dova- 
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LAs;) and neither of us, as he knows, has any 
disposition to do him injustice, because of our 
personal respect for him. 

Mr. FOOT. Certainly not. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, I said 
that I regarded this as one of the most fatal bills, 
one of the most ill-advised, looking at our complex 
but admirable system of Government, that has 
been passed by this or any other Congress. The 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Burer] was 
clearly right, when, on yesterday, he remarked 
that this bill had not been thoroughly discussed, 
or considered by the Senate. How long has it 
been since the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Cuass,] 
who, notwithstanding his notions upon certain 
slavery questions, has some good views respecting 
State rights, defeated a kindred bill? Not more 
than two years since. What, then, were the pro- 
visions of this ‘Miss Dix bill,” as it is called ? 
Nothing more nor less than that New York should 
hold in the very heart of lowa or California more 
than ten counties, in superficial area; to hold that 
land up at any price which she might choose to fix 
upon it; hold it there as Indian reservations or 
other reservations have been held in the center of 
some of thenew States,to be increased sufficiently in 
amount to control the entire politics of the States 
where the lands lie. How long has it been since 
the respectable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Un- 
derwood] moved his amendment to the lowa rail- 
road bill; that the States in which there were no 
public lands should, as States, be allowed to hold 
land within the borders of other sovereign States 
of this Union? How long is it since the provision 
originated for issuing this bank rag currency, 
stamped all over with pictures, to be issued at the 
Treasury? Only since it was shown in the dis- 


cussion on Mr. Underwood’s amendment to the j 


lowa land bill, but about two years since, that the 
proposition, if carried, would lead to domestic 
insurrection and bloodshed. Then originated, for 
the suke of getting rid of the difficulty of allowing 
one sovereignty to hold lands within another, this 
paper money invention. It is due to a respectable 
member of the other House, [Mr. Bennett, of New 
York,] to say, that his genius conceived this mode 
of getting rid of the difficulties of allowing one 
sovereign State to hold Jand within the heart of 
another, controlling its politics and disturbing its 
peace and harmony. 

Sir, without intending to make any imputation 
upon any human being, and least of all, upon 
the dignified Senator from Vermont, let me tell 
him that, without intending it—and I know he 
does not intend it—his bill would have produced 
scenes of speculation, scenes of disgrace, and of 
plunder, and pillage, such as this country has never 
witnessed but for the wise interposition of Presi- 
dent Pierce’s veto. It was,in my opinion, the com- 
mencement of a system which, if it had been pro- 
longed, as it certainly would but for the death blow 
which the President has strack it, would have 


swallowed up the whole of the public lands, and | 


have established a system of trading and peddling 
at Albany, Montpelier, and other seats of gov- 
ernment, under the control of the dominant ma- 
jority which has heretofore proved so fatal. These 
cords of French assignats would have been taken 
there to be squandered and bargained off by cor- 
rupt legislative majorities, to control and influ- 
ence the politics of our distant States. 


ment for political purposes. 
bills would be carried off from the Treasury of the 
United States, and bought up at low prices by 
favorites, who would go and locate them on the 
public lands (rich.as the Delta of Egypt) in Towa, 
‘Wisconsin, Louisiana, and other new States. 
These were the provisions cf the bill. Itisa 


revival of that old system of selling lands at the |! 


court-houses and seats of government, which.led 
to so much confusion. 
of the provision that the land should be applied 
to the support of the insane? Why, it would be 
disregarded, just as the sovereign States once dis- 
regarded your mandate, put in the shape of law, 
‘that they should send their members of Congress 
here by districts, instead of by States. The State 
of Mississippi was one of the States which refused 
to comply, and my friend from California reminds 
me that his State now elects her Representatives 
by general ticket, in the face of your law, So it 
would be in the disposition of this bank paper. 
The States would do as they please with it, and 


The lands | 
would be disposed of at those seats of govern- |i, 
Cords of these bank | 


What then would become |: 


alter their legislation? You have none. 

But, sir, so far as I am concerned, I never step 
to inguire what the President will do with the 
homestead or any other bill. Hehassentus here 
his veto of this bill. I am ready to record my 
vote on that veto. [am ready to proceed to that 
reconsideration of the bill which the Constitution 
requires. I hope we shall do so, according to the 
former usages of the Senate. I am unwilling to 
postpone its consideration for any longer time 
than is necessary for deliberation. Let us pursue 
the usual course on such occasions. Iam anxious 
and desirous to accommodate my friend from Cal- 
ifornia in anything, but Í cannot agree to postpone 
the consideration of the question, With a view to 
action on other kindred subjects. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I donot wish to procrastinate 
this debate, but 1 have a word to say to my friend 
from lowa. He seems, I think, to misunderstand 
the object of my proposed postponement of this 
measure. The object which } have in view is 
this: I look upon this asa very favorable occa- 
sion afforded to the Senate, to settle and establish 
|; some principle in relation to the disposition of the 
public domain. | regard this as the best chance, 
the fairest opportunity that has ever been offered 
to the Senate, since I became a member of the 
body, to fix sume general principles in relation to 
| the future disposition of the public domain. I am 
as anxious for that as any member of this body. 
That is my object; that is the reason ] wish to 
postpone this measure. Now, when the honorable 
Senator from Delaware rises up in his place, and 
says he thinks it is respectful to the President, 
that we should not act on the measure at the 
present time, I should like to know if that honor- 
able Senator entertains a higher respect for the 
Chief Magistrate, either personally or politically, 
than Í do. I doubt whether any member of this 
body can say he does. [am not in the habit of 
making professions; but if any gentleman sup- 
poses or believes the object of the proposed post- 
ponement is disrespectful to the President, he 
, does meas much injustice as he does the Chief 
Magistrate. I would be the last man in this body 
to do an act disrespectful to the President. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. My friend wholly mis- 
| understood me if he supposes that 1 attributed 
any such thing to hin at all. I only spoke of the 
necessity of our pursuing the usual course. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I do not mean to say that the 
honorable Senator from Jowa intimated anything 
lof the kind; but the honorable Senator from Del- 
aware seemed to intimate, and actually did declare, 
i that he thought it would be respectful to the Presi- 
dent that we should act promptly on the message, 
even to-day. Now, even on that ground, consid- 
ering that this is a great subject, and that the 
message embraces, if looked at properly, the 
future management and disposition of the public 
| domain, I think it is more respectful to the Presi- 
dent that we should take sometime to dwell upon 
this message, and meet it with that deliberation 
which is due to it. I think we should consider it 
in all its bearings, in reference to all its principles, 
_ not only upon the measure immediately before us, 
but upon the homestead bill, the Pacific railroad 
i bill, and the grants of land to the new States for 
railroad purposes, in which the honorable Senator 
from Jowa takes so deep an interest. 

Now, sir, that is the reason why I have made 
! this motion. It is my opinion, honestly enter- 
‘tained, that if we enter upon the discussion of 
! this bill now, which will open the door to consti- 
tutional arguments, there is a farewell to the home- 
stead bill, or to any other practical measure in 
relation to the public lands for this session. The 
Senator may be a friend of the measure, he may 
desire its passage; but I assure him that if he 
|i goes into this discussion now, he will defeat that 
measure as effectually as if he votes against it. 
That is my opinion now. Time will either verify 
it, or show that he is right. I say it is our duty 
to take up the homestead bill and consider it, and 
ilat thesame time we shall be considering the bear- 
ing, and import, and future effect of the great 
measure now upon your table. 
| Now, sir, with regard to the veto power, allow 
| me to say that I regard it as a fortunate power; 
tand [ think the exercise of it, even in this case, 
i may be a fortunate matter. Andwhy? Because 
iit will bring us to review our action upon these 
j subjects, and what js still better, iggvill’bring us 


i 
| 
i 
{ 
j 
} 
i 
I 


where is your power to coerce, or compel, or to |j 


to establish some principles that will govern usii 
our fature conduct in relation to this important 
matter-—the disposition. of the public domain. 
My opinion, however, is, that if we take up this 
message, and enter into a diseussion’ of it now, 
we shall never see the homestead bill, nor any 
other practical bill relative to the public lands car- 
ried through Congress at this session. 

Mr. PETTIT. . Mr. President, there seems to 
be agreat anxiety, on the part of certain gentle- 
men here, to postpone the consideration of this 
bill, after they have each made some-half dozen 
speeches upon it. I rise now, however, to give 
notice, that if the blank in the resolution is not 
filled as the Senator from Illinois proposes to fill 
it—for I understand the question is now upon 
the motion of that Senator to fill it with. next 
| Monday two weeks—I shall move to fill that 
blank with next Monday, believing that propriety 
dictates that we should at an early day proceed to 
the consideration of this measure. While I am 
up, I wish to say that I intend to be heard at 
|:some tengih upon this veto message, and: upon 
this bill. 

d Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator has a speech, I 
suppose, and he wants to make it. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Senator from Minois says 
| that I have a speech, and I want to make it. Let 
me say to that Senator, that if he had been as 
industrious as I was last night, sitting up to one 
į o'clock examining these questions, he would be 
as well, in fact better, prepared than Iam for their 
discussion; for he has powers for mastering a 
subject with greater facility than I have. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Do not have that reported. 
[Laughter], 

Mr. PETTIT. Well, sir, I have nothing to 
conceal from reporters, {Laughter.] I propose 
to discuss this question, as I have said, at some 
length. I propose to show that the power of 
this Government (even at the time of the accept- 
ance of these grants while we were under the Con- 
federacy) to dispose of the territory, of the soil, 
of the public land was unlimited; that it ever has 
been and now is unlimited; and that the uncon- 
stitutionality of this bill—for that it is unconsti- 
tutional I have no doubt—consists not in the 
granting, or giving away, or disposition of the 
soil, but it consists in two other things. Its un- 
constitutionality consists first in usurping the 
power and authority here to tell States how they 
shall dispose of the proceeds of the lands granted: 
and secondly, in directing them to account to us 
as their masters—a thing that I entirely deny 
your power to do. 

The bill, for these two reasons, inmy judgment, 
is unconstitutional; but not because it disposes of 
land generally, in any form or in any manner 
whatever. I take the broadest ground:on that 
subject, and wish not to be misunderstood. . The 
| bill is objected to for another reason, not reaching 
the point of unconstitutionality, but as to its inex- 
| pediency and impropriety. That objection, in 
the language of the President, is that it makes us 
almoners, to take care of all the indigent, all the 
; needy, and all the suffering; to usurp the offices 
! of charity, the offices of humanity, that properly 
| belong to the States. For that reason, if for no 
| other, it ought, in my judgment, to have been 
vetoed. I fully and cordially approve of the result. 
| I believe that a fair construction and fair read- 
| ing of the veto message will not put this veto upon 
the basis that we have not power to dispose of the 
; lands, but upon the other ground which I have 
i named, that we have not the power to direct how 
i their proceeds shall be applied, and how, at what 
time, and under what circumstances, they shall 
be accounted for by the States tous. T shall en- 
deavor, and I think I shall be able to show, when 
the proper time arrives, that the veto does not in- 
volve the principles of the homestead bill, and will 
| not necessarily bring a veto from the President 
| upon that bill. i 
i! But, sir, I did not rise now to discuss the sub- 
i: ject, nor to bring these questions to the considera- 
‘tion of the Senate, but to ask that some definite 
action be taken. It is due, as the Senator from 
: Delaware has properly said, that we should at a 
| reasonable and an early day, proceed to the con- 
; sideration of this question. Nor do I think, its 
i discussion will, by any means, occupy the whole 
_ residue of this session, and deprive us of the op- 
| portunity of considering other important measures. 
| The very fact that important measures are behing 


this, and are to be considered after it, will shorten 
the deliberation and consideration on this bill, and |) 
for that very reason, if for no other, I should ask 
that an early day be assigned for its discussion. 
Then, if the blank be not filled, as proposed with 
Monday two weeks, I shall move to fill it with 
next Monday. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I think the 
experience of to-day has demonstrated that the 
best policy is to proceed at once to the considera- 
tion of the message from the President. I believe, 
with the Senator from Delaware, that such was 
the intention of the framers of the Constitution, 
when they used the phraseology which they em- 
ployed in that provision of the Constitution which 
has reference to this subject. 1 know of no public 
considerations why we should not immediately 

roceed to entertain and dispose of this question. 

he fair, legitimate presumption, is that every 
Senator examined it before he originally gave his 
vote. [know it was said yesterday by my friend 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Burter,] that this 
matter had not been considered-—that it had not 
been discussed. ftis true there was but a limited 
discussion in the Senate upon it at this session; 
but the presumption is, that every Senator inves- 
tigated the question before he proceeded to decide 
upon it. For myself, L may say that there never 
hag been a bill introduced in this body for which 
Į was so anxious to give my vote as this bill, 
which has been vetoed by the Executive. [twas į 
a bill which appealed to ali the sympathies 
of my heart. It was one which appealed to all 
the warm and generous impulses of my nature; 
but, upon calm and patient investigation of the 
important principles involved, t dared not, as an 
American Senator, with the obligations of an oath 
to support the Constitution resting upon me, give 
my vote for it. 1 was therefore reluctantly com- 
pelled to vote against its passage. 

The principles announced by the Executive in 
this message, are those by which f have been gov- 
erned since my entrance into public life. Tama 
strict constructionist. I do-not believe in that 
latitudinons construction of the Constitution which 
invests Congress with power and authority to do 
whatever the ‘common defense and general wel- 
fare,” in their judgment, may demand. ‘Phat class 
of politicians has usually been styled expediency 
politicians, 1 have been compelled to apply the 
constitutional test to all questions upon which I 
am compelled to vote; ad the application of that 
test to this bill compelled me to vote against it. 

Now, sir, I say that we have been discussing 
this question to-day, and we may as well proceed 
with that diseussion. 
bills that are yet to be disposed of. There is the 
one which has been alluded to by my colleague, 
and, for personal reasons, connected with himself, 
I am exceedingly desirous that it shall be acted 
upon within the next two weeks. ‘hen, again, 
there is the homestead bill. Some Senators think 
the general principles enunciated in this mes- 
sage cover that bill, ‘Phat is my opinion. If} 
all the principles announced in the communication || 
made to us yesterday be correct, the homestead || 
bill is a violation of the Constitution, 
as that point is concerned, I desire to remun un- 


committed until Lean hear the discussion, until 1; 


can hear, particularly, my friend from South Caro- 
lina, who is almost the father of strict construct- 
tion. 

Mr. President, why can we not proceed to dis- 
cuss this question now? We are in the habit of 
adjourning over, oftentimes, from Thursday to 
Monday. This is a very bad practice. It has: 
been introduced by my friend from North Caro- | 


lina; and such has been the unbounded confidence |; 


Į have usually reposed in hini, that 1 have very 
generally followed his example, and voted for all 
motions to adjourn over. Now, q propose to re- 


form, and to devote Friday and Saturday to basi- 


ness, instead of visiting the Departments; and 1| 


must say that the Senators who make that ex- i 
cuse have no business at the Departments at all. 
{Laughter.| Nobody has any business there ex 
cept the representatives of the new States, and 
they have more than they can attend to. I know 
that it is so in regard to myself. ï am sure that { 
have more business thers than I can attend to. 
My friend from North Carolina has usually urged 
that as a pretext; and I venture the prediction tha 
he does‘not have business at the Departments |i 
once a month. {Laughter.] ji 


| 
| 
‘There are some important | € : 
H acharituble mood, let us feel in our own pockets, 


| that we are considering it. 


|a law? 


l unsafe guide of action, 
i always keep his eye upon the power of attorney 


tated by some benevolent motive on the part of 


the Senator, but I did not know that it was out of 


personal consideration to me. 
ter.} Now, why can we not proceed at once to 


vania says wé are considering it. 
We are undoubtedly 
discussing it, but discussion does not always lead 
to consideration. Some speak without any con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BADGER. Weare talking about it. 

Mr. WELLER. | shall vote against the post- 
ponement to next Monday week. | think it is due 
to the President, it is due to ourselves, it is due 
to the couutry, that we should proceed at once to 
dispose of this question. I believe it was the 
design of the Constitution that we should proceed 
at once to reconsider a bill which is vetoed by 
the President. The effect of the veto is simply 
this: ftis, in effect, a motion to reconsider, and 


that motion to reconsider pats the bill in a posi- i 


tion where it requires a vote of two thirds to pass 
it. Does any body believe that two thirds of the 


| Senate will ever vote to pass this bill? ‘There is 


not a Senator here who believes it. Then why 


‘ continue a long discussion on the question when 


no practical good can result from it, and when it 
is known in advance, thata majority of two thirds 


cannot be obtained in a full Senate for its passage ? | 


L undertake to say, upon a nice calculation 
which has been made by a friend of mine, who is 
“strong ” in figures, that there cannot be even a 
majority of this Senate in favor of this bill, and 
that upon a full vote there will be thirty-one Sen- 
ators found recording themselvesagainst ìt. 

wherefore postpone it for two weeks, when you 
know in advance that the bill can never become 
It is one which, in my judgment, ought 
never to become a law. 


to the sympathies of Senators; but that is a very 
A Senator had better 


under which he acts—that is, the Constitution. 
‘The people never intended that we should travel 
beyond the Constitution; but whenever we are in 
and not in Uncle Sam’s. 


That is the way to 


show our charity and benevolence; not by a viola- į 
tion of the Constitution, not by transcending the 


authority vested in us by that written instrament 
which constitutes our power of attorney, but let 


ius show it by applying our hands to our own 


purses to relieve the distressed and the indigent. 
Mr. President, 1 do not know whether, if the 


| discussion is to be continued, I shall debate this 
But, so far li 


question further. E have not much to say about 
it. Ihave not spoken now because I desired to 
hear myself speak, but because there were other 
Senators who had plunged into this debate, and I 
endeavored to show that we had-better go on with 


‘it now. If we do go on with it now, and if my. 


| to move an adjournment over, 


friend from North Carolina shall have the temerity 
I give him notice 


| now that I shall abandon him, and vote against the 


motion. 

Mr. GWIN. I will withdraw the resolation 
so that we may now take up the message. 

Mr. PETTIT. Then 1 move to postpone the 


| further consideration of the subject until Monday 


week. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
has a proposition before the Senate. 
Mr. GWIN. 


therefore! can withdraw it. I withdraw it, because 
l wish the discussion to go on now, in order that 


we may devote next week to another subject. 
Mr. MALLORY. As I understand, the motion 


| now before the Senate is to postpone the further 
| consideration of the subject until Monday week. 


The PRESIDENT. Thereis no motion before 
the Senate, as the proposition of the Senator from 
California h@ been withdrawn. 


Then, | 


{ know, sir, thet it is ij 
one upon which strong appeals have been made | 


L accepted the proposition of the | 
| Senator from Ohio, leaving the day blank, and 


i ay next. 


| 
| he PRESIDENT. The questionis upon that 
i motion. X wa 

| Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, yesterday 
| upon a simple motion to print, which seemed to 
i me to bea matter of course, a debate sprang up 
‘which involved the entire policy of the country 
| upon the subject of the public lands. It involved 
“a great many other things, and occupied the body 
| throughout the remainder of the day. Now, upon 
| a proposition to postpone, we are again discussing 
| not only the principles upon which the publiclands 
: are and ought to be administered, but we are dis- 
| cussing the principles of bills which have already 
| been passed and determined. I am in favor of 
i going on with the discussion of this bill now, be- 
cause we are discussing it, and will continue to 
discuss it. Every gentleman who rises upon the 
_ floor proclaims that he is not discussing it, but that 
|: the time for debate will come, and that he will be 
+ prepared, at that time, to debate the question fully. 
|| I think, therefore, we had better take it up now, 
| and commence the regular discussion immediately. 
Though I have made a motion to postpone until 
. Monday, Lam in favor of going on with the dis- 
| cussion now, if we can; but Lam for a postpone- 
ment to Monday next, in preference to any other 
postponement which can be made. 

But, sir, one reason given for the postponement 
| by the honorable Senator from Minois, was that 
| since the period when he first became a member 

of this body, there never has been so favorable an 
| opportunity for taking up and establishing a gen- 
| eral system for the administration of the public 
| lands, as the present. It is admitted upon all sides 

that no more important subject can come before 

this body than the establishment of some just and 
|, equal policy, satisfactory to all, in reference to the 
| administration of the public lands. The honor- 
|| able Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Tompson] de- 
victed to us the other day, humorously, how this 
subject enters into almost every presidential can- 
vass; and, as was said by him, every man who 
|| comes to these Halls comes with some predis- 
| posed policy in reference to these lands, and yet 
| he finds himself in opposition toa large number 
of his brother Senators and Representatives. 

Well, sir, if this be so important a measure as 
he Senator from Ilinois supposes, why should 
| we discuss it indirectly? He recommends us to 
take up the homestead bill first, and he thinks 
‘that by discussing that bill, we shall obtain a 
i knowledge of the subject now before us; or, in 
| other words, that we should discuss the merits of 
this subject indirectly through the merits of an- 
other. Why, sir, the merits of this measure ine 
_ volve the merits of the homestead bill. lt comes 
! necessarily before us; and if we determine, by a 
i| large majority, against the principles involved 
j! here, it,will influence many, as a matter of course, 
|| to go against the homestead bill. If you were to 
|| put both in a fair position, and ask which was en- 

‘titled to priority, from the argument of the Sen- 
|; ator from illinois, | would say, as a matter of 
| course, that we should take up and dispose of this 
i subject first. 
| Mr. President, it is apparent to me from a little 
| inquiry and comparison around the Chamber, that 
li this veto is perfectly safe. Two thirds of this 
| body will not vote against it. L hardly think any 
| discerning member of the Senate can come to any 
|, other conclusion. ‘Then why not take it up now? 
| Why postpone it? As to the matter of disre- 
spect to the Executive, I, think it will be no dis- 
respect to him whether we postpone it or not. 
Many of the friends of the Administration, I see, 
‘are for the postponement, and it would be exceed- 
‘ingly unkind to suppose, for an instant, that they 
mean the slightest shadow of disrespect to the 
| President. But, sir, a respect for the important 
“measure itself, the necessity which the Senator 
from Hlinois has pointed out, forthe establishment 
of agreat policy for the whole country, should 
induce us to discuss and consider the subject 
“now. ` 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I shall not 
|; make an apology for not discussing this question 
i upon the motion to postpone. I have waited ail 
| the morning, in hopes that there might be a ques- 
| tion taken; and | seconded the motion of the hon- 
|| orable Senator from Florida for a postponement 
‘ito Monday; but, to my great surprise, he has 
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come out in an elaborate speech against the mo- 
tion itself. 

Mr. MALLORY. I shall vote for the motion. 
I was giving my preconceived opinions; but I 
made the motion to postpone until Monday, and 
J intend to vote for it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then, all I have to say is, 
that I prefer to have the subject postponed until 
Monday, in order that we may havea discussion 
of the merits of the question itself—a deliberate 
and considerate one—a discussion which will en- 
lighten us. Lt is very apparent that this sporadic, 
irregular discussion, bringing in everything foreign 
to the subject-matter, is not calculated to &t usfor 
a deliberate review of the question before us; and, 
as there are but two legislative days between this 
and Monday, 1 hopeit may be agreed on all hands 
that we drop this question for to-day, take up 
what other business we have before us—and there 
is enough of it—and come here prepared, on next 
Monday, to give this subject a considerate, delib- 
erate, regular, ordinary, and orderly disposition; 
so that, while we are discussing it, we may avow 
that we are doing so, and that the responsibility 
nay rest on each member to do it with such de- 
liberation, candor, and ability as he can bring to 
bear upon it. 

Mr. GWIN. J withdrew my motion to post- 
pone, for the purpose of bringing up the discus- 
sion now. Í believe we can discuss and dispose 
of the question now as well as hereafter. It is 
well known to the Senate that I wish to get an- 
other bill, which { deem of great interest, before 
the body for action. My object is to get this 
subject disposed of until that can be acted upon. 
Therefore, as a test question, to see whether we 
are to have any more talking on this subject now 
or not, | move to lay on the table the motion of 
the Senator from Florida, to postpone the consid- 
eration of this bill until next Monday. 

Mr: BADGER. That motion carries the bill 
with it. 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir; I think not. That isa 
separate question. My motion is, that the motion 
of the Senator from Florida Jie on the table. 

Mr. UNTER. I rise to a point of order. 
Does not that carry the bill with it? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly it does. 

Mr. GWIN. Then I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope we shall go on with 
the debate now. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Florida, to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject until 
Monday next. 

Mr. GWIN. 
out “next Monday, 
week ?” 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order. 

Mr. GWIN. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion of the Senator from Florida. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Benja- 
min, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, Dixon, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, 
Foot, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Mallory, Morton, 
Norris, Pettit, Seward, Slidell, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, 
and Williams—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Brodhead, Chase, Clayton, 
Cooper, Dawson, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, James, Jones of 
Tennessee, Pratt, Rask, Sebastian, Shields, Stuart, Sum- 
ner, Thompson of Kentucky, Walker, and Weller—20. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill, reported from 
the select committee, to provide for the construc- 


Is itin order to move to strike 
” and insert ‘* Monday 


tion of a railroad from the valley of the Missis-- 
sippi to the Pacific ocean, and on that motion I | 


ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall not take up 
that bill. I trust we shall go on to-day with the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr, GWIN. The Indian appropriation bill is 
not suffering fortime. The fiscal year is not yet 
out, and we can act upon that bill at any time. 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon the motion of Mr Gwin to take up the Pa- 
cific railroad bill, resulted—yeas 20, nays 23; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bright, Chase. Dawson, Dixon, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, James, Jones 
of Tennessee, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Slide, Sum- 
ner, Walker, and Weller—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Byard, Benjamin, 
Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Cooper, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Johnson, Mallory, Norris, Pettit, Se- 
bastian, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, 
and Williams—23. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the House bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1855, the pending question 
being on theamendment reported by Mr. Waker, 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to insert 
the following: 

To the Creek nation of Indiaus, in fall for all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $500,000, in payment 
for eight million acres of land at six and a quarter cents 
per acre, taken from the friendly Creeks without compen- 
sation, by the treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of 
August 8, 1814. 

_ Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, when I was 
interrupted yesterday by the message which was 


point in the explanation of this case which brought 
me to the statement of the manner in which the 
friendly Creeks had been treated by the capitula- 
tion of Fort Jackson. It had been shown, | think, 
that, although they had been faithful allies of the 
United States; had fought against the hostile mem- 
bers of their own tribe, and against the British, 
and in favor of the United States, under the Amer- 
ican flag, and under the command of the Ameri- 
can military officers, yet, when peace came to be 
made, they were compelled to pay the expenses 
of the war; and that, so far from the treaty or the 
capitulation taking the form of compelling the hos- 
tiles to pay the damages, it assumed the form of 
compelling the friendly allies of the United States 
to assume the position of hostiles for the purpose, 
enter into a capitulation, and give up their country. 
] am sustained in this history of the matter, not 
only by the more ancient documents connected 
with the subject, but by the information, the ad- 
missions, the statements, and, 1 may say, the 
reports, which have been made by the Indian Bu- 
reau and the Department of the Interior recently. 
I have them before me, but they are too lengthy 
to refer to in this explanation. I will simply 
advert to them, and say that the history of this 
matter which | have given, is not only correctly 
stated in the memorial and in the documentary 
history, but expressly admitted to be true by facts 
which we have, not only from the proper Depart- 
ment of the present, but of the late Administration. 

This capitulation was made with these Indians 
by General Jackson. Agent Hawkins, at the 
time, in communicating with the Department, ex- 
pressed his astonishment at the manner in which 
the conclusion of peace was conducted. I do not 
mean by what I have said to censure General 
Jackson’s conduct; or, if it were in my power, to 
throw a shade upon his memory. In his report 
to the Department of War, or to the President, he 
gives what seem to be very strong State reasons 
for his conduct upon that occasion. 
port, he lays the condition of* the country before 
the administration; he states that he felt himself 
bound by considerations of public policy to take 
possession for the United States of the country 
which then bordered upon the Spanish dominions. 
We know, sir, that at that time we were involved 
in difficulty in reference to the Spanish dominions. 
We know they were made, as it were, a harbor 
of refuge for the enemies of the country; a kind 
of recruiting ground for rebels; and that. General 
Jackson had been forced to enter, what it was 
claimed then he had not the right to do,a friendly 
country, seize upon munitions there collected, and 
not only that, but we know he there seized upon 


received from the President, I had reached that‘ 


In that re- | 


pate 


Arbuthnot and Armbrister; that he had ‘them shot 
for insurrection, and for stirring up dificultie: 
the country,- - Pon 

Seeing this state of facts existing in ‘regard to 

that region, he felt himself under the necessity of 
depriving the Indians of that country, and, if pos- 
sible, placing our southern border in such a-con- 
dition that it might be more easily defended; or, 
at all events, that it might not be in a condition: to 
be made so easily a point of annoyance to’ the 
Government. These were the reasons which he 
assigned. These are not his words, but I have 
given the general idea which he gave for treating 
the friendly Creeks as he did.. He was unable to 
assemble the hostiles. They were not there to 
| treat with him. What became of them? : Why, 
when they found that they were conquered, that 
they would be looked upon as enemies, and would 
probably be severely punished if they could be 
caught, they made good their escape into Florida, 
joined the Seminoles, and have remained a por- 
tion of the Seminoles, I believe, ever since, Then 
he had no one to treat with but the friendly Creeks. 
The direction was, that the treaty should assume 
the form of a capitulation; and in order that he 
might get a capitulation of that country, he forced 
the chiefs of the friendly Creeks into the position 
which has been named. They then executed this 
treaty, or these articles of capitulation, bat let it 
be borne in mind that when they didso they pro- 
tested against it most solemnly. They not only 
protested in fact, but they required, before signing 
it, than an instrument should bedrawn up declara- 
tory and explanatory oftheirviews. Aninstrument 
was drawn up, in which it was alleged and conceded 
that they were the owners of the country; that 
they alone had the right to dispose of it; and that 
they had received no equivalent for the cession 
| which they made by the capitulation. That in- 
strument was drawn up at their request, contem- 
poraneously with the articles of capitulation, and 
sent on, as their part of the treaty, to the War De- 
partment. That will be found set out at length in 
the State Papers on Indian Affairs, abstracts of, 
which are incorporated in the report from the De- 
partment of the Interior, to which | have referred. 
In that report, itis stated that this was their under- 
standing of the treaty Ly which they had been 
forced, as it were, to capitulate, to cede their 
country, though they had received nothing for it; 
and that whatever may be due to. any person, to 
any portion of the tribes for this land, is due to 
them. ‘ woe age 

Well, sir, what was the extent of the country 

taken from them? I have here the report of the 
Department of the Interior, by which it appears 
that over twenty-four millions of acres of land 
were taken by the capitulation. Deducting 
from it what was left really within the hostile 
country, and with which the friendly Creeks did 
not deem that they had anything to do, deducting 
what was left between the Coosa and the Talla- 
poosa, we still have an amount of ten millions of 
acres which have been taken from them; but, sir, 
the committee do not report in favor of paying 
them for ten millions, but only in favor of paying 
them for eight millions of acres. £ 

Mr. HUNTER. How do you make out the 

| ten millions? 

Mr. WALKER. That is according to the re- 
ort of the Secretary of the Interior, received from 
im yesterday. It appears from that report, that 

the amount of land taken from the friendly Creeks 
was upwards of twenty-four millions of acres; but, 
deducting from it what was left in the really hostile 
country, we find that over ten millions were taken 
| from them. ‘Thecommittee have reported in favor 
| of paying them for eight millions of acres of land; 
and the rate we have now fixed is different from 
i that which was fixed by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. He, after consultation with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, ad- 
dressed this letter to the Secretary of the Interior: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, b i 

“ OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, January 21, 1853. $. 


«Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the réceipt of the 
letter addressed to you on the 18th instant, by the Hon. R. 
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May 4, 


W. Jounson, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
inclosing a copy of my report of the 17th instant, on the 
~elaidi of the Creek’ Indians for lands relinquished to the 
Government by the treaty of Fort Jackson, in 1814, reqnest- 
ing an estimate of the amount, which, in your judgment, 
should be appropriated on that account. 

4 Referring to my report for my views in regard to the 
merits of this claim, and considering the great length of 
time that it has remained unsatisfied, I am of opinion that 
twenty cents per acre would be a moderate compensation 
for the jands belonging to the friendly Creeks, and relin- 
quished to the Government by said treaty.’? 


‘Chat was the opinion of the late Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, (Mr. Lea.) The Committee on 
Indian Affairs have taken no such estimate of the 
value, as their criterion; but, after reducing the 
amount acknowledged to have been ceded by the 
friendly Creeks, without any consideration what- 


ever, from ten to eight millions of acres, they } 
ting twenty cents per acre, | 


have, in place of repor 
provided merely for the paymen 
six and a quarter cents per acre. 


t at the rate of 


brought down the compensation to be paid for it, 


from the amount mentioned by the Commissioner | 
of Indian Affairs, twenty cents to six and a quarter | 


cents per acre, Eight million acres, at six and a 
quarter cents, make up the amount proposed to 
be appropriated by the amendment. 

Mr. BELL. What does the present Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs recommend ? 

Mr. WALKER. The present Commissioner 
has sent usa report, in which he estimates the 
quantity of land at even more t 
by the previous Commissioner, 
he gives an opinion in regard to its value. Ido 
not know that he has been addressed on that sub- 
ject. We addressed him an inquiry as to the 
amount of this land which had been sold, and the 
amount of proceeds which had been received by 
the Government from those sales. ‘That matter 
he referred to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office; and the Land Commissioner said he 
thought it would take about six months to ascer- 
tain the facts. There is, however, an estimate 


somewhere among the documents which, perhaps, | 


approximates somewhere to the truth; and from 
that it appears that the Governmentof the United 


States has sold seven million five hundred and | 
seventy-one thousand three hundred and fifty-four | 


acres of those lands, leaving yet unsold six mil- 
lion seven hundred and thirteen thousand four 
hundred and forty-six acres, which, at the usual 
minimum price of public lands, would amount to 
$8,391,807 50. The Government has received 
from the lands sold, $11,359,947 98. This makes 
about $19,000,000 which the Government will 
have received, if it shall sell all the lands for the 
minimum price. ‘These lands were obtained from 
friendly allies, without ever paying them one far- 
thing, but by forcing them into the position of 
enemies. 


the subject-matter of this great speculation on the 


part of the Government, the sum to which eight | 


millions of acres amount at six and a quarter 
cents per acre—that is, $500,000. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to propose a question to him? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is in reference to the 


previous history of this application, Why is it | 


before us at this late day? 
Mr. WALKER. 


is given in the memorial itself. 


lages, and houses; and $195,000, I believe, were 
appropriated for those personal losses, About 
half that amount was paid at an early period, but 
the balance was withheld. 


satisfaction for their other injuries 


claim was brought before the Senate—they were 


continually urging payment for injuries to their . 
personal property, and they did not get that until ; 


that late day, when a balance of $87,000 was paid 
to them. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. They did not get that re- 
mainder until 1851? 

Mr. WALKER. I think not. But the chair- 
man of the committee is, perhaps, better posted 
on that subject than I am, 


Thus they have ; 
not only brought down the amount of land, but į 


han was estimated | 
but I do not think | 


Now, sir, at this late day, the com- 
mittee propose to pay them, as a consideration for 


I will give the answer which | 
It will he borne | 
in mind that, at the time of this capitulation, the | 
Indians were promised indemnity for spoliations - 
committed on their personal property, their vil- | 


The reason wiy they | 
have not ventured to present their claim for these | 
lands is, that they have not been able to obtain : 
We know | 
the fact to be that, up to 1850—the time when this ; 


- Mr. TOOMBS. Theyre getting some of it 
in this very bill. The chairman of the Committee 
on Finance reported a provision for them as an 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. WALKER. I was going on to remark 
that I believe they have not all been paid yet. 
They have been prosecuting another claim; they 
have been prosecuting a demand which they had 
for injuries to their personal property, their vil- 
lages, houses, &c., until the time when this claim 
originated; and, 1 believe, I may safely say that 
the whole of the claim for personal injuries has 
not yet been paid. 

Mr. IIUNTER. I believe all have been paid, 
with the exception of two who were left out in the 
census. Thatis what the Senator from Georgia 
referred to, I suppose. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. I say a portion of 

i| the claims for injuries committed by the hostiles 
during the last war, has not yet been paid, and 
that the Committee on Finance have reported for 
the payment of some of them in this bill. 

Mr. WALKER. That is the only reason that 
I can give in answer to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana. Whether it be a good one or not, E do not 
pretend to argue; but l can say that these Indians 
have been most singularly ill-treated, if my judg- 
ment does not fail me entirely. When they have 
Leen treated as they were, lt seems to me not at 

| all surprising that they should have long since 
despaired of getting anything like fair play from 
the Government. The Government matle a 
promise to indemnify them for personal injuries, 
and yetit has delayed the fulfillment of the promise 
till now. Is it surprising that this should have 
operated on the Indians, particularly when the 
Government was so prompt to make provision for 
the payment of the citizens of Georgia, and, I be- 
lieve, of Alabama, who had sustained injury during 
this war, and when it so promptly set aside funds 
to pay for those damages, and when, after every- 
thing had been proved up against that fund which 


left, which were paid over to Georgia. These 
Indians saw that this sum of $100,000, which 
could not be claimed by anybody, was, for some 
cause or other, without reason, rhyme, or justice, 


Governor of Georgia, and it was done. The re- 
siduum of the fund which was set apart to pay 
indemnity to the citizens of Georgia could not be 
exhausted by the sums proved, and a balance of 
$100,000 was left; and General Jackson ordered 


Since I have been in the Senate of the United 
States, the injustice of that provision was seen to 
be so clear that Congress appropriated the money 
to the Indians again. When these facts are con- 
il sidered, I do not think it at all wonderful that 
these people should have slumbered on their 
rights. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘Will the Senator allow me to 
correct him in reference to General Jackson? I 
will do that old General, though I have never 
had a very strong regard for him, the justice to 
say that that was not done by him, but by an act 
of Congress, which was passed in 1834. The 
original appropriation, Í believe, was for $340,000 
| to pay for certain damages; and in Mr. Monroe’s 
time a number of claims were ruled out, but during 
General Jackson’s administration, the balance re- 
ferred to was paid over by legislation to Georgia. 

Mr. WALKER. Then | take back that re- 
mark; but I thought I recollected enough of the 
history of the matter to know that Congress had 
not interposed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Congress did it; but being sat- 
süed subsequently of the wrong, which I have no 


„last six or seven years, an act paying to the In- 
dians, the money which had been improperly ap- 
plied to Georgia. It was paid to Georgia in 1834, 
during the administration of General Jackson. I 
helped, myself, in getting the act passed for pay- 
ing the money over to the Indians. 

Mr. WALKER. Then F will ask that the 
portion of my speech in relation to General Jack- 
‘| son be stricken out; for certainly there are few 
| greater admirers of him and of his memory than 
‘| the transaction which I have given was correct. 
| Be that point as it may, these Indians did not get 
|| justice in that particular until within the last few 
li years; since There been here, I think it wasin the 


could possibly be, there were yet $100,000 of it | 


| absolutely ordered to be paid over, in gross, to the | 


it to be paid over to the Governor of Georgia. | 


doubt they committed, they passed, within the jj 


Tam; but I was of the opinion that the history of | 


t year 1849 or 1850, that they got justice done them 
in this respect. 

Now, sir, it is a question for the Senate to say 
whether they will make this appropriation to these 
| friendly Indians for what they have certainly been 
deprived of. They ceded their country to us under 
peculiar circumstances, and they were deprived of 
the benefit of it. The benefit of the cession has 
| gone to the United States. That this Government 
long since derived millions of dollars from that for 
which it is now proposed to give these Indians a 
small pittance, cannot be disputed. If, however, 
the Senate shall deem it now not just to them, or 
unjust to the Government of the United States to 
pay them this money, be itso. Bat I think that, 
when we are entering upon something like a per- 
manent policy for the Indians, we may, with great 
propriety, look about us, and see whether we can- 
| not grant them their due. J think we ought, as 
far as possible, to throw aside the assumption of 
anything like a position which will place usin the 
attitude of bestowing charities on them. If they 
have anything due to them, by which can be cre- 
ated a fund for their support and civilization, it is 
well that Congress should appropriate it to them. 
It is better, I believe, to make an appropriation in 
that light, than to make general appropriations, 
suchas were asked for the other day for the Califor- 
nia Indians—as a matter of gratuity. I think the 
policy is a better one for the country, to pay them 
what is found to be justly their due, than make 
independent appropriations for their support, or 
for the preservation of peace with them. I shall 
say nothing more on the subject of this claim at 
present. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until to-morrow, 
for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of Executive business. 

Mr. HUNTER. As the Senator from Arkan- 
sas stated yesterday that there was pressing neces- 
sity for an Executive session, I will not interpose 
any objection to the motion, but L wish merely to 
express the hope that we may be able to take up, 
! and dispose of this bill to-morrow. 

Mr. BRIGHT. To-morrow is private bill ob- 
jection day. 

Mr. STUART. I suggest to the Senator 
from Virginia, that if he desires to do anything of 
the kind, it will be necessary to move to suspend 
the rule, and he must give notice of it to-day or he 
cannot do it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I give notice, then, that I 
will to-morrow move to suspend the rule. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would ask if to-morrow is 
not objection day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rusk.) 
It is. 

Mr. CHASE. The rule ought not to be sus- 
pended to-morrow. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is a strong reason for 
not suspending it then. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to make one request 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, as he seems to 
have investigated this subject. It is, that he will 
| turn bis mind, first, to the treaty of 1818 with the 
Creeks, the arrangement made by the party headed 
i by McIntosh, by whom the original claim is stated 
to have been made; then to the treaty of 1826 with 
thesame Indians, made by Mr. Barbour, the Sec- 
retary of War of the late President, Mr. Adams; 
then to the treaty of 1832 made with these Creeks; 
and ascertain whether they ever presented such a 
claim in the first, middle, or final adjustment of 
all their dernands against the Government of the 
United States; and whether this claim was referred 
to in any one of those negotiations. I merely 
want him to turn his mind to it, and see if he can 
find such a reference. 
| Mr. WALKER. I will remind the Senator 
| from Georgia that he will find that those treaties 
i related to a different subject-matter. They could 
| not treat in relation to this matter, for the capitu- 
lation of Fort Jackson of 1814 had divested them 
of all interest here. But I will say to him, and 
furthermore, in reply to the query put to me by 
the Senator from Louisiana, that it will be found 
that with the inception of this matter they put 
their protest in form against the treaty or capitu- 
lation of Fort Jackson; and it will be found 
among the archives of the Government. 

Mr. DAWSON. But did they, in any. subse- 
quent treaty, claim the payment of damages? 


| 
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Mr. HUNTER. That will all come up to- 
morrow, when the question comes up again. 

Mr. DAWSON. I merely wished to turn the 
Senator’s attention to it, that he may be able to 
satisfy me on that point, 

Mr. HUNTER. | hope my motion to suspend 
the rule will be entered on the Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be en- 
tered, 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspar, May 4, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 


TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. 


THE AMERICAN BOOK OF ORATORY. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. John Egan addresses 
me a letter and sends a book, copies of which 
he desires Congress to purchase. If not objected 
to, the letter and book, without reading, will be 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HAVEN. Where is the letter from? 

i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
etter. ` 

Mr.HAVEN. From what source has it come? 

The SPEAKER. From New York. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the letter in ques- 
tion, asking the favorable consideration of the 
Speaker to an accompanying book, and that he 
might present the same to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and ask Congress to aid him in its cir- 
culation. 

Before the letter had been read through, 

Mr. COBB. Oh, thatis enough! What is the 
title-page of the book? 

The SPEAKER. The title-page of the book 
is “ The American Book of Oratory; or Guardian 
of Liberty.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. Oh, we have oratory enough, and 
too much, in the House at present! I object. 


THE TERRITORY OF OREGON, 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon, submitted the usual 
resolution to close debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on bill No. 316, 
to amend the act approved September 27, 1852, 
*< to create the office of surveyor general of Oregon; 
and also, an act amendatory thereof, approved 
February 19, 1853,” in five minutes after its con- 
sideration shall have been resumed by the com- 
mittee. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
resolution— 

Mr. HENDRICKS demanded tellers. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 move to amend the motion 
of the Delegate from Oregon by striking ont 
« five” and inserting in lieu thereof “ fifteen,’ so 
that debate shall close in fifteen minutes after the 
committee shall resume the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend, by making 
the time one hour. 

Mr. COBB. That is right. 

Mr.LANE. Iaccept the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question then being upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Lercurr, it was put; and the 
amendment was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the original 
motion, as modified; and it was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, here reported ag correctly enrolled the bill 
entitled “An act to change the name of the bark 
Albeona to Mount Vernon;’’ which thereupon re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker. 


BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS IN UTAH. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on 
Territories have directed me to report a joint res- 
olution in reference to the settlement of the ex- 
penses of a board of commissioners in Utah. I 
send it to the Clerk that it may be read. 

The joint resolution was then read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows: 


A joint resolution authorizing the accounting 
officers of the Treasury to adjust the expenses of 
a board of commissioners appointed by the Ter- 
Horin Assembly of Utah to prepare a code of 
aws. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. [now move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


SURVEYOR GENERAL OF OREGON, ETC. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Parres in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was 
last in session it had under consideration the bill 
of the House (No. 316) “to amend the act ap- 
proved September 27, 1850, to create the office of 
surveyor general of the public lands in Oregon,” 
&c., and also the act amendatory thereof, ap- 
proved February 19, 1853. 

The question pending is upon the adoption of 
the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Towa, [Mr. Henn,] to strike out in line four, sec- 
tion four, the word ‘‘ granted,” and insert the 
word ‘‘ reserved.” 

Mr. HENN. It has been customary, in the 
organization of Territories, to reserve lands for the 
benefit of universities, and thus secure them from 
sale, until the Territory came into the Union as a 
State. When they are granted, I wish to conform 
to the usual custom in such cases, and I have, 
therefore, moved to strike out the word * granted” 
and insert ‘‘ reserved.” If this amendment shall 
be adopted, I will then move to amend the fourth 
line of the same section, by striking out the words 
“and applied to,’’ and to insert in lieu thereof the 
word “for.” The section will then read: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, in lieu of the 
two townships of Jand granted to the Territory of Oregon 
by the tenth section of the act of 1850, for universities, there 
shall be reserved to each of the Territories of Washington 
and Oregon two townships of land of thirty-six sections 
each, to he selected in legal subdivisions, for university pur- 
poses, under the direction of the Legislatures of said Terri- 
tories, respectively. 

The question was severally taken on the pro- 
posed amendments, and they were agreed to. 

The sixth section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That all the provis- 
ions of this aet, and the acts of which it is amendatory, 
shall be extended to all the lands in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territories ; and, tor the purpose of carrying said acts 
into effect in said Territories, the President shall be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint a register and receiver 
for each of said Territories, whose powers, duties, obliga- 
tions, and responsibilities shall be the same as are now 
prescribed by law for other land officers and for the sur- 
veyor general of Oregon, so far as they apply to such ofi- 
cers. They shall keep their offices at such place as the 
President shall, from time to time, direct; and their com- 
pensation sball be $2,500 each per annum, and office rent; 


but they shall be entitled to no fees or other emoluments of | 


any kind whatsoever, except the receiver’s actual and ne- 
cessary expenses in depositing; and, on satisfactory proof 


i that either of said officers, or any other officer, has charged 


or received fees or other rewards not authorized by law, he 
shall be forthwith removed trom office, 

Mr. LETCHER. This section, as I under- 
stand it, proposes to give to locators upon the 
public lands in the Territory of Washington, 


which has just been organized, the right to sell į 


out their claims, as was provided for Oregon in 
the second section. Now, is that the design of it? 
The CHAIRMAN, Ido not know that itis 
the duty of the Chair to explain what will be the 
legal effect of the bill; and that seems to be the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. LETCHER. Then I should like to know 


| from the gentleman from Oregon what he pro- | 


oses to accomplish by it? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Territory of Wash- | 


ington having been taken from Oregon Territory, 
and the law having granted land to settlers in the 
latter Territory, consequently those who lived in 


the Territory of Oregon prior to its organiza- | 


tion were entitled, under its provisions, to the 
donations made; and I presume the object of this 
bill is to place the settlers in the Territory of 
Washington on the same footing as the settlers in 
the Territory of Oregon have been placed. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, then, it is giving up 
the lands altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there be objection, 


the bill will be laid aside, to be: reported to the 
House, with the recommendation ‘that it do: passi 
There was no objection, and the bill was laid 


‘aside to be reported to the House as. indicated. 


SURVEYOR GENERAL OF UTAH. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The next billon the Gal- 
endar for consideration is House bill No.: 31%; 
entitled ‘* A bill to establish the office of surveyor 
general of Utah, to grant donations to actual set- 
tlers therein, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HENN. I move that the committee: do 
now rise, that general debate may be closed in 
committee on this bill. : 

{Cries of ‘* No!’ 

Mr. KERR. Is the motion debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. | It is not. eo 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has the bill been 
yet under consideration? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has not yet been 
read through. 

Mr. JONES. The rule says that the bill shall 

have its first consideration in committee; and, 
unless it be considered, it will not be in order to 
close debate upon it. ; 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read by 
its title. Unless objected to, the bill will be con- 
sidered as having been read through the first time 
for information. 

Mr. DISNEY. That was the motion which I 
was about to submit. 

There was no objection. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
the committee do now rise; and it was disagreed 
to. 
The first section of the bill was read for amend- 
ment by the Clerk, as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall be, and be is hereby, 
authorized to appoint a surveyor general for Utah, whose 
power and authority, duties, compensation, and allowances 
for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, &c., shall be the same as 
now provided by law for the surveyor general of California ; 
and he shall locate his office, from time to time, at_such 
places as may be directed by the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. DISNEY. To make the bill correspond 
with the one passed on the same subject for New 
Mexico, I move to strike out all of the section 
after the word “Utah,” and in lieu thereof to 
insert the following: f 

Whose annual salary shall be $3,000, and whose power, 
authority, and duties shall be the same as those pro- 
vided by jaw for the surveyor general of Oregon; an 
shall have proper allowances for clerk hire, office rent, and 
fuel, not exceeding what now is or hereafter may be al- 
lowed by law to the said surveyor general of Oregon; and 
he shall locate his ofice, from time to time, at such places 
as may he directed by the President of the United States. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether this provision is precisely 
like that in the New Mexico bill? 

Mr. DISNEY. Verbatim. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Disnuy’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to, 

The Clerk then reported the second section. 

Mr. DISNEY. Ih order to make this section 
correspond with the amendments made to the 
New Mexico bill, I move to strike out from the 
first to the seventeenth lines, as follows: 

“That to every white male American citizen of the 
United States, or to every white male inhabitant who has 
declared his intention to become such, over the age of 
twenty-one years, who removed to and was residing in 
said ‘Territory prior to the Ist day of Jannary, 1853, there 
shall be, and hereby is, donated one half section, or three, 
hundred and tweuty acres of land, if single, but if married, 
one section, or six hundred and forty acres; and to each 
white male American citizen, who shall have removed, or 
shall remove to, and settle in said Territory, between. the 
ist day of January, 1853, and the Ist day of January, 1858, 
there shall, in like manner, be donated one quaiter-section, 
or one bundred and sixty acres, if a-single man, or if mar- 
ried, one half-section, or three hundred and twenty acres, 
on condition ofactual settlement and cultivation for not less 
than four years,” 


and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That to every white male citizen of the United States, or 
to every white male, over twenty-one years of age, who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen, and who is 
now a resident of said Territory, or who prior to the first 
day of January, 1855, shail remove to and settle in. said 


Territory, end shall continue to reside therein, be donated. 


a quarter section ora hundred and sixty acres, on condi- 


| tion of actual settlement and cultivation for not less than 


four years, 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to state, for the in- 
formation of the committee, that it is the identical 
amendment adopted in the New Mexico bill re- 
ported by the committee to the House on yester- 

ay. 
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The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. 

The third section was then read, as follows: 

Suc. 3. And heit further enacted, That on proofof settle- 
ment and cultivation, as required by this act, to the satis- 
faction of the surveyor general, or other officer designated 
by law for that purpose, subject to the supervision of the 
Secretary of the Interior, a certificate shall be issued to the 
party entitled, on presentation of which, if approved by the | 
Secretary of the Interior, a patent shall issue thereon i 
Provided, however, That on the death of any such settler, 
before the completion of the four years’ occupancy and cul- 
tivation required by this act, the right shall descend to bis 
heira-at-law, who shall be entitled to a certificate and patent 
as aforesaid on proof, as before provided, of continued oc- 
eupancy and cultivation by such settler to the time of his 
death: Provided, however, That when lands are claimed | 
under any of the provisions of this act by persons who are 
not citizens of the United States, patents shall not issue 
therefor until they become citizens: And provided further, 
That the benefits of this act shall not extend to any person 
who shall now, or at any time hereafter, be the husband of | 
more than one wife. 


Mr. BERNHISEL. I move to amend the 
third section by striking out all after the word 
* citizen,” in the eighteenth line, being the last 
proviso. 

Mr. HAVEN. [hope the committee will adopt 
the amendment of the Delegate from Utah, [Mr. 
Beanuise..] One reason is, that I do not desire, 
by any legislation which we may enact here, to 
recognize any such institution as that in Utah. 

Mr. LETCHER. I think it would be as well 
to leave this matter alone; but the only objection 
T have to it is, that the committee did not apply 
the same sort of provision to gentlemen who are | 
to get $3,000 a year out there in the way of sala- | 
ries. I cannot understand why a section of the 
bill was reported authorizing a salary of $3,000 
to be paid to men who had half a dozen wives 
without any restriction whatever, and why this | 
third section should be reported with a restriction 
confined to settlers alone. My object in rising 
was to ascertain from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands the reason for this dis- 
crimination, why the settler should be punished 
for having more wives than one, while office- 
holders, who are in the receipt of large salaries, 
not only have the benefit of money, but of the 
women to boot. (Laughter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. Ido not see j 
that this discrimination is any worse than that of | 
inserting the word “white” in these territorial ; 
bills. Ido not see that it is legislating in favor of 
any worse institution than we bave already pre- 

ared to establish by making this other discrim- 
Ination in favor of white citizens alone. 1 do not 
know that it is any worse than legislating in favor 
of an institution which knows nothing of mar- 
riage between a large class of people, which does 
not even regulate the institution of marriage in 
any form whatever, And yet, with all the defects 
of Utah, they have some regulation as to the rela- 
tion of man and woman. And it seems to me, as 
far as I can discover, that the institution of the 
South is calculated to denationalize our Territo- 
ries, and to prepare them to introduce a system of 
promiscuous concubinage, so far as one portion į 
of the community is concerned, and to give one 
portion of the community full power and control ! 
over another portion of the community. 

I do not particularly object to this amendment, 
unless the other amendment is also carried; and I 
see no good policy in making such a distinction 
as this. J would as lief have Utah come into this 
Union with their defective institutions as to have 
a slave State come into it. ido not think that | 
there is more evil in the one than there is in the | 
other; but I am opposed to the admission of either 
without conformity to the general and well set- | 
tled principles of the moral laws, as they are known | 
and understood by every reasonable man. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, 1 | 
only take occasion to remark, that nothing sur- ; 


prises me more than to hear gentlemen who never f 


were in a slave State, perhaps, in their lives, dis- | 
course ex cathedra on the character of our institu- | 
tions. Now, the gentleman from Rhode Island | 
(Mr. Davis} speaks upon this subject as though | 
a common indiscriminate intercourse of the sexes 

existed among a portion of the population of the 

southern States. But I would have that member | 
to understand that the tie of marriage is, in many 
respects, to a very large extent, as” sacredly 
observed among the negroes of the South as it is 
among the people from whom he comes. And I 
do not hesitate to say that the crime of inconti- 


nence is as rare in the southern States as it is in 
the great State of Rhode Island. If, however, 
the gentleman from that State is prepared, in con- 
nection with this subject, to get up and justify 
the institution of Mormonism—an institution 
which authorizes a man to have as many wives 
as he can maintain—if, I say, he is prepared to 
maintain such an institution as that, on so poor a 
pretext, let him go home and justify himself to 
his constituency. I hope, sir, the provision will 
not be striken out. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Cozs.] 

Mr. COBB. The honorable gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Lercurr] propounded a question 
to the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands. As he has not answered that interroga- 
tory, I will do it for him. The honorable gentle- 
man, the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, did not, perhaps, have the opportunity of 
knowing the circumstances attending the intro- 
duction of this provision into the bill. He was 
not present at the meeting of the committee when 
that provision was discussed and resolved on. 
But 1I can give an answer for myself to the ques- 
tion proposed by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Sir, | advocated that provision before the com- 
mittee, and I shall advocate it here, believing that 
itis right. I believe that this Government, when 
they propose to grant donations without any par- 
ticular consideration, should—and it is their prov- 
ince to—discriminate and encourage that class for 
whose peculiar advantage these donations are 
intended. 

Mr. LETCHER. That is not the point of my 
question. 

Mr. COBB. Iam coming to the other point in 
amoment. The gentleman from Virginia speaks 
of giving large salaries to persons occupying the 
position which I understand the Governor of Utah 
does. Now, without intending any disrespect 
even to the Delegate from that Territory, L will 
say that I am myself opposed to the principle of 
encouraging these individuals by giving them 
large salaries. And so far as my own action is 
concerned, I am opposed to increasing their sala- 
ries. And when the time comes, the gentleman 
from Virginia will find that my opposition is real 
and sincere. 

As I have been the zealous advocate from the 
first of ingrafting on the bill the provision now 
proposed to be stricken out, desire to propound 
a few questions to the Delegate from Utah, which, 
if he answers to my satisfaction, I may, perhaps, 
and in all probability will, vote for striking out 
the provision to which he objects. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman will allow 
me to interrupt him a moment. 

Mr. COBB. But I want to propound a ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. LEYCHER. Exactly; but as my friend 
from Alabama has not got exactly to the right 
point, I want to bring him to it before he under- 
takes to catechise the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. COBB. I do not want to catechise the 
gentleman. 1 wish only to propound a question 
or two. ; 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to know, while you 
will vote for this restriction to the third section of 
this bill, why you did not put the like restriction 
upon the first section, which relates to the salaries 
of officers, &c.? 

Mr. COBB. Permit me to say to the gentleman 
that my vote, when I come to vote upon the bill, 
will answer his question. 

But I wish to put a few questions now to the 
Delegate from Utah, [Mr. Bernuisen.] I may 
have been too rigid in the principles which I 
have been accustomed to entertain, and I desire to 
propound a few questions to the Delegate from 
that Territory, with a view to correct my own 
judgment, if it should appear to be wrong. 

As I have been upon former occasions, so I 
am now, disposed to do what I believe to be right; 
and if I have formed an incorrect idea of the prac- 
tices which exist in Utah, and of the actions of 
individuals there, | may be doing great injustice 
to them by advocating the retention of this pro- 
viso in the bill. I will accordingly ask the gen- 
tleman from Utah whether this proviso, which 
limits the benefits of this act to persons who have 
now, or hereafter have, only one wife, will, in his 
opinion, work any very considerable injustice or 
hardship to any considerable number of the inhab- 
jtants of the Territory of Utah? 


I do not desire to do any great injustice to any 
set of people, or to any individuals; and if the 
gentleman, the Delegate from Utah, will tell me 
that the proviso will work amy great hardship to 
a considerable number of individuals in the Ter- 
ritory which he represents, | may perhaps change 
my mind and views upon this question. Until I 
am satisfied upon that point, I must insist, so far 
as my vote is concerned, upon the retention of the 
proviso in this bill. 

It is a most wholesome proviso, and one which 
the Government ought to see carried out. ‘The 
principle that an individual should have only one 
wife is a good one, and should be supported. I 
hope the proviso will not be stricken out. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. In answer to the ques- 
tion of thé gentleman from Alabama, I will state 
that the proviso will work injury to a very con- 
siderable number of the inhabitants of the Terri- 
tory of Utah. The more wives a man has, the 
more farms he needs tosupportthem. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. Thatisall I wanted to know, and 
I am glad to hear the response of the gentleman, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If there is any one feature 
of legislation which should be adhered to by 
statesmen, it is that of dealing out the same meas- 
ure of justice to all who are affected by their 
legislation. Now, sir, for weeks and months, I 
have sat here and heard gentlemen denounce ali 
attempts to interfere with the domestic institu- 
tions of our Territories. From the commence- 
ment of the discussion upon the Nebraska ques- 
tion to this day, scarcely a southern man has 
spoken who has not sneered at, condemned, and 
repudiated all attempts ‘‘to interfere with the domes- 
tic institutions of our Territories.” They are now 
in favor of interfering with the domestic institu- 
tion of marriage in Utah, among the Mormons. 

Now, sir, | do not understand this practice of 
facing to the ‘‘right and left,” and to the ‘right 
about” and “ left about” at the bidding of some 
drill sergeant. How long are we to sit here and 
see gentlemen assume one position to-day and 
another to-morrow? When will gentlemen upon 
this floor learn that the people of this great nation 
expect something like consistency of action on the 
part of their statesmen ? 

I am earnest upon this subject. Tam myself in 
favor of this proviso, taken as an independent 
proposition. It is in favor of morality, of pro- 
priety, of decency, and good order. But I never 
will go for it while we legislate for slavery in our 
Territories, and the admission of slave States, and 
permit the inhabitants of Nebraska to make such 
regulations in regard to their domestic institutions, 
including slavery and unlimited concubinage. 
I would deal out to the Mormon the same measure 
of justice and freedom that I would give to the 
citizens of Nebraska, with their hundreds of con- 
cubines. I will permit’ the Mormon to enjoy his 
dozen wives, and I believe I could do it with a 
great deal better conscience than I could give the 
slaveholder the privilege of an unlimited number 
of concubines. 

Now, sir, when the Mormon marries, he does 
it openly before the public. The act is lawfully 
registered; and, when it has taken place, the 
woman assumes and takes the same standing in 
society and in thecommunity as her husband. He 
recognizes her as his lawful partner. His children 
are legitimate. They are educated; they are 
taught to understand the laws of the country, and 
its Constitution. They become enlightened and 
intelligent, and may become useful members of the 


| community. 


Sir, the Mormon does not sell his wife, nor does 
he sell his children. No, sir. God forbid. The 
Mormon recognizes his child as entitled to his 
care, to his attention, to his protection, to the 
privileges of education. He doesnot sell his own 
offspring tu a slave dealer. Wo, sir; no, sir. The 
gentleman over the way, from Virginia, [Mr. 
Smiti,] says that negroes in the South are entitled 
to marriage. Why, sir, am [to stand here atthis 
day and proclaim that there is no such institution 
as legal marriage among three millions of slaves in 
the United States? A factof which we all are ĉon- 
scious. Is it not truethat the gentleman who has 
made the declaration, would sell the wife of his 
slave to-morrow, if he could get his price for her? 
Or, that he would do worse, perhaps? That there 
is no law in Virginia to protect that female from 
the outrages of a brutal owner. Are we to sit 
here, month after month, and hear discussions in 
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favor of promiscuous, unlimited concubinage in 
the South, and then turn round and pass laws 
limiting the Mormons in Utah in respect to mar- 
riage? Mr. Chairman, if you will adopt a rule I 
will follow it. I would deal out the same measure 
of justice to the Mormons that I would give to 
those of Nebraska. I would exclude slavery and 
polygamy from both, and from all Territories. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I do not rise to reply to any- 
thing which has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Gropines] who has just taken his seat, for I 
could not, nor could any man who knew what was 
due to himself, or what was due to the respecta- 
bility of the House of which heis a member, trust 
himself to reply to such language as has fallen 
from that gentleman. I leave him to his own con- 
science, and to the reprobation of his constitu- 
ents; and if neither of them can serve as a moni- 
tor, I shall not undertake to correct or counsel 

“him. F have no further reply to make to him. 
l rose, sir, when the gentleman from Ohio ob- 


tained the floor, for the purpose of expressing my | 


entire concurrence in the motion to strike out this 
provision. [ say that it is a provision which has 
no parallel in the legislation of this country. It 
is another step onward in the progress of central- 


ization on the part of this Government, of which | 


this Congress has already given some strong evi- 
dences, We are not only now undertaking to 
regulate the industry of the country, to regulate 
the education of the ceuntry, to become the general 
almoner for all its charities; but we are now under- 
taking to regulate its morality. Sir, where, in the 
legislation of Congress, will any gentleman point 
me to a precedent where such a provision as this 
has ever been annexed to any legislation of Con- 
press? Why, sir, inthe homestead bill which this 
louse has passed, was there any provision that no 
man shall becomea settler who had been an adult- 
erer; that no man should be entitled to the benefit 
of a homestead who had taken the life of his 
brother, or who had committed a larceny, or 
any crime whatever? [Is there to be found such 
= provision in any of our laws making donations 
of land to settlers? Why is it that in this bill, 


in reference to the only Territory where this | 


is regarded as a legal institution, this provision 
is inserted, Why, sir, if in Utah, which is an or- 
ganized Territory governing itself, the marriage 
of more than one wife is illegal, it is punishable 
there as a crime; and if legal, it is a most. extraor- 
dinary thing, that having permitted the organiza- 
tion of a Territory where this is a known legal 
institution, that when we pass bills for that ‘Terri- 
tory we exclude from its benefits all the persons 
who are living in said Territory. 

Why, sir, I say that there is no principle what- 
ever on which this is founded; and the remark of 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Lercrery] to 
the inquiry was perfectly legiumate. For if we 
exclude these men from the benefit of settlements 
on the land, on the ground that they are in the 
commission of a crime, why, } ask, do you not 
annex the same condition to the salaries of the 
important officers in the same country? You have 
given salaries to the Governor and judicial officers 
of that Territory. Why, then, has not this con- 
dition been annexed to those salaries? 


I say that Congress has nothing to do whatever | 


with this transaction. We are disposing of the 
public land. It is not necessary or proper for this 
Government to make this condition. is i 
to be worked out? Who is to investigate the 
fact? If you are making a provision, it ought to 
bea provision with some sanction; there should’ 
be some mode of enforcing it. What provision 


is there here for ascertaining the fact whether the | 


party is entitled to make the entry? 

To what tribunal have you delegated the inquiry 
to know whether the persoa applying for this benefit 
ig subject to the condition? Sir, there is nothing 
of all this; and it Jooks to me to be most out of 
place,and mostinopportune. Itis certainly with- 
out the slightest precedent in the past history of 
the country; and I trust, therefore, that this mo- 
tion to strike out will prevail. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. For the present, I am not 
very particular whether this provision is retained 
in the bil or not. I believe that Congress has 
the right to intervene in the regulation of all mat- 
ters that appertain to the welfare and morals of 
the people who may settle in this Territory. I 
subscribe fully to the doctrine of intervention, so 
far as the people of the Territories are concerned 


How is it | 


during their territorial existence. I believe that 
in every State of this Union it is made a high of- 
fense to have more than one wife, legal and moral. 
It is regarded by public sentiment as a moral 
offense, and itis made by lawa penal offense; and 
I believe that Congress has a right to interpose a 
provision of this kind, providing that the recipient 
of its bounties shall not perpetrate a great moral 
wrong. 

But I rose more for the purpose of replying to 
the suggestion that was made by the honorable 
member from Alabama, who says that our legis- 
lation is tending strongly to centralization and 
consolidation. 1, like my colleague, [Mr. Gin- 
pines,] desire to see something like consistency 
here. I have always, during my whole career, 
opposed this doctrine of centralization. The gen- 
tleman professes to be in favor of State rights, 
and in favor of having public sentiment reflected 
in the halls of legislation; and yet, I apprehend, 
that no member in this House more readily yields 
an acquiescence in the suggestions which come 
from the other end of the avenue than the hon- 
orable gentleman from Alabama. Consolidation 
and centralization! Who is more ardently in 
favor of the bill which is now before this House, 
and which we are notified will be pressed forward 
next weck—I allude to the Nebraska bill—than 
the gentleman from Alabama? What voice came 
here calling for that bill to repeal the Missouri 
compromise, from any sovereign State of this 
Union, by resolves of its Legislature, or by the 
declaration of the popular masses assembled in 
districts, in counties, in townships, or in town 
meetings? None, sir; it is an edict from the 
White House. I am in favor of State rights 
and of popular rights, and am for resisting all 
attempts that may be made to overwhelm in the 
halls of legislation that which is known to be the 
sentiment of the peopte of this land. Sir, it 
sounds strangely to me to hear a gentleman con- 
demning that which may seem to be, in this in- 
stance, centralization and consolidation, who is in 
favor of hurrying through in hot haste a measure 
that is to affect a vast empire in the future, when 
no voice has been raised from any State or from 
any portion of the people of this land in favor 
of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campnetr] that he 
must confine his remarks to the subject immedi- 
ately under discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am considering this doc- 
trine of centralization and consolidation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must again 
remind the gentleman from Ohio that the discus- 
sion must be confined to the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am in favor of State 


| sovereignty and popular rights, and I would to- 


day, if | could, before the sun sets, give the pub- 
lic domain, were it necessary to do so, to construct 
between this Capitol and the other end of the 
avenue a gulf so wide and deep that it would be 
impassable. I would fill it, if 1 could do so, with 
burning lava from the hottest crater of Vesuvius, 


| so that no member from Alabama, or Ohio, or 


any other State of this Union, could ascertain 
what was the Executive will in regard to pending 
bills. I would have a sort of subterranean tele- 
graph, so that we might understand that the laws 
of the land were executed; but f would never per- 
mit a member of the House of Representatives to 
know what was the presidential will in reference 
to measures before this body. Resistance to cen- 
tralization and consolidation was the doctrine to 
which | subscribed in early youth, in the contest 
of 1832, when I first became a voter, when I 
looked upon the record of public doings and saw 
in what manner the Executive power of this coun- 


| try controlled popular will. There wasa vetosent 


down, yesterday, to the other Chamber 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 


| the gentleman from Ohio that he is notin order in 


referring to what took place in the Senate. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, | beg pardon 
Mr. DISNEY. Are we not acting under a 
special order? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Í suppose we shall be 
considering this veto some of these days, and Í 
hope we shall hear then from the honorable gentle- 


| man from Alabama {Mr. Puiuirs] something 


more about this doctrine of centralization and 
consolidation of power. 7 
Mr. PHILLIPS. 1f the gentleman desires to 


i the subject-— 


know what I would do in reference to the veto, I 
will inform the gentleman from. Ohio that he. will 
find me one of its warmest advocates, because of 
the principle of State rights which I have advor 
cated. i ay 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind 
gentlemen that the veto is npt under discussion 
here. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope when the veto mes- 
sage does come here that we shall meet this matter 
of consolidation, compare notes, and go back and 
trace the whole history of the country, and see whe 
has sustained Executive usurpations when in con- 
flict with the public will. . 

Mr. ORR. I call the gentleman to order, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. it has been intimated to 
me that I am perhaps taking too large a latitude. 
Perhaps I am making an old-fashioned Whig 
speech; and it may be proper that I should draw 
my remarks to a close. I wish it distinctly un- 
derstood that lam a friend of these Territories. 
I have assisted the honorable gentleman, the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, as far 
as I could, to facilitate territorial business, and 
I think the Delegates of the Territories will bear 
me witness that [ am friendly to these Territories, 
and anxious to have the business relating to them 
disposed of. 

Although this is a fruitful theme, and one on 
which I am not only ready now, but shall be 
ready in the future, to meet the honorable gentle- 
man from Alabama, yet I do not wish to consume. 
the time of the committee under such circum- 
stances; and therefore I resume my seat until a 
more appropriate occasion, . 

Mr. SPEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not intend to discuss the question of 
consolidation or centralization, nor will I discuss 
the other question broached by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Campnex,] as to Executive dictation. 
There is one point, however, on which | will say 
that I totally disagree with that gentleman, and that 
is the wish expressed by him of placing a gulf be-, 
tween the two Houses of Congress and the Pres-. 


| idential. Mansion. . 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Such as would be suffi-, 
cient to preveut members going there to know how 
they are to vote on questions before Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I donot know that any, 
members are in the habit of visiting the President, 
for that purpose—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) I spoke 
rather hastily on that point, and therefore hope 
that the gentleman from Georgia will allow me to 
correct myself. It was a figurative expression 
that I used; and what I meant by it was, that I 
would have such a gulf between the Presidential 
Mansion and both Houses of Congress as would: 
prevent members from going there to inquire and 
be instructed what way they should vote, which 
would relieve the legislative branch of Government 
from presidential pressure. ‘That is all that I 
meant. 

Mr. STEPHENS. {do notknow,I say, Mr. 
Chairman, how the fact may be as to members 
going to the White House for instructions. I 
know that itis the business of the President, un- 
der certain circumstances, to communicate his 
opinions on particular subjects toCongress. But. 
I do not know that individual members go there 
for such a purpose. However, I am not going to 
discuss this matter. 

The gentleman from Ohio speaks of the Ne-. 
braska bill; and he speaks of an effurt being made 
to push it through this House in hot haste. He 
said tnat no State of the Union has yet spoken 
on this subject. ILow does this matter stand ? 


i Why, Mr. Chairman, we have been here for 


three or four months discussing this bill. Ts that 
hot haste? As tothere having been no voice from 
any State of the Union in favor of it, now how 
does this also stand? Sir, the State of Georgia, 
l know, has spoken; her resolves in favor of that, 
bill are upon your table. The State of Louisiana, 
too, hasspoken. Other States havespoken. And, 
sir, I see that the other day there was a meeting in 
the gentleman’s own State, (Ohio,) a town meets, 
ing—a primary meeting—on the subject of the 
Nebraska bili. Sir, States have spoken, and the 
masses are rising In various quarters, demanding 
action onthebill. Can the friends of that measure 
then be charged with acting in “hot haste’’ on. 


The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting) The gen- 
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I 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Srernens] is travel- 
ing a little out of the record. i 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, Mr. Chairman, 
perhaps I am. But I am now through on that 

oint—— 

i Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) What I in- 
tended to say was, that prior to the introduction | 
of this element of commotion, none of the States, 
none of the people had expressed any desire for 
it. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
question of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [I only want to set myself 
right. 

Mr. DISNEY. I am extremely sorry, Mr. | 
Chairman, to have to interrupt the gentleman; | 
but all this is out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, I shal 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from | 
Georgia will proceed in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) The gen- 
tleman from Georgia, I think, misunderstood my 
remarks. 1 wish to set him right: that I may be | 
understood as I intended [ should. 

The CHAIRMAN. The whole of this discus- 
sion and explanations are out of order. The Chair | 
has indulged the gentlemen in a very great lati- | 
tude; but Í trust that members will now confine į; 
themselves to the matter under consideration. i! 

Mr. DRUM. [rise to a question of order. If| 
I understand it correctly, the Chair decides that | 
under the special order, members of the commit- 
tee have no right to discuss anything except con- | 
nected with the bill under discussion. ij 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the decision of | 
the Chair; and the gentleman from Georgia, I he-. 
lieve, is about conforming to that decision. The | 
Chair permitted an ample latitude to the discus- | 
sion which has taken place between the gentlemen | 
from Ohio and Georgia; and perhaps they en- | 
crouched a litle upon the rule. But they were | 
desirous to set themselves right. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. 1s it too late to take an 
appeal? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
encroached upon the rule, and the gentleman will 
proceed in order. I 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to take an appeal. ; 

Mr. HUNT. Lise toa questionof order. Is | 
the gentlemen from Indiana in order in interrupt: | 
ing the gentleman from Georgia while he was pro- | 
ceeding strictly in order? | 

The CHAIRMAN. But one question of order 
can be entertained at the same time. 

Mr. HUNT. I did not hear the gentleman | 
from Indiana. ! 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thopelam not out of order | 
because the gentleman from Louisiana did nothear | 
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The debate has slightly || 
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Mr. HUNT. The gentleman was interrupting || 
ae gentleman from Georgia while speaking in 
order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Tunderstand that the Chair 
decides that the gentleman may discuss questions | 
not connected with the bill. 

Mr. ORR. The Chair has decided nothing of | 
the kind, except that gentlemen must proceed in 
the discussion in order. | 
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i One Case. 


a Catholic, or of any other particular denomina- j 
tion of religion, whether he would hold it to be 


l e : À ares . e Bie 
| Territories within our jarisdiction. ‘The power | 
which will be exercised in this proviso will, if |: 
’ 


| fore it, be sold from each other, and separated 


i; L was speaking to a gentleman from Maryland | 


himself was of the same religion, and that he 
would not sell them unless the priest was to go 
along with them. They were married bya Cath 


the duty of this Congress, according as a majority 
of their views might be, to pass such a law? 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States has | 
guarded this point. Congress has no power to | 
establish any religion—none at all. Congress has | 
no power to touch the question of morals, which 
lie at the foundation of all systems of religion. 
Congress can rightfully exercise no power which { 
looks to the estailishment of any particular tenets 
of any religion or any religious sect, or to the 
putting down of any such religion or sect, either 
in the States, Territories, or any where else. Con- | 
gress can only interfere with such actions M a 


criminal point of view as come within the class of i: 


“ mala prohibita.” Congress has no right to look 
to those actions designated by ethical writers as 
‘onala in se.” None whatever. 

The gentleman says that this practice of polyg- 
amy is regarded as a great moral crime in every 
one of the States of the Union. Iam not going 
to discuss before this House the question whether 
that practice is moral or not. Congress has no 
right to set up a standard of morals for the people | 
of any portion of thiscountry. 1 meet this ques- 
tion at the threshold—t1 stand upon principle. Ij 
stand upon the Constitution of the United States. | 
I will do the same justice to the people of Utah 
that { will to people of other Territories, without 
inquiring into their ecclesiastical polity. 

Í am in favor of granting lands to the people of 
the Territory of Utah in the same manner, and 
upon the same terms, as we do to the people of 
the other Territories of the Union. 1 would make 
no discrimination. If we discriminate to-day 
against Mormons, to-morrow, perhaps, we shall 
be asked to discriminate against Baptists, Metho- 
dists, Presbyterians, or Catholics. The evils of | 


such discriminations, or even the attempt to |, t 
| lsuppose it will 


make them, have been wisely provided against in 
the Constitution, Let us stand by the Constitu- 
tion, 
people of Utah, amenable to their own laws, civil 
as well as ecclesiastical, have the rights and privi- 
leges of this bill, just as the people of all the other 


ever brought in full operation, break down the 
only safeguard we have for religious freedom. 

Mr. SMITE, of New York. Sir, I believ 
that no subject has come before us involving mor’ 
important principles than this subject. I wish it 
might be discussed temperately and patiently, and 
passed upon deliberately and wisely. 

I am in favor of retaining the proviso under 
consideration, and 1 have risen to say afew words 
in reply to the gentlemen from Alabama and 
Georgia, (Mr. Puurs and Mr, Srepuens.] 
Before doing so, however, I will notice what was 
said by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr, Smitu. } 
That gentleman says that the marriage tle among 
the southern slaves is held sacred. I believe that 
it is held sacred to a considerable extent; and 
therefore J am willing to say so. But, sir, no 
thanks to the laws for this. ‘Thanks for it to the 
faithfal affections of the parties to the marriage, 
and to the kindness of masters and mistresses who 
permit the indulgence of these affections. But, 
sir, we are Jegislators, and we are to look at the 
legal character of things. We are not to accept 
concessions and privileges in the place of legal 
rights. We are to inquire whether marriage 
among the slaves is legal. Now, sir, there is no 


legal marriage among them. 1 go so far as to |, 


say that 1 am ready to stipulate in advance, that 
if the gentleman from Virginia can show that there 
is a legally married slave in all the South, I will 
give up all my opposition to slavery. The slave 
is incapable of any contract—even that of matri- 
mony. The slaves, after they have passed under 
the ceremony called marriage, can as well as be- 


forever. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
will yield to me for a moment, I will tell him of 


Mr. SMITH. I will yield, certainly, for that 
purpose. 
Mr. JONES. Some two years ago, in this city, 


about buying some slaves. He said his negroes 
ad been married by a Catholic priest, that he 


-i 


Let us strike out this proviso, and let the |, 


|| to the soil is natural and equal. 
i: of each man to one wife, and each woman to one 


ii more than one husband, is to viol 


which 1 presume the gentleman would 
I have seen them legally married. 
I have no doubt of what the 


| olic priest, 
; call legal. 
| Mr. SMITH. 
| gentleman states. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
! 


| York will permit the Chair to interrupt him, The 


Chair ruled sometime ago, that during the discus- 
| Sion in committee upon territorial business, he 
‘ should confine gentlemen in their remarks to the 
| discussion of the subject under consideration. 
; The gentleman from New York will, therefore, 
| confine himself to the amendment now pending 
: before the committee. 
| Mr. SMITH, of New York. Never mind 
what the Catholic said to the gentleman of Ten- 
nessee. I ask that gentleman whether he, himself, 
: believes that there is legal marriage among the 


|i slaves? Sir, the gentleman has carried us into 
| Maryland. 


{will follow him there, and I wil? 
say to him, that the Maryland books (1 Maryland 
Reports, 561, 563) show that a slave cannot be 
rosecuted for bigamy. He cannot be guilty of 
igamy, for he never was a legal husband. He 
never had ability to contract legal marriage. 
But, sir, to the subject before us. I agree with 
the gentlemen from Alabama and Georgia, that we 


ii are not to concern ourselves with the morals of 


the Territories. I make the province of civil 
i government quite as narrow as those gentlemen 
| do. Edo not include in that narrow province the 
duty of promoting morals, ner ever of protecting 
morals. Al! I would receive at the hands of Gov- 
j ernment is protection of persons and property. 
! The office of Government is to hold a shield over 
Í the great essential natural rights of its subjects. 
' Now, sir, | hold that polygamy invades a great 
natural right, and that it is, therefore, the duty of 
civil Government to suppress it. 

not be denied that polygamy 
‘ prevails in Utah. Butit is said that polygamy is 
a part of the religion of the Mormons; and that, 
as we would keep ourselves clear of the offense of 
| invading the religion of our subjects, we must not 
strike at polygamy. I admit, sir, that the reform- 
ation of religion cannot bea legitimate object of 
legislation. But, sir, that legislation may be sound 
and justifiable which incidentally affects religious 
‘systems. If a religious system tramples on any 
of those great rights which it is the office of Gov- 
ernment to protect, then, at just those points where 
such system offends, Government is to meet itand 
overcome it. 

I argue the duty of Government to suppress: 
polygamy on just the principles that I argue the 
duty of Government to suppress land monopoly. 
Í I believe that all persons have an equal right to the 
‘soil. The Maker of the earth has provided one 

home, not two homes, for each person: not two 
i| farms, but one farm, for each farmer. The right 
So, sir, the right 


i hushand, is a natural right: and for one man to 
| get more than one wife, or for one woman to get 
ate this natural 
right, which it is the duty of Government to 
protect. , 

The word of God shows that nature provides 
but one wife for one man, and one husband for 
one woman. ‘That word teaches us that He 
«made them male and female’’—not male and 
females, nor female and males. And if there are 
any present who do not bow to the authority of 
that word, I would point such to the census. The 
: census, in every country, and in every age, shows: 
that the sexes are numerically equal, and that the 
arrangements of Providence forbid polygamy. 

l have proceeded in my argument for sustaining 
this proviso on the ground that this Government 
has as full power and authority over the people 
and institutions of its Territories as a State gov- 
‘ernment has over the people and institutions 
within its jurisdiction. Now, I ask the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. STEPHENS] whether the gov- 
ernment of his State should or would permit the 
dark-haired men of his State to press and practice 
upon their claim to a hundred wives each, and 
thus to shut out the light-haired men from mar- 
riage? Bat I will consume no more of the time, 
as so many are eager to speak. A 

Mr. DISNEY. It may be proper, Mr. Chair- 
man, in regard to the position which I occupy on 
this bill, to make a brief explanation. It was not 
my purpose, when I came here, to engage 10: the 
discussion. 1 will state that the bill, as I origin- 
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ally submitted it to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands, did not embrace the existing’ proviso. 
When the committee had the bill under consider- 
ation, I was taken sick, and, during my absence, 
as stated by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Cons,] I believe on his own motion, this proviso 
was inserted. 

Various arguments passed through my mind 
with regard to this matter concerning the Mor- 
mons and this proviso, both pre and con. I shall 
net weary the House by repeating them. They 
bore upon the point which the gentleman from 
Georgia has touched, as to how far the Congress 
of the United States might legallyjinterfere with the 
religious faith and religious action of the people of 
the Territories. Again, on the other hand, it sug- 
gested itself to my mind as a question of policy. 
The committee will observe that this bill, as it 
now stands, so far as it relates to the granting of 
lands does not interfere with the religious belief or 
existing institutions of the people of the Territory. 
Thereis no interference at all. The proviso sim- 
ply provides that in making these grants of lands, 
a particular class of persons shall not be entitled 
to the benefits of them. 

One word here by way of reply to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,} who asked 
mea question this morning. That question, as I 
understand it, was, why a limitation of this sort 
had been imposed with regard to donations of 
land to settlers, when a similar provision was not 
introduced with regard to the salary of the sur- 
veyor general? Now, ®ir, am I really expected 
to answer a question of that sort? The first sec- 
tion of the bill provides that where an individual 
shall discharge certain specified and well defined 
duties, he shall be paid for the services so ren- 
dered at a specific and defined rate. That is nat- 
ural. The reason is obvious. The propriety of 
it will be admitted by everybody. The first sec- 
tion, then, is simply to provide compensation for 
a particular officer, who is to render certain ser- 
vices; and there can certainly be no necessity for 
meto explain why a limitation is not put upon the 
salary of that officer. The latter portion of the 
bill provides for donations of land to settlers. 
Now, the Government might pay one who prac- 
tices polygamy for discharging the duties of sur- 
veyor general for services rendered, and yet might 
esteem it impolitic to make donations of land— 
gifts to parties on condition of settlement, and 
thus settle that country with persons practicing 
polygamy. The distinction, I apprehend, is suf- 
ficiently obvious without any further remarks 
from me. 

One word more. I haverisen merely forthe pur- 
pose of explanation, and not to express opinions. 
As J have already stated, when I submitted this 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands it was 
without this proviso. 

Now, with regard to the Mormons themselves, 
I have to state the fact, that polygamy is a legal 
institution in the Territory of Utah. I have a 
volume of the statutes of Utah before me, and I 
have examined it carefully. 

Mr. MILLSON. Really, I am somewhat as- 
tonished at that declaration of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
polygamy is a legal institution in the Territory of 

tah? 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MiILLSON. Fas the law legalizing it 
ever been revised by Congréss? I should like to 
know if the gentleman has any information upon 
that subject ? 

Mr. DISNEY. I have just stated that I have 
examined the laws of the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. MILLSON, What I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman is, whether that Jaw has ever been revised 
by the Committee on Territories? And if so, 
whether the Committee on Territories are pre- 
pared to—what I take it for granted they will 
promptly do—report a bill annulling such a law ? 

Mr. DISNEY. I will answer the gentleman. 
There is no statute in the Territory of Utah ex- 
pressly allowing polygamy as such, although it 
recognizes its existence. The statutes recognize 
the issue of marriages under such a system there | 
as heirs-at-law, and make provisions in regard to | 
estates, and in every way and form recognize the | 
existence of polygamy as a legal institution. 
hold in my hand a statute of that character. 
desire merely to make one more remark in addi- | 
tion to what I have already said. ft- is proper | 
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for me, in justice to the Mormons, to state that 
their statute-booksare filled with provisions against 
incontinence of a most severe character. ' 

Mr. ORR. With a view of offering a resolu- 
tion in the House, to close debate, I move that the 
committee rise. 

{Cries of ** No!” **No!”’] 

Mr. ORR. I give notice that if the committee 
will rise, I will move to close the debate upon this 
bill in fifteen minutes after the committee shall 
have resumed its sittings. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina will not be agreed 
to, as this is a subject which ought to be fully dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. ORR. If a majority of the committee con- 
cur with the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Sımmons,} he can extend the time to an hour, or 
two hours, or longer. 

The question was-then taken upon Mr. Oxr’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I had been 
a silent reader of the proceedings of Congress for 
many years before I came here as a member of 
this Yreuse and had an opportunity of being an 
eye witness. I have now seen the manner in 
which so much loose and hasty legislation gets 
through Congress. It is done under great excite- 
ment, with much declamation upon every thing 
but the question under debate, and then voting on 
the question without discussing it. Iam in favor 
of retaining the clause in the section ‘that the 
benefits of this act shall not extend to any per- 
son who shall now, or at any time hereafter, be 
the husband of more than one wife.” It is jo- 
cosely suggested to me that I stand in a dubious 
position in relation to this question; but it is a dis- 
interested position. Sir, | am opposed to striking 
out the clause for two reasons. 

My first reason is, that it would be repudiating 
the whole antecedent policy of this Government 
upon the subject of legislating for Territories, and 
fitting them to become repyblican States of this 
Union. The ordinance of 1787, providing for the 
government of the Northwest Territory, from 
which the States of Ohio, Indiana, Minois, Michi- 
gan, and Wisconsin were formed, and which 
received the sanction of the old Congress under 
the Confederation, and the confirmation of the new, 
laid down six articles as fundamental rights, to be 
forever secured by the Government to the people, 
“for extending the fundamental principles of civil 
and religiousliberty, which form the basis whereon 
these Republics, their laws, and constitutions, are 
erected; to fix and establish those principles as 
the basis of all laws, constitutions, and govern- 
ments, which forever hereafter shall be formed in 
the said Territory, and for the establishment of 
States and permanent government therein,” &c. 
And among these articles, the third one reads in 
this manner: 

t Religion, morality, and knowledge being necessary to 
goad government and the happiness of mankind, schools 
and the means of education shall forever be encouraged.” 

Here, sir, religion and morality are recognized 
as being necessary to good republican institutions. 
Certainly, sir, they do not mean by religion and 
morality Mormonism and polygamy. 

But again, sir, this very ordinance of 1787 was 
adopted, word for word avowedly on its face, by 
Congress, as an ordinance for the government of 
the Mississippi Territory, then containing the 
embryo State now in part represented by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Putiiis,] and made 
it the law there too, ‘* excepting the last article for- 
bidding slavery,” which exception was made in 
consequence of the contiguity of that great Terri- 
tory to slave States, and of its being deemed a 
necessary outlet for their emigration. But the 
whole of the six articles, excepting the last, was 
adopted and applied in so many words to that 
Territory, together with its declaration that reli- 
gion and morality are the basis of free republican 
institutions; and with its provisions for the support 
of schools and education. 

It seems, sir, that this Government once had 
something to do with these subjects. Congress 
once thought that Territories could not be properly 


fitted to become republican States without moral- i 


ity. If the learned gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Sreruens] will take the trouble to look into 
Heerens’s introduction to his Political History, he 
will be satisfied the author is right, when he says, 


the reason why the civilization of Asia is go much 
behind that of Europe is owing to the institution 
and prevalence of polygamy, which. spoiled the 
domestic relations, and occasioned more evil than 
slavery itself, because one was the parent of the 
other. - it 

Sir, polygamy, everywhere, spoils the domestic 
relations, breaks up the family circle, which is the 
school of morality, of social order, and of repub» 
lican liberty. But, sir,as with individuals, so it is 
with a people, always going. from one extreme to 
another. A few years ago the Mormons were 
driven out of the State of Illinois by, violence, 
and the two Smiths were shot in a base and cow- 
ardly manner.in prison, from general disgust. with 
their institutions. The whole society was soon 
afterwards expelled from the State. Now that 
they are gone away into the western woods, and 
got homes in another place, at a great distance 
from ourselves, we do right not to persecute; but 
by no means, with our Government patronage, let 
us encourage and strengthen such institutions; for, 
when in the course of the increase and settlements 
of our people in the western domains, they come 
to be neighbors, or fall in contact with Mormons, 
they will certainly have more trouble. All their 
institutions are at variance with ours. I would 
therefore pass no law to build up or strengthen 
them. I shall vote in favor of retaining the pro- 
vision in the bill for these reasons. It seems to 
me very unwise in the House of Representatives 
to allow the idea to go abroad to the world. that 
we are recognizing and patronizing such institu- 
tions by bounty laws, institutions at war with.all 
true liberty and the moral sentiment of Christen- 

om. ; 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to say but a very 
few words, for the purpose of explaining the rea» 
sons why I shall vote to strike out the proviso; 
and it seems to me that the very reasons urged 
by gentlemen who are in favor of retaining it, 
should have brought them to an opposite conclu- 
sion. 

The proviso declares ‘‘ that the benefits of this 
act shall not extend to any person who shall now, 
or at any time hereafter, be the husband of more 
than one wife.” 

Now, sir, I am unwilling that the statute-books 
of this Confederacy shall contain the admission 
that anywhere, within the reach of our laws, an 
institution exists under which a man is allowed 
to be at one time the husband of more than one 
wife. Sir, this proviso would be a confession of 
the weakness and powerlessness of Congress. 
Have weno further control over those who would 
establish this profligate institution in a Territor 
belonging to the United States than by withhold- 
ing from them largesses and benefits? Have we 
not the right to apply to them our criminal legis- 
lation? TI trust, sir, we shall never make such an 
acknowledgment of our feebleness; never confess 
our want of authority to strike at the root of the 
evil, and punish, if necessary, the perpetrators of 
these offenses against decency and law. 

But how can a man be truly said to be the hus- 
band of more than one wife? Our laws acknowl- 
edge the right to have but one; and every second 
and further matrimonial contract, the wife being. 
still alive, is simply null, and does not raise the 
female to the dignity of a wife. No man, then, 
in any Territory subject to our laws, can have 
more than one wife; and if, in the Territory of 
Utah, a man may, as this proviso seems to sup- 
pose, have more than one wife, it is only because 
Congress establishes or consents to such a law. 
We have reserved to ourselves the right to revise 
the statutes of the Territorial Assembly of Utah, 
and have declared that all acts disproved by ua 
shall be null and void. There can be no statute 
in Utah allowing a plurality of wives, except by 
the consent of Congress; and until Congress gives 
that assent—and it has not done it yet—there can 
be only one wife who can legally hold that rela- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was surprised to hear: 
just now, what I learned then for the first time, 
from the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Diswey,j 
that the Legislative Assembly of Utah has Ai 
provided, or attempted to provide, for the legal- 
ization of polygamy. I beg leave to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Territories to this act of- 
the Legislature of Utah. J take it for granted that. 
the legislative acts of that Territory have been sent 
to Congress, for the purpose of being revised, 
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as provided for in the law organizing that Terri- 
tory. If so, sir, it devolves upon the Committee 
on Territories, to whom the duty belongs, to lose 
no time in bringing this subject to the notice of the 
House, I trust they will act promptly and de- 
cidedly. ; 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to suggest that a 
grave responsibility rests upon us, as a moral 
people, as a people partaking of the civilization of 
the nineteenth century, to do alt that may be in- 
cumbent upon us to repress the shocking licen- 
tiousness which is prevailing in a Territory of the 
United States subject to our control, and whose 
laws must undergo the supervision of Congress. 

1, for one, have never surrendered, and I will 
not agree to surrender, the control of Congress 
over the legislation of the Territories. And the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Giopinas] made an | 
incorrect statement this morning, when he said 
that no southern gentleman in this House had 
yet spoken who had not ridiculed the right of | 
Congress to interfere with the domestic institutions 
of a Territory. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, I stand corrected. 

Mr. MILLSON. I know many southern gen- 
tlemen who, in the recent debate, have, as | myself | 
have done, protested against this doctrine—a doc- 
trine which was, only a very little while ago, 
known ag ‘squatter sovereignty,” but which, in 
the more euphonious and refined vocabulary of the 
present day, is designated as ‘* popular sover- 
eignty.’? I believe that this Government has full 
control over the legislation of the Territorial As- 
sembly, and full authority to annul any Jaw which 
the people of the Territory, in their legislative ! 
capacity, may undertake to enact. I do not pre- | 
tend to say that we can deprive them of any of 
their natural or personal rights; but such powers 
as they derive from us are always subject to our | 
supervision and control. All their political power | 
—all their legislative authority—is derived from | 
Congress, and it can be derived from no other | 
source. And I, for one, will never abandon these 


principles. | 
Sir, if it be true, as I was grieved to hear the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] say it is, | 


that it has heen attempted to legalize this licen- 


tiousness in the Territory of Utah, then we shall be | 


partakers of the shame and of the disgrace, if we 
fail to discountenance and repress it. 1f we, either | 
directly or indirectly, give it our sanction, we shall 
be held responsible for it. May not the very lan- 
guage of the proviso be construed as an indirect į 
sanction of it? Task gentlemen who have spoken 
upon this subject, and who, as I infer from their į 
remarks, agree with me in sentiment, I ask them | 
if there is not some reason for apprehending that | 
if this proviso be adopted, declaring that land shall 

not be given to those huving more than ene wife, 

some judicial authority, | Know not where, may ; 
torture it into a sanction by Congress of the crime 
of polygamy in the Territory of Utah, by recog- 


nizing the possession, in one man, of more wives | 


than one? For these reasons | shall vote to strike 
out this proviso. ! 

Mr. PARKER. Tapprove entirely of the re- | 
marks expressed by my friend from Virginia who | 
has just taken his seat, in reference to the vile | 
character and consequences of polygamy; but I | 
do not agree with him that this proviso should be | 
stricken out of the bill. I think it should be re- 
tained for precisely the reason which the gentle- 
man has given for striking it out. The gentleman 
says that it is impossible for a man to have more 
than one wife. i 

Mr. MILESON. I said legally. 

Mr. PARKER. Very well; that it is impos- | 
sible for any man to have legally more than one | 
wife. Does the gentleman mean to say that Vir- j 
ginia could not make polygamy legal within the | 


i 
limits of that State? i 
| and the latter only one quarter. 


Mr. MILLSON. I do not. | 

Mr. PARKER. Then the gentleman would ; 
confine his action exclusively to the Territories. | 
Now, sir, how can we go to the Territory of | 
Utah to prevent polygamy? How can we pre- | 
vent it by any direct legislation? Who will en- | 
force the law if you make one? Here, then, isa i 
great, if not an insurmountable, difficulty. Iam, | 
therefore, in favor of retaining this proviso in the | 
bill, for the purpose of discouraging the evil there. | 
Tam in favor of refusing to grant to men who | 
practice polygamy any portion of the publie do- 
main. lt is perfectiy legitimate and proper, in 


j of Utah. 
committee, we are acting upon a bill relating en- | 


my view of the case, that it should be retained. 
1 desire its retention expressly for the purpose 
named. A 
My friend from Georgia [Mr. Srepnens] thinks 
that, by retaining this provision, we infringe upon 
the Constitution; for we have no right to adopt 
any legislation which may look to a religious test. 
Sir, what religious test is there here? If there 
be a religious test here, there are other religious 
tests in the bill. Go back to the preceding section 
of the bill, and you will find that we make a dis- 
crimination between married and unmarried men. 
What is there here? We make a discrimination 
here in regard to men who have each more than 
one wife. Thatis all. 
between the married man and the man who has 
no wife? It is simply because we wish to invite 
to those Territories men with their families. If 
that be the case, and it be a legitimate object, can- 


not we discourage the population of these Terri- | 


tories by those who have two, or a dozen, or 
twenty wives, and rebuke the practice of the crime 
of polygamy? It seems to me to be perfectly 
legitimate. No provision of the Constitution is 
infringed. 

There isa large class of the community residing 
in most of the States of this Union who look on 
all marriage, if not as illegitimate, at leastas impol- 
itic. I have reference to the Shakers Now, 


would it not be legitimate for us to make provis- | 


ion in a bill of this character, with a view to the 
population of the Territory, if we thought they 
were a class of people which ought to be invited 
to the Territories, giving them a bonus for going 
there, as you give a bonus to married men in 
preference to unmarried men? But I need not 
enlarge; I am for retaining this provision, and I 
do not understand this matter in the light which 
the gentleman from Virginia does, All our laws 
recognize the existence of such a thing as bigamy 


—the having of two wives—or being twice mar- | 


ried. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman is too good a 
lawyer not to know that the first marriage is the 
only legal one, and that there can be but one wife. 

Mr. PARKER. Thatisall true., I mean not 
to cavilabout terms. Weare talking about facts, 
about the man who, in the contemplation of the 
law of Indiana and the Jaw of Virginia, has, as 


we say, two wives, who is guilty of bigamy. We ; 
Why, | 
the gentleman might as well tell you that there ; 


know that he can have but one legal wife. 


was bo such thing under the old patriarchal law 
as polygamy. 

This thing can exist in fact, and the question 
is, shall we countenance it in this law, or not? I 
am against it tooth and nail; and J will go with 
the gentleman, when the laws of Utah are sub- 
mitted to us, to put a quietus on this feature of 
them to the full extent of our power. lt is our 
duty as a moral aud Christian people to do so. I 
am for retaining the provision. Í look on it as a 
wholesome thing. It will work well. 1 do not 
wish to invite to that Territory, or any other Ter- 
ritory of the Union, any man who goes there 
with a multitude of wives in his train. All our 
elementary law writers on the question of bigamy 
have placed this matter, with all its pernicious 
consequences, in bold relief; in a relief, too, which 
has met with the sanction of all the civilized and 
christianized world. We ought not now attempt 


by our legislation to retrace the steps not only of | 


all these States but all the moral world. I know 
that this practice is tolerated in Utsh, but it is an 
anomaly among civilized and Christian people. 


Iam for retaining this provision, then, for the | 


purpose of discountenancing bigamy. As I said 
before, there is no constitutional difficulty in my 


i way any more than there is in making the dis- 
crimination between the married and unmarried | 


man, the former having one half section of land 
I would go fur- 
ther, and say that the man who has more than one 
wife should have no land at all. 

Mr. BENSON. I wish to call the attention of 
the committee to the law organizing the Territory 
If I understand the subject before the 


tirely to the Territory of Utah. Weare not talking 
about a Territory where the laws are different 
from what they are in Utah. 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney,] who says he 


has examined the laws of Utah—that those laws 


Why that discrimination | 


We have been told | 
here repeatedly to-day—we have been told by the i 
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| suggestion to him. i : 
l that reason that I said what I did, that the act 


do recognize the right to have more than one wife. 
Now, I want the committee to look, for a single 
moment, at the act organizing the Territory of 
Utah, and see how the law stands on this subject. 
Gentlemen who will look at the sixth section of 
that act, will find how and where the legislative 
power is to be exercised. I will read it: 

«That the legislative power of said Territory shall ex- 
tend to the rightful subjects of legislation, cousistent with 
the Constitution of the United States and the provisions of 
this act; but so Jaw shall be passed interfering with the 
primary disposal of the soil; no tax shall be imposed upon 
the property of the United States; nor shal! the lands or 
other property of non-residents be taxed bigher than the 
lands or other property of residents,” 

And now comes the clause to which I ask par- 
ticular attention: 

* All the laws passed by the Legislative Assembly and 
Governor shall be submitted to the Congress of the United 
States, and, if disapproved, shall be null and of no effect,” 

Now, I ask the lawyers of this House whether, 
when a Jaw has gone through the regular course 
of enactment in the Territory of Utah, it is not 
the Jaw of the land in Utah until it is disapproved 
by Congress? i 

Several Memuers. Certainly. — 

Mr. BENSON. Then if such is the fact, I 
ask if it is not legal in the Territory of Utah fora 
man to have more than one wife? I agree entire- 


i ly with what the gentleman from Virginia (Mr, 


Mruison] has said. But I ask if you are going 
to shut your eyes to the fact. that there are such 
laws existing in the Territory of Utah, and strike 
out this proviso becaus@ you are not willing to 
acknowledge, by implication, that there are any 
such laws in existence? Sir, we know the fact; 
the world knows it; the Congress of the United 
States knows it, for it has been proclaimed upon 


: this floor again and again, that there are such 
‘Jaws in Utah. 


And with your eyes wide open to 
this fact, are you going to strike out this proviso, 
and say to the people of Utah, of every other 
Territory, and to the world, especially with this 
new doctrine of squatter sovereignty which seems 
to be prevailing in some quarters, though, I desire 
to be thankful, not in others, that you regard 
such laws and such a practice, in this Republic, 
of no sort of consequence? 

Mr. MILLSON, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man from Maine and myself evidently aim at the 
same end, We have thesame views, We merely 
differ as to the proper mode of accomplishing a 
common object. 

Mr. BENSON __ Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON. I merely wish to make a 
] am aware, and it was for 


organizing the Territorial government of Utah pro- 
vides that the acts passed by the Territorial Legis- 
Jature shall be transmitted to Congress, and if 
disapproved, shall be null and void. If disap- 
proved, then they are null and void, not only from 
the moment when they are disapproved, but the 


i| disapproval dates back and declares those laws to 
| have been null and void. 


Mr. BENSON. Oh, no, that would be a kind 
of ex post facto legislation, They arelaws until 
disapproved by Congress. 

Mr. MILLSON. I think not. 

Mr. BENSON. The statute says so. 
all I can say about it. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. It has been so decided 
with reference to our Territory. 

Mr. BENSON. Let meask the gentleman from 
Virginia one question. Suppose Congress should 
declare that polygamy, or a plurality of wives 
should not beallowed, by disapproving of the laws 
of Utah which now allow it, could you go back 
and punish for bigamy, or polygamy, those per- 


That is 


! sons who have had more than one wife under the 


laws existing in Utah? 

Mr. LANE. Will the gentleman from Maine 
yield me the floor for a single moment? 

Mr. BENSON. Iwill be done in a single mo- 
ment, and then J will yield the floor altogether. [ 
wish simply to say to the committee that I hold 
it to be the duty of Congress to put their hands 
upon crime of this kind wherever they can find 
it. But we have been told by certain gentlemen 


| upon the floor, that we are not to punish crime, 


and that we are to close our eyes to its commis- 
sion. Ido noi believe in any such thing. We 
punish, most assuredly, piracy; and there has 
been, if I am informed aright, in the other branch 
of Congress, a proposition to confer upon the Pres- 
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ident power to suspend certain laws for the pun- 
ishment of crime. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
vocated no such doctrine. 

Mr. BENSON. Idonot refer to the gentleman 
from Georgia, but to the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Puitures.] | took notes of his remarks at 
the time, and | understood him to say that we had 
no right to regulate the morality of the country. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to put the gentle- 
man from Maine right, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BENSON, Iam happy to be put right at 
all times. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Power is conferred upon 
Congress by the Constitution of the United States 
to punish crimes for violation of law. Congress 
has got no right to go beyond that. Congress 
can punish individuals for violating the post office 
laws. Power is given to them for that purpose. 
Congress can punish individuals for trespasses 
upon the public domain. Power is given to them 
for that purpose. Congress may define any line 
of duty upon subjects within its constitutional 
limits, and point out what shall be the penalty for 
a violation of it; and such a violation would be 
an offense coming within the class of which I 
spoke. I deny that Congress can go beyond that. 

Mr. BENSON. One line of duty in which 
Congress may punish crime—and I call that crime 
which is held so in the thirty-one States. of this 
Union-—is by withholding its donations. This bill 
says ‘* donate.” 

Mr. STEPHENS. Can there be any crime 
where there is no law? If there be no law in 
Maine against bigamy, would it be just to punish 
for a violation of the principle? And if there be 
no law in Utah against polygamy, is it not mani- 
fesily unjust to make such an unjust discrimina- 
tion as is proposed? There is no Jaw there against 
polygamy, and hence there is no legal crime of 
which your courts can take jurisdiction. 

Mr. BENSON. I was remarking when I was 
last interrupted, that the Congress of the United 
States are about to confer a donation upon these 
people; and can they not withhold this donation 
if sound morality requires it? They should ad- 
minister this Government according to those prin- 
ciples which shall promote the morals of the coun- 
try. Now, [ ask where there are thirty-one States 
of this Union that punish this multiplicity of 
wives as a crime, will you treat those who prac- 
tice this in Utah so tenderly, and donate to them 
your public lands? I will agree with the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Srernens] if there is no 
law in Utah against a multiplicity of wives, that 
it is not a crime by law there—that is a self-evi- 
dent proposition. At the same time the practice 
is to bediscountenanced inall proper ways—and | 
hold this to be one—do not give them your public 
lands according to the provisions of this bill. Let 
them first contorm to the laws upon this subject, 
so important to the common welfare, which pre- 
vailin every State in the Union, and then it will 
be time to confer upon them the gift of your pub- 
lic domain. 

We have not been officially informed of it, but 
it is universally conceded that polygamy exists 
among the citizens of Utah. Now, then, I ask 
again, are we to shut our eyes to this fact, and make 
a donation to those who live in violation, not of 
the law of Utah, but of the law of every State in 
the Union, and I may add, of the law of God? I 
would make no such donation as that—nor am I 
willing to close my eyes to the fact which exists, 
while I know that it does exist—and 1 therefore 
ain opposed to the striking out of this proposition. 

Mr. WALSH. There have been some very 
singular things done and said here, Mr. Chair- 
man, during this debate. 
estimate, the most effectual method of prevent- 
ing polygamy, is for every young man, at the ear- 
liest opportunity after he finds that he can support 
a wife, to procure one. {Laughter.] Now, sir, if 
my friend and colleague on the opposite side of 
the House, [Mr. Sinmons,] had adopted this plan, 
and if others had adopted it—for | believe he still 
remains a bachelor, and, therefore, he ought to 
be the last man in the world to grumble about 
other men taking two or more wives, as he has 
not yet taken one himself—if, I say, my colleague 
and others, had pursued that course, there would 
have been no such thing as an opportunity afford- 
ed to any man to monopolize wives. [Laughter.] 

There is another thing connected with this 


I certainly ad- 


The best, and, in my 


! this time, when this flourishing Territory is pro- 


| debate upon this bill closed. Every gentleman 


debate, Mr. Chairman, which has struck me as | 
remarkable, and it is this: that there have been 
several gentlemen on this floor speaking upon this 
subject, who remind me of a hurdy-gurdy, set to 
a single tune. Not a solitary question can be 
brought up in this House that we do not hear a 
driveling sermon on abulitionism, and that wedo 
not witness an attempt to goad a large portion of 
the members of the House into a state of ill-feel- 
ing, which can be productive of no good to us and 
no good to the country. 

Mr. Chairman, in reference to the provision 
under consideration, I am in favor, most emphat- 
ically, of striking it out of the bill. I think the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] has 
given incontrovertible reasons why it should be 
stricken out. And I see no propriety in us at 


gressing towards the condition of a populous 
State; l see no propriety, I say, in our creating a 
state of feeling there which may tend to produce 
irritation and injury. The history of this people, 
from the earliest period of their settlement, has 
been one of outrage, wrong, bloodshed, and op- 
pression; and now that they have removed far 
beyond reach of the narrow prejudices and bigotry 
of those surrounding them, the system of oppres- 
sion and wrong under which they suffered should 
not berevived. I believe that, with the single ex- 
ception of this conventional idea of theirs, of their 
right to have more wives than one—and that is 
only a simple difference of opinion between them 
and us—the Mormons are as good citizens, and 
as faithful to the Constitution and the Repub- 
lic, asthe citizens of any other State or Territory 
in this Republic. : 

Sir, time, example, good precepts, and persua- 
sion, will do more to remove polygamy from that 
Territory than all the laws you can pass here. Do 
nothing. I would impress upon the members of 
this House the propriety of doing nothing to in- 
sult the prejudices of a people already goaded into 
madness by the wrongs and oppressions which 
they suffered before they reached their present 
location. They are rapidly gaining in strength 
and numbers. They will soon become one of the 
most powerful sects—you must not shut your 
eyes to the fact—in this country; and I trust that 
the liberality of this House will not disgrace itself 
by indorsing so narrow and contemptible a species 
of legislation. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon, 


I desire to have the 


must see that unless debate is closed very soon 
upon this bili, we shail not be able to act upon the | 
territorial business which is before the Elouse 


apart, by the order, for that purpose. I there- 
fore move that the committee rise, with a view to 
offer the usual motion to close debate. 


{Cries of “Right!” “ Right!?? No!” 
“No!” 
Mr. LANE. Iappeal to gentlemen to alow 


this motion to pass. We have other important 
bills relating to the Territories which have not 
yet been touched. We have no certainty of time | 
for this purpose beyond the present week; and | 
that we may not be deprived of the benefits of; 
that legislation, so important to the Territories, l 
hope the committee will rise, and close the debate 
upon this bill now. 

The question being upon the motion of Mr. | 


Laxe, 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers; which | 
were ordered; and Messrs. Tay.or, of Tennessee, | 
and Bawey, of Georgia, appointed. | 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes not counted. | 

So the motion was agreed to. ct 

The committee accordingly rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman į 
i 
Í 


iMr. Pue.rs] reported that the Committee of the | 
‘Whole on the state of the Union had, according | 
to order, had the state of the Union generally un- | 
der consideration, and particularly the special | 
order, being bills relating to the organized Territo- | 
ries, and more especially House bills Nos. 3]6and | 
317, and had directed him to report bill No. 316, | 
with sundry amendments thereto, to the House, | 
with a recommendation that it do pass; and that 
upon bill No. 317 they have come to no conclu- 
sion. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I move the usual res- 
olution to close debate upon the (No. 317) bill last 


| to these people to refuse to give it to them. 


this week; and this week is the extent of time set |; Bress knew of the existence of polygamy among 


i} Union, 


under consideration in the Committee of the. Whole 
on the state of the Union in five minutes after. ita 
consideration shall be next resumed in committee, 

The question was taken; and the motion agreed 
to. i waka 


Mr. LANE. I now move that the rules ‘be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself ‘into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ; : 

The question was put; and the motion agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
(Mr. Puexrs in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to establish the office of sur- 
veyor general in Utah, to grant donations to actual 
settlers therein, and for other purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question pending is 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Utah to 
strike out the last proviso in the third section of 
the bill under consideration. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Upon that motion I demand 
tellers. 

Mr. KERR. Before the question is taken upon 
the motion to strike out, I will take the liberty 
of expressing the reasons by which I shall be 
governed in the vote I shall give upon this motion. 
1 do not propose to detain the committee long. 
I regard the crime of bigam y—— 

A Memper. Polygamy. 

Mr. KERR. No, sir, bigamy. That is bad 
enough. l say I regard the crime of bigamy as 
a very heinous one, I am not disposed to give it 
any countenance upon the part of this Govern- 
ment. But, sir, its practice has been acknowl- 
edged in the Territory of Utah, ever since the 
organization of the Territory. lt was known at 
the time of its organization that it did exist, and 
then was the time for Congress to meet the ques- 
tion directly, and take the necessary measures for 
its prevention, But, sir, Congress did not meet 
the question in that form, at that time. And I 
say itis our manifest duty to meet it -directly-— 
now. Congress possesses the power of supernates 
all Jaws made by a Territorial Legislature; and 
say it is clearly the duty of Congress to exercise 
that power by annulling any Jaw which may exist 
in that Territory that countenances or sanctions 
such a crime. 

But I am in favor of striking out this provision 
for another reason. Thisisa homestead bill; and 
while we are giving away the public lands to all 
who come from Europe and ‘elsewhere, to fugi- 
tives from justice, and to everybody who will go 
there and take it, I say it will be doing injustice 
Con- 


these people, when they organized the Territory, 
and used no means for its suppression. These peo- 
ple, when they took possession of a portion of the 
territory of this Republic, practiced polygamy 
openly as no crime; and l say that, under these 
circumstances, it is unjust to exclude them from 
the benefits of this provision when they are ex- 
tended so freely to outcasts from Europe, and 
fugitives from justice. 

Another reason by which I shall be governed in 
the vote I shall give upon this provision, is that 
mentioned by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Mixtson,] and, I believe, by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Waxsy,] that, by the adoption 
of any such proposition, we are recognizing, in 
the form of law, that in this country the crime of 
polygamy does actually exist. Jam opposed to 
the provision for this reason. When weare taking 
hold of this crime, I propose to take hold of it di- 
rectly, as we should of any other crime. By the 
laws, I believe, of some of the States of this 

olygamy is a crime punishable with 
death. believe that punishment suited to the 
crime, and I believe it the duty of this Govern- 
ment to prescribe that penalty for its committal, 
wherever it exists in the Territories over which 
the Federal Government has jurisdiction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to oppose 
the amendment. What time have } to do it in? 

The CHAIRMAN. The general debate hag 
not yet closed on the bill, but it willin two min- 
utes. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I will take the two min- 


| utes, and then five minutes afterwards, if I can. 
id think the proper distinction is not made-by gen- 


tlemen who argue in favor of striking out-the pro- 
viso. This land proposed to be donated is the 
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ublic domain, and belongs to the people of the | 
Erates in common. If, then, we give them to | 
actuul settlers who will cultivate, we have a right | 
to impose the terms; and we have the power, I| 
hold, to say that ‘you shall not have this public | 
domain as a gift, if you intend to use it to per- 
petuate that system which is recognized through- 
out all the States as a high offense against public 
morals. ”? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for the 
closing of the general debate has now arrived. 
The amendment pending is to strike out the last 
proviso of the third section. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I move that after 
the words “one wife” there be inserted the word 
“living.” 

1 am opposed to the striking out of the provis- 
ion referred to for the reason which I have given. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sreriens] 
assumes the ground that Congress is undertaking 
to define such acts as shall be regarded as crimes, 
and to punish them as such in the Territory of | 
Utah. Such is not the fact. Ido not know that 
I should disagree with him very much as to the 

ower of Congress to enact a criminal code for 
Wetvitories. but Ido contend that the people of 
that Territory, or those who would settle on our 
lands, have no right. to ask of us a bonus in favor 
of extending a system of wrong doing or revolting | 
crimes, in the shape of donation of public lands. | 
If we donate the lands we have the rigbt, and it 1s į 
our duty to impose such terms and restraints, as 
will lay deep and strong in that far distant land 
the foundation of sound morals. In what relation | 
do we stand to the Territory of Utah? Why, | 
sir, a very high State paper, which has recently | 
come before the other branch of this Congress and 
the public, (the President’s veto of the bill granting | 
tele to establish hospitals for the indigent in- | 
sane)—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio | 
is notin order. He must confine his remarks to | 
the amendment under consideration, 

Mr.CAMPBELL. [can refer to a State paper 
which has appeared before the publie without 
saying anything of what has occurred in the other 
branch of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman misunder- 
stands the point of order made by the Chair. We 
are now under the five-minute debate, and the 
gentleman must confine his remarks to theamend- 
ment; they must be relevant to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My amendment is to in- 
sert after tone wile” the word “living,” so that 
the section will read ‘Cone wife living’? If his | 
wife dies, then he is at liberty to take another, | 
and still have the benefits of the act; but Lam op- | 
posed to the settler having more than one wile 
living. I propose to insert two provisions in order 
that he may be confined to one for the reasons ; 
which l have given. 

As I said before, it is regarded as a high moral ; 
offense in every State of this Union, and we stand | 
to these Territories, if there be any force in the 
authority of a high State paper which has appeared 
before the country this morning, (the veto mes- 
sage,) in the relation of guardian, or parent, or | 
proprietor of the public domain, and we have a : 
right to impose the terms on which that public 
domain shall be given either to corporations, asso- 
ciations, or individuals, I will never agree, as | 
one of the Representatives of the people who own 
the soil, to give it as a bonus for settlement to 
those who disregard all the moral restraints which | 
they themselves enforce in their own State gov- | 
ernments, through the instrumentality of stron 


| 
| 


g: 
D 


enal enactments. il 
Mr. GOODRICH. Tam opposed to the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- 

BELL,] and Jet me say that I am not so much 

troubled about invidious distinctions as the gen- | 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kerr} seems 
to be—while I say that Iam, at the same time, 
ready to codperate with him in any direct mode of 
striking at this crime, as he calls it. Butstrike at 
this crime as directly as you may, you will not 


reach it so effectually as you will by retaining | 


this proviso in the bill. Annual by law the act 
authorizing polygamy, and how will you secure 
the practical enforcement of your law? Annulled 
as that act may be by the law of Congress, the | 
people of Utah will still practice polygamy. 
therefore want this proviso retained for the pur- : 


pose of reaching that people, if they are not | 


ii 


already beyond the reach of moral considerations, 
by carrying the moral power of this Government 
there, so far as we have the power of legislating 
on the subject. We derive that power justas we 
derive the power in the States to reach any evil. 
Polygamy, as all agree, isa great moral, social, 
and political evil. Tam ready to strike it down 
in any way, directly or indirectly. I would reach 
it by carrying the moral power of this nation out 
to Utah Territory, and saying to the people of 
that Territory, that any man who practices this 
crime of polygamy shall not receive the Govern- 
ment bounty—shall not have the land which we 
give to other people. I would touch them through 
their interests in that way. I would reach this 
evil just as we reach the great evil of intemper- 
ance in the States. We leyislate in the States 
upon the subject of intemperance, some by the 
application of the Maine law, and others by other 
means. 
favor of other measures. But we strike down 
intemperance as an evil, and so would [ strike 
down this evil, if these people are not beyond the 
power and influence of moral considerations. I wish 
to put into this bill a moral power against polyg- 
gamy. I want to say to the people of Utah that 
they'shall not receive grants of the public lands as 


practice of this crime. 


BELL’s amendment; and it was rejected. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 


viso: 
Provided, That the benefits of this act shall not extend to 
husband of more than one wife, 


Now, the proposition before the House 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair must remind 
the gentleman from Tennessee that debate is ex- 


from ‘Tennessee, if he desires to submit any re- 
marks, must offer some amendment, and his re- 
marks must be confined strictly to an explanation 
of such amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
word “one,” and insert in its place the word 
“two,” so that it will provide that the benefits of 
this act shall not extend to any person who shall 
now, or at any time hereafter, be the husband of 
more than two wives. 

1 am opposed to striking out this proviso; and 
as L expect soon to be called to vote upon it, | 
desire to give my reasons for offering the amend- 
ment l have. I regard the proposition to strike 


j 
i| 
| 
i 


the polygamists of the whole world to settle im 
that Territory. f desire to know if the American 
Congress intends, by its action, to offer a premium 
to bigamists and polygamists of the whole world, 


'| to come and take possession of a great, wide- 


spread, and fertile Territory of this Govern- 
| ment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, under the rules, is required to show why 
one wife should be stricken out and two wives 
inserted. {Taughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR. | will speak to that point di- 
i rectly. While the position of the gentleman from 
| Georgia (Mr, Srepnens] may be correct, 1 will 
not stop to discuss the disunction he makes be- 
tween mala prohibita and mala in se. 


this Congress, is to offer a bonus for the establish- 


This is the point involved in contreversy. 


proposition to strike out this proviso, you will 


will inevitably outnumber those who may settle 


; viso. These are briefly my reasons, among 
| others, why {Í cannot vote to strike it out. 
With the permission of the committee, I ask 


leave to withdraw the amendment I offered. 


i am for the Maine law; others are in | 


The question was then taken on Mr. Camr- | 


it is proposed to strike out the following pro- | 


any person who shall now, or at any time hereafter, be the | 


hausted upon that amendment. The gentleman 


Į propose to strike out the | 


ont the whole proviso as offering a premium to | 


other people receive them, if they continue in the || 


Yet I submit į! 


‘| to this committee whetherthe Government, through |; 


mentand perpetuation of evil in that Territory? | 


Mr. WALSH. f object. 

Mr. BALL. _I desire to offeran amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is the amendment last offered 
disposed of ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not yet disposed of, 
and is still pending. 

Mr. HAVEN. {donot wish to speak in oppo- 
| sition to the amendment, but I simply desire to 
perfect the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair assigned the 
floor to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mirt- 
son,] understanding that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bast] did not wish to speak in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I oppose the amendment for 
the reason I have opposed the whole proviso. My 
idea is that we ought to treat the subject in a more 
t solemn manner than we are disposed to treat it by 

the amendment under consideration. 
| Lhad prepared, Mr. Chairman,a further amend- 
ment to the proviso, declaring that every law, and 
every part of any law, that may have been here- 
tofore passed by the Territorial Legislature of the 
Territory of Utah establishing or allowing bigamy 
or polygamy, is hereby disapproved, and declared 
nulland void. But upon consideration, and afew 
moments’ reflection, it occurred to me that it would 
be better to proceed in this matter with more so- 
lemnity. ‘The question is one which demands the 
solemn consideration of Congress; and the best 
way to effect this would be the introduction of a 
jointresolution or bill, having one single object only 
in view; and that, the annulling of any such laws 
or regulations in the Territory of Utah. A bill to 
thig end, and not connected with any other meas- 
ure of legislation, will therefore command the 
almost unanimous assent of every member, per- 
‘haps, in both Houses of Congress. It was for 
these reasons, sir, and with the view to effect 
this purpose, that I conceived the idea of intro- 
ducing such a proviso. I first supposed that it 
was the appropriate duty of the Committee on 
Territories to introduce such a joint resolution; 
but as they have failed to do so, and as no other 
gentleman bas made a move in that direction, I 
determined to take the first opportunity of annul- 
i ling this legislation, which has been hitherto 
allowed to take placein the Territory of Utah. 
The CHAIRMAN, No farther amendmentis 
' in order, and the question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. ‘Taytor.] 

Mr. TAYLOR. If there be no objection, will 
withdraw that amendment. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
accordingly withdrawn. 

A Memuer. What is the state of the question? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Bari] has moved to strike out the sec- 
tion—- 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to insert at the end of 
the section proposed to be stricken out the amend- 
ment which | send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And Congress hereby disapproves of all laws, if any, in 
the Territory of Utah, that in any way recoginze, allow, or 
enact, that any man may have at one time more than one 
wife, or that any woman may at one time have more than 
| one husband., 

Mr. ORR, I rise to a question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South 
i Carolina will state his question of order. 

Mr. ORR. My point of order is, that the 

amendment is not germane to the bill, or to the 


In a very few years, under the operation of the | 
: have that Territory peopled by polygamists, who |! 


there opposed to polygamy. What then? The | 


section under consideration. 

Mr. HAVEN. Allow me to submit that this 
very proviso is legislating in respect to these rela- 
tions between husband and wife. That is the gist 
of the proviso itself, and therefore I submit that 
the amendment is not out of order. 

i The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion of the Chair 
! the amendment is not in order under the 55th 
rule of the House, which provides that no motion 
l or proposition on a subject different from that 
under consideration will be admitted under color 
/of amendment. The amendment, as submitted 
_ by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Havens] 
. proposes to annul or repeal Jaws enacted by the 
Legislature of the Territory of Utah, The sec- 
:| tion under consideration proposes a donation under 
i certain restrictions, That is the difference, and 
| the amendment is not in order. 


i Mr. HAVEN. [humbly and respectfully de- 
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sire to make an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is: 
“Shall the decision of the Chair, pronouncing 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York out of order, stand as the judgment of 
the committee?” 

ar CAMPBELL, of Ohio. On that { demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Seymour appointed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the Chair state the 

oint? 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition under 
consideration is the proviso to the third section, 
which declares that “ the benefits of this act shall 
not extend to any person who shall now, or at 
any time hereafter, be the husband of more than 
one wife.” The preceding portion of this bill re- 
lates to the donation of lands to the settlers in the 
Territory of Utah. The gentleman from New 

` York proposes to add to this section the amend- 
ment which has just been read by the Clerk. The 
Chair rules that the proposed amendment is not 
in order, for the reason that it is not germane to 
the bill; and rules it out of order under the 55th 
rule, which says: 

“No motion or proposition, on a subject different from 
that under consideration, shall be admitted under color of 
amendment. ?? 

« No motion or proposition, differing from that 
under consideration, can be admitted under color 
of an amendment.” The proposition under con- 
sideration is the donation of lands to actual set- 
tlers, and proposes to restrict that donation. The 
proposition of the gentleman from New York 
proposes to repeal certain laws now in force in 
the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make one sugges- 
tion at this point. The proviso itself declares that 
these Jands shall not be given to a man who has 
more than one wife. My amendment proposes 
to restrain them from having more than one wife. 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in 
arder. The question is, ‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will it bein order 
to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] 
whether the law which he proposes to repeal has 
ever been before this House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is notin order. The 
pending question is simply one of parliamentary 
aw. 

{Cries of “ Question!” ‘ Question a | 

The tellers then took their places; and the ques- 
tion being taken, the tellers reported—ayes 76, 
noes 50. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained by 
the committee. 


Mr. PARKER. I propose to amend by add- 
ing at the end of the proviso the following: 

But nothing herein contained shall be taken as implying 
that bigamy or polygamy can in any manner be sanctioned. 

Mr. ORR. [rise to a question of order. The 
same point of order made on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York, which 
the committee has just decided out of order, ap- 

lies to this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chuir sustains the 
point of order, and decides the amendment to be 
out of order. 

Mr. READY obtained the floor. 

Mr. KERR. 
decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s appeal 
comes too late. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Reapy] had been recognized by the Chair, 
and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. READY. I have an amendment which I 
desire to offer. If, however, the gentleman from 
North Carolina desires to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, 1 will yield him the floor for that 
purpose. 

Mr. ORR. There is no difference between the 
application of this amendment and that the com- 
mittee have just ruled out of order. 

Mr. PARKER. There isa marked difference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. Does the gentle- 
man appeal from his decision? 

Mr. KERR. I think the amendment is in 
order; but I will not appeal. 


I respectfully appeal from the || 


| 
H 
j 
| 
1 


| lation, to make certain needful rules and regula- 


|! have we not the same right to provide that a man 


| i 2 
entitled to the benefits of this law ? 


| of a polygamist. 


Mr. READY. I move to amend by adding at 
the end of the proviso the following: 

And that any person who shall at any time have more 
than one living wife shall forfeit all right to any lands ac- 
quired under this act. 

My object in presenting that amendment, sir, 
is to eradicate the evil of polygamy by the roots. 
[Great laughter.] I regard it as an excrescence 
on the body-politic. [Renewed laughter.] The 
proviso to this bill does not reach the evil. You 
may pass the bill with the proviso, and still the 
polygamist may indulge in this practice with im- 
punity, afterwards as well as before. Whatis he 
to do? You say that if he has more than one 
wife he shall not be entitled to the benefit of this’ 
act. You permit him to avail himself of the ben- 
efits of this act, having but one wife,and when he 
has obtained his three hundred and twenty acres 
of land from the Government—when he has per- 
fected his title, then you allow him to go and | 
marry fifty wives, if hecan find so many to have | 
him. ‘Therefore, I propose this amendment with | 
a view of making a forfeiture of his right to the | 
jand which he may have acquired by his grant , 
from the Government, if he shall afterwards in- 
dulge in this unlawful practice. j 

Mr. Chairman, | differ with the gentlemen who 
seem to be of the opinion that Congress has no 
right or power to interfere with this subject. 
Certainly, so far as the constitutional right of this | 
body is concerned, there can be no question. The 
Constitution declares that ‘ Congress shall -have 
power to dispose of and make ail needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other prop- | 
erty belonging to the United States.” What are 
we doing here? Are we not proposing, by legis- | 
tions respecting the territory of the United States ? j 
We are proposing to dispose of a large portion of | 
this territory. We are making discriminations in 
disposing of that territory. We are saying that 
a married man shall be entitled to three hundred | 
and twenty acres, while a single man shall be only | 
entitled to one hundred and sixty acres. And | 


who has committed a crime shall not be entitled | 
to the benefits of this law? Suppose thet a man ; 
had forfeited the right to the protection of his 
Government by the commission of crimes; sup- 
pose that. he had been convicted of infamous 
crimes, crimes which, in the language of law, 
rendered him infamous, deprived him of certain 
great rights, the right of citizenship, the right of 
suffrage, the right of testifying as a witness, the | 
right of holding offices of honor and trust, would | 
it not be as competent, under the Constitution, 
for Congress, in passing laws to dispose of this; 
territory, to say that such a man should nat be | 
Certainly, sir. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. I move to strike 
out the word “act,” and in lieu thereof to insert 
the word “section.” Itseems to be the inteftion 
of the commitee to exclude from the benefits of | 
this act all persons who may be in the category | 
The sixth and seventh sections | 
of the act provide for the operation of the pre- | 
emption law. The language employed in this | 
proviso would exclude all persons in the Ter- | 
ritory with more than one wife from the enjoy- | 
ment of the preémption privilege, from the right) 
of entering or purchasing land, which I suppose 
is a larger exclusion than is designed by those | 
who favor the retention of the proviso. 

The proviso is: 

«That the benefits of this act shal] not extend to any 
person who shall now, or atany time hereafier, be the hus- 
band of more than one wife.” 

That language, of course, includes the whole | 
act, subsequent sections of which provide for the | 
extension of the preémption privilege, and the; 
power of purchasing public lands. I suppose the | 
object of the chairman of the Committee on Pub- į 
lic Lands, in introducing that proviso, was to ex- | 
clude the polygamists from these donations, and 
not to exclude them from the purchase of pase 

i 


land, if they think fit to pay for it. It seems to 
me, therefore, that the word ‘* section” should be 
substituted for “bill,” in case the proviso is al- | 
lowed to stand. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment indicated | 
by the gentleman from Michigan cannot be enter- |i 
tained at this moment, as there is an amendment | 
to the amendment already pending. ‘The Chair: 


considered the gentleman from’ Michigan as speak- 
ing in opposition to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Reapy.} © ae 

Mr. KERR. | was about to raise that point. 
The gentleman from Michigan has not spoken in 
opposition to the amendment, and I want to op: 

ose it. ; oe 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair felt disposed 
to indulge the gentleman from Michigan. Rast 

Mr. KERR. What is the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? ` 

The Clerk again read Mr. Reapy’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STUART. My amendment will apply 
as well to that amendment as to the original přo- 
viso. 

Mr. KERR. Is the amendment of the. gentle- 
man from Tennessee an amendment to an amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
pending to strike out the proviso, and the.gentle~ 
man from Tennessee proposes to amend the pro- 
viso. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Reapy 
amendment; and it was adopted. 

Mr. KEITT. I move to amend the proviso by 
striking out the word ‘‘ act,” and inserting “* sec~ 
tion” in lieu thereof. i “e 

Mr. Chairman, a question has. arisen in this 
debate as to the power ef Congress:to inter- 
fere in the domestic relations of the Territories, 
I desire to submit a suggestion or two to the com- 
mittee on that point. If it-were an interference 
with such relations within a sovereign State, there 
could be no question as to the incompetency of 
Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the gentleman from South Carolina is not 
confining himself within the rule. 

Mr. KEITT. I merely desire to throw out 
some suggestions for the consideration of the 
committee. You propose now to interfere in the 
domestic relations of these Territories. You say 
that no man shall havetwo wives. Where do you 
get the power to do that? In fact, where do you 
get the power to legislate at all forthe Territories? 
The Hebe to acquire carries with it the right to 
govern, you say. But to-what limitations is the 
right to govern subjected? To all the restrictions 
and limitations contained in the Federal Constitu» 
tion. The power to legislate is, at best, an im- 
plied power; and all such powers should be used 
with great caution. Now, if Congress has a right 
to say that no man in the Territories shall bave 
more than one wife, may it not say that no man 
shall have a wife at all? If it can prescribe the 
number of wives, may it not altogether abrogate 
the marital relation? A 

L ask the question for information. If Congress 
can determine that there shall be no polygamy, 
may not Congress also determine that there-shall 
be no marriage union whatever? Cannot Congress 
goa step further, and say that there shall be no 
parental relation? What poweris involved in the 
decision of this question? Is not sovereignty in- 
volved? Is not sovereignty necessarily implicated 
in the right to arrange and manipulate the vital 
relations of a community? If so, whereis soy- 
ereignty lodged? In the inhabitants of the Ter- 
ritory? Sir, { have scarcely even contempt for the 

iebald doctrine of ‘squatter sovereignty.”” Is 
it in the Federal Government? ` This assumption 
of power would aggrandize this Government with 
a ruthless, overshadowing, and awéing central 
despotism. Where is it, then? In the people of 
the several sovereign States. 

If, then, this exercise of power appertains to 
sovereignty, how will you reach the evil alluded to? 
The declamation of gentlemen may bubble up, 
but it will never moisten the roots of any constitu- 
tional right. In truth, sir, an exigency has arisen 
which was never contemplated by the framers 
of the Constitution. To meet this, you propose 
to swell the powers of Congress by construc- 
tion. Do this, and you will soon burst the bands 
of a Federative Union, and weld the fragments 
of the Constitution into a consolidated despotism. 
The first step in this always is an amplification of: 
power by construction. Sir, I think polygamy a 
burning shame upon any community. I abhor 
all trifling with the marital tie; all conjugal licen- 
tiousness; and | will extirpate this disgraceful 
evil as quickly and as sharply as any man, if I 
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ean but see the power in Congress to do it. All 
I ask is for gentlemen to show me this power. 

Again, how do gentlemen propose to accom- 

lish this purpose? By the enactment of laws? 
Bow will they be executed? By a jury of the 
vicinage? Why, every inhabitant is a Mormon. 
He will screen the accused, instead of aiding in 
the ‘execution of your laws. Government can 
only scourge out tnis evil by military tyranny. 
Sir, “to this complexion”? your acts must come 
atlast. Now, sir, will this justify an assumption 
of power? I again ask for the power of Congress 
in this matter; and if it is shown to me, [ will 
cheerfully act. I cannot legislate in blindness, 
both as to power and the mode of reaching an 
end. {advise gentlemen to look to these, and 
not to moral and social enormities, in the charac- 
ter of which we all agree. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. I would ask 
the gentleman where Congress gets the power to 
insert the word ‘ white” in this bill? I should 
like to have the gentieman answer that question. 

Mr, KEITT I have an immitigable scorn, 
sir, for abolitionism and all its offshoots; but | 
will answer the question 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Keirr’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to amend by insert- 
ing at the end of the proviso the following words: 
“t unless the marriage shall be legal.” 

1 insist that there is a necessity for the adoption 
of the amendment | have offered, for this reason: 
Congress has no power to disturb existing rights. 
If the people of the Territory of Utah were 
clothed with authority to pass a statute which 
recognizes the validity of these marriages, then po- 
lygamy is nota crime, and Congress has no power 
to declare that a crime which has been legalized 
in the Territory. We might as well attempt, by 
legislation, to bastardize the issue of these mar- 
riages; and we might as well go still further, and 
change their law of inheritance, and say that the 
issue resulting from. these marriages should not 
be entitled to inherit the property which belongs 
to their parents. 

It is too late now, after the Government of the 
United States has sanctioned the existence of this 
Jaw of polygamy, and given to these people a ter- 
ritorial organization, to fix upon them as a crime 
that which has been sanctioned by your G vern- 
ment. l hold that the only way to treat this 
matter, is to bring up the question directly, and 
assert the power, if we possess it, of repealing the 
organie law under which polygamy is sanctioned 
inthis Territory. What right have we to fix upon 
these peovle as a crime that which has been sanc- 
tioned by law? ‘Phe very highest authority we 
have declares that there can be no offense where 
there isnolaw. Such is the language of the Bible; 
and it is useless to talk about the existence of 
erime, when it receives the sanction of your laws. 
The marriages which have taken place under ter- 
ritorial law ave valid; and the rights of these 
parties cannot be disturbed by the action of Con- 
gress. Allthat we can do isto look to the future, 
and prevent these marriages, if we consider them 
immoral. 

Mr. KERR. Iam opposed to the amendment, 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Spwarn,] for 
the reason, as I believe, that it will render the pro- 
viso a litle more acceptable. Ido notsee thatany- 
thing in the world is to be accomplished by the 
fling that is now being made at the Mormons. 
Supposing polygamy to be acrime, as all of us 
pronounce it to be, what will be the effect of an 
attempt, at the present time, to strike at it? It 
will drive off the Mormous from Utah to some 
other portions of the Union, where the homestead 
bill that we have passed during the present session 
of Congress will enable them to settle down again 
comfortably and securely, Congress will thus aid 
and-abet in establishing them elsewhere by the 
authority given them to go there, and thus indi- 
rectly sanction this very institution of polygamy, 

` and do injustice to other communities. 

Mr. COX, I would like to understand the pro- 
visions of the law of the Territory of Utah in 
relation to matrimony. Does the law of the Ter- 
ritory on that subject jastify a plurality of wives? 

Mr. KERR. I hope my friend will pardon me. 
My time is too limited to wlow it to be encroached 
on. Í understood the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Diswey,] the chairman of the Committee on Public 


| ity, and scatter them broadcast through all the 


t force until they are superseded by the action o 
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Lands, to state this morning, that he had in his | 
possession a copy of the laws of that Territory, 
in which polygamy was recognized by law there; 
and I understood the Delegate from that Terri- 
tory this morning, in reply to a question, substan- 
tially to admit that fact. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I was going onto observe 
that polygamy, whatever it may be, has not been 
legalized by Congress. It is confined to Utah; it 
is confined there almost exclusively. The effect 
of the present proposition, if adopted, will be to 
diffuse it through the vast extent of the public 
domain. For. if you virtually prohibit it in Utah 
by the provisions of this bill—which is a home- 
stead bill on a very restricted scale—the effect will 
be to drive the Mormons from their present local- 


rest of the public domain of this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as one who is sincerely 
and decidedly opposed to the prevalence of crime 
of every sort, and especially to the existence and 
prevalence of this particular crime, I am opposed 
to this amendment. If Congress has not got the 
fearless independence and determination to make 
a bold and direct onslaught on the institution of | 
polygamy, by providing penalties for the punish- 
ment of those guilty of that crime—so long as | 
Congress does not aim at its total suppression— | 
then J say let itstay where itis. Let it be con- 
fined to Utah; and do not interpose any enact- 
ment of legislation here, the direct tendency of 
which will be to unsettle again that migratory į 
horde of people—for they are a migratory people, | 
start at a very short notice, and go a very great | 
distance, in order to secure a place where they 
can enjoy the exercise of their religious rights. I 
am in favor of giving these Mormons a title in 
the land, instead of having them cut off as they | 
are by the restriction of this territorial bill. j 

Mr. SEWARD. If there be no objection, I | 
desire to withdraw my amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I desire to makean in- 
quiry. IfI understood aright the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. ey who read the law organ- 
izing the Territory of Utah-—— 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The gen- | 
tleman from New York must propose an amend- 
mentif he wishes to speak, debate having been 
exhausted on the original amendment. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. ‘Then I move to amend 
the section by inserting the words ‘‘ or who shall : 
not have a wife.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If p understood the gen 
tleman from Maine, who read the Jaw organizing 
the Territory of Utah, all laws there passed mus 


ultimately come before the [louse for approval. ij 


| 
i 
Am I right, sir? 

Mr. KERR. No, sir; you are not. The gen- 
teman from New York will allow me to explain. | 
{ was present when the Jaw was read this morn- 
ing. “Legislation in Utah is the law of the Terri- 
tory until reversed by Congress. | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Well, Mr. Chairman, | 
T understand that such Jaws as are passed in th 
Territorial Legislature are sent to the Speaker of | 
the Flouse, and require the action of this House. | 
Am I right, sir? | 

The CHAIRMAN. They do not require the 
action of this House. i 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Well, sir, if it is so that | 
the law organizing the Territory of Utah, and the | 
laws which are made in that Territory, are in 


this House, then I am in favor of striking out this 
proviso, and acting directly on this question when | 
it comes here before us for our sanction or for our | 
reversal. 

For that reason I shall vote to strike out this: 
proviso; stating at the same time, that if I can | 
have an opportunity of passing directly upon the - 
question, and entertaining the conviction that I; 


do, that polygamy is hostile to our institutions, || 
| walls, amid the splendid misery of hanging gar- 


and not in accordance with the spirit of the age, | 


| shall vote against it, L shall now vote for striking i| 


out the provision in this bill, with the hope, and | 
under the impression that that other question will 
soon come before us for our direct action. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I desire simply to re- 
mark that there is no statute in the Territory of | 
Utah on the subject of polygamy. Itis a matter 
of ecclesiastical law. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. 


If there is no statute 


Jaw in Utah upon that subject, and if we shall 
not, therefore, be enabled to reach this enormity 
by a direct vote, I shall change my position, and 
stand by this proviso. If we have the power of 
donating these lands, we may connect with such 
donations the conditions upon which they shall 
be made, since we stand in the position of donors, 
with power to impose the terms of the grant. 

If this practice rests upon ecclesiastical law, 
and this House has not the power to strike it 
down, | shall then sustain this proviso, that being 
the only manner of reaching the evil. I am there- 
fore decidedly in favor of standing by the proviso. 

Mr. LYON. Mr. Chairman, this Territorial 
bill proposes to give, upon certain conditions, one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to every single 
man, and three hundred and twenty to every mar- 
ried man, ‘‘ provided further, that the benefits of this 
act shall not extend to any person who shall now, or 
al any lime hereafter, be the husband of more than one 
wife? Against the striking out of this proviso [ 
most earnestly protest. This subject is too lightly 
considered, I fear, by this enlightened committee. 

Its great consequence as a precedent makes it 
needful that our investigations should be thorough, 
worthy of Christian statesmen and Christian law- 
givers. I would appeal to the hearty patriotism 
of every member present, educated, as they have 
been, in the principles of the Pilgrim fathers, Cav- 
aliers, and the Flaguenots—the descendants of men 
who fled from profligate, libidinous, and licentious 
courts to enjoy a virtuous quiet in the unbroken 
wilderness of the West—if they are willing to see 
this Government disgrace itself by express or im- 
plied legislation, in any way sanctioning the prac- 
tice of polygamy in this country. Its enormity as 
acrime has been made the subject of stringent 
statutes in every State in the Confederacy. Isa 
premium to be paid, in fertile lands, for the de- 
bauching of our daughters and the delading of 
our wives? Is this Congress so weak as basely 
to stoop to such a purpose, reversing all the cher- 
ished associations and instructions of our child- 
hood? Is this black cancer sore, this creeping 
leprosy, to be encouraged? 

When the people of Utah are place. on the 
same basis as the people of other Territories, is 
not that sufficient, is not that enough? Swike 


‘| out the clause, and what will be its actual conse- 
{ quences ? 


Individuals will go there whose senses 
are stronger than their sentiments, whose passions 
override their principles, and avail themselves of 
Government bounty, and, like Persians, Hindoos, 
and Musselmen, fill their houses with the blooming 
beauties of the North, and the witching women of 
the South, provided they have wealth or personal 
attractions to induce such a painful and horrid 
sacrifice. It has been demonstrated clearly by all 
political economists, Dr. Franklin, Malthus, and 
Miss Martineau, that one man is just enough for 
one woman, the very state the Lord originally in- 
tended when he created Adam and Eve. That 
there should be no monopoly of the fair sex, Yet, 
when polygamy is tacitly respectableized by an 


'| American Congress, it may not be so difficult to 


fill with sisters and daughters—those whom God 
destined for a nobler domestic sphere—an Ameri- 
can Harem, a Mormon Seraglio. Sir, there is but 
one way to kill the cockatrice. It is to break the 
egg. Itis to break the egg. 

Let us look for a moment to those countries 
| where polygamy exists—to the feeble and dis- 
membered empire of the Sultan, at present under 
the protectorate of [england and France. Wo- 
men, according to the Koran, have no immortal 
; souls; women are sold as slaves; women are pro- 
tected by high walls, guarded by eunuchs, the 
creatures of appetite, ministering to the most in- 
flammable passions of our nature. The bitter 
unhappiness of Harem life is little understood — 
its degredation of woman, its brutalization of man. 
The innocent young creatures who seek Constan- 
| tinople, and other cities of the Orient, look upon it 
as destiny; and bear their lot, prisoned by marble 


dens, sparkling fountains, radiant flowers, breath- 
| ing perfumes, with sad and breaking hearts. And, 
sir,do you think things are different among the 

‘Latter-Day Saints” inthe Mormondom of Utah? 
No, sir; just as bad. Amid the jealousies of a 
plurality of wives the respect of parental authority 


iis lost, the gentleness of fireside instruction and 


hearthstone memories is destroyed. Crime of 
the most revolting character ensues; infanticide 
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follows as a matter of course as soon as the hus- 
band finds he is getting more children than he can 
support. Sir, human nature is just the same in 
every land, Do you think Abdul Medjid, with 
three hundred and seventy wives, has been the 
father of only five children? ft is impossible. 
{Applause and laughter.} The bodies of dead in- 
fants float-on the sapphire tide of the Bosphorus, 
and the Light of many a harem, from the destruc- 
tion of her offspring, has been lost among the 
dark shadows of the cypress of Scutari. There 
is not a drug shop in an Oriental city but sell 
the means of destroying the new-born. And, 
being warned of these things, let us not fix this 
plague-spot upon the route to the golden gate of 
the Pacific, the western pathway of empire. Pos- 
terity, sir, will anathematize this kind of legisla- 
tion to the latest years of the Republic. We all 
shall die, crumble to dust, our names be lost in 
oblivion, but the principle we establish by im- 
plication, as the ghost of Hamlet’s father, will 
evidence against us when we have passed away. 
Let us meet this subject, discourage it, condemn 
it, reject it. And, sir, it will be an honorable 
precedent, not for a day, but for all time. 

The Mormons have been spoken of as a per- 
secuted people—a martyred people, driven from 
State to State. With their sorrows | sympa- 
thize, for their griefs I grieve; but it seems a cu- 
rious way to console them for the past by asking 
Congress to sanction polygamy in the future. It 
is said that this practice existed in the days of 
Solomon. True. The running after the strange 
women of Egypt, the falling from grace in the 
service of God, was the great reason of Solomon’s 
reign, after a glorious day, ending with a lurid 
sunset. And from his loins issued that undutifal 
heir, whose unjust acts was the scourge of Israel; 
for plurality of wives destroys young men, and 
debases old. The light of the Prophets went out 
the night Jesus was crucified. The Old Dispen- 
sation was fulfilled, and a day of progress was 
brought in under the rays of a New Testament, 
from whose teachings our nationality sprang into 
existence. Lamartine beautifully said: “Jeru- 
salem was the sepulcher of the Old World, and the 
cradle of the New.” Let us, as Christians, fol- 
low and legislate in the doctrines of Christ, not of 
Joe Smith; let us take the holy Gospel, not the 
Book of Mormon. 

One idea further, in continuation. Pointme to 
a nation where polygamy is practiced, and I will 
point you to heathens and barbarians. [tseriously 
affects the prosperity of States, it retards civiliza- 
tion, it uproots Christianity. The Ottomans or 
Turks are the best specimens of this system; and 
although they import, and have for centuries, the 
most beautiful women from the mountains of 
Georgia and of the valleys of Circassia, those free 
and brainful countries, Tartar maidens from 
beyond the Caspian, and the Arabian girls from 
Yemen, yet, effeminacy and weakness, lack of in- 
tellectual strength, bodily energy, national decay, 
is its sad, unfailing result, while the Greeks, the 
Jews, and the Armenians have increased in num- 
bers and enterprise under the iron heel of their 
merciless oppressors. Who fought the battles 
of the Turks since the day of Mahomet IJ.? Un- 
der Achmet, Amurath, Selim, and Mahmound? 
Under whose leadership did they become a terror 
to Europe? It was the renegade and apostate 
Croates, Walcharens, Greeks, Poles, and Hunga- 
rians. Under their commands they victoriously 
floatéd the Crescent over the battlements of Bel- 
grade, over the towers of Pesth, and by the walls 
of Vienna. But for the god-like gallantry of Stah- 
renberg, they might have swept on to the Elbe 
and the Rhine. 

The Moors, after seven hundred years in Spain, 
were driven hence—though best and bravest of 
all the Moslems—a nation of polygamists and 
voluptuaries. Their last stronghold, Granada, 
fell before the pious sovereigns of Castile and 
Arragon. I will quote the rebuke given Boabdil 
el Chico by his heroic mother on his weakness at 
the surrender of his kingdom. ‘You do well,” 
said she, ‘to weep like a woman for what you 
failed to defend like a man.” 

lt has been doubted by gentlemen whether this 
clause is constitutional; yet, with the following 
words in relation to the powers of Congress, ten- 
der must be their scruplesif they doubt it. Section 
third of the Constitution of the United States reads 
as follows: 


* Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting, the Territories.” 

This is one of the necessary regulations—one 
of the wholesome rules: We are told by the Del- 
egate from Utah (Mr. Bernutsex] that it is an 
‘ecclesiastical establishment,” a religious law, 
and over such many strict constitutional construc- 
tionists believe we have no control. The Thugs or 
stranglers of men, the Phansegars, the Buddhists, 
who worship Juggernaut, the Seftis, who perform 
every year human sacrifices, all have a right to 
practice their abominations under the territorial 
government of the United States, if once settled 
here. They all have an equal claim to their  re- 
ligious establishment,” no matter how demoral- 
izing or inhuman, over which it is said Congress 
has no right to interfere or to control; but that we 
have power to prevent giving a bounty for its 
encouragement, I think I have fairly shown. If 
the many-wifed demoralizers get outnumbered by 
the virtuous single-wifed, a wise State government 
may yet be formed that will do honor and credit to 
the Union. Let us nip this evil in the bud, for the 
sake of morality, religion, and Christianity. Mare 
Antony was the first polygamist of all the Romans. 
Mark his fate. The conqueror of Phillipi, like the 
builder of the temple of the Lord, fell before the 
Circean spells of the Syrens of Egypt. The 
fugitive of Actium died ingloriously in the arms of 
Cleopatra. This foul system was encouraged by 
the Emperors Theodosius, Honorius, Arcadius, 
and by Valentinian, by an express law, in the 
year 393. When the name of ihe Roman empire 
was Ichabod—its glory had departed. 

Sir, this is a 

“Monster of so frightful mien 
As, to be hated, needs but to be seen 
Yet, seen too oft, tamiliar with her face, 
We first endure, then pily, THEN EMBRACE, ’”? 

By the blessed memory of those virtuous spirits 
who battled for LIBERTY not LICENTIOUSNESS it 
should be blotted out, as a stigma, a dishonor, a 
disgrace, from existence on the soil of Norti 
America. (Sensation, and cries of “ Good!” 
“Good!”? Well done!”’} 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I will remark that I 
agree with my colleague, that in killing the cock- 
atrice you hurt the egg, but which end of the egg? 

A laugh. : 
Me PARKER. Is there an amendment pend- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The only amendment 
pending is that offered originally by the gentleman 
from Utah, to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. PARKER. I move to amend the section 
in the nineteenth line, by inserting after the word 
“ husband” the words “ guilty of being,” so that 
the proviso will then read: 

And provided further, That the benefits of this act shall 
not extend to any person who shali now, or at any time 
hereafter, be guilty of being the husband of more than one 
wife. 

Mr. Chairman, I am gratified to observe that 
there is, so far as I can learn, but one sentiment 
in this committee in reference to the crime of big- 
amy or polygamy. The faces of ail of us are 
against it. I rather incline to the belief that there 
is not one exception to the rule. ] believe even 
the gentleman from Utah himself is not an excep- 
tion, for since he has occupied a seat upon this 
floor, he has not, to my knowledge, said one word 
in favor of it; and during this discussion he has 
not opened his mouth in its defense. The ques- 
tion then simply is, in what shape shall we meet 
thiscrime. My friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
Kerr] objects to the adoption of this proviso, 
because it is meeting the question indirectly. He 
prefers marching directly up to it, and in the 
common parlance of the day, taking the bull by 
the horns. He is for declaring at once that polyg- 
amy shall be deemed a crime. Well, sir, suppose 
you do make that declaration, what will be the 
effect? It has been tolerated in that Territory 
ever since the Territory was organized; and they 
do not deem it to bea crime there. It cannot be 
found in their statutes, and you cannot, by an- 
nulling any of their laws, reach it. You cannot 
reach it in any other way than through the or- 
ganic law of the Territory; and if in that way 
you declare it a crime, and the crime is still com- 
mitted there, how can you execute the law? 
How are you to execute it? 

I say, then, that it is impossible to reach it di- 
rectly by any law upon’your statute book, and 


that it cannot be more effectually reached than-ins 
the form proposed: in- this section... -It can be 
reached in this manner, and in thig form itis per- 
i fectly legitimate. © i 

I have introduced this amendment for the pur- 
pose of satisfying what seemed to be an objec- 
| tion with the gentleman from New York, and 
others, who think, as the phraseology of themat- 
ter stands, that there is an implication that we 
can recognise this thing. With the amendment, 
that implication is destroyed. We declare, in 
fact, that we regard it as a crime, and thus save 
the objection on that score. It seems to me that,’ 
with such an amendment, we can let this matter 
stand, and stand with propriety, to discountenance 
this heinous crime, in the estimation of every 
member of the committee. 

Mr. COBB. I movea pro forma amendment for 
the purpose of answering some of the remarks 
made by my colleague in the early part of this 
day’s session. I am glad to find, though an hum- 
ble member as I know I am, on this floor, that 
in opposing the striking out of this proviso, strong 
minds and strong nerves have come to my rescue, 
notwithstanding the strict scrutiny, and, I might 
say, the instigation from my distinguished col- 
league; notwithstanding his attempt to throw the 
opposition into ridicule, I have been sustained. 

The gentleman proposes to discriminate, I 
would ask him whether we do not discriminate 
in this very section? Do you hear any complaint 
from my worthy colleague on that subject? We 
exclude adult females from the provision of this 
bill. Why should he parade himself, then, in 
reference to the exclusion of the Mormons with 
more wives than one? I say that it is the duty 
of Congress to prescribe to whom it will give 
this land, when it makes a clear donation without 
equivalent. I hope that, after the gigantic appeals 
we have heard, his conscience, if not his judg- 
ment, will lead him to favor the retention of the 
proviso. 

Mr. PARKER. I will withdraw my amend- 
ment, if there be no objection, so that the gentleman 
may offer one which he has, and which I prefer. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. ` 

Mr. HUGHES. I move to strike out of the 
proviso all after the word “hereafter,” and to insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ live with or have more 
than one woman as his wife, under color of law;’” 
so that the proviso will read, if the amendment be 
adopted, as follows: 

* And provided further, That the benefits of this act shall 
i not extend to any person who shall now, or at any time 
hereatter, live with or have more than one woman as his 
wife, under color of law.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Tennessee has been 
adopted, and incorporated in the proviso. : Does 
the gentleman propose to strike any portion of it: 
out? é 

Mr. HUGHES. I do not propose to inter- 
fere with the amendment adopted, but to insert 
mine as it has been read by the Clerk. I offer 
i the amendment for the purpose of obviating the 
difficulty of the criticism on this section which 
has been indulged in by the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia, [Mr. Mitusow.] He and some other gen- 
tlemen have raised objections to this section, from 
the fact that it seems to infer that polygamy le- 
gally exists in some portions of the Territory. 
The provision, as I propose to amend it, would. . 
do away altogether with the idea of legality.. It 
merely involves the idea that there is a custom 
prevailing in the Territory—a claim that, under 
the color of law, a man may have more than one 
woman as a wife. But the idea of the legal rela- 
tion of husband and wife under such circumstances, 
is entirely done away with in my amendment. 

My amendment also substitutes the word ** pro- 
visions’? for the word *“ benefits,” contained in 
the proviso. J] have made that alteration for the 
reason that it might be inferred from the proviso, 
unless so amended, that the benefits of the bill are 
not conferred upon these parties, because it is a 
sufficient benefit to have more than one wife. I 
think the word * provisions” is better than * ben- 
efits,” as I suppose women in Utah are like women 
all the world over; and there might be some cavil 
as to whether it was a real benefit fora man to 
have more than one wife. If Mrs, Caudle’s cur- 
.tain lectures have penetrated into that distant 
region, and if the curtain lectures there are of the 
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usual duration, it might be a matter of considera- 
ble doubt whether it could be called a benefit for 
a man to have half a dozen wives. [A laugh.] 1 
think my amendment obviates the objections which 
have been raised by different members of the com- 
mittee, and [ hope it will prevail. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. { shall tres- 


pass upon the attention of the committee for-buta |, 


single moment. 


; I do not intend to occupy my 
five rainutes. 


It seems to me that a great portion 


real question before the committee. In the home- 
stead bill, which was before the House some time 


ago, and which passed the House, certain condi- |! 


tions were imposed. One condition was that the 
beneficiaries should be white; another condition 
was that they should reside on the land for the 
space of five years. Now, Ido not understand 
that either of those conditions implied that we 
thereby declared that all those who were not 
white, or who did not live upon the land for ‘five 
years, were criminals. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Maine must confine his remarks to the pending 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. WASHBURN, 


J will endeavor to doso. 


And so I do not understand that, in voting down || 


the amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
and voting for the bill as it now stands, we de- 
clare, directly or indirectly, expressly or by im- 


plication, that polygamy is or is not a crime. We | 
only say that, in making these donations, we will ! 
impose such conditions as we did in the case of || 


the homestead bill, as we shall judge to be of 
sound policy. In the homestead bill we imposed 
such conditions as we thought would be benefi- 
cial to the country; but we did not thereby de- 
clare that everybody who did not come within 
those conditions was acriminal. And so in this 
case; we believe that sound policy and the good 
of the country, requires that, in making these do- 
nations, we should limit them to certain persons, 
and we may do it. I hope that the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York (Mr. Hucurs] 
will not prevail, and that the bill will be passed as 
it was originally reported. 

Mr. PARKER. 1 wish to make a suggestion 
to my friend from New York, (Mr. Hucnes.] 
Inasmuch as the Delegate from Utah [Mr. Beern- 
ruse] told us that there was no law regulating 
this matter in the Territory, I ask the gentleman 
from New York to accept the following modifica- 
tion: to insert at the close of his amendment the 
words “under color of law or otherwise.” 

Mr. HUGIIES. I accent the modification. 

The question was then taken on Mr. UIvenns’s 
amendment, as modified; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to amend the 
amendment by striking out all after the word 
s person,” in the eighteenth line, so that it will 
read, “And provided further, That the benefits of 
this act shall not extend to any person.” [Laugh- 
ter.] 

If the amendment I have offered is adopted, 
this bill will receive my support. If it is not 
adopted, I shall most certainly vote against it. 

Mr. COX. Is theamendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia in order? 

Mr. LETCHER, 
much of the time of the committee in discussing 
it. It does seem to me, from all we have heard 
here—if I can get this provision adopted—that 
the bill will pass without any opposition at all; 
and I do not think that there will be half a dozen 
voles against it. It seems to me, as the time for 
the discussion of territorial bills is so limited— 
there being only two days more under the special 
order—and us the Committee on Territories seem 
to be hatching bills regularly every night, [laugh- 
ter,] that the sooner we get throngh this bill the 
better, if we mean to have the other bills consid- 
ered at all. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 
amendment now. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment wouid 
not he in order now, as there are two amendments 
already pending. 

Mr. PIITLLIPS. I desire to offer, at the suita- 
ble time, an amendment to the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be 


Js it in order to move an 


taken on the adoption of the amendment offered | 
by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr, Lercux n.] if 


Mr. LETCHER. I ask for a division. 


| limited to a single point. 
i man from Ohio, in my remarks proposing the 


I do not mean to occupy j 


| Mr. DISNEY. [desire to say a single word. 


I wish to call the attention of the committee to 


| the fact that this is a bill creating the office of 
| surveyor general for the Territory of Utah. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 


| is not confining his remarks to the amendment of 
! the gentleman from Virginia. 


Mr. DISNEY. [think I am clearly in order. 


' Lrepeat, that this is a bill creating the office of sur- 
a 2 | veyor general— 
of this debate has been altogether outside of the |) 


Mr. LETCHER. I wouldask theChair if the 


| gentleman from Ohio is in order to debate this 


question after division is called for? : 
The CHAIRMAN. A division had been called 


| for by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. LercH- 


ER;] but the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Disney] 


| rose and addressed the Chair before the division 


had taken place; and therefore, in the opinion of 


the Chair, he is in order. It isan every-day prac- |j 
| tice for gentlemen to rise and address the Chair in 


this way. 
Mr. DISNEY. As I said before, when I was 


| interrupted, I desire to call the attention of the 
| committee to the fact that the bill now under con- 


sideration is a bill creating the office of surveyor 
general for the Territory of Utah. The language 
of the bill itself is imperfect. 
the benefit of settlers on the public lands 
correct. 


” is in- 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Lercrer] would prevent the extension of the 
benefits of the bill to any person, and would prac- 
tically defeat the objects of the whole bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. That is precisely what I 
want. 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman from Virginia 
says that the defeat of the billis precisely what he 
wants by his amendment, 'This bill provides for 
the extension of the land system of the United 
States to the Territory of Utah, 

Mr. LETCHER. ` Very well. Then make a 
bill for that purpose. 

Mr. DISNEY. The bill under consideration 
is a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. LETCHER. No, it is not; it is a bill for 
a great many other purposes. 

Mr. DISNEY. 


visions of the bill, it is true that there is one making 
donations of lands to actual settlers. But yet the 


gentleman from Virginia limits the bill to the one || 


idea, seeing nothing beyond it, knowing nothing 


l else, but limiting its operation, in his mind, to a | 
And therefore he moves | 


single solitary point. 
the amendment which, if adopted by the Fouse, 


| will effectually defeat the bill, 


Mr. LETCHER. The bill isnot, in my mind, 


But I told the gentle- 


amendment, and I have told him since, that I 


| wanted to destroy this bill. 


Mr. DISNEY. Very well. I stated so. 
Mr. LETCHER. Very well; when you un- 
dertake to make a statement in what I am con- 


| cerned, state the fact as it occurs. 
I shall, sir; and I have dore | 


Mr. DISNEY. 
so in this instance. 

The gentleman from Virginia says that he de- 
sires to defeat this bill. 


be done rapidly. 


the land administration, to create the proper ofi- 


cers to execute this work, The gentleman from ; 
| Virginia is opposed to all this. I do not know 
i what reason he has for his opposition, but l pr - 
| sume it is about the same as he usually has in op- || 


osing measures of every kind. 
b 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, is there any- 
thing before the committee? i 
There are two amend- i| 
i ments perding; and no further amendment ts in 


The CHAIRMAN. 


order. 


Virginia, [Mr. Lercner.] 
A division was called for. 
The question was then taken by division. The 


Chairman announced that there were but forty- 


The phrase ‘* for || 


It should be ‘for making donations of 
the public lands.” But the phraseology of the || 


Yes; but the main object of 
| the bill is to extend the land system over the ‘Ter- 
| ritory of Utah; to provide for its survey; to create 


' the office of surveyor general. Among the pro- | 


if the House is of the 
same disposition, then, in the name of God, let it 
It isa bill to provide for the 
| extension of the land system of the United States | 
over the Territory of Utah, to cause the Territory |) 
to be surveyed, to bring it under the control of || 


The question is now on the adoption of | 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from |j 


| four votes in the affirmative; not a sufficient num- 


ber. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerrr and 
CampseL were appointed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 


| the state of the Union generally under considera- 
i tion, and particularly the special order, being 


business relating to the organized Territories; and 
more especially House bill No. 317, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move that the House do now 


| adjourn, 


The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 
The House accordingly, at three o’clock and 


| forty minutes, adjourned until to-morrow attwelve 


o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, May 5, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read, 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to suggest a slight 
amendment to the Journal. It is stated there 
that I presented a report from Professor Jackson, 
in relation to the coal fields in North Carolina. 
There was another report laid in it which I sup- 
pose escaped the attention of the proper officer. 
I wish to add, ‘‘and also a report of Professor 
Emmons, State geologist of North Carolina.” 

The amendment was ordered to be made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS—PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President : 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania, that this is 
private bill day. 

Mr. HUNTER. I gave notice yesterday that 
I should, to-day, make a motion to change the 
rule, so as to allow the consideration of the ndian 
appropriation bill. Lask that my motion be taken 


up. 

Pr. SLIDELL. I object. 

Mr, CHASE. I wish to ask the Chair if a 
single objection is sufficient? 

The PRESIDENT. A single objection, inthe 
opinion of the Chair, is sufficient to prevent the 
consideration of that resolution to-day. 

Mr. CHASE. Then I object to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Chair decide that, 
after having given notice, E cannot make the 
motion to-day? 

The PRESIDENT. A resolution was filed 
yesterday by the Senator from Virginia, to change, 
for to-day, the resolution setting apart Friday for 
private bills; but this being private bill day, that 
resolution cannot be considered without unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Chair decide that 
my resolution cannot be called up and considered, 
unless by unanimous consent? 

‘The PRESIDENT. That is the opinion of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BADGER. 


I hope, although this is ob- 


i! jection day, that there will not be any objection 
+ to my being permitted to do this: I some time 


ago presented a petition, and had it referred to a 
ommittee, but somehow or other, it has got mis- 
laid, and I ask permission to file a duplicate of 
the petition, for the purpose of having it referred, 
There being no objection, it was received. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 


| to the Senate, that an order was made by the Sen- 


ate, setting apart last Friday for the consideration 
f adverse reports. 
Mr. PETTIT. But the Senate adjourned from 
Thursday to Monday. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate adjourned 


i over, and no business was transacted on that 
| Friday. 


y 
Mr. PETTIT. Is that the order of business 
now? 
The PRESIDENT. No, sir; the Chair is of 
opinion that the consideration of private bills 
must be proceeded with. 
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Mr. CHASE. I wish to inquire whether, in- 
asmuch as the Senate adjourned over on last Fri- 
day, and, of course, did not sit on that day, that 
order, which would have been regularly executed | 
on last Friday if the Senate had sat, is not the 
order for to-day? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that it is not; but that that order was confined in 
its effect to last Friday. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to suggest this 
to the President, if his opinion be not clear and 
decided upon the other point. While the Ne- 
braska bill was under consideration this thing was 
done; I did it myself. I laid a resolution on the | 
table on one Thursday, to suspend the rule for 
the next day—Friday. It was taken up, and con- 
sidered on Friday. lt wasconsidered on all hands 
that it could not be objected to, and for the reason 
that it had been brought in the day before. 

Mr. PETTIT. But there is no such case now. 
No resolution to suspend the rule was introduced 
yesterday. : 

Mr. BADGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; 
there was. It was read from the Journal jist 
now. A resolution was introduced yesterday. 

Mr. PETTITT. [ understand that there was | 
a mere notice on the part of the Senator from 
Virginia, that he would move this morning to 
suspend the execution of the order setting apart 
Friday for private bills. He did not submit a 
resolution to change the form of the previous reso- 
lution, or to rescind the rule. 

Mr. HUNTER. I first gave notice that I 
should move to suspend the rule to-day; but it 
was suggested to me that that notice would not 
do, and afterwards I changed it to the form of a 
resolution. : 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution appears on 
the Journal of yesterday as having been presented, | 
and, but for the resolution adopted by the Sen- 
ate, setting apart Fridays for the consideration of 
private bills, it could be considered to-day. | 

Mr. CHASE. Precisely; that is it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not agree with the Chair, 
but I am not disposed to appeal from his decision. 
Lam willing to submit to any rule, whatever it 
may be, which is enforced regularly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Jam unwilling that the Chair 
should remain unsupported in his position. ft 
is clearly right. The object of the rule was to 
set apart Friday for private bills, to the exclusion 
of ali other business. We might waste the entire 
day now in discussing this pointof order. I think 
the Chair is right in not entertaining the proposi- 
tion, as the consideration of private bills is the 
business of this day under the rules. 

Mr. BADGER. We all submit. 

Mr. WALKER. I was going to submit similar 
remarks to those made by the Senator from In- 
diana. But, on the other point on which the 
Chair has intimated his decision, I wish to make 
this remark. If I understood the order which was 
made at a former day, it was, thaton the ensuing | 
Friday, the consideration of adverse reports should 
be the special order. Well, if we adjourned over | 
on that day, it seems to me that there is a contin- | 
uance of that order on the next private bill day, 
and that, of course, the special order now comes | 
up. That special order is the consideration of ; 
adverse reports. I think, myself, it is very im- 
portant that we should dispose of them; and that 
we should now, if itbe in the power of the Senate, | 
go into their consideration at this time. 

Mr. FISH. I wish to suggest a compromise | 
between these conflicting opinions. This being 
objection day, I suppose there will be but a very 
short time occupied with the private Calendar; I 
hope, therefore, we will go through with the pri- 
vate Calendar, and then I shall ask the Senate to 
take up the adverse reports to which there shal] be 
no objection. That will probably givesometimeto 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance to have 
the Indian appropriation bill considered. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the day which was set apart for the con- 
sideration of the adverse reports having passed, | 
the order is passed over. ! 

Mr. FISH. I hope the unanimous consent of | 
the Senate will be given to take up adverse re- 
ports, after we have gone through the Calendar. | 

Mr. SLIDELL. Does the Senator desire us| 
to take up adverse reports? - 

Mr. FISH. This being the first Friday in the 


month, and objection day, I shall ask the Senate: 


to take them up after we have gone through with 
the Calendar. i 

Mr. BADGER. That I suppose cannot be 

done, unless by unanimous consent. 
JOHN G. MACKALL. 

The PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Cal- 
endar is one for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John G. Mackall, deceased, which has 
been reported from the Committee on Claims, It 
is now before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whoie. 

The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause to be paid to the legal repre- 
sentatives of John G. Mackall, deceased, $4,450, 
as indemnity in full for the loss of his buildings, 
which were destroyed by the enemy during the 
late war with Great Britain. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 think thisis one of the bills 
to which the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
ARD] objects. 

‘The PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed 


over. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Delaware is 
not here. He cannot, therefore, object. I sup- 
pose no objection can be made by proxy. If the 
Senator from Virginia has any objection to the 
bill, and objects to its consideration, of course it 
must go over; if not, I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 would like to hear the 
report read. 

The report was read. 

It appears that, during the late war with Great 
Britain, a party of militia was, on the 15th of 
June, 1814, the day on which the destruction took 
place, posted, by order of a superior officer, close 
to the dwelling house of the claimant in Calvert 
county, for the purpose of preventing the enemy 
landing on the shore of the river Patuxent, and 
of defending the premises. 

It also appears from the testimony of several 
witnesses, that the person in immediate command 
and another officer, were seen by the enemy to 
enter into and come out of the house; that they 
were dissuaded by the party left in charge in the 
absence of the proprietor, who was at a distance, 
in the command of a company of militia, from 
making resistance, under the supposition that it 
would be useless, owing to the superior number 
of the enemy. 

The reason given by the enemy for having de- 
stroyed the property was, that they had seen the 
militia in and about the premises, and that one of 
their marines had been wounded by them. It is 
true that it does not appear that the house had 
been occupied any considerable length of time 
either as a barrack or depository for military 
stores; but it is clearly shown that the occupation 
was by order of the officer who was authorized to 
make it, and the destruction was occasioned by 
the occupation of the premises in the immediate 
vicinity, by the American forces which were drawn 
up to resist the landing of the enemy, while the 
officers in command were seen entering into and 
coming from the house by the British officers as | 
they advanced upon it. 

Although the facts stated do not bring the claim | 
within the letter of the law of 1816, and the amend- 
ment to it of March 3, 1817, as there does not 
appear to have been a continuous occupation for 
military purposes, the committee think that it 
comes fairly within the equitable construction of | 
these acts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

On the question of ordering the bill to be; 
engrossed for a third reading, on a division, no 
quorum voted. 


Mr. STUART. 


ourn, 

2 Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, and Mr. PETTIT 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 
26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benja- 
min, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Foot, Gwin, Norris, Stuart, | 
and Walker—13. } 


I move that the Senate ad- 


NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Brodhead, Chase, Clay, Dodge Hl 


of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Fitz- 
patrick, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Morton, 
Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rusk, Slideil, Sumner, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, Weller, and Wil- 
liams—26. 


So the motion was lost. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is, ‘¢ Shall 


the bill be engrossed, and read a third time?” 


On a division, the Present declared: that the 
noes appeared-to have it, ee ee 

Mr. PRATT called for the yeas'and nays; ‘and 
they were ordered. = 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to say only a single 
word in reference to this claim. h will. be recol- 
lected that the claim which was passed some Fri- 
days since, was on the ground that it was personal 
property destroyed, which did not come, because 
of its being personalty, within the acts of. 1816 
and 1817. This is the case of a house destroyed. 

Mr. HUNTER... This is not in order. : 

The PRESIDENT. Not at all. : 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from Mary-., 


| land is permitted to discuss the question, other 


gentlemen ought also to be allowed the same 
privilege. 

Mr. WALKER. I should like to hear one of 
the adverse reports read, as debate is not in order. 
I should like to know the reasons of some of the 
former committees who reported adversely. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be objection to 
the consideration of the bill, it will be passed over. 

Mr. WALKER. Ido not object further than 
to hear one of the adverse reports. 

The PRESIDENT. There is no adverse 
report among the papers. ` 

The yeas and nays were taken on ordering the’ 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading, and re- 
sulted—yeas 22, nays 16; as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Beli, Benjamin, Bright, Chase, 
Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Iowa, Douglas, Foot, James, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
Slidell, Toombs, Wade, Weller, and Williams—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Clayton, Evans, Fishy 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Norris, 
Pettit, Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Foucey, 
and Walker— 16. 


{t was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. RIDGELY. 

The next was the bill, also reported from the 
Committee on Claims, for the relief of William 
G. Ridgely. 

It authorizes the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to audit the claim of William G. 
Ridgely, for tobacco destroyed by the British in 
1814, at the warehouses at Nottingham and Ma- 

ruder’s ferry, in Prince George’s county, and at 

enedict’s in Charles county, Maryland, and from 
such proof as may be exhibited to them, within 
six months after the passage of this bill, to ascer~ 
tain the quantity and value of the tobacco de- 
stroyed, the amount so ascertained to be paid out: 
of the Treasury. i 

Mr. NORRIS. This'is a class of claims. to 
which I understand the Senator from Delaware 
objects, and desires to debate. I therefore object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was accordingly passed over, 


i DAVID MYERLE. f 

T'he next was the bill, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, for the relief of David 
Myerle. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to David Myerle the sum of $30,000, with 
interest thereon, from the Ist of January, 1850, for 
losses, sacrifices, and expenses incurred by him 
in testing and establishing the practicability and 
safety of the process of water-rotting hemp, under 
the direction of the Navy Department: 

The consideration of the bili was objected to by 
Mr. Evans, and it was passed over. 


MOORE AND HASCALL’S PATENT. 


The next was the bill, reported from the Com= 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, for the 


i relief of Hiram Moore and John Hascall. 


Mr. WALKER. That will lead to debate, 
Let it go over. 

The bill was passed over. 

` JOHN BRONSON. 

The next was the bill, reporied from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, for the relief of John Bronson. 

Mr. BADGER objected to its consideration, 
and it was passed over. . 


ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 

The next was the joint resolution, reported from 
the Committeeon Revolutionary Claims, explan- 
atory of an act. entitled ‘An act for the relief of 
Abigail Stafford.” - 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury,in making payment under. the-act specified 
in the title of the bill, to allow interest upon: the 
sum appropriated by that act, according to the 
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principles of equity and justice; that is,at the rate 
which would have been allowed had the amount 
‘been subscribed under the funding system. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to hear the report 
read, i 

The PRESIDENT. There is no report ac- j| 

companying the bill. 

Mr. STUART. Then I object to its consider- 
ation. 


BENEDICT J. HEARD. 

` The next was the bill, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, for the relief of Benedict J. 
Heard; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BADGER objected, and the bill was passed 
over. 

UTICA STEAM WOOLEN COMPANY. 


The next was the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reported from the Committee on 
Claims, for the relief of the Utica Steam Woolen 
Company. 

Mr. BADGER. Let that go over. 

Mr. CHASE. I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina will reconsider his objection. 1 do not |; 
understand that he desires to debate the bill, but 
that he objects as a sort of punishment for some 
other objection. 

Mr. BADGER. Let it go over. 

T'he bill was passed over. 


CAPTAIN VOORHEES. 


The next was the bill, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, for the relief of Captain 
Philip F. Voorhees, United States Navy; which |! 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. || 

Mr. SLIDELL objected, and the bill was passed 
over. | 

OTWAY H. BERRYMAN. | 


The next was the bill, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, for the relief of Otway 
H. Berryman; which was considered as in Com- || 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting ofti- 
cers of the Treasury to allow and pay Purser 
Berryman $2,160 02, being the amount of losses 
sustained by him while commanding and acting as 
purser of the United States schooner On-ka-hy-e. 

The grounds relied upon by Lieutenant Berry- 
man are substantially those which induced Con- |: 

ress to grant relief to Lieutenant Charles G. || 
unter. Lieutenant Berryman assumed the com- |! 
mand of the United States schooner On-ka-hy-e || 
in October, 1846, under an order from the Navy || 
Department, dated the 20th October, 1846, and he |! 
immediately entered upon special duty, and per- |; 
formed active and arduous service in the Gulf of 
Mexico, to Brazil and Chagres, during twenty- | 
two months, which was terminated by the total 
shipwreck of the vessel on a sunken reef, in July, 
1848. With his command he was ordered to per- 
form the duties of purser to the vessel, and these 
duties he performed throughout the whole period 
of his command. 

No adjustment of his accounts took place until 
his return to the United States, when it was found 
that he had actually expended as purser more 
money by $2,325 than he could produce the re- 
quisite vouchers for. This sum he paid to the 
Government, and his accounts were balanced ac- | 
cordingly. 

He alleges that he has diligently and faithfully 
kept and disbursed the means intrusted to him as |} 
purser, to pay the lawful liabilities of the Govern- | 
ment, and that the omission to take and return jj 
the proper vouchers for all his expenditures was 
alone the result of his ignorance of, and his want |; 
of practice in, the duties of purser. 

The bill was objected to, and was passed over. |; 


SURVEYING BRIG DOLPHIN. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to present a ji 
communication from the Navy Department. | 

Mr. GWIN. That is a very important docu- 
ment, and | move the printing of two thousand 
extra copies. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain the motion unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the paper? 

The PRESIDENT. It is a communication 
from the Navy Department, in compliance witha 
call of the Senate of the 5th instant, transmitting 
the report and charts of the cruise of the United 


States surveying brig Dolphin, Lieutenant S. P. 
Lee, comnianding. Sa 
Mr. GWIN. I move that the communication 


| be printed for the use of the Senate. I move also, 
| that two thousand extra copies be printed. 


The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the motion to print will be entertained. , 

The motion was agreed to; and the motion to 
print two thousand extra copies was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

RICHARD W. MEADE. 

The PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar, is “for settling the claim of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased,” 
which will be read. 

Mr. CHASE. Itis unnecessary to take up the 
time with reading the bill; it is objected to. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

JOHN 8S. WILSON. 

The bill reported from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, for the relief of John S. Wilson, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

It proposes to: authorize the Secretary of the 
Teasur y to pay to John S. Wilson, $800, with 
irterest, at the rate of six per centum per annum, 
from the 17th of May, 1822, in full compensation 


to him for damages sustained by being evicted of 


his title, derived by patent from the United States, 


| to certain lands mentioned, in the State of Mis- 
| souri, by the decree of the Supreme Court of the 


United States, in favor of the devisees of Auguste 
Choteau, at the January term, 1835. 

Noel Burke, alias Pierre Cadier, was in July, 
1815, possessed of six hundred and forty acres 
of Jand, lying on the waters of the St. Francis 
river, in the county of New Madrid, and Terri- 
tory, of Missouri, which had been injured by 


earthquakes. Under the ‘Act for the relief of 
| the inhabitants of the late county of New Madrid, 
lin the Missouri Territory, who suffered from ! 
february 17, 1815, a | 


earthquakes,” approved 


certificate of location No. 89 was issued by the 
recorder of land titles to Burke, authorizing him 
or his legal representatives to locate six hundred 
and forty acres on any of the public lands in 


| the Territory, the sale of which was authorized 


by law. Burke transferred the certificate to Fran- 
gois Lesieur, and Lesieur transferred itto M. P. 
Leduc, and Leduc conveyed all his right, tide, 
and interest, to John S. Wilson, who located the 
certificate as the legal representative of Burke, on 


| the 17th day of May, 1822, on the east half of 


section twenty-two, and west half of section twen- 
ty-three, in township fifty-two north, of range 
one east, of the fifth principal meridian, in the 
State of Missouri; and on the 5th day of Novem- 


| ber, 1824, a patent was issued in favor of Burke, 


or his legal representatives. 

In January, 1835, the Supreme Court confirmed, 
by their decree, one league square of land to the 
devisees of Auguste Choteau, which league square 


| of land covered all but about seven acres of the 


lands so located by Wilson, The claim of Cho- 
teau rested upon the acts of Congress of the 3d 
March, 1811, and 17th February, 1818, which 
reserved those lands from sale, and also on the 
eleventh section of the act of 26th May, 1824, 
which authorized the claim to be presented to the 
district court of Missouri for adjudication, whilst 


| the claim by Wilson rested upon the act of 17th 
| February, 1815. 


lt appears, therefore, that the location of Wil- 
son was made upon lands reserved from sale by 
law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| reading, read a third time, and passed. 


ISAAC COOK AND OTHERS. 
The bill for the relief of Isaac Cook and others, 


: was read a second time, and considered as in 


Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Isaac 


Cook, B. A. Napier, and Pelatiah Shepherd, or | 


the legal representatives of such of them as may 
be deceased, the sum of $200, in full, for the use 
of the schooner Tempest, belonging to them, 


: and impressed by Major J. G. Camp, in Septem- 
i ber, 1814. 


The petitioners were the owners of the schooner 
Tempest, on Lake Erie, in 1814. She was pressed 
into the service of the United States by Major 
Camp, acting under the orders of General Brown, 


toaid in transporting thearmy-and military stores 
from Buffalo to the Canada shore, and was de- 
tained in the service for ten days, for which no 
compensation has been paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


JOHN METCALF. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of John Metcalf. 

It proposes to pay to John Metcalf $1,250, in 
full compensation for a quantity of goods belong- 
ing to him, which were lost or destroyed in con- 
sequence of the impressment into the service of 
the United States, by order of General Brown, of 
the schooner Tempest, at Buffalo, in the summer 
of 1814. 

During the campaign in the year 1814, the 
schooner Tempest, at Buffalo, was impressed into 
the service of the United States, to convey troops 
from Buffalo to the Canada shore, and was re- 
tained in the service ten or twelve days. At the 
time of the impressment she had on board a quan- 
tity of goods belonging to the petitioner, consist- 
ing of gin, brandy, shoes, &c., which were un- 
loaded and left upon the beach, in an unprotected 
condition, during the time the schooner was in 
the service of the United States; and while so left, 
the liquors and a considerable portion of the other 
goods were stolen or otherwise lost. 

Mr. WADE. I understand that Mr. Metcalf 
is dead. 1 therefore move to amend the bill by 
inserting ‘* the legal representatives of.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read a third time, and passed, Its title was 
amended, so as to read: ‘€ A bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John Metcalf.” 

JOHN HAMILTON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Briour 
in the chair.) The next bill on the Calendar is 
House bill for the relief of John Hamilton. 

Mr.STUART. ‘There is an adverse report on 
that bill from the Senate Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHASE. I move that the adverse report 
be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the bill was rejected. 

PARMELIA SLAVIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
on the Calendar is the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Parmelia Slavin, 
late the wife of John Blue, deceased, on which the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate have made 
an adverse report. 

Mr. CHASE. 
curred in, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the bill was rejected. 

SUSAN COODY AND OTHERS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced that 
the next bill on the Calendar was one for the relief 
of Susan Coody and others, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. CHASE objected to the consideration of 
the bill, and it was passed over. 


SYLVESTER PETTIBONE. 

The bill for the relief of Sylvester Pettibone was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to release Mr. Pettibone from a judgment 
in favor of the United States, obtained against 
him in the district court of the United States for 
the district of Wisconsin, and from all liens and 
encumbrances created by the judgment, but the 
costs of the suit are first to be paid by Pettibone, 
together with the further sum of $500 for the 
benefit of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER. What committee reported the 
bill? 

Mr. WALKER. 1 will state the case. 

Mr. BADGER. Will my friend allow me to 
say that when the bill was last before the Senate, 
I made a motion to amend it by striking out “and 
the further sum of $500 for the benefit of the 
United States.” 

Mr. WALKER. This is a case of which I 
madea statement before. 

Several Senators. There is no objection to 
the bill. > 

Mr. BADGER. This man has paid what he 


I move that the report be con- 
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could raise by selling his property, and now you 
ask him to pay $500 more. He became surety for 
a fellow, who ran away; and he has done what he 
could to pay the judgment. This is complete 
blood money. Let him be discharged on paying 
the costs. He has already paid what he can raise. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. WALKER. There is another peculiarity 
in this matter, which renders it necessary to make 
another slight amendment. I move to strike out 
the words ‘a judgment,” and insert ‘two judg- 
ments;’’ for, not satisfied with imposing an enor- 
mous penalty on one bond, the United States sued 
him on two, and obtained two judgments. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. @ 


JAMES EDWARDS AND OTHERS. 


The bill for the relief of James Edwards and 
others, reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 
ascertain, by the best evidence of which the nature 
of the case will admit, the value of the houses and 
other property of James Edwards, of the late 
Edward M. Wanton, and of Nehemiah Brush, 
destroyed at Micanopy, Florida, in the year 1836, 
by order of Lientenant Colonel B. K. Pierce, to 
prevent them from falling into the hands of the 
enemy, and that the amount so ascertained be paid, 
but with the provision that the amounts so to be 
paid shall not exceed $2,482 32 in the case of Ed- 
wards; $1,812 50 in the case of Wanton, or $800 
in the case of Brush. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


DAVID MYERLE’S CLAIM. 


Mr. EVANS. The bill for the relief of David 
Myerle was passed over at my instance. I am 
disposed, however, to withdraw the objection pro- 
vided the bill be put on the footing which it 
formerly occupied, when it passed the Senate at 
previous sessions. I learn that Mr. King and 
many others, who understood the transaction, 
agreed to give Mr. Myerle $10,000 instead of the 
sum claimed. If his friends are willing to take 
that amount, I am ready to withdraw my objec- 
tion. I read this man’s communications, and they 
did not satisfy me at all that he was entitled to 
anything; but still í am willing to waive the ob- 
jection in order to allow the bill to pass, as it 
formerly passed the Senate, giving him $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator move to take up the bill? 

Mr. EVANS. es, sir. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to strike out ‘ 830,000,” and 
insert * $10,000.”” 

Mr. BADGER. If that motion is to be per- 
severed in, ag itcannot be discussed —— 

Mr. GWIN. We can vote down the motion. 

Mr. BADGER. The motion proceeds on a 
great mistake. If he is entitled to anything, he is 
entitled to $30,000. 

Mr. EVANS. I did not withdraw my objec- 
tion, except on that condition. 

Mr. BADGER. What condition? 

Mr. EVANS. The condition that the amount 
should be reduced to what was formerly proposed 
to be granted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
objects to the consideration of the bill. 

r. WELLER. I do not so understand the 
Senator from South Carolina. He desires action 
on the bill. This is a claim which has been pend- 
ing for a long time before Congress, and, in my 
judgment, it 1s as just and equitable a one as we 
were ever called upon to pass. 1 hope the Senate 
will dispose of the bill now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Discussion is 
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| that it shall not appear that we are paying desert- 


| was discharged from his confinement and from 


not in order. If objection be made, as a matter of 
course, the bill must be passed over. 
Mr, EVANS. [I object. 


WILLIAM HARRIS. 

The bill for the relief of William Harris, of 
Georgia, reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting ofii- 
cers of the Treasury to settle the claim of William 
Harris, and pay him for his services in the United 
States Army in the same manner as if he had not 
deserted therefrom; but with the provision that the 
amount shall not exceed the pay and emoluments 
of a sergeant of infantry, from the 8th of April, 
1814, to the 25th of November, 1816. 

Mr. STUART. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the words: 


“ In the same manner as if he had not deserted there- 
from.” 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that bill. I wish 
to obtain information in regard to it, after the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. STUART. The claimant is represented 
as a boy who enlisted improperly. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. STUART. I do not object, but E desire 
ers; that is all. 

Mr. TOOMBS. My colleague has explained 
to me the bill, and I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. Stuart’s amendment was agreed to, and 


the bill was reported to the Senate as amended. | 


From the report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, it appears that in the spring of 1814, in | 
the eighteenth year of his age, Harris enlisted 
under Licuteushe Martin, in the eighth regiment 
of United States infantry, then commanded by 
Colonel Jack; whereupon he was appointed ser- 
geant, and served in that regiment as recruiting 
officer until the declaration of peace in 1815, when 
he demanded his discharge, which was refused 
him on the ground ‘‘that he was too useful a 
man to be spared.” In 1815 he was transferred 
to the seventh regiment United States infantry, to 
Captain E. Montgomery’s company, under the 
command of Colonel James McDonald. He then 
applied to Colonel McDonald for his discharge, 
asserting his title thereto because he was a minor, 
but Colonel McDonald refused to discharge him 
because he “ could notbe spared.” Subsequently, 
the company being ordered to Fort Montgomery, 
he accompanied it, and served there as sergeant 
for nearly two years. At Fort Montgomery he 
again petitioned for his discharge, his anxiety to 
leave the army becoming greater the longer he} 
remained in it, and his applications for discharge, 
to which he was justly entitled, being all disre- 
garded, he deserted, he thinks in 1817, and now 
asks pay for his services while he was in the 


army. 

On the 18th September, 1819, he was arrested 
in Franklin county, Georgia, and being brought 
before the court under a writ of habeas corpus, he | 


enlistment on account of non-age. f 


The petitioner declares that he did not desert his |; 


country in the hour of danger, while her peace, 
safety, or honor were threatened, but at a period 
of profound peace, and that he would not have 
deserted at all, but he was anxious to return to his 
home to aid in supporting a poor widowed mother, 
who at the time resided in Elbert county, Georgia. 

The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A. SLACUM. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
considered the bill for the relief of the personal | 
representative of William A. Slacum. 

Its object is to authorize the accounting officers 
to settleand adjust the account of the late W. A. 
Slacum, and to pay to his personal representative, 


i 


in addition to what Mr. Slacum received in his 
lifetime, his charges for expenses incurred in vis- i 


iting the Columbia river, in pursuance of ithe 


directions of the Secretary of State, in 1836 and 
1837. The amount allowed is not. to exceed 
$712. 90. There is also to be paid to.his repre- 
sentative, as compensation for -the services ren- 
dered to the United States by Mr. Slacum.on that 
mission, at the rate of six dollars per diem, com- 
mencing June 1, 1836, and continuing to. March 
15, 1837; but the amount of pay received by Mr. 
Slacum. as a purser in the Navy during the period 
of time mentioned, is to be deducted from the- per 
diem allowance. $ 

The bill was reported to. the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read athird time, and passed. 


FRANCISCO LOPE URRIZA. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill for 
the relief of Francisco Lope Urriza. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 think this bill ought to be 
discussed. Its principles are very important. If 
I understand it, it proposes to set aside the de- 
cision of a court of admiralty-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The bill will 
be passed over. 

Mr. WELLER. I[hopenot. It has been laid 
aside once at the request of a Senator who knew 
nothing about it, and I hope it will be considered 
now. [do not think it presents any complicated 
questions atall, I had the honor of submitung 
the report, accompanying the bill, from the Com» 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Any discus- 
sion, as a matter of course, is out of order. The 


| bill being objected to, must go over. ` 


CAPTAIN L. C. EASTON. 

The bill reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, for the relief of Captain Langdon C. 
Easton, assistant quartermaster of the United 
States Army, was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the proper accounting officers of 
the War Department to credit Captain Langdon 
C. Easton, assistant quartermaster United States 
Army, on settlement of his accounts, with the 
sum of $17,650, being the amount of which he 
was defrauded by his late clerk, Gustavus McHar~ 
court, while stationed at Santa Fé, New Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. > 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The next bill 
on the Calendar is one for the relief of paymas- 


| terg’ clerks who served in Mexico, which. was in- 
| troduced by the Senator from lowa, {Mr. Jongs,} 


and has been reported by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs adversely. 

The question is on indefinitely postponing. the 
further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced that 
the next billon the Calendar was one for the relief 
of the claimants of the private armed brig General 
Armstrong. : ; 

Mr. PEARCE objected to the consideration of 
the bill, and it was passed over. 

THOMAS FRAZER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill from 
the House of Representatives, for the relief of 
Thomas Frazer, is the next upon the Calendar. 

Mr.STUART. That is reported upon ad- 
versely by the Committee on Pensions of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is on indefinitely postponing the consideration of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANN W. ANGUS. 
The bill for the relief of Mrs. Ann W. Angus 
was announced as the next upon the Calendar. 
It proposes to continue to Mrs, Angus, for five 
years, from March 4, 1854, the pension. hereto- 
fore granted to her, which expired on the 4th of 
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March last, and also to extend to her the benefits 
of all laws which may hereafter be passed, making 
general provision for widows or further continuing 
their half pay, and to give her all the benefits to 
which she would have been entitled if her hus- 
band, Samuel Angus, had died in the service of 
the United States. 

Mr. MALLORY objected to the consideration 
of the bill, but he subsequently said: I ask leave 
to withdraw the objection which I made a short 
time ago to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Ann W. Angus, and I ask that that 
bill may be taken up. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. I object to the gentleman’s 
withdrawing his objection. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator cannot do that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I am not satisfied myself as to 
some of the principles involved in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia may object himself to the consider- 
ation of the bill, but be cannot object to the Sen- 
ator from Florida withdrawing his objection. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Cana gentleman withdraw his |i tion of which he claims compensation of Mr. | 


objection to a bill at any time during the sitting? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such has been 
the practice of the Senate. 
Mr. TOOMBS. After another bill has been 
called? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Then I renew the objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 


be passed over. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will indulge 
me for a moment in order to allow me to present 
a map, which has been prepared with a great deal 
of care and attention, under the direction of the 
select committee on the subject of the construc- 
tion of a national railroad from the valley of the 
Mississippi to the Pacific ocean. I move its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Printing, and E ask 


that two thousand extra copies be printed for the |! 


use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to print will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 


AMOS AND J. B. KENDALL, 


The bill, reported from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, for the relief of Amos and John E. 
Kendall, was announced as the next in order. 

Mr. BADGER. That bill will certainly be 
discussed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
passed over. 

GEORGE S. CLAFLIN. 


The House bill for the relief of George S. Claf- 
lin was next taken up. 

It proposed to enact that the name of George 
S. Claflin be placed upon the pension rolls of the 
United States at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
to continue during his natural life, commencing 
on the Ist of December, 1851. 

It is alleged in the petition that Claflin served 
in the late war with Great Britain, as a sergeant 
of militia; that he was taken prisoner in 1814, and 
continued in captivity, at Quebec, Montreal, and 
Halifax, until 1815, or about eight months, when 
he was discharged; that in consequence of his 
intolerable treatment, insufficient and unwhole- 
some food, his constitution was destroyed; that 
both his feet were frozen through exposure, and 
that since his release he has been constantly in 
such feeble health as to be unable to earn a sup- 
port. On this statement, a bill passed the House 
of Representatives for his relief, on the 3d of Jan- 
uary, 1851, but was lost in the Senate. Now, 


It will be 


again, a bill has passed the House for his relief; i 


but the evidence is deemed wholly insufficient to 
justify the special interference of Congress in the 
case. Except the affidavit of the petitioner him- 
self, there is no evidence of the exposure in the 
public service, or that he contracted any disease 
while serving in the Army of the United States. 
Indeed, the only evidence, besides his own affi- 
davit, that he ever wasin theservice of the United 
States at all, is the testimony of Amos Dawley, 


and ‘‘after his return from service in the United 
States Army, at the close of the war.” 

The Senate Committee on Pensions reported 
adversely on the case. 


7 |, goods imported into the ports of Mexico, in pos- 
who merely says he knew him before the war, | ae 


|| den to be allowed. 


Mr. CLAY. I move thatthe adverse reportbe 
concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The question being taken; the motion was agreed 


RULIF VAN BRUNT. 

The bill for the relief of Rulif Van Brunt, re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill proposes to direct the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to audit and adjust, 
upon the principles of justice and equity, the claim 
of Rulif Van Brunt, for the occupancy, by a mil- 
itary force of the United States, of certain lands 
and buildings, leased by him in Brooklyn, New 
York, and for property belonging to him, and 
taken and used or destroyed by those troops 
' during their occupancy, in 1814, and to pay the 
| amount so found due, not exceeding $750. 

: Van Brunt leased the premises, for the occupa- 


| Jackson, from Ist April, 1814, to Ist April, 1815, 
| and had it in a state of cultivation, with valuable 
| crops growing thereon, when it was taken pos- 
session of by the twenty-second brigade of New 
York infantry, then in the service of the United 
States, and ordered for the defense of New York. 
General Johnson, then in command, certifies that 
on the 2d September, 1814, his brigade was en- 
! camped at Fort Green, King’s county, New York, 

on land owned by John Jackson, which, with a 
house and barn, was rented to Rulif Van Brunt; | 
: that all the fence was removed, and produce of 
the labor of Van Brunt, before the 2d September, 
was destroyed; that the dwelling house was in 
possession of Tarney, and the barn was occupied 
as a guard-house, by his order, with the consent 
of Jackson. Samuel Dorsey deposes that he was 
! a resident of Brooklyn at the time, and was con- 
i versant with the circumstances of Van Brunt 


| being the lessee of the place, of its occupancy by 
: the troops, and that Van Brunt was compelled 
‘ wholly to abandon the farm, and procure a house 
| for his family, &c., elsewhere. 


in consequence of this occupation, are estimated, 
under oath and from personal knowledge, at from 
$990 to $1,010. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


HORACE SOUTHMAYD AND SON. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Horace Southmayd & Son. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to refund to Horace Southmayd & Son, upon 
the shipment of foreign dutiable goods, shipped 
by them from New York to Tampico, in the 
| schooner Mary Catharine, which cleared at New 
| York on the 7th of April, 1847, the amount of 
drawback to which they would have been entitled 
if those goods had been shipped to some foreign 
port or place in any country with which the 
United States were in amity. 

The memorialists, in April, 1847, shipped from 
New York to Tampico, then in possession of the 


rine, a cargo of goods, among which were wines 
and silks. The vessel cleared at New York on 
the 7th of April, 1847, when the circular instruc- 
‘tions of the Treasury Department of the 30th 
| June and 8th December, 1846, were in force. By 
these instructions American vessels carrying only 
articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of 


i 


tries to our own, upon which duties had been fully 
paid, were authorized to enter the port of Tam- 


| exported to Tampico, in our vessels, was forbid- | 


| schooner cleared. On the 3th April, 1847, another 
| Treasury circular was received by the collector of 
i New York, bearing date the 7th April, by which 


i session of the American forces, were chargeable 


! with duties as military contributions. The vessel 


; these last instructions, and the memorialists were | 
compelled to pay duties, which they did under | 


The damages and loss incurred by Van Brunt | 


American’ forces, by the schooner Mary Catha- | 


| pico without the charge of any duties; and draw- | 
i back on foreign imports into the United States | 


i to. H 


|! protest. The amount of the duties thus paid was 


$2,190 47, and the return of this amount is claimed 
upon the ground that there was a want of notice 
at the time of the shipment of the goods at New 
York that they would be subject to duty on entry 
at Tampico. 

The Treasury Department, very properly, re- 

plied to this, that it was a privilege allowed our 
citizens to carry on trade of any kind with ports 
or places in Mexico during the war, and nota 
right; and that it was to be enjoyed subject to all 
i the contingencies likely to arise in the course of the 
war, restricting or varying such privilege. They 
could not, therefore, complain of the operation of 
the new Treasury instructions, which, in the judg- 
| ment of the President, were rendered necessary 
for the more effectual prosecution of the war. 
: Inasmuch, however, as duties have been twice 
| paid, in this case, upon those portions of the ship- 
i ment which consisted of foreign dutiable goods 
| originally imported into New York, which paid 
duties both there and at Tampico, and on which 
no drawback was repaid on their exportation from 
New York, it seems to be equitable and proper 
that the import duties on such foreign articles 
paidat New York should be refunded in the nature 
of drawback. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS D. ANDERSON. 


The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas D. Anderson, deceased, late consul of 
the United States at Tripoli, reported from the 
| Committee on Foreign Relations, was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

lt proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle an account with the 
proper personal representatives of Thomas D. An- 
derson, for contingent expenditures of the consu- 
late at Tripoli, from December 31, 1821, up to 
the period when he ceased acting as consul; and 
in full for all claims for such expenditures and 
other demands arising out of the consulate after 
the 31st of December, 1821, to allow them at the 
rate of $750 per annum during that period. 

T. D. Anderson, whilst in the discharge of his 
duties as consul, contracted a disease in theeyes, 
! by which he was deprived of vision, and in con- 
sequence thereof was unable to procure and pre- 
serve the vouchers for the contingent expenditures 
of his consulate, during the last five or six years 
that he remained in office; and from the want of 
the usual and proper vouchers, no credit was given 
i him for such expenditures by the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, from the 31st Decem- 
ber, in the year 1821, to the 27th August, 1827. 

A claim was preferred at the Treasury, by the 
representatives of Mr. Anderson, for an average 
allowance, on account of such expenditures during 
the period referred to; but they were advised that 
they must have recourse to Congress for the 
allowance of that part of the contingent account 
unsupported by vouchers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

CAPTAIN WILLIAM DAVIS. 

Elouse bill ‘for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Captain William Davis, late com- 
mander of the United States transport schooner 
| Enfala,” was considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole. 
| It proposes to direct $360 to be paid to Captain 
| Davis in full compensation for all claims against 


i 
i 
i 
i 


cles, $ ) nufi l! the United States for his services as commander 
the United States, or imports from foreign coun- : 


| of the Eufala. 
| Captain Davis was employed during the late war 


| 


Under these regulations the || has not since been heard from. 


: reached Tampico two days after the receipt of l 


i pensation should be continued for the length of 
time usually required for the voyage, on the 
ground that the expense of the voyage, in stores, 
| &c., had been incurred. 

! The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. ` 
THOMAS C. NYE. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas C. Nye, re- 
ported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, was next announced. 

Mr. RUSK. The Serfitor from Maine, [Mr. 
Hamun,] who reported the bill, is not present. I 
ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be pursued. 

URL EMMONS’S PATENT. 

The next billon the Calendar was one for the | 
relief of the heirs of the late Uri Emmons. 

Mr. FISH. That will be objected to. Let it | 
pass over, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
go over. 


The bill will | 


SAMUEL BRAY. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Bray was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
py to Samuel Bray, late keeper of the Dog | 
sland light-house, such amount, not exceeding 
$500, as he may, upon satisfactory proof, find to || 
be the loss sustained by him during the gales of | 

the 23d and 24th of August, 1851. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

TAMPICO VOLUNTEERS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill | 
on the Calendar, is one for the relief of the Tampico 
Volunteers, reported from the Committee on Mili- i 
tary Affairs, which will now have its second read- 


ing. 

ft proposes to recognize the several companies 
of volunteers called into service by Colonel Wil- 
liam Gates, by his order dated Tampico, February 
25, 1847, and known as Tampico Volunteers, as 
having been in the military service of the United 
States, in the years 1847 and 1848, and to direct 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department to audit and pay the accounts of the 
officers and men constituting the companies, in 
accordance with the established regulations of the 
Department. 

Daring the Mexican war, on the 29th February, 
1847, Colonel William Gates, by his special or- 
der, No. 7, directed Major Morris to enroll and 
organize all the citizens of Tampico, Mexico, 
into companies of fifty men each, selecting the offi- 
cers to be approved of by the commanding officer. 
In obedience to this order, Major Morris did or- 
ganize four companies, called the Tampico Vol- 
unteers, who served as such about twelve months 
for which service they have never been paid. 

In the similar cases of the Louisiana troops 
called out by General Gaines, and of the Texas 
mounted men called out by Colonel Curtiss, at | 
Camargo, Congress made special appropriations 
for their payment. The committee consider the 
Tampico Volunteers equally entitled to compensa- 
tion for their services. 

The bill was objected to, and was passed over. 


SENECA G. SIMMONS. 


The bill for the relief of Seneca G. Simmons, 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to instruct the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department, in settling the 
accounts of Seneca G. Simmons, as assistant 
commissary of subsistence, to allow him credit 
for whatever sum of money belonging to the Uni- 
ted States he may prove, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of War, to have been stolen from his 
possession at Matamoros, Mexico, on the night | 
of the lith of April, 1847. But theamount to be 
allowed is not to exceed $1,500. 

The petitioner prays to be released from his lia- 
bility to account for $1,500, Government money, | 
stolen from his possession in Mexico, while he 
was assistant commissary of subsistence, and sta- 
tioned at Matamoros, 

‘From the report of testimony taken before a 
military commission, ordered by Colonel Cushing, | 
at Matamoros, on the 13th of April, 1847, it ap- | 
pears that Simmons, as assistant commissary of | 
subsistence, had in his possession large sums of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


S { 
money for the use of the United States. troops.in 


that vicinity; for want of an iron chest (for which 
he had made requisition) he was compelled to keep 
the public money in a strong wooden box; and on 
the night of the llth April, 1847, the room in 
which that and other boxes containing money 


|| were kept, was entered by robbers, the lock of the 


box was broken, and the sum of $1,500 abstracted 
therefrom. The evidence shows conclusively that 
the robbery did not result from any negligence or 
carelessness on the part of the petitioner. 

The bill. was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL W. BRADY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
on the Calendar, is one from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the relief of Samuel W. Brady, 
which has been reported from the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Samuel W. Brady, 
of Virginia, on the roll of invalid pensions, and 
pay to him four dollars per month during his nat- 
ural life, to commence January 1, 1850. 

Brady claims to have received an injury bya fall 
from the walls of Chapultepec, in the battle of 
13th of September, 1847, which entitles him to a 
pension. He was discharged from the regiment 
of voltigeurs in March, 1848, for the reasons 
given by the surgeon, that he labored under 
chronic rheumatism and chronic catarrh, both of 
an intractable character, and general debility. 

The papers appear to have been regular before 
the Commissioner of Pensions, with the exception 
that the claim was based on injuries received while 
sealing the walls of Chapultepec, which fact did 
not appear from the surgeon’s certificate, or from 
that of Lieutenant Perrit; but the latter certifies 
that he was in the battle of Chapultepec, and that 
after the battle he was on the sick list, in the city 
of Mexico, and was discharged some months 
after that battle on the surgeon’s certificate of dis- 
ability, not having performed any duty from the 
time of the battle. 

Mr. CLAYTON objected to the consideration 
of the bill, and it was passed over. 


MAUZY AND WARD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro 
ceeded to the consideration of the bil! for the relief 


of Fayette Mauzy and Robert G. Ward, reported || 


from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to credit the judgment ob- 
tained by the United States against Mauzy and 
Ward, in the district court of the United States 
for the eastern district of Virginia, amounting to 
$615 624, with interest, from the 2d of April, 1841, 
with the amount certified by that court to have 
been improperly paid by Ward in a suit in chan- 
cery, wherein the United States were. complain- 
ants, and John Morrison and others, defendants, 
the amount being $491 97, with interest on $366 77 
from the 18th of September, 1840, which was cer- 
tified by the court, as justly due by the United 
States to Ward. 

The United States recovered, in the district court 
of the United States for the eastern district of 
Virginia, a judgment against the petitioners for the 
sum of $615 62, with interest thereon from the 
2d day of April, 1841—the same being the amount 
due the Post Office Department by William Ward, 
late postmaster at Culpeper Court-House, Virginia. 
The United States recovered, in another suit inthe 
same court, but at a different term, a decree in 
chancery against John Morrison and others; and, 
from the proceedings had therein, it appears that 
Robert G. Ward, one of the defendants, had er- 


roneously paid to the United States a sum equal |: 


to $499 97, with interest thereon at the rate of six 
per cent. per annum, from the 18th day of Sep- 
tember, 1840; and the court certified as follows: 


| s And the court doth further certify its opin- 


ion that, in equity and justice, the said sum of 
$499 97, with interest as aforesaid on $366 77, 
part thereof, from the 18th day of September, 1840, 
ought to be refunded by the United States to the 
said defendant, Robert G. Ward.” 

The petitioners ask that the first judgment may 
have applied towards its discharge the amount 
certified by the court, in the suit in chancery, as 
due to one of them, (Robert G. Ward,) and which 
ought to be refunded by the United States. 


The bill was reported to. the Senate, without 
| amendment, ordered to be read a third time, read 
a third time, and passed. ae ote 
THOMAS CROWN. paora 
The next bill on the Calendar, was one fór- the 
| relief of Thomas Crown, reported from the Corm- 
mittee on Claims, which was read a second ‘time. 

It proposes to direct the Third: Auditor of the 
Treasury to ascertain the damages sustained by 
Thomas Crown, by reason of the refusal of the 
War Department to execute a contract: entered 
into by him with Captain George Blaney, onthe 
| part of the Government, on the 16th of March, 
| 1826, and to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
| to pay the damages thus ascertained, to an amount 
| not exceeding $6,000. i 
In 1826 Mr. Crown entered into a contract with 
| Captain Blaney, acting for the Government of the 

United States, for the delivery of three millions 
| of bricks at Oak Island, on Cape Fear river, in 
| North Carolina, at $7 75 per thousand, to be used 
in the construction of a fortification. - He imme- 
i diately made the necessary preparations, at large 
! expense and outlays, and commenced making 
i the bricks, according to his contract. In July he 
| was prepared to deliver eight hundred thousand 
| bricks, and did actually deliver five thousand; ‘but 
| Captain Blaney refused to receive the remainder, 
laad insisted (as is alleged) that the memorialist 
| should transfer the contract to one Potter, This 
' he resisted for considerable time, and urged upon 
| Captain Blaney his obligation to receive and pay 
| for the bricks, according to the contract. At last, 
| his funds becoming exhausted, and Captain Bla- 
| ney persisting in his refusal to receive the bricks, 
‘the memorialist was forced to yield, and sold to 
i Potter the bricks orr hand and the contract with 
| Captain Blafey, who subsequently received from 
i Potter, as satisfactory, the identical bricks that he 
| had refused to receive from Crown. 
The committee concur in the opinion that the 
| memorialist would have been able to fulfill his còn- 
| tract, and would have done so, but for the inter- 
i ference of Captain Blaney; that he was coerced 
by Blaney to sell out to Potter; and that the vio- 
lation of the contract was on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. The question of damage alone remains. 
| Crown states his damage at $6,000, but offers no 

proof to sustain this amount. The difference be- 
| tween the price received from Potter and the con- 
| tract price should be the measure of damages 
upon this point. The committee are satified that 
| the bricks made by Crown were as good asan 
that were obtained, and should have been received, 
and that he should be saved from loss incurred 
entirely through the fault of theauthorized agent 
of the Government. 

Mr. TOOMBS objected to the consideration of 
the bill. He subsequently withdrew. his objec- 
tion, butit was renewed by Mr. HUNTER; and 
the bill was passed over. 

ANTHONY G., WILLIS. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, for 
i the relief of the heirs of Anthony G. Willis, de- 
ceased, reported from the Committee on Claims, 
; was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| It proposes to pay $25] to the executors and 
| administrators of Anthony G. Willis, deceased, as 
compensation for the use, by the United States, of 
a wagon and team, during the last war with Great 
Britain. : 

In the year 1814 Willis was the owner of a 
wagon and team in Kentucky, where he lived; he 
|! had one Benjamin T. Rowe employed in drivin 
| the team; at Lexington, Kentucky, whither it ha 
| been driven witha load of hemp, Captain George 
| Stockton, an officer of the United States Army, 
| being in great need of the means of transporta~ 
tion for his troops, pressed the wagon and team 
i and driver into service; and they were carried be- 
| yond Dayton, in Ohio, towards the Canada line, 
| and subsequently back to Nashville, Tennessee, 
| laden with wounded soldiers of the regular Army. 
i| They were kept in the active and constant emplo 
'of the Government till the services amounted, 
| according to the rates of pay then established and 
| allowed, to $251, and Captain Stockton gave a cer- 
| tificate for that sum; the certificate was sent on to 
| Washington for payment, by Mr. Zane, theRep- 
| resentative in Congress from the district in which 
|| Willis lived, and the accounting officer rejected it 
| because it contained an interlineation. E 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 


E. 
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amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a |! 


third time, and passed. 


THOMAS SNODGRASS. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Snodgrass, 
reported from the Committee on Claims, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to appropriate $230 to reimburse 
to Captain Thomas Snodgrass the expenses in- 
curred by him for a team, and balance for forage 
and subsistence furnished to his company of vol- 
unteers, while employed asa guard or escort for 
a party of emigrating Cherokees in 1838. But 
the bill is not to be construed to sanction an 
claim of the representatives of Washington Smit 
upon’ the United States for the amount, or any 
other sum advanced to Snodgrass. 


In June, 1838, Gen. Nat. Smith, thenin charge || 


of a party of emigrating Cherokees as emigrating 
agent, under the escort of Captain Drain, United 


States Army, found that the Indians had become |; 
restless, dissatisfied, and disposed to desert, and || 


otherwise manifested a spirit of mutiny and in- 
subordination, and a disposition to commit dep- 
redations upon the country through which they 
were passing. Finding the escort of Captain Drain 
insufficient to restrain them, General Smith en- 
gaged the memorialist to raise a company of 
mounted volunteers of thirty men, and promised 
that, on condition that Captain Snodgrass would 
look to the United States for the pay of the men, 
he, General Smith, would defray the other ex- 
penses, and risk the chance of their reimburse- 
ment. With this understanding the company 
was raised, and mustered into service for thirty 
days, to assist Captain Drain, as guard from 
Bellefonte to Waterloo, in the State of Alabama. 
In default of Smith, who failed to provide funds, 
Captain Snodgrass, as he alleges, incurred ex- 
penses to the amount of $741 25. 

To defray these expenses Captain Snodgrass 
was compelled to obtain the amount of $625 from 
W.Smith, a brother of the agent, who took the 
obligation of Captain Snodgrass for this sum, pay- 
able when an appropriation should be made by 
Congress. He has since been sued upon this ob- 
ligation, and judgment obtained, 28th November, 
1848, for the amount of $1,143 66 and costs, in 
the district court of the United States for northern 
Alabama. 

He claims other sums arising out of the same 
transaction. 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


OBED HUSSEY. 

The next bill was one reported from the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, for the 
relief of Obed Hussey. 

Mr. TOOMBS objected to its consideration, and 
it was passed over. 


THOMAS D. JENNINGS. 

The bill, reported fromthe Committee on Private 
Land Claims, for the relief of Thomas D. Jennings, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Tt propones to authorize Thomas D. Jennings, 
of Florida, to enter, at the minimum price of the 
public lands, a quantity of land not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres, comprising theimprove- 
ment on which his late father, Lawrence D. Jen- 
nings, resided before his death, on due proof being 
presented to the register of the proper land office 
that he would have been entitled to a preémption 
but for the removal of the family after the death 
of the father. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third į 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 
JUAN M. AND JOSE L. LUCO. 

The bill, reported from the Committee on Pri 
vate Land Claims, for the relief of Juan M. Luca 
and José L., Luco, was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

_ Tt proposes to permit them to file their claim and 
title to a certain tract of land in California, known 
as the Ulpines Rancho, before the United States 
land commissioners to ascertain and settle the 
private land claims in the State of California, ap- 


pointed under the act approved March 3, 1851; | 


and to direct those commissioners to take cogni- 
zance of and pass upon the claim, in the same 
manner as if it had been filed prior to the expira- 


tion of the time fixed for filing such claims by the 
act. 

The petitioners are owners of a certain tract of 
land in the State of California, known as ‘‘Ulpines 
Rancho;” they derived their title thereto from one 
José de la Rosa, who derived his title from the 
Government of Mexico. De Rosa lived upon and 
occupied the lands both before and after the grant 
| from the Mexican Government. In 1850 the wife 
of De Rosa abandoned him and went to Mexico, 
carrying with her the title papers to the tract of 
land, and they were not recovered until after the 
expiration of the time fixed for filling such claims, 
under the act of 3d of March, 185). 


i | The petitioners now ask permission to file their 


claim and title papers before the said commission- 
| ers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


ISAAC L. BATTLE. 


The next bill on the Calendar, was one for the 
| relief of the estate of Isaac L. Battle. 


|| tle, deceased, late of the county of Jackson, in 
the State of Florida, from any liability under a 
| judgment heretofore obtained by the Post Office 
| Department against him as guarantor on behalf 
of Charles Matthews and William King, late of 
that county and State, as bidders for a contract 
to carry the United States mail, three times a 
week each way between Bainbridge, in the State 
of Georgia, and Pensacola, in the State (then Ter- 
ritory) of Florida, in the year 1842. 

In the year 1842, Charles Matthews and Wil- 


| tract with the Post Office Department to carry the 


| between Bainbridge, in the State of Georgia, and 
| Pensacola, in Florida, and Isaac L. Battle, the 


ehalf. Matthews and King failed to execute 
their contract or to perorm any portion thereof, 
in consequence of which the mail was carried by 
W. T. Stockton & Co., who had been the con- 
tractors previously, from “the Ist of July, 1843, 
to the 8th of October, 1843,” at which time the 


During the time for which Stockton & Co. carried 
| the mail, it was carried at the rate previously paid 


against King and Matthews, and Isaac L. Battle, 
| their guarantor, to recover $3,125 as the difference 
between their bid, $9,500 per annum, and the rate 


l Tanuaty, 1848, judgment was obtained against 
| Felix G. Long, executor of Charles Matthews, 
|| the judgment, upon which $107 14 was paid over 
i to the Department on the 9th of April, 1849, after 
ii deducting for costs $164 86. Process was at the 
| same time issued, but was not served, on King or 
| Battle. The claim from which the petitioner 
i asks to be released is the balance under the above 
judgment, on the ground that he, as adminis- 


there was such a claim in existence, until he had 


served for the payment of a debt due from the 
estate to a widow woman named Lewis, who is 


the debt to Government be paid. A further ground 


ecuting its claim at the time of the failure on the 
part of King and Matthews, and when they were 
able to 
waiting 
! of the principals had left the State and the other 
i had died, leaving an estate almost totally inade- 
| quate to meet the liability. 

Mr. SHIELDS objected, and the bill was 
| passed over. 


SOPHIA KIRBY. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 


Kirby, reported from the Committee on Pensions. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Sophia Kirby, of War- 
| zen county, Kentucky, widow of Joseph Kirby, 
| deceased, upon the pension roll, and to pay her 


It proposes to release the estate of Isaac L. Bat- 


liam King were the successful bidders for a con- || 


! mail three times a week, backward and forward, |: 


etitioner’s intestate, became guarantor in their || 


route was relet at the price stated in their bid. | 


' to them, say $21,000 per annum, and on the 21st |! 


The bill was reported to the Senate without || of August, 1846, suit was ordered to be brought || 


aid to Stockton & Co., $21,000. On the 5th of | 


i) for $3,924 62, and an execution issued to satisfy | 


trator of Isaac L. Brattle, had no information that |: 
paid out as administrator all the assets in hand, || 
with the exception of $1,500, which he had re- į 
poor and must lose the whole of her claim if), 
on which the petitioner asks to be released, is the |! 


laches on the part of the Government in not pros- | 


pay the damage sustained, instead of | 
our years, at the end of which time one |; 


on the Calendar, is one for the relief of Sophia 


| a pension of $100 per annum, to commence on the 
: 17th December, 1852. 
| ‘The bill was referred to the Commissioner of 
| Pensions, with a view to elicit any information in 
| relation to the case which might be on file in his 
: office. In aletter of date March 3, 1854, he says: 
| « Ag the bill is unaccompanied by papers of any 
i description, I am at a loss to understand upon 
| what ground the relief proposed is based. It is 
! probable, however, that a mistake has been made in 
| the name of Mrs. Kirby’s husband; for I find, on 
|| referring to the Kentucky roll of pensioners, that 
| Jesse Kirby, of Warren county, of that State, was 
| pensioned on the 22d of October, 1832, under the 
i act of June 7, 1832, at the rate of $32 22 per an- 
| num, which covered all the service claimed to 
' have been rendered by him, viz: nine months and 
; twenty days inthe militia of Virginia. It appears 
i that he died on the 17th of December, 1852, from 
; which date his widow, Sophia Kirby, (the name 
in the bill,) was pensioned under the act of Feb- 
i ruary 2, 1848, at the same rate, and is still in- 
: scribed on the roll.” 

Assuming that the person referred to by 


the 
| Commissioner is the same for whose relief the bill 
| is intended to provide, and who is now receivin, 
| the full amount of pension to which her husban 
| was entitled, the committee do not feel warranted, 
especially in the absence of all information re- 
| specting the case, except that furnished by the 
' Commissioner’s letter, in increasing the amount 
| she now receives by an act of special legislation. 
|l Mr. CLAY. The report of the committee is 
adverse in that case. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
‘ then will be on the indefinite postponement of the 
bill. 
| Mr.BROWN. Oh, no. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being 
' objected to, it will be passed over. 


ELIZA M. EVANS. 


The bill reported from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, for the relief of Eliza M. 
Evans, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
i ury to pay to Eliza M. Evans, the only child and 
| heir-at-law of Colonel Anthony Walton White, 
| deceased, late a colonel in the revolutionary army, 
i the interest on $3,750 advanced by White to the 
rt of a regi- 
j ment of light-horse, commanded him; the in- 
terest to be computed from July 4, 1780, to July 
| 7, 1838. 

Anthony W. White served in the revolutionary 
army, with the rank of colonel; prior to the year 
1783 he advanced to the United States, for the 
| support of his regiment, the sum of $3,750; from 
1788 down to the year 1838, either he or his legal 
|| representatives, made continual efforts to obtain a 
| settlement of his accounts and a repayment of the 
‘Joan; and during this time, both the Secretary of 
War and the committees of Congress uniformly 
! reported in favor of the justice of the claim; finally, 
| on the 7th July, 1838, an act was approved to re- 
fund to his legal representatives the sum. 
; Theclaim now made is for the interest upon this 
; sum of $3,750, from the 4th of July, 1780, to the 


: Continental Congress, for the Pappo 
y 


‘i 7th of July, 1838, 

|| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
;, amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
: reading, read a third time, and passed. 


SARAH CRANDALL. 


: The bill reported from the Committee on Pen- 
| gions, for the relief of Sarah Crandall, was read a 
: second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
l to place the name of Sarah Crandall, widow of 
l James Coon, on the list of revolutionary pen- 
_sioners, and pay her, during her natural life, at 
! the rate of eight dollars per month, to commence 
on the Ist of January, 1848. 

The petitioner was married to James Coon as 
early as the year 1790; Coon died in 1799; his 
widow afterwards married Jasper Crandall, who 
died a few years since, leaving the petitioner again 
a widow. 

It is claimed by the petitioner that James Coon, 
her first husband, was a soldier in the revolutionary 
: war, and served in Colonel Warner’s regiment, 
i| which was raised principally in Connecticut, and 


1854. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


that he enlisted for three yeare, and continued on |! entire week. The business first in order before the 


duty during that time. 

The certificate of the comptroller of the State of 
Connecticut shows that, according to the records 
in that office, Coon served in the revolutionary war, 
and in Warner’s regiment, twenty-three months 
and ten days. : 

The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
petitioner’s application for a pension under the 

eneral laws, on the ground that the proof was 
insufficient to identify her husband with the James 
Coon above mentioned, who was shown by the 
record to have served nearly two years. 

It appears from the records in the comptroller’s 
office that there were two individuals bearing the 
name of James Coon on the roll of Warner’s 
regiment—one was a lieutenant, and the other 
was denominated “ fifer.” The first application 
of the petitioner to the Pension Office stated that 
her husband enlisted as a private soldier at Hop- 
kinton, Rhode Island. Her papers were found 
defective, and it became necessary for her to seek 


record evidence of the services of her husband. || 


She applied at the office of the comptroller of Con- 
necticut, and received a certificate of the services 
of James Coon, the lieutenant, which she pre- 
sented to the Pension Office as proof of the ser- 
vices of her husband. It was subsequently as- 
certained that the lieutenant was a resident of 
Salisbury, Connecticnt, and not of Hopkinton, 
Rhode Island, where petitioner’s husban resided 
at the time of his enlistment. She was then noti- 
fied that there was another James Coon attached 
to Warner’s regiment, who appeared by the rolls 
to have been a musician. The Commissioner of 
Pensions required her, in order to prove the iden- 
tity of her husband with the James Coon last men- 
tioned, to produce the testimony of ‘ two or more 
witnesses who were themselves in service with 
him, and whose names were found on the same 
rolis.” This testimony could not be procured. 
It will be observed that the petitioner was not 
married to Coon until after the close of his ser- 


vices in the army; that she resided, both before |; 


and after the marriage, in the State of New York, 
at a distance from the place of his enlistment and 
services; and that he died nearly fifty years ago. 
Itis not surprising, therefore, that she should have 
supposed that the first certificate of the comptrol- 
Jer related to the services of her husband. 

The committee are satisfied of the services of 
the petitioner’s husband in the revolutionary war, 
and of his identity with the James Coon last 
mentioned. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

JOHN BRONSON. 

Mr. BADGER. [ objected, a short time since, 
to the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
John Bronson. Iam satisfied that it is a very 
meritorious bill. I therefore withdraw my ob- 


jection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection 
being withdrawn, the bill will be considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM DARBY. 

The next bill on the Calendar, was one, reported 
from the Committee on Claims, for the relief of 
William Darby, which was read a second time. 

It proposes to pay to William Darby $1,500 in 
full compensation for his labor and materials fur- 
nished in surveying and making a map of the Ter- 
ritory of Louisiana, in the years 1812 and 1813. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear the report 
read. P 

On motion, the Senate adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 5, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I. would inquire of the 

Chair whether the special order takes precedence, 
this being Friday, over the Private Calendar? 


Prayer 


| 


House is upon the agreement to certain amend- 
ments reported to the House from the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to cer- 
tain bills relating to the organized Territories. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of re- 
suming territorial business. 

Mr. BENSON. I ask the gentleman to waive 
his motion for a moment, in order to afford me 
the opportunity to present to the House some 
| resolutions passed by the Legislature of the State 
of Maine. - 

Mr. LETCHER. 


80. 


RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. BENSON then asked and obtained the 
unanimous consent of the House, and presented 
je resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 

aine, as follows: 

ist. In favor of cheap ocean postage. 

Qd. In relation to certain proposed modifications 
of the navigation laws of the United States, al- 
lowances of bounties to fishing vessels, and recip- 
rocal trade with the North American Colonies. 

3d. In relation to the revenue laws of the United 
States. 

4th. In favor of the abolition of spirit rations in 
the United States Navy. 

Which were severally laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALLEY. Also, by unanimous consent, 

presented to the House resolutions passed by the 
| Legislature of Massachusetts, in relation to, and 
in favor of, establishing floating schools for the edu- 
cation of seamen; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CROCKER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolution; 
which was read for information: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday next the committees shall 
| he called and have leave to report bills of a private charac- 
ter only, which, on being réad a first and second time, 
shall be referred to the Committee ef the Whole House 
without debate. 

Objection being made, the resolution was not 
introduced. , 

Mr. LETCHER. I now submit my motion 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a 
view to resume the consideration of territorial 
business. 


I have no objection to do 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. LILLY. Irise to a question of privilege. 
I move that when the House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
I demand the en and nays. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would in- 
quire of the Chair what number of territorial bills 
| yet remain to be acted upon? . 
| The SPEAKER. Some twelve or thirteen. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There is plenty of time 
to consider them next week. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think we may as well 
attend to this business this week. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is the special 
order, and let us consider it now. ` 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I hope the gentleman 
| will withdraw that motion. 
| Mr. LILLY. I cannot. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Liniy’s 
motion, and decided in the negative—yeas 57, 
nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ball, Benson, 
Bugg, Campbell, Chrisman, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, 
Culiom, Cutting, Diek, Dickinson, Disney, Thomas D. El- 
iot, Fiaglers Franklin, Green, Harrison, Howe, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, McCul- 
loch, Mace, Matteson, Murray, Norton, Parker, Peckham, 
Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Riddle, David Ritchie, Sapp, 
| Seward, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. 
Stanton, Hestor L., Stevens, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Up- 
ham, Wade Walbridge, Walker, Walley, Walsh, Israel 
Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler---57. 

NAY S—Messrs. James C. Allen, David J. Bailey, Barks- 
dale, Boyce, Breckinridge, Carpenter, Caskie, Clark, Cling 
man, Cobb, Curtis, John G. Davis Drum, Dunbar, Eddy, 
Edgerton ‘Edmundson, John M. Eliott, Ellison, Fenton, 
Gainble, Greenwood, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, 


Upon that motion 


Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Kerr, Kurtz, 
| Lane, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeDougall, McNair, Meach- 
am, Middleswarth, Smith Miller, Milison, Noble, Olds, 


TheSPEAKER. The special order covers the || Mordecai Oliver, Orr, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pow- 


ell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardao: 

Russell, Seymour, Shower, Samuel. A. Smith, Willia 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Sirat- 
ton, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Ta tor, 
Thurston, Trout, Vail, Elihu B. Washburne, Walls Jong 
Wentworth, Hendrick B, Wright, and Zollicoffer—T3.°. 


So the House refused to adjourn over till Mon- 


day. Ui es 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Laren: 
ER’s motion; and decided in the afirmative =: 
So the rules were suspended. Pe ETE 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the: 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
(Mr. Pueurs in the chair.) i oa 


. TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was 
last in session it had under consideration the. bill 
of the House No. 317, entitled ‘t A bill to estab- 
lish the office of surveyor general of Utah, to 
grant donations of lands to. actual settlera therein, 
and for other purposes.” Theamendments pend- 
ing were to strike out the last proviso of the third 
section, and to strike out all-atter the word ‘* per- 
son;” the latter submitted by the gentleman, from: 
Virginia, (Mr. Letrcuer.] a ek eS 

r. LETCHER. I will. modify my ameng- 
ment so that, if adopted, the section will read thus: 

That the benefits of the second and third sections of 
this act shall not extend to any person. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on 
the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, as amended. a 

Mr. DISNEY. Iwish to say a word-——— >; 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not: in 
order. Debate on the amendment was exhausted 
on the amendment before the committee rose last 
evening. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohic. Has the gentleman 
the right to modify his amendment after debate 
on it has been exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has the right. 

Mr. DISNEY. In order tosay a word, I shall 
move an amendment merely as matter of form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia is one in the second de- 


ree. , 
j Mr. DISNEY. Will the Chair allow me to 
suggest that it is only an amendment in the first 
dépree, because, on a motion to strike out, it ie in 
order to move to amend the part proposed to be 
stricken out. Now, the original motion here was 
to strike out the proviso. The motion of. the 
gentleman from Virginia is not an amendment in 
the second degree, not an amendment to the mo- 
tion to strike out, but an amendment touching the 
subject-matter proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
will proceed. The Chair was too hasty in his 
decision. . a 

Mr. DISNEY. I move a pro forma-amend- 
ment. Yesterday I explained M . Chairman, as 
far as this question was concerned, that I felt 
little or no interest in i@ I stated, that in the bill 
which I originally submitted to the Committee on 
Public Lands, there was nothing said in relation 
to Mormons. I felt it to be my duty to explain 

esterday, as did the Delegate from Utah, that, 
by custom and statutory law of that Territory, 
polygamy was recognized there. 

Mr. LETCHER. Read the law, and let us 
hear what it is. Members would like to know it. 

Mr. DISNEY. It can be read when I have 
concluded. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, I call . for the 
reading of the law, in order that the gentleman’s 
time may not be consumed. i 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from 
Ohio has concluded his remarks, the law will be 
read atthe Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HUNT. We can understand his remarks 
better if the law be read first. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman had better 
have it read now. We shall be able fo understand 
his remarks better after we have heard the law. 

Mr. DISNEY. Well, I will send it to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. : 

The Clerk read the law; which is as follows: 

«The homestead, occupied by the wife, or any portion 
of the family of the deceased at the time of his death, shall 
m all cases be held free to the use of the wife and family of 
the deceased, and shall not be liable to any claim. orclaina 
against said estate; and if there be other propert, remaining 
after the liabilities of the estate are liquidated, then itshall, 
in the absence of other arrangements by will, descend in 
equal shares to his children, or. their heirs’; one share. to 
such heirs through the mother of such children, if she shati 
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survive him, during her natural life, or during her widow- 

hood; or, if he has had more than one wife, who either 
died, or survived in lawful wedlock, it shall be equally di- 
vided between the living and the heirs of those who are 


dead, such heirs taken by right of representation.” 


Mr. DISNEY (who was very imperfectly heard, 
owing to the noise prevailing around the reporiers’ 
desks) then said: The committee will observe the 
peculiar phraseology: “a party who has had 
more than one wife, who survives him in lawful 
wedlock.” 

My object, however, in rising this morning, was 
to call the attention of the committee to the point 
involved in the pending question. This bill con- 
tains the same provision in relation to the Terri- 
tory of Utah that has been made in relation to all 
other Territories. By it Congress practically says 
to the emigrant: If you remove to this Territory 
and settle there, we shall esteern it a service, and 
such a service that we will give you one hundred 
and sixty acres of land asa consideration for it. 
As I have already stated, polygamy is recognized 
by statutory law in this Territory. How far it 
may be competent for Congress to interfere with 
regard to the existence of that institution, is not 
the question now beforeus. Wecertainly cannot 
reach itin this way. Icis simply a question of 
policy, whether we will encourage the emigration 
of Mormons to this particular Territory. The | 
refusal to make this donation cannot affect the į 
existence of the institution itself. i 

| 
i 
| 
| 


With regard to the question of the power of | 
Congress, every gentleman can see and examine 
the arguments on both sides. The only point 
really involved in this question is, whether Con- 
gress will esteem it politic to offer donations of 
Jand to induce Mormons to emigrate to this par- 
ticular Territory, or whether, by a refusal to grant 
them the same inducement that you hold out to 
other people, you will interpose a harrier, and, to 
that extent, discourage the emigration of Mor- 
mons into this Territory. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. J am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr, Diswey.] I think that this clause ought to 
remain ag it is, or except from it the provision 
that excludes the poor man, if he happens to have 
but two wives, from having any land. If weave 
to give Governors, judges, and other Federal offi- 
cers in that Territory, large salaries, to enable them 
to support thirty or forty wives, and allow the lords 
and the high spiritual dignitaries of the Mormon 
establishment, not only this large number of wives, 
but salaries of $3,000 or $4,000, I can see no 
reason for excluding the poor fellow who has been 
enticed there from enjoying any land, if he hap- 
peng to have two wives instead of thirty or forty. 

I have seen recently in the newspapers a state- 


| prescribes the right of making all needful rules and į 


i| gress has a right to interfere with the domestic, 


i magnitude, 


| amendments. Congress shall pass no law upon | 


i| one subject which this Congress does not under- 


| other people’s religion? Who gave us authority 


ment declaring that no law shall be cited, except 
the statutes of the United States, in any court 
whatever in the Territory of Utah. Then the) 
common law is not recognized there, and the spir- | 
itual law is recognized, iF this statement in the 
newspapersis true, which gives the privilege and 
right to a person there to have as many wives as 
he can get. It seems to me utterly preposterous, 
and will be disgraceful to this Congress, to allow 
the Governors, judges, and -other officers ap- 
pointed by the Government of the United States, 
to hold their offices, at large salaries, and have 
just as many, wives as they please, as their sala- | 
ries will enable them to support, and yet prohibit 
the poor men from enjoying the benefit of land || 
there, if they happen to have only two wives. 
[Laughter.} 

Mr. DISNEY. With the leave of the com- 
mittee, | withdraw my amendment. | 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, ii 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney} will be | 
permitted to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to amend by striking 
out the third section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pro- 

osed by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. | 

oxce] would not be in order at this time. An 
amendment is now pending which must first be 
entertained and disposed of, before any amend- 
ment can be entertained to strike out the section. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move, then, to add the follow- 
ing words: ‘more than one wife, or to be guilty 
of any irreligious practice.” 

No one can be more opposed to polygamy than 
lam. I have no idea of proceedingin any matter : 
blindly. What right has this Government to |i 


l billig at war with another clause of the Constitu- | 


ij inflicted upon persons. [tis to prohibit any kind of | 


! condition of the judiciary to judge, and hear, and | 
| determine the cause itself. 


! donate these lands absolutely to actual settlers. 


| ions of the bill are unconstitutional. | 


7 
interfere with the religious relations of the people | 
in this Territory? The whole power which this | 
Government exercises over the Territory is sim- | 
ply that of a constructive character. Where is | 
it derived from? There is no express clause in | 
the Constitution in relation to this matter. The | 
authority which is derived from that clause which 


regulations for the Territories, clearly does not 
authorize a governmental power. It is said by 
the best writers on constitutional law, to be de- 
rived as an incident to the treaty-making power; 
they lay down the principlethus: because you have | 
the right to acquire territory, you have also the 
right to govern it. 

‘Well, Mr. Chairman, the right to govern the 
Territory isnotanualimited power of Government. 
lt is subject to all the express limitations of the 
Constitution that may be applicable to the subject; 
and the subject is liable to all the implied limita- į 
tions derivable from the nature of this Govern- 
ment. Sir, what isthe object of the government 
of the Territory? The governments of Territo- į 
ries are organized merely for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the Territories in their infant state, until | 
they are able to become States. The whole pow- | 
erof the Government over the Territories should 
be confined to that narrow sphere of protecting the 
rights of persons and things until they are able to 
become States. It by no meansimplies that Con- 


the social, or the religious relations of the people. 
Their religious relations, 1 say, are not to be in- 
terfered with. This is a religious subject; and 
because it is a religious subject, it is one of great 


But, Mr. Chairman, if there is one thing clear 
in reference to the power of Congress, it is that it 
has no right to interfere with the subject of religion. 
That is the very first of the amendments to the 
Constitution; it stands at the head of all the 


this subject. But it may be said that this religion | 
of the Mormons is not a true religion—that it is a | 
false religion, But 1 do not think that Congress | 
has any right to say that this or that religion is 
true or false. Who made us judges over this 
matter? Who appointed us apostles, or bishops, 
or priests? Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is any | 


stand practically, I expect it is this very subject | 
of religion. j 
I ask you, sir, who set us up to be judges of 


to legislate for them on the subject of religion? 
But tt may be supposed that it is no great viola- | 
tion of the principles of the Constitution to inter- 

fere with the religion of the Mormons; but once | 
you break in upon that principle, once you violate | 
it in any regard, where will you stop? {am op- | 
posed to any infraction at all of the Constitution | 
on this point. Letall religions be free. Let every 
man worship God according to his own heart and | 


conscience. — č 
Well, again, Mr. Chairman, the spirit of this | 


tion, which says that Congress shall pass no bill 
of attainder. lknowthat, legally and technically, į 


il the clause applies to the passage of acts of Parlia- | 


ment depriving a man of his life. But the Supreme 
Court have determined that the term contained in 
this clause of the Constitution applies to all kinds 
of legislation by which any pains or penalties are 


legislation by which Congress places itself in the | 


the bill before us but a bill of pains and penalties | 
against this people, against a whole nation? Why, | 
sir, we have no parallel in our history 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I understood the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] to 
admit the constitutional power in Congress to 


Now, sir, I want to know from him, and I inquire | 
for the sake:of obtaining information, whether, if | 
Congress has the power to make an absolute grant, 
it has not also the power to affix conditions to the 
grant? 

A Memper, (in his seat.) Not if the provis- 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 was not inquiring of | 
the honorable gentleman on my left; it was to his 


Now, I ask, what is |; 


| colleague [Mr. Boyce] that I propounded the 


question: “Not if the provisions are unconstitu- 
tional??? The honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina says that we would be interfering with 
the religious rights of the people of Utah by re- 
taining this provision. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
assume the position that if you can give away the 
land at all, you may affix such canditions to the 
grant as Congress may regard as wholesome and 
necessary for the protection of sound morals and 


|| the public good. To illustrate my views, Mr. 


Chairman 

Mr. BOYCE, (interrupting.) “Will the gentle- 
man from Ohio allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ina moment. I wish to 
put a case to the honorable member from South 
Carolina. 

Suppose that, in the wildness of religious fanat- 
icism in Utah, the Mormons should imagine that 
they had received a revelation from the prophet 
Joe Smith which required them to enact an eccle- 
siastical law to the effect-that the eldest born of 
every woman in that Territory should, when it 
was one month old, be sacrificed and slaughtered: 
and suppose, further, that, under such circum- 
stances, that people should come here and ask 
Congress to make a grant of lands to encourage 
settlement under a system of that kind; would 
not the honorable gentleman, acting in the capacity 
of a guardian, and representing a people having a 
joint interest with all the rest of the people of this 
land in that domain, deem it proper and advisable 
to provide that no person who subscribed to, and 
practiced upon, the principles of such a religion, 
or rather fanaticism, should have a grant of land? 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Boyce] to answer my question. 

Mr. BOYCE. I propose to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose that you an- 
swer the question, which I have already propound- 
ed, first. 

Mr. BOYCE. You put an extreme case, and 
I believe it is customary to answer one question 
by asking another. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Answer the question first, 
and then propound yours. 

Mr. BOYCE. Then I will say that I would 
do nothing to recognize such a state of things. 

Now, 1 will ask the gentleman whether Con- 
gress has the right to declare, in this bill, that no 
Presbyterian should have the privilege of taking a 
portion of this land? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If a Presbyterian church 
in Utah, actuated by a wild fanaticism, should de- 
clare, by an ecclesiastical provision, the allowance 
of polygamy, or any other crime, as a tenet of its 
faith, I should say that no person subscribing to 
such a provision, or practicing under it, should 
have any portion of the public domain, and that 
it would clearly be the duty of Congress. so to 
declare. 

Mr. BOYCE. If there is no objection, I will 
withdraw my amendment. 

No objection being made, the amendment wae 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, I move to amend the 
proviso under consideration, so that it shall read: 

And provided further, That neither the benefits of this 
or of any other aet donating public Jands, shall extend to 
any person who shall now, or at any tire hereafter, be the 
husband of more than one wife. 

When I rose to address the Chair, I stated that 
the views expressed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina were, that if we pass this restriction, the 
Mormons will pass out of Utah, and spread all 
over the vast valley of the interior of this conti- 
nent.. The amendment which I nów propose 
reaches that objection. Ido not propose here to 
discuss the constitutional: question. I touch the 
moral question only. If this Congress, acting as 
the donors of this land, has the right to prescribe 
the terms and conditions upon which they shall 
be given, it has the right to prescribe the condi- 
tion that no individual who indulges in polygamy 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. If he 
prefers polygamy, he can leave the Union. 

Mr. PECKHAM. If he prefers more than one 


i woman. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. As my friend from New 
York says, if he prefers more than one woman he 
may leave the land. If we prescribe conditions, 
we must make them consistent with the laws of 
the land. Ifa single member of this House should 
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take to himself more than one wife, he not only 
subjects himself to the frowns of the community, 
but to the penalties prescribed by the law; and he 
suffers for his crime in the penitentiary. Do you 
ask, then, that these people shall have the benefits 
of this law? That your lands shall not be with- 
held from people guilty of this crime? 

Mr. KEITT. Wiil the gentleman from New 
York allow me to ask him a single question? If 
it be unconstitutional to legislate upon the sub- 
ject of polygamy itself, is it not unconstitutional, 
in donating the public lands, to impose a restric- 
tion which indirectly effects the same thing? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I stated, at the outset 
of my remarks, that in what I should now say 
upon this subject I should waive the constitutional 
question entirely.. I do not propose to say whether 
it is constitutional or not. I am viewing this asa 
great moral question; and I say that itis the right 
and duty of Congress, in making donations of 
the public lands, to impose such limitations and 
restrictions as they may think proper, such. as 
would be made in the States. 

Such a restriction would not be necessary in the 
State of South Carolina; because the State itself 
has made the restriction, by forbidding polygamy. 
But wherever polygamy exists, the line is dis- 
tinctly drawn; and I submit that Congress have 
the right, and that it is their duty, in making do- 
nations, to impose restrictions in reference to it. f 
therefore insist, as I said yesterday, upon retain- 
ing this proviso as a moral question, and leave the 
constitutional question for others to discuss. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, when in 
order, I propose to offer, as an amendment, that 
the benefits of the bill shall not be extended to any 
one guilty of murder, arson, piracy, or robbery. 

The objection which I originally urged against 
the proviso of the bill, it seems to me, has not 
been answered. It is true, sir, that I have not 
thought it necessary frequently to obtrude myself 
upon the Flouse in answer to the several gentle- 
men who have taken the other side; but my col- 
league (Mr. Coss] has no right to conclude from 
my silence, under these circumstances, that I have 
“ backed out’’—I believe that was his expression. 
Sir, when I have nothing to say which can throw 
additional light upon the subject under considera- 
tion, silence appears to me most becoming; and in 
the most friendly spirit, I suggest the propriety 
of this course to the grave consideration of my 
colleague. 

The proviso excludes from the benefit of the 
bill all persons who have more than one wife. 
Why? Because it is said polygamy is a crime. 
Then the exclusion operates by way of penalty, 
and is intended to operate by way of discouraging 
crime. This, then, as I understand it, is the 
assertion of a collateral or incidental jurisdiction 
over the morals of the people of the country, 
which is inconsistent with the theory of our limited 
Federal Constitution. . 

Our only jurisdiction over crimes is to be found 
in those clauses of the Constitution which author- 
ize Congress to ‘‘ provide for the punishment of 
counterfeiting the securities and current coin of 
the United States.” To define and punish piracies 
and felonies committed on the high seas, and of- 
fenses against the law of nations, “ and to declare 
the punishment of treason. ”? 

In addition to this, then, there is a criminal 
jurisdiction arising out of that clause authoriz- 
ing Congress to make all laws which may be ne- 
cessary and proper for carrying into execution the 
powers conferred by the Constitution. And, sir, 
even as to these crimes, the mode of punishment 
is prescribed by the Constitution. The common 
law rules being preserved in all cases of accusation. 

Has Congress the right to say thatno man who 
is a polygamist shall be permitted to purchase the 
public lands, or be entitled to a preémptor’s right 
of settlement, or what is the same thing, to share 
in those grants made in the exercise of the 
power contained in the Constitution, authorizing 
‘rules and regulations” for the disposal of the 
public lands? g 

If, through the exercise of the power “to dis- 
pose of’? the public lands, Congress is to take 
this incidental control over this particular crime, 
why not over every other? And if in this mode, 
why not in every other mode of disposing of the 
territory? Why not extend the proviso so as to 
exclude from the benefit of the act all persons 
who are guilty of murder, arson, piracy, forgery, 


and, I might add, theft of slaves, if l were not afraid 
of shocking the sensibilities of some gentlemen, 
and thus bring the influence of the Government to 
bear upon the whole dark catalogue of crime? 

Sir, these considerations are not answered by 
sophomoric declamation as to the heinousness of 
the offense. That, sir, is not the question, but 
whether we shall, for the first time in the history 
of our legislation, link into our acts the discour- 
agement or punishment of crimes which are ap- 
propriately referred to the local Legislatures. 

If Congress possesses any power, acting as the 
Legislature of this Territory, then let them exert 
it in a direct manner, by virtue of that power, and 
we could then meet the question fairly when it is 
presented; but let us not smuggle into this bill a 
jurisdiction not warranted by the clause of the 
Constitution under which it is framed. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 move to substitute 
for the words ‘* provisions of this act,” in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, the 
words ** donations of land made by this act.” 

Mr. Chairman, 1 had no desire to participate in 
this discussion, but simply to vote for the proviso 
as it has been amended; but I cannot pass with 
silence some of the remarks thrown out in the 
debate by gentlemen who are in favor of striking 
out this proviso. It seems to me they go aside 
from the fact, that by the bill to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, which passed September, 1850, all 
the laws of that Territory passed by the Legis- 
lative Assembly and Governor are to be submitted 
to the Congress of the United States; and that, if 


I have the law before me. 

Now, is it a fact that there are laws in Utah 
which establish the crime of polygamy , as asserted 
by gentlemen? My friend and colleague over the 
way, (Mr. Disney,] referred this morning to a 
law which he said conntenanced, or established 
polygamy in that Territory. I had no opportunity 
to Eae it. My friend from Alabama [Mr. 
Puis] said that we might as well insert a pro- 
vision here to exclude any man guilty of murder, 
perjury, or any other crime, I understand that 
the Territorial Legislature of Utah denounce those 
crimes, and hold them to be crimes as they do in 
the States of this Union, whereas they tolerate 
the other crime, that of polygamy. 

And here we have a beautiful specimen of this 
squatter sovereignty, so ably advocated by gen- 
tlemen in Congress; the leaving of the Territories 
to do as they please; the Territorial Legislatures 
to do what they please; establish any crime they 
choose. Whether we approve or not, we are to 
pass the laws unnoticed. 

If I had the time, I would read from the law 
organizing the Territory of Utah, a law for which 
l take this occasion to say I did not vote. I felt 
indisposed to give the people of Utah, whom Í 
conceived at that time to be a set of strollin 
squatters, who had seized the public land, an 
defied the authority of the United States. I was 
indisposed to give the people of that Territory, a 
territory twelve times as large, L am told, as that 
of New York, the power to set up and justify a 
| crime in defiance of the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. BOYCE. Iam opposed to this wholesale 
legislation against a whole community. Itreminds 
me of our revolutionary struggle. Sir, I well 
recollect what Burke said, when Lord North and 
his servile majority attempted to proscribe a whole 
province. He said, ‘¢1 do not know how to draw 
up an indictment against a whole nation.” And 
so with me. I do not know how to draw up an 
indictment against this whole people. I am for 
jetting them alone. 

It seems to me that this proviso is at war with 
that provision of the Constitution which says that 
no man shall be bound to answer for any criminal 
offense unless upon the presentment of a grand 
jury. Here you require this whole people to an- 
swer for a criminal offense, and on what present- 
ment? The presentment of the Congress of the 
United States. Is that in consonance with the 
Constitution? Again: Every man has a right to 
a trial by jury when he is charged with crime. 
Do you give the people of Utah this right? No, 
you do not. To whom do you give the power to 
| decide this question? You give it to this surveyor 
| general 


disapproved, they are to be null and of no effect. 


When a Mormon applies for a tract: of land 
under -the provisions of this bill, the surveyor 
general will say to him, ‘ You shall.not. have it.” 
“ Why? * Because you, have more wives.than 
one.” Who. is to decide that question?: “This 
surveyor general.. He is to. decide-whether .the 
man has been guilty of this crime or not. | Ts that 
consistent with the Constitution? ` However good 
our motives may be, let us not trample the Con- 
stitution and this great provision of liberty under 
foot. Sir, these people are entitled to our sym- 
pathy and pity. Look at their history. It-is a 
history of misfortune and persecution, of disaster 
and suffering. They have never been permitted to 
live in peace and security inany community... The 
were driven from Missouriand from_Illinois. Their 
beautiful city of Nauvoo was devastated, and they 
were compelled, with bleeding hearts, to bid adieu 
to the graves of their people and to their beautiful 
temple. Their prophet was taken and placed’ in 
jail in Carthage, and while there, was brutally 
murdered by assassins. They were then driven ` 
into the wilderness. They went up on the western 
side of Iowa, and there at mid-winter, whilst they 
were in the midst of suffering, the United States 
called upon them to go and fight the battles of the 
country. And how did they respond to that call? 
They responded to it better than the people of 
many parts of the United States. They sent 
almost their whole military force; and that people 
rallied around the star-spangled banner, anh sont 
out to fight the battles of our country. And yet 
you will not now permit those. men. to enjoy a 

ome in that wilderness which they have rescued 
from barbarism and from the Indians. f 

The question was then taken on Mr. TAYLOR’”S 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair being unwill- 
ing to call gentlemen to order in debate, has, per- 
haps, permitted the rule to be violated to some 
extent; but in the further debate upon this bill 
he will attempt rigidly to enforce the rule. 

Mr. COBB. Iam very sorry the Chairis only 
going to adopt that course now. My colleague 
[Mr. Pues] has been heard, and I want, an 
opportunity to reply. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ala- 
bama is out of order. pot a f 

I will read so much of the 34th rule as is neces- 
sary to show its application: S 

“Where debate is closed by order of the House, any 
member shall be allowed, in committee, five minutes to 
explain any amendment he may offer; after which any 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to 
speak five minutes in opposition to it, and there shail be 
no further debate on the amendment.” 


_Mr. SEWARD. I move that the committee 


rise. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to propound a 
question to .the Chair, with a view. of facilitating 
the business. I wish to know if it will be in or- 
der tolay aside this bill, and take up and dispose of 
other territorial bills that are before the commit- 
tee, to which there may be no objection? “Wecan 
then return to a consideration of this bill, and 
spend upon it whatever may be left of the time of 
the special order. i 
The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the committee can lay aside this bill, and 
proceed to the consideration of other bills. 
Mr. SEWARD. Irise to a point of order. I 
insist that the motion submitted by me was in 
order. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.. Ricu- 
ARDsON] had the floor, but simply for the purpose 
of making a suggestion, as I understood. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to make a mo- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The floor was.assigned by 
the Chair to the gentleman from Hlinois, While 
he was occupying it, the gentleman from Georgia, 
nor any other gentleman, had no right to make 
any motion whatever. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I call the gentleman 
from Iinois to order, on the ground that he is 
not discussing the question before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the under- 
standing of the Chair, the gentleman from Illinois 
rose to a point of order. If the Chair was ris- 
informed, he would like to be corrected. 7 ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rose to make an in- 
quiry, upon which I desired to base a motion.” I 
submit my motion now, and the Chair can decide 
whether i am in order or not. : 


1112 


Mr. SEWARD. If the gentleman submits a, i 
|, given to it, either by the clergy or by the legisla- j| 


motion, he is in order; but if he make an inquiry 


merely 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside this 


bill. The object I have in view, if the motion be | 


agreed to, is to enable the committee to proceed 
to the consideration, and dispose of the other 
territorial bills. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Is that motion debatable? 
Mr. KEITT. I make this pointof order. The 
committee rose, went into the House, and then 


a resolution was passed directing that the debate | 


should be closed--— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is not entitled to the floor. The gentle- 
man from Georgia submits the motion that the 
committee rise. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sew- 
arp’s motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Hli- 


nois submits the motion thatthis bill be laid aside. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, I! desire to know if that 
motion is debatable? 


Mr. KEITT. Irise to a point of order. The 


House passed a resolution to close debate, to vote | 


upon the amendments, and report the bill to the 
ouse. Having done that, I now ask whether 
that order can be set aside or disregarded by the 
committee? 
The CHAIRMAN, A resolution was intro- 
duced, and passed by the House, in the usual 


form, closing debate on this bill, and directing the | 
committee to proceed with its consideration, and | 


report the bill and amendments to the House. 


Therefore the motion of the gentleman from Mi- | 


nois cannot be entertained. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 


proposition to lay aside this bill is not debatable? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 
Mr. ORR. There is an express rule, Mr. 
Chairman, that a motion for priority of business 
ia not debatable. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Lhope the chairman of the | 
Committee on Territories (Mr, Ricnarpson] will | 


withdraw his motion to set aside the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That motion has been 
ruled out of order. There is no motion pending, 
except the amendments offered to the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
do. Iam perfectly satisfied with that. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment, by inserting after the 


word * persons ’’ the additional words ‘* male or | 


female.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the 
gentleman from Virginia cannot amend his own 
amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. But can I not modify it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemancan mod- 
ify it, but cannot speak upon that modification. 

Mr. KERR. Then, Mr. Chairman, | make 
the motion to amend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Lurcuer,] by insert- 


ing the words indicated by him, ‘* male or fémale.”’ || 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, which side 
of the proposition am I to take ? 
for or against it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will have to speak against it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well, it does not mat- 
ter much. Ican say as much on the one side as 
on the other. [Laughter.] 

All that { desire to say, Mr. Chairman, is in 
reference to a point which has been made in the 


progress of this debate, and that by the gentleman | 


from Alabama. He desired to know whether any 


member of this committee would undertake to dis- - 
criminate—in the donation of land—against mur- | 
derere, or against pirates, or against any other 


characters who were the subjects of crime. Now, 


sir, there isa very distinct answer to this question. |, 


I think there isa very conclusive answer to this 
view of the case. Neither the State of Virginia, 


nor the State of Alabama, nor the State of Geor- 


gia, nor any other civilized or well established 
community that know of, in the United States, 
recognizes these crimes as part of their social sys- 
tem. Butin the Territory of Utah polygamy is 
a system, a regularly recognized system—neither 
more nor less—-adapted under the ecclesiastical 


law, recognized under the legislative law, and, in | 


, he is not in order. 


1 desire to inquire of the | 
Chair under what rule it has decided thatthe | 


On, very well. That will ; 


Am I to speak | 


i every way, and with every sanction that can be 


tive authority, recognized as an immutable, an 
‘| unchangable institution. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, Will the gentleman from 
Virginia allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. LETCHER. Not just now; wait a mo- 
ment. If the government of the Territory of 
Utah had recognized murder, or had recognized 
piracy, or had recognized any other species of 
crime as a legal system, then, sir, I say, we could 
here, in making donations of this sort, express on 
the part of Congress an unqualified hostility to 
any system of the kind. 

Sir, what are we doing here? These people 
come and ask for special privileges under the law, 
and it is for us to say whether, while they have 
sucha system among them, we will tolerate that 
institution, and encourage these people, by giving 
to them the very benefits and privileges that they 
ask. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we can do this, it 
seems to me that we are perfectly powerless, that 
‘| we have no authority of any sort. It seems that, 
! no matter what crime springs up in the country, 
when the professors of it get into a Territory, and 
ask for land, we must make donations to them, 
because we have made donations to othere, and 
have no right to make a discrimination. 

Now, sir, as to the view of my friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce.j He says that this 
is a matter of religion. Why, sir, it is exactly 
the reverse. If these people had a decent religion, 
they would not have polygamy there. It is not 
a matter of religion, It is a matter of vice; and 
| whenever this House undertakes to make these 
donations, it is paying a tribute to, and encour- 
aging vice, infamy, and iniquity. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is no further 
amendment in order; and no further debate can 
|| be had on the amendment pending. 

‘| Mr. RICHARDSON. {f rise to a privileged 
j| question. I move that the committee rise. I will 
state, if the committee will permit me, the object 
I have in submitting the motion. It is to get rid 
of this bill, in order to proceed to other business. 

Mr. BOYCE. I object to it, 

The question was then put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 
| The committee accordingly rove, and the Speak- 
i er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Pueips] reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
i| to order, had the state of the Union generally under 
i| consideration, and particularly bilis relating to 
‘| territorial business, and more particularly House 
‘| bill No. 317, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
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I now move to recon- 


upon House bill No. 317. 1 will state the object 
which I have in view in making this motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is not debatable, 
| the gentleman will recollect. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope, by common con- 
sent, the gentleman will be permitted to proceed, 
and make his explanation. 

The SPEAKER, If there is no objection, the 
i, gentleman will proceed. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My object is to remove 
the order terminating debate, and then to go into 
Committee of the Whole, move to lay aside this 
bill, and take up and endeavor to pass other terri- 
tonin bills, and thereby get through this special 
order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I hope the motion 
will not prevail. 

Mr. HAMILTON, 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harnis and 
Vai were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
‘| reported——ayes 66, noes 61. 
| So the motion to reconsider prevailed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the reso- 
‘| lution be laid upon the table. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was 
: laid upon the table, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move that the 
: rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
‘| itself into the Coramittee of the Whole on the 
:| state of the Union. 
| The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


I call for tellers upon the 


f 
i 
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sider the vote by which debate was terminated || 


to es- 
| tablish the office of surveyor general in Utah, to 
; grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 
; other purposes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I move to lay aside this 
| bill, not for the purpose of reporting it to the 
| House, but merely to pass it over and take up the 
! next bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. I wish merely to state a fact 
í to the committee for its information. I have some 
days hesitated whether it was my duty to an- 
| nounce the fact to the House; but, upon consid- 

Ì eration, I think it due to the House to be advised 
of it. What I desire to state is, that, among other 
| matters, African slavery is recognized and estab- 
‘lished by law in the Territory of Utah. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
| motion of the gentleman from Illinois to pass this 
| bill by, which motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I know of no reason for 
ot disposing of this bill now, after it has been 
iscussed for two days. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I propose to amend the mo- 
| tion of the gentleman from Hlinoig. I move that 
i the bill be laid aside, to be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it be rejected. 

i Mr.ORR. Is thatin order? 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- 

man from Illinois is merely to pass the bill by, and 

the motion of the gentleman from Virginia is not, 
in theopinion of the Chair, in order as an amend- 
ment to that motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will withdraw my 
motion, if the gentleman from Virginia desires to 
submit his. My object isto have the bill disposed 
of in some way. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I submit my motion, 
that the bill be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that itdo not pass. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that the motion of 

li the gentleman from Illinois has been withdrawn. 
|| Mr. JONES. My point of order is still appli- 
| cable. I submit that there is nothing before the 
|| committee. The territorial business was made 
|, the special order; and I hold that no one case has 
: precedence of any other, but that it is in order to 
| move to take up any bill. The bill which you 
i had before you at the last sitting does not come 
|| up as a matter of course at the next session of the 
committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say a single 
word of reply to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
|! What he has said may be true. If true, I would 
deem it right and proper to determine what bills 
|i the committee ought to take up. They must de- 
| termine that question for themselves. It is right 
| and proper that they should do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [have not withdrawn 
my motion, and I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then the Chair decides my 

i motion to be out of order. 
i The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
| the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his mo- 
ition. As he has not done so, the motion of the 
| gentleman from Virginia is not in order, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is there any question 
pending ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes, sir; one of pri- 
ority of business; a motion to lay the bill aside. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I demand tellers on 
the motion to lay the bill aside. 

i ‘Fellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
| Alabama, and WHEELER, were appointed. 
| The question was taken; and the tellers re- 

ported—ayes 57, noes 65. . 

So the committee refused to lay the bill aside. 

Mr. HAMILTON. [ move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing the debate upon 
' this bill, and on that motion I ask for tellers. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Parker were appointed. - 

i The question was then taken; and the tellers 
; reported—ayes 4]; noes not counted. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I regret deeply that 
this bill has consumed so much of the time of the 
House. J regret that it has ever been introduced. 
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1854. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. What question is 
before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill and the various 
amendments. The House has reconsidered the 
vote by which the debate was closed. 

Mr. TAYLOR. IJ should like toask the Chair, 
what is the present position of the bill, for Lreally 
do not understand 1t? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 

roposition now pending in committee. It is bill 
‘No. 317, which has been under discussion yester- 
day andto-day. On yesterday, the Houseadopted 
aresolution closing debate in five minutes after 
the House should resume the consideration of the 
bill. A few minutes since, in the House, the vote 
by which that resolution was adopted, was recon- 
sidered, and the resolution closing debate was 
laid upon the table. General debate upon the bill 
has, therefore, been reopened by the action of the 
House. The amendments pending are to the 
third section of the bill, and with reference to the 
last proviso. The pending propositions are the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia, [Mr. Letcuer,| and an amendment to that || 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from North | 


Carolina, (Mr. Kenrn.] 
Mr. LETCHER. 


the bill to the House, with a recommendation that 
itdo not pass? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order. The 
gentleman from Oregon is upon the floor, and no 
motion can be submitted while he is upon the 
floor. 

Mr. LANE. 
adopted, I would yield the floor most cheerfully. 
My object is to ask the committee to make some 
disposition of this bill. We have before us many 
important territorial bills that deeply interest the 


people. This bill has been discussed for two days, | 


when there is no prospect of its ever receiving the 
favorable consideration of the committee. One 
week has been set apart for the consideration of 


territorial business, and we have now only one ; 


day of that week left, and there is some doubt 
whether the House will sit to-morrow, although 
I hope it will. If further time is spent on this bill, 
it must be apparent to everybody, that all the 
other territorial business must lie over perhaps to 
the next Congress. Is there any prospect that 
the House will give us another week? If not, 
measures which are dearer to me than life itself 
must bepostponed, and cannot be acted on during 
this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will report the 
titles of the bills which are still undisposed of, 
and which have not yet been acted upon. 

Mr. TAYLOR. This is a very important bill, 
quite as much so as any bill touching the Terri- 
tories of the United States. It proposes to extend 
the land system over that Territory. 

Mr. LANE. Two days have been already 
spent upon it, and I would like to know by what 


mode of reasoning the gentleman from Ohio can | 


undertake to say that this bill can be passed in 
five, ten, or fifteen minutes, as I know gentlemen 
who are prepared to speak upon it for two or 
three hours. If we continue to discuss it, this 
day will be consumed, and the bill will still be 
undisposed of. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I agree with the gentle- 


man from Georgia [Mr. Stepuens] that the prin- || e 
| Territory of Oregon. 


ciples of this bill are very important, but we all 


know that there is a general disposition in the || £ 
the Territory of Minnesota. 


House always to provide for the Territories, and 

ive them sufficient time here in which to have 
their business transacted. I always vote to allow 
territorial matters sufficient time; and if this day 
and the next are not enough to legislate intelli- 
gently upon all the bills which are necessary for 
the welfare of the Territories, I pledge the honor- 
able gentleman that 1 shall be one of the most 
active in efforts to give them another week if ne- 


cessary. 1 prefer to do that than to have bills ; 


driven through in hot haste, involving as import- 
ant principles as are contained in some of these 
bills. : 

L-agree with the gentleman from Georgie, [Mr. 
Svepnens,] that there are principlesinvolved in this 
bill, upon which a great deal might be said upon 
either side; and we ought to understand what we 


are doing, before we are called upon to vote. I A f t } 
E E | to give the chairman of the Committee on Public 


desire to state to the honorable gentleman from 
Oregon, that there can be no difficulty about this 


Is it in order now to sub- |! 
mit a motion that the committee rise and report | 


If that motion could be made and ! 


of the Territories. 
Mr. LANE. 


the consideration of territorial business. The 
Territories are entirely dependent upon Congress. 
They have, it is true, the privilege of sending rep- 
resentatives here, but these representatives have 
not the privilege of voting. It has always been 
painful tome to consume one minute of the time 
of the House, and I would be glad if the business 


| relating to the Territory of Oregon could be pre- 


sented upon its merits, and a vote taken directly 
upon it without the necessity of any explanation 
upon my part. But I should be very unwilling, 
If the House will say that 


of territorial business, then I have not a word to 


say against whatever course the committee may |! 
pursue in regard to the continuance of the discus- |! 


sion. 
i Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I understand that we 


are to continue with this territorial business until 
it is entirely disposed of. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
is mistaken in regard to the order of the House. 


| The order of the House appropriates the first 
| week of the month of May, commencing with the 


first Monday of the month, to the consideration 
of territorial business. This is the special order 
on the Journal of the House. 

Mr. KERR. There can be more time assigned 
for the conclusion of this business. 

Mr. LANE. But is there any certainty that 
we can get any other time for that purpose? If 
this bill be laid aside, and if at any other time 
leave be given for the consideration of territorial 
business, itcan be taken up first, and the com- 


| mittee can now act upon bills which may meet | 
| their approval, consider and passthem; and post- į 
pone the consideration of such other bills as may į 
| not meet their approval. 


I hope the committee 
will do so. 

Mr. KERR. Will thegentleman from Oregon 
yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. I would be very sorry, Mr. Chair- 
man, to present here even the appearance of de- 
siring to obstruct needful legislation in regard to 
the Territories. 1, however, am in favor of a full 
and free discussion of the important questions 
presented by the bill now before the committee. I 


| think these questions very grave in their charac- 
| ter. 


I think they ought to be discussed and well 
considered before they are acted upon. But then 
I will deal frankly in what I have to say in refer- 
ence to my course upon these questions. Gentle- 


į men insist here upon having time set apart with a 


view of transacting mere territorial business. Now 
if they will offer territorial business of a purely 


| local character, J will aid them; butif it be any part 


of the understanding to bring up these territorial 
railroad bills, then | am for taking any legitimate 
course, according to the usages of Parliament, in 
order to prevent their consideration. 

Mr. LANE. 
North Carolina, and to every other member of 
the committee, that we ask no railroad bill for the 

Mr. KERR. I know that; but there is one for 

Mr. LANE. We ask for nothing but that 
which is strictly local, and which relates solely to 
the interests of the people there. 


with the legitimate territorial legislation. 


Mr. KERR. Then I will just ask my friend || 


from Oregon to apply to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ascertain whether it is 
the purpose of that committee to give us a Min- 


| nesota railroad bill. - : 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I state tothe gentleman 


! from North Carolina that the Committee on Ter- 
i tories have no such bill to 


resent. ? 
Mr. KERR. Ibeg pardon. I spoke inadver- 
tently; I meant to say the Committee on Public 
Lands. i 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I am very willing 


Lands the opportunity of answëring the inquiry 


matter whatever; and that I am ready to do al 
in my power towards attending to the business <i 


1! 


I am under many obligations to į 
the gentleman from Ohio, and every gentleman : 
who has been willing to grant sufficient time for | 


oft 


I 1 will only say to the committee 
now, that if they will lay asidé-this bill that -has 
been under discussion, and ‘take: up bills rela 
tive to Oregon and other Territories, which’ aré 
strictly local; and if the committee do not decide 
that they are so-strictly local in their objects, I, 
so faras Lam concerned, will ask them to'be laid 


aside and not acted favorably upon. ` But, with 
a view of obtaining legislation upon matters ‘of 
deep interest to the Territories, I will ask the 
committee now—I will appeal to membets on be- 
half of the people whom I represent—to lay aside 
this bill and take up the Oregon bills, that they 


|i may be consi : 
| and should feel very much grieved, if the neces- | vt dered and acted upon 
‘sary legislation was defeated for want of time in 
| which to consider it. 
| other days shall be set apart for the consideration 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman,’ will you 
have the Calendar read, and let us see what: bills 
are on it for our action? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will, by: gen- 
eral consent, read the Calendar. 

The list of bills remaining on the Calendar— 
num bering some nine or ten—was read, 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state, in 


j| reference to Senate bill (No. 220) to establish the 


Office of surveyor general of New Mexico, to grant 
donations to actual settlers therein, that the come 


| mittee have already acted upon a House bill pro- 
| viding for the same object. Thereis also another 
bill, which was informally laid aside yesterday. 


That was a bill in relation to the payment of the 


| civil officers employed in the Territory of New 
| Mexico while under military government. 


Nor will I favor | 
any railroad bill for any Territory, to interfere | 


Mr. KERR. These are all the bills upon the 


| Calendar; but, as I understand it, the’ Committee 
| on Public Lands can report any bill they please, 


at any time, in reference to territorial business. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I wishto ask of the Chair 


| a question, in order to bring a fact to the atten- 


tion of the committee, The question is, whether, 
if we lay aside this bill, it is not in the power of 
any member of this committee to have a contest 
whenever any other bill comes up? Forinstance, 
if we lay aside this bill and take up the next one 


i to it, and dispose of it, the committee can, if the 
i desire, resume the consideration of this same bill; 


and hence it will be impossible for those gentle- 
men who want to get in railroad bills, to get them 
in ahead of the bills which are upon the Calendar. 
I desire to know of the Chair if that is not so? 
The CHAIRMAN. Although debate is not 
strictly in order, the Chair will state, in reply to 
the interrogatories of the gentleman, with the per- 


| mission of the committee, that if this bill is laid 


aside, the Chair will proceed to call the bills upon 


| the Calendar in the order in which they stand, 


If, in doing so, objection is made to the consider- 
ation of any particular bill, it will be for the com- 
mittee to decide the question. 

_Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. A short time 
since I was in favor of postponing this bill, and of 
laying it aside. But seeing that the House is not 
proceeding any faster under that motion than be- 
fore, I change my opinion, and I suppose we May 
as wellact upon this bill now as at any other time. 
And if we desire to et through with the territorial 
business, let us set a Inight, and to-morrow night. 


. i| That is the way to accomplish the thing. 
I desire to say to my friend from | aay there ate important i 


; Gentleman say there are important principlés 
involved in this bill. I suppose there is not a 


|| principle in it upon which the mind of every mem- 
|; ber is not already made up. If gentlemen want 
| to speak, let them speak, and let us set them out. 
| Mr. WALLEY. The matter which we are 


| now engaged upon is highly important. There 
| are other matters and bills which are no less so. 
This bill isas important to the gentleman from 
Utah, as the others are to those who represent the 

| other Territories, Why, then, lay this bill aside, ` 
and take up others, for no other reason than be- 
| cause other gentlemen wish to press their imme- 
diate consideration? My suggestion to the com- 
mittee is this: that if we are not prepared to act 
upon this bill now, we should continue the dis- 
cussion; but if we are, we should vote upon it 
without further delay. But it is worse than use- 
less to lay aside one bill which has reference to 
local business, without definite action, for the pur- 
pose of taking up others which have no prior ör 

superior claim to our present consideration. . 
he time already occupied in discussing the 


question of laying aside this bill without ahy- de- 
cision of the committee———- 5 
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Here Mr. Watiey gave way to the gentieman | 
from Oregon. ji 
Mr. LANE, who said: I will say to the gentle- | 
man over the way, (Mr. WarLey,] that for the | 
purpose of ending the debate upon this bill, I will | 
withdraw my motion, and submit the motion that | 
the committee rise, for the purpose of terminating | 
the debate upon it. ' 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will suggest | 
to the gentleman from Oregon that that will pro- || 
tract the debate longer. If anybody wants to | 
discuss the bill let them; and I assure the gentle- 
man that one or two hour speeches will do away 
with these five-minute speeches. 

Mr. LANE. Very well, I will withdraw my | 
motion. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. Is it in order 
to move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House, with are commendation that it be 
rejected? TN | 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That motion is in order. | 

Mr. PERKINS. f will move that it be laid 
aside, and be reported to the House with that 
recommendation. j 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I de- | 
mand tellers. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL | 
and Kerrr appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes eighty-four; a further count not being re- 
quired. 

So the bill was laid aside, to be reported to the || 
House. . 

The bill of the louse No. 335, entitled “A 
bill to extend the right of preémption over un- 
surveyed lands in Minnesota, and for other pur- | 
poses,” was next taken up for consideration, and | 
read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Beit enacted, Çe., That the provisions of the preémp- 
tion act of 4th September, 1841, and the acts amendatory 
thereof, shall be extended to the lands in Minnesota Terri- 
tory, whether surveyed or not; butin all cases where pre- 
emption is claimed on unsurveyed lands, the settler shall | 
file his declaratory statement within three months after the 
survey has been made and returned, and make proof and 
payment before the day appointed by the Presidents proc- 
Jamation for the commencement of the sale of the lands, 
inelnding the tract claimed: Provided, however, That if, 
when said lands are surveyed, itis found that two or more | 
persons have settled upon the same quarter-scetion, cach 
shall be permitted to enter his improvement, as near as 
may be, by legal subdivisions. 

Mr. LETCHER. J should like to inquire why 
it is proposed to extend the rights of preémption 
to the unsurveyed as well as the surveyed lands? | 

Mr. RICE. I will answer the gentleman from | 
Virginia. A tract of twenty-eight millions of acres į 
was purchased by the Government; a survey was 
authorized, and a portion of the lands surveyed. 
The pretmption laws extend to the surveyed | 
lands, but settlements have been made upon those | 
unsurveyed; and the object is to prevent speen- j 
lators from coming in and depriving the honest 
settler of his improvements. ‘They pay their | 
$1 25 per acre as soon as the land is offered for 
sale. 

A portion of the lands on the west side of the 
Mississippi was ordered to be surveyed. A por- 
tion was surveyed, Citizens went there and | 
settled on the land; but some of the surveys proved 
to be incorrect, and they were recalled. Now, 
under the preémption laws, those who settled there : 
prior to the surveys are not entitled to the right 
of preémption., The object is merely to extend | 
the preémption right to the first settlers. 


i 
| 
i 
H 
| 


confined to the erroneous surveys, or unlimited? 
Mr. RICE. Jt is applicable to all lands not: 


|| treaty of Prairie du Chien, of the 15th July, 1830, 


| this reservation embraces within ils limits some 


| 
Mr. LETCHER, Is the bill intended to be ‘| 
i 


reserved for other purposes. 

Mr.LETCHER. The whole territory is to be 
opened to preémption ? 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir. ! 

Mr. LETCHER. You do not propose to ap- | 
ply the bill to the erroneous surveys? 

Mr. RICE. It applies toall. Settlers in Min- | 
nesota think that it is very hard that they shall | 
not be afforded the privilege of paying $1 25 per | 
acre for the public land, without unnecessary | 
restrictions, when settlers in the other ‘Territories | 
have granted them one hundred and sixty acres | 
each, Minnesota has not had granted her one 
foot of land for any purpose whatever—for inter- 
nal improvements, schools, or for any other pur- 

ose. She is paying thousands of dollars daily 
into your Treasury. All we want is, that the 
settlers who have gone there, and made their im- 


| 
i 
i 
i 
f 
\ 
i 


provements, shall be protected against speculators. 
Such is the object of the bill, The right asked | 
has been extended to California, and to Oregon, | 


aud the other Territories. ii 


The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House, with the recommendation that it do 

ass. 
E The CHAIRMAN. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar for consideration isa bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause to be sur- 
veyed the tract of land in the Territory of Min- 
nesota belonging to the half-breeds, or mixed 
bloods of the Dacotah, or Sioux nation of Indians, 
and for other pursoses. 

The bill was read through. 

The first section was then read for amendment. | 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. Mr. Chair- 
man, | desire to briefly state the object of the bill. 
it will be observed by the committee, that under the | 


on the application of the Sioux tribes or bands of 
Indians to the Government, a certain tract of coun- 
try, designated as lying at the head of navigation 
on the west sideof the Mississippi river, on Lake 
Pepin, within the limits of Minnesota Territory, | 
embracing in length about thirty-two miles, and 
in width about fifteen miles, should be set apart 
for the half-breeds of their tribe. There was a 
further provision, that they should hold said lands | 
or reservation under the same title that all other 
Indian lands were heid. There was still another 
condition in the tenth article of the treaty, which 
authorized the President of the United States, at 
any future time, to set apart to any of the said 
half-breeds, to be held in fee-simple, a section of 
land, but no more. Under the provisions of that 
treaty, the half-breeds, many of whom are en- 
lightened, some engaged in mercantile pursuits, į 


and some in farming, have applied repeatedly to | 
the Government to have the provisions of that 
treaty carried into effect. [Hitherto nothing has 
been done in reference to it. This bill contem- 
plates carrying into effect the provisions of the 
treaty, so as to secure to the half-breeds the inter- 
ests that were intended to be secured to them 
under the treaty. 

The first provision of the bill, it will be ob- 
served, authorizes scrip to be issued to the half- 
breeds who were entitled to it under the treaty of 
Prairie du Chien, of July 15th, 1830, upon condi- 
tion that they make a relinquishment to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, under such form as 
may be prescribed, of all the interest they possess 
in that reservation. It will also be observed by 
the committee, that there is no power under the 
bill to dispose of that scrip. The object of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in reference to that, 
was to prevent the half-breeds from being imposed 
upon in the disposition of their land, The com- | 
mittee was fully aware, that the moment the 
patent issues, the power of disposal attaches. The 
bill also secures to the half-breeds the right of pre- 
emption. This we thought proper, in order to 
secure the interests that. were intended to be con- 
ferred on the half-breeds of the Sioux tribe of fn- 
dians. 

The other two provisions of the bill are short 
and simple, providing for the survey of the land 
within the limits of the reservation, and the taking 
of the census. 

I have thought it proper to say this much in 
reference to the bill. Let me say further, that 


of the most fertile lands in the Territory of Min- 
nesota, stretching to the head waters of navigation 
upon the Mississippi river, so as utterly to preclude 
any communication by the inhabitants of Minne- | 
sota with the Mississippi river; for every member 
of the committee well understands the fact that un- 
der our laws and regulations concerning the Indian 
tribes, that no citizens of the United States are 
authorized to pass within the limits of their terri- | 
tory without authority from the Government. 
Not only so, but they have no authority even to 
clear a road. They have no authority within the | 
limits of that Territory to build a school house or 
erect a church. {Tence this bill is not only im- 
portant to the interests of the half-breeds of the 
Sioux tribe of Indians, but it is of tenfold greater 
interest to évery citizen of the Territory of Min- 
nesota. I believe that the bill, as framed, will 
meet the objects contemplated. Some gentlemen 
might be disposed to think that the objects of the 
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tion; but this,in my opinion, cannot be done. As 
late as 1852, a treaty was sent to the Senate of 
the United States, proposing to dispose of this 
tract or reservation of land for thesum of $150,000; 
but that body refused to ratify the treaty, and 
upon proper principles. ` 

The half-breeds are nota tribe of Indians in the 

sensein which we use the term ‘*‘ Indian tribes,” 
and hence there was no power in this Govern- 
ment to enter intoa treaty with them. Nor can 
we reach the object desired by treating with the 
| Sioux band of indians, for the very reason that 
they have parted with the interest they possessed 
within that reservation. Itis then perfectly ap- 
parent that the objects we have in view can only 
be attained by the legislation of Congress; and I 
think that such objects can be attained by the 
passage of the bill now under consideration. I 
hope that it may receive the favorable considera- 
tion of the committee, and that they will report it 
to the Elouse, with the recommendation that it 
pass. A friend near me has suggested that perhaps 
I ought to state the quantum of land for which pro- 
vision is made in this bill. It is about three hun- 
dred and eighty thousand acres. I will state that 
the bill makes provision for such half-breeds as da 
not reside in said reservation, but have moved 
beyond its limits, and who under the treaty were 
entitled to participate in its benefits, and that a 
census Shall be taken so as to enable the Govern- 
ment to ascertain who are and who are not enti- 
i tled to its benefits. Let me say here, in addition 
i to what I have already stated, according to the 
' best information I have been enabled to obtain in 
| reference to this matter, that there are about two 
| hundred half-breeds who are entitled to receive 
| the benefits of this bill. 
Mr. HAVEN. I would like to make an in- 
' quiry of the gentleman from Mississippi who has 
i just taken his seat. Very likely he may have 
| explained the matter sufficiently, but I was en- 
deavoring to learn from the bill what I desired to 
know, and did not hear all his remarks, The bill 
seems to be, from a hasty reading of it, imper- 
fect. It authorizes the President to exchange cer- 
‘tain things; and I wish the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi would inform us,as the bill, I think, does 
i not, what it is to be exchanged, and for what the 
exchange is to be made. It seems to me that the 
language of the bill is not very clear and explicit 
upon this point. 

Mr. WRIGHT. [regret very much that my 
' friend from New York [Mr. Haven] has not 
been enabled to discover what the exchange is to 
be. Most assuredly he has not read the bill, or 
else his optics would have been keen enough to 
discover that it was an exchange of the half-breed 
reservation for scrip. But let me explain the 
matter, in reply to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from New York, Why is an exchange of land 
made for scrip? For the reason that you can 
only obtain the objects contemplated in the treaty 
by such a provision. They are those who have 
moved beyond the limits of Minnesota, who 
occupy their farms, who are cultivating them, and 
are not residents within the limits of Minnesota 
Territory. The object of this bill is to give these 
half-breeds scrip, so that they can avail themselves 
of the benefits of their own labor by securing the 
lands upon which they have settled. Nor does 
this ulumate in injury to the United States, for 
the reason that, under the provisions of this treaty, 
as will be observed, none will receive scrip who 
are not entitled. 

In addition to this, I would say, that this will 
open up the reservation for settlement by white 
citizens within its limits. And, for the inform- 
ation of the committee, I will say, that it is only 
the most civilized of the half-breeds who have 
remained there. Those who have preferred un- 
civilized life and Indian habits have gone beyond 
the limits of the reservation. They are, however, 
entitled to the benefits secured, or intended to be 
Hence the provision in the bill authorizing them 
secured to them under the treaty of Prairie du Chien. 
to receive scrip. But in order to induce them to 
take care of their rights, the bill provides that 
they cannot dispose of their scrip until they have 
located it; and, as I stated before, when the patent 
is issued to them, then they shall have the power 
of disposing of their land, and of receiving the 
benefits to which they are entitled. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. As I under- 


treaty could be carried into effect without legisla- 


stand it, this is a block of land on the Mississippi 
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river, containing some three hundred and eighty 
thousand acres. That land cannot be approached, 
or, atany rate, it cannot be crossed by any of the | 
inhabitants of the United States. Itisimportant that 
it should be brought into market, It is important 
thatit should be opened for transit, opened for 
ways, or highways, or-railroads. It is important ! 
that it should be opened for the purposes of com- 
munication between the country beyond and the 
Mississippi river. It seems to me this is an 
object which it is desirable should be attained. 
The Indians, or the half-breeds, hold this land in 
community; it is in the one block; and this bill, 
as I understand it, provides that they shall give 
up their interest in this land for scrip—the scrip | 
corresponding with the number of acres to which 
they may be respectively entitled. If they have 
their scrip, they may locate their lands where 
they choose. They may locate it in this territory, 
or anywhere else upon the surveyed or unsur- 
veyed lands of the United States, It thus ex- 
changes land for land—this land for other. It 
seems to me that this will be to the advantage of 
the Indians, The effect of the bill will be to open 
up this territory, which lies in the way of all im- 
provement, to the people of the United States. 
And this will be a great advantage to the people 
of the Territories, and to the general interests of | 
the country. I see no objection that there can be | 
against this bill. 

There being no proposition to amend, 

Mr. WASHBURNEH, of Illinois, moved that | 
the bill be laid aside and reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside | 
to be reported, unless amendments be proposed 


to it. 

Mr. HENN. Before the bill be laid aside, | 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Wricut] to that portion of the 
bill embraced within the twentieth to the twenty- 
eighth lines, to see if there is not acontradiction or 
inconsistency of terms there. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That section has been 
perfected, and no amendment is in order. 

Mr. HENN. Ido not proposeany amendment. 
I merely wish to ask the member from Mississippi 
if there is not a contradiction in terms from the 
twentieth to the twenty-eighth line. 

Mr. WASH BURNE. I do not know whether 
even that is in order or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is- not in 
- order. 

Mr. HENN. Ihave made the suggestion be- 
cause I dislike to see a bill which has no sense in 
it pass through this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read that 
ortion of the bill which the gentleman from Iowa 
as referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 
—‘‘ which said certificates or scrip may be located upon 

any of the lands within said reservation not now occupied 
by actual and bona fide settlers of the half breeds or mixed 
bloods, or such other persons as have gone into said Terri- 
tory by authority of law, or upon any other unoecnpied 
lands subject to preëmption or private sale, or upon any 
other unsurveyed lands, not reserved by Government, upon | 
which they have respectively made improvements.” | 

Mr. HENN. I understand that the provision | 
was intended for the benefit of those half-breed | 
Indians who have gone out of this reserve. In my 
opinion, the last line which was read cuts them off 
from locating upon their own improvements. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. I suggest to 
the gentleman from Towa that, under the common | 

reémption law, the right attaches. | 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to | 
the House. 

The next bill in order upon the Calendar which 
came up for consideration was House bill (No. 
119) to provide for the continuation of the mili- 
tary road from Myrtle creek to Scottsburg, in 
Oregon. k 

The bill was read in extenso, and no amendment 
being offered thereto, it was laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House. . 

The next bill upon the Calendar which came up 
for consideration in order, was House bill (No. | 
339) to authorize the Secretary of War to settle 
and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River In- 
dian war, 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The Clerk then read the first section. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Mr. Chairman, the 
duty devolves upon me, I imagine, to give an ex- 


I| were mostly without arms. 


cumstances which make its passage necessary. If 
I knew that it would pass without anything being 
said by me, I would say nothing; and it would 
gratify me very much. But, for fear that it might 
not be so, I avail myself of the opportunity to 
make a brief statement. 

In the Rouge river valley there are two great 
tribes of Indians, the Umpquas and Shastas, all 
knownas the Rogue River Indians. These Indians, 
for the last twelve months, have been preparing for 
war. They were enabled to provide themselves 
with the implements of war,and with everything 
necessary to commence a deadly hostility, and to 
make every arrangement necessary for carrying 
out their purpose, by means of appearing friendly 
to the whites,in hunting for them, and selling the 
proceeds of the chase for guns, powder, balls, &c. 

In that vicinity there are rich mines, and many 
American citizens had rushed in there for the pur- 
pose of digging for gold. Many persons from the 
States who had no intention of becoming citizens 
of that Territory, and who did not become citi- 
zens, went there in search of gold. It is the habit 
of miners, and it is the habit of American citizens 
who are in search of gold, to take with them a 
rifle and other weapons which they regard as ne- 
cessary for their personal safety and protection. 

The Indians in that valley, who are a superior 
race, remarkable for their intelligence, availed 
themselves of the great number of miners, who 
purchased of them the game that they could kill, 
and which was very plenty in that portion of 
Oregon, to realize a considerable sum of money, 
which they took care to invest in rifles, pistols, 
powder, lead, and percussion caps, and everything 
else necessary to commence a war of extermina- 
tion; in this way all they had received in twelve 
months past had been invested At that time the 
white people in the vicinity, among whom were 
many families, believed they were as safe as the 
people of the city of Washington now consider 
themselves. The massacre commenced the first 
day by a scattering band of Indians; and Ed- 
wards, Wills, and Nolen, all of them American 
citizens, were massacred. Only these three were 
murdered the first day. This was, however, onl 
a beginning of the execution of a scheme whic 
had been matured for ‘sweeping off every white 
man, woman, and child in that country. This 
tribe had formed an alliance with other tribes. 
The Klamath Indians, numbering some five hun- 
dred warriors, within seventy-five miles, and 
Tiasoe Tyee’s band, within twenty-five miles, had 
agreed to join them in the massacre; and, as soon 
as the war commenced, they were all to rush in, 
and sweep from the face of the earth every man, 
woman, and child. And, Mr. Chairman, their 
designs would have been accomplished, but for 
the prompt and efficient aid of Captain Alden, 
who is now in this city, crippled for life, in con- 
sequence of a wound he received in that war. I 
say that but for his aid they would have been 
swept from the country, every man, woman, and 
child. The Indians were well armed; and it isa 
fact, strange as it may seem, that the white people 
They had no appre- 
hensions from these Indians. They had lived 
with them for many months in peace. 
sold their,arms to the Indians, and believed them 
to be perfectly harmless in their intentions. 

When the massacre commenced Captain Alden 


was one hundred miles off. The intelligence was į 


received, and he, with a company of ten men, his 
whole available force, immediately started in the 
night, and rushed to the rescue. They succeeded 
in checking the Indians for the time being. In 
the mean time two companies of Californians, 
under Captains Goodall and Rhodes, turned out 
and joined Captain Alden. All the people, or 
emily all in Rogue river valley, capable of bear- 
ing arms, were organized into companies, two 
under Captains Miller and Lamerick for active 
service, and one under Captain Fowler, for the pro- 
tection of the town of Jacksonville. The two 
companies under Captains Miller and Lamerick, 
were organized into a battalion, and placed under 
the command of Colonel Ross. I take occasion 
here to say that too much praise cannot be given 
to Captain Alden for his prompt organization of 
these troops, or to the troops themselves for their 
gallantry and good conduct. 

Soon after the battle with the Indians, Captain 
Nesmith, who had been ordered out by the Gov- 


planation of the object of this bill, and of the cir- 


enor, joined me with a large company of volun- 


They had | 


teers; also, Captain Smith, with a. company of 
United States dragoons; Captains Martin, Apple- 
gate, and Terry, each with a small. company; 
promptly repaired to the theater of hostilities. ‘To 
all. these officers, and the. men under their com= 
mand, I take pleasure in saying that great praise 
is due for their gallant and soldier-like bearing, I 
also take pleasure in saying that I am indebted to 
Major Alvord, of the United. States Army, for 
much valuable assistance in negotiating a treaty: 
with the Indians, as well as SuperintendentPalmer. 
Mr. Culver, Indian agent, threw down the shovel, 
the pick, and other mining implements, and rushed 
to the rescue. - By this: timely movement the 
progress of the massacre was checked, and but 
for it every white inhabitant of that country must 
have been stricken down. He divided his forces 
at night, so as to prevent the Indians from coming 
upon the settlements, and in that way manage 
to hold them in check. Many skirmishes, how- 
ever, ensued, and John R. Hardin, Dr. Rose, and 
others, were killed. On the morning of the 16th 
of August, I received notice. at my residence, 
which is one hundred ‘miles north of that point, 
that the Indians had commenced a general slaugh- 
ter of the white people of that country. This in- 
telligence was brought to me by Mr..Etlingerand 
Mr. Nichol, who had ridden the whole distance 
in a day and night. Jn a few minutes after its ar- 
rival, I was on the road to the Rogue River valley. 

I mention these facts to show the committee my 
knowledge of the transactions there, : It is neces- 
sary that I should allude to them...» 

On the 15th day of August, Captain Armstrong, 
a valued and respected citizen of Oregon, passed 
my house on his way to California, through the 
Rogue River valley. Then the rumor was indefinite 
—that there was trouble in that quarter—but we 
did not know to what extent. It had been my lot 
to have been thrown into the company of Captain 
Armstrong in 1851, during a war with the same 
Indians. } found hima gallant and valuable gentle- 
man. I mentioned cael was unwilling to see him 
go in the direction in which he was going without 
a rifle. He had none with him. ‘* What,” he repli- 
ed, ‘* was the matter?” I told him the rumor had 
reached us that there was trouble of some kind 
in the valley; that his life was too valuable to be 
incautiously trusted there; and that he had better 
take my rifle. He did so. In the course of that 
night he met the express going for me, and waited 
until I overtook him, when we traveled together. 
We arrived in Rogue River valley 19th of August. 
We found Captain Alden, with his usual gallantry 
and efficiency, in command, and affording protec- 
tion to our citizens. His force, in my judgment, 
was sufficient to make a movement against the 
enemy, which he had already contemplated. A 
few days before, a portion of iis command under 
Lieutenant Ely bad been sent to makea recon- 
noissance. He fell into an ambuscade, and nearly 
half his command were killed. The other half 
would have shared the same fate but for the timely 
arrival of a reénforcement. Although l came as 
a volunteer, Captain Alden insisted that I should 
take the command of the troops. At his urgent 
request I did so. Sunday afternoon order was 
given to be ready to move on Monday morning at 
four o’clock. At the appointed time every foot was 
in thestirrup. Wednesday morning we overtook 
the Indians, and brought them to battle. Captain 
Alden was shot down. Captain Armstrong re- 
ceived a shot at about the same moment, and just 
had time to say that they had given him a dead 
center shot. The conflict lead toa peace. Not- 
withstanding the screams, yells, and war-whoops 
of the Indians for four hours, and notwithstand- 
ing we had failed to dislodge them, they agreed 
to make peace. They asked for peace. They 
wanted to know who commanded. the-troops. I 
heard them. 1 know their language well, having 
had a good deal to do with them, and knew most 
of them personally. They called out for me to 
come in, as they wanted a talk. They were tired 
of fighting, and desired peace. Well, I had been 
a little hurt myself, and I said to them and to the 
command that I would rather fight forty battles 
than talk about one peace. But after a good deal 
of time had been lost, and after a great deal of per- 
suasion, I went among them. The preliminaries 
of a peace were made on the battle-ground. We 
camped on the battle-ground for two nights. The 
Indians were so well satisfied that there would be 


i a peace that they assisted inremoving our wounded 
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men on litters across the country, which, by the 
by, is the worst country I ever traveled over. 
Well,a peace was made, and it has been maintained 
until this time, and J think it always will be main- 
tained, for the Government has purchased their 
lands. A treaty was made with them directly 
after the war for their territory, and that treaty 
has been ratified. 

I have given this history of the war from its 
commencement to its termination, for the purpose 
of satisfying the committee that the volunteers 
who turned out on that occasion ought to be paid 
for their services. I ask that the Secretary of 
War may be authorized to pay them. Many 
lost their lives. The Indians killed nearly as 
many of usas we killed of them. We only ask 
that those volunteers who turned out and assisted 
in putting down an Indian war that would other- 
wise have lasted for years, and cost the Govern- 
ment millions of dollars, and hundreds of lives— 
and, as it was, did cost us the lives of many val- 
uable citizens—may be paid for their services. 
The troops were disbanded es soon as it was 
thought safe to do so. I kept them with me but 
a few days after the peace was made, and re- 
mained near the Indians for several weeks myself 
for two reasons; one was, that I was not very 
well able to get away from them, and the other 
was, that I knew that by remaining there until 
the hot blood had somewhat cooled, I could pre- 
vent a renewal of hostilities between the Indians 
and the whites. We only ask that the volunteers 
shall be paid for the time which they actually 
served, and the necessary expenses of subsistence, 
ammunition, forage, and so forth. The accounts 
were all carefully kept. Captain Alden had ap- 
pointed quartermasters and commissaries, and the 
accounts were as accurate and correct as I have 
ever seen them in the Army. I hope this explan- 
ation will satisfy the committee that the bill 
ought to pass. 

r. WASHBURN, of Maine. I should like 
to ask the gentleman from Oregon a question, 
Will the gentleman state about how much the ex- 
penditures will umount to? 

Mr. LANE. My opinion is that they will 


amount to about $150,000; perhaps a little over or || 


a little under. I cannot, however, say exactly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The language of the bill 
is rather wide. It provides for appropriating money 
for the expenditures for all necessary and proper 
supplies. Now, would it not be well enough to 
have some limitation as to the full amount? 

Mr. LANE. lam very willing to say that it 
shall not exceed $175,000, if the committee desire 
that there shall be a restriction. But I have con- 
fidence in the Secretary of War. Ihave confi- 


dence in his ability, integrity, and honesty, and | 


in his capacity to judge from the papers what 
allowances are reasonable. He will allow nothing 


wrong, and we ask nothing but what is right. | Lask, have Í been on the floor speaking on ques- | 


|, tions that were not absolutely before the House? | 
I went out asa | 


Let me say here that, so far as I was concerned, I 
settled my accounts.on the spot. 
volunteer, but I received while there a commis- 
sion as brigadier general from the acting Governor 
of the Territory. As soon as I could ride down 
from the portion of the country where the war 
took place, Lreturned the commission with a note 
on it that I charged nothing for my services; that 
1 would not receive anything for them then, or at 
any future time, nor will I. 

But that was not the case with others. Many 
persons left their business and hurried to the res- 


cue of the people there, when the Indians were | 


about to tomahawk men, women, and children; 
and this would have been done, had it not been 


for the noble conduct of Captain Alden and those /! 


brave men who volunteered in their defense. 


also be paid. 
be necessary. 
Mr. COBB. It might be well for me to take 
the advice of my sage colleague from the Mobile 
district, [Mr. Puitiips,| and preserve silence, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 


I hope no further explanations will 


order. He can only proceed in the discussion of 
the bill. ! 
Mr. COBB. Iam afraid the Chair is about to į; 


interrupt me. 
will give me three minutes’ to reply to my col- 
eague. 
Cries of Go on? Go on!?"] 
y reply, as the committee has given me the 


{ 


cna 


i floor unless Í had been discussing questions di- | 
| 


privilege, shall be directly to the remark that fell 
from my honorable colleague 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the 
| necessity of calling the gentleman from Alabama 
to order. 

Mr. COBB. Will not the committee give me a 
few minutes for an explanation? 

[Cries of **Goon!”? «Go ont”) 

1 will oceupy but five minutes’ time. My 
worthy colleague intimated to me this morning — 
in fact, advised me sagely—that silence might be- 
come me, his worthy colleague. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order in referring to his colleague. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to say a word by 
way of explanation. 

Mr. COBB. Perhaps the explanation may 
prove satisfactory, and then there will be no occa- 
sion for my making any remarks. | 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I understood the gentleman 
in his printed remarks on yesterday to say that I | 
had backed out from the position 1 set out with | 
in the discussion of this bill. [ said, this morning, | 


in reply to that remark, that I had not thought it | 
necessary to obtrude myself frequently during the | 
debate to answer every one who chose to make a | 
i remark upon the other side of this question, and i 
i that { did not feel it necessary to occupy the time | 
of this House for the mere purpose of speaking, | 
when I had nothing really to say which could | 
throw additional light upon the subject; and that, | 
under those circumstances, silence appeared to me | 
the most becoming, which was the course I would | 
recommend my colleague to take. | 

Mr. COBB. The explanation is worse than | 
| the original remark. I desire to make only a brief | 
| explanation, and then I shall be done. I should | 
| not reply to the remark of my colleague, were it | 
i not made a matter of record, which will go to the ; 
| country, and from which they will infer that, in 
i all probability, I obtruded myself upon the time 
| of this House unnecessarily, and made speeches 
i such as oughtnotto be made here. l appeal to gen- 
tlemen if they have ever known me to occupy the | 


i rectly connected with the duties assigned me as a | 
| member of an important committee, or such asare | 
i directly connected with the interests of the people | 
|l represent. I ask members of this House to 
| respond, If there be a gentleman here who thinks 
| L have occupied the floor unnecessarily, let him 
now rise and say so. | 

No one rises. [Laughter.] There is one thing, | 
sir, which F desireto say, and it is this, that while | 
thegentleman—my honorable colleazue—can, inal | 
probability, present to the country forty-two pages 


gress, the humble person that addresses you, if | 


itwould not fill more than four pages. How often, 


And if I have at any time advocated a measure | 
here, I had confidence in it; and I know that a ma- i 
jority of the House, in almost every instance, have | 
sustained the position that I assumed. | 

That is a consolation to me. And let my con-: 
stituency know it by the same record through | 


AN |; 
I ask is that these men shall be paid, and that the !) 
actual and necessary expenses of the war shall | 


{Laughter.] I hope the committee |: 


| unnecessarily on this floor. Let them take the 
i record. Let them take what I have said, and pile 
i it all together. And then let them take the forty- | 
two pages of speeches which my colleague has | 
; made to this House, and let them see whether or ; 
i not his speeches have been upon questions before | 
this House, and whether or not I have spoken on 
questions directly before this House or not. I: 
will say, moreover, sir, that I was inseparably : 
connected with the matters in the discussion of 
‘which I participated. The hills or reports on) 
| which | spoke had originated in the committee of | 
; whieh I have the honor to be an humble member. | 


still some of my five minutes left. i 


expired. l 
The CHAIRMAN. This bill will be laidaside | 

: to be reported to the House, unless objection be | 
| made. | 


he could pile up every word that he has uttered, i} 


: which they will read the advice which my col- | 
{ league chose to pive me to keep silence. Let?! 
| them know that I have not spoken at any time 


[Here the hammer fell] il 


Mr. COBB. One minute yet, Mr. Chairman. | 
1 When you take the laughing matter out 1 will have 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s time has | 


There being no objection, the bill was accord- 
inly laid aside to be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar is bill No. 340, being a bill to provide for 
the construction of a military road in the Terri- 
tory of Utah. 

he bill was reported in extenso by the Clerk, 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is subject to 
amendments. If no amendment be proposed, the 
bill will be laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The bill was so laid aside to be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next bill on theCal- 
endar is bill No. 341, being a bill to refund to the 
Territory of Utah the expenses incurred by said 
Territory in suppressing Indian hostilities. The 
Clerk will report the bill. : 

The bill was read in extenso by the Clerk; and, 
there being no amendment proposed to it, it was 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. HENN. Mr. Chairman, the next bill on 
the Calendar is Senate bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The Chair 
was about to announce, what I presume the gen- 


i| tleman from Iowa was about to state, that the 


committee have already reported a bill embracing 
the subject-matter of this bill. 

Mr. HENN. I propose that we shall report 
the House bill as a substitute for the Senate bill, 
The Senate bill is exactly as the House bill was 
before it was amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill is an act 
to establish the office of surveyor general of New 
Mexico, to grant donations to actual settlers 
therein, and for other purposes. The gentleman 
from lowa, if I understand him, submits a motion 
to amend the Senate bill by striking out all after 
the enacting clause, and substituting in lieu thereof 
that which the committee have recommended to 
the House when it had under consideration a bill 
of a similar kind. 

Mr. HAVEN. There is a bill reported from 
the committee with an amendment. I suppose 
the one to be substituted is the one which we 
have acted upon. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa 
proposes an amendment similar to that which the 
committee have adopted. The Committee of the 
Whole had under consideration a bill to establish 
the office of surveyor general of New Mexico, 
granting donations to actual settlers, and for other 
purposes. The committee, in consideraing that 
bill, adopted amendments to it, and recommended 
that the bill be adopted by the House. The gen- 
tleman proposes to amend the Senate bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and 
inserting that which the Committee of the Whole 


of speeches, delivered by him during this Con- |) have adopted: 


Mr. HAVEN. With the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. With the amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the motion; 
and it was agreed to. 

No further amendment being offered to the bill, 
it was laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The next bill which came up for consideration 
in order upon the Calendar was House bill (No. 
332) to enable the pens of Oregon Territory to 
form a constitution and State government, and for 
the admission of such State into the Union. 

The bill was read in extenso by the Clerk. 

The first and second sections were reported and 


| passed by without amendment. 


The third section was then reported. 

Mr. SEWARD. Imoveto amend that section 
in the fifth line, by inserting after the words 
“ United States” the following: 
except the eighth section of the act known as the Mis- 
souri compromise. 

The clause would then read: 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the admission of the State of Oregon into the Union in 
pursuance Of this act, the laws of the United States, which 
are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force and 
effect within the State of Oregon as elsewhere within the 
United States, except the eighth section of the act known 


: ag the Missouri compromise. 


| 


i 


Mr. KERR. What is the gentleman’s object? 
Mr. SEWARD. My object is to repeal the 


| restriction on that Territory. 


Mr. KERR. Congress expressly refused to 


i 
t 
i apply the Missouri compromise to that Territory. 
i 
i 
H 


Mr. SEWARD. Itis embraced in the act. 

Mr. KERR. The Wilmot proviso was em- 
braced. 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the amendment, 
as it may give rise to some trouble, 
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There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

The fifth section was read, as follows: 

Seo, 5. Andbe it further enacted, That the district judge, 
attorney, clerk, and marshal, contemplated by this act, 
shall each be allowed the same compensation and fees that 
are severally allowed to the same officersin the State of 
California by act of Congress, to be paid in the same man- 
ner. 

_ Mr. PARKER. I think that section ought to 
be amended. There are two districts in Califor- 
nia, The judge of one is allowed an annual sal- 
ary of $5,000, and the judge of the other $3,000. 
After the word ‘ judge’? I move to add the words 
“ shall be allowed an annual salary of $3,000, and 


e.” 

Mr. LANE. Iam willing to accept the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me suggest that the words 
“to be paid quarterly ” be added to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PARKER. I accept the modification of 
my amendment. There is a general law to that 
effect, and there is really no necessity for the 
modification. 

The amendment was so modified. 

The question was taken; and the amendment, 
as modified, was adopted. 


Mr. LETCHER. There ought to be another 
amendment to that section in regard to the attor- 
ney, clerk, and marshal. 

r. CUTTING. Such an amendment I was 
about to suggest to the gentleman from Oregon. 
As I understand, the clerk, marshal, and attorney 
of the district of California, receive double the 
compensation now allowed to the Same officers in 
the district of New York. Now, considering the 
difference of expenses of living in California, and 
also that the gentleman from Oregon places the 
Gistrict judge on the same footing as the district 
judge for the southern district of New York, it 
seems to me that the marshal, clerk, and attorney 
should also be restricted to the same fees which are 
received under the present fee bill of New York. 

Mr. LANE. That they shall be allowed the 
same amount as is now received by the same offi- 
cers in the southern district of New York? 

Mr. CUTTING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. I consent to the restriction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment is, in lieu 
of the words ‘‘ in the State of California ’’ to sub- 
stitute the words ‘‘ in the southern district of New 
York.” 

The question was then taken on Mr. LETCHER?’?8 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It seems to me that 
the provisions of this bill are rather premature. 
This bill is merely preparatory to the admission 
of the State. All after the first section should, in 
my opinion, be stricken out, and there should be 
a proviso of some sort attached to thefirst section, 
prescribing something about the number of their : 
population; and, if they shall make a constitution, ; 
and come here and ask to be admitted, then will 
be the time to extend these laws, and give them 
the benefit of judges, attorneys, marshals, and so 
forth. I would ask the Committee on Territories 
if it is proposed, by this bill, to authorize the 
people of Oregon to form a constitution and organ- | 
ize a State government, and supersede the terri- 
torial government, without regard to the amount 
of population which may be included within the 
Territory? Arethey to be organized intoa State, 
and admitted under this bill, and not come back 
here again for their constitution to pass under the | 
revision of those who are to admit them, in order 
that it may be determined whether it is republican | 
or not? I think this is all premature. 

I have no objection to the passage of a law 
authorizing the people of Oregon, if they have 
sufficient population, to form a constitution, and 
submit that constitution to Congress for admis- 
sion. When they do that, I think it will be time 
enough for all the other provisions in this bill to 
be enacted into a law of Congress. i 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. This bill was intro- | 
duced by myself, referred to the Committee on | 
Territories, and by that committee reported back | 
to this House. The billis an exact copy, as near 
as it could be, except in reference to the bounda- 
ries, and other local matters, of the bill authori- 
zing the people of Wisconsin to form a constitution | 
and State government. Now, allow me to say to 


the committee, that it would be impossible for any | 


census to be taken that would satisfy this House 
what the population of Oregon is. They have 
cities, and towns, and many counties organized 
and well settled by an honest, industrious, and 
intelligent population. They have, by resolves 
of their Legislative Assembly, asked Congress to 
allow them the privilege of forming a State consti- 
tution. Out of twenty-four members of the two 
Houses of the Assembly there was but one soli- 
tary vote against the memorial that has been for- 
warded to Congress. I will venture to say that 
Oregon has, at this day, a population of twenty 
thousand more than Hlinois had when she was 
admitted into the Union, or than Florida had when 
she was admitted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should have no 
kind of objection to passing a bill at this time, 
giving the assent of this Government to the form- 
ation of a constitution by the people there, to be 
submitted to Congress. I merely suggested that 
the details of the bill seemed to be premature at 
this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Tennessee to the 
first section of the bill. A sufficient answer will 
be found there, I think, for his objections to the 
bill, provided he is in favor of the people of that 
Territory forming a State constitution. The first 


„section reads as follows: 


+ That the people of the Territory of Oregon be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to form a constitution and State 
government, for the purpose of being admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the originat States in alj 
respects whatever, by the name of the State of Oregon,” 


The object is not to authorize the formation of a 
constitution which is not to be submitted to Con- 
gress. The bill itself is such as has been usually 
reported where Territories have been authorized 
to form constitutions preliminary to being ad- 
mitted as States. There is no doubt about the fact 
stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, that some 
States have been admitted into the Union without 
any authority from Congress to form constitu- 
tions. This was the case in California, in Mich- 
igan, and, I believe, in Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir, Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the case of other 
States Congress authorized them to form a con- 
stitution. The gentleman from Tennessee may 
be correct in his statement that, with the excep- 
tion of the first section, the bill is mere surplusage, 
and that all of these details are of no use, In one 
particular, however, they are of some use, for they 
prescribe boundaries beyond which she cannot go. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 desire to ask the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Territories a ques- 
tion. I wish to know what will be the effect of 
the third, fourth, and fifth sections? Upon the 
přineiple that the constitution, when formed, shall 

ecome valid and operative, will not these sections 
be of permanent effect; so that Congress cannot 
change, repeal, or modify the organization of the 
courts? Would it not be better to add a further 
section, saying that Congress, at any time, may 
alter, repeal, or modify these three sections? As 
they stand at present, will they not become a part 
of the contract? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Binion] If 
Oregon comes here with her constitution, and 
Congress admits her, she is then a State, with all 
the rights and privileges of New York, Illinois, 
or any other State. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But will not these three sec- 


tions become a part of the contract, and be un-. 


alterable? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I suppose not. 
Mr.SIMMONS. Itseems to me that they will. 
Mr. MILLSON. I scarcely know any busi- 
ness in which Congress can be engaged more im- 
portant than the admission of a new member into 
our Confederacy. And yet, strange to say, until 
within the last five or ten minutes there seemed 
hardly to be a dozen gentlemen in the House who 
appeared to be even aware that auch a measure 
was now under consideration. Certainly, Mr. 
Chairman, there is no occasion where there is 
greater necessity for the House to proceed with 
caution, than in the introduction of a new party 
to our constitutional compact—the admission of a 
new sovereign into this community of States. 
Now, sir, I do not know what may be, at this 
time, the population of the Territory of Oregon, 
but I say that, according to the census of 1850, 


there were then only about fifteen thousand per 
sons in the whole Territory; and since that time 
the Territory of Washington has been carved out 
of that of Oregon, thus diminishing the number of 
its inhabitants toa proportionate extent. What 
may have been the increase of the population in 
the last four yan Tam notinformed, °° 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Will the’ gentleman 
allow me—— | ; pe 

Mr. MILLSON. I was about to call upori the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. Lawe) to -siate 
whether any census has been taken of the popu- 
lation of Oregon since 1850? f 

Mr. LANE. I was going to. make somè re- 
marks in reference to the suggestion made by my 
excellent friend from Tennessee, (Mr. JoNES] 
about the population of Oregon; but 1 sat down 
without doing sé, and I now avail myself of the 
opportunity offered by my friend from Virginia, 
to make the remark which I intended. It is true, 
as the gentleman from Virginia states, that the 
census returns of 1850 showed the population to 
be about the number he mentioned. T arrived in 
the Territory one year before, on the 2d of March, 
1849. T caused the census to be taken directly. 
The whole population of Oregon then was only 
a few thousand. I do not recollect the exact- 
number. At their first election, held in June of 
that year, they cast about nine hundred votes. 
Since that time, as my friend from Virginia says, 
Washington Territory has been stricken off from 
Oregon. A territorial government has been or- 
ganized there, and that Territory during this year 
cast between twelve and fifteen andred votes, ` 

Mr. Chairman, the settlements in Oregon T'erri- 
tory have spread out hundreds of miles since 1850. 
At that time, with a view of going outside of 
settlements, and of taking a claim which would 
suit my own convenience and my taste of loca- 
tion, I took a claim some thirty or forty miles 
outside of any considerable settlement. But, after 
| I returned from this place last spring—now a year 
ago—TI found the whole country taken up and oc- 
cupied, and now J am afraid I will have to move 
again. {Laughter. f 

Well, sir, I say this further to my friend from 
Virginia: that, in the Rogue River valley--where 
we had the Indian troubles in 1850 and 1853; the. 
very valley I have been talking about to-day, and 
where the gallant Captain Stuart, of the Army, 
was killéd—there was not, at that time, a white’ 
settler living; not a white man lived within fifty 
| miles of it, save the keeper of a ferry. At the 
last June election—twenty months afterwards— 
there were about eighteen hundred votes cast 
there. The population of Oregon has increased, 
within the last twelve months over twenty-five 
| thousand. We have cities there now containing 
| almost as large a population as, Oregon had in 
1847. The whole country is being settled, and it 
has to-day a population, as before stated, of thirty 
thousand more than the State of Illinois had when 
she asked for admission into the Union. 

Mr. MILLSON. What is the whole popu- 
lation ? 

Mr. LANE. Oregon has some sixty thousand 
inhabitants in all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the people of Oregon 
; Territory are tired of their dependence upon Con- 
gress, and desire a State government. They will 
not mind the expense of a State government, aa 
expressed by the memorial which has been sent 
to Congress. They want to be placed upon an 
equal footing with the people of the States of the 
Union. They want the restrictions under:-which 
| they now act removed, that they may be thrown 
| upon their own resourses; that they may have the 
privileges which the citizens of the States enjoy. 
They ask that they may have the privilege of 
| forming a constitution and a State government, in 
| order that they may better develop the resources 
of the country, and bring into requisition the en- 
| ergies of the people. They are as true American 
| citizens as can be found in this Union. They 
i| are a moral, industrious, patriotic, and, [ will say, 
chaste people, as that matter has been referred to - 
by my friend on the left; for no man out there would 
| have two wives; and if a man should go there 
with two wives, he would do so, not only in 
| violation of the laws, but some other man would 
i claim the privilege of having one of them, for 
t 


some of them now have none at all. ; : 
But there is very good reason why the people 
of the Territory of Oregon should have the priv- 
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ilege of holding a convention for forming a consti- 
tution, and of applying for admission into the 
Union upon an equal footing with the other States. 
If they were not in every respect as worthy as 
other people, I would not ask that privilege of 
this House. But they are so dependent, they have 
to rely so entirely upon the action of Congress to 
regulate their internal affairs, that they want to 
attend to their domestic affairs themselves. | 

Mr. BOYCE. I desire to ask the Delegate from 
Oregon one question. I perceive, by the census 
returns, that the population of Oregon was thirteen 
thousand in 1850. W hat is the population now? 

Mr. LANE. Thestatement which I have just 
made answers that question. I think it is about 
sixty thousand. 

Mr. MILLSON,. Task the gentleman if that 
is a mere conjectural statement, or whether a cen- 
sus has been taken since 1850? 

Mr LANE. 1 will say to my friend from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Minson,] and to my friend from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Boyce,] that no census of Oregon 
can be taken that can be relied upon for one 
month. You may take the census of Oregon, and 
send up the returns here as rapidly as possible, 
and there will be five thousand added to the pop- 
ulation before the returns will reach Washington. 
Such is the rapidity with which the country is 
settled. Imigration is pouring into that country. 
You have passed a law donating to the settlers in 
Oregon a certain quantity of land. You have 
imposed a limit to the operation of it. It expires 
with the imigration which goes there next year; 
and the people, to avail themselves of it, are flow- 
ing in across the country, while thousands of 
miners who have gone to California and Oregon, 
fall back upon the privilege, and avail themselves 
of the benefits of the act, and become permanent 
settlers there. How can you, then, say what the 
population of Oregon is? It is probably upwards 
of sixty thousand to-day, but three months hence 
it will be five thousand more. At the last election 
our citizens gave about eight or nine thousand 
votes. I myself was elected by some sixteen 
hundred majority. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would inquire of the Chair 
what the question under consideration now is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition now 
pending is that part of the bill which regulates the 
fees to be paid to the Governor, attorney, mar- 

- shal, &c. But so far as debate is concerned, the 
whole bill is under consideration. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rose partly for the purpose 
of making these inquiries of the gentleman from 
Oregon, and for a further purpose, which I shall 
indicate presently. : 

Upon so grave and important a proposition as 
this the committee cannot now be prepared to vote. 
There should be some opportunity given for con- 
sulting precedents. There should be some time 
for reflection; and, as the hour is now late, and | 
the House have determined to sit to-morrow, Lwish | 
to affocd an opportunity for deliberation and in- 
vestigation better than we can possibly have at this 
time. There is much force in the suggestion 
made just now by my friend from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Jones.] [do not wish the House to commit 
itself. Ido not wish Congress to commit itself 
by taking hasty steps, or by inserting into this bill 

rovisions which may hereafter be ascertained to 

e improper. In my opinion, the best plan will 
be, if we find, upon examination, that Oregon is 


| portunity of saying that, if I find that this appli- 


| will not disguise my apprehension that there may 


| ments made by my honorable friend from Oregon. 


| gest that we should take time for reflection on this 


| even by an expression of opinion as to the effect 


entitled to form a State constitution, simply to 
pass a bill, containing a single provision, author- 
izing the people of that Territory to form a State 
constitution, and not toadoptany provision which 
will inany manner commit Congress to its admis- 
sion asa State, should subsequent disciosures ren- 
der such admission improper and impolitic. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. If the gentleman | 
from Virginia will allow me, I will suggest to the | 
gentleman from Oregon, that it may be better to i 
strike out the third, fourth, and fifth sections of | 
this bill. It will then conform, as I understand it, i 
to the wishes of the gentleman from Virginia. ji 

Mr. MILLSON. My desire is, that the com- | 
mittee should do nothing now in reference to the || 
matter at all, but that we should take time to re- 
flect; that we should allow ourselves the opportu- |: 
nity to consult precedents, and ascertain what 
ought to be done. 

it may be inferred from the quarter from which | 
these seeming objections come, that there may de | 
opposition to the admission of Oregon into the 


i 
f 
| 
| 
i 


i 


: for consulting precedents, that we may know what 
il it is Congress ought to do. 
l opinion on this subject at all. It may be that the | 
‘gentleman from lowa is right, and that we may | 
| not be committed to the reception of Oregon by | 


Union as a State, in consequence of the peculiar 
relations existing between certain members of the 
Confederation. i 
Mr. Chairman, although I deem myself at lib- | 
erty to scrutinize the pretensions of this new 
candidate for admission into the Union—although, 
indeed, it is my duty to do so—yet I take this op- 


cation of the Territory of Oregon is founded upon 
such considerations as have been respected hereto- 
fore—if { find they are such as have been deemed 
sufficient for the admission of other Territories, 
North and South—! shall most cheerfully vote for 
its reception. {shall not be deterred from giving 
that vote by any considerations in reference to a 
balance of power between the two great divisions 
of the Confederacy. 

Ido not, however, disguise the fact that, in 
view of possible, I will not say probable, results, | 
I look with some alarm upon the multiplication of 
free States in this Union. 1 will not conceal my 
fear, that, in process of time, the accession of a 
disproportionate number of free States may even | 
dead to important changes in our Federal Consti- 
tution, by securing the majority which that instru- 
ment at this time requires for that purpose. I 


be mischief in prospect which it will be desirable | 
to avert. A 

But, sir, 1am not one who believes that it is 
lawful to do evil that good may come. I will not 
refuse to do justice, although it may be attended 
with disadvantageous consequences; and [ there- 
fore repeat the declaration, that if I shall find, after 
deliberate examination, that the people of Oregon 
Territory are in a condition which entitles them, 
equally with those heretofore received, to come 
into the Union, | shall vote to admit them. 

But, I confess that I felta little mortified, as well | 
as surprised, at the apathy which seemed to pre- | 
vail here this morning, when this very important 
question was presented to the consideration of the 
committee, and when, almost without a word, we 
were about to pass a bill involving consequences 
so important as those which I have described. 
Let us have some opportunity for reflection. Let 
us know whether it is proper to admita new mem- 
ber into the Confederacy without some reliable 
information as to the number of her inhabitants; 
and when I say reliable information, I do not mean 
in the least to disparage the accuracy of the state- 


Mr. HENN. IL would ask the gentleman from 
Virginia, whether he thinks that this bill proposes 
to admit Oregon as a State into the Union ? 

Mr. MILLSON. I will reply to the gentle- 
man, that the very object of my rising was to sug- 


subject, and that we should not commit ourselves 


of this bill. 

Mr. HENN. Does not the gentleman know 
that it takes two or three years before people can 
form a constitution and be admitted ? | 

Mr. MILLSON, Certainly; I know there 
must be delay. i 

Mr. HENN. Then there may be more than | 
three hundred thousand or four handred thousand | 
inhabitants there. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have said nothing which 
commits me either to opposition or support of this | 
bill; and it has been sedulously my object to avoid 
any such committal. 1 desire that we shall pro- 
ceed with due deliberation. I wish opportunity 


I have formed no 


passing this bill. I say not one word against it; | 
but we ought to take time to consider. That is 
all I desire. { was about to observe, when inter- 
rupted by the gentleman from Iowa, that among 
the inquiries to which it may be well for the House 
to turn its attention, it may be necessary to con- 
sider whether it is proper, in any case of the appli- 
cation of a Territory for admission into the Union, ! 
it should be admitted in the absence of official and 
authentic information as to its population. 

Now, l have already said that E do not in the 
least question the accuracy or sincerity of the: 
statements made by my friend from Oregon. But. 
I wish to consider whether in every such case as | 
the introduction ofa new State, it is not becoming | 


and proper that we should have authentic and 
official information as to the population of the 
Territory. I know that we had no such informa- 
tion in regard to California. That case stands 


| out an exception to all rules, a solecism in the 


legislation of the country, and is not to be used 
asa precedent for anything. In order that we 
miy have an opportunity to make these inquiries, 
and come to the consideration of the subject 
calmly and intelligently, I would now move that 
the committee rise, but for the request of my 
friend from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] who de- 
sires first to make a suggestion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 desire to submit a 
motion, and then I will move that the committee 
rise, in order that gentlemen may have an oppor- 
tunity of investigating this matter. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the gentleman allow me 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
amendment myself. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let them both be presented 
and read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will indicate my 
amendment, and then yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia. I move to strike out the third, fourth, 
and fifth sections of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The third and fourth sec- 
tions have been passed over by the committee; 
but if there be no objection, the Chair wil) enter- 
tain the proposition to go back and strike out 
those sections. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. SEWARD. I offer what I send to the 
Clerk’s desk as an additional section, I do not 
wish to press it now, but I present it for the con- 
sideration of members. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Ske. 8. And he it further enacted, That all restrictions 
against the admission of slavery into said Territory he and 
the same are hereby removed, it being the trne jutent and 
meaning of this act not to establish or prohibit slavery ; but 


the people, when they adopt their constitution, shall be 
free to regulate their own domestic institutions, 


{Laughter.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards these 
as merely indications that gentlemen will propose 
such amendments to-morrow. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ihave something in the 
nature of a personal appeal to make to the com- 
mittee, and I therefore ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withdraw his motion for a few 
moments. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I desire to present to the 
committee, informally, a bill which was passed 
over yesterday, providing for the ‘payment of the 
civil officers employed in the Territory of New 
Mexico while under military government,” and 
to make an appeal to the committee, in behalf of 
the absent Delegate from New Mexico, to act on 
the bill. It was passed over informally on yes- 
terday. The gentleman who reported the bill 
{Mr. Fau_Knenr] is not in the city, and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. 
BissEL1] is absent. I desire therefore to make a 
brief explanation, if the committee will take up 
the bill, by which I think all objection to it willbe 
removed. 

By unanimous consent the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. Puetes here vacated the chair, having 
called Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, thereto. 

Mr. PHELPS. When this bill was last before 
the committee for consideration, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Houston] objected to any 
compensation being paid to the officers of the Army 
who were employed in New Mexico, even if they 
discharged the duties of any civil offices. I think 
myself it is wrong, and I therefore propose the 
following as an amendment to the first section: 


I want to offer an 


Provided, That under the provisions of this act no com- 
pensation shall be made to any officer of the Army of the 


| United States for discharging the duties of any civil office 


in the Territory of New Mexico. 


The provisional territorial government disbursed 
a certain amount in the payment of the salaries 
of these civil officers, but that amount of money 
had been collected by military contributions. I 
think it would be wrong to reimburse that to the 
Territory of New Mexico, and | shall therefore 
move to strike out the second section. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. There isa motion pending 
to strike out the second section. 

The question was then taken; and the proviso 
was agreed to. : ‘ 

The question then recurring on striking out the 
second section, it was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the bill was then 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with a 
recommendation that it pass. : 

Mr.. GOODRICH. l now renew my motion 
that the committee rise. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman then re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the special 
order relating to the business in the organized 
Territories, and had directed him to report sundry 
bills to the House, some with and some without 
amendments; had also directed him to report bill 
No. 317, “ being a bill to establish the office of 
surveyor general of Utah, to grant donations to 
actual settlers therein, and for other purposes,” to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass; but upon bill No. 332, ** being a bill to enable 
the people of Oregon Territory to form a constitu- 
tion and State government, and for the admission 
of such State into the Union,” they had come to 
no conclusion. 

Mr. HUNT. [move that when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon that motion 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Benson, Brooks, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, 
Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Kliot, Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hughes, 
Hunt, Daniel 'T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, Meacham, Middles- 
warth, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pennington, Ready, Reese, 
David Ritchie, Sapp, Seward, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, 
Snodgrass, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Upham, 
Vail, Wade, Walley, Walsh, Israel Washburn, and Tap- 
pan Wentworth—59. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Barksdale, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Disney, Drum, 
Eddy, Edgerton, ilison, English, Florence, Gamble, 
Green, Greenwood, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Lindsley, McDougall, McNair, Macy, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Noble, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Richardson, 
Rufin, Seymour, Shaw, George W. Smyth, Hester L. 
Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Trout, Ellibu B. Washburne, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—54, 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a point of order. 
Does not the motion to adjourn over take prece- 
dence? 

The SPEAKER. [It is not competent for less 
than a majority of a quorum to adjourn over. 

Mr. SEWARD. So I understand; but the 
motion to adjourn over is not disposed of, and l 
ask if it does not take precedence of any other 


I move that the House 


motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn takes 
precedence. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that there bea call of 
the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 
that the motion to adjourn takes precedence of 
any other motion; and, of course, it takes prece- 
dence of a motion for a call of the House. 

The question was then taken on Mr. RICHARD- 
son’s motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to havean opportunity 
of saying a word, and L hope the motion te ad- 
journ will be withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. By unanimous consent alone 
can the gentleman from New York make an ex- 
planation. 

Mr. HAVEN. I only desire to say I have 
been informed that a good many gentlemen to-day 
have voted to adjourn over, who have usually 
voted against adjourning over. It seems useless 
to remain in session to-morrow, when gentlemen 
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will not come up here in sufficient numbers to make |, 


a quorum; and I do not think itis necessary to 
fatigue the House by taking the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | suggest that we get a 
full. House, and see if we cannot adjourn over. 
Many members have business to transact at the 
Departments, which will occupy their whole time 
to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. They have all the 
morning of every day until twelve o’clock to do 
their business. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is. upon |! 


the motion that the House adjourn, upon which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 withdraw my motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I movethat there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Business having inter- 
vened, the motion to adjourn over is in order. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion to adjourn 
takes precedence of any other motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman 

The SPEAKER. There is a pending question 
that the House do now adjourn, and that is not 
debatable. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
leged motion. 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion that can 
supersede the motion made to adjourn. 

Mr. LILLY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] has asked for the yeas and nays. 

The question was put; and the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced calling the roll— 

Mr. LETCHER. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that the motion to adjourn over does not 
take precedence of the motion to adjourn? 


I move that the House 


I propose to offer a privi- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no || 


such decision. The Chair decides that less than 
a majority cannot adjourn over, if any question is 
raised with respect to a quorum being present. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 imagine that there is a 
quorum present, and I will submit a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then ascer- 
tain, under the rule, whether there is a quorum 
present. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the Chair 
if the gentleman from Virginia was not too late in 
attempting to make his motion—there having been 
two names called ? 

The SPEAKER. No; there have been no re- 
sponses. 


Mr. JONES. But the first and second names 
on the roll were called. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced that there were but 113 members present 
—not a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were then called on the mo- 
tion to adjourn; and there were—yeas 46, nays 
59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Barksdale, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Drum, Eddy, Edgerton, Elti- 
son, Everhart, Florence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Ham- 
ilton, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Houston, Hughes, John- 
son, George W-Jones, Lindsley, McNair, Macy, May, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Noble, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 
Richardson, Seymour, Shaw, George W. Smyth, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurston, and Walker—46. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Bugg, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Caskie, Chandler, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, 
Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Goodrich, Haven, Howe, 
Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, Middleswartb, Mur- 
ray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop 


Perkins, Preston, Puryear, vavid Ritchie, Rufin, Sapp, |; 


Seward, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Snodgrass, John L. Tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, ‘Trout, Upham, Vail, Wade, 
Walley, Walsh, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—59. 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is it in order, Mr. 
Speaker, to move an adjournment now ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. No mo- 
tion is in order when the House is in the act of 
dividing, But, at all events, it is not in order to 
make a motion to adjourn immediately on the 
House having refused to agree to the like motion. 


I move a call of 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I ask fortel- 
lers on the motion for a call of the House, : i 
Tellers were ordered. pna 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now that business 
has been transacted since the vote: last. taken, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 9) 3.5 200 
The question was taken; and the motion to 
adjourn was agreed to. Paay Ct 
The House thereupon, at a quarter past four 
o’clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. ; : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Sarurpay, May 6, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m.. 

Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. . 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, $ 

i The SPEAKER. The business first in order 

is on agreeing to the amendments proposed by 

the Committee of the Whole on the state of thè 

Union to the bill for increasing the salaries of the 

executive and judicial officers of the Territories of 

Oregon and New Mexico. 

RESOLUTIONS FROM THE STATE OF MAINE. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Speaker; 
I have received two resolutions, edepied by the 
Legislature of the State of Maine; which 1 now 
ask leave to present, that they may be read, laid 
upon the table, and printed, f 

The first resolution requests the Representatives 
to procure the passage of a law to satisfy, the 
claims of citizens of the United States for lands 
taken under the treaty of Washington. 

The second resolution requests the Representa- 
lives to procure the passage of the bill providing 
for the payment of the claims for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to 1800. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

RAILROAD IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Public Lands, of which I 
am a member, to report to this House a bill to 
aid the Territory of Minnesota in the construc- 
tion of a railroad; which bill I propose to have 
put upon its passage. 

The bill provides for the construction of a road . 
from the southern line of that Territory, begin- 
ning between ranges nine and seventeen, running 
thence by way of St. Paul, by the most feasible 
route, to the eastern line of said Territory, in the 
direction of Lake Superior, towards the southeast 
boundary of said Territory. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to raise a ques- 
tion of order, that it may be now decided before we 
proceed any further. I want to know whether 
this day is to be consumed in the consideration of 
bills of this kind. My point of order is, that the 
committee at this time cannot make a report with- 
out the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 


j| sion of the gentleman. from Maryland, (Mr. 


Hamitton,] I will say, in relation to the point of 
| order which he has raised, that 1 presume no com- 
mittee would have a right to report, unless the 
report should relate to territorial business. The 
question of order, which I think properly arises, 
is, whether a bill which proposes to grant alter- 
nate sections of land for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of a railroad, though the road 
may be in a Territory, is such territorial business 
as wouid come within the order setting apart this 
week for the consideration of territorial business? 
It seems to me that such a bill is one of a general 
character. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would in- 
quire of the Chair, if such a bill was not reported 
| when territorial business was under considera- 
tion, at a former day? 

The SPEAKER. Such a bill was reported 
some time since. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was that bill 
reported from the Committee on Territories? 

The SPEAKER. It was reported from that 
committee. But. the point of order which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee makes is, that under the 
order of the House, making territorial business. 
the special order for this week, this report cannot 
be considered as com:ng within that class of basi- 


ness, The Chair does not see upon what princi- 
ple it can be excluded. i 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon the prin- 

ciple that making grants of alternate sections of 

ublic lands to aid in the construction of a railroad 
is general legislation. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I insist, Mr. Speaker, 
upon my point of order. We have appropriated 
this week to the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness which shall be reported from the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. We have appropriated | 
this week for the putpose of acting upon bills 
already reported from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Maryland, the Chair would say 
that the language of the resolution sets apart 
this week for the consideration of business rela- 
ting to the organized Territories, and under it the 
Chair has ruled that itis in order, at any time 
during the morning hour, at all events, to report 
that description of business during this week. 
The Chair has acted upon that principle. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would ask the Chair 
whether, at a former time, when the territorial 
business was under consideration, a report was 
not received from this same Committee on Public 
Lands? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects that 
such a report was received. | 

Mr. HAMILTON. But there was no objec- 
tion to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the ques- 
tion of order raised by the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Hamriron.] 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to take an appeal from | 
the decision of the Chair. I do not know what 
will be the opinion of the House in reference to it; 
but I would like to have the decision of the House 
upon the subject. 1 do not think the decision isa 
very violent one,one way or the other. We have, 
however, set aside a week for the consideration of 
territorial business, some time ago, and that whole 
week was taken up witha railroad bill. Wethen 
get aside another week, as I understood it, with 
the understanding that it should be devoted to the 
legitimate business of the Territories. At least I 
desire to have the sense of the [louse upon the 
subject, 

he SPEAKER. The resolution setting aside | 
this business as a special order will be read. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire | 
if this bill does not appropriate lands to constract | 
the same roads as the one we had before us some 
time since? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Michigan. 

Mr. JONES, 
roads? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not precisely. Kt is con- 


No, sir. | 
ls it not for the same line of 


fined exclusively to the ‘Territory. The other 
went out into a State. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ldo not know that this 
appeal is debatable. J suppose it is not. T will 
therefore, being satisfied that the decision of the 
Chair is right, move to lay the appeal upon the 
table. If it were debatable, | might have a word 
or two to say upon the subject, | 

Mr. ORR. 1 suppose the appeal is debata- 
ble. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no objection to the ap- | 
peal being debated. I desire, however, to agk for 
the yeas and nays upon the motion to lay on the 
table. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. [will ask the Chair whether 
the appeal will be debatable if I withdraw the 
motion to lay it upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would 
be debatable. : | 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Then | will withdraw the į 
motion for the purpose of making a single sugges- | 
tion myself, and for the purpose of allowing other | 
gentlemen to express their opinions if they wish | 
to doso. This week was set apart for the con- | 
sideration of business in the organized Territories. | 
Measures for the construction of roads in the | 
Territories, whether military roads or railroads, ; 
are, it seems to me, as legitimately business of the į 
organized Territories, as any other class of money | 
or land appropriations that can be made. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the gentle- | 
man to allow him to have the special order read. | 

It was read, as follows: i 
tOn motion by Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous con- | 


sent 
Ordered, That the week beginning with the frat Mon- | 


i| appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


day in May next, be set apart for the consideration of busi- 
ness relating to the organized Territories.” | 
The SPEAKER. In this connection the Chair | 
begs leave simply to remark that he cannot see | 
any distinction between the bill proposed by the: 
gentleman from Michigan and any other territo- | 
rial measure. The Chair decides that it is clearly | 
territorial business within the meaning of the order | 
of the House; that it is clearly in order for com- | 
mittees to report territorial bills during. the morn- 
ing hour; and this is the morning hour. He has 
no objection to the appeal being discussed and de- | 
cided by the House; but he will venture to express | 
the hope that the House will not make any de- | 
cisive question in reference to the bill itself, upon 
a proposition to overrule the decision of the Chair. || 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw the motion to |! 
lay the appeal upon the table. j 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no disposition ; 
to renew the motion to lay the appeal upon the 
table; nor do l want to discuss it. Some gentle- 
men around me, however, seem to think that I 
stated, when I made the motion to set apart this 
week for the consideration of business relating to |! 
the organized Territories, that it was to be confined | 
to the business already reported. Such is not the | 
fact—gentlemen are mistaken. I made no such | 
statement. I did state distinctly that I proposed i 
to set apart this week for the consideration of |; 
business relating to the organized Territories. | 
During the entire week the Committee on |! 
Territories has been reporting its business. It || 
had not matured it until the last week. I believe |i 
a the Committee on Indian Affairs reported a | 
ill, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. The Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. | 
| 
1 
| 


| 
H 
i} 
| 
i 
| 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on the 
Public Lands, and every other committee which 
had any territorial business before it, have reported ; 
that business during this week. And it cannot be || 
that gentlemen understood me to say that the week | 
was to be devoted alone to territorial business 
other than that in reference to railroads. If they || 
did, they misunderstood what I said, what I 
meant, and what the resolution expressed. 

TheSPEAKER. Gentlemen who have served | 
here a single session, those who have served long- 
er, will especially recollect that it has been the 
uniform practice to receive reports on territorial 
business during the week set apart for the consid- 
eration of that business. [ have not been here a 
session during which certain days have not been 
set. apart for territorial business, and the practice | 
we are now following has not been pursued by |; 
the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not know that I exactly ; 
understand the terms of the resolution by which 
this time was set apart for the consideration of | 
territorial business, i 

a SPEAKER. The resolution will again be į 
read. 

Mr. HAVEN. Aftera while. I have acted, | 
however, in what I have undertaken to do on: 
what I knew, what I believed, at least, to have | 
been the fair spirit and understanding of the 
House, when this week was set apart for the con- |, 
sideration of this particular business. The House 
will well remember that we devoted a week, which : 
had been set aside for the consideration of terri- 
torial business, to action in reference to a railroad, i| 
which, I suppose—though not officially informed | 
of the fact, because the bill has not yet been re- į 
ceived—is substantially the object of this bill. f; 
think that Lam not mistaken in supposing that 
the House was desirous of avoiding all further |} 
action in reference to that railroad. If the ques- ; 
tion had been then put to the House, I am of the ; 
belief that it would have refused to set apart any 
portion of time for the consideration of that road. || 

Believing that to have been the fair understand- 
ing and apirit of the House—I do not know whether | 
it is embodied in the resolution or not-—I did ; 
I took |; 
occasion to say, when I made the appeal, that, in | 
the wording of the resolution, it may have been | 

| 
i 


what may be denominated a frontier question; |; 
but I am quite sure that it is not within the fair i 
meaning and spirit of the order on the part of the |) 
House, setting aside this week for the considera- 
tion of the territorial business. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would ask `i 
the gentleman from New York whether he is not || 
slightly mistaken in his statement of the time set Ù 


| immaterial in most cases. 


“ Chair, which involves the 
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apart before for the consideration of territorial 
business? Three days were set apart then for the 
consideration of territorial business, and less than 
two days were occupied in the consideration of 
this railroad bill. i 

Mr. HAVEN. I may be wrong in reference 
to the amount of time; but time, it is known, is 
What I do mean to 
say is, that the great bulk of the time set apart 
for the consideration of legitimate and proper ter- 
ritorial business, was consumed in the endeavor 
to grant away the public land to corporations. 

Mr. LETCHER., Is itin order to move that 
the House do now resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 1 claim that I 
am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman has the floor; 
and it cannot be taken from him, unless by a ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. LETCHER. An appeal has been taken 
from the decision of the Chair and, I believe that 
it is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is so. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to submit the mo- 
tion that the appeal do lie on the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Do you mean to lay the 
bill or the appeal on the table? [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan was on the floor, and in the act of introducing 
a bill. It was denied that he had the right, under 
the special order, to do so. The Chair decided 
that he had the right; and from that decision the 
gentleman from New York has taken an appeal. 
The question of order alone, the Chair thinks, 
can take the floor from the gentleman from Mich- 
igan. 

: Mr. EDGERTON. 
upon the table. 

Mr. HAVEN. 


I move to lay the appeal 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


| upon that motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lask for the reading of the 
title of the bill, that we may see its application to 
territorial business. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill as follows: 

A bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in the 


! construction of a railroad therein. 


Mr. FLAGLER. J move that the House do 
now adjourn, and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 


| in the negative—yeas 60, nays 86; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Oar- 
penter, Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Diek- 
inson, Drum, Thomas D. Eliot, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, 


i| Goode, Hamilton, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 


T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Matte- 
son, Middleswarth, Murray, Norton, Parker, Peckham, 
Preston, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Bapp, 
Seward, Shaw, Simmons, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G, Tay- 
Jor, Tracy, Tweed, Vail, Wade, Walley, Walsh, Israel 
Washbure, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Hendrick B. 


! Wright, and Zollicoffer—60. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Cox, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Disney, Dun- 
bar, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Blhott, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Everhart, Florence, Gamble, 
Giddings, Green, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, Hend- 
ricks, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Hugbes, Ingersoll, John- 


i} son, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lane, 
i Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Mayall 


Meacham, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Noble, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Richard- 


| son, Riddle, Russell, Sabin, Seymour, Shower, Samuel A. 
| Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 


Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Da- 


‘| vid Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Upham, 
| Warren, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, and John 


ent- 


ii worth—86. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred on the motion to lay on 
the table the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HAVEN. Iheard the title of the bill read, 
Has it been received? 

The SPEAKER. The bill was not received, 
because there was objection made to its reception. 
The Chair decided that it was in order to receive 
it. An appeal is taken from the decision of the 

uestion of reception. 

Me HAVEN. Well, t will withdraw my ap- 
peal. 


My. JONES, of Tennessee. There is another 
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question of order, which I should like the Chair 
to decide. A bill passed the Senate to aid in con- 
structing a railroad in Minnesota. It came to 
this House, and was laid: upon the table; which, 
under the decision of the Chair, and the vote of 
the House, is held to be a rejection. This bill, I 
take it, is substantially the sameas that one. The 
13th joint rule of the two Houses, provides that 
when a bill or resolution, which has been passed 
in one House, shall be rejected in the other, it 
shall not be brought in during the same session 
without a notice of ten days, and the leave of two 
thirds of that House, in which it shall be renewed. 
Now, if the mere changing of a few words in 
a bill take it without that rule, the rule is a blank, 
and might as well be stricken out at once. l 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Is this not the bill which 
has come, from the other House? ` 

Mr. JONES. [I believe it is identical with the 
one rejected. : 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
was based upon the declaration of the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Srevens,] who distinctly 
stated that the bill which he desired to introduce, 
was not identically the same. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
the bill be read. i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. I was about 
to say I had sent the bill to the Clerk’s desk, for 
the purpose of having it read, that the House 
might be well satisfied that the statements I had 
made were true, and that the bill [ desire to in- 
troduce is not identical with the bill that came 
down from the Senate, and which has been before 
the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ido notcare about 
the bill being read, if the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, who reports it, will state to the House in 
what material point it differs from the bill which 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
of the bill. 

Mr. OLDS. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. In response to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonrs,] the Chair would 
say, that in the first place he differs with that gen- 
tleman in regard to the vote upon the Senate bill 
to which he refers. The laying of a bill upon the | 
table is not, in parliamentary law, a rejection of 
the bill. £ p 

Mr. JONES. Iwas aware of that. I stated 
that the decision of the Chair, sustained by a vote 
of the House, settled the principle that laying a bill 
upon the table insured its rejection. 

Mr. OLDS. J would ask the Chair if the House 
did not lay the deficiency bill upon the table, and 
if it was not again reported and acted upon in this 
House? 

Mr. HAVEN. Upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from the St. Lawrence district in my State, 
the whole subject was referred back to the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Srevens] states upon his responsibility 
that this bill differs materially from the Senate bill 
referred to; and even though the bill from the 
Senate had been rejected, and though the vote of 
the House was taken upon it, the Chair decides 
that the bill now proposed to be introduced is not 
out of order; and it ts very clear that the laying 
of the Senate bill upon the table is not, according 
to parliamentary law, a rejection of the bill. There- 
fore, the objection raised by the gentleman from 
Tennessee cannot hold, even if it were the identical 
bill which came from the Senate. That is cer- 
tainly the law of this House, and it is competent 
for the House to decide what course they will 
take in regard to this bill. | 

Mr. STEVENS. I now ask that the bill be 
read the first and second time, and then I wish to 
make some explanations. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is it now in order to move 
a rejection of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be in | 


I ask that 


I ask for the reading 


I would like to ask the Speaker a 


The bill was then read the first time by its title, 
as follows: : 

A bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in 
constructing a railroad therein. ` 

ty KEITT. I move to lay the bill upon the 
table. : 

The SPEAKER. Will gentlemen allow the 
Chair to state, that upon the first reading of a 
bill, the question shall be, if itis then raised, ‘* Shall 
it be received, or shall it be rejectéd?”’ 

Mr. STEVENS. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Srzvens] allow the Chair to make 
a brief statement? The Chair recollects precisely 
such a case as has now arisen under his own 
administration during the last Congress. A re- 
jection of a bill was moved, and the Chair decided 
that it was notdebatable. The House acquiesced 
in it, and the Chair is not aware of any rule that 
would vary that practice. 

Mr. STEVENS. I wish to say only a few 
words. Many appeals have been made to me 
this-morning not to urge the consideration of this 
bill at this time. It was suggested to me that [ 
was taking the House by surprise, and bringing 
up a bill which legitimately had no place here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, l protest against any charge 
of this kind made against my present course. Í 
am the last member of this Llouse to do anything 
that is unfair. I would not have introduced this 
bill if it did not legitimately belong here. t would 
not take gentlemen by surprise, and by that means 
effect the passage of a bill. God knows I would 
not be guilty of doing such a thing as that. 

But I have been instructed by the committee, of 
which I am a member, to report this bill. Gen- 
tlemen who have an interest in the matler—gen- 
tlemen from the Territory of Minnesota—have 
urged and requested me to report this bill. This 
morning I gave these gentlemen my word that I 
would do so, and as a man anda gentleman, I am 
now fulfilling my promise to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no personal interest in this 
bill, It does not at all affect my personal inter- 
ests. It does, however, affect the interests of my 
district, and those of the United States at large. 
It is one of those bills, l think, which should, 
perhaps, be passed in preference to any other. 
The interests involved init are not confined solely 
to the Territory of Minnesota. But providing, 
as the bill does, for the road starting from the 
southern boundary of Minnesota, running steadily 
in the direction of Lake Superior, it is caiculated— 
when the chain, of which this is but.a single link, 
shall be completed—it is calculated, 1 say, to give, 
and will give, steam communication from the Gulf 
of Mexico to the Gulf of the St. Lawrence, by way 
of the extreme line of water communication from 
the heads of the Mississippi to the Fond du Lac of 
Lake Superior. . 

Let this bill be passed, Mr. Speaker, and you 
enable men, who are now unable to do it, through 
their personal enterprise, to construct this great 
road. Pass this bill, and the citizens of this Re- 
public will be able to pass, for pleasure or for 
business, from the Gulf of the St. Lawrence, by 
way of the river St. Lawrence, the head of Lake 
Superior, and the Straits of St. Marie, to the Gulf 
of Mexico. You may pass from that Gulf to the 
Atlantic, by the way of the Erie canal, and by 
various other means of communication. This is 
a national, not a merely local matter. 

The benefits of its operation will not be confined 


| to the citizens of the Territory of Minnesota. lii 


ig not a matter to operate tothe personal interests 
of one or two States merely, but to those of every 
State in the Union. It is national—as I said—in 
its objects; and if 1 understand the true theory 


and principles on this subject, that theory is, that | 


works like this, which are national, which are 
extensive, and which are not confined merely to 
some particular portion of the Union, deserve and 
should receive the patronage and care of the Gen- 
eral Government. _ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, lam requested to explain 
the difference between this bill and the other one. 


order after the first reading of the bill. 
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On this point, itis perhaps enough for me to say 


to gentlemen here that, -while’the other bilt 
plied a portion of it to -lowa, a portion. to Mi 
sota, and a portion to Wisconsin, this bill is con- 
fined to the ‘Territory of Minnesota: alone—the 
road beginning at the southern boundary of the 
Territory, and running to St. Paul, a. distance 
of about.a.hundred miles, and from thence in the 
most feasible route, and. in the direction of Lake 
Superior to the eastern boundary of the Territory, 
a distance of perhaps thirty-five miles. Besides 
this bill provides for the granting of only five 
hondred and. twenty-seven thousand ‘acres of 
land, while the other bill provided for. double that 
quantity. ; 1 
Sir, that is the difference between the two bills. 
This one isa territorial bill. It has nothing:to do 
with other States. And now, if gentleman: per- 
mit me, I would say that I desire to take no un- 
fair advantage of this House in the introduction of 
the bill, I have presented it in accordance with 
the wishes of the friends of the bill. Andin my 
character as a citizen of this great Republic, asia 
citizen of Michigan, f wish the bill to pass, because 
it will contribute to the general benefit of all t 
And now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Hami.ron:] ae ae de ae ane 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Will the gentleman 
yield me the floor a moment, before he makes that 
demand. ; 


Mr. STEVENS. Icannot. I insist upon my 
demand. ` 
Mr. LANE. J then move that the Housenow 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 
Mr.MEACHAM. Irise toa privileged motion. 
The SPEAKER. Two privileged motions are 
now pending. ; 
Mr.MEACHAM. My moton will take pre- 
cedence of both. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ee 
‘The SPEAKER. That motion will take pre- 
cedence of the others, and is the first to: be put to 
the House. eg Pacer dubs 
Mr. WHEELER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to adjourn. oe 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then put; and there were-— 
yeas 77, nays 78; as follows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Brooks, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chrisman, Colquitt, Corwin, Craige, 
Crocker, Catlom, Cutting, Diek, Dickinson, Drum; Ed; 
mands, Thomas D, Biot, Etheridge, Everhart, Fenton- 
Flagler, Franklin, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, Hamilton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Inger- 
son, Daniel T. Jones, George W, Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Murray, Norton, Parker, Peckham, Preston, Puryear, 
Ready, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rufin, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, 
Simmons, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Andrew Stuart, Jobn J, Taylor, John L. Tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, 
Wade, Walley, Walsh, Israel Washburn, Wheeler, Hen- 
drick B. Wright, and Zolicoffer—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Aven, 
David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cox, 
John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, 
Dunham, Eastman, ` Eddy, Edgerton, Ellison, English, 
Florence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Hendricks; Henny 
Hibbard, Houston, Hughes, Jolson, Roland Jones, Kid- 
well, Lane, Lindsley, Macdonald, i eDougal’s McNair, 
Macy, Matteson, Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millzon, Nobie, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, 
Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Richardson, Rus- 
sell, Seymour, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil 


H liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Hestor 


L. Stevens, Stratton, David ‘Stuart, Thurston, Vail, War- 
ren, Ellibu B. Washburne, Wells; Jobn Wentworth, Tap- 
pan Wentworth, and Daniel B. Wright—78. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. Is not the ques 
tion upon the demand for the previous question 
next in order? | 

The SPEAKER. The motion that the Hous 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole ou 
the state of the Union takes precedence of the 


demand for the previous question. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Upon th 


motion I demand the yeas and nays. ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. 1 appeal ta the. House 
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to take into consideration the fact that this is the 
last day set aside for the consideration of territo- 
rial business, and I hope the House will therefore 
go into the Committee of the Whole, and resume 
the consideration of bills in reference to Territo- 
ries which are properly upon the Calendar. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move now 
that the House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. WHEELER, Upon that Igdemand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Illinois. I rise to a question 
of order. I understand that the last vote taken 
was upon a motion to adjourn. If so, this motion 
is not now in order, 

The SPEAKER. Since that vote was taken 
business has been transacted. The House has 
ordered the yeas and nays upon a motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I wish to ask the Chair 
a question for the purpose of information. If the 
House should now adjourn, will this bill come up 
for consideration on Monday morning? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairthinks it would not 
come up, unless other morning business should 
first be disposed of. The Chair is not very clear 
as to what its position will be. He will decide 
that question when it arises. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. If the House should 
adjourn now, what will be the condition of the 
territorial business which has been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. If the House will indulge 
the Chair—for the motign to adjourn strictly cuts 
off all this conversation---he will say that he does 
not recollect what has been the practice in such 
eases. They do not often occur. He is, how- 
ever, of the opinion that this business would be 
in order during the morning hour. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn; and decided in the aflirmative—yeas, 
88, nays 69; as follows: 

YDLAS—~Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Brooks, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Chrisman, Colquitt, Cor- 
win, Craige, Crocker, Cultom, Cutting, ‘Thomas Davis, 
Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Bdmands, ‘Thomas D. 
Blot, Etheridge, Everhart, Fenton, lager, Branklin, 
Giddings, Goodrich, Hamilton, Sampson W, Iarris, Harri- 
son, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W, Joues, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Marray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peckham, Bishop 
Perkins, Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, David 
Ritchie, Rufin, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Sim- 
mons, William Smith, Snodgrass, Richard EH. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Andrew Stuart, John J. ‘Taylor, 
Joun L, Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Tweed, Upnam, Wade, Watley, Walsh, Warren, 
Wheeler, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicotfer—ss. 

NAYS Messrs. Abererombie, James C. Allen, David 
J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Curtis, Jobn G. Davis, 
Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, 
John M. Kition, Ellison, Bngtish, Florence, Gamble, Green, 
Greenwood, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Jobn- 
sou, Roland Jones, Keitt, Lane, Lindstey, Macdonald, 
McDougall, MeNair, Macy, Maueson, Mayall, John G. 
Millér, Smith Miller, Milison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Orr, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Richardson, Russell, Sey- 
mour, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, David 
Stuart, Vail, Eilihu R. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Daniel 
B. Wright—69, 

So the motion was agreed to; and 

Thereupon, at half-past one o’clock, the House 
adjourned until Monday next, attwelveo’clock,m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, May 8, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


THE NEBRASKA-KANSAS BILL. 


Mr. DOUGLAS presented a remonstrance 
signed by five hundred and four clergymen of the 
northwestern States against the passage of the 
Nebraska-Kansas bill. He commented at some 
length upon the language of the remonstrance, 
and upon the proceedings of a meeting of clergy- 
men at Chicago, held on the 27th day of March. 
He responded to the reply of one of those clergy- 
men to his letter in answer to their proceedings, 
and commented on a sermon of Rev. Dr. Richard- 
son, of Chicago, delivered on the 5th of March. 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix.]} 
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‘The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 


States, transmitting, in compliance with the reso- | 


lution of the Senate of the 12th of January last, a 
report from the Secretary of State, communicating 
copies of the correspondence between the legation 
of the United States and the Government of Chili, 
in relation to the impressment or forcible abduc- 
tion of four seamen from the United States whale- 
ship Addison. 

A Senaror. Let it be printed. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 move that the communication 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. They can see whether it ought to be printed 
or not. 

Mr. BELL. Is it not unusual to print such 
communications? 

Mr. GWIN. It may be unnecessary to print 
it. It is a very large document, and it can be 
printed hereafter, if the Committee on Foreign 
Relations think it ought to be printed. 

Mr. BELL. Thecommunication is in response 
toa resolution which I offered. Of course my 
object was to have it published; but let it go. I 
will hereafter make the motion to print, if it be 
necessary. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, a statement of the amount of 
bonds and other securities of the United States, 
redeemed since the 3d March, 1853; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate, copies of the correspondence 
in relation to the arrest, at Bremen, of Conrad 
Schmidt, a naturalized citizen of the United States, 
and the arrest at Heidelberg of E. T. Dana, and 
other citizens of the United States. Also, copies 
of the correspondence with the King of Prussia, 
on the subject of religious toleration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Lam requested 


to present to the Senate a memorial of the Presi- | 


dent and Directors of the Hannibal and St. Jo- 
seph’s Railroad Company, praying the passage of 
a bill granting them the right of way for the 
construction of a railroad from a point opposite 
St. Joseph’s to the Pacific ocean. They ask no 
grant of exclusive privileges, no land, no assist- 
ance from the Government. lt will be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. FISH. I presenta memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce, of New York, setting forth that 
they regard the present time as peculiarly favor- 
able for the formation of treaties with the great 
Powers of Europe, by which the rights of neu- 
trals shall be recognized and established, and for 
the suppression of privateering. The memorial 
is one of considerable interest, and l beg to com- 
mend it to the especial consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. l move, therefore, 
that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FISH also presented four remonstrances 
signed by citizens of New York, against the pas- 
sage of the Nebraska bill; which were ordered-to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. FOOT presented resolutions, passed at a 
meeting of the citizens of Springfield, Vermont, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, additional evidence in support of the claim 
of Leonard Proctor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Castleton, Con- 
necticut, praying the reduction of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Dr. S. J. 
Anderson, agent of D. M. Wilson & Co., mer- 
chants, of New York, praying that they may be 
indemnified for the loss of a certificate held by 
them in the Trinity Land Company for $10,000; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


| a revolutionary soldier, praying a pension under 
i the act of 1838; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 

i Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
| Maria Jones, widow of Andrew A. Jones, de- 
| ceased, praying compensation for extra services 
i rendered by her late husband as inspector of the 
i 
i 
i 


i 


customs at New York; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of T. J. 
Fox Alden, a citizen of Pennsylvania, praying 
the aid of Congress, by subscription or otherwise, 
to aid in the publication of ‘* An Index to the De- 
cisions of the Supreme Court ofthe United States,” 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a memorial of the 
inhabitants of the town of Berlin, Connecticut, 
praying a reduction in the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented three memorials of 
eitizens of the State of Rhode Island, praying a 
reduction in the rates of ocean postage; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 

Mr. CASS presented four memorials of citizens 
of New York, praying that measures may be 
| taken to secure to American citizens traveling or 
; residing abroad, the rights of religious freedom; 
; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States 
residing in New York, professing the Jewish re- 
ligion, praying that measures may be adopted 
to secure to them civil and religious rights when 
traveling in foreign countries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STUART presented a petition of citizens 
of Detroit, Michigan, praying that a certain lotin 
that city, now owned by the Government, ma 
be designated as a site for a custom-house; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, That Jean Deplaigne have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

GOVERNOR RAMSAY. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. A few days ago, I asked 
leave to withdraw certain papers in reference to 
the investigation into the official conduct of Gov- 
ernor Ramsay, of Minnesota. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Srvanr] at that time objected to 
| the withdrawal, but I believe he is now satisfied 
i that it is proper that they should be withdrawn. 
|] therefore renew the motion that they be with- 
| drawn. : 

; The motion was agreed to; and it was 

Ordered, That certain papers, in reference to the case of 
Governor Ramsay, of Minnesota, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, in order to be presented at the Treasury 
Department. 

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM ABROAD. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to take this opportunity of 

saying, that some time since—some four or five 
weeks ago, I do not exactly recollect the day— 
the Senate, on my motion, were good enough to 
assign a day, which has passed, for the consider- 
ation of the motion submitted by me, to refer to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations a report 
made by Mr. Underwood at the last session, in 
| reference to the rights of American citizens to re- 
ligious freedom abroad. Circumstances prevented 
me from taking advantage of the kindness of the 
i Senate on that occasion, and I desire now to have 
a day assigned, on which I can state my views to 
the Senate. It is immaterial to me what day be 
| fixed. I would rather it should not be very late; 
| but I do not wish to interfere with other business. 
Several Senarors. Say next Monday. 
|! Mr. CASS. I shall be very happy if the Sen- 
| ate can hear me on the subject next Monday. I 
move, therefore, for the purpose which I have in- 
| dicated, that the Senate now take up my proposi- 
tion. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CASS. I now move that the further con- 
i sideration of the subject be postponed, and be 
; made the special order of the day for next Mon- 
day. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, submitted the following resolution for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the joint resolution of the 24th of Feb- 
rnary, 1854, for supplying new members of the present Con- 
gress with all such books of a public character in the same 
proportion as were furnished to members of either House 
at the Jast Congress, embraces Mayo and Moulton’s edition 
of the pension and bounty land jaws, &c., in the proportion 
of eight copies to each of the said new members, and that 
the Secretary of the Senate shall so understand and execute 
the said resolution. 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, offered the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be authorized to employ a clerk. 

RAMSAY INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer the following res- 
olution, and ask for its consideration now: `’ 

Resolved, That the report of the commissioners ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States to investigate 
the offieial conduct of Alexander Ramsay, Jate Governor of 
Minnesota Territory, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to modify his resolution so as to embrace 
the testimony in the case. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The commissioners re- 
ported the testimony to us, and that is really what 
we are anxious to get at. 

Mr. STUART. I think it would be better to 
add “ and testimony.” 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Taccept the modification. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wensrer, his Secretary, 
announcing that he had, on the 3d instant, ap- 
proved and signed the joint resolution to extend | 
an existing contract to carry the mail in Alabama. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—INDIGENT INSANE. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I believe that 
to-day was specially assigned for the considera- 
tion of the bill returned by the President with his 
objections. I hope that it will be taken up, and 
disposed of as soon as possible. 

Mr. WALKER, I believe there is a prior 
special order, which I, for one, shall insist upon 
being taken up. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill referred to by 
the Senator from California is not a special order; 
but its consideration was postponed until to-day. 

Mr. WALKER. Then I object to proceeding 
to its consideration now, and insist on taking up 
the special order—the homestead bill. 

Mr. FOOT. I desire to remark that [had ex- 
pected, after the Senate had gone through the or- 
dinary morning business, to call up the message 
of the President, containing his objections to the 
bill making a grant of the public lands to the sev- 
eral States of the Union for the benefit of indigent 
insane persons, which was postponed until this 
morning. But upon inquiry of several Senators 
who desire to be heard upon this question, some 
upon the one side and some upon the other, I 
learn that they are not ready or disposed to go on 
with the debate upon it this morning. 

If, however, there is any Senator who desires 
to address the Senate on that question this morn- 
ing, certainly it is my desire that he shal! have the 
opportunity, and that the bill shall be taken up 
for that purpose. But I have been unable, my- 
self, to learn of any Senator who desires, at this 
times to be heard upon it. Certainly, it is not my 
purpose to address the Senate upon the subject, if 
at all, until the close of the debate. Unless some 
intimation of the sort alluded to be given by some 
Senator expressing a desire to proceed with the 
discussion of that question this morning, I take 
it, of course, that it will not be pressed for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GWIN. I do not see why there is any | 
necessity for discussion about that bill. I think | 
‘we can vote on it very soon. ‘The question will ; 
comeup ina more enlarged form on the discussion 
of the homestead bill, and the graduation bill, and 
the substitute offered for both by the Senator from 


Virginia, (Mr. Huwrer.| . They will afford basis 
enough for all the speeches that may be made in 


vote upon this. There is nota member of this 


body, in my opinion, who is not ready to vote | 


upon it. I hope that it will be taken up, and dis- 
posed of to-day. If there is nobody ready to speak, 
t doubt not weare all ready to vote. l hope there 
will be no objection to taking up the message, and 
voting upon the bill which the President. has 
returned to us with his objections. 

The motion of Mr. Gwin was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill is before the 
Senate for reconsideration. 

Mr.GWIN. [ask for the yeas and nays upon 


Mr. BADGER. The Constitution. requires 
that the question shall be taken by yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly; it must be 
taken by yeas and nays. The question is, shall 
the bill pass, the President’s veto to the contrary 
notwithstanding ? 

Mr, STUART. 
sideration of the question until Thursday. 

Mr. WALKER. l hope the Senator will say 
a week from next Monday. 

Mr. STUART. 
Senate wish. 

Mr. PETTIT, and others. 
day. 
The motion to postpone until Thursday was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I now move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 
day next. This is a question of very great im- 
portance, and we should, if possible, have a full 
Senate here during our action upon it. I wish to 
say a few words upon the message myself before 


it 


Take the vote to- 


I vote upon it, and lam not prepared to do it | 
| now. 
ident, and to the country, that the message should | 


T think it is due to the Senate, to the Pres- 


be maturely considered. L therefore move that 
it be postponed until Monday next. If that 
should be any interference with the Senator from 
Michigan, the day can be given to him. I have 
no objection to that. I will then be willing to 
take it up, discuss it, and vote upon it, without 
laying it down again; but I think a great deal of 
allowance ought to be made for Senators, as the 
veto message has only been laid upon our tables 
this morning. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
North Carolina whether it would not do to post- 
pone it until Wednesday, so that we might take 
up the Indian appropriation bill to-day and to- 
morrow, and dispose of it. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam perfectly willing to con- 
sult the wishes of the Senate, and to say Wednes- 
day next. 

Mr. GWIN. If we postpone it at all, I hope 
it will be until Monday next, so that we can do 
something in the intervening time besides acting 
on the Indian appropriation bill. I hope we ma 
have time enough to dispose of another bill, and 
therefore I desire the Senator to adhere to his ori- 
ginal motion. We have just voted down a motion 
to postpone until Thursday next, and now the 
motion is to postpone until Wednesday. 

Mr. BADGER. | should like to get a day to 


suit the Senate, and I named Monday at first, and | 
I am willing to do almost į 


afterwards altered it, 
anything for the sake of compromise. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to say that the Senate has 
already decided to take up the subject on which I 
desire to address the body, and hear me on Mon- 
day next. An hour and a half on Monday will 
be all that I shall desire. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I say to-morrow week. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from North 
Carolina moves to postpone the consideration of 
the subject until to-morrow week. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 hope that will not be done. 
If we postpone it until to-morrow week, another 
movement will be made to give precedenceto some 
favorite measure having a majority of the body in 
its favor. 
ident, I think it is due to him, and to the subject, 
that we should proceed to discuss and dispose at 
once of the bill which, it seems to me, is before 
the Senate, according to the Constitution, at least. 
If the honorable Senator from North Carolina will 
say that he is not prepared now to discuss the 


J think it but respectful to the Pres- | 


I move to postpone the con- | 


1 will take any day which the ! 


|| vote upon the measure. 


|| measure, I am sure that hé.could be prepared on 


the next day after to-morrow. I can see:no occa 
sion for this long postponement, and I: wish’ to 
up The bill has come back, 
and it is now upon your table; and itseenis to. me 
that itis one which directly addresses itself to:the 
Senate now, 1 would not, however, require ant 
geneman to go on if he says he is not prepared. 
wish to submit some remarks. myself-upon the 
subject, and especially do I wish to vote upon the 
bill. It maybe that if it is postponed until Mon- 
day, I shall not have an opportunity. to. give ‘a 
vote. Iam perfectly willing to postpone for an- 
other day its consideration, but beyond that I can 
see no occasion for postponing it. ' ; 
Mr. BADGER. !tis inconceivable to mehow 
the immediate reconsideration. of the bill which 
bas been returned to us can be urged upon the 
ground that respect. to the President requires it. 
Now, Mr. President, we have had the printed 
copies of the President’s message only just laid 
upon our tables this morning. It is sent here for 
our consideration; the bill is to be reconsidered. in 
connection with the President’s objections, and 
these objections ought to be met. ‘Those of us 
who may net agree with the President ought to 
have an opportunity, and it is respectful to him, 
to examine these objections carefully, and see how 
far they are supported by the past history. and 
| Opinions of the eminent statesmen of the Republic. 
It is due to us and to him that we should thus be 


enabled to investigate the grounds of his objec- 
tions.. The President’s message places us in the 
position of having voted for an unconstitutional 
measure, and we should, therefore, certainly have 
an opportunity to give a full consideration to his 
reasons for objecting to it. However, sir, I have no 
sort of objection to any day that may suit the 
Senate. I yielded, in the first place, to Monday, 
on the suggestion of the Senator from California, 
and I varied it to Tuesday at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Michigan. The matter rests with 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
postponement of the consideration of the subject 
until to-morrow week. a 

Mr. CLAYTON. I was one of those who 
thought we should proceed to the consideration of 
this bill at as early a period as practicable; but when 
a Senator rises in his place upon this: floor, and 
desires time for consideration that he may prepare 
for the debate, that alters the case entirely... I 
have never known an application of the sort re- 
jected. It is always given to a Senator in such a 
case. The honorable Senator from North Caro- 
lina says that he desires to submit some remarks 
to the Senate, and he desires a little longer time 
to prepare himself. There are other Senators 
who also desire to speak on the subject. . This 
being the case, I think the consideration of the 
subject ought to be postponed. While I am for 
proceeding with the consideration of the message 
with all reasonable dispatch, I cannot agree to 
deny any Senator ample opportunity to prepare 
himself. It isa highly important subject, and I 
shall be extremely happy to hear the argument of 
the Senator of North Carolma upon it. I trust, 
sir, that we will not withhold that mark of respect 
which is due to the Senator and to all Senators. 
We should hear their reasons, though 1 admit 
that we should not overslaugh it for other pur- 
poses. Sir, | maintain that we are considering 
the subject, and are paying all due respect to 
the President, when Senators are preparing them- 
selves to discuss the message. I shall now vote 
for the longest time—Tuesday week. `I see noth- 
ing unreasonable in that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from 
North Carolina distinctly to indicate, in the first in- 
stance, until suggestions came from other sources, 
that he was perfectly prepared to go on un Mon- 
day next, or the day after to-morrow; and I have 
no doubt, from the consideration which he has 
i given to the subject, and the consideration which 
he can give it within the next two days, with his 
promptness and with his habitual manner of de- 
liberation upon matters of this kind, the Senator 
would give the subject as full a consideration the 
day after to-morrow as he would two months 
from this time. I would not deny to him, or 
to any Senator who asks it, anything like'a 
courtesy; but I may be permitted to say to. the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, that, in some 
measure, my views upon thissubject areinfluenced 
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by the suggestion made by him the other day; for 
1 understood from him that he thought usage and | 
propriety required that we should at once, as far | 
as Senators could do so with propriety, go into the 
consideration of the message; and now I under- 
stand, upon the suggestion, not of the Senator 
from North Carolina, but 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to say that the idea which I expressed was that 
when the message came in we should proceed to 
the consideration of it; not, as I said, in hot haste, 
but that we should consider ourselves obliged to | 
go into the consideration of it with reasonable 
dispatch; and I submit to my friend from South 
Carolina whether there is anything now unrea- | 
sonable in postponing the question when a Sena- 
tor on this floor announces that he desires time to | 
prepare himself to address the Senate upon it? I 
repeat, that while he and other Senators are actu- 
ally studying the subject and preparing themselves || 
to address the Senate, the Senate is considering 
the subject all the time, and we should yield to | 
them what they now ask. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to say one word in 
reply to my friend from South Carolina. I could, | 
as he says, go on on Wednesday, but I should 
not have that opportunity for preparation which { 
desire. That is what Í meant to intimate. i 

The motion to postpone the consideration of the 
subject until Tuesday week was lost, by a voteon | 
a division—ayes 19, noes 22. | 

Mr. DAWSON. Now postpone it until Wed- 
nesday. : 

The PRESIDENT. The question is now on 
postponing the consideration of the subject until 

ednesday. 

Mr. DODGE. 1 trust that that motion will be | 
agreed to by common consent. The Senator | 
from North Carolina is the last Senator to whom 
I would deny a courtesy. He has announced that | 
he wishes some time to prepare himself to address 
the Senate. Courtesy, aes I think, requires that 
we should give him that time, which { think is 
‘reasonable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will yield to my friend from 
North Carolinaas muchas to any other gentleman. 
If he wishes to speak, and is prepared to speak 
on Wednesday, he can go on. If I have any- ji 
thing to say, Í would as soon say it on that day |! 
as on any other, though | would prefer to hear || 
what others have to say first. 1 know that there || 
are others who are perfectly prepared to speak on || 
the subject; so that, so far as regards that, my 
friend from North Carolina, if he desires, can 
have the opportunity to speak then, or he can post- 
pone his remarka for eight or ten days. If be is 
not then prepared, perhaps some other Senator 
can then speak. 

The motion to postpone until Wednesday was | 
agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘That will be taking up that 
bill out of its order on the Calendar, because the | 
homestead bill is the first special order; and I feel 
bound to insist upon the consideration of that 
special order. 

Mr.GWIN. A majority of the Senate, I sup- 
pose, ean determine upon the order of busi- | 
ness. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia moves to postpone all prior orders for the 
purpose of taking up for consideration the Pacific 
railroad bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that the Senate will 
take up the Indian appropriation bill, and let us 
finigh it. Wednesday next has been fixed for 
the reconsideration of the bill which has beer 
vetoed. It is impossible that we can dispos 
either of the homestead bill or of the Pacific rail- 
road bill by that time, but I believe we can dis- 
pose of the Indian appropriation bill. F hope the 
Senate will take it up. 

Mr. GWIN. [appeal to the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, [Mr. Sesasrian,] 
whether there is any prospect of getting through 
with the Indian appropriation bill to-morrow? I 


iT 
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| 
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| 
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have no doubt that there are to be four or five days? | 
debate on that bill yet; and this other measure | 
presents a much more important question, and de- 
serves some consideration. T hope that the motion 


| 
| 


i 
H 
| 


: 
| 
| 
| 


which I have made will prevail. The Indian ap- 


propriation bill is not pressing for immediate ac- 
tion. 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator from California 
is correct, that the Indian appropriation bill will 
consume the whole of two days, it certainly must 
follow that the Pacific railroad bil] will consume a 


| great deal more than that; and inasmuch as Lhold 


the consideration of the homestead bill paramount 
to either of them, or both of them, | shall vote 
against each proposition. If hisargument is true, 


| | will vote against proceeding to the consideration 


of the Indian appropriation bill, or of the Pacific 
railroad bill, and will vote to take up the first spe- 
cial order, which is the homestead bill. 


Now, Mr. President, I think the homestead | 
| bill has been scarcely fairly treated by the Senate. 


It was the first bill which was madea special order 


| for consideration a long time ago, and it has been | 


postponed from time to time to suit the conveni- 
ence of one thing and another until it has almost 
become an habitual motion, asa matter of course, 
to postpone it. Lam perfectly willing, so far as I 
can by my action, to consult the wishes and con- 
venience of every Senator who desires to address 
the Senate upon any topic; but if it is a mere 
question between measures, while I desire to sus- 
tain both these propositions, so far as J can, I hold 
the homestead bill paramount to both of them for 
the present. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall vote to give precedence 
to the homestead bill overall others; and my prin- 
cipal reason for doing so is, that I conceive it to 
be intimately connected in principle with the bill 
which has been vetoed by the President; and while 


weare considering the one, we are necessarily con- | 


sidering the other. All the main principles in- 
volved in the one bill-are involved in the other. 


You cannot discuss the homestead bill without | 


discussing the principles involved in the veto mes- 
sage. Nor can you discuss the veto message 
without discussing the principles involved in the 
homestead bill. Every argument which gentle- 
men have employed this morning to show that 
we ought to take up the veto message at once goes 
to convince me that we ought to take up the home- 
stead bill. tis not so much that we shall con- 
sider the message itself as that we shall consider 


the principles involved in the message, the princi- ; 


ples put forth in it; and if the principles involved 


| in the message shall be sustained by the Senate, | 


then, as a matter of course, the homestead bill 
must go by the board. 1f those principles are not 
sustained, we may yet pass the homestead bill, 


My respect for the President, among other things, | 


induces me tosay that F shall prefer the taking up 
of the homestead bill to all other things; and 


| : eee s : 
i while considering that, we may consider the prin- 


ciples laid down in the message of the President. 
Mr. HUNTER. I suppose the question will 
be taken on the propositions in theorder in which 
they are made. Have the yeas and nays been 
called for? 
The PRESIDENT. 


They have not. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


I hope the Senate will vote 


: down the proposition made by the Senator from ; 


California, and take up the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. GWIN. If my proposition is voted down, 
the homestead bill should come up of course. 
Every Senator knows that [ am in favor of the 
homestead bill, but I regard the Pacific railroad bill 
as one of greatimportance, and I have it especially 
committed to my charge. 
any necessary conflict between the friends of the 


Pacific railroad and the friends of the homestead | 


bill. Some of the best friends of the one are the 
friends of the other. [ have not been instrumental 
in postponing the homestead bill on any occasion, 
Lam very anxious that there should be action upon 
It. 
at a very early day im the session, and desire te 
have action upon the subject. But the Pacific 


railroad bill has also been pending from an early | 


day, and I am very anxious to get it acted upon. 
l ask for the yeas and nays upon my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. [shall be compelled to vote against 
the motion of the Senator from California. Ihave 
voted at all times to bring his measure on; but I 
think that under the circumstances the homestead 


I do not think there is | 


I introduced a homestead bill into the Senate | 


getting at it. J agree with those who are in favor 

of it, that now is the time to bring it forward, and 

I may be allowed to express the regret that I feel, 

in common with many others, at the loss which 

this country experiences in the absence of the 
eminent statesman from Massachusetts. If he 

| were here this day, he would be as warm an advo- 
cate of this bill as any other person upon this floor. 
He would be one of those who would strongly 
urge the consideration of this bill—its consider- 
ation as one of the utmost importance. 

In regard to the veto message, I am desirous of 
voting upon the reconsideration of that bill; but I 
concur fully with others, that there is no disrespect 
in postponing it for a few days, for the purpose of 
giving Senators an opportunity of preparing them- 
selves for its consideration. I have no question 
about-the veto; none at all. I voted against the bill 

| from the commencement. As to the reasoning of the 
veto message, I have not yet been able to form an 
opinion upon it. I have not read it. I understand 
it has been laid upon our tables only this morning. 
I am not, therefore, prepared to say anything upon 
|i the reasons that are given for the veto; but, so far 
as respects the measure, I fully support and ap- 
prove of the veto, and am ready to vote upon it. 
Under the circumstances, however, 1 shall now 
vote for taking up the homestead bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I shall vote for taking up the 
Pacific railroad bill, for this reason: | find that the 
Senator from Michigan, and the Senator from 
California, and other Senators, who have this 
morning entered into a vindication of the home- 
stead bill, say that that bill does not come within 
the principle of the veto. If it does not, then, of 
course, it would be up for discussion, and perhaps 
a very wide discussion. If it does come within 
the principle laid down by the veto, as I observed 
the other day, there can be no necessity for dis- 
cussing that measure until we discuss the veto; 
| and, if the veto shall be sustained by the majority 
of this body, of course, if the homestead bill is 
within its principle, it would go down; but, as it 
does not, in the opinion of gentlemen———- 
| Mr, CASS. If the Senator will allow me, f 
! have nat expressed any opinion as to whether it 
|| comes within the veto or not. I have not read 
| the veto message, and therefore cannot say 
i; whether it comes within itor not. I cannot pass 
Vi 
| 
t 
i 


i 
i 
i 


any opinion upon the principles contained in it; 
: butso far as the application of the veto to the bill 
i} making a grant of public lands to the lunatic asy- 
lums is concerned, 1 think I can support it. 

Mr. DAWSON. The other Senators made no 
explanation of that kind; and 1 had thought that, 
| if the veto did cover the homestead bill, it was 
unnecessary consumption of time on the part 
of the Senate to discuss that measure too. 
| Mr. BROWN. If my friend from Georgia 
| willallow me, l think the only way to settle that 
| difficulty would be to pass the homestead bill, and 
then send it to the President, and see whether he 
| will apply the same reasoning to it. 

Mr. DAWSON, Of course, as the Senator 
from Mississippi believes, that the homestead bill 
fails within the principles of the veto, he would 
| not consume the time of the country by discussing 
‘| that bill. 

|| Mr. BROWN. fi 


I may vote for the bill. 
| should vote against it, it will certainly not be on 
| constitutional ground. 

i Mr. DAWSON. Then, as the Senators have 

‘expressed their opinion as to this bill corning 

| within the principles of the veto message, I shail 
vote for the motion of the honorable Senator from 

California. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, on 
Mr. Gwinx’s motion, resulted—yeas 13, nays 24— 
as follaws: + 

YEAS—Me 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


rs. Bell, Brodhead, Dawson, Gwin, James, 
| Morton, Norris, Sebastian, Stidell, Thompson of Ken- 
| tueky, Toucey, Weller, and Williams— i3. 

| NAYS—Messrs. Alen, Bayard, Brown, Butler, Cass, 
i Chase, Clay, Clayton, Dodge of Towa, Evans, Fish, Pitz- 
patrick, Foot, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, 
Pearer, Pettit, Stuart, Sumner, Toombs, Wade, and 
Walker—24. 

So the motion was lost. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

' Mr. WALKER. I move that the Senate pro- 
| ceed to the consideration of the homestead bill. 

i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sruart im 
| the chair.) That is the first special order. 
Mr. HUNTER. Does it come up without a 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that it does, unless a motion is made 
to postpone it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone that 
special order until to-morrow week. 

Mr. BROWN. I beg leave respectfully to say 
that I hope such a motion will not prevail. The 
homestead bill has been postponed fram day 
to day, from time to time, until it seems to me 
that the Senate does not mean to act upon itatall. 
I respectfully appeal to honorable gentlemen if 
this is treating with fairness a bill to which the 
country certainly looks with some degree of inter- 
est? If we intend to defeat the bill, let us come up 
to it and defeat it like men, and not kill it by post- 
poning it, first for a week, then for two weeks, 
then for three weeks, and this get clear of it under 
various pretexts. . This is no measure that is sud- 
denly sprung upon us. It has been before Con- 
gress, in some shape, for the last ten or fifteen 
years, and we cannot disguise from ourselves, if we 
would, that a very large portion of the American 

eople take a very deep interest in it, and they are 
ooking with very great anxiety to the action of 
the Senate upon the question, seeing that the bill 
has twice passed the House, and now only needs 
the ratification of the Senate to become a law. 
They will expect us to «ct upon it in some way; 


and I know of no better time than now to come | 


square up and meet the question responsibly. 
Either pass the bill or reject it, and let the coun- 
try know where we stand. I am as well prepared 
now as Í shall be at any other time either to ex- 
press my views or to give a vote upon it. The 
anxiety which prevails all around manifests to us 
in no mistakable terms that gentlemen are pre- 
pared to vote or speak upon it. I would not pre- 
cipitate a final vote upon it until gentlemen have 
expressed their views. But why postpone it? 
The Senator from Virginia assigns no reason for 
doing so. 
pone it, I would say, very well; let it be post- 
poned. But it is neither the first, second, nor 
third application. Every time it comes up, there 
is something more important than it in the way. 
I want the bill acted upon, and I want a final vote 
of the Senate upon it, so that we may either pass 
it, or reject it; and I shall steadfastly, from this 
time forward, vote against postponing it, unless 
there should be some sufficient reason assigned 
why it should be postponed, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The honorable Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] made a statement 
from which it may be inferred that gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber do not think that the 
homestead bill fails within the principle and the 
reasoning of the veto. For one, sir, I think it 
does fall within that reasoning, and is liable to the 
objections stated by the President in his veto. 
Admitting that there is a difference of opinion on 
this point, it is obviously proper that we should 
consider both measures at the sametime. There- 
fore, I will vote for the postponement. If a por- 
tion of the reasoning in the veto message is good 
against the insane bill, it is also good against the 
homestead bill; therefore, I think that the discus- 
sion in regard to our land system, which we must 


have, and for which gentlemen are preparing them- | 


sslves, had better be all at once on the veto mes- 
sage; and I shall therefore vote for the postpone- 
ment, 

Mr. GWIN. I hope that the homestead bill 
will be taken up. I think there is a great deal of 
profession in favor of that measure in this body 
without much practice, and I call for the yeas and 
nays upon the postponement. Itis well known 
that the motion to postpone is made for the pur- 
pose of bringing up the Indian appropriation bill, 
a measure that is not pressing. It may be passed 
two months hence, and that will be time enough 
for the public service. Every individual who 
votes for the postponement I shall look upon as 
an enemy to the homestead bill, and as being in 
direct opposition to the consideration of that ques- 
tion. I want to know whether or not we are 
going to consider it. If the homestead bill has as 
many friends as there are professionsin this body, 
we can pass the House bill as it came to us; 
and I intend to vote for itin that form, and against 
every amendment. I do not believe it comes 


within the veto message sent to us by the Presi- | 


dent. It is an entirely different measure, and, 
whether it is or not, I shall vote on the measure 
as my judgment dictates. 


If this were the first application to post- | 


Now, Mr. President, I hope the homestead bill 
will be taken up, and | hopethatan adroit minority 
cannot defeat two great measures—the Pacific rail- 
road and the homestead bills—by fighting one 
against the other. I hope that the friends of these 
two bills will not have any collision. 1 know that 
there is a majority of the body in favor of each; 
and now | anvin favor of taking up the homestead 
bill, and considering it. If a majority are in favor 
of it, the Senate can pass it. If not, the sooner we 
know it the better. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from California 
hopes the friends of these bills will not come in 
collision with each other. I am not at present 
among that number; but my honorable friend 
from California—and I never use the term friend 
consciously without feeling it sincerely—says that 
a great many professions of friendship are made 
in this body for the homestead bill. His remarks 
convey an implication of condemnation, of cen- 
sure, and worse, of suspicion of the sincerity of 
Senators, and their declarations in regard to this 
measure. That is the construction which his | 
language bears. 

Mr.GWIN. Thatisnot the impression which 
I wanted toconvey. Isaid this, that if the home- 
stead bill had as many friends on this floor as we 
had seen public professions for it, we can take it | 
up, and we can pass it; and if we do not take it 
up, certainly there is more strength in profession 
than in practice. ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON. Exactly. Still the declara- 
tion of the gentleman goes to the country convey- 
ing the idea as l] have embodied it; and that idea 
bears with it unquestionably a reflection upon the 
sincerity and truthfulness of gentlemen upon this 
floor in their declarations—not with an intention 
or will to do so offensively, I grant and know; | 
but the reports, when they are made, must show | 
that to-be the only rational conclusion to be drawn | 
from his remarks. 

The Senator says, further, that he is opposed to 
this kind of delay any longer. He is not willing | 
to permit an adroit minority any longer to defeat 
the bill. What is an adroit minority, taken in | 
connection with his remarks? An insincere body 
of men, inferior in number and in strength, at- 
tempting, by parliamentary maneuvers, to control 
and destroy the action of the deliberative body of 
which they are members. I appeal to every gen- 
tleman upon this floor if this is not the manifest 
construction that will be put upon his language? 

Mr. GWIN. I spoke of an adroit minority 
fighting one measure against another, and fighting 
with skill, fighting the Pacific railroad and the 
homestead bill against each other—and I think 
that, if by a vote to. postpone, the minority can 
postpone this bill and get up such a collision, they, 
would be exceedingly adroit. That is the amount 
of it. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Sir, whenever I am for a 
measure | shall contend for itstrongly, and when- 
ever | am opposed to it itis my right to resist it 
by all the legitimate and authorized rules that are 
made to secure just and wise legislation, I sup- 
pose that to be the feeling and the will of every 
man who isa member of this body. It is such, 
so far, at least, as I am concerned; and if it is not 
with every one, then the dissenting member has 
rights here which he either does not understand 
or does not choose to exercise. 

Now, sir, to pass from that—there is a good 
deal of assumption here, I think, in regard to the 
homestead bill, upon the part of its especial advo- 
cates; at this moment a good deal of arrogation, 
if I may use that word—a good deal of arroga- 
ting to themselves as the particular friends gf the 
measure, and as to the rights of this particular | 
bill; and my honorable friend again, (for 1 have | 
yet another, I think,) from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Brown,] says that you do not deal fairly by it, | 
but”you postpone it to-day and to-morrow, and 
next week, and the week after, and will postpone 
it to death, and thus it has keen always, whilst | 
all that remains to be done is a vote of the Senate 
to take it up, and a vote to pass it, and the signa- 
ture of the President, and then it will become a 
law. Well, sir, it never had much more to do at 
the outset. [Laughter.]. A vote in the House of | 
Representatives constitutes the residue of any 
legislative action. 

But, sir, what right has my honorable friend to 


complain so bitterly at extraordinary delay, and 
to introduce the last week, and another week, and | 


the week. before, -and -the ‘declaration that he: 
does not know how long- it will continue: to bê: 
delayed, or by whom or what? By fairness? Ohy 
no. It-is all unfair to the country. « ‘Fhis is a. 
matter about which. there is. a vast deal of interest; 
forsooth. It is a matter, forsooth, which must: 
override everything else. . Sir, is there: nothing: 
else of interest-before this hody.but the homestead: 
bill? Sir, the Indian appropriation bill is a measure: 
that is called for, to. be passed in the regular prog 
ress of the business. of. this. Government: . The. 
day is near at. hand: when that call- becomes im-: 
perative. Our treaty obligations are suffering, our: 
treaty stipulations must be fulfilled, and: our guar- 
antees to. the Indians. already call for the passage 
of this bill. ‘ 

There is no question. about this. Then, here 
is the President’s veto, alleged to involve many of 
the same questions which are involved in the 
homestead bill. Those gentlemen who.wish to 
discuss these several matters, and others.of equally. 
great importance, may just as well.cry out against 
the extraordinary delay, and declaim against; thè 
adroitness used in defeating their judgment, and: 
their wishes in matters that they consider.of equal 
or much greater importance. All this talk about 
the peculiar claims on the part of the homestead 
bill to a prompt, and, if needs be, a prolonged 
consideration in preference to everything else, is 
mere stuff, and is the veriest stuff so far.ag it goes 
to the establishment of any supremacy for. the 
homestead bill to the right of immediate consider- 
ation over every and all other measures before. 
this body. . AG 

There are not only the measures I have enum- 
erated now depending before this body; there is 
also the measure which the Senator from Califor- 
nia has himself in charge; and, by the way, l 
never was before aware that that gentleman was 
an advocate, so very strenuous and impatient, for 
the homestead bill. 

Mr. GWIN. I introduced it at a very early 
day of the session. 

r. JOHNSON, Let the honor of it, then, be 
to him. Ihave no objection. Now, sir, in, re- 
gard to the homestead bill, I was for it myself 
sincerely. I supported it, and have supported: it 
for several years; but in the present phase of 
things, I am not prepared to-go on with it. at all, 
or to say that I will support it. Because, if it 
was forced upon me to-day, I should vote against, 
it. Why? Because just at this time it is tinc- 
tured, to a degree, from its. inevitable effects, and 
under the peculiar circumstances, so strongly 
with abolitionism, that I cannot, for one, bring 
myself, as a representative on this floor from. the 
South, for one moment to think of permitting. it 
to pass this body, and become a law., Why? 
Very succinctly to state it, there is evidence palpar 
ble each day that.this billis heing pressed through 
with unusual anxiety, and as if for lifeand death, 
The bill has been six or eight years in Congress, 
and a large part of this anxiety is unquestionably 
new-born. 

Here are the facts as I fnd them. The Gov- 
ernment is extinquishing titles to lands that lie west 
of Missouri and lowa. When the rights of the, 
Indians are extinguished, and they are removed, 
all that country becomes open to settlement, and 
the people will remove into it with or without an 
organised government. Yetit is a fact that. the 
Missouri restriction exists there at this time, and 
that our southern people cannot go there for that, 
reason, even if they desired to do so. lf you 
pass the homestead bill in the face of these facts, 
you bid a premium to all the balance of the world 
to fill up and settlé that country, only excluding 
my constituency. If then you reject or delay the 
passage of the territorial bills for two. or three 
years, you settle the question involved in those 
territorial bills practically, and by a law which has 
a higher force than the enactment of the Wilmot 
proviso itself. 3 , 

In regard to what Ishall constitute adroitness 
and fairness, I must say, that to delay the territo- 
rial bills for some years, but at the same time and 
in hot haste, to enact the homestead law, would 
exhibitextraordinary adroitness, and prove a most 
detestable specimen of fairness. : 

l do not consider, or believe, that any man. 
who is from the South, can conscientiously.come: | 
forward and support that measure; at. least; until - 
the Kansas and Nebraska bills shall have: been. 
passed, and the whole country shall have be- 


> 


ject to sale at private entry. Those are the words 


1126 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 8, 


come open to settlement by the whole people of 
the United States. Am I right, or ami wrong? |! 
You are wrong, may say the man who wishes to 
exclude every southerner; but you are right, I 
think would say every candid man, if you shall 
ever wish to go to those Territories on equal terms 
under the laws of your country. This is a very 
adroit way by which we may be excluded from 
these Territories. Not that all, or many, of the 
old advocates of the homestead bill have in view 
such a result as this—by no means; but there are 
many of its present advocates that rejoice in the | 
bill for this very feature; and if those advocates 
shall secure its passage now, and can success- 
fully resist the territorial bills, even by adroitness 
and unfairness, which itis openly proclaimed will 
and shall be used, so as to defeat, or at any rate 
to delay, the same for two or three years, they 
will, practically and effectually; and they feel 
and know it, have effected their great and most 
highly cherished ‘object. lIt is absurd, and 1] 
think it even pitiful, to ask any member of this 
Congress who represents a southern constituency 
to doa thing like this. 1! do not think it even 
conveys a consideration of passing respect for his 
intelligence or his honesty to his own people, to 
attempt to argue him to a step like this. Now, 
sir, if gentlemen wish to give their votes on the 
homestead bill so anxiously, and that purely with 
adesire to give homes to the homeless, and not with 
a wish to use the measure as a political engine, let 
them bear with this thing with a little patience, and | 
allow us to know what is to be the course of events 
affecting our rights in collateral matters. And I 
ask that gentlemen will not get up, and assume at 


once that it is adroitness (by which I ever under- |) 


stand that there is something of concealment) that 
is going to do this thing; or get up and assume 
that the bill has rights of precedence in this body 
which no other bill can have in comparison with 
it. Ihave presented, I think, but a fair view of 
the matter, a view which certainly will not be 
classed among the movements adroit. ‘The bill 
has no right here better or greater than any other 
bill whatever; and I shall simply cast my vote in 
reference to it, and to collateral matters in accord- 
ance with my own judgment of my duty to my 
own people. 

Mr. GWIN. The argument of the Senator 
from Arkansas in contrasting the homestead with 
the Nebraska bill seems to me to be adroit, and L 
use the term with perfect respect to him, f want 
it understood in advanee, that I intend to press 
the homestead bill in every parliamentary manner 
that I can, from this time forward. J intend todo 
it with perfect respect to every member of this 
body; and with the determination, so far as Lam 
concerned, to pass the bill. Now, sir, the Senator 
has made an appeal to the whole southern Sena- 
tors against this measure, because, he says, until 
the Nebraska bill shall be passed, the inhabitants 
of the southern States will have none of the privi- 
leges of settlement in the Nebraska Territory, 
under the homestead bill. If the Senator had only 
read the homestead bill, he would have ascertained 
one important fact that knocks his argument in 
the head. The homestead bill applies to no other 
lands than those that are subject to sale at private 
entry. Now thereis not one foot of land surveyed 
in Nebraska or Kansas; nor will there be for many 

ears to come, 

Mr. JOHNSON. There was not a foot sur- 
veyed in California, and yet the State settled 


up. 

Mr, GWIN. Mr. President, the State of Cal- 
ifornia has had the privilege of preémption on un- 
surveyed lands extended to her citizens. The 
homestead bill applies only to public lands sub- 


of the bill, We all know that to be the language 
of the bill. We know there is not a foot of laud 
surveyed in Nebraska or Kansas, and there is no 
prospect, for years to come, of any of the lands 
there being subject to sale at private entry; and, 
therefore, they are not open to the previsions of 
the homestead bill. 


Now, in regard tothe consideration of this bill, jj 
in reference to other questions, I do not think it |} 


ought to havea bearing upon the Senate. Let it be 
examined on its merits. Ifit isa proper bill to pass, 
let us pass It. If there be a majority of the body 
in favor of it, let that majority take it up. If there 
be a majority in favor of passing the House bill, 


| sidered. 


there be a majority in favor of a substitute, of 
course that substitute will be properly considered 


land passed. All that I ask is, that it may come 
| up, and be acted upon either favorably or other- 


wise. [Í shall submit to the will of the Senate. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I think the 


| honorable Senator from California is entirely cor- 


rect in the assumption that those who vote against 
taking up the homestead bill are opposed to it; and 
I will vote against taking up the bill for that very 
reason. We had an intimation a few days ago, 
that the presidential veto had afforded us the best 
opportunity which has occurred of late years, for 
discussing our entire policy with reference to the 
public lands; and it is intimated that we are to 
have that discussion. I, for one, am unwilling to 


i have it indirectly, when we may have it directly. 


If we take up the homestead bill, I see not when 
we are to reach that discussion. And, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I cannot recognize the idea that this bill 
possesses any peculiar claim to the consideration 
of the Senate above all other bills now before us. 
Why, sir, an entire review of your judiciary sys- 
tem, demanded by every portion of this country, 
and every man in it, has been had by the Judici- 
ary Committee, and their bill was made the special 
order for last Monday, but it has not yet been con- 
Has the homestead bill any peculiar 
claims over that judiciary question, when your 


| Supreme Court judges, under the existing system, 


are worked to death, and with all their powers 
strained, are unable to attend to the wants of the 


! country ? 


While [ am up, sir, I will say that there is a 
prospect before us of getting à wise and judicious 
bill for the graduation of the price of the public 
lands. There are lands in my State, which have 
been in the market ever since they were first sur- 


| veyed, which will not now bring twelve and a 
| half cents per acre; still those lands are held up 


at the Government price without the remotest 
chance of settlement, a dead weight to the pros- 
perity of the State; and I shall cheerfully vote at 
“any time to give preference to any of these grad- 
uation bills, whether they come from the Elouse, 
or are introduced here, before the homestead bill 
is taken up. 

Mr. RUSK. I will vote against taking up the 
homestead bill now; but protest against the rule 
laid down that the friends of it must rally, take it 
up at any time and at all times, whether there be 
any other business before the Senate or not. I 
stand, perhaps, ina different position from others. 


{do not like to force a good thing on others, 


i whether they will or not, before they have had 
| 


| time to consider it; but I shall vote, for a very 
| substanual reason, against taking up that bill this 
morning, l do not want to be misunderstood. I 
am in favor of the principle of a homestead bill. 
I have not examined the one which is before us 
thoroughly, to see whether it commends itself to 
my judgment. But, at the same time, we have 
the Indian appropriation bill before us. It is 
partly concluded. We have gone on with it for 
some time; and if we take up am entirely new 
subject, what we have done upon the Indian ap- 
propriation bill will pass as having been done for 
almost nothing. 

The manner in which we have usually passed 


| the general appropriation bills is familiar to every 


member of the Senate. Nearly all of them have 
been thrown into the last nights of the session, 
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of course we can pass it, and we will do so. If 


and the result has been that they have always 
| passed defectively. Then, what is the first thing 
| that comes up, upon the assembling of a new ses- 
| sion of Congress here? It is a deficiency bill. 
And what is the reason of that? it is because 
| there has not been sufficient consideration given 
l 


to the annual appropriation bills. The Indian 


appropriatian bill is now here before us in time; | 


we can act upon it. It will take but a day or two 
longer to complete it. The principal part of it 
hag been done, and we can soon finish it. 1 think 
it is a bill that demands our attention. However 
friendly | may be to the homestead bill, I think 
there is ample justification for me when J vote to 
give to the Indian appropriation bill the preference 
over any other measure, f believe that that bill 
contains provisions for Indians in my State, as 
well as for some in California; and within a few 
days the mail has brought us the intelligence of a 
murder having been committed within less than 
twenty miles of a city of Texas, containing eight 
thousand inhabitants. ` 


Mr. GWIN. I will ask the Senator from 
Texas ifa dollar of the money appropriated by 
that bill can be used until the first of July, if the 
bill should pass to-morrow? 

Mr. RUSK. I will answer that by stating 
what I believe. lf you take up the homestead 
bill, if you take up the Pacific railroad bill, and 
the President’s veto, and discuss them, that bill 
will not be reached until the first of July; but as 
soon as it is disposed of then there is a rival, a 
very formidable rival to these other measures, out 
of their way. We have gone half way through 
with it, and I shall vote to take it up and proceed 
with it, until we get through with it. I do it 
against a favorite measure of mine. I stand, as 
I said before, in perhaps a different position from 
others. My State cannot be affected by the pro- 
visions of the homestead bill. 1 do not avow my 
hostility to that bill. I have no particular inter- 
est to press it before any other business; but 1 am 
willing to give it a fair opportunity. I feel favor- 
ably disposed towards the principle of it; but it 
seems to me that as we have the Indian appro- 
priation bill before us, we ought to get clear of 
it,as it is matter of importance to carry it through. 
It is necessary to carry out treaty stipulations, 
lt is a matter of importance, so far as my State is 
concerned, because the action taken under it, as 
soon as it passes, will, in my judgment, give us 
peace on the frontier. 

Mr. BELL. Ifthe honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Finance (Mr. Hunter] will state 
to the Senate that it is important that the Indian 
appropriation bill should be passed immediatery, 
{ will vote against the proposition to take up the 
homestead bil]. But unless that be the fact, unless 
it be all-important to the public interests that it be 
taken up immediately, 1 shall vote to take up the 
homestead bill. I have deliberated somewhat in 
my own mind whether, under the circumstances, 
it is the proper time to take up that bill; but I con- 
fess, from what I have heard from honorable 
members this morning, that I cannot repress my 
curiosity to hear what Senators will say upon the 
homestead bill. One of the most experienced 
Senatorsin the body this morning announced that, 
although he concurred with the President in the 
doctrines of the veto message on the bill granting 
lands for the benefit of the indigent insane, yet he 
has no idea that the principle of that veto applies 
to the homestead bill. 

I wish to have the subject taken up, so that 
honorable Senators may have the opportunity to 
express themselves upon it. I wish to hear their 
views for my-own benefitand instruction. I wish 
to know what is the new process of reasoning, or 
what are the new inventions in regard to the con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States, 
which have got hold of the minds of honorable 
Senators, by which they are enabled to discrim- 
inate between the principle of the veto message as 
applicable to the bill granting lands for the indi- 
gent insane, and as applicable to the ground on 
which the homestead bill rests. I wish to know 
on what ground they pretend, or say,—TI will not 
use the word pretend, because they are, no doubt, 
honest,—that one is constitutional, and the other 
clearly not. 

{ think that, upon another ground, there is a 
propriety in taking up the homestead bill, unless 
it be important that the Indian appropriation bill 
should be passed immediately. Necessarily the 
arguments applicable to the veto message will be 
urged, particularly by those gentlemen who are 
opposed to the homestead bill, against that Lill. 
It will be, in effect, taking up this morning the 
consideration of the doctrines involved in that veto 
message; and it will be taking them up in a way 


| which, E think, will be advantageous to the Senate 


and to the country. We cannot proceed to the 
consideration of those questions too soon. Many 
Senators cannot—I know that I cannot, for one— 
receive light and information too early upon the 
subject. Discussion will necessarily go on, to 
gome extent, upon the constitutionality of the 
homestead bill, according to the principles of the 
veto message; and, in effect, it will be taking up 
the veto message this morning. We want all the 
light on that subject that we can get. J did design, 
myself, to say something upon the veto message 
at the proper time. I confess that the most de- 
sirable preparatory step with me would be, to hear 
the arguments of honorable, distinguished, and 
able Senators, who may attempt to discriminate, 
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on the principles of that message, between the 
two bills—who shall attempt to show that the 
indigent insane bill is unconstitutional, and the 
homestead bill constitutional. Therefore, unless 
the honorable Senator from Virginia will say that 
he considers it of great public importance that the 
Indian appropriation bill should be passed im- 
mediately, I shall vote to take up the homestead 
bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Indian appropri- 
ation bill ought to be acted upon now. It ought 
to be passed immediately. There are appropria- 
tions in it to which provisoes are attached, which 
allow the Secretary of the Interior to expend the 
money during the present fiscal year; for instance, 
the following item is contained in. the bill: 

«For the expense of making presents of agricultural 
implements to the bands of Pueblo Indians, in the Territory 
of New Mexico, $10,000: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Interior may, if, in his discretion, the public interests 
require it, be authorized to use any part of the appropria- 
tions herein made for making treaties in Oregon, Washing- 
ton, Utah, and New Mexico, and for holding councils at 
Fort Beaton prior to the commencement of the next fiscal 
year” 

Here is another item: 

“ For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
Washington ‘Lerritory, for six months, ending June 30, 
1854, 5,000.” 

There are others of the same character. They 
were introduced under the apprehension that the 
deficiency bill might be very late in passing the 
House of Representatives, or that it mightso hap- 
pen that it would not pass at all. In view of all 
the difficulties which attend that measure, some 
of the most indispensable provisions were intro- 
duced into the Indian bill, and to these provisions 
was attached a proviso giving authority to the 
Secretary of the Interior to expend any portion of 
them during the present fiscal year. I think, 
therefore, that itis a matter of importance. Be- 
sides, we know that that bill is to be returned to 
the House of Representatives with a great many 
amendments attached to it by the Senate, and we 
know it wiil be subject to many delays there. | 
believe the experience of the Government has 
shown that the appropriation bills ought to be 
called, taken up, and acted on earlier, and with 
more promptitude, than we have heretofore shown 
in regard to them. 

For all these reasons, it is my opinion that the 
Indian bill ought to be taken up and acted on. I 
do not know how long it may take. I do not 
know all that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
may have to offer by way of amendment; but I do 
hope that we shall dispose of it during to-day and 
to-morrow; at any rate we ought to make what 
progress we can in order to get rid of it as soon as 
we can, 

Mr. GWIN. The chairman of the Committee 
on Finance has, within a very short time, reported 
a deficiency bill; and he crowded that bill with 
items for deficiencies for the Indian department. 
Now, it seems, he has come up with another 
deficiency bill for the Indian department. Sir, I 
think there should be but one deficiency bill during 
asession, We have acted upon that. We have 


sent it to the House, and there itis likely to remain jj 


for a good while. We have already put amend- 
ments on the Indian bill that will be very apt to 
make it a law about the day on which we adjourn. 


I fear we shall find that the general appropriation |: 


bills will be passed at this session as heretofore— 
about the day of adjournment; let that be sooner 
or later. 
for action on the bill now; forif we act on it now, 
it may be delayed in the House for a month or 
two, or three, or four, or five months; and prob- 
ably on the day of adjournment we shall pass it 
like all other appropriation bills. There is no 
necessity for acting upon it now. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I fear we spend 
too much time in discussing questions as to the 
mere priority of business, instead of deliberating 
upon the measures beforeus themselves. We have 
postponed until Wednesday nextthe consideration 
of a bill that has been returned by the President 
with his veto. Itis a bill, with that message, in- 
volving more of importance to the legislation of 
the country, and to the perpetuity of our institu- 
tions, than any other measure pending before 
Congress. It involves also the question or ques- 
tions which are embraced in other bills, and 
among others the homestead bill. 


We know there is no pressing necessity | 


discussion of the homestead bill until we shall 
have considered the message of the President and 
the bill which it accompanies. I prefer as a mem- 
ber of this body, to go on now with the Indian 
appropriation bill, in which we have already made 
great progress, and dispose of it, if possible, be- 
tween this and Wednesday. If we cannot do 
that, 1 hope that the Senate will go to the discus- 
sion of the constitutional questions thatare brought 
up here, and will dispose of them before they take 
up this bill or any other. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been reminded that I 
have been remiss in my duty, in not indicating, 
at least, the propriety of taking up the bill re- 
ported y the Judiciary Committee; but, I am 
aware, Mr. President, from my experience in this 
body, and the temper which I have seen mani- 
fested in it, that it would be a very futile task 
upon my part to offer to take it up; for it does not 
depend—I assert it here upon my responsibility 
as a Senator—upon the relative merits of the bills, 
as to which shall take precedence. The honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Brown] has 
said that it is a matter of urgent necessity to take 
up the homestead bill. Why, sir, we have owned 
some of these lands, at least, and they have been 
surveyed, for fifty years, and we have done all 
that time without this homestead bill; and we 
could do without it for many years to come. Sir, 
I say it is not the urgency, it is not the merit of 
the measure, that gives it its importance in this 
body. 

would willingly have called up the judiciary 
bill. I might very well call if up, for l think it 
has more merits than any of the measures indi- 
cated, so far as it regards immediate action upon it, 
with the exception, perhaps, of the appropriation 
bill. Iwil say to the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee that I am no parliamentary tactician; 
but | think I may assume to myself this much of 
parliamentary tactics, to say that the taking up of 
this homestead bill will be but making a masked 
battery, from which gentlemen intend to assail the 
veto of the President. If they intend to meet the 
doctrines involved in that veto message, let them 
do it fairly, and let the Senate have the authority 
of the vote; but if you take up the homestead 
| bill, is it not obvious to the whole Senate that, 
through the discussion of it the veto message will 
be assailed, and that that message will not have 
what may be called a fair parliamentary chance 
in this body? 

I think we ought to take up the bill indicated by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance; for 
if we take up the homestead bill, is it not obvious 
to all the members of the body that it will be 
under consideration on Wednesday; and the gen- 
tleman will say that being under consideration it 
ought not to be set aside for the purpose of taking 
up the veto message? That will be the result, If 
I were to urge it upon my friend from Virginia 
| now to press that the measure which is under con- 
sideration ought to have a preference, they would 
| say that would be no guide for them. But if they 
| pad the homestead bill under consideration, by 
force of votes they would give it the preference. 
There is a good deal in the force of votes; and if 
gentlemen get the homestead bill under considera- 
tion, and the majority of the body are in favor of 
it, they will give it the preference over all other 
measures, and the measure which is set apart for 
Wednesday next will not be taken up. 

Mr. BROWN. Suppose it should not, no 
harm will be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. You have urged it, as I under- 
stand, as one of the requirements for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the homestead bill, pe it is 
| looked upon with great interest throughout the 
country, and that, therefore, it ought to pass now; 
| yet we have been fifty years without such a 
| system. 
| “Mr. BROWN. That is no reason why we 
| shouid not now do right. 
| Mr. BUTLER. [Itis very urgent now, we are 
| 
1 
| 
| 
t 


told, when no such system has ever been in oper- 
| ation, I believe, in this country, and, so far as my 
But that is beyond the 
Gentlemen 


vote goes, never shall be. 

question now under consideration. 
f say it is urgent. They know the appropriation 
! bill is more urgent. But t have said that the pur- 
"pose in taking up the homestead bill, is with a view 
| to make it a masked battery from which to assault 
| the doctrines in the veto message. 


Now, sir lam unwilling, for one, to go into the i! Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, what- 


ever motives may be ascribed to other Senators,.or 
whatever intimations may be thrown. out as.to the 
views and purposes of some who may wish to 
usé the homestead bill as “a masked'battery,’? 
from which to assail the President,: I. am sure 
does not apply to me, nor do I believe it is.so:in- 
tended. -1 am sure that was directed at Senators 
who occupy a very different, and much more dis- 
tinguished position in this body ahd in the coun- 
try, than I do; for Senators having different polit- 
ical views from those I entertain; and for others 
who stand in a peculiar relation to the bill which 
has been returned to us from the President.’ As I 
stated on à previous occasion, I believe that the 
President has done right in vetoing the indigent 
insane bill. For that, sir, | am prepared to sus- 
tain him; but, sir, at the same time, | am a friend 
of the homestead bill, añd I am so whether the 
President is or not. 1 shall therefore vote to take 
it up on all occasions, and to urge it to its final 

assage, Whether it will be vetoed or not, is, 

owever, a matter which I am not called upon to 
decide. Let the President speak for himself.. I 
am in favor of passing the homestead bill to-day, 
and thus affording to the President the opportu- 
nity of exercising his constitutional authority, 
either to veto or approve it to-morrow, as he may 
think proper. He has his duty to discharge. as 
Chief Magistrate of the United States. He acts 
under the solemnity of his oath, and has his duties 
and obligations to perform as to him shall seem 
proper. I act under mine. Each Senator does 
the same, and decides, as far as his veto (vote) 
can do, the constitutionality and expediency of 
all the measures which come before us. Why, 
then, should we condemn, or find fault with, the 
President, for doing the same thing? 

Mr. President, as a general thing, [am usually 
for sustaining my friend from Virginia (Mr. Hun- 
TER] in pressing the appropriation bills, because I 
think a preference should generally be given to 
them. I would now do so over any other than 
the homestead bill. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, | think, but discharges his duty by insisting 
on the special order, and | am for sustaining him. 
l voted against the proposition of the Senator 
from California, because I preferred the homestead. 
bill. 

I regretted to hear my friend from Arkansas 
{Mr. Jounson] announce to-day his intention to 
vote against the homestead. bill, giving as a rea- 
son therefor that there was a tinge of abolitionism 
about that bill which had driven him from its sup- 
port. 1 regretted it the more, because that Sen- 
ator had heretofore voted for the bill in the other 
House, and was, as I thought, its champion. 
Now, sir, I am one of those who have seen with 
the deepest regret the attempt to connect this mat- 
ter of disposing of the public lands with the ques- 
tion of slavery in any of its shapes or forms, ‘The 
Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Avams,} ‘who. is 
not now here, when discussing the homestead bill 
upon a previous occasion, referred to the burning 
in effigy of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Doua- 
LAs] by the miserable fanatics in Chicago and 
other portions of the country; and he did me the 
honor to refer to me and to intimate that because 
of my position on the side of the Senator from 
Illinois on the Nebraska question, that I might 
receive like treatment at the hands of some of these 
people, to whom I referred in kindly terms as the 
countrymen of Montgomery, and Lafayette, and 
others. : 

Sir, as a friend of the South, a supporter of the 
Constitution, and an advocate for the performance 
of each and every duty which one State owes to 
another under the provisions of that sacred instru- 
ment, there are few things which I so much deplore 
as that the South, the minority section of the Union, 
should engage in a war against that foreign born 
population, of whom, in the days of Jefferson, 
and of the alien and sedition laws, and since, they 
were the friends and supporters. Such, too, was 
of Jackson and the founders of the Democratic 
party generally. I am sorry to see those mani- 
festations of discontent. to which I have referred. 
I fear it will make enemies of those who had else 
been friends. I intended to say to my friend 
from Mississippi that if the Senator from Mlinois 
has been burnt in effigy by some small squads of 
foreigners, let it be remembered that they were 
excited to it by Abolition fanatics, upon ex parte 
misrepresentations of facts. For one, so-far as’ 
the burning in effigy is concerned, I attach no 
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importance to it. It is a manifestation of spite 
and ill-will, with which many of the most meritori- 
ous and distinguished public men of our country 
have been visited, and not by foreigners, but by 
their own countrymen. Washington was burnt 
in effigy for his approval of Jay’s treaty, in many 
portions of the United States. Tyler, for his 
veto on the Bank of the United States, was burnt 
in effigy. He was even insulted in the White 
House for withholding his assent, as the Presi- 
dentof the United Siates, to the establishment of 
the fifty millions of dollars monster bank, to coil 
around and destroy the liberties of the country. 
No exhibitions of this sort should ever have the | 
least influence in determining the course of a 

public man, much less to influence his vote upon 

a great question of public policy. 

But, str, my friend from Arkansas intimates that 
there is a desire on the part of one section to get 
the advantage over the other. I know that hej 
did not intend that for me; because, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as you know, I am one of those who were, 
and am, willing to open Kansas and Nebraska j 
‘Territories to the citizens of all the States of this 
Union, to go there with all the property which 
they own, of every kind; and if the institutions 
under which I live, and to which {am attached, 
cannot triumph in the settlement of those Territo- | 
ries, and in shaping their domestic institutions, 
over those of my friend’s State and others, | am 
willing to abide the decision, and believe the mi- 
nority oughtto be. The people, the Constitution, 
and the judiciary—it is strange to me that any 
republican should think of shrinking from such 
tribunals as these. 

Mr. President, in regard to the various bills 
which are before us, I apprehend that the fact is 
this: If a bill has a majority of friends in this 
body, they will take it up and pass it; and if its 
friends are in a minority, it will be voted down. | 
Now the question of adherence to the special order 
is made, | am most anxious it should succeed. I 
was willing to proceed to consider and to vote upon 
the President’s message to-day; but, as an act of 
courtesy, we have extended the time over to Wed- 
nesday, and the Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. Baverr] has the floor upon it. If for no 


| its passage and in the veto message? There must 


| question whether they will proceed to the consid- 


| giaia? The usual hour of adjournment has arriveds | 


other reason, [ think we should proceed to con- ; 
sider the homestead bill in deference to that large 
and triumphant majority by which it has been 
twice passed by the other Llouse—by the people’s | 
Representatives. | 
Mr. WELLER. This discussion has now 
extended almost to the usual hour of adjournment. 
lt is not the first time on which I have seen the 
whole day consumed in discussing the question 
whether we should do anything or not. We 
have been engaged the whole of this day in dis- 
cussing the question of the priority of business, 
which is simply a question whether we shall do 
anything. I have veted from the beginning, in 
favor of proceeding at once to the consideration of 
the Executive message. I have given that vote 
because that message involves principles which, 
in my judgment, are directly involved in other 
questions upon which the Senate are called to act. 
I shall be compelled to vote to-day against the 
motion made by my friend from Wisconsin, be- 
canse I see in advance that the whole question of | 
the power of this Government over the public | 
lands must be discussed either upon the bill, or 
upon the Executive message. In my judgment, | 
sir, the time bas arrived when this Government 
ought to settle, in some definite, decided manner, : 
what power does exist in the legislative depart- || 
ment of the Government over the public domain. | 
There are many Senators upon this floor who! 
claim that the power of the Federal Government | 
is unlimited in the disposition of the public do- : 
main. There are others again, who say that the i; 
same restrictions and the same limitations that |: 
are imposed by the Constitution upon the dispo- |! 
sition of the public money apply, in like manner, l; 
to the disposition of the public land. i 
Now, Mr. President, this question must be fully ‘| 
met. In my judgment, there are principles as- | 
serted as sound constitutional law by the Presi 
dent, in his veto message, which, if carried out, |! 
must operate inevitably to defeat the homestead ` 
bill, I belong to that class of Senators who read 
that veto message in such a way as to deny tothe | 
Federal Governmeut the power to donate the ii 
ublic lands in the manner prescribed in that bill. Í| 


Why not, therefore, suffer this question, which || 


| 
| priation bill, we should not get through with it |; 
| 


f 
journ. | 


adjourned. 


has been delayed for many a long year, as my 
friend from South Carolina bas said, and of which 
delay the people have not complained, to be post- 
poned until we can have a full, fair, and ample | 
discussion of the principles which are involved in 


— 


be a general discussion; and } infinitely prefer 
that that discussion shall be had upon the veto 
message rather than upon the homestead bill. 
So far as that bill is concerned, if | am compelled 
to vote against it, it will be because | feel an 
obligation to sustain the Constitution of the United 
States. So far as its appeal to my feelings is con- 
cerned, to give to every man a portion of the 
public domain, I would be disposed to yield my 
assent. 1 know that it is the interest of the coun- 
try to have as many land owners as possible; and 
if Í had the power, under the Constitution, | would 
give every man an interest in the soil, by making | 
him a land-holder. He would then feel that he 
was a part of the sovereignty of the country; and | 
he wouid feel that attachment to his home, which, 
in a state of war, would make this country irre- 
sistible. 

But, before I can vote for any measure, no mat- 
ter how much benefit it may confer upon indi- 
viduals, | am compelled to look to the power of 
attorney under which Lact. The power of attorney 
limits the duties which I have to perform here. If 
l believe that it is in contravention of the Consti- į 
tution, no matier how beneficially it might operate | 
upon every portion of the conununity, 1 shall be 
compelled to withhoid my assent, 

But l did notrisefor the purpose of discussion, | 
but to appeal to the Senate now to vote upon the 


eration of the homestead bill,or whether they will 
take up the bili indicated by my friend from Vir- ; 


We have all seen how difficult itis to keep Sen- | 
ators here when the time of dinner arrives; and | | 
apprehend it would be almost impossible to keep | 
the Senate in session more than ten or fifteen 
minutes longer. Now, if the Senate will take a 
vote, l will regard it as a great personal favor. ; 
(Laughter. } | 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senator from Cal- | 
ifornia will not think itany violation of the cour- | 
tesy to himself which he asks, if } seize this oppor- 
tunity to say, that this is about the hundred and 
fiftieth time that the propriety has been demonstra- ; 
ted of the amendment which { have endeavored to | 
induce the Senate, on several occasions, to adopt 
to their rule, namely: that questions in regard 
to the priority of business be decided without 
debate. As the Senator from California has said, 
we have spent the whole day in determining | 
whether we will do anything, and we have got to 
that point when we shall probably decide not to 
do anything at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the consideration of the subject 
to Tuesday week. On that question the yeas and 
nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HUNTER. I said ‘Tuesday week because | 
1 supposed that if we took up the Indian appro- 


comes up, so that 1 supposed we could not con- į 
sider that question before to-morrow week. 
Mr. BROWN. And I beg leave to add, the | 
balance of the session and something else. i 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, ; 
Brodbeag, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Dixon, Livan: 
Fitzpatrick, Mout, Hunter, Jobnsou, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mallory, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Thomp- | 
son of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Welter, and Wuliams 
20. 


. Allen, Bell, Brown, Cass, Chase, | 


Dodge of isconsin, Dodge of Towa, Gwin, Jame 
Jones of lowa, Pettit, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, and Walker 
—15. 

So the motion to postpone until to-morrow week 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the Indian appropri- | 
ation bill. | 

Mr. PETTIT. I move that the Senate ad- | 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 8, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. HENRY SLICER. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 
_ The SPEAKER stated the business regularly 
in order to be the call of States for resolutions. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, avowing my purpose, if the House 
shall go Into committee, to take such action, if 
sustained by a majority of the committee, as is 
requisite to lay aside the business in order, that we 
may reach the bills for the organization of the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois allow me to propound a question ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have 
made the motion. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman who 
has made the motion will withdraw it, to enable 
me to make an ingniry. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
debate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Why did not the gentle- 
man object to the statement being made by the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Hii- 
nois was permitted to make a statement after his 
motion was submitted, and now I desire to pro- 
pound a question, in order that we may have in- 
formation as to the propased plan of action. That 
is all I wish to accomplish. f wish to know 
whether the gentleman intends, when we go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to set aside or postpone the consideration 
of the deficiency bill, which, as we all know, isa 
measure of very great importance: 

(Cries of ‘¢ Order!’ “ Order 17} 

Mr. CUTTING. This matter may as well be 
disposed of at once. Why should there be delay ? 

Mr. WHEELER. lL appeal to the gentleman 


s 


I object to any irregular 


| from Illinois to allow me to present the petition of 


several hundred citizens of the city of New York, 
against the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I object. The gentleman 
can present it under the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. Would not the gentleman 
object to that also, if it were in his power? 

Mr. HAMILTON. No, sir; I would not. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It is important 
that there should be a full House to act upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Ulinois. I move 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

Mr. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state 
that yesterday evening I paired off with my friend 
Mr. Power, of Virginia, on all collateral ques- 
tions relating to Nebraska and Kansas, He is 


; E i : 
: a > il he Mi i se 
, until to-morrow. ‘Then, on Wednesday the veto | in favor of a repeal of the Missouri compromi 


act, while I am opposed io it. 

Mr. DRUM. 1 have bsen requested to state 
by one of my colleagues, Mr. Jones, of Berks 
county, that he and another of my colleagues, Mr, 
Hester, of Lancaster county, have paired off on 
the Nebraska-Kansas bill. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Mr. Speaker, I have paired 
off with Judge Casxiz, of Virginia, until to-morrow 
evening, on matters relating to Nebraska. The 
Hon. Messrs. Aprinron and Aiken have also 
paired off with each other. It has been arranged 
between Mr. Aien and myself that we shall 
both vote until Mr. Casxie’s return, that we may 
thus put ourselves on the record, and the result 
is the same as it would be if we both abstained 
from voting. This arrangement was suggested to 
Judge Case and approved by him before he left. 

The question was then taken on ordering a call 
of the House; and it was decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 165, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Banks, Barks- 
date, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Bugg, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, 
Clingman, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cul- 
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lom, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Ed- 
gerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Eliott, Ellison, 
English, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Florence, 
Franklin, Gamble, Giddiugs, Goode, Goodrich, Green, 
Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, Sampson W, Harris, Harri- 
son, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Howe, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, Rotand Jones, Kerr, 
Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Lilly, Lyon, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, 
Maxwell, May, Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. Milter, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Murray, Noble, Norton, Olds, An- 
drew Oliver, Mordecai. Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Penning- 
ton, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, 
Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, 
Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sew- 
ard, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Singleton, Skel- 
ton, Gerrit Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, Jobn 
J. Taylor, John L. ‘Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, 
Tweed, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Wal- 
ker, Walley, Walsh, Warren, Ellibu B. Washbume, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Joha Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—165. 

NAYS— Messrs. Cobb, Drum, Dunbar, Edmundson, Ha- 
ven, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Letcher, McCulloch, 
Meacham, and Thurstou—Ll, 

So it was ordered that there should bea call of 


the House. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I would state, Mr. 
Speaker, with the consent of the House, that Mr. 
Hint, of Kentucky, is confined to his room by 
sickness, and that, at his request, I have paired 
him off with Mr. larran, of Ohio, on all votes 
in reference to the Nebraska-Kansas bill. 

Mr. HENN. With the permission of the House 
I would state an excuse for the absence of my 
colleague, [Mr. Coox.} 

TheSPEAKER, The time has not yet arrived 
during which it is proper to submit excuses. 

Mr. HENN. I only wish to state that my 
colleague [Mr. Cook] has been suddenly called 
home by the death of his only daughter. 

[Here a message wasreceived from the Senate, 
by the hands of Asbury Dicuins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, notifying the House that that body had 
passed sundry bills and amended sundry bills of 
the House, and requesting its concurrence in said 
bills and amendments.] ` 

The list of the absentees was then called, and 
five more gentlemen answered to their names— 
making 197. 

The following is the list of the absentees: , 

Messrs. Appleton, Bissell, Bliss, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, 
Cook, Dent, De Witt, Ewing, Faulker, Fuller, Grey, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hies- 
ter, Hill, J. Glancy Jones, Lindley, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Pringle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rowe, Shannon, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Westbrook, 
and Yates. 

The SPEAKER then directed the doors to be 
closed. : 

The officers of the House having executed the 
order, and the doors having been closed, the Clerk | 
proceeded to call the list of the absentees, for the 
purpose of allowing excuses to be made. 

WILLIAM APPLETON, 

Mr. WALLEY. Mr. Aprieton has been | 
called home by severe sickness in his family. I 
move that he be excused. l 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Wiuiram H. BrsseLL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Colonel 
BısseLL, is confined to his room by indisposition. 
He had hoped to be present to-day, butis notable ! 
tobe here. I move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Gronee Briss. 

Mr. GREEN. Judge Butss ig in ill health, and 
is absent from the city by the advice of his phy- 
sician. I will state, however, that he has paired 
off, on the Nebraska bill, with Mr. Ewine, of 
Kentucky. I move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

SAMUEL CARUTHERS. i 
Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. Mr. CARUTHERS 
is absent from the city, having been called home | 
on urgent business. He has paired off with Mr. | 
Cuase, of New York, especially on the Nebraska | 
| 
| 
| 
i 


question. l move that he be excused. | 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Jonn S. CASKIE, 

Mr. BOCOCK. My colleague, Judge Casxrz, 
has been called home by some interesting family 


arrangement requiring his attention. He has 
paired off with Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut, on 
the Nebraska question. I move that he be ex- 
cused. ` 

The question was. put; and the motion -was 
agreed to. 5 

Georce W. Cuase. f i 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Case is detained at 
home by sickness in his family. I move that he 
be excused. ; 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Erwan W. CHASTAIN. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. Canasta is absent, 
having paired off with Mr. Morrison, of New 
Hampshire. 1 move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Joun P. Coox. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Imove that 
Mr. Coox be excused. He has been called home 
by the death of one of his children and the sick- 
ness of another. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Wiriiam B. W. Dent. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. Dent left the city in 
consequence of indisposition, and is now detained 
at home in consequence of serious illness. I move 
that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

ALEXANDER De Wirt. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. De Wirr is absent from 
the city, having been detained by serious illness, 
but is expected here in a few days. I move that 
Mr. De Wirt be excused. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agfeed to. 

Presiey Ewing. 

Mr. PRESTON. I understand that my col- 
league, Mr. Ewing, has gone home to Kentucky 
on account of illness, and that he has paired off 
with Mr. Buiss, of Ohio. J move that he be ex- 
cused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. FauvrkyeR is detained 
at home by business of very great importance, 
and cannot with propriety be here. I move that 
he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Tuomas J. D. FULLER. 

Mr. MACDONALD. My colleague is out of 
the city. 1 move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Ben EDWARDS Grey. 

Mr. COX. | learned this morning that Mr. 
Grey is absent from this city, and that he went 
to New York a few days ago. I presume thathe 
has gone there upon special and important busi- 
ness, as he has always been prompt in his attend- 
ance here. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Did my colleague 
state that Mr. Grey had paired off with any one? 

Mr. COX. I do not know that he has. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I understand thathe 
has paired off with Mr. Prineie, of New York. 

r. COX. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Aaron HARLAN. 

Mr. CORWIN. Mr. Haran has been called 
home in consequence of the indisposition of his 
wife, and important business. He told me that 
he had made arrangements to pair off with Mr, 
Hix, of Kentucky. J move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Anprew J. HARLAN. © 

Mr. MACE. My colleague, Mr. Hartan, left 
the city a few weeks ago, in consequence of bad 
health; and { presume that he is not yet recovered, 
or he would be here. 1 move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Wirey P. Harris. 

Mr. WRIGHT. My colleague is confined to 
his room by sickness. He intimated to me this 
morning that he would be here if he was able to 
do so; but as he is not present, I move that he be 
excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Grorce Hasrines. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Hastives left herea few 
days ago, in consequence of important profes- 
sional engagements. As I understand that his 


wife is in delicate health, that may have something. 
to do with his stay. I move that he be excused,:. 

The motion was agreed to. EEEE 

Isaac E. Hresrer, i; X : 

Mr. MIDDLESWARTH.. My colleague. hay- 
been called home in consequence of having some 
very important business to attend to; but lunder: ` 
stand that he has paired off with Mr. J. Guancy 
Jones, of Pennsylvania. I move that he be ex- 
cused. a 

The motion was agreed to. - 

Crrment S. Hun. . f 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Higi 
has been confined for some time to his room. -I 
understand, besides, that he has paired off. with 
Mr. Hartan, of Ohio. I move that he be ex» 
cused, 

The question was put; and the motion. was 
agreed to. 

J. Guancy Jones. San 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, 
my colleague, Mr. Jones, has paired off with Mr. 
Higster, as has been already stated, on all ques- 
tions appertaining to the Nebraska bill. 1 there- 
fore move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

James J. Linviey. 

This name wag twice called, but there was no 
excuse offered, 

Fayette McMutuw, 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. MeMuuuin, is absent from the city. He 
has paired off with some person; ‘but I at present 
do not recollect who, i 

A Memper. With Mr. Nicuons, of. Ohio, 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes; he has paired off-with 
Mr. Nicuots, of Ohio; and I therefore move that 
he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion. was 


agreed to. 
Joun McQueen. l 
Mr. Kerrr. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr, 


McQueen is detained at home by indisposition 
in his family. I move that he be excused, 

The question was put; and the motion, was 
agreed to. 

Epwin B. MORGAN: : 

Mr. MATTESON. Mr. Speaker, my. còls 
league, Mr. Morean, was called home by the 
death of his child. I move that he be exeused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Groree W. Morrison. 

Mr. KITTREDGE.. Mr. Speaker, my col- 
league, Mr. Morrison, has been called home by 
professional business. Having paired off on the 
Nebraska question with Mr. Cuasrain, of Geor- 
gia, I move that he be excused. i 

The question was put; and the motion: was 
agreed to. : 

Marrtutas H. Nicwors. ` 

Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Bpsakerimy colleague; 
Mr. NiıcaoLs, has been called home from sickness 
in his family. He has paired off on the Nebraska 
question with Mr. McMuuuin, of Virginia. E 
move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. ` 

Tuomas RITCHEY. 

Mr. GREEN. I would state, Mr. Speaker, that 
my colleague, Mr. Rircuey, is absent from the 
city. I move that he be excused. ee 
The question was put; and the motion’ was 
agreed to. i 

PavuLus POWELL. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. PowgLL, has been called to Richmond, last 
evening, to assist my friend, Mr. Casxts, in the 
family arrangement which I have spoken of. He 
is in favor of the Nebraska bill, and has paired 
off on all questions connected with it with Mr. 
Mace, of Indiana. I move that my colleague be 
excused, g 

The question was- put; and the motion was 
agreed to. ; 

BENJAMIN. PRINGLE. 

Mr. SAGE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr, 
Prinee, has been called home in consequence of 
a death in his family. I understand, however, 
that he has made arrangements with Mr. GREY, 
of Kentucky, to pair off on the Nebraska bill. T 
move that he be excused. 


agreed to. 

Prerer Rowe. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
J understand that my colleague, Mr. Rowe, is 
detained in the city of New York by important 
business, and that he will shortly resume his seat 
in the House. [ move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Wirson SHANNON. 

Mr. SAPP. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Suannon, has been called homeon important busi- 
ness. ` | move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. . 

Aveustus R. SoLLERS. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. SoLrers, has been detained from the sittings 
of this House for a long time by sickness. Heis 
now athome. I move that he be excused. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Frepenicx P. STANTON. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | 


my brother has been called home some few days 
ago by important private business. He expected 
to have been here to-day; but 1 presume he has 
been detained on the road. He has paired off 
with a gentleman from Hlinois, Mr. Yares. E 
move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Turoportc R, WESTBROOK. 

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Wesrsroor, is detained at home by professional 
business. I move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Ricuarp Yares. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I move that my colleague, Mr. Yares, be ex- 
cused. He has been called home by important 
business for a few days. I understand he has 
paired off with Mr. Srawron, of Tennessee. 

The question was put; and the “motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STEPIIENS, of Georgia. As the names 
of the absentees have all been called over and 
disposed of, | move that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to, 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Sipyry 
Weusren, Bsq., his Private Secretary, informing 
the House that he had signed certain bills.] 

The SPEAKER, 
the motion that the rules be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Upon that motion [ de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would inquire of the Chair 
if the consideration of the deficiency bill will not 
be the first business in order if the House resolve 
to go into committee? ` 

(Cries of Question!’  Question!’] 

Mr. MILLSON. As I believe the deficiency 
bill will be the first in order, I shall vote to go 
into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to all debate. 

The SPEAKER, Discussion is not in order, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 109, nays 88; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C, Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Becock, Royce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Brooks, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Ed- 
mundson, John M. Elliott, English, Florence, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris. Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Bouston, lugersoll, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurz, 
Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, 
McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Milson, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
John Perkins, Phelps, Philips, Preston, Puryear, Ready, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, 
Seward, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass. Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, 
David Stuart, Joba J. ‘Faylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Witte, Daniel 
B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—109. 


The question recurs upon | 
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worth, and Wheeler—88. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| (Mr. Oros in the chair.) 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I moveto lay aside bill 
No. 84, upon the Calendar, for the purpose of 
proceeding to subsequent business thereon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it in order to have that 
bill read, that we may understand what it is? If 
so, Í call for the reading of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
bill. 

The bill was then read by its title, as follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the civil and 


year ending June 30, 1855. 
Mr. PHELPS. 


eration of that bill or not? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the question. 
|| Mr. RICHARDSON. i movethat that bill be 
laid aside. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Elousron] if he desires to have that bill laid 
aside? 


willing to take one vote upon this matter of laying 
aside these bills, as atest of party strength on 
this Nebraska question. 

[Cries of * No!” «No t’) 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
taken upon laying aside all bills upon the Calen- 
dar which stand before the Nebraska-Kansas 
H ball. 

[Cries of “ Question !” “ Question !’’} 

Mr. WHEELER. 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill hasalready been 
read by its title. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to have the bill 
read through by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to 
the gentleman that when a bill is under consider- 
ation, itis in order to call for its reading in extenso, 
but when a motion is pending to lay it aside, it can 
only be read by its title. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to a question of order. 
If J remember correctly, when the Rouse was last 


under consideration the deficiency bill. 
i lution was adopted in the House, closing debate 
|| upon that bill, and thereby making it the duty of 
| the committee to proceed to vote upon the amend- 
if ments then pending, or such as might be after- 
i wards offered to it, 

, The question of order is, that that business is 
‘first in order, and that we must now proceed to 
| execute the order of the House upon the deficiency 
| bill. Fask to have the order of the House read. 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1s the question 
ij of order debatable? 

| The CHAIRMAN. 
| 

j 

| 

| 


Tt is not. 
I only wish to say, in re- 


Mr. STEPHENS. 
y to the remarks of the gentleman from New 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that he supposes that, under the practice of the 
House, the first motion would be to lay aside the 
deficiency bill, as that was the bill under consid- 
ration when the House was lastin Committee of 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


I make that motion. 


| diplomatic expenses of the Government for the | 


I suppose the question is, : 
whether the committee will proceed to the consid- j 


ĮI desire to ask the chatr- | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the committee are | 
I move that one vote bej 


I call for the reading of the | 


in Committee of the Whole, the committee had | 
A reso- | 


H 
York that the order to which he has referred i 


| give his decision. 


mittee should first be taken up. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 


York raises the question of order, that inasmuch 


as debate had been closed by an order of the 
House upon the deficiency bill, that. bill must be 
first considered, and cannot be laid aside. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair and of the committee that No. 
48 is the deficiency bill. 

Several Members. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, 48 upon the Calendar 
is the bill known as the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I was mistaken. 
I intended to move to lay aside the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. Do I understand the Chair as 
sustaining my point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. The Chair will 
The Chair decides that the 


i resolution of the House closing debate upon the 


deficiency bill applies to that bill when it is up for 
consideration in the committee. If that bill were 
under consideration, the point made by the gentle- 
man from New York would hold good. lt would 
then be the duty of the committee to proceed to 
vote upon the amendments, and report it to the 
House, as the resolution directs; but the question 
is upon taking up that bill, ‘That is the decision 
of the Chair. Does the gentleman from New York 
take an appeal? 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HAVEN. I know debate is not in order, 
and I do not wish to say anything to which the 
friends of the Nebraska bill would object I 
merely wish to say that [ believe it is the wish of 
the committee to decide this question by a vote, 
and F therefore respectfully take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is, 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee?” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that question I de- 
mand tellers. 

Mr. HAVEN. If it is in order, I would like 
to hear the resolution closing debate upon the 
deficiency bill read. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of tie Whole 
m the state of the Union on the biti of the [louse 
1) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
ice of the fiscal year ending 80th of June, 1854, shall 
cease at two o’clock p. m., on Tuesday next, (if the com- 
mittee shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon the 
samej) and the committee shall then proceed to vote on 
such amendments as may be pending, or offered to the 
same, and shall then report it to the House, with sueh 
amendments as may have been agreed to by the committee. 


Mr. HIBBARD, In connection with that reso- 
lution ł ask for the reading of the 135th rule. 

The 135th rule was read by the Clerk, and is 
as follows: 


135, In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
the bills shall be taken up aud disposed of in their order on 
the Calendar; but when objection is made to the consider- 
ation of a Dill, a majority of the committee shall decide, 
without debate, whether tt shall be taken up and disposed 
of, or laid aside: Provided, That general appropriation bills, 
and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, and 
bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preterred to ail 
other bills, at the discretion of the conimittee y and when 
demanded by any member, the question shall first be putin 
regard to them.” x 


Mr. MACE. I havea motion to submit con- 


| cerning priority of business. 


Mr. HIBBARD. 
ble. 
Mr. MACE. I know it is not debatable; but 


The motion is not debata- 


; E wish to submit a motion concerning priority of 


business, which it is in order for me to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman’s motion as soon as the appeal is taken. 

Mr. MACE. Batit isin connection with the 
appeal that I wish to make my motion. It is im- 
portant that it should be made before the appeal 
is decided. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question firstin order 
is the decision of the question of order. 

Mr. MACE. I submit that the deficiency bill 
has priority over all other business in its consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the deficiency hill is the first in order. The 
gentleman from Hlinois, however, moves to lay it 
aside, and the Chair decides that the motion is in 
order. From this decision the gentleman from 
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mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the bills must be called upon the Calendar, com- 
mencing with the first bill on the list. There 
is no unfinished business in committee. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. But it has been otherwise 
decided on former occasions. z 

[Cries of * Question!” 

Mr. DISNEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object, Mr. Chairman; 
I object to all discussion. y 

Mr. DISNEY. I wish merely to have the rule 
which | hold in my hand read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish the Chair to under- | 
stand that I object. It isa mode of discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule cannot be read, 
as the gentleman from North Carolina persists in | 
his objection, 

Tellers were ordered on the appeal; and Messrs. 
Vain and Cuurcn we. were appointed, 

The question was then taken on the question, 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee?” and it was decided 
in the affirmative; the tellers having reported— 
ayes 100, noes 88. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question recurred on the motion to lay aside 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Bocock were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 103, noes 82. 

So the deficiency bill was laid aside. 

House bill No. 48 was then read by its title, as 
follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1855. 

OA RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside bill 


o. 48. 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. WHesier and HAMILTON 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 103, noes 56. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the committee 
now rise, as I think we have done a pretty good 
day’s work. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers upon that 
motion; which were ordered; and Messrs. Sare 
and PiuLLirs were appointed. | 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 63, noes 96. 

So the committee refused to rise. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the | 
next bill on the Calendar. ! 

The Clerk read the title of House bill No. 95, | 
being a bill making appropriations for the support | 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 


1855. 

Mr: RICHARDSON. I move to lay the bill 
aside, 

Mr. HUGHES. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York will state his question of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. it is, that there having been 
no objection to the consideration of this bill, the 
motion to lay it aside is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. By the rules of the House, 
a motion to lay aside a bill is not in order unless | 
objection be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
motion to lay aside is in itself an objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would inquire of | 
the Chair, if the question upon the motion to lay 
aside the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill | 
has been stated and taken ? : 

The CHAIRMAN. That vote has been taken. | 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. | ask for tell- | 
ers upon the pending motion. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and PacKER were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 97, noes 24, 

So the bill was laid aside. 


The next bill on the Calendar was then reported, 
as follows: 
A bill making appropriations for the transpor- 


|| tation of the United States mail by ocean steamers 
'| and otherwise during the fiscal year ending the 


30th of June, 1855. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay that bill 
aside. f 

Many Voices. Tellers, 

Mr. CUTTING. I hope not. I hope that no 
more time of the House will be consumed in 
taking questions by tellers. There appears to be a 
decided and clear majority in favor of laying aside 
these bills. 


Mr. EDGERTON, I call the gentleman to 


|| ord 


rder. 
Mr. FARLEY. 1 call for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs Lane, of 
Indiana, and Ske.ron were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported, 
—ayes 101, noes 21. i 

So the bill was laid aside. - 

The next bill in order was House bill (No. 97) 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending 30th June, 1855.. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. i move to lay aside 
that bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Upon that motion I 


. demand tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Green and 
Goopricu were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative; the tellers having reported 
—ayes 98, noes 21. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
title of the next bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

H. R. No. 8. A bill to repeal the first proviso 
of the fourth section of the act entitled ‘t An act 
granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,” approved September 28, 1850. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, ldo not know 
but what I am undertaking to say that which I 
ought not to; but, in my opinion, the committee 
had better, by unanimous consent, for such evi- 
dently is the design of the majority, lay aside all 
of the bills on the Calendar, before the one in 
reference to the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 
sas. 

[Cries of “ I object!” ¢ Let us do it!” * Time 
will be saved!” &c. 

Mr. HAVEN. {amas much opposed to the 
Nebraska-Kansas bill as any gentleman on this 
floor; but it is evidently the design of the commit- 
tee to lay aside all the bills on the Calendar before 
it, and we had better let it be done immediately 
and save time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. i move to lay aside the 
bill which has just been reported. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PARKER, of 
Indiana, and Sewarp, were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 101, noes 22. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The bill next in order on the Calendar was 


House bill (No. 9) ‘ for the relief of the purcha- |; 


sers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the bill be 
laid aside. 

Mr. FARLEY on that motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ritcuix, of 
Pennsylvania, and Kerrr, were appointed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 wish to inquire whether 
a vote has been taken on setting aside the French 
spoliation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. [thas not. We are act- 
ing on the bills seriatim, and we have not yet come 
to the French spoliation bill. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 99, noes 19. 

So the bill was laid aside. 


House bill No. 116 was then read by its title, as | 


follows: 


A bill making appropriations for fortifications | 


and other works of defense, and for repairs of 
barracks and quarters, for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1855. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Imove to lay aside this 
bill. hoa 


Mr. EDGERTON ‘demanded tellers; «which 
were not ordered. SA O T 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Riču- 
ARDSON’s motion; and it was decided in theaffiirm~ 
ative, Pee! 
So the bill was laid aside. - a Sry 
House bill (No. 117) was then réad by ‘its'title, 
as follows: ue pet Ae 
A bill to provide for the ‘ascertainment ‘and 
satisfaction of the claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
3ist day of July, 1801. z 
Mr, RICHARDSON. 
il, = 
Mr. WASHBURN of Maine, demanded tellers. 

Mr. MATTESON. 1 move that the committee 
rise. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered upon Mr. 
Marrsson’s motion; and Messrs. Prarr and 
Warsa were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 45, noes 93. oo : : 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. 
RicHarDson,] to lay aside the French spoliation 
bill. 

Mr. MATTESON. And on that I ask for tel- 
lers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarr and 
FLorence were appointed such tellers. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 99, noes 32. ? i 

So the bil] was laid aside. 

The next bill in order upon the Calendar was 
then reported, as follows: 

H. R. No. 132. A bill to reduce and graduate 
the price of the public lands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside that 
bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dawson, and 
Jones, of New York, were appointed. ` 

The question was then taken; and the 
reported—ayes 102, noes 16. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The next bill in order was House bill No. 172, 
to promote the efficiency of the Army by retiring 
disabled officers. ` 

_Mr. RICHARDSON. I movetolay aside that 


bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. TAYLOR; of 
Ohio, and Liniy were appointed. : 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 94, noes 24. iy 

So the bill was laid aside. ; 

The title of the next bill on the Calendar 
consideration was then read, as follows: 

H. R. No. 34, A bill granting the right of way 
and a donation of land to the State of Alabama, 
in aid of the construction of the Coosa and Ten- 
nessee river railroad, in said State, leading from 
Gadsden to the Tennessee river, at or near Gun- 
ter’s Landing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
laid aside, 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WasHBURNE, 
of [linois, and Bainces were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 


I moveto lay aside this 


I demand tellers upon the 


tellers 


for 


I move that that bill be 


| in theaffirmative, the tellers having reported—ayes 


100, noes 18. 

So the bill was laid aside. ‘ 

The bill next in order on the Calendar was 
House bill (No. 186) further to amend the act 
entitled “An act to reduce and modify the rates of 
postage in the United States, and for other pur- 


poses,” approved March 3, 1851. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that that bill 
be laid aside. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on that 
motion. 


Tellers were not ordered, only twenty-one mem- 
bers rising. 

Joint resolution (No. 12) ‘+ to provide for the 
continuance of the work on the Washington aque- 
duct’? was next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. I move that that joint 
resolution be Jaid aside. noni 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, Is it in order to 
move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
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Minois, by adding, “ and the next one,” so as to 
lay two aside at once? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes. that | 
the bills must be laid aside seriatim, under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I ask for tellers on the 
motion of the gentieman from Hlinois, [Mr. Rica- 
ARDSON.] 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ronsins, and 
Sruart, of Ohio, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reporied—ayes 96, noes 27. 

So the bill was laid aside, i 

Senate resolution No. 4 was then read by its | 
title, as fullows: ‘Resolution authorizing the 
President of the United States to confer the titie 
of lieutenant general by brevet for eminent ser- 
vices.” | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside 
this joint resolution. 

Mr. SAGE demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. IncersoLL and Hower were 
appointed. ! 

The question was then taken, and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 99, noes 47. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The Clerk reported the next bill on the Calen- 
dar, which was House bill No. 138, extending 
the provisions of the pension and bounty land 
laws now in force, so aa to include surgeons who 
served in the Mexican war under contract with 
commandants of regiments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay the bill ; 
aside. i 

Several Members. Tellers. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. RippLe and 
‘Wave were appointed such tellers. 

‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
ayes 97, noes 22, 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The next bill in order upon the Calendar was | 
then reported, as follows: 

H. R. No. 43. A bill in relation to invalid pen- į 


sions. 

Mr: RICHARDSON. I move to lay that bill 
aside. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers upon the ; 
motion. | 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. [lousron | 
and Minpteswarry appointed, | 

The question was then taken; and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 94, noes 30. 

So the bill was laid aside. i 

House bill No. LLL coming up next in order for | 
consideration, was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill to amend the third section of an act grant- | 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers | 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
the Untred States, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
bill, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
demand tellers. i 

Tellers. were not ordered, only twenty members | 
voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and the bill was laid | 
aside, | 

NEBRASKA-KANSAS BILL. | 


House bill No. 236 coming up next in order! 
upon the Calendar for consideration, was read by 
its title, as follows: i 

A bill to organize the Territories of Nebraska | 
and Kansas. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
aside that bill, [Langhter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to take up that 
bill 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Was there not a motion 
made to lay the bill aside? If there was not, l 
make that motion. Now that we have gone thus 
far, E want to get at the Simon pure of the Senate. 
I move to lay aside that bill; and upon the motion 
I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is in order, 

Mr. ORR. Itis equally in order to move to 
lay aside and to take up the bill. I submit that) 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois was first 
made, and that the question must be first taken | 
upon it. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has thus far | 
entertained the mation to lay aside, and he will | 
adhere to the same course in thig case. | 


I move to lay aside the 


Upon that motion |: 


I move to lay | 


| riper, and Smitu of New York, were appointed. 


|| that the rule is such, that if it be called for, the bill 
i 
| 


| many arguments that have been used by genue- į 


|| desire to occupy the time of the committee. I de- 


|| is sutstantially the Senate bill with one material | 


|| that I desire to address the committee in favor of ! 


| day, to bring this question to a vote. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not the slightest 
objection to the motion of the gentleman from 
Onio. Its effect will be the same as mine. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BREGKIN- 


The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 85, noes 105. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now before the 
committee for consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now propose the bill 
which I hold in my hand as a substitute for the 
one before the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Is it in order to have 
the bill read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to have the | 
bill read. If the gentleman calls for its reading, | 
it will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is a very long | 
bill, and will occupy much time in its reading. I | 
would suggest that it be read by sections for 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of opinion 


Tam on the floor. | 


must be read. 
Mr. TAYLOR. 
reading of the biil. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. With the permission of jj 
the committee, I would now briefly state the | 
reasons inducing me to offer the amendment which | 
l have submitted. Ido not design to go further, 
| 


I withdraw the call for the | 


at this time, than to explain as briefly as I can | 
the character of the substitute which | propose. 
There are very many things, Mr. Chairman, to 
which L should like to reply. There are very ! 
t 


men who are opposed to this bill, the fullacy of | 
which I think [could very readily expose. i do | 
not propose, however, to do so now. The reason 
why | do not propose to do so, is that I do not 


sire that those friends of the measure who are 
anxious to be heard shall be heard, and when 
they are ready to vote upon this question—— 
Mr. COBB. Hs enemies too. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Its enemies, too, though 
they have been heard pretty extensively already. ;i 
Mr. COBB. Oh, give every one a fair chance. | 
Mr. RICHARDSON. When they shall have | 
had au opportunity to discuss the measure, [have | 
no doubt it will be their desire, at a very early | 


‘The substitute which | propose, Mr. Chairman, | 


exception; it leaves the Cuayron amendment out. 
The other amendments are utterly immaterial; 
they are merely verbal amendments. My substi- ;| 
tute changes the bill in no materia respect, except || 
in that to which I have referred. 
The committee will excuse me if I forbear at | 
this time to enter into the varied field of discussion 
to which this bill has led in this House, and atthe 
other end of the Capitol. 1 do not desire to dis- | 
cuss the bill. I desire that other members, who || 
are more anxious to discuss it than I am, shall do 
so. Isubmit the substitute with this brief expla- 
nation; and I have now said all I desire to say. 
Mr. HIBBARD. [ ask the unanimous consent 
of the committee to dispense with the reading of 
the amendment. i 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Oh, no; we: 
want to hear it. | 
Mr. HIBBARD. My reason for asking to: 
dispense with the reading of the amendment is, 


the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. {Is it the pleasure of the į 
committee to dispense with the reading? 

[Cries of No! “ No!?*} | 

Mr. HiBBARD. I suppose that, if any one || 
member asks for the reading of the substitute, it | 
must be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from New Hampshire would suggest that, when 
the committee rise, the House can order the: 
amendment to be printed, | suppose the reading | 
of it would not be insisted on. | 

Mr. HIBBARD. I will do that, in Heu of |} 
moving to dispense with the reading of the substi- 
tute. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When we get into 
the House, we can then order the amendment of- Í 
fered by the gentleman from [llinois to be printed. 


bill ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I askthe Chair if we 
dispense with the reading of the proposition sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Hliñois, (Mr. Rica- 
ARDSON,| whether we shall thereby waive the right 
of offering amendments to it? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Notatall; it will still be 
open for amendments. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Iinois. 1 under- 
stand the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hrezarp] wishes to address the committee. If 
that is his desire, Iam sure that no one of the 
enemies of the bill will throw any obstacle in his 
way. I hope he may be now allowed to proceed 
with his remarks. 

Mr. HIBBARD rose and addressed the Com- 


i| mittee in favor of the Nebraska and Kansas bill. 


A report of his speech will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

The floor was awarded to Mr. LYON, who 
addressed the Committee in opposition to the bill. 


i His speech will be found in the Appendix, 


Mr. INGERSOLL here obtained the floor. 

A Memper. Will the gentleman from Con- 
necticut yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

[Cries of “* Go on t”? **Go on!” 

Mr. INGERSOLL. If the committee desire, I 
am ready to go on now. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I move that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. HUGHES. 1 call for tellers upon that 
motion, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Prius and 
Norton appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 61, a further count not being demanded. 

So the mation was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Oxps) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the bill of the Tlouse (No, 236) to 
organize the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MeNAIR. I move thatthe Louse do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it was 
the understanding in committee, that when we 
came into the Elouse we were to order this sub- 
stitute to the Nebraska bill printed. Ft was with 
that understanding that its reading was dispensed 
with. 

Mr. McNAIR. 
purpose. 

‘he SPEAKER. The printing will be ordered, 
unless objection be made. 

Mr. WALSH. T object. 

Mr. JONES, Itis in order to move to sus- 
pend the rules, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order. 

Mr. JONES. ! move that the rules be sus- 
pended for that purpose. I would also remark to 
the Flouse that the Doorkeeper informs me that 
the original Senate bill which was ordered to be 
printed, one copy for each member, has been dis- 
tributed to the members upon their order, so that 
there are no copies left. I would suggest that this 


I withdraw the motion for that 


‘| bill be ordered to be again printed for the use of 


the House. 

The question was taken upon the motion to sus- 
pend the rules; and, upon a division, there were 
—ayes 79, noes 1; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DEAN. J move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it be to meet to-morrow, at ten 
o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Compromise, and move that 
when the House adjourns it be to meet to-morrow, 
at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. WHEELER. There is ho quorum pres- 
ent, and the motions submitted by gentlemen, 
other than the one to adjourn, are not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, no quorum being pres- 
ent, cannot be put or carried. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether it would be in order for me to make a 
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motion affecting the subject of the hour at which 


we are to meet, to be considered to-morrow? I 
do not want to do anything which may be disa- 
greeable to the House; but there are many gen- 
tlemen who desire to-speak on the Nebraska- 
Kansas bill. That all may have an opportunity, 
we might meet earlier in the morning, or have 
night sessions. [I do not wantthe order to extend 
beyond this week, or while we are occupied in the 
disposition of this subject. - 

Mr. DEAN. I have moved that the House do 
now adjourn, and insist on the question being put 
to the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
carried. 

Thereupon the House adjourned (at four and a 
half o’clock, p. m.) till to-morrow, at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 9, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasurer of the 
United States, transmitting copies of his account 
of receipts and disbursements for the Post Office 
Department for the year ending 30th June, 1853; 
whichwas ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Madison, Indiana, praying the establish- 
ment of a portof entry at that place; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SUMNER presented resolutions passed at 
a meeting of the students of Wilbraham Academy, 
Massachusetts, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise; which were ordered 
to lie on.the table, 

Also, résolutions of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, in favor of the establishment by the 
United States, of floating schools for the purpose 
of educating youth in the rudiments of navigation 
and seamanship; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, the memorial of George Washington 
Greene, of Rhode Island, in which he states that 
he is in possession of valuable documents belong- 
ing to his late ancestor, Major General Greene, 
and praying the aid of Congress in the publication 
of them; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 
tion of H. S. Sanford, late chargé d’affaires at 
Paris, praying to be allowed the difference between 
his pay as secretary of legation and chargé d’af- 
faires, during the time he acted as such, and the 
reimbursement of the amount paid for clerk hire 
in said legation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Townsend 
Glover, Darius Clagett, and others, praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation to purchase Glo- 
ver’s collection of artificial fruits, now on exhibi- 
tion at the United States Patent Office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. WADE presented the memorial of Robert 
C. Schenck, of Ohio, praying an appropriation 
for the compensation of his servicesas Envoy Bx- 
traordinaryand Minister Plenipotentiary on special 
missions to the Argentine Confederation and to 
the Oriental Republic of Uraguay, in the years 
1852-’53; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PRATT presented a petition of citizens of 


the United States, professing the Jewish religion, || 


raying that measures may be taken to secure to 
praying 


citizens of the United States of every religious | 


creed, while residing or traveling abroad, the 
rights of religious worship ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, resolutions of the Mayorand City Council 
of Baltimore, in favor of an appropriation for the 
construction of Fort Carroll, near 
which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE presented a memorial signed by 
eight hundred and fifty-five citizens of New York, 
praying the rejection of the bill for the organiza- 
tion of the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Baltimore; | 


Also, twenty-three memorials from citizens of 
Ohio, and other States inthe Union, against the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CASS presented ‘the memorial of the 
delegates and representatives of that portion of 
the Stockbridge tribe of Indians known as the 
‘Indian party,’’ residing in Wisconsin, praying 
that they may be permitted to remain in their 
present homes, and that Congress will make an 
appropriation to defray the expenses of their dele- 
gation while visiting the seat of Government on 
business of the tribe; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a petition of the Lutheran Synod of Mis- 
souri, Ohio, and other States, praying that a 
quarter section of Jand may be granted to the 
head of every family of the Chippewa Indians, 
residing in Michigan, and an appropriation for 
the support of schools amorg those Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Harrisburg and 
Aaronsburg, Pennsylvania, praying that measures 
may be taken to secure to American citizens re- 
siding or traveling abroad, the rights of conscience 
and religious worship; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HUNTER presented additional documents 
| in relation to the petition of Caty White, widow 
of Doctor William White; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
i announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 

A bill for the reliefof the legal representatives 
of Captain William Davis, late commander of the 
United States transport schooner Eufaula; 

Bill for the relief of Fayette Mauzy and Robert 
G. Ward; and 

Bill for the relief of the heirs of Anthony G. 
Willis, deceased. 

' he PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the above 
| named bills. 


RECOMMITTAL OF PETITION, ETC. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 
Ordered, That the adverse report of the Committee on 
| Pensions, on the petition of Caty White, be recommitted, 
together with her petition, to the Committee on Pensions. 
REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of John T. 
Hildreth, praying that the widow of John Hil- 
dreth, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, 
muy be allowed a pension, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
| ask leave to introduce a bill entitled ‘* An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘ An act for the relief of the 
inhabitants of the reserved township in Gibson 
county, in the State of Indiana,’”’ approved Au- 
gust 11, 1842. 


EUROPEAN PENAL CODES. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State furnish the Senate 
with a communication from H. S. Sanford, late chargé 
Waffaires at Paris, on the different systems of penal eodes 
ju Europe; and also a report on the administration changes 
! in France since the revolution of 1848. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT S. P. LEE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom the subject was referred, submitted 
the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘hat two thousand extra copies of the report 
of the cruise of the “t Dolphin,” under command of Lieu- 
tenant S. P. Lee, be printed, and that the Navy Department 
be furnished with one thousand of the same. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise, Mr. President, for the 
! purpose of saying a single word in explanation. I 
i stated yesterday that the Rev. Mr. Richardson, 
| from whose sermon 1 then quoted, was a Connecti- 
i cut man, as I believed. Į have received a note 
to-day, from a member of his congregation, who 
! happens to be in the city, stating that he isa Ken- 


j 


tuckian, and not from Connecticut. He says. Dr. 


Richardson came from Kentucky.tohim with a 
letter of introduction from än eminent Kentuckian, 
that he was present and heard that.sermon:deliv- - 
ered, and left the church because of its deliveryon 
the Sabbath day. I make this correction: by the 
authority of one of. Mr. Richardson's congrega- 
tion, ; EAT 

Mr. TOUCEY. I am very glad the Senator 
has made the correction. i ene 

; DAVID MYERLE. pee 
Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate take u 
for consideration the bill for the relief of David 
Myerle. It was objected to on Friday last by a 
single Senator, and was passed over. . _ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

This case has been eight years before Congress, 
and has several times passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and been favorably reported on in the 
Senate. It appears that, previous to the year 1840, 
the memorialist had been long and extensively 
engaged in the manufacture of cordage; and was 
possessed of much useful knowledge on the sub- 
ject of the growth, preparation, and manufacture 
of hemp. It had long been considered an object 
of the highest national importance, and as vitally 
essential to our true independence of other nations 
for one of the most important elements of national 
defense, to introduce and establish the praticability 
and safety of the process of waler-rotting hemp in 
the hemp-growing regions of the United States, 
j for the supply of its Navy and commercial marine. 

It is claimed that Mr. Paulding, then Secretary 
of the Navy, urged the memorialist to abandon 
the business in which he was engaged, and to 
enter upon the experiment of water-rotting hemp. 
The patronage of the Government was tendered 
to him, with the most liberal promises of encour- 
agement and indemnity against loss, and if suc- 
cessful, of the most generous reward from the 
Government. He embarked in the business, and 
hence his claim against the Government. . 

The PRESIDENT. There is an amendment 
pending to this bill,and the question is on that 
amendment, to strike out “$30,000,” and insert 
“ $10,000.” Be, 

Mr. GWIN. Who wasit moved by? _ 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Evans,] who is now absent. 

Mr. CHASE. l do not see the Senator from 
South Carolina in his place.. Probably he wishes 
to address the Senate on the subject, or, at all 
events, desires to be present when the bilris taken 
up and acted upon. It seems to me the usual 
courtesy requires it to be postponed until he shall 
be present. A majority can take it up atany time. 

Mr. GWIN. I am not aware that the Senator 
desired to discuss the bill.. It has. been before 
Congress for a long time.. I hope the bill will be 
disposed of now, one way or the other. I have 
nota word to say about it, | think the reading 
of the report will show clearly the equity of the 
claim. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Evans,] on Friday, consented that 
the bill might be taken up, if he could be heard on 
his amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; Iso understood him. 

Mr. BADGER. He said he would agree to 
take up the bill on condition that the Senate should 
adopt his amendment. e 

Mr. DAWSON. That amendment was: to 
reduce the amount from 830,000 to $10,000. That 
Senator is not now in his seat; of course he did 
not expect that the question would come up this 
| morning. I hope my friend from California will 
consent to wait until, at least, he.can be heard 
upon that amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. This question has been before 
Congress for many years. : The bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
is well understood, | presume, by the members 
of this body. I think we can take the vote on 
the proposition. There are others opposed to the 
claim besides the Senator from South Carolina; 
and we can take the vote in his absence. If the 
Senate agree to the amendment, and pass the bill 
rin that form, I shall not object. [am against the 
amendment, but I wish to have it acted upon; 

Mr. DAWSON. Itisa mere matter of courtesy 
i on which I appeal to my: friend -from California. 
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I may be with him upon the bill; but if he were : 
out of his seat, and it were proposed to take up a 
bill on which he wished to be heard, I should : 
make the same point that | now do as a matter of 
courtesy. f 
Mr. GWIN. I did not understand the Sena- |: 
tor from South Carolina as exactly proposing his | 
amendment; certainly not as wishing to be heard | 
upon it. He agreed that, if $30,000 should be | 
stricken out, and $10,000 inserted, the bill might 4 
| 

| 


pass without opposition from him. On that day, 
any one Senator could have a private bill post- į 
oned, i 
Mr. BADGER. I hope this bill will not be || 
postponed. The Senate has been conversant with | 
this measure for a number of years. It has, at ; 
different times, passed both Houses of Congress. 
It is perfectly understood. I understand the ques- 
tion raised by the honorable Senator from South | 
Carolina was merely as to the amount to be paid. | 
Upor that question the Senate is perfectly compe- ;| 
tent to decide at the present time. Atany rate, I:i 
see that the honorable gentleman is now in his | 


seat. | 
Mr. BAYARD. 

articular facts connected with this claim. Ebe- | 
ieve, however, that it is a gratuity throughout. į; 
But I do recollect that at the last session of 1852, 
the claim was opposed by the honorable Senator || 
then representing the State of Kentucky, [Mr. į; 
Underwood,] in an argument, which made the || 
impression on my mind at the time, that the bill | 
ought not to pass. E know further that a very 
distinguished Representative from Kentucky, in | 
which State I believe the claimant lives, stated to | 
me that the claim was utterly baseless. Under | 
these circumstances l should like to have the re- | 
port read. I will state further that I can conceive | 
of no possible ground on which, in giving a gra- | 
tuity to a party—for this is certainly a gratuity— | 
yo are to allow him interest upon it, which this | 

ill contemplates. If the bill is now to be put to | 
the vote of the Senate, I ask that the report may | 
be read. | 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was accordingly read. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this bill until Friday next, or I am 
willing to say to-morrow, or any day which will 
suit the convenience of the Senate. 1 wish to have |: 
an opportunity to look at the remarks of the hon- | 
orable Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Underwood,] lI 
in opposition to this bill, I have now a very | 
indistinct impression of them; but I know that at |i 
the time they were made, they satisfied me that | 
the claim was not a just one. IT can see on the | 
face of the report--without reference to the mag- 
niloquent language employed in some portions of}; 
it, evidently delusive in its character—enough to 
satisfy me that this bill is dangerous as a prece- 
dent. If, however, I can find nothing in the re- 
marks made by the late Senator from Kentucky 
to justify opposition to the bill, I shall probably 
make none. i 

As it now stands, the bill seems to me to be | 
based upon a false principle. In reference to your | 
tariff policy you have decided that you will not } 
grant even indirect protection by levying duties 
with a view to protection; yet here we are asked i 
to give a specific bounty to an individual for | 
entering into a particular business, and that, too, | 
when he did not comply with the verv terms of | 
the contract which he entered into. He did not | 
fulfill the requisites specified in that contract, and | 
yet you are literally asked to give him a specific | 
bounty for having introduced a certain business | 
into this country. That business, of water-rotting |; 
hemp, is no more important, | suppose, than the | 
manufacture of iron; yet, within the last few 
weeks, | have seen a proposition made to take off !| 
entirely, all duties on railroad iron, although there |: 
are millions of dollars invested in its manufacture, 
under the faith of your laws, and that interest, ; 
certainly, is quite as extensive as any benefits 
which could be conferred by the action of this in- 
dividual. 

You are to grant bounties, in one case, to an 
individual for a particular species of manufacture, 
and in another case you are to depart from your 
revenue system, to destroy the entire protection | 
afforded to a great interest in the country, quite as | 
important in itself. "This seems to meto be hardly || 
a consistency in legislation; I mean a consistency | 
with any known principle. { would rather, how- il 


I have no recollection of the || 


i 
i 
f 
j 
i 
1 
| 


/ was taken up, I objected to its consideration. 


ever, take time to look into the objections made to ; 


this bill in 1852 by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. 

1 may state further that a distinguished Repre- 
sentative of Kentucky, in the other House, told 
me that the bill was baseless, as regards any right 
on the part of the claimant, that he was a man 


| without property at the time he entered into this 


business, and that there was no business, no cap- 
ital abandoned by him in order to enter into it. 


‘| Supposing him to have had industry and skill, if he 


failed to comply with his contract, of course he was 
not entitled to call upon the government to remun- 
eratehim. Then asregards the contract made by the 
Secretary of the Navy with this individual, | look 
upon itas directly in the faceof your laws, aud con- 
trary to all principle. He entered into a contract 
with an individual, not with a view to obtain the 
articles which that contract specified should be 
obtained, but under some exaggerated notion on 
his part, that he would assume the province of 


‘| legislation, and undertake to encourage the growth 


of a particular article, by entering into a contract 
for that purpose, outside the terms of the general 
Jaw. I think that this principle is too monstrous 
to be countenanced by congressional legislation at 
all. Still that is the substance’ of the contract 
made by Mr. Paulding, according to the report. 

He was authorized, as Secretary of the Navy, 
to enter into contracts for the supply of the Navy 
with cordage. He did not enter into contracts 
with a view to obtain the supply necessary for 
the Navy, but he. made a contract with this indi- 
vidual with the view, under his notions, of intro- 
ducing into the country a particular species of 
manufacture. Do you mean to confide to your 
Executive Departments any such authority as that? 
Even suppose his judgment to be right, if you set 
the precedent in this case, you will have other 
Secretaries following the same example, and you 
will have brought upon you, in one case after 
another, this difficulty. 

Every experimentalist who chooses to go toa 
Secretary of War or of the Navy, and obtain his 
favorable ear, and enter into contracts, not for ar- 


i ticles wanted for the purpose of the public service, 


but with the view of introducing some beneficial 


| business into the country, by giving extraordi- 


nary compensation, will be allowed todo so. This 
seems to me to be a suficient objection to the bill 
in itself. I would rather, however, as { have said, 
look into the subject. 1 move, therefore, that its 
further consideration be postponed until Friday 
next, or to any other day that the Senate may 
choose. 

Mr. EVANS. On Friday last, when this bill 
I 
was satisfied that the claim ought not to be paid. 
] should probably have known nothing of it, but 
that the memorialist sent me an argument on the 
subject. ł read it, and read the evidence, so far 


| as it was furnished to me, and the result was that 
| the evidence did not satisfy me of the truth of the 


propositions on which the claim rests, 

The claim rests first, upon the allegation that by 
way of patronizing this process of rotting Amer- 
ican hemp, Mr. Paulding, the then Secretary of the 


| Navy, had entered into certain agreements with the 


claimant. Now, I have no doubt that Mr. Pauld- 
ing went so far as to enter into an agreement 
with him and patronize his hemp, so faras to buy 
hemp of him, and make a contract for two hun- 
dred tons directly, and a prospective contract for 
five hundred more. So far | have no doubt the 


| contract went; but that Mr. Paulding intended to 


commit this Government to do what he had no 
right to do—to give premiums to encourage the 
process—I do not believe. { see no evidence of it. 

The next proposition is, that when the hemp 
was sent to Boston, it was improperly rejected. 
l have seen nothing to show the truth of that; 
and F will not assume that the officers of the Gov- 
ernment improperly rejected the man’s hemp, 
when it ought to have been received. After Mr. 
Paulding went out of office, how did it happen 
with his suecessor? Application should have been 
made to the successor to have the thing corrected. 
Why was it delayed? If the man had a legitimate 


ii claim, he should have applied to the proper officer 


of the Government, when his claim was rejected— 
he should have applied to the Secretary of the 
Navy immediately to have the affair understood. 
I am not prepared to say that the claimant ought 
not to have something, but I think we are giving 


| violates every principle in its allowance. 


rather too high a premium for what I consider a 
doubtful claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair.) The question is on postponing the 
further consideration of the bill until Friday next. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope that the bill will not 
be postponed. It has been before the Senate ever 
since I have beena member of the body, and it has 
passed, at different times, both Houses of Con- 
gress. I once had occasion to examine it, and I 
examined it thoroughly, and I am satisfied that it 
is a justand honest demand upon this Govern- 
ment, and that we cannot refuse to pay it without 
doing injustice to this man, who has been ruined 
in the manner set forth in the report of the com- 
mittee. 

When the subject was under consideration a 
few years ago, a brief explanation of it was made 
by my friend, Mr. Berrien, then a Senator from 
Georgia, which was so clear in statement and so 
conclusive in argument, that I am persuaded, if it 
had been reported and preserved as it ought to 
have been, it would have removed every shadow 
of doubt from the mind of every Senator, 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it not reported? 

Mr. BADGER. I have looked for it, and can- 
not findit. I have looked through the Register of 
Debates, but without success. Now, sir, justice 
delayed is ag injurious and unjustifiable as justice 
denied. Let us ascertain, now, what is the judg- 
ment of the Senate upon the measure. My opin- 
ion is, that we shall never be better prepared to 
do it than we are at this time. 1 hope whatever 
be the fate of the bill, thatit will not be postponed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifit were right or proper to 
depend upon the statement or opinion of any 
single member of the body as to the propriety of 
passing a claim, of course, on the argument ad- 
dressed by the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina to the Senate, we ought to pay this 
claim. He has examined it, and is erite lly sat- 
isfied that it ought to pass; but unfortunately Sen- 
ators may differ on the case; and it seems to me 
that every man ought to decide from his own 
judgment upon the propriety of allowing such a 
claim, instead of taking altogether the opinion of 
any other Senator, when they have the means of 
investigation. 

I do not desire to delay action upon the claim. 


| Unfortunately, through some accident, which cer- 


tainly seems singular, the remarks of the Senator 
from Georgia, which were so clear as to lead to 
the regret expressed by the Senator from North 
Carolina that we have them not before us, seem to 
have been lost; but Í am very sure that no member 
of the body could make a statement which would 
make clear a claim better than that honorable 
Senator could do himself; and 1 would rather have 
the statement of the facts than take a mere opinion, 
because, l confess, that on the face of that report, 
it does seem to me that the claim is one which 
I desire 
to look into the grounds of it. ‘ 

I admit that the grounds of the claim, as stated 
in the report, cover up a great deal. J admit that 
there isa great deal of delusive language which is 
calculated to appealto the sympathy and feelings. 
All that I concede, but as regards the number of 
reports which have been made in favor of the 


i claim, [ confess that, with my experience here, 


they have no weight with me. I have yet to see 
a favorable report made, where subsequent favor- 
able reports do not follow it, as sheep follow each 
other in a flock. When any favorable report is 
made, another committee will not take the trouble 
to investigate it, but will take the former report of 
the committee, follow it, and adopt it as their re- 
port. Therefore, one report is of as much weight 
with me as half a dozen. That is the opinion at 
which I have arrived, after some very searching 
scrutiny and examination in reference to matters 
of this kind. 

What I desireto do is this. The very intelligent 
Senator who represented the State of Kentucky 
in the Senate, opposed the bill strongly, when it 
wasup in 1852. I desire to look at his remarks. 
They are reported, T have no doubt. I desire 
to see his objections to the bill, because I have 
heard objections to it, and—here is opinion against 
opinion—I have had a statement made to me by 
an honorable and distinguished member of the 
other House, that this claim is baseless, because 
the claimant was a man of no capital, and that if 
anything is due to any one, there are other par- 
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ties to whom it should be paid, and it should not 
be paid to this party who was not injured at all. 

I want to look into the facts and the objections 
which are made to the claim. I do not desire to 
defeat it by a postponement, nor do I think there 
is any unreasonable delay in the matter. Itisa 
private claim, and as such is entitled to come up 
on private bill day, like any other private claim to 
be disposed of. Ít has not been the desire, that I 
know of, of any one opposed to it, to delay its 
consideration. On the contrary, I recollect that 
on one or two days when it would have been 
brought up, it was passed over in consequence of 
the honorable Senator who reported it (Mr. Tuom- 
son, of New Jersey] being absent. Therefore 
its friends have created the delay, and not those 
opposed to it. It may be that, on further investi- 
gation, I may abandon my objections; but I do 
desire further time; and I will promise to look into 
it between this and Friday next. Therefore, I 
move to postpone it. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. DIXON, I should like to know from the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina whether 
there is any proof which establishes the fact that 
the hemp was water-rotted under the direction of 
this man, in consequence of a contract made by 
the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. EVANS. If I read the evidence aright, it 
does not establish that fact. 

Mr. DIXON. The committee stated that that 
was the evidence; and if that is the fact, Mr. 
President, { do not see why the amendment of the 
honorable Senator’ from South Carolina should 
prevail. On the contrary, it appears to me, if he 
had a contract, and if the contract was violated; 
if the Government is bound by the contract made 
by its agent, for the water-rotting process, such 
as is described to you; if, under this contract, he 
expended large sums of money; if, as is alleged, 
his health was injured in the matter; and if, after 
all this, the hemp was improperly rejected by the 
Government agent, surely it is a case that appeals 
strongly to the sense of justice of the Government; 
and, for one, I am not disposed to vote against it. 

Then, if the contract were entered into, and if 
it were such as he represents it was, why shall 
we reduce the amount from $30,000 to $10,0Q0? 
If he sustained losses to the amount of $30,000, 
and if the claim is just, it is just for the whole 
amount, I understand that the losses which he 
sustained were even greater than $30,000. 

Mr. EVANS, That does not appear. 

Mr. DIXON. I have not examined the testi- 
mony; but I understand, from the reading of the 
report, that the opinion. of the committee was, 
that his losses were even greater than $30,000. If 
they were greater, it is right to give him all or 
nothing. If he has any claim, it is to the amount 
of his losses; and especially if those losses resulted 


from the fact that the Government agent acted | 


improperly and unjustly in rejecting his hemp. 
That is the point. I know nothing of the grounds 
upon which my honored predecessor opposed the 
claim. I understand that there was some contest 


between a citizen of Kentucky and this claimant, i 


the citizen of Kentucky insisting that some por- 
tion of the claim was due to him for moneys 
which he had advanced to the memorialist. All 
that may be true. I know nothing about it, I 
have no knowledge of the fact. 

The only question which presents itself to my 
mind is this: Was this contract entered into? Had 
the claimant a right to believe that the Govern- 
ment would pay him for the losses which he sus- 
tained, or for the hemp which he might have fur- 
nished to the Government, in pursuance of the 
contract entered into? Did he, in pursuance of that 
contract, furnish the hemp? Was the hemp such 
as he agreed to furnish, and was it improperly 
rejected? If these facts are established, I see no 
reason why we should not pass the bill allowing 
the compensation. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the case were such as 
seems to be supposed by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, I should not oppose it; but, on 


the contrary, that is not the ground upon which it | 


is placed by the committee. It is not placed on 
the ground that the Government violated a con- 
tract. Itis true, they throw into the report the 
idea that the administrative officers, under the con- 
tract, improperly rejected the hemp. 

But the testimony further shows, on the report 
of the committee, that the Government did ad- 


vance a large portion, or some portion—if I recol- 
lect aright, one half the amount—but | believe no 
estimate is given by the committee; they give us 
no data upon which to form our judgment. We 
are not shown how much per ton was to have 
been given for the hemp. We are not told how 
much was lost on the contract, nor is the claim 
put upon the ground that the Government were 
bound to pay on the contract; but it is put upon 
the ground of a bounty to the party, arising from 
the fact that the Secretary of the Navy, contrary 
to his powers, undertook to enter into a contract 
to give a bounty, for the purpose of introducing 
a specific business intothe country. It is on that 
score that my greatest objection to the bill rests; 
it is sanctioning and legalizing an improper exer- 
| cise of power on the part of an officer of the Gov- 
ernment, which may be followed in other cases, 
if it is sanctioned in this. 

} should have wished further time to look into 
the case. The Senate think proper, however, to 
pass upon it without further investigation; they 
think it is not proper to allow any examination in 
a case of this kind, which is so abundantly clear. 
They are so perfectly familiar with all the facts, 
that they aresatisfied that the claim ought to pass. 
” I shall vote for the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, because there are 
no data given to me to show that any amount 
whatever ought to be paid; and, therefore, | shall 
vote to reduce it to the lowest sum. I shall after- 
wards move, if that is lost, to strike out the allow- 
ance of interest; for there is no possible ground on 
| which any such allowance can be granted in this 
| case, upon any known or given principle recog- 
nized even in this body. 

If this fail, L shall still vote against the bill, be- 
cause I cannot perceive that there is any legitimate 
claim for it on the Government whatever, even 
taking the tone and language of the report, though 


wants specific character; it does not put the claim 
upon a fair basis, though it throws in ideas con- 
nected with the contract, without venturing to 
allege that there is any ground for the claim, be- 
cause of the violation of the contract on the part of 
the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate is ready to take 
a vote on the bill I shall not make the motion; but 
if it is not ready, I must move to postpone the 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

Mr. EVANS. I moved the amendment be- 


Senate, when Mr. King was here, the amount was 
reduced to $10,000. Whether that was so or not 
I shall not positively state. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That is the case. 

Mr. EVANS. I understand that was the fact; 
the amount was reduced to $10,000. 

Mr.PETTIT. This is an old settler with me. 
This case was in the other House when I was 
there; and ! examined it very thoroughly; and I 
then satisfied my mind that beyond question it was 
a good claim. I have seen no reason for changing 
that opinion. 1 shall therefore vote for the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the bill by 
striking from it the words ‘‘with interest thereon 
from the first day of January, 1850.’’ 1 see no 
ground for the allowance of interest. On the 
amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTIT. ‘That is thetime, I understand, 
when the claim was established. What fixes the 
time at that date? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
who reported the bill [Mr. Tuomson, of New Jer- 
sey] is not present. 

r. BAYARD. There is nothing whatever in 
the report which shows any reason for allowing 
interest upon the claim, The debt, whatever it is, 


the part of Congress, in my view; but there cer- 
tainly is nota word in the report which shows any 
i reason for allowing interest upon the claim from 
| that time, or from any other time. The business 
| was commenced in 1841, and the contract was ful- 
| filled on the part of the contractor as early as the 
į Ist of December, 1842; so that if there was any 
| right to interest, l think it ought to be based upon 
| that ground, and it should commence in December, 

1842; but I cannot see any ground for its allow- 
| ance. 


I admit there is a mystery about the language. ‘It | 


cause I understood that at a former session of the | 


is unquestionably in the nature of a gratuity on | 


| 


|| Government of the United gStates. 


The question being: taken:-by yan and:-nays, 
resulted-—~yeas'24, nays 10;:as follows cre t 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, - Atchison, -Bayard;« Benjamin; 
Bright, Cass, Clay, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of: Wisconsin: 
Dodge of Iowa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, 
Stuart, Toombs, and Toucey—24. ii tak 
NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Brown, Douglas, Fish; 
Foot, Pettit, Sumner, Thompson of. Kentucky; and Weller 


So the amendment was agreed to. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. +°, 

On the question of ordering the bill to 
grossed for a third reading, 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and. being taken, resulted 
—yeas 2], nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, 
Chase, Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Fish, Foot, 
Gwin, James, Jones of Tennessee, Pettit, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Cass, Clay, 


Dawson, Dodge of Towa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, 
Pearce, Pratt, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, ‘Thompson of Ken- 


be. en- 


tucky, Toucey, and Williams—18. : 
The bill was read a third time, and passed... < 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. ` 
On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the cón- 
sideration of the House bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1855; the pending question. being 
on the amendment reported by. Mr. WALKER, 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to insert the 
following: j 

To the Creek nation of Indians, in full for all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $500,000, in payment 
for eight million acres of land at six and a quarter cents per 
acre, taken from the friendly Creeks without compensa- 
gon ay the treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of August 

> ke . 

"Mr. BELL. I understand there will be oppo- 
sition to this amendment, or { should not propose 
to say anything upon it. I believe the Senator 
from Virginia wishes to oppose it. ; i 

Mr. HUNTER. I certainly shall oppose it. ` 
Mr. BELL. lt has been some two or three 
ears since I examined this question in detail, and 
| venture to make some few remarks upon the 
subject more from my recollection of what the 
case was at that time, than from any very careful 
examination of it since. I have just run over, 
cursorily and carelessly, the grounds. which have 
been presented within a few days past. When I 
first examined it, | was struck with the consider- 
ation, which I have no doubt the Senate will per- 
ceive presents the strongest reason—if any‘sub- 
stantial reason can. exist—against the allowance 
of the claim. That arose from. the very great 
lapse of time which has transpired since 1814, 
when this wrong was done to the Indians by the 
Government; and secondly, from a review of sev- 
eral treaties which had been made between that 
time and this, between the Creek nation and the 
L could not 

account satisfactorily, at first, for the reasons why 
the Creeks had not pressed. the claim at each of 
the treaties made with them subsequent to the 
capitulation; for the transaction of 1814 was not 

so much a treaty as a capitulation demanded b 

| the commanding general at the close of the Cree’ 
war. There was a treaty in 1818 or 181$, be- 
tween this Government and the Creeks, which { 
find was for a small tract of country situated: in 
the State of Georgia; and had no other provision 
of any great importance. Then came the treaty 
of 1821, and the treaty of 1825. Subsequently, 
another treaty was made, I do not recollect for 
what, perhaps in 1828. And finally, there was 
the treaty of 1832, by which the Creeks agreed 
to surrender their whole territory, upon the terms 
prescribed in that treaty, and remove west of the 

Mississippi. 

1 should not have time, sir, the Senate would 
| not have patience to hear me, if I were to attempt 
to recite 'the whole history of this transaction, of 
| the circumstances and condition of the people, and 
of the questions which arose between the Gov- 
ernment and the Creek nation of Indians, and. be- 
tween the Creek nation and Georgia. It would 
take some two or three hours to do it; I can.only 
refer to them as explanatory of thegrounds:upon 
which I have finally come to. the conclusion, that 
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this Government would do justice to those Indians 
if it would redress the great wrong which was 
done to them in 1814. If it is not considered too 
late to do justice, and to redress the wrong, the 
claim is well founded still, notwithstanding the 
lateness of the period at which it is brought for- 
ward. f 

In 1814, it will appear by the proofs which per- 
haps all the Senators have before them, General 
Jackson called together the chiefs of the Creek 
nation—both friendly Indians and hostiles. That 
was at the close of the bloody war which had 
taken place between this Government and what 
were called the Red Sticks, or war party of the 
Creek nation. 

At that capitulation some twenty-five of the 
friendly chiefs attended, and but one of the hostile 
chiefs. A large portion of the latter had fled to 


the country south, and taken refuge in Georgia; || 


and whatever portion of them remained did not 
show themselves at. that capitulation, which was 
held at Fort Jackson. General Jackson had in- 
formed both the friendly and the hostile chiefs, so 
far as he could have any communication made to 
them, through their agents, in summoning them, 
that he proposed, as the terms upon which he 
would enter into that capitulation, full indemnity 
for the expenses of the war incurred by the United 
States against the hostiles, to be taken by a ces- 
sion of their country; and he added the further 
assurance to the friendly Creeks, that their claims 
should be respected, and that they should be 
furthermore rewarded. The terms were not very 
definite as to what he meant by their claims being 
respected; but the terms were explicit, from the 
information, in regard to the indemnity which the 
Government would exact, to wit: the whole ex- 
penses of the war; and that that was to be taken 
from the territory occupied by the hostile chiefs 
of the nation. 

When the friendly chiefs objected to the lines 
or boundaries which General Jackson proposed— 
twenty-five of the friendly chiefs, remember, to 
one hostile—General Jackson would not have a 
discussion, but directed that they should sign the 
capitulation, Those were the terms which he was 
disposed to grant them, and no other would be 
acceded to. ‘I'he friendly chiefs, before they 
signed it, asked that they might be permitted to 
put in a protest, which they did putinto the hands 
of the agent, and it found its way to Washington. 

In addition to the whole country, except a very 
small slip between two rivers, of the territory 
occupied by the hostile Creeks, which was ceded 
to the United States as indemnity for the expenses 
of the war, some eight or nine millions of acres 
on the southern boundary of the lower band of 
the Creek tribe bordering upon Florida, and ex- 
clusively, | believe, in the State of Georgia, were 
taken. “The justification to the friendly Creeks, 


and to the Government, when he came to give his | 


explanation—for he seems to have acted under 
the general instructions of taking indemnity for 
the war—made by General Jackson, was that it 
was necessary to cut off forever thereafter the 
communication of the Indians with the Spanish 
territory of Florida, by ceding the lands to the 
United States, and causing settlements to be formed 
between the Creek country and the Florida coun- 
try, then in possession of the Spanish Govern- 
ment; it being alleged, and no doubt being the 
fact, that the war arose, as wars had in former 
times been instigated, and were likely to be so in 
the future, by the Spanish agents and officials in 
the territory of Florida; so that, in addition to 
nearly the whole country occupied by the hostiles 


eight or nine millions of acres occupied by the 
lower or friendly Creeks, on one foot of which 


there had never been any hostile operations either | 
on the part of the Creeks against the Government |: 
of the United States, or of the Government against || 
i that we have been stripped of the whole of our 
| territory, and we shall demand our proportionate 


them. This is the hardship of which the friendly 
Creeks complained then and protested against, 
and have continued occasionally, from time to 
time until this day, to put up their complaints. 

J do not remember the number of friendly Creek 
warriors who were under the command of General 
Jackson in the last battles of and throughout that 
Creek war. Between one and two thousand were 
constantly by the side of the whites in their wars 
against the Red Sticks, ar the hostiles of the same 
prope: The war, I believe, commenced at first 

y the hostiles committing depredations upon 


| tions had been committed on the friendly Creeks. 


| son] can, perhaps, enlighten us on that subject, 


; go to war with the United States, at the instigation 


| teers who went into the war. 


| been held with them? Sir, that history is a little 
| more difficult to comprehend, or to narrate so as 


| consultations among themselves, it became a 
| question whether they should put forward this 


| —there were the hostiles saying to the friendly 
when the war was entered into, he took these |} 


the honorable Senator from Georgia would correct 
me if I am in error. } 
these Muscogee Indians, who have since taken the 


their own brethren who were disposed to be 
friendly to the United States; and before the 
United States could send troops enough for their 
protection in their own country, great depreda- 


The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. Daw- 
for in all that transaction he was parsmagna. But 
1 believe 1 am stating the facts of history when I 
say that the war first broke out between the hos- 
tile and friendly Creeks. The simple ground of 
hostility was that the friendly Creeks refused to 


of Tecumseh, or his brother Prophet, or what- 
ever influences were brought to bear. Through- 
out the war the friendly Creek warriors fought 
gallantly by the side of the United States volun- 


Now, sir, | say that the injury of which they 
justly have a right to complain was, that when 
that capitulation was entered into in addition to 
taking the whole of the country occupied by the j 
hostile party of the Creeks, amounting to fourteen | 
millions of acres of land, lying within the then 
Territory, but now State of Alabama, the United į! 
States took eight or nine millions of acres from I} 
their own allies and friends in the war. In the | 
outset, I challenge a denial of the fact; and if it | 
cannot be denied, was it not a most singular, un- | 
paralleled, unjust, and arbitrary result of such a 
war? The friendly Creek warriors were paid as |! 
soldiers of the United States, and they got pen- |! 
sions. I remember now one fact in the history of || 


this transaction, viz: That sixteen hundred Creek i 


warriors have received compensation in some | 
shape for their services during that war, which 


shows that there were more than a thousand in it i! 


on the side of the United States. I have said 
before that there were between one and two thou- | 


| 
sand. ‘The names of sixteen hundred can be found || 


on the records of the Department as having re- 
ceived some acknowledgment for their services. | 
But the only acknowledgment that was conceded | 
at the time of the capitulation was, thatthey should | 
be indemnified for their losses of property—for 


| the depredations which had been committed at the | 


commencement of the war, and throughout the | 
different periods, upon their property. ‘That has į 
been paid fully, I believe, of late—but not entirely | 


| until of late. | 


Well, the protest came on to Washington. It! 
was sent on after the capitulation of 1814; and | 
the question at first with me was, why did we || 


was it not pressed regularly by the agents of the 


Creeks? Why did they not clamor against the [i 


Government for indemnity? The occurrence took | 
place in 1814, Then the question is, why was | 
not this claim brought forward in 1814, or at the 
treaty of Indian Spring, or the treaty of the Broken | 
Arrow, or of Washington city, which have since |} 


i 
j 
| 

¿ : : : \ 

not, at an earlier period, hear of this claim? Why || 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


influence the minds of honorable Senators. But, 
sir, you will see how it was; these Creeks were 
not only alien and unfriendly to one another at 
the commencement of the war, but throughout. 
They were hostile and warlike, and engaged in | 
war with each other. Sir, it is natat the close of | 
a war that feelings engendered under such circum- 
stances can subside. Wherever they came to- 
gether in council afterwards—wherever in their į 


claim, or in what shape it should be put forward 


chiefs, ‘‘ we have lost our whole country; we are 
more or less dependent upon you; we are within | 


! a restricted and contracted district; and if you, j! 


the friendly Creeks, choose to put up a claim 
against the Government of the United States for 
your eight or nine millions of acres, remember 


part, for we are one people.” ` 

The friendly Creeks would have replied, ‘* You 
are not of us;” and I understand that is the true 
history of their tribe. ‘That powerful nation, at 
he commencement of that war, numbered from 
wenty-five thousand to thirty thousand souls; J 
I wish 


t 
t 
have heard it stated at a greater number. 


I have long understood that 


generic appellation of Creeks, were the original 


| owners of the whole of this country—that which 


was occupied by themselves, and that which was 
occupied by the Red Sticks, or hostile party, 
when this war took place. Their nation grew 
powerful by conquests and alliances, and by 
taking into their confederacy tribe after tribe and 
band after band of other Indians, as they became 
reduced in numbers, and proposed to come and 
live within the Muscogee territory, and be subject 
to their general councils and laws; and every 
family of these hostiles, every town of them, 
was composed of these original dependents or 
allies who had been taken into the Creek confed- 
eracy, and they had been assigned the country 
which now lies within the limits of Alabama; so 
that probably in their own private councils—for 
we know they held them, and very often with 
more secresy than our public administrations hold 
their councils, or than we ourselves occasionally 
do—the difficulty was to adjust between them- 
selves the relative proportion between their claims 
which should be set up against the Government. 
If the hostiles attempted to set up a claim, they 
knew it would be vain and abortive; and the 
friendly Creeks were not willing that any indem- 
nity which they might demand of the Govern- 
ment of the United States should inure to the 
hostiles, because they brought on the war; and if 
there was any justice in conceding indemnily, 
by the Government exacting it from those who 
caused the war, the hostiles were the persons 
who should have borne the peril of that transac- 
tion. The friendly Creeks were not willing to 
obstruct their other policy in their relations with 
the Government, and to impede their demands for 
other claims which they had upon the Govern- 


ment, by putting in a claim of redress for that 


injustice which had been done themselves, be- 
cause they saw it would render the whole council 
to be held perhaps abortive. $ 

Since the treaty of 1832 they have found refuge 
together in a country at the West. Previous to 
that time we know these old feelings and rivalries 
had proceeded to a great extent. McIntosh, with 
all his party, who made one of these treaties, was 
assassinated by the leaders of the old Red Sticks 
inthe war. Opothleyoholo at that time, I believe, 
commanded the hostiles, and McIntosh the party 
friendly towards the United States. This fact is 
proof of the difficulty they had in settling among 
themselves the proportion of claims which they 
had against the Government of the United States. 
Well, sir, in 1832 this question was presented in 
some shape or other. According to my recollec- 
tion, it was in General Jackson’s instructions, of 
which the honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
Cass] perhaps may have some knowledge. But 


‘| even then there was not harmony between the 


two parties, although one of the former treaties 
had been made expressly for the purpose of recon- 
ciling these difficulties. In 1832 they were told 
by the United States, “ You must move west be- 
fore we can talk or make any stipulation about 
your claims of any description; you are now sur- 
rounded almost by the white settlements; you are 
now in a condition where you must remove; but 
when you go west we will hear your demands 
and your claims.” Thus the treaty of 1832 was 
made without any adjustment of this claim, 

But since they have gone to the west, being more 
harmonious in their councils, these ancient rivalries 
and hostile feelings having subsided in a great de- 
gree, if not entirely passed away; they now come 


| forward and make a joint application to the Gov- 
| ernment for indemnity for the wrongs committed 
i in 1814. The application is in the name of friendly 


Creeks, but the benefit is to enure to the whole 
nation. This shows pretty clearly that it was not 


‘in their power to propose any terms in their for- 
i mer councils, or treaties with the United States; 
for it appears that the hostiles and themselves 


have never before been perfectly agreed. Lately, 
however, it has been agreed that whatever indem- 
nity the United States shall grant in consideration 
of the injustice done to the friendly Creeks, shall 
inure to the equa! benefit of the whole tribe west; 
so that it is better policy on the part of the United 
States that this indemnity shall be granted to be 
distributed amongst them all; and to that extent 
it will tend to compose and consolidate the har- 
mony which now prevails between the old hostiles 
and the friendly Creeks. 

Now, sir, let me recur to the original injustice. 
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I think it makes a strong appeal to our sense of | 
right and justice, and to our sympathies, too. In 
the last eight or ten years we have scarcely made 
a single Indian treaty where we have not given 
ten cents an acre for the ceded lands; and | ob- 
serve by one, or two, or, perhaps, three reports 
made at different times by the Bureau on Indian 
Affairs, that the cost of the purchases made within 
‘the last six or seven years, has amounted to 
twenty-five cents for every acre ceded to the Uni- 
ted States upon the average. Some cessions have 
cost much less; but others occasionally a great 
deal more. You know, sir, that in our treaties 
with some of the tribes east of the Mississippi, we 
have given them their whole lands, only reserving 
such portions as would pay the expenses of sur- | 
vey and sale, conceding to them the whole net 
proceeds of their country. These were the terms’ 
upon which one or two treaties were made in Ohio, 
when some of the Shawnees and their confed- 
erates, or brethren, emigrated from Ohio to the 
west of Missouri. The same terms were con- 
ceded to the Chickasaws, when they left their ori- 
ginal country, and went west of the Mississippi. 
The heads of families of the Creeks themselves 
were allowed, under the treaty of 1832, to take 
reservations, with liberty to sell to the whites. 
We know what finally were the consequences of 
that measure. It is not necessary to pursue them 
now, orto connect them with this subject; so that I 
hope we shall have no war here upon that question. 

But, sir, this application is in relation to eight | 
or nine millions of acres of land which were taken 
from our allies in 1814. I have attempted to state 
the facts of the case as well as I could from having 
recently cast my eyes over them, though 1 had 
once investigated the subject very fully. 

I can tell the Senator from Virginia another very 
strong ground, and a very plausible and rational 
one, on which we may account for this claim 
never having been brought forward before. At 
the close of our war we were not very liberal to 
the Indian tribes. Our Treasury was overwhelmed 
by a large debt, contracted during the war with 
Great Britain, which was just then about to be 
brought to a close. In 1814 we did not measure 
out justice liberally at all to our conquered do- 
mestic enemies at home—the Indian tribes with 
whom we were at war. We had no compassion 
for them. As you see, in this capitulation of Fort | 
Jackson, we took the whole of their country— 
three or four of the hostile chiefs fleeing into Flor- 
ida, and finding a refuge there, the rest taking 
refuge among their old allies, but recently enemies. 
The Treasury of the United States was not in a 
condition to induce the officers of the Government, 
or its agents anywhere, to listen to appeals in 
regard to justice or injustice, and if these Indians 
had so appealed, the country was not then in acon- 
dition to listen favorably to those appeals. ‘That 
state of things continued fora long while, for we 
did not get clear of the war debt of 1812 until 
1823 or 1833. 

Bat, since that time a different measure of jus- 
tice and liberality has been acted upon by this 
Government in all its transactions with the In- 
dians. Now, if it be true that in our treaty stip- 
ulations with the Indians, when we have bought 
their lands, when, for the last ten years, we have 
felt ourselves bound to do justice to their claims, 
to their natural and just rights, and have allowed 
them twenty-five cents an acre, is it, in the eyes 
ofa magnanimous and just Government—I will 
not say with an overflowing Treasury, for that is 
not a fair argument, but when we are able to be 
just, I will not say to be generous and liberal—is 
it right to object because these claims were not 
recently prosecuted from year to year, and from 
time to time, by these Indians? Ought we not 
rather to endeavor now to right that injustice 
which was done in 1814? | 

I am not able myself to form an opinion as to | 
what ought to be the measure of redress that we 
should render to them. I believe, by the report 
of the Indian Bureau during the last Administra- 
tion, it was estimated that, in view of the long de- 
tention of this money, in view of the late period 
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at which it is proposed to give this justice to the 
friendly Creeks, that they ought to be allowed 
twenty cents an acre for the lands taken in 1814. 
{ understand that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have thought it more expedient and more just to 


i the Government, under all the circumstances, to 


allow them but six and a quarter cents an acre. 

This was land taken from our friends and allies 
in the Creek war, not one foot of which was pre- 
tended to have been conquered territory, but which 
was held exclusively by the friendly Indians. 
The boundary may be truly said, as has been said 
in some of the papers that [ have seen, to have 
been marked out with the sword. Even remon- 
strance or discussion was refused. ‘They were re- 
duced to the privilege of drawing up a protest, and 
of appealing to the Government for some indem- 
nity for this gross wrong; for the friendly Creeks 
felt it so, and’had aright to feel itso. It was not 
in human nature to have other feelings; and it is 
known by those who have been connected with the 
tribe ever since, that it has been felt as a grievance 
by the friendly Creeks, that they were robbed, as 
they call it, unjustly by the power of the sword 
in that capitulation of 1814, of these eight or nine 
millions of acres. 

I have also seen a statement that these friendly 
Creeks might justly claim indemnity for eight or 
ten millions of acres of land; which, a long period 
ago, when they were on terms of friendship with 
the Cherokee Indians, they permitted that tribe to 
occupy. When that question came up in a treaty, 
in ascertaining the rights of the Cherokee nation 
to those lands—some eight or ten millians of acres 
in the northeastern part of Alabama—General 
Jackson being one of the commissioners, and 
Governor Meriwether, orsome other distinguished 
person of the South, being the other, upon a full 
investigation of the Cherokee claim, it was decided 
that the country belonged rightfully to the Creeks, 
and that the Cherokees only occupied it by per- 
mission. This would make eight or ten millions 
of acres more in regard to which the friendly 
Creeks have a just right to complain that they have 
been deprived of. ‘They allowed the Cherokees 
to settleon them; and the United States took them 
from the Cherokees; and they were claimed, I 
believe, by Georgia; but not one cent was ever 
allowed the Creeks for them. This, to be sure, is 
only cumulative, and is only an additional circum- 
stance why weshould view the present claim with 
favor, if it be just in itself. 

Sir, I think that notwithstanding the fact that 
this claim is brought forward at this late day, itis 
founded upon principles of justice and right, and 
that its presentation affords this Goverument an 
opportunity of doing justice to a weak and feeble 
people; and that we owe it to our fame and char- 
acter to blot out that part of the page of history 
which records that, in a capitulation which took 
place between the commanding general of the 
forces of the United States and the Creek Indians, 
in 18]4, in addition to taking the whole, or nearly 
the whole of the country occupied by the hostiles, 
the United States took eight or nine millions of 
acres from their own allies in arms, who were most 
important auxiliaries in the war, and never con- 
ceded one cent as a consideration therefor. 

I think that the Government ought to make 
restitution in the best way it can, and to pay the 
friendly Creeks at least five or six cents an acre; 
I will not say ten cents, although we have been 
paying (since we have had the means, and have 
been disposed to be liberal and just to other In- 
dian tribes) twenty-five cents an acre. I think it 
is but reasonable; I think it would add to the 
credit and honor of the country, under such cir- 
cumstances, to concede this amount, at all events, 
this five or six cents an acre, if the facts be as I 
have stated them, and I believe they are. I know 
there was a small strip of land of the hostiles 
reserved, and something was said at the time the 
treaty was made in regard to its being an equiva- 
lent. I have investigated that point as far as I 
could, and I have not been able to find that there 
is the slightest pretense for saying that it was 
anything like an equivalent, or was so under- 


stood or accepted by the friendly Creeks... There 
was alsoa claim for indemnity for spoliations and 
property destroyed. That went before the House 
of Representatives, and was pending for along 
time before Congress, in one shape or another. 
Mr. Lowndes made a report.on. it, which was a 
puzzle to meat first. As I read it at first, I un- 
derstood him to mean that there was proof that 
the Indians would have taken $60,000 as indem- 
nity for the lands of which they had been arbitra- 
rily deprived; but on more thorough investigation, 
I found that the report related to another mat- 
ter, and not to land. : 

For the reasons which I have stated now— 
though I have not thoroughly’ investigated : the 
subject within the last two or three years, except 
to cast my eyes over the memorials and briefs, 


| and to listen to the statements of the honorable 


Senator from Wisconsin—I am of opinion that it 
would be but just to grant this claim. I will not 
detain the Senate by any further remarks upon 


it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this amend- 
ment proposes to go back forty years, to 1814, to 
readjust an old settlement between the Creek In- 
dians and the United States, and to set aside, in 
part at least, the treaty which was then: made, 
upon the ground of inadequacy of. consideration. 
T'he proposition I regard as a very dangerous one; 
and i think itinvolves two considerations which 
it behooves us to weigh well before we agree to 
this amendment. 

The first is, whether we shall now begin to act 
upon the principle that we are bound to go back 
forty years, and rip up old Indian treaties and 
settlements, on the ground of inadequacy of con- 
sideration, for the purpose of now doing them jus- 
tice. And the next consideration is, whether we 
are bound, upon such evidence as we can now com- 
mand, to give the Creeks more than they have 
already received, even if we should assume the 
obligation of readjusting the settlement. My own 
opinion is, that if we commence the policy of re- 
opening these treaties, we shall find that there is 
scarcely one made prior to 1840, which we. shall 
not have to reéxamine and readjust upon: the 
grounds which are here set up, I believe, too, sir, 


| that when we come to make that attempt, we shall 


find that, even if we had the disposition to reopen 
these settlements, it will be perfectly impossible 
for us to collect the evidence upon which we can 
miake a fair decision. We cannot collect the tes- 
timony which will enable us to determine the-rel- 
ative understandings of the parties; that. is, what 
was understood on the part of the representatives 
of our Government and of the Indians atthe time 
the treaties were made. We should find it diffi- 
cult, too, to ascertain what was the just amount 
of consideration to be paid them, if we should set 
aside these Indian treaties for the purpose of giving 
them a fairer compensation. 

Sir, what is the consideration which we should 
pay to the Indians, and what are their rights? 


Not the consideration which we would pay to the 


fee-simple proprietor; not the consideration which 
we would pay to a foreign nation which held the 
ultimate title in the land; but some sort of com- 
pensation, something to satisfying them for aban- 
doning the right to rove over the land and catch 
game, when it becomes necessary to use thatland 
for the purposes of civilization. Now, I think it 
would be very difficult to ascertain what that right 
is worth. If we estimate it according to what 
they made out of it, that is, according to the 
scanty subsistence which they managed to derive 
from it, the worth of the game, and such habita- 
tion as it afforded them, I think it will be found 
that there is not a treaty we have ever made in 
which we have not given them more than an 
equivalent for that value. In addition to this, it 
will be found that we have not only given them 
such considerations as satisfied them at the time, 
or ought to have satisfied them, and were better 
for them than this right which they exercised of 
roaming and hunting over this country, but: we 
have constantly guarded and protected. them—~ 
protected them against civil wars, protested them 
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against the encroachments and invasions of the | 
whites. 

But, sir, let us go back a little, and see where 
‘we shall be led if we take the ground of setting 
aside these old treaties, because of inadequacy of 
consideration. I think I shall show, betore I have 
done, that the Creeks have been better paid, per- 
haps, than any other tribe, with the exception of 
two or three, with which we have had relations. I 
have before mea list of the treaties which we | 
have made with various tribes. Herel find that 
we made a treaty with the Quapaws, by which | 
we received from them 51,786,560 acres of land, 
and gave them $297,976; not one cent an acre. | 
To the Wyandotts, Delawares, &c., we gave | 
$210,000 for 11,808,409 acres; not one third of a 
cent per acre. To the W yandotis, Ottawas, &c., 
$116,500 for 1,030,400; about one and a half cents 
an acre. And thus | might recapitulate a long 
list of old treaties by which we obtained lands 
from Indians at such nominal prices. If we set 
the example in this case, the claims are much | 
stronger under the treaties to which [have referred, | 
and if we apply the same rule to all, what will be | 
the result? In casting my eye over the list of | 
treaties, | find more striking cases of inadequacy | 
of consideration than any I have yet mentioned. | 
The Delawares and Piankeshaws ceded 2,038,400 
acres, for which we gave them $4,000. ‘The Del- | 
awares and Pottawatomies ceded 1,572,480 acres, 
for which we gave 45,000. The Delawares and 
Miamies ceded 3,257,600 acres for $18,000. 

Sir, you may go over the whole list of these | 
Indian treaties, and I believe you will find that | 
there was no treaty prior to 1830,in which we 
agreed to give the same compensation that the | 
Creeks have already received, or anything like it. | 

| 


And, what is more, it will be found that we have 
not given to civilized nations anything like what is | 
now claimed here, or anything like what we have al- | 
ready given to the Creek Indians. Why, the whole | 
territory acquired from France by the cession of | 
Louisiana cost us but $15,000,000; and itamount- | 
ed to between seven and eight hundred millions | 
of acres; so that the cost of the territory was not | 
two and-a-half cents an acre, It will be seen, on | 
examination, that we have given the Creeks twenty | 
times that, as I think I shall be able to show before | 
I have done, in the course of the various settle- | 
ments which we have bad with them. It will be | 
found, I think, that we have never made a treaty, | 
of late years, with an Indian tribe, in which we 
did not agree to give them more for their lands 
than we gave France. Are we to go back and set 
aside that treaty on the ground of inadequacy of 
consideration? Are we to go back, and say we | 
will compensate her, because the lands which she j 
ceded have turned out to be more valuable than 
was expected? Or is it a safe policy for a nation 
to pursue, in regard either to civilized nations or | 


savage tribes, to go back such a great distance of |} 


time for the purpose of settling old accounts in 
reference to which we cannot now have any re- 
liable evidence? 

l venture to say, sir, that if we adopt this claim, | 
we shall have claims presented at our Treasury | 
upon every Indian treaty which we have made | 
heretofore, because, on the ground on which the | 
Senator from ‘Tennessee seems to go, that we are | 
to pay them twenty-five cents an acre for the lands | 
they have ceded, I believe there is scarcely a 
treaty which it will not be necessary to reopen, | 
and in regard to which it will not be incumbent | 
upon us to resettle these old accounts. Can we ! 
do it? What frauds would it not occasion? in: 
what difficulties would it not environ us? ; 

But, sir, in point of fact, [think 1 can show, so i 
far as we bave evidence, that these Creeks have | 
no claim upon us, and have been better paid than | 
almost any other tribe of Indians that ever had : 
dealings with the United States. ‘This whole : 
transaction arose, if I understand it, out ofa civil | 
war. The hostile Creeks attacked the friendly | 
Creeks, and committed spoliations upon them, : 
and afterwards upon the whites, and the Govern- | 
ment of the United States interposed for their pro- | 
tection, [t sent down armed men; it distributed | 


rations amongst the men and women, aud sup- || 
ported their families; and it paid, as the Senator || 


from Tennessee [Mr. BeLL] says, their warriors. j 
It took upon itself the whole cost and charge of i 
defending them and of supporting these people; | 
and when that war was concluded, from which 

they would have suffered as much, ay, sir, more | 


į of the war against such as may continue hostile, to abstain 


than we, if we had not interposed for their relief, 
instructions were issued by the Government here 
to those who were to make the treaties, to reserve | 
a sufficient indemnity out of the territory in order | 
to satisfy the United States for the expenses of 
the war. It was required of the negotiators, and 1i 
the Indians so understood it, and it was just and | 
right, that a sufficient territory should be reserved || 
in order to indemnify the United States for the || 
expenses of that war, which they incurred as 
much for the benefit of the friendly Indians as for 
themselves. In making this arrangement it be- 
came necessary, and no-one knows it better than 
yourself, Mr. President, (Mr. Firzrarricx in the: 
chair,] for the United States to take a strip of 
country between Florida and the Creek country, 
in Alabama and Georgia, for the purpose of cutting 
off these hostile Indians from their communica- 
tions with Florida, then in the hands of a foreign 
and rather an unfriendly Power. It was neces- 
sary to interpose this barrier. This territory was 
never worth much; for l understand that a large 
portion of it is yet unsold, and that a great deal of ! 
that which is left is valued at some ten or twelve | 
cents an acre. This country, never worth much, 
was taken off—a strip of it—for this purpose, in 
order to interpose that barrier between the com- | 
munications of those hostile Creeks with the 
Spanish settlements, and the Indians within the 
Spanish territory. 

This was a measure of defense, not only for the 
whites, but for the friendly Creeks themselves. It 
was a good and wise thing for the hostile Creeks, 
because it enabled this Government the better to 
exercise that supervision over them which was 
indispensable for their safety and peace as well as 
our own. It left to the tribe, which I understand 
did not atthat time number more than twenty 
thousand, ten or twelve millions of acres of land | 
for their joint occupation—far more than was i 
necessary for their subsistence, far more than they | 
could cultivate, and quite enough for their hunting | 
grounds. For the land thus taken from the friendly + 
Creeks, they received better land belonging to the | 

| 
| 


hostiles, many of whom, 1 believe, were killed, or 
fled into Florida. This capitulation left these | 
Indians all the land they ought to have wanted in | 
any possible point of view; more than they could || 
have profitably used. | 
We have never recognized the Indians as fee- j 
simple proprietors of the soil. All that we have į! 
felt ourselves bound to do was to protect them; | 
and, in making treaties and arrangements in re- | 
\ 

| 

| 

| 


gard to the extinguishment of Indian title, to make | 
such stipulations as would promote their happi- | 
ness, and as would make the necessity of occu- | 
pying their country for the uses of civilization ; 
fall as lightly and as easily upon them as possible, | 
to keep them satisfied, and to give them such con- | 
sideration as might minister to their fature happi- | 
ness, in the shape of annuities, in the shape of 
presents, clothing, and the necessities which they 
might require in the course of theirafter life. This 
is all that we were bound to do. This is all we 
ever stipulated to do. The idea that we are to go |j 
back and value the lands which we acquired from | 
them according to the present prices, and make 
them compensation accordingly, would involve 
our Treasury in responsibilities, the end of which | 
no man living would ever see. j 

But permit me to pursue that point a little 
further. It has been said that these Indians were 
induced to believe, by the representations of Gen- 
eral Pinckney, after they signed the capitulation 
with General Jackson, that some remuneration | 
would be made them for these lands. Here is 
what is found in General Pinckney’s letter to | 
Colonel Hawkins: 


«You will please, sir, to communicate these terms to 
the friendly Indians, and to enjoin them, in the prosecution 
earefally from injuring those who may be returning with | 
tention of making their submission. You may like- 
inform them that the United States will not forget | 
their fidelity, bat, in the arrangements which may be made 
of the lands to be retained as indemnity, their claims will 
be respected ; andsuch of their chiefs as have distinguished 
themselves. by their exertion and valor in the common 
cause, will also receive a remuneration in the eeded lands, 
and in such manner as the Government may direct.” 


When that capitulation was made, General 
Jackson reserved, within the ceded lands, a settle- 
ment for every friendly Creek, and for every chief 
amongst the friendly Creeks, who was then in the 
possession of settlements on the ceded lands. It) 
is obvious that the promise of General Pinckney, 
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L spoliations on their prope 


! deem the exchange as an equivalent. 


as will be found by reference to agent Hawkins’s 
letter, referred only to such indemnities for spolia- 
tions and such consideration for their reservations 
within the ceded lands, as would satisfy the chiefs 
and the people. What did agent Hawkins say? 
He said: 

< As to the extent of the claims, I have no datato calcu- 
late from. Part of the vouchers were taken in by Mr. Cas- 
sedy, the general’s secretary, and the remainder given in 
since to the assistant agent at Coweta, whieh I have or- 
dered on here ; whatever they may be, I will forward them 
as Soon as received. I believe, at the time of drawing the 
lines for the treaty, $60,000 would have been received as 
an equivalent.” 

At the time of drawing the lines for the treaty, 
he believed that $60,000 would have satisfied them; 
that is, they would have taken that sum in gross, 
not only for the spoliations, but for the lands, and 
in satisfaction of all their claims. 

The answer to the second question proposed to 
him by the Department, which was, ‘* How far 
the Government ought, from motives of justice or 
policy, to yield to their claims?” he answers: 

“From the statement on the first question, it is apparent, 
justice is ou the side of the claimants, and policy requires 
a strict fulfillment of the expectations of the chiefs.” 

That is, indemnity for these spoliations. 

In answer to the third question, ‘* Whether in- 
demnity ought to be made to them by restoring a 
part of the ceded land, or by an additional annuity, 
or by giving them a certain fixed sum in money 
or goods ?”? he says: 

“I believe the correct way would be to liquidate the 
claims of individuals, some of which, [am told, are foo 
high; reduce them to a just value, and pay them. If it 
were a national claim, a cession of land might be desira- 
bie; but to individuals it is otherwise.” 


Question four was ‘ Whether these compensa- 
tions (of whatever nature they may be) should be 
confined entirely to the friendly chiefs?’ In reply, 
he says: 


“This question is, in fact, already answered. Tt should 
be confined to the individual claimants, for none other are 
in contemplation of the terms of peace offered.” 


Let me pursue this history further. ‘This ques- 
tion came up for the consideration of Congress 
before a committee, of which Mr. Lowndes was 
chairman, in 1817—this very question; for if you 
observe, you find that these Creeks had claims for 
rty as well as claims in 
regard to their lands. Mr. Lowndes, in this re- 
port, says: 

“That the foundation of a claim, on the part of the 
friendly Creek Indians, to an indemnity for the losses which 
they sustained from hostile Indians of their own tribe, is 
best explained by the instrument delivered by them to Gen- 
eral Jackson, on the 9th of Angust, 1814. In this they 
say: ‘We call ourselves, as we are, the masters of the 
land. We have adhered faithfully, in peace and war, 
to onr treaty stipulations with the United States, Pinding 
that General Jackson, in drawing the Jines around our 
country, to retain so much of that conquered from the hos- 
tile Indians as he deemed just, found it necessary, for 
political motives and_ purposes, to run a line within which 
there is a great quantity of land, actually our property, for 
which be, as an equivalent, leaves to the conquered in- 
dians lands between Coosa and Tallapoosa. We do not 
Itshall not, however, 
interfere with running the line, as we rely on the justice of 
the United States to cause justice to be done tous. And, 
on these conditions, we request that General Pinckney’s 
letter, of the 23d April, to Colonel Hawkins, and the an- 
swer thereto, ofthe 25th, be sent on with the treaty, which 
we will sign after delivering this instrument.’ 7” 

* x * * * 


u These extracts appear to the committee to be sufficient 
to show thatif the friendly Creeks are to be considered as 
having consented to the cession made by the treaty of 1814, 
it was only on the condition that their claims to indemnity 
should not be disregarded. Cong indeed, may be con- 
idered as having recognized their claim by the act of the 
last session for the relief of Samuel Manac, one of their 
number. 

“At the time of the treaty, the friendly Creeks would 
have been satisfied, in the opinion of Colonel Hawkins, to 
have received, as an indemnity for their losses, the sum of 
$66,000. As itis to be considered in some measure a claim 
under a treaty, as they seem to have expected that some 
fixed sum would be distributed among them as an equiva- 
lent for their losses, and as to do so will be to make it the 


i interest of each sufferer that the losses of another shall not 


he exaggerated beyond their real amount, the committee 
believe that it will be best to appropriate a definite sum, to 
he applied, under the direction of the Secretary of War, to 
indemnify the friendly Creek Tndians for property destroyed. 
by the hostile Creeks, in fair proportion to their losses, ’”? 
Commissioners were selected who looked into 
these spoliations for which they claimed indem- 
nity, and who estimated the whole amount after- 
wards at $195,000. The Creeks came before 
Congress for the diference between what was 
then paid them, some $87,000, being more than 
the 60,000 which Colonel Hawkins mentioned, 
and the 197,000, making about $110,000. Upon 
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that claim the committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, of which Louis McLane, of Delaware, 
was chairman, reported adversely, stating it, as 
the opinion of the committee, that the sum of 
$85,000, appropriated under Mr, Lowndes’s re- 
port, ‘* by the law of 1817 was intended to be a full 
indemnity for all the losses of the friendly Indians, 
and was equal to any reasonable expectation.” I 
will not read the whole of that report. 

Mr. DAWSON. What time was that? 

Mr. HUNTER. In 1824. Well, sir, within 
the last year we have appropriated the residue of 
these $197,000. We have given the $110,000, 
which, in addition to the $87,000, makes up the 
whole amount of indemnity for spoliations claimed 
by the Indians themselves; for it was a settlement 
made by consent of the Indian chiefs at that time. 
My, friend from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] tells me 
that' these same friendly Indians made a treaty in 
the subsequent year, in which they set up no such 
claim as is now brought forward, for these lands. 
We find, then, that it was the opinion of agent 
Hawkins, who knew more about these Indians, 
as we are told, than any other man ever concerned 
with them, as I think I heard you say, sir, for | 
you knew something of them, thatat the time, the | 
payment of $60,000 to the friendly Creeks would 
have settled the whole matter. 

Mr. BELL. That was for the spoliations. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir, it would have cov- 
ered the whole. It was a joint claim, and so Mr. 
Lowndes treats it in his report, because he ap- 
plies this indemnity to that part of the treaty in 
which the friendly Creeks say they referred only 
to their lands. The chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, in arguing this question before, 
when we had the other portion of the claim under 
consideration, said the report referred to lands. | 
Mr. Lowndes clearly had reference to the lands, 
because he quoted the instrument of the friendly į 
Creeks in regard to land. f 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think the honorable | 
chairman took different views when the claim for | 
spoliations was before us, from those which he | 
now advances. My impression then was, that | 
the $60,000 applied to the land claim; such is my | 
opinion yet. He argued, however, thatit applied | 
to the spoliation claim. If he did, then the whole | 
of his present remarks now are in opposition to | 
his former opinion, and he is fortifying the view |; 
which I took then. 1 have been looking over the | 
remarks which the Senator made heretofore, and ; 
I find that, in reference to the claim for spoliations | 
committed on the friendly Creeks, he contended | 
that that offer of $60,000 applied to those, and he | 
read the report of Mr. Lowndes and of Mr. Mc- | 
Lane, to show that I took the ground then that 
Mr. Hawkins, the agent for these Indians, in 
speaking of the offer of $60,000, had reference 
only to the national claim of the Creeks, and not 
to the claim of individuals for losses. 

Mr. HUNTER. Sir, I took the same ground 
then that [ take now—that what agent Hawkins 
meant at that time was, that $60,000 would have 
satisfied all the claims of these Indians for spolia- 
tions, for their lands, and everything else. That 
was the view of Mr. Lowndes, when he made 
that report, under which they received $85,000; 
and that was the view of Mr. McLane when he 
reported against their claim for the $110,000 ne- 
cessary to make up the amount of $195,000, which 
was the full amount which the commissioners said 
they were entitled for spoliations. Mr. McLane 
said they were not entitled to that, because agent 
Hawkins had said at the time that $60,000 would į 
have satisfied all their demands; and I believe it | 
would. Ido not believe the claim for land is a | 
valid one, even upon equitable considerations | 
alone. I think I shall be able, presently, to show | 
that these Creeks have been compensated for all 
the land which they have ceded to the United j 
States, upon a more liberal measure than per- | 
haps any other tribe of Indians that have treated | 
with the United States. I believe they have got | 
already, in exchange for their lands, more than | 
the United States will ever get for them in return, | 
and I think it will not be difficult to prove it. But | 
these documents certainly show that it was the || 
opinion of agent Hawkins, and that it was the | 
opinion. of Mr. Lowndes, who were contem- ; 


poraries with the transaction, and that it was the || 
į for a few cents an acre. 


opinion of Mr. McLane, that what they meant 


was, that a sum in gross would have been re- ji 
ceived as a satisfaction for all demands, whether i) 


} 


of lands or anything else. That was the meaning 
of these letters of Hawkins, and of these reports 
from those gentlemen. That was all the Indians 
ever asked—a sum in gross for the lands, and as 
an indemnity for-spoliations, and for ali other 
claims. 

Again sir, is it to be supposed that if General 
Jackson, who made this capitulation, and was af- 
terwards President, if he believed that this amount 
of eight or nine millions of acres had been wrested 
wrongfully from. the Indians, would not have 
proposed to make a fair compensation to them? 
{ do not believe it, and I will show you presently 
that treaties were made by which the Indians got 
lands in return of far greater value, in my opinion, 
than any they have ceded. 

I have before me a statement made up at the 
Indian Department in 1840, from which it appears 
that the aggregate number of acres ceded by the 
Creeks to the United States was 24,766,400, and 
the aggregate value of the land given in exchange 
(valued at $1 25 an acre) of the annuities and of 
the money paid them, wasestimated at $21,909,000. 
Now, | believe it will be found—for | wish to 
state the case fairly, if I can do it—that in this 
estimate of 24,766,400 acres, there is an omission 
of a portidh ceded in Georgia of something like 
6,000,000 or 7,000,000 of acres. It will be found, 
then, that for about 30,000,000 of acres they have 
received in land, valued at $1 25, which is certainly 
better worth $1 25 than what they gave, and in 
annuities and indemnities, according to this state- 
ment, $21,909,000. Itis to be observed, too, that 
this estimate of the whole compensation consist- 
ing of land and money given and paid to the In- 
dians does not include the Indian reservations, or 
‘head rights” in Alabama, which were very val- 
uable, or the $195,000 which have been paid them 
by the United States. 


But, sir, that is not all. It is said that in this 


i| case we took land for which we gave no equiva- 


lent. I find that there was a treaty madein 1832, 
long after this transaction, by which the Creeks 
paie 5,128,000 acres, and received 11,158,000. 
This diference in the quantity of land is more 
than enough to cover any claim in regard to these 
8,000,000 or 9,000,000 of acres. I believe, as I 
said before, that if you take the whole quantity of 
lands ceded to be 30,000,000 of acres—and it will 
not exceed thot, or, at least, will not be much over 
it—and take what they have received in return, 
$22,000,000 in round numbers, it will be found 
that they have received more per acre than the 
United States ever received for their lands; and 
that they have been better paid than any people 
with whom we have ever dealt; better paid than 
any foreign nation from whom we have derived 
territory by cession. . 

Why, sir, I was curious to look into a report 
made in the first session of the Twenty-Sixth Con- 


|| gress, on the subject of the value of these lands 


to the United States, by a committee of this body, 
of which Mr. Norvell was chairman; a report 
with whick it was said Mr. Calhoun had a great 
deal to do; a report which received, at that day, 
the assent of that intelligent committee. It made 
out the net value of the public lands to the United 
States to be something like seventeen cents an 
acre, which is less than one fourth of the value 
per acre which the Creeks have already received 
for the whole of the lands ceded to the United 
States, according to the document to which I have 
referred. And now we areasked, upon the plea 
of inadequacy of consideration, and upon a view 
of a part and not of all our transactions with them, 
to reopen the accounts, and, upon another setile- 
ment, to fix another price upon a mere arbitrary 
valuation. Sir, if we are to go into it, how can 
we measure the value of what was ceded by the 
Indians at that time? Itis evident that, in order 
to do so, we have to consider a great many sub- 
jects, in relation to which we have now little and 
imperfect evidence. We have to consider how 
far it was a war on account of the friendly Creeks. 
We have to consider how far they were entitled 
to contribute a portion of the expenses of that 
war. We have to consider how far it was for the 
benefit of the Creeks themselves that we should 
take this strip of country, which still remains, the 
greater portion of it, in our hands, and, I am told, 
is almost worthless, and would sell, at best, but 
We must ascertain, too, 
whether we did not, in fact, give the friendly In- 
dians a more valuable country, taken from the 


hostiles, in exchange for. this barren strip, $0.88 
to make it, in fact, a contribution-from the hos- 
tiles themselves. And, lastly, when we have gone 
through all these considerations, we have to esti- 
mate the nature of: the Indian: tide, and: what 
we ought to pay them for such concessions as 
these. . ee 

My own opinion is, that it would have been far 
better, in the beginning, if, instead of. going 
through the form of treaties with the Indians, we 
had made arrangements with them, through com- 
missioners—such arrangements as would: have 
satisfied them, and looked more to their real in- 
terests and less to the mere form of treaties. We 
could have made such arrangements and contracts 
with them as would have promoted their real hap- 
piness, as would have secured to them such arti- 
cles of subsistence, of clothing, and of agricultural 
implements, as would have benefited them in 
their after career, instead of giving these large 
sums of money either to be wasted upon agents, 
or to be expended in whisky, or to be scattered 
broadcast over the face of the earth. I believe. it 
will be found in the history of our transactions 
with the Indian tribes, that they have been very 
lite benefited by the large sums of money that 
have been paid to them, and that it would have 
been far better to have made some arrangements 
with them which looked to furnishing them, in 
kind, with such things as would be useful to them. 
But, whether that be so or not, of this I feel very 
certain, that it would not be safe or proper for us 
to undertake to go back forty years, for the pur- 
pose of reéxamining old treaties and resettling old 
accounts, and especially {ndian treaties. If we 
once commence it, I fear we shall never see the 
end of it. 

We paid last year to these friendly Creeks 
$110,000, which, in my opinion, was not due, for 
I believed, as I said then, that what was allowed 
in 1817, when Mr. Lowndes made his report, was 
a full consideration for all the claims which they 
were entitled to make. But Congress thought 
otherwise. They appropriated the $110,000, 
which, in addition to the previous appropriationa, 
made up the $195,000—the whole amount ever 
estimated by the Commissioner as due to them for 
spoliations. Having done that, it seems to me 
we ought to stop; because, if wego further, if,we 
undertake to go back to resettle these old treattes, 
we shall find that we are not to stop with those to 
which I have alluded. There are others, and we 
shall have large claims from another quarter. 

I have before me a statement of some treaties 
made in 1842. A treaty was concluded with the 
Chippewa Indians of the Mississippi and Lake 
Superior, on the 4th of October, 1842, by which 
they ceded fifteen millions of acres of land, for 
which they got $407,000. ‘That is the. estimated 
value of the lands granted, of their annuities, and 
of the money paid to them. Shall we reopen this 
treaty too, and pay these Indians at the rate of 
twenty or twenty-five cents an acre for their lands? 
If you pay this claim, how can you discriminate 
against others who have received much less than 
the Creeks for the Jands which they have ceded ? 
If we take this step we cannot stop there, but 
mast goon, And if we act on the principle of this 
amendment, we shall have probably to reopen 
every treaty made previous to 1830, which I hope 
the Senate are not disposed to do. on oe 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, it is, or 
should be, the desire of every member. of the 
Senate, to get at the right in this matter. I have 
listened, with great attention, to what has been 
said by the honorable chairman of the Commit- 


i tee on Finance, but he has failed to satisfy my 


mind by any thing that he has said, of any error 
on the part of the committee. It is purely a ques- 
tion of justice. $ 
Have these Indians, as is alleged, been deprived 
of such a portion of their country, without com- 
pensation? If so, what compensation shall be 


| allowed them? Upon this question we find there 


is a very wide difference between the opinion of 
the committee and of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. I have before me his report and opinion 
upon the subject. As I stated upon a former occa- 
sion, his conclusions are with the committee, that 
justice is with the Indians; and not only so, but 
Jie fixes the amount of land of which they have 
been deprived at a much greater aggregate than 
the committee have fixed it, and the sum to which 
they are entitled at a much’greater sum than that 
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fixed by the committee—as twenty cents an acre is | 
greater than six and a quarter, tH 


The Senator from Virginia sets out with a very | 
imposing declaration, and one that strikes im- 
pressively when made in the manner in whieh 
he made it. 
go back for forty years, and set aside a treaty 
made with these Indians, and readjust the consid- 
eration paid to them under that treaty for their 
lands. This would seem to be an act that the 
Senate would not do; and if that were really a 
true and correct statement of what is proposed, 
Jet him satisfy the Senate of it, and Í venture to 
say they will not make this ai iad But, 
gir, is it a correct statement? 
to go back and set aside a treaty? You know, sir, | 
the amendment does not propose to set aside the | 
treaty. It leaves the treaty in force. ‘Ihe lands | 
which by the capitulation were vested in the United | 
States, are left, notwithstanding the amendment, 
in the United States. 
any consideration stipulated for by that treaty? 
No, sir; for the gravamen of this claim is that no | 
consideration whatever was allowed under the 
treaty. 

If Senators read the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, in which he correctly details | 
what General Jackson said at the time, they will 
find that it is there asserted—and such will be 
found to be the case when the history of the mat- 
ter is looked into—that General Jackson did not 
pretend to buy that land of the Indians. He never 
pretended that he was giving them any considera- 
tion, except in the casual words in which he said 
the land reserved between the Coosa and Talla- 
oosa rivers isan equivalent. The Indians might, 
and probably did, reply, “Sir, we do not con- 
sider it an equivalent.” And why did they not 
consider it an equivalent? For the very reason 
stated in their part of the treaty, or the instrument 
drawn up by them, and which agent Hawkins 
and General Pinckney say they declared to be 
their part of the treaty, and in consequence of 
their being permitted to make that statement they 
signed the treaty, and from no other considera- 
tion except the force which was used. They say, 
in their part of the treaty, that they did not con- 
sider it an equivalent, and for a very plain reason. 
They might, if they had used language which 
would have expressed the idea very clearly at the 
time, have said: ‘General Jackson, how do you 
decree this a capitulation? The land between ihe 
Coosa and the Tallapoosa is already ours. It is 
true, these hostiles five there now; but how did 
they get there? They came there by our suffer- 
ance. They are not native Muscogee Indians, 


but are engrafted tribes, who have gone there to |! 


settle on our land by our permission, and the first 
thing we knew they waged war against us and 
against your country. We have stood by you, | 
and helped you to fight them and put them down; 
and do you now deem it a consideration to say to 
say to us that we shall have a portion of the coun- 
try which was originally our own, and take from 
us, under the capitulation, a large portion of this 
country which has never been the scene of war- 
fare?” 
Sir, such language as that addressed to 

Jackson would have presented the case in its | 
proper form, and how can it be said at this day | 
that leaving to them this small parcel of country, | 
which was already theirs, between the Coosa and 
the Tallapoosa rivers, was any equivalent for the 


enormous amount of property taken from them |i 


by the capitulation? They, our friends, were | 
eonverted into enemies for the purpose of capim- 


lation, and they were forced to give up land which |: 


had not been trodden by a foe, but from which 


a portion of the time being under the command of 
General Jackson himself, and other military officers | 
of the United States. To contend that there was | 
any equivalent would seem to be absurd. It would 


seem like my taking two horses from you, and j. 
saying that as an equivalent for this one I give | 


you that. Thatisa queer kind of bargain. If 


that is the manner in which the Government can |: 
conduct itself, and deem itself acting justly, itis |} 


anew rule by which it governs its conscientious- 
ness, $ 

Then the Senator is mistaken in both branches | 
of his first proposition. We do not propose to | 
go back forty years and set aside any treaty. We | 
do not propose to go back and readjust any con- | 


i 
i 
f 
[i 
i 


It ig that the amendment proposes to |; 


s this a proposition į 


General | 


sideration then paid under the treaty for this land. 
We deny that it was paid at all; and the Senator 


has read the very instrument contemporaneous | 


with the capitulation in which the Indians de- 
clared that they were the owners, not only of the 
land they were forced to give up, but also of that 
which was left to them as a pretended equivalent, 
and that they alone had the right to cede it. In 
that instrament they also recited the promise 
which had been made through General Pinckney 
and agent Hawkins, that their claims should be 
respected. Here let me take a side glance at the 
objections which have been made to the claim. it 


; is said that this claim has slumbered so long that 


|! agent, 
Does it propose to readjust |! 
i 


now it is too lateto take it up. The Senator him- 


self has called our attention to the first step which | 


was taken in this matter in 1814. He has traced 
from that time down to 1824, and we find that at 
other periods the claim was asserted through their 
and by different agents. 

Mr. HUNTER. Not since 1824, that I can 
find. 

Mr. WALKER. You will find that it was so; 
but Í willadmit that, from 1824 down to 1852, their 
principal straggle was to get indemnity for the 


houses and villages. The Senator says there 
would now be impropriety in attempting this re- 
adjustment, as he terms it, because of the great 
difficulty of getting at the evidence. I wish to 
inquire what evidence he wants which is Jacking? 
ls there any testimony in regard toit which is not 
of a better character than can be presented in 
regard to any other claim? Why, sir, the highest 
orderof testimony is record evidence; and, though 
this may not fall strietly within the definition of 
record evidence, when we speak of the decisions 
and the records of courts of justice, yet it is record 
evidence so far ag it can be, and most solemnly 


so, being found among our own Americanarchives. | 


It is a claim which can be traced, as I before 
remarked, by the public archives of the country, 
more conclusively, perhaps, than any other claim 
which ever was presented on the part of an Indian 
tribe. [thad itsinception atthecapitulation of 1814. 
Then we find the Indians most solemnly declared 
that they would not, by reason of the force that 
was exercised upon them, execute this treaty. 
Agent Hawkins says so too; and notwithstand- 
ing force was used, and the threatening attitude of 


| General Jackson, they would not have signed the 


treaty unless it was conceded, on the other hand, 
that they should have put upon the treaty a kind 
of protocol, which they made their part of the 


| treaty, and which they required to be forwarded | 
to the War Department, together with the letters | 


of General Pinckney and agent Flawkins. We 
see, from that time down to 1824, itis not dis- 
puted they were following up this claim. We 


| find, too, contemporaneous with it, a declaration 
of surprise, on the part of agent Hawkins, that | 
the course pursued by General Jackson should 


have been pursued towards them; and so far as 
I have heard, I must say, that, as well as I can 
learn from those who knew him, this agent 
Hawkins, has left a character as fair as any man, 
perhaps, who ever conducted Indian affairs in 
connection with any tribe in the country. He 
seems to have been a man of peculiar integrity, 
and of a fine sense of justice, who stood by the 
rights of the Government, and stood up, when he 
could, for the rights of the Indians. But all that 
he could do was to declare his surprise in refer- 
ence to this matter. 

The Senator says we cannot now estimate the 
Indian title, and he tells us, as a reason why we 
cannot, that the Indian title is but the right to 


| roam over the land and to obtain a precarious j 
they had kept the enemy with arms in their hands, ;. 


subsistence from the game that, like the Indians 
themselves, roam over the country. Why, sir, it 
is strange indeed if we cannot estimate the Indian 
title at this day. What have we been doing since 
the revolutionary war? 
stance, when it was proposed to make an Indian 
treaty, an estimate been made of the value of the 
Indian title to the lands proposed to be sold? 
Why, sir, you will find that the very next year 
the Indians were allowed for lands in the same 
region of country, not six and a quarter cents an 


‘aere, but the admission of the Governmentis, that 


that land right adjoining this was more valuable 
than six and a quarter eents—as much as two 
thirds more valuable. There is the estimate set 
by the Government itself, upon whal? Upon land 


Has not,in every in- | 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
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to which the title was in it? No, sir, but to land 
over which there was an Indian title—the right to 
roam and procure a precarious subsistence. Fiere 


| then we have evidence of the value of the Indian 


tide. In the following year, at the treaty of 
Indian Spring, we have evidence of the estimate 
which the country set upon the Indian tide, and 
we have it continually ever since, Not a year 
passes in which the Government is not brought 
to make some estimate of the Indian title; I can- 
not see therefore that there is any force in this 
point, which is thrown in as it were to make 
weight against this claim. 

Mr. President, there was another very broad 
assertion made by the Senator, and it was that 
we gave at the time to these Indians that with 
which they were satisfied. { must confess I was 


| more surprised with that declaration from the lips 


of the honorable Senator than with any other 
declaration which he made. Why, sir, was not 
the very evidence which he was reading and re- 
viewing at the time proof cogent and conclusive 
of the incorrectness of that statement? Was not 


|| the protocol, drawn up by themselves, a refutation 
} || of his declaration ? 
spoliations on their personal property, and their j 


How, then, could he say they 
received that with which they were satisfied? It 


| is impossible to say it in truth, not that I by any 


means intend even to imply that the Senator would 
falsely represent this matter intentionally. But 
we do know that these Indians were dissatisfied 
atthe time. They declared it solemnly in writing. 
They declared it in that form which they deemed 
a part of the treaty. 

Mr. HUNTER. I did not say that the Indians 
were satisfied at the capitulation of Fort Jackson, 
but I say we have the evidence of agent Hawkins 
that they would have been satisfied at that time if 
they had received $60,000 in money. 

Mr. WALKER, That was a subsequent part 
of the Senator’s remarks, and I was about to com- 
ment on it; and I was going to say, that the 
next thing we heard from the honorable Sena- 
tor was that they would have been satisfied at the 
time Colonel Hawkins made his report, if they 
could have been paid $60,000. Now, what is said 
on that subject by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in reviewing the whole history of this 
transaction? He says this: 

“ As to what may be deemed ‘just and proper? compen- 
sation for the lands referred to, 1 have to remark that Colo- 
nel Hawkins, in his letter of the Ist of Angust, 1815, (2 
Indian Affairs, 493,) said that he believed the Indians would 
al the time have accepted 360,000 as an indemnity. ‘The 
committee of the Fourteenth Congress, of which Mr, 
Lowndes was chairman, Considered the remark to refer 
exelusively to their claim for indemnity for injuries and 
losses, (2 Tadian Affairs, 128.) So did the Committee of 
Ways and Meansof the House, in 1824, (ib. , 492.) On the 
contrary, my predecessor in office, Onando Brown, Esq.y 
with whom T concurred, Was of a contrary opinion. —-(See 
Commissioner Brown’s report, made in 1850, to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Ayfutrs of the Senate.)”? 


Now, I wish Senators to note what follows, for 
it addresses itself to the Senate as well as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to whom this report was 
made: 

‘But be this as it may, even if the friendly Indians, 
seving their land irretrievably taken from them, expressly 
informed by General Jackson that he had no authority to 
comply with General Pinckney's promises, crushed under 
a great weightof misfortunes, disheartened and despairing, 
would have received at that time for their lands so inade- 
quate a compensation, that affords no rule hy which to 
measnre what they ought now to receive; and to consider 
them bound by what it was Colonel Hawkins’s opinion they 
would have received, if paid them then, would be the 
strangest injustice. ’? 

This is what the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs says. Differing vastly from the Senator 
from Virginia, and from any view it seems to me 
which may be taken on this subject, when it is 
clearly and fully understood. Why, sir, suppose, 
as the Commissioner says, at that time confronted 
by General Jackson as they were, told that he 
could net comply with the terms proposed by 
General Pinckney, that he could do nothing more 
than receive the capitulation from them, and take 
from them their country; and suppose when they 
saw it had to go anyhow, they voluntarily said, 
give us $60,000, would the Government have 
considered that the Indians were concluded and 
estopped by the acceptance of such a proposition? 
No, sir. {t seems impossible that just men could 
come to such a conclusion, These are the best 
features surrounding the transaction, and the best 
you can say of that statement of Colonel Haw- 
kins is, that under the circumstances recited by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, they would 
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have humbly bowed down and taken that sum 
when ‘they knew well they could get nothing 
more. When friends are found involuntarily 
placed in the position of enemies, and are forced 
and become willing to submit to such terms, I 
do not know how far some minds might be willing 
to consider them as concluded on that subject; 
but for my part, I am so constituted that [can 
take no such view as that. I cannot say that I 
would hold them responsible for it even if the 
$60,000 had then been paid them; and it was un- 
deniably the consideration for their lands. 

Another statement was, that, when the capitu- 
lation was made, General Jackson reserved land 
for the friendly Creeks equivalent to that which he 
took from them. Ihave commented on that before; 
and the comparison which I made, of taking your 
two horses, and returning you one as a consider- 
ation for the other, is an exact parallel. He gave 
them nothing but what already belonged to them; 
nothing but what they said, in his presence, 
belonged to them; nothing but what they said, in 
writing, belonged to them; and that writing he 
consented to forward tothe Government, knowing 
that they claimed it as their part of the treaty. 

This, then, was the attitude occupied by this 
caseat that time. This was the manner in which 
General Jackson, in connection with this whole 
transaction at that time, answered the argument 
and the assertion of the Senator, that they received 
an equivalent. But, sir, General Jackson, at the 
time, did not dispute that part of the treaty, or 
that protocol which they claimed as their part of 
the treaty. Why do I make this assertion? In 
the same report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to which | have referred, he recites the fact 
that: 

* General Jackson, however, did not pretend to take or 
retain the lands of the friendly Creeks as part of the con- 

uered territory. His reasons for taking them were stated 
by him in his letter to the Sceretary of War, dated August 
10, 1814, in which he said: ¢ Considerations iuteresting 
to the United States, relative to the Spanish dominions 
immediately south of us, induced me to proenre the cession 
of all the Creek lands of consequence, bounding on for- 
eign claims of territory, in order to prevent future connec- 
tions injurious to our tranquillity.’ (1 Indian Affairs, 833.) 
On the 15th of April, 1824, Mr. Forsyth, from a select com- 
mittee in regard to the claims of Georgia, made a report, 
in which it is said: ‘In 1814, General Jackson, acting 
under the authority of the Government, took from the 
Creek Indians, for an equivalent named by himself, all the 
land the United States chose to require, to effect a great 
object of national policy in regard to the indian tribes. Té 
cannot be alleged that this was done by virtue of conquest. 
This acquisition by conquest was an acquisition of lands 
from friends and allies (or an equivalent named by the 
United States?» 

That “ equivalent,” as I before stated, was but 
another portion of their own country, and they so 
declared in the protocol to the treaty on their part. 
Thus we see, sir, that contrary to the argument 
of the honorable Senator, General Jackson him- 
self did not pretend that he was' giving an equiva- 
lent. He took the territory for political consider- 
ations. He did not view it as a matter of con- 
sequence to the country whether he gave any 
consideration or not. A military man, in his 
position, perhaps, was justified in doing what he 
did. If the country was in extremis—if those 
Spanish dominions lying on the frontier were to 
be made the rendezvous for robbers, thieves, and 
pirates—if persons like Arbuthnot and Ambrister 
were to be allowed there to carry on their opera- 
tions, and arm parties to commit treason on this 
country, it was, perhaps, justifiable, if the coun- 
try could not be saved in any other way, to take 
the Indian lands on the frontier, and seize the 
traitors and shoot or hang them. Sir, General 
Jackson, of all men on earth, was the man to act 
up to the requirements of the occasion. In this 
condition of things it was immaterial to him what 
the Creeks might claim as being their country, 
because there was a necessity on his part for 
taking it. But, sir, when these Indians appealed 
to us for justice, when their claim is ascertained, 
when they have followed it up, and shown its jus- 
tice clearly to us, are we to say to them coldly, 
“ What you were forced to do then we will make 
you stand by now! Though you were our 
friends, and fought by our sides—though you 
were under the command of the man who forced 
you to cede your country for the benefit of his, 
we will not give you one farthing for the territory 
which was ceded or taken from you.” If the 
Senate or the Congress of the United States will 
do that, I must solemnly declare that I have long 
misappreciated their sense of justice. 


The honorable Senator says the Indians have 
already got more than the United States will ever 
get from these lands, Siv@vhen did they get it? 
He brings up general tabl@& here showing theaggre- 
gates of sums given by the Government, under all 
the treaties with the Creeks, and all the expenses 
paid them for indemnity, &c., including, perhaps 
the expenses incurred by the United States in wars 
in which the people of the United States, those of 
Alabama and Gecrgiain particular, were as much 
interested. . 

Mr. HUNTER. Notan estimate of what we 
gave them except lands and money. 

Mr. WALKER. I make the inference from 
the nature of a statement, which | now have in 
my drawer, in which l see that in some of these 
cases the expenses of wars are charged in these 
tables to the Indians. I do not say it is so in this 
case. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itisnotso. The statement 
which I gave merely included the lands and the, 
money given to the Indians. 

Mr. WALKER. But suppose in treating with 
the Creek Indians, the United States, at various 
times, have, in making other acquisitions, incurred 
heavy expenditures. That has been a matter of 
voluntary bargain and contract between the two 
parties. Neither was then forced to capitulate. 
The parties stood upon an equal footing. They 
dealt as equals do. Then why array that against 
these Indians? why bring that up to show that 
now the Government of the United States ought 
not to make compensation when there has been a 
manifest wrong done? I cannot see how the argu- 
ment can be applied. 

Why, sir, would this be the case between indi- 
viduals acting as equals? If I had bought one 
farm of you, and paid a large price for it, a price 
that turned out to be a losing bargain on my part, 
and I subsequently seize on another farm, and 
take it from you, ought I to offset the loss which 
I made by the first purchase, against the farm 
secondarily taken? J apprehend no one could ap- 
prove such a reason; and yet this would be the 
strongest point of view in which the Senator could 
put his argument. I do not concede the facts 
which he puts forth. If he will take the tables of 
lands already sold, he will find, and that, too, in a 
report from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office sent to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the accompanying report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, that there hasbeen already sold in 
this identical tract, land for which this Govern- 
ment gave nothing, to the amount of over seven 
millions of dollars. About seven and a half mil- 
lions have already been received in that very dis- 
trict of country; and it is now objected to com- 
plying with the Indian portion of this treaty, and 
paying them $500,600 for it, or at the rate of six 
and a quarter cents per acre. 

Then I do not think that in the statisties which 
the Senator has produced or can produce, he can 
show in relation to these Indians, and more par- 
ticularly in relation to this transaction, that his 
statement is correct, that the Government has 
already paid for this land more than it will re- 
ceive. The truth is they paid nothing except what 
they paid out of another portion of lands leone: 
ing to the same Indians, and situated just as those 
were which they did seize and did take. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator must have 
misunderstood what I said. I said that taking the 
whole amount ceded by the Creeks, the United 
States had paid more for it than they ever were 
paid in return. 

Mr. WALKER. That may be the case, and 
I will state the reason for it. ‘Take the case of an 
Indian tribe, the Delawares for instance. They 
were originally situated in this part of the coun- 
try. The Government bought them out, and they 
were removed a little further west, and you gave 
them a location there. When the whites reached 
that you buy them out, and remoye them further 
west. When the whites reach that you take it 
and remove them still further west, and so on, step 
by step, until you get them west of the Missis- 
sippi, buying them out each time and paying them 
gratuities. It might turn out that if you charged 
the whole of it to one purchase, it would amount 
toa great deal more than the Government re- 
ceived; but we know that this is the character of 
the transactions yearly occurring between the 
United States and the Indian tribes. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator is mistaken. 


This is the whole amount ever bought from them, 
and this is the whole amount given.) 0° 1 

Mr. WALKER. I had a right to: infer: the 
the Senator was taking this view- of the policy’ of 
the Government towards the Indian. tribes, when 
he not only makes that assertion against them, 
but then makes the broad assertion that the Gov- 
ernment has at last given them lands that are. far 
more valuable than any it ever did acquire. Who’ 
does not know this? Why, sir, he could instance. 
a dozen tribes in regard to which the same thing: 
took place, that after jands were -bought from 
them from time to time, they may at last be set- 
tied on reservations west of the Mississippi, more’ 
valuable than the lands the Government has got 
from them. - 

But when you propose to buy them out again, 
what would you do? If you hay a reservation 
a little further along, you will give it to them. It 
may be valueless when you give it, to them, but 
when the whites come up to it, it will be more 
valuable, perhaps, than what. you previously 
bought from them. Would this be an argument’, 
against paying them for what you had taken 
without consideration? If so, you have arrived 
at the period at which not a dollar should ever be 
appropriated to an Indian tribe; for that they 
have been a bill of expense to the country every- 
body knows; that they have been of no use to it. 
everybody knows; that many of the tribes have 
been a most serious detriment and injury to the 
settlement of the country, everybody will admit. 

But I am speaking of doing justice to this tribe 
of Indians in this particular, as: we have and 
always have had our relations with them, to.pay 
them for what itis acknowledged and cannot be 
disputed we did take from them without consider- 
ation, and not to bring up now a statement of ac- 
counts from the beginning down to the present 
day, charging everything to the Indians, and say- 
ing it is well enough to snatch this from them; it is 
well enough to convert them into enemies for the 
purpose of robbing them; it is well enough to 
mnke them assume the position of hostiles after 
they have been our allies and friends, and sign a 
capitulation by which we deprive them of their 
country. Ifit be a good argument in this instance, 
it will be a good argument against the appropria- 
tion of another dollar henceforth and forever to any 
tribes with which we have had treaty relations. 

Mr. President, it is to me a matter of convic~ 
tion that these Indians are entitled to what I have 
endeavored to show they are entitled to. My 
opinion is but the opinion of an individual, and 
one about as likely to err as anybody, and the 
older I get the more I am satisfied of it. But, at 
the same time, while my convictions rest upon 
me they are generally pretty sincere; and Iam sin- 
cerely of the opinion that the Indians are entitled 
at least to an amount to the extent to which. the 
committee has proposed to go. If the Senate think 
otherwise, be it so. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I shall support the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin; but 
it is useless to go on to-day. There is not a quo- 
rum in the Senate, I think, to enable us to take a 
vote on the subject, and at this late hour it would 
be unjust to myself and to the Senate, to enter 
upon the discussion of it; for although I shall not 
say much, I wantto say it under different auspices 
from those by which I am surrounded at present. 
I therefore move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until what 
day? 

everal Sznators. To-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not want to urge the 
Senator from Arkansas to go on under circum- 
stances which are adverse; but Í am anxious to 
have the bill disposed of to-day. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, May 9, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

by Rev. Henry Sxicer. i 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a coms 

munication from Samuel Casey, the Treasurer of 


Prayer 


the United States, transmitting. copies of his. at- 
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counts of receipts and disbursements for the Post 
Office Department, for the year ending 30th June, 
1853; which was laid upon the table, and ordered | 
to be printed. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I move, with the | 
unanimous consent, that the substitute for the | 
Nebraska-Kansas bill, offered yesterday by the 
gentleman from illinois, be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope that will be 


done. The motion is one which | myself intended 
to submit. 
Mr. JONES. I make the motion in pursuance | 


of the general understanding of the House, yes- 
terday, when the reading of the substitute was 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. 
will be so ordered. 

There was no*objection, and the substitute was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES. Now,I would ask that the Sen- 
ate bill be also printed. 
printed have all been exhausted. 

There was no objection,and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker: 

H. R. No. 134. An actfor the relief of Fayette 
Mauzy and Robert G. Ward. 

H. R. No. 188. An ect for the relief of the 
heirs of Anthony G. Willis, deceased. 

H. R. No. 267. An act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain William Davis, 
late commander of the United States transport 
schooner Eufala. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order | 
is a motion to recommit the following bill: (A bill 

ranting lands equally to the several States to aid | 
in the construction of railroads and for the sup- 
port of schools;”? and upon that motion the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Haminron] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [ move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the Llouse resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. 


If there be no objection, it 


The Chair announced that 


the gentleman from Maryland was entitled to the | 


floor; if he yields for tbat purpose, the motion 
can be entertained. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would not, by any course 
of mine, prevent the disposition of any matter by 
the House. t will therefore yield the floor to my 
friend from Minois. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then 
motion which 1 have indicated, 

The question was taken on Mr. Ricuanpson’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 


NEBRASKA BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the stateof the Union, (Mr. Ouns in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
t to organize the Territories of Kansas and Ne- 
braska.”? 

Mr. INGERSOLL obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House during his hour in relation to 
the foreign policy of the United States. A report 
of his speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER said that the subject of 
organizing a territorial government for this Ter- 
ritory was introduced in Congress ten years ago, 


I submit the 


Fle would prefer that our Government should pur- |; 


gue the policy heretofore pursued towards other 
Territories, but he was for the principle of this 
bill, regarding the main feature to be that proviso 
which repeals the Missouri act of 1820. 
claimed for the South equal privileges of rights 


and occupancy with other parts of the country in | 


the Territories. He referred to the history of the 
passage of that law, and, in the course of his re- 
marks, said southern men agreed, acquiesced in 


op southern rights were not to extend. 


sbould be the last man to disturb it. 
North, soon after the passage of the law, disre- 
garded it. In every question that has ever been | 
presented, the anti-slavery men of the North have 
repudiated the binding efficacy of the compromise 


The copies which were | 


| his speech will be found 


Hej, 


i and by the consent of the committee he ought to i 
t be allowed ten minutes. i 


|; speak can stay bere and have an opportunity to | 
i do so. 


į what is commonly known as the “ civil fund.” | 
‘Tam perfectly aware that the House is deeply | 


‘to consume at this time the attention of the House | 
| upon a question of vital importance alone to my 


' it will be that the committee take a recess for one 


: | that the committee do now rise. 
it, for the sake of peace, having been assured that | 
it was to be as a wall beyond which aggressions | 
e if the? 
compromise had been adhered to by the North, he |. 
But the: 


i course of his speech, and I trast that he may be 


i break the rule!’’} | 


i of the committee. 


| ment with the committee why he should be allowed | 


j of the gentleman from California, 1 will submit a | 
| suggeston., ‘Phere are a great many gentlemen 


| and I trust that the committee will go on accord- 
iing to parliamentary law. 


i speech myself, and am pretty well satisfied with 


| me to print it, and when printed, I respectfully ask | 


of 1820 in the extension of slavery. He further 

advocated the bill until the expiration of the hour 

to which he was limit in debate. A report of 
+. he Appendix. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER having concluded— 

Mr. WALLEY next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the House at length in opposition to the 
Nebraska and Kansas bill. His speech will be 
found iņ the Appendix. 

Mr. LATHAM obtained the floor. | 

Mr. KEITT. ‘The gentleman from Massachu- į 
setts has been interrupted several times in the || 


allowed to proceed for ten minutes further. ; 
[Cries of ** Let him go on!”? “No, you wiil | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no power | 
to let the gentleman from Massachusetts proceed i 
beyond the hour allowed him under the rule. ! 

Mr. HUNT. lL hope that the gentleman will | 
be allowed to proceed. He was interrupted, it i 
appears to me, by the consent of the committee, | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no power | 
to let the gentleman proceed without the consent 


Mr. HUNT. Ido not appeal to the Chair, but 
to the committee. J know that the Chair bas no 
power; but as the Chair interrupted the gentle- 
iman from Massachusetts, Í think that it isan argu- 
to proceed further. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mis- | 
taken; the Chair did not interrupt the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RUNT. 1 heard you say frequently, | 
«Will the gentleman give way to such and such | 
gentleman?” ‘That wasan interruption, [Laugh- ; 
ter. 


l i 
Mr. RICHARDSON. With the permission || 


who desire to speak on this subject, If we have 
an understanding that we are to speak 
Mr. COBB, (in his seat.) To nine o’clock | 
to-night, [Great Laughter. } 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Hf we hold our session 
toa late hour to-night, gentlemen can go home | 
and get their dinners, while those who wish to | 


| 
They will at all times have audiences, | 
Mr. HUNT. I shali submit to no dictation; ! 


[Applause } | 
Mr. LATHAM: Mr. Chairman, t have here | 
prepared, a speech upon the claim of California to | 


anxious to hear only those persons who want to 
speak upon the Nebraska bill. 1 do not propose ; 


people and State. J] have frequently read my |i 
it, Mr. Chairman, {laughter,}] and I do not care 
about reading it to empty seats. (Laughter.] F 
therefore respectfully ask of the Flouse to permit 


of all the members, as } have thus obliged them, |; 
to oblige me by reading it. [Great laughter, and 
cries of “ Agreed 1? “That’s right 1] 
Mr. ENGLISH obtained the floor, i 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, I move that | 
the committee do now take a recess for two hours. | 
[Cries of # No P?“ No!’] 
Mr. WRIGHT. I modify my motion so that 


hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
tained, 
Mr. HUGHES. 
now rise. 


Mr. ENGLISH. 


The motion will be enter- 


I move that the committee do 
I do not yield to the motion | 
l only yield to | 
the motion for the taking of a recess of one hour. | 
Mr. HUNT. 1 demand tellers on the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. ILUGHES. If the motion fora recess be || 
put, Í insist on the right to submit mine, that the 1 


i 
i 
l 


committee do now rise. i 
Mr. COX. The gentleman has not the floor to | 
make his motion. | 


Mr. WRIGHT. I withdraw my motion that 
the committee take a recess. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana is still on the floor. 

Mr. ENGLISH addressed the committee, taking 
the ground that under the Nebraska bill, as it came 
from the Senate, slavery can have no legal exist- 
ence in the Territory, unless a Legislature favora- 
ble thereto shall be chosen by the people; second- 
ly, that slavery cannot exist there; and thirdly, 
that the bill is just to all sections of the country, 
and is in strict conformity with the genius of our 
republican institutions. {His speech will be foung 
in the Appendix} 

Mr. COX obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. l rise to what I deem a 
privileged question. There is no quorum present, 
and, under the circumstances, can the committee 
continue in session longer? 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Kerr in the chair.) 
The gentleman trom Kentucky is upon the floor. 

Mr. COX. I yield to the gentleman, if his 
question be a privileged one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the question is not a privileged one. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. E would ask 
the Chair, whether he decides that it isin order for 


I move that 


! the House to remain in session when no quorum 


is present? 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in 
committee, considering the Nebraska-Kansas bill. 
The Chair does not know that there is no quorum 
present, 

Mr. COX. As there has been a speech just 
made on the side of the question which {desire to 
advocate, L will yield to the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Srmmons.) I will follow him, and 
promise to do so to-night. E yield to the gentle~ 
man, if it be the pleasure of the committee, with 
the understanding that he shall now proceed, and 
that 1 follow him this evening. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the Chair overrule 
the point of order which | made? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then J take an appeal 
from that decision of the Chair, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There is no privileged 
iestion in committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair decides. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 object to the farming out 
of the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has yielded the floor to the gentleman frony 
New York. No privileged question can be enter- 
tained in committee, and the gentleman from New 
York will now proceed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I claimthe floor to speak an 
hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. WHEELER. For one I will not stay in 
the House where such decisions are made, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want every moment of 
my time. 

Mr. SIMMONS argued that the Missouri-com- 
promise is a contract, a binding law, and which 
the courts wouid be bound to hold against the 
action of Congress, much to the mortification of 
gentlemen of both Houses, unless he had read law 
for thirty years to no purpose. He likewise spoke 
against the policy of repealing the Missouri act. 

Mr. COX, whilehe declared that quiet should be 
given to the country by the passage of this bill, 
yet he did not feel that his northern friends who 
oppose it are unpatriotic. He referred to histori- 
cal documents to show that the North never re- 


qt 


agitation against that institution was not now con- 
fined to that class which had so often been stig- 
matized at fanaties, but had extended already to 
men of business in the North, and even to the 
emigrants, who are manifesting their natural op- 
position to slavery. He contended that slavery is 
inconsistent with true democratic principles, and 
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earnestly opposed the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, said that the 
excitement which this bill had produced is rapidly 
giving way to sober reason, which leads to right 
conclusions, He held to non-intervention in the 
local affairs of the Territories, including slavery. 
As to the Missouri law of 1820, there was.no com- 
pact about it. It was a mere law, repealable at 
the pleasure of Congress. 

[These speeches will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BALL next obtained’ the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman yield to 
a motion that the committee rise? 

[Cries of ** No!” « No!” all over the Hall.j 

Mr. BALL. Ifthe committee desire to rise, I 
have no objection, 

Mr. LETCHER. I make that motion. 

[Cries of * No!” & No!” and ‘ Don’t rise.”’] 

Mr. LETCHER. Itis now eight o’clock, and 
we have been here long enough. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers upon the 
motion that the committee rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. VarL, and 
Jones of Louisiana, appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 46, noes 56; no quorum voting. 

[Cries of “ Call the roll !?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, 
the Clerk will proceed to call the roll 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 

question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is imperative. 
When the committee finds itself without a quorum 
the roll must be called. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [ call for the reading of the 
rule upon that subject. 

The Clerk read the 126th rule, which is as fol- 
lows: 

t Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, or the Committee of the Whole House finds 
itself without a qnorum, the Chairman shall cause the rolt 
to be called, and thereupon the committee shall rise, and 


the Chairman shall report the names of the absentees to the 
House, which shail be entered on the Journal.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Under that rule the Chair 
rules that the order is peremptory, and the Clerk 
will call the roll. . 

The roll was called. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr, Oxps) rẹ- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly the bill of the House (No. 236) to organize 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, and 
having found itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll to be called, and the names of the absent- 
ees to be noted, and had further directed him to 
report the facts to the House, with the names of 
the absentees. 


The absentees are as follows: 


Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Bocock, 
Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Cham- 
berlain, Chandler, Chase, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clingman, Cobb, Cook, Craige, Cullom, Cumming, 
John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dent, De Witt, Dick, Dick 
inson, Disney, Dunham, Edmands, Edmundson, J. M. El- 
liott, English, Ewing, Farley, Faulkner, Flagler, Franklin, 
Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, Green, Grey, 
Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley 
P. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Hill- 
yer, Howe, Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Kittredge, 
Kuox, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Lilly, Lyon, McCulloch, 
MeMullin, MeNair, McQueen, Mace, Meacham, John G. 
Miller, Smith Milter, Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Noble, 
Norton, Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Powell, Pratt, 
Preston, Pringle, Ready, Riddte, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Sage, Shannon, Simmons, Singleton, 
Gerrit Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Stranb, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, 
Walker, Walley, Warren, Israel Washburn, Wells, John 
Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, 
Yates, and Zollicoffer, 


The SPEAKER announced that one hundred 
and ten members (less than a quorum) had an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. SAGE. 1 move that the House do new 
adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sace’s 
motion, and decided in the negative—yeas 40, 
nays 66; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Belcher, Benson, Bugg, Chandler, Cor- 
win, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, Dean, Drum, Edgerton, 


I rise to a 


Upon that 


Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 
Fenton, Harrison, Haven, Hillyer, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel 
T. Jones, Letcher, Macy, Maurice, Middleswarth, Millson, 
Murray, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Puryear, Russe}l, Sapp, 
Seymour, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
and Wade—40. 

NAYS-—Mesasrs. James C. Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Bell, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Coiquitt, Cox, Curtis, 
Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Florence, Greenwood, 
Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Johnson, 
George W. Joues, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Lamb, 
Lindiey, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, Maxwell, 
May, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Reese, Richardson,. Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Seward, Shaw, Sbower, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Johu J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
‘Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walsh, and 
Witte—66. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move a call of the 
House. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STRATTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 6 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 32, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benson, Bugg, Chandier, Corwin, 
Crocker, Culiom, Cuiting, Dean, Dick, Drum, Edgerton, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Fenton, Harrison, Haven, 
Howe, Hunt, David T. Jones, Letcher, Middleswarth, 
Miltson, Murray, Norton, Parker, Russell, Seymour, Ger- 
rit Smith, Stratton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, and Wade.—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Jawes C. Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Bell, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cur- 
tis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunham, Eddy, Florence, Green- 
wood, Sampson W. Harris, Hen», Hibbard, Houston, 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Lamb, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeDouaall, Max- 
well, May, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, John Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Preston, Reese, Richardson, Robbins, 
Rowe, Ruffin, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, 
Alexander H. Stephens, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant, Walbridge, Walsh, Warren, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Witte—69. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. BELL. Jask the House to allow me to 
make a single statement. As there seems to be 
some difficulty about adjourning, I would much 
prefer going on with my speech, if the House will 
again go into committee. 

Mr. BOYCE. 1 move, then, that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. y 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
while there is no quorum present. The Chair 
knows of no way by which the House can accom- 
plish its object without a quorum being present. 

Mr. STEPHENS. How many members an- 
swered to their names upon the vote to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and one. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 hope the Chair will 
ascertain whether there isa quorum in the House; 
and then we shall know whether the motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole can be submitted 
or not. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to count the 
House, and announced that one hundred and four- 
teen members (less than a quorum) were present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I must then insist upon 
my motion for a cail of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Have the yeas and 
nays been ordered ? 

he SPEAKER. They have, and the House 
must vote upon the motion by yeas and nays, 
unless the gentleman from Illinois withdraws the 
motion. r i 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 78, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Bell, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Brooks, Carpenter, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Craige, Curtis, Dawson, Dean, Dunbar, Eddy, Ed- 
gerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, 
Florence, Greenwood, Henn, Hibbard, Hiliyer, Houston, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Lamb, 
Latham, Lindtey, Macdonald, McDougall, Macy, Matte- 
son, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Pack- 
er, Jobu Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Preston, Reese, Rich- 
ardson, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, 
Shower, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, George W. 
Smith, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, John 
J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walsh, 
Warren, Tappan Wentworth, and Witte—78, 
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NAYS—Messars. Benson, Bugg, Chandler, Corwin, Cul= 
lom Cutting, Dick, Drum, Fenton, Harrison, Haven, Rowe, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Letcher; Lindsley, 
Maurice, Middleswarth, Millson, Marray, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Puryear, Russeli, Sage, Gerrit Smith, Strat- 
ton, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, 
Wade, and Ellihu B. Washburne—34, : E 

So the House ordered that there should be a call 
of the House. : oe 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that all further: pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. :- 

The SPEAKER. There is a quorum present, 
lacking one. : 

Mr. CULLOM. The gentleman from Ohio 
desires to proceed with his remarks this evening. 
At their conclusion we can adjourn, : 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and on that motion I call for ‘the 
yeas and nays. 

[Cries of * No!’ §¢ Withdraw the motion ??} 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall not withdraw it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. CuLLom’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So all further proceedings in the call were dis- 
pensed with, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
the rules besuspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Commitiee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. On the vote on the last 
motion there wanted two of a quorum. The 
Chair will, however, ascertain if thereisa.quorum 
now present. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. 
of the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair asks pardon. 
The motion of the: gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Wureer,} that the House do now adjourn, 
is pending. 

he question was then put on Mr. Wurrxer’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to count the 
Flouse; and announced that there were 128 mem- 
bers in their seats, 

A quorum being now present, the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed 
its session, (Mr. Ops in the chair.) . 

The CHAIRMAN. When thecommittee found 
itself without a quorum, a motion was pending 
that the committee rise. : 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be 
very little disposition in the committee to hear me, 
and it is suggested that I had better print my 
remarks. ; 

{Cries of ‘© Oh, no!” and ‘ Goon !?’] 

Mr. BALL. Well, 1 will proceed. I regret 
exceedingly that the committee was detained by 
the motion df my friend from Virginia; (Mr. 
Lercner,] that the committee should rise for the 
purpose of adjourning. 

Mr. B. said he was uncompromisingly opposed 
to that portion of the bill which proposed to ope- 
rate as a repeal of the Missouri compromise of 
1820. He considered it a great wrong and out- 
rage to be perpetrated on the people of the North, 
and as threatening to disturb the peace of the 
whole country. {His speech will be found in the 
Appendix. 

r. BAYLY, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If my friend from Vir- 
ginia will yield me the floor, I will move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. BAYLY. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I submit. the 
motion to rise.” 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me a few moments before the com- 
mittee rises? : 

Mr. BAYLY. I will do ao, if itdoes not come 
out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can make no 
such arrangement. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Letit be the under- 
standing of the House that it shall not come out 
of my colleague’s time. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will yield the floor with pleas- 
ure to the gentleman from Georgia now, if Í can 
have my full hour to-morrow. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman can have 
his full hour inthe morning. Ido aot, want to de- 
tain the committee many minutes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous ` consent 
the gentleman from Georgia can proceed. 


What has become 


_ May 10, 


1144 


Mr. DICK. I object. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I merely wish to say. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Georgia cannot proceed, since objection is made. | 

The question was then taken on Mr. Rics- 
ARDSON’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Oxps) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had the Union gener- 
ally under consideration, and particularly House 
bill (No, 236) to organize the Territories of Ne- || 
braska and Kansas, and had come to noconclusion || 
thereon. 

Mr. COX. 
adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion was || 
agreed to; 

And thereupon (at five minutes past ten o’clock, | 
p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, at | 
twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House do now 
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vat the time the Solicitor of the Treasury adver- į 


Mr. SLIDELL presented a memorial of citizens | 
of the parish of Morehouse, in the State of Lou- | 
isiana, remonstrating against any legislation, on 
the part of Congress, that will interfere with the 
preémption rights of the settlers on the Bastrop | 
grant, in that State; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Private Land Claims. | 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of Alexander | 
R. McKee, late of Kentucky, now of the State 
of Tennessee. The petitioner states that he is | 
the holder, by purchase, of a certificate of lands, 
issued by John T. Mason, on behalf of the 
Governor of Texas and Coahuila, dated 2ist June, 
1834, amounting to about forty-eight thousand 
acres; and also the holder, by transfer, of a similar 
certificate for the same amount of land, which 
lands, having been conveyed by Samuel Swart- 
wout to William Young, President of the Mount 
Savage Iron and Coal Company, in trust for the 
use and benefit of the United States, were sold by 
order of the Solicitor of the Treasury for the benefit 
ofthe United States. The petitioner alleges, that į 


tised said certificates for sale, it was not stated, as 
was done after the purchase, that said certificates 


Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 


‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. |; 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the |) 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating information, in compliance with a |; 
resolution of the Senate, in relation to the dock, ‘i 
basin, and railway at Pensacola; which was |; 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. presented the j| 
petition of James T. V. Thompson, of Missouri, || 
praying indemnity for losses sustained on his | 
contracts with officers of the United States Army; || 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask leave to present joint 
resolutions passed by the Legislature of Califor- | 
nia, relative to the lands donated to that State by | 
the General Government. J ask that these reso- | 
lutions be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands; and | may be allowed to invite the special 
attention of that committee to the subject. They 
will see at once, from an examination of the ques- 
tion, that some legislation is necessary in order to 
protect the common school fund of that State. 

Whether the legislation proposed by the Legisla- 
ture of California will be a correct remedy for | 
that, | do not know; but [trust the committee will | 
properly investigate that point, I profess no opin- | 
ion on the subject. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GWIN presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking the passage of a law 
for the establishment of certain post routes in that i 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition ofinhabitants 
of Newport, Rhode Island, praying the reduction 
of ocean postage to two cents for a single letter; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 


{ 


Mr. MORTON presented the memorial of James 
Herron and others, praying a grant of the right 
of way through the lands of the United States for 
the construction of a plank or railroad from some | 
point on the Perdido river to the bay of Pens: 
cola, in the State of Florida; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of} 
Nathaniel M. Woolverton, praying the confirma- j; 


| 
Office and Post Roads. | 


i 


= l; Py 
tion of his title to land in the Ouachita land dis- |; Mr. MORTON, from the Committee on the 


trict in Louisiana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States, 
professing the Jewish religion, praying that meas- 
ures may be taken to secure to American citizens 
of every religious creed, residing or traveling 
abroad, their civil and religious rights; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NORRIS presented a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings, communicating 
information of the destruction of a portion of the 
Long Bridge, by fire, on the 8th of May, and asking 
an appropriation for the repair of the same; which 
was referred to the Committee for the District of | 
Columbia. 


1i 
ji 


ii 


i T. Mason before his death. 


| same have never been on file in his ofice. 
lan act authorizing him to locate copies of said : 


ii Texas by virtue of the compromise act with said | 


| Claims. 


` fore granted to John Shly, of the State of Georgia; 
© which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
: The report was ordered to be printed. 


‘bor of Savannah, Georgia, submitted an adverse | 


were in the hands of General Rusk, of Texas, who 
states, in writing, that the same are not in his | 
‘hands, but were delivered by him to General John | 
The petitioner fur- 
ther states that he has called upon the Solicitor of 
the Treasury for them, but he is unable to give 
any information relative thereto, alleging that the |; 
The 
petitioner therefore prays that Congress will pass | 


orginal certificates on the lands acquired from 
State, as the said lands, on the emanation of 


said certificates, were subject to entry by them. |: 
The petition was referred to the Committee on 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORTON, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to whom was referred a memorial of the 
Maryland State Agricultural Society, praying the 
establishment of a national agricultural school in 
the District of Columbia, submitted a report there- 
on; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Patents i| 
and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the | 
petition of the legal representatives of John Shly, | 
praying the extension of a patent granted to him | 

| 


on the 27th of October, 1836, for an improvement 
in the machine for picking or breaking wool, and | 
ginned or seedless cotton, submitted a report, i} 
accompanied by a bill to extend a patent hereto- 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of | 
Captain Charles G. Merchant, of the United States 
Army, praying the settlement of his accounts in 
the commissary department, on just and equita- | 
a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to |! 
! a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Thomas B. Eastland, 
| praying that he may be credited with an amount || 
‘disallowed in the settlement of his accounts as | 
| quartermaster in the late war with Mexico; and H 
bathe may be compensated for services performed |i 
‘which were not in the line of his duty, submitted | 
| an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to | 
| be printed. j 


Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred | 


he petition of John W. Kelly, praying indemni- | 
fication for loss sustained in consequence of the | 
brogation of a contract by the Post Office Depart- | 
ment, for the transportation of the mails, submit- 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; | 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. | 
The report was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- | 
val Affairs, to whom were referred documents in | 
elation to the claim of John Makin, a pilot, to 
salvage or compensation for relieving the United 
States frigate Saranac, when in distress off the har 


report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘*An act for the relief of the 
inhabitants of the reserved township in Gibson 
county, in the State of Indiana,” approved August 
11, 1842; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


THE GUANO TRADE. 


Mr. MORTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, to whom were referred the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Maryland rela- 
tive to guano, to make a report thereon, accompa- 
nied by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolutions of 
the General Assembly of Maryland, in relation to the sale 
of guano in that and other States of the Union; and that 
the same be transmitted to the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. PRATT. I would ask the Senator to have 
the resolution considered at this time. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CLAYTON. lask for the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Agriculture. 

The report was accordingly read; from which 
it appears that, while the committee admit the 
great importance of guano as a fertilizing agent to 
the agricultural interests of the country, and agree 
as to the policy of doing away with ali monopoly 
in its sale, yet, as itis an article, owned exclu- 
sively by the Government of Peru, Congress can 
afford no relief in the premises. The resolutions 
contemplate the action of the General Government 
by treaty, with that of Peru, and as the treaty- 
making power is vested by the Constitution in the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, the committee recommend that the 
resolutions committed to them be referred to the 
President of the United States, to take such steps 


i as he may deem advisable, towards accomplishing 


the wishes and views of the General Assembly of 
Maryland. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, perhaps it 
may not be amiss to state now, in reference to 
this subject, which is a very interesting one to the 
agriculturists of the United States, that the Exec- 
utive Department has heretofore exerted itself to 
procure a treaty with Peru, placing our trade in 
guano, and in other respects, on the footing of the 
most favored nations. While I was in the State 
Department, I made efforts to have such a treaty 
concluded; and, after a very long negotiation with 
the Peruvian Minister here, Mr. Tirado, we did, 
at last, succeed in making a treaty, which F hoped 
would have accomplished the object which these 
petitioners have in view, That treaty was sent to 
the Senate, and confirmed, I believe, without any 
opposition. It was then transmitted to the Peru- 
vian Government; but, under the influence, as I 


i ta x k |! believe, of the British capitalists, who are inter- 
|, ble principles, submitted a report, accompanied by || 


ested in the guano of the Chincha Islands, the 
treaty was defeated. The Government of Peru 
refused to confirm it, and indeed the authorities 
there became so much incensed that they recalled 
Mr. Tirado, and sent a successor to fill his place 


j here. 


I think the facts in regard to the subject may 
be briefly and correctly stated thus: When Peru 
achieved her independence, she did it by the aid 


i of British capitalists, who loaned her some twenty 


millions. That became her revolutionary debt. 
Yo secure that debt, the Government of Great 
Britain, at the solicitation of these capitalists, 


+ made a treaty with Peru, by which they were to 
|| have one half the net proceeds of the Peruvian 


guano sold by them under the authority of the 


| Peruvian Government, both to British and to 


American purchasers. Well, sir, the understand- 


| ing and bargain, as I understood it myself, was, 
i that these capitalists were to employ the shipping 
|| to transmit the guano to market; and they were 
!| to be allowed, on settlement with Peru, the net 


proceeds of freights, insurance, and commis- 
sions. Thus they acquired the exclusive carrying 


i trade, to a very great extent at least, in this arti- 
‘cle. You will perceive, from the statement which 


I have made, sir, how deeply these capitalists are 
interested. Ihave not yet learned that that debt 
hasbeen paid. If they can retain the power which 
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they originally had over the subject, doubtless 
they would be willing to advance the price as long 
as the Government of Peru shall choose to ask it. 

Under these circumstances, the committee is 
perfectly right In saying that Congress can do 
nothing. The whole matter is properly referable, 
as the report proposes to refer it, to the Executive 
Depattment. I do not know what the Executive 
contemplates, but I do suppose that until the in- 
fluence of these capitalists. can be in some way 
subverted or controlled, we shall never be ableto 
participate in the guano carrying trade. 

The resolution reported by the committee was 
agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PRATT. There was a report, to which 
my attention was not called at the time, made by 
the honorable Senator from Florida, (Mr. Mor- 
ron,] from the Committee on Agriculture, in re- 
lation to the establishment of an agricultural 
school. The report was made on petitions which 
I had the honor to present from agricultural socie- 
ties in the United States, as well that of Maryland 
as of other States, asking for the establishment of 
such a school. 

My object is to ask that the consent of the Sen- 


ate be given to printing an extra number of copies | 


of that report. It is an important subject; and 
though I suppose there will hardly be anything 
done this session of Congress on it, it is right 
that public-attention should be called to it. Every 
one will observe that all the great national sources 
of industry have received the attention of this 
Government except that of agriculture. Wehave 


appropriated millions towards the interests of | 
commerce, and towards every other of the great | 


industrial interests of the country, while nothing 
has been done for the assistance of agriculture. 
My desire is to have two thousand extra copies 
of the report printed, so that the subject may go 
to the public. Ihave read the report; itis very 
ably made; and I am sure that it would be of great 
interest to the agricultural people of the United 
States. Therefore, I submit the motion that two 
thousand extra copies of it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion will go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RUSK. I suppose it can be considered by 
unanimous consent? 

The motion was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 

PATENT OFFICE AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT. The following order stands 
first on the order of business, if there are no fur- 
ther reports or resolutions to be presented: 

Ordered, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 


thirty-seven thousand five hundred additional copies of 


the agricultural portion of the Patent Office report, with the 
plates accompanying the same, two thousand five hundred 
of which shall be for the use of the Patent Office. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does not that go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing? 

The PRESIDENT. 
that committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. [I hope it will lie over. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope it will be passed over. 
I believe the Senator from Delaware has some 
objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT. [If there be no objection, 
the resolution will go over. 

Mr. STUART. I hope that resolution will be 
considered now. There may be some reason, 
but I do not really see why we ought not to take 
it up at this time. At the last Congress, I do not 
know how it was with other gentlemen, but I 
suffered great inconvenience from the fact that no 
printing of these documents took place until after 
the adjournment of Congress. The whole Con- 
gress was spent in determining who should be 
printer, and the result was that the document was 
not printed until the vacation. It works a great 
inconvenience, and, besides, a very great addi- 
tional expense to the transportation of the mails 
of the country. I hope that the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution now. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia moves to postpone the consideration of the 
resolution until to-morrow. 

Mr. GWIN. 
The question is, whether we are to have the agri- 
cultural portion of the report. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 


It has been reported from 


T hope it will be considered now. | 


i that the desire of the Patent Office was to bring 


| work; that he desired to extend that intercourse | 


| in all the other documents published together, and | 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I desire to move an 
amendment to the resolution. It is to add an 
additional number of copies for the use of the 
Patent Office. That office requires a greater num- 
ber; and I therefore move to amend the resolution, 
by increasing the number to be given to the Patent į 
Office, twenty-five hundred. 

Mr. RUSK. The resolution now proposes to 
give twenty-five hundred, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Yes, sir; and I move 
to amend by giving twenty-five hundred more. 

Mr. RUSK. J would inquire of the honorable 
Senator from Alabama, if that is. offered at the 
request of the Patent Office? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Certainly; the object 
is to allow that office a suficient number for their 
use. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam decidedly of the opinion 
that it is wholly unnecessary to waste the public 
money by printing this document atall. It is an | 
unnecessary expense, which is of advantage to no 
one. It is simply a compilation from agricultural 
newspapers, and we are ruining the country by 
unnecessary expense. My opinion is, that not 
one copy of it ought to be printed. This system 
of printing has got to be a very important branch 
of the Government. We go on printing the mis- 
erable stuff that is reported to us from the Patent 
Office; and the printing now costs as much as 
the judicial department of the Government, and 
almost as much as the legislative. It ought to be 
stopped. Itis a book which nobody wants. As 
to mine, I am willing to give them away when- 
ever they may be called for. 

Mr. RUSK, and others. I will take them. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. This matter was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing; and I have 
offered this amendment at the desire of the Patent 
Office. That office really wants a much larger 
number than the committee propose to allow. | 
The head of the Department set forth in a commu- 
nication to us, various reasons why they should 
have a larger number than the amount which I | 
propose to allow, for the purpose of distribution. 

have, however, been instructed by the committee 
to offer the amendment which I now submit. 

It seems to me, that as it is thesettled policy of | 
the Government to publish works of this kind, it 
is but an act of justice to the Commissioner of 
Patents, to allow him the number that he deems 
necessary for distribution throughout the country. 
The Commissioner of Patents asked for a greater 
number of copies, but we thought twenty-five 
hundred would be amply sufficient. 1 trust the 
Senate will agree to the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the amendment will | 
be agreed to, and that we will give the additional 
number to the Patent. Office. I have. heard a 
former Commissioner of Patents complain of the 
limited number which he had; and he addressed 
to me a communication, in which he represented | 


itself into connection and communication with as 
many of the agriculturists of the country as possi- 
ble; that he derived very great facililies from this | 


with the agriculturists, and that the limited num- 
ber of Patent Office reports which were given to 
him, did not enable him to do so to the extent he 
desired. 

Upon one occasion when he desired more, 1 | 
know not to how many Senators application was 
made, but he made application to me for the loan ; 
of a portion of mine. I made him the loan of | 
one hundred and seventy-four copies; and | re- | 
gret to say that that was the last [ ever saw of 
them. It was not the present, but a former Com- 
missioner. I haveno doubtin my own mind that 
he made as good a use of them as I could have 
done; but I can very well see how it would ad- 
vance the agricultural interests of the country for 
that Bureau to be brought into intercourse with as 
many agriculturists of the country as possible 
through the distribution of this report. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Iam decidedly for printing, | 
and for printing a large number of this document, 
and for disseminating it among the agricultural 
community. I represent, in part, an agricultural | 
district of the country, and I know, through com- 
munications with farmers of my State, that they 
take more interest in this Patent Office report than 


that they would feel more deeply now the depri- 
vation of the report with which you have here- 


tofore supplied them, than the deprivation of any., 
other document which you publish. ~. 


Sir, I do: not pretend now—it ‘would. nòt. be- 
proper—to go into a dissertation on the'advant- ` 
ages which an agriculturist may derive from: 
reading this report. Among these advantages, . 
however, this is apparent: They see: communi- 
cations made by farmers from all portions of the 
United States to the Commissioner of Patents |’ 
published for their information. They are enabled _ 
to compare them with their own observations, 
and they communicate in return their information , 
to others. {shall vote with great pleasure for the.. 
printing of the highest number, believing that there 
is not a single document here which does as much” 
real practical good as this very Patent Office re- 

ort. : 
p Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I trust. w 
shall print a large number of this report. I am- 
very well convinced that there is no document sent 
to my State, which has done more good than the 
one in question. Iam not surprised at my friend 
from Georgia speaking on the subject as he does, 
The State of Georgia, I believe, has carried on 
agriculture to such a perfection that no new lights 
can be thrown by the Patent Office reports on 
them. [Laughter.] But Florida, sir, which com- 
bines all the agricultural products of the country, 
fine crops of sugar, of cotton, of lumber, of rice, 
and thousands of other things, which I cannot 
enumerate here, sees the propriety and necessity 
of a document of this character; and with all that 
I get legitimately, and all that I can buy, begs. 
borrow, or have stolen for me, [laughter,] L can- 
not send off enough of these documents for the 
use of my State, 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 have no objection to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, 
though the amount proposed is very considerable; 
but I rise more for the purpose of claiming the 
benefit. of the offer of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, than anything else. | shall claim, under 
the offer which he has made, being the first claim- 
ant on the floor, his pro rata share of this branch 
of the Patent Office report. The Senator then 
must say, of course, that I am entitled to them. 

But, Mr. President, I think, in making the or- 
der, we should direct who is to print whatever we 
may order. Thereis some difficulty as to whether 
the two parts of the Patent Office report are em- 
braced in one order for printing. The Senate 
originally ordered {yg printing of the first part, as 
I understand. I » therefore, it would be 
better to amend the resolution in such a way as 
to give the Senate printer the printing of this 
branch of the Patent Office report. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I suppose if we 
continue this practice of printing books for distri- 
bution, it is hardly worth while to stop it at this 
point; but I really think some honorable gentle- 
men on this floor ought to give some explanation 
of their views to satisfy gentlemen who have 
doubts on the subject as to the power given by 
the Constitution to appropriate money for the 
purpose of printing works for the agricultural 
interests or any other. {am utterly surprised 
to see certain gentlemen sit quietly, and silently 
listening to this proposition for printing this work, 
and not raising their voices against it. R 

Of course I shall not pursue the consideration 
of the subject any further; but I think itis due to 
the body that Senators should at this epoch in the 
Government, when we have the opportunity of 
bringing back the practice of it to strict constitu- 
tional principles, to explain to us how, under the 
powers given to us by the Constitution, we can 
make an appropriation for this object. 

Mr. BAYARD. I take it for granted, from the 
line of remarks of the honorable Senator from 


i Tennessee, that it is a reflection on the opinions 


of those who have different views from him on the 
subject to which he alludes. Now, sir, I have 
never yet heard that it is denied that there can be 
no implied powers whatever, under the Constitu- 
tion. The great difficulty connected with the ques- 
tion of construction——and it was raised early in 
the history of the Government in reference to the 
Bank of the United States, and the subject was 
then exhausted on both sides, as any gentleman 
will see if he will take the troubleto examine it— 
isas to the extent of the implication. The powers 
that are necessary and proper in order to carry 
on the functions of the Government, and to carry 
out those purposes for which this Government 
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was organized, are properly impliable under the 
terms of the Constitution; but the question is, 
what are those powers so implied and necessary? 
In the application of the rule, those who are dis- 
posed to aggrandize the Federal Government at 
the expense of the powers of the States, extend 
them; those who are unwilling to extend those 
powers, and think that the safety of the Union 
rests upon -the limitation of the power to the ut- 
most extent that it can be, consistently with the 
objects for which the General Government is 
organized, restrict them. 

e 1 think, therefore, it was hardly worth while, 
on the part of the honorable Senator from Tennes- 
see, to bring that question into the discussion on 
this subject—which is really one of very little mo- 
ment—to operate in reference to other questions 
which are to come before the body. 

Mr. BELL. The Senator will excuse me. 
Really, 1 did not mean to throw any embarrass- 
ment in the way of the Senator. | beg his pardon. 

Mr. BAYARD. I assure the Senator that itis | 
not embarrassing me. ‘There willbe no difficulty 
whatever; I can answer for my own opinions. I 
am aware that in the application of the principles 
of the Constitution to any particular case that 
may come before me, whether those of implica- 
tion or not, | may err; but I should never hesitate 
to express my opinion in this case or any other. 
Tn this particular case, I have no doubt, from the 
organization of this body, from the organization 
of the Government, the power is implied, and, 
indeed, may be educed by strict analogy from the 
settled practice of the Government, which has 
been without question or opposition. Suchacon- 
sideration would there bave its weight, and 
especially is it so when it does not arise from 
single precedents, but from an_unquestioned prac- 
tice. ` 

Mr. TOOMBS. The honorable Senator from 
Indiana addressed a remark to me, to which { will | 
reply. I should be very glad to get him to aid ; 
me in putting a stop to this unnecessary and ab- | 
surd expenditure. I offered to give my Patent 
Office reports to any body who wanted them, but 
I shall not give them to him or any other Senator 
to aid ina profligate and useless expenditure of | 
the public money, as Í consider it. 

Now, upon the question of power to which the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee has referred, I deny it. L 
say that it is no part of the constitutional power 
of the Senate or House of Representatives to be 
spreading information, as th@gSenator from Dela- 
ware says, among the peop in regard to their 
business. In the first place, these bodies are very | 
incompetent todo that. If | wanted to know how | 
to manage an agricultural interest, | should not! 
come to the Senate to learn how to raise cotton or 
any other product, I should go somewhere else. 

As to people wanting them, Í suppose that they 
wantany other valuable book; and, upon this prin- |! 
ciple, why not print valuable books? And, indeed, :| 
there are others of much greater value to the morals 
and religion of the people. Why not print the New 
Testament for them? It relates to a subject which | 
is as far above the material interests of society as || 
the things of eternity are greater than those of | 
time. Why not print the Bible, and other val- | 
uable works upon the subject of morality and | 

ii 


religion. 

The Congress of the United States has ex- || 
hausted, in my judgment, its clear and legitimate | 
powers, when it has printed such documents as 
are necessary to inform the two Houses of Con- 
gress, to enable them to proceed properly in the 
public business; and they get the power to go fur- 
ther nowhere else than from a latitudinarian con- 
struction of the Constitution. I know that the 
argument for the printing of this Patent Office re- 
port, is put on the ground that it is for the interest | 
of the farmers; that it benefitsthem. This is told | 
to them while we are putting on them the expense | 
of printing it. As to the relative products of our | 
younger sister, Florida, and Georgia, I have not 
a word to say. Georgia speaks for herself; she | 
needs no compliments from me; there she stands, | 
and when the Senator from Florida speaks of the | 
production of the States, and the benefit to them | 
flowing from this, I think that my honorable friend | 
from North Carolina would find the means in his | 
State of doing more good than has resulted from | 
all the Patent Office reports which have been printed 
from the beginning of the Government until now. 

But, sir, the position of the Senator from Dela- ! 


| tempuble, 


ware [Mr. Crayton] is fundamentally wrong. 
lf we had the power, it would be wrong to exer- 
cise it. It does not effect the object; and I repeat, 
it is not within the legitimate power of this Gov- 
ernment, nor is it conipetent for us to attempt to 
instruct the people upon their own business. 
Where do you get the power to doit? By what 
authority? Is it in the Constitution, though 1 
believe nobody goes there now? itis even rid- 
iculed by my friend from Tennessee. But the 


reason given for the printing of these agricultural | 


reports, and spreading them among the people is, 
that the agriculturists are a large class of people 
and therefore this is for their benefit. But, sir, 
this printing made by the Congress of the United 
States, amounting now to three or four hundred 
thousand dollars, is more for the benefit of the 
printers than the farmers. 

One half of these reports, which are printed by 


the two Houses, are never read by any body. | 


‘They are found every where scattered all over the 
United States, and the people who are real agri- 
culturists know too much about farming to look 
upon them with anything but contempt. 
those who know least about the subject that gen- 
erally write the books. l never knew a success- 
ful farmer who bothered himself to write any. 
But you may get a schemer, a man who is not a 
practical farmer, and he is writing all thetime for 
the agricultural papers. {believe that is almost 
the universal rule. Iam an agriculturist; | was 
brought up ona farm, and | have noticed how 
these things are. 


But there is still another objection to this prac- | 


tice. By printing these works you lumber up 
your mails, and are departing from the salutary 
system of making the PostOthce Department pay 
its expenses. ‘This is one of the means by which 
we have done that; and it is for the benefit of the 
commercial interests, the newspapers, and those 


who have power here beyond their numbers. | 
kt is nota | 
measure so much for the benefit of agriculture as | 


The practice ought to be stopped. 


for the benefit of printers; therefore, on the ques- 


tion of power, and expediency, and rightfulness, | 


I am opposed to it, 
Mr. CLAYTON. What the honorable Sena- 


| tor from Georgia has said shows the truth of one | 
I think itis apparent, from the tone of his | 


thing. 


It is} 


remarks, that the copies of the Patent Office re- i! 


port which have been in his possession, have not i 
The honorable Senator speaks of : 


been read. 
them, without having read them, as being con- 
Sir, į would vot undertake to put my 
judgment in opposition to that of the Senator on 
such a subject; but | have read a variety of these 
reports with great interest and instruction. 1 have 
found much in them to interest me. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. Let me ask the Senator, if he 
has looked at the last volume but one, I think it 
was, in which the leading article and opening one, 
was to show how to find water by hazel switches? 
[Laughter.} 

Mr. CLAYTON. Exactly, and the honora- 
ble Senator thinks, because he has found some 
one article, on some one page, of some report, 
which he believes he can turn into ridicule, on a 
subject that he does not profess to understand or 


| know anything of, he is to condemn the whole 
volume, and not only that volume, but all others. ! 


J submit whether itis a fair mode of estimating 
any work. 

4 : : 

ut, sir,a word in regard to the honorable gen- 
tleman’s constitutional argument, 
he cannot find any authority in this body to prin 


anything, except for the information of the body. | 
Letus see how | 


Now, let us test it for a moment. 
correct the honorable genueman’s views of consti- 
tutional law upon this subject are. Now, accord- 
ing to his argument, we have no power to print 
anything for the information of anybody but our 
noble selves. 


of all the men who have been in Congress ever 
since its formation, who have had printed annually 
thousands and tens of thousands of copies of the 
President’s message, and accompanying docu- 


of Congress? No, sir, it was evidently for the 


information of the people. We have exceeded |; 
the power of communicating information to the: 
people ab urbe condit. 1 have heard it questioned | 


before; but, tomy knowledge, there have never 
been more than two or three gentlemen entertain- 


He telis us that : 


Well, sir, what are we to say of | 
the wisdom of all the fathers of the Republic, and | 


Hit? 
a | ii in postponing it. 
ments? Was that for the information of members : 


ing the peculiar opinions of the honorable Senator 
from Georgia on this subject. Sir, have we any 
power to print, for the information of the people 
of the country, reports from important committees 
which are made here, and extra numbers of these 
reports? Are we not constantly in the habit of 
printing them? Does anybody doubt our consti- 


i tutional power to doit? The other House does 


the same thing. 
As to the value of this volume, it is sufficient to 
say that the agricultural community place a very 


; different estimate on it from that which is fixed 


on it by the honorable Senator from Georgia. I 
know that the agricultural societies in the region 
of country which | represent, and | believeall the 
agricultural societies of the United States, consider 
this an important auxiliary to them in the great 
object that they have in view, of diffusing valu- 
able information among the most important class 
of all our countrymen—the bread-growers of the 
country. I beg pardon for taking up so much time 
of the Senate on such a subject. 

Mr. DAWSON. Before the question is put 
upon this resolution, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I want to put the question upon a proper 


; footing. This is an attempt on our part to make 


an expenditure for the benefit of the land States, 
Well, sir, whether we have power to do this may 
lead to a considerable doubt; but, for the purpose 
of putting it on its right footing, as it is a land 
question, I move to add at the end of the resolution 
the words: 


And that the cost thereof be paid out of the proceeds of 
the public lands. 


I do it for this reason: These books are to be 


i divided among all the people of the States, and all 


the people of the States are entitled to the public 
lands, and consequently the proceeds of the public 
lands should be applied to their benefit in this 
respect, The expense ought to be paid out of 
the common fund of the country. It is for the 
benefit ofagriculturists. ‘Then it ought to be gen- 
eral in its terms; and, as all have a common inter- 
est in the common lands, let it be paid out of them. 
It seems to me to be all right. I therefore offer 
the amendment which I have mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama to in- 
crease the number given to the Patent Office. 

The amendment was agreed to by a vote, ona 
division of—yes twenty-six, noes not counted, 

Mr. DAWSON. Now loffermy amendment, 
to add: ‘* And that the cost thereof be paid out of 
the proceeds of the public lands.” 

Mr. STUART. Is that in order, Mr. Presi- 
dent? I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT. Thatis a question for the 
Senate to decide. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Í suggest to my friend 
from Georgia, that such a proposition as this 
would have to pass through both Houses; and 
therefore is scarcely proper for a mere Senate 
resolution. He had better withdraw it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to have fair legisla- 
tion. I wanted to tack the amendment on for the 
benefit of my colleague, who is an agriculturist. 
{Laughter.] But I withdraw it. ` 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A. message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wesster, his Secre- 
tary, announcing that he had approved and signed 
an act to change the name of the bark Albeona to 
Mount Vernon. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

Mr. HUNTER. One o’ciock hasarrived, and 
this was the day fixed upon for the consideration 
of the bill which has been vetoed by the Presi- 
dent. I move, therefore, to postpone all prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up that bill. 

Mr. BELL. Would it not be as well, and 


|: really economical in point of time, to finish the 


Indian appropriation bill, now that we are upon 
i think there would be really a loss of time 
Now that we have it up, we 
had better dispose of it. I believe there is but one 
proposition to be decided upon it. At all events, 
I take it for granted we can finish it to-day. The 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Bapcer,} who has the floor upon the other bill, 
has no objection to its postponement. I think 


| there will be a propriety in continuing the discus- 
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sion on the Indian bill until we can get clear of it, 
I make that suggestion, and hope the Senate will 
see the propriety of it. 

Mr. BADGER. As far as I am concerned, I 
should prefer to adopt the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, go on with the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, and see the end of it, and then 

roceed to the consideration of the other bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. So far as lam concerned, if 
I were to consult my mere persanal convenience, 
of course | should like to take up the appropria- 
tion bill and go through with it; but this is the 
day fixed for the consideration of the bill which 
has been vetoed, and 1 feel bound to make the 
motion which I have made. The Senate can dis- 
pose of it as they choose, 

Mr. BADGER. l suggest to the Senator from 
Virginia, and the Senate, that the Indian appro- 

riation bill is the first business in order. I believe 
am right. 

The PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished busi- 
ness, and therefore, first in order; but the Senator 
from Virginia moves to postpone all prior orders, 
for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of the bill which has been vetoed. The question 
is on that motion. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. I shall vote against the postpone- 
ment of the regular order of the day, which is the 
Indian appropriation bill, for the purpose of taking 
up the other. Itis evident that the bill which has 
been vetoed cannot be disposed of to-day. We 
are to have a lengthy discussion upon it; there is 
no doubt of that in my mind. All that we could 
do, therefore, with it, would be to hear one argu- 
ment to day, then postpone it to another ®ay; and 
it would be still in the way of the Indian appro- 
priation bill. I regard it as no disrespect whatever 
to the President of the United States to postpone 
it until we can getthrough with the Indian appro- 
priation bill; and besides, that it would be an act 
of discourtesy to the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina, who has the floor, to go on with 
the bill which has been vetoed, after the intima- 
tion he has made; so that 1 would certainly, even 
if | were otherwise indifferent, vote against the 
postponement of the Indian bill for the purpose of 
taking up the other. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Butler, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Gwin, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Norris, Pettit, Slidell, Wel- 
ler, Williams, and Wright—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, 
Benjamin, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Fish, Fitz- 

alrick, Foot, James, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Jones of 
Tennessee, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, Stuart, 
Sumner, ‘thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, and 
Walker—34. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Indian appropriation 
bill comes up now, I suppose, as the special 
order, without a motion. 

The PRESIDENT. It does. 

The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the Flouse 
bill making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1855; the 
pending question being on the amendment reported 

y.Mr. Waxxer, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to insert the following: 

To the Creek nation of Indians, in full for all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $50,000, in payment 
for eight million acres of land at six and a quarter cents per 
acre, taken from the friendly Creeks, without compensation, 
by he treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of August 8, 

Mr. HUNTER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, and they were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see that the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr.Senastray] 
is not here. I know he wishes to address the 
Senate on that amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. I will say to the honorable 
Senator, that the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs got the floor at the last adjourn- 
“ment, to address the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 will send for him. He 
has gone up to the Indian department this morn- 
ing. He went there in view of the fact, which 
he understood, that the veto message wes to be 
considered this morning. I presume he has gone 


there, also, in connection with this very subject. 
That is my belief. j 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I met him 
on his way to the Department as | came up fifteen 
minutes ago. * a 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now,J ask the Senate, will 
it be proper to proceed with the consideration of 
this bill under such circumstances? Is it prob- 
able that it will be for the benefit of a just, and 
fair, snd enlightened decision of the question? 

Mr. RUSK. Will the honorable Senator allow 
mea moment? It is usual in matters of this sort 
to pass over the amendment by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Several Senators. Let that be done now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no 
objection, this amendment will be informally 
passed by, and the Senate will proceed with the 
consideration of others. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. Í understand the Committee 
on Indian Affairs have other amendments. They 
had better offer them and let us proceed with 
something. : 

Mr. GWIN. The chairman of the committe 
is not here. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is very plain that we 
caunot proceed with this bill under the circum- 
stances. It has come up unexpectedly. The 
chairman of the committee is not here, and he 
has, l imagine, the only other amendments which 
are to be presented, 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend from Arkansas 
will allow me, i will move to postpone this bill 
and take up the homestead bill. ‘Phat is one 
which we have for a long time desired to consider 
and dispose of. We seem now to have nothing 
else to do, and we had better take that up. 

Mr. LLUNTER. 1 hope we shall go on with 
the Indian appropriation bill. 1 am sorry the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian A ffuirs is 
not here. I had heard of another amendment, 


| which 1 supposed the honorable Senator from 


Wisconsin [Mr. Waker] was to offer. If it be 
not so, | think we had better proceed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 shall certainly oppose any 
action of that sort. It may suit the Committee 
on Finance very well, who have had all their 
amendments made; butit may not suit very well 
the Indian service, that the other amendments 
should be passed-by. It seems to me that the 
bill shouid be postponed now, as a matter of 
course. I make a motion, which I think will 
reach the matter, to reconsider the vote by which 
the order bringing up the veto message was dis- 
posed of for to-day. I am ina position to make 
that motion, for 1 voted against the motion to 
postpone the Indian bill, to allow the veto to be 
taken up. I move that that vote be reconsidered, 
and that the veto message consequently be taken 
up, for we cannot to-day proceed with the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr BROWN. Take up the homestead bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That motion 
will be received, but it cannot be considered now. 
There is other business before the Senate, which 
must be disposed of before it can be considered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move, then, to postpone 
the Indian appropriation bill until to-morrow, with 
the view of taking up the other. , 

Mr. HUNTER, Lhope it will not be postponed 
until to-morrow. J submit the question of order, 
whether the motion to reconsider does not take 
precedence of all others? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the rule to be this: A motion to recon- 
sider may be made at any time within the period 
prescribed by the rule; but that motion cannot be 
considered while other business is pending before 
the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. I inquire whether it is neces- 
sary to move to reconsider that vote at all? The 
motion was voted down, and the Indian bill has 
been taken up. ft has been under consideration; 
and, I apprehend, it is in order now, without a 
motion to reconsider, to move to lay this bill aside, 
with the view to take up the veto message; and 
that mouon J now make. 

Mr. BROWN. We can take up something else. 
It is not necessary to take that up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I propose that, by general 
consent, we agree, without postponing this, to take 
the question on the reconsideration. If there isa 
majority for the reconsideration, and for taking up 


the veto, we can go on; but if not,:-by the time, 
that vote is taken, the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian, Affairs.may be here. > : ee 

Mr. JOHNSON. My only reason for parsi+ 
ing this course is this: The Indian service must 
be protected here; but it is entirely out of the’ 
question to talk about disposing of the Indian 
appropriation bill under these circumstances, 
Amendments are yet to be offered from the Coms: 
mittee on Indian Affairs; and we, therefore, can- 
not proceed with the bill without the chairman. 
This deference has always been shown to.any and 
every member of this body. I am very well ase 
sured of that; and certainly, unexpected business 
on the part of my colleague, when he had. evẹry. 
reason in the world to believe, and, as it were, to 
know, that the bill would not come.up,to-day, 
should not be taken advantage of, and so prevent 
the offering of what amendments he may have., 
I then ask the Senate to reconsider the vote. by 
which we have disposed of the veto message for 
to-day, so that it may come up in its regular order. 

Mr. BADGER. Iwill submit a motion, which 
I think will be more appropriate, to enable us to 
get along with these matters, and which will take 
precedence over that of the Senator from Califor- 
nia. If this bill be postponed until to-morrow, we 
could not get it before the Senate again to-day. I 
suggest, therefore, that it lie upon the table, and 
then, when the chairman of the Committee on In 
dian Affairs is in his place, it can be at once taken 
up without any reconsideration. With that un- 
derstanding, I submit the motion that the bill lie 
on the table, i 

The motion was agreed to. 


DAVID MYERLE. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to move the reconsid- 
eration of the vote which was taken yesterday on 
passing the claim of David Myerle. I voted with 
the majority. ; 

Several Senators. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRIGHT. Oh, yes! Iwill state my rea- 
sons. That claim hasbeen here for the last six or 
seven years. | voted against it twice; 1 voted for 
it yesterday. I voted for the amendment giving 
$10,000, believing that that, under the circums 
stances, was perhaps all that ought to be given; 
but that proposition failing, I voted for the bill, 
which appropriates $30,000. I am satisfied that 
it is too much; and, independent of that, the Sen- 
ator from Delaware {Mr. Bavaro] has criticised 
very severely my vote, and those of other gentler 
men who voted with me. He expresses no doubt, 
that if an opportunity is given him, he will be able 
to show clearly that this is an unjust claim. Ifhe 
has that in his power, he certainly ought to have an- 
Opportunity to exercise it; and I move the recon- 
sideration for the purpose of hearing him, that he 
may satisfy me that this claim has no justice to 
sustain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wilt 
inform the Senator from Indiana that the bill has 
been sent to the House of Representatives, and it 
will be necessary to send for it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. lam very sorry that it was 
sent. Then i move that the Secretary be directed 
to request the return of the bill. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. There cannot be two motions 
pending at the same time. 3 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdraw the motion to re- 
consider, and ask that a message be sent to. the 
House, requesting the return of the bill. g 

Mr. GWIN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to direct the Secretary to request 
the House of Representatives to return the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely wish to express my 
regret that the Senator from Indiana has thought 
it necessary to refer to me as severely criticising 
his action, 1 dissented from the opinion that the 
bill should pass. I certainly expressed my own 
conviction that | was surprised at his vote. The 
high respect which I have for him, and the general 
estimate I have formed of his character, would 
prevent me making any unkind criticism. { was 
surprised that the bill should be passed without 
such an examination as the principles involved 
merited. Jf it is returned, whether I can devote 


i| to it that labor which might be desired, is doubt- 


ful; and the reason why Í doubt it is this: yester- 
day, when I made the proposition to postpone the 
bill, the Senate determined not to postpone it; and 
I am unwilling to obtrude upon them in reference 
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to the examination of a question connected with a 
private claim, when I have had sufficient experi- 
ence already to be satisfied that they are unwilling 
to listen to any discussion on a private claim, no 
matter how extensive may be the principles in- 
volved in it, or how great the effect of the prece- 
dent that is established for the purpose of disburs- 
ing money out of the public Treasury. I do not 
desire, therefore, on a subject on which Senators 
are unwilling to listen or investigate, but are cis- 
posed to vote on faith, to interfere with their 
views. It is enough for me to make up my own 
mind, and determine my own course. 

Mr. PEARCE. The motion pending is to send 
to the House of Representatives a request to return 
the bill to us, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. I must express the hope that 
that will not be done. Jt is rather an unusual 
proceeding, and, until of late years, was almost 
unknown to the Senate; and I think it should not 
be resorted to except upon extraordinary occa- 
sions. Now, sir, | agree with the Senator from 
Delaware, that this bill ought not to have been 
passed. It struck me that the claim of Mr. My- 
erle was not one of strict right, and scarcely of 
strong equity. I look upon it rather as a benev- 
olence. I was not able to bring myself to vote 
for the payment of the $30,000 proposed. The 
Senate thought otherwise, after quite as much dis- 
cussion as we usually have upon a private bill; 
and } doubt much whether we ought to send to 
the House of Representatives for the bill, and 
whether the Treasury of the United States will 
be very much benefited by the operation, It is 


rather a small affair; and as it has gone from us | 


J think the Senate ought. not to get into the prac- 
tice of sending to the Fouse of Representatives 
for bills which we have passed. I hope we shall 
not do so now; for, Mr. President, it must be 
observed that if we do get into this practice it 


leads to another evil, and that is, to hasty and | 


inconsiderate passage of bills, which do not re- 
ceive the attention they always ought to have. 
This habit of sending to the House of Representa- 
tives, | say, may occasion that practice. If we 
determine that we will not send there for private 
bills which have passed the Senate, we probably 
shall be more careful in the future to investigate 
the merits of a claim before its passage. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The motion which I have 
made is one of very common occurrence; one that 
has been made repeatedly in this body during this 
session. 
Arkansas (Mr. Jounson] made one, if not two, 
motions of a similar character—one, I recollect 
very distinctly. The Senator from Maryland says 
this isa shail matter, Soitis, Itis an appro- 
priation of only $30,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will ask the gentleman 
what two motions | made? 

Mr. BRIGHT. T understood that the Senator 
from Arkansas made a motion directing the Sec 
retary to request the [louse to return a bill, which 
had been passed hy the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes sir; one motion in refer- 
ence to one hill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. This isa motion of common 
occurrence. It is one which is repeatedly made 
here. The principle is the same, whether the 
amount belarge or small. As I stated when I was 
up before, I voted against this claim twice. I voted 
upon it yesterday for the third time, and then I 
voted for it under the impression that the claim 
wasa just one; or that at least, we ought to pay 
the individual some amount. I first voted to fix 
the sum at $10,000; but, failing in that, I preferred 
to vote for appropriating $30,000 rather than that 
theclaimant should receive nothing. Tregretthat 
the honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Arcu- 
son, ] whose constituent I understand the claim- 
ant is, who is conversant with the claim, did not 
yesterday give us the benefit of his counsel in re- 
gard to it, because, since then, he has stated satis- 
factory reasons to my mind why he voted against it. 

Sir, I will not be placed in the attitude of having 
voted for a claim that is unjust and improper. It 


may be that this claim is not so; but the Senator | 
from Delaware says, very confidently, that it is; | 


and other Senators speak in that manner. | think 
it is proper that it be reconsidered, in order tha 
they may have the opportunity of showing that it 
isso. The Senator from Delaware remarks, in a 
private conversation, that he did not intend any- 


During the last week the Senator from | 


thing personal by criticising my vote on this 
claim; but that he regards the votes which | gen- 
erally give here, on such questions, as correct. I 
! am very happy to have his good opinion on that 
point. I desire to continue those relations between 


proper claims. 
am for giving him an opportunity of showing it; 
hence, Í ask that the bill may be returned to the 
Senate. Iam inclined to believe that there may 
| be something wrong about it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I doubt 
| whether this is not the first time that such a mo- 
tion as this has been made for the reason which 
this is now made. It is true, we sometimes 


been sent to the House of Representatives; but 
for what reason? Why, for reasons similar to 
that which was given a few days ago by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] for recalling 
the bill which he then wished to have brought 
back to the Senate; namely, that the Senate had 
committed an error. fn that cage, by the bill as 
sent to the Mouse of Representatives, we proposed 
to repeal one law when we intended to repeal 
another. 

Mr. JOHNSON, It was an error of date. 

Mr. WALKER. There was an error of date, 
and consequently it was necessary to get the bill 
back in order to correct our action. But can any 
one call to mind an instance where we have re- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


bill to us that we might consider its merits? 
atall. For one, at all events, | have no remem- 
brance of any such case. Now, it is proposed to 
recall this bill for the purpose of discussing it de 
novo—to give Senators an opportunity to show 
that it ought not to be passed, when that was the 
main consideration in the first instance. I re- 
member that when this case was before the Sen- 
ate on a former occasion, one of the then Senators 
from Missouri (Mr. Benton] came down upon 
it with such an argument and such a speech as ig 
rarely heard in a legislative body. l remember 
the effect and force of that speech; but, notwith- 
standing it, the Senate took the vote and passed 
the bill. They passed it more than once. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I think this is the first time 
passed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It failed before. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman will find that, 
| on that occasion, it passed the Senate, but never 
both Houses at the same time. 

Mr. BADGER. My friend from Wisconsin 
is righ The bill passed the Senate on the ocea- 
‘sion referred to, having first passed the House; 
ii but an amendment was made in the Senate, and 
| that bill, with the proposed amendment, went 
i back to the House, and was there laid on the 
i table. That isthe way in which it was lost at 
| that session. 
| Mr. WALKER. I thought my memory did 
i not fail mein regard to the fact that the Senate 


it 


t hear the Senator from Missouri, who proposes to 
' 
it will bea safe policy for us to recall bills from 
|i the Flouse of Representatives for the purpose, not 

| of correcting a mistake, but of considering them 
i upon their merits. 


i 
| 
| Mr. ATCHISON. The Senator from Wis- 
i 
| 
| 


|! consin is mistaken. Ido not propose making a 
i speech in relation to the matter at all. But, sir, 
l as to the proposition submitted now by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to the Senate, let me say that 
| it is one of frequent occurrence. Underour rules, 
i three days are allowed within which to move a 
‘reconsideration of a bill that has been passed or 
rejected by the Senate. When a bill is passed, 
sometimes it lies upon the Secretary’s table until 
: the three days elapse; but that is generally done 
only upon the suggestion that it may be recon- 


i 
| 
| a reconsideration of a bill that has passed from the 
1 


| 


within the three days allowed under our rules, is 
by offering a resolution or motion requesting the 


say that this occurs not only once, but frequently 


| merely by one House, but by both Houses. 

|| Mr. WELLER. Suppose a bill has passed 
I| beth Houses? 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then, perhaps, it would be 


us; and i can only do it by voting against im- |: 
If this be one of that character, I | 


authorize our Secretary to recall bills which have | 


quested the House of Representatives to return a | 
Not | 


| had passed the bill. Now, I should be pleased to | 


address himself to this subject; but | do not think |: 


sidered. The only method by which we can reach |: 


Senate to the House of Representatives, even j 


House to return the bill to the Senate. I ventureto | 


during each session of Congress, and is done not | 


| out of our reach. When it becomes a law, it is 
| beyond the reach of the Senate or the House. 
| But it is sometimes the case that when a bill has 
|; passed both Houses, and gone to the President of 
i: the United States, a request is made by the House, 
which last acted on the bill, to the President, to re- 
turnit. I have known instances of that kind. 

Sir, Į do not know whether I can satisfy any 
i other gentleman in relation to this claim; nor do 
I know that I shall take the trouble to do so. I 
have often discussed the question. It is one of 
the great questions which have been pending in 
the Senate during the last eleven years. It was one 
upon which my former colleague [Mr. Benton] 
and myself uniformly agreed. 

Mr. PRATT. The only one? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ATCHISON. One among the few of late 
i years; not the only one. | havea knowledge of 
his claim from its inception. A portion of the 
demand for money against the United States arose, 
as the claimant alleges, under circumstances which 
took place in the State of Missouri. He went to 
the State of Kentucky, and to the State of Mis- 
souri, to teach the farmers in the hemp-growing 
| regions of those two States the manner of water- 

rotting hemp. This is the foundation of hisclaim. 
| 1 know what transpired in the State of Missouri, 
'1f 1 mistake not, I introduced the first memorial 
of David Myerle that ever was presented to the 
Senate of the United States. I thought, at that 
ime, that his claim was a just one; and I con- 
tinued to think so until I returned home. Then I 
was called to account, by my constituents, for pre- 
senting the memorial and pressing the claim. I 
inquired into it, and J found they were of opinion 
that, instead of his being entitled to damages 
against the Government, the very reverse was the 
ase. 

I do not know, sir, that T shall say anything 
more on this subject; though, perhaps, if the bill 
|! be brought back, J may give my views in relation 
to it. [may state what I know about it, and I 
can refer to what my former colleague said upon 
this matter; and I think if his speeches be duly 
considered by the Senate, they will settle the 
claim. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I confess that I 
am not very familiar with this claim, although it 
| was reported from the Committee on Naval Af- 
i fairs. The Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
| Tuomson,} who is now absent, had charge of it, 
| 


| 
| 
| 


H 


; as a member of that committee. When he left 
li here a few days ago, he urged me to bring it 
forward and have it acted upon, and he stated to 
me that the facts of the case would appear in the 
i report accompanying the bill. That report was 
i read to the Senate yesterday, and the bill was dis- 
cussed. If there is anything wrong connected 
with this claim, I know nothing of it. If there is 
' anything new, that has not heretofore been brought 
against the claim, J should like to hear it. But 

it seems that the two Senators from Missouri 
opposed it on a former occasion with all the power 
and effect which they possessed in this body. If 
| there was merit in their opposition, certainly they 
could have destroyed this private bill when it was 
fally discussed by them. | believe that the claim 

is just, and that the bill ought to pass, or certainly 
I should not advocate it, I take it, however, very 
much from the representations of others, for 1 have 
; not gone into its details; but the honorable Sena- 
tor from North Carolina has, and he yesterday 
siated briefly the reasons why the bill should pass. 

i If there is anything wrong in the claim there must 

' be something wrong in the report; but Lundertake 

| to say, that the statements contained in the report 

| can be verified, because itemanated from the Com- 

: mittee on Naval Affairs, and we are in the habit 

_ of examining closely every question upon which 

_wereport. The Senator from New Jersey, who 

made the report, is not here, but ] brought up the 

i case at his request; and Lam sorry that Lam not 

better informed upon the subject. I undertake to 

: say, however, that although the Senators from 

Indiana and Missouri think that the Government 

is not indebted to this individual, I do not believe. 
they can establish the fact that there is anything 

wrong in the claim, or in the action of Congress 

upon it. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the question of 
practice involved in this debate, is, to my mind, 
one of much more importance than any question 
as to the amount involved in the appropriation 
proposed to be made by the bill. My honorable 


i 
i 
} 
! 
i 
i 
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colleague, [Mr..Pzarce,] and the Senator from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Waker, ] suppose it is entirely 
improper the Senate should send to the House of 
Representatives for the return of a bill which has 
passed the Senate. I apprehend that if the effect 
of the vote upon this oceasion be to adopt that as 
a precedent, as a common rule of action, it would 
be fruitful of great injury to the interests of the 
country and to. ourselves. But, sir, under our 
rules, every Senator, who votes in the majority, 
upon a bill, has three days within which to move 
a reconsideration. The adoption of the rule of 
practice contended for by the Senator from Wis- 
consin would, however, have this effect: if a bill 
be passed at this period, and before the close 
of the session, as in this case, it is immediately 
transmitted to the House; and that right, which is 
secured to each member who voted in the majority, 
to move a reconsideration, is entirely destroyed 
and taken away from him. The result must be 
that we shall instruct the Secretary in no case to 
send a bill which has passed the Senate to the 
other House, until the expiration of the period 
which the rules of the Senate give to members to 
move a reconsideration, or we have the power to 
make the order, which is now proposed to be 
made by the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 
That must be the result. 

Now, Mr. President, my honorable friend from 
Wisconsin says, that there is no casein which the 
Senate has asked for the return of a bill where 
an amendment is necessary as a matter of sub- 
stance; and that the only instance of such a request 
being made, is where the bill requires an amend- 
ment in a matter of form, as in the case of the bill 
returned on the motion of the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas, and other cases to which he has 
referred. I submit to the Senator, whether it is 
reasonable to suppose that we have power to bring 
back a bill which has gone to the other House for 
the purpose of amendment, merely in a matter of 
form, and that we have nat power to bring it back 
to amend it in a matter of substance? 

Mr. WALKER. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I will say that l certainly must have expressed 
myself in such a manner as to be misunderstood, 
if I said any such thing. I intended not to speak 
of bringing back a bill for amendment at all. 
What I said was, that I did not think there wasa 
case where a bill had been recalled by the Senate 
from the House of Representatives, for the pur- 
pose of considering it upon its merits de novo; but 
that there were instances of bills being recalled 
for such purposes as correcting them, whether in 
form or substance, in a material part. I instanced 
the case of the bill brought back on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas, where we intended to 
repeal an act, but had recited it by a wrong date, 
so that it would not have accomplished the object 
we had in view. 

Mr. PRATT. It amounts, Mr. President, as 
Thumbly submit, to the same proposition. Now, 
my friend from Indiana, who voted with the ma- 
jority in favor of this bill, is convinced that his 
vote was wrong, and that the man is not entitled 
to the $30,000 which is proposed to be appropri- 
ated by the Government. As he has correctly 
stated, if the amount were three millions, the prin- 
ciple would not be altered. He is convinced that 
he was in error. Under the rules of the Senate 
he has three days in which to move a reconsider- 
ation of that vote. But the bill has been sent to 
the other House, and by the argument he is 
therefore deprived of that privilege which the rules 
of the Senate allow. I submit, that it is important 
to the body, with a view to its future action, that 
we should agree to this motion at any rate, and 
ask the House to send the bill back to us, even if 
the vote is to be cast as it was before, for the pur- 
pose of putting down the idea that we have no 


power, in the event of the Secretary sending a bill |; 


over to the House directly when it has passed, to 
exercise the privilege given to us under the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not present yesterday 
when the vote was taken upon this bill. 
it would bea strong expression to say the bill was 
taken out of its order, because I presume it is in 
the power of the Senate at any time to lay aside 
any particular business and take up any other; 
but I will say that Ithink this bill properly should 
have been taken up on the day set aside for the 


consideration of private bills; and to this extent, | 


therefore, I think l am justified in saying that it 


Perhaps į 


was taken up, as far as usage was concerned, out 
of its order, and’ it was considered at atime when, 
i presume, many were not prepared to attend to it. 

Ido not say that I would have been here on 
Friday, the day on which such bills are usually 
considered; but Fam prepared to say, that many 
would have been here who were not here at the 
time it was taken up. I, for one, expected that the 
Indian appropriation bill would have been under 
consideration yesterday, and having made up my 
mind on the provision which was then under con- 
sideration, I did not think it important tobe pres- 
ent during the early part of the day. 

One word more: Three days are allowed for the 
reconsideration of bills which have passed this 
flouse. I regard it as a very valuable and im- 
portant security against hasty legislation; and I 
am one of those who are in favor of interposing 
all proper impediments—I do not mean unneces- 
sary, but all fair impediments—to hasty legisla- 
tion; and unless we can have this bill brought back 
to us by this motion, the rule allowing three days 
for its reconsideration becomes nugatory., I think 
it ought to be brought back, and I am willing then 
to hear such arguments as may be submitted in 
relation Lo it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I think it is 
never too late to do right. If there has been an 
error committed in the passage of this bill, it 
ought to be corrected. Thereisa plain way to do 
that, and it is by sending to the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the bill, according to the ancient 
usage of the Senate; I say, the ancient usage of 
the Senate. Though the honorable Senator from 
Indiana speaks of his recollection of precedents of 
this kind for eleven years, I can refer to prece- 
dents of the same kind twenty years ago. If he 


| will look back to the proceedings of the year 1834, 


he will find that the light-house bill of that year, 
after having been defeated in the Senate, was sent 


back to the Ffouse, and then the Senate sent to | 


the House for the bill, and, after considering it 
again, passed it. That was an example, I respect- 
fully submit to the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin, where a bill was reconsidered on its whole 
merits. 

Mr. President, there are but few gentlemen in 
this body who will take the pains to investigate 
these private claims; and we ought to be under 
greater obligations to those gentlemen who do, for 
the labor which they bestow on those subjects to 
which the rest of us do not attend. My course 
has been to pin my faith, in regard to private 
claims, upon the reports of the committees, for 
the plain reason that L cannot generally investigate 
the subject myself. When [ find an objection 
made to a report, and the report is proved to be 
wrong, then, of course, I vote according to my 
convictions against it. Now, sir, my colleague, 
who has looked into this subject, and who has 
bestowed as much attention upon the subject of 
claims as any member of this body, desires to be 
heard in reference to this bill; and other gentlemen 


j express strongly the opinion that an error has | 


been committed. Well, what is there in this par- 


ticular case that should prevent us from reviewing | 
| the decision we have made? If there is any ground 


to believe that we have committed an error, it is 
our duty to reéxamine the subject. I trust that 
the motion will prevail. 


Mr. BELL. 


the usages of legislative bodies, and particularly 
in the Parliament of Great Britain. But I venture 


to say there is no precedent for such a proposition | 


as the present, upon the allegations that are now 
made, as to the grounds for this motion. 
the case of a claim which has been pending for 


someten or eleven years; which has been discussed | 


over and over again; which a trusted committee 
of this body—the Committee on Naval Affairs— 
have earefully considered and weighed; and on 
which they have made a detailed report, that has 


| been upon our tables, not only during the present | 
| session of Congress, but has been on the desks of 


Senators who have been members of the last two 
or three Congresses. Now, after it has passed 
upon a farther, or new discussion, it is proposed 


| to ask the House to return it to us, upon the alle- 


gation of one, or two, or three Senators, who say 
they think they can demonstrate, if the bill be 
brought back to the Senate, that an error was 
committed in the vote of the Senate in passing 
that bill, I say the precedent for such a motion, 


Mr. President, this is certainly a | 
parliamentary motion, and one that is known to | 


This is 


founded only upon such circumstances as.are here 
presented, is not,in my opinion, to be found upon 
parliamentary records. If there were mistakes, 
as stated by the Senator from Delaware, ‘that 
would be one thing. There would-be good ground 
for the application, if the Senate were satisfied 
there was a gross error; that there was a general 
misapprehension of the grounds upon which this 
report was made; that the amount of the claim had 
been largely exaggerated over any amount which 
there wereany possible grounds for bestowing, or 
if there had been something like management on 
the side of the supporters of the bill in taking the 
body by surprise, simply upon the report coming 
in on a bill that had not been under consideration 
i before. If such circumstances were pointed out, 
they would bea good ground upon which to make 
the application to the other House to return the 
bill to the Senate. I apprehend that some such 
mistake will be found to have been alleged inevery 
proposition for the return of a bill. Ido notdoubt 
that the honorable Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Bayarp,] who took objection to this bill the other 
day, is perfectly sincere. No doubt he thinks he 
shall be able to demonstrate to the Senate that the 
claim ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will my friend from Ten- 
nessee allow me to state the grounds on which, in 
the case of the light-house bill, to which E have 
referred, the motion was made to send for the bill, 
and it was returned to the Senate? j 

Mr. BELL. Certainly. <n 

Mr. CLAYTON. That bill was defeated by 
the votes of some gentlemen who were in favor of 
the doctrine of internal improvements. For some 
reason, two or three of them had joined the oppo- 
nents of the whole system of light-houses. Then, 
those of us who lived along the sea-coast and the 
lakes, thought, if they intended to play that game 
with us, we would let them know that some 
things could be done as well as others; and we 
notified them that they might look out the next 
time an internal improvement bill came up, and 
if we were to have no light-honses on the coast, 
we would attend to the internal improvements for 
which they were very anxious. Having given 
them fairly to understand that, they agreed to re- 
consider the light-house bill, and it was very. pru- 
dent for them todo so. They made the motion 
to send to the House for the bill on that ground. 
I may say, to be sure, with my. friend, that they 
made a mistake, but not in the way he has men- 
tioned. $ 

Mr. BELL. Where there is a mistake, it is a 
legitimate ground for the exercise of this parlia- 
mentary privilege. There was a case where 
those men, who made the motion to send to the 
House for the return of the bill, did “it for fear 
they would lose other measures which were pend- 
ing. If so, it is a parliamentary precedent which, 
I think, should hardly be followed now. a 

I do not know, sir, that it is worth while to 
make any other remarks upon this subject; but I 
wish to say that I voted for this bill yesterday 
when it passed, though I believe it will be found, 
on searching the record, that I voted against the 
same bill upon a former occasion. I do not, how- 
ever, deem myself bound, on every occasion, 
when I feel called upon, in my judgment, to 
change my vote on such a question, to give any 
explanation; though, of course, if Lam called to 
account for it, | expect to be able to justify my- 
self. If I remember aright, the discussions which 
took place on the subject at former sessions of 
Congress, the opposition which was raised to it 
was chiefly by a former Senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Underwood.] I confess, my sympathies, 
my feelings, and my judgment were in favor of 
the course which he suggested; for it was then, or 
if not then, it might at some other time, be in the 
power of the body to correct what the Senator 
from Kentucky considered a gross injustice. If 
l am not mistaken, however, the whole opposi- 
tion of that honorable Senator to the bill was not 
founded upon the idea that great injustice had not 
been done to this petitioner by the Government, 
but that he was not the proper person to whom 
the money should be paid. The Government 
made a contract with him, which consumed four, 
or five, or six years of his time, during which he 
devoted himself exclusively to it. He was still 
more deeply committed; for he, having: but small 
resources of his own, had gone to the States of 


F 


| Kentucky and Missouri and gbtained credit for 
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j 
himself by showing the contract which he had 


with the Government, and induced a number of 
henip-growers in those States to embark in the 


experiment with him; and 1 believe in Missouri, | 


as wellas in Kentucky, they did embark in it. 
They were at great ex penseand trouble in so doing. 
-They changed their former policy in preparing 
hemp for market, and undertook to water-rot it. 
At the time to which I refer, | carefully looked 
into the case, and examined the evidence pro and 
con., and my recollection is, that the proof was 
_ conclusive, at least it was to my mind, that as 
good water-rotted hemp as was ever imported into 
this country from Russia, was prepared by those 
farmers, and sold to Mr. Myerle, or intrusted to 
him for sale under his contract; that it was un- 
justly and unfairly condemned at Boston, and 
this memorialist, Mr. Myerle, having no resources 


of his own, itwas sacrificed. If lremember aright, | 
though I have not looked into it now for two or | 


three years, the proof was satisfactory, that though 
this hemp was condemned, there was strong reason 
to suppose it was condemned unfairly; that it was 
good hemp, and that it was sacrificed under the 
circumstances. What was the consequence? Mr. 


Myerle, having no resources of his own, was | 


unable to satisfy those who furnished it to him. 
Great excitement and indignation were felt, par- 
ticularly in Kentucky, and also, I believe, in 
Missouri. 
souri had been drawn into this scheme by the repre- 
sentations of Mr. Myerle, supposing that he had 
such credit under his contract with the Govern- 
ment that he could not fail. They entered into 


his plans, and furnished this hemp; but it was | 


sacrificed, as f have said, and the money did not 
get even into Mr. Myerle’s pockets. Flis credit 
was prostrated in consequence, and he was utterly 
ruined, 

This is the proof, as I understand it. After 
having given, not only his own time, but having 
contracted these honest obligations with the farm- 
ers of Kentucky and Missouri, the indignation 
and excitement of those farmers against him, under 
the circumstances, rose to such a height, thatthey 
opposed the making of any compensation to him 
unless they could be secured at the same time. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Is the Senator arguing the 
motion before the Senate ? 

Mr. BELL. Iam only stating the grounds on 


which | think this is not a fair case, on any argu- | 


ment that can ‘be reasonably presented here, for 
the exercise of this usage of sending to the other 
House for a bill. 

The Senator from Kentucky, I think, had no 
doubt whatever but that Mr. Myerle had been 
deeply aggrieved; but he supposed that some pro- 


vision could be made legitimately, by which his | 
creditors would be secured in the enjoyment of a; 


portion at least of the indemnity granted by this 
Government, That question was largely and in- 
geniously discussed; and it seemed to be difficult 


to adopt any plan by which that security could be | 


given to them. Even now I suppose that, accord- 
ing to the argument which was urged upon that 
occasion, we cannot here undertake to decide the 
relative claims of the farmers who produced this 
hemp, and Mr. Myerle, tothisindemnity. I think, 
however, that there can be no doubt of the fact 
that the Government owes this indemnity either to 
one or the other of the parties; and as Mr. Myerle 
himsel!" was the contractor, the strongest and most 
satisfactory view that can be given of the subject 


is, that we have nothing to do with the creditors | 
of Mr. Myerle, but that they must be left to the | 


courts to decide upon their rights. If Congress 
shall grant him the proposed indemnity, they can 
step in, and, by resort to the judicial tribunals, 
right the wrong which has been done them by 
Mr. Myerle. I may be mistaken, but I think 
that this was the ground of opposition offered to 
the bill by the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
at a former day, and in that ground | sympathized 
with him. I believe he never impunged the idea 
that great wrong and injury had been done to Mr. 
M yerle, but he considered that greater injury had 
been done to those who trasted him under t 
faith of the contract, and that the indemnity oug 
to goto them, and not to him. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, the argument 
of the Senator from Tennessee is one relative to the 
merits of the claim, and notin reference to the mo- 
tion before the Senate. The motion before the Sen- 
ate, made by the Senator from Indiana, is one of 


rt. 


Those farmers of Kentucky and Mis- | 


he | 


right, and not of favor, and ought not to be determ- 
ined with reference to the merits or demerits of the 
claim. Under the rules of the Senate, a member 
voting with the majority has three days within 
which to movea reconsideration. Shall he lose 
this right, secured to him by the rules, in conse- 
quence of the action of the ministerial officer of 
this body? That is the question. Strictly, the 
practice ought to be, that a bill ought not to leave 


i this body as Jong as that right attaches to it. It 


ought not to go within the three days, without 
the special order of the Senate, except, perhaps, 
towards the close of the session, when it would 
not be proper to detain a bill for that period. But 
as long as there is a right over the bill by any 
Senator, it ought not to go from under the control 
of this body, under proper parliamentary usage. 
I am not familiar with the usages of this body; 
but I know, where the same rule obtains, the 
usage has been, every where, that, as long as this 
right attaches to any gentleman to move to recon- 
sider, the subject ought not to be taken beyond 
his reach. Now, as a Senator has this right, the 
question is, can he be deprived of it by the act of 
the ministerial officer of this House? I think not; 
and, therefore, this motion to put him in a con- 
dition where he can use the power granted by the 
rules, is a matter of right, and not of favor. It 


lis of vastly more importance to this body to 


maintain its rights, than to pass forty such claims 
as the one now under consideration. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is, perhaps, proper that I 
should state that it was my intention to make the 
motion to reconsider yesterday; but I was out of 
the Chamber at the time the Senate adjourned, as 
they adjourned earlier than f anticipated, and, 
consequently, I did not then make the motion. I 
made it at the earliest time I could this morning. 
The honorable Senator from Georgia, however, 
has anticipated the remarks which { intended to 
make. He has presented to the Senate the point 
on which this case turns. Under the rule, as a 
matter of course, having voted with the majority, 
I have a right to move to reconsider within three 
days. Suppose the Secretary had not reported 
the bill to the House, it would have been clearly 
improper to resist my motion. The motion to re- 
consider, would‘ then have been the only motion 
necessary. I donot intend, by making the mo- 


tion, to reach the merits of the bill; and I deny | 


that, under our rules, the merits of the claim are 
debatable under this motion. I have a right to 
make the motion under the rule; and until the 
rule be altered, the Senate cannot prevent action 
upon my motion. 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin stated 
that the precedent set last week was only to cor- 
rect an error; that it was to correct a matter of 
form, and not of substance. That is a strange 
argument. It is, in effect, that the Senate may 
make the order, for which I ask in this case, for 


| the purpose of correcting an error of date, but 


cannot make the order to correct a matter of sub- 
stance. Now, sir, as I remarked before, under 
the rule I have a right to make this motion; and it 
should prevail, as a matter of course. I can turn 
to precedents where, when bills have not only 
been sent to the House, but where, when they 
have been passed by the House, they have been 
returned to the Senate on their request. Yea, I 


can go further, and show precedents where bills ; 
have passed the House and the Senate, and gone | 


to the President, when they have been returned 
on the request of the House which last acted upon 
them. 

Tam violating no rule in making this motion; 
but, to prevent a similar occurrence, and an ex- 
tended debate on a subject of this kind hereafter, 


| [intend to move to amend the rules so as to pre- 


vent the Secretary from reporting to the House 
any bill which originates here until at least one 
day shall have elapsed, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Senate. There ought to be such a rule. 
At least, so long as the present rule exists, that a 
reconsideration can be made within three days, no 
bill should be sent from this to the other House, 
unless by order of the Senate, until the expiration 


reference to the Journals that when this claim was 
last before the Senate, it did pass, but it passed, ag 
the Senator from North Carolina has stated, with an 
amendment. What was thatamendment? [twas 
to appropriate $10,000 instead of $30,000; and it 
passed upon a vote, by yeas and nays, of 24 to 
24 onthe amendment, the casting vote in favor of 
it being given by the then Vice President. 

Mr. BADGER. That vote was not on the pas- 
sage of the hill. A 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ii was on the amendment ap- 
propriating $10,000, which, as a matter of course, 
affected the merits of the question. I do not wish 
it to be understood that | have made a motion 
which is not within the rues. I submitted a mo- 
tion clearly within the rules, and one that has 
generally been allowed to pass without opposi- 
tion. I believe this is the first instance since [ 
have had the honor of a seat in this body where 
a motion to return a bill under like circumstances 
has been resisted. z 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, ¥ do not agree 
with my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] 
that the application now made to the Senate is a 
matter of right, The rule of the Senate is, that a 
reconsideration may be moved while the subject- 
matter is before the Senate, or in the possession of 
the Senate, at any time within two days succeed- 
ing the day on which the vote may have been 
taken; but when the subject has passed out of the 
jurisdiction of the Senate, the motion to recon- 
sider is not in order, manifestly because the Sen- 
ate cannot reconsider a vote on any subject of 
which it has not possession. Suppose, for in- 
stance, that the Senete now should pass a vote to 
reconsider this bill, and then should send to the 
House of Representatives for the bill, and the 
House should decline to return it. That shows 
at once it would be a perfectly idle thing for us to 
reconsider a subject not before the Senate; but the 
rule expressly provides for it. 
| Now, sir, the uniform practice of the Senate has 
been, I believe, from the time when it commenced 
its proceedings, that whenever a bill passes this 
body, so soon as it is engrossed and ready to be 
sent to the House of Representatives, it is taken 
by the Secretary, as a matter of course, unless 
there be some motion to reconsider, or unless 
some gentleman intimates to the Secretary that he 
does not wish the bill carried to the House; in 
which case it is always retained until the time for 
a reconsideration has expired, or until the Senate 
order otherwise. So much is that the course of 
the Senate, that it is an order entered upon the 
Journal, of course, in every instance, as Senators 
will find on looking at the Senate Journal, when- 
‘ ever a bill passes, that it shall be taken to the 
House of Representatives for its concurrence. 
This is the form: 

‘Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title thereof 
be as aforesaid. 


“ Ordered, That the Secretary request the concurrence 
of the Hotse of Representatives in this bill.”? 


| 
| 
| This is the order, of course, just like the order 
l 


when a vote has passed of which it is necessary 

to inform the House. It is entered, ‘* Ordered, 

That the Secretary inform the House of Repre- 
j sentatives accordingly.” It is a regular order 
| entered in every instance, and to be executed im- 
| mediately, unless there be some intimation to the 
i| contrary. 

Mr. BELL. Will the Senator read the rule? 

Mr. BADGER. These are the words of the 
rule: 

90, When a question has been once made and carried 
in the affirmative, or negative, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority to move for the reconsideration 
> thereof; but no motion for the reconsideration of any vote 
shal! be in order after a bill, resolution, message, report, 
amendment, or motion, upon which the vote was taken, 
shall have gone out of the possession of the Senate, an- 
nouncing their decision: nor shall any motion for recon- 
sideration be in order, unless made on the same day on 
which the vote was taken, or within the two next days of 
actual session of the Senate thereafter.” 

First, it cannot be moved after the matter has 
gone out of the possession of the Senate; nor can 
it be moved after the expiration of two days suc- 
: ceeding the day on which the vote was taken. 

Now, sir, having said this, although I believe, 
with my friend from Maryland, [Mr. Pearce] 
that it is establishing in itself rather a dangerous 
| practice for the Senate to commence sending to 


| the House of Representatives for the return of 


| 
l! 
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the circumstances. of this case, I shall vote for the 
: motion made by the Senator from Indiana. I shall 
-do it for this reason: ‘The remarks made in the 
Senate this morning have been upon the merits of 
the measure. The measure has been denounced. 
It has been asserted that the claim is groundless. 
It has been said that if an opportunity be offered, 
gentlemen can showit to be groundless. I believe 
the claim to be a good one; | have been satisfied 
of that for years; but if, under these circumstances, 
and with these denunciations, and with these con- 
fident promises of successful destruction of the 
merits of this claim, | should vote against asking || 
the House of Representatives to return the bill, it | 
might seem as if { were disposed, from an acci- | 
dental circumstance, to prevent gentlemen from |; 
having an opportunity of being heard upon this 
bill; and thereby, if the Senate should adopt that i 
course, if those of us who voted for that bill, and 
think it right, should adopt that course, it would | 
be calculated indirectly, in my opinion, to do more |! 
‘injury to the claim before the House of Repre- 
sentatives, than the examinations of gentlemen 
opposed to it will do it when the question comes 
under the consideration of the Senate. That is 
my view of it. 

Now, sir, with regard to the practice of the Sen- 
ate previously, I am aware that since I have been 
a member of the body, on several occasions votes 
of this kind have been taken for returning bills. 
I have, however, no recollection of one, except in 
the case of a bill, which might be considered as 
of some national importance. And the Senator 
from Indiana, I think, is mistaken in supposing 
that such votes have always passed without op- 

osition. I remember very well a bill for which 

voted here, which was introduced, or, at least 
supported by Mr. Breese when he was a Senator 
from Illinois, and in which he took a great inter- 
est. I had voted for the bill on its third reading, 
and it was passed. The same thing took place 
then as takes place every day: The Secretary re- 
ceiving no notice to the contrary, of course carried 
the bill to the House. On the next day, Mr. Al- 
len, then a Senator from Ohio, desired to submit 
a motion for reconsideration, and. desired that 
some Senator who had voted for the bill would 
do it, as he was absent at the time. It was a bill 
of very considerable importance; I do not now 
remember what it was. The difficulty was an- 
nounced to him at once by the Presiding Officer, 
that the bill was out of the possession of the Sen- | 
ate; and I thereupon moved an order that a re- 
quest be sent to the House of Representatives for 
the return of that bill. It was done; but Mr. 
Breese, who was interested in the bill, opposed 
the order; and my impression is that he opposed 
it very strongly. Certainly, I know it was car- 
ried against his opposition. But under the cir- 
cumstances of this case, I think we should adopt | 
this motion made by the Senator from Indiana, 
and have the bill returned, in order that his motion 
for reconsideration may be entered and considered. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, ] have an ap- 
peal to make to the Senate to proceed to take the 
vote on the motion which has been submitted by 
my friend from Indiana. 1 apprehend that when 
we come to take the vote, there will be no diversity 
of opinion on that question; and yet, we have 
been engaged during the last hour in discussing 
the merits of a bill now pending in the House of 
Representatives. Everybody knows that, under 
the rule, if the bill was here in the possession of | 
the Senate, the Senator from Indiana would have | 
a right to move its reconsideration; but the Secre- 
tary has taken that bill to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The act of that officer, as a matter of 
course, cannot deprive the Senator from Indiana of 
any rights that are given to him under the rules 
of the body. He has, therefore, a right to make | 
the motion; and if it becomes necessary to send | 
to the House of Representatives for that bill, in 
order to enable him to exercise the right, | appre- 
hend there is no Senator here who will deny it to 
him. But I do appeal to the Senate not to go into || 
a discussion of the merits of a bill which is not || 
pending beforeus atall. Let us get that bill back | 
before the Senate; and then, if the Senator from | 
Delaware can satisfy me that I voted incorrectly |} 
yesterday, I shall immediately proceed to repair | 
the injury I have done. I have no doubt, how- | 
ever, that I shall be able to show conclusively that | 
David Myerle has a just and equitable demand 
against this Government. At all events, I am 


j that when it was casually taken up yesterday, ovt | 


| rous to have it postponed for the purpose of ex- 
| amination. 


| reconsider any bill which has passed this body. I 


| tion of the right of a Senator to move a reconsider- 


willing to hear a full investigation of that question. 
Let us therefore conclude to pass. this resolution, 
send to the House of Representatives for the bill, 
get it again in our possession, reconsider it if you 
choose, and then, unless the friends of the bill can 
show it to be just and equitable, let it be voted 
down. lLappeal to the Senate, therefore, not to 
discuss this question, upon which I apprehend 
there is no difference of opinion; but let us atonce 
send for the bill, get it into our possession, and 
then decide it upon its merits. 

Mr. BAYARD, Mr. President, I do not know 
for what reason honorable Senators have brought ! 
me in connection with this bill, except for the fact 


of what I considered to be its proper order, 1, | 
having understood, at.a former session of the; 
Senate, when it was before the body, that it | 
underwent the opposition of a gentleman whose 
argument had great weight on my mind, and | 
which I could not distinctly recollect, I was desi- | 
Well, sir, that courtesy or request, 
or whatever you may please to call it, was refused 
to me by a very decided vote. I therefore con- 
tented myself with calling for the reading of the 
report, and with stating my objections to the claim 
as they appeared on the face of the report. The 
Senate then decided the bill, It is at no instance 
of mine that this motion is now made; nor do l 
care, in any respect, whether the bill be reconsid- 
ered or not; nor am Í at all sure that, if it be re- 
considered, J shall open my lips in reference to it, 
though Í shall certainly take the trouble to look 
into the papers in the case for my own satisfac- 
tion, and in order to govern my own vote. 

Sir, I have had some experience here, as to the 
inutility of the labor of investigating private claims. 
I do not mean to give to them that labor and time 
which | have hitherto given, with a view to dis- 
cussion, though I certainly shall as regards my 
own individual action. I am not desirous to tres- | 
pass upon the time of the Senate, in regard to 
matters which cannot draw the attention of mem- 
bers of the body, because they do not involve 
popular applause, They are the mere perform- | 
ance of duty, a duty to the public; and though I 
have been a member of this body fur but a short 
period, | have been here too long not to know 
that the performance of a duty to the public, 
which attaches no political importance otherwise, 
is not one considered of any extensive or prevailing 
moment here. 

But on this question I have a remark to make. 
I have nothing now to do with the merits of this 
claim; but the question is on reconsideration, or 
rather, on the preliminary motion made by the 
Senator from Indiana, which is necessary before 
a motion to reconsider can be made. By the rules 
of the Senate, taken altogether, the intention ob- 
viously is, that within three days or two days, 
whichever you will, a motion may be made to 


admit the qualification that it has not passed from 
the possession of the body; if it has, you must, of 
course, resort to the motion now made. But if you 
give the construction contended for on the other side, 
that because a bill has been hurried off, immediately 
after its passage, to the other House, therefore it 
shall not be reconsidered, you are leaving the ques- | 


ation entirely to the caprice of your administrative 
officer. Now, Iam not disposed to give any such | 
construction to the rule. In every case, whether | 
I am opposed to or in favor of a bill, whenever a 
motion is made to reconsider, if it ought to be re- | 
considered, I shall be always willing to send to 
the House for it, if it shall have gone there; for I | 
can see no objection arising to that course. I, 
shall vote, therefore, for the present motion, with- | 
out reference to what course | may take, or whether | 
I will open my lips or not in regard to the merits | 
of the claim when it comes before the body. 

Sir, it has pleased the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Bapeer] to make the re- į 
mark—and I suppose from the rest of the current į 
of the debate, I have a right to apply it to myself) 
—that confident promises have been made that | 
this bill could be successfully contested. If that: 
remark was applied to me, (and I only draw the | 
conjectural inference from other remarks in the į 
debate,) I can say to the honorable Senator that I | 


made no such allegation. I did state to the hon- 


orable Senator from Indiana that I thought I could | 


convince him—that I felt confident 1 could con- 
vince him—this bill ought not to. haye been passed. 
Sir, I should consider it a hopeless task to-attempt 
to convince the honorable Senator: from North 
Carolina that any bill in favor of a private claim 
against the Government ought not to be passed. 
1 confess, too, that I should have very little confi- 
dence indeed of arresting a claim in any case in- 
volving a large amount of gratuities to individuals, 
with the knowledge l have bad, and the experience 
I have gathered, of the individual influences which 
are brought to bear, and the fact that those wha 
are to act as judges in reference to claims are 
assailed out of doors. by a thousand personal ea 
parte explanations; and that the whole case itself 
is always based on. ex parte representations—on 
ex parte evidence. Although this is undeniably 
the fact, yet, when a Senator undertakes to inves- 
tigate it, when he desires simply that justice shall 
be done between the Government and the individ+ 
ual, he cannot get any persons to listen to him. 
Ee is considered tedious, though he is investiga- 
ting questions which he considers.a matter of duty, 
which involves, if you please, even to a minor 
degree, the interests of the Government, but still 
involve them extensively as affording a precedent, 
He can get scarcely a quorum of the body to 
listen to him. They would rather take their in- 
formation from the out-door statements of indi- 
viduals interested in the claim. With the knowl- 
edge I have arrived at of thegreat extent.to which 
the practice of appealing to Senators by individ- 
uals who are commissioned and employed, re- 
ceiving their per centage for that purpose, is carried 
by operating on the individual votes of members, 
and knowing, as I do, the indisposition of the 
Senate, to hear the public discussion of a private 
claim, on the ground that it has not sufficient no- 
toriety to raise the reputation of the individual 
who chooses to connect himself with it, f certainly 
feel no disposition, whatever my own convictions 
may be, to attempt, and certainly l cannot expect, 
to convince the Senate of the propriety of those 
convictions; but I did think, and 1 think still, that 
I might be able to. convince the honorable Senator 
from Indiana of the impropriety of this claim. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Delaware, [ am sorry to say, seems 
not to be exactly in a good and pleasant humor in 
relation to this subject. He says that, if | meant 
to intimate in what I said, that he had announced 
an ability to show that this claim.was not well 
founded, { made a mistake. Heannounces, how~ 
ever, that he did say to the Senator from Indiana, 
that he thought he could convince him; but he says 
he never did think that he should be able to con- 
vince me that any private claim against this Gov- 
ernment was not well founded. ; 

Well now, ¿ir, the first proposition which the 
honorable Senator has laid down, that be will be 
able to convince the Senator from Indiana, I have 
no doubt is true, for the reason that the Senator 
from Indiana has announced this morning, if I 
understood him, that he is already convinced this 
is nota good claim, and it will not require any 
extraordinary skill in dialectics to convince the 
Senator from Indiana that the opinion which he 
has now formed is a correct one. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I know the Senator from North 
Carolina would not willingly misrepresent me 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly not, 

Mr. BRIGHT: I made no such statement as 
he attributes to me. 

Mr. BADGER. I so understood the Senator. 

Mr. BRIGHT, Then the Senator misunder- 
stood me. 

Mr. BADGER. At least the Senator from In- 
diana intimated, if I understood him, that the 
opinion under which he had voted in favor of the 
claim had been greatly shaken by something he 
had heard, or something he had looked into, since 
the vote was taken. Under such circumstances, 
perhaps, the Senator from Delaware may be able 
to produce that conviction in him. g 

But, sir, the Senator says he has no expecta- 
tion of ever convincing me that any claim against 
this Government is unfounded. Well, sir, one 
thing is very certain; that if, upon an examina- 
tion of a claim, I am satisfied, on looking into the 
facts and the evidence, that the claim is, well 
founded, the honorable gentleman’s proposition 
is true; for with the most profound respectfor the 
clearness and acuteness of his understanding, and 
the regular processes by which he arrives at bis 
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conclusions, I must, at last, regulate myself by 

the deductions of my own judgment. If the Sen- | 
ator means to intimate that I vote for claims be- 
cause they are claims, and am careless and indif- 


ferent whether they are well or ill founded, I have |i 


only to say to the honorable Senator, that such a 

- charge as that, come from what quarter it may, 1) 
do notthink it necessary to remark upon. I should 
be very sorry if I had not character enough to 
stand under such an insinuation coming from any 
quarter. But this Iwill say for myself, that Iuni- | 
formly vote for every claim upon this Government | 
which I think has a foundation either in legal jus- į 
tice or natural equity. 1 adopt precisely the same 
rules in paying claims upon this Government that 
I feel myself bound to adopt, as a man, in paying | 
claims upon myself. And asf never stop to in- | 
quire, when a sum of money isjustly due from me, | 
whether the payment of it can be enforced by law; | 
neither, when I am satisfied that in equity a claim | 
hasa foundation against this Government, do l 
stop to inquire whether it is a claim founded upon 
what is called strict law. 

Sir, [ have announced repeatedly a general rule 
of mine upon this subject, which does not meet 
the approbation of the Senator from Delaware, 
which he has stated, on several occasions, did not 
meet his approbation, and which he thinks is 
wrong, and the consequences of which he thinks 
would be ruinous. lt is, that where a private 
claim has been examined by a committee of this 
body, and the facts of that case are reported to 
this body with a bill for relief, I will submit my 
judgment to the decision of that committee, if tbey 
are unanimous. I repeat now, that it must bea 
very extraordinary case where I will undertake, } 
upon an investigation of the facts, to overturn the 
deductions made unanimously by a committee of 
this body. 

Now, Mr. President, with regard to the remark 
which I made, and which hes been commented on 
by the Senator from Delaware, let me say that I 
intended nothing, and everybody understood that 
1 did not, by the observation which I made, ex- 
cept this: I had no reference to the Senator from ! 
Delaware; but more than one gentleman—the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, among others—suid this was 
a bad claim, and could be shown to be so, though 
he did not know that I should undertake it. I 
then said, and I repeat, besides other reasons for | 

- voting for this motion, I do not choose; I do not : 
think it would be right; it would be unjust to our- || 
selves, to have it supposed that we voted for a | 
claim which we did not believe was correct, or | 
which we feared would not stand the test of inves- | 
tigation; and that such an impression would be | 
fur more injurious to this claim tn the other House 
than anything which ean be offered against it upon | 
ita merits here. Í meant to assign that as my 
reason. It was because | have had some famil- 
iarity with this claim; I have examined it; I have 
discussed it; and every renewed examination has | 
strengthened my conviction of the equity of this 
demand. It ison that ground that f have uni- i 
formly voted for it; and, unless I be satisfied to 
the contrary, I shall certainly vote for it again; 
and, although I do not think it likely that the 
Senator from Delaware will convince me, yet l 
will say, clearly and undoubtedly, that if he does 
convince me that this claim is unfounded and 
unjust, | will join him in voting against it. \ 

I am very reluctant to say | 


Mr. PEARCE. 
another word on this point, and I should not do 
so but that I think it necessary. I believe I was 
the first who suggested that it was not worth 
while to send a request to the House of Represent- 
atives, asking for the return of this bill; but I 
believe the objection [ then made to it has been 
considered by some Senators—my colleague, I 
think, among others—as denying to a member 
the right, which he has under the rules of the Sen- 
ate, to move a reconsideration within three days. 
Now I desire to say that! have looked at the rule 
in question, and | find there are two qualifications 
to the right to move a reconsideration. ‘The first |! 
is, that the bill shall still bein the possession of the 
Senate; and the second is, that the motion shall be 
made on the same day that the bill is disposed of, 
or within two days thereafter. It is manifest that 
this right is qualified as well by the first clause of | 
the rule, as by the second. It may be very well 
to modify your rales so as to require a bill to be 


| amination. 


i report upon report and found when [came to ex 


retained until the expiration of the period within 
which a reconsideration is allowed to be moved; 


but as the rule stands at present, it does not seem 
to me that this is a matter of right, bat it is a 
matter of favor. In practice, when a bill is 
passed, it is always indorsed with an order that 
the Secretary shall take it to the House. There 
is no limitation of time within which that shall 
be done. But, sir, as there has been very much 
earnestness manifested about this matter, | do not 
think it proper to continue any opposition to the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana, and I shall 
vote with the rest of the Senate, in favor of it. 
Mr. PETIT. Mr. President, I shall vote for 
the motion made by my colleague for recalling this 
bill, briefly for the following reasons: Being sin- 
cerelya friend of the bill, not only from one but from 
repeated and thorough investigations of its merits, 
and being desirous that the claim shall pass, l be- 
lieve, with the Senator from North Carolina, that | 
the discussion we have had here to-day will tend 
more to retard it or defeat it in the House than the | 
reconsideration of it will here.. And for the ex- 
press purpose that we may remove the impression 
that the discussion here this morning will be | 
likely to have on the members of the House to ; 
defeat the bill there, E shall vote to recall it here, ; 
and put it again on its passage. [do not appre- 
hend that anything is to be feared by the friends 
of this bill from a more thorough and wider ex- | 
I believe it is due to the Senate that ! 
it should be recalled under the circumstances, | 
When any Senator says he has been mistaken in 
whole or in part in regard to a bill, and is satisfied 
that he should not have voted as he did, within | 
the time limited by the rule, Í think it is fair and | 
proper that the bill should be recalled. I think it | 
is right to do it in this case; and in order to avoid 


the injury which the debate of this morning must || 


necessarily have upon this measure, I shall vote 
to recall the bill. : f 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I certainly did | 
not intend, in any remark of mine, to make an | 
insinuation as regards the honorable Senator from | 
North Carolina. 1 meant, however, to express | 
the opinion which I entertain, that the action of | 
his intellect in reference to this class of claims, | 
that his course of action in reference to them in 
the Senate, was such that 1 should consider it 
hopeless in any case for me to endeavor to con- 
vince him that a claim in favor of a private in- | 
dividual, (reported, of course, by a committee to | 
the Senate,) was one which ought not to be passed. | 
E drew that conclusion from my observation of 
his anterior course in the Senate. I have heard 
that honorable Senator frequently avow the opin- 
ion that the report of a committee in favor of a | 


claim should be conclusive, and I think on former ‘| 


occasions he did not even make the qualification 


he now makes, that the report should be unani- || 


himself bound by the report, and should vote for 
it without investigation. Sir, the experience which 
I have had, (either on committees as to their modes | 
of investigation, or from reading their reports as to 
the results at which they have arrived) will not jus- 


i 

mous; but if there was a report, he should consider | 
i 

| 


tify me in according with his views, and attaching || 


to these reports the weight which he gives to them. 
I consider that basis of action as one which leads 
to great injury and great injustice to the public. 
The whole mode of the examination of private 
cinims ison testimony which is produced by the 
claimant at his own suggestion and on his own 
papers alone, ex parte throughout. Those papers 
are referred to a committee; and the practice has | 
become such now, that constantly the claim of the į 
claimant is referred to the Representative from : 
his own State, and that claim is investigated under | 
the bias, natural to a representative in favor of ai 
private claim preferred by his constituent in which | 
there are private interests on the one side and the 
unprotected public on the other. Yet fam asked | 
to take reports so made, when I have examined 


amine the testimony that in nine cases out of ten, | 


i before any decent, respectable jury in this coun- | 


try, the verdict, on the plaintiff's own evidence, 


| would be unquestionably against him ! ‘The Gov- 
| ernment is entirely unrepresented; the claimant’s |) g 
il Senate. Then, sir, itis respectful to a committee, 
1 
| 


evidence is altogether ex parte, and from such evi- 
dence the report is made up. [tmay suit the pe- 
culiar structure of some minds to take these things ; 
for granted; but certainly I differ entirely from | 


the Senator from Noth Carolna on that point. | 


Therein I may be wrong, but I think not. 
{ know that it is a very agreeable thing to vote | 


il view to i 


in favor of private claims. I dare say it makes 
individual friends. I dare say it gets individual 
popularity. 1 know very welk it is a thankless 
duty to oppose private claims against the public, 
because the public care nothing about it, and 
know nothing about it. I did not come here for 
any such purpose. But for myself, whenever E 
have anything to act upon, I mean to endeavor to 
do it according to my convictions of duty. Sit- 
cing here in the light in which I suppose I sitas a 
Senator on a private claim, to pass my individual 
judgment upon the propriety of making the United 
States pay a certain sum of money to the party, 
I cannot reconcile it to my sense of duty to pass 
it, without endeavoring to get at the facts of the 
case and the principle upon which the allowance 
is to be made. I endeavor to do that in every 
case where it is possible; and where it is not pos- 
sible for me to look into it, E inquire for a state- 
ment of the facts from some Senator who has 
taken the trouble to examine them. Usually, I 
take the trouble to read the report itself. 1f any 
thing in the terms or principle of that report at- 
tracts my attention, as requiring further investiga- 
tion, L turn to the evidence of the case in order to 
see if it sustains the principle upon which the re- 
port professes to be based. 

Sir, I am so entirely satisfied, in my own mind, 
of the total incompetency of this body for the de- 
cision of these matters; | am so entirely satisfied, 
in my own mind, that a system of looseness and 
carelessness has sprung up here in reference to the 
passage of claims of individuals against the public, 
that I think I should be safe in the performance 
of duty if L were to assume that I would vote for 
no private claim brought before the body. Why, 
sir, it is a notorious fact—as | am assured by 
gentlemen of the other branch of the National 
Legislature, of which body í have never been a 
member, and of course I do not therefore know 
the fact personally—that this body, as a body, is 
so sunk in its character, from the looseness of the 
mode in which it passes private claims, that, in 
the estimation of the codrdinate branch of the Le- 
gislature, the reports of its committees upon such 
claims are treated almost with contempt, and are 
considered ag entitled to no weight at all, If that 
be 30, ig it not right that we should pause in this 
malter? 

Have I not the right to say, when reports of 
this kind are made the ground for the specific 
| action of Senators, that I cannot hope to convince 
a Senator when he pins his faith on papers or doc- 
uments like these? Sir, I shall never make against 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina, or 
any other man, any insinuation, either here or 
outside of this Hall, which I am not willing to 
make in its broadest and most distinct terms. I 
used the expression that I never hoped to convince 
him—in order to express in the strongest language 


if in which I could express the fact, that, owing to 


the difference in the structure of our minds, he 
was willing to take upon faith these reports of 
committees, whereas my convictions, from inves- 
tigation, had been, that most of the claims you pass 
| here are either utterly baseless, or so grossly ex- 
aggerated in amount, that, as between individuals, 
they would be pronounced extortion. 

Mr. DIXON. I voted for this bill, and I cer- 
tainly did it under the impression that it was 
founded upon principles that were just in them- 
selves, and such as appealed strongly to the good 
| sense and to the propriety of the Senate. Lam 
| still of that opinion. Í do not agree with the Sen- 


ator from Delaware, that the report of a com- 


mittee is entitled to so little respect as he seems to 
think itis. Why, sir, for what do you constitute 
your committees? You constitute them with a 

investigate all the facts on which their 
report is predicated. Their report is made to the 
Senate, embodying the facts on which the Senate 
listo act. It is not supposed that every member 
of the Senate can go into the committee room and 
investigate all the testimony which is brought 
before that committee. The committee is consti- 
tuted with the view and for the purpose of investi- 
gating the testimony and reporting the facts to the 


| when they make a report to the Senate, embod y- 


J ing the facts, at least to consider that they have 


acted upon fair, correct, and honorable princi- 
ples, without even casting a suspicion upon the 
| motives by which they may or may nothave been 
influenced. 
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Mr. BAYARD. [have cast no-suspicion upon 
anybody. 

r’ DIXON. I do not mean to say that the 
Senator casts suspicion on anybody; but his argu- 
ment is directly at war with the idea that the com- 
mittees have done their duty. There is something 
in the manner, something in the tone of the Sen- 
ator, which strikes at the propriety of the action 
of our committees, and which is calculated to make 
an impression on the Senate that the report made 
by the committee, in this case, is not founded on 
the facta; or that the committee is so obtuse in its 
perceptions of what is right, resulting from the 
testimony, that it is wholly incapable of arriving 
at anything like a correct conclusion; and that its 
members are improper judges of what should be 
ascertained from that testimony. You cannot 


understand the Senator’s argument as meaning |! 


anything else. 

Nor, sir, can J admit the honorable Senator’s 
argument in another view of it, viz: that this body 
is passing claims which have no merit in them. 
It is a fact, which cannot be disputed, that this 
Government, instead of doing justice to claimants, 
is too frequently in the habit of withholding jus- 
tice from them. Instead of coming to the rescue 


of those who have claims on her, she tramples | 


their petitions under foot, and treats the petition- 
ers as unworthy of the aid or assistance of the 


Government they may have served. You have | 


but to look to the history of the past; you have 
but to look to petition after petition, and memorial 
after memorial, presented here by the revolutionary 
soldiers and their descendants, and there you find 
that the Government, instead of acting upon the 
principles which the Senator seems to attribute to 
it, has acted upon motives of parsimony, regard- 
jess of justice, defiant of all the great principles 
which should influence governments which act 
upon great patriotic ideas, It has, in fact, looked 
rather at the dollars and cents, than to meting out 
justice to those who have been foremost in sus- 
taining the great principles upon which all our 
rights are dependent. I have not found that 
looseness, which the Senator seems to attribute to 
the Government, in passing laws for the benefit 
of its citizens. God knows how many bills are 
now upon the table, how many petitions are be- 
fore your committees, how. many reports have 
been made in favor of the petitioners? How, sir, 
have they lingered here in the Senate, and how 
have they been delayed after passing this body? 
Poor claimants may be suffering, yea, almost 
perishing, for the want of that attention which 
should be given to their claims, some of which 
appeal in powerful language to the heart of every 
man who loves justice, and is grateful to those 
who assisted in defending the rights and interests 
of the country. 

I shall, Mr. President, vote for the return of 
this bill, not because I am satisfied that the vote 
which I gave yesterday was not correct, but be; 
vause I think it due to the Senator from Delaware, 
if he desires to investigate the testimony upon 
which the report has been founded, that he should 
have the opportunity of doing so. It is due to 
me, too, because my opinion is predicated upon 
the report. That report establishes two facts: 
First, that the petitioner was employed—which 
was, to all intents and purposes, an employment 
binding, in my opinion, upon the honor of this 
country—by one of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, to make the experiment which was made 
of water-rotting hemp. He did make it; the com- 
mittee report that he made it; and they report, not 
only that he made it, but that, in the making of 
‘it, he expended a vast amount of money, so as to 
ruin and bankrupt him. The committee report 
another fact—that the commissioners who were 
appointed by the Government to receive the hemp, 
and to determine whether or not it was such as, 
under the contract, he was bound to deliver, did 
not act upon fair and correct principles—that the 
hemp strictly came up to the contract—but yet it 
was rejected. 

These are the facts Which are reported. Now, 
whether they be true or not, I shall not take upon 
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{ 
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myself to determine. All I know is that they 
are so reported. The Senator thinks he can prove. 
that the facts are not so; that he can prove that 
the report itself is not properly founded. If that 
is the case, I shall change my vote. If the Senator 
can demonstrate those facts to me—and I assure 
him that I at least am open to conviction—I shall 
most unquestionably retrace my steps and vote 
differently from what I have done. On the other 


hand, I shall not agree with the Senator, that this 


is a mere gratuity. [do not place it upon any 
such ground. I do not believe in its being a gra- 
tuity. The Government either did, or did not 
employ this man. If it did, and it agreed to re- 
ceive the hemp, and then acted in bad faith in not 


receiving it, and if he was thereby subjected to |! 


loss, I say it is a violation of a contract between 
the Government and the citizen, and to compen- 
sate him is only in accordance with the great 
principles upon which courts act, and upon which 
justice is administered. For these reasons, I shall 
vote to bring the bill back to the Senate. Then I 
shall vote to reconsider it. If gentlemen do not 
prefer to argue the merits of the bill on the motion 
to reconsider, which I understand they have a 
right to do, 1 will vote to reconsider it with the 


|| for the purpose of deciding: rights between. nian 
and man, would be laughed to'scorn-in any court 
of justice in ‘the world; and yet, as between ‘a 
claimant and the public, it is considered all-suffi- 
i cient for the purpose of disgorging from the Treas- 
ury in favor of theman who has the most sagacity 
in procuring the evidence, and having a. partial 
|| representation of his case as against/even the in- 
|| dividual claimant who, with more modesty, may 
i| have less energy in order to have explanations 
made. That is my experience. : 
i| The motion to direct the Secretary to request the 
return of the bill from the House of Representa- 
j tives was agreed to. 


H 

i EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. WELLER. This has resulted just as l 

expected. We have spent two or three hours in 

the discussion of a question about which there 

| was no difficulty. I was anxious that my friend 


|! from Delaware should have a full opportunity ‘of 


| speaking. I think he has been gratified. I now 
| move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
: of Executive business. i 
The motion was agreed to. es 
The Senate accordingly proceeded to thé” con- 
: sideration of Executive business; and, after some 


view that they shall have a full opportunity of | 
arguing the merits of the bill. i 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am sorry to | 
trespass on the time of the Senate, but I owe it to | 
myself to make an explanation in reference to the | 
remarks of the Senator from Kentucky. 
tainly did not mean to say, for one moment, that | 
in reference to revolutionary claims against this | 
Government, Congress had been over liberal. I! 


am not aware that I have been inclined to oppose |: 
any general law in reference to compensation for 


revolutionary services, or any other provision in 
the nature of a gratuity for services rendered to the 
Government, not constituting in themselves a legal. 
obligation. Fora general law, | would go almost as 
far as any man; but J am opposed to this system ` 
of special legislation. 1n this case, as between the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky and myself, 


there isa difference of opinion, which depends upon |j 


investigation, J have not taken much pains to ex- 
amine them, but after the experience which I have 
had I must say, that I have not been able to see 


any thing like a denial of justice to private claim- | 


ants against the Treasury of the United States; 
but that, on the contrary, nine cases out of ten 


| that have béen passed, ought never to have been 


passed. ‘There may have been some cases of a 
refusal to do justice, but, as a general rule, if that 
Senator will take the trouble to examine a book 
which has been recently printed by order of the 
Senate, the List of Claims, as it is called, and will 
go through the reports upon them to the extent | 
that I have done, he will find, that where there | 
has only been persistency enough on the part of 
the claimant, although there may have been one, | 
two, three, or four, or even six adverse reports | 
against the claim, he always ultimately gets it. I 
find that three or four adverse reports generally 
insure it to him, and that the result is this: that 
as between the Government, and the claimant, the 
decision of the Senate has no finality when itis in 
favor of the Government; but when it is in favor 
of the claimant it is final, and the money is paid. 
The result is that you always indicate to parties 
that they may come forward with further evidence, 
and if they find that the Senate, at that particular 
time, is composed of members indisposed to pass 


such claims, they wait for four, or six, or eight, || 


or ten years, if necessary, and then, when all 
memory of the transaction is gone, they again 
bring forward the claim and it is allowed. 

And further, it seems to me the more remotea 
elaim is, and the less means we have of acquiring 
a knowledge of the facts, the more certain It is to 
pass this body. This has been the result of my 


examination of claims here. We pride ourselves | 


on our simplicity and purity, and republicanism; 
but I believe we are the only Government in the 
world that passes private claims in the manner we 
do, and on the species of evidence we do—a spe- 


I cer- | 


| Mr. HAMILTON. 
| 


| time spent therein, the doors were reopened, and 
; the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weovyesnay, May 10, 1854. ` 

The House met at the usnal hour. Prayer by 

| Rev. Henny Sricer. 

The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I intend before I take 
my seat to move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. Before doing so, however, I desire to 
notify the House that itis my intention to-mor- 
row to introduce a resolution terminating the de- 
bate upon the bill to organize the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska. 

Several Members. At what time? } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To-morrow morning. 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, and other Mem- 
i bers. When do you propose to close the debate? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the inter- 
| rogatories made by gentlemen, I have ‘to state 
i that the time at which J shall propose to‘terminate 
i debate will depend upon-the opponents of the bill. 
df they show a disposition to goon and debate it, 
! I am disposed to allow the utmost time that will 
be possible, in order to have a final vote on the 
| bill before the special order takes precedence of it, 
| If they do not show such a disposition, then } 
i shall take it for granted that they do not desire 
further debate, and shall move to terminate itat the 
earliest hour. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman ‘from 
Illinois will allow me to ask hima question, as 
| probably this is all irregular, He says ‘if the 
opponents of this bill show a disposition to. debate 
i the bill.” What is meant by that? Does he:ex- 
| pect us to continue in session here for ten of eleven 
hours? : a 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I cannot yield for further 
inquiries. I move that the rules be ‘suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commit. 
tee of the Whole on the-state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope, as this is an ira- 
portant question—— 

The SPEAKER. Is it-the pleasure of the 
i House that the gentleman from Ohio be allowed 
to proceed ? 


1 object, and call for a 
vote on the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 


nois. 
The SPEAKER. Then debate is not in order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Ts objection made? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Hamrtron] objects. ~ ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL. After what has taken 
place; after the gentleman from Illinois has been 
| alowed to go on and make his statement, surely, ` 


cies of evidence to which, if you were to resort | 


no one objects to my making an inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Ohio be allowed 
to proceed ? 

r. HAMILTON. l object. 

‘The question was put on Mr. Ricwarpson’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of bill No. 236, being a bill to organize 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayzy] 
was entitled to the floor, f 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, said that as an hour 
was not sufficiently long in which to express his 
views, he should be disposed to generaiize them, 
The distinet propositions, and the material ones, 
which, it struck his mind, are involved in this 
discussion, are: First. Are the principles of the 
cornpromise of 1850, in respect to the Territories, | 
the principles of American liberty, and are they 
repugnant to the Missouricompromise? Second. 
If so, ought not Congress, with a view of disem- 
barrassing the court as to its intention, so to de- 
clare? and, ‘Third. Is the principle of non-inter- 
vention by Congress embodied by the act of 1850, 
violated by the Badger amendment? 

To make himself properly understood, and to 
present the subject fairly to the committee, he 
reviewed therelations which this Government has 
borne to the question of slavery from the time the 
several States first came together; arguing to show 
that, at different times, the principle of non-inter- 
vention, or leaving the people to judge for them- 
selves, was distinctly declared. ‘The first occasion 
on which the doctrine of non-intervention was 
ever departed from was in the celebrated Missouri 
controversy, and he defied the historian to show 
to the contrary. 

He traced the progress of the slavery contro- 
versy to a later period; and in the course of his | 
remarks, he took issue with gentlemen who had | 
maintained that at the time of the passage of the | 
compromise of 1850, nobody insisted that it abro- 
gated the Missouri compromise. This was a 
mistake. Over and over again, in presenting this 
subject, both here and elsewhere, he had declared 
that the South had gained by the abrogation of 
the Missouri compromise a better and a truer 
principle. 

Lie related some facts connected with an inter- 
view between Mr, Clay and Mr. Ritchie, pending | 
the controversy in 1850. The former had insisted 
on retaining the Mexican law, as applicable to the 
territory acquired from Mexico. He, however, 
gave this up, as he (Mr. Bayty) told him it was | 
indispensable he should, because, if that law was | 
declared by congressional authority, it would be | 
virtually the Wilmot proviso, He knew that Mr, 
Clay gave it up, because it interfered with non- | 
intervenuon, 

Mr. B. proceeded to reply to his colleague, Mr. 
Maison; but, before he concluded, the hour to 
which he was limited in debate expired. 

Mr. GRQW said that the bill under considera- | 
tion provided for the organization of two territo- | 
rial governments, to be called Nebraska and Kan- 
sas, embracing, together, about six hundred and 
sixty-five thousand square miles, an area twice as 
large as the original thirteen Colonies; and ex- 
tending from New Mexico to the British posses- 
sions, and from the western limits of Minnesota 
and the States to the Territories of Washington 
and Oregon, and containing four hundred and 
twenty-five millions of acres of land—more than i 
a fourth of all the public domain now owned by 
the Government. The provisions of the bill: 
were those usually inserted in bills to organize | 
territorial governments, with the exception of the | 
fourteenth section, which proposed to repeal so 
mach of the Missouri compromise as prohibited | 
slavery in the territory purchased of France lying 
north of the line of 360 30’. 

He then stated his objections to the Clayton | 
amendment. It having been the policy of the | 
Government heretofore to permit all persons 
residing in a Territory who had declared their 
intention to become citizens, to participate in the 
organization of its government, what reason was | 
there for their exclusion in the present instance? 
The fact that they were residents of the Territory 
was good evidence that they had settled there |j 
with the intention of making it their home; and | 
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the oath in their declaration of intention to be- 
come citizens absolved them from allegiance to 
foreign Powers, and clothed them with nation- 
ality. The Clayton proviso was inconsistent, he 
maintained, with the great principle of self-gov- 
ernment claimed to be embodied in the biil by its 
special advocates. 

Having argued that the organization of these 
Territories was unnecessary, he replied to the ar- 
guments of the unconstitutionality of the Missouri 
compromise of 1820. It was not considered un- 
constitutional at the time of its adoption by gen- 
tlemen from the South; no such objection was 
made to it then. 

He claimed for it no more binding force, save 
the circumstances which surrounded its adoption, 
than attached to any other legislative act of Con- 
gress, and denied that the North had ever aban- 
doned it. Healso argued that slavery can only 
exist through municipal regulation, and quoted 
from decisions of northern as well as southern 
courts to sustain this position. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York, after a few 
preliminary remarks, asked why there are now 
two acts brought in, instead of one, as heretofore, 
the object at first being to establish merely the 
territorial government of Nebraska? He believed 
that if all the territory should be under one gov- 
ernment there would be a large portion of the 
people from the northern States, who do not sub- 
scribe to the doctrine that slavery is the universal 
and common law of the country, and that the col- 
ored man, ia order to be entitied to freedom, must 
sbow the law. 

The intention of these bills was, there should 
be southern judges for the southern Territory, who 


| will hold and administer the law as the gentleman 


from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] proclaimed this morn- 
ing; and in the other ‘Territory judges who will 
declare that freedom is the law, and slavery the 
exception, He defied any man to assign any 
rational reason for the organization of two terri- 
torial governments. In other words, the judges 
are to make the laws. This is the principle on 
which the measure is founded. 

The bill, he contended, does not confer the 
. principle of self-government on the people. ‘There 
Is almost every oppression enumerated in the De- 
claration of Independence to be exercised in those 
‘Territories—the people are to be taxed, and the 
Governor is to use his veto. It is the height of 
absurdity to say the people are to rule. 
mere declamation and humbug. 

He proceeded to speak on the question of sla- 
very, contending the free colored man is, in sub- 
stance, a nuisance in a free State, and the exist- 
ence of slavery ina State crushes out white people. 
He wanted free soil; and therefore opposed the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire only to make a brief 
explanation. If my colleague, {Mr. Bayxy,]} 
instead of replying to an argument of his own 
creation, had been content to answer that which 
I had made, perhaps no reply would have been 
necessary from me. {f wish only to say that 
he did not, in his remarks this morning, correctly 
state my position. 
were laws protecting slavery now existing in 
the Territory of Nebraska. What f did say no 
gentleman has yet attempted to reply to. Ali 
who have undertaken to notice my argument, 
have answered conclusions which they have them- 
selves drawn, and arguments of which they are 
themselves entitled to the exclusive credit. This 
is what I said: | was replying to the statement of 
Mr. Baocger, who had declared that no laws had 
ever existed in Nebraska but the old French law 
and the Missouri compromise. 
“These were the only two laws upon the subject, 
the only two laws that had ever been in force. 


There was a law authorizing slavery when the | 


‘Territory belonged to France. By the act of 1820 
that law was annulled.” 

I was replying to this statement, and showing 
that those were not the only two laws that had 
been in force there. J showed that there were 
other laws—laws passed by Congress and by the 
Territorial Legislature. l showed that those laws 


have never been repealed, but only their practical | 


operation confined to particular localities. No 
gentleman has yet undertaken to question those 
statements, I showed, moreover, that some of 
those Jaws are in force over a portion of the ter- 
ritory purchased from Louisiana. No gentleman 


It is | 


1 have not said that there |} 


He had said: | 


| has answered that. I say confidently, that no 
‘gentleman has yet undertaken to answer one of 
i| the points that 1 made,-and for which I hold my- 
l! self responsible. 
f My colleague says that laws are addressed to 
persons and not to places. That is thevery argu- 
ment | myself made here four years ago in refer- 
ance toa position assumed by Mr. Webster. Did 
my colleague suppose that | had forgotten my own 
views, or that Thad madean argument this session 
in the slightest degree conflicting with that i made 
four years ago? , Sir, Jaws are made for persons, 
not places, as J then attempted to show, but for 
persons upon and with reference to places. They 
are made for all persons who now are, or here- 
after may be, within particular localities. Wher- 
ever the jurisdiction of the law-making power ex- 
tends, there the laws apply to all persons who may 
be within it. They apply not only to those who 
may be there at the time of the passage of the law, 
but to those also who may go thereafterwards. By 
i going into a place which is within the limits of a 
| particular jurisdiction, they become subject to the 
laws intended to govern persons in such places, 
This is all I deem it necessary to: say in reply te 
my colleague. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts, incidentally 
referred to the present fugitive slave law. He 
believed, from the bottom of his heart, that 
i the Constitution of the United States never con- 
ferred upon the General Government the power to 
make such a law as the one now in existence for 
the recovery of fugitives from labor. He, how- 
ever, did not wish to be understood as saying no 
‘law. Ele stood here as the advocate of the priv- 
ciples of freedom against the aggressions of sla- 
very. 

The bill of the Senate stuitified the report, ina 
measure. Fe could only account for this by sup- 
| posing thet the bill was not agreed npon until after 
the report was submitted. Accordingto the argu- 
| ments of the report, the bill should be forthwith 
‘rejected. Ee then argued at length against the 
| repeal of the Missouri compromise, 

Mr. SEWARD did not believe that the Mis- 
ouri act, as declared by the bilt, was inconsistent 
i with the compromise of 3850. Each measure 
i stood on its own independent principle. Tle was 
| opposed to the details of the bil, but nevertbelesa 
would vote for it, as the Badger amendment 
i therein would put the Missouri act out of the way. 

Mr. ELLIOTT, of Kentucky, argued against 
the continuance of the Missouri act of 1820, con- 
tending that the North had heretofore refused to 
abide by it. In conclusion, he advocated the doc- 
trine of non-intervention. 


Mr. DOWDELL obtained the floor. 


Mr. BOYCE. [ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina to yield me the floor for the purpose of 
making a personal explanation. It will oceupy 
but a few minutes. 

Mr. DOWDELL. J will yield the floor to the 
| gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. BOYCE, |l desire briefly to make an ex- 
| planation of the facts concerning the visit of Mr. 
Hoar to the State of South Carolina, to which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Error] re- 
| ferred in his speech today. In 1822, when a 
| civil insurrection was upon the eve of breaking 
l out in South Carolina, and it was discovered that 

free negroes were coming from the West India 
| Islands to head that insurrection, it was found 
| necessary, for the publie safety, to passan act that 
no free negroes should come into that State. . 

Many years passed along, and the Abolition 
excitement came up, and Massachusetts, which, I 
| am sorry to say, has always been found. at the 
i head of this agitation, sent one of her citizens to 
' have the constitutionality of this law tested. As 
soon as Mr. Hoar arrived in the State, he was 
looked upon as a fire-brand, and great public agi- 
tation ensued upon his arrival; but there was no 
mob violence threatened against him. Some of 
the most respectable citizens of Charieston waited 
upon him, and urged upon him the necessity of 
leaving the State. The manner in which the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts referred to 
this matter would lead one to suppose that some 
infuriated mob had forced him to leave the State; 
but the facts of the case present the matter in an 
entirely different light. He was waited upon by 
several respectable gentlemen of the place, and re- 
quested to leave the city; and he did so. 
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Mr. DICKINSON. | should like to ask the 
gentleman from South Carolina a question. 

Mr. BOYCE. Iam ready to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from South Carolina whether the muni- 
cipal authorities of Charleston did not notify Mr. 
Hoar that they could not protect him, and they 
would not insure his safety if he did not leave? 
They allowed him to take his own choice, and so 
he left. 


Mr. BOYCE. I do not know that. I know |) 


that some gentlemen waited on him at the hotel, 
and represented to him that he had better leave, 
as, though the citizens did not intend to injure him, 
he might be liable to insult and annoyance. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have got tbe facts from 
the official report, and I have no doubt it is true. 
Į do not wish to have my State improperly repre- 
sented in this matter. 

‘Some. little misunderstanding here. took place 
between Mr. Boyce and Mr. DICKINSON, as to 
the language used by the latter gentleman. 

Mr. DICKINSON. [| rose to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Boyce.) l stated the facts from the official report 
of Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, which he made 
when he returned. He stated that he was in- 
formed by the authorities of Charleston that he 
could not be protected, and was advised by 
them to leave, because they could not answer for 
his safety if he remained. The gentleman from 
South Carolina replied to my question, substan- 
tially, that he did not understand the facts to be 
so. Sir, there is not a purer man in the United 
States than Mr. Hoar. He isa man for whose 
prudence, and judgment, and candor, every one 
who knows him has respect. He was sent there 


for the purpose of testing the validity of the law |) 


, of South Carolina, which we, in Massachusetts, 
regarded es unconstitutional, Ele was known to 
be a person who would conduct himself with 
great propriety; and he was only asked to have 
the proper means taken to test the validity of the 
law in the United States courts. Bat he was 
advised that he could not remain there safely, und 
that he could not try the case. He came home 
and made that report. I took that repart as an 
official report after it had been acted upon. 

Mr. DOW DELL contended that the restriction 

_of 1820 was a naked act of arbitrary power un- 
warranted by the Constitution. It was wholly 
indefensible, impolitic, and inexpedient. It was 
forced on the South as the least of two evils, and 
acquiesced in by them for the sake of peace and 
harmony. It has been violated over and over 
again by the North, whonow advocate its sanctity; 
but he suggested that it did not become the ag- 
gressors to teach lessons of morality and justice. 

Mr. CARPENTER replied to arguments which 
had been advanced in favor of the bill, which he 
said authorized, not in direct terms, but in effect, 
slavery to creep into this Territory, now free. To 
this he would ever be opposed, 

Mr. TWEED believed the Missouri line is vio- 
lative of the Constitution, a flagrant wrong and 
gross injustice, and calculated to produce incaicu- 


lable mischief. A geographical line is wrong in | 
‘inception, enactment, and enforcement. The Mis- |; 


souri line, he répeated, is violative of the Conšti- 
tution, because it encroaches on the rights of the 
South, who have an equal share with the North 
in the enjoyment of our domain. By its repeal, 
let us endeavor to make the Union a political para- 
dise, from which we will never be driven, no more 
to return. He was in favor of the bill, because 
it gives to the people of the Territory the power 
to control their own institutions. "i 

Mr. FARLEY could not forbear to say that, to 
him it was a source of great satisfaction that his 
political friends on this floor are in no way respon- 
sible for the ill-advised form in which this meas- 


ure has been presented. The North are opposed |; 


to the extension of slavery. This bill looks to 
the extension of slavery over territory now free. 
So long as the Missouri compromise remains un- 
repealed, slavery cannot go there. Repeal it, and 
slavery can go there. 
repeal, either directly or indirectly. f 
Mr. HARRISON addressed the committee in 
opposition to the bill, taking the ground that the 
ublic interests did not justify its passage. He 
likewise argued against the repeal of the Missouri 
act of 1820. 


Therefore he opposed its | 


Mr. COLQUITT, of Georgia, obtained the, 


floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is a strange arrange- 
ment; but Í understand that the Chair istin the 
habit of exacting—though i do not know that it 
is so—a pledge from gentlemen who wish to speak 
that they will not occupy more than fifteen min- 
utes, of half an hour. If that be so, it ought to | 
be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Perhaps the gentleman 
had better let his colleague make that point. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have heard these things, 
and think it best that they should be now ex- 
plained. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam perfectly satisfied. 

[Cries of “Go on, Coreurrr!’’} 

Mr. CAMPBELL. What my colleague says 
does not answer the point. I want to know 
whether it be a condition precedent to the getting 
|| of the floor that gentlemen shall pledge themselves 
ji to occupy only fifteen minutes, or half an hour? 
I want lo have the question settled. I deem it 
best to have the difficulty remedied now. 

[Cries of “Go cn, Conauirr!”’} 

Mr. CAMPBELL, 1 appeal to the gentleman | 
from ‘Georgia to let us have this question settled | 
now. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I prefer to proceed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, then, go on. 

Mr. COLQUITT. It is with great reluctance, 
Mr. Chairman, that I propose, at this late hour, 
to speak on the subject under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will yield | 
a moment, that the Chair may set the matter re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Ohio right. Jt 
is due to the Chair that it should be done. The 
Chair has exacted no pledge from the gentleman 
| from Ohio, [Mr. Harrison.]} 

Mr. HUNT. Will the Chair permit me? 

The CHAIRMAN. i 
| no-pledge,and has not called the gentleman down. | 
The gentleman suid to the Chair that he wanted ! 
fifteen minutes, and would like to have it now— | 
i Mr. HUNT, (interrapting.) In behalf of the | 
| people of the United States, and the members of ' 
this {Louse, Í protest against such proceeding. 

{Cries of ** Order!’?} 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is called | 
to order., 

Mr. HUNT. It isa breach of the liberty of 
Parliament and our rights ina free and glorious | 
country. lappeal toevery American on this foor, 
| by his regard for hiscountry, to protest against it. | 
: [Cries of “ Order!” 

Mr. WHEELER, The gentleman has more 
right to be heard than those who are calling him 
to order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
New York to order. 

Mr. WHEELER. And call the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to order; for I rise toa question 
| of order, 
| The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Penn- 
! sylvania and the gentleman from New York will 
preserve order. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 would tell the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that I] ask no courtesy at his 
hands. 

Mr. FLORENCE The gentleman from 
Georgia has the floor, and I call the gentleman to | 
order. | 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from | 
| Ohio [Mr. Harrison] be allowed to explain the | 
matter, the Chair is confident that he will do it to 
thé satisfaction of the committee. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope that the gentleman | 
from Georgia will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wishtocorrecta remark 
| of the Chair. I did not rise on behalf of my col- 
| league, but against his protestation. I rose to 
state what was the current impression in the 
! committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please | 
| come to order. 
Mr. HUNT. 


I call the gentleman from 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls to order. : 
Mr. HUNT. | ask the committee to be heard | 
on a question of privilege. I appeal to the Chair | 
to hear me. 
| [Cries of ‘Order !”’] | 
; Mr. HUNT. I do it in my place. 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman rises to | 
a question of order, the Chair will entertain it. i 


It appears to me_ that the ques- |; 
tion is a privileged one. H 


The Chair has exacted |; 


1 


|! he should have that time. 


Mr. HUNT. 1 rise to a question of order... 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman willstateit, 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman who took. his 
seat, saying that he had but. fifteen minutes, had 
the right, under the rules, to proceed for one hour: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman had the right to proceed. for one. hour. 

Several Memuers. Nobody denies it. $ 

Mr. HUNT. 1 would take occasion to. ask 
that the gentleman from Ohio will now use the ` 
privilege which is allowed him under the rules, 
in order that he may protect his own and our 
rights against any trickery, management, private 
understanding 

{Cries of ‘ Order!?’] 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor, if 
he desires to occupy it. 

Mr. HARRISON.’ I will state that I obtained 
the floor by the courtesy of the Chair. He told 
me that he could not afford me my proper time. 

Many Members. ‘That is enough,” and con- 
siderable sensation. ; 

Mr. HUNT. The Chair could not affurd him 
his proper time! 

[Cries of ** Order!?’} : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes gentle- 
men will wait until the gentleman from Ohio con- 
cludes his statement. . 

Mr. HARRISON. It was a particular act of 
courtesy on the part of the Chair. I desired to 
speak to-day, and asked him if he could, allow 
me to speak a portion of my speech, and [would 
print the rest. He said that he might be able to 

ive me ten or fifteen minutes. ` f 

Mr. HUNT. That is what I protest against. 

{Shouts of Order 7] 

Mr. HARRISON. At the same time the Chair- 
man told me that, having obtained the floor, I 
should have a right to proceed fof an hour, it L 
chose to do so. f 

The CHAIRMAN. Will gentlemen permit 
the Chair now to make a statement for the inform- 
ation of the committee, which the gentleman from 
Ohio will corroborate? My colleague, Mr. Tay- 


‘| LOR, came to me and requested that my colleague, 


Mr. Harrison, should have an opportunity to 
speak to-night. I told him that he must take 
his chance for the floor with others. He said 
Mr. Harrison did not want more than ten or 
fifteen minutes. I said that I would try to give 
him that time; but if the gentleman would wait 
till to-morrow, hecould have his full hour; Ladded, 
that probably} could give him the floor to-night. 
My two colleagues afterwards came to me and 
said that if I would give Mr, Harrison the floor 
to-night; he would not occupy. much time. I said 
that | would try to do it, and I have done it. © 

Several Mumuers. ‘ That is all right.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Harrison] claims the floor, he can 
have it for his hour. . p 

Mr. SAGE. Let me inquire of the. Chais if a 
similar agreement was not exacted from a mens- 


; ber from Massachusetts, (Mr. Exior,] who ad- 
| dressed the cominittee to-day? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs that the 
committee will hear him explain this whole matter; 
for there seems to be a misunderstanding prevail- 
ing in regard to it. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Error} came to me this morning 
before the committee commenced its session, and 
I told him that probably, under-the arrangement I 
had fixed in my mind, ł should be able to accord 
to the members from Massachusets an hour 


‘speech to-day; thatthey must settle between them- 


selves who should have the hour to-day, and that 
I would try to give them another hour to-morrow, 
but that they could divide the time, if two chose 
to speak to-day. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will corroborate that. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. I desire to say 
one word in addition to what the Chair has stated; 
When ! approached the Chaiman this morning, 
I found him in conversation with one of my col- 
leagues upon the subject of the floor, which my 
colleague was asking for. Before I came up, the 
Chair had said to my colleague, who had just 
stated that he wanted about thirty minutes, that 
As | approached, the 
Chair said to me, knowing, undoubtedly, the oL- 
ject which I had in coming, “ Now, sir, you shall 
settle this matter with your colleague; and if you 
can divide an hour between you, you shall have 


the duty of the Chair to dispense the law of the 
House fairly and equitably. 
Cries of “ Order!’ and great confusion. ] | 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he un- 
derstands the duties of the Chair. If he does not, 
he will very cheerfully resign the position. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I insist on the 
regular order. My colleague (Mr. Coxnquirr] is | 
entitled to the floor. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from i 
Georgia will proceed. i 

Mr. STEPHENS. Before my colleague goes | 
on, I will state to the House, that the practice | 
which has been disclosed by the Chair has been 
usual ever since I have been in Congress. I con- 
sider, so far from its being an outrage, that it is a | 
great accommodation to those gentleman who de- 
sire to speak. | 

Mi. HUNT. It is a curtailment of time, and | 
therefore it is a retrenchment of privilege. | 

| 


‘Mr. KEITT. [| insist that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Coneuirr] shall be allowed to pro- 
ceed without further interruption. 

Mr. COLQUITT then proceeded, and advo- |! 
cated the passage of the bill. 

Mr. UPHAM said that if this bill should be- | 
come a law, it would effect an entire and radical : 
change of the policy on which this Government | 
was formed, and by which it has been admin- ; 
istered from the first. The country would be ji 
swung from its moorings, and, with all its precious {| 
freight, embark on an untraversed and unknown, l 
and, it may be, a stormy if not fatal sea, $ 

He proceeded to show that the Union could not |! 
have been formed if the slavery obstruction had | 
not been removed. It was not thought there would ii 
be an acquisition of any additional territory, and | 
the Constitution was intended to apply to the 
country as it at that time existed. He gave an 
interesting history of the settlement of the North- 
west Territory, and spoke of the ordinance of 
1787, the Missouri compromise, and the compro- | 
mise of 1850; and, in conclusion, predicted disas- | 
trous consequences from the abrogation of political 
compacts. 

Mr. MAXWELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman to 
yield the floor to enable me to move that the com- 
mittee rise? 

Mr. MAXWELL yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then submitted the motion. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly House bill (No. 236) 
to organize the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 
sas, And had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

e The question was taken; and the motion agreed 
to; and then 

At half past ten o’clock, the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 

[See Appendix for the above named speeches. ] 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, May 11, 1854. | 

Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. . 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. i 
! 
| 


A message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, | 
announcing that, in conformity with the request | 
of the Senate, the House of Representatives had | 
directed him to return the bill for the relief of | 
David Myerle. i 

REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. | 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, | 
to whom was referred the petition of the legal rep- | 
resentatives of the late Colonel John Anderson, | 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their | 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second | 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. | 

REPORTING OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I offer the following regolu- 


i liberation of the committee. 
a diversity of opinion, and you have now lying | 


| reporters to this body. 


tion: 


National intelligencer and Union. 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the subject. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, occu- 


pying the relations which I do towards the Com- | 


mittee on Printing, 1 deem it proper to make a 
few remarks in reference to this resolution. The 


i! subject of the reporting of the proceedings of this | 


body has engaged the anxious deliberations of the 


| Committee on Printing for some time past, and it 


has occupied, to some extent, the attention of the 
press in this District. Now, sir, if it were a new 


question, and | were to inquire into it for the first | 
time, I should be opposed to having any reporter | 


in this body but one, and I would put that paper 
on a suitable footing for the purpose of preserving 
the debates of the Senate. 

It will be recollected that some six weeks, or 
two months since, the then proprietor of the Union 
declined, temporarily, the publication of the re- 
ports of this body. A change, however, was 


made in the proprietors of that press; and I un- | 


derstand that the new proprietors have under- 


$ 5 Á l 
taken the reports, and claim the right to publish į 


the proceedings in this body under the contract of 
the former proprietor. At the time when that re- 
quest from General Armstrong, then proprietor of 
the Union, to be released from his contract with 
the Senate for the publication of the reports, came 
before us, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Joun- 
son] submitted a proposition to increase the com- 


|: penSation allowed the Globe, the allegation being | 


that it could not afford to publish the proceedings 


of the body at the compensation then allowed it. 


That subject was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and it underwent the scrutiny and de- 
About it there was 


on your table a report on the subject. 

In the mean time the subject attracted the atten- 
tion of some of the press, as Í before remarked, 
and it is yet an unsettled question with this body, 
whether we shall increase the compensation of the 


Globe, or whether the Union has a right to report |} 


the proceedings at all, and claim compensation. 
If it be the fact that the proprietor of the Globe 
cannot afford to report and publish our proceed- 
ings at the compensation now allowed him, it 
seems to me that neither the proprietors of the 
Union nor of the Sentinel can. 

Without attempting to throw anything Jike a 
serious obstacle in the way of this resolution, for 
the present, 1 must say that I think the Senate 
might well pause, and suffer the question to be 
investigated, before we embark in the expenditure 
likely to accrue to the Treasury by the adoption 
of this proposition. We have already two re- 
porters for the Senate, the Union and the Globe, 
and the only possible ground, it seems to me, 
upon which an appeal could be made to the Sen- 
ate in favor of this proposition is, that the proprie- 
tor of the Sentinel is printer to the Senate. 

T do not suppose any gentleman on this floor 
will undertake to deny that the reports in the Globe 
give us all the details, and furnish the country with 
all the information necessary in relation to our 
proceedings. ‘The editor of that paper, who has 


a corps of reporters—and I believe no one will hes- | 


itate to award to that corps great ability and great 
accuracy—alleges that he cannot live at the pres- 


‘| ent prices allowed him; and yet, at the same time, 
papers recently founded are willing to take the || 


work, I presume, at the same prices. I have 


deemed it due to the Senate and the committee to jj 
submit these remarks in reference to this proposi- | 


tion. 

I cannot for my life see the necessity for three 
It was the sense of the 
committee that we should have but one. I know 
the matter underwent the investigation of the 
committee, and the only disagreement was as to 
the compensation proposed to be given to the pro 
prietor of the paper, which werecommended should 
be the permanent reporter of the body. It seems 
to me that, with the expensive and well regulated 
establishment of the proprietor of that paper, and 


| with the ability and accuracy characterizing its |! 


reports, there is no necessity for incurring the 
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| additional expense of requiring three reporters. 
| 
1 
| 


if am opposed to the adoption of the resolution, 
and I am unwilling to saddle the additional ex- 
pense which it will create upon the country, unless 
there be an imperious necessity for it. 

It occurs to me that the obvious course of the 
Senate would be to put that paper which we all 
recognize as the established reporter for the body, 
and that we hold responsible for an accurate 
report, upon a solid footing, and to allow its pro- 
prietor a compensation by which he can live. If 
this were done we might dispense with other 
reporters than those of that paper. It is not a 
! political paper. It is conducted by a gentleman of 
great experience, and he brings to his aid men of 
i, high character and abilities, to give permanence 
to the reports of that paper, and they become part 
of the archives of the country to which we are 
to look heréafter for an accurate history of our 
proceedings. It seems to me that is all the Senate 
ought to desire. 

So far as the reports now purporting to be made 
by the Union are concerned, | understand the pro- 
prietor of that paper claims the right to do so 
under a contract with the former proprietor. That 
question has not been investigated, and I cannot 
‘undertake to say what will be the sense of the 
Senate, if the question were to be raised. But, sir, 
to add a third, when the Intelligencer declined it, 
i, and the Union itself, in the hands of another party, 
declined the work at present prices, and when we 
| are making an effort to put the Globe upon a stable 
and firm foundation, seems to me to be remark- 
able. 

1 may say further, that one inducement to rec- 
ommend an increased compensation to the Globe, 
was the fact that the Union had declined the work, 
and that the Intelligencer had declined it, and it 
was deemed necessary to have one stable estab- 
lishment. That was a strong argument urged by 
some of the friends of the increased compensation 
to the Globe why we should agree to their prop- 
osition. My impression is, that we should con- 
tinue the Globe; but if we add another paper to 
the list of reporters, we thereby weaken, in a 
corresponding ratio, the ability of the Globe to 
furnish such reports as are now furnished, which 
i we all concede to be creditable to the body and 
| the country. Such are my views. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. Iam sure that the honorable 
Senator from Alabama does not understand the 
facts of this case. When he does, I am satisfied 
l that I shall have his vote for my resolution. In 
; 1848 the Senate, by resolution, directed their Sec- 
| retary to contract with the editors of the National 
| 
| 
t 
i 


Intelligencer and Union for printing the debates 
and proceedings of this body, provided it could 
be done at a price stated therein. The Secretary 
accordingly entered intoa written contract with the 
| proprietors of each of these papers. That contract, 
|| I believe, wascarried forward for some six months, 
or perhaps longer, by the Intelligencer—the time 
i is immaterial, It was then abandoned by that 
paper, on the ground that it did not pay a profit. 
Ritchie & Heiss were, at the time the contract 
| was entered into, proprietors of the Union. They 
| subsequently sold out to General Armstrong. Gen- 
eral Armstrong, by letter, accepted the terms of 
i the contract made by his predecessor. The only 
| contract existing between the Senate and General 
| Armstrong, is the letter I refer to, saying that he 
would carry out the same, according to its pro- 
visions. Hedid so until December last, when he 
wrote the letter which I have on my table, de- 
clining a further compliance on his part, on the 
| ground that his contract did not pay a sufficient 
! compensation, and asking the Senate to relieve him, 
| from the implied obligation which he had taken on 
| himself by his letter of December, 1853. 1 have 
| both the letters before me. 
There was no legal obligation resting upon Gen- 
| eral Armstrong to perform this service. He had 
; a perfect right to abandon it whenever he found 
it was a source of loss or embarrassment to him, 
| and entirely respectful and proper for him to do 
jas he did. The proprietors of the Sentinel there- 
| upon addressed a communication to this body, 
; proposing to perform the same work that General 
i Armstrong declined, at the same price. 
1 Both communications were referred to the Com- 
| mitteeon Printing. Thatcommittee reported them 
ii back, simply requesting that they be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. I 
understand that the then chairman of the com- 


i 
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mittee, about that time, directed Mr. Nicholson 
(the Union newspaper having, in the mean time, 
passed into his hands) to perform this service, 
assuring him that he should be paid at the same 
rate as was allowed and paid to his predecessor. 
Now, sir, neither the late nor present proprietors 
of the Union had or have any contract with the 
Senate. The Senate may, with the greatest pro- 
priety, employ any one else; and whom can they 
employ 
whom they have elected for this body? 


My resolution, however, does not propose to |} oy: 
! Senate, and they can be dismissed at any time. If 


interfere with existing relations between that paper 
and this body—not at all. 
that the Sentinel shall perform like service, pro- 
vided its proprietors will perform it on the same 
terms, 

The honorable Senator from Alabama is mis- 
taken, when he says, that by the adoption of my 


resolution this work will be paid for three times. |; 


The publisher of the Globe only, F believe, is 
paid for reporting the proceedings of this body, 
and even he is complaining that the price paid is 
not sufficient, and asks for an increase of compen- 
sation. Mr. Nicholson, also, in his letter request- 
ing to be continued as publisher, &c., to the body, 
asks for increased compensation, and I have no 
doubt there is much justice in the request. 

But the proprietors of the Sentinel make no such 
request, „Rather than occupy the outside position 
they now do; rather than deprive their readers of 
afull and complete report of the proceedings of 
the body of which they are officers, they offer to 
accept the terms of your resolution, and will, I 
have no doubt, comply with the very letter of its 
provisions, if it shall be the pleasure of the Senate 
to pass the order. 

Mr. BROWN. lam very glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Indiana say there is no contract with 
the editor of the Union to do our reporting, for 
certainly the reporting is done in that paper, in my 
judgment, in an exceedingly unsatisfactory way; 

ut we have no right to complain if we are under 
no contract, and therefore under no obligation to 
pay for it. He who contracts with the Senate to 
report its proceedings, ought to do it, and do it 
promptly; but who does not know that the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate are deferred in the columns 
of the Union, sometimes for seven or eight days, 
and even longer? I believe, in fact, some are not 
published at all. The-questions to which they 
relate lose all their interest when the publication is 
deferred, and then, when the public has been allowed 
to make up its mind and come to a conclusion, on 
insufficient evidence, on one side of the question, the 
other is sent out to it. This, I think, is ajustcause 
of complaint, if we are paying the editors to publish 
the proceedings of the Senate. If, however, they 
are doing it on their own account, they havearight 
to select such matter as they think proper to print, 
and to print it atsuch times as they think proper. 
1 believe that the debate which sprung up here 
incidentally the other day, on the President’s veto 
message, has not yet appeared inthe Union. The 
message has appeared, and has gone to the coun- 
try. The editors of that paper have thought 
proper to make their comments on it; but if the 
debate which occurred in the Senate on the subject 
has appeared in that paper, it has escaped my 
observation. 
has no right to act in this way, but that he ought 
to publish the proceedings, and publish them 


` promptly; and if he cannot do that, he should 


throw down his contract, and cease to ask pay for 
doing that which he does not do at all, or which, 
at least, he does not do in a proper way. i 
Before we enter into a contract with another 
paper, I should certainly like to know from some 
who are conversant with the subject, whether it 
is going to do this work in a more prompt way; 
whether our proceedings are to appear in some rea- 
sonable time after they have transpired; because, 
ifthey are not, I shall be just as much opposed to 
paying bim as anybody else. When questions 
are discussed here, it is of the first importance to 
Senators themselves that the debates should be 
published, and published promptly, so that, while 
the matter is before the country, it may have a 
fair opportunity of making up a just and proper 
judgment in regard to it. It is not fair, it is ex- 
ceedingly unjust, to defer the publication of our 
proceedings until the public mind is made up on 
the question to which they relate; for, in this 
go-ahead age of ours, when the mind hag once 


with so much propriety as the printer |} 
: Saying that I have no means of knowing that fact; 


It simply proposes |! 


I think a paid reporter of the Senate | 


| telligencer, an old-established paper here of many 


i lately, which I have seen, in which he shows that 


i for the Senate and the House of Representatives, 


| ings fully, and have but that alone. 


; is better not to have the reporting and printing of 


: Committee on Printing; and I hope the committee į 
f will give the subject a thorough investigation. 


concluded upon a subject, it cannot be reopened, 
unless by some very powerful appeal, or an alto- 
gether new presentation of the question. For 
these reasons I should like to know from my 
friend from Indiana, whether there is a prospect 
thatthe proprietors of the Sentinel will keep up 
the publication with the proceedings of the Senate, 
or in some reasonable time, say within a day or 
two after they occur? 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 will answer the question by 


but these persons are employed at.the will of the 


a person employed under an order which we make, 
neglects his duty, it is in the power of the Senate 
to dismiss him at any time; but I take it for 
granted, as a matter of course, that if this service | 
be undertaken by the proprietors of the Sentinel, | 
they will perform it faithfully. I have no doubt 
of it. j 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, 1 shall move to 
refer this resolution to the Committee on Printing, 
and I wish to give my reasons for doing so. Itis! 
well known that some three years since—I think | 
last March three years ago—the editors of the In- 


years’ standing, threw up a similar contract with 
the one now proposed to be made, because they 
could not afford to fulfill it at the price allowed | 
them. 
the Union did the same thing. It is further well 
known that the editor of the Globe, who certainly 
prepares the debates of this body and of the other | 
House of Congress with an ability and accuracy 

that cannot be surpassed, has made a publication | 


It isalso known that the late proprietor of | 


by what terms, or on what authority it is proceeds 


ing? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will. explain. “The: 
former proprietor of the Union requested the Sén- 
ate to release him from his obligation to report thë- 
proceedings. His communication was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, but before that com- 
mittee acted upon it the proprietor died, as is 
known to the Senate. We then. concluded to dé- 
fer action until the paper was placed in the hands) 
of some other person; at least we did not actupon. 
it until after the present proprietor got possession 
| of the Union. He then addressed a communica- 
tion to the Committee on Printing, claiming the 
right to report under the contract made with a 
former proprietor. That contract wag examined’ 
by the committee, and we regarded it as‘a judicial, 
question, and signified to him that if he considered 
himself entitled to report under the contract, he. 
could proceed, but that we were not called upon 
to say whether he was entitled to claim the benefit 
of the former contract or not; hence we reported, 
a resolution to the Senate, asking simply to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub-. 
ject. We believed that it was a question between 
him and the accounting officers, whether they: 
would recognize him as legally authorized to re~ 
port our proceedings, and receive compensation 
for doing so. I understand, that since that period | 
he has assumed thé character of reporter, and has. 
| received compensation for reporting the debates of. 
this body from that time until the present. Such. 
l understand to bethe facts; and this is the history. 
of the matter. ` 

Now, sir, if this were a new question, and Thad 


jį to select a reporter for this body, I should cer- 


he loses a large amount of money by reporting at 
the present rates. Now, I know what will be the 
result of all this. These gentlemen will not print 
for nothing, nor without a profit; and at the close of 
this session of Congress, we shall be called upon | 
to make up to them what they have lost by this 
contract, 

Mr. President, 1 think that one official paper 


is enough. We have the Congressional Globe, 
which is ably conducted, with a reporting corps, 
in my opinion, equal to any in this country, and 
my impression is that we had better dispense with 
the rest of the papers which report our proceed- 
I think the 
proposition of General Armstrong to decline his 
contract, should have been accepted, as that of the 
National Intelligencer was accepted. I think it 


the debates of the Senate and of the House, con- 
nected with the political papers of this District any 
longer. Originally our reporting was given to one 
paper of each party. Subsequently, the editor of | 
the Globe, who has fora long time printed the | 
proceedings of Congress, came into the reporting. 

move, now, to refer this resolution to the 


L: 


think the proper course for us to pursue, is to have 


i 

| 

but one official paper for the Senate; and let that ij 

I believe further, that at the end | 

| those reports? 
| 
| 


be the Globe. a 
of this session of Congress, all these printers who | 
are printing for nothing, and finding themselves, | 


will come in for additional compensation, and |! 


claim twenty or thirty per cent. for what they have 
done, in addition to the prices they have received. 


L have seen that done heretofore; and I have no | 1 
' or less than half the amount, and appropriate the 


© money for the payment of a solitary reporter. 


doubt it will be done again. I think, however, 
that we should be doing our duty to the count 


r 
by having one official paper in which the proceed. j! 


ings are to be published. I move the reference of | 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I think my honorable 


friend from Indiana is laboring under a mistake, |: 


tainly be willing to confer the reporting on the 
gentleman who has been selected by the majority 
of this body to do its work. But I sympathize, 
as l remarked before, with the sentiments of the. 
honorable Senator from California, and I believe 
it was the deliberate opinion of the committee that 
we should have but one person to furnish reports, 
and put him upon a footing that will enable him 
‘| to have the reports done correctly, and in a man- 
ner that will be creditable to himself and to the; 
country. 

I think the evidence which we have before us, 
is sufficient to satisfy the mind of every Senator. 
that the reports in the Globe are equal to any in 
any country. Where, then, is the necessity to 
appoint an additional reporter? Wealready have 
two. Isit to afford information to the members, 
of this body? By no means, because we have the 
| Globe and the Union laid upon our tables every. 
i morning; and in the absence of the Union, if it is 
the judgment of the Senate that that paper is not 
; an authorized reporter, here is the Globe. What 
į then, I repeat, can be the object of creating. the, 
additional expense of $20,000? Iam not accurate 
as to the amount; but Í think it is near that sum. 
I ask the Senate, where is thé necessity for adding 
the additional expense of $20,000, when we have 
reports, made in, the style in which they are made 


i| in the Globe, and when we are informed by the. 


proprietor of that paper, that unless he receives 
increased compensation, hecannot continue to give 


Divide the annual expense of between $60,000 
and $70,000 between several, and your reporting. 

| will not be on as good a footing, and not so cal- 
i culated to give satisfaction to the country, or to 
this body, as if you were to take halfthe amount, 


These are the reasons which have influenced me 
in coming to the conclusion which I have ex- 
i pressed to the Senate. I reiterate, that we had 
. better dispense with all the reporters but one; and 
such was the opinion of the Committee on Printing 
when we investigated the matter. We came to 


when he says that the Globe is reporting without į 
claiming compensation. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I did not say the Globe. | 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. I should have said that : 
the Senator’s remark applied to the Union. He) 
asserted, as I understood, that the Union was pub- | 
lishing our proceedings without claiming compen- | 
sation. | 
Mr. BRIGHT. Not at all. I said I under- | 
stood the Union was continuing the publication | 
of reports under an arrangement with the Commit- | 
tee on Printing. : 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Notatall. 


Mr. BRIGHT. ‘Thea I should like to know 


| 
|! that determination; and, after we had reported the- 


| facts, recommended an increased number of the, 
Congressional Globe to be taken for each Senator, 
The present proprietor of the Union says that 
| he is entitled to the contract of the former. propries 
i tor of that paper, and under that contract he has 
| gone on. making reports, and is receiving com: 
| pensation for them, as I am assured. It is a mate 
| ter of indifference to me whether the Senate refer. 
i the resolution to the Committee on Printing, or 
_ dispose of it now. Whichever the Senate prefers 
, will suit me; but my deliberate judgment and con- 


n yiction is that which I have expressed, that.we. 
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had better confine the reporting to one paper, and | 
place that upon such footing as that it can live, 
and perpetuate the records of the Senate. I have 
no objection to-the reference of the resolution to | 
the Committee on Printing; and ifitbeso referred, 
I pledge myself to investigate it thoroughly, and 
endeavor to do ample justice to all parties. {t is 
from no prejudice or prepossession for or against 
any paper, that I have expressed myself in the 
way i have done. The one which I intimate 
should be selected is the permanent reporter of | 
this body. That paper has no connection with | 
politicians or politics. It is laboring for the com- 
pensation which it receives for the reporting, and 
to rear up for itself a reputation as a faithful and 
carefully prepared record of Congressional pro- 
ceedings. 

These remarks I have deemed it proper to 
make, in answer to what was said by the Senator 
from Indiana, 

Mr. GWIN. I desire to amend the motion 
which I wade to refer the resolution to the Com- 


mittee on Printing, so as to instruct them to report |) 


on the expediency of abolishing all contracts for 
reporting the proceedings of the Senate, except 
that made with the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. BRIGHIT. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, and to the reference. I consider that a 


yeference of the resolution to the committee would |! 


defeat it. The honorable Senator from Alabama 
speaks about the expense resulting from three | 
reporters. This body pays but one reporter; and | 
he is paid through the compensation allowed to 
the Globe, as I am informed, at least. | see no! 
reporter for the Union scated in that desk as here- | 
tofore, If fam correct, then the only reporting | 
done here is paid for by the Globe, and the | 
reports of the Globe are carried into the Union. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, Do I understand the! 
statement of the Senator from Indiana, to be that 
the Union newspaper is not paid for our reporting? 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is paid so much per column, | 
but nothing extra for reporting. | 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The price received by | 
the Globe, per column, if fam correctly informed 
by the Secretary, is received by the Union. Am: 
l right in that, Mr. Dichins? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Union and the Globe we | 
now paid the compensation contemplated by the 
original resolution; nothing more. What they 
receive is so much per column. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I understand that to! 
be the fact with all the papers. 1 mean by re- 
porting, receiving so much per column; and F! 
undertake to say that the Union receives the same 
compensation as the Globe receives i 

Mr. BRIGHE. ‘Fhe Senator is correct in that, 
Now, Mr. President, the object of my resolution 
is nothing more than this: to give the editors of | 
the Sentinel newspaper the same compensation, | 
for publishing our debates and proceedings, as 
has hitherto been paid, and is now being paid to 
other papers in this city. : 

Mr. DAWSON. Do I understand from the; 
Senator from Indiana that the Union and the; 
Globe receive the same compensation ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. They do. 

“Mr. DAWSON. And your information is, ; 
that the Union copies the proceedings trom the | 
Globe? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand that to be the 
fact, but I beg leave to be understood as not cen- 
suring or complaining of this course. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is all | wanted to as- | 
certain. : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am very sorry that the de- | 
bate has assumed the shape it has. It may be 
construed into hostility to one paper and partiality 
for another. I can say, however, in all sincerity, 
with the honorable Senator from Alabama, that I 
have neither prejudice nor partiality in this case. 
l am for meting out even-handed justice to ali 
parties interested, and as we have elected a printer 
to this body, who is the publisher of a daily paper ` 
of general circulation, in justice to him, so long | 
as we continue to publish our proceedings, we 
ought to give him the same privilege that we have | 


given the proprietors of the Globe and Union. If}; 


we are not prepared to treat him and bis readers | 
with that respect, | would advise him to resign 
the position which he occupies as an officer of 
this body. 7 

There is no force, Mr. President, to my mind, 


I 
| 
| 
| 
in the argument that we are extending this service i 


beyond the wants of the community; each of these 
papers have different readers. It is to the papers 
of the capital the public look for a full and accu- 
rate report of our doings, and the additional ex- 
penditure resulting from selecting a third channel 
of communication is insignificant compared to the 
convenience and advantage resulting from it. 1 
would be far from appropriating money to any 
such object, if the only end to be attained was a 
pecuniary benefit to those we employ. We have 
no right (let our private feelings be what they 
may) to apply the public funds from any such 
considerations. I approve a reasonable expendi- 
ture of public money for the object indicated in the 
resolution before us, believing the public get value 
received for it. eg 

From what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from California, and the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama, one might infer that this was 
an issue made between the Union and Sentinel. 
No stich issue was intended by me. If my reso- 
lution had proposed to accept the offer of the pro- | 
prietors of the latter, and refuse that of the former, 
then there would have been some ground for such 
an inference; but itdoes no such thing. It was 
to avoid any such imputation, and to place both | 
on an equal footing, believing at the same time, 
the publie interest would be subserved by so 
doing, that T offered the resolution under consid- 
eration, and i must be permitted to say that I am 
surprised to see opposition from the quarter it | 
comes. As to a reference of it to the Committee 
on Printing, 1 am utterly opposed. 
but two members of that committee present. One 
of them, the honorable Senator from Alabama, 
has already avowed his opposition to the employ- 
ment of more than one reporter, and his argument 
would justify the belief that he was opposed to 
printing generally. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
but one reporter. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator’s view, 
he will permit me to say, is behind the age. That 
argument would have answered a quarter of a 
century ago; but the honorable Senator is opposed 
to my proposition; and therefore I do not consent 
to send itto be cared for by its enemies. How 
the chairman of that committee, the Senator from 
Arkansas, views this matter, } know not, but I 
hope in a more friendly light than the honorable 
| Senator from Alabama. I doubt not he does; but 
I should object to a reference, under the circum- 
stances, if I knew a favorable report would follow, 
because it isa plain, simple proposition, and needs 
| no explanation from any one. Every Senator is 
as well prepared to say now whether he will or 
will not make the Sentinel the equal of the Union, 
so far as regards its relationship to this body, as 
he will be after the Committee on Printing shall 
have reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have no doubt the Senator 
from Indiana wishes to do justice to the Union, so 
far as he is concerned, and I wish to see justice j 
done to them all, so far as I am concerned. ‘The 
Union has its reporters here. We will correct 
that at once; but as to the manner in which they 
discharge the duties that are imposed upon them 
as reporters here | have nothing to say, though I 
have heard the manner in which they do discharge 
their duties questioned. With reference to the 
proposition of the Senator from Indiana, I have 
to say that it strikes me as eminently just and 
equal. If we give the reporting and printing of 
the debates of this body to the Union, it is nothing 
more than fair and just that they should be given 
to the Sentinel also. If, sir, the public desire 
neither, fet them both be stricken out. 

Mr. GWIN. [am in favor of that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1f 1 am to vote for the reten- 


I said [ was for having 


lishment of the other; but if ] am called upon to 
reject one, I shall certainly advocate the rejection 
of the other. The Union hasit. The validity of 
the contract with that paper isa matter which I 
see is questioned seriously upon this floor; so that 
some seem to regard it as scarcely having a con- 
tract at all—that there is no validity in the con- 


as printer—of the body by our own election here, | 
asks that it may have it, and report the proceed- 
ings of the body. 

There is yet another consideration, and that is 
this: If it be just to go on and give the printing 
of the proceedings and debates of the body to two 


| 
| 
f 


There are į 


tion of the one, I shall certainly vote for the estab- | 


tract. Theother, which is the recognized organ— |: 


` Democratic papers, where is the justice, if it be 
| demanded, of refusing to give it to a paper of the 
! Whig party? 1 shall feel myself equally bound, 
in all fairness andjustice, to the other side of this 
|! body, if application be made upon the part of a 


|| Whig journal to print the proceedings, to support 


| the proposition, and to give it the printing also. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Such a proposition is be- 
fore the Senate? 

Mr, JOHNSON. What proposition? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. A proposition to pay the 

Intelligencer. 

' Mr. JOHNSON. The Intelligencer declined 
| to continue the reporting, but may renew it again. 
‘]f it is profitable to the Sentinel, F conceive it 
; would be so to any paper; and the question re- 
solves itself into this: do we need any other paper 
of this city to print our reports other than the one 
which has had the whole contract for reporting, 
and has discharged its duty so well to this body 
and the other branch of Congress? Sf we do, it 
seems to me clear at once, in accordance with 
justice and good sense, that the papers of both 
political parties in the city should all have a chance 
if they make the application. { see no other 
way to proceed in order to do justice. 

I have been recently placed upon the Committee 
on Printing, and that is my excuse for joining in 
‘this debate at all, particularly as this resolution 
has not been before the committee since 1 have 
been a member of it. 

The Senator from Indiana says the reference of 
the resolution -to the Committee on Printing will 
' be the death of it. I assure him that, if it goes 
befure that committee, it will meet with no preju- 
dice on my part, either for or against it; but it 
will meet with a simple disposition, to evolve and 
establish some principle by which the whole mat- 
ter may be disposed of justly. 

l cail the attention of the Senate to another 
matter. Before T was a member of the Committee 
‘on Printing, | offered a resolution—and subse- 

quently investigated the subject to a very consid- 


|i erable extent—as to whether the Globe newspa- 
| per was receiving a sufficient compensation, One 


i of the members of thatcommittee, (Mr, Tlamuin,] 
who was disposed to leave it, was anxious that I 
should take his place; but I could not accede 
to the solicitation until they bad disposed’ of the 
resolution which I had offered on that subject, 
The investigation which I originated has been 
disposed of by the committee. Their report was 

i made before the former chairman of the commit- 

‘tee resigned his place; and it is now upon your 

tables for consideration. With the consideration 

of the question of increased compensation to the 

Globe, which every one certainly wH} be anxious 

to sustain, must necessarily come up the con- 

sideration of all the expenditures that are involved 
in reporting and printing the debates of this body. 


|i To consider this resolution, therefore, now, and 


thus to settle the question, will hardly be fair to 
the subject, for it embraces but a very small part - 
of it. It is impossible to act upon this resolution, 
; with justice to yourselvesand the subject, without 
| having the whole case before us. ‘This I respect- 
fully submit to the Senate. J do not advocate the 
reference of the resolution to the Committee on 
Printing; but if it is thought better to refer it, Ẹ 
have no objection to do what is my duty in regard 
to it. Yet I maintain, that all these resolutions, 
‘and the report of the Committee on Printing, in 
regard to the necessity of increasing the compen- 
sation to the Globe, should be considered at the 


| same time, so that some permanent settlement of 


the matter may be made by which it shall be de- 
; termined that both of these papers (the Union and 
| the Sentinel) shall be appointed to report and print 
_ the debates of the body, or that both shall be re- 
jected from that service. 1 do not know that I am 
‘right in those views, but it seems to methat Iam, 
| There is another question, one of fact, and to 
' that L call the attention of the Senate. The fact 
is this: | do not know but that it is supéreroga- 
tion to call the attention of the Senate to it at all, 
for it is notorious to every one; and it is uttered 
by mein no unkindness toward any one. The 
printing that is done outside the columns of the 
Globe, in the shape of printing the reports of the 
| proceedings and debates for this body, whether 
done in the Union, or done formerly in the Intel- 
j ligencer, or any other paper, is very generally 

done with reference to profit, and not with vefer- 
ence to the occasion, and to speedy, immediate, 
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direct, and corréct execution of their tssk. That 
isso. {t is notorious that the Globe, working 
night and day, constantly and incessantly, keep- 
ing full bodies of reporters and of type-setters 
ready, whether they have services to perform and 
are furnished with matter by the reports of our 
proceedings and debates or not, brings out the 
matter the next day in almost every solitary in- 
stance; and it is a very common thing that a Sen- 
ator rises here, and makes a speech, and by the 
time he gets down into the city, he has a printed 
copy ef it in his hands ready to read. 

That is the manner in which the reporting is 
done for that paper; but the speed with which the 
reports are got out, as A Necessary consequence, 
coerces and compels the proprietor to go into a 
very heavy disbursement of money. Tt is noto- 
rious again, on the other hand, that when the pub- 

_ lic papers and daily journals undertake this kind 
of service, days elapse before you see any parti- 
cle of the report, and the reporters that they em- 


ploy here are useless, so far as any necessity exists | 


for them, becuse they may give a full report, and 
that too corrected by Senators themselves, if they 
will go to the columns of the Globe. That they 
do go there I do not allege, because I know that 
the Union has its reporters; but t know also that 
l have heard the allegation that, in many instances, 
from the extraordinary similarities of the reports, 
they must have gone there. I know also that 


they have their reporters; and, in ane instance, | 


when 1 called for my own remarks, the 
accurate report of them. 

But, sir, itis notorious that the reports of these 
papers do not come up to the expectations of this 
body, and meet the call for them from the public, 
and that the reports of the debates of the body 
go forth to the world through the columns of the 
Globe, It is the received and recognized organ, 
and itis the one to which Senators go for the pur- 
pose of correcting theis speeches. ft is the legit- 
Imate and authorized enunciation of the debates 
that take place upon this floor. Whether it is 
necessary, or right, or appropriate, that we should 
continue the publication iñ the Union, I do not 
know; but satisfied am I that if itis proper to con- 
tinue it, we should continue to publish in the whole 
of them; and if the Intelligencer, or the Whig 
organ should come in, { should feel bound to say 
that they should have their reporters upon this 
floor, as well as the othgrs. 

Mr. BRIGILT, I merely desire to say, inreply 
to the Senator from Arkansas, that it is my inten- 
tion, when the Sentinel shall be placed upon an 
equal footing with the other papers, to introduce a 
resolution devolving upon the committee, of which 
that Senator is chairman, the duty of seeking to 
systemize the reports of our proceedings here, 
Until, however, the Sentinel is placed upon an 
equal footing with the other papers, E shall not 
make the motion. 


y made an 


mittee on Printing; aad, from what the Senator 
says, | have no doubt we shali get a fair report. 
Mr. JOHNSON. [desire to ask the Senator 
a question. 
newspaper has any contract at all by which it has 
aright to call for pay. Of course, gentlemen will 
not refuse to pay for its services, as far as they 
have gone. We know that, without any kind of 
doubt, they will be paid for, whether the services 
are contracted for or not; but the matter ought to 
be investigated and determined, and they either 


should not be permitted to go on at ail, or should į 


be permitted to go on with power to draw pay. 
But the question which f desire to ask the Senator 
is, if, while the matter rests in that attitude, we 
should order a contract to be made with the Sen- 
tinel, will it any longer rest in our power—will the 
editor so frame the contract—to dispense with the 
whole of them? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Itis inthe power of the Senate 
to dispense with all the contracts. They are on 
the table, and can be read. ‘They are at the will 


of the Senate, and the parties can be dismissed at | 
any time. The order of the Senate would dismiss | 
them all this morning. ‘There can be no objection | 


on that score. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I agree with what the tw 
Senators, who have just spoken, have said. 
think we ought to pat the Sentinel upon an equal 
footing with the other papers. I do not concur 


5 


o 
I 


After the Senate shall have ; 
voted on my resolution, and adopted it, as I bave | 
no doubt they will, I promise that I will offer a | 
resolution referring the entire subject to the Com- | 


It is questioned whether the Union | 


ji 


in the idea that we should have three reporters. 
l think there should be but one corps of reporters, 
and that that corps should be under the direction 
of the Globe, as it now is; and that the other 
papers should copy their reports from it. There 
would be many advantages resulting from that 
course. If we have three corps of reporters, we 
have a variance in their report, and a Senator has 
to correct three different copies, or be liable to 
misconstruction in having wrong, unrevised copies 
putin circulation. 

I believe, therefore, one corps of reporters, 
who would publish their reports the next morn- 
ing, and then have them copied into the other 
political papers of the city would be the best plan. 
With that view, [ shall vote to put the Sentinel 
on an equality with the Union and the Intelli- 
gencer. l shail then vote for the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana, to refer the whole subject 
for revision to the Committee on Printing, in 
order to make such changes as they think proper. 
To refuse to put our own printer on an equality 
with the other political papers of the city, strikes 
me as remarkable. } did not vote for that printer, 
but I am not willing to give a vote here that 
would make us show an invidious distinction 
against him, as would seem to be a mark of con- 
demnation to the country; and especially as a 
Democrat, I would not do it, when we have not 
hesitated to give the same printing to a Whig 
paper. But hold that politics have nothing todo 
with the question. Ht jis proper to put all on an 
equality, and then adjust the pay and duties in 
such a manner as we shall see proper, after the 


! report of the committee has been made. 


Mr. GWIN, It must be evident to the Senate 
that the proper course to pursue is to agree to the 
motion which | have made, to refer the whole 
subject to the Committee on Prinung. £ with- 
draw the instructions which { added to that mo- 
tion; but the whole question certainly should go 
to that committee. L know the fact, and it is 
known to all Senators who have inquired into the 


| matter, that the conductor of the Globe is losing 


now $1 50 a.column by the printing of the reports 
of this body. 


the printer of the Senate, nor do L wish to deprive 
him of any legitimate profits of the reporting for 
the Senate. Mr. President, there is no profit in 
it. It is notorious, the fact cannot be disputed, 
that the price we pay does not pay the expenses 
of the reporting and printing. No paper in the 
country 1s conducted on a more economical plan 
than the Globe, and it is well known that the 
conductor of that paper cannot pay his expenses, 
and we cannot expect our printer to print the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, unless we anticipate giving 
him a profit upon what he will do now at a loss. 

l am entirely opposed tocontinue adding to the 
papers which are to report our proceedings. Itis 
perfectly well known that it is a losing business 
to all the papers. The Senator from Illinois refers 
to the Intelligencer. Lis editors get nothing from 
us. They gave up their contract more than two 
years ago, and they have not received one dollar 
from us since. I think their reports—their ab- 
stract reports ofour proceedings—are equal to any 
that L have seen. 

But Lam clearly of opinion that the whole sub- 
jectshould go to the Committee on Printing. Before 
we appoint another paper to print our proceedings, 
we ought toascertain from the official report of that 
committee, the true state of things in reference to 
the papers that have been publishing our debates. 


| 
Ldo not wish to throw anything in ihe way of the i 
i that. 


printer of the Senate. His journal is a well con- 
ducted paper; and heshould receive all the patron- 
age whic he is entitled to as the printer of this 
body; but that is entirely outside of the reporting 
and printing of the debates of the Senate. Itis 
not connected with the reporting at all. 
the subject ought to be thoroughly examined b 
the proper committee of the body, before we add 


another large item to our expenditure, the amount | 


of which none can anticipate now. { withdraw 
the instructions, but insist on the reference, and 
ask for the yeas and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 


l donot make my motion because | 
|! I wish to show any invidious distinction against | 


I think | 


‘The argument of the: 


Senator from Indiana would imply that I had pre~} 


judged this question; and that it was from some 


opposition to the Sentinel tha: I have interposed | 


resistance to his resolution. Now, it is due to me 
to say that there was no motion to refer the resolu- 


Yi 


tion to the committee when I addressed the Sen- 
ate; and I was content that the Senate should dis- 
pose of it without a reference. I was also. per- 
fectly willing. to avow my opinion in reference to 
the manner in which the reporting should be con- 
ducted. I trust no gentleman would mistrust me 
for a moment, and think that I would do other 
than impartial and even-handed justice to all. 
The editor of the Sentinel is a gentleman for whom 
I havea high regard; and, standing as he dués, 
as the printer of the Senate, I have been prepared, 
at all times, to do him ample justice. But my 
object is not to favor this or that individual, It ig 
to save the additional annual expenditure which [ 
believe to be unnecessary. I have sent foran es- 
timate of the annual amount which it costs to do 
our printing. If it is the sense of the Senate not 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on *Print- 
ing, I will present that estimate when I receive it. 
I want the Senate to know the-amount of addi- 
tional unnecessary expense which it will throw 
upon the Government. : 

The Whig paper of this city, if I am not incor-. 
rectly informed, voluntarily abandoned its çon- 
tract somé three years ago. Jt declined to make 
the reports of the proceedings of the body, and 
hence the editor was willing to be released from 
the contract. The Union did the same thing at 
the commencement of this session; but after thé 
paper got into new hands—the moving cause is 
better known to them than to me, for [ never 
passed a word with the editor in my life—he pro- 
posed to resume the contract. The subject was . 
referred to the Committee on Printing, but we did 
not undertake to determine whether he could pro- 
ceed with the reporting or not. : i 

{ repeat, it is not to favor this or that individual 
that | have submitted these remarks; for, if the 
question were submitted to me to bestow equal 
patronage upon all the papers, if | know myself, 
| am prepared to mete out even-handed justice to 
the Whig party as well as to my party, in pro- 
portion to their relative strength upon this floor; 
but I am not looking at that, [am going behind 
it, and } want to protect the Treasury froma large 
additional expense when there is no necessity for tt, 

In reference to the Union—I was, perhaps, in 
i error in not noticing the fact before—it is boldly 
charged that the Union has no reporters here. 
Often as | have'seen those two gentlemen there in 
their seats, I declare to the Senate that I did not 
know which wes for the Union, and which for 
the Globe, until | inquired a few moments ago. `I 
understand that the gentleman furthest from me is 
the reporter for the Union. I think my friend 
from Indiana has done that paper injustice, for L 
understand that their reporters have been here 
regularly reporting all the time. In reference to 
the accuracy of their reports, to which allusion 
has been made by the Senator from Mississippi, 

Mr. Brown,] í cannot undertake to speak. 
Whether the rep@ris in the Union are made with 
the same accuracy as those in the Globe, | will 

not undertake to say, because I have never scru- 
| tinized them to ascertain the fact. So far as my 
knowledge extends, the reports are accurate. As 
to their time of publication, | cannot speak. 

Mr. BROWN. lL did not complain of the inac- 
curacy of the reports in the Union, but of the 
slowness of their publication. $ 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. What may be the fact, 
I am not, however, sufficiently informed to speak 
in regard to it, forl have generally gone to the’ 
Globe, and adopted the Globe in. regard to any 
remarks which | have made; and since I have been 
in the Senate, I have had no cause to complain of 


If itis the pleasure of the Senate to act upon 
ithe matter now, I will state in a few minutes the 
| expense of reporting. At the first session of 
| the Thirty-Second Congress, the Globe received 
| $16,708 15, and at the second session $8,318 76, 
| making an aggregate of $25,026 91. The Union 
i received $15,849 36 the long session, and $7,788 60 
| the short session, being an aggregate of $23,637 96. 
| i understand the discrepancy results from the fact. 

that the length of the columns in the two papers is 
different. In addition to that, we have furnished, 
a certain number of the Congressional Globe and 
| Appendix to Senators, at a cost of $7,416 for the 
| two sessions. Add these amounts together, and 
i it makes an expenditure of $58,080 87 for the two 

sessions of a Congress; and to that it ia now pro- 
| posed to add the amount—supposing thè'columns 
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of the Sentinel to be about equal to the Globe—of | 

$25,000, which would make upwards of $80,000 
for reporting for each Congress of two sessions. 

If it be the sense of the Senate to enter into that | 

expenditure, I have discharged my duty. I trust | 

the Senate will not consider that 1 have obtruded 

| 

i 

i 


i 


my opinion upon the Senate. If a motion had 
been made at first to refer it to the Committee on 
Printing, I would not have opened my mouth. I 
was willing that the Senate should dispose of it. 
I entertain these opinions; I have not concealed 
them. f am indisposed to have more than one 
reporter for the body. Iam willing to adopt the 
paper which does not belong to either political 
party, which we may hold responsible for accurate 
and correct reports. I think I show my disinter- 
estednes in that. I haveno prepossession for one 
paper,.more than for another. I was, however, | 
disposed to disclose these facis to the Senate; and, | 
so far as Lam concerned, if it is the Sense of the 
Senate to refer the matter to the Committee on | 
Printing, to investigate it, I will investigate the 
subject, and come to as correct a conclusion as | 
can, 

Mr. HUNTER. If Senators are disposed to 
take a vote now, I shall not submit the motion; 
otherwise | must move that the Senate take up 
the bill which has been returned from the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope we shall take the 
vote; the matter is not so momentous a one, and 
we all know something about this printing. [| 
think we are all prepared to vote to-day. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on refer- | 
ring the resolution to the Committee on Printing; ! 
and on that question the yeas and nays have been | 
called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. 1 have no disposition to enter i 
into the discussion of this subject now, if the Sen- | 
ator from Virginia wishes to submit his motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the Executive 
message; but before the question is taken I desire 
to present my views upon the subject. 

r. HUNTER, Then I hope the Senate will 
permit me to make the motion to postpone all | 
prior orders for the purpose of taking up the bill 
which I have mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT. This resolution must first 
be disposed of before such a motion can be enter- 
tained, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Lhope we will proceed 
with and dispose of this small affair. 

Mr. BRIGEIT. I hope the Senate will vote 
upon the proposition. It has been fully discussed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Let us hear the Senator 
from Michigan. 

Mr. BRIGHT. [hope the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will not press his motion, if the Senator from 
Michigan desires to go on. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. [hope the Senate will | 
not consider this matter now. We have no right 
to force its consideration at this time, and I hope 
its consideration will be postponed until to-mor- 
row. I think sufficient has been already dis- | 
closed to justify its being sent to a committee, at | 
least to prevent its being hastily passed upon by 
the Senate, for we shall hereafter be called upon | 
to make large payments for the work that this 
resolution may authorize to be done. 1 am per- 
fectly satisfied now that there ought to be but one 
reporter of the proceedings of the Senate; and | 
hope, at any rate, that my friend from Indiana will 
allow theresolution which has thus suddenly been | 
brought before us to lie over until to-morrow. i 

Mr. BADGER. Let it lie over. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the Senator from Iowa 
wishes to be heard on this matter, of course I 
will not object. : 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. The Senator from | 
Michigan does. f 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Michigan, | 
I understood, is ready to go on now. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to be heard; but the 
Senator from Virginia wishes to proceed to other 
business. I therefore move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this resolution until to-mor- 
row. 


The question was put; and the PRESIDENT 
decided it not to be agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no objection to the 
postponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ii every such bill, resolution, or other business to that House. 


| Senate will take up this subject for consideration . 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. ; 
On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was f 


Ordered, That Francis Meir have leave to withdraw his į 
petition and papers. i 
PETITION. : 
Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of Ed- į 
ward Riddle, of Boston, praying the reimburse- | 
ment of expenses incurred by him as agent of the - 
American contributors to the Industrial Exhibi- 
tion at London in 1851; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


DAVID MYERLE. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to submit the motion į 
that the vote on the passage of the bill which we ; 
yesterday requested to be returned from the House | 
of Representatives, and which has been returned | 
this morning—the bill for the relief of David | 

| 


M yerle—be reconsidered. { 
The PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered || 
on the Journal. | 
i 


PRINTING PATENT OFFICE REPORT. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. | desire to move a recon- | 
sideration of the vote yesterday adopting the res- || 
olution authorizing the printing of thirty-seven 
thousand five hundred copies of the agricultural 
portion of the Patent Office report. 

Mr. GWIN. Did the Senator vote in the 
affirmative? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. No division was had upon 
the question, and I acquiesced in it. j 

Mr. GWIN. Has the Senator the right to 
make the motion? | 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I acquiesced in the vote; |; 
and I believe the practice of the Senate is, that in || 
such a case a Senator has the right to submit the || 
motion. i 

The PRESIDENT. Was the Senator from |; 
Pennsylvania in the Chamber when the vote was | 
taken, and did he acquiesce in the vote? 

Mr. BRODELEAD. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that ` 
the Senator has the right tosubmit the motion; and 
the motion will be entered on the Journal. 


AMENDMENT OF SENATE RULES. 
Mr. BRIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That hereafter, unless otherwise ordered, on | 
bill, resolution, or other business, requiring to be commu- 
nicated to the House of Representatives, shall be taken to | 
that House by the Secretary until two days of actual 
session afier thaton which the same shall have been passed 
shall have intervened; but he shall then communicate 


TORTUGAS FORTIFICATIONS. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- i! 
sent, and agreed to: ij 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War he requested to ! 
report to the Senate on the expediency of promptly com- | 
pleting the fortifications at Tortugas aud Key West. 

INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. j 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate | 
proceeded to the reconsideration of the bill making 
a grant of land to the several States of the Union, | 

t 


for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned from the President of the United | 
States, with his objections. 
Mr. BADGER addressed the Senate, review- | 
ing the several positions taken by the President | 
in his veto message. [The speech will be found i 
in the Appendix.) il 
Mr. BUTLER. [donot propose to deliver my | 
views on this question just at this time. | 
Mr. WELLER. If my friend from South : 
Carolina consent, I will move an adjournment. 
Mr. BUTLER. I was about to say that 1: 
should prefer to hear others; but as I intend to: 
submit my views on this subject in justification of : 
my vote at some time, I may perhaps as well do | 
it ut this stage of the debate. I will occupy per- | 
haps an hour on this subject—not more. A 
Mr. WELLER. It is not probable that the | 

1 

| 


to-morrow, as to-morrow is private bill day. Ij 
shall insist on the Senate proceeding with private 
bills to-morrow. Therefore, with the consent of | 
my friend from South Carolina, I will move that | 
the further consideration of this subject be post- || 
poned until Monday next. i 

Mr. FOOT. Remembering that Monday has |; 


been assigned, by common consent, to the Senator : 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] on another subject, I 
would suggest to the honorable Senator from Cali- 


if derstood me. 


fornia so far to modify his motion as to fix Tues- 
day. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that my friend 
from Michigan will not probably occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate on Monday for more than an 
hour or an hour and a half. I move, therefore, to 
postpone this subject to Monday; but I will not 
call it up on that day until the Senator from Mich- 
igan has been heard, in accordance with the agree- 
ment or understanding of the Senate. 

«Mr. FOOT. Then I have no objection to the 
motion to postpone until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 11, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury upon 


the condition of banks; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID MYERLE. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate passed a bill for 
the relief of David Myerle, which came to the 
House yesterday. They, however, subsequently 
sent us a message requesting the withdrawal of 
the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. 


Prayer 


I move that the Clerk be 


directed to return the bill. 


Mr. FLORENCE, I have great confidence in 
the justice of that claim, and 1 hope, under the 
circumstances, the bill will be returned, 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 


‘| unanimous consent. 


There was no objection, and the Clerk was 
directed to return the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that all further debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on House bill 
No. 236, to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas, be closed to-morrow at twelveo’clock, 
m.; and on that motion I call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. MACE. Wil the gentleman allow me to 
make a single suggestion? I would ask that he 
move to postpone the closing of debate 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have made the motion, 
and itis now with the House to do what it pleases 
with it. 

[Gries of ‘ Yield to the suggestion !’’] 

Mr. MACK. I desire to suggest that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will move to postpone the 
closing of debate on the Nebraska-Kansas_ bil} 
until some day next week, so that every man in 
this House may have an opportunity of discussing 
it, inasmuch as it has never had any discussion 
before the people. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is a special order 
for Tuesday next. It is desirable that this bill 
should be disposed of this week, so that it may 
be taken out of the way of other pressing bust- 
ness. I have made my motion, and now ask for 
the question. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. 
single question to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, with the con- 
sent of the House, will indulge the gentleman 
from Illinois and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
in whatever explanation they may desire to make. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish merely to ask the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois whether I misunderstood him 
yesterday? I understood him to say, when he 
gave notice that he intended to make this motion 
to close debate, that he would not press it if the 
enemies of the measure desired further time in 
which to submit speeches on the subject? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman misun- 
He will find my remarks correctly 
reported in the Globe, and I refer him to them. 
The remarks | then made are as follows: 

“fhave to state that the time at which F shall propose 


to terminate debate will depend upon the opponents of the 
bill. If they show a disposition to go on and debate it, I 


I ask to puta 


:, am disposed to allow the utmost time that will be possible, 


in order to have a final vote on the bill before the speciat 
order takes precedence of it. If they do not show such a 
disposition, then J shall take it for granted that they do not 
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desire further debate, and, shall move to terminate it at the 
earliest hour.”? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I was of the impression 
that there was nothing said about the special order. 

[Cries of ** Question!” ** Question !”?] f 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [trust that the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories will permit me to say 
a single word. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to by the 
House, the gentleman from Ohio will be permitted : 


to propound an interrogatory to the gentleman 
from Iilinois. 

[Cries of IT ae 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Weoccupied seven months 
in admitting California as a State into the Union. 
I now understand that it is determined to close 
debate on this important bill in four days. 

(Cries of ** Order!’?] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
be put to the House. 

Mr. MACE, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana is aware that the subject is not debatable. 

Mr. MACE. [ amaware of it. I move to lay 
the motion to close debate on the table; and on 
that motion call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Imove that there bea call 
of the House. 

Mr CAMPBELL. I would appeal to my col- 
league to withdraw his motion for awhile. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. As the yeas and nays are 
called on the motion to lay the motion to close 
debate on the table, I withdraw the motion which 
I made that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I renew the motion that there | 
be a call of the House. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. On that 
motion J demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to ask the Chair a 
question in relation to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the gen- 
tleman can proceed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
are to be heard. 

Many other Memarns objected. 

The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and the 
Chair must execute the rules. The gentleman 
from Alabama cannot proceed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Have I not a right to ask 
the Chair a question in relation to the vote I am 
about to give? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to make a question of order; buthe has no right, 
by interrogatories or otherwise, to debate a prop- 
osition of this kind. | 

Mr. HOUSTON.. IfI am not permitted to ask 
a question, so as to bring before the House & fact 
connected with the movement now being made, 
I will state it myself. If we postpone the time 
for closing the debate upon this bill unul next 
week, or to a period so late that the opponents of 
the bill can, under the five-minute debate, prevent 
action upon it before next Tuesday, we may not 
be able to get it for weeks, if not months. 

Next Tuesday the Pacific railroad bill comes up 
as a special order, and it will not be in order to | 
move to postpone it if any one member objects. It | 
being Tuesday, it will not be in order to move to | 
suspend the rules; and if it were in order, it would 
require two thirds to carry the motion, which we 
have no hope of obtaining. Hence, if we do not 
get a vote before Tuesday, there is no telling when 
we will get it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Enciisu’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
88, nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, 
Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Carpen- 
ter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed-° 
mands, Thomas D Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fen- 


I insist that my motion 


I object, unless both sides 


ton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, | 


Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Lane, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Macy, Matteson, 


Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, No- 
bie, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Skelton, William R. Smith, Snodgrass, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, John L. Tay- 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Upham, Wade, 
Walley, Eltibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan 
Wentworth, and Wheeler—88. 

NAYS—Messts. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- | 


dale, Barry, Bocock, Bridges, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chris- 
man, Clark, Clingman, Cobh, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cur- 


s 
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tis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Eddy, Edinundson, Ellison, English, Fiorence, 


Franklin, Fuller, Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. | 


Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 
gerzoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Maxwell, May, Jona G. Milter, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, 
John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, ReadyA 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Rovbius, Rowe, Ruflin, Sew- 
ard, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuet A. Siwith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stadton, John J. 
Taylor, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zolii- 
coffer—97, 


So the House refused to order a call. 


The. question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Mace to lay the resolution upon the table, on 
which the yeas and nays had been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 95, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Da- 
vis, De Witt, Diek, Dickinson, Drum, Eastinan, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Etiot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harnsou, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Lindley, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Maurice, MayaM, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
kins, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, 
Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Suauon, An- 
drew Stuart, Johu L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, ‘Tracy, ‘rout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellibu B, 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


i| Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 


date, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Chrisman, Clark, Clinginan Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, 
Craige, Join G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmuudsou, English, Florence, 
Faller, Goode, Green, Greenwood, fauniton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 


{| gersoil, Johnson, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald, | 


McDougall, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Jobn Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Ready, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vail, Vausant, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Witte, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—J00, 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

When the name of Mr. Snoparass was calied 
on the above vote, he stated that he had paired off 


‘with Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, or he should have 


voted “ No.” 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, stated that he | 


had paired off with Mr. Yares, of Dlinois. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I would ask the gentle- 


man from Illinois if he will consent to any modifi- | 


cation of his resolution ? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I have already stated 


that there is no change that I can make so as to 


| enable the bill to be disposed of before the special 


order comes up next week. Eighty speeches 
‘have already been made upon this question, which 
is more than have ever been made on any ques- 


‘| tion in Congress. 


Mr. EDGERTON. Well, sir, there are two 
hundred and thirty-three men here. 

A Memser. Two hundred and thirty-four. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Yes, two hundred and 
thirty-four men here, who havea right to speak 
if they see fit; and I know of no reason why ten 
men, or forty men, should be cut off from debate. 
If the gentleman will consent to a modification of 
his resolution in such a-manner as to enable gen- 
tlemen to speak who desire to——. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to modify the 
resolution, and call for a vote on the previous 
question. . 

A Memser, (to Mr. Epgerron.) How much 
time do you want? 

Mr. EDGERTON. Sa 
o’clock. 

[Cries of ** Order !?’} 

Mr. EDGERTON. I movethat there be a call 
of the House. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the 
nays on that motion. ” 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Being slow of mind, I 


y till Saturday at twelve 


yeas and 


have not been able to make up my opinion on the 
motion offered by my colleague; I therefore ask 
to be excused from voting. Bo age AL cee 
Mr. CULLOM. í move that the gentleman 
from Ohio be excused from voting. í 


| Mr. FARLEY. T call for the yeas and. nays. 
i on that motion. f 
|! Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I move to 
i 


lay the motion of the gentleman-from Tennessee 
| [Mr. CuLLom] upon. the table; and on that motion: 

I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. Wenrworrn] moves to lay the motion to’ 
excuse the gentleman from Ohio.[Mr. CampseLL] 
upon the table. The Chair decides that that mo-, 
tion is not in order, for’ the reason that nothing’ 
can be accomplished by it. The motion: to ex- 
cuse the gentleman from Ohio must be taken. 
without debate. Upon that motion the yeas and 
nays have been demanded. À 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 85, nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas’ H. 
| Bayly, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Benton, ‘Bridges, Campbell,: 
| Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Colquit, Craige, ‘Cullom, John 
G. Davis, Dick, Disney; Dunbar, Eddy, Edmundson, 
i} Ellison, English, Flagler, Florence, Goode, Goodriéh,, 
Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Ingersoll, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Lilly, 
Lindley, Macdonald, MeDotigall, MeNair, May, John G.: 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai ‘Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps,’ 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Sage, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, . 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Ste-’ 
vens, Straub, Joba J: Taylor, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Warren, Israel Washburn, Joban Wentworth, Witte, and 
Hendrick B. Wright-—85, i ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Banks, 
Barry, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Breck- 
inridge, Brooks, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Churchwell, Clingman, Crocker, Curtis, Thomas 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Dowdell, East- 
man, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Etiot, Etheridge, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, 
Grow, Houston, Howe, Hughes, Hyot, Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Macy, Mat- 
teson, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Smith Miller, 
Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peek, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Phillips, Pow- 
ell, Pringle, Reese, Richardson, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbing, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Skelton, Gerrit 
Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G, Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, Wade, 
Walker, Walley, Walsh, Ellihu B.. Washburne, Weils,. 
Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and Zol- 
licoffer—102, É £ ig 

So the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
from Ohio from voting. 

Mr. DEAN. Irise to a privileged question. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to lay the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr, RicHarpson] upon, the, 
table. [appeal to’ the gentleman from Ilinois. to, 
extend the time for closing debate until Saturday. 
neXt, so as to give the opponents of the bill a fair, 
opportunity to be heard, j 

r. CAMPBELL. I moveto lay the motion, 
to reconsider upon the table; and upon that mo- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. i 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 rise to a question of 
j order; that the motion made by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Dean] is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. For what reason? _ 

Mr. HAMILTON. Because it accomplishes, 
nothing. f , 

Mr. ORR. No legislative end is gained by it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of the opinion , 
that the motion to reconsider is not in order. 
The object which the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Dean} has in view could be attained quite 
as well by voting against the adoption of the res- 
olution moved by the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Ricuarpson,] or by moving again to lay 
the resolution upon the table. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 
! to reconsider debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. SAGE, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
| from Ohio [Mr. Campzert] from voting, and to 
|; lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. Upon, 

Í that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

|; The yeas and nays were ordered. 

|| The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New 
|i York (Mr. Sace] did not vote with the majority, . 
and therefore cannot make the motión, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, 1 voted with- 


Is the motion 


_tlemen should havea hearing upon this subject | 
My proposition is: 


62 
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the majority, and I make the motion, to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 109, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messra. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Ashe, 
Thomas A. Bayly, Banks, Barksdale, Belcher, Bell, Ben- 
tan, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Bugg, Caskie, 


Chamberlain, Churchwell, Cobh, Cotquitt, Cox, Craige, | 


Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dow- 
de, Dunbar, Eddy, Edinundson, Bnglish, Etheridge, Fior- 
rence, Goode, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, 
Wiley 0. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Hiliyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keit, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lane, 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Maxwell, Meacham, John G. Mitler, Smith Mil- 


ler, Millson, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, | 


Peck. Jolm Perkins, Pheips, Philips, Powell, Pratt, Pres- 
ton, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thowas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A, Smith, Willian R. 
Smith, George W., Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, An- 
drow Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant, Walbridye, Jobn Wentworth, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer— 109. 
NAYS.—Mess 
Benson, Campbell, Carpenter, Cirisinan, Clingmaa, Crock 


er, Cullom, ‘Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, ; 
, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Biot. Etison, Bverhart, 


Farley, Fenton, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, Grow, Howe, 
Daniel F. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, McCul- 
loch, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall, Middleswarth, Morgan, 


Morrison, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pennington, ; 


Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, Stratton, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, aud Wheeler—62. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


Mr, KERR. T desire to make a suggestion, 
which I think will prove satisfactory to the House, 
if they will allow me to make it, 

{Cries of ‘tear him H? ** Hear him!?’] 

My sugguestion is this: I am not disposed my- 
self to curtail the debate, as everybody knows, J 
am disposed to see the rules of the House fairly 


executed, and the public business transacted. Ii 


propose that debate shall be extended through the 
present week, with the understanding that it shall 
be likewise extended so as to close during the next 
week, 


sideration of the Pacific railroad bill be postponed 
one week, I think that a fair proposition. I ap- 
peal to gentlemen by their love of order, and their 
regard forthe interests of the country, to acquiesce 
in this proposition to extend the time of discus- 
sion, 

The SPEAKER., The Chair will state to gen- 
tlemen that on next ‘Tuesday, and from day to 
day, until disposed of, the Pacific railroad bill is 
to be considered as a special order. 
order cannot be postponed except by unanimous 
consent; but if unanimous consent is given, it can 
he postponed to a particular day, when it will be 
the special order at thal particular day. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Will the House permit 
me to make a suggestion and statement to the 
House? [am one of those who would resist, in 


any reasonable manner, all efforts to stifle debate | 


upon the question which has been discussed for 
the last week or ten days. I desire that all gen- 


who are disposed to speak. 


I move to lay the mo~ | 


David J. Batley. Ball, Barry, Bennett, | 


lask the general consent of the Honse | 
that this arrangement be made, and that the con- | 


That special į 


i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


this—and f think all will see its fairness and its i 


practicability—to go on with the debate, and then, 
when all the gentlemen have been heard who 
desire to speak, those who pro 
debate will certainly have good 
BO. 


And if the proposition that has been made to |: 
ay or to-morrow, |! 


close debate on this question to- 
be carried, there will be then ma 
desired to speak, but who cou 


ny members who 
d not be heard. 


to go ən with the discussion 
might close in four or five days. 
fore, go on with debate in a proper spirit, and 
then when members who desired, have made their 
speeches, debate may be closed. 

The SPEAKER. 
the gentlernan from Tennessee did not understand 
the statement of the Chair; and if he will induly 
him, the Chair will repeat his explanation. Wher 
Tuesday comes, the special order, to take up the 


of this biil, we 


pose to close the | 
reason for doing : 


Let us, there- |) 


The Chair presumes that i 


Pacific railroad bill, will supersede all other busi- 
ness; and the proposition submitted by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Kerr,] is to 
postpone the consideration of that measure for one 
week. 

Several gentlemen addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Erzermce] stil has the floor. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. it seems to be conceded 


; by the friends of the bill, as well as by its ene- 
| mies, thet a fair discussion is all that is required. 


Now, there are many gentlemen, no doubt, who 
feel a personal solicitude upon this measure, and 
who desire to be heard. If that is the case, it is 
very hard to have debste closed within one, or 
two, or three days. Suppose we should go on 
and consume another week, and then debate 
should not be concluded on this bill, we might 


| see that it could be closed in one or two days 
| more. 


Suppose that, when we adjourn on Sat- 
urday evening, there should be hait a dozen gen- 
tlemen desiring to speak, and who have not been 
heard, then, when we meet on Monday, we 
might well postpone the special order for a day or 
two; and if, on ‘Tuesday morning, one or two gen- 


tlemen more desire to be heard, we might, by | 
unanimous consent, postpone that special order for || 


another day. And when every gentleman has 
thus had a fair opportunity of making known his 
sentiments on the subject of the Nebraska bill, a 


proposition to shat down debate will come with | 
good grace from any quarter, and will not be re- | 


sisted, If gentlemen insist on the proposition to 
close debate to-morrow, or Saturday, | shall vore 
against it, for the reason that | do not know 
whether myself or my friends, who desire to speak 


on the bill, may have an opportunity in that short : 


interval to do so. i 
Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee permit me to interrupt him ? 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. WRIGHT. 


to a specified day? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel 
authorized to make any parucular proposition of 
the kind. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
bate shall continue, make the proposition to post- 
pone tbe special order to a certain day, and the 


i friends of the bill will vote in favor of that prop- 


osition, 

Mr, ETHERIDGE. 
that my proposition addresses itself to the under- 
standing of every gentleman here Iam willing, 
as faras | am concerned, that debate shall be closed 
in a reasonable time next week. Jam not author- 


ized to make any proposition as tothe postpone- | 
ment of the special order; but 1 am simply desir- i 
ous that debate shall be closed after every gentle- | 
| man who now desires to speak on the bill shall | 

have been heard, and not before. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. Speaker, I was de- 
termined to urge the consideration of the Pacific 
railroad bill when it should come up for consid- 
eration under the special order. And I still am 
determined to urge its consideration, unless under 
these circumstances. J am not disposed to stifle 
proper debate on this Nebraska question; and if 


the House unanimously desire the postponement |; 
i of the special order on the Pacific railroad bill, and | 


make that bill the special order for Tuesday week, 


or any specific day—if this be the unanimous | 
desire of the House, for the purpose of discussing | 


fully this question, i will consent to it. 
Several Members. That is fair; let us do that. 
Mr. SAGE. | object. 
Mr. WHEELER. 
from New York to withdraw his objection. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


: acting with the gentleman from Tennessee really 


il 


a 


wanted; but I am certain that that is not what ; 
We have been willing from the be- | 
ginning to discuss this Kansas and Nebraska bill 


they want. 


thoroughly and fully. it has been thoroughly 
discussed already. No question before this body 


Does the gentleman from |) 
| Tennessee make a proposition to dispose of the 
special order of Tuesday next by postponing it i 


If you are desirous that de- | 


L think, Mr. Speaker, | 


I appeal to the gentleman || 


l barely wish | 
to say a word inreply to the gentleman from Ten- i 
ii nessee, (Mr. Erarniner.} 


I would willingly |) 
Now, it appears to me, that if we were allowed | 


unite in the proposition of the gentleman from ‘| 
ii California [Mr. McDovearr] to postpone the | 
l| special order for one week, in order that this Ne- | 
l braska bill might then, after the fullest discussion, | 
: be voted upon, if that was what those gentlemen | 


; Since the foundation of this Government has been 
more thoroughly discussed than the leading ques- 
tions involved in this bill., I think I may venture 
the assertion that more speeches have been made 
| upon the bill than upon any one measure since [ 
| have been in Congress. We have been willing, 
‘| and are still willing, that more may be made. 
| We are wiliing to set and hear gentleman as long 
i as we can under the special order. We have been 
| willing to sit here ali night. Infirm in health as I 
; have been, I have been willing to sit here. 1 was 
| here last night, and the night before, todo so. But 
'Lask the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Eru- 
: ERIDGE,] who broke up the debate night before last? 
! Who moved that the committee rise last night ? 

From which side did objection to going on with 
debate come? It came from those acting with 
the gentleman who is now asking further time 
to speak, There has been liberality in this case, 
great liberality, unusual lberaliqy, already. Jt is 
exceedingly liberal in the gentleman from Califor- 
i nia (Mr. MeDougaaLL] to consent to postpone the 


i special order—the Pacific railroad bill. This, I 
We are 


l: say, is exceedingly liberal on his part. 
n willing to accede toit. But the friends of the gen- 
i: tleman from ‘Tennessee will not. Nothing will 
satisfy them, | apprehend. Why do they not 
' accede to it, if debate was what they wanted? We, 
i, the friends of the bill—a majority of the House— 
will sit here all night, and to-morrow night, and 
the next night, and all next week, if that will sat- 
isfy them! If you want free and liberal debate, 
say so, and accede to terms that will allow it, and 
| then allow a vote to be taken. But if factions 
i opposition is what you are after; if you wish to 
thwart the national will, constitutionally expressed, 
let us know it, and we will mect you as factions 
opposition in this Fouse always has been met. 
i; The friends of the bill must sit the question out, if 
| it takes to-night, to-morrow, the next day, and 
j even the next. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island, was here recog- 
+; nized by the Chair. 

| Mr. RICHARDSON, 
i} order, 

() ‘Phe SPEAKER. Under the rales of the House 
|; this discussion is out of order. It is suffered only 
l by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I will make the 
| point of order which I desired to make upon one 
ii of my own friends, and not upon the gentleman 
ii from Rhode Island, [Mr. Davis. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. In reference to 
this question now under consideration, the gentle- 
; man from Georgia says it has been discussed more 
than any other which has ever been presented to 
this House since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. He should bear in mind, and the House 
should bear in mind, that a deeper interest is felt 
in it, than has ever been felt in any other; and it 
is a more important question, too, than any which 
has been before this Flouse, in the estimation of a 
large portion of the members of this Flouse. And, 
sir, | am in favor, and E believe the country is 
in favor, of giving to every gentleman upon this 
floor, who desires it, a chance to be heard, and 
in favor of giving a sufficient time for that pur- 
pose, without involving us in night sessions until 
eleven or twelve o'clock. I do not think it 
is right to deny us that privilege; and 1 do not 
recognize the right of any man upon this floor to 
curtail me in the enjoyment of that right. I think 
|an attempt to do so is an infringement of priv- 
ilege of every gentleman in this House. If it has 
taken along time to discuss this question fairly, 
I will say it was not brought before this House 
i by those who want to discuss it. It has been 
i| thrown upon the House, and forced upon them, 
and I, for one, should be glad to get it out of the 
‘way at any time. But the country expects that 
this question will be discussed, and fully discussed ; 
and they further insist upon all the forms of bus- 
iness of this House being observed, if liberty is 
to be sacrificed. They want it to be guarded to 
the last, and, when the last struggle comes, they 
want us to use all the powers and rights which 
we have to defeat it. They are determined to 
| defeat the passage of this bill, and they aredeterm- 
i ined to do it, because it is right to do sa. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I would inquire of the 
Chair what the question is? i 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a question of order, Both 
sides have been heard, and further discussion is 


I rise to a question of 


fs) 
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Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I gave way 
for a moment only, and : 
Mr. ORR. Linsist upon my point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is notin order, 
and gentlemen will preserve order, without which 
we cannot progress with the business before us. 
Mr. ORR. bwithdraw my objection. ` 
Mr. WASHBURN. I will say, then, that if 
gentemen desire that there should be a free and 


full discussion of this subject; if they are willing | 


that gentlemen may come here and make thetr 


speeches for and against the bill, in regular order, |! 


and in decent and proper hours, let them come 
forward and make a proposition that after the dis- 
position of the special order of next week, this 
question shall be taken up and acted upon—that 


is, after the special order of next week, and the |: 


other special orders, be disposed of. Let them do 
that. Two or three days is not time enough to 
discuss this measure. 

Mr. CRAIGE, | rise to a question of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Sir, this i$ an important 
bill—more so than any other that has been before 
the House for years. 

Mr. CRAIGE. [ call the gentleman to order. 
J insist upon my point of order. 
gentleman from Maine proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. 
objection of the gentleman from North Carolina. 
He knows of no rule by which the gentleman 
from Maine can be arrested in his remarks, he 


having received the unanimous. consent of the || 
i! 


House to make a speech. 

Mr. CRAIGE, He did not have the unani- 
mous consent to make a speech upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
at what point the gentleman can be arrested. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I will de- | 
tain the House but a moment-—— 

Mr. CRAIGE. lagain rise to a question of 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appealed to the 
House to know whether there was objection to 
the gentleman’s proceeding, and no objection was 
made, 7 
marks, and the Chair does not know at what 
point he can stop him, Unanimous consent sets 
aside all rules. 

Mr. CRAIGE. A proposition was made that 
the Paciffe railroad bill should be postponed. The 
gentleman from Maine made objection, and his 
was the only objection coming at that time from 
that quarter of the Hall. Under these circum- 
stances the gentleman from Maine obtained the 
floor, and asked the consent of the House to 
allow him to make an explanation, and no objec- 
tion was made to so reasonable a proposition, 
Unanimous consent, however, was not given for 
him to go on and make a speech upon the bill 
itself, I certainly never gave my assent to such 
a proposition; and it was upon this ground that I 
rose to a question of order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House 
gave unanimous consent for the gentleman from 
Maine lo make suggestions in reference to the 
order of business as connected with this bill alone, 
and he will rule that the gentleman must confine 
himself to such suggestions. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
decision of the Chair, and so confine myself. It 
was not my intention to take up much of the time 
of the House. lam aware that when the House | 
gave their consent for me to make a statement, it 


was not their expectation that | should goon and j: t r t 1 
l the Pacific railroad bill be postponed, as the special 


make an hour’s speech, and I will not do so now. 
I wish merely to state some of the reasons why 
I think the proposition which has been made to 
postpone the consideration of the Pacific railroad 
bill, cannot and ought not to be acceded to by the 
opponents of the Nebraska bill. And let me say 


there are other suggestions which, in my opinion, || 


it would be better for the House to adopt in ref- 
erence to this matter. 


or three days are no time for the discussion of a 
measure of this importance; nor is a week, which 
it is now proposed to allow, a sufficient time. I! 


say there should be ample time for the discussion |} 


of a great measure which is agitating the country | 
from one end to the other. | 
(Cries of “Order!” and confusion.] 


‘Thecountry demands that we should haveample 


{ object to the |! 


The Chair overrules the |} 


The gentleman then commenced his re- || 


I will conform to the |! 


This, sir, is æ bill which |) 
should be fully and thoroughly discussed. Two |) 


time te consider it before it is acted upon. 


{Loud and repeated cries of ‘t Order !™ $s Or- 
der!”? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
i will suspend. Gentlemen are repeatedly calling 
i the gentleman to order. The Chair does not know 


ia the Hall, the gentleman could not be heard. 
The Chair asks that the point of order shall be 
į stated, if any gentleman has any to make, 

i Mr. HUNT. {fam a friend to free discussion. 
| I have shown myself, from the beginning, a fiiend 
| to. the maintenance of the privileges of every mem- 
| ber upon this floor. 
| free discussion in reference to this bill. {t seems 
| to me, however, that the proposition made by the 
| gentleman from California is a fair one. 1 do think 
: that those who desire free discussion, and are the 
i friends of order, ought to accept it. Sir, while 
i there was a majority disposed to stifle debate, i 
raised my voice against the irregularity and op- 
; pression which was resorted to, But when aprop- 
; osition of an honorable character is made, which 
wil allow every member of the House to avail 


| ments upon this question, 1 think it becomes every |; 


friend of liberty to accept it. 

Several Members. That’s right. 

Mr. SAGE. lam not aware, Mr. Speaker, 
; even if not objected to, that this debate is to be 
; allowed to go on. The House has voted down a 
motion to lay the resolution for the close of the 
debate upon the table. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. It has not 
i yet been passed. 
i Mr. SAGE. I know that it has not; but that 
was a test vote. To judge of future votes by those 
which we have had, we may conclude that the 
| resolution will be passed. Now, lam unwilling, 
| for one member of this body, to consent that the 
| important business before the country shall be 
thrust aside to take up a matter which everybody 
| will admit ishot important business as regards the 
| present. 
| prised the other day when the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union passed by a very 
large number of important bills on the Calendar, 
for the purpose of reaching this Nebraska-Kansas 
bill, And,sir,so long as I retain my health, 1 shall 
resist every attempt of this kind in every legitimate 
way. I think the country will, sustain me in so 
: doing. Iam not to be deterred by any threats 
i here of whatever kind. My rights are the same 
| as those of every other member; and L intend to 
assert them now and at all times. I look on the 
Pacific railroad question as of far more importance 
than this swindle which has been thrown before 
the country without any previous notice to the 


people. 
i Mr, BAYLY, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker. 


The gentleman from Virginia 


| is upon the floor. 
Does the gentleman from 


| addresses the Chair. 
| Maine yield? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia, if it be the consent of the House 
l that I should do so. 

Mr. BENTON. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. r 

Mr. BENTON. Is the question on postponing 
| the bill for the Pacific road; is that the question ? 


sort now before the body. ‘The Chair and the 


: Carolina [Mr. Kerr] to make a proposition that 


| order, for one week. It was repeated by the gen- 
‘tleman from California, [Mr. McDoveaii.] It 
was objected to by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Wueexer.}] A single objection is conclu- 
sive, as the Chair stated. Several gentlemen 
rose, and, by permission—not under the rule, and 
| in order—made suggestions in reference to the 


| ing, by the unanimous consent of the House, with 
his suggestions, and in order. 

Mr. BENTON. l give my unanimous con- 
| sent to the gentleman to go on with his speech, 
: but I enter myself a permanent objector to post- 
| poning the Pacific railroad bill, Thatis all. Rail- 
| road or anything else, 1 wish to have the correct 
| understanding that I am a permanent objector to 


for what reason; for, in the confusion prevailing |; 


I still feei some concern for |; 


| 
| 
' himself of the privilege of expressing his senti- || 
i 
l 


There is no necessity for it. 1 was sur- || 


| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine | 


The SPEAKER. ‘There is no question of that |; 


House yielded first to the gentleman from North |; 


order of business, as connected with this bill. l 
Among the rest, there was the gentleman from |; 
| Maine, [Mr. Wasuzurn,! and he was progress- || 


| postponing the Pacific railroad bill. -[Great sen- 
| sation. : : aes 
Mr. HUNT.. If the gentleman-from: Missouri 
will allow me, T will make one remark. ae 
Mr. BENTON: Certainly, sir. 
;. The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
| is upon the floor, and he had-yielded to the gen- 
i teman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayny.] We shall 
| get into confusion, unless something like order ‘ig 
preserved. : 
| Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the gentleman 
| from Virginia, if that be the wish of the House. 
| Mr. BAYLY. 1 desire to say, in this connec- 
i tion, that I am quite sure Í speak the sentiments 
| of the friends of this bill, when J. say that their 
| every disposition has been to allow the largest 
: latitude of debate. It has been shown, But-why 
| not cut it off, when we are already admonished, 
| by one of the prominent opponents of the bill, 
| that, no matter to what extent the debate may be 
| 
| 


from Maine 


indulged in, when it is over this scene is to be re- 
newed? If that is the case, we had as well meet: 
lit now. 

Cries of “ Naw t” “Now!” 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
: Maine yield to the gentleman from Louisiana? 
! Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 
; Mr. HUNT. lunders.ood the gentleman from 
| Missouri to say that he was anxious that the 
| Pacific railroad bill should be disposed of by the 
' House. Now, sir; he is not more anxious for 
| that object than I am, and, I believe, a large ma- 
i jority of this body. But when we are assured 
that, on the conclusion of this debate, that subject 
will be taken up, the object the gentleman desires 
| is attained, And 1 would again say, that L do 
| think it becomes us, as Americans, as national 

representatives on this floor, as lovers of liberty 
‘and parliamentary Jaw, to go on with this discus- 
| sion, as proposed by the gentleman from Califor- 
| nia, and then proceed with the regular business 
| of the country. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from 
; Maine allow me to say a word? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly; I 

| gentleman. 
| Mr. INGERSOLL. I think this debate has: 
i gone far enough, and I object to its continuance, 
i If the Chair decides that it is in order, I shall ap- 
| peal from the decision of the Chair. _ : 
| -The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat, that- 
| the gentleman from Maine was allowed, by unan- 
| imous consent, tó take the floor, to make sugges- 
i tions in connection with the business of the body. 
| The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Camprett] rises 
_and asks leave of the gentleman from Muine to 
i make an explanation. Under the circumstances, 


yield to the~ 


' the gentleman from Ohio must also have the leave | 


| of the House, The gentleman from Connecticut 
objects. The Chair wishes to execute the rule 
| precisely as it is. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 


say—— 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 

; Chair is compelled to interpose. 

| Mr. INGERSOLL. I withdraw the abjection. 

;, Mr. WARREN. I desire to know if | under- 

' stand the Chair correctly? I understand the Chair 

i to say that it is in order for the gentleman froin 

: Maine to proceed, but that itis not in order for 

| him to yield the floor to any other person. 

The SPEAKER. If objected to. 

| Mr. WARREN. Then, sir, I object. 

: Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I bave only to say, 

_ that if objection is made to my having the same ` 

: privileges that have been accorded to other mem- 

| bers, I will resist the further progress of this bill 

! by all the means which the rules of the House 

| place in my power, even though gentlemen may 

: call it “ faction.” 

i’ [Cries of §* Good 1”? «Good P? and ‘Order !?’] 

Mr. HUNT.” T hope the gentleman will be 

i heard. Others have been heard. | 

[Cries of ‘t Order !”’] 

.Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not ask to be heard 


now. ` 
| Mr. WASHBURN, (resuming.) lam sorry 
i to disagree with the gentleman trom Louisiana 
i (Mr. Hunt] in reference to this question; and if 
_ anything could lead me to believe that I was wrong, 
‘it, would be to find that he disagreed with. me.: 

But, sir, suppose the time for debate shall be 
i extended one week, what time shail we have 


| then for that free and wide discusion which ought 
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to take place? We shall then be brought to act 
within some eight days upon this great question. 
After we have terminated the genera! debate—if it 
shall be terminated—then we shall be in com- 
mittee under the five-minute rule, and sometimes 
questions of not half, of not a tithe the importance 
of this one, are debated for a whole week under 
the five-minute rule, and this bill ought to be so 
discussed, for the most valuable debate will un- 
doubtedly be then. The amendments will then 
come up—the House bill, the Senate bill, the bill 
offered as a substitute by the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] and the bill of last ses- 
sion; then, the Utah and New Mexico bills are 
also talked of as amendments to this one; and 
there are various other amendments that will be 
offered, and ought to be offered, and that ought to 
be discussed. But just so sure as you tell us that 
we are to constrain ourselves within the limited 
time between now anda week from Tuesday next, 
every one here knows—he is sure in his own 
mind—that we cannot have that discussion which 
is desirable—that we ought to have. 

Sir, if gentlemen insist upon having action upon 
this bill—although I do not consider it as import- 
ant that there should be such action as they do— 
let them put it off until the Pacific railroad special 
order, and the other special orders, have been 
disposed of. Is it not of as much consequence 
and importance to the country that all those im- 
portant acts of special legislation, such as the 
French spoliation bill, the Pacific railroad bill, and 
of public interest, as the deficiency bill—the pas- 
sage of which is a matter of imminent and urgent 
necesssity—and some of the general appropriation 
bills, should now be acted on, as that this ques- 
tion, which gentlemen. themselves contend is, after 
all, but the establishment of an abstract principle, 
should be decided to-day or to-morrow? As we 
have lived under this great wrong, if such it be— 
this abstract wrong—for thirty-four years-— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair 
must remind the gentleman from Maine that he is 
wandering far beyond the boundaries prescribed 
by the leave of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems to me that I am 
stating reasons 

Mr. CRAIGE, Irise toa question of order, 
I understood that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasunurn] was permitted, by the unanimous 
consent of the House, to make a suggestion. | 
did not understand that he had a right to make a 
speech 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had arrested the 
gentleman from Maine in the course of his re- 
marks before the gentleman from North Carolina 
rose to his point of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. My suggestion is- 

The SPEAKER, The Chair respectfully sug- 
gests to the gentleman from Maine that beyond 
very brief remarka explanatory of the proposition 
before the body, this debate is not strictly in 
order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I respectfully submit to 
the Chair that I made this suggestion, if gentle- 
men desired to have this question discussed as it 
should be discussed, that it must be put over be- 
yond the time in which the special orders are to 
come up. I wag etating the reasons why that 
suggestion was a wise and prudent one, and, 
among other reasons, J urged that there was not 
sufficient time to consider and discuss this subject 
before the special orders came up 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairwill say, in reply 
tothe gentleman from Maine, that he must be 
well aware that the proposition to pat the special 
order over one week has been absolutely. refused 
bythe House. Thegentleman must also beaware 
that his proposition Was met by half a dozen 
voices objecting to putting over the consideration 
of this subject until the Pacific railroad bill was 
disposed of. The Chair must decide, therefore, 
that there is no legitimate object for the course of 
remarks in which the gentleman has indulged. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Chair allow me 
to say, I did not understand that there was any 
objection to the suggestion I made. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made by 
twenty gentlemen, if the Chair could determine 
from the number of voices. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I did not hear the objec- 

„tions, arising probably from the faet that | was 
speaking. 


The SPEAKER: The Chair reminded. the 


| 


| whether the gentleman from Maine shall proceed | 


| gress the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any f 


gentleman from Maine of the fact that objection 
was made to his proposition to postponing the con- 
sideration of this bill beyond the timeagreed upon i 
for the consideration of the special orders. i 
Mr. WASHBURN. Very well; I will noti 
trespass further upon the time of the House. 
Mr. GOODRICH. Will the gentleman from |; 
Maine [Mr. Wasusurn] allow me to say one! 
word? i 
[Cries of ‘TI object!” «1 object !”] | 
i 

| 

| 


T 

| 
l 
i 
if 


ii 


Mr. CRAIGE. 1 rise to another question of | 
order, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. W asn- | 
BURN] has been decided to-be out of order, and I 
understand by the rules that when a gentleman is | 
declared out of order, that he cannot proceed in , 
order unless by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say, in 
reply to the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
the gentleman from Maine cannot proceed, if ob- 
jection be made, except by a vote of the House. 

Mr. CRAIGE [object to the gentleman from || 
Maine proceeding further with his remarks. | 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the || 
House that the geneman from Maine proceed in /! 
order? 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. gi 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is the question |; 


with his remarks? ! 

The SPEAKER. Itis whether the privilege to | 
do so shall be given by a unanimous vote of the || 
House. ji 


Mr. JONES. There is no question. I do not /! 
see how the gentleman from Maine can proceed || 
in order, as he has been called to order for pro- | 
ceeding out of order, 

The SPEAKER. If there was an appeal from |} 
the decision of the Chair, the question would be | 
upon sustaining the decision of the Chair in ruling | 
the gentleman from Maine out of order in the | 

| 
1 


course of remarks in which he has indulged. The | 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Crater] goes 
beyond that, and objects to his proceeding at all. | 
The Chair decides, that if the House authorize ' 
the gentleman from Maine to proceed and make | 
suggestions in connection with the course of pro- : 
ceedings on this biil, it will be in order for him to |! 
do so. H 
Mr. CRAIGE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point |} 
of order, that after the Chair decided that the gen- || 
tleman from Maine was out of order in his re- || 
marks, he cannot then proceed in order, unless by |! 
the unanimous consent of the House. i} 
The SPEAKER. He cannot proceed in order | 
unless he is permitted to do so by a vote of the 
House. He doesnot require unanimous consent. 
Mr. CRAIGE. J object to his proceeding. i 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope the objection will be |: 
withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that !' 
the gentleman from Maine could not proceed unless | 
in the way of making suggestions in reference to | 
the course of proceedings of the body on this bill; 
and the Chair called the gentleman to order for not į 
confining his remarks to that purpose. He may | 
proceed in order. | 
Mr. DRUM. 
35th rule of the House. 
The rule was read, as follows: 
“If any member, in speakfhg, or otherwise, trans- |: 


l call for the reading of the! 


i 
i 
ii 
| 
i 
i 


member raay, call to order, in which case the member so 
ealed to order shall immediately sit down, unless per- |; 
mitted to explain; and the House shall, if appealed to, de- | 
cide on the case, but without debate ; if there be no appeal, i} 
the decision ot the Chair shall be submitted to. If the de- |, 
cision be in favor of the member called to order, he shall | 
be at liberty to proceed; if otherwise, he shall not be per- i 
mitted fo proceed, in case any member object, without leave i: 


! of the House; and, ifthe case require it, he shall be liable H 


to the censure of the House.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the |} 
geneman from Maine may make a suggestion in |i 
reference to the proceedings of this body on the |} 
subject of the bill under consideration: ii 

Mr. CRAIGE, (interrupting.) Then the rule || 
goes on to say, that a member, if called to order, ii 
shall not proceed in order unless by consent of the ` 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North || 
Carolina has not looked with care into the rule; © 
for the rule declares that if the Chair decides that 


the member is in order, and if no appeal be taken i 
from the decision of the Chair, the member may | 


i to the decision of the Chair. 


: obliged to obj 
; debate sooner, 


proceed without the vote of the House, in order. 

That is the rute, as it has been read just now. 
Mr. CRAIGE. I was under the impression 

that the Chair decided that the gentlernan from 


| Maine was out of order, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did so decide; 
and the gentleman from Maine submitted to the 
decision of the Chair, and proposes now to pro- 
ceed in order. ‘The Chair decides he has aright 
to do that, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Under the 
suggestion of the Chair, declaring that I was not 
in order in the remarks which | was proceeding 
to make, and with the full knowledge of the fact 
that the members of this House would not have 
accorded me the consent which they did to make 
a suggestion if they had supposed { would speak 
on the question generally, or in such manner as 
the Chair should declare out of order, I submitted 
But I had supposed 
I was in order, or, at all events, I was endeavor- 
ing to be inorder. I shall not now trespass any 
further on the House than to say. 

Mr. GOODRICH, (interrupting.) Will the 
gentleman from Maine permit me a word of ex- 
planation ? 

Several Memsers objected. 

Mr. WASHBURN, (resuming.) I will not 
trespass on the House any further than to say that 
if gentlemen are not willing to give us this full and: 
ample time for discussion—such as we ought to 
have—by extending the debate to the hour and 
day indicated in my suggestion, then | must feel 


ject to any other proposition to close 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I intend to 


; make a general objection to all proceedings out of 


order, and to insist upon the question before the 
House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana has a right to do that; and the Chair will 
sustain him in taking objection as well as he can. 

Mr. GOODRICH. ] simply wish to ask a 
question, and to make a suggestion in reference to 
this matter; and | hope I willbe allowed todo so. 

The SPEAKER, Only by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Several Mempers objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that there be a call of the House; and 


j upon that motion the yeas and nays have been 


demanded. 

Mr. SAGE. Iaskto be excused from voting 
upon that motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the gentle- 
man be excused; and upon that motion [ demand 
the yeus and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Crocker, 
John G. Davis, Eddy, English, Florence, Green, Green- 
wood, Hamilton, Haven, Hendricks, Henu, Hillyer, Hous- 
ton, George W., Jones, Keiit, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lane, Lilly, 
Me Dougall, McNair, May, John G. Miller, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Joim Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 


; Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, 


Shower, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam’ Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Straub, David Stuart, Johu J, 
Taylor, Tweed, Walbridge, John Wentworth, Hendrick B. 


) Wright, and Zollicoffer—59. 


NAYS~—Messra. Abercrombie, James C, Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, Bauks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bennett, 
Benson, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, Carpen- 
ter, Caskic, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clingman, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, Thomas Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Diek, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dun- 
bar, Edgerton, Edimands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Ethe- 
ridge, Everhart, Parley, Fenton, Gamble, Goodrich, Harri- 
son, Hibbard, Howe, Hnghes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Knox, Latham, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, Macy, Matteson, Middleswarth, 
Millson, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Olds, Packer, Parker, 
Pennington, Pringle, Reese, Richardson, Robbins, Rogers, 
Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, 
Stratton, Nathaniel G, Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, 
Upham, Vail, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Witte, and Daniel B. 
Wright—93. 


So the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
from voting. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the gentleman from New York was 


; excused from voting; andupon that I call the yeas 


and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York was not excused from voting. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. I meant to say the vote 
by which he was not excused. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote in 
the affirmative? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
the majority. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman has the 
right to make the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 29, nays 124; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Cut- 
Jom, Dickinson, Eastman, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich,- 
Grow, Tally, MeCulloch, Mace, Macy, Meacham, Morgan, 
Parker, Pennington, Pratt, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, 
Sabin, Sapp, Hestor L. Stevens, Wade, and John Went- 
worth—29. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ashe, Da- 
vid J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Barry, Belcher, 
Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Carpenter, 
Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chriaman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cumming, John G. 
Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Florence, 
Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. | 
Harris, Maven, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Howe, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, Geôrge W. Jones, | 
J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidweil, 
Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Lindley, Lindsley, Mac- 
donald, McNair, Matteson, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Nor- į 
ton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Rich- 
ardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Sage, Seward, | 
Seymour, Shaw, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, | 
Alexander H. Stephens, Stration, Straub, Andrew Stuart, | 
David Stuart, John, J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel | 

i 
l 


I voted no. I voted with 


G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walley, Warren, Eltihu B. Washburne, Israel | 
Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—124, | 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I move that the House 
do now adjourn; and upon that 1 demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MACE. lask to be excused from voting 
upon the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. [| submit that that is not 
inorder, If that were to be allowed, we might 
not come to the motion to adjourn before to-mor- 
row morning, 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana is not 
in order. 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 69, nays 109. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. DRUM. F move that when this House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Saturday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m.; and upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ over; and decided in the negative—yeas 49, 


nays 109. 


So the House refused to adjourn over to Satur- | 


day. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs | 


upon the motion that there be a call of the House, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been de- 
manded. 

Mr. SAGE. 


adjourn. 


I move that the House do now 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Upon that | 


motion [ demand the yeas and nays. 
-© ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Sace’s mo- 
tion; and decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that there be a call of the House, upon which the 
yeas and nays had been demanded. 

The yeas and nuys were ordered. 

The question was taken upon the motion; and 
decided in the negative—yeas 60, noes 80. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, pending the call of the roll, 
when his name was called, said he paired of with 
Mr. Perumms, of Louisiana, upon this vote. 


The question then recurred upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question upon the reso- 
lution closing debate upon the Nebraska. bill. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. FARLEY. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Upon that motion I demand 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Goop- 
RIcH’s motion; and decided in the negative-—yeas 
40, nays 66; as follows: - 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER annóunced that no quorum 
had voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
call of the House. . 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask to be 
excused from voting upon that motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is not in order, is it? 

The SPEAKER. 
any such motion. The rules prescribe that when 
the House finds itself without a quorum, no 
motion shall be entertained except a motion that 
there be a call of the House, and a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr- WASHBURN. I withdraw the request. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. SAGE I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and upon the motion | demand the yeas 
and nays. à 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was then taken upon Mr. SAGE’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 47, 
nays 67. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, stated that for a 
short time he had paired off with Mr. De Wirr. 

Mr. BALL stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BUGG stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Baier, of Georgia. 

Mr. HOWE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. HiLLYER. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Ricu- 
aARDsoN’s motion that there bea call of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask to be 
excused from voting upon that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
the proposition, for the same reason that he refused 
to entertain a similar one made by the gentleman 
some time since, that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. i thought there was a 
quorum upon the last vote. : 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON’s motion; and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 75, nays 44. 

So it was ordered that there be a call of the 
House. 

Pendine the call of the roll, 

Mr. DEAN asked the unanimous consent ‘of 
the louse to have his vote recorded, he having 
been outside the bar when his name was called. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1l object. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is the execution of the order that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
52, nays 84. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roli on the above ques- 
tion, 

Mr. MACY stated that he had paired off until 
to-morrow morning with Mr. Disney. 


The SPEAKER. 


I move that there be a 


I move that 


Upon that motion 1 


call the roll, and note the absentees. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
excused from voting on that question. 

The SPEAKER, There is no question before 
the House. 

The Clerk then called the roll, and found the 


| following members absent: 


» Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Banks, Bell, 
Bennett, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, brooks, Campbell, Carpen 
ter, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chase, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Cook, Corwin, Cullom, Cumming, Curtis, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dick, Disney, Dunbar, John M. 
bott, Ewing, Faulkner, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Good 
rich, Green, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, 


; Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hiester, Hill, i 


Rowe, J. Giancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kurtz, Lamb, La- 


The Chair cannot entertain |! 


The House having ordered |! 
a call of the House, the Clerk will now proceed to |} 


I ask to be 


j tham, Lyon, McMullin, McNair, McQuéen, Smith Miller, 


Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Peckham, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Preston, Ready, 
David Ritchie, Rowe, Sapp, Shannon, Singleton, ‘Gerrit 
Smith, William Smith, William. R.. Smith, Sollers, Pred- 
erick P, Stanton, Walbridge, Wells, Westbrook, Yates, 
| and Zollicoffer. ` ata 


TheSPEAKER. The officers of the House 
| will now close the doors, 

Thedoors were then closed. 

Mr. DRUM. I move that all further 
ings under the call be dispensed with, 

Mr. STUART. ‘On that motion 1 dernand'the 
; yeas and nays. 
l The yeas and nays were oadered. . 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to state, on behalf 
iof Mr. Perkins, of Louisiana, that he, desiring 
to go t8 dinner, being unwell and hungry, 1 have 
| paired off with him: I have answered on a call 
| of the House. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 26, nays 131. 

So the House refused to suspend all further 
proceedings under the call, 


' Pending the call, ; 
Mr. HILLYER stated that he had paired off 
i for the present with Mr. Howe. 

Mr. LINDSLEY, also stated that, for the pres- 
| ent, he had paired off with Mr. Mirer, of Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. EDMANDS. 
now adjourn, > 

Mr. CROCKER. I demand the yéas and nays 
on that motion. 3 
| Mr. HENN. Js the motion to adjourn now in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is. 
| Mr. HENN. After the House has refused to 
suspend further proceedings under the call ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the decision of the 
| Chair. ‘The motion is in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 64, nays 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would ask. the 
Chair whether, after the doors have been closed 
by order of the House, and proceedings under the 
call are in progress, it is in order to allow members 
to enter or go out? 

Mr CAMPBELL. I call the gentleman ‘to 
order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is a question of 
| order. I call the attention of the Chair to'the ex- 
| ecution of the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. A moment’s reflection will 
| Satisfy the gentleman from Ohio that the gentle- 

man from Kentucky is in order, he being on the 
floor to a question of order. eee: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will remark, with 
the leave of my friend from Ohio, that it being in 
i order to alternate between motions to suspend 
| further proceedings under the call and motions to 
| adjourn, the House never can complete the call 
; unless the doors be kept closed, and members pre- 
| vented going out or coming in. 1 call the atten- 
| tion of the Speaker to the fact that the order is not 
; enforced, 
| The SPEAKER. The officers of the House 
| must enforce the order of the House rigidly. 
i 
1 


i proceeéd- 


I move that the House do 


There is no authority drawn from the rules that 
the Chair knows of which would, under a ċall of 
the House, allow members to go out or come 
i! in. The practice, however, the Chair. is aware 

is different. There are cases of emergency when 
i gentlemen must go out. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thatis the only way 
by which we can get gentlemen to do anything. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the list of ab- 
sentees for excuses, 

James C. Arren. No excuse. 

WILLIAM Appleton. 

Mr. WALLEY. My colleague is detained from 
his seat in the House by severe sickness in his 
family. I therefore move that he be excused. 

Mr. SAPP. Idemand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. í 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Allow me to ask 
| thè Chair a question. If Mr. ArrLeron is not” 
| excused for the reason given, will not the order of 
ji the House be imperative on the Sergeant-at-Arms 
l tp go and bring him here? 

The SPEAKER. That will. depend on the 
action of the House. ; 


f 
i 
i 


+ 


THE CON 


1166 


‘RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 11, 


Mr. BAYLY. If he is notexcused, would not 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be bound to bring him here? 

The SPEAKER. Then it would be impera 
tive on the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring the gentle- 
man here. 

The yeas and pays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRISON. [ask the unanimous con- 
sentof the House to make a siatement, before the 


call of the roll, upon the question before the | 


House. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. MORRISON, I will state that Mr. Ar- 
PLETON and Mr. Axes, a member from South 
Carolina, paired off upon the question pending in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union—the bill to organize the Territories of į 


Nebraska and Kansas. | paired off with a mem- 


ber from Georgia, Mr. Cuasrary, upon the same | 


question. After my return, and during the day, 


there has been a consultation between myself and | 


the member fram South Carolina, and between 
the friends of the member from Massachusetts 


and the member from Georgia, the absentees, and | 


at that consultation, as the member from South 


Carolina and myself both desire to vote upon that | 
bill, it was arranged that the gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts shail be considered as paired off with 
the gentleman from Georgia antil one of those 
gentlemen return, When either of the absentees 
return, the arrangement will be at an end. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wartey’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas Hl, nays 2. 

So Mr. AppLetron was excused, 

Pending the cail on the above vote, 


Mr. HILLYER stated that he had paired off | 


with Mr, Hown, 

Mr. HILLYER. 
ceedings In the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. SAGE J demand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

‘The yeas und nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUGHES. z 
o'clock, p. m., L move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MA'TTESON. J call forthe yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 64, nays 80. 

So the Honse refused to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon suspending further proceedings under the 
call, upon which the yeas and nays have been de- 
manded and ordered. 

Mr. MAURICE. FT move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Hon. Mr. APPLETON was ex- 
cused; and upon that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I rise to a question of 
order, that there being a proposition pending to 
suspend all further proceedings under the call, it 


is notin order to move to reconsider the vote by | 


which Mr, Appieron was excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains 
point of order made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and rules that a suspension of proceed- 


ings under the call would set aside the question | 


with regard to Mr. APPLETON. 

Mr. WHEELER, 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not be 
in order, the House having just voted upon that 
question, 

The question was then taken upon Mr, Hirt- 


yer’s motion; and there were—yeas 79, nays 70. į 
By the order of the Speaker the doors were | 


then opened. 


Mr. SAGE. I move that when the House ad- 


i move that all further pro- 


It being now half past six | 


the | 


1 move that the House , 


journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next, and | 


upon that motion F call forthe yeas and nays. 


The Clerk having proceeded to call the roll—— : 
I ask to be excused from i 


Mr. MATTESON. 
voting upon that motion ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis too late. 
been a response to the call, ang the Chair decides 
that the motion is not in order. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
had been any response, as in that case | was 
aware that the motion would not be in order. 

The SPEAKER. Themotion would not bein 
order for a further reason, that a gentleman can- 
not ask to be excused from voting upon a motion 


T did not know that there | 


There has; 


| mand the yeas and nays. 


| informed upon this matter. 


| excused. 


| voting. 


i 
to adjourn; but upon questions,other than a mo- i 
tion to adjourn such a motion would be in order. H 
Mr. MATTESON. [ supposed that upon a: 
motion to adjourn over the rule would be differ- 
ent. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Sace’s |; 
motion; and there were—yeas 48, nays 111. i 
So the House refused to adjourn. i 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that : 
the House adjourn; and upon that motion | de- : 


The yeas and nays were ordered. H 
The question was then taken; and there were— | 
yeas 59, nays 86. i 
So the House refused to adjourn. 4 
Mr. GOODRICH. I move acall of the House, ; 
and upon that motion, I demand the yeas and 
nays. : 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
Mr. MAURICE. I ask to be excused from | 
voting. ; i 
Mr.CAMPBELL. F move that the gentleman | 
from New York be excused from voting. : 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a point of ;| 
order. The 424 rule reads: i 
« Every member who shall be in the House when the ; 
question is put, shall give his vote, unless the House, for | 
special reason, shall excuse him.” H 


I suppose it is necessary that a gentleman ask- ; 
ing to be excused, should assign some special jj 
reason for such request. | 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to be excused | 
from voting is in order; and every gentleman will į 
determine for himseif the reasons he has for: 
making such a request. i 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a point of order. | 
F would like to know whether the gentleman from | 
New York (Mr. Maurice} is obliged to give his . 
reasons for asking to be excused ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has already stated 
that every gentleman can determine for himself | 
the reasons he has for asking to be excused. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Lreally wish to be 
J never intend to 
raise a question of order from captious motives; 
but in regard to this matter, J desire to be really 
informed about the proper construction of the 
42d rule, a portion of which I have already read. 

The SPEAKER. The rule seems to contem- 
plate giving some special reason; but the Chair, | 
without reflection, supposes that it would be com- 
petent for gentlemen to ask to be excused, with 
or without assigning a reason therefor. 

Mr. BANKS. 1 think the reasoning of the | 
Chair is correct. IfI am asked to vote to excuse | 
or not excuse the gentleman from New York, the i 
special reason for my vote is, that he asks to be į 
I can then either vote in the affirmative 
or negative, as | may think necessary. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I suppose it is |, 
manifest, if the rule which i have read means any- | 
thine, that it ought to be enforced. | 

Mr. BENSON. Irise to a question of order. 
Does the gentleman from Virginia appeal from || 
the decision of the Chair? u 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia ii 
has not appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MAURICE. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginta (Mr. Smrti] will give way, I will state to 
the House my reasons, which will perhaps ob- 
viate the necessity for any further discussion. i 

Mr. SMITH. With the permission of the | 
House, { will read another portion of the 42d ; 
rule. 

“ All motions to excuse a member from voting shall be 
made before the House divides, or before the eall of the 
yeas and nays is commenced; and the question shall then 
be taken wilbout further debate.” 

There is an amendment to the rule, which reads ; 
as follows: \ 

“That part of rule 42, which allowed a brief verbal ` 
statement of reasons to be given by any member for re- | 
questing to be exeused from voting, rescinded January 2, į 
1845.7? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is | 
discretionary with a member whether he will give 
his reasors or not for asking to be excused from | 

The Chair thinks that the rales amd: 
practice taken together will bear him out in the! 
decision he has made. | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I wish to call the; 


| in order, and we had no quorum voting 


| very obvious. 


given by any member requesting to be excused 
from voting, was rescinded January 2, 1845, 
Since the rescinding of that part of the rule they 
have not been permitted to give reasons, but they 
could ask to be excused without assigning any 
reasons. ‘Fhat has been the practice ever since 
that part of the rule relating to this subject was 
rescinded. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ask to be excused from 
voling upon the motion to excuse the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Maurice] from voting, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
proposition is out of order, believing that proposi- 
tions to excuse gentlemen from voting cannot be 
thus accumulated. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. T will not insist upon my 
motion, although [ do net wish to be understocd 
as waiving the right to make it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. J make this point of order 
for the consideration of the Chair, that a callof the 
tlouse, and a motion to adjourn, take precedence 
of all other questions; and the gentleman cannot 
make the motion to be excused, pending a vote on 
these, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided to- 
day that a motion to be excused from voting upon 
a proposition to adjourn cannot be made. He 
cannot, therefore, entertain such a motion, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Inow make the point of 
order, that a motion for a call of the House will 
take precedence of anything but a motion to ad- 
journ, and therefore, that yon cannot entertain a 
motion to excuse a member with any more pro- 
priety than you can aquestion touching any other 
proposition, Suppose we did not have a quorum, 
Youcould not excuse a member from voting with 
less than a quorum present. In this way you 
might stop up a call and get a quorum, and there- 
fore a call of the Elouse must take precedence of 
any other motion, except a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cumwaman} is 
correct. Ti is within the recollection of the House 
that the Chair permitted that motion to be made, 
and a vote to be taken, but it was done inadvert- 
ently upon the part of the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Journal is full of de- 
cisions upon this point. T think it will he shown 
by reference to the Journals, that in 1849-50 no 
person made that mation oftener than the honor- 
able gendeman from North Carolina. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I am obliged to the gen- 
man from Ohio. [ will remind the gentleman that 
upon the memorable day to which he refers, the 
Speaker decided that a call of the House was not 
in order, and, therefore, that there could have been 
no motions to excuse gentlemen upon that propo- 
sition, The motions were upon other proposi- 
tions. A motion for a call of the House was not 

The SPEAKER. It would be in’ order for 
gentlemen to give asa reason why they would not 
vote upon a motion to adjourn, that they would 
rather have a full House. The reason of this is 
The Chair having had his atten- 
tion called to this matter, decides that the gentle- 


i man from New York [Mr. Maurice} is not in 


order, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair; and upon that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table; and upon that motion | demand 
the yeas and PRYS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly has no 
disposition to make any decision here that will 
have an improper bearing upon one side or the 
other in this controversy. He seeks only to en- 
force and adhere to the rules as they are, The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camese.t] appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cuineman] moves to 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Teis buta repetition of 
bea same question, and [ make the same point of 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
appeal upon appeal; such is the rule. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. 
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sition I desire to present, I willafterwards reduce | 
it to the form ofa resolution. The proposition is | 
this—to allow the debate to proceed one week, | 
and in the mean time, direct the Clerk of the House | 
to notify the three thousand clergymen who lately 
sent a remonstrance against the passage of the 
Nebraska bil, that they will be heard if they will 
come on here, an hour each, in prayer for the suc- 
cessful dispatch of our business-here. Meiughter.] 
But they must come on at their own expense. 
propose, also, as soon as they get through with 
théir prayers, that then the question upon this ; 
bill shall be taken without further debate. [think | 
by that time the House will bein a proper tem- 
per and disposition to do justice to this bill. 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise for the purpose of expressing my astonish- 
ment 

{Cries of “Ohl? Oh!” and  Order!?] 

Mr. SMITH. I simply want, Mr. Speaker, | 
to express my astonishment at the manner in} 
which > 
[Renewed cries of * Order I? & Order !”?} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
is aware that debate is not in order. 

Tie Chair will state to the House the question 
ag it now stands : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to | 
explain on a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first state 
the question. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Mavrice] asked to be excused from voting | 
on the motion that there be a call of the House. | 
The Chair decided that the motion to be excused 
was not in order. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Camrsexe] takes an appeal from that decis- | 
ion. The gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Cuineman]} moves to lay that appeal on the table. | 
The geneman from New York [Mr. Mavrice] | 
again rises, and asks to be excused from voting 
on the appeal 

Mr. MAURICE, (correcting.) On the motion 
to lay the appeal on the table. i 

The SPEAKER. Yes; andthe Chair decides 
that the gentleman’s proposition to be excused is 
out of order, the whole being based on the original 
proposition. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I take an ap- 
peal to the House from that decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that no 
appeal can be taken until the previous one is dis- 
posed of. This is the principle established under 
the rule. 

Mr. WASHBURN. {T wish to understand by 
an appeal, whether the Chair decides correctly. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has already stated 
that one appeal cannot be piled upon another. 
There has been an appeal taken from the decision 
made by the Chair, that the proposition made by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Mauricer,] 
to be excused from voting, Was not in order If 
this last appeal were entertained, it would be but 
an appeal upon an appeal, the whole being based 
on the correctness of the decision first given 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, [ rise to 
withdraw the motion which I made to lay on the 
table the appeal taken by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and to make a point of order that an appeal could 
not be taken pending the motion for a call of the 
House, which takes precedence of all other busi- 
ness, in the same manner as a motion to adjourn. 
The question to be decided by the appeal could 
not be decided unless there was a quorum present; 
and it is to ascertain whether there be a quorum 
present that a call of the House is made, The 
very reason on which [ took the first exception 
applies to this, that, upon either a motion for a 
call of the House, or a motion to adjourn, these 
preliminary or collateral questions cannot be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from North | 
Carolina, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
yeas and nays on thé appeal. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. And I renew.the motion 
to lay the appeal on the table; and on that motion 
-I ask the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move that the House do | 
now adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Task for the- 


: == : ay 
The roll was then called; and there were—yeas 


68, nays 90. i 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
when the Flouse adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Saturday next; and on that motion | call for the 
yeas and nays. g 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to ask if this question has- not been passed 
upon before? ; 

The SPEAKER. Very true, it has. But the 
lapse of time—whether it be a day or an hour— 
sometimes brings reasons for a change of purpose. 
The Chair therefore holds that a motion to adjourn 
over is in order any time before adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAURICE. Upon this motion to adjourn 
over, l ask, Mr. Speaker, to be excused from 
voting. 

Mr. WHEELER. And upon that I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
not competent for the House to excuse a member, 
and that a member has no right to ask to be ex- 
cused from voting on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the Chair will allow me, 
I will ask a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will state Iris question of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would ask the Chair 
whether there is a distinction between a simple 
motion to adjourn and the motion to adjourn over 
one day or more? 


The SPEAKER. The difference is, that the | 


latter, if carried, carries an adjournment for a little 
longer time. But the subject is not debatable, as 
the gentleman from Ohio cannot but be aware; and 
the Chair should be saved from enforcing the rule 
on the subject. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I reluctantly and | 
respectfully ask to take an appeal from the decis- |! 


ion of the Chair; aud upon that question 1 call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. 
appeal made in this case by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CamrBeLL}) is not legitimate. The 
Chair dislikes to be forced to make what may seem 
to gentlemen to be an.arbitrary decision. But if 
gentlemen will reflect for a single moment, the 
Chair thinks he will not be charged with having 
made any arbitrary decision ih the matter. There 
is an appeal already pending on a case very like 
the one in question. dt is not competent under 
the rule, nay, it is forbidden under the rule, to 
pile appeals one upon another. The Chair, there- 
fore, most respectfully declines to entertain the 
appeal made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The roll was then called; and there were—yeas 
47, nays 104. 

So the House refused to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER. 
motion to lay the appeal of the gentleman from 
New York on the table. 

Mr. WALLEY. I moveto reconsider the vote 
just taken by which the House refused to adjourn 
over. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 


i| moton is not in order, for thereason—and avery 


palpable one it is—that the motion may be re- 
newed at any time; and where that is the case, a 
motion to reconsider cannot be in order. 

Mr. WALLEY. I move that the House do 


now adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the j; 


yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken; and there were— | 


yeas 61, nays 81. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 


laying the appeal upon the tabie. 

Mr. MATTESON. {Í move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order, 


for the reason, that since that motion was last sub- 


` mitted, the House has not transacted any business, 


except upon motions- to adjourn over, or to ad- 
journ, in immediate connection. 

Mr. MATTESON. Then I move a call of the 
House. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is in order at | 


this time. 
Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. ; 


The Chair holds that the | 


The question recurs on the |} 


| 
| 
‘| 
i 
i 


| The SPEAKER. The Chairis reminded ‘that 
| there is already.a call of the House pending; and 


į; arising out of that question is an- appeal which is 


| pending. The question, therefore, first.recurs 


|| upon laying the appeal taken from the. decision 


| of the Chair upon the table, and upon.that. prop- 
| osition the yeas and nays were ordered. : The 
Clerk will call the roll. < : i 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 5l.. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table... 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that there be a call of the House: 

Mr. MAURICE. I rise.to a privileged. ques- 
| tion. I move to reconsider-the vote. by. which the 
| appeal was laid upon the table; and on that mọ- 
| tion T demand the yeas and nays. 

A Voice. Did the gentleman vote in the affirm- 
i ative. : i 

|, Mr. MAURICE. Idid, I voted with the ma- 
jority. 

| Dr: ORR. I move to lay the motion upon the 
| table. : A 
| Mr. MATTESON, Upon that motion L-call 
; for the yeas and nays. : : on 

|. The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- _ 
j tion made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Maurice] to be out of order. The Chair could 

| point the gentleman to similar motions made during 

| this session, which were ruled to be out of order, 
{and which decisions were sustained by a very 

| large majority of the House. i : 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. As there is now no appeal 


| pending from the decision of the Chair, I take an 
| appeal from that decision. . : 

| ThesPEAKER. The Chair will entertain that 
| motion, as it is competent for the House, at any 
| time, to reverse its own decision. 

: Mr. HAMILTON. I move to lay the appeal 
i upon the table, 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I eall 


‘| for the yeas and nays. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk here commenced to call the roll. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. : ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides: that the 
motion is out of order, as the Clerk had com- 
menced to call the roll. f : 

Mr. MATTESON. Had any response: been 
' made before I submitted the motion? 
The SPEAKER. The response was: made 
| before, or at least, simultaneous with.the motion, 
| and the Chair decides that the roll shall be called. 

The question was then put; and there were—- 
yeas 95, nays 43. ; 

So the appeal was laid upon the: table, and the 
| decision of the Chair sustained, healt 
Pending the call, : 

: Mr. FARLEY asked to be excused from voting. 
| The SPEAKER. It is not in order, pending 
ithe call of the roll, to'ask to be excused. That 
| request must he made before the Clerk commences 
! to call the roll, 
j Mr. FENTON also gave notice that he had 
| paired off with Hon. Mixe Warsa for a short 
i ume, 
Mr. MATTESON. I move that when the 
"House adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
imext; and upon it E demand the yeas and nays. 
Several Mempers. Adjourn now. bg 
Mr. MATTESON. Iam desired by some of 
i my friends to move that thé House do now ad- 
journ. - 
i The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot sub- 
| mit both motions at once. — - j 
; Mr. MATTESON. I withdraw the former 


| yeas 72, nays 83. 

| So the House refused to adjourn. 

| Pending the call, 

Mr. MORTON gave notice that he had paired 


off with Mr. Grow. 


| A Voice. When will that be. ee or 
Mr. LETCHER. I do not know; but unti? 
, he does return F have paired off with him. .. ° 
| The SPEAKER. ‘The question “now: recurs 


i upon the motion that there bea ¢all of the House. 


. 
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‘Mr. SAGE. F think the 
motion to adjourn over until Monday. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. At this point I raise a | 
question of order. 


not competent for ‘gentlemen to make the motion | 
over and over again. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion 
is in order, unless made in such a connection as 
to make it out of order. That has been the prac- 
tice heretofore, and the Chair will so rule. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 


The question was then taken; and decided in | 
the negative—yeas 54, nays 95. i 
So the House refused to adjourn over. ! 
The question then recurred upon the motion | 
that there be a call of the House. i 


Mr. DEAN.. I believe the morning hour has |! 
expired, { move that the rules be suspended, and |: 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be en- | 
tertained, for the reason that there is a motion | 
pending to close debate in committee, which must 
take precedence. i 

Mr. DEAN. I think my motion ought to be | 
entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the House do now adjourn. l 

Mr. MEACHAM. 1 wish to be excused from | 
voting. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Vermont can- | 
not be received. | 

Mr. MEACHAM. I know that has been the | 
decision of the Speaker; but I wish to suggest to | 
him a decision upon this point made ina previous | 
Congress different from that the Chair now makes, 


I move that | 


1 send the Journal containing the decision to the || 


Chair. 

Mr. PHELPS. What is the question before 
the Elouse? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is stating a ques- 
tion of order. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
from Vermont, that during the Twenty-Ninth Con- 
gress the Journals show thata motion to excuse 
amember from voting upon a motion that there 
be a call of the House was entertained; but the : 
Chair has doubts whether it was not done inad- 
vertently, as was the same thing done this morn- 
ing. The Chair decides that a motion to excuse 
a member upon a motion that there be a call of 
the House is not in order. 

Mr. MEACHAM. The motion was not only 
entertained, but the member was excused from i 
voting by the House. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, further, || 
that the rules at that time permitted a member to 
give his reasons for asking to be excused from 
voting. Since that time the rule has been changed 
in this respect. The Chair has decided that such 
a motion is not in order, and he has been sus- 
tained in his decision by a very large vote of the 
Tiouse, He makes that decision now, and de- 
clares the question, that there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. SAGE. In order toascertain whether the 
House will vot conform to precedents set by pre-: 


i 
grenon is upon a || 
|| ceed so Jong as objections are made. 4 i 
Mr. COBB. E appeal to gentlemen to with- 
The House have refused to || 
adjourn over to Monday, and I submit that it is | 


| he will, nevertheless, give that construction, and 
i| permit the appeal to be taken. 


ii voting upon that motion. 


i! decision of the Chair. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Rics- |! 


| Chair certainly thinks the gentleman from Illinois 


vious Congresses, | take an appeal from the de- | 
cision of the Chair. After the precedent which | 
has been quoted, E wish to have a decision of th 
House upon the subject. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it would 
be a very liberal construction of the rules to allo 
an appeal to be taken; but he will entertain it 
The question will therefore be, ‘t Shall the deci 
sion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the. 
House?” i 


Mr.SAGE. Upon that question I demand the |, 
yeas and nays. f 
Mr. COBB. If the House will allow me at:! 


this late hour, | desire to tender the olive branch— | 
Cries of “Yes!” “Nol? «Hear him!” | 
“ Lets have the olive branch !” and considerable ; 
confusion. | 
Mr. HOUSTON objected. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Mlinois, also ob- 
jected. : 
Mr. COBB, What I have to say is connected ‘| 
with the business before the House. f 
[Cries of ** Let’s hear what it is 1] il 


i 
! 


The yeas and nays were ordered. i man from New York takes an appeal. The same 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot pro- 


draw their objections. | 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I will withdraw my 
objection. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not withdraw mine. | 


The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from | 


Alabama cannot proceed. The gentleman from 
Vermont submits the motion that he be excused 
from voting upon the proposition that there bea call 
of the House. 
cannot be made, and from that decision the gentle- 


decison has before been made to-day upon a similar 
motion, and sustained by a vote of the House. 


The Chair thinks it is a very liberal construction |; 
! to suppose that the House would reverse its own |j 


decision within two hours, but in this one instance 


He will not say 


what may be his course in the future, if such cases |; 


again arise. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
do lie upon the table. 
Mr. SAPP. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. GOODRICH. 


I move that the appeal 


I moveto be excused from j 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
motion is not in order, and he further decides that | 
in this case the gentleman cannot appeal from the 


ARDSON’s motion; and decided in the aflirmative— 
yeas 160, nays 34. 
. So the appeal was laid upon the table. 
MODIFICATION OF RESOLUTION TO CLOSE | 
DEBATE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I propose to modify | 


the motion submitted by me this morning to close | 
debate in the Committee of the W hole on the state |; 
|| of the Union upon the Nebraska bill. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The question is upon 
ordering a call of the House, is it not? I think 
we had better have the regular order of business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If í have not the right 
to modify my motion, I will not ask it as a priv- 
ilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind gen- 
tlemen, and they will see upon a moment’s reflec- 
tion, that the mover of any bill, resolution, or of 
any original proposition, has the right to withdraw 
or modify it as he may please, before any action 
shall have been taken upon it by the House. The 


has the right to modify his resolution as he may 
think proper. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to ask the Speaker if 
the resolution of the gentleman from Mlinois is 
before the House at this time? le there not ; 
another question pending ? | 

The SPEAKER. Itis before the House. 
would be necessary for the gentleman from Illinois | 
to withdraw his demand for the previous ques- 


| tion before he could make any modification, but |: 
| the Chair thinks it would then be competent for |j 
ii tleman from New York in order? 
are other propositions intervening. There isa ï 
motion fora call of the House, which must be; 
|| first put; but the Chair holds that it is still com- |, 


him to accomplish his purpose. Itis true there 


petent for him to modify his motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will then submit my | 
modification. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw his demand for the previous question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do. 
modify my motion as to close debate upon the 


The Chair decides that the motion |: 


Mr, CAMPBELL. 


i| 
it}: 
| 
1 
| 
| 


nd l now so ji 


Nebraska bill in five minutes after its consideration 
shall have aguin been resumed in committee. 

Mr. DEAN. 
adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays-were ordered., 

The question was then taken; andit was decided | 
in the negative—yeas 65, nays 78. i 

So the House refused to adjourn. i 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that when the House | 


` adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next; and on .. 


that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 1ask to be excu 


| 


sed from | 


I move that the House do now |; 


May H, 


| voting on that question. ° I move that I be ex- 
| cused. ag 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman.cannot be permitted. 
i Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to call the atten- 
f tion of the Chair to the fact that it has been 
| decided heretofore 

{Cries of * Order !?"} 7 ; 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is 
upon the floor on a question of order. | 

Mr. SEWARD. Iwish to have the question 
| settled whether the gentleman can ask to be ex- 
| cused without furnishing reasons. It is an abuse 
| of the privilege of the House. I put the question 
i 


| on that ground. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
i Ohio. Unless the gentleman takes an appeal, the 
| question is settled. 
| Mr. ORR. The question is not debatable. 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 

I would say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Georgia, that matters of abuse 
are matiers between me and my constituents, and 


1; not between that géntleman and myself. 


EZ 


l [Cries of ‘Order! 
Mr. SEWARD. The question involves the 
i character of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that the 


| House will allow the gentleman from Ohio to 


I| present any authority he may have on the ques- 


| tion. 2 
| Mr.CLINGMAN. The question cannot be 
: debated. 

> Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does not 
| ask to debate it. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. [appeal from the decision 
| 


| of the Chair; and refer to a case where the ques. 
| tion was presented tothe House on a motion to 
i adjourn, in 1847. J] send the Journal to the 
| Clerk’s desk that it may be read. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes no ques- 


i| tion but what the gentleman may find sorne pre- 


| cedent for his position; but it was an error, and 
ought to have been corrected long ago. [Great 
laughter. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. And I move that that 
appen be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Iwould make the point of 
order whether an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair is in order on a motion to fix the time to 
which the House shall adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
House may fix its own rules, If it contradicts 
itself every day itis not the fault of the Chair, 
| but its own fault. [Laughter.] The Chair will 
| go farther: If the House is disposed to do a fool- 
i ish thing, the Chais must indulge it. [Renewed 
| laughter. } 

' Mr. HUGHES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and on that motion 1 demand the 
: yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CUMMING, Isthe motion of the gen- 
We have just 


I take an appeal from the 


voted down a similar motion, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn isin 
, order. Since the House last refused to adjourn 
there has been a motion made for adjournment 
ull Monday, a question of order, and an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. It is narrowing 
| the question down pretty closely; but the Chair 
t holds the motion must be entertained. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
| decided inthe negative—yeas 71, nays 86. 
| So the House (at five minutes after eleven 
: o'clock) refused to adjourn. 
TheSPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
; the motion to lay the appeal from the decision of 
: the Chair upon the table. 
i Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays.on that motion. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 33. ; 
i So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. f move that the House do 
now adjourn; and on that motion | demand the 
yeas and nays. 
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Mr. GROW. I move that when the House 
- adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next. 
The SPEAKER. There is already pending a 
motion to that effect. 


Mr. CULLOM. If a motion be made to ad- ' 


journ over for alonger period than that to Monday, 
would it not have precedence? 

The SPEAKER. It would. ; 

Mr. FENTON. [rise toa privileged question, 
I move to reconsider the vote of the House by 
which the appeal of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Campzext] from the decision of the Chair was 
laid upon the table; and on that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. I voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
that he hastily decided to-night that that motion 
was not in order. It was a hasty and improper 
decision, in the opinion of the Chair, and he re- 
verses it. The motion to adjourn over will super- 
sede the motion to reconsider. The Chair could 
explain so that he thinks the House would agree 
with him that the decision is now a correct one, 
and that the other was hasty and incorrect. The 
yeas and nays were ordered on the motion to 
adjourn over. 

The. question was then taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 55, nays 92. 

So the House refused to adjourn over till Mon- 
day next. 


The question recurred upon the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the appeal from the 
decision of the ‘Chair was laid. upon the table. 

Mr. FENTON. On that question I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

Mr. WHEELER. On that I demand tellers. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 

Mr. BENSON, (at ten minutes -past twelve 
o’clock.) 1 move that the House do now adjourn; 
and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PARKER. [ask for tellers. 

Mr. BENSON. 
the yeas and nays, and will let the question be 
taken by tellers. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
motion is? 

The SPEAKER. Itis a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I raise a question of 
order. The question just taken was in reference 
to an adjournment. 

The SPEAKER, 
adjourn over till Monday; and since that time 
two or three motions have intervened. 

Mr. SEWARD. What motions have inter- 
vened? The motion to reconsider was made 
before the question was taken on the adjournment. 

The SPEAKER, There was a motion made 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; and 
the yeas and nays were ordered upon that propo- 
sition. 

Tellers: were ordered on Mr. Benson’s motion; 
and Messrs. Wueexer, and Harris of Alabama, 
were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 68, noes 78. 

t. CAMPBELL. 1 call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 65, nays 77. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. ORR 
to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair was laid upon the table; and being put, it 


I desire to know what the 


was decided in the affi rmative—yeas 102, nays 34. |} 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. EDMANDS, (at a quarter to oneo’clock.) 
I move that the House do now adjourn; and I 
ask for tellers on that motion. 

Mr. TWEED. I call for the yeas and nays. 
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I withdraw the demand for } 


That was a proposition to | 


We may as well take them at once, or we shall 
have tellers and the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 65, nays 78. . 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The.question recurred on the motion that there 
be a call of the House. : 
. Mr. CAMPBELL. On that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


in the negative—yeas 57, nays 79. 
So. the House refused to order a call. 
The question recurred upon seconding the de- 


son’s. resolution to close debate. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Saturday 


nays. a 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAURICE. J ask to be excused from 
voting upon that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Orr in the 
chair.) The temporary Speaker will éonform. to 
the decision made by the regular Speaker, and de- 
cline to entertain the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. DRUM. I believe that nine tenths of the 
week’s more debate on the Nebraska bill. 1 be- 
lieve that can be accomplished by adjourning till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 


order. 
Mr. DRUM. [ move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
motion. ` : f 
. RICHARDSON. I demand the yeas and 


I call the gentleman to 


I call for tellers on that 


Mr 
nays. - : : 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would ask 
if the first question is not on the motion to adjourn 
till Saturday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The: Chair un- 
derstood the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw 
that motion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Notatall. He demanded 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and then withdrew the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair 
cannot entertain the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Drum.] The question 
now is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Campsexu.]} 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. DRUM. ‘Then I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. 
and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CUMMING. May Ibe allowed to ask 
if this motion can possibly be in order? Can the 
ruies of this House be so complicated that every 
moment we may be called to vote upon an adjourn- 
ment or anon-adjournment? [Greatlaughter.] I 


I call for the yeas 


motion to adjourn be laid upon the table. [Roars 
of laughter.] : i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not feel at liberty to entertain the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to ask the Chair what 
is the main question before the House at this 
time—the principal question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending 
question is on the motion of. the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Dean] thatthe House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BANKS. I understand that; but the pre- 


ing to close the debate on the Nebraska bill? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Itis. 
Mr, BANKS. Then | ask the gentleman from 


The question was then taken; and it was decided: 


members of this Flouse are in favorof having-one | 


cannot believe it, and í therefore move that the | 


vious motion—is it not the resolution of the gen- | 
tleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,} propos- | 


mand for the previous question on Mr. Ricuarp- | 
i| nays. : 
i 


I move that when this | 


next; and upon.that motion Í ask for the yeas and | 


Pennsylvania to. withdraw. the motion to adjourn; 
that I may move to lay the resolution of the gen: 
tleman from Illinois upon the table. gy it 
Mr. DRUM. I withdraw the motion to-adjourn 
for that purpose, iad ; ae 
Mr. BANKS. I move to lay: the resolution of 
the gentleman from Illinois upon the table; and 
upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays: 
The yeas and: nays. were ordered; : u, uy? 
Mr. WASHBURN, of. Maine. . I ask :toibe 
excused from voting.on. this question... ; 
(Cries of ** No objection!” 
Mr. WHEELER. . Yes, sir; I object 
Mr. STUART, of. Ohio... Then. £. e 
the gentleman from Maine'be excused from. vots 
ing; and upon that motion. demand the: yeasand 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Is it inorder to.move 
to.amend that motion so as to excuse the:gentles 
man from voting..for the rest of the. session,?. 
{Laughter.]} : ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chai 


not. pe a g 
Mr. WHEELER. I movethat the House do 
now adjourn; and upon that motion T ask for tél- 
ers. Sees E 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
nays. edagdy P pain 
The yeas and nays were ordered.) 20 ces) 
The question was then put; and it waa decided: 
in the negative—yeas.65, nays 83. as 
So the House refused to adjourn. mari 
Mr. CASKIE. 1 rise to. submitia. motion-to 
which we might as well come first as last; and [© 
hope ‘that nobody will vote: for it who: does ‘not 
mean to stick to it to the bitter end... I move that 
there be a call of the House, ese) deno 
-Mr, SAGE, . L-call for the:yeas and nays: 
The yeas and nays were ordered eos: 
Mr.. WHEELER. I move:that the House ido 
pon that motion I demand the: 


I.demand the yeas and f 


now adjourn; and u 
yeas and nays. fae Z 
The yeas and nays’ were orderèds 
The question was then put; and it was 
in the-negative—yeas 64, nays 80. itn 
So the House refuse to adjourn. . noatia 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ‘ question 
now recurs on the motion of the gentleman -from:: 
Virginia [Mr. Casxir] for a call of the House, +i 
Mr. SAGE. Mr. Speaker, -I ask leave: tobe 
excused from voting on that motion. 
Mr. CASKIE. T will withdraw for‘a:timhe: 
motion for a call ofthe House. 13 p ee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore: ‘The motion now 
before the House is:to excuse the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Wasusurw] from voting on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. . 
Banxs,] which is to lay on the table’the motion 
| of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON. : 
a STUART, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I renew 
the motion for a call of the- House; and on that T 
ask for the yeas and nays. Hels pn 
The yeas and nays were ordered. - ae 
Mr. WHEELER. . I:move .that:] may be éx- 
cused from voting. on that motion, pe 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. Speaker: - 
decided that that question cannot be entertained. 
From that:decision an appeal was taken,: and the 
decision was affirmed. The Chair‘conforms to that 
decision. Ha 
Mr. GOODRICH, (at five minutes past two, a. 
m.) [move that the House-donow adjourn; and 
on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered... 
The roll was called; and there: were—yeas 58, 
nays 74. : 
So the House refused to adjourn, ee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now. recurs.on the motion of the gentlemen from 
Ohio [Mr. Stuart] fora call of the. House; and 
on that question the yeas and nays have. been 
ordered. 
The Clerk commenced to call the. roll. : 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Housé 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. F 


think we have done quite-enough.of work to-day 
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to justify us in adjourning over; and on that 


motion { ask the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr: Speaker, is it competent || 


for the gentleman from Tennessee to make that | 
motion after the call of the roll has commenced ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempere. There has been 
no response; and the Chair is of opinion that the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee is in | 
order. 
Mr. WHEELER. 
yeas-and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Crarce and 
CamPseLL were appointed. i 
Mr. TWEED. Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, | 
to call forthe yeas and nays on that? 
The SPEARER pro tempore. It is not. 


The House was then divided; and the tellers i 


reported fifty-five in the affirmative, (a sufficient | 
number.) 
So the yeas-and nays were ordered. 


in the negative—yeas 51, nays 80. 
So the House refused to adjourn over. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question | 
now recurs on the motion of the gentleman from | 
Ohio [Mr. Srvarr] for a call of the House; and 
on that motion the yeas and nays have been or- | 
dered, 


i 
PROPOSITION TO EXTEND DEBATE, AND TO | 
POSTPONE THE SPECIAL ORDER. 

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Speaker, we have been now 
in session about fifteen hours, and I think it is 
time for us to adjourn. I therefore want my col- 
league [Mr. Sace] to withdraw the objection 
which he made this morning to the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,| and | 
to ask that this debate may be extended until next | 
Thursday, and that the special order on the Pa- | 
cific railroad: bill be postponed until the Monday | 
following. 

` (Objections, and cries of No!” Nol?) | 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinios. Mr. Speak- | 
er, L ask the unanimous consent of the House for | 
leave to introduce certain bills, of which previous 
notice has been given. 
ae and objections from all sides of the 

all. : 


i 


The question recurring on the motion of the | 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sruarr,] for a call of | 
the Elouse, j 

Mr. SAGE. 
on that motion. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has | 
declined once before to entertain that motion, on | 
the ground that the Speaker has decided it out of 
order, and.the House sustained him in that de- 
cision. 


I ask to be excused from voting 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I think there is || 


a mistake in that. 
Mr. PECK, (at thirty-five minutes past two, 
a: m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 


j 


Mr. SAGE. And on that motion I ask the |! 


yeas and nays. 
Mr. WHEELER. And I ask tellers on or- 
dering the yeas and nays.. ay 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Prixncre, and | 
Harris of Alabama, were appointed. ] 
The House was then divided; and the tellers | 
reported forty-six in the affirmative. | 
So the yeas und nays were ordered. f 
The Clerk commenced to call the roll— | 
Mr. RICHARDSON, (interrupting.) Mr. 
Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
from Illinois is not in order; the roll is being 
called, and there has been a response. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
before the call was commenced. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is true, the | 
gentleman from Illinvis addressed the Chair before | 
the call was commenced; but the Chair did no 
recognize him until after he had heard a response, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No matter. lcan make | 
the can which I intended after the roll is | 
called. 


| 
t 
i 


Mr. DRUM. The gentleman from Illinois cer- f 


tainly did address the Chair before the calling of | 
the roll was begun. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis of no consequence. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | 
65, nays 78. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


I ask for tellers on the |: 


i 


The quéstion was then taken; and it was decided || 


The gentleman j; 


Į addressed the Chair |: 


PROPOSITION FOR COMPROMISE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to say, with 
the permission of the House, that the proposition 
i which has been made by the gentleman from New 
| York {Mr. Dean] to postpone the special order 
debate some time next week, meets—as I am ad- 
vised—with no opposition from the friends of the 
bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object, Mr. Speaker, to 
Í that statement, for the reason that—— 

[Cries of “ Order!” ** Order °] 

Mr. COBB, (in his seat.) Why, it wasall fair; 
what use in objecting now? You cannot keep the 
statement off the reporter’s notes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 wasrefused, yesterday, 
the privilege of saying a word when this matter 
was up, and I shall not ask that privilege again; 


t 


i but I simply enter now my protest against that 


| statement being allowed to be made. 
Mr. COBB, (in his seat.) Oh, say on, whatever 
| you want. We need some lively matter; some- 
thing spicy. [Laughter.] 
Mr, Campne it’s remarks were objected to. 
Mr. HUGHES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a statement. 
{Interruptions, and cries of ‘Order !??} 
Mr. HUGHES. Inasmuch as the gentleman 


of this question, it seems right to state the senti- 
ment of the other. i 
[Objections, and cries of ‘* Order!” and ‘* Let 
him go on w 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I madeno proposition. 
I said that I accepted the proposition which was 
made on the other side by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Deax. | 
Mr. HUGHES. I simply desire to say 
{Continued objections, and cries of “ Order !’7} 
Mr. WHEELER. Well, I object now, in 
advance, to all that comes from the other side. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Sruarr.] 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


$ 
I move that 


i| there be a call of the Flouse. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the ques- 
tion which is pending. 

Mr. WHEELER, (at ten minutes to three 
i o'clock, a.m.) 1 move that the House do now 
| adjourn. 


| 
i 
j 
i 


| not now in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I move that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
| day next; and on that motion I ask the yeas and 
| nays. 

i Mr. KERR. I demand tellers on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fenton, and 


:| Smivut of Tennessee, were appointed. 


| The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
| forty-seven in the affirmative, (a sufficient num- 
ber.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 50, nays 86. 

So the motion te adjourn over was not agreed 


j 
i 


to. 
Mr. HUGHES. T again, forjusttwo minutes, 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to make 
! a single suggestion. 
| Mr. WALSH. 
1 the gentleman? 
i Mr. KERR. Withdraw the objection. 
| him. 
(Cries of * Hear him!’ and “I object!’’J 
Mr. HUGHES. Lonly ask a single moment. 
[Cries of“ Order D?‘ Order!” and ‘ Hear him!?’] 


| 
| Who wants to hear 


I object. 


tt 
lt 
i 
i 
j 
E 


i and the gentleman cannot proceed. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. (Three o’clock 


i House do now adjourn. 

| [Cries of “ Yeas and nays 
| Mr. HUGHES. I heard no objection to my 
‘oposition. 


yy 


| pr 


A Votce. 


I withdraw the objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


| 
| 
| man from New York, (Mr. Warsn,} who made 
ji 


Hear 


|| on the Pacific railroad bill, and to, terminate this jj 


from Minois has made a proposition on one side | 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is | 


tl 


4) 


L The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, `: 


i and twenty minutes, a. m.) I move that the |) 


The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair heard | 
li an objection very distinctly. 


motion of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasu- 
BURN;] and upon that motion the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 


Mr. BRIDGES. J ask for tellers upon the call 


|| for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. STRATTON. [| would inquire of the 
Chair if itis in order to take a recess until nine 
o’clock in the morning? 

Mr. COBB, (in his seat. 
want a recess. 

Mr. STRATTON. 
a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


} Oh, no; we do not 
I think we ought to take 


The question is 


i upon the motion of the gentleman from Maine, 


(Mr. Wasuzurn,] that the House do now ad- 
journ, 

” Mr. PRINGLE. I would inquire of the Chair, 
if the House should now agree to adjourn, to 


: what time would the House be adjourned, it being 
; now three o’clock in the morning? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sup- 
poses it would be adjourned until the next twelve 
o’clock; but the Chair will decide that question 
when the House next meets. {Laughter.] 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for tellers upon the de- 


| mand for the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Rhode Island, and Jones, of Louisiana, were 
appointed. 

“The question was then taken; and the tell 
renorted—ayes 49 
[Cries ** Give it up!” “ Give it up!”7} 

Mr. WHEELER. Idonot give itup. Count 
the other side. 

[Cries of ‘* Order”? * Order !”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. Count the other side. 

Mr. TWEED here made a remark inaudible to 
the reporter. 

Mr. WHEELER, I am not talking to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Tweenp,] but to the 
Chair. 


ers 


Mr. HUGHES. It is some time since we 


| have had a call of the House, and I now move 


that there be a call. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatis the mo- 


| tion now pending. 


Mt. BRIDGES. [call for tellers upon the yeas 
The yeas and 


The question was then taken; and was decided 
in the negative—yeas 55, nays 74, 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Pending the call of the yeas and nays, 

Mr. FLORENCE requested his name to be re- 
corded, as he was asleep when his name was called. 

After the call, 

Mr. CULLOM said: I rise to a question of 
order. Itis this: The gentleman over the way 
[Mr. Frorence] notified the Speaker that when 
his name was called he was asleep. ` I raise the 
| question that the gentleman, being asleep, has no 
right to have his name recorded. 

Mr FLORENCE. I submit to the Speaker, 
that I awoke before the next name was called. 
[Roars of laughter. 

The Chair over- 
: rules the question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. GOODRICH. J appeal from the decision 

of the Chair upon the question raised by the gen- 
| tleman from Tennessee. |Laughter.} 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
‘ig not in order. The question recurs upon the 
| motion to excuse the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasusurn] from voting upon the motion cf the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts to lay upon the 
! table the resolution of the gentleman from Mlinois; 
‘and upon that question the yeas and nays have 
: been ordered. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Saturday 


(i next; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
The Chair has i: 
not heard the objection withdrawn by the gentle- | 
il 
t standing in his place. The question is upon the | 


and nays. 

{Cries of ‘* Tellers”? ‘* Tellers 1] 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. KITTREDGE 
and CuurcuweLt appointed. 


1854. 


u 


The House was then divided; and the tellers re- 
ported thirty-nine in the affirmative, (a sufficient 
number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn over; and decided in the negative— 
yeas 65, nays 79. P 
3 So the House refused to adjourn over to Satur- 

ay. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to excuse the gentleman from 
Maine from voting upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] to lay upon 
the table the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Ulinois, [Mr. RicnaRDsoN.} .* 

: Mr. BENSON, (at half past four, a.m.) I 
move that the House do now adjourn; and upon 
that motion I demand. the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KERR. I demand tellers upon. ordering 
the yeas and nays. $ 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs.. WHEELER 
and Greenwoop appointed. 

The House was then divided upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and the tellers reported forty-nine 
in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Benson’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 61, 
nays 72. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STUART. E move a call of the House; 
and upon that motion I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
Mr. KERR. I demand tellers upon ordering 

the yeas and nays. 

' Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 

and Henn appointed. 


The House was divided; and the tellers reported | 


forty-seven in ‘the affirmative, (a sufficient num- 
ber.) ' 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAGE, (at a quarter before five o'clock, a. 
m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. ji 

Mr. OLDS. Irise to a question of order.. I 
notice gentlemen sitting in the Hall, and. passing 
between the tellers:with their hats on. 
the enforcement of the 39th rule, which is as fol- 
lows: 

« While the Speaker is putting any question, or address- 
ing the House, none shalt walk outor or across the House ; 
nor in such case, or when a member is speaking, shall en- 
tertain private discourse, nor, while a member is speaking, 
shall pass between him and the Chair. Every person shall 
remain uncovered daring the session of the House. No 
member or other person. shall visit or remain by the Clerk?s 
table whilc the yeas and nays are calling, or ballots are 
counting? ? B 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the enforcement of the 39th rule. (Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Iam decidedly in 
favor of the enforcement of that rule. 

The SPEAKER. [t is not a question upon 
which any motion can be made, or any vote ta- 
ken. Itis not in order for gentlemen to come into 
the Elali with their heads covered while the House 
is in session, The rule expressly forbids it. The 
Chair trusts gentlemen will observe the rule. The 
question is upon the motion that there be a call 


of the Eiouse, upon which the yeas and nays ij 


have been demanded. 

Mr. GROW. I demand tellers upon ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
and Preston appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed, forty-five in the affirmative. 

While the House was dividing, 

Mr. CUMMING said: I rise to a question of 


order. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no question of 
order while the House is dividing. 

Mr. CUMMING. It is with reference to the 
division that I rise. { want to know how long a 
time is to be allowed for gentlemen to pass be- 
tween the tellers? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis not in 


order. : ; 
Mr. WHEELER. Thereis evidently no quo- i} 


rum present, I move that there bea call of the 
House. 
Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 


yeas and nays. 


I call for |} 


ii Mr. CAMPBELL. 


from New York is notin order, for morethan one 
reason, In the first place, a motion to adjourn is 
pending, which would cut off the gentleman’s mo- 
| tion; and in the second place, a motion for a call of 
| the House is already pending. ' 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to aquestion of privilege: 
I move that a copy of the rules be presented to 
the gentleman from NewYork; in order to save 
him the trouble of making all these motions out of 
order. ene) : : 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri need not trouble himself about the gentleman 
from New York. The gentleman from New York 
is competent to take care of himself now, and at 
all times. : : "E 

Mr. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order. 
As the motion of the gentleman from Missouri in- 
volves an expenditure of money, I submit that it 
must be first considered in the Committee of the 


Whole. [Renewed Jaughter.} 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman is out of or- 
der. : : 


The question was taken upon the motion to ad- 

journ; and decided in the negative—yeas 58, nays 

| 72. 3 
So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MecCULLOCH. I move that when: the 

House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on the first day 

of December next. Hens 

The SPEAKER. : That motion is not in order. 

Mr. HUGHES. I movethat when the:-House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 
it having been just decided by the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. The motion just taken was 
| to. adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very well aware 
of that fact; but it is not in order to make the mo- 
tion over and over again, with the simple motion 
to adjourn intervening. 
| Mr. WHEELER, 
a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is already pend- 
ing, and the yeas and nays have been ordered upon 
it. è 


Wa 


I move, then, that there be 


The question was then taken on the motion that 
there be a call of the House; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 21. 

Mr. CAMPBELL I move to reconsider the 
: vote by which the House ordered that, there should 
bea call of the House; demand the yeas and nays, 
and on ordering the yeas and nays demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- 
| tion to be out of order. 
< Mr. WHEELER. 
order? 

The SPEAKER. Being- of that character of 
motions, it may be repeated; it is evidently out of 
order in the spirit of the rule. 

. Mr. ORR. I will make a suggestion. After the 
| House has ordered a call of the House, is it in 
| order to move that the House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no such 
decision, and will make none such. 

Mr. WHEELER. [did not make the motion 
to adjourn. 1 only asked the Chair whether it 
was in order, 
| "Phe roll was then called, and one hundred and 
thirty. members answered. to their names. 

The list of absentees was then called. 

The SPEAKER. The officers of the House 
will now close the doors. 

The doors were closed. 

{ move that all furthe: 
| proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
| [Cries oft No ie 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Yes! Yes! gentleman; and, 
further, I demand the yeas and nays on that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BRIDGES. And I demand tellers on 
| ordering the yeas and nays. 

t! Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Liny and 
| Buce- were appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the yeas and 
| nays were ordered, the tellers having reported— 
| ayes forty-three, more than one fifth of a quorum, 
| The question was then taken; and it was decided 
: in the negative—yeas 39, nays 75. 

i Mr. RITCHEY, of Ohio. I move that we 
| take a recess until twelve o’clock this morning. 


i TheSPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 


. 


Is a motion to adjourn in 


r 


Mr. McCULLOCH. There is no quorum 
present. i 


| ‘The SPEAKER: Themotion of the gentleman || 


| The Chair misunderstood the g 
| gentleman -from North Carolina. (Mr. Kerr] 


< The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair-iscaware of that 
fact; but fifteen members can order a calleofithe 
House. e EL Lea ae 
The list of absentees will now be called forex- 
cuses. rete £ ; 
The Clerk proceeded to call 
with the view to excuses, = 
WILLIAM Amen. . pony lg ses aiiai 
Mr. KERR. T simply rise, Mri Speaker, tô. 
makean“ inquiry forthe purpose of information. 
T submit whether the proper course is not, when 
the name’ of an absentee is called; and no'excuseig | 
rendered, to send the Sergeant-at-Arms:to bring 
himin? -.° : CEEP San t 
The SPEAKER- During my service heréit 
has been the usual practice to call through. the erit 
tire list and hear excuses. ` Then the Sargeant-at- 
Arms was by a general order compelled to: bring 
the absent members into the House. -If it:be-the 


| pleasure of the House to make a specialorder,the 
| Chair sees no reason why it may not-do it... > 7 


{Cries of. “No special order!”.. * General 
order”? : 
Mr: WHEELER. 
I want special orders; : 
Mr. KERR. Is it necessary that .a motion 
should be made for special order ?. 
The SPEAKER... It -is necessary to have‘an 
order of the House, we 6 0S., i o 
Mr. KERR: 1 move that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
bring Mr. Amen here: cog og ue yr» bts 
Mr. PURYEAR.:. [hope that'there'will: be no 
special order. ‘It would be an endless work to'get 
absent :members’ present, if a special order: was 
made for each. I trust that the course suggested 
by the Chair will be adoptedsess ©. cosy wirit 
Mr. STRAUB. «Prise toa question of ordér. 
The SPEAKER. : The gentleman from North: 
Carolina is upon the floor to a question of order: 
Mr. PURYEAR. I movea general order. I 
move that the list of absentees be called through 
for excuses, and that, when through, those: for 
whom no excuse has been offered’ be sent for 


I object toa general order; 


“under a general order to the Sergeant-at-A rma 3 


Mr. RICHARDSON. T 
to that. bo aE at 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Mainei + I wotld: miost 
eens put an inquiry tothe Chair. ©.: 
he SPEAKER. Phe gentleman from North - 
Carolina is -upon the:floor to a question of order. 
The Chair has stated in reference: to sthe:power 
of the House to send forindividual members, that 
itis very clear, while the practice:has beén other- 
wise. The uniform practice heretofore has been 
to hear excuses; and then make ‘a general order 
in reference to those absentees for whom- no ex+ 
cuse was offered. The gentleman: from North 
Carolina [Mr. Puryear] moves that there bea 
general order to compel: the attendance: of abse 
tees without hearing excuses at all. © agor 6 
Mr, PURYEAR. . No, sir; the ‘Chair misun- 
derstands me, Lintended.:to suggest: that those 
for whom no excuse hasbeen offered be sent for 
by general order of the House. “ ` 
The SPEAKER. That is t 


here is no: objection. 


ihe 


old practice: 
teman. The 


moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms compel ‘the-at 
tendance of Mr. Asner. The usual order is, that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms take him into custody, and 
bring him to the bar of the House: D 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand 
nays on that motion. ; Pg BUY ili 

Mr. CASKIE.. Lhave a-suggestion to make 
to my friend from North Carolina, and: that’ is 
that he, withdraw his proposition forthe present: 
Let us wait until we can sce whether those: with 
whom we have been contending during the night 


‘the yeas and 


i intend calling the yeas and nays on every. propo- 


sition to excuse men whom everybody is willing 
to excuse. Then—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam reluctant to call my 
friend from Virginia to order. : 

The SPEAKER. This debate is irregular, and 
out.of order. 

Mr. KERR. My habit is to act in concert 
with those who are engaged in the same cause 
with myself. I withdraw the. motion which I 
submitted, at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Virginia. Deg 

WILLIAM Appleton. Dyas 

Mr. DRUM. Ona call of the Hotise, yester- 
day, Mr. ArpLeton was stated to be absent from 
his seat in the House, on account of severe sick- 
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ness in his family. I therefore move that he be | 
excused. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
motion. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. 
on ordering the:yeas:and nays. 

Mr. ORR. I submit that the House has already 
determined the matter. By a vote already taken, | 
Mr. Arpreton has been excused for his absence. 

Mr. CULLOM. . That was at another time. 

Mr. ORR. He was excused at this sitting. He 
was excused yesterday, and we have been in ses- 
sion since. ; 

The SPEAKER., The House may he ina very 
different humor at this moment. [Laughter.] | 
While it was willing to.excuse him yesterday, it | 
may not to-day. [Renewed laughter.] 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered; and 
Messrs. Jones, of Louisiana, and WHEELER were | 

appointed. i 
` "he House was divided; and the tellers reported i 
—ayes forty-three, more than one fifth of a quo- | 
rum. } 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

T'he question was then taken on Mr. Drum’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 107, nays none. i 

So Mr. ArrLeron was excused. 

Mr. CASKIE. [ now withdraw the request | 
which | made of my friend from North Carolina; 
and [ hope he will make his motion. 

Wim S. Asue. No excuse offered. ; 

Mr. KERR. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms | 
be instructed to take Messrs. Arren: and ASHE | 
into custody,and bring them before the Louse, to | 
show cause of absence. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that Mr. Asune be | 
excused; and on that motion Í ask “for the yeas | 
and nays. i 

The SPEAKER, In the opinion of the Chair, ! 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina | 
takes precedence of that. i 
_ Mr. DRUM. I call for the yeas and nays on | 
that motion, Lex 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

The question was then put; and it was decided | 
in the affirmative-—yeas 66, nays 51. 

So the motion was agreed to, 

Wirm S. Barry. . No excuse offered. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I move that the Sergeant- : 
at-Arms be directed to take Mr. Barry into cus- 
tody, and bring him before the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask for the i 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. [I desireto make a state- 
ment respecting my colleague. 

Several Members. ‘Oh, no!’? and ‘ Never 
mind it!” 

Mr. FARLEY. 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Green swoop, 
and Wasusurnn of Maine, were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported forty 
in the atlirmative. 

‘So the yeas End nays were ordered. 

The question was. then, put on Mr. Eneuisn’s 
motion; and it. was decided in the affirmative— : 
yeas 66, nays 51. g 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, in or- 
der to avoid the consumption of time by. having : 
the yeas and nays upon the question of sending | 
for gach gentleman whose name is called, E move, | 
in accordance with what | believe to be the rule; 
of the House, and the precedent which | find on | 
the Journal, that the absent members be sent for, | 
and taken into custody, wherever found, by spe- 
cial messengers to be appointed for that purpose, 
according to the 63d rule of this House. 

Mr. GOODRICH. ITcall for the yeas and nays | 
on that. motion. 

Mr. DRUM. I do not believe this whole cere- | 
mony will amount toanything. I therefore move : 
ace further proceedings in the call be dispensed 
with, 

Mr. PURYEAR. I ask here to make an: 
explanation in reference to my colleague, {Mr. | 
Roceas,} who was obliged to leave the House last | 
night, after midnight, in consequence ef indispo- 
sition. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question with 
reference to the gentleman’s colleague. 

Mr. PURYEAR. I was aware that I was not | 


I demand ‘tellers on that 


I demand tellers | 


i 


| 
| 
i 
| 
l 
| 


j 


I call for tellers on the yeas 


strictly in order, but Í desire the fact to be known, 
that Lam ready to make an excuse for my col- 
league whenever | shall have an opportunity to do 
so. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Drum,} to dispense with all further proceedings 
in the call. 

Mr. FENTON. I ask for the yeas and nays 


i; on that motion. 


Mr. TWEED. 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarr and 
TwEep were appointed. ; 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported forty in 
the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GROW. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
nays on that. motion. 

Mr. SAPP. Ieceall for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

ellers were. ordered; and Messrs. Sarre and 
Tween were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported thirty- 
two in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB. I was taught in my youth never 
to be weary in well-doing. I am going to make 
another proposition of peace. 

[Cries of * Order !?’] 

Mr. COBB. I should like to know who has 
called me to order. I want the man to rise, and 
then we can fix it on somebody. Who wasit? 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 was the man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1l also call the gentle- 
man from Alabama to order. 

Mr. COBB. Now I know who it was. That 
wasall [wanted to know. I know which side the 
objection comes from; it comes from ourselves. 

[Loud cries of * Order!?’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is out of order. 

Tbe question was then taken upon Mr. Grow’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 57, nays 77. 

So the Flouse refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SAPP. I move that when this House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next; and 
upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The SPEAKER. We are now acting under 
an order of the House, which takes precedence of 
any other motion except a motion to adjourn. 
The Chair thinks the spirit of the rules will be 
carried out by confining gentlemen to the order 
under which we are acting. 

Mr. PURYEAR. I ask permission of the 
House to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the gentleman from North Carolina will be. per- 
mitted to make the suggestion which he desires to 
oiler, 

Mr. PURYEAR. I cannot see that any good 
is to result from this course of proceeding, Some 
of the gentlemen who are absent attended faith- 
fully here until after midnight, but were then 
obliged to leave the ELall from indisposition, being 
physically unable to remain here any longer. The 
course of proceeding we are now taking goes 
home to their constituents, and stamps upon them 
the charge of neglecting their dudes. In justice 
to the absent members who have attended to their 
duties fuithfully from the beginning of the session 
until the present moment, | believe it to be our 
duty to stop these proceeding, 
proceed with the regular business. 


I call for tellers on the yeas 


I ask for the yeas and 


I move that. 


with. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisthe motion now pend- 
ing, upon which the yeas and nays kave been 
ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 44, nays 77. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of 
order. I understand the motion now pending 
is to have an order issued for the ayrest of the 
absentees. I make this point of order: The rule 
clearly contemplates that there shall be an op- 
portunity given to offer excuses for absentees. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brecxix- 


|| Rince] refers to a precedent for his motion. ‘The 


j-Speaker well remarked, during the evening, a 


open the doors, and ! 


all further proceedings under the callbe dispensed į 


provision of a rule. 
I make, I call for the reading of the 63d cule of 
the House. : 

The 63d rule was then read, ag follows: 


« Upon the call of the House, the names of the members 
shall be called over by the Clerk, and the absentees noted 5 
after which the names of the absentees shall again be called 
aver; the doors sbail then be shut, and those for whom no 
excuse, or insufficient excuses, are made, may, by order of 
those present, it fitteen in number, be taken into custody 
as they appear, or may be sent for and taken into custody, 
wherever to be found, by special messengers to be appuinted 
for that purpose.” 


The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman’ from 
Ohio take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do, if the Chair decides 
that the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Breckinrings] is in order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
motion is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I take.an appeal fromthe 
decision of the Chair, because no opportunity has 
yet been given to offer excuses, so that the [louse 
might determine, in the language of the rule, 
whether they were sufficient or insufficient. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Is this question of 
order debatable? 

The SPEAKER, Itis not debatable. 

Mr. BAYLY. The time to make excuses is 
clearly upon calling the absentees before the doors 
are opened. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Bayty] is mistaken. The proposition 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina isin 
order, for the reason that no excuses have been 
offered even, - 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The names of the absent- 
ees have not been called, and the custom always 
has been to call over the names, and hear and de- 
cide upon the sufficiency of excuses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that to be 
the custom, but the House could pursue its own 
course to compel the attendance of its members, 
It is a constitutional right. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Brecainriper] submitted a reso- 
‘lution that the absentees be sent for. The Chair 
i entertained that motion, considering it to be in 
order, and he has now no doubt that it isin order. 
From that decision the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
CampBELL] takes an appeal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The point of order I 
make is this, that an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair ought to have been taken when. the 
Chair entertained the motion. It is too late to 
make it now. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [have my reasons for being 
compelled to takean appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, which I will state, if the Chair will allow 
me. J think it a case of exceeding hardship that 
an excuse cannot be offered for an absent member 
before sending the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest him. 
Now, in the case of my colleague, [Mr. Corwin.] 
Fle was telegraphed the other day -that a member 
of his family was very sick, and he has gone 
home to Ohio. Another member was called home 
in consequence of the death of a child. Other 
members are upon sick beds 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Camrnevr] is not in order in making any 
remarks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would ask the Chair for 
information, whether I may be permitted now, 
before the vote is taken, to offer excuses for some 
absentees? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman has that right. That is a very differ- 
ent proposition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Has the roll of absentees 
| been called for excuses? 

Mr. PURYEAR, Will the House permit me 
to make a simple suggestion ? 

The SPEAKER. [{f no objection is made, the 
i gentleman from North Carolina will be at liberty 
| to make his suggestion. 
i Mr. PURYEAR. By the permission of the 
House, I simply wish to make this suggestion— 
that the roll shall be called, and that gentlemen 
who have excuses to offer for their friends shall 
riseand make them, and then, that we shall send 


| 


1 


l 


i 
| 
i 
i 
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for the remainder of the absentees for 
excuses have been offered. 

The SPEAKER. That mode can be adopted 
by the House; and, by unanimous consent; the 
roll can be called. ; 

Mr. CRAIGE. ‘Would it be necessaty to have 
a separate vote in each case? ` 

The SPEAKER. © That will depend upon the 
will of forty members. “[Laughter:] bea 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I object to calling 
the roll. an > 

Mr. PURYEAR. lask permission ofthe House 
to say one word more. - i 

Mr. WALSH, Tobject. 

Mr.CHAMBERLAIN.- Trise for the purpose 
of making a motion in conformity with what I 
understand to be the ruling of the Chair; that the 
roll be called for the purpose of enabling members 
present to offer excuses for those who may be 
absent. f 

Upon that motion the yeas and nays were 
ordered. a 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in 
order, having immediate connection with the mo- 
tion now pending. ` 

Several Voices, What is the proposition? 

‘The SPEAKER. The proposition is, that the 
names of the absentees be called, so that excuses 
may be offered for each gentleman as his name is 
called. The Chair stated, in reply to the sugges- 
tion from the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Puryvear,] if no objection was made, that 
the course proposed by him would be pursued; 
but objection was made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Brecwmrimer.] The gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Cuamservain] then submitted 
a motion that that course be pursued. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would inquire of 
the Chair what becomes of my resolution by this 

rocess? -If the motion of the gentleman from 

ndiana (Mr. Caamper.ary] is in order, then my 
motion goes by the board. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will be superseded by the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, as 

aving immediate connection with the motion now 
‘before the House; it will take precedence of any 
other motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. | I rise to 4 question 
of order. 1 would call the attention of the Chair 
to the effect, that the object in -offering a resolution 
to sénd for the absentees in a body, is to avoid the 
delay consequent on making a point upon each 
individual member. i 

` The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The 

Chair has decided thát the proposition made by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CiamBeRLAIN] 
is in order. 

Mr. PURYEAR. I desire to make this sug- 
gestion: That all the absentees shall be excused, 


whom no 


and that the doors shall be opened. My object is |: 


to bring this matter to'a close. 

The SPEAKER. The House have just refused 
to dispense with all further proceedings under the 
call. j 

The yeas and nays were tlien ordered upon Mr. 
CuAMBERLAIN’s motion. 

The SPEAKER, There is a question of priv- 
ilege, as the Chair understands, which must be 
first disposed of before the question is taken upon 
the motioniof the gentleman from Indiana. he 
Chair‘understands that there are several gentle- 


men in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and | 


that that officer is now ready to make his report. 
[Criesof ** Bring them in!?? « Bring them in!?’] 
‘The Sergeant-at-Arms then reported that, ac- 
cording to the order'of the House, he had in cus- 
tody Mr. WiLLiam S. Asue,and that he was now 
present. ` 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Asune: It seems that 
you have absented yourself from the House with- 
out its leave and contrary to its order. 
now at liberty to make such explanation or ex- 
cuse for such absence as you may think proper. 
Mr. ASHE. Ihave no excuse to offer except 
that I was'very much exhausted, and that f had 
paired off with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. De Wirr.] 1 was obliged to go home 
on account of indisposition in my.family. 
` Mr: BRECKINRIDGE. ` I move that the gen- 


tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Ase} be | 


excused, © : 
Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. ` 


You are | 


Mr. McDOUGALL. I think that the gentle- 


| man from North Carolina should be excused. I 


am opposed to excusing any member withouta,suf- 
ficient cause. Now, if the gentleman from North 


| Carolina had sufficient cause for an excuse—— 


_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman ‘from Cali- 
fornia is not in order. ý 

The yeas and nays were ordered upon Mr. 
WHEELER’s motion. ? an E 

Mr. HAVEN. Ts it in order to say a word in 
referencé to this matter? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that 
it is in order. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think 
that, according to the practice of the House, it is 
hardly in order for the gentleman to make any re- 
marks, although he does not know of any express 
rule which would restrain him from doing so. 

Mr. HAVEN. I only desire to say this: that 
the excuse offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina is a most rational and reasonable one, 
and | am ready to vote to excuse him, unless there 
is to be made here a question of physical endur- 


_ Edo not wish to say anything 


ance, and then it would not be fair to impose upon || 


one what you would not impose upon another, 
Mr. ASHE. I withdraw my application for 
‘excuse. I do not wish anything from the charity 
of the House. 4 r 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I merely wish to 


say that no man in this House has more kind feel- |! 


ings towards the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Asus] than [ have; but he has offered no 
satisfactory excuse, and if it isto be taken, we 
had better dispense with this call at once. 
Mr. ASHE. Ido not desire to be excused. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I made the motion 


| to excuse him, and I do not withdraw it. 


The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 95, nays 24. 

So the House agreed*to excuse Mr. Asie. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN, } that the roll be called for the pur- 
pose of hearing the excuses of the remaining ab- 
sentees; upon which the yeas and nays have been 
demanded and ordered. P 

A Memser. f would ask if there was any 
objection to the course indicated by the gentleman 
from Indiana? Was not universal consent given 
to the mode of procedure upon which the yeas 
and nays have been called? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had a right 
to ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I did not understand 
the facts to be as they are now represented: Be- 
fore I rose to make the motion I did, I understood 
that there were decided objections to; a suggestion 
of the same character made by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Purygear.] Upon that 
very ground it was | made the motion to obtaina 
vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Irise simply for the 
purpose of explanation. Since the motion was 
made, and a vote ordered upon that motion, it has 
come to my ears that there is no objection to the 
mode of proceeding suggested by me. I would 
withdraw my motion, but I suppose it has gone 
beyond my control. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
demand for the yeas and nays can be withdrawn. 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 43, nays 53. 

So the motion for a call-of the roll to allow ab- 
sent members to be excused was not agreed to. 

‘Pending the announcement of the result; 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER asked to‘ be permittéd to 
vote, 7 : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentle- 
man from Tennessee within the bar when-his 
name was called, or before the next name on the 
roll was called? j 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I wag not in when 
my name was called; but my name is the Jast on 
the list, and so there was none other called. I 
submit, therefore, that I have a right to vote, 
[Laughter.] í ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Then, if no other 
gentleman addressed the Chair before the ‘gentle- 
man from Tennessee came within the bar, he will 
be entitled to vote. 


| that motion I demand the yeas an nays. 


out the payment of fees. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. No “other 
had addressed the Chair before I 6 feo 
The SPEAKER pro‘tempore:' - Ther Shair 
thinks that, under the circurnstances} th gentle. 
man has a right to vote. | 90) goy saggies ig 
The vote-was accordingly registered Ta 
The Clerk proceedéd ‘to: call the names of the 
absentees for excuses. i peers ECT E yeti 
Davip Rircnte, Rorus W.Pecxwam. °° 
Mr. JONES, of New York. `Ë vise to-what'l 
think I may term a privilegéd question. Task ‘to 


j make an excuse for two members’ who aré absent 


from this House by my advice asa physician. I 


mean: the Hon: Davin Riten, and ‘the’ Hon. 


Mr. Pecxnam. Mr. Rirenrejis naturally feeble; 
‘and: he was sick. yesterday, and, to my. certain 
knowledge, unable to sit in'the House all day, to 
say nothing of the night: “Mr. Pecxuam has been 
under the care of Doctor: Hall, of this city, for 
the last four or five days He came here yester- 
day; and he would hive remained; but that I 
advised him to go home. He Sra 
The question was: taken; and Messrs: Rircnvz 
and Pecrwam' were excused. f ;. 
Witt S. Ase. CC Seas 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr: Speaker, I 
have also a question with respect to a case which 
has been partly disposed of préviously,: buton 
which I now desire to make a motion, as'l think 
we had better finish up as we go along. I refér 
to the case of Mr. Asusz. Under'the nile he is 
supposed to be stillin custody; ör, at least; the - 
provisions of the rule have not been, as yet, fully 
complied with. ` I refer to the 64th rule of the 
House, which provides that when a member shall 
be discharged from custody, and admitted to hig 
seat, the House shall determine whether such dis- 
charge shall be with or without the payment of 
fees. This has not been passed upon by the House 
in the case in question.” I therefore ask that Mr, 
Asus shall not be required to pay fees; andon 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The universal 
practice of the House is to take the question on 
the discharge of a member who häd been absent; 
and unless the point on the payment of fees is 
raised, and there isa motion to divide the question, 
the discharge is considered to be ample and with- 
Now, in Oe ‘case of 


Mr. Asne, the House has already ordered his dis 


charge, without requiring him to ‘pay ife 
therefore the motion of the 
is not in order,- ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL. But, Mr. Speaker, the rule 
is peremptory and positive. The House shall de- 
termine whether the discharge is with or with- 
out the payment of fees, = AA 
The SPEAKER. pro tempore.: 'When:thė House 
excused Mr. Asney it excused hini in toto without 
requiring the: payment. of fees. i rye H ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL. - Well, T am-notvery par- 


} ; fees, and 
gentleman ‘from Ohio 


| ticular, provided Mr. Asux is not required to’ pay 


anything. De 

The SPEAKER. The question then recùrs on 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Grorce Briss, Witsow Suannon, Josera R. 
CHANDLER. : 

Mr.SAPP. Mr. Speaker, I ask for permis- 
sion to offer excuses for three gentlemen who are 
absent. p aapea RE 

Assent was expressed by the House, ; : 

Mr. SAPP. Mr. Buiss, of Ohio, my colleague, 
has paired off with Mr. Ewine, of Kentucky, and 
has gone home by the-advice. of -hig physician, 
He isin, very poor health, and it was:highly ad- 
visable for him to return home. : 
_ Mr. Suannon, who is also ene of my col- 
leagues, has been called home -on professional 
business. At the court, which is now in session, 
he is engaged in some very important causes; but 
he is expected back every day. It was absolutely 


| necessary for him, under thé circumstances, to 


leave his seat for a short time. . 
Mr. Guanp_er, of Pennsylvania, left here last 
night-in vety poor health. He paired off with 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Le 
` I ask that these three members be excused by 
the House. i op : 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore, Any, member 
may ask for a division of the House on thése 
several excuses, if he thinks proper. By the gen- 
eral consent of the House; the question will ba 
taken on excusing all of them at once. os 
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Mr. RIDDLE. I desire to offer an excuse for 
Mr. Franguin, of Maryland. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
first to be decided. on the excuses offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sapp. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. And on that motion to 
excuse l call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Spea 
has recently occurred at that side of the House 
has ‘been entirely inaudible in this part of the Hall. 
Members therefore'do not know what they are 
called upon to vote for. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Sapp] rises to make excuses for 
three members of the House who are absent. 
Two of them are his colleagues, [Messrs. SHANNON 
and Buiss,}] and the third is the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Cuanpier.] The question 
is on excusing these gentlemen for the reasons 
offered by the gentlemen from Ohio, 

“Mr, PURYEAR. I move, Mr. Speaker, by 
the permission of the House, that all gentlemen 
on this floor who have excuses to make for ab- 
sentees, shall be permitted to make them; and 
that the whole be included in one motion, 

Objections, and cries of “ No!” “ No! ”] 

‘The SPEAKER pro lempore.. This ean only be 
done by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. CASKIE. I move to divide the question 
on the motion to excuse, made by the gentleman 
from Ohio} and, at the same time, I move that the 
question be first taken as to excusing the member | 
who was first named by that genuernan. I sup- 
pose there is no necessity for unanimous consent 
about that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
opinion that any member of the House has a right 
to call fora division of the question. Therefore 
‘the question will be put on excusing the gentleman 
first named in the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio. That is Mr, Buss. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
he to, be excused ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That he went 
from the House unwell, . 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. On the motion to ex- 
cuse Mr. Briss, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CASKIL. [hope that, before the yeas and 
nays are called, we may be at liberty to go along 
aud do something. Let gentlemen in the House 
be now permitted to state why their colleagues 
and friends are absent, and ask that they may be 
excused. Task that the yeas and nays may. not 
he called, as it is evident to everybody that it is 
the unanimous desire of the FHonse to excuse 
members, when any excuse is offered. 

Mr. SAPP. 1 understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brrcnin- 


On what ground is 


RIDGE} asks that a statement be made, such as can |) 
he heard by ail the members, as to the absence of |; 


the gentleman whom l asked to be excused. Mr. 
Buiss, of Obio, my colleague, has paired off on 
this bill with Mr. Ewine, of Kentucky. Mr. | 
Buss isin very bad health. He has not been 
able to sit in the, ELouse for the last two weeks; 
and under the direction of his physician he went 
to Ohio—pniring off, as I said, with Mr. Ewrye. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. L call for the yeas 
and. nays. a" : 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Unless objec- 
tion be made, it will be considered the unanimous 
determination of the House that Mr. Buiss be 
excused, i 

There was no objection; and Mr. Briss was 
accordingly declared excused. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. Speaker, I asked for the 
yeas and nays. # 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair heard 
no objection made. 

Mr. STUART. I objected in time, and called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
not understand the gentleman as objecting. 
too Jate for him to object now. 7 

The question recurring on the motion to excuse 
Mr. Sitawxon, 


Mr. SAPP. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 


It is 


et 
H 


Snanxon of Ohio, left this city two weeks since ||. t j i 
ings under the call be dispensed with, and that |; 


to-day, He went home to attend the court which 
was then in session, and before which he had 
some very Important business asa. member of the 
bar. Jt was absolutely necessary for him. to be 
in attendance in the court, to transact his profes- 


ker, all that |; 


li the Chair did not hear objection in lime. 
i, gentleman from Mississippi stands excused. 
he Chair did }: 


| sional business. [ therefore ask that Mr. SHAN- 
| won be excused. 

| Mr. CASKIE. I object. 

|. Mr. BANKS. I call for the yeas and nays on 


|i the motion to excuse. 


Mr. TWEED. And I ask for tellers on order- 
| ing the yeas and nays. 

| Tellers wereordered; and Messrs. Puiturps and 
| Kerr were appointed. 

| The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
Í thirty-five in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 
: So the yeas and nays were ordered. . 

| Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to ask a 
i question which would have an effect on governing 


i my vote. If the House refuse to excuse Governor 


| SHANNON, will it not be imperative to send to 
Ohio after him? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a ques- 
tion for the House to determine. The House can 
make its own order about that. 

Mr. FARLEY, (at half past eight o’clock, 
ta.m.) I move that the House do now adjourn; 


f and that will answer the purpose of taking the 


yeas and nays, 

Mr. BANKS. Upon that I ask the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TWEED, And I call for tellers on order- 
‘ing the yeas and nays. 
‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cauro- 
| wey and Epmunpson were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed thirty-four in the affirmative, (a sufficient num- 
ber.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

The roll was then called. 

Pending the announcement of the result, the 
: Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in 
| custody an absent member. 

Wiiiiam S. Barry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the Chair 
' announces the result of the vote on the motion to 
adjourn there comes up a question of privilege. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of this House appears at 
the bar with one of the absentees. 

TheSergeant-at-Arms reported tothe Chair that 
Wiruiam S, Barry, who had been absent from 
' the Llouse, was then present in his custody. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now 
to make a motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not, there 
being a privileged question before the House. 
(Addressing Mr. Barry.) Mr. Barry, on a call 
‘ordered by the House, it was found that you 
i were absent without the leave or consent of the 
: House. The Sergeant-at-Arms was ordered to 
‘have you brought forward, and now you are at 
‘liberty to make an excuse for your absence. 

Mr. BARRY. I have not been very weil, Mr. 
Speaker, and { was apprehensive of the conse- 
quences to my health which might result from 
sitting up all night. Besides, Mr. Speaker, I 
have paired off with a gentleman on the other side 
of this question. But, at all events, I was afraid 
| of sitting up all night; as, if I did, I could not be 
assured trom getting an attack of rheumatism. 

Mr. HUGHES. 1 move that the gentleman 
be excused. 

‘The motion was put and agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were called for. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers on the 

eas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard 
no objection made to the motion to excuse the 
gentleman from Mississippi; and it is now too 
late. 

Mr. FARLEY. Do [ understand the Chair 
to state that no objection was made in time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
: of the House was given in favor of the gentleman 
being excused before objection was made; at least 
The 


* 


The Chair then announced the result of the vote 
| previously taken on the motion to adjourn to be 
decided in the negative—yeas 46, nays 69. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now 
i arises on the motion.to excuse Mr. HANDLER. 
Mr. KERR. I move that all further proceed- 


_ the doors be opened. 

(Cries of «* No!” Not?) 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, there are a number 
of gentlemen now at the doors, who cannot gain 


The final vote. 


i 
i 
i 


admission to the floor, All we want is to get an 
attendance of members here; and that can be 
effected by opening the doors. 

Mr. MATTESON. On that motion [ call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. I 
| ask tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Wenrworrn, of Massachusetts, 
were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ay es forty, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 47, nays 58. 

So the House refused to suspend all further 
proceedings in the call. 

Pending the call of the roll, : 

Mr. GREENWOOD said: I rise to what I 
: consider a question of privilege. Itis in reference 
to the rights of members to take part in these 
proceedings in reference to call. I would inquire 
of the Chair if gentlemen whose names appear 
; among the list of absentees should find their way 
into this Hall through any means, I care not how, 
whether they would have a right to participate in 
| any proceeding in relation to this call of the House, 
‘until they shall have been brought in and excused ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
opinion that such members as have been excluded 
from the bar by an order of the House have no 
i right to participate in the proceedings in refer- 

ence toa call of the House, until after the order 
i which excludes them has been rescinded; but the 
| Chair cannot take notice of individual cases of 
| violation of this rule, unless his attention is called 
| directly to them. 
| The question recurs upon the motion made by 

the gentleman from Ohio (Mr, Sarr] to excuse his 
: colleague, [Mr. Suannon,] upon which motion the 
| yeas and nays have been ordered. 
|” Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I desire to offer an 
_exense for my colleagues, [Messrs. Mace and 
| Lane.] 
| ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
, suggest to the gentleman that it is not in order to 
| do so at this time, as a motion to excuse a mem- 
| ber [Mr. SHannon] is already pending. After 
| that question is disposed of, it will be in order to 
; offer further excuses. 
! Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. My principal object 
in rising at this time, was to ascertain what the 
| practice of the House would be in that respect. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds 
| that every gentleman has a right to an opportu- 
nity to make an excuse for his colleague or col- 
leagues, if he chooses to do so, provided he 
obtains the floor in a regular manner. The Chair 
also holds that a member may insist upon having 
every vote taken separately. The question now 
is upon the motion to excuse Mr. SHANNON. 

Mr. KERR, Before I am called upon to vote 
upon that question, [desire to know whether I 
understand correctly the reasons which have been 
i given for his absence? I understand it is alleged 
that he is at home attending to necessary profes- 
sional business before the courts of his State. 
Am J right in my. understanding. 

The SPEAKER. That was the alleged ex- 
cuse. 

Mr. BALL. It is now past nine o’clock, (a.m. 
Friday,) and in order to give members an oppor- 
tunity to get shaved and to clean up, I move that 
the House adjourn until twelve o’clock, m. 

Mr. WHEELER.. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

Mr. TWEED. Tellers upon the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order. The motion just made is to adjourn until 
twelve o'clock, a time certain, I submit that such 
a motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the ques- 
tion of order, and rules the motion out of order. 

Mr. WHEELER, (at nine o’clock and forty 
minutes, a.m.) ‘Then I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and upon that | demand the yeas 
and nays 

Many Voices. Tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered: and Messrs. WHEELER 
and FLorEeNncE appointed. 


| 
| 


| The House was then divided; and the tellers 
| reported forty-eight in the affirmative’ (a sufficient 
| number.) 
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So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The guestion was then put; and it was decided 
inthe negative—yeas 43, nays 63. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HUGHES. [desire to offer an excuse for 
the absence of my colleague, (Mr..Simmons.] ” 

The SPEAKER. A motion is already pending 
to excuse the gentleman. from Qhio, [Mr. SHAN- 
non.] After that motion shall have been disposed 
of other excuses will be in order. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the pending motion. Se 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
already been ordered. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will it bein order to submit 
a motion that all further. proceedings in the call 
be dispensed with? . 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Would it be in order to 
move that the doors be open, and that the absen- 
tees be allowed to come in and render their ex- 
cuses to the House.? 

[Cries of «* No!” “ No!” 

Mr. CRAIGE. That would not be in order, 
Mr. Speaker, without unanimous consent, would 
it? 
The SPEAKER. Itcould not be done as long 
as any gentleman objects to it. 

{Cries of © Oh! let it be done! ” and “ Yes!” 
“Yes!” 

Mr. PURYEAR. J hope no objection will be 
interposed to taking such a course. Lt will facili- 
tate the business of the flouse very much. I sug- 
gest that all objection to.such a course be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object to such a course be- 
cause it would be unjust to one of my colleagues, 
(Mr. Asne.] He was sent for by vurder of the 
House, and all other absentees ought to be treated 
in the same wa 


The SPEAKER. As long as any gentleman |; 


objects, the course proposed by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Houston} cannot be pur- 


sued. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. If I recollect aright, 
upon the vote which was last taken no quorum 
voted. Now, I would inquire of the Chair, if we 
now suspend the proceedings under this call, will 
we not have to renew the call? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would reply to 
the gentleman, that a motion for the call of the 
House, or for an adjournment, does not require a 
quorum at all. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. 
to suspend. the call for the purpose of submitting 
a motion that the House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House, and 
not for the Chair, to determine. 

Mr. HUGHES. There seems to be an uni- 
versal desire that the absentees should be permit- 
ted to come in informally, and to render their ex- 
cuses to the House in propria persona. ` 

Mr. RUFFIN. I object. 

Mr. HUGHES, Very well; I only spoke of 
it because the proposition came from that side of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that all further proceedings in the call 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. HUGHES. Upon that motion I demand 
the-yeas and nays. > > 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 45, nays 53. 

So the louse refased to suspend further pro- 
ceedings in the call. °°. 

Mr. SAPP. I move that the House do now 

adjourn: : 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will suspend for 
a moment, until a question of a highly privileged 
character is disposed of. The Chair understands 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms has another member in 
custody. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. A very high 
privilege. ; 

The Sergeant-at-Arms then reported to the 
House that, in accordance with the order of the 
House, he had taken in custody Witiiam AIKEN, 
_ and that he was then present. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman (Mr. Aixen] 
will present himself hefore the body. 

Mr. AIKEN presented. himself at his seat. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman stands charged 
with having left the House without leave, and con- 


Is it then proposed |; 


| yeas and nays. . 


trary to its orders. The gentleman is at liberty | 


to make his excuse. 

Mr. AIKEN. I plead guilty to the charge. 
{Laughter. ; ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL.. I move thatthe gentleman 
be excused; and upon that. motion I ask the-yeas 
and nays. 

(Cries of“ No i” “No!” “Qh, no!”] 

Mr. COBB. There is no objection to excusing 
the gentleman, and. what do we want of the yeas 
and nays. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon them. 

A Voice. CamPBELL; donot insist upon them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If there is no objection to 
excusing the gentleman, I do not insist upon the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ASHE. Lwish to make a suggestion. I 
think that the best mode we can adopt, in order’to 
get along with the business, is to allow the ab- 
sentees to come in, and render to the House their 
separate excuses, without the necessity of going 
through the formality of having them brought in 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

Mr. KEITT. I hopeit will be done. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House, the absentees will be allowed to 
come in before the body; and render their excuses. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ move that all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

[Cries of “Let them come in!” ** Let us set it 
out! 

Mr. HUGHES. I hope it will be allowed to 
be done by unanimous consent. 

[Cries of Yes!’ “ Yes!” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Camrsecx] moves that all further proceed- 
ings in the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. HENN. J hope the gentleman from Ohio 
will withdraw that motion, and allow the absentees 
to come in. 

(Cries of ** Yes!’ “ Yes!” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If there is a general dis- 


| position to let the absentees in, I have no objection 


to their coming; but it looks like a half-way method 
of doing business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
objection is withdrawn to the proposition made by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Asne.] 
The doors will be thrown open, and the other ab- 
sentees will be allowed to come in and ‘render to 
the House an excuse for their absence. jea 

Mr. PRINGLE. Why not admit them, and 
then suspend all further proceedings in the call? 

The SPEAKER. That is’a matter for the 
House, and not for the Chair, to decide. 

A Member. Objection to opening the doors 
has been withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. -The Chair hears no objection, 
and the order of the House will be changed so as 
to allow the absentees to appear before this body, 
and render their excuses; and shall, as the Chair 
understands it, render their excuses. 

{Cries of “ Yes !”? “ Yes!” 

The SPEAKER. It is so ordered. 

The doors of the Hall were then thrown open, 
and the absentees came pouring in from every 
direction in great numbers. f 

After order was restored, and the noise and con- 
fusion consequent upon so large and sudden an 
increase of members in the Hall had ceased, 

The SPEAKER said: The order of the House 


appear at the bar of the House, and render ex- 


! cuses for their absence contrary to its orders. As 


the most convenient mode of executing the order, 
the names of the absentees will be called by the 
Clerk, in their regular order. : 
The Clerk commenced calling the list of absent- 
ees with the name of 
Naruan BELCHER. Elh 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman is present, 
he will render his excuse. 


Mr. BELCHER. I remained in the House dur- 


would permit. I then left the House, having 
paired off with Mr. Hamizton, of Maryland. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I move the gentleman be 
excused. : 
Mr. SAPP. Upon that motion 1 demand the 


[Cries of “Oh, no!” «Oh, no!”] 
Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes. , 
Mr. EDMUNDSON. If there is no objection, 


By the unanimous consent |! 


| is, that the absentees who have just entered shall |; 


i 
t 


I suppose the gentleman: will be excused “by 
unanimous consent, : bola a 
The SPEAR ER: ` But: the: gentlem. 
NewYork [Mr.. Wungeier] demand 
and nays upon the proposition’ to excuse.” 
Mr. WHEELER. | If there ‘is no:objéec 
excusing: the gentleman, [withdraw the demand 
for the yeas.and nays. wer weet 
The SPEAKER, (pausing a. momenti): The 
Chair hears: no objection, and..the gentleman is 
excused by unanimous consent.’ eH Ria 
Peter H. Berr. S aa at 
Mr. BELL. I have: no particular-exeuse:to 
render. * I have absented myself-but one hour out 
of the last twenty, and that happenéd'to be whén a 
call of.the House was ordered: ` $ have no further 


excuse. TEREE DET 
Mr. KITTREDGE. I move the gentleman be 


| excused. ` 


There being: no objection, the gentleman was 
excused. er 

Henry BENNETT. ial Bib 

Mr. BENNETT. I staid here as long as I: was 
able, and went away. [Laughter] 0 30s os 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (in his seat.) . He 
was able to get away then, washe? . | ceoaiii 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BENNETT. was 
excused, f E ak 

Tuomas H. Benton. E 

Mr. BENTON. L have, sir, to: make'my:ex- 
cuse to the House, which I hope will -be satisfac- 
tory to gentlemen. when they hear it. Tt: was 
neither on account of age: or iufirmities that A was 
absent, for I never felt. better. !: Nor did T pait off 
with any person, although several.good and ‘true 
men offered to walk off with me, in whose:com- 
pany I should be proud to be found. . Butto pair 
off was not within ‘my view of parliamentary 
rules, and I have never done it, and I do not 
mean, at this late day, to begin.to learn anything 
new. Antiquas vias—the old ways—is my motto. 

I was absent, that is true, but without disre- 
spect to the House, and without the least design 
to impede its business, or to prevent the complete 
transaction of the business, such as. it was, in 
which. the House was engaged.. [Laughter.] 

I hope to be allowed, Mr. Speaker, to. say; i 
the presence of this House, that I have ddmired 
the. decorum, the urbanity, the-dignity,: and: the 
impartiality with which: you have: presidedy:and 
the precision with which all questions ‘have been 
put by the Speaker. : Noreal transaction: could 
have beer conducted: with more absolute propri- 
ety and gravity than the Chair conducted the bus- 
iness of this House during the whole of the last 
evening. ‘I was greatly gratified: .d went away, 
taking a survey of the Hause, and seeing, good 
and true men. sitting all around;:-ard enough to 
keep up a quorum to carry. on the business.of the 
House, such as it was. ~ [Laughter.] -1 saw-that 
my absence would make no difference atall, and 
therefore I went away, animus revertendi, [laugh- 
ter]—with design to retarn~=not: to: escape, the 
business of the House, but -to return. to itre- 


| freshed and invigorated, and take my share, and 


sit it out; to tell the exact truth, to husband and 
save some strength for a pinch, when it should 
come; for L did not think we had yet got to the 
tightest place. . It was therefore to be able to'serve 
the House better when it should more need ser- 
vice, that T took a brief repose. PEE RE 
In „making this excuse to the House, I do: not 


-wish'to be considered as having: been-absent until 


now—until this hour. I have been waiting along 
time at the door, and am entitled to credit for the 
time I was kept out. (Laughter.] : L was inot 
brought. back by the Sergeant-at-Arms; but re- 


| turned voluntarily, and was stopped’ at’ the door, 
and long debarred of entrance. Striking a balance 


between the time I was:voluntarily absent, and 
the time I was involuntarily kept out, it would be 
pretty near even worked outupon:a fair equation, 
and my delinquency would bevery small. ‘Taking 


itin that sense, I am-entitled to the decision of th 
| ing the past night as long as my health and strength l louse that the RRAN 


House that the account is nearly even, and, atall 
events to a decision that there has been no-dis- 
respect to the House; being free from disrespect, 
and from all-desire to impede the. progress -of its 
business. I hope this will be satisfactory tothe 
House, and that I shall be excused, especially: aa, 
I declare that I will do better for time to come, 
[Laughter.] Le oe 


The SPEAKER. H there beno objection; tive. 


i! gentleman :will be excused. 
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No objection being made, Mr. Benron was 
excused. 
Samup, CaruTHuers was next called. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Irise toa question of order 
Will .it be in order: to.now move to suspend all 
further proceedings under the call? It is evident, 


after what has taken place, that the House does | 


not intend to inflict a penalty upon any one of the 
absentees. a AR 
. The SPEAKER. The motion would be in 
order. ; 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Then Í move that all further 
proceedings be.dispensed with. i 
:Mr. WHEELER. I object. . 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Well, 1 make the motion. 


Mr. WHEELER. When the consent of this | 
House was given that the doors should be opened, | 
and the absentees be’permitted to come in, 1t was | 


upon the express understanding that each absen- 

tee should be called to the bar of the House, and 

render his excuse. 
The SPEAKER. 


change its orders. 

Mr. DRUM. 
the motion. 

Mr. WHEELER. I expressly asked if that 
was the understanding when the consent of the 
House was given; and had it not been so under- 
stood, I should have objected to the order. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, all 
further proceedings under the call will be dis- 
pensed with, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and decided-in the 
affirmative. 

So all further proceedings under the call were 
dispensed ‘with. 

Mr. HUGHES. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion, ; 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 
yeas and nays. 


I move that the House do 


I call for tellers upon the 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bavty, of | 


Virginia, and Wasnnurn, of Maine, were ap- 
pointed. 
The House was then divided; and the tellers 


reported thirty-nine in the affirmative, (a sufficient | 


number.) 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. I desire to be excused from vot- 
ing, for the reason that last night I paired oif with 
Mr. Sivareron, who stated that his family were 
unwell, and who is still detained from the House, 
I presume, from the same cause, I do not, there- 
fore, feel at liberty to vote. 
by the rules of the House thatif I am here Lam 
required to vote, unless excused by the House. 1 


have no wish to violate the rules of the House, | 


and I therefore ask to be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot be excused 
from voting upon:a motion to adjourn. 
the rule the present incumbent of the chair has 
uniformly adhered to. 
rect rule, and he therefore decides that the motion 
that the gentleman be excused cannot be enter- 
tained. R . 

Mr. HOWE, But I should like to know how 
to act? 


hand, and in conforming to the rules of the House 

upon the other. 
The SPEAKER. 

that question for himself. 


There is nothing of the sort in the books; and it 


is a practice which prevails, perhaps, in no other | 
legislative body upon the face of the earth, except |i 
If the gentleman has paired off, he had | 


this. 
better have staid off. The Chair makes the sug- 
gestion in perfect good humor, The rules of the 


House require him to vote, if he is present; and | 
if he precludes himself from voting by agreement | 
with another member, the best method he can | 


adopt is to stay away from the House, It is, 


however, for the gentleman to prescribe his own | 


course. 


Mr. HOWE. 


when our agreement was to expire, 
agreed, when he left the House last night, that 


That was the order of the | 
House; but it is competent for the House to | 


lask the yeas and nays upon | 


I| that motion, and refused to order a call of the 


| that motion I demand the yeas and nays. j 


But, sir, I find that ; 


That is | 


Ife believes it to be a cor- | 


My honor with the gentleman. with | 
whom I have paired off is at stake upon the one | 


The gentleman must settle | 
The parliamentary | 
Jaw knows nothing of the principle of pairing off. | 


‘we take a recess for half an hour? 
|i consent. 


; I desire to say one word more. ! 
There was no hour named by Mr, SixeLETON, 


We simply || 


we were to pair off until this morning. I do not 
see the gentleman in the Hall, and Ido not there- ; 
fore, in honor, feel at liberty to vote, nor yet do I | 
feel at liberty to violate the rules of the House. ; 
Under these circumstances, I should esteem it a | 
favor if the House would excuse me from voting. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hasno doubt the | 
House will very readily excuse the gentleman | 
from voting. Itis, however, not in order to sub- : 
mit the motion, and the Chair cannot, therefore, i 
entertain it. j 

Mr. MACY. I desire also to state to the: 
House that I paired off with Mr. Disxey last į 
night, until this morning. I do not see the gen- i 
tleman from Ohio in his place, and I shall, there- 
fore, not feel at liberty to vote. it 

The question was then taken upon the motion to | 
adjourn; and decided in the negative—yeas 50, 
nays 81. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. 
there be a call of the Elouse. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Extor’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 35, 
nays 74. 

So the House refused to order a call of the |! 
House. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. ELLISON stated that upon this motion he 
had paired off with Mr. Boyce, from South Car- | 
olina. 

Mr. MACE. I move that when this House 
adjourn it adjourn to meet on Monday next. | 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, ! 
being in the nature of business, and no quorum | 
having answered to their names, | 

Mr. MACE. I was not aware of the fact that | 
there was no quorum present, or I should not have į 
made the motion. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that there be acall | 
of the House; and upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 
for the reason that the House have just voted upon 


I move that 


Upon that mo- : 


House. i 
Mr. PECK, (at half-past ten ọ’clock,a. m.) I, 
move that the Efouse do now adjourn; and upon | 


Mr. TWEED. lask for tellers. |! 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Indiana, and Mace appointed. j 

The House was then divided upon ordering the i 
yeas and nays; and the tellers reported thirty-one :| 
in the affirmative; (a sufficient number.) | 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Pecx’s 
motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 45, : 
nays 72. 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

Mr. MACE. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. WASIIBURN, of Maine. Upon that} 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
© Mr. BRIDGES. lask for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and 
Cox appointed. i 

The House was then divided upon ordering the || 
yeas and nays; and the tellers reported thirty-six | 
in the affirmative; (a sufficient number.) | 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion that | 
‘there be a call of ihe House; and it was decided || 
in the negative—yeas 53, nays 76. g 

So the Honse refused to order a call. i 

Mr. EDMANDS. (At ten minutes past eleven | 
o’clock, Friday morning.) I movethat the House || 
do now adjourn; and on that motion I demand the i| 
yeas and nays. ; $ 

Mr. TWEED. I demand tellers on ordering |; 
the yeas and ‘hays. i 

i 


Mr. STRATTON. Will it be in order that | 
The SPEAKER. Not unless by unanimous l 
Mr. STRATTON. Ihope, then, that the unani- |; 
mous consent will be granted for a recess, so that | 
the clerks, who have been kept constantly calling i 
the roll since yesterday morning, may have a lit- | 
tle repose before the reading of the Journal, which į 
takes place at twelve o’clock. : 


the clerks are ready with the Journal. 

Tellers were ordered on the yeas and nays; and 
Messrs. Pecx and Vai appointed. 

-The question was then taken; and the yeas and 
nays were ordered; the tellers having reported— 
ayes forty-one, more than one fifth of a quorum, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Epmanns’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
49, nays 80. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. ELLISON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Boyce, of South Carolina, for twenty or 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOWE. I think it is quite evident, from 
the proceedings of the last twenty-four hours, that 
no practical good is to result to the country from 
our continuing longer in session; therefore | move 
that when the House adjourns, it be to meet on 
Monday next; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. OLDS. 
nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Meacuam 
and Greex woop appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes thirty-nine, more than one fifth of 
a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Howe’s 


I demand tellers on the yeas and 


| motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


43, nays 83. 

So the House disagreed to the motion to adjourn 
over. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. I 
move that there bea call of the [Touse; and on 
that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GREEN, I demand tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dunnam and 
Ex..zison appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes forty-three, more than one fifth of a 
quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of IHinois. 
make a suggestion. 

[Cries of “l object?” 

Mr. WENT WORTIL. When gentlemen know 
my proposition, I am sure none will object. 

Mr. TWEED. I object to discussion. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, A few moments ago 
we were all excused, with one exception, unani- 
mously. i 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made to 
the gentleman ’s proceeding, and he must come to 
order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. If the gentleman knew 
my object, I know that he would not object. It 
is to do an act of justice to a gentleman on his 
own side of the House. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must come 
to order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. A correction of the 
Journal is a privileged question, and I am entitled 
to be heard on it. 

‘The SPEAKER. Thegentleman must come to 
order, The question is now onthe motion that 
there be a call of the House, and it must be taken, 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Time would besaved, 
and it would be better if the correction I propose 
were made now, before the Journal is made up. 

Mr. TWEED. 1 insist on my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with 
the call of the roll. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Wexrwoarrn, of Massachusetts; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 45, nays 80. 

So the House refused to order a call of the 
House. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. FENTON stated that he had paired off for 
a short time with Mr. May. 

Mr. PECK. I move that when this House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next; and 


I wish to 


i on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. GREEN, 
nays. 

Mr. DEAN. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
question of order. 

Mr. DEAN. 


I ask for tellers on the yeas and | 


It is, that the hour of twelve 


1854. 
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o'clock having arrived, the Journal of the pre- 
ceding day is to'be read. : i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the | 
question of order raised by the gentleman from | 

‘New York. One of the principal ‘rules having a 
bearing upon this point is the following, touch- 
ing the duties of the ‘Speaker: 

«He shall take the chair every day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned on the preceding 
day.” 

The Chair has done that, and has no authority 
now to declare the House adjourned for the pur- 
pose of taking the chair at the time to which he 

‘may determine the House shall have adjourned 
to. The rule says, further, that “he shall im- 
mediately call the members to order.” There 
has been no adjournment and no legislative day | 
finished yet. 

Mr. CHANDLER.. Does the Chair decide 
that this is Thursday, or Friday? [Laughter.] 

TheSPaf¥KER. The Chair is not called upon 
to make any decision of that kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want the question. de- 
cided, that I may know whether Í ought to eat 
flesh or fish for dinner. [Much laughter.] 

Mr. DEAN. I understand the Chair, then, to 
decide that this is still the same legislative day, 

‘and that whenever we do adjourn, a motion may 
be made to correct the Journal the next day. 

TheSPEAKER. Even if it bea month hence. 
The Chair has no doubt of that. 

Mr. DEAN. That is what I wanted to under- 
sstand. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I wish to inquire 
whether the morning hour has expired? [A 
Jaugh.] 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
expired, and the Chair doubts whether it will 
expire fora week to come. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BANKS. What is the decision of the 
Chair upon the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from New York? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the |! 
Rom of order made by the gentleman from New 
:York. 

Mr. BANKS. I am impressed with the con- 
viction that the Chair is right upon the reasons 

stated by him, and the rule of the House.to which 
‘reference is made., It is very clear upon the rule 
cited by the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
before the House? 

Mr. BANKS. I propose to take an appeal 
from the decision of the Char, if necessary. Ido 
not desire, however, to appeal. 1 merely want to 
make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be pleased 
to hear the gentleman from Massachusetts, if itis 
the pleasure of the House; but if objection be 
made, debate is not in order. 

Mr. BANKS. I want the consent of the 
House to cite the rule upon which the House 
must proceed in this case, and to which the 
Speaker has not referred. 3 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, send up the rule. 

Mr. OLDS. I object, unless an appeal is 
taken. f 

Mr. BANKS. Iask the consent of the House 
that I may state that, upon the rule to which the 
Speaker has referred, his decision is correct. But 
it is: not necessary that, at this hour, there shall | 
bean adjournment by a vote of the House; for, on 
the. very first day of this session, the House, 
upon motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jonus,]-passed this order: 


Is there any question 


“ That twelve o’clock be fixed as the hour to which the 
House shalt each day adjourn, until otherwise ordered.” 


` That is the rule by Which we must be gov- 
erned in this case; and there is no adjournment 
required atthis hour, for the House has adjourned 
by its order, adopted on the first day of the ses- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts, i 

Mr. BANKS. I appeal-from the decision of 
the Chair. 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts takes an appeal, and the question is, | 
_‘ Shall the decision of the Chair‘stand as the judg- || 
ment of the House??? 

Mr. HAMILTON, 
on the table. 


I move: to lay the appeal į 


‘Mr. MAURICE. 1 eall-for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. GREEN. Task for tellers on the yeasand 
nays. Gr? E 

Mr. ASHE. Will the Chair’state-what is the 
proposition before thé body? `. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willdo so before 
the vote is taken. ` è 

Mr. ASHE. At 
how-to vote. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Straus and 
Meacnam appointed, 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty-six in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. SAGE. I have some doubts as to the 
correctness of the decision of the Chair, and I 
therefore ask to be excused from voting on the 
appeal. 

he SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman will 
be able to determine after the Chair has stated 
what the question is. (Laughter.] 

Mr. ORR. 1 donot think there is any hope of 
that. [A laugh.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not deprive 
the gentleman of his right to ask to be excused. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bawxs] 
raises the question that, by the order of this House, 
passed on the first day of the present session of 
Congress, the House stands adjourned to twelve 
o’clock to-day. 

The Chair overrules that question of order, 
upon the ground that therecannot be a meeting of 
this body without an adjournment; and upon the 
further ground that when this House does adjourn, 
even if it isa week hence, it will meet again as 
directed by its own order. The legislative day 
will continue until the House adjourns, and when 
the House, after such ‘an adjournment, meets at 
twelve o’clock, or atsuch other time as the House 
shall fix, it will be the duty of the Speaker, ander 
the rule which has been referred to by him, to 
take the chair, call the members to order, and 
cause the Journal of the preceding day to be read, 


present, I really do not know 


| and a portion of that Journal must necessarily be 


a motion and a vote to adjourn; without that, it 
is incomplete. 

The Chair begs leave'again to read to the Houge 
the rule prescribing the duties of the Speaker, fo 
which he has referred. 

“I. He shall take the chair every day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjourned on the pre- 
ceding day; shall immediately call the members to orders 
and, ou the appearance of a quorum, shall cause the Journal 
of the preceding day to be read.” 

The Speaker could not take the chair at twelve 
o’clock to-day, for the reason that he was contin- 
uing to occupy it, and the House was continuing 
to progress in its proceedings upon a legislative 
day, and must continue to do sountil it adjourns. 
One of the three hundred and sixty-five days of 
the year has passed over, the Chair admits; but 
one of the legislative days allowed to this Con- 
gress is now being consumed. 

In this view, hastily taken, the Chairadmits, for 
he has not had time to turn te precedents, the 
Chair thinks he is correct, and he overrules the 

uestion of order. From that decision of the 

hair, the gentleman from Massachusetts takes 
an appeal; and thegentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
Hamitron] moves to lay the appeal upon the 
table. Another question pending is that raised 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sacg,] 
viz: that the House excuse him from voting upon 
the-appeal. That is a legitimate proposition, but 
the vote must be taken on it without debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the Chair to 


i decide that an entire session of the House is but 


one legislative day, even though it may continue 
for a week, and some of my neighbors are a little 
curious to know whether we shall get only one 
per diem for the entire session. [Laughter.] I 
object to the decision of the Speaker on that 
point. Os 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot de- 
bate the proposition. The Chair decides: that it 
is not competent for him to adjourn the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I understand that the appealis 
not debatable. : 3 j 

The SPEAKER. [Itis not debatable. 

Mr. BANKS. But, as the Chair has made a 
very lucid and conclusive argument in favor of 


i| that decision, would it be proper, or within the 


generosity of the House, that -wpon the appéal fI 
have taken, I should -make'a briefistatem ent? =: 

, Messrs. OLDS, BRIDGES, and others b- 
ette 3 the oo Rey À 44. 

The SPEAKER, The Chairohopes the péri- 
tleman from Massachusetts will be heard.) °° ~ 

Mr ENGLISH.: =F object to it, Ari 

Mr. BANKS: I desire tostate- 
“Mr: ENGLISH: .sk:object ito ‘discussion. 2. 

The SPEAKER, Then the gentleman drém. 
Massachusetts is not in order.. 

Mr. BANKS. Who objects? * — 

' Messrs. ENGLISH, OLDS, and BRIDGES 
rose simultaneously, and objected, no eee 

Mr. SEYMOUR. ‘Will the Chait allow mieto 
make a single suggestion ? : ea 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure Of the 
House that the ‘gentleman ‘from Connectictit ‘be 
heard? i ae 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
question. : 

Mr. BANKS. ‘Will the House ‘allow me to 
eall its attention to a precedent upon ‘this veiy 
question? Br EEN 
. Mr. HOUSTON. We unterstand the ques- 
tion. : ` 

Mr. HUGHES, I call the gentleman ‘from 
Alabama to order, ` ao pa a : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And I call the pentle- 
man from New York to order: ay 

[Shouts of “ Order !”? and great confusion)" 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen‘are not inorder 
in discussing this question, directly or indirectly. 

Mr. BANKS. [again ask the consent of ti 
House to make a reference to this‘one precedent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And'I again call ‘the 
gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. -The Chair must remind the 
gentleman from Massachusetts of the fact, of 
which he is very well aware, that it is not in or- 
der to persist in a purpose to address the House 
out of order, and the Chair must insist on the 
gentleman’s desisting from doing so. | 

Mr. BANKS, Most assuredly. I only ask the 
consent of the House. gn 

The SPEAKER. The question now is‘on ex- 
cusing the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sax] 
from voting on the’appeal. ioe Bes 

Mr. GOODRICH. Lask for the yeas atid nays. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. ` Ae : Te eae Ah 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Srravp atid 
Sarr were appointed, > 

The House was then divided on thé demand for 


T object, and ‘call for -the 


‘the yeasand nays; and the tellers reported forty in 


the affirmative. . 
So the yeas and nays were ordered; 

The question was then taken; and there wére— 
yeas 57, nays 83. ° ae Sue ET 
So the House refused to excuse Mr. Sade; 

Mr. DRUM stated that he had paired off antil 
one o’clock with Mr. Bayty, of Virginia. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL. T have just come into the 
House, and do not quite understand thé questidn, 
and I should, therefore, like to be excused from 
voting on the appeal. 
The SPEAKER. If therebe no objection, the 
gentleman from Ohio will be excused. NG 
Mr. WHEELER. I object. u a ` 
Mr. FARLEY. I move that: the gentleman 
from Ohio be excused from voting. ` pate 
Mr. SAGE, | demand the ‘yetis'and nayi on 
that motion. ; ; tt hee eae 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of ‘Massachusetts, 1 
ask for tellers on the yeas and nays. ` 
Tellers were ordered; ‘and Messrs. Bocdck atid 
Fenton were appointed. - Sept et te 23 
The House was divided on the demand for the 
yeas and nays; ‘and the tellers reported ‘thirty-five 
in the affirmative. i, EN : 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided ‘in 
the negative—yéas 45, nays 72. : 
So the House refused to excuse Mr. CAMPBELL 
from voting.: : ; 
` Mr. TRACY. Task to be excused from voting 
on the question of the appeal. ; 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts.. I 
ask for the yeas and nays. a OE, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question wasthen taken; ‘arid there 
yeas 48, nays 71. ` ; : 
So Mr. Tracy was not excused? ieoi Koon 
Mr. EDGERTON. Trite td what Tibelieve to 


wete— 


due 


May l1, 


‘be.a privileged motion. 1 move that the Tlouse 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. | : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HENN. | Is the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr.-Epcrerron] in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is‘in order, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 


IS THIS DAY FRIDAY? 


Mr. HENN. Does the Chair rule this day to 
be Friday? Under the previous decision of the 
Chair, the legislative day of yesterday has not 
yet terminated. 

The SPEAKER. This is Friday, and it is 
private bill day. The legislative session of yes- 
terday has not terminated, but each day, under 
-our rules, must be regarded in all our sessions, 
Mondays, Fridays, or other days. 

Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand the Chair 
as deciding that the motion made by the g entle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Evanrroy] is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that it 
was in order, under an express rule of the House. 

Mr. CLUNGMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. Is there not an appeal from a decision 
of the Chair pending, and would not that take 
precedence of the motion made by the gentleman 
from Ohio? o 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it 
would not. There is an appeal pending from the 
decision of the Chair, but the appeal attaches to 
the proposition of the gentleman from IItinois, 
Mr. Ricuarpson,] to close debate upon the Ne- 
Draska and Kansas bill, When the House take 
up that subject, they must consider the appeal and 
all questions connected with it. 

Mr. WRIGILT, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the motion of the gentleman from Ohio by 
inserting, in the place of the Private Calendar,” 
the « Nebraska and Kansas bill,” 

The SPEAKER., The Nebraska and Kansas 
bill is in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and we have an express rule with 
regard to the course of proceeding there, which 
precludes any such motion as that made by the 
gentleman (rom Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WRIGITT. Is not the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr, Eygerron} open to amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
not open to amendment, 

Mr. WALSH. 4 move to lay the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio upon the table. 

The SPEAKER, The motion of the gentle- 
man from New. York ig not a legitimate one, for 
the reason that the motion made by the gentleman 
from Ohio may be repeated -again under the ex- 
press rules of the House, evenif it were laid upon 
the table. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Enaer- 
yon’s motion; and there were—yeas 65, nays 85. 

io the louse refused to gv into Comittee on 
the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the propesition to lay the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair upon the tahle? 

Mr. EDGERTON. Is it in order to move to 
proceed to business upon the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER, [tis notin order, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair. ‘The business before the body 
being a resolution to close debate, which takes 
precedence of a motion to proceed to the business 
upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. EDGERTON, I move then that the [louse 
adjourn. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I demand tellers 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and 
Va were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported thirty-eight in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken; and there were— 

eas 53, nays 87, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. 


upon the table, 


Mrs. PECK, I move that there be a call of the 


The question sow recurs on i 
laying the appeal from the decision of the Chair | 


: the rales, except on Monday. 


|j five minutes past three o’clock, p. m.) 


and nays. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and decided in the neg- | 

ative—yeas 37, nays 90. 

So the House refused a call. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on lay- 
ing on the table the appeal from the decision of | 

the Chair. f 
Mr. FENTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that | 

when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 

Monday next; and on that mouon I call for the | 

yeas and pays. | 

Tellers were called for, and ordered. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I hope the gentleman 
from New York will withdraw his motion for an || 
adjournment over. 

Several Members. For what purpose? 

Mr. PENNINGTON. For the purpose of | 
allowing me to submit a motion to go to the busi- || 
ness on the Speaker’s tabie, if that motion be in | 
order, 

Several Mempens. It is not in order. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. And if that motion, 
Mr. Speaker, be not in order, then for the purpose 
of moving to suspend the rules to enable me to 
make it. 

Mr. WENTWORTHI, of Illinois. That mo- 
| tion is not in onder, either; you cannot suspend 
the rules to-day. 

The SPEAKER, 


| 
i 
| 
| 
f 


fi 


It is not in order to suspend 


Mr. PENNINGTON. This business is get- 
ting to be very stupid. We ought to be doing 
something for the sake of variety. 

Messrs. Cox and Fen ron were appointed tellers |! 
on ordering the yeas and nays on the motion to || 
| adjourn over. 
| The louse was divided; and the tellers reported 
| forty in the afirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

, So thé yeas and nays were ordered. 

| ‘The question was then taken; and it was de- | 
| cided in the negative—yeas 41, nays 89. | 
So the Llouse refused to adjourn over. | 
| The question recurred on the motion to lay the | 
appeal from the decision of the Chair on the! 
table. | 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move that the House | 
resolve itself intoa Committee of the Whole on the | 
Private Calendar; and on that motion | ask the í 
yeas and nays. | 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to with- 
draw my motion in relation to the question of ap- 

eal. The appeal was made at my suggestion; | 
out E understand, since the appeal was taken, | 
that 

{Cries of «Order! ?? t Order! ?’} 

Mr. BANKS. Lonly propose to withdraw my | 
appeal. 

Mr. HILLYER. 

right to debate it. 

E Mr. BANKS. I was but proceeding to state | 
i that Í understand there has been a- subsequent 
decision on a question which was substantially 
the same as that involved in the appeal which | 
| took, although different in form. And acknowl- 
i edging the most commendable fairness of the 
| Speaker in this contest, 1 do not wish to make any 
factious opposition to the ruling of the Chair, | 
Therefore, 1 desire to withdraw my appeal. 

‘There being no objection, the appeal was with- 
drawn. 

‘The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Goopricn, that the House resolve itself into a 
: Committee of the Whoie on the Private Calendar, 
i on which the yeas and nays were demanded— | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask for tell- | 
ers on ordering the yeas and nays. ! 
| Yellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox, and! 
: Wasusurne of lilinois, were appointed. 
| The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
| thirty-nine in the affirmative; (a sufficient number.) 
| So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was then taken; and decided in 
| the negative—yeas 64, nays 83. 

! So the House refused to resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on ex- 
i cusing the gentleman from Maine from voting on 
the proposition made by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis, that the resolution to close debate on 
the Nebraska bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, (at thirty- | 


| 
But the gentleman has no ' 


| 


i 
i 
| 


1l morve || 


the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WASHBURNE 
of lilinois, and HiLLyer were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
ee oad in the affirmative, (a sufficient num- 

er. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 50, nays &9. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
excuse the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- 
BURN} from voting on the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Bangs] to lay 
the resolution closing debate on the table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts, I 
move that the House do now resolve itself into 


| a Committee of the Whole on the Rsipate Calen- 


dar; and on that question I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 59, nays 69. 

So the House refused to go into committee. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the 
motion to excuse the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasneurn] from voting. 

Mr. BALL, (at three o’clock and thirty min- 
utes, p.m.) As there appears to be a small num- 
ber of members present, I think we had better 
adjourn; and I therefore move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WASFIBURNE, of Illinois. 
motion | demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SEWARD. | I call for tellers upon the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Rurri and 
Erneriwce were appointed. 

‘The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
thirty-six in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 53, nays 80. 

So the Flouse refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SAGE. I move that there be a call of the 
House; and upon that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. HOWE, I ask for tellers upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLINGMAN 
and Mace were appointed. : 

The House was then divided upon the call for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty eight, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; andit was decided 
in the negative—yeas 45, nays 79. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Bococr.) 
The question recurs upon the motion to excuse 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasnpurn] from 
voting upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Hlinois. 

Mr. KNOX. It is now (three o’clock and 
forty-five minutes, p: m.) about the usual time of 
adjournment; and as we have had a pretty long 
session, | move that when this House adjourns, it 
adjourn to ‘meet on Monday next; and upon that 
motion ] demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


Upon that 


I call for 


| tellers upon the demand for the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hiniyer 
and Rowe were appointed, 

The House was then divided upon the call for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported—ayes 
thirty-seven, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 46, nays 73. 

So the House refused toadjourn until Monday 
next. 


Mr. SAGE, (at fouro’clock p.m.) I move that 
the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. BANKS. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barty, of 
Virginia, and Wasusurn, of Maine, were ap- 
pointed. 


I demand tellers 
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The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-four in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Phe question was then taken; and decided i in 
the negative—yeas 65, nays 66. ‘ 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
excuse the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- 
BURN] from voting— 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
there be.a.call of the House; and upon that motion 
T demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Upon ordering the 
yeas and nays Í demand tellers. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHAMBER- 
LAIN and CAMPBELL appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
forty in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas'and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I rise to a 
question of privilege. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Stuart] is recorded as 
having voted upon the motion which has just been 
put. “I know the fact that the gentleman was not 
in the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It is now too late 
to raise the question as to gentlemen voting. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Mr. Speaker, Mr. 
Sruarr was not in the Hall while the-roll was 
being called. I know he was not in the House. 
It is not too late to raise the question. 

Mr. SMITH. The vote has been announced, 
and no correction of the Journal can be made until 
the Journal is read at the next meeting of the | 
House. 

{Cries of ** Go on with the voting !’’] 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Mr. Speaker, this is 
a matter of too much importance to be allowed to 
be.passed over. Linsist upon my point. I will 
state that Mr. Sruart left the House about. a 
couple of hours ago, when he told me that he 
should not be back before nine or ten o’clock this 
evening. I know, therefore, of my own personal 
knowledge, that he was not in the House, and did 
not vote. | have called the attention of the House 
to the fact, because there are questions of too 
much importance pending before the House to 
allow members to vote Al eae I ask that the 
Journal may . be correcte and Mr. STUART’S 
name stricken out. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I raise a question 
of order in reference tothe proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. It is this: The result of 
the vote having been announced, and the House | 
having passed to the consideration of other busi- } 
ness, itis too late to correct the vote of any mem- 
ber. dit will be competent for the House, when 
the Journal is read to-morrow morning, or when- 
ever the Journal is read, to make the correction, 
but not now. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to say at this 
point that [ shall be under the necessity of enter- 
ing my protest against members and others crowd- 
ing around the Clerk’s desk while the yeas and 
nays are being called... It is in violation of the 
rules of the House, and Task the Chair in future | 


to enforce therule. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I ask the Chair to 
decide whether my proposition is in order. 

The SPEAKER, (Mr. Bocock in the chair.) 
The Chair will decide the gentleman’s proposi- | 
tion. When the vote was taken, the names of 
those voting in the affirmative and negative were 
called over in the hearing of .the House, but no 
objection was made. The result was then an- 
nounced, and the House proceeded to other. busi- 
ness. The Chair decides that the Journal must | 
be made up from the vote as it now stands, and 
that it cannot be corrected except upon the meet- 
ing of the House again, when it is read for ap- 
proval. The Chair understandsthat, to strike the 
name from the roll, would not change the result; 
and if it would, he does not think a motion to 
amend the record, at this. stage of proceedings, 
would be in order. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 must take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, It is certainly.in order to 
have the name of a member who did not vote | 
stricken fromthe roll. 

"Mr. WENT WORTH. I donot know whether 
the mistake was made by accident-or design, nor | 
do I care whether it would change the result or 


|| we should have a correct decision upon a case like 


i| ever, be in order to correct the Journal whenever 


j 
i 


t 


not. I simply know the fact that the name of a 
member has been recorded as having voted when 


the proposition to amend the record, at this stage 


| cides that the yeas and nays having been taken, 


| in the belief of the correctness of his decision, and 


| order, Mr. Speaker. 


he did not vote; and I think itis a matter of.too 

much importance to be passed over in silence. _. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 

cides, for the reasons which he has stated, that 


of the proceedings, is notin order. ‘The Journal 
must be corrected, if at all, when it is read at the 
next meeting of the House, ... 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I do not desire to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, nor do I under- 
stand the gentleman from Illinois as appealing. 1 
desire, however, to state, that if the facts are as I 
understand them, am very glad the gentleman 
from Illinois called the attention of the House to 
them. Ido not know whether the mistake was 
made by inadvertence or by design, but it is cer- |: 
tainly a mistake that should not be made, and ` 
allowed to go without notice. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 

a ae 

. PHILLIPS. I certainly. agree with the 
Pion that it is a mistake that should not be 
made, and which ought to be corrected. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. If there has been 
a mistake made in recording a vote, I presume 
there will be no objection to its being corrected. 
Task the unanimous consent of the House to have 
Mr. Sruarr’s name stricken from the-roll. 

Mr. HOWE, Jt seems to me to be a matter of 
very great importance that the decision of the 
Chair should be correct in a case like this, and I 
therefore took an appeal from his decision for the 
purpose of allowing the House to settle the matter. | 
I say it is a matter of very great importance that 


It is certainly very 


this, when the House has been continuing in ses- 
sion for thirty hours upon a question of- 

(Shouts. of ** Order!’’ ‘Order!’ all over the 
Hall, and much confusion. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to saya single word. 

[Renewed cries of ** Order!’ « Order] 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 wish simply to say — 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [call the gentleman from 
Alabama to order. I protest against any state- 
ment being made from that side of the Hall, when 
nothing could be allowed to be said upon the other 
side. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is 
not in order, having been just decided by the 
House. The Chair has staied his decision, and 
he desires to know whether any gentleman ap- 

eals? 
: Mr. HOWE. Certainly; | took an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
what was his decision? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I move thåt the House do now 


Will the Chair state | 


The Chair de- 


the votes having been read by the Clerk, without | 
any objection being made, the vote anounced, 
and the Llouse having proceeded to the considera- |j 
tion of other business, it is too late to make any 
correction in the vote at this time. It will, how- 


the House again meets. ‘The Chair is very clear 
he is especially so in this case, when the correc- 
tion of the vote would not change the result. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. But when is the 
next meeting of the House to be? Suppose this || 
session were to continue on until it adjourns sine |} 
die? | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then there would be no | 
need of any correction being made. f 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. T rise to make a sug- 
gestion to the Chair. By a decision of the Chair 
this very day 

[Cries of * Order!” and confasion.] 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I donot see any dif- 
ficulty in reference to this matter. If the Journal 
is wrong, it ought to be corrected. ` 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


I move ‘that | 


the House d+ now adjourn. ye 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That motion is not in |] 
The last vote taken was } 
upon a motion to adjourn. 

The: SPEAKER pro. tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the motion is not in order, for the rea- ;| 
son that no business has intervened since the /! 
House refused to adjourn. ii 

i 


Mr. HUGHES. “An appeal was taken from 


the decision of the Chair,. pe the yeas rand; days 
were ordered upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair: de- 
cides that the motion is notin orders. 4 ¥ i 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. . commenced making 
a suggestion to the Chair, and, if Fam-entitled. to 
the floor,I:wish-to .eceupy.it. I say, the, Chair 
has this very day made.a decision: directly. oppo- 
site to the. one now. made by the present incupa- 
bent of the chair. And I desire to say that,:ac- 
cording to another decision of the Chair, the same 
session of the House may continue from day: to 
day until. the. close; of: the session. of, Congress, 
and when will there be an opportunity to correct 


; the Journal? 


Mr. HOUSTON: sif,the same session contin- 
ues on in that way, it makes not much difference 
whether the Journal-is corrected or not. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. It does make avery 
great difference, 

Mr. BAYLY. . I wish to inquire, if the House 
adjourns now, what will be the first business in 
order in the morning? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I object to any questions 
of that sort being asked or answered. 

Mr. PRESTON. I call for the regular. order 
of business, whatever it is. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 


| the House do now adjourn; and upon that [ de- 


mand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EED. {demand tellers upon order- 
ing the yeas and-nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. TwatDn and 
Hugues were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers: re- 
ported—ayes forty-five, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to say a single word. 

{Cries of “ Order!’ and great confusion.} 

Mr. CULLOM. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Cogs] is present, | trust he will again 
present the ‘olive branch,” for there seems to 
be considerable excitement in the Hall. [Langh- 
ter, 

ihe question was taken. upon. the. motion to 
adjourn; and decided in, the. negative yes 69, 


i nays 72. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HOWE stated that he hed paired off with 
Mr. SINGLETON. : 

Mr. PRINGLE called upon the Chair to-en- 
force the rule against persons crowding round the 
Clerk’s-desk when the roll was being called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No. members 


| nave come to the Clerk’s desk. 


PRINGLE. I know it; but; the pages 
Sa ‘and informed. members of ‘the state of the 
vote, It is contrary to an express rule of the 
-House, and | ask that the. practice may be dis- 


| continued. 


The question then recurred upon the appeal 


| from. the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I rise toa privileged 
question. Tam told that, upon a motion that the 
House, adjourn some little time since, when the 
vote was taken, my vote was recorded in the neg- 
ative. I wish to state to the House that I was not 
present when that vote was taken, and if I had 
been, Í should not have- voted, having paired off 
with Mr. Rosas, of Pennsylvania. Ethought 

I would again suggest. that, by 


this explanation due to the Flouse. .. 
Mr. BAYLY. 
unanimous. consent, the name of Mr. STUART. be 


|| stricken from the roll upon the vote to ‘which he 


alludes. 

Mr. HOWE. if; ‘that is done by unanimous 
consent, I will withdraw my appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. My only: object. is. to: have 
justice done, and it seems to me that it is but just 
that the correction should. be made. 

There was. no objection; -and the:correction was 


! accordingly made. 


Mr. HOWE. That is pertectly satisfactory to 
me, and I withdraw my ap 

Mr. WENT WORTH, of Massachusetts. d 
move a call of the House; and upon that motion 
I demand the yeas.and nays. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. . That motion is 


already pending, and the yeas and nays have been 


ordered upon it. 

: FLAGLER. I move that the. House do 
now oe and upon that motion nd demand the 
yeas and nays. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is 
not in order, no business having intervened since 
-the House refused to’adjourn. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. There has been busi- 
‘ness, as [ understand it. ‘The appeal of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But he withdrew 
the appeal. No action:ot the House was taken 
upon: it, 
not in order. 

Mr. FLAGLER. ‘Tmove that when this House 


‘adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next; |: 


-and upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TWEED. 1 demand tellers upon ordering 
the yeas and nays. : 

” Pellers were ordered ; anid Messrs. Perxins, of 
New York, and Bennetr were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported forty in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1s the motion pend- 
ing to adjourn over till Monday? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the motion pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. l move that there be 
a call of the House, 

The SPEAKER. That motion is already pend- 
ing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But Task the Chair 
if | have not the rightto make the motion, as other 
business has intervened since the motion was 
made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion to adjourn over must have prece- 
dence. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Why, Mr. Speaker, we 
must have a quorum to adjourn over, and is it not 
in order to have a call of the House to obtain a 
quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. - The Chair is of opinion that 
the motion to adjourn over is one of a more privi- 
leged character, and must take precedence over 
one for a call of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, A motion was made 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. Upon that motion the yeas 
and nays were ordered, and other business inter- 
vened. I contend that, under these circumstances, 
J have the right to move that there be a call of the 
House, and that the motion will have precedence 
over that to adjourn ‘over, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again states that 
a motion fora call of the House is already pend- 
ing, but a motion having been made to adjourn 
over, he decides that it must take precedence, for 
the reason that a motion fixing a day for the meet- 
ing of the House is one of higher dignity than that 
for a call of the House. The Chair decides that 
the question now is upon adjourning over to Mon- 
day next. 

‘the question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—ycas 67, nays BI. 

So the House refused to adjourn over, 

Mr. MACE. F move that the House do now 
adjourn; and-on that motion | demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. PRESTON. I would inquire ofthe Chair 
whether the motion to adjourn did not fail once 
before, whether the motion to adjourn over did 


not then fail, and whether the question is not now | 


on the motion that there bea call of the House? 


the motion that there be a callof the House. The 
Chair thinks that the motion to adjourn ig in order. 
The House may have refused to adjourn before in 
order that it might adjourn over. 

Mr. PRESTON. 
intervening business since the question was taken 
on the motion to adjourn to a day certain, as well 
as on-the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no business, 
but the vote of the House on the proposition to 
adjourn to a specific day might have a controlling 
eflect on the vote to adjourn. 

Mr. PRESTON. The question I put to the 
Speaker is this: It strikes me that, under the rule, 
a motion to adjourn over to @ day certain, takes 
precedence of a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, That is true. 

Mr. PRESTON. We have already had divis- 
ion on both questions. J, however, yield to the 
Chair, not desiring to make the point. A 

‘The SPEAKER. The two questions were put, 
even according to the gentleman, but the wrong 
one first. The Chair thinks that the motion to 


Í thought that there was no | 


The Chair décides that the motion is jj 


| adjourn isin order, and that itis com 

| House to adjourn. 

; ‘The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

| Mr. HENN. With the permission of the 

House, I would put an inierrogatory to the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that the 

į gentleman will be indulged. 

: ‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HENN. Ifthe House now refuses to ad- 

! journ, will it be in order immediately afterwards 

to move that the House adjourn over? 

: The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 

; question when it arises. In connection, the Chair 

i thinks that it would hardly be in order. 

| The question was then-taken on Mr. Macn’s 

| motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 

| 

| 


petent for the 


63, nays 78. 
© So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. GROW. [ move that the rules be sus- 

| pended, and that the House resolve itself into a 
‘Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
; Calendar. 
; Mr. FENTON. 
| yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was then taken on Mr. Grow’s 
: motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


On that motion I demand the 


|, 48, nays 69. 


| So the House. refused to resolve itself into a 
| Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


|) Calendar. 


Mr. WALLEY, 
now adjourn, 
Mr. ‘THURSTON. 


| I move that the House do 
j : 
‘nays on that mation. 
l 

| 


I demand the yeas and 


Mr. TWEED. I demand tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuurcn- 
wet and Sappe were appointed, 
The question was taken; and the yeas and nays 
' were ordered; the tellers; having reported—ayes 
thirty-seven; more than, one fifth of a quorum. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wanrey’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
54, nays 79. 

So the House (at ten minutes to six o’clock, p. 
| m.) refused to adjourn. 
| Mr. FENTON. I move that the House re- 
; solve itselfinto a Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar; and on that motion 1 demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STRAUB. I move to lay that motion on 
the table; and onthat I call for the yeas and nays. 
| Phe SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
‘motion to lay upon the table is not in order, for 
the reason that the motion made by the gentleman 
from New York is of such a character that it may 
berepeated every ten minutes if the House should, 
in the interim, go to any other business, or if any 
‘other motion should be made. No advantage 
can, therefore, be gained to the House or to the 
mover by the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I would ask if the 
motion made by the gentleman from New York 
is in order, when there is already a motion pending 
to go into committee? 

The SPEAKER. There was such a motion 
pending half an hour ago, but the Chair is in- 
formed that it has been voted on, and the motion 


J ii of the gentleman from New York is in order. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The pending question is on | 


Mr. SKELTON. I move that when this 
; House adjourns, it adjourn to mect on Monday 
į next; and on that motion I ask for the yeas and 
i rh 

i ‘he SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
motion is out of order at this time. The ground 
upon which the Chair so decides is this: It is a 
; highly privileged motion, one more so than even 
a motion to adjourn, and takes precedence of that, 
: Thegentleman cannot, therefore, be deprived of his 


i right to have a vote of the House, before the ad- 


i jourament, upon the proposition to adjourn over. 
: Ifa motion were made at this moment to adjourn, 
' the proposition to adjourn till Monday next would 
_take precedence of it. The Chair thinks that isa 
fair and practical view of the subject, and one that 
certainly will deprive no gentleman of his right to 


: have a vote of the House upon a proposition to | 
j adjourn over, 


‘The question now is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Fenxron,] that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the W hole 
on the Private Calendar, on which the yeas and 
nays are demanded. 


Mr. RUFFIN. 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FENTON 
Barty of Virginia, were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
thirty-six in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GOODRICH. [ask to be excused from 
voting on this question. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what quéstion? On 
the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Fexron ?] 

Mr. GOODRICH. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
gentleman has a right to move that he be excused. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I make that motion. 

Mr. SKELTON. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

Mr. STRAUB. 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerrr and 
Fexron were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported thirty- 
four in the affirmative, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CUMMING. As Í have voted with the 


{I call for tellers on the yeas 


and 


I demand tellers on the yeas 


| majority here all the time—and I have been voting 
: till [am nearly half-dead—I want to make a sug- 


gestion, if T may be allowed to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman shall be heard? 

{Loud cries of ** Agreed !’’] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and the gentleman from New York will pro- 
ceed. 


Mr. CUMMING, I believe that this difficulty, 


| which we are now endeavoring tostraggle through, 


arises from a desire on the part of a very few gen- 
tlemen to make some remarks about this Nebraska 
question; and I really hope that the side to which 
l belong, the majority here, will consent, provided 
the other side will agree to postpone the Pacific 
railroad bill for one week from Tuesday, to let 
those gentlemen have the intermediate time to say 
what they please. 1 really hope the majority will 
agree to that. ' 

Mr. KERR. Weare all willing to do that. 

[Cries of ‘ Certainly !7} 

Mr. COBB. We will agree to that; now let 
gentlemen on the other side say if they willagree 
to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. What is the question be- 
fore the House? I object to all conversation that 
is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman New York 
asked and obtained the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a suggestion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I hope we shall 
now proceed with the regular business before the 


i the House. 


The SPEAKER. O 
proposition. 

Many Members. 

Mr. LETCHER. Who objects? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House, the gentleman from New York, 
being therefore in order, made a proposition to the 
House to postpone the special order, being the 
Pacific railroad bill, for one week, that the discus- 
sion might be continued upon the Nebraska bill. 

Mr. DEAN. Thopethat those who are opposed 
to the bill will accept that offer. 

[Cries of ** Good!’’} 

It is a fair proposition, and any man who does 
not accept it is liable to the charge of being a 
factionist. 

{Renewed cries of ‘Good!’ “Good!” and 
shouts of ‘* Order !”’ 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
the regular order of business, 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
Mr. Goonricu be excused from voting on Mr. 
Fryron’s motion; and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 35, nays 95. 

So Mr. Goopricy was not excused. 

The question recurring on Mr. Fen ron’s Mmo- 
tion that the House resolve iiself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, it 
was taken; and decided in the negative—yeas 53, 


bjection is made to the 


What proposition? 


I call for 


: nays 85. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that when the 
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House adjourns, it. adjourn to meet on Tuesday 
nert and on that motion Í demand. the yeas. and 


ays 

The SPEAKER. Less than an hour ago the 
Chair decided that that motion was not in order. 
The Chair thinks he is justified, under thecircum- 
stares, in making that decision, and begs leave 


to repeat that it is a very highly privileged mo- |; 


tion—even more so than the- motion to ‘adjourn 
itself. No member, therefore, can be deprived of 
his right to have a vote of the House upon such 
a motion before an adjournment takes piace. The 
Chair feels that this is a fairadministration of the 
rule, and decides the motion out of order until a 
motion to adjourn is made. Then it is in order 
and supersedes the motion to adjourn.. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
the House do now adjourn, and on-that_{ call for 
the yeas and nays. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL.. I now. move that when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Tues- 
day next; and.on that motion | demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WHEELER. Lask for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers, were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Vai were appointed. 

The Honse was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
thirty-nine in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and: nays. were ordered. 

Mr. WESTBROOK. lask leave to introduce 
a resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. [tried yester- 
day to make a suggestion myself, but was not 
permitted to do so. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold the gen- 


tleman-as strictly to the rule as he can. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Let the reso- 
lution be.read: for information. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No; 1 object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has a right to object, and as he objects, the reso- 
‘lution cannot be read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Would it be in order for 
me to move that the resolution. be read? > 

The SPEAKER... The Chair thinks not, as 
the resolution is not now before the body. 
question now is upon the motion of: the gentleman 
from Ohio, that when the House adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Tuesday next. 

Mr. ORR. Can that motion be entertained? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A motion was entertained 
yesterday to adjourn till Monday. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that the 


motion can be entertained. It has been the practice 


of each branch of Congress, when it desires to |! 


adjourn over for four whole days, to regard Sun- 
day as not one of the legislative days. 

Mr. SEWARD. Bat from to- -day till Tuesday, 
both days inclusive, is four days. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only states what 
has been the decision heretofore. Itis competent 
for the House to determine the question for itself, 

Mr. KERR. With great deference to the Chair, 
I hope the House will do so. 

The SPEAKER. If it is a constitutional ques- 
tion, each gentleman must, as a matter of course, 
decide it for himself. 

Mr. SEWARD. We can decide it as well on 
this vote as in any other way. 

The aan was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 50, nays 95. 


So the House refused to adjourn over until Tues- 


day next. 

The SPEAKER. The. question now. recurs 
upon the motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Upon that 
motion | demand the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were demanded, and ordered, upon the 
yeas and nays; and Messrs. Davis of Indiana, 
and CampBELL were appointed. 

The House being divided, the tellers reported— 
as thirty-three; noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays: were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 59, nays 82 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion for a call of the Houses 

Mr. MATTESON. Wil it now. be in order 
to:make a motion that the House adjourn over? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move, then, that. the 


The 


| and Parger were appointed, 


; House acquiesced in the decision, that that mo- 


; Maine insist apon his objection? 


J 


| whether there is a single objection, upon the part | 


! objected, as he had a right to do. | 


i rises in bis place, and insists upon his objection. 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania will be at liberty to 
i proceed with the remarks he desires to make. j 


| Parker were appointed. 


| 63, nays 85. 


i 
1 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| adjourn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | 
| 
i 
i 
1 


| House resolve itself intaa Committee of the Whole | 
onthe Private Calendar. 
Mr. BENSON. Upon that, motion: I demand |; 
tellers. 
Telers were ordered; and: Measta. Curmeman 


The tellers reported ayes forty, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER.. ‘That is less than a majority | 
of a quorum, and the motion is Jost. 

Mr. MATTESON... I move that. when. the | 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday. | 
next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided, and the | 


tion would be in order. 
Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and | 
nays upon the motion to adjourn over. | 
i 


THE OLIVE BRANCH’ INTENDED. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
make a proposition to the House, and I ask gen- 
tlemen to hear me. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I object. i 

Mr. PRATT. I hope the gentleman from ; 
Maine will withdraw his objection, until we hear | 
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
Wriaut] has to say. f 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman from Maine : 
does not know what I desire to state. j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 


Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion, which I think will meet the approbation of | 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


Mr. WASHBURN. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will excuse the Chair for declaring him 
to be out of order, as the gentleman from Maine li 


Discussion is, therefore, out of order. | 
The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll. ! 
Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw my objection, 
Mr. STRATTON. ‘The objection cannot be 

withdrawn, as the Clerk had commenced eallng | 

the yeas and nays. | 
The SPEAKER. The attention of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and the Flouse.is called 
for a singlemoment. ‘The Clerk had commenced 
calling the roll, and there had been one response. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. WASHBURN] | 

now rises in his place, and withdraws his objection, 

If it is the unanimous pleasure of the House, the | 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I was about to say: 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I withdraw my objec- 
tion for the reason that I understand the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania desires merely to propound 
an inquiry to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know | 


of any member, to the gentleman from Pennsy!- | 
vania proceeding with his remarks? ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. I object; I do not want any 
more ex parte statements. 

Mr. WRIGHT. [ have tendered the olive | 
branch; but they will not take it. | 
‘The SPEAKER. No motion, no proposition |: 

| 
| 


is in order, except by the unanimous consent of: 
the House, and it is not very orderly to stop call- i! 
ing the roll even in that case. ji 

The question was then taken; and decided in |! 
the negative—yeas 57, nays 88. 

So the House refused to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs.on ! 
the motion that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. [call for the yeas.and 
nays on that motion. it 

Mr.GOODRICH. Task for tellers on ordering : 
the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Keirr and | 


‘The House was then divided; and the tellers ij 
reported thirty-nine in the affirmative. j 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 


So the House refused to adjourn, 
Pending the announcement of the result: of the 
vote, 


i question of order, 


Mr.. WHEELER.. 
|| Speaker, that I have not aqui x 
my having. paired: off with’: Mrs ENG@ERSOL of 
ne until nine o; 'cloeke LO NATO W MOND: 


"in, WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania.. Mr. Speal 

er, E want to make, am gael with: respec: te 

question of order. ae T 
The SPEAKER. :Thegeptleman, from. P 

sylvania_will state his question of order. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 1-understand, Mr. Speaker, 


| that, under the-arder of business, the Pacific, rail- 


road bill will be, on Tuestay, the special onder. 


: of the day. Now, my inquiry. to. the, Chair is 

i this: if the House shal! continue its session, over. 

i Monday,. what effect would the continuance, of 
1 ord 


that session have on. the speci 


Mr. CAMPBELL. . Mi 


“fee to a 


The SPEAKER. The i ‘from Ohio 
will state his question of order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. TI object, Mr. peaker, to, 
this way of effecting an'objeet, ~*~ 
Mr. WRIGHT.” Mr: penker IN 
The SPEAKER, (interrupting. ) Phe’ peine 


i man from Ohio rises to a question of order, and: 


the Chair is compelled to sustain that question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, having beer: 
requested to-do ao, | withdraw my objection. 

Mr. WRIGHT: Then, Mr. ‘Speaker, 1 renew: 
my question of order: ` 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Oh; theréis no necessity: 
We will take up and, dispose of this question of 
order when we reach it.. It will'be time enough 
next week for that. p PERAE A pieg 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about: to 
observe, that he must so far regard his Position AS 
to withhold his decision of questions’ iy advances 
The Chair will be preparéd to decide them when. 


they. arise. 
The question tenirite où the motion that there 
i bea call ll of the House-—— 
Mr. CAMPBELL. ` On that [call for the ‘yeas 
and nays. 
Mr. GOODRICH. I ask tellers on the yeag 
and nays, eS GY E 


CaMenEEE 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs 
and Goobricn were appointed," 

The Hoase was divided; and the tellers reported’ | 
thirty seven in the'affirmative. ; 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 5 

The question was then taken on the motion for 


'acall of the House; and it was decided'i in thie negi 


ative—yeas 57, nays 90. 

Pending the announcement of the result’ of the 
vote, 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Mtr: Speaker, É 
have not voted, as: Ihave paired.’ ‘off with Mr. 
Watts, of Wisconsin.’ 

Also, pending the- snnsuneeniehl: of: thei vate’ 
Mr. CLINGMAN was standing on the platform of 


i the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 


I rise, Mr. Speaker, toa 


| his question, 


Mr. WHEELER. Icall the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Cuiseman] to order. It is 
not in order for members to stand at. the Clerk ’s 


ii desk while the roll is being called: 


The SPEAKER. No; it is not in order for 
gentlemen to approach the Clerk’s desk while. the 
Clerk is calling the-rolh =- : 

The gentleman from North Carolina’ resumed 
his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 


l the motion to excuse the. gentleman:from Maine. 


[Mr. Wasnsurn] from voting on the motian to 


i lay on the table the resolution clósing debate on 
i the Nebraska bill. 


Mr. MACE, (at fifteen minutes of nineo! ’clock,) 
p.m.) I move that the House do now. adjourn; 


: and on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. CAMPBELL.. L think, Mr. Speaker, 
that when the House adjourns, it should adjourn 
to meet on Tuesday next; and | make the motion 
that it do so, ‘ 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 beg to propound an 
interrogatory to the Chair. 1 desire to know, Mr; 
Speaker, whether, if we should now: adjourn: to. 


|| to-morrow at twelve o’clock, the business. which 


is now before the. House. would not bethe. fret 
business in order to-morrow. `: 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. 
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ness first in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR.: Then, I think, Mr. Speaker, | 
that the House ought now to adjourn over, as it 
is evident to every gentleman that we can accom- |: 
plish nothing as we are now going on. ! 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL, .'I made objection to prop- |i 
ositions coming from the other side; and I do so | 
with that of my célleague. I object to this. | 

The SPEAKER, Then the question ison the || 
motion to adjourn over till Tuesday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And on that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GOODRICH. Task for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and CLineman were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
forty-three in Phe affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to announce that I am unwell, and that I 
have consequently paired off with Mr. Smita, of 
New York. I think that that is a pretty safe 

OU 


P 
Mr. COBB. Oh, very good, indeed. [Laugh- 


ter. ; : 
ike. BENSON. “ Birds of a feather flock to- 
gether.” [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. STUART. Mr. Speaker, E ask whether |j 
it is in order or parliamentary to pair off in this 
way generally ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees nothing in 
the rules which recognizes the right of members 
to pair off. 

‘The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 47, nays 97. 

So the House refused to adjourn, when it ad- 
journs, until Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Orr.) The 
uestion recurs upon the motion of the gentleman 
rom Indiana, [Mr. Maceg,] that the House do 

now adjourn, 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the Flouse 
do now resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
adjourn takes precedence, and must first be put. 

Mr.SAGE. Idemand the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Tuesday next; and it was decided in the nega- 
tives~yeas 47, nays 97. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Onn.) The 
question now recurs upon the motion of the gen- | 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Mace,] that the Elouse 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House do 
now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
adjourn takes precedence, and must be first put || 
and disposed of, 

Mr. SAGE. I call forthe yeasand nays upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STUART, of Georgia. 
mation I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tayor of 
New York, and Tayror of Tennessee, were 
appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty-three in the afirmative, (a suflicient num- 
ber, 

S} the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 61, nays 85 i 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question || 
now recurs upon the motion to excuse the gentle- || 
i 

i 


The SPEAKER. Yes; that would be the busi- | 
i 
i 


And upon that 


man from Maine {Mr. Wasusurn] from voting 
upon the proposition of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banxs] to lay upon the table the 
resolution of the gentleman from Mlinois, [Mr. 
RICHARDSON. | 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House 
now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. ~ 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that mo 
yeas and nays. 


tion I demand the 


Mr. MORGAN. And upon that proposition 
I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and CuuRcHWELL were appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 


‘reported forty in the affirmative, (a sufficient | 
; number.) : 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
Pending this motion, : 
Mr. CAMPBELL said: Jt is now getting well 


| on in the evening, and 1 move that the House do 


now adjourn. 

Mr. HOWE. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I ask for tellers upon 
the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FAULKNER, 
and Perkins of New York were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 


for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported | 
forty-one in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) į 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Pending this motion, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. PRINGLE. Upon that motion I demand 


| the yeas and nays. 


Mr. SAGE. And I ask for tellers upon the 


| call for yeas and nays. 


Mr. SEWARD. I rise toa question of order, 


| The motion to adjourn over until Tuesday is a | 
| motion to adjourn for more than three days, and 
is not in order, under the rules. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker 
has decided otherwise, and the Chair overrules the 
point of order, ` 

Mr. SEWARD. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. [Laughter.]. 

Tellers were then ordered; and Messrs. Cox 


i and Eastman were appointed. 


The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported ayes forty-nine, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn over; and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas 49, nays 93. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. SEYMOUR gave notice that he had paired 
off with Mr. Zoniicorrer. 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that the House do now adjourn, upon which the 
yeas and nays had been ordered. i 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 54, nays 80. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Evesrrox,] that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar; upon which the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I ask to be excused from 
voting upon that motion. 

Mr.SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 

Mr. BROOKS. I demand tellers upon ordering 


| the yeas and nays. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I rise to a question of or- 
der. ask that no man shall be recognized as 


| demanding tellers unless he rises upon his feet 


and makes the motion. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
endeavor to enforce the rule. 
Mr. WALSH. | rise to a question of order, 


I demand to know whether any man has theright | 


to get up here and raise questions of order with- 
out reducing them to writing ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any member 


| raising a question of order must reduce it to wri- | 


any member. 


ting, if required by 
Well, sir, I require that the 


Mr. WALSH. 


| gentleman from Ohio shall reduce his question of 


order to writing. 
‘Pellers were ordered; and Messrs. PENNINGTON 


| and CrincMaNn appointed. : : 
The House was then divided upon seconding ; 


the demand for the yeas and nays; and the tellers 
reported forty-one in the affirmative, (a sufficient 
number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PECK, (at a quarter past ten o'clock, p. 
m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOWE. I rise to a question of order. I 


The Chair will | 


i l 
| understand the gentleman from Vermont asks to 


l| be excused from voting upon the motion to go 
| into Committee on the Private Calendar. Now, 
sir, I desire to inquire whether the gentleman has 
| assigned any reason for making his request. He 
may have a very good reason—— 

(Cries of “ Order!” “ Order !?*] % 

Mr. KERR. I rise to a question of order. It 
is not a legitimate point of order that the gentle- 
man is making. Itis but another pretext for con- 
suming time. I object to it. 7 

Mr. SAGE. I rise to a privileged question. 1 
move that when the [Louse adjourns, it adjourn to 
i meet on Monday next; and I demand the yeas 
land nays upon that motion. ~ 
ii Myr. PECK. Idemand the yeasand naysupon 
|| my motion that the House adjourn. 

' The yeas and nays were ordered upon Mr. 
Sace’s motion. 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 48, nays 73. : 

So the House refused to adjourn over till Mon- 
|| day next. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Prex’s 
motion that the House do now adjourn; upon 
which the yeas and nays had been demanded. 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. {call for tellers 
upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered and Messrs. CHAMBERLAIN 
i| and Asung were appointed, 
| Mr, KEITL. | rise to make an inquiry. One 

of my friends upon the other side suggested to me 
| something about an increase of mileage in con- 
| sequence of their journeys through the tellers. I 
i| will inquire how much increase the rules will 
|; allow them? [Langhter.] 

li The SPEAKER protempore. It is not the pro- 
i vince of the Chair to determine the question of the 
|! mileage of members, That is a question which 
more properly comes under the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Mileage. 

| The House was then divided upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and the tellers reported forty-four 
in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was taken upon the motion that 
ii the House adjourn; and decided in the negative— 
i, yeas 58, nays 68. 

‘| So the House refused to adjourn. 

| The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
| the motion that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
|! Meacsam] be excused from voting on the motion 
li of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EDGERTON] 
| 

| 


! that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
|| resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
‘| on the Private Calendar. 
1 Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
i| there be a call of the House. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. 
i| yeasand nays on that motion. 
Mr. VAIL. 1 demand tellers on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MATTESON 
i and Rowe were appointed. 
The Elouse was then divided; and the tellers 
! reported ayes forty-four, more than one fifth of a 
| quorum. i 
| So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was then taken on Mr. Wasu- 
| BuRN’s motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 
| 41, nays 81. 
f: 
| 


I move that 


I demand the 


So the House refused to order a call. 

The SPEAKER. The question again recurs on 
| the motion that the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
‘| Mxacutam] beexcused. ‘The yeas and nays have 
"already been ordered on the question. 
| Mr. WALLEY. I move that the House do 
i now adjourn. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that when the 
, House adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next. 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand the 
yeas and nays. i 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
the yeas and nays. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Peck and 
| FavtKner were appointed. 
| The House was then divided; and the tellers 
|| reported—-ayes forty-two, more than one fifth of 
a quorum. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Atthe suggestion of friends 
of the bill on the other side, I withdraw my mo- 
tion to adjourn till Monday next for the present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. “A number of the oppo- 
nents of the measure under consideration have 


l demand tellers on 
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signified their desire that they might have until 
to-morrow to deliberate on their course in this 
matter. 

[Cries of ‘Give us until Monday!” «Nos toz 
morrow !’7] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Until to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We shall want sometime | 
for sleep. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With the view of afford- 
ing them the opportuntty they wish, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

{Cries of. “ Let us‘ adjourn until.Monday!”’ 
t“ To-morrow is time enough F’ as well as others, 
were heard amid the prevailing confusion in the 
Hall.) 

Mr. HUNT. 
to listen to me. 

The SPEAKER, (Mr. Orr in the Chair.) The 


I ask the gentleman from Hlinois 


gentleman will suspend until order be restored in. 


the Hall. 

After members had, to some extent, resumed 
their seats,” 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair recognizes 
the s gentleman from Louisiana. 

HUNT. Will the gentleman fiom: -Minois 
beak me to say a word? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly, sir. 

[Cries of  That’s right!” “ Hear him !”] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
man with great pleasure. 

Mr. HUNT. The friends of union and con- 
stitutional liberty are anxious to bring this matter 
to an amicable conclusion. As one of them, it is 
the strongest wish of my heart. If you will ad- 
journ, gentlemen, until Monday, you will give us 
full time for conferring with our friends. 

I belong to no clique. I am associated with no 
caucus. Ihave no factious feeling in my bosom. 
I speak as a patriot for the good of my country. 
If you will join me in the same spirit of liberty, 
in the same feeling of friendship, I will unite with 
you to bring about an end which I believe will 
promote the harmony and welfare of the whole 
country. lask you, gentlemen, to accede to that 
proposition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would myself most 
gladly accede to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Louisiana; but- my friends on this side of 
the House have advised me to the course which I 
have renny, indicated. When assembled here 
to-morrow, | trast that we can discuss and arrange 


preliminaries which will lead to the result—as de- | 
sirable to me as it is to the gentleman from Louisi- ! 


ana. 


do it 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia.. I wish to say 
a single word of reply to the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

[Cries of ** Go on!” “ Hear him at 

Mr. STEPHENS. While the gentleman from 
Louisiana may occupy the position he states, yet 
he cannot speak for those who have been ob- 
structing the business of the House. 

Mr. HUNT. Ọne word as to that. Several 
gentlemen connected with those who have been 
acting here to-day as opponents of the bill have 
requested me to consider what plan I could devise 


I sincerely trust that we may be able to 


to bring this matter to an amicable adjustment. . 


It is for that reason that I have some hope of 
success. But I do think that it would be reason- 
able in the gentleman to accede to what I have 
proposed. 

[Cries of ‘* Question !”? “ Question !’7] 

Mr. STEPHENS, I have but one other re- 
mark; that is, the gentleman cannot speak for | 
them, and I state it with all due respect; that while 
he wishes harmony, and while he does not desire 
unnecessarily to obstruct legislation, yet he must 


see that there is a determination among a large | 


art of those who act with him—without any 
armony of feeling on that point, I have no doubt, 
but still acting with him—who continuously intend 
to throw obstructions in the way of the passage 
of the bill, 
Mr. CULLOM. I would ask the gentleman 
and the House to allow me to say a word? 
(Cries of ‘* Hear him!’?] 
Mr. CULLOM. I have been acting, Mr. 


Speaker, firmly with those who have resisted || 


what I, for one, have regarded as an attempt in 
some degree to stifle debate on this very important | 
question. I have been actuated by no factious | 
feeling. I have, from the first, been determined to 


I yield to the gentle- 
l | 


i 
i 
| 
i 


j 


i 


resort to nothing disorganizing to défeat the passage 
of this bill, if it be the deliberate intention-of a ma- 
jority of the House thatit shall pass this ordeal; 

but, sir, I have thought that we have not had that 
fall discussion yet which the importance of the 
question deserves. When that discùssion ‘shall 
have been exhausted, I am not one of those who 
will stand in the way and impede the legitimate 
legislation of the country. 

Tow far I may yield my opposition to the bill 
I am not prepared to say; but I will say to the 
gentleman from Georgia, and I will say to this 
House, and to the country, that I have been 
prompted in all that I have done, and I will be 
prompted in all that I may do, by a desire to per- 
fect this measure, so that it may redound to the 
greutest possible good of the country. If it be 
consummated, then my opposition shall cease. 

Mr. STEPHENS, One word. The gentle- 
man says that he wants full discussion. J will 
not moot the question with that gentleman how 
long he would want the bill discussed; perhaps 
two months, or six months. The House, Mr. 
Speaker, must bethe judge of that question. It has 
been so for ten years. We have had questions of 
peace, and questions of war taken after less debate: 
than has already been permitted on this measure. 
A majority of the body think that enough of the 
public time has been taken up in speeches. ‘Then 
the gentleman does not wish to offer factious op- 
position to the bill when a miajority have thus 
expressed themselves!‘ I think that the will 
of the majority should be carried out in closing 
debate on the subject. So they have determined. 
The pending question before the House is, wheth- 
er debate shall be closed. We were willing to 
have extended the time for discussion to another 
week, contrary to the judgment of the House. 
But what I say is, that there are men here with 
whom the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cur- 
Lom] is acting, who will not agree to a week, who 
will not agree to a month, who will not agree to a 
year. Yes, Mr. Speaker, there are men acting 

with that gentleman who declare that their object 
is faction. 
coming from a neighboring city which, | think, is 
calculated to startle and alarm the people of this 
country and the members of this House—at least, 
to awaken suspicion as to what is their legitimate 


obje 

Nie “CULLOM. I hope the gentleman does not 
consider me chargeable with whatever of. faction 
there may be by those who by chance happen to 
act with me. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not at all. I am only 
telling the gentleman that while he occupies the 
position which he has spoken of, the majority of 
the House must look to what they may ultimately 
expect from this other outside faction. We must 
look facts sternly in the face; and we do know 
that there is a class of gentlemen 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I call the gentleman from 
Georgia to order. If there be discussion allowed, 
I muet have a hand in it. 

. HUNT, One word, Mr. Speaker, 

[Cries of Order!” « There is no debatable 
question D”? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia is called to order. The Chair sustuins the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio. 
He has indulged this discussion, in the hope that 
it might lead to some profitable result. He in- 
dulged gentlemen in suggestions until the question 
of order has been made. It is the duty of the 
Chair now toenforceorder. Debate is out of order, 
; because there is no debatable proposition before 
the House. The question pending is on the motion 
of the gentleman from lilinois, [Mr. RicHaRpson,] 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I simply ‘desire, Mr. 
Speaker, as this whole matter is out of order, with 
the consent of the House, to inquire of the gentle- 
man from gero 

Mr. SEWARD 
der. 

[Cries of “ Order !” from all parts of the Hall.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, amidst much confusion, 
said: I shall resist this measure to the bitter end. 
I say so, never minding the genneman who calls 
me to order. 

[Cries of “ Order P’] 

Mr. SEWARD. There are other places in- 
stead of this where personal difficulties may be 
settled. 


I call the gentleman to or- 


And we have heard the proclamation, 


| 


4 


[Members here’ crowded. eind Mr. Camp- 
BELL. Many got on the tops of the desks, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ttell gentleme th hall 
resist this measure with all thé „powe t 
to the bitter end ` = 

The SPEAKER: The House: willicometo 
order. The Sergeant-at-Arms will preserve’ order. 

(Members still continued crowding around Mr. 
Campre.t.] 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair calls on all lovers 
of order to preserve order in the Hall. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms, with ‘the mace of; the 
House, proceeded to compel members to resume 
their seats and preserve order. 

The SPEAKER. Those who are disorderly 
are acting in contempt of the House. 

{Cries of “Down from the desks!’"} 

Order was now partially restored. 

Mr. DEAN. I call for the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mos 
tion of the gentleman from Minois that the House" 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that when: the. Hotse 
adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next. = 

Mr. HUNT. By leave. of. the House, 1 wish 
to say a word, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend 
fora moment. . | 

Mr. SEWARD,- E want to, saya. word. 

The SPEAKER: Objection has been made on 
all sides to further debate. ‘There is no debatable 
question before the Flouse. -The Chair. must 
enforce the rule. 

r. SEWARD. . 
ate 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ‘is’ “out of 
order, and cannot be heard. If the gentleman 
desires to submit a point of order, the Chair will 
entertain it. 


I do not propose ‘to “make a 


Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the motion fos 
adjournment over, jiu 
Mr. PARKER. Irenew it. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now state 
the question. It has been moved by the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the House do now adjourn. 
The gentleman from Indiana moves that when the 
House adjourns, it be to meet on: Monday next. 
The question will be first taken on the motion for 
adjournment over.: ; : 

[Cries of “ Withdraw the motion’ to adjourn’ 


over! y 
Ni ARKER. I withdraw my motion. , 
MACE. I rise toa question of order. 
My point is, that the gentleman from Hlinois (Mr. 
RICHARDSON] has made a fair proposition to the 
House, and I think that we ought to agree to it: 
hey SPEAKER. Thatis hardly a questioi of 
order. 

(Cries of “ Itig the: right question; though py 

Mr. HUNT. Friends and gentlemen 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair must admonish 
the gentleman from Lonisiana, in all kindness, that 
debate has been objected to. "The Chair. will pró- 
pound the interrogatory to the House: whether 
there is unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to proceed ?* 

[Cries of ‘* Consent !”] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I was intér- 
rupted by objection. "Before I had finished what f 
had to say, È was called,to order. I object to the 
gentleman’s going on, unless the same prey 
be allowed me. j 

[Cries of “Question ”] 

‘Mr. HUNT. -l appeal to the courtesy of the 
gentleman from Georgia to allow me to reply toa 
part of the statement “which has been made. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object, unless all can be 
heard. mn 

The SPEAKER. No further debate can be 
allowed. ` 

Mr. SEWARD. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
| the yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and the Chair decided thit it was cattied 
in the affirmative. [Applause.] 

Thereupon the House adjourned” (at twenty- 
seven minutes to twelve o 'élock, p.m. J uniti tox 
i morrow at twelve, m 


I demand tellers on 


I withdraw the demand for 
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IN SENATE. 
Frivay, May 12, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion by Mr. CHASE, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns. to-day, it ad- 

journ to meet on Monday next. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

_ Mr. WELLER presented the petition of George 
W Torrence, a soldier in the late war with Mex- 
ico, praying compensation for injuries received in | 
the discharge of his duty, and. for extra services | 
rendered at the National Bridge, in Mexico; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition signed by a | 
large number of citizens of New York, against ; 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise; which | 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT. ! 


Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. There is no quorum present, . | 
Mr, WELLER. 
nays on that motion. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 10, nays 15; as follows: 

VYEAS—Mesars. Allen, Atehison, Bright, Chase, Clay, | 
James, Johnson, Pearce, Walker, and Wright—L0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Clayton, Dawson, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Mallory, Morton, Pettit, 
Pratt, Rask, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, and 
Weller—15, 

_ The PRESIDENT. There is no quorum vot- 
ing. 

‘Mr. WALKER. There is no quorum voting, 
and we might as. well adjourn, ‘I therefore move 
that we do now. adjourn. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 ask for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. It is but a few minutes past twelve 
o’clock; and we know the exciting position of the | 
other House, and that Senators have gone. there 
to look on. They will be here in afew moments, 
and we shall be able to. proceed: with business. Ij 
hope the Senate will not adjourn. j 

ne fifth of the Senators present not voting for | 
taking the question by yeas.and nays, they were | 
nat ordered. 

The motion was agreed to; and.the Senate ad- 
journed. to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Sarurpay, May 13, 1854. 
The House met at twelve.o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henny SLICER. 


The Clerk proceeded to read yesterday ’s Journal. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Journal is very unin- 
teresting. Its parts are all the same, and { move 
that its. further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES, of New. York. I object. i 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made, and the | 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the Journal. | 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the | 
Journal during half an hour. | 

Mr. HENDRICKS. | renew. my mation that 
the further reading of the Journal be dispensed | 
with. Itis very uninteresting; and certainly no | 
gentleman can wantit read. 1 would appeal to | 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Jones] to | 
withdraw his objection. * 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would state that: 
if the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with, it would still be in order to amend any por- 
tion ofit * 

Mr. COBB. [am of theopinion that the Jour- |! 
nal had better be read. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would appeal .to. the 
gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

{Cries of “ No!” * Object? “ Read the Jour- 
na} i? 

The Journal of yesterday was then read through. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. MAURICE. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a | 
privileged question. | desire that the Journal may || 
be corrected in that stage in which it refers to | 
those proceedings of the House night before last, 
when I asked to be excused from voting on the |; 
motion that there be acall of the House. The | 

- Journal correctly describes two portions of thos 
proceedings, but omits what I submit isan essen 


Let. us: have- the- yeas and ! 


Prayer 


ii posed to take an appeal from his decision, which 


ii Journal should. set forth these facts. 


'| that L moved to reconsider; but it does not set 


| minutes of that portion of the proceedings of the 
| House. 


! ton was involved in the decision already pending. 


| appeals could not be pending at oue time.” 


jon it. 


tial feature of the matter. il 


the. circumstances. 
there be a call of the. House. I dsked to be ex- 
cused from voting. on that motion, The House 
ordered the yeas and. nays on my motion. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CLINGMAN] 
suggested that it was not in order to permit me to 
ask to be excused from voting.. The Chair sus- 
tained the point of order raised by that gentleman. 
An appeal was taken from that decision. The 
Speaker entertained the appeal. A motion was 
then made that the appeal be laid upon the table. 
I asked to be excused from voting on that motion. 
The Speaker decided that it was not in order 
for me to ask to be-excused. Thereupon I pro- 


he ruled out of order. 1 then voted on a motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina to lay the 
appeal on the table. J voted with the majority. 
I did so in order that I might move to reconsider. 
I did move to reconsider, and the Chaiy ruled that 
motion out of order. All I desire is, that the | 
It does set 

forth that I asked to be excused from voting, and 


forth the intermediate appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. lask that the Journal may be corrected: 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read his 


The Clerk read his minutes, as follows: 


“ Pending the question, on motion by Mr. CIINGMAN to 
Jay the appeal on the table, Mr. Maurice asked to be ex- 
cused from voting thereon. ‘The Speaker decided that the 
motion was notin order, on the ground that the same ques- 
From 
this latter decision Mr. Maurice proposed to appeal, which 
the Speaker refused to entertain, on the ground that two 


Mr. MAURICE. That would be satisfactory 
to me, but the Clerk tells me that he has no power 
to enter it on the Journal without the consent of 
the House. 

TheSPEAKER. Motions made, and on which 
there has been no action of the House, do not go 
upon the Journal. 
not enter what occurred at the time to which the 
gentleman has referred. ln this connection, the 
gentleman from New York regards it as import- 
ant thatthe minutes of the Clerk should be entered 


upon the Journal; and the Chair is of the opinion | 


that it would not be inappropriate to enter them 
It isasimple question. [tis for the House 
to say whether or not they shall be entered upon 
the Journal. 

{Cries of “ Consent!” “ Consent!?”] 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
Chair will order the minutes of the Clerk to be 
entered upon the Journal. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question will then be 
put to the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. l have not looked 
atthe reportin the Globe. It is true that that 
record is not provided for by the Constitution, but 
it is by the order of the House. Stis as efficient 
and reliable for what takes place here, and as 
of good authority as the Journal, save that it does | 
not pass under the inspection of the House. I sup- 
pose that the reporters for that paper have correctly 
reported the proceedings, and I have no doubt 
that their report will be entirely satisfactory to 
the gentleman from New York, who is interested 
in this matter. [fit be the same to him it would 
be better for the Fouse to preserve the proper 
mode of keeping the Journal. Yet, if the gentle- 
man desires it, I have no objection to the Clerk’s 
minutes being entered on the Journal in reference 
to the matter indicated. For all practical purposes 
the Globe will be as of good authority to him as | 
the Journal. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the affirmative. 

So the House ordered that the Journal should 
be amended as indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question before 
the House is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Wasuxsurn] that he be excused from 
voting upon the motion made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banus] to lay the res- 
olution closing debate upon the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was | 
agreed to. 

So Mr. Wasnsurn was excused. 


For that reason the Clerk did | 
| 


The question recurred upon the motion to. lay 
| the resolution on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Before that 
question is taken, I move that there bea call of 
the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
nays on that motion. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I demand tellers on the yeas: 
and nays. 

[Cries of «Oh, no!” and Withdraw that !”"] 

Mr. BRIDGES. I cannot withdraw it. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Var and 
WHEELER were appointed, i 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported thirty- 
eight in the affirmative. 

So the yeas ard nays were ordered. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. NORTON. 
on that motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I risetoa privileged ques- 
tion. The House is evidently much fatigued, 
and I therefore move that when the House ad- 
journs, it.adjoura to meet on Tuesday next; and 
on that motion | ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Wasusurn] moves that there be a call of the 
House. The gentleman from New York {Mr. 
Marreson] moves that the House adjourn; and 
upon that motion demands the yeas and: nays. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr, CAMPBELL] moves 
that when this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Tuesday next; and upon that motion demands 
the yeas and nays. The latter motion will be put 
| first. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered, 
| Mr. HIBBARD demanded tellers upon the yeas 
j and nays. 
| he SPEAKER. It is too late to demand 
i tellers. ; 
| The question was then taken upon Mr. Camp- 
j BELL’ s motion; and there were—y eas 52, nays 139. 
| 
| 


I ask for the yeas and 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 

Mr. HUNT. With the indulgence of the 
House, I will make a personal explanation. A 
| friend has handed me the Union this morning. I 
| read a paragraph headed “ Adjournment of the 
| House.” 


« At twelve o’clock Jast night the session of the House 
| of Representatives was brought toa sudden and unexpected 
i close. The factious course of a few of the prominent men 
i in the minority bad finally created such indiguation among 
| the reasonable men of their own side, and among the ma- 
| jority of the House, that Mr. Hunt, of Louisiana, one of 
| the opponents of the bill, rose in his place, and, seconded 
by Mr. Cunrom, of Tennessee, and others of his friends, 
proposed to the majority that inasmuch as he aad those 
| for whom he spoke did not desire to be factions, or to em- 
barrass the majority, a satisfactory arrangement would be 
made ifan adjournment could be had till to day. Colonel 
RICHARDSON, on the part of the friends of the bill, ac- 
cepted the proposition, and, on his motion, the House ad- 
journed till twelve o’clock to-day.” 


This article is a total misrepresentation of my 
feelings and conduct. I find in this morning’s 
Globe a report, substantially correct, of what I 
did say, which | now wish to read to the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] permit me to make a 
remark? I state that] know nothing of the arti- 
cle in the Union. 

Mr. HUNT. Iwould be ashamed to suppose 
that the gentleman would be guilty of sucha thing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before the gentleman 
from Louisiana subittmed any remarks, I myself 
made the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HUNT. Certainly. That stamps the 
falsehood from the right quarter. I desire, with 
the indulgence of the House, to read what 1 did 
_ say, that the country may not be led into an error 
‘ integard to it. I desire to say that I stigmatized 
no opponents of the bill as factious. 1 expressed 
: noindignation either directly or indirectly, express- 


i ly or by implication, against their course. The 
| language I used is substantially reported in the 


: Globe of this morning; and [ will now read it to 
| the House: 
“The friends of union and constitutional liberty are 
i anxious to bring this matter to an amicable conclusion. 
As one of thein, itis the strongest wish of my heart. If 
you will adjourn, gentlemen, uatil Monday,” H 
—this paper (the Union) says “till this morn- 
ing? 
“ you will give us full time for conferring with our friends. 
tc T belong tonoclique. Lam associated with no caucus. 
Í have no factious feelingin my bosom. I speak as a patriot 
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for the good of my country. Ifyou will join me in the j 


same spirit of liberty, in the same feeling of friendship, [ 
will unite with you to bring about an end which I believe 
will promote the harmony and welfare of the whole coun- 
try. Iask you, gentlemen, to accede to that proposition.”? 

The House heard me with indulgence; and I 
thank them for their kindness in hearing me now. 
The House adjourned, unhappily, I think, till this 
morning. I find a fair disposition towards an 


amicable conclusion of the difficulty in those gen- į 


tlemen with whom I have had an opportunity of 
conversing this morning;. but the time allowed to 
us has not been sufficient for ascertaining the opin- 
ions of gentlemen, or for quieting their feelings. 
I move, therefore, after this indulgence—if the 
Houge allow me to do so—that this House now 
adjourn till Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the 
gentleman from Louisiana, that the result of the 
last vote. of the House has not been announced; 
-and, besides that, there is at present pending a 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HUNT. Perhaps the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Marreson] will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL, (interrupting.) Mr. 
Speak er—— 

‘(Cries of “Order!” and “ Question !’’] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let us have the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. [only desire to ask 
the gentleman from Louisiana one single ques- 
tion, 

Mr. ORR. I object. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope the gentleman 
from South Carolina will withdraw his objection. 
I only want to propound a single question to the 
gentleman from Louisiana. Ido not want to get 
into a discussion. 

‘Mr. ORR. The qüestion would be sure to give 
rise to debate; and 1 must insist on my objection. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, (persisting.) “I have 
only'a single question to ask, and I hope the gèn- 
tleman from South Carolina will permit me to do 


so. , 

The SPEAKER. Objection has not been with- 
drawn; and the gentleman from Tennessee cannot 
proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER then announced the result of 
the vote taken on the motion of Mr. CAMPBELL 
to adjourn till Tuesday, to be decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 52, nays 139. 

So the House refused to adjourn over till Tues- 
day next. $ 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Marreson, that the House do now adjourn; upon 
which the yeas and nays had been demanded. 

Several Memsers. Tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the yeas and 
nays. ; 

[Cries of “ No! “ Not”) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the call for the 

yeas and nays. 


Mr. ORR. I demand tellers on the motion to 
adjourn. : 
Mr. WALSH. I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. ORR. The yeas and nays have been just 
refused, 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, what is the 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 

question when the House comes to order. : 
“, The motion is that the House do now adjourn. 
The yeas and. nays were demanded, and refused 
by'the House. ‘The question now is, shall there 
be'tellers upon the motion that the House do now 
adjourn? 

Tellers were then ordered; and Messrs. Camp- 
BELL and CLineman were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers at 
first announced 89 in the affirmative and 90 in the 
negative. Several members afterwards. passed 
between the tellers, and they were reported, both 


in the affirmative and negative, some by Mr. | 


CamrPBELL and some by Mr. CLINGMAN. 
-Here several members called upon the: tellers 
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for a report; but the tellers, appearing not to agree 
upon the number, made no joint report. ` 

Mr. TWEED. As there appears to be a disa- 
greement, I call for a recount. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL (one of the tellers) said: 
There is no difficulty. : 

Mr. ORR. I ask if the tellers can say how 
many there are in the affirmative, and how many 
in the negative? If they cannot, I ask for a re- 


count. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (one of the tellers.) I can- 
not tell how many there are, because I have be- 
come confused in footing up the ayes and noes. 

Mr. ORR. It is the duty of the tellers to 
report the number. I ask them to make the 
report; and if they cannot, I ask for a recount. 

Several members here appearing to call upon 
the Clerk to know the number of votes which had 
been reported by the tellers, as they progressed in 
the count— 

The SPEAKER said: The House will agree 
with the Chair in the opinion that the tellers can 
throw no partof the responsibility of deciding the 
number of votes upon a third person, (meaning 
the Clerk.) The tellers will report the number, 
if they can; and the Chair will act upon that re- 
port, Upon the tellers alone rests the responsi- 
bility of reporting the number of votes, upon 
which the Chair will act. 

Members now crowded around the tellers, and 
considerable confusion ensued. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask that the 
Chair will require members to take their seals. 

The SPEAK ER. The Chair does require them 
to take their seats. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I rise to a privileged motion, 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The, Chair decides that 
motion to be out of order. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I demand that the 
tellers shall report. ` 

Mr. FAULKNER.: The tellerscannotreport. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then I demand a 
recount, ' 
Mr. CLINGMAN. There have been so many 
votes withdrawn that I have lost the count, and Í 
cannot tell how the vote stands. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do know that the vote 
stands—ayes 98, noes 92. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I did not think exactly in 
the same way; I do not, however, know; and if I 
were to report, it would be mere guess-work, 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Does the Chair decide that 
it is not in order to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did so decide. 

Mr. OLDS. Is it not in order to move that 
there be a recount? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in his opinion, 
has the right to order a recount, and he makes 
that order. 

Mr. BANKS. 
time? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to make a single sug- 
gestion, if the House will allow me. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ORR. I objected to my friend from Ten- 
nessee making remarks; I must now object to my 
friend from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BANKS. I wish merely to make a single 
suggestion. . 

Mr. ORR. ! object to the gentleman, as I did 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. All debate is out of order. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will try and relieve the House 
from its present embarrassment. I would ask that 
my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] will with- 
draw his motion that the House do now adjourn, 


Is the House dividing at this 


in order that I may submit the motion, that when | 


the House adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next; 
and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Is it competent, to 


have a recount? ` ; 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already! 


stated that when the 
would be a recount. ee AAS ges 
Mr. BANKS. I would appeel: tomy. friend 


House: came to order 


l| from South Carolina. to withdraw hia ohjeerion, 


so that I may make a single suggestion. ` 
Mr. WALSH. I object to the’ gentleman's 
proceeding. : Bb ued Fe 
The question was again put on the. motion to 
adjourn, and Mr. Campse.t,. one of the tellers, 
reported -ayes eighty. ie an 
r. HENN. I rise.to a question.of order, 
After the affirmative vote is announced ‘by. the 
tellers, and the negative vote is called for; can 
further affirmative votes be received ?: I:hold that 
they cannot, 7 wed 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman ‘will. con- 
sult the record, he will find that the-uniform. prage 
tice has been to. receive votes’ on either side until 
the result was announced by the Chair. i 4 
Mr. HENN. I know that. that has been the 
practice; but is it in accordance with the rules. . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair. overrules: the 
gentleman’s pointof order. ney. 
The tellers then reported ninety-five in the. neg= 
ative, : eet a 
So the House refused to adjourn. ; ; 
The question recurred on the motion that there 


s 


be a call of the House, on which the yeas and nays | 


had been ordered, : 
Mr: SAGE. I move that I be excused from: 
voting on that question. 0 
Mr. DICKINSON. I demand the yeas and 
nays on that motion. ; j 
he SPEAKER. The Chair has uniformly, 
during the last day or two, decided that motion to 
be out of order, and does so now. : i 
Mr. BANKS. I desire to say a single word 
to the House, with its permission, in reference to 
the matter before it. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
man will be heard. 


Mr. WALSH. 


I hope the gentle- 


$ 


I object. . 


The question was then taken; and it was decided , 


in the negative—yeas 55, nays 124. ` $ 

So the House refused to order a calle ooo Sost 

Mr. HAVEN, Is it in order to move that the 
House resolve itself into a» Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar? : 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order. . 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I make that motion; and 
I hope the House will take this opportunity to, go 
to work again. . : 

Mr. PECK. I ask for the 
the motion of my colleague. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered, nii 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is itin order to have the 
29th rule read? I should like to have it read. =. 

The SPEAKER, There is no point of order 
before the House; and it can only be read by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I object. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Haven’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
73, nays 99. > pa 

Mr. HAVEN. As the House will. not work, 
I move that we adjourn; and on that motion i 
demand the yeas and nays. ; ee 

{Loud cries of © Withdraw that motion !”} 

Mr. HAVEN. I withdraw it. ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. I renew it. E 

[Loud and continued cries of “No!” «Nò t] 


yeas and nays on 


Mr. MORGAN. Well, I withdraw it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It is very apparent, 
Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Orr.) The 
Chair must remind the gentleman that debate is 
not in order. 

Mr. BENNETT. J object to any debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. lam not going to debate; 
'I only desire to-make a proposition. 

Mr. SAGE. If the gentleman makes. any re- 
marks, we shall claim the privilege to reply. `: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Char: has 
admonished the gentleman from [linois that debate 
is not in order, and will enforce the rule; <<.. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
mit a proposition. 


fam only going to subs g 
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Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Well, state what it 
is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If objection is made to 
it, of course 

Mr. PRATT. Go on; there will be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Have I permission to į 
make a: proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
has the floor, and has a right to make a motion. 

Mr. FLAGLER. If permission is given to the 
gentleman from Hlinois, of course others must be 
heard in reply to him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
already stated that debate is not in order, and that 
he will enforce the rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Twill make a motion, 
and the gentleman can reply to that. i} 
ae SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in 

order, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not going to de- 
bate. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WALSH. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. KELTT demanded tellers on the yeas and 
nays, but they were refused—only seven gentlemen 
rising in the affirmative. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ricnanp- 
son’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the House adjourned till Monday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


HALL OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 13, 1854. 


Tn your report of the proceedings, near the close of last 
night’s session, you represent me as objecting to Mr. Hunt’s 
speaking after the motion to adjourn had been made. 

I understood Mr. Srevnens, of Georgia, as attempting 
tospeak, and Mr. How as making an appeal to the House 
to hear Mr. STEPHENS. 

My objection was intended to operate against Mr. Sre- 
PHENS, and not against Mr. Huser proceeding in his re- 
marks. I may not have heard correctly the remarks of Mr. 
Hon, and give merely my own understanding of them. 

Very respectfully, J. R. GIDDINGS. 
To the Reporter of the Globe. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 15, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, copies of all papers and vouchers on file 
in his Department, in relation to the claim of | 
Daniel Nippes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition signed by elect- 
ors of the township of- Lynn, Ohio, protesting 
against the passage of the Nebraska bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of granting 
to the officers, soldiers, and sailors who served in 
the war of 1812 the same quantity of bounty land 
as was granted to those who served in the Mexi- 
can war, and to extend the pension system estab- 
lished for those who served in the revolutionary 
war to the officers, soldiers, and sailors of the war | 
of 1812, and to their widows; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Bush and Shelby 
counties, Indiana, praying that Congress make no 
appropriation for the payment of the Amistad 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, in favor of an appropriation of $25,000 | 


for the purpose of preventing the destruction of |: 


Cape Cod harbor; which were referred to the Com- | 

mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SUMNER. I beg leave to offer certain re- 

solves passed by the Legislature of the State of Mas- | 


sachusetts, concerning the Massachusett claim. | 
I believe these resolves should be referred to the | 
Committee on Finance. The claim has been recog- || 
nized by Congress heretofore; and the question of ji 
its payment now, I believe, is before the Commit- | 
tee on Finance. I move that these resolves be 4| 


i tion, and that the petitioner have leave to with- 


| 
| 
l 


l to ask leave to introduce a bill regulating the time 


| mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to | 
|i amend the act approved August 31, 1852, entitled 
itt An act making further provision for the satis- 


referred to that committee, and ordered to be 
printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Esther 
Coulter, praying compensation for the services 
of her father, Alexander McKaskey, as a quarter- 
master in the Revolutionary Army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the memorial of E. Mickle & Co., pray- 
ing the return of duties on goods destroyed by fire 
at San Francisco, in June, 1850, and May, 1851; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALKER presented the proceedings of a | 
meeting of citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the 
passage of the homestead bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of John 
H. Hand, praying to be allowed a pension on 
| account of disease contracted in the service of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of citizens 
of Indiana, praying the establishment of a post- 
route from Lock’s Station to Brighton and Mon- 
goquinong, Indiana; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and the City Council of Ga- 
lena, Illinois, praying the establishment of a ma- 
tine hospital at that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, additional documents in support of the 
claim of Harriet de la Palm Baker, for indemni- 
fication for losses sustained by her father, Fred- 
erick EL. Weisenfels, in the revolutionary war; 
which were referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

Mr, COOPER presented three memorials of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Nebraska bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Southington, Connecticut, praying a re- 
duction in the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Charles D. Arfwedson, praying compensa 
tion for his services as chargé d 
at Stockholm, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Afairs, to whom were referred documents 
jin support of the claim of Kennedy & Darling 
to indemnity for property destroyed by the Semi- 
nole Indians in Florida, in 1849, asked to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, and that 
| they be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
ito whom was referred the petition of William 
Murphy, praying compensation for losses sus- 
tained at Vera Cruz, during the Mexican war, | 
; asked to be discharged from its further considera- 


! draw his petition and papers; which was agreed 
i to. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, ‘That Hall J. Kelly have leave to withdraw bis 
petition and papers. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. BENJAMIN gave notice of his intention 


i of holding the sessions of the district and circuit 
| courts of the United States in the State of Louisi- 
: ana. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| Mr. HUNTER asked and obtained the unani- 


‘faction of Virginia land warrants;’? which was 


‘read a first and second time by its title, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Revoluticnary Claims. 
Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unani- | 

mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to 

authorize T. H. McManus to enter, by preémp- 


alfaires, ad interim, | 


tion, certain lands in the Greensburg land dis- 
trict, Louisiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT. There is on the table a 
_ resolution reported from the Committee on Print- 
ing to print thirty-seven thousand five hundred 
additional copies of the agricultural part of the: 
Patent Office report. 

Mr. STUART. I believe there is a motion to 
reconsider the vote. by which that resolution was 
adopted, and I should like to have it acted on at 
this time. I thought we were tolerably suecess- 
ful in getting that resolution disposed of the other 
day,and I should like to have it definitely settled. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brop- 
HEAD,] now absent, moved the reconsideration. 

Mr. STUART. Thatis so; but I do not think 
it constitutes any reason why the Senate should 
not act upon it. He did not signify a desire to 
say anything on the subject at all. 

Mr. WELLER. F think the Senator from 
Pennsylvania does propose to make some remarks 
on this subject, and, as a matter of courtesy to 
him, Í think it ought to be laid over for a reason- 
able time at least, to give that Senator an oppor- 

tunity to be heard. 
| The PRESIDENT. That is a question for 
the Sennte to decide. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask that the further con- 
sideration of the resolution be postponed. 

Mr. STUART. As I remarked before, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania did not signify any 
disposition to debate the resolution. I have very 
good reasons for believing that he does not intend 
to debate it at all. Hence, unless the Senator 
from California knows that he desires to discuss 
it, [ shall feel myself called upon to press its con~ 
sideration now, for the reason which I suggested 
the other day. 

The delay which has occurred in respect to 
these documents is not only inconvenient to the 
Senate, but it is very prejudicial to the interests of 
the country, anil especially so to the Post Office 
Department, because, if these documents are to 
be distributed to members after they return home, 
: it makes an additional amount of transportation 
; necessary. I differ from what was said by some 
gentleman the other day in respect to their im- 
portance. I regard them as very important docu- 
ments, [ think they should be published at an 
early day. A very considerable length of time 
| has elapsed since this document was presented to 
the Senate, and this resolution was laid on the 
i table. It was a long time after that before it was 
called up foraction. It was finally adopted, and 
then a motion to reconsider was made. If the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, or any other Senator, 
desires to discuss the question of printing, there 
certainly should be ample time for its considera- 
tion. I say, again, that if the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, or any other Senator, knows definitely 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania desires to 
discuss the question, F shall consent to let the 
matter lic over until his return. But my under- 
standing is different. I hope, therefore, the Sen- 
ate will dispose of the resolution now. 

Mr. BROWN. At what time will the Senator 
from Pennsylvania be present? 

ir. STUART. Ido not know. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Jt would be hardly courteous 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania to act upon this 
‘motion jn his absence. We are all, in our action, 
: governed by some reason; and I take it for grant- 
| ed that the Senator from Pennsylvania had a rea- 
son for making the motion. I should be glad to 


‘have the benefit of his reasons before I am called 


| upon to act upon the resolution. It is unusual to 


| press a subject of this kind in the absence of the 
! Senator making the motion. 
| Mr. BROWN. Let it lie over until to-morrow. 
Mr. WELLER. I have no information to 
satisfy me that itis the intention of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to discuss the motion, although 
I had some conversation with him on the subject. 
| There is some matter connected with it, I do not 
now precisely recoilect what, which induced him 
to make the motion; and Ẹ take it for granted that 
the same cause still operates upon his mind; and, 
as a matter of justice as well as courtesy, the con- 
sideration of the motion ought to be postponed 
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until his return. The fair and legitimate deduc- 
tion is, that he had a sufficient reason to justify 
himin making the motion, and, therefore, I desire 
to give him the opportunity of being heard upon 
the question before it is passed upon. ł move, 
therefore, its postponement until to-morrow. 


Mr. STUART. . I shall not undertake to pre- |: 


vent that at all. I shall consent to its going over, 
with the suggestion, however, that as soon as the 
Senator. from Pennsylvania is here, I shall ask the 
Senate to consider the motion to reconsider. 

- The PRESIDENT. ‘[ftheré be no objection, 
the consideration of the motion will be postponed 
until to-morrow. > $ 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING OF MAP. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iaminstructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to whom was referred some 
days since, on the motion of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwin,] ‘A diagram of the Uni- 
ted States of America, Mexico, West India 
Islands, and the Isthmus of Dairen, showing 
Mr. Gwıix’s route of the Pacific railroad and its 
branches, in connection with the various systems 
existing and unfinished; of railroads from the 
Mississippi valley to the Atlantic and the Gulf 
coasts, by W. T. Steiger, of the General Land 
Office,” to submit a motion for its printing. Itis 
a map which has been made out in the General 
Land Office, and, as I am informed officially, at 
least by the Senator from California, some three 
months labor have been expended upon it. It 
shows the whole country between the two oceans, 
the Atlanticand the Pacific; and it presentsa much 
better view of it than any map which we now have. 
The Committee on Printing authorize me to move 
that two thousand copies of it be printed. 

.The motion was agreed to. 
CASTNER HANWAY. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, fam requested 
to present a memorial, which is somewhat novel 
in its character. - 1, however, present it very will- 
ingly. It isa memorial from Castner Hanway, 
who was indicted in the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
at the November term of 1851, for treason, and 
who was acquitted. He alleges that he was put 
to a very large expense in procuring the witnesses 
necessary for his vindication from the charge; 
that he was a considerable time in prison by which 
his health was seriously impaired so far that he 
has never recovered it since, and that he has not 
been able to pay hiscounsel, nor defray the other 
expenses attendant upon his trial. He asks that 
a law may be passed embracing his case, author- 
izing the payment at least of the witness fees, 
which amount to something over $3,000. 

l will state, Mr. President, that heretofore, in 
charges of that kind, at least in the trial which 
excited much interest in this country, that of 
Aaron Barr, an order was made by the court to 
pay the witnesses from day to day; and it was 
supposed to be a rule that the court had power to 
order the payment of witnesses on the part of the 
defense. Chief Justice Marshall, in the case to 
which I have referred, made such an order, and 
it was complied with by the marshal; but the 
judges who tried Hanway, decided that they had 
no such power, and he was compelled to pay his 
own witnesses. I shall be very glad if the Com- 
‘mittee on the Judiciary, to whom this may be 


referred, will examine the question, and if they | 
think it in conformity with policy, justice, and | 
propriety, that they will report a bill which reaches | 


this case. .There are accompanying the memorial 
letters stating the high character which this gen- 
tleman always bore, his peaceable demeanor, and 
his worth as a citizen. [ ask that the petition 
and papers may be referred te the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

They were so referred. 

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM ABROAD. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion of 
Mr. Cass, to refer to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, the report made at the last session of 
Congress from that committee by Mr. Under- 
wood, late a Senator from Kentucky, on the sub- 
ject of the religious rights of American citizens 
residing or traveling abroad. 

Mr. CASS addressed the Senate on this resolu- 
tion at some length. 
in the Appendix.] - 

` Mr. BADGER. I desire to ask the Senator 


{His speech will be found | 


from Michigan, in connection with the sabject on | 


which he has spoken, whether he has seen a state- 
mentin some Roman Catholicreligious newspaper, 
called, I think, the ‘t Shepherd of the Valley,” 
published at St. Louis, under the direction and 
authority of the Bishop of that Roman Cathohe 
diocese, to the effect, that so soon as the Roman 
Catholics obtain the numerical supremacy in any 
State, there will bean end therein of all religious 
toleration. Has he seen any such statement? 

Mr. CASS. I think 1 have seen that sentiment 
through the papers, quoted, I believe, from that 
very paper. 1 have not seen the paper itself, but 
l have seen the statement quoted. 

Mr. BADGER. Assuming that to be so, I 
wish to suggest to my friend from Michigan, 
whether it would not be wise,in connection with 
his proposition in regard to foreign Governments, 
to consider the propriety of some measures at 
home, in anticipation of such a result, not at all 
unlikely, I fear, for securing religious liberty at 
home. 

Mr. CASS. I will merely observe, in respect 
to that, that I take it this Government has nothing 
to do with religious liberty at home. That is a 
question for the States. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I wish to suggest, sup- 
posing such an event to happen, if, in the interior 
organization of this Government, there should be 
a State or States of the Union prohibiting all reli- 
gious toleration, what a position we should occupy 
with foreign Governments in asking from them 
what we have not the power to secure to their 
citizens at home. a 

-Mr. CASS. I trust the honorable Senator is 
supposing an impossible case in this country. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope that the report, and 
the resolutions upon which the honorable Senator 
from Michigan has so ably addressed the Senate, 
will now be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. If no other gentleman proposes to ad- 
dress the Senate, I desire that the report may now 
go to the committee, so that the committee may 
act upon the subject. At some future period, I 
purpose to address the Senate upon it; and I would 
do it now, but for the fact that I think it more re- 
spectful to the committee, of which I am a mem- 
ber, to consult them in relation to the principles 
which are to be discussed, before I undertake to 
speak upon them. I hope that the resolutions and 
report will now be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris 
in the chair). The question now before the Sen- 
ate is upon the motion to refer the report and res- 
olutions to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 

Mr. CLAYTON. [ move that the bill making 
a grant of land to the several States of the Union 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
was the subject of the President’s veto, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. The bill as introduced 
has been printed, but I find that the bill as it 
passed the Senate and the Flouse has never been 
printed, and it is, therefore, with great difficulty 
that we can ascertain what its precise provisions 
are. I hope, by unanimous consent, an order 
may be made for the printing of that bill. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the Indian ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. BADGER. I think after the discussion 
we have heard this morning on a very important 
and interesting subject, that at this period of the 
day it would not be well to resume unexpectedly 


| the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 


1 therefore move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion. It is only two o'clock. We 
can go on, and dispose of some of the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Indian Affairs. I 
think we can do that. 

Mr. BADGER. The very first amendment is 
one which will occupy us during the rest of the 


day. ; 
| Mr. HUNTER. The Senator will find that he 


is mistaken. That will probably be laid. aside, 
and some others taken up. | 

Mr. Bapger’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate adjourned. Soe 
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‘from Ilinois, (Mr. RICHARDSON 5} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, May 1571854: 
The House met at twelve o’clock; | 

by Rev. Henry SLICER., : pee : 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approve 
The SPEAKER. The question pending :bex 
foré the House. is the«motion of: the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] to. lay. upon 
the table the resolution: offered: by. the gentleman’ 
to close: debate 
upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill. i 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question on the reso~ 

lution to close debate. : ir 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana.’ Will the gentleman 
yield me the floor for a moment to allow me to 
make a statement ofa personal character? 29° - 
Mr. RICHARDSON. | I yield the floor.to the 
gentleman from Indiana. eae 
The SPEAKER. If there beno objection, the 
gentleman from Indiana will be permitted to make 


his statement. ego ti 

Mr. LANE. I desire merely to state, that in 
looking over the yeas and nays—— 5 

Mr. HAVEN. I have not the least objection 
to the gentleman from Indiana proceeding with 
his explanation; but I insist that it shall be made 
where we can all hear it. : 

Mr. LANE. The explanation which I desire 
to make is merely in reference toa vote. In look- 
ing over the yeas and nays, I notice that upon. the 
motion made by my friend and colleague [Mr. 
Mace] to lay the resolution offered. by the. chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories (Mr. Riou? 
ARDSON] upon the table, my name does not appear. 
I merely desire to state that if I had been present, 
I would have voted against the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, submitted 
by me some days since, to terminate debate upon 
the Nebraska and Kansas bill, and to modify that 
resolution. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
withdraws his demand for the previous question, 
and proposes to modify his resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That debate on House bill No. 236, to organ- 


ize the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, shall terminate 
at twelve o’clock, on Friday, the 19th instant. i 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous 
question upon the passage of the resolution. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to lay 
the resolution upon the table. ar : 
Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. T 
Mr. GIDDINGS, _[sitin order to move a gus? 
pension of the rules at this time? ead 
ine SPEAKER. Such a motion would be in 
order, ; f 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, in order to allow me to introduce’ 


|| a bill, which I offer upon my own responsibility, 


At an early period of the session, | gave notice 
that I would, on a subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce a bill for the repeal of so much of the 
United States laws as authorized the existing 
coast-wise slave trade. J now mave a suspension 
of the rules that I may introduce the bill which 1 
have drawn up in pursuance thereof. g i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. l object. & Poi 

Mr. OLDS. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio will not take precedence of the resolution of 
the gentleman from Illinois, to close debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hlinois 
offers a resolution to close debate on the Nebraska 
and Kansas bill on Friday next. The gentleman 
from Ohio moves to suspend the rulesfor the pur- 
pose of enabling him ‘to introduce a bill. The 
Chair is inclined to the opinion that this day, being 
set apart for the purpose of suspending the rules, 
and upon which motions may be submitted for 
that purpose; and inasmuch as the suspension of 
rules wilt embrace those rules authorizing the sus- 
pension to-go into committee, and to close debate, 
and all that, it is in order to submit a motion to 
suspend the ryles generally. That is the opinion 
of the Chair. . i 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, when a privileged 
question is pending, will it be in order to makea 
motion to suspend the rules? I know that thereisa 
privileged question now pending, but itis the priv- 
ileged question to close debate, and. the motion to 
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suspend the rules, I think, is not a privileged 
question now iñ order. ` 

-TheSPEAKER. Ifthegentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me, I wili explain. The mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Ricuarpson] is a privileged question involving 
only a-majority vote. The proposition to sus- 

nd the rules made by the gentleman from Ohio 
far. Gippines) embraces all the rules of the body 
that stand in the way of the object he has in view, 
anti the Chair is still of opinion that that ques- 
tion is first in order. | 

Mr. ORR. And yet, Mr. Speaker, carrying 
out the view of the Chair, it would require a two- | 
third vote to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It would require a two-third 
vote. 

Mr. ORR. But would it not be in order for | 
me, pending the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, to movethat the House adjourn; and would 
not that be such a motion as that a majority vote | 
could -be disposed of, and as would take prece- 
dence of the other? 

TheSPEAKER. Thatis true in this particular || 
cage. 

Mr. ORR. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
perceive the difference between them——~ 

‘The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) If the House 
had ordered the main question to be put, the 
Chair would not entertain the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, to suspend the rules until the |; 
House had disposed of the order to put the main 
question. But in this instance there has been no 
such order. It is only a demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. ORR. Whatis the rule of the House, Mr. 
Speaker, allowing a resolution to be offered to 
close debate? I ask that it may be read. | 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule 
in question. 

Portion of the 136th rule was then read, as fol- 
lows: 


tt The House may at any time, by a vote of a majority of 
the members present, suspend the rules and orders for the 
purpose of going into the Committee of the Whale House 
onthe state of the Union; and also for providing for the 
discharge of the Committee of the Whole House, and the 
Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
from the further consideration of any bill referred to itafter 
acting, without debate, on all amendments pending, and 
that may be offered.” 


Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I would submit to 
the Chair, that by the rule which has been just 
read, and which 1 think is the 136th rule, it is pro- 
vided that a majority may, at any time, suspend 
the rules to go intoa Committee of the Whole 
House. The same rule provides that the House 
may adopt a resolution closing debate before the 
question is taken on that motion. Another rule 
provides that a motion to suspend all rules shall 
only be in order on Monday. Now, Mr. Spenker, 
the difference of the motions mentioned is, that the 
one requiring a two-third vote can only be made 
on Monday; and the other, requiring a majority 
only, can be made on any day. Each, as I 
take it, is equally privileged; and the one for 
suspending the rules to go into committee—and, | 
consequently, to close debate before that ques- 
tion is taken—is of as high an order of privilege 
as the one to suspend the rules generally on | 
Monday. And I would submit this question to 
the Chair: If a motion were in order made to-day 


to suspend the rules, so as that the House might 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House, would that motion be superseded by one | 
to ‘suspend the rules for a specific purpose, such 
as that which the gentleman from Ohio has indi- |: 
éated? I think, Mr. Speaker, the practice has || 
been so. We have frequently gotten dear of these į! 
propositions for suspending the rules generally by | 
the proposition to suspend, in order that the |: 
Efouse might resolve itself into the Committee of |! 
the Whole on the state of the Union. li 

ft seems to me, that whichever of these mo- ‘i 
tions may be first made, should first be put. I |; 
also think, that this resolution to terminate debate || 
is, by the rule which provides for it, of equal and :: 
of as high a grade of privilege aa either one to |! 
suspend the rules generally, or one to suspend the | 
rules that the House may resolve itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the |! 
Union. i 

Mr, DICKINSON. I ask leave of the House | 
to offer a resolution. 


time. 

Mr. KERR. Let us hear it read. 

[Cries of “ Hear!’ “Hear!” and “No!” 
ci No m 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. HAMILTON, and others. I object. _ 

Mr. ORR. Iam willing to hear the resolution 
read for information. 

The SPEAKER. But it is objected to. 

(Cries of “Hear!” and ‘Let it be read for 
information !’] 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made by sev- 


; eral members upon the right of the Chair. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, was here rec- 
ognized by the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I riseto a privileged ques- 
tion. I desire to know if there is any privileged 
proposition before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would bepleased 


to hear the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre- | 


PHENS,] if the House will indulge him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Unless it is in order to 
debate this proposition, I object. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, in the 
opinion of the Chair, to debate the proposition. 

Mr. BANKS. Cannot the Chair hear a sug- 
gestion from a member, at the option of the 
Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It isnot in the power of the 
Chair to allow debate upon a proposition of this 


| sort. Wehaveanumber of privileged questions— 


a number of them: A motion to adjourn; to ad- 
journ over until a particular day; to lay upon the 
table; to suspend the rules to go into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar; to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, &c. 

We have also a rule which declares that it shall 
not be in order to move to suspend the rules gen- 
erally, except upon Mondays. Fridaysand Sat- 
urdays are setapart for the consideration of private 
bills. That rule 
erence. The Chair is still of opinion that the 
proposition made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Gippines,] which is neither more or less 
than to set aside all the rules standing in the way 
of the object proposed to be attained, is of a more 
highly privileged character on Monday than any 
other proposition to suspend the rules for any 
other purpose, such as to go into the Committee 
of the Whole, for instance. Thatcan be done at 
any time. This is the language of the rule, and 
it would be in order on Monday to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but the Chair decides that a motion to suspend 
the rules generally, takes precedence of all other 
motions whatever to suspend the rules. 

The Chair has never known the question to be 
raised here before. The reason of it is this: The 
House has usually submitted to the proposition 
to go into the Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
days, as on other days. But the Chair, in being 
called upon to decide which of these several mo- 
tions shall take precedence, is bound to say that 
the one made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Givpines] does take precedence. 

Mr. HILLYER. Believing that the decision 
of the Chair will distract the legislation of the 
House to-day, I respectfully appeal from the 
decision. 

Mr. DEAN. 
the table. 

Mr. HARRIS was here recognized by the 


I move to lay the appeal upon 


| Chair. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I rise to a question privi- 
leged above all others. I rise to withdraw the 
motion. I do it because the friends and the foes 
of the bill think it will interfere with the fight 
which is going on, and I am not disposed to em- 


: barrass either side with my motion. 


Mr. DEAN. You wanta free fight. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
laying the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that there be a call 
of the House; and upon that I demand the yeas 


: and nays.. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I call, for the reading of 


| the resolution which I sent to the Clerk’s table. 


The SPEAKER. 
olution will be read. 

[Cries of ** I object!” * F object!”] 

Mr. DICKINSON. Then I move to suspend 


If not objected to, the res- 


ives to private matter a pref-" 


the rules, for the purpose of enabling me to in- 
troduee it. ; 

The SPEAKER. There is no necessity for 
suspending the rules; the gentleman has the right 
to make a motion to have the resolution read. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 make that motion. 

The question was put; but before the result was 
announced, 

Mr. HAVEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

[Cries on all sides of the Hall of “ Let it be 
read!” ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to an- 
nounce that the vote upon ordering the resolu- 
tion to be read was carried in the affirmative. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I withdraw my call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the several bills upon the Calendar of 
business in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, be restored to the position they respectively occu- 
pied before Monday, the 8th instant. 

Several Memsers. Oh no! that will never do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was totally mis- 
| taken in his understanding of the paper the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts asked to have read. 
The gentleman had no right to have it read. He 
| had no right to make the motion that it be read. 
The Chair understood him to call for the reading 
of the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. RICHARDSON. } 
| Mr. WALSH. That is the reason why I ob- 
jected. I should not have objected to the reading 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
rules, to enable me to offer the resolution which has 
just been read. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. ORR  Is'there not a motion pending for 
a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion is pending. 

Mr. ORR. Isitin order to move to suspend 
the rules pending a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 
about it. It is in order. 

Mr.ORR. Why, sir, it might be necessary to 
have a call in order to have a quorum to vote upon 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The question must first be 
taken upon the motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. Idesire to know the precise 
condition of the motions before the House. f 
understand that there is a motion to suspend the 
rules for the introduction of the resolution of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and another mo- 
tion pending that there be a call of the House. 
Am l correct? 

, The SPEAKER. Those motions are before 
the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. hen, if the motion that there 
bea call of the House should fail, the question 
would recur upon the motion to suspend the rules, 
would it not? 7 z 

The SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the 
Chair. 
| The question was then taken upon the motion 
| for a call of the House; and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 61, nays 141; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flag- 
| ler, Giddings, 
Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, 
Matteson, Maurice, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pringle, 
David Ritchie, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Andrew 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Up- 
ham, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John 
Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—61. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Wilis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Boeock, Boyee, Breck- 
inridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman. Cobb, Colquitt, 
Cox, Craige, Joh: G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 

Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, 
English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, 
Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampsoy W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
| Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 


4; Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 


| Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane La- 
| tham, Letcher, Lindley Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
| McNair, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Meacham, John G. Mit- 
ler, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 
| ver, Orr, Packer, Bishop Perkins, Jobn Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rowe, Ruffin, Sabin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, 


Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wit- 
i liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Fred- 


I move to suspend the . 


Goodrich, Grow, Haven, Nowe, Hughes,. 
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erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H.. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, 
Sohn J. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Tweed; Vail, Vansant, 
Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, West- 
brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zolicoffer—14i. # 


So the Elouse refused to order a call. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, pending the call of | 


the roll, when his name was. called, rose for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether, by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, he could not give a 
reason for the vote he was about to give. 

Several Memaens objected. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Then I vote no. 

The, SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to lay the resolution of the gen- 
ileman from Illinois upon the table. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 1 demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would in- 
quire whether the motion submitted by the gen- 
tileman: from Massachusetts [Mr. Dickinson] to 
suspend the rules is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, if he submits 
the motion. 


Mr. DICKINSON. 


troducing the resolution which I have indicated. 
Task that it may be read. 

The resolution was read, as inserted above. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I call for the yeas and 
nays upon the motion. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and CHurcHWELL were appointed. 

The Hodse was then divided; and the tellers 
reported ayes fifty-two; more shan one fifth of a 
quorum. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dicxin- 
son’s motion to suspend the rules; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 75, nays 121; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Diek, Dickinson, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lindsley, MecCul- 
loch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Norton, Andew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pen- 
nington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Strat- 
ton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylof, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellin B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Alten, 
Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, 
Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, @ox, Craige, Jolin G. Davis, Dawson, Dow- 
dell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, Baglish, 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 8. W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, IngerSoll, Johnson, G. 
W, Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pow- 
ell, Prau, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, 


Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, Seymonr, | 


Shavnon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
+ Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John 
J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, 
Waish, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel, B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—12I. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules for 
the purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House for the purpose of intro- 
ducing the following resolution. 1f there be ob- 
jection, I move that the rules of the House be 
suspended for the purpose indicated: 


Resolved, That debate on bill No. 236, to organize the 
‘Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, shall terminate at four 


o’clock, p. m., Friday, 19th instant, and that the consider- ; 


ation of the special order on bill No. 295, for the Pacific 
railroad, be postponed until the 24th instant. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. 
_.Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I move that the 
males be suspended for the purpose I have indica- 
ted. 

Mr. ORR. 
that motion. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I would ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for the purpose 
of making a single suggestion. 


I demand the yeas and nays on 


I "I have not withdrawn my | 
motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of iñ- | 


«Miller, Smith Miller, Milson, Morrison, 


[Cries of ‘Hear him !”’] 

The SPEAKER. Isit the unanimous consent 
of the House that the gentleman be heard ? 

Mr. SAGE. [I object. ; 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Idesire to propound 
an inquiry to the gentleman from Illinois, and no | 


more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York rises in his place and objects. The gentle- 
man, therefore, cannot proceed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
suggestion to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
RICHARDSON. ] 
~ [Cries of Hear him P> ** Hear them both! ”} | 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the House that the gentleman be heard? 

[Cries of * Hear him!’ *[ object.”’] 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen objecting must 
rise in their places and do so. 

Mr. WALSH. Irise in my place, and object. 

Mr. SAGE. I do not wantto be invidious. I 
have objected to the gentleman from Indiana, and 
must object now to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. [move to amend the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to do so. 
The resolution is not now before the House. If 
the rules be suspended for its introduction, it will 
then be amendable: p 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I propose, when it 
is in order, to move to amend the resolution by 
inserting Saturday, at twelve o’clock, m., instead 


of Friday, at four o’clock, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman | 
from Ohio [Mr. Encerron] asks the privilege of 
being heard for a moment or two, and it is ob- | 
jected to. Is it in order to move to suspend the 
rules to enable him to be heard? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. There | 
is a motion to suspend the rules already pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wantto accommodate 
these gentleman if I can 

[Cries of ** Order !"} 

Mr. SAGE. ls debate in order? 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman has aright to mod- 
ify his resolution. y 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I modify my resolu- 
tion so as to make it close debate at twelve o’clock, 
m., on Saturday next. 

Mr. ORR. Now we shall see whether these 
gentlemen who want time for debate are in earnest. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 137, nays 66; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, į 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bailey, 
Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Beil, Bocock, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, 
Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Ed- 
mundson, Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 
Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Gray, Hamilton, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, John- 
son, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, La- 
tham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, | 
McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayali, John G. | 
Nohle, Olds, Mor- j 
decai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Sin- , 
gleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard : 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, | 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, Join Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wrigbt, and Zolheoffer—137. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Mau- 
rice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, Andrew 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, ; 
Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, and ¥ ates—66. 


So, two thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules | 


were suspended. © | 
Mr. SNODGRASS stated that he had paired | 
off with Mr. Corwin. 


I would like to make a |! 


Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to say, that I should | 
have voted for the modified proposition of the i 


H gentleman from Hlinois, but for the fact that I: 


some time since paired off with: Mr..MeMur1 
of Virginia, on the Nebraska question, and 
et absent. - T apprehend he would have vote 
should vote on the pending ‘proposition , b 
do not feel authorized to vote in-his absene: 
Mr. RICHARDSON. | I now-aubmit thé rese 
olution, as ‘modified, and upon it T démai 
previous question. | i Rake te eee 
Mr. HUNT. If the gentleman will allow 
I will propose an. amendment as to time; whi 
will make the resolution more satisfactory to: thé 
opponents of the bill, . A as 
[Cries of “ Hear him!” “No, no!?? and tt Obe 
ject! syviin 
l Mr. SAGE. I move to lay the resolution-upon 
the table; and on that motion I demand the yens 
and nays. re . a 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sace] movesto lay the resolution upon 
the table, and upon that motion demands na fil 


P 


and nays. The gentlentan from Louisiana 
Hunt] asks the unanimous consent of the House 
to make a suggestion in reference to this matter. 

[Cries of “Hear him!” ‘¢ Hear him !? from 
all parts of the House. e 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
entleman. ‘ 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman. compels me re- 
luctantly to take around ‘that | would not take-—— 

{Loud cries of Order !?? aoe es: 

Mr. CRAIGE. Ilook upon the gentleman from 
Louisiana as a factionist. He is acting with . 
them. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Va were appointed. ; 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported fifty 
in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. T 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll; but 
before the.result was announced, ; 

Mr. HUNT rose and said: Iam sorry to trouble 
the House; but I ask that I may be allowed to say 
one word, or ask a question by way of explana- 
tion, in a matter that concerns my feelings. > 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous pleasure 
of the House that the gentleman from Louisiana. 
[Mr. Hunr] should be heard? sxe ge ss 

Mr. CRAIGE. I take the same ground that I 
did before. ; 

Mr. HUNT. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina stigmatizes me as a factionist, it is a 
falsehood, before God and my country. 

[Vociferous cries of ** Order!??] ; 

Mr. HUNT. I repeat that it is a falsehood. 

{Great confpsion in the Hall, members rising to 
their feet and shouting ‘‘ Order !”’] oS 

Mr. CRAIGE. If the gentleman desires. to 
bully the House, he shall not do it. He shall 
not bully me. I did say he was a factionist, and 
[ now repeat it. . 

[Renewed cries of ‘ Order rd 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I demand that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms take these men into custody. 1 
demand that they be arrested. 

‘The Speaker directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
preserve order in the Hall; whereupon the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms proceeded with his mace to the 
scene of confusion, and order was immediately 
restored. : : 

The vote upon Mr. Sace’s motion was then 
announced, as follows—yeas 65, nays 134; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Benton, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Dayis, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Eastman, Edmauds, Thomas D. Eliot, Ether- 
idge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Goodrich, Grow, 
Harrison, Hastings, Haven, How, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, 
Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit 
Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, ‘Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, TappanjWentworth, and Yates— 


I yield the floor to the 


I demand tellers upon the 


65. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James ©. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H.. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, “ Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Paw- 
deli, Dunbat, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings gode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


VW 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Hous. il 
ton, Ingersoll, Johnson, Gyprge W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, | 
Roland Jones, Keit, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, 
MeDougall, McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, 
Jobu G: Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Philips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rowe, Rutin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, George 
We Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David 
Stuart, Jolin J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal- 


i son, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, 


bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Jobn Wentworth, West- 
hrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zollicofter—134. 

So the House refused to Jay the resolution upon ; 
the table, | 
| 


„The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. } now move 
that the House adjourn. , 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. i 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I rise to inquire 
whether it is in order to move to-amend the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. 
Ricwarpson.] 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, there 
being a demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 
tellers upon the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. ELarnis, of jj 


Alabama, and CAMPBELL, were appointed. 
The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported fifty gentlemen voting in the afirmative. | 


Mr. FARLEY. I move when this House ad- | 
jouras, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next; and | 
upon that motion {I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Cnurcuwe. were appointed. \ 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported forty-one gentlemen voting in the afirm- 
ative, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BENSON. I move that there be a call of 
the ITouse; and upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. f 


Tue SPEAKER. 


1 demand tellers upon the 


The motion made by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Benson] is not in | 
order, for the reason that there isa motion now 
pending that the House adjourn. 


j 

i 

i 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
i 

| 


the negutive—yeas 56, nays 131; as follows: 


YWAS-—-Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Mhomas Davis, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Mdmands, Thomas D. Utiot, Ever- 
hart, Parley, Fenton, Mhagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, 
Tlartison, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel Jones, Knox, 
MeCulloch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswartt, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, Skelton, John L. Taylor, Shurston, ty, Uphara, | 
Wade, Walley, WHihn B. Washbnine, Israel Washburn, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—36, 

NAY S—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James ©. Aten, 
Witlia Allen, David J. Bailey, Phomas H. Bayly, Barks- 


v 
dale, Barry, Belcher, Boll, Bocock, Royce, Bridges, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 


mam, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Jobu G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dowdell, Dunbar, Danham, Eastman, Eddy, Ed- 
mundson, Biison, Bnglish, Btheridge, Faulkner, Mlorence 
Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamil- 
ton, Sampson W. Parris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Hillyer, Houston, tngersoll, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid 
well, Kittredge, Kurt, hang, Latham, Leteber, Lindley, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Mace, Macy, 
Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morrison, Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Bishop Perkins, Join Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, 
Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Rufin, Seward, Seymour, Shan- | 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederic 
P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. | 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Wal- į 
bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendriek B. Wright, | 
and Zolicofler—13t. 


So the House refused to adjourn over till Wed- , 
nesday. 

The question then recurred on the motion tha 
the House do now adjourn. 
` The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 132; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp 
heli, Carpenter, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Bduuinds, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, |i 


demand |; 


1 

| 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, l 
| 

| 

i 

| 

j 

| 

| 


; nesday next; and on that motion [ask for the yeas | 
and nays. 


i lay on the table the resolution offered by the gen- 
itleman from I[linois, [Mr. Ricuarpson;] and on 
| that motion lask for the yeas and nays. 


Fenton, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Haven- 
Howe, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, McCulloch, Matte, 


Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pringle. 
David Ritebie, Russell, Sabiu, Sage, Simmons, John L. 
Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham. Wade, Walley, Bilihu B, 
Washburue, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Yates—53. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, 
Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Cullom, Cumming, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, 
Edmundson, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Houston, Luigersol, Johusdn, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, 
Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Mac- 
donatd, MeDougal, McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May- jį 
all, John G. Miller, Smith Maller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rutin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Sin- 
gleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederiek P. Stan- | 
ton, Richard H. Stauton, Alexander H. Stephens, Uestor ; 
ja. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, | 
John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, | 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Welis, John Wentworth, West i 
brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zonicoter—132. 


! 
So the House refused to adjourn. | 


Mr. MATTESON and Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, took the floor. 

{Loud cries of ‘ Question ?  Question!”? 
from all sides of the Hall, and great confusion 
and disorder.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appeals to the 
House to come to order, The Chair will put no į 
question until the House does come to order. | 

Order having been restored, | 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on | 
seconding the demand for the previous question. | 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wasusurne] | 
has the floor, and is addressing the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I move, Mr. Speaker, | 
that there be a callof the House; and on that mo- | 
tion l demand the yens and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that motion 
out of order. It was the last motion taken except 
that to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then Imove that when | 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wed- | 


The SPEAKER. ‘That motion also has been 
this moment passed upon, and is not in order now. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to 


Tha Q 


he SPEAKER. The Chair has decided again 
and again, since he occupied tbis position, that 
such a motion cannot be repeated until there has | 


been some vote taken changing the character of |} 


the proposition before this body. 

The House was then divided on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and it was 
seconded, i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I now renew | 
my motion, that when the House adjourns, it 
adjourn to meet on Wednesday next; and on that 
motion I ask the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from Illinois may properly make that 
motion now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Can he do so, Mr. 
Speaker, after the demand for the previous ques- 
tion has been seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it can be done after j 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 
The Chair decided the other day, when there was 
a contest about the time for submitting a motion ! 
to adjourn over, that the proper time for making 
that motion would be when there was pending a 


| 
ii 


motion to adjourn; for the former takes prece- 
dence of it. In the opinion of the Chair, the | 
motion to adjourn, and the motion to adjourn | 


over, are of such a character that they may be |; 


put, now that there has been legislative action | 
upon this bill. ‘ 


minutes, p.m.) I move that the House do now | 
adjourn; and on that motion I ask the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. MATTESON. 


yeas anu nays. 


I demand tellers on the i 


j Ho 


| Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds. 
| er, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
i Puryear, Ready, 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, 
and Harnis of Alabama, were appointed. 
The House was then divided upon the demand 


i for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 


forty-four in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASEBURNE, of Illifois. {now move 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourn until 
Wednesday next; and upon that motion | demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SAGE. ‘I ask for tellers upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being upon the motion that when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 


| day next, it was put; and decided in the negative 


-~yeas 51, nays 136; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dick, Diekin- 
sun, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Parley, Fen- 
ton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Haven, 
Howe, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, MeCulloch, Matte- 
son, Maurice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Morgan, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peek, Pennington, Pringle, David 
Kitchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Jobn L. 
Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Walley, Wih B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—5l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abererombie, Aiken, James C, Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, 


| Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 


Cutlom, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dis- 
ney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Bastinan, Keddy, Bdmund- 
soa, Ellison, inglish, etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Gam- 
bie, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson, 
W. Thirris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Uitlyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, T. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, 
Macdonald, MeNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, John 
G. Miller, Smith Milter, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps Phil- 
lips, Powcll, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Richardson, 
Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rufin, Seward, 
Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, William Smith, Williaa R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P., Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stepheus, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, 
Jolm J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, 
Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, John Went- 
woth, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. 
Wright, and Zotlicoffer—136, 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 


The question then recurring upon the motion 
that the House do now adjourn, it was put; and 
decided in the negative—-yeas 33, nays 126; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
pemer, Chandler, Crocker, De Witt, Dickinsen, Edmands, 
‘Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Goodrich, Grow, Har- 
rison, Howe, Daniel ‘i. Sones, Knox, MeCulloeh, Matte - 
son, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Prin- 
gle, and David Ritchie—-33. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


| Brooks, Caruthers, Chrismah, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 


man, Cobb, Colguitt, Cox, Cullom, Cumming, John G. Da- 
vis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, 


; Bastinan, Eddy, Ellison, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gam- 
| ble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson 


W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
ton, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, 
Latham, feteher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeDou- 
gall, McNair, Maxwell, May, Jobn G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pack- 


i Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Rufin, Seward, Seymour, Shan- 
non. Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 


i Smith, William Swith, William R. Smith George W. 
j: Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Atex- 
i ander H. Stephens, Hestor L, Stevens, Straton, Straub, 


Andiew Stuart, David Stuart, Jobn J. Taylor, Nathaniel 


| G. Paylor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, 
i} Walsh, Warren, John Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, 
! Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—126. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


[Cries of “ Question!’ © Question !’’] 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Lask the unani- 
mous consent of the Flouse to introduce a resolu- 


‘tion, 
Mr. GOODRICH, (at two d’clock and‘ twenty |! 


Many Memprrs. I object. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. The previous question has 


ii been seconded. 


Mr. HAMILTON. It is not in order. 
{Cries of ‘* Question!” “ Question !’7] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would say to the 
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gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasusurn,] that 
itis out of order to introduce any-new matter of 
legislation, the House being engaged ‘in acting 
upon a matter under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURN. , Then I move to lay upon 
the table the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. RICHARDSON. : 

[Cries of « Order !” « Order 17] ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chairrules that motion 
out of order. 

Mr. SAGE. . I move acall of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules the motion 
out of order, ° 

[Cries of * Question !’’ 
s Order!” #4 Order !”"] 

The SPEAKER. There is an express rule of 
the [louse which forbids a call of the House when 
a motion has been submitted upon which the 
House has seconded the demand for the previous 
question. The Chair will turn to the rule, if any 
gentleman desires. -~ 

[Cries of «Oh, no 7 all over the Hall.] 

ae SPEAKER. The Chair can turn to the 
rule if-—— 

[Cries of “ Question !” and ‘* Call the roll!” 
and great confusion.] 

Mr. HAVEN. I wantto make one inquiry of 
the Chair. 

[Cries of ‘t Order!” “ Order ”] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the Mouse 
will permit the gentleman to make an inquiry. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Oh, no! 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 then move a division of the 
question. The resolution involves a postpone- 
ment of-— 

(Cries of ** Order !” ** Order!?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will allow 
the Chair to say that the question is upon order- 
ing the main question to be now put. As many 
as are in favor of that.proposition will 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Yeas and nays 
upon that. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


[Cries of ‘Call the roll!” “t Call the roll !”7] 

The question being upon ordering the main 
question to be put, it was put; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 127, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Beil, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Joha G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, 
Edmundson, Elison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 
Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 

< Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Wouston, Iugersoll, Johnson, George W, 
Jones, J. Glancey Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Leteher, Lindtey, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, 
Mayall, John G, Milter. Smith Miller, Milson, Morrison, 
Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rowe; Rufin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W, Smyth, Frederiek P, Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, David Stuart, Jobn J. ‘Vaylor, Nathaniel G, Tay- 
lor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walboridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, John Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—127. 

NAYS—Mcessrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Da- 
vis, De Witt, lick, Dickinson, Edinands, Thomas 1). sliot, 
Buheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Fiagler, Giddings, 
Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Knox, McCulloch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, 
Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peekham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Ger- 
rit Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, Uphain, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Isracl Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—62. 


* Question!” and 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


I now move 


to Jay the resolution of the gentleman from Hli- | 


nois (Mr. Ricuarpson] upon the table, and upon 
that.motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- 
tion out of order. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Then I take an appeal 


from the decision of the Chair; and upon that I i 


demand the yeas and nays, 


Mr. SAGE. I call for tellers upon the demand | 


for the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HENDRICKS 
and Dickinson appointed. 


j 


i rule, to be excused from voting upon the appeal 
i thus taken from the decision of the Chair. 
| Chair knows of no rule by which he could—for 


| seconded such motion, no call shall be in order privr to the 


| be excused from voting every gentleman is famil- 


| a collateral question of this sort cannot be made | 


The House was then divided upon the demand 


for the yeas and nays, and the tellers reported | 


forty in the affimative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. task to be excused from 
voting on the pending motion. : 

Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 3 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The motion of the gen- 
teman irom New York [Mr. Morsan] is not in 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE. 
yeas and nays. 

[Cries of “Qh, no, wo, Florence!” + With- 
draw!?? 6 Withdraw !”’] 

Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The history of this matter 
had better be briefly looked to by gentlemen who 
desire to cast their votes properly upon the appeal, 
and the Chair calls the attention of the House to 
the history of the matter. A motion to lay upon 
the table is a highly privileged motion, That 
motion has been made, and the House deliberately 
refused to lay the resolution upon the table. Since 
that time, the only action which has been taken 
upon the resolution is to order the main question 
to be now put. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Wasupurn] again moves that the resolution do | 
lie upon the table. The Chair decides the motion 
not in order, and from that decision of the Chair 
an appeal is taken by the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. Wasunurn.] The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Morean] gets up and asks, under the 


Upon that motion I demand the 


The | 


in that case he certainly would—rule the motion 
out of order. The Chair thinks that the motion 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Morcan] 
be excused from voting upon the decision of the 
Chair is in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the attention of 
the Chair to the rule which governs the action of 
the House after the previous question has been 
seconded, 

The SPEAKER? The Chair will read it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the House 
will hear.the rule— 

“ When a question is under debate, no motion shall be 
received but to adjourn, to lie upon the table. ”? 

The motion to lay upon the table, if made si- | 
multaneously, takes precedegce. But the motion 
to lay the resolution upon the table has been 
made. The House have voted upon it, and delib- 
erately refused to lay it upon the table. The rule | 
then goes on to say, 

«© Which several motions shall have precedence in the 
order in which they are arranged; and no motion to post- 
pone to aday certain, to commit, or to postpone indefinitely, 
being decided, shaji be again allowed on the same day, and 
at the same stage of the bill or proposition. ”? ! 

The 50th rule says: . 


« The previous question shall be putin this form: ¢ Shall 
the main question be now put?’ It shall only be admitted 
when demanded by a majority of the members present”? 


That has been done. i 


« And its effects shall be to put an end to all debate, and 
bring the House to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, 
ifsuch motion shalt have been made; atid if this motion j 
does not prevail, then upon amendments reported by a com- 
mittee, if auy, then upon pending amendments, and then ; 
upon the main question. On a motion for the previous 
question, and prior to the seconding of the same, a cali ol 
the House shall be in order; but after a majority shall have 


decision of the main question.” 
In regard to the right of a member to move to 


iar with the rule. H 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lappeal from the decision | 
of the Chair, upon the ground that the House 
having ordered the main question to be now put, 


more than any other. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I suppose it is not in order 
to make an inquiry; buat—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [ object to all debate. 

Mr, CAMPBELL. [am not going to debate; | 
Iam going to make a motion. I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the į 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- | 
tion'to be out of order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. “Upon what ground ‘does 
the Chair decide the motion to be out of order?” 

The SPEAKER. - Upon:the -ground that- the 
House have ordered the main question to be now 
pu: upon the resolution of the gentleman’ from 
ilinois. ae He 

Mr. WALLEY. I rise to a question of òrde 
I submit that the appeal taken by the gentleman 
from North Carolina cannot be entertained, for the 
reason that one appeal is already pending. : <° 

The SPEAKER. The Chair himself was con- 
sidering that question, and he has some difficulty 
in reference to it. If he refuse to entertain the 
appeal, gentlemen would have the right to divide 
the House all night upon motions to excuse mem- 
bers from voting. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the Chair decide that 
the appeal can be taken while another appeal is 
pending? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that one appeal conflicts with the other. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to make 
a suggestion, if the Chair will allow 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. The gentleman 
will not allow others to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I rise to make a suggestion 
on a question of order. The point is this: A gen- 
tleman over the way asks to be excused from 
voting after the House has ordered the main ques- 
tion to be ‘now put.” The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cuinaman] raises the question of 
order that that motion to excuse cannot be enter- 
tained in the present stage of proceedings, for the 
reason that the main question has been ordered to 
be “now put.” The Speaker overrules the point ° 
of order, and the gentleman from North Carolina 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. I submit 
that the appeal of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina must take precedence over the motion to 
excuse. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Every member who shall 
be in the House when the question is put, shall 
give his vote, unless the House, for special reason, 
shall excuse him. All motions to excuse a mem- 
ber from voting shall be made before the ETouse 
divides, or before the call of the yeas and nays is 
commenced; and the question shall then be taken 
without further debate.” The Chair does not-see 
the force of the reasoning of the gentlemen from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Cuineman,] and from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Steenens,] that the previous question 
can have no effect whatever on this right-of a 
member to ask to be excused from voting, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have taken an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the appeal be laid upon the table; and. on tha 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. ik 

Mr.ORR. I move to suspend the rule of the 
House which allows the gentleman, so faras this 
resolution is concerned, to ask to be excused from 
voting. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN. You cannot do so: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, 
unless precluded by other motions, the motion 
made by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] is in order. He will illustrate his view by 
calling the attention of the House to the every- 
day practice having a: bearing on the matter. 
Very often Monday the rules are suspended, for 
the purpose of introducing a bill. Phe bill isin- 
troduced. It is discovered after it is before the 
body that it contains an appropriation. “Phere is 
nothing more common than the submitting of the 
motion to suspend the rule which requires a bill 
containing an appropriation to go for its first con- 
sideration to the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, the Chair denies that it is competent to 
suspend the rule having a bearing on this partic- 
ular case, as indicated by the gentlemanfrom South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] The object, in either case, 
is.to progress with the business before the body. 
If the gentleman from South Carolina had moved 
to suspend the rules generally which allowed gen- 
tlemen to ask leave to be excused from voting, 
the Chair would have decided ‘it out of order. He 
moves the suspension generally in reference to 
this special resolution, and the Chair thinks that 
the motion is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to refer the Chair 


to several cases where, in 1849, this was. des 
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Mr: ORR.. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman 
to order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear | 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ORR, Icannot withdraw my objection. 
The gentleman will not allow others to make an | 
argument, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
argument, 

Mr. ORR, You propose to do nearly the same 
thing. I object, and persist in the objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, then. I send | 
the cases to which I would have referred if 1 had | 
not been objected to up to the Speaker, so that he 
may read them. i 

Mr. HAVEN. 
legitimate rule. 
point of the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
inasmuch as the previous question has been re- 
corded, and the main question ordered to be put, | 


I do not intend to makean 


a motion that there be a call of the House, or any || 


other motion whatever, cannot be entertained. 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw my motion to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair would like 
to call the attention of the House to various pre- 
cedents. It has been the universal practice to | 
admit excuses. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. There isno doubt of that. 
The point was not made at all. I now make it, 
under the present circumstances; and I take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and a mo- 
tion is made to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The books are full of pre- 
cedents that members have been excused from | 
voting after the previous question was sustained. | 
There is no question about it at all. | 

Mr. DEAN. 1 call forthe yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. SAGE, I ask for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

“ellers were ordered; and Messrs. HAMILTON 
and Myacnam were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty-three in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr, ASHE. Ihave paired off with Mr. Sxex- 
TON- 
i The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 75, nays 111; as follows: 


YEAS—Mecsrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, ‘Thomas 
Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Bastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Witison, Etheridge, Everbart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kuox, McCullough, Macy, Matteson, 
Maurice, Meacham, Middeswarth, Morgan, Morrison, | 
Murray, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peek, | 
Pennington, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritebie, Russell, Sa- 
hin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Strat 
ton, Andrew Stuart, J. L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor 
‘Phurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Eilihu B. Wash: | 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, and Yates-—75. = 1 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C, Allen, | 
Willis Allen, Davin J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, | 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney. Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, $ 
Eddy, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, | 
Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 
gersoll, Johnson, George W, Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Ro- 
land Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeDougall, Me- 


I will not go outside of the |: 
I would say, in reference to the |: 


is out of order, because we are now acting upon 
an appeal which will control that very question. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. í ; 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. _~ 

Mr. MORGAN: I[movethat when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Has any business been 
done since a similar motion was acted on? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, a good deal of time has 
been spent, and an adjournment is a question of 
time; but there has. been action upon the appeal 
of the gentleman from North Carolina himself. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were demanded 
and ordered; and Messrs. Campse., and Asune 
were appointed. . 

The House then divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-seven gentlemen voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 47, nays 117; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car- 

penter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickin- 
son, Eastman, Edmands, ‘Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Farley, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 
T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Mecham, 
Middleswarth, Morrison, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Pennington, Pringle, David Ritehie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, and T'ap- 
+ pan Wentworth—47. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
| Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, ‘thomas H. Bayly, 
| Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breck - 
inridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chrisman, Churehweill, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, 
Craige, Cullom, Cumming, Jobu G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Gamble, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, 
Harrison, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Houston, 
Ingersoll George W. Jones, J. Glaucy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Max- 
well, May, John G. Miller, Sinith Miller, Millson, Nobie, 
Olds, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Freston, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruflin, Seward, Shaunon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, 
Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Nathaniel G., Taylor, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, 
Walsh, Wells, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick 
B. Wright, and Zoilicoffer—117, 

So the House refused to adjourn till, Wednes- 

| day next. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
| upon the motion of the gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. Meacnam,] that the House adjourn, upon 
which the yeas and Mays have been demanded, 

Mr. ASHE. I move the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Task the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Meacuam] to withdraw that mo- 
tion. It seems to me that there is a majority in 
favor of overruling the decision of the Chair: 

{Cries of ** Order!’ © Order!’ 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
Chair would remind the gentleman from Ohio 
| (Mr. CamPBeLL] that all discussion is out of 
order, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 57, nays 105; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Benson, Benton, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Flag- 
i ler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Hastings, Haven, Howe, 


Nair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mill- || 


son, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paeker, John Perkins 
Pheips, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Richard 
son, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Sew 
ard, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 


Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. i 


Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor. 
Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook 
Witte, Hendrick B, Wright, and Zollicoffer—l11. 


So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 


The question recurred upon the appeal: ‘Shall : 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment | 
of the House?” | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Iinois. I ask for | 
the yeas and nays on that question. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. PRINGLE. 
voting on the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. 


i 


| 
I ask to be excused from | 
H 
i 


] 
i 
f 
fi 


The Chair decides that that 


| Hughes, Hunt, Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, 
| Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pennington, Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, John L Taylor, Nathaniel G, 
Taylor, Tracy, Upbam, Walley, EHibu B. Wasbburne, 

srael Washbum, Johu Wentworth, and Tappan Went- 
i worth—57. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, 
Releher, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, 
Edmundgon, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 

Tendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 


|| Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, 


| Macdonald, McDougall, Macy, Maxwell, May, John G. 
| Miller, Smith Miller, Milson, Olds, Orr, Packer, John 
! Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Richardson, Rid- 
i dle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, 


Witte, Daniel B, Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zol- 
; Hicoffer—105. 


| So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
i upon the appeal taken from the decision of the 
Chair, | : f 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the Chair state what 
| this question of appeal is, as we have had two or 
three taken. 

The SPEAKER. In the first place, some gen- 
tleman made a motion that the resolution closing 
debate upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill lie 
upon the table. That motion having been made 
and voted down by the House, the Chair decided 
that it was not in order to repeat it. From that 
decision of the Chair an appeal was taken. The 
i gentleman from New York, [Mr. Morean,] in 
| front of the Chair, rose and asked to be excused 
| from voting upon the appeal. Under the rules, 
| and the universal practice of the House, fhe Chair 

decided that the gentleman had a right to ask to 
| be excused from voting. The gentleman from 
| North Carolina [Mr. Ciineman] made a question 
| of order, that the gentleman had no such right. 
The Chair having overruled the question of order, 
the gentleman from North Carolina took an ap- 
| peal from that decision, and the vote now to be 
taken is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair remain 
the judgment of this House?” , 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 63, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
| penter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dean, 
į De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Good- 
rich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hughes, Hunt, 
Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Macy, Matteson, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Noble, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Pringle, David 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit 
Smith, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, ‘Thurston, 
Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, EMihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, and Tappan 
Wentworth—63. x 

NAYS—Mesers. Abercrombie, Aiken, James: ©. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
| Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W.B aris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 
gersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
| Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Olds, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Preston, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruf- 
fin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuct 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
| Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vasant, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
| Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—94, 


So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 


Mr. MATTESON, I move that the House 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I move that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Wednesday next; and upon that motion 1 demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I ask for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I make the point of order 
that that motion has been made and voted upon 
by the House, and that it is not in order to repeat 
iit. I would say to the Chair, that that was the 
ruling of some of his predecessors. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
| point of order‘made by the gentleman from North 
| Carolina, [Mr. Cuincmay,] and he would like the 
gentleman to point the Chair to a single instance 
of the kind. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. 
order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like, Mr. Speaker, 
to put a question to the gentleman from North 
Carolina. I would like to know which of your 
| predecessors made the ruling he speaks of? 
| Mr. HOUSTON. The point of order is with- 
drawn; and it is too late now to ask the question. 
|_ Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered; and 
| Messrs. Henpricks and Sace were appointed. 
| The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-six in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided: in the 
negative—yeas 46, nays 108; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Carpenter, 


I withdraw my point of 


i Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
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` inson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Har- 
rison, Haven, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, Matteson, 
Middieswarth, Morgan, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pennington, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
John L. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elithu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, aud Tap- 
pan Wentworth-—46. de g 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Alien, Ashe; David- J. Bailey, Barksdale, Beti, 
Bocock, Boyce, ‘Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Colquitt, Cox, Craige; Cumming; John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Disney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Gamble, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 
Sampson .W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. 
Giancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kit- 
tredge, Kurtz, Letcher, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Macy, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rutfin, 
Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel 4. 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton. Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Waiker, Walsh, West- 
brook, Witte, Daniel’B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zollivoffer-— 108. 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 

The question recurring on the motion that the 
House do now adjourn, it was put; and disagreed 
to. 

(Cries of ‘* Question !” “ Question !"*] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the reso- 
lution to close debate on the Nebraska bil. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I ask for a division 
of the question, 


The SPEAKER. The resolution, in the opin- | 


ion of the Chair, is divisible. 

The Chair begs pardon. He now recollects 
there is an appeal pending from the decisiorrof the 
Chair, and it would not be right to pass it over. 

(Cries of “Oh! no matter about it!” Let it 
slide}? and laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that it 
was not in order to submit a motion to lay the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois on the 
table, that motion having been previously sub- 
mittéd, and the House having then réfused to lay 
it on the table. 

Several Voices. Oh, 
gotten all about it... 

- TheSPEAKER. From that decision an appeal 
has beén taken, and a motion has been made to 
lay the appeal on the table. The yeas and nays 
have been called for and ordered. The question 
now is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House?” i 

he question was taken; and decided in the 
affirmative--yeas 113, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Abercoibie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Banks, Barksdale, Bel, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Oaskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Oling- 
man, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Engtish, Faulkner, Florence, Giddings, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W, 
Jones, J. Glanċy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Lindstey, Lyon, Maedonald, 
MeNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, 
Murray, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Richard- 
son, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, 
Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. 
Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Wells, 
Westbrook, Witte, Danie! B. Wright, Hendrick B, Wright, 
and Zoltlicofter-—113. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, 
Chandler, Crocker, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Fenton, Goodrich, Grow, Har- 
rison, McCulloch, Macy, Matteson, Meacham, Middies- 

- warth, Morgan, Norton, Parker, Pennington, Pringle, 
Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Andrew Stuart, 
Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Elihu B. Washburne, [srael 
Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Yates—40. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
adoption of the resolution to close debate. 

The question was put; pending the announce- 
ment, R 

Mr. FARLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays. were ordered. 

Messrs. CAMPBELL, and STUART, of Ohio, 
addressed the Chair. ` 

The Clerk commenced calling the roll. 


passit over. Wehad for- 


98 


Mr. STUART, of ‘Ohio. E ask for a division 
of the question. ; 

The SPEAKER. There aretwo distinct prop- 
ositions contained in the resolution. The one is 
to close debate on the. Nebraska. bill; the other is 
to postpone the special order Gn the Pacific rail- 
road bill. The question now is on the first prop- 
osition, which is to terminate the debate on the 
Nebraska bill; and on that proposition the yeas 
and nays will be taken. . 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 114, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abererombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 


| date, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 


Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John |! 


G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Enlison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Greer- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 


Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, | 


Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, MeNair, Macy, Max- 
well, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Pres- 
ton, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, ‘Thomas Ritchey, 


Robbins, Rogers, Rufin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, | 


Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Wittiam R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Waisb, Warren, John Went 
worib, Westbrook, Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zol 
licoffer—114. 


NAYS— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, į 


Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, 
De Witt, Diek, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Daniel 
T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Meacham, 
Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


Parker, Pennington, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, | 
Simmons, Skelton, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Thurston, | 
Tracy, Upham, Wade, Watley, Ellihn RB. Washburne, | 


Tsraei Washburn, Wells, ‘Tappan Wentworth, and Yates 
—5Y. 


So the resolution closing debate on the Ne- 


; braska bill at twelve o’clock on Saturday, the 


20th instant, was adopted. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the 


| adoption of the second branch of the resolution; 


which is, that the special order on the Pacific rail- 
road bill be postponed till Wednesday, the 24th 
instant. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
to be excused from voting on that proposition; 
and on the motion to be excused I call for the 
yeasand nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STUART. ‘Then i hope the motion 
which I have made will be placed on the record 
of the proceedings. X 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not time now 
to determine whether the motion should go on 
the Journal or not. . 

Mr. STUART. I merely wish it to go on 
record that an express rule of this House has been 
trampled down. ; 

The question being still on the adoption of the 


second branch of the proposition offered by the | 


gentleman from Illinois, ; 

Mr. WALKER. I move to lay that proposi- 
tion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 


motion is out of order. 


{Loud cries of ‘ Call the roll !”] 


The question was taken; and decided in the | 


affirmative—yeas 123, nays 53; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Al- 
len, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J.- Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Beicher, Bell, Bo- 
cock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Gearge W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, 
Kuriz, Lamb. Latham, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
MeNair, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, Joha G. Miller, Smith 
Miiler, Nuble, Olds; Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. 


: Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 


H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 


“Straub, David Stuart, John. J. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, 


Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, War- 
ren, Wells, Westbrook, Witle, Daniel Be Wright, Hen- 
drick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—123. 


° 


|| NAYS—Mesers. Ball, Bennett, Benson; Campbell, ar- 
| penter, Crocker, Thomas: Davis, Dick, Dickivsotg Eđ> 
| mands, ‘Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Plag- 
| ler, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison; Hastings, Haven; Howe, 
Baniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, MeCuloeh, -Matteaon, 
| Meacan, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murtay,: Norton, Ano% 
; dtew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
, Russell, Sabla, Sage; Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Samiod 
; Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Wade, Walley, 
| Elihu B. Washbarne; Israel: Washburn; John Wentworth, 
| Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—53. wards 
So..the. second branch of the. resolation was > 
| agreed to. : pe : mod 
Mr. RICHARDSON. moved to reconsidér:the 
i vote lasttaken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
: upon the table; which latter motion was ‘agreed 
to. AD a a u 
Mr. HAVEN. Unless. some other gentleman 
: has more important business to offer just now, I 
! move that the House do now adjourn. ` 
| The question was put; and the motion was 
ij agreed to. ; : 
The House thereupon, at a quarter before six 
i, o’elock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow at.twelae 
o’clock, m. ; 


- 


IN SENATE. 

Tuxspay, May 16, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticen. | aN 
o TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


| Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of Simon 
| Smith, a pensioner of the United. States, praying 
| to be allowed back’ pension; which was referred 
| 


f 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Abigail Sanders, praying 
to be allowed bounty land, as the widow of Jo~ 
seph Davis, a soldier in the last war with Great 
i Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 
|| Pensions. 

‘| Also, the memorial of Ithamer W. Beard, 
i Assistant Treasurer of the United States, Boston, 
Massachusetts, praying that Congress authorize 
the permanent employment of two clerks in his 
i office; which was referred to the Committée on 
|| Finance. bf: = A 
|| Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Ste- 
|! phen Michaels, praying to be allowed a pension 
for diseases contracted while a soldier in the ser» 
| vice of the United States; which was. referred. to 
| the Committee on Pensions. : : 
| Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Aza 

Arnold, praying the renewal of his patent fora 
| machine called the “ double speeder;”? which was 
| referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
| Patent Office. : 

Mr. PRATT presented a memorial of citizens 
of Washington county, District of Columbia, and 
of Washington city, residing on Maryland. ave- 
nue, east of the Capitol, praying that said avenue, 
| may be opened and graded, and that the turnpike 
| road, from the termination of that avenue to the 
| District line, may be made free from toll and ré~ 
| paired; which was referred to the Committee for 
i the District of Columbia. 
|. Mr. BADGER presented the petition of J. 
| Lucas and others, watchmen employed in the 
| Navy Department, praying additional compensa 
i tion for extra services rendered by them; which 
i was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
|| Mr. BRIGHT presented a recommendation of 
i| the grand jury of the county of Washington, Dis- 
i| trict of Columbia, for an enlargement of the City 
i| Hall building for the necessary accommodation of 
‘| the several courts of the United States for the Dis- 
|| trict of Columbia, and for the preservation of the 
records of the said courts, including all the land 
records, wills, and titles to real estate in said Dis- 
trict; which was referred to the Committee for the 
| District of Columbia. $ ; 

Also, a resolution of the City Council of Wash- 
|i ington city, praying the erection of a new build- 
ing, or such extension of the City Hall building, 
as will provide an armory, and accommodations 
‘| for the criminal courts of the District of Colum- 
‘| bia; which was referred to the Committee for the 
| District of Columbia. 


| PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND RERERRED. 3 
| On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 
| 
i 
F 


i 
j 
| 
| 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 


Ordered, That Caty White, widow of William White, 
have leave to withdraw her petition and papers. 


| On motion by. Mr. DAWSON, it was 


H 
i 
{ 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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Ordered, That Jane Irwin have leave to withdraw he 
petition and papers. : 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the officers of the volun- 
teer companies in the District of Columbia, praying the 
construction of an armory in the city of Washington, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and reterred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


On motion by Mr, TOUCEY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Charles Stearns, 
together with the adverse report thereon, be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 


~ Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred a petition of officers 
of the Navy and Marine Corps who were attached 
“to the guif squadron during the late war with 
Mexico, praying to be allowed extra compensa- 
tion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the heirs of Captain 
W illiam Henry Allen, late of the United States 
Navy, praying remuneration for important ser- 
vices rendered during the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, and the payment of prize money for tlie cap- | 
ture of vessels, submitted anadversereportthercon; | 
which was ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the memo- | 
rial of the heirs of General Stephen Moylan, 
praying the passage of an act declaring ihat ihe 
non-settlement of the accounts of said Moylan | 
may be no bar to his heirs receiving commutation i 
pay, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
relative to the accounts of General Stephen Moy- 
fan, deceased; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred a biil to provide for 
the surviving officers of the late Sexas Navy, 
reported it back with sundry amendments. 


GUANO TRADE. 


Mr. CLAYTON, Lam requested to present 
the petition of about two thousand citizens of 
Delaware, who pray that some constitutional 
method may be devised for effecting an arrange- | 
ment by whieh Peru shall, fora just and proper | 
equivalent, either cede to the United States one of 
her guano islands, or permit American vessels to 
take guano without stint or unnecessary restric- 
tion, so that the trade in that article may be placed 
upon the true commercial basis of demand and | 
supply. The memorialists say, that without in | 
the least intending to question the propriety of 
acquisitions of territory in other quarters, they 
respecttully suggest that, in their opinion, the pur- 
chase of one of those islands would be to the | 
people of the United States of more solid worth 
than that of the Mesilla valley, Cuba, and all the 
Antilles besides. Agreeably to ihe disposition 
which was made of this subject, on the mation of 
the Committee on Agriculture the other day, I; 
move that this memorial be referred to the Exec- | 
utive Department. 

The PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered, unless | 
objected to. 

There was no objection. 


LAND TITLES IN INDIANA. 


Mr. PETTITT. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to grant me leave at this time to 
introduce two bills, of which L have not given 
notice, and I shall ask the Senate to put them on 
their passage now, They are matters which i 
would properly be referable to the committee of | 
which | am chairman—the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims. I say to the Senate that I have | 
thoroughly examined them, in connection with | 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and | 


I have a letter from him on the subject, which | | 


ask may be read, saying that these bills ought to | 
be passed. J first ask unanimous consent to be 
allowed to introduce a bill “to ascertain and | 
adjust the titles to certain lands in the State of | 
Indiana.” 

‘There being no objection, the bill was read 
first and second time by its title, and considere 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


if 
i 


fon $8 


ceiver of the land office at Vincennes, together 
with afitand proper person, learned in the law, 


l| Commissioner of the General Land Office be read j 


H 

| 

i 

| 

| 

| 

. + i 
It proposes to constitute the register and re-! 
| 

i 

i 

| 


and a citizen of Indiana, to be appointed by the 


President, commissioners to ascertain and adjust 
the title of any claimant to any tract of land, or 
any part or subdivision thereof granted by the 
resolve of Congress, of August 29, 1788, and the 
act of March 3, 1791, granting lands to the inhab- 
itants and settlers at Vincennes. 

Every claimant to a tract of land so granted, or 
any part thereof, is to file his claim with the regis- 
ter at Vincennes within six months after the pub- 
lication of the notice provided for in the bill. The | 
commissioners are to hold their meetings at Vin- 
cennes, and are to decide in a summary manner 
all claims respecting the lands granted by the acts | 
referred to. Every claimant who can produce to 
the commissioners aregular claim of title from the 
original confirmee to himself, or who shall show, 
to their satisfaction, a continuous and connected | 
possession in himself, and those under whom he 
claims for the period of twenty years, or more, | 
preceding the filing of the claim, or can show such | 
claim or title as would bar an action of ejectment 
in the courts of Indiana, is to be confirmed in his 
title. 

The bill makes other provisions necessary to 
carry out these objects. 

Mr. PHTTIT. lask that the letter of the | 


for the satisfaction of gentlemen. 
The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
GENERAL Land Orrice, May 15, 1854. 
Sia: [have carefully considered the bills presented by | 
you—one * for the relief of Sylvester T. Jeranld,” and the | 
other © to ascertain and adjust the titles to certain lands in 
the State of Indiana,” and in view of all the circumstances 
of the case, ant of opinion that, if enacted by Congress, 
they will afford the relief sougbt to be obtained; and that 
itis the only relief that can be extended by Congress in | 
these cases. y ‘ 
With great respect, your obedient servant, iH 
JOHN WILSON, Commissioner. | 
Hon. Smirn Minier, House of Representatives. f 
Fhe bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


SYLVESTER T. JERAULD. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Committee on Private 
Land Claims have also fnstructed me to report a 
bill for the relief of Sylvester T. Jerauld, assignee 
of Henry Richaud. It isa very short bill, and I; 
ask for its consideration now. | 

‘Vhe bill was accordingly read a first and second | 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. s 

It proposes to direct that location No. 118, con- 
taining four hundred acres in township one south, 
range ten west, second meridian, Indiana;-which ; 
has been made in favor of Nathaniel Ewing, as | 
assignee of claim No, 1499, in favor of the heirs 
of H. Richaud, in the report dated the 31st of De- 
cember, 1809, of the commissioners at Kaskaskia, 
THinois, be confirmed. It proposes, also, to au- 
thorize the President of the United States, on the 
production to the General Land Office, of the cir- 
tificate from the register at Vincennes, Indiana, 
for the claim, to cause a patent to be issued to 
Jernuld, as assignee of the interest of the original 
claimant; but the patent granted is only to operate |} 
as a relinguishment on the part of the United | 
States, and is in no way to prejudice any valid | 
adverse right, if such exist, | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without’ 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third | 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


AFRICANIZATION OF CUBA. 
Mr. MALLORY. I desire to submit the fol 
lowing resolution: a 


Resolved, That the recent acts and declarations of the i 
Cuban authorities, considered in connection with Spain’s 
past policy with reference to that island, are calculated to 
excite the just apprehensions of the Government of the | 
United States, of a settled design to throw Cuba ultimately | 
into the hands of its negro population, and to revive there, | 
within a few hours’ sail of our shores, the scenes of San il 
Domingo’s revolution, a result which the United States i 
will deem alike Inconsistent with their progress, their i 
prosperity, and the civilization of the age. 

I do not desire to discuss the resolution now—— | 

Mr. SUMNER. Can the resolution be consid- 
ered to-day excent by unanimous consent? i 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I object to its consider- | 


ation, i 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish to say to the Sena- 
tor what I have said heretofore, that I do not de- 
sire to discuss the question now. 


But a resolu- | 
tion on this subject was, a few days ago, referred : 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and | 
only desire that this résolution shall go to the 
committee, and be considered in connection with 
that. : 

Mr. SUMNER. The resolution had better lie 
on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
the resolution cannot be considered now. 

BLACK WARRIOR DOCUMENT. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Foffer the following resolu- 
tion, and | desire to say that the document which I 
propose to have printed relates to the seizure of 
the Black Warrior. I receive every day appli- 
cations for copies of that document, and it isa 
matter of importance, i think, that we should 
have some copies of it printed for the use of the 
Senate. $ 

Resolved, That two thousand copies of House document 
No. 86, relating to the seiznre of the steamer Black War- 
rior, and other cases of alleged wrongs to American citi- 
zens by the authorities of Cuba, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. à 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution goes to 
the Committee on Printing. 

ROMAN CATHOLICS. 

Mr. MALLORY. The morning, yesterday, 
was engrossed, Mr. President, in discussing a 
question which f presume can meet, at the hands 
of this hody, no practical legislation; and as one 
of its members I think it necessary to say a word 
in relation to that discussion. But for a remark 
of the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Bancer,} which will, I think, be productive 
of misunderstanding, I should not deem it my duty 
to utter a word. The remark to which I allude, 
I'see in this morning’s report of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, in the Union. 

“Mr. BADGER inquired whether Mr, Cass had seen a 
statement made in a Catholic paper in St. Louis-—the 
‘Shepherd of the Vatley’—that as soon as the Catholics 
should obtain the supremacy in this country, there would 
be anend of toleration here? 

“Mr. Cass replied that he had seen the statement in 
some paper, * 

“Mr. Bavcer asked whether it’would not be wise to 
consider the propriety of adopting some measures, in anti- 
cipnion of such a result, for securing religious liberty at 
Omer 

“Mr. Cass. This Government bas nothing to do with 

religious liberty at heme. That is the business of the 
States, 
Fe Mr. BapaeER inquired, if such an event should happen, 
what sort of a position should we occupy, asking foreign 
Governments to secure for our. citizens abroad what we 
could not secure for them at home ? ` 

“Mr, Cass. ‘That is supposing an impossible case.” 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the re- 
marks of the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina, and the introduction of the paper to which 
he refers, were made ironically or not, or whether 
he meant to say no more than that legistation upon 
this subject, as presented by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] would beas wise, 
(and no wiser perhaps,) as legislation upon the 
subject presented by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina himself. Perhaps the latter was 
the design. However, sir, as it hag been intro- 
duced into this body, it will certainly, unless some 
explanation be made, give rise to some feeling and 
some misapprehension. In relation to the *‘ Shep- 
herd of the Valley,” Lam happy to state here—and 
I state it because it is an act of justice due to over 
two millions of our citizens—that the paper called 
the “ Shepherd of the Valley” is not an organ, a 
mouth piece, or an exponent of the opinions, re- 
ligious or otherwise, of any Catholic church, or 
creed in the United States; but that the bishop of 
St. Louis, himself, has condemned, and in a eircu- 
lar letter cautioned the Catholics of his diocese 
against its dangerous ultraism. 

‘Therefore, sir, it is that { would say that no in- 


| ference should be drawn from anything of this 


nature, which appears in that paper, against the 
constitutional loyalty and fidelity of this large body 
of our fellow citizens. 

It is the first time, Mr. President, in this body, 
that I have ever heard directly or indirectly the 
creed of any portion of our citizens presented as 
a matter of discussion. ftis the first time that I 
have ever known any member of the body feel it 
necessary to rise and say a word upon the subject; 
and } certainly do not wish or design to do more 
than to correct any misapprehension which may 
arise from the remarks of the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

If I thought proper to say more—if I thought 
it necessary or proper to enter into a defense of 
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the church—I could take my stand here in the 
Senate of the United States, and fearlessly appeal 
to the body. for the confirmation of the fact that 
from the settlement of the Colonies to the present 
hour, no creed has ever exhibited more toleration, 
more spirit of gentieness and conciliation in this 
country. I might, too, appeal to the fact that the 
Catholics. of colonial Maryland, having the power 
to establish religious distinctions, privileges, and 
disabilities, refused to exercise it, and set a noble 
example of religious toleration. 

I might appeal to your ships and your armies, 
and show that a majority of this creed man your 
decksand fill your ranks. I might bring into re- 
view all the departments of civil life, and show them 
adorned by the highest talent and character taken 
from the members of that creed. And, sir, I 
might show that, in selecting the chaplains of your 
Army and Navy, filledas they are with a majority 
of Catholics, you have passed them by. We 
have no Catholic chaplains, sir, for our Catholic 
sailors and soldiers. 

Sir, in relation to those denials of sepulture in 
foreign countries, which the honorable Senator 
from Michigan brought to our notice yesterday, 
I have nothing to say now, but that | deplore them; 
but do not let us misconceive this matter, nor con- 
ceal from ourselves the fact that at least one large 
portion of the Protestant Episcopal ministers of 
this country, at this very hour, is refusing to the 
unbaptized their ceremonies of sepulture. 

I might say, here, in relation to the performance 
of these ceremonies to which the Senator from 
Michigan alluded yesterday, without fear of can- 
tradiction, that in this country, at this moment, 
the feeling of the Catholic church in the United 
States is in opposition to the refusal of these cere- 
monies; but, sir, | have no desire to discuss the 
subject at all. The only object which f have in 
rising, is to say, that no inference against the dis- 
loyalty of these persons should be drawn from the 
ultraism of a newspaper, whose authority is dis- 
claimed by the bishop of the diocese in which it 
is published. s 

Mr. BADGER. Iam very sorry to have made 
any remark yesterday, and should be sorry to 
make any remark at any time, which would ex- 
pose the honorable Senator from Florida-to an 
unpleasant sentiment of regret; but I really do not 
understand for what purpose the honorable gen- 
tleman has alluded to the subject of the remark this 
morning. The reason why l mentioned it yester- 
day is, I think, sufficiently apparent, and if not 
seen by everybody, can be, at once, made manifest. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan had 
made a very able and elaborate speech, in which 
he enforced upon the Senate the propriety of our 
Government taking some steps to secure, by 
treaty stipulations with foreign Powers, the enjoy- 
ment of unrestricted religious liberty by our citi- 
zens when abroad, and in the dominions of foreign 
countries. I had seen an extract professing to be 
quoted from a Roman Catholic paper—a religious 
paper—published at St. Louis, and said to be 
published under the direction or control of the 
bishop of that diocese—cum permissione superiorum 
—in which the statement was made distinctly, 
that in the event of the Roman Catholics obtaining 
the numerical ascendency in one of the States of 
the Union—not in the country, as erroneously 


stated in the paper from which the Senator has | 


read—there would be an end of religious freedom 
in such State, because, said the paper, as it was 
stated, we know that we are right, and we know 
that they are wrong. 

I knew nothing of the relations’ subsisting be- 
tween the bishop of the diocese and the editor of 
the paper, except the general inference which I 
drew that the subordinates of the Roman Cath- 
olic church are not apt to promulge sentiments 
which do not meet the approbation of their chiefs 
and superiors; but I thought it very appropriate 
tocall the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try to the fact that this proposition had been 
openly announced—if the quotation which I saw 
had been correctly made from the paper—as a 
result of the ascendency of that particular denom- 
‘ination of Christians in one of the States of the 
Union, and to call attention to this remarkable 
fact, that this Government has no power or con- 
trol over the subject of religious freedom or reli- 
gious intolerance or religious proscription in any 
of the States of the Union; that a State has aright 
to establish any amount of religious intolerance it 


pleases, to prescribe what religious tests it pleases, 
to make all rights, at least all political rights, de- 
pendent upon the progression of a religious faith, 
and consequently, that if the negotiations which 
the honorable Senator from Michigan suggested, 
were opened, we should be met with this difficulty; 
we propose to a foreign State, by treaty, to se- 
cure religious freedom to our subjects visiting the 
territories of that foreign State: 

The question is asked us, “Can you secure to 
us religious freedom in visiting any of the States 
of the Union?” The answer is, ** we-cannot;” 
it is a subject altogether dependent upon State 
legislation, and so far are we from being able 
to secure such religious freedom to your subjects 
when coming here, that we cannot secure it to 
our own citizens at home, if a particular State in 
‘any instance, should think proper to refuse it, 
and, therefore, uoless it were in the power of the 
Government tuadopt some measures for enforcing 
at home what they ask to be enforced abroad, we 
should be placed in the situation of those who de- 
mand from others that for which we could give 
them no equivalent, Thatis all, sir. It certainly 
never entered into my head to suppose that I 
should produce a necessity for vindicating either 
the patriotism, or galiantry, or uprightoess of our 
Roman Catholic fellow-citizens, of which Í never 
had a doubt. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know that the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina entertains the kind- 
est feeling towards all Christian creeds; but, sir, 
l trust he will recollect that when an honorable 
gentleman of his experience and position rises in 
this body, and calls public attention to an intoler- 
ant and unworthy article in an isolated paperupon 
this subject, and then draws the inference from it 
that legislation of the character indicated may be 
just and necessary, it creates an impression that 
such a contingency as a Catholic legal supremacy 
may be apprehended. 

Mr. BADGER, Well, may it not? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. BADGER. Why not? 

Mr. MALLORY. When he does that, he does 
by implication charge this particular creed with 
disloyalty, which, I know, he does not design to 
charge; and it is to rebut any such presumption 
of disloyalty from an unauthorized and isolated 
article that 1 have deemed it necessary to say a 
word. 

Mr. BADGER. Does the honorable Senator 
know that it is repudiated by the church itself? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihave not seen the repu- 
diating circular, but I understand from authority 
which Í cannot possibly doubt that it has been. 

Mr. BADGER. [Í am glad to hear it. 

[Here the conversation dropped.] 


TEXAS NAVY. 


Mr. GWIN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred 


| the bill to provide for the surviving Sfficers of the 


late Texas Navy, to report a substitute for the 
bill; and I am also instructed by the committee to 


| say that the substitute agreed upon is the unani- 


mous sentiment of the committee, and that they 
intend to adhere to it. 


INDIGENTINSANE BILL VETO. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
resumed the reconsideration of the bill making 
a grant of land to the several States of the Union, 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned by the President of the United 
States, with his objections. 

Mr. BUTLER addressed the Senate at length in 
defense of the veto. [A report ef his speech will 
be found in the Appendix.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. STUART 
in thechair.) The question is upon reconsidering 
the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] who was in his seat 
a few moments ago, desired to address the Senate 
on this subject; and I suppose he has stepped out, 
not expecting that my friend from South Caro- 
lina would conclude so soon, though he is usually 
very brief. ‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi told me he desired to speak, and but for that 
I should ask to have tlis subject postponed for 
the purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 
bill, Probably the Senator from Mississippi will 


be here directly, and may desire to go on to-day. 


I know that the Senator from | 


Several Sewaronrs. | Tomorrow onp n sE ir 
Mr. HUNTER. Gentlemen around mesay 

he will not desiré to speak now, >{ dobot: know. = 

how that is. f i po PEE Re pres 

Mr. BADGER. ‘I wish to suggest thatit-would 
be hardly respectful to the Senator from “Missis- 
sippi to expect him to come in-now- immediately, 
and commence: discussion on this subject; and“ t 
think my friend from Virginia had better let this 
matter be postponed until. to-morrow, and ‘let us 
take up the Indian appropriation bill: oa 

Mr. HUNTER. tam willing to-agree to that. 
Then I move to postpone: the further consider- 
ation of this bill until to-morrow-for that purpose. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have no wish. to: inter- 
rupt the course of the Senate on this question, nor 
do I wish to embarrass them in regard to the tn- 
dian appropriation bill; bus it is very. obvious that 
we ought to get through with that bill, and that 
we shall discuss it at very great disadvantage if 
we pursue the plan of dividing it between thé, 
remnants of different days, the Indian bill always 
being in the evening. ‘The subject of that’ bill is 
proverbially uninteresting; and we know that itis 
almost impossible to keep a quorum together at 
any one time when it is under consideration, E. 
should much prefer that this bill be postponed 
until some other day, so that we may take up the 
Indian bill, and dispose of it entirely to-morrow. 
E do not think there is any public interest or ser- 
vice which would suffer by that arrangement. |} 
would, therefore, if it be in order, move to amend 
the motion of the Senator from: Virginia. by 
striking out “ to-morrow,” and inserting ‘the 
day after to-morrow,”’ so as to leave us to-mor- 
row to take up and dispose of the Indian bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I bope not. The Senator 
knows there are a great many amendments yet to 
come in from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and 1 do not think we can get through with thas 
bill to-morrow. ‘They have kept it open now for 
a long time, but 1 understand they have a great 
many further amendments to propose, and we 
cannot get through with the bill to-morrow. | 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. We have only two or 
three amendments, and I do not think more than 
one or two of them will occasion discussion. I 
feel confident, therefore, that we can get through 
with the bill to-morrow,and Fam satisfied that that 
is much the best arrangement. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that: the 
motion which has been made to postpone the 
further consideration of the question until to-mor- 
row is not amendable. 

Mr. BADGER. If I understand the suggestion 
I will modify the motion. . 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 made the motion to post- 

one: i 
5 Mr. BADGER. I understand the Senator from 
Arkansas to say that he thinks the Indian appro- 
priation bih can be gotten through with to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [ think it can. — 

Mr. HUNTER. I have a different opinion. 
I am pretty sure we cannot get through with it 


to-morrow. k ~. 
I think we had better finish 


Mr. BADGER. 
something, 

Mr. HUNTER. We had better finish the 
veto. We cannot finish the indian bill to-morrow: 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say something upon 
the subject of the veto message. J wish to collect 
some materials from the Land Office in relation to 
that matter. They are in a state of preparation, 
but arenot yetready. My object is to meet some of 
the statements which were made by the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina; which bear, I think, 
not heavily, as he intended, but unjustly on the 
new States, and I wish to counteract the effect of 
them, : 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say to the Senator from 
Michigan, that other gentlemen are ready to go 
on with this discussion. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Brown] and others are prepared to 

o on. 

Mr. CASS. I spoke with relation to taking the 
vote to-day. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
thing. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken on.the 
veto message, I wish to give my views in regard 
to it. L could go on this evening, and [ will do 
so, if the Senate insist upon it; but still, I would 


, 


I do not propose any such 


+ 
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rather speak in the morning. If, however, I am 
to be postponed even until the day after to-mor- 
row, | should prefer speaking this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The question 


how. before the Senate is on the motion to post- | 


pone the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Tf understand that the 
Chair has decided that the proposition:which f 
made- to amend the motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is not-an amendable motion. If the Sen- 
ate vote down this proposition, the Senator from 
Arkansas may make his. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Then I shall vote in the 
negative on this motion, with a view of afterwards 
moving to postpone the further consideration of 
the subject until the day after to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS... I think it would be better to pur- 
sue the course. suggested by the Senator from 
Arkansas, and let us go on with the Indian bill 
to-morrow, if we can dispose of it- The delay 
of a day is not to be compared with the import- 
ance of the necessary investigation. 

Mr HUNTER. If we take that course, L 
hope it will be with the understanding that when 
the Indian appropriation bill shall come up, we 
shall go through with it, and be prepared to take 
a week on it,if wecommence. The amendments 
which I understand are coming in from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs are nat going to be de- 
cided in a day. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope we can get through 
with the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. If we do take up the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, it will still be in the power of the 
Senate at any time to lay that aside, and take up 
this bill, if they choose. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken, I 
should like to know whether it is the understand- 
ing of the Sénate, that on the day after to-morrow 
we are to adjourn over, for the purpose of putting 
the Chamber in order? I have heard some talk 
of that sort. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
any such motion made to-morrow. [hope not. 
There ought to be some notice of such an adjourn- 
ment given beforehand, so that Senators who de- 
sire to go home may be able to do so, 

Mr. BROWN. As I said before, | am willing 
to speak this evening, or to-morrow; or even if the 
subject be postponed until the next day, I shall 
not object; but Í do not wish to have it postponed 
longer than that. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to mention, as 
the occupant of the Chair cannot make the expla- 
nation, that it was suggested a few days ago, at 
the instance of the gentleman who now occupies 
the chair, [Mr. Sruarr,] with a view to his ac- 
commodation, that an arrangement of the kind 
alluded to should be made for adjourning over 
from Thursday, but changes have taken place 
which render that no longer necessary, and render 
it proper that that motion should be postponed for 
another week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on postponing the further consideration of the 
bill until to-morrow. 

The question being taken, it was found that no 
quorum voted. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. BADGER. That motion cannot be made 
until we have disposed of the pending bili. The 
question before the Senate is on postponing the 
further consideration of that bill until to-morrow. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


thinks no question can be taken, so long as there | 


is nota quorum present. 

Mr, BADGER. But if the Chair will put the 
question again, f think a quorum would beshown. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER again put the 
question; and there were—ayes 9, noes 20; no 
quorum voting, 

Mr. WELLER. As thereis no quorum present, 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tursnay, May 16, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Huway Sticer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer 


I hardly think there will be |! 


Mr. RICHARDSON took the floor. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from Hli- 
|i nois yield me the floor for a single moment, to 
| present some resolutions from my State? 

Mr. RECHARDSON assented. 
Mr. BANKS then, by unanimous consent of 


| Legislature of the State of Massachusetts. 

J. Resolves concerning the Massachusetts claims. 
| Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
: and ordered to be printed, 

| 2. Resolves in relation to the preservation of 
| Cape Cod harbor. 

| to be printed. 

3. Resolves in relation to officers, soldiers, and 
others who served in the war of 1812. Laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON resumed the floor. 

| Mr. BENNETT. 
| of business. 
! TheSPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
| ness is the consideration of the resolution offered 
| by the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Ricuarp- 
| s0N. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House-—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
| man from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

: Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
| to withdraw the resolution offered by me some 


| relation to the termination of the debate on the 
Nebraska and Kansas bill. I mean the first reso- 

lution introduced by me. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 

| has a right to withdraw his resolution. 

it was accordingly withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER, The business first in order 


i the construction of railroads and the support of 
| schools. The pending motion is to recommit this 
‘bill to the Committee on Public Lands; and the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Hamiiron] is 
, enutled to the floor. 

SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Wholeon the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, 
unless the gentleman from Maryland should insist 
j on his right to the floor. 
| Mr. HAMILTON. 

i the House to go into committee, I will not throw 
any obstacles m the way of its doing so, 

| Mr. SIMMONS. í ask the unanimous con- 
! gent of the House to withdraw from the files the 


i| petition for pension, that they may be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

The SPEAKER. It does not require undni- 
i mous consent, lt can be done, under the rule, 


| drawn and referred according to request, 
i Mr. DUNBAR. IL ask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to withdraw the papers in the case 
(of T. H. McManus from the files of the House. 
Mr. COBB. For what purpose? 
| Mr. DUNBAR. For the purpose of reféren ce 
|| in the Senate. 
| No objection being made, the request was 
| granted. 
| PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
| 


Mr. HUNT. Task the consent of the House 

to allow me to correct a statement which | have 

: just read in the Globe of this morning. 1 desire 
to state here publicly, that the statement in the 


} 


edge goes, and as far as I am informed by my 
friends. ‘The statements which I have read ih 
the other papers are substantially true.* 


+The proprietor of the Globe thinks it proper for him to 
state here that when there is confusion in the House, and 
many members are on their feet, the Reporters for the Globe, 
who are inside tbe bar of the House, on the floor with the 
members, cannot hear so well as those in the galleries, or at 
; desks outside the bar, above the floor of the House. 
il 
| 
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l 
| 
4 


at the Clerk’s table; and the papers will be with- | 


| the House, presented certain resolutions from the | 


Laid on the table, and ordered | 


1 call for the regular order | 


| days ago, and modified on yesterday morning, in | 


| is the consideration of House bill No. 102, grant- | 
i ing lands equally to the several States to aid in: 


I now move that the | 


If it is the disposition of : 


| papers in the case of Rachel Moore, being on a! 


Globe of this morning, in respect to what oc- | 
curred yesterday, is untrue, as far as my knowl- | 


Mr. CRAIGE. In regard to the statement of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Huwrt,] I 
will say, that in reference to anything which I 
said on yesterday, my:remarks are substantially 
reported in the Globe. What he said I did not 
distinctly hear or understand, and I do not, there- 
fore, undertake to say what he did say. What I 
said is substantially reported in the Globe, and by 
that I am willing to stand. 

Mr. HUNT. One word in reply. 1 branded 
the statement made by the gentleman yesterday, 
and the brand still remains hissing. 

[Cries of * Order!” “Order!” from all parts of 


i the Hall.) 


_ Mr. CRAIGE. The gentleman cannot strut 
into a scrape with me, and sneak out of it in that 
way. 
[Renewed cries of ‘Order !” all over the House.] 
NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 
Order being restored, and the question recurring 


j upon the motion of Mr. Ricnarpson, it was put; 


and decided in the affirmative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Ons in the chair.) f 

TheCHAIRMAN. When thecommittee was 
last in session, it had under consideration House 
bill (No. 236) for the organization of the Territo- 
ries of Nebraska and Kansas; and upon that 
question the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Max- 
WELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MAXWELL, in rising to address the 
committee, alluded to the exciting scenes through 
which the House has just passed. * Whether the ` 
movements were factious or not, he would leave 
the country to determine by the record. He ex- 
pressed the hope that the efforts which may here- 
after be made, as in the past, to defeat the pur- 
poses of the House and mislead the people, will be 
In vain, and fail. 

The bill now under consideration seeks to de- 
clare the Missouri law inoperative and void; it 
contains no startling or extravagant features; it 
does not aim to fnterfere with any man’s rights 
or privileges; it imposes no limitation on the 
liberty of any human being. The proposition 
relative to the Missouri law does not claim the 
force of legislation; the whole object. is to wipe 
out a restriction made without the authority of 
right, and which interferes with the constitutional 


Mr. Hunt did not avail himself of this privilege. Ona 
former similar occasion he refused to revise his remarks, ` 
and it was thought not worth while to show them to him in 
this case. Mr. Crater, through a friend, a member, changed 
one sentence of his remarks. As taken down by a Reporter 


| of the Globe, it read: 


“Mr. Cratge. I did say that the gentleman was a fac- 
tionist, and I now repeat it.” 


It was altered by Mr. CRaIGE to read: 


‘if the gentleman desires to bully the House, he shall 
not doit. Heshall not buily me. 4 did say he was a fac- 
tionist, and I now repeat it.” 


The remarks of both gentlemen, as reported by the Na- 
tional Intelligencer, follow: 


Mr. RICHARDSON then submitted his resolution as 
modified, and upon it demanded the previous question. 

Mr. SAGE moved to Jay the resolution on the table, upon 
which motion he demanded tbe yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUNT. If the gentleman will alow me, I will pro- 
pose an amendment to the resolution as to the time, which 


| will make it more satisfactory to the opponents of the bill. 


‘The resolution under which the Globe reports the debates || 
| says they “ shall besubject to the revision of the speakers,” || 


{Cries of “ Hear him!” and “ No!) « No !9?] 

Mr. CRAIGE and others objected. 

Mr. HUNT. ‘Then the gentleman compels me reluctantly 
to take a ground that I would not take-—— 

(Loud cries of“ Order t” Order 17] 

Mr. CRAIGE. Flook upon the gentleman as acting with 
factionists 

Renewed cries of “ Order!’ “ Order !??] 

The question was then taken on the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table; and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas 65, nays 134, £ 

Mr. HUNT. J ask that I may be allowed to ask a ques- 
tion, or to say one word by way of explanation of a matter 


; that concerns my feelings. 


The SPEAKER. 

consent. 

Cries of ** Hear him !” and objections. ] 
P Mr. CRAIGE. I take the same ground that I took be- 
ore——- 

[Shouts of t Order !” € Order 17} 

Mr. HUNT. If the gentieman stigmatizes me as a fac~ 
tionist he speaks a falsehood. 

[Vociferous shouts of * Order!” and great confusion fol- 
lowed, nearly every member standing. } 

Mr. CRAIGE endeavored to be heard amid the din of the 
many calls to order, but all that could be heard was: “F 
will exercise my rights, and will object to the gentleman ag 
soon as [ would to anybody else.” 


It ean only be done by unanimous 


1854. . 


THE CONGRESSIONAL, GLOBE. 


privileges of one section of the country. -The 
territories of the United States are the property of 
all, and no power is given to Congress to thwart 
the purposes of our fathers, and to deny to the 
citizens of one part privileges which are accorded | 
to the other portion of the country. 

He replied to the charge of a “ violation of 
good faith,” saying that the Missouri act has 
never been regarded by the North as of higher 
sanctity than other laws. Asto the accumulated 
dangers from the passage of this bill, he remarked 
that where right is, the public conviction will ulti- 
mately settle. Hecontinued his remarks until the 
expiration of the hour allotted in debate, in advo- 
cacy of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. MAYALL delivered his views in opposi- 
tion to the bill. He said that the compromise of 
1850 was far more objectionable to his constitu- 
ency than was that of 1820 to the people of the 
South. If it was policy to repeal one compro- 
mise because it was objectionable to the interests 
and sentiments.of one section of the country, why 
not repeal another compromise which was far 
more objectionable, generally, to the people of | 
another section? P 

The object of the friends of the bill, as con- 
stantly declared, was to repeal all compromises in 
relation to the institution of slavery. Why not 
repeal the compromise of 1850 as well as that of 
1820, and all other compromises on the subject? 
To carry out the idea of the friends of the bill, 
they should repeal the Constitution, in order to 
do away with all compromises in regard to the 
institution of slavery. 

This was not a question of ordinary legislation, 
nor one of mere expediency or of constitutional | 
rights. In his opinion the question was whether 
the honor of the nation should be maintained? 
whether the pledges of our forefathers should be | 

reserved, and handed down by us to our poster- 
ity to be maintained for all time to come. 

He was not opposed to the organization of a 
territorial government’ for Nebraska, but was 
against the bill in its present shape. His objec- 
tion to the bill was confined almost exclusively to 
that clause which declared that the acts of 1850 
rendered the compromise of 1820 inoperative and 
void; thereby violating the compromise of 1850, 
and plunging the country again into slavery agi- 
tation. This point he argued at length, and re- 
plied to the remarks made by Mr. Macvona.p 
some time since, 

Mr. FLAGLER said that the voice of his im- | 
mediate constituents came to him in tones deep 
and unbroken like the cataract on their borders, | 
earnestly remonstrating and protesting against im- 
pairing the Missouri compromise, and enjoining 
upon him the exercise of all the means in his 
power to oppose the threatened repeal. He was 
happy to say his own views and feelings were in 
perfect consonance with those whom he repre- į 
sents, ` i 

Thére were two great principles established at : 
an early period in our history; first, the exercise | 
of power by the National Legislature over the 
Territories, and secondly, the prohibition of sla- | 
very in the Territories, as embodied in the ordi- 
nance of 1787. These principles were sanctioned 
‘by the master-minds who framed the Constitution. | 
He then gave at length his objections to the bill | 
under consideration. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS hailed with peculiar interest | 
and joy the discussion of this great question, and | 
to those who introduced it here he tendered his 
most hearty thanks. They had done more to agi- 
tate the great question of humanity in one short 
month than he had been able to accomplish in the 
twenty years he had been a member of this body. 
He would not say that he rejoiced that they had 
done it in this particular manner, but he did re- | 
joice that the American people were bound to con- i 
sider all those great and overshadowing interests | 
which now agitated not only this country, but Eu- | 

i 
| 
j 


rope also. 

He stood in a peculiar position. He was no į 
partisan; at least, he was not connected with either | 
of those great political parties which had hereto- | 
fore occupied the attention of the people of the 
United States, and he rejoiced that the old issues | 
which had heretofore divided these parties had 
subsided. The land-marks which had distin- 
guished the Whigs and Democrats had become 
gradually more and more obscure, until they had | 
now disappeared; and no man cotld draw the line | 


it 


of distinction, or rally the forces of either party 
upon either side of the House. 

Long had he contended that all attempts by the 
Government to sustain or upheld or maintain 


and an invasion of the rights of the people of the 
free ‘States,an outrage upon the Constitution, and 
a violation of the dearest rightsof humanity. . He 
rejoiced that men were coming up to the mainte- 
nance of these principles. 

Mr. READY obtained the floor. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Reapy,] I move 
that the committee rise, 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. 
mission to say one word. 

Mr. KEITT. I hope the motion that the com- 
mittee rise will be withdrawn for a moment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I hope that no gentleman 
from the State of Mississippi, holding a seat upon 
this floor, would so far degrade himself as to 
make a reply to the gentleman who has just 
spoken. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That is the best argument 
you can-make, and the best one you ever did 
make. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ser- 
Mour’s motion; and it was decided in theaffirma- 
tive. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the state 
of the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 236, entitled ** An act to organize the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas,” but had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

On motion by Mr. TWEED, the House then 
adjourned (at twenty minutes of four o’clock) till 
to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, May 17, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of the 
officers and soldiers who were wrecked on the 
steamer Winfield Scott, in the Pacific ocean, on 
December 2, 1853. The petitioners allege that in 
consequence of this wreck, the second regiment 
of infantry lost allits instruments and music val- 
ued at $800; that each officer lost or had destroyed 
all his necessary baggage, valued at from $450 to 
$500; and that each soldier sustained a loss equal 
to $100. They pray, therefore, that the several 
amounts above named, be allowed the officers and 
soldiers of the regiment who were in the wreck. 
The petition’ was referred to the Committee on 


I ask per- 


|| Military Affairs. 


Mr. MORTON presented the memorial of 
Isaac Hulse, praying indemnity for the injury 
sustained by him in the erection of the barracks 


of the United States at San Carlos de Barrancas, |: 


on a part of his property; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GWIN. i present the memorial of Alex- 
ander S. Taylor, of Monterey, who represents that 
he is in possession of certain manuscript papers 
and documents of great value in elucidating the 
early settlement and history of the State of Cali- 
fornia, extending from the year 1770 to the year 
1846; that the aforesaid papers and documents 
are written in the Spanish language, with the 
exception of certain portions of comments and 
statistics gathered by the memorialist from old 
settlers and officers serving under the government 
of California prior to the 7th of July, 1846, and 


copies from scarce Spanish, French, English, and 


American books; that these documents and papers 
are of a public character, and, if printed and pub- 
lished, will be of the greatest value to the people 
of the State of California, and to the interests of 
the Government of the United States. 

The memorialist farther states thathe is desirous 
of extending and completing the same by the use of 
the old Spanish archives of California, now in pos- 
session of the United States Surveyor General of 
California, and the United States Board of Com- 
missioners for ascertaining and settling the land 
claims of California, which are now in their respect- 
ive offices in San Francisco; that he is desirous of 


ia new contract was advertised for 


having this labor: performed underhis stipervision, 
but that his circumstances ‘are. “not: sufficiently 
ample to undertake the expense; and-hetherefore 


t mair | respectfully prays that Congress will appropriate 
slavery outside of the States was unconstitutional {i g ania 


a sum of money to. insure the early-printing and: 
publishing. of these documen®, as'part of the Go4 
vernment archives, the mast of which have never 
appeared in printin any language. As ita’ an. 
interesting memorial, {-move that it be:referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands; and printed. ==- 

The motion was agreed to, : a0 beg > 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented: a petition; 
signed by German inhabitants of the city’ of 
Washington, District of Columbia, praying a ré- 
duction of the rates of ocean postage; which wag 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred certain -docutnents in sup- 
port of the claim of the children of Leonard Proc. 
tor to a pension for services rendered by him 
during the war of the Revolution, submitted ‘an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered fo be 
printed. : 
Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to improve the naval ser- 
vice; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 
Je W, KELLY’S. CONTRACT. =; 
Mr. MORTON. As the morning business is 
through, | wish to throw myself on the indil- 
ence of the Senate, and ask them to take up the 
Bill for the relief of John W. Kelly. It is a pri- 
vate bill which has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and is 
especially under my charge. I expect to leave 
the city n a few days, to be absent some five or 
six weeks, andl am, therefore, an%ious to. have 
the bill considered and acted upon before I leave, 
Mr. DAWSON. Did you write the report? 
Mr. MORTON, I drew up the report, and I 
can give all the necessary information in regard ~ 
to it. 
Mr. DAWSON. I hope the bill will be taken 
up. ; EE rag 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ; : 
It proposes to direet the Postmaster General to 
have the accounts of John W. Kelly, late a‘ con- 
tractor on route 3540, from Bainbridge, Georgia, 
to Appalachicola, Florida, audited and settled by 
the proper accounting officers, and to allow him 
the contract price stipulated to be paid him, $2,400 


| per annum, from September 1, 1852, to June 30; 


1855, the day on which his contract would-havé 
expired, deducting therefrom the payments here- 
tofore made on account thereof; andthe sum when 
so ascertained and paid shall be in full of all 
claims which Kelly may have for damages in con: 
sequence of the annulment of his contract on the 
2lst of February, 1853, by the Post Office De~ 
partment. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, there is a re- 
port accompanying the bill, which sets forth the 
facts and merits of the case. I presume, how- 


| ever, that it is unnecessary to read that report to 


the Senate. 
the case b 
cient. 

In 1852, the Post Office Department entered 
into a contract with J. W. Kelly for the trans- 
portation of the mail from Bainbridge, in Georgia, 
to Appalachicola,in Florida. The services under 
that contract commenced on the 1st of September, 
1852. On the 8th day of February ensuing, the 
Postmaster General, in consequence of false in- 
formation, as he acknowledged, and as the party 
giving it also subsequently acknowledged, an- 
nulled the contract of Kelly. 

Complaint was lodged against the contractor 
on the 8th of February, 1853, and immediately 
the contract was annuiled. The postmaster at 
Appalachicola, upon whose statement the contract 
was annulled, subsequently acknowledged that he 
had been imposed upon whilst absent from his 
post, and had given false information to the Post 
Office Department. But by the time when. this 
acknowledgment was received at the Department, 
and anew'con- 


A laconic statement of the points of 
y me, I presume, will be amply suffi- 


tractor placed upon the line. The true informa- 
tion received: by the Department, established the 
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Ns 


Imay here remark, that the Post Office Depart- 
ment pursued in this case a very singular course, 
andone not usual off such an occasion, in annul- 
ling the contract of Keily without calling on him |} 
to show cause why the act should not be done. |) 
On the 30th of January, the postmaster at Appala- |) 
chicola, being then confined to a sick bed in || 
Georgia, wrote a letter to the Postmaster General, |; 
in which he said: 

~t I regret to inform you that Captain Kelly, the contractor 
for this route, 3540, has, like all his predecessors, abandoned 
the contract.” 

Upon this simple information received from the 
postmaster of Appalachicola, then confined toa 
sick bed in Georgia, some one hundred and fifty 
ortwo hundred miles distant from his post, the 
Postmaster General annulled the contract. The 
letter was received on the 8th of February, and 
on the very same day the contract was annulled. 
When the pogtmaster of Appalachicola returned 
to his post, he wrote a letter to the Department, || 
under date of March 24, 1853, in which he used j; 
this language: 

‘At the date of my first letter, (30th January,) I was || 
confined t6 my room by sickness in Bainbridge, when I ; 
was waited upon by Thomas J. Eppes, Esq:, one of the 
itizens of Appalacbieola, then on his way to Washington, 
who represented to me the facts as set forth in my letter to 
the Department, assuring me, in addition thereto, that no | 
mail had been received at Appalachicola for a long period, 
and that Captain Kelly bad taken command of the steamer || 
J. Jenkins. Relying upon Mr. Eppes’s veracity, I consid- 
ered it ny duty to inform the Department, and was much 
surprised, on my recovery and return to this place, to find 
that I had been grossly deceived, and that Captain Kelly 
actually carried the nail regularly up to the Qist February, 
at which time the boat, whieh bad been engaged temporarily, 
refused to perform the service longer, and E made the new 
temporary contract tor a tri- weekly mail, as authorized by 
the Departinent@ad which, 1 am pleased to say, has worked 
well thus far.” 

The postmaster at Bainbridge, the other ter- |: 
minus of the route, states, in aletter to the Depart- 
ment, that Captain Kelly, the contractor, had 
faithfully discharged his duty, ‘ and has not, in jį 
one instance, failed to have the mail here connect 
during the whole time he has been carrying the 
mail on route 3540.” 

Under these circumstances, sir, the memorial, 
accompanied by many certificates, showing the if 
ie pron which the memorialist would bave re- 
ceived by the continuance of his contract, and the | 
injury which he sustained by its abrogation, was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Flis losses are estimated: at some 
six or seven thousand dollars per annum, but the 


| to the Postmaster General to nullify this contract, 


| been irregular and inefficient. 
| of Appalachicola complained, and 1 did unite in 


i mentfor amore efficient service than there had been 


| been pursued towards Floyd. 
| partment set aside his contract, and since that time 


| tion on which it was annulled is erroneous. 


committee have thought it to be only just and 
proper to present to the Senate a bill giving Mr. 
Kelly the full amount of his contract price up to 
the ume at which it would have terminated, the 
first of July, 1855, deducting the payments made 
to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, | was notin 
my seat when my colleague began his remarks in 
relation to this matter, and I do not know whether, 
in the course of these remarks, any blame or re- 
sponsibility has been thrown on the Post Office 
Department, and I rise simply to say, in connec- 
tion with this affair, that the contract referred to | 
was annulled at the earnest solicitation of my col- | 
league and myself, and the former Representative | 

i 
| 
$ 


for Florida in the other House. F shall vote for 
the bill, of course, with a great deal of pleasure, 
and I am very glad that my colleague has brought |; 
it forward; but I think it proper to make this |: 
statement. We made jointly and severally the |: 
most earnest appeals to the Postmaster General || 
to abolish that contract, and put the service on |; 
another footing, and in abolishing the contract, |i 
he acted entirely in compliance with our request. |i 
There was a complaint that the service was not 
being performed, and to my certain knowledge two | 
delegations came on here to protest against the | 
continuance of that state of things. | 
ĮI have risen merely to relieve the Postmaster 

| 

i 

F 


General from any imputation of haste in the! 
matter. I was very glad myself that the contract |: 
was annulled. The merchants at Appalachicola | 
were nol having their mail service done. They | 
had in port shipping with one hundred and sixty f 
bales of cotton, and were doing an immense busi- f 
ness, but, according io the representations made |l 


i 
j 
| 
l 


‘anxious, with us, to have the contract given to || 


to correct my colleague in one thing. 
examination of the papers on file in the Depart- 
ment, he will not find that I united in any request 


or set it aside. > 

The mail service between these two points had 
The inefficiency of || 
the service was the great thing of which the citizens 


many memorials and remonstrances to the Depart- 


on that route previous to that contract which was 
entered into with Mr. Kelly, whose service com- 
menced on the Ist of September, 1852. Ido not 
think, however, anything wiil be found under my 
signature on the files of that Department, asking |i 
the Postmaster General to set aside Kelly’s con- || 
tract. 

Previous to Mr. Kelly’s entering into this ser- 
vice there was a contractor by the name of Floyd, 
who utterly abandoned the contract. Complaints 
were placed on file in the Post Office Department 
against bis conduct, but the Department pursued 
a very different course towards Floyd, who, per- 
haps, never actually entered into the service, or, 
at all events, did not perform it efficiently, and 
shortly afterwards abandoned it, from that which 
it pursued towards Kelly. When those com- ! 
plaints were lodged against Floyd, the Department 
notified him of the allegations against him, and 
called upon him to respond to the charges. Due 
time elapsed, and no response was received from 
him. The Post Office Department then nullified, | 
or set aside his contract. After that, an adver- 
tisement was published for the same service, and 
the contract was let to Mr. Kelly. Thesame course 
was not pursued towards Kelly, however, that had 
Immediately when | 
complaint was lodged against Mr. Welly the De- 


the files of the Department show that the informa- 
1 do 
not think that if my colleague examines with care 
the records of the Post Office Department, or the ji 
papers om file, he will find there any communica- || 
tion signed by me advising or recommending the || 
nullification of the contract with Kelly. Ttis true, | 
when complaints were lodged aguifist biw, lap- 
pended certificates testifying to the respectability |; 
and credibility of the individuals whose names 
were attached to them. Wemembers of Congress 
sign a great many papers without examination, 
bat Lam sure that no paper will be found in the ij 
Department under my signature recommending 
the annulment of the Kelly contract. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, E think my 
remark will be found substantially correct in every 
particular. J do not say that any record will be | 
found of the interference of my colleague on that 
subject, but what I said was, that be himself |: 
personally applied to the Postmaster General to 
rescind this contract. If lam in error, | should 
like to know it. It is so understood by myself, 
and I have always acted upon this presumption. 
I so interfered, and so did Mr. Cabell, and I un- 
derstood that my colleague also personally so in- 
terfered, and made the request. I do not say that 
he signed a memorial, or a paper, but that he was | 


some other party, or put ona different footing, 
which could only be done by rescinding this con- |! 
tract. 


Mr. MORTON. 


aside. Yet, [think the Post Office Departmen 
pursued a very stringent course, to say the leas 
of it, towards this man Kelly, and entirely difer- |) 
ent from the course which it had pursued towards 


| service was not performed. 


| made. 


: to the payment of Kelly. 


ij derived fiom others, and there being, moreover, a nec 


i menced upon that route. 


do not wish to go into a discussion of the action 
of the Post Office Department with regard to this 
contract of Kelly’s, although I think it is fairly 
subject to criticism and reprehensible remarks. 
Mr. DAWSON. 1 wish to ascertain from the 
Senators from Florida whether my understanding 
of this case is correct. As I understand it, Kelly 
took the contract, but was removed upon the state- 
ments of the postmaster at Appalachicola that the 
The postmaster of 
Appalachicola was sick one hundred and fifty or 
two hundred miles from home, when he gave 
the letter referred to to a gentleman who was 
coming on to Washington city. That letter was 
brought to Washington and presented to the Post- 
master General, and upon theinformation contained 
in it, the order rescinding Kelly’s contract was 
When the postmaster at Appalachicola 
got home, he found that he had been made an in- 
strument in the hands of aman who was coming 
to Washington, to make a misrepresentation of 
the facts, upon which misrepresentation the Post 
Office Department had acted. When he got back, 
he wrote to the Department, saying that he had 
been made an unwilling instrument to tell a false- 
hood, which led to the rescinding of the contract, 
when, in point of fact, there had not been a single 
failure from one end of the line to the other, 
from the time that Kelly took the contract. The 
Department then suid to Kelly, we have Jet this 


: contract so that the service may go on, and we 


cannot remove the man who has now got it, 


j although we are sorry that you have been re- 


moved on false representations, but we cannot 


| settle your claim, it must be referred to Congress. 


The claim is now, however, before us, and it seems 
there is nobody to blame, except the man who 
made the false representation, the sick postmaster 
of Appalachicola, and he is to blame for the whole 
of this difficulty, because he allowed himself to 
be used by a man who was coming on here to have 
the contract rescinded. The object was to geta 
contract for a tri-weekly mail, when Kelly’s con- 
tract was but for a weekly mail. Kelly was re- 
moved unjustly, for he never failed to discharge 
his duty. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have no doubt that the 
honorable Senator from Georgia has correctly 
stated the matter precisely as it is, However, the 
only object [ had in rising at first was, as some 
imputation seemed to be cast on the Postmaster 


| General, to shield him from anything of the kind, 


and to say that his action, whatever it was, has 
been, as I understand, at the earnest solicitation 


‘and interference of the delegation from Fiorida, 


who were as much mistaken about the true facts 
of the case as the Postmaster General himself. 

Mr. DAWSON. Precisely. ; 

Mr. MORTON. Ido not wish to protract the 
discussion on this bill. The statement of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia is substantially correct. [ 
omitted before to say to the Senete that the order 
was made by the Postmaster General with respect 
Ttshould be borne in 
mind that the contract was annulled on the Rih 
of February, and the Postmaster General, when 
directing the payment to be made to Kelly for 
the services which he had performed, said: 


“ The postmaster at Appalachicola having reported the 
abandonment of service by Mr. Kelly, on false information 


ty fora readvertisement of the route ro procure adequate 


: majt facilities for Appalachicolia, which could not be done 
| on the pro rata principle, let Mr. Kelly, late contractor, be 


paid at his contract rate, from Oetober 1, 1852, t0 Feb- 
ruary 21, 1853, subject, however, to fines and dednetions. ” 


This gave him pay from the Sih of February, 


! on which day the contract was annulled, until the 


Qistof February, when the new services com- 
If Mr. Kelly had then 
been considered as a defaulting contractor, this 
additional pay would not have been allowed, but 
he would, in common parlance, have been termed 
‘black balled” by the Department. He is not 


i so, and consequently heis now at liberty to make 


any other contract. [fhe had been a defaulting 
contractor, he would not have been paid the 


! amount due him even up to the 8th of February, 


at the time when the contract was set aside, but 
would have been subject to damages for the non- 
performance of the contract. Instead of this, the 
Postmaster General said, substantially, that he 
was not a defaulter, but that his contract was 
taken from him on false information, and, there- 
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fore, that he should be paid not only up tothe 8th 
of February, when his contract was annulled, but 
also up to the Qlst of February, when the new 
contractor commenced the service. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


PORT HURON AND LAKE MICHIGAN RAIL- 


‘ ROAD. 4 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill granting 
the right of way over, and depét grounds upon, 
lands belonging to, the United States at and near 
Fort Gratiot, in the State of Michigan, to the Port 
Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad Company, 
have instructed me ‘to report it back with an 
amendment in the form of a substitute. If there 
be no objection, I ask for its consideration at this 
time. $ 

The bill was accordingly considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to grant to the Port Huron and Lake 
Michigan Railroad Company the right of way upon land 
reserved for military purposes at Fort Gratiot, in the State 
of Michigan; and also the right to take and use other lands | 
belonging to the United States at the same place for the 
necessary depéts:. Provided, That he shall be of opinion 
that the said grantsfwill not be detrimental to the public 
interest, and that the company pay into the T'reasury of the 
United States the appraised value of the premises required 
for the depots and other necessary buildings, to be determ- 
ined by such officer or officers of the Engineer Corps, or 
such other person or persons as the Department may des 
jgnate for that purpose: And provided further, That the 
location and width of the road-way, and the location and | 
boundaries of the depot grounds, and also the conditions on 
which they are to be possessed and improved shall be de- 
termined under the anthority, and with the approval of the 
President: nd provided further, That if said railroad and 
depots shalt not be completed within —— years, or if at 
any time after completion the use of said railroad or de- 
pots be discontinued or abandoned, the said grant shall 
cease and determine. 


Mr. IIUNTER. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Illinois if this right is left to the discretion of 
the President or Secretary of War, or whether it 
is imperative? 

Mr. STUART. It is discretionary. 

Mr. SHIELDS. This has been prepared in 
concert with the War Department. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 
that there ig a blank in the amendment which 
should*be filled. 

Mr. STUART. Fill it with “ten,” so as to 
make it “ ten years.” 

The PRESIDENT. 
that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of thecommittee was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
a third time, and passed. 


LIBUT. STRAIN’S DARIEN EXPEDITION, 


Mr. CLAYTON. It will be recollected, Mr. 
President, that an expedition commanded by 
Lieutenant Strain, and under the protection of the 
United States, was sent to the Isthmus of Darien 
for the purpose of ascertaining, in conjunction | 
with a similar expedition on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, the practicability of a 
canal route across the Isthmus of Darien. A de- 
tachment from a United States man-of-war was 
sent for that purpose, and penetrating the Isthmus, 
Jost their way. It was generally believed, for a 
long period of time, that they. had perished mis- 
-erably in that wilderness. It turned out at last, 
however, that they were saved by a boat’s crew 
from her Britannic Majesty’s man-of-war Vi- 
rago. In order to enable the Senate to under- į 
stand the purpose which I have in view in offering 
the joint resolution which I desire to introduce, 1 
will now read a part of a letter writen by Lieu- 
tenant Strain to Commander Edward Marshall, 
of the Virago, acknowledging the services ren- 
dered, The letter is dated “ United States Darien 
Expedition, 
Harbor, April 8, 1854.” After a fall account of 
all the dangers incurred, and the services of the 
boatsmen in behalf of the detachment, Lieutenant | 
Strain closes his letter thus: 

« Owing to the supply of provisions and clothing whieh 


If there be no objection 


Cantonment of La Palma, Darien i 


; dent to cause to be paid to each of the boat’s crew 


i veying party, the sum of one hundred dollars 
| each as evidence of the high sense entertained by 


we have received from the Virago, we have now nothing 
to desire, while the assiduous attentions of your medical 


| stand it, cannot go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations without seeming to receive a sanction 


| Senator from Louisiana, and discussed somewhat, |} 


officers have removed ail, as we have every reason to 
and believe, beyond the reach of danger.”? 

-To the energy and activity of the commander of the 
relief party, Lieutenant W. C. Forsyth, we owe much, as 
the condition of some members of our expedition was so 
precarious, that even a few hours- afterwards, we should: 
have arrived too late. To him, Dr. William Ross, and. Pay- 
master W. H. Hills, and the men composing the crew of the 
paddle box boat, you will please communicate my thanks, | 
and those of my party; and Fam well aware that it must 
be a source of intense. satisfaction to them to know that, 
had it not been for their well directed efforts, thirteen suffer- 
ing mew must inevitably have perished miserably, notwith- 
standing every effort which 1, or the others composing the 
advanced guard, might have made to save them.?? i 

It will be seen, then, from the testimony of our 
own officer that thirteen suffering Americans were 
saved by these officers and crew of the British 
ship. In order to make some acknowledgment to 

them for this act of humanity and generosity, Í 
beg leave, by the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
to introduce a ‘joint resolution manifesting the 
sense of Congress towards Commander Edward 
Marshall, commanding her Britannic Majesty’s 
ship Virago, and the officers and crew who 
were detached by his order for the relief of the 
surveying party under the command of Lieuten- 
ant J. G. Strain,” for the purpose of having it 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | 

Unanimous consent was given to the introduc- 
tion of the joint resolution, and it was read twice, 
and feferred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

tions. 7 

The joint resolution proposes to request the 

President of the United States to procure gold |] 
medals with suitable devices, one to be presented 
to Commander Edward Marshall, of her Britannic 
Majesty’s ship Virago, one to W. C. Forsyth, 
First Lieutenant of the Virago, one to Dr. Wil- 
liam Ross, and one to Paymaster W. H. Hills, 
as a testimonial of national gratitude for their 
generous and humane conduct in extending timely |; 
relief to the surveying party under command of | 
Lieutenant Strain. It also authorizes the Presi- 


hope 


who were engaged in the rescue of the said sur- 


the Congress of the United States of their gener- 
ous assistance. 


AFRICANIZATION OF CUBA. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the special order is 
taken up, I ask the Senate to consider the resolu- 
tion which I submitted yesterday, and which was | 
laid over on the objection of the Senator from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.] I desire merely to | 
have it referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- | 
lations, without discussion. | 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 


the resolution will be considered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood from the hon- 
orable Senator, yesterday, that he did not desire 
o consider the resolution at this time. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is precisely my desire, : 
not to have it debated at this time, but to send it! 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. i 

Mr. SUMNER. The resolution, as I under- 


from this body. 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, sir, that is a matter | 
for the body to determine; and 1 now ask the || 
Senate to consider and refer it to the committee. | 
A resolution was introduced sometime ago by the! 


and referred to that committee; and I shall be pre- 
pared to discuss the whole subject when a report 
shall be made by that committec. 
Mr. CHASE. Let the resolution be read. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Foreign Relations. It; 
will be read. f 
The resolution is as follows: i 
Resolved, That the recent acts and declarations of the | 


{i 


Cuban authorities, considered in connection with Spain’s | 
past policy with reference to that island, are calculated to: 
excite the just apprehensions of the Government of the | 


+ 


prosperity, and the civilization of the age. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think there need be no | 
hesitation in referring the resolution to the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Relations. -If the vote on the || 


qu Be : $ 
an indorsement of the propositions contained in | 


i| sachusetts would be justified inthis objection; -but 


| Senate, in regard to the proposition in th 
| tion. It is,in. fact, a mere resolution of in 


the resolation, the honorable Senator:from.Mas- 
I think he is: mistaken in regard to that: “Ehe 
mere reference of the resolution to thé: commitiee 
expresses no opinion whatever, on the part-of the 
esola- 

airy; 

and, as such, it seems to me, the Senator hon id: 
make no objection to its reference. ms ae 
Mr. CHASE. The resolution ‘asserts certain, 

I do not see how it is possible for the 


facts. 
Senate even to refer a resolution of that abstract: 
character without appearing at least to give a 
sanction to the propositions contained in it; and, 
for one, L am not willing to observe silence while 
a resolution of that sort receives the action of the 
Senate. ; 

I am sure the Senator from Florida will not 
suspect me of any desire to throw any obstacle 
whatever in the way of a simple resolution of in- 
quiry, if he proposed to address such a resolution 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. There 
is no Senator upon this floor to. whose action: [ 
should be more unwilling to take any exception; 
than to that honorable Senator; but, sir, in my. 
judgment, this resolution goes something further 
than a mere inquiry. It asserts distinct. facts— 
facts running through a long line of policy, alleged 
to have been pursued on the part of the Spanish 
Government; and I think, before it is referred, it 
ought to receive some discussion on this-floor.. Sp 
faras Ihave anything to say upon it, J. could 


| proceed as wellat this time as at any other; but it 
seems to me, in view of the business before the 


Senate, it would be better to postpone the consid- 
eration of it until. to-morrow, and then take it: up 
during the morning hour: - 

Mr. MALLORY. I was not prepared for such 
objections as these. If the resolution does set 
forth facts, they are facts that 1 assume, and. that 
I expect, if I have an opportunity, to sustain, and 
they are not facts set forth by the Senate, or sanc- 
tioned by the Senate as facts; but the object of 
referring the resolution is to ascertain whether the 
Committee on Foreign Relations will give it a re- 
port or not. I donot come here at. this hour to 
ask the sanction of the Senate upon the resolution. 

I have no doubt of convincing the Senate when 
the proper-time arrives, that the resolution asserts 
nothing but facts, and, sir, I feel that it is nothing 
but an act of courtesy to myself—the honorable 
Senator from Ohio having permitted the former 
resolution, submited by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. SLDELL,] to go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations—that this resolution should 
also go to that committee, it being on the same 
subject. I can see no object to beattained in pòst- 
poning it until to-morrow; because I want*to 


„avoid discussion; Tdo not seek it now; I am*not 
| disposed to discuss-this measure by halves; but I 


want it discussed thoroughly, when the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations have reported. 

Mr. WELLER. I do not think that the refer- 
ring of this resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations commits the Senate to an indorsement 
of its propositions. Suppose that a constituent of 
my friend from Florida made the same statement 
by way of a memorial to the Senate. Upon the 
introduction of that memorial, it would be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and then, 
when the subject was reported to the Senate, we 
could enter upon a general discussion of the ques- 
tions raised. ne 

And certainly the Senate ought to extend the 
same rule to one of its own members as to one 
who stands outside, and approaches us by way 
of memorial or petition. That I consider is the 
whole question. The Senator from Florida con- 
siders those facts to be true, and asks that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations may be author- 
ized to investigate the subject. When their report 
comes here, the Senator from Ohio will have an 
opportunity of entering into the discussion. 

Mr. STUART. It seems to me, 1 submit to 
the Senator from Florida, that this thing may 
be disposed of very easily by striking out the 
word “ that’? following “ resolved,” and inserting 
“ that the Committee on Foreign Relations be in- 
structed to inquire whether,” and then let the 
words of the resolution go on as they now stand. 
Nobody will be committed by that. EA 

Several Sewarorns. Move to amend the reso- 


estion of its reference would be considered as | lution. 


Mr. STUART. Iwill move that amendment. 


1200 


Mr. MALLORY. I have ne objection. to so 
modifying the resolution. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. et, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report in favor of printing 
two thousand additional copies of Captain Lo- 
renzo Sitgreave’s report on the expedition down 
the Zuñi and Colorado rivers, and five thousand 
copies of the report of the expedition of Captain 
Marcy on the head waters of Red river. This 
report is made after a careful investigation; and 
the number.is all we esteemed necessary, and it is 
deemed that the public service require that they 
should be printed. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that there be three thou- 
sand of each printed. They are both very val- 
uable documents. , 

The amendment was agreed to; and the report 
as amended was concurred in. 


SENATE REPORTING. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iam anxious to dispose of a 
resolution which is pending before the Senate, 

roviding for publishing the debates and proceed- 
ings of the Senate. I will call it up, provided it 
is not to lead to debate. If it should lead to de- 
bate, E should certainly be unwilling to do so, and 
thus interfere with the time of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. I should like the honor- 
able Senator to signify whether it will interfere 
with him, 

Mr. BROWN. 
now. 

Mr. BRIGHT, [Iwill call it up immediately 
after the honorable Senator has got through. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 
On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
resumed the reconsideration of the bill making a 

rant of land to the several States of the Union, 
‘or the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned by the President of the United 
States, with his objections. 

Mr. BROWN then roseand addressed the Sen- 
ate, on the veto message. A report of his speech 
will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr.BRIGHT. 1 move to postpone the further 
consideration of this subject until to-morrow, for 
the purpose of taking up the resolution which I 


4 


I should prefer to proceed 


offered the other day respecting the publication of | 


our debates. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE DEBATES OF THE SENATE. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Bricut, on 
Thursday, the 11th instant. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I modify my resolution by 
striking out all after the word ‘ Resolved,” and 
inserting: 

Thatthe Secretary of the Senate eontract with the pro- 
prietors of the Washington Sentinel for the daily publica- 
tion of the proceedings and debates of the Senate in that 
paper, provided the same can be done at a price not ex- 
ceeding #4 50 per column. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. When this question was 
under consideration the other day, a great deal 
was said in reference to the reporting done by the 
Union, and the fact that that paper was engaged 
to report the proceedings of the Senate was urged 
ag an argument why we should put other papers 
in this District upon the same footing. Since the 
adjournment on that day, I have received a com- 
munication from the editor of the Union, which | 
desire to have read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the communication, as fol- 
lows: 

Union Orrice, May 12, 1854. 

Dear Sir: I see from the debate in the Senate on yes- 
terday that the subject of publishing the proceedings and 
debates of that body is creating some degree of embarrass- 
ment. My object in addressing you this note is to remove 
all cause for embarrassment as far as the Union is con- 
cerned. By reference to General Armstrong’s letter to the 
Seeretary of the Senate, dated February 11, 1854, you will 
see that he asked to be relieved fram his engagement to pub- 


lish the entire proceedings and debates of the Senate, and |! 


that the arrangement should cease from that date. His 
sletier was laid before the Senate, but the only action taken 
was to refer it to the Committee on Printing. Not being 
disposed to abandon the arrangement without the consent 
of the Senate, General Armstrong, on the advice of the 
cheirman of the committee, as I understand, felt it his 
duty to go on under the arrangement until the Senate 
should take further action. 
Armstrong, I became the proprietor, and inferred from the 
fact that he had continued to execute the arrangement up 
to his death, and seeing that the Senate had taken no action, 
that it was the wish of the Senate that the arrangement | 


Upon the death of General i 


should continue. I accordingly addressed a note to the 
Committee on Printing, expressing my willingness to go on 
-with the former arrangement, I have continued, to publish 
the proceedings and debates of the Senate upto the present 
time, executing the arrangement with all tie dispatch that 
was practicable. I knew tbat the arrangement had yielded 
no profit to General Armstrong, and I anticipated none. to 
myself; but as [ supposed the Senate deemed it important 
to give to their proceedings an extensive circulation, 1 was 
willing to contribute alt in my power to thatend. As the 
publication in the Union of the entire proceedings and de- 
bates.of the Senate is a matter of no pecuniary interest to 
me, and as I see from the debate yesterday that it is not 
regarded, by some of the Senators, as a matter of benefit to 
the country, I respectfully request you to relieve the Sen- 
ate of any embarrassment growing out of the former ar- 
rangement with the Union, by signifying my readiness to 
terminate the arrangement with this daté. I beg leave to 
add, that I shall continue to keep a reporter in the Senate, 
and will endeavor to do as full justice to the publication of 
the proceedings of the body as their importance, and my 
obligations to the other House will allow. 

With sentiments of high regard, E am very respectfully, 
your obedient servant, A. O. P. NICHOLSON. 
How. BENJAMIN FITZPATRICK, 

Chairman Committee on Printing, §e. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Now, Mr. President, 


stated, when this matter was under consideration 
the other day, I hoped we should get. If I under- 
stand the amendment which has been made to the 
resolution, it contemplates simply authorizing the 
Secretary to contract with the Sentinel alone. It 
| seems to me somewhat strange, when two papers 


i been so long established here, could not maintain 


| Service, that the Sentinel, or any other paper estab- 
‘lished so recently, should be anxious to seek such 
| a position. 

| Lam in favor of placing the proceedings of this 
| body in such a shape as will preserve them; and 


| I think that can be done in the way which l inti- 


i this question. The paper which is now the sole re- 


ithe Union, and exchanges, perhaps, with seven 
tenths of the papers throughout the country. 
that be the fact, all the information in regard to 
our proceedings which is necessary for the en- 
lightenment of the country, can be found in that 
paper. lt certainly cannot be for the purpose of 
‘ enlightening the Senate, that it is proposed to add 
an additional reporter. 


| of them, the Intelligencer, long since declined it; 
and the communication which has just been read 
j shows that the other cannot sustain itself at the 
| price paid, and avers that this service has never 
been the source of any pecuniary profit to the pro- 
| prietor in the transaction of his business. 
| these facts before us, and with the heavy printing 


: body and of the other House, it seems to me that 


the other House, the cost of printing is a matter 
worthy of the consideration of the Senate. i 
have been at some pains to ascertain the amount 
of money paid annually by this body and by the 


I will endeavor (without attempting to trespass 
too long on the attention of the Senate, for I have 
| already occupied more of their time than I desired 
todo) to present some of these items. I will take 


put down by a gentleman who I presume thor- 
oughly understands this matter, and who bases 
it on statistics before him, as costing about 
$17,372. Thatis the actual price, I believe, for 
the Thirty-Second Congress, assuming the Sen- 
ate’s debates to be equal to those of the House. 
That is based upon the assumption that the cost 
of reporting is $4 74 per column, as stated in Mr. 
Rives’s letter. Then the cost of the mere print- 
ing is stated in the calculation which I have before 
ime at $10,769. These two items make an aggre- 


i 


i gate of $28,141, as the cost of reporting and 
l; was the sum paid, The gentleman who made 
this statement says “the above statement is based 
on the number of columns the debates made for 


forty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix, which, at nine dellars per Congress, 


we have got precisely to the point at which I ; 


‘like the Intelligencer and the Union, which have | 


| themselves at the price paid by the Senate for this | 


. mated, when I formerly addressed the Senate upon | 


porter for this body—the Globe—if iam correctly |} 
| informed, circulates very extensively throughout ij 


If | 


With į 
| items which form a portion of the expenses of this“ 
| it is utterly useless to add a third paper to the list į 


of reporters here. If the Senate pay any attention | 
to the vast expenditure going on in this body and ! 


l asa basis the reporting for the Globe which is | 


printing in the Globe for a Congress, and that | 


Both the papers to which į 
| I have referred were engaged in this business. One | 


House of Representatives for these purposes, and ; 


| intending 


That is quite a large item. I exclude from this 
calculation the probable cost of paying the three 
papers, which it was at one time proposed to em- 
ploy to publish the proceedings. [find that the 
total paid by the House of Representatives for the 
Thirty-Second Congress, for these purposes, Was 
$103,807 84. Of thissum $31,995 was paid for 
the publication of the proceedings in the Daily 
Globe, and $71,812 84 for the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix, making a total of $103,807 84. 
The amount actually paid for books, during the 
Thirty-Second Congress, was $384,000. I exclude 
from this calculation many books which have been 
paid for by the Senate, and by the other House. 
The work of Mr. Schoolcraft, and some other 
works, are not included in this calculation. Since 
the Senator notified me that he was about to call 
up this resolution, I have not had time to look into 
all the statistics; but the sum annually paid by this 
body and by the other branch of Congress, for the 
publication of books and for the reporting of the 
two Houses, as exhibited in the statement I have 
made, amounts to $532,644. 

Mr. WELLER. We pay more than $200,000 
a year in the State of California alone for our 
public printing. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. California is scarcely 
a fair example for the rest of the Union in matters 
of expenditure. In that State they deal in much 
larger figures, and on a much larger scale than we 
do in this. part of the country.” Now, without 

g to be troublesome, or to obtrude my 
remarks on this body, and without the least hope 
of influencing any gentleman on this floor, Ihave 
deemed it my duty to submit these facts to the 
consideration of the Senate. I have endeavored 
to show them the vast amount of money annually 
expended, and to show that if the Sentinel be 
placed upon the list of reporters it certainly cannot 
maintain itself. The result will surely be that we 
shall be called upon, at the close of the session, to 
make additional compensation. That paper must 
incur serious loss in publishing our proceedings. 
Why the Intelligencer and Union, with their vast 
circulation, are to be exeluded, and the Sentinel 
alone added to the list of reporters, is to me a 
mystery. If it be the settled determination of the 
Senate to place any one paper in this District 
on the footing on which it is now proposed to 
place the Sentinel, I hold it to be but fair that all 
the papers here should be placed on the same 
footing. But, sir, as I remarked before, I am not 
disposed to obtrude my views, which may per- 
haps be peculiar to myself, upon the consideration 
of this body; and if it is the sense of the Senate, 
that they will add the Sentinel, I am inclined to 
think the other papers should be placed upon the 
same footing. Whether they would undertake 
to perform the service or not | cannot say. We 
have the fact before us that one paper, which had 
a contract, relinquished that contract, and has not 
reported the proceedings of the Senate during the 
last two or three years, and the other has given 
up its contract within the last few days; and the 
proprietor of the only remaining paper, which 
does publish our proceedings, bas stated, in the 
face of the Senate, that he cannot live at the prices 
now paid him. I leave the question for the. Sen- 
ate to determine. 

Mr. JOHNSON. We have now but one paper 
which reports or prints the proceedings of this 
body, and that isthe Globe. At present, we have, 
no contract whatever with the Union, the Intelli- 
gencer, or the Sentinel. The proposition now 
before us is an entirely new one; it does not refer 


i to reporting at ail, but proposes to pay the Senti- 


nel $4 50 a column for printing our proceedings. 
I am not prepared to vote for that proposition 
when the other papers are not considered in refer- 
ence to the matter, and when I know, and every 
one here must know, that if this were a fair and 
good business for them, and if the price proposed 
would afford a reasonable profit, they would all 
be demanding the work at that price. If we pur- 
sue this course of providing for each paper sepa- 
rately, we have to consider each case seriatim, and 
euch requires as much time for its discussion as 
would be required to dispose of the whole question 
at once, 


+ 
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Nor am | prepared at this moment.to vote for 
the resolution, even if it included the three princi- 

al papers of this city, for the simple reason that 
it then becomes a serious. business, and | do not 
know whether $450 per column is. a proper 
amount to be paid or not. I-know this, however, 
that I have never been illiberal in making proper 
allowances, but have always been in favor of 
allowing a fair compensation for service done for 
the public. I know very well there are gentle- 
men in this body who are opposed to paying any 
of the city papers anything for printing the de- 
bates of this body in either of those papers. Then 
let us act upon this matter with reference to the 
whole subject, and let us consider now whether it 
is most appropriate to take up and act upon this 
single individual case, or to have the whole mat- 
ter.considered at once and acted upon with refer- 
ence to all the papers. ; 

“Sir, there is another question, a separate and 
distinct matter from this, which ought not-to be 
forgotten. The Committee on Printing, some 
timesince, before I became a member of it, reported 
upon a resolution which I, as an individual mem- 
ber of the Senate, offered, and their report is now 
lying upon the table. My proposition waa, in 
consequence of the showings which had been pre- 
sented in regard to the expense of reporting and 
printing for this body by the Globe, to put the 
Globe upon a permanent and sound footing where 
it could sustain itself. This was done in conse- 
. quence of the protest of the gentleman conducting 
and owning that establishment that he was hon- 
éstly, constantly, and daily losing by the transac- 
tion of that business, and that, too, In very heavy 
amounts. 

The report of the Committee on Printing—which 
was adverse to the resolution offered by me—recog- 


nizes the fact that the Globe cannot, or atleast ought , 


not, to go on in this way without additional com- 
pensation being paid by the Senate. They base 
their recommendation for some increase (though 
it is not to the extent I proposed) on. the fact that 
there has been an advance of twenty per cent. in 
the wages of hands since the original contract was 
made, an advance in the price of paper, which has 
been raised twenty per cent., and an advance in 
the price of almost everything necessary in such 
an establishment.. They base it also on the fact 
that the celerity with which the work is now done 
exceeds anything ever before known, and of course 
leads to increased expenditures. 

The Committee on Printing recognized the fact 
-that the Globe is not now upon a footing which 
is just and right, and they therefore reported in 
favor of taking one half the number of copies 
provided for by my resolution. That report must 
come up here and be the subject of debate. It 
relates to the reporting and printing. .The reso- 
lution now before us relates simply to the printing 
of the debates. The one ought to be considered 
without the other; and it seems to me that the 
reporting should be first considered, as a matter 
of priority. I think further, that then, as a sepa- 
rate matter, the propriety of printing our debates 
in the city papers ought to be considered, and con- 
sidered in reference to all the papers that wish to 

ublish them, and all those that the Senate has 
itherto employed for that purpose. 

Under these circumstances, and in this view of 
the case, I believe, though I will not submit the 
motion, that this question ought to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and that they should 
investigate the rate of pay that should be allawed 
for simple printing without reporting; and that 
the Senate should then take action to authorize a 
contract to be made with the leading papers of 
this city—and the whole of them or none—as the 
Senate itsélf may direct. I believe that the ques- 
tion ought to be investigated. 

As to the price, I do not know but that $4 50 
per column is just and right. If it is, I am cer- 
tainly willing to pay it. This is a matter that 
ought to be understood and properly decided, so 


that hereafter no assaults may be made upon our - 


action in our own body, on the ground that we 
have given too much, or that we have not given 
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enough. There has been no investigation of that 
question, as | understand, atall. But the Senator 
from Indiana relies upon this asa proper price, 
upon the simple declaration of two or three indi- 
viduals who have heretofore been printers to this 


body. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Does the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas submit a motion to refer this sub- 
ject to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir, Ido not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am glad the Senator does 
not, This is a very simple proposition, and one 
which can be acted upon by the Senate now as 
well and intelligently as after the report of a com- 
mittee shall have been made. The facts of this 
case are very plain. 

In 1848 the Senate, by resolution, directed the 
Secretary of this body to contract with the pro- 
prietors of the Intelligencer and Union newspapers 
for the publication of our debates and proceedings, 
at the rate $7 50 per column. ‘The Intelligencer, 
after publishing them for some time, declined to 
continue the contract, on the ground that it could 
not afford to report and publish at that price. 
Subsequently the Union declined on the same 
ground, leaving the Senate without the aid of a 
daily paper in the city, except the Globe. 

Under this state of facts, the proprietor of the 
Sentinel came forward and offered to comply with 
| the terms of our resolution passed in 1848, or, in 
other words, to do that which the Intelligencer 
and the Union had refused to do. ‘Then it is that 
the Union reconsiders its previous withdrawal 
from our service, and the new proprietor offers to 
go on with the contract of his predecessor. The 
proposition of both papers was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and by that committee 
reported back without any recommendation on the 
subject. Still the Union has gon on reporting 
and publishing as before, by what authority | 
know not, nor is it material to my purpose to in- 
quire. Iam as willing to see that paper continue 
in our service as I am anxious to employ the Sen- 
tinel, and, therefore, in offering my resolution, I 
so worded it as not to interfere in any way with 
any other paper. It was opposed, however, vio- 
lently by the honorable Senator from Alabama, 
| and others, at the time; and to-day, when we 
reach its consideration, we are met with another 
letter from the proprietors of the Union, withdraw- 
ing a second time, evidently, to my mind, for the 
purpose of weakening the application of the Sen- 
tinel; for we are met now with the argument, that 
“ we need but one set of reporters, and that the 
Globe is the only paper that should be paid for 
publishing our proceedings.” 

Now Mr. President, I admit that one set of 
reporters is all that we need, and I have so modi- 
fied my resolution as to pay but one set, and 
they to continue under the control of the pro- 
prietor of the Globe, and the Sentinel to copy our 
debates and proceedings from that paper, and 
receive therefor $4 50 per column for it. Now, 
sir, L ask what objection there can be to this? 

I repeat what I said on a former occasion, that 
I think it due to the public that we give them a 
full report of all that we say and do here; and 
this can in no way be so well done as by employ- 
ing the papers Í have named. The Sentinel, we 
| know, is ready to do our work ata fair price. 1 
say a fair price, because, after an interview with 
Mr. J. C. Rives, known to you all as an honest 
man, and fally informed in such matters, he has 
assured me that $4 50 cents per column is but a 
just compensation. . 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, it seems that 
some years ago the Senate considered that it was 
necessary to have the debates of this body pub- 
lished in the newspapers of this city. They there- 
fore authorized the Secretary to contract with the 
Intelligencer and with the Union for that purpose. 
The object of that, undoubtedly, was to procure 
‘a more extensive circulation for the debates of 
this body. Both those papers have refused to ex- 
ecute that contract. The question of releasing 
the Union from the obligations of the contract, 
upon the letter of General Armstrong, was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Printing... "That 
mittee took no action upon the subject except to 
ask to be discharged. I have a high regard for 
that committee; but I have no assurance that, if 
this question were again submitted to them, they 
would not make a similar report now. aan 

Mr. JOHNSON. The present. committee is 
not the same committee to which the subject was 
referred. Two out of the three who. were ‘then 
members are not.now on the committee. 

Mr. WELLER. f think it is very probable 
that itis a much more efficient committee since 
my friend from Arkansas was added to it,’ Bat , 
there is, I believe, the same chairman, with the 
some sympathies, and the same prejudices, per- 

aps. 5 . ; 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir; there.is a dif- 
ferent chairman. 

Mr. WELLER. You made a.contract with 
those two papers, and they say they cannot 
afford to publish our proceedings at the price 
paid to them. What was your object in making 
such a contract? It was to extend the circulation 
of the debates of the Senate... Then here is the 
printer of the Senate, who is also the publisher ofa 
newspaper in this city, who now. proposes to.give 
that circulation to the debates which you origin- 
ally designed to obtain by entering into, a con- 
tract with other parties. What is the objection 
to that? Can there be any other objection than 
that which may be ofa political character? Here 
are two Democratic newspapers published in this 
city. They are both, so faras I know, sound 
papers, supporting the true principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party, and conducted with much ability. 
One of them is unable to publish the debates at 
the contract price; the other says: it can do it. 
Why, then, not give ita trial? If the editor of the 
Sentinel says he can circulate your debates at the 
rate fixed by the original contract, that being the 
object You had in view in making the contract, 
why not allow him to make the experiment? 
What can be the objection? Surely-it.1s not be- 
cause the Sentinel was selected for the purpose of 
executing the printing of the Senate against: the 
wishes ofa majority of a certain political party here. 
It is well known that I and you, Mr. President, 
(Mr. Bavcer occupying the chair,) voted ‘for the 
printer who was elected, although weare ordinarily 
understood to be the antipodes of each other in pol- 
itics. By a strange conjunction of circumstances 
we were brought together on that. occasion, as I 
am glad to say we are very frequently, especially 
on appropriations to California. j 

The object of the Senate is to get their debates 
as extensively circulated as possible. The. ori- 
ginal agreement with the newspapers with which it 
was made has failed. Another editor proposes 
to give them the circulation of his paper. What 
ossible objection can there be to that? Why, it 
is-said he cannot afford to do it. Heis, perhaps, 
as good a judge of that as my friend from Arkan- 
sas. He sayshecan doit. Then let us make 
the experiment. I am not aware that we have 
released the editor of the Union from the obli- 
gations of the original contract. That contract 
bound him to publish the proceedings: of this 
body ‘until otherwise ordered.” We have not 
otherwise ordered it, He is not, therefore, re- 
leased; but I am willing to release him. My 
object is to have the debates of this body as ex- 
tensively circulated as possible. It is true, the 
country may not obtain a great deal of advantage 
in the end from them, for a great many silly things 
may be said upon this floor, and I say this with 
all proper respect. A great many foolish things 
in this way may be extensively circulated; but the 
people have a right to know what those who are 
called the wise men of the country have said upon 
the public measures which come before them. If 
our object be to enable the people to see what are 
the proceedings of this body, the larger circulation 
you. give to those proceedings the better. In a 
representative Government like ours, every oppor» 
tunity should be given to the people to understand 
our actions. aan 

I am not deterred by theextraordinary expenses 
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curextraordinary expenses in order to give them 
“that information. But here, sir, is a simple prop- 
“gsition that the editors of the Sentinel shall pub- 
“lish the proceedings of this body, and receive $4 50 
“a column for so. doing. 1 do not know of ary 
“person who objects to it very strenuously, except 
- my worthy friend from Arkansas, whe seems to 

“have ‘started off on the wrong track, and f am | 

‘afraid the further he goes, the further he will be 

“from what l-consider right. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from California 
is mistaken. {did not object to this. I should 

“he glad to see it done. I am in a somewhat pe- 
culiar position in regard to it. Ido not object to | 

‘this proposition, but I did not feel disposed to let | 
ät pass without discharging a duty which I felt L: 
owed to the Senate, and that was to-state the cir- 
cumstances which I narrated. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I presume it 

“will be admitted on all hands that the necessity for 
the publication of the proceedings and debates of 
this body is for one‘of two purposes. lt is either 
for the information of the body itself, or for the 
information of the people at large; or, perhaps, 
for the information of both. If it be the intention, | 
of the Senate to publish its debates solely for the ! 
information of the Senate itself, I submit that the 

ublication in the Globe is all that is required; but 
if the object of the Senate be more extended than 
that; if we desire, by the employment of stenog- | 
raphers,and by the publication of our debates and 
proceedings, that information of them shall go be- 
yond the Senate itself, it must be manifest that 

ou should enlarge, in some way, the circulation | 
of. the Globe, or that you should publish the de- | 

- bates and proceedings of the Senate in some other 

“paper than the Globe, Thatis nota political paper; 
and it has, therefore, no political circulation. For | 
the purpose for which it 1s designed—as the mere 

“instrument for securing faithful reports of the pro- ; 
ceedings and debates of this body—TI look upon it 
ad perfect as a paper can be. 

"Thad supposed that my honorable friend from 
Michigan’ i r, Sruarr] would offer some amend- 
ment, proposing to increase the number of copies | 
of the Globe furnished to the Senate, so that we | 
should be enabled to send to our constituents, | 
through that medium, as accurate a report of the 
pata and debates here as can be produced 

y anybody who may be employed. He has not 
submitted such a proposition, and I do not know 
whether he now designs to do so; but if he does, 
I shall support it with a great deal of pleasure 
when it is submitted. I think that itis just as 
important to us that the information which is em- 
bodied in these reports should go to the country, 
as that we ourselves should have the pleasure, as 
jt may or may not be, to read them over every 
morning at our seats. We, who are here, hear 
what is said. It cannot, therefore, be very im- | 
portant that the speeċhes which are made should 

‘betaken down by the stenographers employed at 
the publicexpense, and printed every morning and 
`Jaid upon our tables, merely for our own accom- 
modation. 1 had the pleasure of listening some į 
days ago to the honorable gentleman who now 
occupies the chair, [Mr. Bapcen,] and l had as fall 
an understanding, and a better one, of his views 
by hearing that argument than I could have by 
reading it. The great object, the intention in 
view in incurring this expense for the publication 
of our proceedings, is that what is published may 
go to the people for theirjinformation. 1 do be- | 
lieve, therefore, that it would be highly important | 
if, without any exorbitant expense, we could have : 
the proceedings of Congress published in all the į 
pavers of the country. {f the public Treasury | 
would afford it, they should be published in all | 
the papers of the country. It would be better for | 
ourselves, and I hope it would be better for the 
country that they should have a full knowledge 
of what is done here. ft would make every gen- 
tleman more anxious not to say what his own 
reason did not approve of; and we-should be en- 
abled, | think, to get along better if our proceed- 
ings were published everywhere. 

The proposition of my friend from Indiana is 
jot so extensive as I was led to hope it would be. 
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“debates of the Senate, the Globe is continuously a | 
I believe it is also true that $4 is a remu- | 
' eighty copies, leaving forty surplus. By having 


I thought the intention was to authorize the Sec- 
retary of this body to engage the Intelligencer, the 
Union, and the Sentinel at the prices indicated in | 
the resolution to publish the proceedings and de- | 
bates of this body, if they would consent to pub- 
lish them within some reasonable time after they 
occur. I understood that my friend from Michi- 
gan intended also, to embrace the Intelligencer and 
‘the Union in the programme which he desired to | 
submit. 

Mr. STUART. I will offer, asan amendment 
to the resolution of the Senator from Indiana, the 
proposition which has been alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, and I shall ask the attention 
of the Senate for a few minutes while I express 
my views on the subject. 
resolution by striking out all after the word “ Re- 
solved,’’ and inserting: 

` That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, | 
directed to contract with the proprietors of the Washing-* 
ton Sentinel, the Washington Union, and the National In- 
telligencer, for publishing all the proceedings and debates 
of the Senate, or with such of them as shail desire to do 
so: Provided, That such publication shalt be done within | 
such time as the said Secretary shal! deem proper, and at 
the rate of $4 50 per column; and that be contract with 
the proprietor of the Globe for five thonsand additional į 
copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the | 
present Congress. i 

Mr. WELLER. Thereisno objection to that 

Mr. BRIGHT. TI accept that. I proposed to 
offer it myself yesterday morning, if it could then 
have been agreed upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bapaer.) 
The original proposition will be so modified: 

Mr. JOHNSON. The latter part of the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Michigan relates, I be- 
lieve, to the Congressional Globe and Appendix, 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I wish to suggest that that | 
feature in regard to the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix be disconnected from this matter. It is 
a separate and distinct feature, having relation to 
the- reporting, to which the proposition of the 
Senator from Indiana has no reference whatever. 
If that is to be introduced into this question, we | 
might as well adjourn, because lam satisfied it 
will lead to one week’s debate. If that part of 
the subject be introduced now, I am sure you will | 
not get it determined very soon. 

Mr. STUART. The substitute which I have | 
offered, it will be seen, covers in its terms the 
whole subject of the reporting and publishing of 
the proceedings and debates of the Senate. . Now, 
I respectfully submit to the Senate that several 
assertions have been made here which are not 
precisely correct. The price which has been fixed, 
and which is now paid for reporting and publish- | 
ing in the Globe, is $7 50 per column. The ex- 
perience which all the papers who have attempted 
to perform this service have had upon the sub- i 
ject, agrees in concluding that $3 50, which was į 
the original sum intended for reporting, is a price | 
that is not remunerative. | 

Sir, I apprehend that an error has ben fallen | 
into in connection with this point. The Intelli- 
gencer and: Union, publishing as they do political 
papers, found it not tò be remunerative to report 
and publish the debates of the Senate at $7 50 per | 
column, and the chief difficulty was that $3 50 was | 
not enough for reporting. 
to relieving the Globe from that difficulty. As | 
reporter “and publisher of the proceedings and 


loser 
nerative price for publishing. 

Now, Í wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to a few facts connected with this subject, for I 
certainly think, with all respect to those Senators 
who have suggested that this is a very plain and 
simple thing, and ought to be disposed of ina 
minute or two, that it is a subject which involves | 
_very serious considerations in several points of 
view. 

In the first place, it will be seen by an inspec- 
tion of the Daily Globe, which is laid on our 
tables, that that paper is not only filled daily with 
the proceedings of Congress, but almost every 
day ts obliged to publish an extra sheet. Now, it) 
cannot be supposed that the publisher of the pro- 
ceedings and debates of the Senate will content | 
himself with publishing nothing in respect to the | 
business of the House of Representatives. His | 

| 
i 


object is to publish a paper to the country which | 
will be a desirable paper, and will command 


ij 


My amendment looks | 


l move to amend the jj" 


} 


| at all. 


the time, be compelled to have‘an additional half 
sheet, simply to give the proceedings of Congress. 
Then how is he to publish the general intelligence 
of the country? * i 

Mr. BRIGHT. To what papers does the 
Senator allude? 

Mr. STUART. I speak of the Sentinel, or of 
any other paper which may publish under the 
resolution. Let the Senator from Indiana under- 
stand me. l say the Senator’s inspection of the 
Daily Globe, which is laid upon our tables, will 


show that there is a full sheet every day, and an 


additional half sheet, perhaps as often as every 


i| other day, of the proceedings in Congress alone, 


The resolution looks to the publication of these 
proceedings daily in other papers being only 
twenty-four hours behind the publication in jhe 
Globe. I repeat to the Senator, and I would hke 
to have him understand it, what room will there 
be in the Sentinel, or the Union, or the Intelli- 
gencer, for general, political,and other intelligence, 
if this be done? None atall. What will be the 
consequence? Why you will have your contracts 
nullified at the outset, You will have a mere pen- 
sioner upon your purse. He will take the money, 
but he cannot publish the proceedings unless he 
devotes his paper exclusively to them. 

Mr. WELLER. May he not publish what 
he chooses ? . 

Mr. STUART. That suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from California goes to show the difficulty. 
‘The very object which is intended to be provided 
against here is not to permit a paper to take out 
and publish what he chooses. That is what has 
been done heretofore. The Union takes up and 
publishes the speeches which suit it, the Sentinel 
such as suit that, and the Intelligencer such as 
suit that paper. What is the consequence? Why, 
the Senate professes to send to the country the 


|| debates on a subject, while it sends out a partial 


statement through each of these papers. This 
goes to show you that the Senate is safe and right, 
and is performing its whole duty to the country, 
when it confines its reporting and publishing to 
the Globe, which gives the whole of the debates 
on every subject. Then, if these other papers, 
political in their character, containing general in- 
telligence, suiting the tastes and judgment of the 
editors, see fit to select from the proceedings of 
the Senate or of the House, or of both, they have 
a right to do so; but it goes to the country as 
their side of the question. The country under- 
stands it to be their side of the question, and not 
to be the current proceedings and debates of the 
Senate. 

It is for this reason that I am opposed to the 
whole proposition further than remunerating the 
Globe. 1 am for remunerating the Globe, and 
remunerating it in the way suggested, by taking 
additional copies. Why? Because it amounts 
to the same thing in point of economy as paying 
additional dollars, and you get the additional in- 
formation. Í propose to increase the subscription 
to the Congressional Globe, by the amountof five 
thousand copies, which will give to each Senator 


this number distributed, you send the whole in- 
telligence of your proceedings to the country. 
The reports in that paper are what they purport 


| to be, the proceedings and debates of the Senate. 


I shall, before I get through, propose to refer the 
whole question to the Committee on Printing, for 
the purpose of bringing the subject properly before 
the Senate. 

I will now bea little more specific about this 
matter, and I feel myself bound at this point to 
offer an apology to the Senate for detaining them 
l have submitted, thus far, my general 
views, and now I wish to be a little specific in 
regard to the particular proposition. 

I understand the circulation of the Sentinel to be 
about nine hundred copies daily. Perhaps | am 
not correct in this, but such is the report. The 
cost of publishing the correct debates and pro- 
ceedings of the Senate for a Congress, at $4 50 
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a column, would be about $16,000. Then the 
proposition is to pay $16,000 for a circulation of 
the debates among nine hundred people. I think 
that if this were a proposition to publish the pro- 
ceedings in the National Era upon these terms; [ 
could very soon get a vote from the Senate that-it 
was unconstitutional. To pay $16,000 for each 
Congress for a circulation of nine hundred comes 
pretty near to what has been denominated to-day 
an abuse of power. I do not deny that we have 
the power. | f 

Mr. JOHNSON, . Does the Senator assert, in 
all seriousness, that, if the. proposition were to 
pay the National Era on the same terms, he could 
get a vote that it was unconstitutional, simply 
from the name and character of the paper? 

Mr. STUART. I said I thought so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, sir, that is not a very 
high estimate of this body, and I think it is rather 
below the gentleman. 

Mr. STUART, [am in the habit of being in- 
terrupted; I believe I never yet rose in the Senate 
but several honorable Senators wished to inter- 
rupt me. Now I will furnish the honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas an example which ought to 
convince him on this point. He got up herein 
the Senate the other day, and stated that he had 
peony been an unqualified advocate of the 

omestead bill, but that he had come to the con- 
clusion that it savored go strongly of abolitionism 
that he could not go for it any longer. I there- 
fore tock it for granted that he probably would be 
among those who would object to giving this pat- 
ronage, if I may use that term, to the National 
ra. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let the Senator state my 
position exactly as I stated it, and as it is, and I 
am willing to abide by it, but he has not stated it 
correctly, and therefore I will claim the privilege 
of stating it myself in brief terms. . 

Mr. STUART. J will certainly grant that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My position was this: At 
the time when I made the remarks to which he 
has referred, it was supposed, or, at least, | sup- 

osed, that there was little orno prospect that the 

erritories of Nebraska and Kansas could be 
opened up to the whole country. Hence, as the 
homestead bill would operate as a mere premium 
to settlement, and as southern people with their 
property could not go there, the inevitable effect 
of the bil would be to abolitionize those Territo- 
ries, 
then support the homestead bill, Now, sir, Lam 
very strongly against abolitionism, I believe it 
to be an unholy thipe: 

Mr. STUART. I presume the Senator from 
Arkansas and myself do not differ much on that 
subject; but if his argument, which is generally 
understood to be improperly applied to the home- 
atead bill, issound, it certainly would do much to 
abolitionize the country if we were to adopt the 
National Era as a medium of communication. 

.. Mr. JOHNSON, | believe the Senator is right 
in that. 

Mr. STUART. The circulation of the Intelli- 
gencer is understood to be about nineteen hun- 
dred daily, and the circulation of the Union about 
fifteen hundred daily, and of the Sentinel about 
mine hundred. Such is my information. I do 
not vouch for its authenticity, but I understand 


that the figures which | have stated are about cor- |} 


rect. Then, if we should provide for the publi- 
cation in all these papers, we should pay,as I 
understand it, about $47,000 every Congress for 
this circulation of our debates. 

Now, sir, take the two facts to which I have 
referred——the fact that the publication of the cur- 
rent debates of Congress must necessarily ex- 
clude most other matter, and the further fact that 
you increase the expenses from the Treasury 
about $47,000 per Congress to get this amount of 
circulation for your proceedings. Is it, In the 
first place, probable that the papers having the 
largest circulation, and the surest foundation, 
would agree to the proposition; and if they did, 
would the circulation which you would thereby 
get for your proceedings be commensurate with 
the expenditure from the Treasury? In other 
words, U ask in all seriousness, is not the course 
now pursued by the Senate of paying for the re- 
porting and publication in the Globe, which ex- 
changes with a very large portion of all the papers 
in the Union,as much as the Senate is called upon 
to do in a fair exercise of ita authority to distribute 


Under those circumstances I would not } 


to the country information in regard to its pro- 
| ceedings? 
i Now, Mr. President, I feel myself called upon 
i , s y pon, 
| asa duty that I owe to the great party to which I 
belong, to say a few words, although with the 
greatest reluctance, upon the political effect of this 
movement. Heretofore I have refrained, and I 
had hoped that L might ever be able to refrain, 
| from saying one word which could even bear the 
semblance of involving myself, inthe least degree, 
in any controversy, either real or supposed, be- 
| tween the Sentinel and Union, or between the 
| Sentinel or anybody else. But, sir, it has been 
remarked to-day upon another question, and itis 
| known to the country, that there is a large numer- 
ical majority in the Senate of Democratic political 
principles, such as the present Administration of 
the country is the exponent of. I wish tocall the 
attention of the Senate to an articlein the Sentinel 
j of to-day, in which it treats of the present Execu- 
| tive of the United States and his officers, and then 
| I wish toask the Democratic portion of this body, 
| and to ask them in fairness, whether they think 
| they are called upon, in a party point of view, to 
i take additional pains to appropriate additional 
sums out of the public Treasury, to aid and sus- 
tain this paper? 

Mr. President, I desire to be understood. f have 
never involved- myself in this controversy, and T 
never will. I have no affection for one paper, or 
hostility to the other—not one particle; but [ may 
| be permitted to say that I have an affection, a deep 
pand abiding affection, for the great principles of the 
|! Democratic party. i thought that the movement 
| which was made at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, in respect to the election of a printer for this 
body, was ill judged. further than that I have 
| never thought nor said. Further than that I will 
not say now. But, sir, I wish to call the attention 
of the Democratic portion of this body to some 
passages in this article. It says: 

“(it is very well known to the whole country that the 
| whole weight and influence ofthe Administration was given 
į to the Free-Soil and Soft-Shell alliance in New York last 
fall, and that Government minions undertook to ostracize 
; those who objected to such a course of policy, and who 
predicted that the traitors of 1848 had no claim to confi- 
| dence or reward, and would be treacherousand treasonable 
again, whenever an opportunity offered to make treachery 
and treason profitable. Now, it turns out that on the first 
; test question—the first to which the President and the 
, Democratic party are thoroughly committed—the Van Bu- 
ren Free-Soilers and Seymour Soft-Shelis, fat from emolu- 
ments, confident from patronage, and insolent from plunder, 
presenta factious front and make bold war upon an Ad- 
ministration which does not seem to be able to disengage 
i itself from improper commitments and impure entangle- 
j ments?’ * * ki i = g pi 
“ We have been maligned and abused by the low servants 
| of the Administration, We have been maligned and abused 
by the miserable corps of confidential contreres of the Ad- 
| ministration.’? 

Pretty strong terms! But it continues: 


i We have been slandered and traduced by their officers, 
: and standered and traduced@ by all their adjuncts; so that 


i inspiration of honest purpose. 
; threat has been sent abroad that the Sentinel would be an- 
1 stroy us, that they may urge their uttermost and we will 
| not be hurt. The Sentinel has no fear of annihilation at 
i the hands of bad dramatists, no matter how glorious they 
i may feel; nor at the hands of bad lawyers, no matter how 
1 ignorant or how supple they may be.” = z j 


` Van Buren Free- Soilers, with their Soft Shel attachment, 
i are factious, revolutionary, and disorganizing. Tbe yeas 
: and nays in the House of Representatives and the wicked 
} movements out of Congress prove it. Yet the Administra- 
| tion, although it has acquiesced in the Nebraska bul, con- 
| tinues to lavish its palronage on the enemies of that biil- 
t The Administration pleads that neither Mr. Cochrane, nor 
| Mr. Fowler, nor any of its multitudinous Free-Soil and 
i 


' Soft-Shell appointees, have taken an active part in anti- 


reach them rightfully. Butif these named men have ap- 


| 

| their servants and understrappers have been busy, and 
; mischievously laboring, in season and out, of season, te 
| defeat the Nebraska bill. Yet General Pierce has not 
| turned his face away from the factionists.”? 

f Pa i : 

| This is a pretty serious charge against the Ad- 
ministration, which is understood before the coun- 
try to have enlisted its entire strength in favor of 
the bill referred to. Yet this editor says: 

« General Pierce has not turned his face away from the 
factionisits. They still glory ia his intimacy, and boast of 
his confidenge. If their vaunting be trae, then, indeed, 
has a dark day falien onus. But we forbear to say more.” 
| {wish now to call the attention of the Senate to 
la previous portion of the same article, in which, 
| speaking of Benjamin F. Butler, it says: 
| “This same Benjamin F. Butler is one of the Buffalo 


i our moderation is the moderation which we feel from the | 
From the beginning the | 


i nibilated. We can tell our kind friends, who wish to de- | 


“Tn Congress and out of Congress, the whole tribe of | 


Nehraska meetings, and that puuishment cannot therefore i 


parently kept quiet, they bave not been actually quiet; for j 


men of 1848; and he is the oldest, aud’ most prominent 
leader, now. resident in New York, of the faction. which 
was formed by the fusion of the forces of the FréesSoilers 
under the command of Mr. Van Buren, and the Soft: Shells, 
who marked time,. marched © and baited, ` turned “and 
wheeled, and changed front to rear, and rear ‘to front; at 
the bidding of the Secretary of the State, and who have 
been wielding, since the 4th of March, General Pierce's. 
patronage to punish and crush out the inen who procured: 
General Pierce’s nomination.” ` Peep ae 

There is in that article a direct, unqualified, > 
vituperative attack upon the Secretary. of State and. 
the President of the United States. -1t charges the 
Administration with having as- its confidential 
confreres, the factious opponents of the Nebraska 
bill. 

Now, Mr. President, as I have said, I do not 
mean. to involve myself in this quarrel. I cannot 
be misunderstood. ‘1 am neither for the Union 
nor for the Sentinel; nor am l against either; but 
l ask Senators here, who Í know hold the interests 
of the great Democratic party as sacred as I do, 
whether it is best to go forward now unnecessarily 
with this‘expenditure to such a paper. F empha- 
size the word “unnecessarily,” because, I repeat, 
that the reports in the Globe are all-sufficient for 
the interests of the Senate and the benefit of the 
country as a whole, leaving all the other papers 
the right and the opportunity to publish from it as 
much asthey choose. f ask-whether‘it is best to 
go forward and add $16,000 or $17,000 per Con- 
gress out of the Treasury to heip to sustain any 
paper, Sentinel or Union, or anything else, which 
publishes such attacks upon the Administration as 
a whole, and upon the Secretary of State and the 
President by name? à 

Sir, I am very sorry to have detained the Senate 
thus long, especially upon one branch of remarks 
which | confess are very unpleasant; but L do 
think it is time for those who have the power, if 
they have it, to be at least. prudent in respect to 
the true interests of the Democratic party. I now 
move to refer the whole subject to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. BRIGHT. When I accepted the propo: 
sition of the honorable Senator from Michigan, I 
did it under the supposition that he was friendly 
to the measure. I am now satisfied, from the 
tone and temper of his speech, that he is opposed 
to the object Piave in view, and I therefore with- 
draw the acceptance, and ask for a vote on the 
resolution which I originally introduced. l- shall 
make no reply to the speech of the Senator, for 
the reason that [ think the subject he has seen 
proper to introduce is one, the discussion of 
which would prove unprofitable in many respecta 
at this time. If, upon some other more appro- 
priate oceasion, the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan shall feel himself called upon to enter upon 
a justification of the course of this Administra- 
tion, in taking to its embrace, as charged in 
‘that article, a set of men in this country known 
as Free-Soil Democrats, whose chief merit and 
distinction consists in having deserted their party 
in the hour of its greatest trials, both at the bal- 
lot-box and in the halls of Congress, I am quite 
sure he can find those around him neither afraid 
nor unwilling to take issue with him. But these 
are topics out of place at this time, and that I, 
would much rather not refer to under any circum- 
stances, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. When the Senator 
from Indiana was up first, he intimated, in very 
direct terms, that the course pursued by the Union 
in declining the contract was for the purpose of 
affecting the action of the Senate in reference to 
the Sentinel. Do I understand the Senator to say 
that [ have brought it up for that purpose? 

Mr. BRIGHT. {do not think there wasany- 
thing in the remarks which I made which inti- 
mated that Linferred that that was the course of 
the Union. I did not couple the honorable Senator 
with my remarks; however, I will state now, 
though, that I have no doubt that the object of 
the Union in withdrawing was to defeat the propo- 
sition which I have offered. : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. {ask the Senator if I 
understand him to say that I was cognizant of the 
fact? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do not refer to the honorable 
Senator; for Í do not know that he had any, 
knowledge upon the subject. ý 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. All the knowledge f. 
have on the subject, is the communication from 
the editor of the Union. 1am theadvocate neither’ 
ef the Union nor of the Sentinel. My ebjectis te 
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protect the Treasury, and to get the reporting for 
tle Senate done on as economical terms.as possi- 
ble. I have had no conversation with the editor 
of the Union on the subject, except a mere casual 
one on my way from my lodgings to the Capitol. 
‘In that conversation, he apprised me of his design 

to make a communication of that character to me. 
J} had understood before that the Union was tired 
of the contract, and desired to be released from it 
‘ad soon as.it could. | Ele never said so to me, but 
such Was my understanding through a reliable 
source. Itis perhaps very well for gentlemen to 
get üp here for the purpose of strengthening the 
Sentinel, and say that the Union was prompted to 
guch a course by such an influence; not, I pre- 
sume, that the Union has done or said anything to 
induce them to believe that, but from the mere fact 
that there is said to be a contest between the two 
papers,.both of which belong to the Democratic 
party; E have no object to accomplish by my 
course to further the objects of the Union, or, if I 
could, to prostrate or in the least injutiously to 
affect the Sentinel. My relations with the editors, 
of both papers are of the best character, so far as 
Tknow or believe. As an evidence of my disin- 
terestedness upon this subject, 1 will state that I 
propose to take neither of them as reporters, but 
to take a paper that does not belong to any party; 
and I really think it unfair and improper, when it 
is proved, not by the Union, but by a paper 
longer established than the Union, that it cannot 
live on the contract, that gentlemen should getup 
here and impute such motives to the gentleman 
who conducts the Union. Ihave no idea that he 
was prompted by any such motives as those at- 
tribuied to him by the honorable gentleman from 
Indiana. 

My acquaintance,sir, with the editor of the Union 
is notof long duration. I knew but little of him 
until I met him in this city this winter. I have 
not been in the habit of visiting his office very 
often, and then usually on business, though stand- 
ing in such relations that I might often have done 
so, for the reason that I am connected with the 
printing of this body, as a member of the Com- 

' mittee on Printing. [ have no hostile feelings to 
the gentleman who conducts the Sentinel, nor have 
1 any prepoasessions for this paper or that paper. 
My whole course has been prompted solely by a 
desire to prore the Treasury, and put the re- 
porting of the Senate upon proper terms—upon 
such terms as would enable the publisher to live. 
_ Mr. BROWN. It does not seem to me that 
there ought to be any difficulty in settling this 
matter. We have one official reporter, and Ì think 
we ought to have but one. The Globe is execu- 
ting the reporting for the Senate admirably; better, 
I undertake to say, than it was ever done before 
for anybody, either for Congress, or for the Brit- 
ish Parliament, or for any other legislative body. 
It is the best official report that ever was published. 
{am for continuing it, and I want to remunerate 
the publisher in a proper way. He prefers that 
we shall take a larger number of the Congressional 
Globe, and he puts it upon the precise reason 
which recommends it in the strongest manner to 
my mind, and that is, that by taking the paper 
we diffuse the intelligence among the people. It 
ig better to pay the money for the paper, and to 
circulate it, than it is to pay a larger sum for the 
simple reporting, and not for the circulation of the 
document. have no idea that we should put 
our light under a bushel. If the reports are worth 
making, they are worth circulating; and I am, 
therefore, for accepting some such proposition as 
is made by the conductor of the Globe, to take a 
larger number of his paper—whatever number 
shall be found necessary to remunerate him for his 
expense and trouble in making the reports. Iun- 
derstand that it will take about ninety copies to 
each Senator to do that, and I am prepared to vote 
for that number. I would not vote him a larger 
sum for the reporting, nor a larger sum for the 
printing, because that would be simply paying the 


money without diffusing the intelligence among | 


the people. Pay him for that what you do now, 
and remunerate him by taking a larger number of 
his publication. 
; Then, asto these other papers, I do not consider 
it is a matter of so much consequence whether 
ou pay a few dollars less, ora few dollars more. 
Phe great object is to let our twenty-three millions 
of constituents know what we are doing here. 
Then I am for paying to the Union, to the Senti- 


nel, and to the Intelligencer, and, if gentlemen will 
insist-upon it, though I should not be much in 
favor of that proposition, bay may take in the 
Era, to copy from the Globe, but not to- report. 
{ would pay them nothing for reporting. They 
should not report if they wished to do it, because 
that subjects you to the necessity of correcting 


half a dozen. copies every morning, or else contra- 


dictory accounts go before the country of what 

ou have been saying the day before. Let there 
bs one report. Then require the other papers to 
copy from that, and give credit for it, saying that 
it is copied, ** by authority, from the Congressional 
Globe.” Make your contracts and say we will 
pay—I do not know how much would be fair— 
say $7. If $7 are enough, pay that, and let any 
one or two, or all of them, come in and contract at 
that price; and when they undertake to publish, 
make them publish the whole proceedings, and do 
all within twenty-four or forty-eight hours after 
they appear in the Globe. I have no idea of paying 
aman to publish the proceedings of the Senate 
ten, or fifteen, or twenty days, or a month after 
they have transpired. What is the use of such 
publication? The public mind has been engaged 
about other matters.. They are not going to turn 
back and investigate the subject which has been 
a month passed; and if the Union, and Intelligen- 
cer, and Sentinel are willing to copy from the 
Globe, for a certain specified sum, l am ready to 
pay for it, provided they will do it as an official 
act, as an authorized act, simply to copy from the 
printed report in the Globe. 

I think that settles the whole controversy. 
What matters it whether we pay a little more or 
a little less, if we spread the intelligence of what 
we are doing here before the country, through the 


| several journals? l should either like to see my 


friend from Indiana amend his proposition in that 

form, or if it be sent to the committee, that they 

shall be instructed to bring us in a proposition of 
that kind. I have no partiality among the papers. 

God knows I have very litl€ reason to be in a 

very good humor with either, especially with the 

Union. The Sentinel has not done me any great 

favors, but still it has been civil enough and polite 

enough. Our old friends of the Intelligencer owe 

me nothing, and I owe them nothing. Therefore, 

I am not influenced in my vote on this subject by 

considerations of private friendship. I do not, 
suppose any other Senator is so influenced. My 

object in voting for this is, that what we are doing 

here should go out, through all the journals, to 

the people, so that every man who chooses may 

know precisely what we are doing; and when he 

reads the paper may be able to say, “ I am read- 

ing an official report of what is going on in the 

Senate; it is not guess work; I am not reading a 

garbled account of a gentleman’s speech by a letter- 

writer; I am not reading a garbled account, or a 

mere synopsis by a writer, which gives not what 
was said, but the impressions made on his mind; 

I am reading precisely what the Senator said.” 
Then he has accurate information. He can make 

up his mind, as a man of sense, as to whether 
what was said was right or wrong; and l am 

willing that he shall'take it either through the 
Union, through the Intelligencer, or through the 

Sentinel, just according to the several predilections 
of each man. I am not for patronizing one of 
them over the other. If the Union does not think 
proper to take the contract, letit not take it. If 
the Intelligencer thinks proper to take it, let it 
take it. If the Sentinel cannot publish the debates 
at the rates we propose, leave it out. Make the 
proposition the same to each one of them. It 
seems to me this will settle the whole difficulty 
upon an intelligible and justifiable principle. 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senate is ready to 
vote on the question now, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the precise motion? 
I have been out. 

Mr. WELLER. Undoubtedly, after the Sen- 
ator has occupied the attention of the Senate for 
ten or fifteen minutes, the legitimate presumption 
is that he knew what the question was. 

Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly. I onty under- 
stand what is the general subject before us; but 
what the precise question before the Senate is, I 


| do not understand, nor is it necessary that F 


should understand that to address myself to the 


Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WALKER.) 


; 


The question is on the motion to refer the whole 
subject to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WELLER. ` The Senator from Missis- 
sippi undoubtedly spoke to the question. There 
is no doubt about that; `f am only astonished that 
he thought it necessary to inquire after he was 
through. 

Mr. BROWN. I guessed it. f 

Mr. WELLER. The usual. rule is to ascer- 
tain what the question is, and then to speak upon 
it. My friend from Mississippi, with hie strong 
instincts, found out what the question was before 
he ascertained it from the Chair, and, 1 must say, 
spoke very sensibly upon it. ` (Laughter.} 

1 am very sorry that the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Srvarr] has found it necessary to make the 
remarks which he has made to-day. The only 


` effect of those remarks would be to -get up a dis- 


pute here among the Democrats, to the enjoyment 
of our Whig friends upon the other side, and, no 
doubt, to the unprofitableness of the Democratie 
party. That Senator knew very well that there 
was a certain portion of his colleagues here in the 
Democratie party who were opposed to the policy - 
which had been adopted by the Administration 
in regard to the distribution of the public patron- 
age. There are many of us of the old line who 
cannot forgive the Free-Soil faction of 1848, for 
treacherously betraying the Democratic: party. 
We have. believed that the lowest seats in the 
Democratic church should be assigned to them; 
and that, in the distribution of the public favor, 
the good and true men—the honest portion of the 
Democratic party—who stood by it in adversity 
as well as in prosperity, should receive the public 
patronage. ow, sir, the Senator from Michigan 
has dragged this in, and although he disclaims 
having any personal feeling whatever, so far as 
the Sentinel and Union are concerned, proceeds 
to read the Sentinel out of the Democratie church. 
I deny his authority to read the editors of that 
paper out of the Democratic party. I undertake 
to say that, upon all questions connected with the 
Democratic party, and with the principles of that 
party, the Sentinel has as warmly and as zealously 
sustained it, in all respects, as the Senator from - 
Michigan. I claim, Mr. President, to be a Dem- 


ocrat. 

Mr. STUART. As this matter has some refer- 
ence to me personally, I beg to correct the Sena- 
tor. I certainly did not make any effort to read 
the Sentinel out of the Democratio party. 
simply read from the Sentinel’s article of to-day 
its attacks upon the President and upon the Sec- 
retary of State, and asked whgther it was the dut 
of the Democratic party in the Senate to take ad- 
ditional pains, and appropriate some $16,000 out 
of the Treasury, to sustain the paper that pursued 
that course—whether it would be wise to do so? 
I never undertook to say whether that was a party 
paper or not. 

Mr. WELLER. I regret very much to be 
compelled to say that two thirds of the article, 
which the Senator has read meets the approbation 
of my judgment, and I should be a hypocrite if I 
did not avow it here. Now, sir, the extracts 
which the Senator has read from the Sentinel do 
not satisfy me that it is an anti-Democratic paper, 
nor do I regard the head of the Administration as 
the Democratic party. e have certain great 
principles which we have heretofore rigidly and 
faithfully maintained, and I am not disposed to 
sustain the Administration except so far as that 
Administration may stand by those principles; 
and when it sees proper to confer its favors upon 


-the Free-Soilers of 1848, you cannot expect that 


that will receive the sanction of my judgment. In 
the principles of the Administration L cordially 
concur; but its policy in this particular 1 have 
never approved. This opinion I am not hypo- 
crite enough to conceal. 

Now, what was the object of the introduction 
of this? The Senator knew very well that there 
were certain Senators here, as they had shown in 
Executive session, who were opposed to this pol- 
icy. He desired to provoke a discussion, and, 
probably, put himself in the position of the spe- 
cial advocate of the Administration; and all of us 
who do not choose to come up and proscribe the 
Sentinel upon his dixit were henceforth to be re- 
garded as enemies of the powers that be. Or did 
he suppose we had not the moral courage to avow 
our honest opinions? Mr. President, no man has 
more confidence in the honesty and integrity of 
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the present Chief Magistrate than I have. There | 


is no one who will go further in sustaining him, 
so long as he stands (where he has thus far faith- 
fully stood) by Democratic principles,than 1 will; 
aud there will be none who will denounce him 
with more violence when he departs from them. I 
am the slave of no man. Whilst F sustain the 
sound and just principles upon which the present 
Executive has administered the Goverment, I 
„claim the rightas a Democratic Senator, to disap- 
rove the policy adopted in the distribution of the 
ederal patronage. 
will resign my seat and gohome. , 

But, sir, | do not desire now to go into a dis- 
cussion of this question. The time may come 
when, in the discharge of my duties here as an 
independent Senator, [ may be called. upon to 
speak, and I shall speak then as I have spoken in 
times past, without restraint, without fear, favor, 
or affection, . It is very strange that a simple 
proposition to put the Sentinel upon the same 
terms recently occupied and abandoned by the 
National Intelligencer and Union should have pro- 
voked these remarks from the Senator from Mich- 
igan. They were wholly unnecessary. They 
were calculated, if they produced any effect what- 
ever, to sow the seeds of discord in the party to 
which he and i belong; and lead to unprofitable 
debate. I will not now stop to inquire which of 
us is the best exponent of Democratic principles. 
l know that I am a Democrat, and have been so 
all my life. I have shown it by my acts and by 
my votes; and. if the Senator has as clean a record 
—and I say nothing about that—as 1 have, we 

_ shall both pass current in the country as Demo- 
crats. If | were compelled to express an opinion 
upon the subject, I should claim that upon some 
of the great questions of the country Í am sounder 
than he is. ‘That is my private opinion; but [ do 
not wish to express it publicly. ({Laughter.] 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I have no dis- 
position to enter into any personal controversy 
with the Senator from California, and I think I 
may say, further, that it does not lie in his power 
to provoke me to such a controversy. If he is 
satisfied with sounding to the country, as he has 
done within the last five minutes, his own fame 
as a Democrat, I have not the slightest disposition 
to tarnish it; 1 shall leave the country to find out 
how long I have been a Democrat, acting on the 
very old maxim, a tolerably sound one, that it is 
not wise for me at least to trumpet my own fame. 

Now, sir, | have provoked no discussion re- 
specting the democracy of the Sentinel, none 
respecting the democracy of the Union, none re- 
specting the democracy of the President of the 
United States, or the Secretary of State. I simply, 
sir, met this proposition, which is, on this day, to 
appropriate about $17,000 out of the public Treas- 
ury for the purpose of publishing the debates and 
proceedings of the Senate in the Washington Sen- 
tinel. I read from the editorial article in that paper 
of to-day attacks upon the Secretary of State and 
the President of the United States by name, and 
upon the Administration in the aggregate, and 
then I asked what would the country say if the 
Senate of the United States, having a large Demo- 
cratic majority, on the very same day that that 
article appeared, thus attacking the Administra- 
tion, which is the representative now of the great 
Democratic principles of the country, selected the 
paper, and put $17,000 into its pockets? I thought 
the inference would be unfavorable to the Demo- 
cratic party at large throughout the country. “I 
think so now. { thought that any unnecessary 
effort to sustain any paper that does that, no mat- 
ter what it is, be it Union, or Sentinel, or any- 
thing else, was bad policy for the Democratic 
party. In this I do not think T have legitimately 
placed myself under any attempted denunciation 
of the honorable Senator from California. Notat 
all. I said distinctly that { had no personal feel- 
ing, no political feeling; it was a mere question of 
discretion. So far as relates to the editor of the 
Union, I have not the honor of knowing him; and 
so far as relates to one of the editors of the Senti- 
nel, | know him but partially, and am on the 
most friendly terms with him. 

I shall certainly not consent to detain the Sen- 
ate longer, because it is not necessary to excul- 
pate myself from what I have never done, and no 
assertion of the honorable Senator from Califor- 
niacan give any construction tomy remarks other 
than: whut the remarks themistlvés indicate. 


When I dare not-do this, 1. 
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i tary of State. 


| way; but it is very rarely that a Senator intro- | 


i the Committee on Printing. Yet the Senator from 


| only because he did not desire that members of 


| the Democratic party, and brought this Adminis- | 


| sounder and safer man hereafter. 


Mr. WELLER. Will the Secretary be goed 
enough to read the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Michigan to the original proposition? 

The Secretary read as follows: Strike out all 
after the word ‘* Resolved,” and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
directed to contract with the proprietors of the Washing- 
ton Sentinel, Washington Union, and the National Intel- 
ligencer, for publishing all.the proceedings and debates of 
the Senate—— 

Mr. WELLER. That will do, Mr. Secretary. 
If | understand it, that proposition was submitted 
this morning by the Senator from Michigan as 
an amendment to the original resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Indiana. The Senator then 
comes in and reads an article from the Sentinel, 
from which he endeavors to demonstrate to the 
Democratic party that it would be exceedingly | 
impolitic to bestow any patronage on that paper. 
Now, sir, | submit the question to the Senate, 
whether, after that Senator has submitted a res- | 
olution for the employment of that paper as 
one of the printers of our proceedings, it was 
proper for him to read from its editorials to show 
that the editor was outside of a “ healthy organ- 
ization??? The Senator from Michigan has put | 
himself in that position. He tells the Senate that | 
his only object in reading the article was to show | 
that the Democratic party in the Senate ought to 
hesitate before they give $17,000—(1 think it was 
$16,000 a few minutes ago; he has risen a thou- 
sand)—to a paper that was denouncing the Ad- 
ministration, or, at least, the President and Secre- 
Then what does he do?. Why, 
he is the very Senator who submits the motion to 
give employment to that paper which is thus out- 
side of the Democratic party! Now, sir, it is 
very seldom that a Senator feels compelled to vote | 
against a proposition which he has introduced 
himself! have frequently known Senators to 
make speeches one way, and then vote the other 


duces a proposition, makes a speech, and then | 
moves to get rid of the question, by referring it to || 


Michigan bas seen proper to place himself in that ; 
position! He introduces a proposition to employ 
the Sentinel to publish the debates, and. then 
labors hard to prove that it is unworthy of our 
support, 

n speaking of my Democracy I did not desire 
to trumpet my fame to the country. Í am, per- 
haps, as well known to the country as the Sena- 
tor from Michigan. I desire no discussion with 
him; I will say nothing to provoke him, for noth- 
ing but the most kindly relations have subsisted 
between us hitherto. e says that he would not 
do anything to provoke a debate with me. J am 
sure he meant nothing personal by that. It was 


the same Democratic, family should be brought 
in collision here. So understanding it I pass it by. 
Mr. STUART. I meant to say this. 1 regard 
the Senator from California as my political and 
personal friend; and I meant to say that I would 
not do anything to provoke any personal discus- 
sion. That is what I meant. 
Mr. WELLER. I supposed it was of a politi- | 
cal character | 
Mr. STUART. No, sir. 
Mr. WELLER. As it was very inexpedient, | 
of course, to get up a discussion among us Dem- l 
ocrats, especially when the enemy is in the field. | 
There are enough of the Whig party to fight | 
against, without warring against each other. The |} 
time will come when we shall have to divide. | 
There is no doubt about,hat. We brought this || 
Administration into power with the votes of all į 
sorts- of people. [Laughter.] We had Free- | 
Soilers and Abolitionists uniting with the sound |} 
portion of the Democratic party of the North. We) 
had disunionists and fire-eaters in the South; and 
all, by force of circumstances, were thrown into | 


tration into power. The Democratic party, no | 
doubt, requires purging. [Laughter.] I have no | 
doubt the patient will be very much reduced in| 
strength by that purgation; but he will be a; 
You have got} 
to get rid of these disagreeable adjuncts—those | 
execrescences upon the Democratic party. But | 
now Í desire to say simply this, that so far as the | 
remarks of the Sentinel upon this Administration | 


in appointing men to office who were notorious | 


Free-Soilers in 1848, and who treacherously be- 
trayed the party, I indorse. it to the ‘utmost 
extent. Nor do I like the policy which ‘retains: 
men in office whose influence Is now used “to 
defeat the great question now pending’ in “the” 
House of Representatives. If I were President 
of the United States, I should bestow my: patron- 
age upon sound and true men, not upon those 
who, in days of danger and. of trial, shamefully 
deserted, and escaped to the enemy. For truck- 
ling, time-serving politicians, who shift the sails: 
to suit every popular breeze, I have'no respect, 
There are true men enough in this country to ad- 
minister the Government. 

But, Mr. President, I will not prolong. this: 


debate. I am anxious to have the question dis- 
posed of. 
Mr. BROWN. I am not going to enter into 


any controversy with my friend from Californias. 
but I must say just here, that I protest against this: 
thing of repeating constantly that there is a por- 
tion of the Democratic party that is not honest.. 
Now, | insist upon the honesty ofthe whole party. 

Mr. WELLER. The whole party that voted: 
for Pierce? : 

Mr. BROWN. Every one of them. (Laughter.] 
I think it is the most honest party in the world, 
the most honest party that ever lived, or ever had 
an existence anywhere. [Renewed laughter.] 
Brutus was an honorable man; Cæsar was an 
honorable man; we are all honorable men. This 
thing of saying that some are honest men and 
some are not would get up quarreling in the fam- 
ily, and I do not want that. [Renewed laughter.] 
But what I want to do is to offer an amendment to 
the resolution which, 1 think, if Senators will lis- 
ten to it, will settle this whole matter, 

Mr. JOHNSON. With the permission of my 
friend from Mississippi, I desire to ask if the 
Senator from Michigan has made the amendment 
which I suggested? a 

Mr. STUART. I have made the amendment 
suggested by the Senator, as to the time of publi- 
cation, except that I put it at twenty-four hours 
after the publication in the Daily Globe. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let it be read. 3 

Mr. BROWN. Read the amendment which 
propose. 

he Secretary read the amendment. It is to 
strike Gut ‘‘to be done within such time as the 
said Secretary shall deem proper,” and insert 
«shall be copied from the Globe, by authority, 
and shall be published within forty-eight hours 
after the same appears in the Globe.” 

Mr. BROWN. Now read the whole. 

Mr. STUART. I accept that as a part of my 
amendment. i 

The amendment, as modified, was read, as fol- 
lows: i 3 

That the Secretary of the Senate be, and is hereby, 
directed to contract with the proprictors of the Washington 
Sentinel, Washington Union, and National Intelligencer, for 
publishing al} the proceedings and debates of the Senate, or 
with such of them as shall desire to do so: Provided, That 
such publication shall bécopied from the Globe, by authority, 
and shall be published within forty-eight hours after the 
same appears in the Globe, and at the rate of #4 50 per 


I 


{| colunn; and that he contract with the proprietor of the 


Globe for five thousand additional copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for the present Congress. 


Mr. WALKER. The very last branch of the 
proposition now before the Senate, it occurs to 
me, will require another amendment. : I,can see 
no object in purchasing five thousand copies of the 
Congressional Globe for this Congress only. IfI 
can understand the design of. the Senate, it is to 
put the Globe on the footing of the Senate taking 
five thousand copies of it, as a continuous thing, 
more than it is now taking, The amendment 
would apply to the series of the Globe for this 
Congress only. . 

Mr. BADGER. I will say to my friend, that 
this whole resolution applies to this Congress only; 
but with the understanding that it will be followed 


out. 
Mr. BROWN. We have no right to binda 
future Congress in regard to a, matter of contract. 
Mr. GWIN. Is the motion to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Printing pending? — ~ 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick in the chair.) There is no motion pending, 
as the Chair understands, to refer it. 
Mr. GWIN. I make that motion. : 
Mr. BROWN. I understand the Senator from 
Michigan accepts my ameniment. 


proposnion that was at first presented to the 
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Certainly. 


Mr, STUART. || 
What is the proposition now | 


Mr. BRIGHT. 
before the Senate? 

: The PRESIDING. OFFICER. To refer the 
resolution and amendment to the Committee on 
Printing. i ‘ . 

“Mr. BRIGHT. - When the honorable Senator || 
from Michigan offered -his amendment, Í stated 
that I was willing to accept it. 1 think, in doing 
that, E showed ‘that lhad no.personal feeling in 
this matter, “Senators have spoken of a. contest 
here ‘between papers, yourself, sir, (Mr. Firz- 
ratkicn being in the chair,) among the number. 
Eparticipate m no contest whatever. I can say 
that l amas free from personal feeling in what I 


| 
have said as any other gentleman who has spoken. 
My object in introducing the proposition was to | 
i 
! 
H 


benefit the public, not in dividuals; and as the Ín- 
teiligencer and Union had both declined that which 
is'now offered the Sentinel, I certainly did- not |, 
feel that it was offering any great boon to the pro-/) 
priétors of that paper. Now, Mr. President, I i 
have indicated my feelings as regards this matter, |; 
-by offering to accept the amendment of the hon- || 
orable Senator from Michigan; that gives thej 
same service to each. paper, and the same price |! 
for it; and I again repeat, that I will accept it, if |) 
the motion to refer is withdrawn, and a direct vote j| 
ean be had. 

Some objection is made to the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan, on the ground that it 
proposes to take five thousand additional copies of |; 
the Globe. Ithink that but fair, If the Globe |! 
pays the increased expense of reporting our pro- |: 
ceedings, additional compensation should be given 
the proprietor by increasing the number of extra 
copies we take, in order to indemnify him therefor. 
This is the most unexceptionable manner in which 
it can be done, for the reason that it gives the ex- 
tra copies to Senators for distribution among their 
constituents. This is not money thrown away. 
They are valuable ss books of reference in all 
time to come; and they are worth all that we pay 
for them, if properly distributed. 

I hope the Senate will come to a vote, and finally 
dispose of this subject. 

Mr. GWIN. [renew my motion to refer to 
the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave not the most remote 
idea that that motion will prevail; but if it should, 
I will renew my original resolution. 

Mr. GWIN} I happen to differ in opinion 
from the Senator on that point. l undertake to 
say no member of the Senate knows what ex- 
pense will be incurred by the Senate under the || 
resolution, if it passes. It is not now the same 


enate to-day. Jt has been changed entirely in its |} 
features since it came before the Senate, and I am |: 
entirely opposed to it, I am opposed to it in |! 
every form in which it can come to increase the 
number of papersin which the entire proceedings 
of this body are to be published. } undertake to 
say that there is not a man in the United States, 
not one outside of the Globe office, who contin- |; 
uously reads. the whole proceedings of the two 
Houses of Congress. There is not a man who 
takes. up that paper, and goes through, in detail, 
the whole of those proceedings. It is very import- 
ant to havea full record among the archives of 
the country of the proceedings of the two Houses 
of Congress, and to thatextent we should go, in 
my opinion, and no further. 

So far as I am concerned, I am anxious to sus- 
tain the Globe; but I am utterly opposed to giving 
this printing to the newspapers of this District, 
and fastening them upon the Treasury, for the pur- 
pose of maintaining their political existence, for |: 
they are political papers. I think that when we |; 
getan official record, a paper that gives the official 
proceedings of the two Houses of Congress, we 
should. be content with that, and should go no 
further. 

At all events, I think it is disrespectful to the 
Committee on Printing that so important a ques- 
tion as this should be taken entirely away from |) 
them, particularly when two members of that com- 
mittee have just been added to it. The subject has 
not been investigated by the present. committee; 
and certainly we do not treat them with that re- 
spect which I think is dueto every committee here, 
when we fail to refer the subject to them for their 
investigation. ; 

i may be entirely mistaken about the necessity 


| That is a serious evil to us all. 


i all his purposes and motives. 


of printing these proceedings; but certainly when 
the whole of the proceedings are published in one 
paper in this District, in detail, from. this time 
until the end of the session, it will cease to be a 
newspaper, except with regard to the doings of 
Congress. I do not think it is proper for us to 
act prematurely upon this matter; and I think no 
harm can resuit from referring it tothe Committee 
on Printing, and letting them. make a report of 
what we should do. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I-hope the 
motion made by the honorable Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, (Mr. Gwin,] to refer the resolution, will 
not receive the sanction of the Senate. For this 


| opinion of mine | could assign several reasons; 


but one, t think, is enurely sufficient, and will 
commend itself to the consideration of every 
member of the Senate, and especially of my Dem- 
ocratic friends on this floor. First, when this 
subject comes up again by a report from the com- 
mittee, we shall have all this debate over again. 
Secondly, we 


! may have some unfortunate disclosures, calcu- 


lated either to widen the existing breach, or to 


| make more discoveries respecting the existing 


breach between the members of the harmonious 
Democratic party. [should be exceedingly pained, 
having the greatest regard and respect for that 


| party, and especially for my friends on this floor 


who belong to it, to see any more such painful 


| exhibitions as have been presented here to-day. 


[Laughter.] And especially should I be sorry to 
hear the Senator from California (Mr. WELLER] 
making a statement of the heterogeneous mate- 


‘rials which composed the triumphantunity which 


resulted in the election of President Pierce to the 
high office which he now fills; and to have my 
friend from Mississippi (Mr. Brown] under the 
necessity of getting up and protesting on this floor 
—as if any man ever had a doubt of.it, [laughter] 
—that every member of the Democratic party, of 
whatever shade or stripe, is perfectly honest in 
i {Renewed laugh- 
ter.] Sir, asa friend to the Senate, as reluctant 
to have a consumption of the time of the Senate 
by a renewal of the debate, and as feeling an es- 
pecial anxiety to preserve the Union intact, and 
to keep the character unsoiled, of the great Dem- 
ocratic party in the United States, [laughter,] 
I do insist that the Senate shall dispose of this 
matter now, What good can arise from delay? 
Noneatall. Are not all of us who are the true 
friends of the Democratic party ready to vote for 
this resolution? [Renewed laughter.]} 

Mr. WELLER. All of us? 

Mr. BADGER. Surely we are. Why, there- 
fore, postpone the subject? I hope we shall act 
upon it now. 

Mr. GWIN. 
my motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


Task for the yeas and nays upon 


As it.has been proposed to 


| refer the resolution to the Committee on Printing, 


I wish to say that I was not a member of that 


| committee at the timethis subject was considered. 


It has been, I will suggest to my friend from Cal- 
ifornia, before the Committee on Printing, and it 
was considered by them. I was not a member of 
the committee at thattime; but I have investigated 
the subject, so far as regards that portion which 
relates to theGlobe is concerned, minutely. I have 
for weeks at a time; I have investigated every part 
and branch of it; and I am satisfied that that part 
of the proposition is right, and that if we fail to 
agree to something like that, we shall have a diffi- 
culty here with regard to the reports, and you 
cannot help it. You do not want to do injustice, 
and yet you will do injustice to.the Globe, unless 


| you take the five thousand additional copies, as 


provided for by theresolution. Thati can assert 


: as a member of the committee, on my own respon- 
' sibility, without regard to my position as a mem- 
| ber of the committee, after a full investigation of 


the subject. I have satisfied myself of that; and, 
so far as that is concerned, I do not want to see 
it referred to the committee atall. It was reported 


As to the other part of the resolution, gentle- 
men all know the facts which have a direct bear- 
ing upon the subject. A few years ago you 
printed, in some three papers, all the proceedings 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CHASE. Two. : 
> Mr. WELLER. Three, including the Globe 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


A | nected with the whole transaction. 
upon by the committee before I became a mem- | 
! ber of it. 


Mr. CHASE.. The Globe.came in in place of 
the Intelligencer. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did not the Intelligencer, 
the Union, and the Globe print them at the same 
time? . 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. No, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did not the Republic? 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa: .No; sir, never: 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Republic never had it. 
Very well, then you had to pay $7.50 acolumn to 
the Union and Intelligencer. Now you propose 
to pay $4 50 to the papers mentioned in the reso- 
lution, The only thing that | am not prepared to 
answer for is as to the fairness of that compensa- 
tion—whether $4 50 a- column is or is. not too 
much. Whether itis a fair compensation is the 
only question that is left on my mind. Gene- 
men tell me that they have disinterested testimony 
to the fact that #4 50 is a fair compensation. On 
the assurance of the testimony which they have, 
I am willing to concede that. 

Then you formerly had those papers receiving 
$7 50 per column, and now it js proposed to give 
them $4 50. [tis truethat you are printing in 
more of them now; but if you design to publish, 
and continue publishing in the papers here, you 
will have gained at the rate of three dollars a col- 
umn on every column published in them by this 
change. 

Five thousand additional copies are proposed 
to be givento the Globe for the purpose of increas- 
ing the compensation to that paper to meet the 
changes which have occurred in all things since 
the period when you made the first contract with 
that paper—changes which have been so greatas 
to break down all the other papers engaged in 
this reporting and printing at $7 50 a column. 
We must know that the same causes act upon the 
Globe concern with an equal force, and probably 
with greater force, because at this day, and for 
this Congress, the reporting is done not only, as 
gentlemen have conceded here, better than it is 
anywhere else in the world, but the publication 
of the reports, by working day and night, by 
steam as well as manual labor, is done better than 
it ever has been before. M 

There is no difficulty in my mind in regard to 
this matterat all. As a member of the Committee 
on Printing, I have no idea that 1 shall change my 
opinion as to the propriety of the Globe concern 
being paid additional compensation. With refer- 
ence to the other. part of the discussion, Senators 
can judge as well as I can; and there is no disre- 
spect to the Committee on Printing—for one, at 
least, I can say that I will not so consider it—in 
failing to refer itto them. If you do so refer, you 
will have the discussion all over again hereafter, 
when itis reported back from them. You have 
the facts substantially now before you, and can 
act upon them. 

Mr. GWIN. Iam aware of the fact that the 
Senator from Arkansas was not a member of the 
Committee on Printing when this subject was in- 
vestigated; and thereis also another Senator, who 
is not now in his seat, the Senator from Maine, 
(Mr. Frssenven,] who is also a member of that 
committee now. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 1 can perhaps give the 
Senator the information he is zeeking. You have 
a report lying on your table now which is the 
result of the action of the Printing Committee. It 
has been sleeping there perhaps some two months. 
That subject was brought to the-notice of the 
Senate upon a resolution introduced by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson.] is resolu- 
tion was to take the same number of copies of the 
Globe for the Senate as are taken by the House 
of Representatives. It was taken up by the com- 
mittee, and very fully and legitimately discussed. 
At that time the committee was composed of the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Smirx,] 
the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. Ham- 
LIN,] who was chairman, and myself. We scru- 
tinized, with a great deal of nicety, the facts co- 
We referred 
the case to an officer who is intimately conversant 
with the amount of the actual cost to the Globe, 
and the amount to which the Government would 
be subjected, if the increase contemplated by the 
Senator from Arkansas was allowed. After much 
deliberation, the committee reported and recom- 
mended the Senate to increase the subscription to 
the Globe, perhaps to the number of forty-eight 
copies to each Senator. The House of Repre- 
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sentatives is composed of two hundred and thirty- 
four members and four Delegates. ‘The members 
of that House, if I am not mistaken, receive 
twenty-four copies each. The members of this 
body receive but twelve. The resolution of the 
Senator from Arkansas was to allow the same 
number of copies to be taken by the Senate as is 
taken by the House of Representatives. Accord- 
ing to the best recollections which | have now, 
though some time has -elapsed since | examined 
the subject, that would have allowed to éach mem- 
ber-of this body, I think, about ninety-one copies 
of the Congressional Globe and Appendix, ata 
cost of what I cannot attempt to say; as [have not 
had the time to do itsince this debate commenced; 
but at some very considerable increase of cost. 
After the. question had been fully discussed, a 
majority of the committee recommended the Sen- 
ate to increase the number tô forty-eight to be 
taken for each Senator. I did not concur in that 
report. I. satisfied myself, from statistics, and 
from the opinion of gentlemen who seemed to be 
conversant with the subject, that thirty-six copies 
were as large a number as my discretion and judg- 
ment would authorize me to recommend to the Sen- 
ate; and hence the report was not acted upon, and 
was not concurred in at the time it was made, 
Now, it is proposed to go beyond that by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Indiana, and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, and we un- 
dertake really to take now from the’ publisher of 
the Globe as many copies as are taken by the 
House of Representatives, when, in fact, the re- 


port on the table recommends that each Senator | 


should receive forty-four or forty-eight copies. 


Mr. BROWN. ` My friend from Alabama will | 
allow me at this poin to make a statement. The 


proceedings of the Senate under our rules areabout 
as voluminous as the proceedings of the House. 
‘We have no hour rule here, and if the Senator 
will take the pains to look over the reports, he will 
find that there is about as much matter reported 
and printed for the Senate as is reported and print- 
ed for the House. But this House is numerically 
not much over one fourth the size of the House 
of Representatives. Now, if twenty-four copies 
are given to each of the Representatives, that 
necessarily pays the publisher a much larger sum 
than if you giwe twenty-four copies to each mem- 
ber of the Senate, for he sells nearly four times 
the number of volumes to the House that he does 
to the Senate. The Senator in making his calcu- 
lation ought to take that into the account. When 
you have taken the number proposed here, you 
still will not have taken as many copies of the 
book as are taken by the House of Representa- 
tives, though they will be more, of course, to each 
particular member here; but the profits accruing 
to the publisher will be still less in the Senate than 
they are in the House of Representatives; while 
his expenditures for publishing in the Senate are 
equal to his expenditures in the other House of 
Congress. It is not a question, therefore, as to 
whether you shall take forty-eight copies or a less 
or greater number, but whether you shall pay 
about the same price for reporting and publishing 
here which is paid for the reporting and publish- 
ing of the other House? 

- Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to ask my friend 
from Alabama one question before he goes on, 
and that is, will this additional appropriation of 
five thousand copies pay the editor of the Globe, 
the regular reporter, a fair compensation.or not? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That-is almost double 
the amount recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Segator will allow mea 
moment; I have made a calculation. If you in- 
%rease the subscription to five thousand and 
twenty-two copies, it will then divide exactly 
eighty-one copies to each Senator; if you keep it 
at the present amount, five thousand, it will be 
eighty copies and a fraction over. To getclear of 
that fraction, I intended to propose to add twenty- 
two more copies. . 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will that pay the editor? 

Mr. BROWN. [understand it will, with the 
number taken by the House. Atthis point, I will 
ask my friend from Indiana to accept thatamend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. T have no objection to it. 

Mr. BROWN. Then 1 propose to make the 
number five thousand and twenty-two, so as to 
have them divided equally. 

.Mr. FITZPATRICK. I was about to say 


“confessedly the cheapest publication on the face 


| ter; and if we insist upon its publication, we pay 


that, anxious as I am to place the reporting and 
priating on the footing which l have indicated, I 
am not willing to increase the number to the ex- | 
tent contemplated in the resolution. Lam extreme- | 
ly anxious to confine the reporting to the solitary | 
paper, the Globe. From all that Í have heard. of 

that paper, | understand that the loss to. the pro- 
prietor is accruing in this body. I am frank | 
énough to say, according to the best information 
I have on the subject, that he sustains.a loss. here, 

isolated and disconnected from the House of Rep- 

resentatives, in the publigation of the reports; but 

not one word of complaint has been, made about 

the loss in the House of Representatives, so far 

as 1 have heard. The publishing for the House 

of Representatives, and the publishing for this 

body, are part and parcel of the same work’; and 

when you take the profits which, I feel assured, 

accrue to the publisher from the large number of | 
copies taken by the House of Representatives, | 
and the large number here, it is a question involv- 

ing great doubt whether he is an intrinsic loser by 

the publication of the proceedings of Congress at | 
the price he now gets. He is required to publish | 
six thousand four hundred and fifty-six copies, if | 
[am not mistaken, being twenty-four copies to 

each member of the House of Representatives, | 
and twelve to each Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend will allow me, the | 
publisher of the Globe sells to the House about | 
five thousand seven hundred and twelve copies. 
If I am correct in stating,that the proceedings of | 
the Senate are as voluminous as the proceedings | 
of the House, then to pay him the same remuner- | 
ation which the House pays him, we ought to | 
take the same number of copies. I have never i 
understood that he was excessively paid by the | 
House. He is paid a fair, living price for his | 
work—for the expense of reporting and printing— ; 
by taking five thousand seven hundred and twelve 
copies. We propose to take five thousand and | 
twenty-two, so as to make the number divide | 
equally. | 

I think my friend from Alabama is altogether | 
mistaken when he wants to charge a portion of the | 
profit in the House to the Senate, because the | 
publisher makes a larger profit, as he insists, in | 
the House, and therefore, that he ought to make | 
no profit in the Senate. I take it for granted that 
the House Printing Committee have looked into 
this matter, and have agreed to pay nothing more 
than a fair living profit for what they get, leaving í 
the Senate to do what it pleases. I take what they | 
have done as the basis of our action. Having been 
a member of that House for many years, and 
having looked into this subject, I am prepared to 
say that the remuneration .to the Globe for these 
publications is barely a living profit, nothing more. 

Why, look atthe book! ‘There is not a pub- į 
lishing house in all Christendom, or outside of 
Christendom, that will publish so much matter 
for so small a sum of money. If my honorable | 
friend from Alabama will take the pains to look | 
into the matter, he will find that the Bible itself, | 


of the earth, is not even now by the Bible socie- | 
ties published so cheap, in proportion to the quan- 
tity of matter that goes into it, as is the Congres- 
sional Globe. I do not speak of the value of the 
matter, because itis just as expensive, you know, 
to set up bad matter as it is to set up good mat- | 
by the bulk, and not by the quality of the book. į 
No man can take up the Congressional Globe, | 
and look at the type in which it is set, and com- 
pare it with any other publication that ever was 
made, and find a book that is published at solow 
a price; therefore the profit on each particular vol- į 
ume must be very small, and. you must take al 
very large number to make it at all remunerative. į 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will this pay? | 

Mr. BROWN. I understand that if the num- | 
ber proposed in the proposition of the Senator 
from, Michigan be takeh, it will afford a fair re- | 
muonerative price, and nothing more. | 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then I am for it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. There is another very ; 
important matter which seems to escape the no- 
tice of the Senate, and one which 1 really think | 
should command their attention. Tappeal to you, 
sir, and to every gentleman on this floor, to know 
if, after the debates have been reported and setup 
and the press-work paid; for, for a certain number 


of copies, a largér number cannot be published for | 


almost half the amount whieh would, have been., 
required -for the original. publication. « Fhat is a. 
matter which involved the serutiny of: the-com+ + 
mittee; and although the Senate seem disposed to 
act in this matter without any reference to a com: 
mittee, I ask them to pause and. reflect. before 
they increase so largely the. subscription. to ithe 
Globe. No one, | trust, will accuse me of any 
prejudice against that paper. -From -the com». 
mencement of the discussion to-the present hour,“ 
I have endeavored, with all my energies; to, con-4 
fine the reporting and printing of our debates’ to» 
that paper, and to pay the proprietor such. prices: 
as would enable him to live. Jt is said thatthe 
publishing of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix for the House of Representatives should 
be considered distinct from the publication for the ` 
Senate. But I repeat, if you take the number 
furnished to the House, and add it to the publica- 
tion here in the aggregate, it is a ‘question: in-’ 
volving a great doubt whether the publisher of the 
Globe is a loser or not. Beil id 

But, sir, what is to be the. great cost of the: 
publication of the Globe? ‘The proprietor is: re- 
quired to publish seven hundred and forty-four 
copies, in arder'to give to each Senator the num- 
‘ber to which he is entitled. When, as | before 
remarked, the resolution of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, proposing to largely increase this“ 
number was referred to the committee, they sub-: 
mitted the question: to a gentleman who was inti- 
mately conversant with ‘this matter; and we re- 
quired from him statistics to show whether that 
work could not be published in a. larger number 
for a Jess price than the number then published by: 
the Senate, and I will present his statements. 

The Senator from Mississippi overlooks the 
fact that reporting, composition, and press-work 
are the most important items in this matter, and 
after you have them paid for, additional copies can. 
be published for a very small price comparatively. 
I have many statistics on this subject. I have in 
my possession a great deal of information derived 
from the gentleman to whom the matter was re- 
ferred by the committee, and in order that the 
Senate may understand the question, | ask leave 
to read one of his statements. Although I am 
anxious, and have been from the commencement, 
to place the publication of the debates solely in the 
hands of the proprietor of the Globe, I. do not 
feel inclined to remain quiet and see so large.a 
number voted, when I am satisfied that a smaller 
would afford a remunerative price. I have here 
a statement of Mr. Towers, chief clerk of the 
Superintendent on Public Printing, in which he 
says: 


March 2, 1854. 


Sır: [have the honor to submit the following answer to 
your verbal inquiries, made yesterday, respecting the net 
cost to the printer of additional copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix. i aa 

Your first inquiry was, “ What will be the net cost to 
the printer of 744 copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix, in addition 10 those now subscribed for by the 
Senate ?-—-making inalt, 24 copies for each Senator, being 
the same number that is now furnished each Representative 
and Delegate in Congress. F 

The answer is: AS 4,920 copies is to $19,356, s0 is 744 
copies to the answer. The net cost to the printer, there- 
fore, will be $2,927. “i 
The subscription price for 744 copies for the two sessions 

ofthe Thirty-Third Congress, at $9 per copy, is... $6,696 
The cost, as before stated, Will Desssessessesrereees 2,927 


penned 


Leaving a profit on those copies Ofsveceecec ences QB, 769 


Your second inquiry, was, “ What will be the net cost of 
1,488 additional copies? ?’—being 36 copies in all for each 
Senator. 

Answer. 
The subscription price is....., 
The net cost to the printer Will De... .seeereee sere 


+s. $13,392 
5,854 


oe ece en weeteetoen 


Leaving a profit on the 1,488 additional copies of $7,538 


According to the above estimates, the cost to the printer 
of the Congressional Globe and Appendix, for the whole 
Congress, over and above the number. now subscribed for 
by the Senate, (whether the additional number be large or 
small,) wilt be $3 93 per copy, (discarding fractions,) 
against the subscription price of $9. Fhe binding is not iu- 
eluded, which is paid for at the rate of fifty-five cents per 
volume, and with which, I understand, the printer has no 
connection. x g 

The data upon which the foregoing estimates are based 
are the same as those presented in my note of the 27th ulti- 
mo, herewith returned to you. 

It should be borne in mind that I have made no allow- 
ance for capital invested, nor have I taken into the estimate 
of the cost any of the expenses ineurred by the printer in 
reaching the point at which L commence, being ‘that point 
at, whieh the Senate subscription to the ;Congresgional 
Globe and Appendix now céases. I have confned myself 
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> simply to the inquiry ‘as to the net cost to the printer of in- 


créasing the edition of his publication to the:several: num- 
pers.suggested by you and the profit thereon; and upon 
subsequent reflection, I can-discover no reason for chang- 
ing the'opinion 1 have heretofore expressed upon this sub- 

ect. * * ‘ 2 3 
d ‘Very respectfully’. your. obedient servant, K 
oe É WILLIAM TOWERS. 
To. Governor FITZPATRICK.. 

“Mr, JOHNSON. In-regard. to the document 
which has just been read, I will say to the Sen- 
ate that, I saw _it-long since, and I have read and 
examined.it.:. There are qualifications tobe found 
in. it-all. the way. through about capital, and one 
thing..or another: I have examined the state- 
ments contained. in:the document, and I must say 
that. I believe it to. be entirely unreliable, and as 
furnishing. no. safe data. 1 do not give to these 
estimates the importance which the Senator from 
Alabama. does, and I say it with all respect to him. 
I give to it none of the force which the Senator 
does: ` | believe the matter will rest here, in con- 
sequence of the course which has. been. taken, . 
until the end.of this session, unless the matter is 
settled, and the proposition of the Senator from 
Michigan adopted. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. .The gentleman who 
furnishes this information is the chief clerk to the } 
Superintendent of Public Printing. This is not a 
voluntary act of his. It was asked for at his 
hands by the Committee on Printing. They 
addressed him as a practical printer, as one inti- 
mately connected and well acquainted with the 
whole subject of reporting aga printing; and I 
desire the Senate to listen to what he says in 
another letter, which I should have read before. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 wish the Senate to under- 
stand that the statement which the Senator from 
Alabama is about to read. is in answer to a reso- 
lution. which 1 offered some months ago, and not 
jv regard to this proposition. 

oMr. FITZPATRICK, The letter which Tam 
about to read I should have read at first. It is in 
these words:, 

Answer to Senator Fitzpatrick’s Inquiry. 

Tho Congressional Globe and Appendix for the Thirty- 
Second Congress made six volumes, and an aggregate of 
5,300 pages. The subscription price ia §9 tor each Con- 
gress.’ The Senate-now takes 744 copies, and it is proposed 
to: take 5,644 copies, being an increase of 4,920 copies. 
The inquiry of Governor Fitzpatrick is: “ What will the 
net coat to the printer be of the 4,990 additional copies?” 
The anawer to this question is based upon the data above 
mentioned. 

Answer, 
The. cost of paper, (3,472 reams, at $4 per 


TEAM) rccesiceneeeressed eosuenee e...» $13,880 00 
The cost of press-work, (13,038 tokens, at 30 


CENT PEL TOKEN) a vvewwecarvneereseerdaseress 3,911 40 
The cost of folding, (13,088 tokens, at 12 cents 
POFlOKEM)eceesevcsecenceececes sevessecccces 1,564 56 
Total COSt...ccrccseeecevenreereceeneacers $19,355 96 
The subscription price of the 4,920 additional 
copies, at B9. per copy, Would De....eeeee ee + 844,20 00 
The cost to the printer would. be, as above.... 19,355 96 


va a -824,924 04 


| Or $16,616 for the long session, and $8,308 for the short 
one. 
“Tt appears, from the letters of Mr. Rives and others, that 


a Jarge loss is incurred by him at present in the execution 
of his contract with the Senate; and he asks this additional 
subscription, which he supposes will remunerate him for 
his labor on account of the profit accruing on it. How far 
the present contract with Mr. Rives may be remunerating, 
or otherwise, would require much time and labor to ascer- 
tain; and I think it would be indelicate in me, to say the 
least, to express any opivion I may entertain upon the sub- 
ject until I am prepared to support it by facts and figures. 

February 27, 1854. WILLIAM TOWERS. 

Here we have the statement of a practical printer, 
Mr. Towers, who is known, I presume, to most 
members of. the Senate, in which, after having 
taken great pains and trouble to examine the 
question with which he is intimately acquainted, 
he says that, if the Senate take the same number 
of copies of the Congressional Globe and Appen- 
dix that the House of Representatives does, it 
-willafford Mr. Rives a profit of $24,924, according 
io the best calculations he has been able to make. 
The honorable Senator from Arkansas. says he 
has no confidence in these estimates. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Isay so, because of the fact 
that we have the sworn testimony of two disin- | 
terested and reputable men, which do not conform 
tó his statement at all. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. My impression is that 
there are but very few items in regard to which 
they differ. Now, sir, if the Senate, in ‘the face | 
of the testimony which the committee have col- 


Leaving a profit Ofssssseaesseseeserer ee 


lected for the purpose of informing the Senate, go 
on now to increase to this large’extent the profits 

of this paper, it is for them, and not for me, to 

determine. The communication of Mr. Towers, 

which I first read, refers to the amount which I 

was willing to allow Mr. Rives—that is, | was 

willing to allow an addition of thirty-six copies 

for each Senator. 1 was satisfied that the pro- 
prietor of the Globe was not sufficiently remuner- 

ated by this body; and I was anxious to increase 

his compensation to that extent. “A portion of 
the committee, and in act a majority, were at 

first inclined to yield-a favorable response to the 

resolution of the gentleman from Arkansas, to the 

full extent to which it went; but such astounding 

disclogures were made, showing that the mordi- 

nate profits to which I have referred were to 

accrue, that they were not willing to report in | 
favor of that proposition, The members of the 

committee differed on that point; but I think it 

was the sense of the committee—I am speaking 

from recollection—that they were willing to take 

half the number proposed by the Senator from 

Arkansas, as the report will show. Iwas unwill- 

ing to go to that extent. l was ready to provide 

for thirty-six copies for each Senator. That 

additional number of copies, according to the 

statement of Mr. Towers, who I understand to 

be as competent a gentleman to make calculations 

on this subject as any in this city, would afford a 

profit of $7,538 per annum. 

If Senators will look at the report of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, which is lying on the table, 
they will find that a majority of the committee 
recommended an increase of subscription to the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix to about the 
number that 1 kave intimated. The whole amount 
proposed to be furnished by the resolution of the 
Senator from ‘Arkansas, would, according to the 
calculations of Mr. Towers, leave the proprietor 
of the Globe a profit of over $24,000 a year? l 
endeavored to ascertain what amount of copies it 
would be necessary to take in order to give a fair 
compensation to the Globe; and, as I have before 
remarked, | was in favor of allowing each Sen- 
ator thirty-six additional copies. That, according 
to the calculations, would afford a profit of over 
$7,000. ‘That was the amount to which I was 
willing to go; but my colleagues on the committee 
were willing to report in favor of taking forty- 
eight copies for each Senator. : 

When a committee to which the subject was 
appropriately referred have made such investiga- 
tions, I ask what is the use of committees, where 
is the necessity for their hunting up information, 
where is the necessity of their inquiring into and 
endeavoring to ascertain what would be a fair 
compensation for this service, if the Senate, in 
this hasty manner, are to override their acts, and 
go entirely beyond what they ever recommended? 
I am anxious to allow a fair compensation, but l 
ask the Senate to reflect before they saddle upon 
the country, as the permanent system of this 
body, the giving of a large annual increase of 
compensation, such as is contemplated in the prop- 
osition now before the Senate. 

If I had deemed it consistent with my sense of 
public duty to concur with my colleagues on the 
committee, I venture to say the question would 
have been settled Jong since; but f was laboring 
under the impression that that proposition would 
allow too large profits, and that $7,000 a year 
profit would be sufficient to cover all contingen- 
cies, and place the Globe upon a proper basis. 
The estimate which I have laid before the Senate | 
shows what excessive profit may be made out of | 
this subscription. Is it possible that the Senate, 
in their great anxiety to get rid of this question, 
will override the action of the committee which 
investigated it, in the manner in which the Com- 
mittee on Printing did this question, without even 
condescending to notice their report? I feel as- | 
sured that itis the sense of the Senate that we 
should do what is right. I am willing to go with 
the Senate in allowing what is a proper and 
reasonable compensation. But this proposition to 
allow eighty-one copies to each Senator will fall 
little short of allowing a profit of $24,000, which 
was the amount of profit estimated by Mr. Tow- 
ers as the result of the subscription proposed by | 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

I was familiar with these topics some two 
months ago; but when the resolution came up this 


morning; I did not suppose we should reach this 


question to-day, and hence it is but afew minutes 
ago since I took the papers from my drawer. I. 
have been prepared at all times, on reasonable 
notice, to submit the facts to the Senate, and to 
allow them to come to a correct and proper con- 
clusion in regard to what is a reasonable compen- 
sation to the Globe. But, sir, the report of the 
committee has slept until it is lost among the pa- 
pers; and now, in the heat of debate, on a mere 
intimation, without reference to the information 
acquired by the committee, it is proposed to in- 
crease the number of the Globe to nearly as large 
an amountas the House takes. I cannot consent ` 
to it. ; Pe 
Thestatement of Mr. Towers shows what profits 
will be made, if such a proposition be adopted. 1 


‘undertake to say, from my knowledge of that 


gentleman—and I have been closely connected 

with him since I have been a member of the Com- 

mittee on Printing—that there is no man in the: 
city of Washington who understands the history 

of printing, or knows more about its details, and 

who can give clearer and more satisfactory state- 

ments and calculations in connection with it, than 

that gentleman. The committee had confidence in 

him; and when his estimates were submitted to 

them, they were unwilling to go further than to 

recommend that the Senate should take half the 

aggregate number of copies which the House 

takes. I did not want to go to that extent, though 

I was willing to report in favor of taking thirty- 
six additional copies of the Congressional Globe 

and Appendix. Upon that proposition we disa- 

greed. If I thought that number would not allow 

a reasonable and fair living compensation; if T: 
believed that it would not afford enough to sustain 

the Globe and its proprieton | should be willing 

to go beyond that amount; but with the convic- 

tions resting on my mind, and the knowledge 

which is in my possession, after the investigations 

that I have made in reference to this matter, Í am 

decidedly of opinion that the number proposed to 

be taken by the proposition now before the Senate 

will give excessive profits. I ask the Senate, there- 

fore, not to adopt this proposition in the hurry of 
the moment. There is no imperious necessity for 

disposing of it now. lask them to pause and 

deliberate before they attempt to establish, as the 

settled policy of the Senate, that it shall give such 

enormous profits to this gentleman, however com- 
petent he is; and I concede that his competency, 

and that of his corps of reporters, is beyond all 

question, 

While I am willing to adopt the Globe as the 
only reporter here, l hold that there is no neces- 
sity for saddling upon the Treasury, the local 
press of this District. I believe there is as much 
cause and necessity for having the reports copied 
into one of the leading papers of each of the sev- 
eral States as into the papers here. We might— 
except a single paper to perpetuate our proceed- 
ings—with the same propriety designate a paper in 
each State, and say our debates shall be published 
in them, as to say we shall select papers here to pub- 
lish our debates at the public expense. My feel- 
ings towards all those gentlemen are of the kind- 
est character. I think, I trast, I evince no political 
selfishness when | propose to take a paper outside 
of all parties; but now when I see the sense of 
the Senate, as indicated by the feeling of those 
around me, to be in favor of giving to the paper 
1 prefer inordinate profits, Fam opposed to it, not 
because { have any hostility to the gentleman who 
conducts that paper. He is an able man, and has 
an able corps of reporters. He is entitled to credit 
for the manner in which the reports are published 
in his paper. It gives him credit and reputation, 
justly throughout the country. But when, in ad- 
dition to the enormous amount proposed to be 
paid him, we are to have placed upon the Treas- 
ury three local papers here, I thipk it time to 
stop. One of those papers declined the publica- 
tiom, and another has said: it does not want it,and 
yet, in the face of that, its said, you must give to 
them as well as to another paper here. T'wo of 
the most extensively circulated papers in the 
Union have said they did not want the publication 
of the debates, and, in the face of that, itis pro- 
posed now to turn round and say “ you must-have 
them.” We have been told that the papers can- 
not live at the prices now paid, and yet we pro- 
pose to make them publish our proceedings, and 
to increase their compensation. a : 

Is there any great necessity for. this? -Are the 
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demands of the country upon us for intelligence 
so imperious that we have to carry through, 
rough-shod and by force, a resolution-of this kind? 
And is it to become the-settled policy of this 
body? I repeat again, itis time, in my estima- 
tion, in view. of the facts which [ have submitted 
to the Senate, for. them. to pause: and hesitate 
before. they adopt the resolution now pending.. 1 
will do the gentleman who is the publisher of the 
Globe the credit to say that he has always.said 
the price paid him is not sufficient. [ havealways 
said to him that thought we had afforded him 
ample profit when we agreed to give him.a profit 
of over $7,000 a year. He contended that it was 
not sufficient. I do not know that L can-say, on 
authority. from him, that he was content with the 
reportof the committee; but my impression is that 
his friends, and those who were anxious to put 
his paper on a solid footing in the Senate, were 
satisfied with the proposition of the majority of 
the committee, and thought. forty-eight copies 
were enough. i 

Mr. PRATT. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama permit me to-make one inquiry? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator has repeated sev- 
eral times,. for the information of the Senate, that 
on the hypothesis of our taking thirty-six addi- 
tional copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix for each Senator, there would be a.net 
pront of over $7,000 a year to the publisher, and 
he predicates that statement on a paper signed by 
Mr. Towers. I do not deny the competency of 
Mr. Towers to make the statement, but I desire 
the Senator to refer back to what he said in the 
beginning of his speech, that Mr. Towers himself 
expressly said that the starting point of his calcu- 
lation was to take the.Globe office at the point 
where itis. He only estimates the cost of print- 
ing with the material as at present existing in that 
office. 

Now, I assume, for the purpose of illustrating 
the remark I make, that the Globe office, the 
building, the type, and everything connected with 
the printing, has cost, say about $150,000. That 
is the principal sum. The Senate will see at 
once that the legal interest on that amount would 
be $9,000. Therefore, if the proprietor were to 
get $7,000 net profit, according to the calculatioh 
of Mr. Towers, there would bea loss of $2,000 to 
him for printing our proceedings, because in the 
employment of his capital he gets $2,000 less than 
the interest upon the capital invested. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly; that is clear. 

Mr. PRATT. He gets nothing for his work, 
but loses $2,000. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I think the Senator from 
Maryland is about as wide of the mark as he- 
alleges that I am. 

Mr. PRATT. I beg pardon——— 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I meant nothing offen- 
sive at all. 1 understand the Senator from Ma- 
ryland to say that we must make proper allow- 
ance for the large amount of capital invested in 
real estate in the Globe office.’ E have never had 
the pleasure of going through the large and beau- 
tiful establishment of the proprietor of the Globe; 
but isit the fact: that all the rooms in that spa- 
cious and elegant building are employed for the 
purpose of carrying on our printing? I have 
merely cast my eye in as I was passing along; 
but, if I am not mistaken, a portion of that build- 
ing is appropriated to other and different purposes 
than the printing of the debates of this body. I 
take it for granted that some gentlemen on this 
floor are more intimate with that matter than I 
am, not having particularly inquired into the mat- 
ter. I am satisfied that some portion of-it, at 
least, is paying the proprietor a fine profit in the 
shape of rents; and when the facts are inquired 
into, I should be inclined to think that the whole 
investment in that institution should not be re- 
garded as a charge upon the Government. 

Does it requirea building involving such a vast 
amount of capital for the purpose of carrying on 
the printing of the debates of this body? I think 
not. I donot know, nor will [ undertake to say, 
“to what extent there are other occupants in this 
building, or to what other uses it is applied; but 
my impression js that you will find only a por- 
tion, I presume the largest portion of it, devoted 
to public uses. Concede, however, that it is all. 
so employed, is it absolutely necessary to have a 
building so costly and so expensive in its char- 
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acter for the purpose of carrying on the public 


work? That is the business of the proprietor, 
and not ours. I feel assured, however, that a 
building costing much less money, with a great 
deal less room, anda great deal less capital in- 
vested, would answer all the purposes of carrying 
on-the public printing of the country. It may be 
that to the extent to which the building is used 
for the purpose of carrying on the printing of our 
debates the capital invested in it isä legitimate. 
object to be considered in the amount to be paid;- 
but I take it for granted that the capital invested 
in the whole building is.too large for the propri- 
etor to call on the Senate or on the Government 
to foot the bill fggsthe whole amount. 

i have deemed'it my duty, standing in the rela- 
tion which | do to this body, being the only mem- 
ber of the committee that investigated this matter 
now present, to disclose these facts to thé Senate. 
I have done it in no ill spirit towards the Globe, 
or anybody else; for I presume every gentleman 
on this floor is satisfied that I prefer that paper to 
any other as the sole reporter for this body; but 
in attempting to accomplish that, I wish to bring 
its proprietor within reasonable limits. I do it for 
his own benefit, as well as to protect the Treas- 
ury. Ido it in order. to make his a permanent 
concern, I do it for the purpose of showing the 
world that he gets a reasonable and fair compen- 
sation, and that he will be regularly employed by 
the Government, and to dispel everything like 
jealousy and contention in reference to his em- 
ployment. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, May 17, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 102, grant- 
ing lands equally to the several States, to aid in 
the construction of railroads and the support of 
schools. The pending motion is to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands; and the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hamizroy] is 
entitled to the floor. : 


SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON’s motion; and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the, 
Union, (Mr. Sranron, of Tennessee, in the 
chair.) 

NEBRASKA BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The business in order be- 
fore the committee is bill No. 236, being a bill to 
organize the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska; 
on which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Reapy] is entitled to the floor, * 

Mr. READY, after a few preliminary observa- 
tions, said the committee now have under consid- 
eration the Senate bill for the organization of the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, with the 
amendment proposed in lieu thereof by the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Territories. 
this occasion to state that he preferred the Senate 
bill to the amendment proposed by the gentleman, 
{Mr. RicHarpson;] but at the same time he 
should not be very scrupulous in looking into 
every minutiz of the bill, so as to hunt out objec- 
tions to this substitute. Inasmuch as he per- 
ceived the amendment embodies. the great prinei- 
ple on which the Senate bill is based, and inas- 
much as there are only differences on points of 
minor importance, he was willing to pass them 
over, and was willing to take either the Senate bill | 
or the amendment offered by the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories. Ona great question 
like this, in a bill embodying so many provisions, 
it was scarcely to be expected that, where so many 
minds were brought to bear upon it, they can all 
concur in every feature; but if it is found that the 
leading features. of the bill are correct, those minor | 


He took || 


details, he thought, should be set aside. 


It had been said that this ie a “party measure, 
that it isan Administration measure, and that the* 
bill was introduced in the Senate by a distinguished 
member of -that body for the purpose of aidin 
his owh views with regard to the Presidency. 
How these things are he knew not. . He was'not - 
in the secret councils to:which perhaps.other gèn» - 
tlemen may haveaccess. He only knew. of things - 
relative to measures which may come béfore this 
body from the provisions contained: in the: bi 
which may be presented. ` He occupied a position ` 
different from that of the Administration and the’: 
Democratic party in this House; but yet he did 
not intend now, or at any time hereafter, to” let 
his party differences with any set of gentlemen 
control his votes on national measures. i 

The bill, he said, involves agreat constitutional 

rinciple. Itis one in which the South is pecu-' 
iarly interested, and directly involves the question 
of State sovereignty.» Strike out the great princi- 
ple of State sovereignty, and the superstructure of 
the Union crumbles into ruins. He maintained’. 
the confederated States have no right to restrict 
slavery to prescribed limits; fora Territory is a” 
State In embryo, and so continues until it is 
ready to organize itself into a State government, 
and ask for admission into the Union, 

He reviewed the history of the enactment of the: 
Missouri act of 1820, contending it was not im- 
posed by the South on the North. | ae 

Mr. ETHERIDGE said}that for a few days 
past this body had "presented to: the American: 

eople a remarkable, and significant spectacle. 

heir daily deliberations, for a’ week’ past, had 
been a striking: commentary upon those assurances’ 
which the Democratic party had given: to the 
American people, and that, too, when that party 
was being borne into power, as was alleged, by 
the conservative and national sentiment of the 
country. Were they not now, and had they not. 
for a week past been furnishing to sectional agi- 
tation a powerfnl and conclusive argument? Had 
they not for the last few months, and especially for 
the last few days, been engaged in bartering 
away the confidence of the people, and for that 
which they would scorn to receive, and against 
which the voice of the largest portion of the Union 
had been heard in tones of loud and indignant — 
opposition, and against which many others of the: 
other portion had protested in low murmurs: of 
sorrow and complaint? Had they not for a few 
days past been attempting to force upon an un~' 
willing people a measure for which they had never. 
asked? He asked Union loving men, men of the 
North and South, to consider well their interests, 
and not now, or hereafter, hastily, for party pur- 
poses, or individual ambition, consign those in-- 
terests to jeopardy or ruin. 

He then argued at length to prove that the 
Missouri compromise of 1820 was ‘adopted by 
southern votes, and that it was a compact. i 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, advocated the bill.” ` 
He said, in the course. of his remarks, that the 
Missouri compromise did not, as ithad been as- 
serted, give repose to a distracted country. Did 
not the North, he asked, repudiate it one: year 
afterwards, so far as they could, by a majority of- 
their votes? What northern man will deny it? 
The record proves it. The bill, he argued, would 
be:a means of preserving the Union, by keeping 
the country from future slavery agitation, and: 
crushing the hydra-headed monster of fanaticism, 
which have so long agitated the councils of the: 
nation. He replied to the speech of Mr. Benron, 
heretofore delivered; and said that opposition to 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise was ‘an 
abolition movement. í 

Mr. PARKER next obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suggest that we take a 
recess of an hour, and by that time members will 
return here. If we have these early adjournments, 
gentlemen will not get in all the speeches they de- 


sire. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not desjre to speak- to- 
day, and will yield the floor to any other. gentle~ 
man who may wish to address the committee this 
evening. s : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana ‘insist upon his motion that the committee 
rise? 

Mr, PARKER. Not against the will ‘of the 
committee. Ifany othergentleman wishes tospeak, 
I will yield the floor, with the understanding that t 


am to occupy it to-morrow. : 
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iMr.cFARLEY. IL move that the. committee 


rise. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. -I “would ask the 
Chair, if that motion fails, whether it would not | 
bein order to move that the committee také a re- 
cess foran hour or two? : ; 
.-Mr. KEFTT. I trust, if the gentleman. from 
Indiana is paeitiing to proceed now, that some 
other. gentleman will take the floor, and proceed 
with the discussion. . ; 

Mr WALSH. I demand tellers upon the mo- 

tion that the committee rise.. . 
Mr FARLEY. | I withdraw. my motion, as 
there is an understanding made by which the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Benner] is to take 
the floor. - . . 

-Mr. WALSH. We have been repeatedly told 

» that. there were a number of gentlemen who de- 
sired to express their views upon this subject. Let | 
them have an opportunity to do so until ten o’clock 
at night; but there appears to be a scarcity of 
Speakers. 

Mr PARKER. I have been trying to get the 
‘floor for some time; and. the’ gentleman who oc- |) 
cupied the chair on. yesterday assured me that I 
could have the floor to-morrow. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana. is entitled to the floor. | 

Mr. WALSH. You had better 
hay while the sun shines. 

:Mr. PARKER. [will yield the floor to the | 
gentleman from New York, with the understanding | 
that.I shall occupy it to-morrow. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That arrangement has 
been made very frequently with other gentlemen, 
and I hope it will be permitted with my colleague, 
as. he is too unwell to speak this evening. 

Mr. WALSH. I hope some of these gentle- 
men who are so anxious to speak will hurry up. 

‘Mr. BENNETT. Iam ready to speak now. 

Mr. B. then viewed the proposed repeal of the 
Missouri compromise as an attempt to extend sla- 
very over territory now free, and, assuch, he was 
opposed to it, as were all men of all parties and 
creeds in his district, Thisattemptto repeal that | 
compromise, which had stood for so many years, | 
and which was made for the settlement of a great 
question, had. been brought before Congress in a | 
very singular manner. It was a remarkable fact į 
that this Congress was not elected with reference | 
to this question. It was elected when nobody | 
dreamed that any such measure would be pro- 
posed as the one under consideration, 

He thenargued against the bill, as one calculated 
to renew the slavery agitation, and as altogether | 
unnecessary. He denied that the compromise of 
1850 repealed that of 1820, and contended that the 
compromise of 1820 was a compact. 

Mr. STRAUB obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Will the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srravup] yield me the 
floor for a moment? 

Mr. STRAUB assented. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. With the permission | 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, i desire to 
move that the committee do now take a recess 
until six o’clock. 

Several Members. No; say seven o’clock. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My object, Mr. 
Chairman, in making this motion, is for the. pur- | 
pose of affording ample opportunity for debate, in 
order that there may be no just ground for saying | 
that time was not allowed for all to discuss this 
question. 1 therefore move that the committee do 
now take a recess to six o’clock. 

A Memser addressed the Chair. 

Mr. STRAUB. Permit me for one moment, if 
ou please. I believe | am entitled to the floor. 
Laughter. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I understood thatthe | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded me the floor i 
that E might make the motion which I have sub- 
mitted, 

Mr. STRAUB. I will explain myself, if the 
gentleman will wait a moment. 1 have no objec- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, to yield for anadjournment, | 

rovided there is an understanding that I will | 
ave the floor when the committee meets again. 

Several Mumpers. Oh, certainly, you will 
have it. ; 

Mr. WITTE. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to say 
seven o’clock as the hour at which the committee 


proceed. Make | 


Í 


shall reassemble. 


‘| Kentuck 


| offer. 


l| for the principle. 


- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. -Very well. I now. 
move, Mr.-Chairman, that the committee take.a 
recess until seven o’clock this evening, to. meet 
again with the understanding that no business is 
to be transacted, but that members are to speak 
on the Nebraska question. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is right; we will 
then have better audiences, and everything else. 

Mr. SAGE. It strikes me that we have been 
laboring pretty hard this week; and if members 
are to remain here until twelve o’clock to-night, it 
will be quite a severe tax upon them. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
that there is no quorum present; and if a division 
is called upon the motion, it mugt fail. 

Mr. HUGHES. lI call for a dision upon the 
motion. If there is, however, a desireon the part 
of any gentlemen to speak, I do not wish to throw 
any obstruction in their way. 

Mr. SAGE. It appears to me that there is too 
thin a House to justify us in taking a recess. 

Mr. STRAUB. Will the Chair be kind enough 
to state the question now before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion submitted by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brecxin- 
RIDGE, ] by the permission of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srraus,] was, that the com- 
mittee take a recess until seven o’clock. And the 
gentleman from New York [Mr, Huenrs] moves 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. STRAUB. Then I claim to have the floor. 

Mr. WITTE. I was about to state, that the 


yielded the floor only for the purpose of allowing 
the gentleman from Kentucky to submit a motion 
that the committee take a recess, and not toa 
motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. STRAUB. I take this occasion to say, 
that if there be any gentleman here in the minor- 
ity upon this particular question who wishes to 
make a speech, for him I will yield the floor, but 
to no one else. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understood the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to yield for a motion that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. STRAUB. No, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
€ insist upon his motion that the com- 
mittee takea recess ? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. M 
submitting the motion was to afford an opportu- 


|| nity for fuller discussion; but as those gentlemen 


from whom I supposed the proposition would 
receive a favorable consideration object to it, Í 
withdraw the motion, in order that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania may proceed now. 

Mr. STRAUB. Ido not wish to press upon 
the committee the few remarks which I have to 
I am willing that the committee shall take 
a recess, but I am not willing that it shall rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to || 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that there is no 
quorum present; and if the motion to take a recess 
should be put, under a call for adivision, it would 
necessarily be lost. The committee can rise, how- 
ever, without a quorum, 

Mr. STRAUB said that he could discover no 
occasion for bitter and unkind feelings on this 
subject. He had looked at the bill,and examined 
its provisions, and could see in it merely the great 

rinciple of the people to govern themselves. 
ass this bill, of the success of which he had no 
doubt, and the ambitious and enterprising men of 


the eastern, northern, western, and middle States, | 
will take possession of every inch of the Terri- | 


tory. The only reason he could see for his southern 
brethren standing by the bill was, that they go 
They stand on the Constitu- 


tion, where every man stands who shall vote for f 


the bill, 

Mr. WADE here obtained the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I trust the gentleman 
from Ohio will give way until I can submit a mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WADE. I yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I then move that the 
committee take a recess until seven o’clock. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


The committee accordingly, at five o’clock and 
thirty minutes, agreed to take a recess until seven 
o'clock, p. m. Sapi 


¢ 


j| gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srravs] | 


only object in ji 


| the Chair votes? 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee, according to the terms of the 
motion that the committee take a recess, reassem- 
bled at seven o’clock, p. m., about’a dozen mem- 
bers being present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Wane} is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. With the permission 
of my colleague, (Mr. Waner,] I move that the- 
committee do now rise. It is too bad to compel a 
member to speak to so small an audience. 

The question was put: and the motion was not 


agreed to, 


Mr. WADE then took the floor, and addressed - 
the committee an hour in opposition to the bill. 
He reviewed its provisions to show its inconsis- 
tencies, and termed it a deceitful and lying bill. 
Its object was to make shivery a domestic instite- 
tion in these contemplated Territories, and never 
before had it been asked to establish slavery north 
of the line of 369 30'. If they would amend the 
bill, and say that the population of these Terri- 
tories should determine their institutions for them- 
selves by popular vote, then he would cease his 
feeble opposition to this measure, and cease to 
agitate the question before the people of the coun- 
try; but they should not determine the color of 
the people who were to take this large region into 
their hands. The law which excluded slavery 
from these Territories was binding by law; but a 
compromise, which had for its object the oppres- 
sion of the poor black man, was void before 
Heaven and earth. 

Mr. BANKS next obtained the floor. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If the gentleman will give 
way, E will move that the committee rise, 

Mr. BANKS. 1 will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts does not desire to go on now, I 
hope he will give way for some one else to speak 
to-night, 

Mr. BANKS. Ifany other gentleman desires 
to speak to-night, I will yield to him with the un- 
derstanding that I have the floor for the morning. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understand that the floor 


|| had been assigned to Mr. Parker, of Indiana, 


for the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no such 
understanding. 

Mr. PURYEAR. That understanding was 
entered into by the gentleman who occupied the 


i| chair in the morning session, [Mr. Sranroy, of 


Tennessee. } ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
the arrangement to be that Mr. Banxs was to have 
the floor in the morning. 
Mr. BANKS. I am willing to accede to the 
arrangement that Mr. Parker shall have the 


|| floor in the morning, if that was the understand- 


ing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
there was no such understandifig. 

The question was put; and the Chairannounced 
the result—ayes 17, noes 16. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would inquire how 
If he votes in the negative, the 
motion will be lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair votes in the 
affirmative. : 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the state 
of the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 236, entitled ** An act to organize the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas,” but had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. ; 

Thereupon the House adjourned (at eight 
o'clock and five minutes, p. m.,) until to-morrow 
at twelve o’clock, m. 
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ment, by way of a substitute, which [ intend to 
offer for the bill which has been. reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to modify and amend 
the judicial system of the United States. Itisan 
important subject; and I have some views. not 
exactly in harmony with the provisions. of the 
bill reported. | cannot flatter myself that I should 
be able to present an entire bill, but I desire to lay 
my amendment on the table, and have it printed. 

The order to print was made. 

PETITIONS, ETC. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. [ present the memorial of 
Alexander J. Atocha.: He complains of theaction 
of the late Board of Commissioners. on claims 
against Mexico. It was formerly presented, and 
referred to the Select Committee which recently 
made a report upon that subject. ‘This select 
committee, in consequence of the absence of Mr. 
Clarke, then Senator from Rhode Island, was 
equally divided in opinion as to the claim. He 
now presents his memorial, setting forth the facts, 
and asks that the case be again considered. He 
also presents additional proofs and documents in 
support of the claim. . I ask that it be received, 
and: referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the parish of Calcasieu, Louisiana, praying 
the establishment of a light-house at the mouth of 
the Calcasie river, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted a report to accompany the bill 
to improve the naval service; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted a motion to print 
three hundred additional copies of the above report; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. STUART. ‘The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Bropweap] has now returned, and | 
should therefore like to call up, at this time, the 
motion made by him to reconsider the vote adopting 
the resolution respecting the publication of thirty- 
seven thousand five hundred additional copies of 
the agricultural part of the Patent Office report. 

Mr. BRODH EAD. lam quite ready myself 
to give the reasons why I moved to reconsider the 
resolution alluded to by my honorable friend from 
Michigan; but, sir, | should much prefer that the 
Senate would proceed, in the first instance, with 
the subject of printing the debates. It seems to 
me that it would be proper to dispose of that mat- 
ter first. lt was very fully discussed, as I under- 
stand, yesterday afternoon, and can be disposed 
of without much debate. I think, therefore, that 
we had better dispose of that matter before we 
proceed to the consideration of the Patent Office 
report. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the morning business be 
through, I should like to move to take up the res- 
olution referred to by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, with the view of disposing of the subject 
this morning. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Michigan withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. STUART. I cannot see what relation 
one subject hag to another, but I am very willing 
to consult the convenience of the gentleman. Í 
therefore withdraw my motion. 

SENATE REPORTING. 3 

The PRESIDENT. Then the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday will now be taken up. it is a 
resolution of the Senator from Indiana in relation 
to the publication of the debates of the Senate. 
The pending question is on the motion to refer 
that resolution, with the amendment proposed, to 
the Committee on Printing. ` 

Mr.PRATT. The yeas and nays were called 
for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. I shall vote for the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing. I 
am in favor of its object. { presume therecan be 
no doubt that the Globe does not receive a suf- 
ficient compensation for the labor performed in the 
Senate, and I am very willing to increase it. So 
far as the printing of the debates in the other 
papers of this city is. concerned, I have no sort of 
objection to that. I think it is not necessary to 


pay fora duplicate reporter.. The debates may 
just as well be taken from the Glove and published 
in the other papers. I think it perfectly right and 
proper that some system should: be adopted, so 
that the readers of the journals may be informed 
of the debates and proceedings of the Senate. 

As to any matter of expense, it-is inconsider- 
able compared with the spreading of a knowledge 
of ‘the proceedings of Congress before the people 
generally. 
objection as.to the amount proposed. There is, 
however, a serious objection to the. proposition; 
and, if I am compelled to vote on the resolution in 
its present form, I must vote against it. The 
method adopted by it to compensate the Globe, is 
to take ninety-one copies for each member. 

Mr. BROWN. Lighty-one. 

Mr. RUSK. Eighty-one besides the twelve 
which are taken now. It would then be ninety- 
three to each Senator. That will embarrass us; 
and I should be glad if the Committee on Printing 
would take the matter into consideration, and 
adopt some other method than to take. the enor- 
mous number of ninety-three copies of the Globe 
«and Appendix for each Senator; ard therefore 1 
shall vote for the reference of the resolution to 
that committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, if we are to 
keep up the system of reporting, it seems to me 
we ought to do something like what is proposed 
by the resolution. The trueplan would be to pay 
one paper for reporting, and the others for pub- 
lishing, the debates and proceedings. The sys- 
tem would not be complete, if we were to pay only 
to have them reported, because it would be neces- 
sary to publish them that the public may get hold 
of them; and.to do that the true mode isto make 
a contract with the leading papers of the city, 
and pay them for their publication as is here pro- 

osed. 
If, on the other hand, the Senate should come 
to the conclusion that the reporting system is not 
a good one, I should be willing to abolish it alto- 
gether; for I believe there is much to be said on 
both sides. While, on the one hand, it is desir- 
able that full reports should be had, to show the 
reasons and grounds of our legislation, Í think it 
is obvious, on the other hand, that the system 
introduces more speaking than we otherwise would 
have, and perhaps.deteriorates its character. I 
think the tendency of the system is to change it 
into a sort of essay writing; but still I think there 
is no mistake that itis the sense of the Senate and 
of the other House to have their proceedings re- 
ported. If so, I am willing to go the further length 
of paying the papers to publish them; and in doing 
so I would state to the Senator from Michigan, 
(Mr. Sruart,] that I by no means think that lam 
indorsing the editorials of any one, or of ail of 
them, by merely paying them to publish the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate. So far from indorsing 
anything which is calculated to reflect upon the 
President of the United States, I would be as far 
from doing that as he is; for I believe the Presi- 
dent of the United States is earnestly intent upon 
carrying out the principles upon which he was 
brought into power. 1 think his course upon the 
Nebraska bill and the ‘indigent insane land bill, 
which are the two great practical issues of the 
session, has been manly, straightforward, and 
wise. At the same time, Í believe he has erred in 
relation to the distribution of patronage; but what- 
ever errors there may have been, I believe they 
were committed with the very best intentions. 
Therefore, I vote without meaning to express any 
opinion with regard to this or that editorial in either 
of the papers. I believe it is better, if we keep 
up the system of reporting, to have the debates 
published in the three leading papers of the city, 
if they will do it, The only point of doubt and 
difficulty which I have, is in regard to the num- 
ber of extra Globes which it is proposed to take. 
I do not know but that it may be giving more 
than we ought to give to that one paper. {am 
willing to compensate its proprietor justly and 
amply for his services; and the only question that 
I have 13 as to the measure of the compensation. 
The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] has 
examined this question, and so has the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. Firzparricn.] We have 
heard from the Senator from Alabama: ‘The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, l think, is of the opinion that 
this is not too much. [see him in his seat, and 


perhaps he can satisfy my mind on the point. 


Under such circumstances | have no. 


Mr. BRIGHT. -- concur ebtirely:invall: that, 
has been said by the Senator from: Virginia, and 
Lam very-sorry that the debate yesterday took a - 
direction which would. lead to:the inference’ that 
any Senator here is governed. by anything’ like 
unkind feeling towards the Administration, in iad+ 
vocating the resolution which is now before tus; 
Nothing of the kind, at any rate, entered into my: 
breast. be thy HOE SPE 

I think it unnecessary to extend this debate? I 
am-very anxious that the resolution should be 
voted upon. I accepted the proposition: of the, ~ 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Sruarr,] under the 
impression that, if i did so, there would bé: no. 
serious objection to it. I am now satisfied. that 
my original proposition is greatly embarrassed. by 
the amendment offered for the benefit of the Globe; 
but I am further satisfied, Mr. President, after a 
very thorough examination of the subject, that the 
extra copies proposed to be ordered will not pro- 
vide more than a fair compensation to remunerate 
the proprietor of that paper for the services..we 
require at his hands. : ; 

hope the resolution will not be referred to:the 
Committee on Printing, for I have no idea, ‘from 
the exhibition which we have had on the floor, 
that that committee would be able to agree upon 
a report; and, furthermore, we understand the 
subject thoroughly, and can dispose of it, without 
the assistance of the committee. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I agree entirely. 
in what has been said. by my friend from Virginia,” 
that if we are to have any system by which: the 
Senate proposes to publish its debates, the ione 
proposed by the resolution, in its: present form, 
is free from every reasonable objection. It pro- 
poses to have one reporter, and | think it can ad- 
mit of no doubt in the mind of any gentleman who 
has at all turned his attention to this subject, that 
it is difficult to conceive, and vain to expect, any 
better system of reporting than that which is far- 
nished by the proprietor of the Globe. ‘That being 
the case, by having this one reporter we accom~ 
plish the desirable object of having the reports 
prepared, and printed with every imaginable se- 
curity that they will be a fair representation of 
what passes here—fair not only in substance, but 
fair in detail. 

Having procured that, the next object is to have » 
these reports spread before the country... They 
are not published for our reading. They are:.not 
intended to inform us of what passes here. They 
are intended, as far as possible, to enable the 
people of the United States, for whom we act, 
and the States which we represent, and to which 
we are responsible, to understand what is said 
and done here by their representatives. In order 
to. accomplish that, this resolution proposes that 
the reports, thus carefully and faithfully prepared, 
shall be published.in the three leading papers here. 
Surely nothing, in my opinion, can be more rea- 
sonable than this. e get rid of an unnecessary 
expense, involved in maintaining two or three 
corps of reporters; we insure at once accuracy 
and unity in the presentations of the discussions 
that take place here, and upon moderate terms we 
secure also the widest practicable diffusion of these 
reports throughout the whole country. Now, sir; 
in connection with this subject, Í think that if we 
are to make any provision for publishing the de- 
bates of this body, no plan more fair, and no plan 
more economical, can be adopted by the Senate; 
therefore, if the system of. reporting is to be con- 
tinued, I am entirely in favor ofthe resolution 
which has been submitted. i 

There is another and a distinct question into 
which I do not enter. I refer to the suggestion 
thrown out by the Senator from Virginia, whether 
it is, upon the whole, wise to have any: provision 
made for the reports at all? I think that matter 
is settled. The Senate intends to have its debates 
reported, and the only question for us is as to the 
best and most economical method. 

Now, with regard to the mode in which it is 
proposed to make some additional compensation 
to the proprietor of the Globe, who has completed 
this admirable system of reporting, | have two 
remarks to make. The first is this: I believe no 
gentleman can have any reasonable doubt ‘that 
the present arrangement of the Senate does not 
furnish the desired eompensation. ‘Phat I take 
to be clear, both upon the little observation which 
I have been able to make of it, and upon the-clear 
and decided opinion of my friend from Arkansas, 
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cx} : 


andthe other gentlemen who 


have had fall-op-_ 
Portunities‘of investigation: -= : : 


-x Fhe second observation which I wish to make. 


2 


on this pointis, that I prefer the method of giving 
that increased compensation which is proposed 
bythis-resolution to.any other method. > It remu- 
nerates the reporter. [t'enables this establishment 
to'govon successfully, ard without entailing upon 
its proprietor a loss which he should not suffer, 
and it:doesit by: furnishing to the members of this 
body. largelyincreased facilities for distributing in 
a@ permanent form, and: putting into the possession 
of a:large proportion of their constituents, the au- 
thorized’ published reports of the discussions and 
proceedings'of this body. For the day, or for the 
hour,-that may bea matter of small Importance, 
but I Have’ found, and 1 do not doubt that other 
gentlemen inthis body have found the same thing, 
avery considerable difficulty, often in not being 
able'to refer to the proceedings and debates of this 
body; as- well.as.of the other House of Congress, 
in-days:gone by. % 

We find it important to ascertain the views and 
opinions entertained by those who have preceded 
us: It is sometimes difficult, or occasionally im- 
possible to ascertain, for want of ready. and con- 
venient sources of-‘recurrence, what those debates 
and opinions have been. Let us then, sir, by this 
proceeding secure at least for hereafter an oppor- 


` tunity of judging what have been the views, the 


apinions, and the course of policy indicated and 


“supported by the present members of this body. 


F trust I do not place any exaggerated estimate 
upon the value of what we say, but at least, Mr. 
President,.1. do not think it is just to depreciate 
ourselves so much as to imagine that in times to 
come those who succeed us will not be desirous to 
know, and may not at least sometimes learn, too, 
with advantage not only for themselves, but for 
the country, the discussions which may have 
taken place in this body. 

Having said this, sir, it seems to me that it fol- 
lows there is no necessity for a reference of this 
resolution. I see no advantage to accrue from it. 
The subject is fully in the possession of. the Sen- 
ate. If the Senate is opposed to the system, vote 
down the resolution. If the Senate is in favor of 
the system, in my judgment, it cannot be mate- 
rially improved in its details by the labors of any 
committee. Therefore, so far as I am concerned, 
I shall vote against the reference, and in favor of 
the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON. As I do not wish to fatigue 
this body, and as I do rot wish to fatigue myself, 
T shall not undertake the labor which would ne- 
cessarily be imposed upon me if I should enter 
upon this subject in every aspect in which it pre- 
sents itself. ft involves much to which I shall 
not refer. I shall confine myself to a few facts to 
which I desire especially to call the attention of 
the Senate. 

The resolution, as it stands, embraces two sep- 
arate and distinct subjects; and before the vote is 
taken T-shall call for-a division. of the question. 
One portion of it relates exclusively to the report- 
ing of the debates. and proceedings, and the print- 
ing them inthe Globe. The other portion relates 
to printing the debated in the city papers only. 

It will be seen that it is an omnibus resolution; 
for it embraces matters: which do not necessarily 
stand together, and, as they are capable of divis- 
ion, I shall ask that they be divided. 

The Senator from Virginia spoke of the cost of 
the Congressional Globe, and the method in which 
that cost should be distributed, or, in other words, 
as to the compensation to be received by the pub- 
lisher of the Congressional Globe and Appendix: 
and the objection of the Senator from Texas was 
based on the method by which it is proposed to 
pay him, because it allows individual members of 
the Senate to receive a large number of the Globe 
and Appendix for distribution. Now, sir, after 
having considered the subject maturely and la- 
boriously, I must say that Í see no better method, 
nor any so good. 

We must do something with that establishment, 
or we shall be compelled to give up the reporting 
and printing of our debates. The gentleman who 
is at the head of the establishment. has not said 
he will quit because he makes ‘nothing. I believe 
he has never distinguished - himself in that way. 
He will go on with his contract until he is unable 
to go further; and what he does do-he will do well. 
‘What he has done has always been well-done. 


| Senate now takes 744 copies, and it is proposed to take 
| 5,644 copies, being an increase of 4,920 copies.” 


Instead of 5,644, it || 


In regard to the: numbers.to be taken, I see no 
better method’ which’ can be pursued. ‘There are 
other methods by which it can bedone. Two or 
three propositions -have been. submitted to me, 
which, if necessary, I will read. I have exam- 
ined them all maturely. They propose to ‘pay 
him for the future, but not to make up his losses 
for the- past. At the beginning of this-Congress 
he had lost the sum of $40,000. -This will be 
seen on an examination of his facts. I have ex- 
amined them carefully, and I am satisfied of the 
truth of what he says. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator says that the 
proprietor of the Globe has been at a loss of 
$40,000. Is that for this Congress, or for the 
whole period that he has pursued the business? 

Mr. JOHNSON. For the whole period. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. How many years? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I cannot give the exact num- 
ber of years; it has been certainly some four or 
five. Changes in the price of work and materials 
have gone on, and he is going on losing at an ac- 
celerated rate. I do net wish unnecessarily to 
consume time; but I can produce the items in 
proof of the statement, and to any rational mant 
it must be as clear as sunlight. 

Sir, it will be well to advert to the authority 
relied upon by the Senator from Alabama, (Mr. 
Firzparrick]—the statement and calculation of 
William Towers. i have sald that that statement 
is unreliable. Why, sir, there are errors all the 
way through it. There are errors that 1 have 
calculated; and, in addition, we have a statement 
by Mr. Rives pointing out its errors, Mr. Rives’s 
statement has Peen -published and republished for 
three weeks; it has been standing before the people 
for investigation. If Mr. Rives has published a 
false statement, he is not worthy of recognition 
by this body, or to be intrusted with the public 
records. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will yield for an interrup- 
tion, but certainly not for an argument. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I meant to have stated, 
when | addressed the Senate yesterday, that I 
had another communication sustaining ihe former 
statement, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Establishing it? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. So I understand. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Exactly. A full anawer to 
Mr. Towers has been published to the world, and 
has been in his possession for three weeks. Per- 
haps the honorable Senator has got an answer to 


It. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have a communica- 
tion from Mr. Towers explaining the facts. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well. 1 have the first 
document furnished by Mr. Towers, giving the 
result of his investigation, Mr. Towers is a 
printer and, I understand, a very good one. But 

have never heard of his managing a heavy estab- 
lishment, which is a very different branch of busi- 
ness. He, however, was called upon to make a 
report to the Committee on Printing, which is 
relied: upon by the Senator from Alabama with 
great confidence. If gentlemen will give me their 
attention, E will show the number of errors with 
which one short page can be filled. Mr. Towers 
says: 

ae Congressional Globe and Appendix for the Thirty- - 


Second Congress made six volumes, and an aggregate of 
5,300 pages.?? j 


Error No. 1. The correct number of pages is 
5,454. 


“The subscription ‘price is $9 for each Congress. The 


There is an error again. 
stood, on the papers that were before him, 5,712. 
“The inquiry of Governor FrrazpaTrick is: § What wili 
the net cost to the printer be of the 4,920 additional copies ?? 
The answer to this question is based upon the data above 
mentioned. 
~ Answer. 
The cost of paper, (3,472 reams, at $4 per ream, ) $13,880.? 
Here is anothererror. Instead of 3,472 reams 
it is 3,480 reams, and 455 sheets, showing that he 
has not proceeded with any strict accuracy. 
There is also an error in regard to the price of the 
aper. Instead of $4 a ream—and he knew 
it; he could not have belped knowing it—the very 
lowest. price is $4 80 a ream; and you cannot 


possibly get paper during this session of Congress 
for less. Mr. Rives has his bills, and they show 


| else to do. 


that he has sometimés to pay $6 50a ream. Thus 
we have specimens of the kind of estimate upon 
which my honorable friend from Alabama has 
based his representations. Calculate the paper at 
$4 80 instead of $4 a ream, and it makes the 
aggregate cost $16,708 55, instead of $13,880. 

The next itenh—and, sir, each item seems to be 
a gross and special error—is the following: 

“The cost of press-work, (13,038 tokens, at 30 cents per 
token,) 83,911 40.9 

This, sir, is a most preposterous representation. 
Why, sir, the clerk of the Superintendent of Print- 
ing, who made this report, knows that his own 
brothers, who are printers: in this city, are print- 
ing for Mr. Rives at fifty cents a token asa favor, 
when their machinery and hands have nothing 
Thirty cents a token! Why, when 
we look at every contract that Congress has 
made in regard to printing, except that made 
with Mr. Ritchie, we find that one dollar a token 
was paid. Mr. Ritchie received fifty-three cents 
a token for his printing, and he came back to 
Congress and announced the fact that he was 
ruined, totally ruined by it, and asked for relief. 
Congress then gave him over one dollar a token 
and still he proclaimed to the world that he had not 
been saved from loss. Although this was the case, 
Mr. Towers sits down and makes a calculation 
at thirty cents a token! Whatis a token? Two 
hundred and fifty impressions taken from the 

ress. And Mr. Powers calculates 13,038 tokens; 
Pūreven in that his figures are wrong. Itis 13,367 
tokens.. Taking that at his own calculation, it 
would make a mistake, for the true amount, in- 
stead of $3,911 would be $4,010 10. 

Now, what reliance can be placed upon his 
statements and deductions? It is well known 


| that we have never had the work done at less than 


one dollar a token, except in the case of Mr. 
Ritchie’s contract, and that he abandoned, and we 
had to give him more than one dollar, after legis- 
lating for four months on the subject. It is thus 
evident that Mr. Towers makes a clear mistake 
in that calculation, upon a single estimate, of 
nearly $10,000. On this subject, to satisfy my 
own mind, I addressed each of the printers in this 
city. I called upon them to know at what rates 
they would print for me, and the average price 
which they proposed was $1 06 a token. One 
declined to give me an answer, but said that he 
would print for me all that I wished for nothing. 
He supposed that it was merely some little print- 
ing that I wished to have done, and he was will- 
ing to do it for nothing, out of his personal kind 
feelings for me; but the average answer that I 
received was $1 06 a token, for this very item 
which Mr. William Towers sets down at thirty 
cents. His‘ brothers, when they have leisure, 
print for Mr. Rives, as a matter of favor, for fifty 
cents a token, which is sixty-six and two thirds 
per cent. more than he says Mr. Rives can afford 
to do it for himself. ` 

Now, I ask, what confidence is to be put in 
estimates like these? But we will go to the next 

oint: ~ : 
ee cost of folding, (13,038 tokens, at 12 cents per token,) 
$1,564 56. 

There again he errs. He supposes that there 
are 13,038 tokens to be folded, whereas the num- 
ber folded is but just half, both sides of the sheet 
being printed. Mr. Towers calculates for folding 
13,038 tokens at twelve cents a token, and allows 
Mr. Rives $1,564 56 for it; whereas the number 
of tokens folded was but 6,519, and the amount 


| should be only $782 28. 


The aggregate errors in’ these calculations 
amount to over $12,000! Mr. Towers then pro- 
ceeds to another estimate, and says: 


The subscription price of the 4,920 additional copies,” 
The number should be 4,968, 
‘at 89 per copy, would be $44,280.77" 
The amount should be $44,712. . 
“The cost to the printer would be, as above, $19,355 96.” 
It ought to be $21,520 67. He then goes on: 
“ It appears from the letters of Mr. Rives, and [the oaths 


of] others??— 


Here are the oaths—I will not detain the Senate 
by reading them-—which go to show that during 
the first fifty-nine days of this session, Mr. 
Rives lost- upwards of three dollars a column on 
the publishing which was done for both branches 
of Congress. I want to call the attention of the 
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Senator from Alabama to the fact, that- he: has 
studiously separated the consideration of the public 
printing and reporting of this House from that 
of the other. Sir, | treat it in gross. _[ put.it all 
together, and I allege that these losses occurred 
from the whole, and not from this body alone. 
Upon the printing and reporting-for both branches, 
he has lost, and is losing; ataù accelerated rate. 

But let us again look at the kind of authority 
upon which my friend from Alabama relies. It 
seems to me he ought to have examined Mr. 
Rives’s letter in his regard for right which I know 
and acknowledge that he feels as sensibly as any- 
body. It seems to me it was most inexcusable 
that he did not examine it at once and satisfy him- 
self about it; but I am informed that that Senator 
never read Mr. Rives’s statement. Am I correct 
in regard to that? ` 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. You are correct in re- 
gard to that. T have not had time to look into all 
these statements. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I regret it, for if you had 
read it, | feel assured there is much in it you would 
have taken delight in reading. | say this because 
I am satisfied you want to do what is right and 
just. 

Mr. Towers says: 

“It appears, from the letters of Mr. Rives and others, 
that a large lugs is incurred by him at present in the execu- 
tion of his contract with the Senate.” 

That is the subject upon which he was asked 
for a statement. 

“ And he asks this additional subscription, which he sup- 
poses will remunerate him for his labor on account of the 
profit accruing on it. How far the present contract with 
Mr. Rives may be remunerating, or otherwise, would re- 
quire much time and labor to ascertain.” 

Sir, I should like to know what the Committee 
on Printing was established for, if it was‘not for 
the purpose of ascertaining? I -should like to 


know what they referred a commission of this | 


character to that clerk for, unless it was that he 
should take that trouble? That is what he says 
after having made this wretched and erroneous cal- 
culation, and then he concludes: 

“ And I think it would be indelicate in me, to say the 
least, to express any opinion I may entertain upon the sub- 
ject until I am prepared to supportit by facts and figures.” 

What makes it indelicate in him? Why wait 
until he has prepared the facts. and figures? Sir, 
I am authorized to say to you here, that the whole 
of that printing establishment, its books, and its 
most private concerns were open to him, and he 
was invited to go inand make the investigation, 
but he declined to do it. Heexamined but apor- 
tion of its business, and, on seeing the manner in 
which the speeches were altered after they were 
set up, he said ‘ why that is just as bad as to have 


it all to set over again.” ‘They said to him ‘go | 


on and examine the whole establishment, and then 
report the facts as you find them.” He declined 
to do it, and went on and furnished this statement, 
at the end of which he says it would be indelicate 
in him to express an opinion as to whether a loss 
was sustained or not. It is strange that he should 
‘feel this delicacy after having made a calculation 
which, if true, would utterly destroy the veracity 
of thesman who made the previous statement; 
yet it is true that when he comes to the point for 
which the subject was referred to him, he says he 
thinks it a matter too delicate for him to investi- 
gate. * 

Mr. President, I would, if it were possible, es- 
cape from an examination of all these details, but 
there are points to which I feel it to be my duty 
to call the attention of the Senate, and they are so 

lain that they will not fail to create a sensation 
in the mind of every man who listens to the state- 
ment of them. : È 

I have before me the printed statement of Mr. 
Rives, which has been before the public and in 
the hands of every printer of the city for the last 
three weeks, and which has been at the service of 
every Senator, and is yet to be had by any and 
every Senator who chooses to make the investiga- 
tion. I will turn, for instance, to this item of 
tokens, concerning which 1 have made a few re- 
marks. Mr. Rives says: 

* But Messrs. Gales & Seaton, it appears, convinced the 
Congress that made the redaction of twenty per cent. on 
the public printing that they could not stand it, and, at the 
end of that Congress, the twenty per cent. was restored to 
them.” 

That is, during the time they were the printers, 
in 1841 and 1842. 


“This gave them $4 40 for prese-work and folding, and 
stabbing and stitching. Deduct ten per cent. for stabbing 
and stitching, and itleaves them $3 96 a token for press- 
work and folding, which lacks only tour cents of being eight 
times as much as Mr. Moore now. allows me??— : 


He is here speaking of another calculation, 
made by Mr. Moore, who isa brother-in-law of | 
Mr. Towers, and who has furnished: a calculation 
which Mr. Rives has taken great pains to answer. 


->t when the wages I now pay to printeys are twenty per 
cent. higher than Messrs. Gales & Seaton paid them.” 


“Mr. William Towers, the other witness-who bears wit- 
ness against me, is Mr. Moore’s brother-in-law, and their 
testimony is nearer than their relationship to each other. 
He says the press-work can be doug by me for thirty’cents 
a token, and ihe folding for twelve cents a token; making 
together forty-two cents a foken for press-work and folding. 7 
Mr. Moore said in 1840°— * 


Eighteen hundred and forty was a period of fime 
when all things were cheaper than they are now. 


t Mr. Moore said, in 1840, that I could do both for forty- 
two anda half cents a token—only one half of one cent 
difference! This is a strange and striking coincidence, 
when itis recollected that fourteen years elapsed between 
the times when they gave their testimony, and in the mean 
time tbe wages of printers had been changed twenty per 
cent. 

“ At the very time Mr. Towers gave bis testimony that 
press-work could be done for thirty cents a token, his broth- 
ers in this city were doing it for me, at their leisure, and as 
& favor to me, and charging me sixty-six aud two thirds per 
cent. more than he allows me.” 


He certainly ought to have been conscious, but 
may not, have been, however, of the rate of 
charges at which his own brothers were doing 
business. 

“They have been doing it at that rate for me for years 
past; and I have reciprocated their favors by leiting them 
have paper at precisely what it cost me. They make some- 
thing by printing for me at fifty cents a token, because they 
do it when they have no press- work of their own to occupy 
their presses, on my type already made up into pages for 
them, and by men who work by the week.” 


And consequently would have nothing else to 
do unless they had that, and still are paid. 

‘Thirty cents a token on the copies of the Congressional 
Globe, which bofh branches of Congress take from me 
will not Phy one third the interest on the capital investe 
and the wear and tear ou materials in my office, as I will 
prove in less than twenty fines. 

“ Congress takes from me 6,456 copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix—the House 5,712, and the 
Senate the balance, 744, of them. The press. work on these 
during the last Congress was 18,340 tokens, which, at 30 
cents a token, amounts to $5,502. The interest on the cap- 
ital invested in my printing establishment, and the wear 
and tear of the materials during that time, as Mr. Moore 
admits, amounted to $17,680; and every printer knows, or 
ought to know, that at least three fourths of the capital in- 
vested in a Jarge printing establishment is properly charge- 
able to the press room department, and that at least five 
sixths of the wear and tear of the office and machinery is 
also chargeable to it.” 


Here are facts, which gentlemen can take up 
and study and consider maturely for themselves, 
which go conclusively to settle the matier in re- 
gard to the calculation now relied upon by the 
Senator from Alabama as to the fairness of the 
compensation on this item of tokens, which is | 
one of the heaviest items in the calculation. 

Permit me in this connection to read a state- 
ment of the cost of similar work,as done in Penn- 
sylvania and Maryland, and in England for the 
reports of the proceedings of the British Parlia- 
ment. 

They have had a fixed system for many years, 
and hence they afford a precedent, which may be 
considered good, in consequence of the much 
greater experience they have had in these matters, 
than this body of the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. Rives says: 


tt Now, I will compare the price paid to me for the de- 
bates in Congress, with the prices paid in England for the 
debates in the English Parliament. 

« Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates for the last Parlia- 
ment, commencing the 10th of February, and ending the 
Yth of May, 1853, made 2,216 octavo pages, averaging 2,250 
ems a page, making together 4,896,000 ems. 

« These were printed in three royal octavo volumes, and 
retailed in London for £1 10s. a volume, bound, making 
£4 10s. for the three volumes, equal there to $19 98, here 
to $22 50. 

‘© Hansard selis his debates to the booksellers of London 
for £1 9s. 6d. a volume, bound, making £3 7s. 6d. for the 
three volumes, equa! there to $14 99, here to 316 92. 

“The Library of Congress paid a bookseller in London 
five per cent. advance on Hansard’s wholesale price for 
the three volumes, and they amounted to $17 76.” 


Our Library accounts show that fact. 

‘The Congressional Globe and Appendix for the last 
Congress, at this rate, wouid amount to $136 a copy.” 

I call upon the Senate to look at a fact like that 
when my honorable friend from Alabama talks 
about gross extravagance. There are people in 


England who have had the experience of years 
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in this business;.and.df we. paid for-the Globe, 


which we gave $12 per bound’ copys att 
rate which they pay for theirs, instea 


$12, we should give $136 for a single.capy: 
Globe and Appendix. It is a startling fact; t 
what costs us $12 would cost us $136 at the 
and só in proportion for the whole of your copies. 
This, Mr: President and gentlemen, is the -char- 
acter of the extravagance of which we'häve been 
guilty in paying Mr, Rives for the Globe and Ap: 
pendix the rates which have-been mentioned. n; 

“ The Senate paid for them, bound, only $12:a.copy; 

“ Itis clear, therefore, that the Senate does not pay one 
eleventh the rate for the debates: in Congress that this Gov- 
ernment pays for the Parliamentary Debates of England for 
the Library of Congress, r T 

« Add to what the Senate pays for the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix what it pays towards defraying the ex- 
penses of reporting and publishing the debates in the Daily 
Globe, and then the 35712 copies. which he Senate is asked 
to subscribe for, would not cost it ove seventh the rate paid 
for Hansard’s Debates. ?? ne 

If the price paid to Mr. Rives for reporting the 
proceedings and publishing them in the Daily 
Globe be included, then the Congressional: Globe 
and Appendix will not cost you one seventh-of 
their price. ` 

“ And it is believed that Hansard takes his debates from 
the London papers, and makes but little alteration. in 
them.” : $ 

In other words, the systèm is not carried on with 
anything like the same accuracy, the same perse- 
verance, the same decision, and. the same rapidity, 
with which it is carried on for this body, fer,.1 be- 
lieve, it is conceded that the best reporting which 
is done in the world, for accuracy, and for rapid- 
ity, is done forthe American Congress. 

“Now add the facts that wages of both reporters and 
printers, and the price of paper, are each and all less in 
England than they are in this country, and then can any 
man give a good reason why there should be so great a dis- 
parity in the prices which the debates óf the two countries 
are sold for? or why Hansard’s should be sold 30 high, aud 
Rives’s go low? 

Now, sir, for another point. There is a cele- 
brated printing establishment in this country 
known as ‘ Harper & Brothers.” Mr, Rives 
says: ‘ 

“ Harper & Brothers, of New York, print about 125,000 
copies of their Magazine, which enables them to sel! them 
at what is considered a very low price—25 cents anumber, 
The Congressional Globe and Appendix, at that rate, would 
amount to $25 a copy for each Congross.. I sell them to 
Congress for $9 a copy. : 

At the rate at which the Harpers sell their 
Magazine, which is deeméd to be extraordinarily 
low, the Congressional, Globe would. amount. to 
= a copy for each Congress. Look at that. 

e pay $9 a copy, and at the lowest rate at which 
the Harper brothers print their magazine, and 
distribute one hundred and twenty-five thousand 
copies of it—a price which is pronounced so-ex- 
traordinarily low—instead of our paying $9 4 
copy for the reports of the debates of Congresa, 
it would be $25. That I believe is the lowest 
printing establishment in the United States. There 
are a great many more such statements as these 
in this paper; but I pass them by; I do not wish 
to detain the Senate. It is not necessary to mul- 
tiply them. These are facts which there is no 
such thing as getting over! But now [turn you 
to the case of the State of Pennsylvania, and give 
to you a few paragraphs which is upon that sub- 
ject. My friend from Pennsylvania will listen to 
this, I know, with some interest: 

“ Before I commenced writing this answer to Mr. 
Moore’s and Mr. Towers’s statements, I wrote to gentle- 
men in Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Maryland, inquiring 
of them how much the ‘reporting and printing the debates 
of the conventions called to amend their constitutions cost 
those States, respectively; and since the above was in 
type, I have received the following answers from the two 
States last mentioned, and will not wait any longer for an 
answer to the letter written to the gentleman in Kentucky: 

tt HARRISBURG, PENNSYLVANIA, April 17, 1854. 

“ Srr: Upon the receipt of your letter inquiring of me the 
expense of reporting and printing the debates of the con- 
vention to amend the constitution of Pennsylvania, that sat 
in the years 1832-8, I went to the Auditor Genera s OF 


| fice, and obtained the accompanying items of expenditure, 


as paid upon the different warrants from time to time. 

“By this, it will be seen that the reporting of the debates 
of said convention cost $20,488 15, and the printing and 
binding cost $69,668 90. These debates made thirteen vol- 
umes, amounting, in the aggregate, to about 7,000 pages, 
octavo, 1,500 ems to the pages, and two thousand five hun - 
dred copies were printed—that is, 1,250 in the English Jan- 
guage, and 1,250 in the German language. I have no means 
of getting at the price of binding these volumes, with cer- 
tainty, but think it cost between nine aud teu thousand dol- 
lars. ` E ~ 

“There were five reporters employed; viz: John Agg 
principal; H, Q. Wheeler, E, Kingman, We Es Drake, an 


Az 
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IG. McKinley, assistants. The principal reporter received 
$100 per week as a compensation. for his-services, and the 
assistants $30 per week; and $5. per. column of 2,000 words 
were paid for writing out all matter not written out at the 
adjournment of the conventions which, according to the 
best of my recollection, was about one half of the debates, 
as the convention frequently sat. mornings, afternoons, and 
evenings, atid it was impossible to keep the work up. 
+The price paid to journeymen printers, at the time of the 
printing/of the debates, was seven dolars per week in Har- | 
rishurg, or twenty-two and a half cents per thousand ems. 
Lam told they-generally worked by the week. 

“ecT am informed, at the Auditor General’s Office, that no 
part of the $69,668 90 was paid for distributing the debates, 
that being paid for. printing and binding alone ;.but you will 
bear in mind that the cost of printing paper is included. 

-~ $ Hoping this information may prove satisfactory to you, || 
J remain, yours, truly, ISAAC G. McKINLEY. lj 

Jonn C. Rives, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


SOFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, } 
i 2  ANNAPOLI§, April 12, 1854. $ 

«Sra: The Governor has placed in my hands, for answer, 
your favor of the 28th ultimo. It would have received ear- 
lier attention but for my absence from the seat of govern- 
ment, and some delay occasioned by difficulty in procuring 

art of the information asked for. i 

The State paid to H. G. Wheeler, Esq., for reporting, 
the sum of $2,805 80; and for indexing, the further sum of 

0. » 
e «The cost of printing the reports was $2,892 20. 

« Vive hundred copies were printed for the State, ard Iam 
informed that each page contains about three thousand five 
hundred ‘ems.? ` I take leave, however, to stiggest that a 
copy of the reports may be, found in the Congressional Li- 
brary, and that it might be weil that: you should examine 
them: 

t I have the honor to he, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, NATHANIEL COX, Secretary of State. 

“Jonn U. Rives, Esq. 

tt OFFICE OF THe Secrerery or STATE, 
` 3 t ANNAPOLIS, April 17, 1854. 

“Sin: Tamin the receipt of your favor of 15th instant, T 
now have the honor to inform you that I have examined 
the sécond volume of the reports referred to, and find it con- 
tains eight hundred and ninety pages, [that is the number 
of pages in the. two volumes.) I make no charge in this 
matter; it bas given me pleasure to have it in my power to 
oblige you. 

«Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“NATHANIEL COX, Secretary of State. 

“Joun C, Rives, Esq.” 

“The debates of the tast Congresa made 5,454. royal 
arto pages, the pages averaging about 7,000 ems; there- 
ore, the whole made about 38,178,000 ems. Congress paid 

me $56,242 50 for reporting and printing the debates of the 
two sessions in the Daily Globes and then paid me $58,104 
for printing 6,456 copies of them in book form; making 
‘together $114,346 50; which ‘divided by the number of 
copies printed in book form, shows that £ was paid $17 71 
a copy for reporting and printing them, both in the news- 
paper and in book form. 

“Tr will he seen by Mr. McKinley’s letter, copied above, 
that $20,488 15 was paid for reporting the debates in the 
Pennsylvania convention; they made ten million five hun- 
dred thousand ems; $69,668 90 for printing two thousand 
five hundred copies in two languages and binding them, and 
that the price paid there to compositors, when the debates 
were printed, was seven dollars a week, or twenty-two and 
a half cents a thousand ems when they worked by the piece. 
The price I pay here to compositors is twelve dollars a 
week, or forty cents a thousand ems for brevier, and forty- 
four cents a thousand ems for nonpareil type when they 
work by the piece. All the compositors in my office work 
by the piece, 

“Now, to make a just comparison, T must deduct for the 
binding of the Pennsylvania debates ; for setting them up 
in two languages ; and for papers as they were printed on 
larger type than the debates of Congress are printed. [will 
not allow myself anything for the difference between the 
cost of setting up type there and here; which it will be 
seen is near 100 per cent. fcan afford to be liberal, and 
will make liberal reductions : 


I deduct for binding.........- ssressuesseasso + -$10,000 00 
{ deduct thirty three cents a thousand for setting 
up the second edilion........+.5- seseceeeees 3,465 00 |! 


I deduct for two thirds the paper it took to print 
both editions, English and German, 760 reams, 
at G4 80 a ream.,...eseeee 3,648 00 

$17,113 00 
tt Deduct this sum from the sum paid for reporting and 

printing and birding 2,500 copies, $90,177 05, and itleaves 

$73,044 05, which being divided by 2,500, the number of 
copies printed, and it shows thatthe Pennsylvania debates, 
which make 10,500,000 ems, cost $29 22 a copy. Report- 
ing and printing the debates of Congress, which make 

38,178,000 ems, cost only $17 71a copy. At the rates paid 

for the Pennsylvania debates, a copy of the Congressional 

and Appendix would amount to $106 24, which is a little 

more than siz times as much as Congress pays me for a 

eopy.?? 


Here are facts which have been open for weeks 
for investigation. If they are not true, let them 
be investigated. There is no printer in this city 
but what has his'enemy. “We all know that. F 
do not know that thereis-any individual who has | 
not an enemy; certainly there is no printer or | 
publisher of a paper who has not one. These | 
statements have been published, and all have 
been invited to investigate them; and if all which 
is contained in the statement is not correct, Jet 
them: prove that it is not. These things are not || 


! vention. 


light upon: the man who sustains these publica- 


| tions, and who himself has refused to go round 


and. annoy you, Senators, in regard to is busi- 
ness. He has not been in the habit of stating his 
private grievances, and asking for favors. He 
places the facts before you as gentlemen. who are 
candid, fair, and disposed. to deal with him on 
terms which are best for the public interest. 

Now, as to the debates in the Maryland con- 
When her convention met to frame her 
constitution, Maryland also had her reporters. 
She got them on the best terms she could. 

“The debates in the Maryland convention were not 
long; they are printed: with the same kinds of type that the 
Congressional Gtobe and Appendix are printed ; and. there- 
fore, the caiculation to show the difference in price will 
be short and simple. e They made 3,115,600 ems, which 
were printed in 890 octavo pages. The reporting and 
making an index to them cost the State $3,605 80; and 
printing 500 copies cost $2,892 20, making together 86,498, 
which being divided by 500, the number of copies printed, 
shows that they cost the State $13 a copy. A copy of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix, at this rate, would 


| amount to $159 33, which is nine times the sum Congress 
į pays me per copy.” 


These things are absolutely startling. That is 


| what was paid at our next door. Compare it 


with the rates which we allow to our reporter. 
The copies of which J speak consist of several 
volumes. When I speak of a copy, | mean the 
volumes forthe whole Congress, the Jong and the 
short session, containing the debates for the entire 
Congress. It includes the Congressional Globe 


and Appendix also. 


«If any other evidence is needed to prove that I am 
printing the Congressional Globe and Appendix at ruinous 
rates, it will be foutd in the following facts.” 

The Committee on Printing, before I was a 
member of it, and which consisted of the Senator 
from Maine, (Mr. Hamuin,] my friend from Ala- 
bama, (Mr. Firzparricx,] and the Senator from 
Connecticut, (Mr. Smirn,}] admitted that they 
were satisfied he was losing, but they were not 
satisfied with his statement as toghe terms which 
should be agreed upon, and they therefore cut 
down the amount, and proposed to take from him 
forty-eight copies for each Senator—about twenty- 
five hundred copies, instead of five thousand. 

“ Bight years aga, when [ commenced printing the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix at $6 a copy for a long ses- 
sion and $3 for a short one—”’ 

That is the rate at which he prints still— 

—“ the Congressional Globe was little more than a synop- 
sls. 

It is easy to refer back. to the Congressional! 
Globe, and there you will find that private bills 
were never reported, nor the debates on them. Sir, 
the value of these records is inestimable, even in 
reference to the debates that take place upon pri- 
vate bills, when they come up before this body. 


Let me ask any gentleman, of the class to which | 


my honorable friend from Alabama belongs, the 
economists of the strict school, just to reflect on 
this subject. If you had had works of this kind 
pned in the-days of the late war with Great 

ritain, when claims were brought up, which have 
been coming here ever since, through a period of 
forty years, how much would have been saved? 
Such a work to report the facts as they were 
known at the time in regard to private claims, 
would have saved to the Treasury more than it 
would have cost to print the debates from that 
time to the present; because, if the debates had 
been furnished in those days, when all the facts 
were known, some which were necessary to the 
proper understanding of the claim would have been 


| retained, and the subsequent Congresses might 


have appealed to them; but the facts have been 
lost, while others which are brought forward for 
the interest of the claimants, have been preserved. 

Buta few days ago the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Bapcer] regretted that a speech deliv- 
ered on a private claim in this body within a few 
years, had not been reported, as he believed it 
would have saved the Senate the trouble of rein- 
vestigating that case. In the Globe all these cases 


| are faithfully put on record, and it will become a 


valuable work for future reference. 

“All the debates on private bills werc left out of it alto- 
gether; I had my own time to print them in, and made 
something on them when I sold as many as nine thousand 
eapies.”? r 

A man can do work more profitably when h 
has his own time in which to doit. In those times, 
if a report was published some days after the dis- 
cussion, Senators were satisfied, but now, when a 
gentleman delivers a speech of any length, he has 


not concluded it before it is reported in part. As 
| he speaks it passes from this body. It is written 
out in your post office, by men who are kept there 
for that purpose, and horses kept standing outside 
this Capitol, bear it to the press as the sheets are 
produced, and not unfrequently, as we retire from 
this Chamber, if we call in the printing office, we 
find in type remarks which we have just made. 
Such is the rapid and perfect style in which the 
work is now done; such is the praiseworthy exer- 
tion and happy success which have attended the 
efforts of this one solitary agent of the Govern- 
ment, in fulfilling his contract with us. I say 
this one, because I have yet to hear of the first 
contract that has been made by the Government 
of the United States with any printer, which has 
i not been the source of some kind of confusion and 
complaint; whereas, from this quarter, although 
the expense of the execution of the contract has 
been increased from day to day, and has eptailed 
a heavier cost upon him, no complaint has been 
made, That is the way in which he has done his 


| work. Here is a faithful servant of the body, 


employed under his contract, appealing to your 
reason, and appealing to nothing else. He has 
not begged privately for help that he might make 
money. He has simply said, there is my con- 
tract; it has not paid me,and is this the manner 
in which the Government wishes its business 
conducted, or shall J be compelled to go on at a 
loss, and in the end be compelled to abandon it 
altogether? Ifit were proposed to this body to 
say whether or not we would adhere to this rate, 
and Jose the production of these reports in this 
way, or, take up any other person as a reporter, 
and run the risk of his doing the werk, | think 
there would not be more than three Senators, if 
there would be three, and I doubt whether there 
would be one, that would say, | will refuse it. I 
can say, on the contrary, that sooner than risk a 
| loss of that character, and injure the public service 
go seriously, I certainly would vote for it, and give 
him ten per cent. more than is proposed, 

Mr. WELLER. Will the Senator allow me 
to give notice of an amendment which I propose 
to submit to the resolution, unless my friend, who 
has devoted his attention to the subject, should 
give me some reason why it should not be of- 
fered? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLER. There is considerable oppo- 
sition, as is disclosed this morning, to that part 
| of the resolution which*increases the number of 
copies of the Globe to be taken by the Senate. In 
order to obviate that, I shall simply move tostrike 
| out so much of the resolution as provides for an 
| additional number of copies, and insert: 

i And that in lien of the price now paid to the Congres- 
| sional Globe and Appendix, there shall be paid at the rate 
| of $9 50 per column for reporting and publishing the pro- 
i ceedings of the Senate. 

l understand from a reliable source that the 
! actual expense of reporting and printing is a little 
| over $9 00 a column. Now, we are all willing 
| to give the proprietor of that paper a fair remuner- 
‘ation. I think this amendment will doit; and at 
i the proper time I shall move it as a substitute for 
the latter branch of the resolution, unless my 
i friend has some objection to it. 

i- Mr. JOHNSON. Iam very glad to hear that. 
Tt ogcurred to me last night, but I had forgotten 
ijt. It occurred to mein merely running through 
| these calculations that this would be the plan. 
| The honorable Senator from California has struck 
itexactly. It will be just and it will be right, in 
i my opinion. | must say, that Ido not think it 
i will be ag satisfactory to the publisher of the 


Globe and Appendix. But, sir, hereare the facts 
in regard to it. Weare paying now $7 50 a col- 
‘umn. The Intelligencer broke down in the re- 
‘porting at that rate. The Union has been broken 
| down at it twice. We have still the Globe going 
| on at $7 50 a column; and gentlemen come here, 
; in order to show how conclusive this thing is, and 
lask you to employ all the papers to print, and 
| leave out the reporting. Well, sir, let those 
| papers print at a rate which is a fair compensa- 
Iam now satisfied, from the information Í 


i tion. 
have, that there is one concern in the city that will 
not touch your proposition to print at a cent lower 
than $4 50 a column, and it demands §5, even if 


t 

i 

| 

| 

! the contract is made on the proposition as offered 
| by the Senator from Michigan. 

I 
i 


f $4 50 is a fair rate to pay for publishing 
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without reporting, what is it proper to allow to 
Mr. Rives for the reporting? He is now paid 
$7 50 for reporting and printing the debates. If 
you deduct $4 50, which is the price now pro- 
posed to be allowed other papers for merely pub- 
ishing, you will leave him but threé dollars for 
reporting. Now, what is the cost of reporting? 
Evidence has been furnished showing conclusively 
that $4 74a column is the actual positive cost of 
every column of the proceedings of this body, as 
reported in the Daily Globe. ‘The cost of report- 
ing alone, without allowing-one particle of profit 
to the proprietor, is $4 74. . Suppose you were to 
allow him a profit of twenty-six cents a column, 
it would bring up the item of reporting to five dol- 
lars a column. Then, when you allow him $7 50 
a column, and deduct from that five dollars for 
reporting, what does it leave him for printing, for 
materials, and for every other expense connected 
with hisestablishment? You leave him but $2 50 
a column to pay for the expenses of his establish- 
ment—for labor, day and night, necessary for the 
rapid execution of the work, which he has per- 
formed to the extraordinary satisfaction of every 
gentleman who fills a seat in this body, who 
is satisfied that, when he makes remarks here, 
there is no power on earth which can misrep- 
resent him, or, at least, that he will be correctly 
represented on the official record of our proceed- 
ings. Then, on this basis, you allow Mr. Rives 
only $2 50 for printing, and all the other necessary 
expenses except reporting, while you prepose to 
pay $4 50 to the other papers for publishing by 
daylight from printed copy. Thus you give him 
two dollars a column less for publishing than you 
propose to give the other papers, supposing that 
we allow him five dollars a column for reporting, 
which is the actual cost, with an addition of twen- 
ty-six cents for profit. Lest there shouid bea 
disposition to quibble about little things, I will 
state that $4 74 is not the amount paid to the re- 
porter employed by Mr. Rives. Four dollars and 
fifty cents is the amount paid him, and the addi- 
tional sum of twenty-four cents is estimated as the 
cost of the wages of the men who carry the copy 
from the Capitol to the office, and for the horses 
employed in that service, These items bring up 
the reporting to $4 74. column; and if we allow 
the proprietortwenty-six cents profit, and should, 
in addition to that, allow him. for printing the 
same rate which ifi now proposed to allow to the 
other papers, what would be the consequences? 
Why, clearly, that he ought to receive $9 50 a 
column for every column of the debates. The 
proposition of the Senator from California to pay 
him that amount is the one which ought to be 
adopted, unless we agree to the proposition to take 
five thousand extra copies, which | think is the 
best one, and the one which should be accepted. 
I wish now to call the attention of the Senate to 
some further statements contained in this letter of 
Mr. Rives, and then Í shall have done. I intend 
to say no more, after I get through with what I 
propose now to submit to the Senate, unless some 
other points are started. 
investigation which I have made, I am capable of 
explaining all the points in regard to this question; 


at least, L understand them myself thoroughly. |}: 


have a number of copies of this statement of Mr. 


Rives before me, and Senators who desire to ex- |i 


amine it for their own satisfaction, can have an 
Opportunity of doing so. 

Let me call the attention of Senators to what 
Mr. Rives is willing todo. He says: 

“Iam willing to do it well at the lowest prices it has been 
done for in this city ; hut T cannot do it for the prices that 
some printers say I can-do it for.” 

He refers, of course, to printers like Messrs. 
Moore and Towers, and others, if there be any 
others, who have given such opinions as they 
have. He says further: 

‘I will agree to report and print the debates of Congress 
as low as either of the offices for which Mr. Moore has 
been foreman, has done the public printing, even when the 
copy has been furnished to them without cost, (which is not 
my case,) and no alterations made in it afterwards.” 

In order that the Senate may understand this 
point thoroughly, I will explain it. Mr. Rives 
means that he will report and print atas low a 
price as public printing alone was ever done in 
any office with which Mr. Moore was connected 
in former days, when materials and wages were 
less than they are now. He will report and 

' print for Congress at the same rates that those 


I believe that, from the ! 


a 


offices printed when they had no reporting to do, 
and the copy from which to print the book. or 
manuscript was furnished to them without cost. 
This, in point of fact, as reporting is about one 
half the cost, is a proposition to print for half the 
prices charged by the offices with which the gen- 
tleman who gives this testimony has ever been 
connected. Is not that a plain, easily understood 
proposition? Does it look like extravagance? 
Does it tend to show that we ought not to adopt 
the proposition of the Senator from Michigan? 
Surely not; but the reverse.. But Mr. Rives con- 
tinues: 

& E will report and print the debates for one third the 
rate that Congress has ever paid for any other debates in 
book form. 1 will report and print the debates for one half 
the rate it pays for the lowest priced books it purchases 
from individuals.” 

That shows at what rates he is now doing this 
work. Does it look as if he were receiving large 
profits? He next refers to works purchased of 
Little & Brown, which I suppose may be consid- 
ered -as a fair criterion, for theirs is one of the 
largest and best conducted printing establishments 
in the United States. Mr. Rives says in regard 


i to that: 


& J suppose the books which Congress purchases from 
Little & Brown, of Boston, are bought at a lower rate than 
any oilers, as printing can be executed much cheaper in 
Boston than it can be done here. I believe we pay atleast 
33 per cent. more here than they do there. I had the Stat- 
utes at Large printed by thenr in my eye when I said above 
that } would report and print the debates of Congress at 
one half the rate Congress pays for books purchased from 
individuals.’? 

That is to say, he will report and print the de- 
bates of Congress for one half the rate which 
Congress pays to Liule & Brown for the publica- 
tion in pamphlet form of the laws of the United 
States. 
ments contained in this letter are capable of de- 
monstration. 
weeks; the assertions contained in it are open for 
examination, a certainly those with whose cal- 


. . : . i 
culations it comes so completely in conflict would 
have made some attempt to show that its state- į 


ments are incorrect, if such were the fact. But, 
sir, I say clearly, that if the statements contained 
in this letter be incorrect, and if Mr. Rives is ca- 
pable of falsification to the extent to which he does 
falsify in this letter, if what he states.be not true, 
and if he is nota loser by his contracts with this 
body, he is an unprincipled scoundrel, and ought 
not to receive the patronage of the body, nor be 
admitted on this floor, much less to hold a control 
over the public records, which involve not only the 
interests of the country, but the honor of every 
Senator who is within the sound of my voice. 
Mr. DAWSON. I desire to call the attention 


of my friend from Arkansas to a document which | 


I hold in my hand, and Í desire to hear some ex- 
planation from him, merely for my own satisfac- 
tion. l understand him te say that the great diffi- 
culty between Mr. Towers and Mr. Rives arises 
out of the price of paper, and the proper amount 
to be allowed for press-work per token. 

Mr. JOHNSON. They are two of the principal 
items of difference. 

Mr. DAWSON. Now, 1l desire, on these two 
points, to read to the Senate a statement which 1 
have in my hand, and then to hear the Senator 
from Arkansas in explanation. It will be recol- 
lected that in 1850, committce was appointed by 


: the House of Representatives to investigate the 


claims of Mr. Ritchie; and the report of that com- 


mittee is to be found among the Miscellaneous | 


Documents of the first session of the Thirty-First 
Congress. I wish to call the Senator’s attention— 
for I desire to vote understandingly upon this 
subject—to the testimony of Mr. Rives himself, 
given before that committee, as to the cost of paper, 


in regard to which it is alleged that so great an i| 1 : 
eee been committed by Mr Tawes At i since the contract was made for this Congress, 
page thirty-five of House Miscellaneous Docu- | 


| ment, No. 55, for that year, we find the following 


testimony of Mr. Rives: 


“The Congressional Globe is printed mostly on Fouder- 
nier paper, and always when we can get it. Witess 
thinks there are several Foudernier machines in this coun- 
try. He buys of Bartow & Co., of New York city. Their 
paper is manufactured at Norwich, Connecticut, by Fou- 
dernier machinery. He pays $395 at the milfs for such 
paper as the Congressional Giohe is naw printed upon. It 
costs about $3 33 delivered here. The paper weighs about 
thirty-two pounds to the ream, of the size of twenty-four 
by thirty-eight? 


The paper of the Daily Globe, he says, is of the 


Does this look extravagant?) The state- | 


They have been published for | 


TT 


same kind, but is: heavier, and: costs: $4 03 per 
ream. Thus we find that, according to-this state- 
ment, the paper for the Gongressional Globe and 
Appendix was manufactured, at. Norwich, .Con-. 
necticut, and that the proprietor paid $3.25.a ream 
at the mills for such. paper. mares Aa 

Then, in relation to.the price for press-work, 
Mr. Haliday, foreman. in the Globe office, testi- - 
fied before that committee in this way: a 
| The common price for press-work in this city is fifty 
cents per token of two hundred and fifty sheets of sixteen 
pages each ; although, if a man has the presses, he could 
make money on a large job at twenty-five cents per token.” 

I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to these 
two statements, for the purpose of justifying my- 
self in voting for the reference of this subject. “I 
am partly in. favor of this resolution, but £ wish 
to havea full report made, stating the facts, so 
that | can act understandingly upon the subject. 
Now the difference between twenty-five cents and 
$1 06 per token for press-work, and the difference 
between $3 33 and $4 80 for paper, are two mate- 
rial points; and in regard to them I desire to have 
full information. į : 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator tell. m 
what is the date of that testimony? 

Mr. DAWSON. Eighteen hundred and fifty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I presume, then, that the 
Senator is aware, or he will readily understand 
upon the suggestion, that since that time there has 

been a change in the price of almost every article 
Pproperly entering into the calculation of the cost 
of an establishment of this nature. An. increase 
of price has been going on, and is now going on, 
in all these things, and yet the proprietor is only 
receiving now the same rate of pay which he 
received when prices were lower. itis notorious 
over the whole country, that the price of paper is 
every where greater now than it was three or four 
years ago, and it is now extravagantly high, The 
operation of our Post Office laws is such that it is 
almost hopeless to oe that there will be any 
reduction in the price of paper. Our postage laws 
admit the passage of printed matter through the 
mails at a very low rate; so that there has been 
a great impetus given to every description of pub- 
lications, and thus the consumption of paper at 
this time is much more than it ever was at any 
former period. The demand for paper has in- 
creased so much, and is so dependentupon another 
branch of trade, (which is a singular one, and one 
which I had hardly ever thought of before I-inves- 
tigated this subject, though I had heard of it,)— 
the rag trade—that now it is absolutely impossible 
to get, in this country, a sufficient quantity of ma- 
| terial with which to make paper; and the material, 
is imported to thiscountry from the Mediterranean 
and the countries bordering upon it. The immense 
amount of paper now consumed in the country is 
mainly attributable to the action of the Post. Office 
laws; and there is hardly any room to bope that 
the prices of paper can bereduced to anything like 
what in former days would have been considered 
a reasonable sum. F presume the Senater from 
| Alabama can easily ascertain at what rate Con- 
i gress is now furnished, by contract, with paper 
for the public printing. He can ascertain that by 
inquiry from the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing, and he can, no doubt, inform the Senate as 
to that. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have never inquired 
of the Superintendent what price he is paying for 
paper by contract. a 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not recollect what it is; 
| but I understand it is alleged that the present con- 
tractor is losing, and must necessarily continue 
to lose, at the present prices. I have heard that he 
| has stated himself that-his loss cannot be less 


| 


than $20,000 this year on his contract, in conse- 
quence of the sudden rise in the price of paper 


The increase in the price of paper is not a small 
sum to a man who is losing every day, and, in 
this point of view, paper becomes a very heavy 
item. Threedollars and twenty-five cents would 
have bought more paper in 1850 than $4 25, or 
even five dollars, will buy now; and the same 
increase of prices has been observable in almost 
everything elsein the country. Thisis the answer 
to that part of the inquiry made by the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. DAWSON. I thought thatiperhaps the 
Senator had a statement before him of the price 
paid for paper during the present year. 
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-My. JOHNSON. TIt has been varying during 
this year: . , l : 
Mr. DAWSON. wanted to know for my 
-own satisfaction, and for the purpose of voting 
understandingly. ; j ; Tak 
Mr. JOHNSON. Since the present Congress 
. met; the- proprietor of the Globe establishment 
Shas had:to-pay ‘five dellars a ream -for the paper 
‘on which che prints the-debates, and he has some- 
times. paidas, much as.¢6 50-a ream for it. Not- 
‘withstantling this; four dollars a ream is-all Mr. 
“William ‘Towers allows in his estimates for paper. 
If this gentleman knows (for he may not) anything 
about the’matter, he is bound to know that no 
apex like that on which the Globe is printed can 
Pe had to-day for four dollars a ream. 
I come now, sir, to the difficulty suggested by 
amy friend from Georgia; as to the price paid per 
, token for press-work.’ Í imagine that, on exam- 
ination, it will‘be found that when Mr. Haliday, 
in his testimony, speaks of press-work at fifty 
cents a token, he refers to its actual cost. It is 
being done at the actual cost of fifty cents for Mr. 
Rives by the brothers of this Mr. William Tow- 
ers. Mr. Rives now pays fifty cents to Messrs. 
L. & J: T. Towers, printers in this city, for doing 
some of his press-work; and yet, William Towers 
estimates it at thirty centsa token! There is noth- 
ing improper, that I®ee; in the testimony which 
: the Senator from Georgia has cited, and nothing 
at all inconsistent with Mr. Rives’s calculation 
now. . Mr. Towers’s calculation for press-work 18 
thirty cents a token, but Mr. Haliday, in the tes- 
timony which has been alluded to, said that fifty 
cents was the cost of it at that day. Yet now, 
when printers? wages have risen twenty per centum, 
and when the price of materials and labor of every 
description has increased owe find that Mr. Tow- 
ers estimates that press-work can be done for less 
than Mr. Haliday estimated in 1850! 
< But, sir, there is another view which ought to be 
conclusive and satisfactory on this point, and it is 
that'this work is done at very low rates in com- 
parison with the prices paid for similar work else- 
where. Notwithstanding the rate of fifty cents a 
token for press-work is alluded to in the testi- 
mony which has been quoted as a proper price, 
Congress, when they came to settle, in a spirit 
of justice, with Mr. Ritchie, who was the public 
printer at the time when that testimony was given, 
finally allowed him over a dollar a token for press- 
work. 

I am informed, further, that the contract price 
for the paper now used for the printing of Con- 
gress is G6 11 a ream. Lam unable to state what 
kind of paper it is, but a statement is furnished to 
me that $6 IL is the price- paid. 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to be informed 
by the Senator, what is the manner in which the 

“contract was made for paper at $6 11 a ream, for 
L understand that just as good a quality of paper 
is purchased by some of the newspaper establish- 
ments in this city at $3 75 a ream. 

Mr. WALKER. They do notuse as good paper. 

Mr. DAWSON, [I wished to justify myself by 
getting the proper information, but 1 thought it 
best to get it from the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now, Mr. President,: in 

conclusion 1 wish to say that, although I have 
been talking for some time in regard to this sub- 
ject, { have not gone fully into the merits of the 
case. { took pains some months since to investi- 
gate the matter fully, and to examine Mr. Rives’s 
Statements, item by item. I made some notes of 
the results at which I arrived. I have not quoted 
those notes during these remarks, and I do not 
mean to detain the Senate by reading them. I will 
merely say that L believe before God and man that 
what | have stated in regard'to this matter is true, 
and I believe we are not paying the proprietor of 
the Globe what he ought to be paid, and that un- 

_ less we take five thousand additional copies of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix, he cannot 
keep up his press and cannot go on beyond the 
present session of Congress. The proposition 
suggested by the Senator from California [Mr. 
Wetrer] would, no doubt, afford him reliefs but 
I think that the proposition to take five thousand 
additional copies is much the better form in which 
to give additional compensation; but unless it is 
given in one form or another, I fear that Mr. 
Rives will not be ableto continue much longer. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK: Mr.President, I do not 
rise for the purpose of protracting this discussion; 


question, so far as the majority of the committee 


but I deem it proper to say a few words in answer 
to the able and eloquent argument of the Senator 
from Arkansas, (Mr. Jonnson.] 1 will not under- 
take to review the various estimates which he has 
submitted to the Senate; but thereare some facts,- 
connected with other. persons who have beẹn 
drawn into this controversy, which impel me to 
make:a few remarks in answer: to what- the Sen- 
ator has said. Before doing that, however, | wish 
to say a word in answer to what was said by the 
Senator from Indiana; and 4 ‘desire that he and 
the Senate shall understand me on this question. 

When the motion was made yesterday to refer 
this subject to the Committee on Printing, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana intimated that the Committee 
on Printing, as now constituted, were prejudiced 
against his proposition, and consequently. that 
nothing was to be hoped for at their hands. Per- 
haps the Senate may not beaware that lam now the 
only member of the Committee on Printing who 
was a member of the committee when this case 
underwent their scrutiny. As I remarked yeater- 
day, the two gentlemen who were my colleagues 
on. the committee when. that question was before 
us have resigned their positions as members of 
the committee; and besides that, they are now 
absent from the Senate, and, consequently, all 
matters pertaining to anything connected with the 
action of the committee before the retirement of 
those two gentlemen necessarily devolved upon 
me. 1 am inclined to think that that Senator 
comes to a wrong conclusion, when he intimates 
to the Senate that the Committee on Printing, as 
at present constituted, is committed against his 
resolution. Itis not necessary for me to say to 
the Senate that the honorable Senator from Ar- 
kansas, who is a member of that committee, and 
myself, differ radically on this question, and that 
the other gentleman composing that committee 
(Mr. Fessenpen] has not been in his seat since 
the Senator from Arkansas and himself were 
added to the committee. How, then, can the 
Senator from Indiana intimate that the committee 
are prejudiced against his proposition, when the 
Senator from Arkansas and myself disagree on 
that question, and when we shall have to bring to 
our aid, as we necessarily will do when he returns, 
the efficient services of the Senator from Maine, 
[Mr. Fessenpry,] who is now a member of the 
committee? 

I deem it proper to make these statements to 
satisfy the Senate that there is no committal on the 


are concerned. The Senator from Arkansas and 
myself both belong to the same political party, 
but he and I cannot see alike on this question. 
Hence, when the third member of the committee 
arrives and takes his seat in the committee room, | 
he will sit as an impartial and independent mem- | 
ber, prepared to do justice according to the dic- 

tates of his own judgment. Thosegentlemen who 

were members of the committee atthe time when 

they were sitting in judgment on this question, 

have all resigned, save myself, and consequently 

we have now two new members on the committee, 

one of whom has heard nothing of this debate, and 

will embark on the duties assigned kim as a mem- 

ber of the committee, 1 am perfectly sure, with- 

out any prejudice or prepossessions for or against 

any paper in this matter. Hence, I cannot con- 

ceive what necessity there was for throwing out 

the intimation that, by referring the question to 

that committee, you are sending it to those who 

have prejudged it, and who are not inclined to 

give an impartial examination to the facts which 

may be submitted. 

Although i am a member of the Committee 
on Printing, and have been on it longer than the 
Senator from Arkansas has been, | am frank to | 
say that he seems to have bestowed more labor | 
and more investigation on this question than I 
have. I have not had time to do more than I 
have consistent with other public duties. My 
object has been to get such information in regard 
to it as would enable the Senate to act understand- 
ingly. The Committee on Printing sought that 
information, when they obtained from a practical 
printer the estimates which I had the honor to 
submit to the Senate yesterday.. It is perhaps 
due to the Senate, due to frankness, and due. to 
the position which the question now occupies be- 
fore the Senate, that I should disclose the history 
of the transaction connected with the manner in 


which we obtained those statements. When we 


required the.statements at the hands of Mr. Tow- 
ers, as -clerk to the Superintendent of Public 

Printing, they were furnished- to us. I did not. 
conceal from the honorable Senator from Arkan- 
sas the fact that we had received such information; 
but, at his solicitation, l furnished him- with these 
statements.: He had submitted his resolution; 
and the evidence laid before the committee by the 
gentleman 'to whom we intrusted the examination 
of. the question, differed widely, if his statements 
were true, from the views of the gentleman who 

had submitted the resolution. Hence 1. deemed 
it but fair, and such. was the sense of the com- 
mittee, to apprise him of the fact, that if we-were 

to take the large number of. books contemplated 

by. his resolution, the effect would be, as we were. 
informed, to increase the compensation of the pub- 
lisher of the Globe to a larger. amount than was 

necessary, and a larger amount than would afford 

him a fair and a remunerative price. After ] had 

furnished the gentleman with these statements, 

the next I heard of them was a review of the 

whole of them in the Globe, from which the gen- 
teman has read copious extracts this morfing. 

The editor of the Globe took these estimates, and 

they underwent a very searching review from his 

pens and that review was laid before the Senate. 

pon it the Senator from Arkansas has predicated 

a large portion of his argument this morning. He 

has seen proper to scrutinize with some severity 
the estimates submitted to the committee by Mr. 

Towers. Why, sir, that gentleman was not a 

volunteer in offering his testimony to thé com- 

mittee. It was his duty tosubmit those estimates 

to the Committee on Printing when required by 

them, and he. performed it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. if that is so, I wish to ask 
the Senator, why did not the committee require 
Mr. Towers, when he was invited to make these 
estimates, to go and investigate inside the Globe 
ofice? Should not his investigation have been 
made directly into the matter itself? But Mr. 
Towers says expresely; in his report or statement, 
that he has not had the means of making that in- 
vestigation. ` 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That is the very point 
which I was coming to. When the statements 
of Mr. Rives met the eyes of the committee, we 
required at Mr. Towers’s hands'that he should 
answer them, and satisfy the committee that his 
calculations were based on cérrect data. As he 
differed widely from the publisher of the Globe 
in the statement submitted by him, we deemed it 
due to the Globe, due to truth, and due. toa cor-, 
rect understanding of the question, that he should 
review the criticism of the Globe upon his esti- 
mates, and furnish the committee with that review. 
I have his answer here; and I desire to have it 
read to the Senate, because I presume it is their 
object to seek information. The committee were 
satisfied that gentlemen who were intimate with 
the printing business were better prepared to shed 
light upon the question than other persons, and 
therefore it was that we called in the aid of Mr. 
Towers; and for that reason Í now ask for the 
reading of Mr. Towers’s reply. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Wasnincron, Murch 20, 1854. 

GENTLEMEN: A printed statement has been placed in 
my hands, a copy of which, fam informed, has been for- 
warded to members of the Senate. It is without address or 
signature, but its ostensible object is to disprove the general 
correctness and fairness of certain calculations which T sub- 
mitted to you at your request. 1t emanated from the Globe 
oflice. E 

it will be remembered that the proprietor of the Globe 
newspaper, printed in this city, addressed several letters to 
a member of the Senate, in which he stated that he was 
losing money upon his contract with the Senate for pub- 
lishing its proceedings in the Daily Globe, and suggested an 
additional subscription on the part of the Senate t the 
Congressional Globe, in order that he might thereby be 
saved further loss. ‘These letters (with several affidavits 
going to show the expenses of the printing establishment of 
the Globe, but not the cost of publishing the proceedings of 
Congress in that paper) were placed.in my hands by you, 
with the request that I would ascertain as nearly as practi- 
cable, first, the amount of Mr. Rives’s loss on his contract 5 
and, secondly, what the net cost would be to him of four 
thousand nine hundred and twenty copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe, in addition to those already subscribed for by 
the Senate, leaving the question of profit for the considera- 
tion of the committees ; 

The prosecution of the first of these inquiries I_ knew 
would, besides requiring more time and labor than I have 
at my command, provoke a controversy with Mr. Rives 
most repugnant to my inclinations, more particularly ‘as it 
was a subject in which I had no interest, and felt none. j l 
therefore stated my objections to entering upon this inves- 
tigation, and asked to be excused from it, to which you 
eordiaily and kindly assented, i i 
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itis this answer that has calied forth the statement frum 


the Globe office, without address or signature, which | 
has been forwarded to Senators, and in which certain ex- | 


ceptions are taken to the correctness of the statement I 
furnished at your request... Lowe it to you, as well as to 
myself, not to let this statement pass unnoticed. 

First, as to the number of pages of matter in the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix. An associate'in the office 
in whicil [ am employed undertook to ascertain for me the 
number of pages in the nine volumes composing this work 
for the Thirty Second Congress. 
numher to be 5,306, but it appearsghat the actual number 
was 5,454. I took the first number for the basis. of my 
calculations, and upon it they were correctly made, with 
the exception of the cost of folding, for which I allowed a 
small advance on the price paid for folding congressional 
documents on paper of the same size, which was too much 
by half, 

The only diference, then, between the Globe state- 
ment and the one [ furnished you, is in the cost of paper 
and press- work, respectively—the only items of expense of 


any importance in printing anything, after the type is pre- | 


pared for the presse [ have estimated the cost of paper, 
such as the Congressional Globe is usually printed upon, at. 
$f per reams the Globe says it is worth $4 80. Let us 


see: ‘Me proprietor of the Globe, in his testimony, under | 
oath, before a committee of Congress, on the 24th July, | 


1850, said “ He pays $3 25 at the mills, for such paper as 
the Congressional Globe is now printed upon; it costs about 
$3 33 delivered here, The paper weighs about thirty-two 
pounds to the ream, of the size of twenty-four by thirty- 
eight”? inches. There was but litte fluctuation in the price 
of paper, according to the best information F have been able 
to obtain, between 1850 and the autumn of 1853, and the 
recent rise in price probably does not exceed ten per cent; 
but | will put it down at fitteen per cent, which on $3 33, 
would raise the price, at this time, to about $3 83 per ream. 
F will state a fact to illustrate the correctness of the opinion 
that the rise in the price of paper has not been so great as 
has heen asserted. 
ecampetitors for furnishing the paper upon which the con 

gressional documents are printed at prices below the con- 
tract prices of the preceding year, and contracts were en- 
tered into for furnishing this paper at twenty cents per 
ream tess upon one class, and forty-eight cents per ream less 
upon another class. 
advance in the price of paper up to the first of December 
Jast? If the publisher of the Globe is now using paper for 
the Congressional Globe so far superior to that heretofore 
used as the price he says he pays indicates, (and [ have no 
reason to doubt that he does,) he has a reason for it satis- 
factory ta himself. But admit that it is worth what he 
says, $4 80; then, according to his own showing, in the 
ease referred to me, his profit would be $15,119 for the 
Congress, while I made it $16,616 upon the increased sub- 


scription of four thousand nine hundred and twenty copies— | 


if my estimate of the costof press- work is correct, to which 
{ now invite your attention. 

. itis notasserted that, in the case referred to me, I am 
too low in my estimate of the cost of press-work, but 
that inference is left to be drawn from the following remark 


ofthe Globe: “ The principal printing offices in the city— | 


the Union, the Glohe, the Sentinel, and Towers’s—charge 
an average of $1 U6 a ioken for printing the speeches of 
members of Congress, as is proved by their answers to a 
letter written toalt of them by the Hon. R. W. JOHNSON; 
and they take their own time to print them in.” Now, the 
Globe does not say that, in the case referred to me, the 
work would cost him more than thirty cents per 
n; butit attempts to create the impression that F have 
not only stated what is untrue, but have willfully done so, 
else why this question, following immediately the above 
quotation: + Now, knowing these facts, how can any man 
gay, or rather why would any man say, that the Globe office 
can print the proceedings of Congress, which have often to 
be printed in a great hurry, at a heavy additional expense, 
for thirty cents a token, and fold them for twelve cents a 
token?” 

The answers of the Union, the Globe, the Sentinel, and the 


Towers’s to the letter of Senator Jounson have no hear- į 


ing upon the question at issue, because the price they would 
ask for executing a particular job of press- work in one case, 


(such a one,.for instance, as was put to them,) is no ceri- | 


terion to judge ofthe cost to them of executing some other 
job. But I will state a few facts that will throw some light 
upon this subject, and enable the coinmittee tu draw cor- 
rect conclusions. > 

The proprietor of the Globe is almost daily having 
“ speeches of members of Congress” printed at one of the 
offices mentioned (nat his own) at fifty cents per token, 
which pays allexpenses, and leaves the printer a fair profit. 

The proprietor of the Globe can make a-contract with as 
responsible a printing establishment as any in Washington 
for the execution of all his press-work at fifty cents per 
token, clear‘ of all other expense to him. 4 

During the last summer one of the offices mentioned was 
helping another of them “ out of a drag” of press-work at 
fifty cents per token, It was taken from the office execu- 
ting it, and taken to the Globe office ta be executed, under 
the plea that too much was charged for the press-work, and 
it conid be done cheaper at the Globe office. 

Well, if fifty cents per token will pay all the expenses of 
press- work, and leave a fair profitto the printer, is it unfair 
to estimate the ret cost at thirty cents, with the explanation 
I gave the committee? 

But this is not all. In an investigation which took place 
before a committee of Congress in the summer of 1850, 
upon the subject of printing, the following testimony was 
elicited, under oath : i 


V7 


„An answer to the second inquiry I prepared hastily, and | 


He reported to me the ; 


In December last, there were many i 


Did this indicate any considerable į 
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J. F. Haliday. 1 am foreman at the Globe office.” 
(Mr. H. occupies the same position now. }. ‘ The common 
price for press-work in this city is fifty cents per tokea of 
two hundred and filty sheets of sixteen pages; ulthough, if 
aman has the presses, he could MAKE MONEY On a large job 
at twenty-five cents.’?—See Ho. Miss. Doc. 55, 31st Cong., 
Ist Bess., np. 1 and 5, ` 

George Gardon sworn. Iam pressman at the Union 
office.’ [Mr. G. occupies the same position now.] Press- 
work can be done at twenty-five cents per ream, (or twelve 
and a half cents per token,) and it will realize a small 
profit. Take, for instance, our Napier press; it will make 
eighteen thousand impressions a day; divide by four hun- 
dred and eighty, the number of sheets in a ream, and you 
have thirty-seven and a half reams worked offin a day, at 
twenty five cents per ream, is #9 374. (Mr. G. then goes 
on to show the expense of ruming the press.) You will 
see that a profit is rendered instead of a loss, though it is 
small.°—See same doc., pp. 88 ond 69. 

The machinery used in the Globe office, at the time the 


| above testimony was taken, was the same as is now used 


there, 'Fhat to which Mr. Gordon refers, it will be per- 
ceived, is the Napier press, which is almost entirely dis- 
carded for book work, but almost the only press in use for 
printing newspapers. 

There is.a mass of testimony in the document referred to 
of the same character as the above, and upon other branches 
of the printing business, worth looking into; but not one 
iota going to show that the information L furnished at your 
request is not truthful, and entirely reliable for all practical 
purposes. “Now, knowing these facts, bow can any man 
say, or rather why would any man say that the Globe office 
can fnot] execute press work for thirty cents a token and 
fold them for twelve cents a token??? particularly When it 
was stated that no allowance was made in this statement 
for interest or capital invested. 

I regret exceedingly the necessity which I think exists 
for troubling you, gentlemen, with this communication. 
My apology must be found in the fact that I have nothing 
tu sustain me in the good opinion of my fellow-citizens but 
whatever character I may possess for truth and honesty. 
I ackuowledge your right to put questions affecting the 
public iuterests to me, and my obligation to answer them 
truthfully. And when I answer otherwise, or furnish in- 
formation the general correctuess of which cannot be fully 
sustained by competent evidence, I shall deserve and ex- 
pect the withdrawal of that confidence of the committee 
which I reel proud to believe that { possess. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM TOWERS. 

To the COMMITTEE on Printina of the Senate, U. S. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. That, sir, is the argu- 
ment of Mr. Towers, furnished to the committee 
in answer to Mr. Rives’s review of the first esti- 
mates submitted by him. If, in view of this con- 
flict of testimony, the Senate determine that they 


are competent to say, without the investigation of || V c 1 
i had not an abiding faith, and a conscientious ` 
| conviction, that these gentlemen, particularly Mr. 


a committee, what is a reasonable compensation 
to be allowed, and to fix upon a permanent basis 
as to the reporting for this body, let them do so. 
I have discharged my duty. I have already 
mingled in the debate more than I designed to do. 
I have done so, however, from the fact that the 
two honorable gentlemen who were my colleagues 
on the committee when this question was submit- 
ted to their consideration, are now absent. I have 
nothing further to do with this matter. I have 
already occupied the attention of the Senate more 
than | designed, and I will now leave thequestion. 
I intend to say nothing more about it unless forced 
to do so in explanation. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Alabama to the character of 
the testimony upon which he is relying. F wish 
to refer him to one simple point in it, and then to 
ask him if he thinks that he can repose with con- 
fidence upon such testimony, much less ask the 
Senate to rely upon it. 

It appears, sir, that the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Hamun] addressed a letter to Mr. Moore, 
and accompanying that letter, he submitted the 
estimates of Mr. Rives, and requested him to 
review them, and give an opinion upon them. In 
place of doing that, Mr. Moore went into calcu- 
lations of his own. In giving his opinion upon 
one very simple point, it will be found, by refer- 
ence to his letter, that he was so far erroneous, 
and so far erroneous within his own knowledge, 
that it would seem to me we ought to condemn his 
whole testimony. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The communication 
which has just been read is Mr. Towers’s, and not 
Mr. Moore’s. 

Mr. WALKER. I know that; but I am speak- 
ing now of the testimony of Mr. Moore; and we 
know that the testimony of Mr. Towers is very 
éuriously corroborated by that of Mr. Moore. 
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In his calculation, Mr. Moore says, that ** $6 40 
a column is sufficient for reporting and publishing 
the debates in the Daily Globe, and then correct- 
ing, altering, and making them up in book form, 
making a second editionsfor the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix.” I wish to call the atien- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that Mr. Moore, 


| being the foreman of the Intelligencer office, must 


himself have known that that very office had sur- 
rendered its contract with the Senate, and refused 
to fulfill it when it was paid $7 50 per column for 
the simple publication in the Intelligencer, with- 
out having to correct, put in book form, and con- 
vert it into a second edition. He knew that fact; 
Mr. Towers knew that fact; every member of the 
Senate knew it. Not only did the Intelligencer 
do so, but the Union did likewise. I have before 
me the letter of the proprietors of the Intelligencer 
refusing any longer to carry on the contract at 
that price, because it did not remunerate them; 
and yet it is proposed to take the testimony of 
their foreman as conclusive on this subject, when 
he says that, for all that is’ done by Mr. Rives, 
$6 40 per column is a sufficient compensation. It 
does seem to me that in points so glaring and so’ 
uncontrovertible as these, the man himself has’ 
shown most conclusively that his testimony is not 


i to be relied upon. 


Mr, FITZPATRICK. I certainly should rot’ 
have contested the question before the Senate in 
the manner in which | have done unless I had the’ 
most implicit confidence in the estimates’ furnished 
to me by Mr. Towers. I know that gentleman, 
but I have not known him very long. With Mr. 
Moore I havea very limited acquaintance; I think 
I never saw him but once, and that was a few 
hours ago, just as 1 was leaving my room. 
Whether Mr. Moore and Mr. Towers agree upon 
‘the isolated question referred to by the Senator or 
not l do not undertake to say, for I must really 
declare to the Senate that I have not minutely ex- 
amined: the communication of Mr. Moore. It: 
was elicited by a letter from the then chairman of 
the committee, and, although it was placed in my, 
possession, I filed it among the papers, intending 
to review the whole matter before the question’ 
ultimately came up before the Senate. But if T° 


Towers, approximated to the truth, I should never 
have presented the statements which I have done. 

Mr. WALKER. I concede that such is the 
impression of the Senator from Alabama. : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. .I knew the Senator 
meant nothing offensive. I believe that Mr, 
Towers himself, though he may not be strictly 
correct in regard to every minute item, thinks he 
is in the neighborhood of what is right; and F 
have confidence in his capacity to come to correct 


conclusions, 
Mr. WELLER. But will the Senator explain 


| the point referred to by the Senator from Wiscon- 


sin? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Do Mr. Moore and 
Mr. Towers agree on that point? : 
Mr. WALKER. Ido not know to what ex- 

tent they agree. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. T think the Senator 
will find that Mr. Towers does not concur in that 
statement. They agree in many things, I under- 
stand, but not in all. 

Mr. WALKER. It will be found that the re- 
sults of the calculations of these two gentlemen - 


! are very similar indeed, 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. On many questions, 


| they are. 


Mr. WALKER. You may take up the points 
given in the testimony, one by one, and you will 
find that the errors are no more egregious in the - 
instance which I have given, than they will be 
found to be in almost every other. I give this only 
as an instance; | do not wish to detain the Senate, 
or I could go through all the points made by Mr. 
Moore. Mr. Rives, in reviewing the testimony, — 
says that the statements of Mr. Moore and Mr. 
Towers agree more nearly than their relationship; 
and the errors are very great in both. The in- 
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stance which Í have given is but a fair illustration 
of the errors and blunders which they have com- 
mitted throughout. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, The difference between 
Messrs. Moore and Towers on the one side, and 
the Globe on the other, or at legst one difference | 
is, that in their calculations they only allow about |! 
half as much per token for press-work as the 
Globe claims. The great difference, in my recol- 
lection, is, perhaps, about half a cent; and that, 
perhaps, applied to a token. Of this, however, | 
am not certain. "i 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
so long as this discussion was confined to our ii 
friends on the other side of the Chamber, as a 
family affair, I never intended to interfere with it; 
but as it has assumed a different phase, and as I 
may now possibly have some interest in it, | de- 
sire to suggest to the Senate some of the difiicul- 
ties which lie in my way. So far as! am per- 
sonally concerned, Í would not give a copper Tor 
the newspaper press of this city. I feel no con- | 
cern for the Union, the Intelligencer, the Sentinel, 
or the Era; but I do feel some concern about the 
reports of the Senate; I feel some concern about 
the Globe. It is not a political paper; but it isa 
record of the proceedings of the Senate of the 
United States; and to that extent { have &n in- | 
terest init. It seems to me, however, that it is 
very difficult for any Senator here to form a satis- | 
factory or correct judgment upon this subject, 
with the information which we have now before 
us. Flere are two members of the Committee on 
Printing who enjoy the confidence of the Senate 
to the fullest extent, not only for their capacity 
but for their integrity and honesty: and yet they 
differ toto cælo upon this question. 1 have every 
confidence in the judgment and integrity of the 
Senator from Alabama; and I have every confi- 
dence in the honesty and integrity of the Senator 
from Arkansas; but they differ upon this ques- 
tion. Then where shall l go? Upon whose 
judgment shall L rely? These Senators concur in 
scarcely a single fact connected with this matter. 
They are the only two members of the Committee 
on Printing now present. ‘There is a third mem- 
ber, as I understand, who as yet has never been | 
acting with the committee. But we are called 
upon now to decide between these two gentle- 
men. 

Why establish and organize committees here? 
It is for the purpose of investigating such ques- 
tions as it is impossible for the Senate, in its 
aggregate capacity, to examine. The committees 
report facts to us, and we act upon their sugges- 
tions. The members of the Committee on Printing, 
whoare present, are equally divided upon the sub- 
ject, and we are called upon to decide this question 

etween them. I confess I am not prepared tu do 
it. I want todo exactly what is right; and I pre- 
sume every Senator has a desire to do what is 
right; but how are we to ascertain what is right? 
The Senator from Alabama assures us that if we 
take the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas 
we shall do wrong; and the Senator from Arkan- 
sas is equally certain that if we follow the lead of 
the Senator from Alabama we shall do wrong. 
Where then are we to go,and what are we todo? 
But, sir, what public necessity is there for such i 
urgent haste? Why should we be required to 
vote on this matter to-day, or to-morrow, or next | 
week? When it is proposed to vote away, per- 
haps, $100,000 of the public money, is it not better |; 
to wait, and take time and let the full committee |j 
get together, and let them agree, or let a majority | 
of them agree upon this question ? f 

There is but one point in this matter about | 

i 


which I feel any interest, and that is in sustaining | 
the reporter of the Senate. If he is receiving a ‘| 
fair and adequate compensation, I am for giving | 
him no more; and if he is not, I am for giving | 
such compensation as will be fair, and equitable, | 
and just. That far I am willing to go. But when | 
a proposition is made to publish cur proceedings 1 
in the newspaper press of this city, at an expense l 
of $48,000 a Congress, | am not prepared to vote | 
for it. .L do not care a straw whether they are : 
published in the Union, the Intelligencer, or the | 
Sentinel. If they do not choose to publish them | 
for the benefit of their readers, let them go unpub- 
lished; but let us publish them here, in the organ i 
which we have selected, which is not a party |! 
paper, but which belongs to the Government, so 
far as its reports go. 


‘and patriotic object, { think we had better stop 


| are not to take their report, for what purpose did | 


| amount; but I am nat willing to vote for more 


i} do. 


Now, sir, this resolution proposes to pay three 
papers in this city for copying our proceedings 
from the Globe. 1 do not see upon what principle 
it is to bedone. Ido not think I can bring myself, 
to vote for it. If itis to be done, I donot see upon | 
what principle of equity or justice the Senate can ! 
refuse to incorporate the National Era into this 
proposition, and J am not prepared to go for that. 
The same principle that would lead you to publish 
in these other papers would justify the publication 
in the National Era. You might as well go fur- 
ther, and propose to publish the proceedings in | 
some leading paper of every State of the Union, as 
in either of the papers proposed by this resolu- 
tion. . 

Mr. PETTIT. And better. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes, sir, in my | 
judgment, far better. Then we are to appropriate | 
$48,000 a Congress, according to the estimate of | 
the Senator from Michigan, which I presume is cor- | 
rect, to the local newspaper press of the city of | 
Washington, to publish in their papers the pro- | 


ceedings of the Senate of the United States, and the | 
whole amount of the daily circulation of all these 
papers is only four thousand one hundred. We | 
are then to pay $48,000 to get the proceedings of 
the Senate published to, and circulated among, | 
four thousand one hundred people. In my judg- 
ment, it would be infinitely better for us to estab- | 
lish a press of our own, and send out one hundred į 


t 
t 


i 


' thousand copies a day, if we wish to do so; and | 
j; i . į 
: I apprehend that we could do it for this amount | 


of money. Butif this is to*be done merely for | 


the purpose of disseminating intelligence through- | 
out the country, which is a very laudable, proper, 


and inquire whether there is not some better way | 
of doing it, and some way that will be more equal ; 
and just to the whole country. 

l hold in my hand a resolution which I under- 
stand was reported from the Committee on Print- 
ing, as to the amount of increased pay that should ! 
be given to the Globe. If you will satisfy me | 
that it is necessary to take five thousand copies | 
from its proprietor, I am willing to vote for it. If 
it is necessary to take ten thousand copies, | will | 
vote for that; butif a lesser sum will answer the | 
purpose, and give him a fair remuneration, L am 
for that lesser sum. Here is a resolution, reported, į 
as I understand, by a majority of the committee, | 
in which they propose to take one half the num- j 
ber of copies of the Congressional Globe and Ap- | 
pendix proposed to be taken by the resolution | 
now before us, The question arises, are we to 
take the report of this committee or not? If we 


we organize them? If, however, they were mis- 
taken, what does wisdom suggest? Surely to refer : 
the subject back to them, allow them to reinvesti- i 
gate it, and bring before us such additional facts | 
as wilf satisfy us that we ought to make the appro- | 
priation for five thousand copies instead of half | 
that number. I repeat that, if it can be shown to | 
me, by any satisfactory evidence, what amount is 
necessary to sustain this paper, I will vote for that 


than is fair and reasonable. It is in this view, 
seeing that the gentlemen from Arkansas and Ala- 
bama cannot agree on the subject, that { submit 
to them, and to every Senator here, whether it is 
not safer and better that we refer the matter back 
to the committee, and let them reéxamine and re- , 
investigate it, and come here with all the facts, | 
and present them to us, so that we may be enabled 
to vote intelligently. That is all that I wish to | 


Mr. WELLER. There have been some facts : 
discussed here this morning which have attracted | 


my attention, and I wish to obtain some informa- į 


tion in regard to them from the Senator from 
Arkansas, who is a member of the Committee on | 
Printing. In the first place, I have ascertained į 
from some papers which have heen read from the | 
Secreiary’s table, that printing paper may be: 
purchased here at $3 33 a ream. I also under- į 
stand that the Superintendent of Public Printing | 
has purchased paper which he furnishes to the | 
printer of this body at $6 Il a ream. Now, ] : 
desire to know how that contract was made— | 
Whether the Superintendent of Public Printing | 
invites competition, or whether he has his favorites 
to whom he gives these contracts? If it beal 
species of favoritism, I desire that it shall be ex- | 
posed, and discontinued as speedily as possible. 


t 
i$ 
F 
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I desire to have it explained to me why it is that 
such paper as that upon which our newspapers 
are printed costs but $3 33 a ream, whilst the 
paper which is farnished to the Senate printer 
costs $6 ll a ream? Can my friend from Arkan- 
sas give me this information? 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘l have been a member of the 
Committee on Printing for only a short time, and 
I am unable to furnish the information which the 
Senator from California desires. The fact which 
he has mentioned, however, goes to show, that in 
the case of a man who is doing his work properly 
and fairly, and in a manner to satisfy the Senate, 
he is endeavored to be cut down to the lowest 
prices; while in another branch of the service you 
are giving perhaps extravagant prices. If the 
prices so paid are extravagant, surely they ought 
to excite some part*of the indignation which is 
exhibited against a proposition to pay the pro- 
prietor of the Globe a reasonable compensation. 
It would seem, however, as if one was to go to 
the dogs, while the other branch was to be fostered 
and fed at the expense of the Government. 

l have before me a sample of the paper which 
is used in our publie printing. It is such as is 
in this book, (exhibiting one of the public docu- 
ments.) Itis rather ordinary paper. It is pretty 
good common paper, and for it we pay $6 1] per 
ream. 1 understand the Superintendent of Public 
Printing advertised fortwo months before making 
the contract. He advertised in October and No- 
vember, and the contract was given out at the 
commencement of December. The lowest bid 
was accepted. [am not informed what number 
of bids were putin. But I seethat the chief clerk 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing [Mr. 
Towers] is now in the Chamber; and if my col- 
league on the committee—the Senator from Ala- 
bama—will inquire of him, be will, no doubt, be 
able to ascertain how many bids were put in, and 
what were the circumstances attending them, I 
know nothing about that, Six dollars and eleven 
cents a ream is what we pay for the lowest priced 
paper which we get for our public printing; and 
yet gentlemen talk about $3 25 a ream as being a 
proper price! ‘Ihe Senator from Georgia referred 
to the testimony given by Mr, Rives in 1850 as to 
the price of paper. 1 do not think it is a sound 
argument to suppose that, because Mr. Rives tes- 
tified that paper was worth a certain sum in 1850, 
it is therefore worth exactly the same now. We 
know that it is not a correct assumption, and we 
also know that the rise of price in everything, and 
particularly in paper, has been very great since 
1850; for it has been since that time that the post- 
age has been reduced, by which reduction a great 
impetus was given to the circulation of all news- 
papers and periodicals, which of course created 
an increased demand for paper. I have called 
upon Mr. Rives to ask in regard to the prices 
which he paid then, and the circumstances attend- 
ing them. In regard to that matter he states: 


«I advanced &89,700 to the mill at Norwich, Connecti- 
cut; this is the reason why I got paper so low. The mill 
has failed, owing me every cent of that money.” 


Mr. Rives states that he advanced $89,700 to 
this mill in order to get his paper fora lower 
price; but that the mill has failed, and still owes 
him the money. That is among the class of his 
misfortunes, and, } presume, the heaviest one. I 
have some other statements. 

I suppose the facts in this case will come out. 
I suppose that men will not authorize to be said 
on this floor, as coming from them, what is false; 
for what we say here will go to the public, and 
will be investigated, and falsehood will be pinned, 
wherever it may originate. Mr. Rives hasauthor- 
ized me to say that the journeymen’s prices per 
token for printing a paper the size of the Globe is 
seventy-one cents a token when printed by men, 
and sixty-one cents a token when printed by a 
man and a boy, and the paper and all the mate- 
rials are furnished by the publisher. 

I have a few words further to say in regard to 
the price of paper, which has been referred to. I 
have before me a number of Mr. Rives’s bills for 
paper during thepresent session. They show for 
themselves, and the evidence which they bear on 
their face cannot be contradicted. They are from 
a responsible firm, and I will exhibit some of them 
in full, so that it may be seen that there is no 
mistake about the matter. Here is one of these 


- bills: 
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Mr. J. C. Rives bought of Wheelwright § Mudge, 
No. 14 Hanover, corner of German street. 

150 reams, 24 by 38, 45 pounds, $5 87 

134 reams, 24 by 38, 44 pounds, $5 75.. 

69 reams, 24 by 38, 40 pounds, $5 25.. 

Drayage...... 


$2,019 50 | 


Marked R, ten bundles by express. 


It will be seen that the first item of paper in this 
bill is that which weighs forty-five pounds to the 
ream, being the same weight, and of the same 
quality, I presume, as that used in the book to 
which I have referred. k 

Mr. DAWSON. The statement to which I re- 
ferred was in regard to paper weighing thirty-two 
pounds, on which the Congressional Globe was 
printed. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. That was so at the time 
that testimony was given; but, as I stated before, 
T have ascertained, after full investigation into the 
manner in which Mr. Rives’s contract is being 
executed by bim, that he has made an improve- 
ment in every respect upon what was done, or 
what was expected to be dona when the contract 
was made. {tis in this that his good faith stands 
preéminently before us, and on -this account his 
case preéminently claims consideration and relief 
at our hands. Here is another bill: 

BALTIMORE, March 11, 1854. 

Mr. John C. Rives bought of Wheelwright § Mudge, 

No. 14 Hanover, corner of German street. 
50 reams printing, 24 by 38, 36 pounds, $4 90. 6....$245 
Drayage.cecesecees see eaeecesons 


00 


$245 75 


Paper was so scarce that he was compelled to 
buy it by driblets, and get it as he could, at dif- 
ferent rates, at different weights, and at different 
prices. One bill which I presented is for paper 
weighing thirty-six pounds to the ream, which is 
below the average of that which he uses in his 

ublication; and for that he paid $490. All that 

e complains of is, that, in the calculation of Mr. 
Towers, which has been relied upon here, he is 
not allowed at least $4 80 for the paper on which 
he publishes the Globe, and even that calculation 
is much below the rate at which the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing has accepted bids for 
furnishing paper for the printing of Congress, 
The lowest priced paper which he obtains for 
congressional printing is paid for at the rate of 
$6 Il aream. | 

Mr. Towers calculates that $3 33 is the rate at 
which paper can be bought. 

I have other bills by which it appears that on 
the 14th of March Mr. Rives bought of the same 
parties fifty-one and a half reams of paper, weigh- 
ig forty-nine pounds to the ream, at $6 123; on 
the 15th of March two hundred reams at $6 50. 
That bill is for paper measuring twenty-four by 
thirty-eight inches, but the weight isnotstated on 
the face of the bill. On the lth of March he 
bought onethousand reams, weighing forty pounds 
to the ream, twenty-four by thirty-eight inches, at 
$5 25; fifty reams, same size, thirty-six pounds 
to the ream, at ¢4 90; and one hundred reams, 
same size, thirty-four pounds to the ream at 
$4 25. The last was a small quantity of inferior 
paper, and $4 25 was the lowest price at which 
he was able to purchase a ream of paper at that 


time, suitable for printing the debates. The price į 


of the different lots varies from $4 25 to $6 50. 
Then, on the 27th of April, he bought one hun- 
dred and six reams at $4 25. 

These bills show the prices which Mr. Rives 
has paid for paper during a part of this session; 
and yet in not one of these bills does the price 
come down to so low a rate as that stated in Mr. 


Towers’s estimate, on which the Senator from | 
Alabama relies, $3 33 or even to $4. There are | 


only two cases where the price was less than 


¢4 80, the amount assumed by Mr. Rives, as the | 


basis of his calculation; but, on the contrary, in 
one case he paid as high as $6 50 aream. He 
has been compelled to use some paper of very in- 
ferior quality; but even that has cost him more 
than Mr. Towers seems to think should be allowed 
to him for paper. 

It is not necessary for me to say to the Senate, 
after this showing, how improper it would be to 
throw yourselves at sea among printers who say 
that this can be done ata less price. Here you 
have the bills, and you can judge of their asser- 


75 | 


i! almost every day. 


work faithfully, that you would be thrown at sea 
among printers who would charge you $6 50a 
ream for paper, and a dollar a token for press- 


work, which is the price now paid for the printing | 


of Congress in every other form, except the Con- 


| gressional Globe and Appendix. I say, then, that 


if you abandon this establishment, you will find 


yourselves charged his prices overand overagain, | 


and instead of improving your tondition, you will 
be much worse off. Here is a man who has done 
your business faithfully, and better than you be- 
lieved it could be done at the time when you made 
the contract. He has improved it each succeed- 
ing day. The Globe has been under the manage- 
ment of a man who has staked himself upon this 


business, and has expected to make a reputation | 


in carrying it on, and with the hope, at the same 
time, of being able to make a living by it of course. 

Mr. WELLER. -If he got paper at $333 a 
ream, and other things in proportion, I suppose 
he could go on at present prices, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir; the suggestion is a 
good one. Ifhe got his paper at $3 33, or even 
at $4 a ream, and if his workmen would come 
down to the prices which they received at the time 


the contract was made, twenty per cent. below | 
the present prices, no doubt he would be able to į 


go on with the compensation which he at present 
receives. Every one who knows anything in re- 
gard to the printing business, knows that in every 
city of the Union there has been an increase of 


twenty per cent. in the cost of printing, We have | 
all heard of the strikes of printers for increased | 
But | 


wages; and they have obtained an advance. 
if Mr. Rives could have his paper at $3 33, or $4 


a ream, and have the press-work done at the rate || 


set down in Mr. Towers’s and Mr. Moore’s caleu- 
lations, he could afford no doubt to go on at $7 50 
a column, and perhaps the other papers that have 
already declined it, might go on at $7 50. 

Every ather paper which had a contract for 
publishing the debates at $750 has given it up. 
You know that you must have your debates pub- 
lished. Will you break down the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix, and leave the business to 
those who have heretofore abandoned it at the old 
prices? Will not the Senate bear in mind that 
the papers which were paid at the price now al- 
lowed the Globe, refuse to carry on the contract, 
and the Globe alone has published your proceed- 
ings in a prompt and faithful manner. Will you 
now abandon that establishment by refusing to do 
what is just, upon a suspicion that perhaps you 
are paying too much? Will you enter upon that 
policy which has been distinctively known for 


‘ages past as ‘*penny-wise and pound-foolish?”’ 


Will you break up what you have here now asa 
permanent, a good, a successful, and faithful es- 
tablishment, and throw yourselves at sta among 
the men who make these calculations to break it 
down? I will not say that is the intention, but I 
fear it will be the effect. I venture to say that if 
you abandon this establishment, you will not get 
another one to do this work for $9 50 a column, 
which my friend from California proposes to pay 


in the event that this body shall refuse to take | 
additional copies, but you will have to pay $11] or : 


$12 a column; or, perhaps, you will be asked to 
comé up to British Parliament terms, and pay 
$136 for what is now furnished in the Globe at 
$12. Perhaps you would have to come up to 
Maryland prices, where this business was con- 


ducted on as cheap terms as it could, by a reporter | 


whose name is familiar in both Halls of Congress. 
Or, perhaps, you would have to come up to Penn- 
sylvania terms, or to Kentucky terms, where they 
have failed, if not refused, to answer as to what 
rates they paid for services of the same character. 

The Senate and the other House have been in 
controversy for years pest upon this interminable, 


wretched, and pestiferous subject of printing, with || 


its Various adjuncts. F hope the Senate wiil not 
quit the subject now until they dispose of it, or 


else discharge me from -the Committee on Print- || 


ing. 

a 
Every morning 1 heard of 
‘ printing! printing !”? ** prices 1” ** pay!” * con- 


sideration !”? “ broken contracts? ‘ill faith P? 
complaints of every kind, “frauds and swin- | 


dling.” All this was being charged, and it threw 


The last Congress was engaged upon it} 


| members into the greatest confusion. Lask you 
| now to settle this question and dispose of it. Let 
|| us fix upon the terms which, as rational men, 
|| we presume we can stand upon. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. have obtained from 
the chief clerk of the Superintendent of Public 
Printing the information which the Senator from 
Arkansas desired me to obtain from him: "The 
Senator from Arkansas permitted himself, I think, 
|| to be led into an error when he presumed that the 
paper for which the Superintendent of Printing 
has contracted is the same quality of paper as is 
used for newspapers. Such is not the fact, 

„Mr. JOHNSON. I did not ‘state that the same 
|| paper was used for newspapers 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will state to the Sen- 
ate that in December, 1853, the contract price for 
the paper used for the public printing was $6 10. 
|| In 1852 it was $6 30. Thus the paper now used 
is twenty cents a ream less than that used the 
year before. This reduction has been made, 
| notwithstanding the extraordinary rise in. paper, 
to which the Senator has alluded. The paper 
contained in the book to which the Senator re- 
ferred, is called book paper, and its price is regu- 
i| lated according to its weight. Six dollars and ten 
|| cents is paid for that paper, but that is not the 
highest price. lam informed by the chief clerk 
of the Superintendent, that there is some paper 
which is sold as high as eight dollarsa ream. The 
price depends upon the weight and quality. The 
| paper contained in the book referred to by the 
Senator is of the weight of forty-five pounds per 
‘| ream, and is furnished for $6 10 a ream. The 
weight is thecriterion by which to test paper, and 
by which it is sold, and its price is regulated. 
Well, sir, in reference to the manner in which the 
paper was purchased, I presume the gentleman 
will aequit-the Superintendent of anything wrong 
in that matter, when he learns that there were 
|| from eight to ten bidders for the contract, and 
that the gentleman who got the contract was the 
| lowest bidder. No blame, therefore, can be at- 

tached to the Superintendent. 
| Mr. JOHNSON. Did the Senator understand 
| me as casting any imputation upon the Superin- 
|| tendent of Public Printing in that matter ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 1 be pardon, it was 
not the Senator from Arkansas who made any 
; such imputation, 

Mr. JOHNSON. T have not done so, and I 
will not do so. I should dislike very much to say 
that he had done anything wrong. . : 

Mr. WELLER. All that was said by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas on that subject, was said in 
: reply to interrogatories put by myself. I desired 
to have an explanation why it was that$3 33 was 
paid for a certain quality of paper very little in- 
i| ferior to that for which the Superintendent of Pub- 
i lic Printing was paying $6 11; andI asked how 
|| it was that that contract had been made, whether 
competition had been invited, or whether the Su- 
perintendent had given the contract to some favor- 
ite? I did not know whether such was the case 
| or not; but if it was, | desired that it should be 
| explained. Thestatement which the Senator from 
Alabama has now made is perfectly satisfactory, 


i! 
| from the quality and weight of the paper. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON. 1 know I ama very un- 
guarded speaker; but if anything has failen from 
my lips which is calculated to make an impression 
that I intimated any such thing as corruption on 
i the part of the Superintendent of Public Printing, 

|i it is altogether wrong; there is no ground for it, 

{| I have intended to make no such charge,and I am 

| sure I made none. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The explanation is 
|| satisfactory. l must do the Superintendent the 
ii justice to say that so far as his conduct has fallen 

| under my observation, he is a very faithful and 
li intelligent officer. The Senator might easily have 

| been led into error, without this explanation, on ` 
‘| account of the great discrepancy of price. Jam 

i] assured by the Superintendent’s clerk that price 


! 

i 
| 

| 

1 


i ig,regulated by the weight of the paper, and that ° 
a much higher price is required. for asuperior arti- 
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ele of book paper than for thaton which the Globe 
and other newspapers.are printed. Such is my 
information. 7 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cooren 
in the chair.) The question is on referring the 
Yésolution to the Committee on Printing. 

“Mr. JOHNSON. I hope it will not be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. I shall ask to be 
Fscharged from service on that committee, if the 
ibject be sent back to them. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the Senate settle the ques- 


‘Mr. JOHNSON. The Senate have all the facts 
before them, and they can go on and investigate li 
the matter as well as the committee can. I hope, 
therefore, the Senate will not refer the subject to 
the committee. I have another reason for hoping 
that this will not be done, and that is a personal 
oné, and one of delicacy. The report which was 
made. by the committee was rather adverse to the 

jroposition which I at first submitted: but I have 
aid the facts before the Senate. The whole ques- 
tion has been presented to them, and I do not wish 
to have the matter gone into again upon the report 
of the committee, 

- Mr. GWIN. I do not wish to obtrude this 

uestion on the Senator from Arkansas, if it be 
disgrécable to him; but I conceive that itis my 
duty to insist that the question shall be investigated, 
ao that we may understand exactly what we are 
voting for; and therefore, if he does not wish to 
have the subject referred 'to the committee of which 
he is a member, let us have a select committee to 
examine it. It is perfectly evident that there is 
not a member of the Senate who does understand 
this question. Who of us understands the elabo- 
rate statements which have been made this morn- 
ing by the two Senators on the Committee on 
Printing? Not one of us, One of those Senators 
does not even understand the papers which the 
other has brought forward. The Senator from 
Arkansas does not understand those which have 
been brought forward by the Senator from Ala- 
bama; and the Senator from Alabama does not 
understand those which the Senator from Arkan- 
sas has presented. It is evident, then, that we do 
not understand the question. f 
I am perfectly willing to act with-the Senator 
from Arkansas in providing for putting the Con- 
gressional Globe upon a permanent footing; but I 
hope we shall not be compelled to vote blindly on 
this question. I suppose the result of this reso- 
lution, if it be adopted, will be to add an expense 
of from $50,000 to $100,000 a year to our contin- 
gentfund. Now, I should like to know if any 
Senator can state what amount of appropriation 
we shall be placing on this fund by our action on 
this resolution, Itis well known to the Committee 
on Finance that there is scarcely a session of Con- 
gress that we escape from almost direct insult 
from the other House on account of the manner 
in which they treat our contingent fund. I sup- 
pose there is scarcely a member of the Senate 
who has not investigated it, who knows the amount || 
of expenditure from that fund at this time. We | 
atenow expending upwards of $200,000 a year out || 
of our contingent fund; and here is a proposition | 
to put on that same fund an indefinite amount— |: 
from $50,000 to $100,000. All admit that it can- | 
not be less than $50,000. We do not know how || 
many of these papers will accept this proposition. |; 
Why are they not consulted? Why are they |; 


Ae 


4 


| prefer having no connection with it. 


asked to print our proceedings without our know- 
ing whether they wish to do it or not? H 
think it is due to the Senate that we should |! 
investigate this subject before we go any further, | 
so that we can have an elaborate report on it, that | 
we may not fasten on the contingent fund of the 
Senate such an enormous expense without know- 
ing the amount, and without the Senate being con- 
vinced of its necessity. If this printing is to be 
done, let us put the amount of the appropriation 
in the general appropriation bills. Let us not 
bring odium on the Senate by making our con- 
tingent fund such an enormous charge upon th 
Treasury. By this resolution, if we act upon it |: 
now, We give ourselves a large additional quantity f 
of books. : ` i 
‘Mr. JOHNSON. Perhaps I can give the Sen- | 
ator the information which he desires. We are |! 
not as barren of information as he thinks. Every |: 
Senator can estimate theamount for himself.. The ij 
additional number of copies of the Congressional | 
Globe and Appendix proposed to be taken is so’! 


|: select committee. 


f 


ferred to a select committee, [ wish, also, to be; 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


|| near five thousand that we may assume that round 
| number as the amount. 


We know that the cost 
will be nine dollars a copy for a. Congress—for 
two years. This gives $45,000 as the amount 
of additional expense for the Congressional Globe 
during the whole Congress. The Senator assumes 
that the expense cannot be less than $50,000, and 
may be $100,000. The question of the contingent 
fund has nothing to do with what is a fair price 
for this work. 

Mr. GWIN. Out of what fand is the money 
to be paid? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. GWIN. That was my argument. The 


|| Senator speaks of the Congressional Globe alone; 


but the resolution provides for the publication by 
the other papers, at $4 50 a column; and.it has 
been estimated that that will amount to $16,000 
each. Can the Senator tell what papers will ac- 
cept the proposition? 

Mr.PRATT. ‘The resolution is,I understand, 


that a proposition shall be made to three papers, ! 


each of them to publish at ¢4 50a column. Any 
paper which accepts will, it is said, receive $16,000 
for a Congress. Now, if all three accept, there 


+ would be $16,000 to each, making $48,000 fora 


Congress, Add this sum to the $45,000 addi- 
tional subscription for the Globe, and you have 


| $93,000 as the utmost expense which can be in- 


curred by the passage of this resolution, for two 
years. 

Mr. GWIN. 
The question I made was this: whether the papers 
who are invited to make these publications had 


| presented themselves here asking for them, or 


were willing to accept the terms? I take it for 
granted that this is not known, for otherwise the 
information would be laid before us. I take it is 
not known that these three papers will accept; 
butif they do, it will make an expense of $48,000. 
We shail incur under this resolution $45,000 ex- 
pense for.the Congressional Globe. ‘These two 
items will make $93,000 to be added to our con- 
tingent fund, the appropriations for which now 
exceed $275,000 a year. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, Is the $45,000 additional 


or aggregate ? 


Mr. GWIN. I confess I have been trying to | 
pay some attention to the matter, and I do not j 


know whether the $45,000 is additional or aggre- 
gate. Who can tell? 

Several Senarors. Aggregate. 

Mr. WELLER. Additional. 

Mr. GWIN. One Senator says it is aggre- 
gate and another says it is additional. This 
shows that we are all at sea about this matter. 1 
do not wish to force this question upon the Com- 
mittee on Printing; and certainly, if a select com- 
mittee be raised for the investigation of the sub- 
ject, Í cannot act upon it, for 1 have more than I 
can attend to. All that E wish is to have a com- 
mittee of this body examine and report upon the 
subject, and give us all the facts, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I hope the Senator 
will move to refer this matter toa select commit- 
tee. I unite with my colleague on the Committee 


i on Printing, the Senator from Arkansas, in say- 


ing that { would, with a great deal of pleasure, 
be released from service on that committee. 


the subject. I trust, therefore, the Senate will 


fornia, and refer the question to an independent, 
That, it seems to me, cannot 


: but be satisfactory to the friends as well as the 
| opponents of this measure. 
| be raised, I wish to be excused from serving on į 
it; but I hope the subject will be referred to a | 
select committee to be appointed in any form the | 


If such a committee 


Senate may suggest. 
Mr. JOHNSON. If the subject is to be re- 
excused from service upon it, because I do not 
wish to have anything to do with it. I hope, at 
any rate, the Senate will not send the subject back 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I have listened 
very diligently to the remarks which have been 


; made by the gentlemen who are members of the 


Committee on Printing, who seem to have thrown 
up this business; and, after the explanation which 
they have given, I shall. have no difficulty as to 


I am thankful to the Senator. i 


1! 
I have in- ; 
į vestigated matters failing within the province of | 
i that committee until I am really worn out with į 
ij it, and have it well done, and leave the rest to the 
I am therefore opposed to this part of 


adopt the proposition of the Senator from. Cali- |; public. 


the principle on which my vote shall be cast, al- 
though I have some little difficulty as to the facts 
of the case. Iam inclined, however, to concur 
generally in the statements of the Senator from 
Arkansas, who seems to have paid much attention 
to the subject, and I have looked over the state- 
ment of the publisher of the Giobe, and that haa 
confirmed my opinion. We ought to print our 
Journals and proceedings. We are required to do 
so by the Constitution, from time to time. This 
work has been now for a number of years before 
the public, printed by the authority of Congress, 
The work has been done well, excellently well; 
and lam willing’-to give a fair consideration for, 
the Congressional Globe. All seem to be agreed 
that this is right; that we should give whatis a 
fair compensation and liberal pay. Just let me 
know what that is, and I will vote for it. So far 
as the case now stands, Lam rather inclined to 
think that the Senator from Arkansas is nearer 
right thah the Senator from Alabama, and there- 
fore, if driven to a vote, I shall have to vote with 
him; but, I must admit, with some difficulty in 
my mind with regard to the subject. I am willing 
to give a liberal compensation for work which is 
well done. 

As to the proposition to provide for the publi- 
cation of the debates in the other city papers, I 
regard it as wholly unnecessary, and I am op- 
posed to it. We discharge our duty when we 
have our debates published in such a manner that 
every one who wants them can get at them; and 
I cannot see any propriety in paying a number of 
other papers from $40,000 to $50,600 for addi- 
tional circulation among four thousand subscri- 
bers. It is probable, as the subscription price of 
these papers is ten dollars a year, that they circu- 
late among a class of people who could more 
easily get at the reports as they are now published 
than any other, and to whom they are more ac- 
cessible; while the four millions of voters and the 
twenty millions of inhabitants.of the United States 
will be excluded. You cannot make the publica- 
tion sufficiently general so as to inform everybody 
without an enormous expense. This is a prop- 
osition to incur a large expense merely for the 
purpose of giving it to the local papers here. 

Some gentlemen have put it on the ground that 
itis for the purpose of informing gentlemen of 
different parties. I object to it on that ground. I 


|| do not consider that any of these papers repre- 


sents me. You have here the representative of 
the Administration. That does not represent me. 
Then you have the representative of the Demo- 
cratic party, [ believe, in the Sentinel. That 
does not represent me, Then you have the Na- 
tional Intelligencer. That represents the Free- 
Soi! division of the Whig party, and is no repre- 
sentative for me. Therefore where are we, the 
Republicans of the South, and those whom I rep- 
resent on this floor, the Republican Whig party 
of the South, to look? You do not give it to all. 
If you are to act on this principle, why not 
include the National Era, which I am told has a 
great many more subscribers than either of these 
other papers, or all of them combined? If you 
do not intend to divide this work in little jobs be- 
tween small divisions and cliques of the Demo- 
cratic or Whig parties, publish your proceedings 


| in the Globe, where they are accessible to all. 


When you have done this, you have complied 
with your constitutional duty. Pay liberally for 


the resolution, and I shall vote against it; but so 
far as the Globe is concerned, | think we dis- 
charge our duty when we publish the, debates 
there, and pay it liberally. Let us put that ona 
good basis. For that purpose I shall vote at pres- 
ent with the Senator from Arkansas, believing 
that what he proposes is as near as I can come to 
a libera] and fair compensation to that paper, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the motion to refer the subject to the Committee 
on Printing, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—-Mesars. Chase, Clayton, Dawson, Dodge o 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gwin, Jones 
of Tennessee, Rusk, Siidell, Stuart, Sunmer, and Toucey 
—i4. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Benjamin, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cooper, Douglas, Hunter, James, 
Johnson, Mallory, Morton, Norris, Pearee, Pettit, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, 
Walker, Weller, and Williams—25. ^ 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


. 


1854, 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I now move to refer 
the whole subject to a select committee of five 
members, to be appointed by the Chair. - 

Mr. CHASE called for the yeas and nays on 
this motion; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulled—yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Chase, Clayton, Dawson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
Swin Jone of Tennessee, Mallory, Rusk, Sumner, and 

NAY S— Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bright, Brod- 
head, Brown, Couper, Douglas, Hunter, James, Johnson, 
Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomp- 
son of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, Walker, Welter, and 
Williams—23. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Upon the reading of the res- 
olution it will be seen thatit is capable of division. 
The first part relates to the matter of printing in 
the city papers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cooper in 
the Chair.) The chair understands that an amend- 
ment has been proposed by the Senator from Mich- 
igan. ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON. I believe the Senator from 
Indiana accepted that amendment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I accepted it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ori- | 


ginal resolution will be so modified. As it is sus- 
ceptible of division, the question will first be on the 
first branch of the resolution, in these words: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he j 


is hereby, directed te contract with the proprietors of the 
Washington Sentinel, the Washington Union, and the Na- 
tional Lutelligencer, for publishing all the proceedings and 
.debates of the Senate, or with such of them as shall desire 
todoso: Provided, That such publication be copied from the 
Globe “by authority,” and shall be published entire within 
forty-eight hours after the same appears in the Globe, and 
atthe rate of $4 50 per column. 


The.question is upon this branch of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SLIDELL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I shoyld like to have Sena- 


tors understand one question about which nothing, | 
I believe, has yet been said; but which the Senate | 


had better understand before they take the vote. 
The branch of the resolution upon which we are 
about to take the question, provides for printing the 


proceedings in three papers, not the proceedings | 


of Congress, but simply the proceedings of this 
body. That will not make more than half the 


whole proceedings of Congress; for the debates of | 
Tt | 


the other House are about the length of ours. 
has been alleged that the cost will be $16,000 per 
Congress for each paper. 

Mr. BROWN. 
of that. . f 

Mr. JOHNSON. That will be the amount for 
the debates of this body. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There has been a great mis- 
apprehension on that point. The sum will only 
be half the amount which has been stated. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think my friends ought to 
-~ understand that question before they vote. ` 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Benjamin, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Doug- 
las, Hunter, James, Johnson, Pratt, Stuart, and Thompson 
of Ken tucky—17. 

NAYS—Messra, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Iowa, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gwin, Jones of Tennessee, Mai- 
lory, Morton, Narris, Pettit, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Sumner, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, Walker, Weller, and 
Wiliams—2L. 


So the first branch of the resolution was not ; 


agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. 
shall move a reconsideration of this vote to-mor- 
fow, witha view to take the question when there 
is a full Senate present. I voted in the negative 
for no other reason than to enable me to move a 
reconsideration. 

Mr. GWIN. Then:I hope the whole subject 
will be postponed. if we are to have any part of 
the subject up to-morrow, let us have the whole 
of it up then. 

Several SENATORS. 
other branch of the proposition now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the second branch of the resolution 
in these words: 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Senate contract with 
the proprietor of the Globe for five thousand and twenty- 
two additional copies of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix for tHe present Congress. 


It will be a little Jess than half | 


{ wish to give notice that I! 


Let us take the vote on'the ! 


dred and eleven.”? 


i 
The Committee on Printing | 
have reported in favor of taking two thousand five | 
hundred and eleven; and, as they have come to | 
that determination, and, as | understand the pro- | 
prietor of the Globe will be satisfied with this, I | 
think it is quite sufficient. | 

Mr. DAWSON calied for the yeas and nays | 
upon the amendment; and they were ordered. | 

Mr. WELLER. Iam willing to vote for the | 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Louis- | 
iana, provided the appropriation for the expense | 
of reporting and publishing be increased. l have | 
already said this morning, that I have the most 
satisfactory evidence that it costs something over 
nine dollars a column for reporting and publish- 
ing our debates in the Globe. That is the actual 
cost without any reference to the interest upon the | 
money invested in the establishment. I intimated 
a while ago, that I intended to submit a motion to | 
increase the rate to $9 50 a column, which would | 


give the publisher some forty cents profit per col- |! 


umn of the reports of our debates which will, of | 
course include the interest on the money invested. | 
Now, I am willing to vote for two thousand five 
hundred copies with the understanding that the 
Senate will agree to fix the compensation for re- 
porting and publishing at $9 50 instead of $7 50 a 
column; but it would be no remufferation what- 
ever to the publisher of the Congressional Globe 
unless we agreedgto that, and until Í am satisfied 
on that point, I shall be compelled to vote against 
the proposition of the Senator from Lousiana. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I have 
never been actuated by a parsimonious spirit as | 
regards the expenditures of the Government of | 
the United States; and more especially would I | 
avoid anything that would savor of such a spirit 
in the publication of the debates of this body. It 
is understood that the proprietor of the Globe is | 
not sufficiently paid. 1 think that is the sense of | 
theSenate. We must, therefore, pay more money. 
‘There are two modes of doing that. One mode is 
that pointed out by the Senator from California, | 
by increasing the amount paid to the proprietor 
for each column of the debates reported and pub- 
lished. The’other mode of paying him is to take 
a greater number of the copies furnished by him 
at the present prices. The sole question before | 
the Senate is which of these two ways is the best. 
{ presume no Senator desires first to increase the | 
price, and secondly to increase the number. 
seems to be also the general sense of the Senate į 
that if we are to pay more money to the propri- | 
etor, it would be weil to have more copies of the | 
publication instead of paying him a larger sum 
for the present number of copies. 

There remains, therefore, but a single question į 
for our decision, and it is this: what additional ! 
number of copies will suffice to secure to the pro- | 
prietor of that journal an adequate remuneration || 
for the labor and expenses incurred by him in the 
publication? The proposition is to pay to him 
the subscription price of five thousand and twenty- ! 


i 
| 
Hi 
; 
i 


two copies, which, according to the best informa- || 


tion I have been able to obtain, after listening very | 
attentively to the entire discussion, would yield |} 
him a profit of over $20,000, in addition to the | 
present prices which he receives. 1 further un- į 
derstand that an increase of the subscription of | 
half that amount will yield him about $12,000; 
and i still farther understand, that when the Com- | 
mittee on Printing reported back a resolution to | 
this body to subscribe, in addition to the present ! 
number, for a number equal to one-half that now : 


i Pratt, and Toucey—10. 


|| Mailo 


It |! 


taken by the House of Representatives, the pro- | 
prietor of the Globe was not indisposed to accept || 
that as an adequate remuneration. I think, sir, || 
he will be satisfied with it. Of course he would |: 
like more; but I am confident, from all that I have || 
seen and heard on the subject, that this will satisfy || 
him; and we may be assured, if it will satisfy ; 
him, that itis a liberal price. I trust, therefore, | 
that however gentlemen may be disposed to sus- | 
tain this publication—and I yield to none of them 
in the sincerity of a desire to sustain it—yet they | 
will reflect that this is a very large sum of money į 
we are voting away, and that if one half the* 
amount wili suffice, we ought not to go beyond it. 

l agree fully with everything that was said by | 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Joxes,] this | 
morning, on that subject. With two thousand | 


` 


five hundred and eleven copies, I believe the Globe 


| can be sustained; and I have, therefore, made the 


motion which is now submitted to the Senate. - 
The question being taken on the amendmeht 
by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 10, nays 25; as 
follows: : : 
YEAS—Mesers, Atchison, Benjamin, Chase, Dawson, 
Dodge of Iowa, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Brodhead, Brown, Clay- 
ton, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, Foot, James, Johuson, 
ry, Morton, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, 
Walker, Weller, and Williams—25, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr.CHASE. I believe itis the universal wish 
of the Senate, in which probably every Senator 
concurs, to give to the Globea full compensation 
for the printing of the proceedings and debates of 
the Senate. | certainly. concur in that wish; and 
in voting for the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana, I did not mean to be understood as 
having any different opinion; but I.do desire to 
submit one or two suggestions to the Senate in 
reference to this matter, which I hope may meet 
their concurrence. : 7 

It is stated that by taking from the Globe this 
number of additional copies we shail secure to.it 
a sufficient profit to indemnify it fully for the cost 
of publication, and leave a reasonable compensa- 
tion to the proprietor, That is the object which 
we all desire to secure. Now, sir, if some such 
amendment as that offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana, coupled with a provision authorizing 
the Committee en Printing to contract with the 


i| proprietor of the Globe to furnish his paper to 


each of the different newspaper establishments in 
the country, could be adopted, it would’secure the 
full object of giving him an ample compensation, 
while it would effect that which some Senators 
seem to desire—to reduce the number of copies 
given to each individual member. A 

Mr. WELLER. He furnishes to seven eighths 
now. G . oa 

Mr. CHASE. I know he furnishes now, at a 
very considerable cost, an exchange to a great 
number, not, however, anything like seven eightha 
of the newspapers. 

Mr. WELLER. 
tenths. L Be a T 

Mr. CHASE. Not, I think, more than one 
quarter. But, Mr, President, if we provide for 
supplying this publication to all the papers in the 
Union, at some reasonable cost, to be ascertained 
on a conference between the proprietor of the 
Globe and the Committee on Printing, the effect 
would be that the authorized report of the speeches 
of every Senator would go, not merely to the audi- 
ence here, and not merely to the audience supplied 
by the Globe, but to an audience composed of the 
editorial corps of the whole country. They 
would be furnished at once with the means of 


I should have said seven ` 


| knowing exactly what transpires in this Chamber 


and in the other House, and they would have it 
in their power to furnish such portions of it to their 
readers as they should see fit. . 

I do not wish to detain the Senate, but simply 
to throw out these suggestions, and to submit the 


; amendment of the Senator from Louisiana in con- 


nection with an additional provision. I will barely, 
say, that the price can be so graduated that the 
cost to this body will be no greater than the cost 
which we propose to incur by printing the whole 
number, Ehe provision which I submit, in con- 
nection with the amendment of the Benator from 
Louisiana, is the following : ; 

“ And that the Committee on Printing be. authorized to. 
contract with the proprietor of the Globe for furnishing a 
copy of the Congressional or Daily Globe to cach news- 
paper establishment in the United States.” 


Mr. WELLER. At what price? 

Mr. PRATT. | I suppc3e that will be a cost of. 
half a million of dollars at ‘east. The Daily Globe 
is now furnished, | undersiind from its publisher,. 
and certainly without profit ta him, at five dollars’ 
a year. I suppose, if you tate every press in the 


li country to which the amendment applies, and 


send a copy of the Globe to it, he could not, of- 
course, be required to send it at a less price. than 
he is now giving it to us—five dollars a copy; and 
that would cost, | guess, if I may be.permitted, 
without being a Yankee, to guess, at least half a 
million dollars. Z 
Mr. MALLORY. Can the Senator from Ohio 


c3 
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inform us how many newspaper establishments 
there are in the United States? 

Mr. CHASE. A little over six thousand; and 
then, taking the estimateof my friend from Mary- 
land, and muitiplying six thousand by five, the 
whole, cost would be $30,000. So much for the 
estimate of halfa million. But it is not neces- 
sary to give five dollars. You can give a smaller 
amount, but enough still to yield a profit. I 
merely wish to submit it. I do not feel any par- 
ticular interest in it. I wish it to be coupled, 
however, with the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That has been voted down. 

Mr. BADGER. This will soon be with. it. 
(Laughter. ] . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana has not been 
agreed to. i i 

Mr. CHASE. I ask to have mine read in 
connection with the amendment of the Senator 
from Louisiana. That has been voted down, itis 


true, but I adopt it as part of my amendment, 


and it becomes a substantive proposition. 

Mr. BADGER. Yow put the two together. 

Mr. CHASE. Yes. My proposition is to 
strike out ‘five thousand and twenty-two,” and in- 
gert “two thousand five hundred and eleven,’’ 
and then to add the provision which I have stated, 
so as to make it read: ê 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be, and heis 
hereby, directed to contract with the proprietor of the Globe 
for two thousand five bundred and eleven copies of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix for the present Con- 
gress; and that the Committee on Printing be authorized to 
contract with the proprietor of the Globe for furnishing a 
copy ofthe Congressional or Daily Globe to each news- 
paper establishment in the United States. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the second branch of the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate he, and he 
is hereby, directed to contract with the proprietor of the 
Globe for five thousand and twenty-two copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appetidix for the present Congress. 

Mr. RUSK called for the yeas and nays on the 
resolution; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Benjamin, Brodhead, 
Brown, Chase, Clayton, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


Foot, Gwin, Hunter, James, Jobuson, Mallory, Morton, | 


Norris, Pettit, Pratt, Sebastian, Stidell, Stuart, Sumner, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, Walker, Wel- 
ler, and Williams—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Dawson, Dodge of Towa, 
Fitzpatrick, Jones of Tennessee, Rusk, and Toucey—7. 


So it was agreed to. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 18, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Secretary of State, 
with accompanying papers, in answer to the res- 
olution of the Elouse of Representatives of the Ist 
instant. 

Mr. DEAN. These papers refer, I presume, 
to the Black Warrior affair? 

The SPEAKER. I do not think that they do. 
The letter of the Setretary of State will be read. 

The letter of the Secretary, which was read, 


states that, in accordance with the resolution of i 


the House of Representatives of the Ist instant, 
he had transmitted the papers embraced in the 
correspondence which passed between this Gov- 
ernment and foreign Governments on the subject 
of the rights accorded by declaration or otherwise 
to neutrals, and the rights claimed by belligerents 
in the war pending between certain European 
Powers, 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the message and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and printed, 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


SUPERINTENDENCY OF ARMORIES. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The commit- | 


tee appointed by this House, some time ago, to 


p? 


inquire into the propriety of selecting military 
officers to superintend national works, have con- 
cluded that part of their duty relating to national 
armories, and have directed me to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that the testimony 
and documents in reference to that subject may be 
ordered to be printed. The committee desire it 
for their own convenience while making up their 
report and prosecuting the investigation. It will 
not require to be reprinted. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question first 
in order was the consideration of the bill reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, * granting 


| lands equally to the several States to aid in the 


construction of railroads, and for the support of 


| schools,” and that the gentleman from Maryland 


(Mr. Hamitton] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON. | yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS BILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I movethat the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on th@state of the Union, (Mr. Ops in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of House 
bill No. 236, “ to organize the ‘Territories of -Ne- 
braska and Kansas.” + 

Mr. BANKS spoke in opposition to the bill. 
He argued that wherever the Government got the 
right to acquire territory there they got the right 
to control it. He contended that the present Con- 
gress could not say upon what terms additional 
territory should be acquired. The people here- 
after would determine the question for themselves. 
Let the past stand, and let the future, when it 
comes, be decided by the people who shall then 
have the power and gontrol, 

They were called upon to repeal the Missouri 
compromise because it was said to be unjust to 
the South. All he had to say in reply was, that 
the South made it, and he denied that it was un- 
just or unequal, as regarded the South. Every 
southern man had the same right to carry his 
property to these Territories as the North had. 
But then southern gentlemen said that they hada 
class of property which was only made so by local 
or municipal laws, and that they were prohibited 
from taking this kind of property to these Terri- 
tories. All he had to say was, that this prohibi- 
tion was their own, and for this prohibition they 
had already received their advantages. They of 
the North did not believe it was the right of the 
southern States, under the Constitution, to carry 
this species of property to these Territories, unless 
there was a statute there, either of Congress or 
of the people, establishing it. 

He then argued to prove the constitutionality of 
the Missouri act of 1820, and said that although 
this bill admitted the right of the people to govern 
themselves, it practically denied them the power 
to do so. 

Mr. MILLER, of Missouri, alluded to the 
objection made to the bill, that its passage would 
violate solemn Indian treaties. He denied that 
such would be its effect, and maintained that the 
bill did not propose to violate any treaty with any 
tribe, not even the smallest. 

He then answered the objection that the South 
now proposed to violate a solemn compact, en- 


tered into in 1820. He thoughtthis charge came | 


with an ill grace from the gentiemen of the North, 
especially those who were the successors of the 
men who were anxious to violate a solemn treaty 
made with France in 1803—the one by which this 
Territory was acquired—by attempting to drive a 
portion of that property from*the limits of the 
State of Missouri, which France had expressiy 
guarantied should be secured to the inhabitants 
who possessed it. 

He then made an argument to prove that the 


‘North had imposed this restriction—the Missouri 


line—upon the South, and replied to various ar- 


«guments advanced by his colleague, [Mr. BEN- 


TON. ] 

Mr. PARKER next addressed the committee. 
He referred to the fact that he was elected on the 
compromise of 1850, over a candidate who advo- 


li was a gross libel. 
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| cated its repeal; but, (said he,) had it been most 
| remotely surmised that that compromise in any 
way affected that of 1820, I verily believe I could 
not have mustered two hurdred votes out of the 
fifteen thousand which were cast. 
He believed it was a woful mistake to suppose 
i that this bill would drive agitation from the Halls 
i of Congress. It might scare it hence, but only to 
send it forth to perpetrate its ravages over the 
whole of this broad land to return here once more 
‘to distract the councils of the nation. There were 
| too many reminiscences connected with the com- 
| promise of 1820 to allow its repeal to be quietly 
; perpetrated. 
; _ lt was the duty of members to leave this ques- 
‘tion where it was at the commencement of the 
| present session, before the demon of discord was 
gain unchained to scatter his firebrands among 


| 
i 
{ 
i 
i 
H 
i 


ij them. 


! Hecontended that the bill did not contain the 
_ principle of popular sovereignty, and declared that 
i the effect of its passage would be to break down 
| the present barrier which kept slavery out of these 
' Territories, thus allowing it to go there, 

Mr. PECKHAM said he had ever been a na- 
tional Democrat, and had ever been what is tech- 
nically called ‘a Hard.” He was so still. He 
: was no politician. He came to this House against 
i his own judgment and inclination, surrendering 
both to the wishes of his-friends; and therefore 
he would speak for himself alone, and not for any 
others. 

He then alluded to the course heretofore pursued 
by the 4“ Hards,” saying the Administration had 
proscribed its friends and rewarded its enemies; 
and he complained of the action of southern men 
towards that portion of the Democratic party. 

The Administration could lay down no Demo- 
i cratie course for him; but if it could, it would not 
be difficult at all to find himself standing some- 
where with the Administration on this bills for 
ithe Administration had been on every side of it. 
|The Administration yas said to bea unit; but this 
It could only be a unit on the 
! cohesive power of public plunder. ‘The members 
‘composing the Cabinet are as much opposed to 
lone another in principle as the Turk is to ‘the 
i Christian, and the Jew is to the Gentile. Another 
figure would better describe it, Though it may 
not be a unit, it is a cipher, 

He then proceeded to speak of the subject under 
consideration; and said, in the course of his re- 
marks, if the Missouri compromise, as it had been 
argued, was void, whence the propriety of declar- 
ing it null. Let the question be decided by the 
i Supreme Courtof the United States. He did not 
| believe in the principle of squatter sovereignty. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. SAGE. If the gentleman will give way, 
I will move that the committee take a recess. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly, I will yield for 
i that purpose. 

Mr. SAGE. Then I move that the committee 
take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman 
permit me to make a single remark? 

{Cries of “* Hear him t°] 

Mr. SAGE, I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not knew how 
many gentlemen there are who desire to speak 
upon this bill. lt is, however, very desirable 
that an opportunity to be heard should be afforded 
: to all; and when we came back here last night, 
we had but one speech, It would be better, 
i therefore, unless it would be too great an incon- 
‘venience tothe gentleman from Tennessee, who 
‘has the floor, that he should proceed now, with 

the understanding that we will go on and speak 
until eight or nine o’clock to-night. - 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would rather have a recess. 
A great many of us have had no dinner yet. 

Mr. SAGE. [insist on my motion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sacn’s 
motion, and it was agreed to nem. dis.; and there- 
upon (at five minutes after four o’clock, p. m.) 
| the committee took a recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The committee resumed its session at seven 
o'clock, p. m., (Mr. Oxps in the chair.) 


the floor, rose to address the committee. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, being entitled to 
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now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from 
Tennessee yield the floor for that motion? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. |: is of no use to speak to 
such a “ beggarly account of empty boxes” as 
this. 

The question was put on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
motion; and, on a division, there were—ayes 7, 
noes 8. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. LINDLEY. 1 desire to say a few words 
to the committee, and [ am not particular about 
the number of the audience. B ; 

Mr. TAYLOR. IĮ will yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Missouri, if 1 can resume it when 
he has concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, 
that arrangement will be made. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. LINDLEY (Me. Tavlor, of Tennessee, 
having yielded the floor) submitted some remarks 
in vindication of the policy of granting alternate 
sections of land to aid in the construction of rail- | 
roads, and more particularly in support of the bill | 
donating land to the Northern Missouri railroad. | 
He said that he introduced this bill at the early 
part of the session, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, whom he had good reason 
to believe would favorably report upon it. The | 
cost of this road would be ‘about $7,000,000. The | 
State of Missouri had loaned her credit to the en- 
terprise to the amount, of about $2,000,000. Up- 
wards of $2,000,000 had also been subscribed by 


counties and individuals, and it_was believed that |} 


the aid now asked from the Government, some | 
half million of acres of the public land, would in- | 
sure the success of the road. 

He showed the benefit which would accrue to 
the counties situated on the line of the proposed 
road, and complained of the hostile feeling exhib- 
ited by gentlemen of the eastern States towards the 
West. A ; 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, said he told his 
constituents before he came to this House that he 
was in favor of the organization of the Territories 
of Kanzas and Nebraska ; and so he had been, 
and so was. He had told some of his colleagues 
when he came to the city that he was inclined to 
support the Kansas and Nebraska bill; but he had 
not then investigated all its bearings, and the 
drift of the whole subject. Never, until he came 


hither, had he had an opportunity to read the bill |; 


now under consideration. 

He, in the outset of this contest, desired, if he 
could consistently with his judgment and con- 
science, go for the Kansas and Nebraska organi- | 
zation, as offered by the Senate to the House. But 
it was due to his position as a member of this 
body, it was due from him as a representative of 
an independent constituency, that he should inves- 
tigate calmly, clearly, and dispassionately, the 
whole merits of the question; and now he had to 
state that he had made that investigation, and that 
every step he had taken, from beginning to end, | 
had brought him nearer and nearer to a conclu- 


sion; and at last, to the conclusion that this bill || 


embodies in it elements that are ruinous to the 
peace of the country, ruinous to the interests of 


and a violation of the pledges, oral and written, 
made by the two great parties of this country, 
and by the President, and violative of the best 
interests of the whole country. He regretted ex- 
ceedingly, but he could not avoid the rupture on 
this subject which was’made in the delegation of 
the State which he had, in part, the honor to rep- 
resent. However, he would vote against this bill, | 
if he stood solitary and aione. He repeated, he 
_was in favor of organizing governments for those 
Territories, but not for the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise. Right there, he said, we divide. 
He asked by what authority can Congress re- 
peal the act of 1820? What right has Congress 
to touch that sacred and solemn compact, or com- 
promise made by our fathers, some of whom now 
sleep beneath the sod of the valley? Have gen- | 
tlemen the authority of their constituents? Did 
any gentleman here agitate this question before | 
he was elected to Congress? Was there one? If 


there was, he had never yet heard of the man. 
He challenged any gentleman to show his creden- 
tials to justify him in voting for the proposed re- 
peal. 

He could see no hardship to the South from 


this act. So far from injuring, it was one of the | 


great elements of prosperity. It was adopted as 
the basis of permanent peace to the Union. He 
answered the charge that the compromise was 


unconstitutional. If so, let the proper tribunal de- | 


cide the question. It had been acquiesced in for 
thirty-four long years, as a monument of those 


who had passed it, to be as durable as the Gov- || 
i| The PRESIDENT. This is private bill day, 


ernment itself; and its authors were canonized as 
the saviors of their country He proceeded to 
show that the acts of 1820 and 1850 are part and 
parcel of one and the same policy, which isasold 
as the Government itself, adopted alike by wise 


| men, and are perfectly consistent and homogene- 
ous. They are a final settlement, in principle and 


substance, of the questions to which they refer. 
‘Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts, took 


‘the floor, and controverted the argument that this 


bill, if passed, would be the-means of withdraw- 
ing slavery agitation from the Halls of Congress. 
Slavery, he said, was so connected with the Gov- 
ernment of the country, and with its industrial 
resources, that it had all the elements of a national 
question—a question that was to be met, not at 
our firesides, not in the Legislatures of the States, 
but here, in these Halls of legislation. It had 


' always been so from the foundation of the Gov- 


ernment, aud it would always be so, as long as 
the Union should continue. 

The Missouri compromise was a settlement of 
the conflicting claims of the two sections at the 
time of its adoption. {t was a settlement binding 
upon both parties, It was understood to be an 
adjustment of the whole question, and was con- 
sidered a fair and equal settlement between the 
two sections. He maintained that the South had 
been fairly dealt with by the North, although it 
was now said that northern men attempted to 
break the compromise of 1820 in the subsequent 

ear. 

t The North, in attempting to exclude Missouri, 
then, did what was right and proper, as the con- 
stitution of that State prohibited free negroes from 
coming into her territory, which was in violation 
of that provision of the Constitution of the United 
States which allowed a citizen of one State to go 
into another State—free negroes being citizens of 
some of the northern States. This point he argued 
at length. 

Mr. LETCHER replied to charges that Vir- 
ginia had been illiberal towards the West, in re- 
fusing, through her Representatives, to grant that 
section of the country lands for railroad schemes. 
Virginia considers the public lands as having been 
ceded to the General Government for the purpose 
of being sold for the benefit of all the States of the 
Union. He commented upon the schemers and 
lobby members coming to this city to bore and 
engineer for such grants, and to have the duties 
on railroad iron remitted to benefit certain railroad 
companies. He hkewise alluded to the existing 
abuses in relation to custom-houses, on the sub- 
ject of which, he said, the House would soon be 
called to act, there being appropriations in the 
deficiency bill for those purposes. 

Mr. MEACHAM addressed the House in de- 
fense of the New England clergymen, who had 


| petitioned Congress on the slavery question. 
the South, ruinous to the harmony of the Union, i| 


Mr. KERR made some remarks, in reply to 
Mr. Meacuam, touching and censuring the con- 
duct of the clergy in their interference, in a cleri- 
cal capacity, with the legislation of Congress upon 
the Nebraska question. 

Mr. CHURCH W ELL here resumed the floor. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If the gentleman will yield, 
I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I yield. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I make that motion. 

The question was put; and the motion agreed to. | 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman pro | 


| tempore of the committee (Mr. W rient, of Penne 


sylvania) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally un- 
der consideration, and more particularly House 
bill No, 236, to organize the Territories of Ne- į 
braska and Kansas, and had come to no conclu- | 
sion thereon. 


Mr. PRINGLE. 
now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 

The House accordingly, at eleven o’clock, 
(twenty-five minutes, p. m.,) adjourned until to~ 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House. do 


IN SENATE. 
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and no other business can be received except by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. z Ga 

Mr, COOPER. I ask unanimous consent to 
lay upon the table, with a view of having it 
printed, a substitute which I intend tô propose for 
the bill allowing a credit for a limited period for 
duties on railroad iron imported into the United 
States, 

‘There being no objection, it was received inform- 
j ally, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented the 
memorial of John D. Gibson, praying for com- 
missions on his disbursements as acting purser of 
the United States schooner Enterprise; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WADE presentet a petition of the inhab- 
itants of Tallmadge, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the extension of slavery by the passage of the 
Nebraska bill; which was ordered to he on the 
table. 

Also, two petitions of inhabitants of the United. 
States, praying the passage of the homestead bill; 
' which were ordered to lie on the table. 


: REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

| Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
! Land Claims, to whom were referred the follow- 
|} ing petitions and bill, submitted adverse reports 
! thereon; which were ordered to be printed: ` 

! Petition of Sarah D. Brigham, praying permis- 
| sion to locate land within the limits of the Bas- 
trop claim; 

Petition of F. A. Underwood ‘and H. A. Crane, 
heirs of Jehu Underwood, praying the confirma- 
tion of their title to certain land; and 

Bill to confirm the claim of John Ervin to a 
certain tract of land in the Bastrop grant. 


THE STEAMSHIP WASHINGTON. 
Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso~ 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested 
to inquire into the expediency of presenting to Captain 
Fitch, the officers, and crew of the American steamship 
Washington, some proper testimonial of the sense enter- 
tained by Congress of their praiseworthy and gallant con- 
duct in rescuing the crew and passengers of the American 
| ship Winchester, wrecked on her passage from Liverpool 
i to Boston; and that they do further inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by general Jaw for compeusation to be 
allowed to the owners, Officers, aud crews of vessels aiding 
in rescuing the crews and passengers of American vessels 
from shipwreck. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Before the private bills 
; are taken up I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to allow me to present, and have passed 
; at this time, a bill of which I gave notice a few 
-days ago. It is a matter of local concern to my 
i State, It is a bill “ regulating the time of holding 
i the sessions of the district and circuit courts of 
: the United States in the eastern district of Louis- 
liana.” The bill has been prepared in accordance 
| with the views of the judges of the district and 
! circuit courts, who desire the passage of the bill, 
| as well as the bar and the people of the State. 

| Leave to introduce the bill was granted, and by 
unanimous consent, it was read a first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. . 

| It proposes to direct that there shall hereafter 
| be annually only tnree stated sessions of the dis- 
| trict court of the United States for the eastern dis- 
| trict of Louisiana, which shall be held at New 
| Orleans on the third Mondays of November, 
February, aid May; but the judge of that court 
is authorized to adjourn any stated session to any 
time previous to the nextstated session, whenever 
he may deem it expedient., . It also. provides that 


| 
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lithe fall term of the circuit court of the United 
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States for the eastern district of Louisiana shall ji 


hereafter be held on the first Monday of Novem- 
ber, instead of the third Monday in December, as 
heretofore provided by law. 

-The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


FLORIDA LAND DISTRICT. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report a bill to es- 


tablish an additional land district in the State of |! 


Florida. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the report will be received. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. As it is a matter of 

“very great interest to that section of country, and 
has been somewhat delayed, I ask the Senate to 
consider the bill now. 

The bill was read a first and second time, by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to create all 
that part of the present Tallahassee district lying 
west of the line dividing ranges ten and eleven 
west of the principal, meridian into a new land 
district, the office of which is to be established at 
such place as the President may from time to time 
direct; and makes the usual provision for the ap- 
pointment of the proper officers. It is not to go 
into effect for at least six months after its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to*be engrossed for a third 

reading, read a third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is private bill day, I 
believe. I rise to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up the Indian appropriation 
bill. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs thinks we can finish it to-day, if the Sen- 
ate will take it up. J hope it may be the pleasure 
of the Senate to take it up, so that we may dispose 
of it. The chairman [Mr. Seasrian] is here. 

Mr. PRATT. There are one or two private 
bills which I know the Senate will pass. ‘They 
are perhaps of as much importance as that bill. 
(should prefer not to suspend the rule. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ofcourse I am in the power 
of any Senator, Any one can defeat my propo- 
sition, 

Mr. PRATT. I hope at least we will com- 
mence with the Private Calendar, and go on with 
it for an hour. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we begin with it, my fear 
is that it will be gone on with, and we shail not 
get up the Indian bill. y 


CONGRESSIONAL GŁOBE AND APPENDIX. 


Mr. TOOMBS. T wish to enter a privileged 
motion, to reconsider the vote on the proposition 
of the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Citase,] to pro- 
vide for sending a copy of the Congressional or 
Daily Globe to the different papers in the United 
States. I think that proposition requires more 
consideration than it received at the hands of the 
Senate. ‘ i 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose 
to reconsider the vote adopting the resolution? 

Mr. TOOMBS. _N6, sir; only to vote upon the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that the final vote must be reconsidered before that 
can be reached. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
the final vote. . 

Mr. BENJAMIN subsequently made the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
providing for an increased subscription to the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT. Did the Senator vote with 
the majority? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir. 

i The PRESIDENT. The motion will be en- 
ered. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire also to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the first branch of the 
resolution, in relation to the publication of the de- 
bates in three of the city papers, was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion will be en- 
tered also. j š 


I do not wish to reconsider 


WILLIAM G. RIDGELY. 
The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam G. Ridgely. ‘ 


€ 


It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to audit the claim of William 
G. Ridgely, for tobacco destroyed by the British 
in 1814, at the warehouses at Nottingham and 
Magruder’s ferry, in Prince George’s county, and 
at Benedict, in Charles county, Maryland, and 
from such proof as may be exhibited to them, 
within six months after the passage of the act, to 
ascertain the quantity and value of his tobacco so 
destroyed, and to pay the amount so ascertained. 

Mr. PRATT. This claimant is a resident of 
the District of Columbia. The principle embraced 


į 
|in the bill is identical with that embraced in the 
| bill for the relief of Hodges and Lansdale, which, 
| after full debate, was passed by the Senate some 
four or five Fridays since. 1 do not propose to 
discuss the claim. It is for tobacco destroyed at 
: the same warehouses, at the same times, and under 
i the same circumstances, as the tobacco for which 
that claim was made. Senators who were here 
when that bill was debated, will recollect the cir- 
cumstances without having the report read; but I 
merely wish to state, for the information of those 
who were not here then, that the tobacco was 
rolled out of the warehouses, used by our forces 
as a breastwork from which the enemy were 
fought, and that the evidence is that the tobacco 
was destroyed by the British because of that user. 
Such is the testimony. The question made by the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] now ab- 
sent, was, whether the principle of the obligation 
to pay, could apply to personal as well as real 
property. 

Mr. NORRIS called for the reading of the re- 
port of the Committee on Claims, and it was read. 
it sets forth that the facts are precisely the same 
as those in the case of Hodges and Lansdale, for 
whose relief a bill has already been passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

On the question, “ Shall the bill pass??? there 
| were, on a division—ayes 19, noes 9; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. PRATT. TI ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and taken 
' with the following result: 


; . YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benjamin, Bright, Brodhead, 
| Brown, Cass, Chase, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of 
| Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Foot, Morton, Pearce, Pettit, 
| Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 
| Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Weller—25. 

NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Atehison, Fitzpatrick, Johnson, 
| Jones of Tennessee, Norris, Shields, Slidell, Sumner, 
| Toucey, Walker, and Williams—12. 


i So the bill was passed. 
MOORE AND HASCALL’S PATENT. 


The Senate,'as in-Committee of the Whole, 
next proceeded to consider the bill for the relief 
| of Hiram Moore and John Hascall, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Patents and 


i the Patent Office. 


It proposes to grant Moore & Hascall, and to 
their heirs, assigns, and legal representatives, for 
the term of fourteen years, from June 27, 1850, 
i the full and exclusive right and liberty of making, 
: constructing, using, and vending to others to be 
| made or used, theimprovements for cutting, thresh- 
| ing, or cleaning grain, which were invented by 
i them, or either of them, and embraced in the 
| model, drawings, or specifications connected with 
| 


: 1836, for a machine commonly known as ‘* Moore 
| & Hascall’s harvesting machine,” together with 
| the improvements invented by them, or either of 
| them, in perfecting that machine, or any part 
| thereof, from the date of their original patent, to 
! the day from which the same is hereby renewed 
| and extended. 
' Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, the bill now 
: before the Senate is one of a great deal of import- 
ance. It involves interests which I apprehend, 
vat first view, are not properly estimated by the 
‘Senate. Upon several occasions I have felt it to 
_be my duty to make opposition to this bill, and | 
li find the duty no less imperatively imposed upon 
: me now. I regret, sir, that I feel this duty de- 
| volving upon me. I feel that the performance of 
‘it is the more unpleasant, as this is known not to 
| be one of those subjects which elicit the attention 
iof the Senate; but F think that before this dis- 
ı cussion is over, if I can get the attention of the 
i Senate, I can satisfy them that they ought not to 
i pass this bill; that they ought not to pass it for 
considerations affecting deeply some of the most 


letters patent granted to them on the 28th of June, | 


impertant interests of the country, connected with 


| agriculture, 


I shall, before the debate is over, go pretty 
fully into this subject; but at present Í propose 


| to name but the points of objection, and then to 


hear whether there be any explanation which ob- 
viates the objections; and if not, that at all events 
it may be shown that this is a case where an ex- 
ception should exist to the general ideas and gen- 
eral rules entertained upon such subjects. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Sruart] has heretofore, in remarking upon the 
course that I have pursued upon this bill, prom- 
ised to the Senate that he could and would answer 
the objections that I have taken to it, and satisfy 


| the Senate that there was nothing in those objec- 


tions, and that we could with propriety, and ought 
in justice, to pass the bill, and let it become a 
law. 

«Mr. President, the reading of the report in this 
case, until you come to the last clause of it, gives 
no idea of what the provisions of the bill are, nor 
does that last clause give a sufficiently correct idea 
of what are those provisions. From the reading 
of almost the whole report, one would suppose 
that this bill is but of the ordinary kind proposing 
an extension of a patent; but it goes far, very far, 
beyond that. It proposes, sir, not only to extend 
the patent, but it proposes to add on to it, to splice 
upon it, and make a part of it, any improvements 
which may have been made by the parties claim- 
ing the extension and the benefit under the bill, 
for the last eighteen years, l believe: 

The enormity of this may not be seén at first 
view. It may not be seen why these men should 
not be entitled to have now granted to them, by 
the legislation of Congress, what improvements 
they have made during that period of time; but if 
gentlemen will reflect, and that too but very 
slightly, they will see how it may affect the com- 
munity in the most injurious manner. Why, sir, 
the time through which they are to be,permitted 
to run beck, and allege and show their improve- 
ments, is more than the period for which a patent 
will run; and consequently, anything that might 
now be claimed, may have been claimed by others 
in the mean time, and may have been patented by 
them; and yet the provisions of this bill would 
come in, and by legislation on the part of Con- 
gress, set aside the acquired rights. in the mean 
time, and assign them over, transfer them from 
those in whom they are now vested, to Moore & 
Hascall. 

That is the first objection—that it proposes, in 
this sweeping manner, to renew to them not only 
their patent, but to permit them to go back and 
show anything which they may allege they have 
invented during that time, and attach that to their 
renewed patent, and give them the benefit of it for 
the time proposed in the bill. To illustrate further 
how this will operate, I will make this statement, 
that it would be unnecessary, under this bill, for 
these persons to manufacture a solitary machine 
for the public. Why isthisso? Why, just pass 
the bill, and all that they will have to do is to be 
perfectly still. Whyso? They know and feel, 
or they can know and feel, that there is already 
invested in the manufacture of harvesting machines 
a capital sufficient to make it the interest of almost 
every person engaged in agriculture, or any manu- 
facturer of agricultural implements, to compromise 
with them, and pay them more than the manufac- 
turing of their machines would amount to. 

The fact is, and it shall come out in the debate 
before we are done, that these parties claim every 
important part now embraced in any other reaping 
machine. If they claim it before the Patent Office, 
of course they will endeavor to prove it; and if 
they prove it, of course they will get attached to 
their extended patent every important part that is 
contained in any other reaping machine. When 
that is done, how will others go on and manufac- 
ture reaping machines? If they cannot do it with- 
out infringing this renewed patent, then, of course, 
they are at the mercy of these parties; they have” 
to render obedience to the renewed patent and the 
law under which it is renewed. The result will 
be that, without establishing a manufactory, with- 
out manifacturing one of the machines, they can, 
by their injunctions, suppress the manufacture, or 
compel those engaged in the manufacture to pay 
a tribute to them. They can do not only this; 
but, during the harvesting time, when the agricul- 
turist is engaged in the harvest, they can go.and 
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stop the working of every machine. If what they 
allege be true, if they obtain a renewal of their 
patent for what they claim, there is not a man in 
the community who can use a reaper at all, except 
at his peril. These people, without a manufac- 
tory for the building of the machines, will have 
their agents all over the country, wherever there is 
a reaper in use. These agents can demand that 
that use be stopped. If it is refused, I apprehend, 
under the law, it could be stopped by injunction. 
Then, of course, when the agriculturist is in the 
midst of the harvest, it will bea matter of calcu- 
lation with him how much he can afford to pay, 
and yet not lose all. In the scarcity of labor, the 
almost impossibility of obtaining it, to harvest by 
hand, it will be a question of calculation with him 
how much he can pay so as to save something 
from his harvesting, and I will venture to say, 
that without investing’a dollar in the machines, 
the money can be levied upon the farmers of the 
country. 

This, I say, is what can be done under this 
bill. “I will now give the reasons why it will be 
done. In the first instance, Í do not believe that 
one of thege-machines ever will be manufactured. 
Why do I say so? Why, sir, in the lapse of 
time, since 1836 to the present, the report itself 
says that they never have sold a machine, never 
have sold a right, and, I believe, they never have 
manufactured but five machines. Why is this? 
Why is it that these machines have not been built 
during the whole period of this patent? Simply, 
sir, because one of them never could have been 
sold if it had been built. There must be a reason 
for that; it is simply that the cost is so enormous 
that no farmer ever thought of buying one of 
them. The cost is $1,600. The team required 
to work it is sixteen horses. Is there any gente- 
man in the Senate, at all acquainted with agricul- 
tural matters, who will believe that in the region 
of country where reapers can be used most profit- 
ably-—the western country, upon the western prai- 
ries, and in the old country, where the fields are 
old, and the stumps have been removed—any 
mortal man would ever think of expending $1,600 
for one of these machines, and n purchase or 
hire sixteen horses to work it? At present, about 
the least price for which you can purchase a horse 
suitable to work such a machine, is $200. Your 
team, therefore, will cost $3,200, and then the 
machine besides, $1,600, making $4,800 for this 
machine and team; and when you have got it up, 
Barnum ’s twelve-elephant team would not begin 
to compare with it. 

Only think of it! Four four-horse post teams 
turned out in the harvest field to turn corners and 
reapgrain! Itinvolves such an absurdity as I will 
venture to say was never proposed to the farming 
community. The very idea is preposterous. 

I say, then, from the allegations of the report, 
no machines have been used for eighteen years; 
and, from the further considerations of the cost of 
the machine, and the enormity of the team that is 
to be used to work it, it will never be manufac- 
tured. Hence it will be seen that it is necessary, 
if this bill is to benefit these parties, that it should 
be in such a form that they can, not by the man- 
ufacture of the machine, but by levying black 
mail upon others manufacturing it and upon the 
farming community, make out of it what they 
cannot make by the manufacture of it. 

It seems that the bill has to make a departure 
from the ordinary bills extending patents, other- 
wise it would be of no benefit to these people, 
and are we oing into this course of legislation, 
and thus sacrifice the agricultural community and 
the immense interests which are involved in reap- 
ing machines, simply for the purpose of enabling 
Moore & Hascall to make a, fortune without ever 
expending a dollar for the benefit of thecommunity? 
Let meask what benefit have they bestowed upon 
the community? Have they ever given it a ma- 
chine? Who’ever heard of itat the London fair, 
or at any other fair? It would have been laughed 
off the field if it had been taken there. Present the 
farmer in England, or the farmer in the United 
States, a machine costing $1,600, with a string of 
sixteen horses ahead of it, to go into an ordinary 
field to turn corners and reap his grajn, and it 
would present to him such another anomaly and 
absurdity thatthe would hiss to scorn the idea that 
he should be asked to purchase it. And yet, sir, 
we are asked, under this bill, to legislate a mo- 
nopoly into the hands of. those people who can- 


| either of them. 
| and you will findacertain partomitted. Look atthe 
specifications, and you find a certain part not there; | 
but then comes the allegation that it was in the |: 


not manufacture the machines if they would, and 
would not if they could; because they can make 
more profit under the bill without manufacturing 
them. f may be going too far when 1 say *“ be- 
cause;’’ but that is what may be found out after- 
wards. Ido not want to attribute, and I wish to 
disavow attributing, to any friend of the bill in 
the Senate, any improper motives. Jn speaking 
plainly, i wish to be understood, whatever my 
language may be, that 1 disavow that; but I am 
speaking, or intend to speak, of the effect of the 
bill. Upon that point perhaps enough has been 
said. 

I have alleged that, in the first instance, this bill 
was not in. the form that it has now assumed. 


When it was introduced into the House of Repre- | 


sentatives, in the first instance, a most important 
feature in it was leftout. Lt will beperceived that 
in the provision in regard to improvements, the 
language is somewhat peculiar. It is this: 


+ Together with the improvements invented by them, or 
either of them, in perfecting said machine, or any part 
thereof, from the date of their original patent,” 


which, I believe, was in 1836, 
“to the day from which the same is hereby renewed and 


| extended. And the Comngissioner of Patents is hereby 


directed and required to make a certificate of such renewal 
and extension, and append an authenticated copy thereof to 


the original patent, with the proper specifications and claims: |; 


Provided, That the said patentees shall first pay into ‘the 
Treasury, to the credit of the patent fund, the fees required 
by law for the renewal or extension of patents: And pro 
vided also, that whenever the said Moore & Hascall, or 
their heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, shall file in the 
office of the Cummissioner of Patents an application speci- 
fying the inventions aud improvements claimed under this 
act,” 

—which, mind you, run back through eighteen 
years, 

“the said Commissioner shall cause public notice to be 
given of the time and place of hearing and considering said 
application, according to the provisions of section eighteen 
of the general patent Jaw, approved July 4th, 1836, and shall 
thereupon, determine and decide their right as original in- 


| ventors, according to the provisions of this act, to the claims 


embraced in their application; from which decision an ap- 
pea! may be taken, as in ordinary cases. 

I ought to have commenced reading a little fur- 
ther back. The bill provides that there shall be 


| extended unto the parties, 


“ the full and exclusive right and liberty of making, con- 
structing, using, and vending to others to be made or used, 
the improvements for cutting, threshing, or cleaning grain, 
which were invented‘by the said Moore & Hascall, or 
either of them, and embraced in the model, drawing, or 
specifications.”? 

There is a secret about this matter that has been 
mentioned before to the Senate; but there may be 
some present who do not remember it. 
at this time no model existing in this case. The 
model was destroyed when the Patent Office was 
burned, shortly after this patent wasissued. You 
will perceive that anything which is embraced 
in the model, drawings, or specifications, is to be 
extended to these parties. Upon whom are we 
to rely as to what was contained in the model? 
Are we to rely upon anything of record? it may 
be said that the drawings will show what was in 
the model. How do youknow it?. Because you 
will perceive thatthe provision is not that the Pat- 
ent Office is to be governed by what was embraced 
in the model, drawings, and specification, but in 


model. Why? Because this man who, eighteen 


years ago, saw the model in the western country, |. 


in the center of Michigan, knows it was there. 
Bring him on. He comes forward and swears to 
it. Who is he? What security is there for the 
publicin this state of the case? He provesit; and 
under this legislation Moore & Hascall are to be 
entitled to a monopoly in their patent; notwith- 
standing the same thing may have been patented by 
others, and their patent may have expired, for the 
fourteen years may have run within the eighteen. 
It may have been on the patent of Atkinson, or 
of Hussey, or of McCormick, or of others but 
itis now shown by oral testimony-to have been in 
the model of Moore & Hascall, which was burnt 
sixteen years ago, and therefore they are to be 


entitled to take the exclusive right of using them. | 
there is not a man now using a. 


If you allow this, 


| reaping machine, there is not one who will pro- 


pose to use one, that will dare to venture upon the 
purchase of one of them. f : 
Sir, if I were disposed to engage in such a busi- 


There is |; 


You may advert to the drawings, |; 


H 


| ness, | would ask nothing more- than to obtain 
l from Moore & Hascall the authority to. goto every 
farmer in the country, and tell -him to cease cutting 
grain in the harvest time when everything is de- 
i pending upon his proceeding with his business; 
| when, perhaps, his pecuniary salvation depends 
| upon that harvest. 1 would say to him, ‘ Stop;”” 
and if he should ask, + Why?” I would say, 
ji © You are using what is embraced in my patent.’? 
‘ My dear sir,” he might say, “i have used this 
| machine for ten, twelve, or fourteen years.” ‘I 
would reply, “I donot care; Congress has told 
| me that 1 may go back. for eighteen years, and 
| claim this thing.” ** How do they tell you so??? 
‘Why, 1 hada secret model once; it contained 
just what you are using there; it was burnt along 
ume ago, it is true; but Mr. Grimes swears, in 
li the Patent Office, that it was in the model; and 
| here is the seal of the Government telling you that 
| it was there; now stop, it is mine.” That is what 
; I would say to him if I were engaged in a busi- 
| ness so nefarious. He would. have to stop, or f 
should compel him to do so. If he did. not, I 
; should levy upon him to the amount, perhaps, of 
j everything involved in the harvest; and, God 
! knows, that is almost all that some farmers in the 
: country have to depend on. 
i Sir, Lam surrounded by a community that is 
| using harvesting machines, Iam using them.ex- 
| tensively myself, and, as God is my judge, if this 
i bill shall pass, and the patent shall be renewed in 
| this form, Í do not know how it would be posi- 
| ble for me to feel myself safe in putting my teams 
; to the machines, and cutting another acre of grain. 
| I should almost shudder to see anybody coming 
| into the field, when 1 knew this terrible act had 
i been passed, and that such a monopoly had been 
| granted to individuals. When the farmer is told 
: to stop using his machines, he might turn to these 
| parties and say, “ If you will not permit me to use 
| the machines, in the name of common sense, man- 
| ufacture one that we may have, for we cannot get 
; manual labor to do the work.” ‘ Well, we will 
| do it.” «* What price will you charge?” “ Only, 
' $1,600!” I believe the one which I have cost but 
| $100 or $150. ** Well, with your $1,600 machine, 
| what team will have to be had?’ ‘Sixteen 
i horses.” + Haye you any manufactured?” "No, 
i ‘ Weil, I do not want it,” the reply would be, 
| They could notsell one if they had it; and if there 
| was one manufactured it could net be worked with 
| an ordinary sized team; and this is the manner in 
i which the community is to be treated by this 
| legislation. 
| But I was adverting to the fact that this feature 
|) was not in the original bill. The original bill, as 
|| introduced into the House of Representatives, did 
l! not contain this model feature. It has. assumed 
| that shape since, no doubt. because, as is repre- 
sented to honorable members who are advocating 
| the bill, that it is necessary to have the model 
| provision in it, for the persons interested in it 
| have doubtless said that they cannot get their 
| rights without its being there. Suppose they can- 
‘not, how easily, its being there, are they enabled 
to deprive others of their rights? And hence how 
‘apparent is the injustice which witl be done under 
i its provisions? i 
Now, Mr. President, to cut short my present 
| remarks, I will advert to another fact. When 
this bill was under consideration in the Senate at 
a former Congress, it received at each time but 
| precious little favor. When it first came from the 
House of Representatives, it was recommitted to 
i| the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, 
| upon the motion of a gentleman no. longer. a Sen- 
ii ator, [Mr, Wales.] It was then amended in the 
|! committee, and the amended bili was brought back 
f 
i 
| 


} 
i 
| 
j 


: to the Senate by yourself, I think, (Mr. Dawsow 
vin the chair;) but in that bill, as it went to you, 
' there was no provision in regard to this burnt 
‘model. After that was done, the bill failed. At 
he next Congress it passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and came to the Senate. Upon a pretty 
i full discussion, it was then. recommitted to the 
| Committee on Patents. and the Patent Office, as F 
i| understand, with, if not express, implied instruc- 
l tions that the committee should bring it back as.a 
li bill simply extending the patent. “This allegation 
on my part has been denied by the Senator from 
1 Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr:}] and I wish now to 
| bring to the notice of the Senate that from which 
| I inferred that the committee was .so instructed, 
i E will read.a very short passage from. the remarka 
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which an made by myself at that time, after 
the conclusion of which the motion. to recommit 
was made, put, and carried. I said: 

“+ I have made myself to a considerable extent an inter- 
ested party in this matter, because I represent an’ agricul- 
tural country, and E do not want the farmers of that region 
to be placed in this predicament. I have begged the parties 
to. take a simple extension of the patent. They wili not do 
it, . And now, since they have come to us and asked for 
legislation, my advice is, that we take this WI and amend 
it, and make it a simple bill extending the patent of these 
gentlemen, and then Jet them have it. fn order that this 
may: be done, £ move to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office.’ . 

“The motion was agreed to ; there being, ona division— 
ayes 22, noes 18,” 

Mr. STUART. What is the date of that? 

Mr. WALKER. The25th of February, 1853. 
This then was the manner in which the bill weat 
back to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office, the second time. Itmay besaid that there 
was no order instructing the committee to amend 
it, making it a bill for the simple extension of the 
patent; but, sir, 1 will venture to say that every 
Senator who was present then understood that it 
was implied that if the committee brought back 
the bill at all, it was to bring it back in the form 
implied in those instructions, for the motion was 
made expressly, as was then declared, ‘in order 
that this might be done.” 

Immediately the vote was taken in the Senate, 
and they voted, as I implied, that the bill should 
go back to the committee, in order that it might 
be thus amended. I believe the committee did 
not return the bill at that session. It was true it 
was near the close of the session; but it would not 
have taken either a member of the committee or 
its clerk five minutes to draw up a bill extending 
the patent in the simple language in which patents 
are extended, and then it could have been reported 
back to the Senate if that had been done. Being 
one of those who principally opposed it, I stood 
pledged to vote for it, I stand so now. Bring in 
a bill extending the patent simply, and I will vote 
for it to-day, to-morrow, or on any other day on 
which I may be called upon to do so. I have not 
the slightest aversion to the gentlemen asking for 
the extension of their patent; but I do ask in my 

. own name, as one of the class, and in the name 
of the agricultural community, that such an enor- 
mity as this shall not be passed by Congress; that 
they shall not be subjected to the power of any 
man or any two men in America; for whatever 
may be said upon the subject, | have my convic- 
tions that everything can be done, under the pro- 
visions of this bill, that I have alleged can be 
done. 

Why, sir, should we step forward at this late 
day and revert these parties to their alleged rights? 
Why, when they made an improvement two 
years after their first patent was taken out, did 
they not come forward and patent that? Why, 
when four years after the patent was taken out, 
they made another improvement, did they not 
patent that, and so on, from time to time, until 
they had perfected their machine? Why did they 
uot do it? The patent laws gave them the right 
and power to do it. i 
in the patent laws upon the subject. They did 
not do it. They lay back while other ingenious 
minds were at work in the country, during the 
period of eighteen years, making inventions and 
improvements in harvesting machines, have per- 
fected their rights, have gone to the Patent Office, 
have acted up to the law, and have obtained their 
patents; and now, after all this has been done, it 
1s proposed that, at one fell swoop, we shall strike 
from them all their rights under it, and confer 
them upon Moore & Hascall, of Michigan, say- 
ing to all others stand aside, and to all who have 
purchased machines, cease using them. That is 
the effect of the bill. I do not believe it is de- 
signed by the Senators from Michigan to be its 
effect; but that itis so I have not the least doubt. 
I do not blame them for their advocacy of it, upon 
two grounds. In the first place, these gentlemen 
are their constituents; and in the second place, 
their Legislature has instructed them to go for the 
bill. But in these instructions, E will venture to 
say, it was never dreamed that, by the words 
“ extending their patent,” they were also to em- 
brace every improvement running through a pe- 
riod of eighteen years, for which a patent had 
been given to anybody else. 

Mr. STUART. It perhaps, sir, is not the 
least difficult task for a man to undertake to an- 


There are express provisions | 


| credulity of the Senate of the United States. 


swer an argument that is made up wholly of illim- 
itable statements and declarations. F conceive 
that ifa gentleman were to rise in his place to- 
day, and tell the Senate of the United States that 
to-morrow, at noon, the sun would be extin- 


| guished, the earth would be annihilated, and the 


whole planetary system would be utterly and en- 
tirely destroyed, there is nota man in the world 
who could refute that argument by reason and 
logic. He could only say, he did not believe it. 
Now, sir, I find myself very much in that posi- 


; tion. 


The Senator from Wisconsin started by char- 
acterizing this billas one of the greatest enormi- 
ties that ever was sought to be practiced upon ar 
there is a word in the English language which is 
more extended in its signification of infamy than 
that which has been employed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, it is a word which has never 
reached my notice. He tells you that the attempt 
is made by this bill to give to Moore & Hascall 
not that which they have invented, and to which 
they have a right, but all that they claim; and he 
says he knows they will claim everything that 
attaches to any reaping machine which has ever 
been invented, or is now in use. 

Mr. WALKER. I say they have done it, and 
they can do it under this bill. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, | will not 
undertake to deal in any such language as that 
which has been indulged in by the Senator from 


Wisconsin, although I shall meet him very cor- ' 


dially in saying of him, as he does of me, that I 
do not impute to him any improper motives. 
will take it for granted that the Senator is mis- 
taken from the commencement to the termination 
of his argument. 

I trust the Senate will indulge me in saying that 
this whole transaction, from the time of its incep- 


tion down to its completion, has been carried on | 


in the county in which | reside—within twelve or 


| fourteen miles of my own residence—and if there | 
| is any subject which | have had 


opportunity 
to understand, by observation anf by examina- 
tion, from first to last, it is the subject which is 
now before the Senate of the United States. And 
when the Senator from Wisconsin tells me that 1 
am here the advocate of a measure which carries 
upon its face, and in its effect, such perfidy, as he 
ascribes to this, when I know all about it, no 
other inference can be drawn from his language— 
however he may intend it—except that I am here 
in the dishonest advocacy of a very dishonest 
measure. ‘This is a subject about which } cannot 
plead ignorance. Ido not stand here as the advo- 
cate of these men. I do not stand here with any 


particular solicitade in regard to them, because | 


they are immediate constituents of mine. I stand 


i here to-day, Mr. President, not only seeking, but 
desiring, to pledge what little reputation 1 possess | 


in the opinion of my colleagues 1n this body, upon 
the fact that this measure Js the reverse of what 


the Senator from Wisconsin has characterized it, | 


from the beginning to the end. F will seek to 
show the truth of what I say in a few words, for 
{ do not intend to give out to the Senate, as the 
Senator has done, that | am going to discuss the 
subject at any very considerable length. { can 
staie the case in a nut-shell. 

The inventors, who are sought to be provided 
for in this bill, are very inteiligent men; and I 
may say of the one, who is, perhaps, more im- 
mediately concerned, Mr. Moore, that he is one 
of the ablest men that can be found in the coun- 
try. He is not only able as a farmer, but he is 
able as a mechanic and an inventor; and he is 
entirely free from that difficulty which almost 


always follows a high order of mventive talent; | 


he is not visionary; he does not spend his time 
nor spend his money about subjects which can be 
of no practical good. Looking abroad, sir, upon 
our prairies in 1832, he discovered at once that a 
single man, with a team, could, besides attending 
to his ordinary farming business, put in eighty 
acres of wheat; but he saw instantly that it re- 
quired a great many men to harvest that wheat in 
the ordinary method, by a cradle. 
saw, either that a great portion of the western 
country, consisting of prairie land, must lie com- 
paratively idle and unproductive, or else means 


| must be employed to provide for harvesting after 


the crop was in and ready to be harvested. He 
said to his neighbors, “I believe I can invent a 


Li 


He therefore | 
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machine which will harvest this-wheat perfectly.” 
As a matter of course, they all laughed at him. 
They did not believe him any more than a. man 
would have believed, a few years before it. was 
demonstrated, that intelligence could be commu- 
nicated by telegraph. He went to work, how- 
ever—to do what? I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the work which this gentleman set 
about. It was to producea machine which would 
go into the field, and could thresh, clean up, and put 
into bags the wheat at the rate of three acres an hour. 
That was a pretty largeundertaking. Has he suc- 
ceeded? The report of the committee says he has; 


i and as the matter has passed under my own obser- 


vation, 1 know it to be so. Since he began, in 
1836, to try his machine, I have seén it operate 
annually; and J tell you, sir, and I pledge myself 
to the Senate of the United States, that it does this 
work more thoroughly than it can be done in any 
other way. It is done with less waste. There is 
less loss of wheat by shelling. The farmer gets 
more bushels of wheat into his barn by this mode 
than any other which has yet been proposed. 

It will be seen at a glance that it necessarily 
took a good deal of time to complete the invention 


i of a machine of this kind, so as to makeit perfect. 


The outline of it, of course, cost a great deal of 
time, labor, and money; but when the outline 
of it was perfected, the machine must be tried. 
it could only be tried in harvest time, and Sen- 
ators who are acquainted with grain growing, will 
see that it could only be tried while the wheat 
was fit to thresh. With the cradle you begin a 
week before the wheat is-.ready to thresh; but 
with this machine you cannot operate until th 
wheat is ready to thresh, because it cuts, threshes, 
and cleans up at once. For this reason the time 
during which the machine can be operated is 
reduced to ten days, or two weeks at the outside, 
Thus a man could experiment but once a year 
with a machine to do this great work. He could 
experiment only ten days in that year; and then, 
however defective his machine might be found. to 
be, he had to go over until next year before he 
could perfect it and try it again. 

Moore & Hascall took out their patent in 1836. 
It was necessary for their protection. The ma- 
chine patented was a somewhat crude one, and 
far from being perfect. They then commenced 
operations; and what has been the fact? Why, 
they had fourteen trials under their patent, one 
every year—the patent running for fourteen years, 
and they could only test it in harvest time. ‘They 
had therefore, I say, in order to perfect a machine 


| of this magnitude, complication, and importance, 
fourteen trials of it under a patent; and that is all 


they have had. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that I need not 
elaborate this question. Senators, like courts, are 
legally presumed to know something. It will be 
seen from these facts that the whole time of the 
patent was necessarily exhausted in perfecting the 
machine; and it would be, I think, a most fortu-. 
nate occurrence if a man could perfect such a ma- 
chine as this in fourteen trials after he had got the 
crude invention together, 

Thus the matter stood at the expiration of the 
time limited by the patent. Thesegentlemen said 
to themselves then, “the Constitution of the 
United States in terms gives to inventors the 
exclusive use of their inventions for a limited time 
asa recompense. The Congress of the United 
States have passed a general law, by which an 
inventor, after his machine is perfected, shall have 
a patent for fourteen years, and if heis not remu- 
nerated within that term of fourteen years, the 
Commissioner of Patents is authorized to extend 
the patent for seven years more, so that he has 
twenty-one years’ use ofa machine after it is per- 
fected.” We know that the greater number of 
machines can be perfected in secret, and when a 
party takes ont his patent he is ready to com- 
mence the full tide of operations, and then he has 
for twenty-one years the full and perfect use of a 
complete machine. These gentlemen, as the re- 
port states and as I know, found themselves at the 
end of fourteen years where ordinary inventors 
are when they get their patents—just ready to do 
something. Well then what did they say? They 
said “if we go on and take an extension of this 
patent now for seven years, we shall only have 
one-third of what is given to ordinary inventors; 
we will therefore ask the Congress of the United 
States to extend our patent for fourteen years, 
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and we will show them the reason why it ought 
to be done.” 

I will not dwell much upon the history of this | 
case, but I will briefly go over the points. They |; 
applied, as { stated in the report, in 1850, in time, || 
so that if Congress, in the ordinary course of legis- |} 
lation, had retused the patent, they could still have | 
gone to the Patent Office, and got an extension there 
forseven years. That extension, of course, would 
have been confined to the original patent, and 
would have been very far from doing them justice. 
The House of Representatives passed the bill in 
1850, and it came here to the Senate, but did not 
receive the action of this body. At the last Con- 
gress, as early, | think, as the 8th of February, 
1852, at any rate, early in that month, when | 
was a member of the House of Representatives, 
the House passed the bill. It remained herein the 
Senate during the whole of that long session, and 
was not touched. On the 25th of February, 1853, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin has shown, five 
or six days before the termination of the Con- 
gress, by dint of exertion, my distinguished col- 
league [Mr. Cass] and his associate at that time, 
[Mr. FeLcu,] got the consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill. It was at a time when we were 
surrounded by all the appropriation bills for the 
service of the country, and only five or six days 
of the session were left. We know that, under 
such circumstances, members are unwilling to 
attend to private interests at all; and it was only 
as a matter of courtesy to the Senators who 
occupied the floor at the time, that it came up at || 
all. The Senator from Wisconsin made just such |; 
a speech then, as he has made to-day. He fright- |; 
ened some men, not so much by what he said, as | 
by the manner in which he said it. He character- 
ized this as a transaction fraught with infamy of 
the deepest dye. He said that his own reapers 
in his own fields would be stopped if Congress 
passed the bill. Sir, ordinary courtesy would 
prevent the Senate from walking into the harvest 
field of the Senator from Wisconsin, and stopping 
his harvesting in the midst of harvest time, and 
letting bis grain go into the ground again. I was 
not a member of this body at tHat time, but I was 
inthe Chamber at the time, and. I listened to the 
Senator, and I confess I was as much amazed at 
his argument then as I have been to-day. 

That is the whole transaction up to that time. 
Here is a bona fide invention of a most important 
character, ready to be used profitably to the in- 
ventors, and they simply ask the privilege. Why 
shall it be refused ? 

The Senator says there is one portion of this 
bill that is wrong, because it seeks to renew what- 
ever was contained in the ‘* model, drawings, or 
specifications, instead of saying ‘the model, 
drawings, and specifications.”? I draw the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this fact, because I want the 
bill understood. [ want it to meet every objec- 
tion, and I wish to have the judgment of Senators 
on this question after it is thoroughly tested and 
understood. If it will not bear the light of examin- 
ation, far be it from me to ask them to pass the 
bill. But, sir, what are the facts? This was an 
invention patented in 1836. There was much less 
skill then in preparing specifications than there is 
now. Congress thought it necessary and proper 
to pass a general law, by which, when specifica- 
tions were imperfect, the inventors might yield 
them up and have anew hearing, and have em- 
braced within their patent whatever they were 
actually entitled to. 

Now, Mr. President, | ask the Senate—and I 
invite the especial attention of the Senators who 
are present—if they can conceive of a single inven- 
tion, which, in its character, would be less sus- 
ceptible of the practice of fraud than this one 
under the yielding up of the specifications and 
taking new ones? Here is an immense machine, 
Itis worked in the open field, where the whole 
community see it. It is not so complicated in its 
character but that every farmer can understand it. 
He can see every part of it; and, therefore, when 
the inventor undertakes to claim what he is not 
entitled to, you can produce a whole cloud of wit- 
nesses, as Many as were summoned to try George 
HI. at the bar of Paradise. Everybody, every 
farmer, could be called upon at once and say, ‘ I 
have seen this machine operate for five or six 
years, and there is no such thing in it.’ Any at- 
tempt at fraud in this way would be detected at 
once. The model has been burnt up. Who is to 


- 


| the biligives these men the whole range of eighteen | 


blame forthat? It was placed in the Patent Office i| ent in 1836. He may say so, beeause there is no 
of the United States, an insecure building. ‘Phe || claim that the original patent of 1836 interferes 


Office took fire and burnt up, and in that burning ` 
these men’s model was consumed. ‘They, there- | 
fore, must produce another model, and must re- 
sort to parol evidence to show its identity. Is 
there any other way known by which they can 
secure other evidence? Certainly not. Then 
where is the danger? If you give men what 
they have actually invented—for the bill, limits 
them to that—what they are the first and actually 
inventors of, has anybody else a right to it? I| 


ask the question, has anybody a right to what H 


these men invented? How did they get it? The | 
worst phase that can be put upon this matter is, | 
that it is not a question between these inventors 
and other inventors, but between these inventors 
and the public. Now, the Constitution says, in- | 
ventors shall be entided to the exclusive use of 
their own invention for a reasonable time. Is | 
there any other means of ascertaining what they 
invented than such agare provided for in this bill? | 
Certainly none at all. ! 

Again, objection is made to this bill because it | 
proposes to give these men what they invented ; 
while they were improving the machine. [ come, į 
now, to some places where it is necessary for me ! 


to correct the Senator from Wisconsin. He says, 
i 


years from tbe time they took out their patent to | 
this day.. That is a very great mistake. The bill | 


gives them the right to claim such original inven- | 


tions as they themselves made in perfecting thias: 
machine during the fourteen years while they held | 
the patent, and were actually perfecting it. That 
is the language of the bill. Here is a point to ; 
which I can bring the Senator to a demonstration | 
in argument. ‘The bill provides that this patent 
shall be renewed for the term of fourteen years 
from the 27th of June, 1850. It provides that the 
renewed patent shall include ‘ the improvements 
invented by them or either of them, in perfect- | 
ing said machine,’’—1 call particular attention to | 
this—*‘ from the date of their original patent to 
the day from which the same is hereby renewed i 
and extended.” That is, from the date of their | 
patent in June, 1836, to the time from which we 
now propose to extend it, June, 1850. 1 mention 
this for more purposes than one. I mention it to 
show that in the zeal, 1 may say the unparalleled | 
zeal with which the Senator from Wisconsin at- 
tacks this measure every time he gets a chance at 
it, and in his zeal to characterize its enormity, he 
has overlooked the express language of the bill, 
Sir, what is there unreasonable in the proposi- 
tion? These men, as f have said, were necessarily 
engaged in perfecting their machine. Wherever 
they found it defective, they had to make a new 
invention. 
Here is another fact to which I will refer in this | 
connection. If these men were of the character 
that the Senator from Wisconsin seeks to satisfy 
the Senate they are, mere blood-suckers upon the ; 
producing community, they would have gone on | 
and patented those liule inventions for improve- | 
ments as fast as they made them. They would j 
have done what has been done by some others in 
this country, whom I could name, who are under- | 
taking to get great éclat before the community, and | 


ents for a part of the identical machine originally į 
patented. But, sir, | can tell the Senator from | 
‘Wisconsin that there isa wide distinction between | 
these individuals and some others. ‘They are hon- 
est men. They were seeking in this invention to | 
give to the community the most valuable machine | 
that has been invented, and were not stopping | 
every year or two to take out a separate patent | 
for an arrangement of a seat, or for a mere divid- į 
ing iron running through between the grain to be | 
cut and the standing grain. They did not deal in | 
that sort of small fry fer the purpose of laying | 
their fangs on original and honest inventors, and | 
thereby taxing the community. They are a dif- | 
ferent class of men from that. As I said before, | 
they kept on perfétting their machine. The bill 
i 
H 
f 
t 
| 
{ 
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| proposes to give them an extension for such im- | 


provements as they made in perfecting it. Why 
is this necessary? Without this provision, the 
extension is good for nothing. 

The Senator from Wisconsin may well tell the 
Senate that he is perfectly willing that their ori- | 
ginal patent shall be extended for the crude and | 


imperfect machine for which they took out a pat- | 


| 

| 

| 

> { 
every two or three years are taking out new pat- ji 
1 

| 

| 


i 
i 
| 


i| or $300. 


‘from Wisconsin, which 1 wish to notice. 


| of such a thing? 


with certain other claims which, but for the agents 
of some men, would not trouble the Senate. I 
wish Senators to understand that if Moore & Has- 
call simply asked for an extension of their original 
patent, men who have made $300,000 or $400,060 
out of their inventions would not be here to-day, 
battling this bill as this is contested. There is the 
cause; there is the difficulty. 1 say these people 
may well say they do not object to the extension 
of the original patent. 

Now, sir, | ask—and I ask it with some sort of 
confidence and not a little of reeling—if, when the 
Senate of the United States is presented with a 
bill which is simply to put these men on a footing 
with others, which is to give them a patent for 
what they shallactuaily prove, after notice and full 
hearing, that they originally invented, itcan, with 
propriety, be characterized as an enormous propos 
sition? Sir, [know something about this matterz= 
I know a little about the agencies; | know a little 
about the propelling power; and, sir, I can say to 
you that I know on some subjects a little more 
than l wish to know. 

But, sir, my object is to call the attention of the 
Senate item by item to this transaction; and I ask 
now why should not Moore & Hascall have in- 
cluded within this extension of their patent for 
fourteen years, theimprovements which they shall 
prove by valid, incontrovertible testimony, they 
are entitled to as original inventors? Can any- 
body tell me? 

There are some other remarks of the Senatar 
He 
says the report shows that these men have not 
been remunerated because they have never sold a 
machine, and be says, in no legitimate way can 
they ever be remunerated because they never can 
sella machine. Let melook at that argument for 
a moment. Take the case of an inventor perfect- 
ing his machinein a secret room; amachine which 
he can take into his own room, and there perfect 
without the world knowing anything of it; would 
he go about selling that machine before he had 
patented and perfected it? Did anybody ever hear 
Have not Moore & Hascall 
been precisely in that condition under their ori- 
ginal patent? Could they, as honest men, go and 
seek to sell patent rights over the country when 
those rights were imperfect, and whey a machine 
built according to the original patent would not be 
of any actual service to the builder or the vendee 
of the right? They would have been disgraced 
before the community if they had attempted it. 
They stand now ready to sell. At the expiration 
of the term of their patent they stand in the same 
condition where other inventors begin—just ready 
to sell and make something. That disposes of 
the whole objection as to why they cannot sell, It 
is because they would not sell an imperfect and 
useless machine. 

Again, the Senator says it costs $1,600 to build 
one of these machines. “So far from that being 
the case, it costs but $600. There is a mistake 
of $1,000, nearly two thirds of the calculation. I 
am speaking that which I know. lt costs these 
men now $600 to build one of these machines; and 
no doubt improvements can be made in machinery, 
by which they can be built at a less price. 

Mr. President, [Mr. Weer occupying the 
chair,] you know something about agriculture in 
the northern and northwestern States, and you 
will appreciate what I am about to say, What 
does this machine embrace? A threshing machine 
which costs $200 or $300 by itself. 1 will not speak 
positively, but my recollection is that you cannot 
buy a good threshing machine now short of $200 
That is embraced within this machine. 
It bas a fanning mill also embraced in it, and re- 
member that it has not only to be embraced but 
to be coupled with the other machinery, and it has 
to be so made that it can stand; for you know if you 
take the horse-power, which will carry a threshing 
machine, and apply it to an ordinary fanning mill, 
you would tear it all to pieces. Therefore the 
machine has to be so geared and regulated that 
you can have power enough to thresh, which 
takes eight horses, and you must regulate that 
power so that it shall propel the threshing ma- 
chine, propel the wheels of the whole machine in 
the field, propel the power to cut; and yet be so 
delicately arranged that it cannottear the fanning 
mill all to pieces. A fanning mili can be turned 


in any man’s hands; so that the difficulty of com- 
bining heavy machinery with it can readily be 
seen. 

This machine, so far from taking sixteen horses 
takes but twelve; so far from costing $1,600, it 
costs but 600, and Mr. Moore is of opinion that 
improvements can be made in the manner of 
building it, so that he can build it at a cost of not 
over $400—very little more than a single threshing 
machine now costs, lam not a very rash man, 
especially in pecuniary matters; but I should be 
willing to enter into a covenant in order to relieve 
my. friend from Wisconsin, for I certainly would 
not injure him, and } will give good security, that 
if this bill be passed by the Congress of the United 
States, and everything which the inventors claim 
under it shall be given to them by patent, neither 
his.reaper, nor the reaper of any other man in the 
field, shall be couched or stopped. 

Mr. WALKER. It will not be because it can- 

` not be done under the bill, p ` ; 

Mr. STUART. I say it will be because it 
cannot be done under the bill, Why, sir, Hus- 
sey’s reaper was patented before this, and has 
been in operation all the time, and nobody ever 
dreamt that. the two came in opposition or sought 
to stop that. Nobody has ever contested a suit 
with Hussey—nobody has ever brought a suit with 
Hussey—seeking to show, either as plaintiff or 
defendant, that there was any collision between his 
invention and Moore & Hascall’s. Talk about 
Stopping reapers in the harvest fields of the coun- 
try! Thatargument cannot betouched with logic, 


becausethereis no beginning and no end to it. These | 
men expressly said in their original patent that į 


they did not claim the invention of a threshing 
machine. Such machines have been used for 

ears. Nobody holds .a patent for them now. 

hey do not claim it. 
the inventors of a fanning-mill. They donot claim 
to be the inventors of a rake. They do notclaim 
to be the inventors of the cart-wheels by which 
this machinery is propelled. 
they have combined these threshing powers and 
cleaning powers with certain cutting apparatus 
which they have invented, so as to secure a pat- 
entable machine. Why, sir, talk about stopping 
threshing machines, and stopping fanning mills, 
and stopping reapers! The thing isan absurdity. 


They do not claim to be | 


But they claim that ;į 


There is no doubt about one thing, and I do | 


not seek to disguise it here; and, as the Senator 
has given the notice that he is going very exten- 
sively into this argument, [ will say to him that, 
if he chooses to touch that branch of the- ques- 
tion, I shall be delighted to meet bim, not on ac- 
count of any particular prowess that I claim for 
myself, but because *‘ truth is mighty and will 
prevail;”’ and is nowhere more certain to prevail 
than in the Senate of the United States. Jt is not 
denied that other individuals do claim, in respect 


to the cutting apparatus, what Moore & Hascall : 


claim. Hussey does not claim it. As I said be- 


sought to obtain glory, reputation, and éc ât over 
the inventions of Moore & Hascall, and Hussey. 
I will ask” my friend from Maryland, {Mr. 
Pearce,] if he has time, to look into it and he 
will find that Flussey is an original, true, and 


meritorious inventor, entitled to the tharks of the | 


find | 


whole agricultural community. He will 


Moore & Hascall to be of the same class. But, 


sir, he will find that the man who went to Eng-: 


land, and sought to carry off everything by éclat, 


has never invented a machine of this character at | 


all. He has invented nothing. I do not seek to 
involve myself in any controversy about other 
machines; but I dare meet the Senator on this 
point, Ispeak on this question to my fellow Sen- 
ators here with a little feeling for this reason: 
Moore & Hascall have expended $30,000 in in- 


venting the only machine that will operate. They | 
are the sole inventors of the sickle applied as they | 


apply it—in a manner that is worth anything. 
MeCormick’s machine will not work unless he 
can use Moore & Hascall’s sickle. 

Now, sir, what do I ask in this bill? Task, 
and Í appeal to my fellow Senators, if it is not fair 
to these constituents of mine, that they shall 
have leave to go to the Patent Office, and file a 


specification of what they claim to be the original |! 
inventors of; that the Commissioner of Patents 


i ordinary tribunal, aud in twenty minutes show 


li and, Ì say, inasmuch as the machine is of such 
‘| doors, and niust inevitably have been always open 


fore, there is no collision with Hussey ’s machine; || 
but there are persons in the country who have | 


| Senator's reaper, and I have done. 


| Cormick, and Atkinson, and anybody and every- 

! body, may come in, and see whether Moore & | 
i Hascall are the original inventors of this machine 

| or not. And now let me inquire, what does the 

| argument of the Senator from Wisconsin go to 

| show? Either that there will be an investigation || 
| which will be fair, and will secure to these mén 
| what belongs to them, or else that thë Senate has 
| to come to the conclusion that the Commissioner 
t 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


| of Patents and the judge of the court to whom the 
! appeal may be taken, are not entitled to the com- 
mon confidence of the community. What room 
ig there for these sweeping declarations and de- 
i nunciations, when the bill is guarded? I re- 
| peat, Moore & Hascall must prove, according to 
it, that they are the original inventors of every- 
i thing they claim, or they cannot have the exten- 
‘sion. What is the effect of it? 
and I will state it. It is to save all question of 
‘abandonment to these men while they have been | 
‘applying to Congress; that is all. They have | 
been since 1850 urging Congress to pass this bill; 
: and it is therefore so framed as not to allow this 
time to be pleaded against them, and thereby to 
make out an abandonment of their inventions. 
That is the whole thing, and it is all there is of it. 
Ig there any reason against it? 
| Mr. President, the fact cannot be concealed that 
| there are moving causes against this measure, 
; which do not fall within the line of legitimate ar- 
| gument or defense. 1 know what those causes 
‘are. I know how a thing may be misrepresented. ! 
I know how a continual dropping will wear out a 
rock, and I know how a continual dropping of 
remarks into the ears of Senators and members of 
the House of Representatives will prejudice the 
| best human mind before the owner is aware of it. 


been presented to the world before, the plainest 
man, humble as myself, could go before any 


| that there never was a more meritorious case 
| presented to the consideration of man. I have, 
| Mr. President, sought to show that from the fact 
: that the original model was burnt, from the fact 
that there can be no room for fraud, because this 
is a machine which works out of doors and in the 


just as they might have done originally at the |: 
| Patent Office, and surrendered them up. Any 

man can go and surrender up his specifications, 

file new ones, test the case anew, and take out a 

patent according to his new specifications. It is | 
an every-day occurrence at the Patent Office. 
The patentee, by this course, only subjects him- 
i self to prove that he is the original inventor of 
what he claims under his amended specifications. 
Now, this bill proposes to do that in this case; 


magnitude, that all its operations were out of | 

> . > . 1 
before farmers, plain men, mechanics, honest 
men, is there any danger of the practice of a fraud | 


i there a case in which parol evidence could be re- 


other class of machines? I think not; and I think 
that all question ought to be removed as to who 
are the original inventors. 

I have sought to show that these men must be 
entitled to what they invented in perfecting the | 
machine, or else you do them no justice what- i 
ever. 


hings which you invented, while you were trying. 
| your machine in your room, perfecting it, and i 
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A few words more in reference to stopping the 


I mean to be fair, .|; 


| But if this were a new question, if it never had |: 
| 


i 


eyes of everybody, there is no danger in allowing i 
the inventors in this case to specify their claims, :' 


H 
sorted to with such safety in reference, to any if 
li 


| 
i 
i upon the community, or upon other inventors? Is j 
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| none is pretended. Mr. McCormick is making 
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You may as well say to every inventor, |: 
‘we will give you your original crude idea; but the || 
ft 


' chine and its improvements. 


| Senate longer upon this question. 
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reapers under two patents, one of which he tool 


| out in 1845, and which, as I claim, is for the sickle 


that Moore & Hascall commenced using in 1836. 


į But he took it out in 1845, and it has fourteen 


years from that time to run. How is the reaper 
to be stopped, if it cannot be stopped now? Mr. 
McCormick is taking his patent fees under his 
patent of 1845, and will continue to take them for 
fourteen years from that time, and no man can 
build a reaper and use that sickle, during those 
fourteen years, unless he pays McCormick a patent 
fee. How, then, l ask, is any man’s reaper to be 
stopped, if this bill passes, that cannot be stopped 
without the bill?) The only point in dispute is as 
to that sickle. lsay McCormick holds a patent 
for it running for fourteen years from 1845. We - 
claim that he has no right to it. We claim that it 
is an invention of these men, and that they are 
entitled to it, and ought to have the emoluments 
growing out of it. The bill proposes to put them 
in a condition where they can contest that ques- 


i tion. They cannotconte:t it now. Suppose some 


man has a suit with McCormick, and proves that 
Moore & Hascall invented the sickle; he defeats 
McCormick, but does not help Moore & Hascall; 
he gives the property to the public, makes it free, 
but that does not remunerate the real inventors. 
How stand these real inventors? Thirty thousand 
dollars out of pocket. They are men who claim, 
for themselves, to be meritorious; and they are 
men whom I claim, on my responsibility as a man 
and a Senator, to be meritorious. I speak from 
knowledge. They are my neighbors. This thing 
has been done in my community. It haa been 
done where I know all about it, if I know any- 


| thing. Therefore I say, after an expenditure of 


$30,000 out of pocket, these men ask the Congress 
of the United States simply to put them into a 
osition where they can contest with McCormick, 
or anybody else, the question of whether they 
are or are not the original inventors of this ma- 
Why not do it? 
Mr. President, 1 cannot cansent to detain the 
I hope that 
nothing may be said, under the notice that the 
Senator from Wisconsin has given us, which shall 
make it necessary for me to say more; but such 
is my belief in the honesty of this transaction; 
such is my knowledge of its honesty and of its 
merit; such is my belief of the duty of Congress 
to enable these men to get remuneration, that, if 
it shall be necessary for me to answer any other 
argument which may be thrown out, I shall ask 
the courtesy of the Senate to do so. I trust it 
may not be necessary todo so. But I hope to see, 
though late in the day, something like justice done 
to these men. 

Mr. WALKER obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. DAWSON, who moved that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 


ee i 
The motion was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

On motion, it was . 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed a bill to 
authorize a register to be issued to the steamer El 
Paraguay by a new name. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, i 
On motion by Mr. DAWSON, the Senate pro- 


|| ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Frivay, May 19, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
STEAMER EL PARAGUAY. 
Mr. FULLER. [ask the unanimous consent 


Mr. Hussey || of the House to report a bill from the Committee” 


shall then give notice to the whole world: that is making reapers under a patent. As I have al- ji on Commerce, and to have it put upon its paa- 
these tuings.are claimed, so that Hussey, and Mo- |! ready said, thera ia no collision with him, and !' sage. It is a bill te authorize the Secretary of the 


1854. T 


It is right. There will be no 
objection. 

No objection being made, the biH was intro- 
duced, and read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows: i 

A bill to authorize a register to be issued to the 
steamer El Paraguay by a new name. 

Mr. FULLER. I move that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was subse- 
quently read the third time, and passed. 

MEDALS STRUCK BY AUTHORITY. 

Mr. DAWSON asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion; which was read, as follows: 

Resulved, That the Secretary of the Treasury de, and he 
is hereby, requested. to communicate to this House copies 
of any reports he may have received from the director of 
the Mint, touching the condition of dies of medals struck 
by authority of Congress in commemoration of patriotic 
services and national events, and of the propriety of estab- 
lishing in the Mint a medal department, for collecting and 
preserving such dies, and of authorizing impressions to be 
made in bronze for distribution among the States, or-oth- 
erwise, under such regulations as may be prescribed for the 
same. 

There being no objection, the resolution was. 
adopted. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is a committee in the 
Senate which has now under consideration a sub- 
ject which has: been referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means in this House, embraced in the 
petition and papers of the officers of the peniten- 
tiary for the District of Colutnbia. lask the per- 
mission of the House to withdraw those papers 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, in order 
that they may be referred to the committee of the 
Senate. 

No objection was made, and leave was accord- 
ingly granted. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. WALKER. I find in the proceedings of 
the House on Monday, at a point of time just 
previous to taking the final question upon the 
adoption of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Minois, (Mr. Ricnarvson,] that I am represented 
as having moved to lay that resolution upon the 
table. The record is in these words: 

bi Mr. WaLker. I moveto lay that proposition upon the 
table. 

Phe SPEAKER. 
oforder.” ` 

1 beg leave to say that I made no such motion. 
I was not within the bar of the House when 
that motion purports to have been made; and if I 
had been, I believe I am the last man ‘upon this 
floor to make such a motion. l 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. OLps in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on yesterday, it had under consideration House 
bill (No. 236) for the organization of the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska; and upon that 
bill the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Caurcu- 
WELL] has the floor. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL said, having made up 
his mind on this subject, he would not have risen 
to address the committee to-day but for the bold 
and defiant manner in which one of his colleagues 
had invited him to the tournament. 

In the course of his remarks, he said the very 
principle which the House were asked to acknowl- 
edge was established as a permanent principle by 
our fathers when they framed the Constitution of 
the country, He replied to the remarks of Mr. 
Cutiom, saying he believed, before Heaven, and 
he should be a coward if he did not assert it—he 
would not bea Tennesseean if he did not assert it 
—that Tennessee was the first State, after the 
formation of the Federal Constitution, which came 
into the Union with a slavery clause in her cen- 
stitution. He thought that the honor of his State 
would have been better defended if his colleague 


The Chair decides the. motion is out 


effect upon themselves, and that the members from 
the North, before the hour had arrived for decid- 
ing the question, would hear such a voice from 
their constituents as would induce them to oppose 
it. He felt fortified in this hope when, by a com- 


manding vote of the House, the bill of the Senate | 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and that, too, after it had 
been announced to the House and the country 
that such a reference would be equivalent to the 
defeat of the measure. 

Representing, as he did, the district of James 
Tallmadge, the mover of the Missouri restriction 
in this House, and the district, home, and burial 
place of Smith Thompson, a member of the Cabi- 
net of Mr. Monroe, who, in writing, gave his 
opinion that the Missouri compromise was con- 
stitutional, he could not but say in public what 
he had always said in private, that this was a bill 
to be denounced rather than to be discussed. 

Having adverted to the important public busi- 


ness which had been set aside to bring the bill | 


under consideration before the committee, he de- 
clared that this was a measure to be resisted by 
all'the parliamentary tactics which the minority 
were capable of using, and for the reason that no 
member of this Congress had been elected for the 
purpose of disturbing this Missouri compromise. 
f members had been elected on this issue, he 
would have yielded to the will of the majority, 
without anything more than a silent vote. He 
proposed that they now abandon this bill, and go 
on with the ordinary business of legislation, and 
let the people elect to the next Congress men who 
would be competent truly to represent, the opin- 
ions of their constituency on this question. 

He denied that the bill contained the doctrine 
of popular sovereignty, and termed it a double- 
faced bill. He contended that the Missouri com- 
promise was constitutional, and declared that the 


| North bad always stood up for it, and would be 
| willing to abide by it to the end of time. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, a stern 
sense of duty to myself and my constituents com- 
pels me to address this committee for the purpose 
of giving some of the reasons which control my 
vote upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill. 

When the bil] was first introduced into the Sen- 
ate, and before! had examined it, supposing it con- 
tained the principles which its friends claimed forit, 
I was predisposed in its favor, and I so expressed 
myself to my friends. As the bill began to attract 
the attention of the country, and petition after peti- 


tion against its passage was laid upon your table; | 


when men of the South rose in their places in this 
Hall and in the Senate, and conjured their brethren: 


to maintain in its integrity the faith plighted to the | 


North: and when the bill had assumed a definite 
shape, then, sir, F felt the urgent necessity of 
a most thorough and careful examination of the 
bill. I made it; and I arose with the conviction 


| that I could never give my support to this bill 


without doing violence to my oath and my con- 
science. Sir, I believe in the sanctity of compro- 
mises. I believe that their maintenance in all their 
length and breadth, their height and depth, is the 


i only conservator of the union of these States; and 


believing thus, I can never sanction, by my vote, 


who dare-assert they are inconsistent, libel the: 
God men of those trying crise# that gave them’ 
; birth, and the avowal of such sentiments in ‘the 
campaign of 1852 would have committed ‘then: to 
the rack of public opinion until there wae note 
: whole bone left in their bodies. eet 
:_ This bill does not carry out the doctrine of non- 
| intervention, inasmuch as it takes from the people 
|| the source of all power, the right to choose their 
|| own officers, and makes their legislation subject: to` 
f 
{ 
i 


! the revision and veto ofthe mere creature of the 
; Federal Executive. 1 believe, sir, in the language: 
of the last Baltimore convention: 
€ That Congress has no power under the Constitution to 
interfere with or contro) the domestic institutions of the 
several States, and that such States are the sole and proper 
judges of everything appertaining:to their own affairs, not 
prohibited by, the Constitution; thatall efforts of the Aboli- 
i tionists or others made to induce Congress (o interfere with 
; questions of slavery, or to take inéipient steps in relation 
; thereto, are calculated to lead to the most alarming and dan -- 
i gerous consequences; and-thar all sach efforts have an in- 
ii evitable tendeney to diminish the happiness of the people 
i| and endanger the stability and permanency of the Union, 
i and ought not to be countenanced by any friend of our po- 
' Htieal institutions. : 

“That the foregoing proposition covers, and was intended: 
| to embriee, the whole subject of slavery agitation in Con- 
: gress; and therefore the Democratie party of the Union, 

standing on this national platform, will abide by ayd-adhere 
| to a faithful exeeation of the acts known as the compro~ 
mise measures, settled by the last Congress, the * act for 
reclaiming fugitives from service or labor? included: which 
act, being designed to carry out an express provision of the. 
Constitution; cannot with fidelity thereto-be repeated or 30» 
changed as to destroy or impair its: efficiency, 

“hat the Democratic party will. resist allattempts at res 
į newing, in Congress or out of it, the agitayon of the slavery 
į question, under whatever shape or color the attempt may 
| be made.” 
|| Elected. upon that platform, pledged to resist 
i! agitation, I cannot and will not stultify myself 
by giving this bill my vote. I wish itto be dist 
tinctly understood that I do not oppose this bill 
because it is an Administration measure. JT am con- 
trolled by higher, holier, and loftier motives. I 
am controlled by the oath I took before entering 
j on my duties, and the dictates of my conscience. 
! These, sir, are influences before which Presi- 
| dents sink into insignificance, Cabinets become as 
| nothing, and the insane ambition of presidential 
i aspirants dwindles into besotted igor Sir, did 
| IE believe this measure right; did 1 believe this 
| bill would give lasting peace to the country; di 
| I -believe that it carried out the doctrine of non- 
ji intervention and the right of self-government; that 
|i the repeal of the Missouri compromise was not 
|| affirmative intervention, legalizing and legislating. 
ij slavery into territory now free, before God, who 
is my judge, E would vote for it. I would give it 
ila most cordial and hearty support. The threats 
‘of political death could not intimidate me. The 
(frowns of my constituents would not awe me. 
{l The fact of its heing an Administration measure 
‘| would not swerve me from my duty. Tf right, E 
li would support it, although fifty recreant: Presi- 
i; dents, and as many imbecile Cabinets, stood at its 
|| back. If my conscience approved it, in the lan- 
guage of the immortal Jackson, *noearthly power 
could drive me from my position,” for ] believe I 
i! would be standing upon the immutable principles 
|. of justice. X 

Sir, I came into political life upon the compro- 
mises of 1850. I supported them as a measure of 
: adjustment between the North and the South— 
foremost and ever, early and late, in good repute 
and bad repute, in prosperity and adversity, Í 
have upheld the compromise measures of 1850. [ 
| have proclaimed their sanctity; I venerate them 
l: as the savior of our country from an impending 
nd awful ruin; and with the same feelings, actu- 
ted by the same motives, believing in the saving 
efficacy and binding force of the compromise of 
1820, I will uphold it so long as God gives me 
strength; and if fall I must, Pwish no more glo- 
rious fate than to go down in defense of the com- 
i! promises of the Constitution, upon which this 
: Union is based, and without which this Union can- 
i notexist, Such a fate, sir, | court. . 

Mr. BENSON. As one of the Representa- 
tives of the State of. Maine, whose admission 
into the Union is and forever must be associated 
in history with the enactment of the Missouri 
compromise; and. whose people are strongly at- 


ji 
‘i 
iy 


either directly or indirectly, the repeal of the | tached to that safeguard of freedom, and coming 
compromise of 1820. I believe, sir, that the com- |! from a district more thoroughly opposed to the 
promise measures of 1850 affirm and indorse the | extension of slavery than any other in my State, 
compromise of 1820; that they. do. not elash- or l; I have felt it to be my- duty to miy constituents 
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to present their views, as expressed in primary. 
meetings, public assemblies, and in remonstrances 
which have been*presented to this House, against 
the passage of the measure now under considera- 
tion—a measure which, in my judgment, was 
unealied for by the slave States, which is unjust to 
the free States, and which must be injurious to 
the nation, 

For this purpose, as you are aware, Mr. Chair- 
man, | have sought frequently to obtain the floor, 
but without success. My health to-day is not suffi- 
ciently good to enable me now tosay what } would 
like to say on this subject. [can do neither the 
subject nor myself justice, And I therefore pro- 
pose to take the course which many other genile- 
men have pursued, and. to avail myself of the 
press, if l see fit so to do, to communicate my 
sentiments to those who are interested to know 
what they are. If 1 desire to do so, I shall take it 
for granted that I will be permitted to print what 
J have to say. 

Mr. WALSH took the floor. 

Several Mempers. Come up the aisle, where 
we can bear you. 

Mr. WALSH. I do not desire, Mr. Chair- 
man, to leave my seat, as a good many gentlemen 
have done, and taken their position up the aisle, 
thereby promising a good deal, and not perform- 
ing very much: (Laughter.] 1 do not wish to raise 
expectations too high. 

Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, 
if I had consulted my own desire, l should havecon- 
tented myself with a silent vote on this question. 
And it is only now, in compliance with the wishes 
and requests of other gentlemen, that I have con- 
sented to say a few words. Iam, however, backed 
up and strengthened in doing so by the fact that 
some of my colleagues from New York have also 
availed themselves of the same opportunity. 

Sir, I do not need to stand here and make any 
speech in vindication of my course. ‘Thatis known, 
not only to the people of my district, but to the peo- 
ple of the whole country. I have not been a man 
of idle and empty professions; I have been one 
of performances; and every act of my life has 
proved the sincerity of my motives. When f was 
elected to represent my district in Congress, | was 
asked for no pledges—no pledges but my past life 
and my present conduct. The people of my dis- 
dict knew me, and E believe they knew the worst 
side of me before they learned the other. [Laugh- 
ter. 

This bill, designed to give organic law to the 
people of Kansas and Nebraska, has been so thor- 
oughly discussed, that it would be presumptuous 
on my part to undertake to throw any new light 
upon it, or to illustrate the history of the meas- 
ure, which seems to form a great and leading ob- 
stacle to certain Democrats in this Fouse. 

It was discussed thoroughly and ably by those 
on the side of the question upon which I stand— 
by the gentleman from Georgia, weeks and weeks, 
if not months ago; and f will not attempt to trav- 
erse the ground over again, for the purpose of 
speaking for my constituents. Whenever 1 speak 
for them, I speak to them, 1 never write out 
speeches. I never correct one; and I never carea 
straw what becomes of them after they have been 
made. 

Sir, the history of the Missouri compromise, | 
shall, as | said before, not attempt to discuss. 1 
care not what proud array of names may be 
now brought forward to give sanctity to, or to 
perpetuate its existence. Itis enough for me to 
know that its enactment was a violation, anda 

ross one, of the Constitution of the United States, 
ff it were a compromise at all, it was a compro- 
mise of that glorious instrument. 

Sir, the constitutional convention was the place 
for compromises. ft was at once the birth-place 
and thegrave ofall compromises. Sir, the Federal 
Constitution is the organic law of this land. His 
a solemn compact between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the several States, under which the rel- 
ative powers of each are properly guarded; and 
no Congress, no thousand Congresses, no tacit, 


cowardly assent upon the part of any one, can. 


make a violation of its humblest provision binding 
upon posterity. 


The course pursued by the opponents of this, 


dill is well known to every man throughout the 
land. The hurried and imperious manner in 
which it was sent to the Committee of the Whole, 
under the spur of the previous question, without 


i 


| these trumpet-tones of the people of which gentle- 


| the matter in charge, that on a certain day he 


| something about the people; not the people who 


an opportunity of saying one word in reply— | 
without the opportunity of asking a single ques- | 
tion—is well known. When that act was done, || 
then came the exultation of all the Federalistsand || 
Abolitionists, from one end of the country to the | 
other, over the supposed death of the Kansas and | 
Nebraska bill. it 

What achangecame over the spirit of those gen- 
tlemen, when they saw that bill quietly, without 
any ostentation, without any underhanded, sneak 
ing, or unmanly advantage, rescued from the obliv- 
ion to which they thought to have effectually con- 
signed it! What their consternation when they 
heard a notice given here by a gentleman who had 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
l 


would move to take it up; and then heard him 
state the purpose of the motion which he would | 
make! 

What then was the course of the opponents of 
this bill after it was extricated? Here we sat up 
for thirty-six hours in a parliamentary contest į 
unprecedented almost in our legislative history. 

I do not know but that the physical endurance 
of that contest may have been a very great trial 
to some gentlemen, but to one who had gone | 
through the drilling which t have, it was a source 
of infinite amusement. [Laughter.] Sir, thirty- 
six hours to a person who had slept in engine bunk 
houses, and gone through the “coffee and cake 
shop” test, seeing who could set up the latest and | 
the longest, it was a matter of refreshing amuse- 
ment; while I saw those who were the loudest and 
most determined to sit it out, stretched out, and } 
covered up with cloaks and shawls. (Laughter.] | 

Now, sir, the whole of that scene was grossly 
misrepresented, as everything upon this side of 
the question has been. As a single illustration of 
the gross perversion which has taken place with 
regard to it, J will simply refer to an account ofa 
little night scene which took place between the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Epmunpson]} and 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr, Camrseut,] which 
reminded me very forcibly of a model artist estab- 
lishment in Canal street, where men work in a 
stuble during the day and represent the gods at 
night. The one is represented by a telegraphic ; 
dispatch as rushing down upon the other armed 
to the teeth, like Sampson slaying the Philistines. 
Why, sir, so far from carrying a knife or pistol, 
he never carried a tailor’s bodkin, The other is 
represented as standing with his arms thrown 
behind him in a position similar to that of Ajax 
detying the lightning. [Great laughter.} 

Now, sir, trom the commencement of this dis- | 
cussion, what were the appeals that were made to 
gentlemen upon our side of the question? Were 
they such as should be made by one honorable 
man to another; or were they the appeals made 
to a craven dog? Appeals to the fears of gentle- 
men? And we have heard about the trumpet-voice 
of the people. The people! I happen to know | 


have learned their politics in liveried carriages, nor 
in their furnished parlors; but, sir, I happen to 
know something about the people of this land in 
the position of cabin boy,and of deck hand upon | 
the Mississippi, of fireman, working bureheaded 
and barefooted. [am in the position of a man 
who never had a dollar from the earnings of any 
human being but myself. [, sir, cannot be accused 
of pandering toarrogance. I, sir, cannot be justly 
accused of pandering to the slave power. | have 
never three times in my life known what if was 
to be worth two hundred dollars. [ have always 
been the employee, and never the employer. Sir, 
l am no lover of oppression. I am no lover 
of wrong. I never oppressed any human being 
upon earth. No man, woman, or child on the 


i to it while they remained with it. 


face of God’s broad earth ever can point to meas 
the author of their wrong. Sir, from whence come 


men speak? Trampet-tones! They would be far 
better characterized as penny-whistle sereeches. | 
{Laughter.] { know the men who have figured in | 
these meetings at the North. I knew them when į 
they exhibited the same hostility to theannexation 
of Texas. Others, who have known them longer | 
than I have, have known them in their opposition | 
to every single solitary stride that the Democratic 
party has made in its onward march; every effort | 
it has made to advance the prosperity and glory of į 
this noble country; other men have known them | 
in their inveterate opposition to every square inch | 
or acre of territory which has been added to the í 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


[Loud and prolonged laughter.] 
this is no subject of laughter. 
ter.} 

Wherever you hear of meetings called irrespect- 
ive of party, it simply means a congregation of all 
the factions and fag-ends of faction throughout the 
land, who hate and detest the success of the Demo- 
cratic party. Thatisthe whole sum and substance 
of it. Sir, an appeal to any gentleman’s fears is 
an argument far more worthy of a mock auction 
shop and its denizens, than men who are repre- 
senting constituencies in the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States. For one, lam free to confess that I 
am ready to declare that, whenever my constituents 
feel disposed to change their Representative, and 
look around for one more in accordance with their 
views, l shall feel—particularly if it shouldbe on 
a question like this—that I have cut loose from a 
degenerate set of individuals, and that it is a sign 
they have sadly backslided during my absence. 
[Great laughter.] ` The duty of a man, no matter 
how humble, no matter how elevated the,position 
to which he has been advanced, is to perform the 
requirements of that position to the utmost of his 
ability, and in strict keeping with the promptings 
of an honest conscience; to do it utterly, and con- 
temptuously disregardful of any effect it may 
exercise on his own immediate or prospective 
destiny. 

It has, it is true, been, and .I regret to say it, 
the misfortune of the Democratic party to have 
nursed the reputation of men who were an honor 
It has been 
the misfortune of the Democratic party to have 
given the jewel of its affection to men who have 
subsequently, for the purpose of gratifying their 
own unjust malice and disappointed ambition, used 
it to the disadvantage of that. party whose only 
crime had been that of having been too munifi- 
cently bountiful towards them. But, sir, let the 
record of all history tell those gentlemen that the 
Democratic party can strike down effectually and 
forever any man, or any number of men, no mat- 
ter what their elevation, no matter What halo may 
hang around their names, who turn recreant to 
it, and form coalitions with its enemy in its hour 
of peril and trial. 

Mr. Chairman, another charge which has been 
made here is, that every man who came up to the 
support of a measure which is based on the fan- 
damental principles of the Democratic party, and 
the principle which stood forth at the formation 


[Renewed laugh- 


of the Consticution with those who advocated it, 


had to encounter the same opposition to the dif- 
fusion of power among the people. 

But, sir, in those days there were no political 
cowards. The Federalists of that day, erroneous 
as may have been their principles, disdained con- 
eealment. They were men of high and lofty 
daring—men who disdained to sail under cover of 
a pretext into any triumph. Sir, there were too 
many men in that day, thank God! whose ampu- 
tated limbs and war-scarred bodies bore testimony 
to the part which they had taken in that long, 
dreary, and desperate struggle of the oppressed 
against the oppressors; there were too many wid- 
ows and orphans, whose protectors had been slain 
in that fearful struggle, and too many unburied 


| patriot’s bones still bleaching upon our battle- 


fields, to permit of their succeeding in their nefa- 
rious purposes. At every stage of our progress, 
we have met the same opposition. We have met 
it under other pretexts and in other forms, but 
with the same intention. Sir, when gentlemen say 
that the Administration controls the votes of gen- 
tlemen who stand by the principles of their whole 
lives in sustaining this measure, I would ask them 
to look at the records ofeach. It comes with a 


li bad and miserable grace from men the records of 


whose whole lives, from their cradles to the pres- 
ent hour, has been one unbroken exhibition of 
selfishness and toadyism, to attempt to accuse 
other men of it who have never yet been guilty of 
a mean or dishonorable action. 

Sir, I have been worse treated by this Admin- 
istration than any man upon this floor, All my 
friends have been worse treated. There is nota 


1854. 
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single, solitary friend of mine who has not been | 
ostracized by the present Administration.. But if 
other gentlemen can afford to gratify their hostility | 
towards the Administration by striking through |; 
the sacred and venerated principles of the Demo- ji 
craie party, [, for one, have not the courage, or | 
perhaps I ought to say, the baseness, to follow 
them, 
a ship which contains some five hundred men—el 


many among them being your nearest and dearest || 


friends—for the purpose of reaching its com- | 
mander, to whom you are opposed. I will follow 
no such example. The position that I now oc- 
cupy is the position that | have always occupied— 
it is the position that every an claiming to rep- 
resent the national Democracy affected to be in 
favor of at the commencement of this session, 
when Mr. DoveLras’s bill was first introduced. I 
recollect, very distinctly, that we talked over the i 
matier,and decided to offer an amendment to. that : 
bill in its then shape, repealing, in emphatic and | 
direct terms, the Missouri compromise. If any | 
gentleman entertained a different sentiment, he 
did not express it upon that occasion. I stand, 
sir, now where I stood in 1848, when I traversed 
almost every county of my State, and other 
States too, to sustain the principle of self-govern- 
ment, as get forth in the Nicholson letter, which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] 


yesterday sadly misquoted by stating that it re- |) 


ferred exclusively to territory thereafter to be 
acquired. It meant all territory, and it was writ- 
ten long before California was admitted—long 
before we knew upon what terms it would be 
received. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from New 
York read a passage from the letter referred to, if 
I will hand it to him? | 

Mr. WALSH. With the utmost pleasure. | 

“To apply them to new Territories to be acquired would 
scarcely affect their tranquillity.?? i 

Our tranquillity has always been, and always 
will be affected, as long as there are any traitors 
among us. [Laughter.] | 

*¢ Briefly I am opposed to the exercise of any jurisdic- 
tion by Congress over this ma'ter, and T ain in favor of leav- 
ing to the people of any Territory which may be acquired 
hereafter, the right to regulate it for themselves under the 
general principles of the Coustitution.”? 

This does not conflict with what I have been 
saying. My fritnd who handed me that paper, 
said yesterday that he had not had the advantages 
of education which other gentlemen had received. 
J think he is better off in that respect than I am; 
for | never attended school but three quarters, 
and then I believe I got turned out once or twice. | 
[Laughter.] A man can be a man of education | 
without being drilled through college. It is far 
better to know the men among whom one lives, 
than to know of men who have been dead three 
thousand years. If | am deficient in classical lore, 
Tam pretty well booked up in the rascality of the 
age in which we live. [Laughter.] It makes no 
odds how a man gets up to the roof of a house, 
whether he climbs by a ladder or goes up some 
other way. IL would not barter away all the 
practical knowledge I have received in lumber and 
ship-yards for all the Latin that was ever spoken 
inancient Rome, I had rather speak sense in one 
plain and expressive language, than speak non- 
sense in fifty. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, how 
much time have I left, as that appears to be the 
standing question? (Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Half an hour. 

Mr. WALSH. I will commence somewhere 
again. [Laughter.} My friend from New York 
{Mr. Deax] pledged his friends, in the early part 
of this session, to support this bill. I never 
pledge anything except I redeem it. As I said 
before, the principle of this bill is the recognition 
of the ability of the peopie for self-government. || 
If that principle is false, if it is erroneous, then || 
the whole theory of our Government is a lie; and 
then the great men of the Revolution, whom and 
whose memory we have been taught from our 
earliest childhood to regard with veneration, have 
been simply but idle, visionary, and impracticable 
dreamers. The Federal party have always been - 
afraid of the people; and l regret to say that they 
have always found a sufficient number of slippery (| 
allies in the Democratic party, or rather upon its | 
outskirts, to act with them. i 

I stand here upon the same ground—and I trust |! 


It seems to me like firing the magazine of i 


‘T was will listen to what I say—upon which we 
stood at the commencement of thesession. I stand 
where the national Democracy of New York, 
and a great many of those with whom we differ, 
stand. I stand where stood that noble-hearted, 
lofty, and self-sacrificing patriot, to whom the 


a just and magnanimous tribute yesterday. 
stand where Daniel S. Dickinson stands. 

One of my Buffalo colleagues, [Mr. Matte- 
son,] at the early part of our New York contro- 
| versy—since then there has been a kind of fusion, 
and | do not know where to hunt him up now— 
| stated that Daniel S. Dickinson had been offered 
! the collectorship of the port of New York as an 
evidence of the desire of the Administration todo 
| justice to the national Democracy; and he ex- 
pressed his great surprise that he had not at once 
l availed himself af the offer, with hundreds of 
offices at his disposal. Sir, 1 was in Washington 
| when Daniel S. Dickinson was appointed. 1 was 


Cabinet suggested that little piece of pettifogging 
artifice. f was in Washington at the time; and 
when f was urged to telegraph Mr. Dickinson, 
j and request him to accept the office, I said that 
; E would rather telegraph him to hang himself. 
| [Laughter.] The idea of making a tide-waiter of 
a man who had refused the Presidency of the 
United States to attest his sincerity and devotion 
to his friends! Datfel S., Dickinson, and all those 
who claim to belong to the Hards of New York, 


the early part of the session. And when -this 
Administration came into power—when we were 
all supposed to be standing on the Baltimore plat- 
form—a portion of the Democracy of New York, 
who were false towards the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party, concentrated their spite on him, and 


|| asked that his head should be brought to them, 


like the head of John the Baptist, on a ‘saiver, 
| that they might exhibit their hostility to him for 
his devotion to the Constitution. 

But, sir, if Daniel S. Dickinson lives, and if a 


|| sturdy, well-knit frame, a sound and vigorous con- 


stitution, a conscience which can look back in 
proud and serene approval on every act of his 
glorious and eventful life; if the prayers of the 
true-hearted, the virtuous, and the patriotic, and 
the bitter, inexorable hatred of the vile, the venal, 
and the perfidious, can prolonga good man’s life, 
| he has, thank Heaven, a good square quarter of 
a century yet to devote to the welfare of this 
country, for which he has already made such 
gigantic sacrifices, and to which he has rendered 
such numerous and inestimable services—he will 
have his reward. Yes, sir, if Daniel S. Dickinson 
lives, he will yet receive the acknowledgments, 
and, I trust, also, the reward which a grateful 


wishes, as has been, I regret to say, too often 
latterly the case, by intriguing and mercenary 
demugogues—rarely fail to bestow, ultimately, on 
their able, devoted, and disinterested benefactors. 


among us; when all that is mortal of him shall be 
returned to the mother earth; and when the bright 
green grass shall bloom, in its freshest verdure, 
on the moist sod which rests lightly upon his bold, 
| manly, and patriotic breast, the record of his gal- 


vigorate the faltering steps of future travelers, 
whose instincts may perhaps have taught them to 
be equally true, equally faithful, and equally patri- 
otic, but whose hearts shrank back and trembled 
at the dark and dreary ordeal through which they 


liant contrast to the time-serving and timid course 
of many other public men. Daniel S. Dickinson 
stands before the American people as an honor to 


following his honest and patriotic example. 


dignation as any of my colleagues could, at the 
ostracism to which we were subjected when this 
Administration came into power. I was reading a 
little extract this morning in a newspaper from an 


gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Miter] paid such i 
I 


in Washington when the arch-intriguers of the | 


have been sneered at repeatedly on this floor during | 


and generous people—when not thwarted in their | 


And when, sir, at length he shall be called from | 


| lant deeds; and of his noble, fearless, and spotless | 
life, shall shine forth as a brilliant beacon to en- | 
courage and cheer the sinking hopes, and to rein- | 


must successfully pass ere they are permitted to | 
; reach the cherished objects of their fondest hopes. | 
Daniel S. Dickinson affords a bright and bril- | 


any age, as an honor to any party; and when I; 
can have the indorsement of such a man for the | 
measure now before this House, I feel no fear in |; 


Sir, [felt as much disappointment, as much in- | 


ous girl, shivering and famishing upon the steps 
ofa Magdalen asylum, into which she was:refused 
admittance upon the ground of not being qualified. 
So when I passed the White House last spring, I 
felt that | was excluded. from the favor of its in- 
mates because | had not first passed through all 
the degraded and debased stages of political pros- 
titution. [Laughter.] r 

Sir, Goldsmith, in one of hisadmirable essays, 
makes a Chinaman say to an Englishman, that 
“ you punish vice, but we do more. We reward 
| virtue.” The present Administration, at least in 
the earlier stages of its power, seems to have re- 
pudiated both of these maxims by bestowing its ` 
blandest smiles and richest favors upon men who 
had rendered themselves eminently conspicuous, . 
and infamously conspicuous, as traitors to. the 
Democratic party of the Union. I ask no favor 

f the Administration, No relative of mine ever 
held a public office; and I] would rather follow 
every relative of mine to the grave than to see 
him receive a favor at the hands of the Adminis- 
tration. Sir, the Administration is only a thing for 
a day. It hasan existenée that is to continue two 
years and ten months only. But the principles of 
the Democratic party are as immutableas the laws 
that govern the universe itself, and I trust they 
may prove as enduring. Mr. Chairman, believe 
if it had not been for the course pursued by the 
Administiation when it came into power, they 
would not have found the Democratic majority of 
eighty-odd in this Hall scattered and divided upon 
one of its leading measures, 

Sir, there are two or three men in the Cabinet 
who are looked upon with more favor by some of 
my colleagues than they have been looked on by 
me. I have not crossed the threshold of the 
| President’s domain since I have been in Wash- 
_ington. You may search the records of the Pres- 

ident’s Private Secretary, and you may also search 

the records of every Department of the Govern- 

ment, and you will not find a single solitary recom- 

mendation for office coming from me; for 1 ex- 
| pected nothing different from what has occurred. 
i) Whenever Í see the great men of the nation 
i elbowed out of the way to make room for others, 
| who, no matter how good they may be, have not 
| made their impress upon the history of the coun- 
try, l can always see a bargain behind which 
does not appear upon its face. 

No, sir, | have not been deceived. But I would 
say to the intriguers of this Administration—and 
I do not characterize them all as such; on the con- 
trary, there are men in the Cabinet who would 
do honor to any stage of our nation’s history-~ 
but let me say to the intriguers, who look out of 
| the northern window of that room where so many 
treacherous and contradictory schemes have been 
devised, upon the equestrian statue of that immor- 
tal hero whose iron nerves, resistless will, and 
i changeless purpose, invariably triumphed when- 
ever and wherever the Constitution of his country 
and the great cardinal principles of his party were 
either assailed or threatened. Let them look 
there, and blush with shame at their faithless vacil- 
lation. Let them look nearer, within the inclos- 
j ure, and under the very windows of the White 
: House, upon the stern figure of the illustrious 
father of Democracy, the inspired author of the 
Declaration of Independence, and recoil abashed at 
their own gross departure from the pure patriotic ° 
principles to which he so fearlessly. and unswerv- 
ingly adhered. Let them look to the South, upon 
the waters of the Potomac-—that classic stream, hal- 
i lowed by so many recollections of the past; that 
stream whose waves wash the shore where rest the 
sacred ashes of the Father of his country. Let them 
gaze upon the lofty column now rising to perpetuate 
his memories; then let them look up into the broad, 
blue canopy of heaven, wherein is mirrored that 
purity, that nobleness of character to which man 
should aspire—and while thus engaged in this sim- 
ple duty, let them pause and determine whether 
these circumstances, whether circumstances so 
eminently calculated to inspire nobler sentiments, 
will net at least awaken them to a consciousness 
of their own selfish and disreputable intriguing, 
Let them then remember that to their temporary 
keeping is now confided the destinies of the same 
great, glorious, and promising Union, at the head 
of which, at three several and equally eventful pe- 
i riods, stood this departed trio. Let them remem- 
| ber that they are at the head of a Republic which 


that the gentlemen elected upon the same grounds || English writer, wherein he describes a poor, virtu- i! is now the only beacon of hope for long suffering 


May 19. 


1232 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


and grieviously outraged humanity in this sadly 
misgeverned world. Let them determine at once | 
to-use the Jargely increased means placed at their | 
disposal in seeking the forgiveness of an insulted 
people, by employing those means in elevating the 
gocial and political morals of the Union, in diffus- 
ing, by wise dnd happy example, and by all other 
means which a great and prosperous people may | 
legitimately employ, the benefits of our own dem- 
oeratic institutions among the nations of the earth. 
Then, sir, and not until then, I solemnly assure | 
you; may they, in my belief, ever hope to even : 
partially regain the confidence and respect of the 
niasses of the people, who believe that they have’ 
been grossly outraged, if not shamelessly be- 
trayed. 

In reply, Mr. Chairman, to what dropped from | 
thie'gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Wenr- 
wonrin) last night, and to others who have been 
overflowing with sympathy for the southern | 
slaves, | have to say, that the only difference be- 
tween the negro slave of the South, and the white | 
wages slave of the North, is, that the one has | 

l 
\ 


a: master without asking for him, and the other | 
has to beg for the privilege of becoming a slave. 
(Great laughter.] The one is the slave-of an in- 
dividual; the other is the slave of an inexorable 
class. After the latter has added, by his labor and | 
his‘toil, wealth to the community in whieh he has | 
lived, he is turned adrift without any, among all | 
the different employers that he has had, to give | 
him a mouthful of victuals ora night’s lodging. | 
1 would ask the particular advocates of Abolition | 
upan this floor, to point me to one single solitary | 
degradation heaped on the negro of the South | 
that a white man at the North is not liable to have | 
imposed on him for the time being through pov- | 
erty? Last night the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts said, as I noted it down at the time: 

cc No man or woman, bitek or white, could be deprived +; 
of their freedom for one hour, without it was for the com- || 
mission of a crime, aud then on the judgment of a court.” ji 

Has it come to this? Is the fact of having a || 
black skin a crime in the South, and is the fact of | 
having a collapsed stomach and an empty pocket 
a crime in the North? (Laughter.] What is the | 
difference? I have never gone through the one 
state; I have never had a black skin, but I have 
gone through: the other state. (Laughter. ] 

Now, | was going to read an affidavit to the 
committee, but my time is too short; so J will only 
state the substance of it. It is one of nearly a 
thousand cases that I know of myself. It is an 
affidavit wherein it is stated that a woman, after 
having lived for eight or nine years in the town of 
Southbridge, in Massachusetts, where she had had 
children born, and where she had been herself 
employed by the selectmen of the town to scrub 
out the public building, and where she had caught 
cold and. had become unable to support herself and 
children, was, under the provisions of a law of 
Massachusetts, which Ihave here, taken—notupon |! 
the order of a court, but upon an order written by || 
a magistrate—and transported to New York, for 
fear she should become an incumbrance on Mas- 
sachusetts. f 

Itis all very well for gentlemen to get up here 
and clamor about the wrongs.and outrages of the 
southern slaves; but, sir, in the city of New York 
alone, during the last year, there have been 
over thirteen hundred people deprived of their |) 
liberty without any show or color of an offense, 
but because they were poor, and too honest to com- 
mit a crime, Now what is the appeal that these 
men make when they go to the South? They do 
not make the appeals to them that ney make here ! 
aud atthe North. They donot appeal to the mag- | 
nanimity, sense of justice, or Christianity of the | 
southern slaveholder, but they appeal to his ava- | 
rice. They tell him, abolish your negro slavery | 
in the South, and adopt the slavery of wages that || 
we have substituted for itin the North, and it will | 
pat money into your pockets, and add to the op- | 
pression of those who do your work. Why, sir, | 
a poor man at the North will, for fifty cents aj 
day, drag more in a hand-cart than three negroes, | 
with four mules, will bring into Washington, | 
though they have a white man to watch, them. 
{Laughter.] A man at the South gives $1,200 | 
for a negro; he has to support him; he has to feed | 
and clothe him; he has to: provide for him in old 
age; totake care of him in his sickness, and td 
bury him when he is dead. In the North we! 


L And it is more,as a general thing. At twenty- 


į northern pawn-broking—and it is almost the same 
| thing 


| is simply this: If a dozen of us own a horse in 


| ble, and feed himas litte as possible. [Laughter. 


| tions have not been made publicly in a manner 80 | 
i| of his wings he sweeps them down, and with the |; 


! whole vast region but three white men, with the 


| their employees,and those who were there as trap- 


i seven o'clock. 


| floor now, I wish to occupy it for about ten min- 


| from Missouri to proceed. i 


|| nothing more tosay to this billon account of its in- 


| cantly revealed to us some ten days ago by a Rep- 


have no auch bold, manly, open; and above-board 


oppression. Oh, no, sir. ‘There are no lashes in 
the North. Here is a specimen of the kind of 
lash we have there: These are the boys, [exhibit- 
ing a pawnbroker’s duplicate amidst great laugh- 
ter.] I will read it: 

«No. 192. Joseph Simpson & Company, 25 Chatham 
street, July, 1853. Gold watch, &6. Mike Walsh. Not 
answerable in case of fire for damage by fire or robbery ; 
twenty-five per cent. per annum. ”? 


five per cent. he has $300 a' year, and his $1,200 eats 
nothing, wears nothing, consumes nothing, and 
can be used as the same instrument of oppression 
after he is dead. His children after him can be 
used as the same instrumentof oppression among | 
the children and grandchildren of the survivor. 
One thousand two hundred dollars invested in 


in landlordism—brings $300 a year. For 
that $300 a man can own’one of the best living, 
breathing, white, thinking men of the North; and 
after he has worn him out, at the age of forty 
years, he can pass him away and take a younger 


| 
| 
i 
fellow. The difference between the two systems | 
| 
| 
i 


common, we want to ride him as much as possi- |; 
But if you or | own a horse exclusively, we sil 
take good care that we do not feed him too much 
to endanger his health, but just enough to keep 
him in good traveling order.* But as Í find my 
time is getting short, Í must conclude by a brief 4 
allusion to another matter. H 

There have been inuendoes and insinuations || 
made against me, because l have supported this |! 
bill, As said before, I supported it because it || 
lies at the very bottom of the principles of the |! 
Democratic party. These charges and insinua- |; 


that I could reply to them; and Ishall now simply || 
dispose of them as they deserve. They have not | 
troubled me a great deal. It takes something 
more than that to shake my nerves, or ruffle my |} 
composure. The eagle while quietly reposing in || 
his mountain home, may be temporarily annoyed 
by the biting, buzzing swarm of miserable, des- 
picable insects, but when once he spreads his im- | 
perial pinions to soar aloft, with the first flutter | 


next he soars onward, upward, and heavenward ii 
into sunlight regions, to which it is not given even jj 
to the vision of meaner birds to follow. j 
Mr. MORRISON said that he was not opposed 
to a bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska. 
He did not, however, believe that there was any | 
urgent necessity forsuch organization; for, accord- 
ing to the statement made by the Indian agent in 
his report of last November, there were in that 


exception of those connected with the Army and | 


pers and traders. 

He was, however, opposed to this bill because 
it contained a provision to which he could never 
assent, namely: the one proposing to repeal the 
Missouri act of 1820. ‘That act, he contended, 
was constitutional, and not inconsistent with the 
compromise of 1850. 

Mr. KNOX was assigned the floor. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. Ifthe gen- || 
tleman from Ulinois will give way for a moment, 
i will move that the committee take a recess until 


Mr. BENTON. If no gentleman wants the 


utes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nli- 
nois [Mr. Kxox] is entitled to the floor, the Chair 
having recognized him. If the gentleman from 
Illinois will yield the floor for ten minutes, and if 
the committee will be willing that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Benton] may proceed, he 
may do so. i 

The gentleman from Illinois yielded the floor, | 
and general assent was given to the gentleman 


Mr. BENTON said: Mr. Chairman, I have 


terference with the Missouri compromise. On that il 
point E havespoken my share, and shall not recur | 


i 
A : ; teak | 

to it again. I pass on to a new point—one signifi- | 
| 

| 


resentative from Georgia, the member from the first 


i 
j 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
f 
| 
| 
i 
| 
congressional district of that State; [Mr. Sewarp.] | 


; country. 


That gentleman spoke against the bill in a way 
entirely accordant to my own opinions; but came to 
the conclusion that he would vote for it, and gave 
his reasons for doing so; reasons which had not 
been mentioned by any other speaker, and which 
struck me as momentous, and worthy to arrest 
the attention of the House, and of the country. 
He objects to the bill because it is unfounded and 
eontradictory in its statements and assumptions 
inconsistent with itself, with the act of 1820, and 


| of the acts of 1850—because it was manufactured 


for a particular purpose, and is of no value in itself 
to the slave States; but which commands his sup- 
port, as a southern man, en account of its ulterior 
operations, as containinga principle to be asserted 


‘iin future, and which was put into the bill to be- 


come the basis of some grand movement in this 
country. I will read what he said, as the proper 
way of doing justice to his clear and well ex- 
pressed opinions—to his momentous revelations— 
and as the best way of availing myself of his 
important declarations. I find them thus in the 
official copy of the speech: 


tF oppose the details of this bill, because they are not 
consistent with themselves or with the transactions to which 
they. relate; and the bill itself shows that it was manufac 
tured for a particular purpose. Bome of the clauses em- 
braced in it, conflicting as they are, were introduced for the 
purpose, in my opinion, of setting up a principle to be as- 
serted in future, and which the acts of 1650 never contained. 
Now, sir, let us see. We are called upon here now to vote 
for this bil, which is not drafted in the ordinary shape of 
legislative acts. But the framers of this bill have furnished 
the reasons, within the. bill itself, on which we must act, 
and which they call on us to subscribe to. What is it? 
They tell us that the law of 1820, being inconsistent with 


| the legislation of 1850, therefore that the act of 1820 is in- 
| operative and void. . 


J take issue with them; and, for my- 
self, occupying the position that I do as a southern man, I 
never have subscribed, never will, and never can subseribe 
to the doctrines contained in the acts of 1850. My objec- 


‘tions to the acts of 1850 are Known at hume. ‘They are 


recorded in the proceedings of the convention which took 
place in Georgia in 1850. was a member of that conven- 
tion. [voted against the Georgia platform on principle. 
And now, when that portion of the South having feelings 
in common with me on this question, have waived their 
objections to it for the purpose of uniting with the South, 
and harmonizing public feeling on tbis great question, it is 
putin here as the basis of some grand movement in this 
I know not what that movement is.”? 

I concur in the truth and justice of everything 
which the member from Georgia has here said, 
but differ from him in the conclusion to which he 
arrives—that of voting for the bill; and find in his 
reasons for that vote, additional rtasons for my 
own vote against it; but he votes asa southern 
man, and votes sectionally. J also am a southern 
man, but vote nationally on national questions. 
He sees in it a principle set up which is false 
and useless in its application to Nebraska, but 
which is to be asserted in future, and which is 
put into the bill as the basis of some grand im- 
pending movement in this country. Of the nature 
of this movement, which is to be so grand, and at 
the same time sectional, the member declares him- 
self to be ignorant; and that ignorance, I would 
suppose, should be a reason for holding back 
from a bill which commits its supporters to great 
unknown things. That is the way it works with 
me. I also am ignorant, that is to say, unin- 
formed of this grand movement which is to be in 
this country; but I believe in it, and so believing 
am the more against the bill. Iam against any- 
thing that I do not understand, and which nobody 
will explain to me, and which, according to my 
own short and dubious lights, is dangerous to the 
peace and honor of the country. I believe in the 
futility of this bill—its absolute futility to the 
slaveholding States—and that not a single slave 
will ever be held in Kansas or Nebraska under it, 
(even admitting it to be passed.) Thongh adapted 
to slave labor in two of its great staples, (hemp 
and tobaeco,) I do not believe that slaves will 
ever be held there. The popular vote will expel 
them. Kansas is contiguous to middle and south- 
ern Missouri, where slave labor is profitable, and 
slaves held in great number—a single owner within 
two hours’ ride of the line halding one hundred 
more than the five hundred of Randolph of Roan- 
oke; and five thousand in his county alone: but 
the holder of slaves will have but one vote, and 
will be beat at the polls by the many who have 
none. In relation to Kansas and Nebraska, tben, 
I hold the bill to be a deception and a cheat—what 
gamesters call gammon, congressmen buncombe, 
and seamen a tub to the whale: that is to say, an 
ambidextrous operation upon the senses of con- 
fiding people, by which they are made to see what 
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is not, ind not to see what-is..: This is what I 
believe; and not being obliging enough to join in 
: a-scheme of self-deception, or to sufera game of 
~deception to be played upon me, I must now turn 
-my back upon thellusions of this Nebraska bill, 
“and look: out for its realsobject—the particular 
purpose for which ‘it was manufactured, and the 
grand movement of which it is to be the basis. 
In this search I naturally look about into the 
signs and rumors of the times, and into the co- 
‘ temporaneous: events which may connect them- 
selves witly the grand movement in question; and 
think T find them ‘in ‘two: diplomatic missions, of 
which the country has heard much—but not all. I 
speak upon rumor, bat neither tell, nor. believe, 
the half of the half:of what I hear; but believe 
enough to excite apprehension, and to justify in- 
: quiry. `W hatis a state secret in the city of Wash- 
‘ington is street talk in the city of Montezuma. 
First. The ‘mission of Mr. Gadsden to Santa 
Anna. It must have been conceived about the 
time that this bill was; and, according to trans- 
piring accounts, must have been a grand move- 
ment in itself—g50,000,000 for as much Mexican 
territory on our southern border as would make 
five or six States of the first-class. The area of 
the acquisition, as | understand: it, was to extend 
from’ sea to sea, on a line that would give us San- 
tander, Monterey, Saltillo, Parras, Sonora, and 
all ower California. This was certainly a large 
movement, both in point. of money and of terri- 
tory, and also large in poira consequence; and 
clearly furnishing a theatre for the doctrine of 
“non-intervention, if there should be any design to 
convert the newly. acquired territory from free soil, 
that it is, into slave soil that it might be desired to 
be. Here, then, I believe I have found one branch 
of the grand movement; and although Mr. Gads- 
den returned from his. mission. with a small slice 
-only of :the desired territory, yet he has returned 
to his post, and may have better luck on a second 
‘trial—if Santa Anna escapes from the speckled 
Indians (Los Indios Pintos) who have him at bay 
in the Sierra. “1 say nothing:on the merits of this 
new acquisition, only that it is an old acquaintance 
with me, having first heard of it in November, 
1846, and afterwards in March, 1848—at which 
latter time it was proposed in the Senate, (by Mr. 
Davis, of Mississippi;) on the ratification of the 
Guadalupe Hidalgo treaty; and rejected by the 
Senate. I voted against the Santander and Mon- 
terey line then, and have not seen cause to change 
my opinion. {Here Mr. Benron read the article 
proposed by Mr. Davis for the new line.] 
Secondly. The mission of Mr. Soulé to Madrid 
—also a grand movement in itself, if reports be 
true—two hundred and fifty millions for Cuba; 
and a‘rumpus kicked up if the island is not got. 
Here again might be found a case for the non-in- 
tervention principle; but of that I say nothing, 
because | know nothing, and wish to know some- 
thing. Of the acquisition itself I say nothing now, 
but did say something, akout forty-four years ago, 
‘in a Nashville newspaper, published by Thomas 
Eastin, called the Impartial Review; in which I 
discussed Cuba as the geographical appurtenance 
of the valley of the-Mississippi, and eventually 
to become its political appurtenance; but to be got 
with honor whenever it was got; and in all that 
faith I still remdtn firm. ‘No.dishonor! no stain on 
the bright and spotless fame left us by our fathers! 
Mr, Chairman, I discuss nothing in relation to 
those rumored acquisitions of the Island of Cuba 
and a broad side of Mexico; I only call attention 
to.them as probable indexes to the grand move- 


-ment of which the member from Georgia gave us 


‘the revelation, and which no one has denied. Ac- 
cording to him, and according to my own belief, 
this Nebraska bill is only an entering wedge to 
future enterprises—-a thing manufactured for a 
particular purpose—a stepping stone to a grand 
movement which is to develop itself in this coun- 
try of ours. I wish to know what that movement 
is. I havea right to know, to enable me to dis- 
charge my duties understandingly; and I fëspect- 
fully crave the information from those who have 
the conducting of the bill. : 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would like :to 
know, Mr. Chairman, how much of this: time 
consumed in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri is to be taken out of the: hour allotted to 


-the- gentleman from Ilinois? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri occupied twenty minutes. As a matter of 
course, that time: must be taken out of the hour 
allowed to the gentleman from Illinois. - It is.dis- 
tinctly understood that the Chair. did not author- 
ize the gentleman from Missouri to take the floor 
from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KNOX. 
yielded to the gentleman from Missouri so muck 
of my.time, because what he may have said is of 
far greater interest, and of far more importance to 


‘the country, than any poorremarks of mine would 


have been. : ; 

[This declaration was greeted with warm ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
now allow the motion to be renewed that the com- 
mittee take a recess? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope my colleague 
will proceed now with his speech. Phere are a 
great many gentlemen here who want to speak. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Grow ?] 

Mr. KNOX. Ido. 

Mr. GROW. Then I movethat the committee 
take a recess till six o’clock. 

Mr. SMITE, of Virginia. [hope thegentleman 
from Pennsylvania will withdraw that motion. 
Let those who want to speak on this bill have an 
opportunity of doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. GROW. No; unless the gentleman from 
Ilinois should want to speak now. ` 
P The question was put; and a division was called 

‘or. 
The Chair announced that there were thirty-six 
votes in the affirmative. 

Several Members. Give it up; count the other 


side. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The motion is 
overruled. There are not enough to carry it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The majority of members 
present may take a recess. lt does not require a 
quorum for that purpose. ' 

The Chair announced that there were thirty-six 
votes for, to twenty against, the motion. 

So, at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, 
the committee took a recess fill 6 p. ms 


EVENING SESSION. 
On the reassembling of the committee at six 
o’clock, 


Mr. KNOX resumed the floor, but gave way to | 


Mr. EVERHART, who asked leave to- write 
out and print a speech, seeing there was no pros- 
pect of obtaining an opportunity to deliver it in 
the House. $ 

Mr. KNOX said, that six months ago, before 
he came to this city, such a state of things as now 
exists was not dreamed of by him, nor when he 


took a solemn oath to support the Constitution of || 


the United States. After further prefatory re- 
marks, he proceeded to speak of the bill under 
consideration. His principal objection to it was 
because of the proviso which seeks to repeal the 
Missouri compromise. The ‘spirit of kindness 
and concession which brought Missouri into the 
Union suggested the legislation of 1850.. Instead 
of the measures of the last named year impairing 
the Missouri compromise, it was indorsed and 
reaffirmed thereby, if there is any efficacy in the 
acts of men not secured under their hands and seal. 
He dwelt upon this subject until the expiration 
of the hour to which he was limited in debate. 
Ms. HAMILTON, assuming that territorial gov- 
ernments should be established over the Territories 
of Nebraska and Kansas, proceeded to argue in 
favor of the principles established by the bill. 
The provision which recommended the bill to the 


I am very happy in having } 


into Nebraska and Kansas. 


approbation of his jodgment, in preference to the 
geographical line, the absolute prohibition estab- 
lished by the Missouri act of 1820, was the one 
which enacted that the States to be admitted out 
of this Territory, in the future, should-be admitted 
with or. without slavery, as they should for thêm- 
selves determine.. He contended that the bill 
neither established nor prohibited slavery in these 
Territories; and, instead of being a double-faced 
measure, was one which could be understood by 
everybody who had a knowledge of the English 


| language. . 


-He replied to the arguments heretofore ad- 
vanced against the. bill by Messrs. MiLLsoN and 
FRANKLIN. Eok ee ey ad 

.Mr, GOODE said he was a cheerful. and cor- 
dial advocate of that measure. He desired to 


state, candidly and frankly, perhaps with some 


degree of imprudence, the reasons: which would 
control his vote. eee ras 

It had been announced to the country that this 
measure has been unnecessarily, rashly, reck- 
lessly, thrust upon Congress, and that the apple of 
discord, a fire-brand, had been thrown among the 
people. As usual, the responsibility of the meas- 
ure and the discussion is referred to the South, the 
ever-injured South. It is not the party ‘which 
asks justice, but the party which refuses justice, 
which incurs the responsibility. But the South 
is not responsible, She has preferred no claim at 
all, She has learned from the bitter past, that if 
she would enjoy tranquillity she must.be silent, 
He charged that the responsibillty of this measure 
rests with the North. Far be it from him to say 
it was an odious responsibility. It was a glorious 
responsibility. The-northern men who brought 
forward this measure were patriots, deserving 
well of their country. The odious responsibility 
of this discussion, and the excitement which it 

has produced, rest.with the fell spirit of Abolition, 
the offspring of fanaticism and of unholy ambition. 
Having vindicated the South from the responsi- 
bility of the introduction of this bill, he proceeded 
to advocate, the measure because of the great: 
principle therein contained, of non-intervention on 
the part of Congress, in imposing an anti-slavery 
restriction on the organization of territorial govern- 
ments. , This, he contended, was important as a 
precedent. 

Mr. DUNHAM said that no one could regret 
more than himself that this subject had been 
brought forward at this time. He did not believe 
the objects to be accomplished, upon the ane side 
or the other, were equal to the evils which would 
grow out of this renewed agitation of the eubject 
of slavery. ` ae 

He thought that the effect of reviving this agi- 
tation would be to breathe the breath of life into 
the almost dead body of the Whig party; to clothe 
with flesh the skeleton of Abolifionism. But he 
had an abiding confidence in the intelligence of the 
American people, and believed that when the 
principles of this bill should become thoroughly 
discussed and understood by them, the excite- 
ment which was now attempted to be created out 
of it would, as in 1850, be hushed into: silence. 

He then opposed the Clayton amendment. No 
member from Indiana, nor from any of the north- 
western States, could vote for this amendment; for, 
by their organic law, they had established provis- 
ions for the foreign class of population which were 
in direct contradiction to what was called the Clay- 
ton amendment. a a 

The great question, he contended, which was 
involved in-the bill, was the ability, the right of 
the people to govern themselves. This he de- 
fended at length, arguing that it was in accordance 
with our republican institutions.. 

He then argued to prove that slavery could only 
exist by municipal law, and said that there would 
be no legislation, after the passage of this bill, in 
the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, by which 
title to slave property would be recognized. There 
must he positive law before slavery could be taken 
He further argued 
to prove the improbability of the introduction of 


slavery into these Territories, and declared that 
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“there could be ho compromise under theConstitu- 
tion, 80 far as slavery was concerned. 
Mr. PRATT said that the proposition to repeal 


_ the Missouri compromise, contained in this bill,’ 


must plead his apology for occupying the time of 

the committee for a brief period. lt may well be 

“ doubted whether it would not be a breach of good 

~ faith for the General Government to organize 
territorial governments over the heads of the abo- 
riginesy who have been guarantied peaceable pos- 
session of the Territories in question. If there 
was any human being more than another abused 
by the white man, it was the Indian. It was 
claimed by the friends of the bill that its provisions 
are ample for this unfortunate race. He trusted 
in God that this may prove the fact, if the bill be- 
come law. f 

When a bill for organizing the Territory of Ne- 
-braska was passed by the last Congress, he thought 
it was unwise and premature. So thought the 
people of New England. To organize a govern- 
ment where there were no inhabitants, or next to 
none, seemed to be the extreme of folly, especially 
when there are so many good lands within the 
organized Territories. 

But there are reasons for organizing new Ter- 
ritories now which did not exist a year ago. If 

. the bill before the committee were divested of the 
odious feature, he should not occupy the floor at 
this moment. 

When this question was sprung on the country, 
everybody was shocked at the idea of sucha mon- 
strons proposition. Lts open advocates were very 
few. On its introduction, the gentleman from Ilii- 
nois [Mr. Ricuarpson] was the only member 

ledged to the support of the measure, so far as 

e knew. Northern members expressed them- 
selves hostile to it. Southern gentlemen said if the 
North chose to give them a boon, they would not 
refuse to accept of it. In other words, it was an 
adopted child, though they were not willing to 
have itsworntothem. He denied that the North 
have violated the Missouri compromise. They 
have regarded it sacred as the Constitution itself. 
The people did not ask or require this repeal. 
They were satisfied to let well enough alone. 
They never thought of repealing it. 

He declared that this was neither a Whig nor 
a Democratic measure. It was a sectional meas- 
ure—nothing else. Who was so blind as not to 
see the object? Whether this bill pass or not he 
declared his determination not to make any fac- 
tious opposition to it. Ifthe majority favor the 
passage of the bill, they havea right to pass it. 
If a majority was opposed to it, as he trusted in 
God there was, he should rejoice; but whether 
the bill pase or not, he should continue to the ex- 
tent of his ability to aid in promoting the peace 
and harmony of this glorious Confederacy, which 
is the pride and admiration of the world. 

Mr. CASKIE said that the great measure of 
organizing a large extent of our fair possessions 
upon a constitutional basis was now before them, 
the Representatives of the people. A happy 
augury was to be found in the fact that this pro- 

osal of justice to the South had been presented 

y the North, had been inaugurated by a gallant 
Senator from the North, there born, there living, 
and there to be buried. It had supporters, too, 
in men from the same region, who graced sena- 
torial dignity, and who were infused with the 
spirit of that brotherhood which our fathers strove 
to secure under the great shield of the equality of 
all the State and all the sections of our Confed- 
eracy. 

He then characterized the Missouri compromise 
as unconstitutional and unjust to the South, and 
advocated the doctrine of leaving to the people 
the right to determine the question of slavery for 
themselves. In regard to the former point, he 
inquired if any two things could be found more 
opposite than what was claimed for the Missouri 
restriction by its friends and its true eharacter, as 
presented by the historical records of the country? 
Everybody knew that it was but an act of Con- 
gress, repealable in its very nature. 

The idea that members of Congress had the 


right to make unconstitutional, sacred compacts, | 


was a novelty which there was little danger would 
supplant the old-fashioned notion that they were 
merely law-makers, bound to vote on each prop- 
osition as their consciences dictated, without any 
shadow of authority to barter votes with each 
other, or make treaties for their respective sec- 


tions: The States had done this in an instrument 


| called the Constitution, and would to God it was 


more respected! It was now offered as the law 
for both North and South in Kansas and Ne- 
braska, and as the only law. : anh 
He then referred to various precedents to prove 
that the North had. frequently violated the act of 
1820, and denied the right of Congress to fetter 
any State in regard to slavery. : 

Mr. PRINGLE opposed the passage of the bill 
on account of the many objectionable features con- 
tained in it; but the great objection, in his mind, 
and the one which overshadowed all others, is, that 
it proposes a violation of good faith. It proposes 
a repeal of the Missouri compromise, to abrogate 
the restriction ‘against slavery north of 36° 30’, 
after all the territory south of that line has been 
converted into slave States. This line, forced 
upon the North by southern representatives and 
northern dough-faces, it is proposed to erase; and 
the power that is to annul is composed of the same 
materiel that established it. 

Mr. HOWE. With the permission of my 
colleague, [Mr. Drum,] I rise simply to say that I 
had desired.to make some remarks in opposition 
to the bill now under consideration before the 
committee; but as the time is so limited, 1 will 
forego that privilege, if it meets the wishes of gen- 
tlemen present, and publish my remarks without 
occupying the attention of the committee. 

[Cries of + Agreed !”? <* Agreed !””] 

Mr. DRUM remarked that he came here as a 
friend of the Administration, and therefore he felt 
that it was the duty of every friend to extricate it 
from the toils in which unwise counsels have in- 
volved it. He did not rise for the purpose of 
merely consuming time, or making a vain display. 
He was perfectly indifferent as to whether what 
he intended to say should be heard beyond the 
limits of this House. He rose for the specific 
purpose of allaying the excitementin the country, 
and of explaining an amendment which he should 
offer to-morrow. The committee could find no 
constitutional objection to it, and he saw no rea- 
son why they should not prefer it to the particular 
section which had been the basis of so much dis- 
cussion. He proposed to strike out all that part 
of the section which had been the subject of dis- 
pute, and to insert as follows: 

That the said territory, or any portion thereof, when 
admitted asa State, shall be received into the Union, with or 
without slavery, as its constitution may prescribe at the 
time of admission; anything contained in the eighth section 
of the act passed by Congress March 6, 1820, commonly 


called the Missouri compromise, or any other law of Con- 
gress, to the contrary notwithstanding. 


This amendment, he said, proposes that a State, 
as an independent sovereignty, has a right to re- 
peal the Missouri compromise, but that Congress 
has no right to repeal it. 
his amepdment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD said, that although he did 
not believe slavery could exist in Kansas and 
Nebraska to any considerable extent, yet it was 


He further explained 


no reason why he should not support the bill. i 


Although it contained principles which did not 
meet with his approbation, for the reason that 
they were not southern enough for him, yet he 
should support it so long as it should contain the 
great principle of non-intervention, as, in his 


Opinion, should this doctrine be established and | 


carried out, it would have the effect of forever 
withdrawing slavery agitation from the Halls of 


Congress. 
Mr. SEYMOUR then argued to show that the 


bill, instead of transferring the subject of slavery i 


from the Halls of Congress to the people of the 
Territories, transferred it, in effect, to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. + 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then obtained 
the floor, when (at quarter past twelve) the com- 


mittee took a recess until nine o’clock in the, 


morning. 


SATURDAY MORNING, MAY 20, 1854. 


The committee reassembled this morning, pur- į 


suant to its order, at nine o’clock, a. m., (Mr. 
Oxps in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 


of House bill (No. 236) for the organization of | 


the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, being entitled 
to the floor, yielded to 

Mr. HARLAN, of Ohio, who said he was op- 
posed to this bill, because j 


1. It repeals the Missouri compromise, which, 
in his opinion, the South is in honor bound to 
repect and the free States bound, both by honor 
and-duty, to maintain. 1 

2. The legislation of 1850 is not inconsistent 
with that of 1820. i 

3. The principles of the legislation of 1850 are 
transcended and violated by this bill. 

4. The platforms of both political parties of 1852 
are violated by this bill, and had it been under- 
stood that the Democratic platform did either war- 
rant, justify, or demand the repeal of the Mis-. 
souri compromise, Franklin Pierce would have 
now been a private citizen, and the seats of the 
northern men who now tender this repeal would 
have been filled by others. 

5. He held it not only within the power of 
Congress to legislate for the Territories, but that 
itis the duty. of Congress, and a duty which can- 
not be abandoned. 

6. He was opposed to the extension of slavery 
over Territories now free, and he would not do it 
himself, nor would he remove any obstacle now 
án the way of its extension. He would not use 
the Territorial Legislature as a cats-paw to dø that 
which he had not the courage to do himself. 

These were the propositions which he desired 
to constitute the skeleton of a speech. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio, said he had desired to 
address the committee on this subject, but finding 
that he would not have an opportunity, asked and 
obtained leave to print a speech. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then took the 
floor, and replied to gentlemen who had preceded 
him. It had been said the Missouri restriction of 
1820 was a solemn compact, and therefore irre- 
pealable, and on this ground it was alleged with 
gren earnestness, and he had no doubt with a great 

eal of sincerity, by gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, that it would be a gross violation 
of faith, an unwarrantable aggression on the rights 
of the northern people, to pass the bill in its pres- 
ent form. He could not view the matter in this 
light. s : 

EThere was, he contended, nothing in either the 
Constitution or the laws, which justifies the look- 
ing at any enactment of Congress as anything 
more than an enactment. There was nothing in the 
Constitution or the laws which justifies the putting 
of the stamp of irrepealability on anything done 
by Congress. 

It was acknowledged universally, and it must 
be. acknowledged, so far as the sense and sub- 
stance of the act of 1820 was concerned, that it 
is certainly not a compact or agreement of an irre- 
pealable character. But it was alleged, with a 
show of reason, that there was something in the 
circumstances of the times, on the occasion of its 
passage, which givés it a moral force, equivalent 
to what would be the moral force of a compact 
binding parties to an irrepealable agreement. 

He would not attempt to deny that, in the cir- 
cumstances which attended the passage ofthe Mis- 
souri act, there was something of a solemn and 
important character, which stamps the act with a 
character somewhat different from an ordinary 
actof legislation; and if the circumstances con- 
tinued the same to this day, he should be the last 
to raise his hand to disturb a settlement which, in 
that point of view, was considered sacred and 
binding. 

The tacit understanding originated in circum- 
stances of great importance, and must pass away 
with the circumstances which gave it birth. It 
seems certain it cannot be considered as binding 
future generations. We now‘stand in the midst 
of scenes and circumstances wholly different. , 

He proceeded to recount briefly the circum- 
stances under which the Missouri act was passed ; 
and contended it had since been wholly repudi- 
ated by the North and had been trampled on 
again and again. In 1850 the principle of the act 
of 1820 lost its power, and was rejected by the 
dominant majority in this House. The circum- 
stances, he repeated, have entirely changed, and 
it would be “unjust to say that we are bound by 
the compact of 1820. It would be absurd in itself 
and contrary to plain understanding. 

The Constitution and equality require that this 
restriction should be removed in the organization 
of ®l the Territories of the United States. 

. He. argued the question, and advocated the 
passage of the bill until the expiration ofthe hour 
to which he was restricted to debate. 
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Mr. GOODRICH said that it was high time || 
that they should do away with compromises. If 
they were to be regarded as binding in honor and 
good faith no longer than when the section of 
country which had received and appropriated its 
part of the consideration found it to be for its 
interests to come in and take the other part, com- 
promises were henceforth at an end. The North 
were beginning to understand what the public 
men of the South, who gave tone and direction to 
public sentiment there, meant by this proposed 
repeal; and, his word for it, no more compromises 
would be made. The technical arguments, by 
which it was sought to throw off the honorable | 
obligations of the Missouri compromise, had had 
no other effect in the North than to convince the 
public mind that the South regarded compromises 
upon the subject of slavery as mere temporary 
expedients to extend slavery, to be set aside when- 
ever they became practical barriers to stay slavery. 

Should this bill pass, and establish a tabula rasa 
in these Territories, there would be a counterpart 
to it at the North—a tabula rasa in regard to com- 
promises. When, suid he, you strike down the 
legal power of the Missouri compromise of 1820, 
you strike down the moral power of the compro- 
mise of 1850. Repeal the Missouri compromise, 
the most sacred that has been madesince the great 


compromises of the Constitution, and you wipe 
out, as with a sponge, all compromises at the 
North, Your laws may be made and have the 
force of laws, but they will not be respected as 
compromises. 

He then criticised the report of the Senate on 
the subject of the bill, as compared with the bill 
itself, and said that if they should now repeal the 
Missouri compromise, the report of the 4th of Jan- 
uary would stand as a confession of one of the 
greatest frauds upon northern compromise men 
that had ever been perpetrated in the history of 
political parties. 

He then argued to prove that the Missouri act 
of 1820 was a compromise, and contended that 
the North had not repudiatedit. 

Mr. PHILLIPS made the’ following explana- 
tion in reply to some remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Goopricu:] 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, who has 
just taken his seat, asserted that I had argued 
“í that the Missouri restriction was not intended te 
de perpetual;’’ and, upon this assertion, he has 
treated us with arefutation. Now, sir, permit 
me to read from my printed speech what I did 
say: 

« Jt will be remembered that though Missouri was finally 
admitted without a condition for the inhibition of slavery, 
yet that the claim of power on the part of Congress to in- 
sist upon one was sustained. The eighth section of the 
act asserts the power not only to exclude slavery during the 
territorial condition, but through all changes of Govern- 
ment. ‘The prohibition is not fora limited time, but “ ror- 
EVER”? 


It will be seen that my statement is the very 
reverse of the assertion made on this floor. E will | 
now, Mr. Chairman, conclude by recommending | 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts a safe rule, 
that before he attempts to reply to an argument, 
he should understand what in fact the argumentis. | 

Mr. HENN. Mr. Chairman, the bill now un- 
der consideration for the organization of Nebraska 
and Kanzas Territories is, perhaps, of more prac- 
tical importance to the State of lowa, and the 
people of the district which I have the honor to 
represent upon this floor, than to any other State 
or constituency in the Union, and hence it is that 
I desire to say something of the reasons that 
will induce me to give a warm, cordial, and un- 
flinching support to the substitute proposed by the į 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, {Mr. 
Ricwarpson,] and for all of its provisions. I) 
shall say something for the information of indi- 
vidual members of this committee, something for 
the information of my constituents, and some- 
thing to correet the erroneous views of those not 
acquainted with the West and her enlightenéd 
population. To this end I propose to demon- 
strate: — ; . eae | 

First. The importance of an organization of | 
these Territories at this time; the influence of 
their organization upon the character of the great 
West; the correctness of the principles of self- 
government and congressional non-interference, 
as recognized by both the original bill and the 


substitute; and give my views as to the rules 
which should govern the legislative and executive 


branches of this Government in their action upon 
territorial matters. at ol 

Secondly. I propose to speak of the physical 
character of the country which it is contemplated 
to organize; of its political past, of its political 
future, and of its commercial importance to lowa, 
and to the whole country. 

I will then add a few words relative to the sit- 
uation of parties in Iowa, and elsewhere, upon the 
great questions involved in this bill, and define, 
briefly, my objections to that part of the Senate 
bill which prohibits those who have sought an 
asylum in our country, and have evinced their 
intention of becoming citizens, from having a part 
in the organization of the Territories proposed to 
be created. . 

Mr. WITTE, in the course of his remarks, 
said that if the North—he spoke of the Democratic 

arty—are divided ih sentiment on this subject, it 
is because they do not understand the proposition. 
If the people, by the exercise of their legal sover- 
eign rights, shall desire to make every square foot 
of the soil on the continent slave, he would have it 
so;if,on the other hand, by the exercise of the 
same rights and power, they would make every 
square foot free, he would have it so. This was 
the sentiment of the North, go far as one man 
could speak fof them. The Democracy of the 
North are as sound on this question of State-rights 


doctrine as the South are. They would yield not {| 


one jot or tittle, because the principles which 
constitute the safety of the North, constitute the 
safety of the South. The question is: Is the Mis- 
sourt compromise repealable? The people want 
to know whether this bill can be enacted without 
a repeal of the Missouri compromise. He held 
that this compromise is, like other acts, repeal- 
able. He, however, questioned this a little at one 
time. 

if it should be found that it was unwise to in- 
vest the people of these Territories with the power 
to settle the question of slavery for themselves, he 
should console himself with the reflection that it 
is always well, where there is a doubt as to the 
construction of the Constitution, to give to the 
people the benefit of the doubt. 

He replied to his colleague, [Mr. Grow,] who, 
he said, had misrepresented the sentiment of the 
North, no doubt unintentionally. 

Mr. CHASTAIN contended that this measure 


-was in strict accordance with the Constitution, 


just to the North and the South, and to the peo- 
ple who were hereafter to inhabit the Territories 
of Nebraska and Kansas. He also contended 
that the restriction of 36° 30 was forced upon the 
South, was unconstitutional, and was only sub- 
mitted to by that section for reasons weighty in 
themselves. 

Mr. EDMANDS. Ihave made several attempts 
to address the committee on the bill before us. I 
remained here during the night, until the recess of 
this morning, in hopes to get an epportunity of 
so doing. I saw many gentlemen given their 
hour. An hour to speak! It was an hour for sleep; 
past the hours of business; ay, even those of recre- 
ations; an hour fit only for dark designs; fit only 
for such an outrage as is being perpetrated on the 
moral sense of the North, in the attempt to pass 
this bill, compatible with the foul means adopted 
to force it through the House! I appeal to the 


sober sense of this House, whether itis proper, | 


whether, in the spirit of American liberty, to carry 


on the business of legislation at such unseasonable į 


hours? | protest, in the name of my constituency, 
against being kept up here at the behest of an 
imperious majority, during midnight hours, to 
legislate on — 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LYON said he designed, at the proper 
time, to offer an amendment to the bill in the fol- 
lowing form: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
power and authority in and over said Territory of Nebraska 
shall be vested in a Governor WIO SIALL BE ELECTED BY 
THE PEOPLE OF SAID TERRITORY. The Governor shall 
reside within said Territory, shafi be commander-in-chief 
of the militia thereof, shal} perform the duties and receive 
the emoluments of superintendént of Indian affairs, and 
shall approve of all laws passed by the Legislative Assem- 
bly before they shall take effect; he may grant pardons and 
respites for offenses against the Jaws of said Territory, shall 
commission all officers who shall be appointed to office 
under the laws of the said Territory, and shall take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed. 


He said that he would avail himself of the oc- 
casion to present to the members of the House 


ý AEDE | 
executive 
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„mind, for such organization. 


and the country his views on the bill, and on the 
propriety of the amendment he suggested, . : 
Mr. PENNINGTON then addressed the com- 
mittee. He said that before the debate should be 
finally closed upon this bill, and: while its defeat, 
though now scarcely to be hoped for, was, still 
possible, and the evil it foreboded might: yet be 
averted, he desired to state the grounds on. which 
he had hitherto opposed, and should continue-to 
oppose, the passage of this odious and. dangerous 


“measure. 


He was opposed to the passage of the bil: on 
many grounds. . ‘ 

He objected to it, in the. first place, because 
there is no immediate necessity for the organiza- 
tion of the proposed Territories; and the measure 
was therefore premature. No reason had been 
assigned, here or elsewhere, satisfactory to his 
There is no popu- 
lation now within the limits of the proposed Ter- 
ritories to demand it. There can be no population 
there, lawfully, so long as the Indian. intercourse 
act remains unrepealed, That act forbids the 
ingress into those Territories of all persons not 
belonging to the Indian tribes, other than the 
authorized agents of the Government, and such 
as shall have a temporary and revocable license 
from the Government, and that solely for the 
purposes of trade. : 

This act was passed for the protection of the 
Indian tribes against intrusion, and the public 
domain fram encroachments by unlawful settle- 
ménts, and in fulfillment of solemn ‘treaty stipu- 
lations made by the United States with these 
tribeg. It could not be repealed without a breach 
of good faith thus pledged. by the Government. 
Nota foot of the goil within the limits of the pro- 
posed Territories is now owned by a white man; 
and, until surveyed and opened forsale and entry, 
no title to any portion of it can be acquired or 
lawfully occupied for settlement. 

He objected to the bill, in the second place, be- 

cause it is against the sound policy of the Gov- 
ernment to extend its land system over this por- 
tion of the public domain, and to open them for 
settlement. The Government has large quantities 
of public lands_now lying unsold and unoccupied 
within the limits of the: new States, and in the 
Territories already organized, which ought first 
-to be settled. He maintained that it. was not 
good policy to diffuse the population of the coun- 
try over so vast.an expanse of country. It would 
greatly increase the burdens, without contribu- 
ting in the slightest degree tothe prosperity or 
happiness of the people, or to the development 
of the resources of the country. It would bea 
hindrance to both. Emigration was needed, all 
the emigration indeed that can be led inthe di- 
rection of Oregon, Washington, Utah, and New 
Mexico. nai 

The Government had adopted the policy of en- 
couraging the settlement of those Territories by 
holding out large bounties in donations of public 
lands as inducements to emigration. : Fe was op- 
posed to the bill under consideration, as a measure 
diréctly calculated to counteract this policy. It had 
been said, thatthe tide of emigration would sweep 
over the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska 
whether these territorial governments should be es- 
tablished or not, and in spite of the prohibitions of 
law. He was unwilling to believe that this Gov- 
ernment is powerless to protect its owm public 
domain against its own citizens, or against any 
aggression, come from what quarter it might. He 
was unwilling to concede that the clearest dictatea 
of sound policy should be yielded to any species 
of fillibusterism. 

He objected to the bill, in the third place, be- 
cause it violates the public faith, pledged by numer- 
ous treaties with the Indian tribes within the limits 
of the proposed Territories. The United States 
had guarantied to these tribes their homes, set 
apart for them by treaty, as permanent homes, to 
be enjoyed by them forever against. the encroach- 

ments of whitesettlements. These treaties remain. 
In Jetter and in spirit the Government is bound by 
the highest obligations of good faith, to guarantee 
and protect these homes of the aborigines, And 
this might be done, as he had shown, consistently 
with the sound policy of the Government, having 
reference only to its own best interests. > 

He objected to the bill, in the fourth place, be- 
cause it repealed the Missouri compromise; a 
compromise to which the national faith had been 
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solemnly pledged under circumstances which give 


‘ita sanction scarcely less sacred than that which 


attaches to the Constitution: itself. -It embodies | 


the mutual pledges of the two great sections of 
‘ the-country, and had hitherto been sacredly mair- 
tained’ by “both; Its -constitutionality was-clear 
cand undoubted.: He should not stop to inquire 
“whether it be true of. any portion of the North 
i thatit may notvrightfully or gracefully remon- 
strate against its repeal, because opposed to it at 
© the time of its enactment: This cannot.be truth- 
fully said of the State of New Jersey. She was 
a’party to it, and it owes its existence to the votes 
of her Representatives.on the floor of this House. 
“As a Representative:from New Jersey, in her 
name, and in conformity with the sentiments of 
the great body of her people, he demanded the 


‘fulfillment of ‘the bond. He, for one, would not - 


betray her. ; 

He objected,to the bill, in the fifth place, be- 
cause it is.designed to authorize slavery extengion 
to regions now dedicated to freedom, and is thus 
opposed not only to the policy of the fathers of 
the Republic, but to the true policy of the Union 
at this period of our progress, and to the spirit of 
the age in which we live. He deprecated it as a 
‘fountain of bitter waters, and as fruitful of danger 
to the Union. 

Mr. SAGE. Mr. Chairman, the hour having 
arrived to close debate on the bill to organize the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, and not hav- 
ing been able to get the floor to express my views 
in relation to the same, I ask permission of the 
committee to publish in the Globe the remarks 
which J intended to have made to the committee 
on this subject. 

On motion by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 

‘all gentlemen similarly situated obtained that priv- 


ilepe. 

he hour ofitwelve having arrived, to: which 
debate had been limited byan order of the House, 
> Mr. RICHARDSON proceeded to close the gen- 
eral debate on this bill, remarking that the propo- 
sitions which it contained to secure the equality of 
the States and the rights of the people, under the 
Constitution, must triumph everywhere. 

During the progress of this debate, he remarked, 
various gentlemen, representing what they were 
-pleased to call northern States, had said that 
they had stood by the South upon this question, 
when their course did not meet with the approval 
of their constituents. He occupied no such posi- 
tion. He stood: by the South whenever the prin- 
ciples they maintained met the approval of his 
judgment. All he asked was, was it right and 
Just? would it advance the great interests, and con- 
tribute to the renown of the Republic? Only when 
he had determined this question in the affirmative 
had he lent the South his support. 

Gentlemen misapprehended the course he had 
pursued, if they thought that he had been more 
_ favorable to the North than to the South, or to the 
South than the North. He looked upon all sec- 
tions as. his country, and wherever the glorious 
banner of the Republic floated. on this land} that 
Jand was his country. To-day he would fight to 
defend the interests of any section. ; 

He then replied to various arguments against 
the bill; and urged its friends to reject all amend- 
ments, and,pass the substitute as it now stood. 

The debate on the Nebraska bill having closed, 

The CHAIRMAN. Before we proceed to the 

consideration of the bill by sections, the Chair 
«will ask the Clerk to read so much of the 34th rule 
of the House as applies to the five-minute debate, 

Mr. DEAN, (at one o’clock, p. m.) I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the 
question after the rule is read. 


A portion of the 34th rule was read, as follows: 


& Provided, That where debate is closed by order of the 
House, any member shall be allowed, in committee, five 
minutes to explain any amendment he may offer; after 
which any member who shall first obtain the floor, shail be 
allowed to speak five minutes in opposition to it; and there 
shail be no-further debate on the amendment; but the same 
privilege on debate shal! be allowedin favor of, and against 
any amendment that may be offered to the amendment; and 
neither the amendment nor the amendment to the amend- 
ment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof, unless by 
the unanimous consent of the committee. ”? 


The CHAIRMAN. -I called for the reading of 
this rule for the purpose of saying. to the com- 
mittee that I intend to. act strictly up to the letter 
of the rule, and to insist that speeches must be for 


‘courtesy to the gentleman from Indiana. 


the amendment or against the amendment; not. to 
the bill and against the bil... : 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN took the foor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana cannot hold the floor now. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. ..I-do. not intend to 
question the decision of the. Chair, nor to infringe 
on the rules of the House;: but: I rise to-ask the 
gentleman. from Hlinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson] 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The gen- 
tleman from Illinois has no power to extend any 

e 
committee are now under the five-minute rule, and 
the Chair shall enforce the rule strictly. : 

The question being on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, : 

Mr... WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded tell- 
ers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and CuasTain were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 62, noes 92. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now re- 
port the first section of the bill. 

Mr, EDGERTON. Mr. Chairman, Í propose 
to amend the bill by striking out all that follows, 
after the word *‘ included,” at the end of the third 
line, and substituting in lieu thereof what I send 
to the Chair; and if the committee will allow me, 
1 will explain to them precisely the character of 
the amendment. 

{The amendment proposed was the bill organiz- 
ing a territorial government for Nebraska, passed 
by the House at the last session of Congress.] 

“Several Memuers. Let it be read. 

Mr. EDGERTON. It may be read now, or at 
the close of- my five minutes. 1 prefer, however, 
to.say what I have to say now. : 

Mr. Chairman, | will explain, if permitted, 
that the bill which 1 now propose is the bill 
passed by this House during the last Congress, 
and on the 10th day of February, 1853.. When 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Ricuarpson] 
introduced the House bill now before the com- 
mittee, to organize the Territories of Kansas and 
Nebraska, I gave notice to the House that I would 
offer this bill as an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. I did it, sir, because I believed it to be 
the best bill that could be passed to organize these 
Territories, and because it passed this House with 
only forty-three votes against it, and seventeen of 
the votes in its favor were southern votes. 

It went to the Senate, was supported by the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras,] by the 
Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Arcuison,} and by 
seventeen other Senators, who voted to take it up 
out of its order. During the whole time it was 
before Congress for consideration, no sectional 
question was raised, either in this House or in the 
Senate, in relation to it. It gave rise to no sec- 
tional argument; it created no sectional difficulty. 
It was not stated in this House that it was neces- 
sary to,repeal the Missouri compromise in order 
to do justice to the South; neither was it intimated 
that it was inconsistent with the principles of the 
legislation of 1850. The time had not come for 
that violation of compacts. 

At that time the only objection that was made 
to it was, thatit did injustice to the Indians. ‘That 
objection, however, was obviated by amendments, 
and it passed this House, and I believe it would 
have passed the Senate if it had had a fair vote. 
That vote was prevented by the urgent necessity 
of considering the appropriation bills. 

This amendment which I offer proposes to or- 
ganize but one Territory. If one Territory was 
all that was then required, it is all that is required 
now; for there has been no material increase in 
the white population since that time. I have not 
yet heard any satisfactory reason assigned by any 
one who has spoken upon the subject, in this 
House or in the Senate, not even the gentleman 
from Illinois, who has last spoken upon the bill, 
why there should be two Territories organized at 
this time. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
was in that Territory, I believe, in October last, 
and states there was but eleven white men legally 


in the Territory. The gentleman from Hlinois. 


(Mr. Ricwarpson] thinks that two Territories 
are necessary, but assigns no substantial reason 
for the organization... He says, if we are to have 
the fight upon this question of organization, we 


might as well have it now, and for two Territories, 
as at any other time. 

But if two Territories are to be organized, why. 
not provide for a fair division? The country 


which it is proposed to organize into the Territory 


of. Kansas is much the most, valuable portion, 
and, that portion which will most likely be the 
first to be settled and formed into States, and con- 
tains not more than a third or a fourth of the 
entire Territory of Nebraska... It is only about 
one fourth the size of that which it is proposed to_ 
organize into the remaining Territory of Ne- 
braska. I say, therefore, that if it is necessary 
that there should be two Territories, why not 
make a fair division? Divide the Territories so 


| that they shall be as nearly equal as possible in 


soil and inducements for settlement. The division 


_ proposed cuts off from the Territory of Nebraska 


the most. valuable portion for the Territory of 
Kansas, that best adapted for profitable slave 
labor—and intended forit—and leaves the northern 
portion, barren and uninhabitable, for the people 
of the North. ` 

Another reason why we should pass the substi- 
tute | have offered is, that it contains more of the 


principles of non-intervention and self-govern- 


ment than are to be found in the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. Upon that ques- 
tion I challenge him to a discussion upon the 
merits of the two bills. This bill, sir, gives no 
veto power to the Governor of the Territory. By 
it the people, in their legislative capacity, are su~ 
preme. They do in fact govern themselves by 
making theirown laws. Neither the original bill, 
nor the’substitute of the gentleman, which is the 
Senate bill, permits them to do so. It takes from 
Congress the power to revise the legislation of the 
Territory; and in other respects it places more 
power in the hands of the people, and, if there 

e any truth in the doctrine of non-intervention, 
it is contained in this bill, and to a greater extent 
than, in the substitute proposed by the gentleman. 
And, another thiag. My amendment proposes 
to give to the free*white inhabitants of the Terri- 
tory the privilege of the elective franchise. That 
is a privilege not found in the other billg, but pro- 
hibited by them. 

But the greatest of all reasons why northern 
men should support the bill of the last Congress, 
which is my amendment, is, that it does not pro- 
pose the repeal of the Missouri. compromise. 

uring the last Congress, when that bill was under 
consideration in this House, no southern man 
dared to get up and move a repeal of that com- 
promise. The time had not arrived when that 
imposition on the North was to be attempted. 
Southern men voted for the bill as it was. The 
gentlemen from Georgia, (Messrs. Toomss and 
STEPHENS} were membersof this House, and then, 
as now, the jealous and zealons guardians of the 
rights of the South; but they did not discover that 
their rights required the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise, or that the legislation of 1850 was 
inconsistent with it, or with the bill. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina,. [Mr. Crineman,} 
gentlemen from Louisiana, gentlemen from Vir- 
ginia, all voted for the bill. No man dared to 
raise the question that it was necessary to repeal 
the Missouri compromise in order to..do justice to 
the South. But in one short year the necessities 
of politics have demanded its repeal, and pop- 
ular sovereignty has been seized upon by north- 
ern. men who have been elevated by its power, 
and fear its vengeance for their errors, a9 an ex- 
cuse for the violation of a compact which reason 
and justice sustained, Popular sovereignty is not 
anew doctrine. Itis as old asthe Union, and 
goes every where with the American citizen, except 
into the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, under 
the bill I am endeavoring to amend. They ex- 
clude it. The peoplethere would not be sovereign. 
The great law that the majority shall rule, would 
there have no existence. The legislation is to 
be controlled by a Governor not the choice of the 
people, beyond their reach. The veto power is 
bad enough anywhere, but it is monstrous when 
exercised by an Executive not elected by the 
people nor responsible to them, but who holds his 
office in defiance of their wishes. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is it in order to move to 
perfect the matter proposed to be stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. EDGERTON, I now ask that the amend- 
ment which I offered be read. 


1854. 


The CHAIRMAN. It will be read. 
Thé Clerk then proceeded to read the amend- 
ment. eae ae 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to: amend ‘the first 
section of the bill by striking out all between the 
words “ Nebraska,” in the eighteenth line, and 
the word ‘ provided,” in the twenty-second line. 

The words proposed to be stricken out were 
reported by the Clerk, as follows: ` ree 

« And when admitted as a State or States, the said Ter- 
ritory, or any portion of the'saine, shall be reéeived: into 
the Union, with or. witheut'slavery, as their constitution 
may prescribe at the time of their admission.” 

Mr. GIDDINGS.  It-is unnecessary that I 
should say | am opposed to the bill.” Í wish to 
call the attention of the committee to that part 
which says what future Congresses shall do, and 
what they shall not do. Such a provision is ut- 
terly and palpably at variance with the construc- 
tion which every statesman has ever given to the 
Constitution. | Pecan? : ` 

The absurdity of the proposition that to legis- 
late for those who shall come after us, or attempt 
to determine what our successors shall do in rela- 
tion to the admission or rejection of 'a State with 
slavery or without slavery, appears to me absurd. 


it strikes me that no member of the House will: 


be willing to place his‘name upon the record in 
favor of such a proposition; particularly would I 
suppose that to be the case at the present time, 
when every man upon the opposite ‘side of the 
House has taken the position that the most solemn 
Obligation of a former Congress, entered into 
under peculiar circumstances, shall be disregarded, 
trampled upon, and repudiated. Am | to stand 
here and gravely enact what my successors shall 
do in relation to admitting States from this Terri- 
tory, with or without slavery, when the record 
of this discussion will bear to our successors the 
fact that the doctrine has been gravely and sol- 


emnly denied in our debates, and in this very bill, | 


which declares the Missouri compromise inopera- 
tive and void? Every member who sustains it 
has taken the ground that all former attempts to 
bind a subsequent Congress are held in contempt. 
‘When we see this in the bill before'us, can we 
tarm around and embrace in it directions: to-such 
future Congresses as may have the question before 
them, and instruct them to admit such States as 
may apply for admission, with just such consti- 
tutions as they may happen to present? 

Sir, if we possess the right or the power to do 
that, this bill is itself an absurdity, for it denies 
the power. Task if gentlemen will maintain such 
inconsistencies? Do they suppose they can make 
the people believe these absurdities? “Will gen- 
tlemen place such contradictions upon the record, 
and with’the expectation that the people will not 
detect them? ‘The bill itself on its very face de- 
nies the obligation which former Congresses have 
attempted to impose upon us; and having repudi- 
ated that, it attempts to bind those who shall come 
after us. Sir, gendemen inay make any attempts 
in that direction which they may please; but I tell 
them that all stich attempts to bind our successors 
in future times will be in vain; they will repudiate 
all your effort to guide theit action. When they 
see that we have disregarded the will of our pre- 
decessors, who in 1820 consecrated this territory 
to freedom, they will repudiate this very act. You 
may say to them that these new States shall come 
in With of without slavery, as they themselves 
may determine, but your instructions will be in 
vain. You may say that they shall not legislate 
upon this subject in future} büt, gentlemen, the 
will meet you on this point; the*free States will 
make their voices heard òn a subject’ in which 
they will have so much interest, Phe question 
will go before the people ere that period shall ar- 
rive; the popular voice will be heard, and the pop- 
ular influence will be felt, and the popular will 
understood, by men who shall hold seats here 
when these States apply for admission. 

Gentlemen who now appear to feel themselves 
clothed with powers to condemn all past action of 
our predecessors, and to guide all future action of 

< our successors, will be likely to hear the voice of 
popular indignation, pronouncing the dread sen- 
tence of “ depart, ye politically accursed, into outer 
darkness.” k 

Gentlemen may understand that we of the North 
recognize no obligation to associate in this body 
with Representatives from new slave States: T 
think the last slave State has been admitted. We 


“want no more Representatives in this Hall, unless 
they are the Representatives of freemen. Gentle- 
men cannot palm off upon us a proposition so much 
opposed to the feelings and sentiments of a major- 
ity of the people of the Union. No, sir. When 
these States come in, they must come as free States. 
We want no more Representatives of slavery; we 
mist have Representatives of ‘freemen, or none at 
all. : ; X 
Now it strikes me that this proposition. is so 
palpably just, that I almost expect the support of 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House. I 


dence. They must vote for. this amendment if 
they intend to maintain consistency of action. 
Their avowed doctrines are -distinctly in faver of 
the amendment; and I am not at liberty to suppose 
they will reject an amendment in such accordance 
with the whole tenor of their action. $ 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, and hope it will 
be rejected. Iam not, however, disposed to dis- 
cuss It, and I therefore givethe balance of my five 
minutes to the committee. 

The question ‘now being on Mr.: Gippines’s 
amendment, =” : 

Mr. BENNETT. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarr and 
Hamitron were appointed. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gippines’s 
amendment; and it was decided in the negative, 
the tellers having reported—ayes 53, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. WALLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike from the first section the words ‘ be, and 
the same is hereby,” and in lieu thereof to insert 
the words *“ shall not, during the year 1854, be,” 
so that, if the amendment be adopted, the section 
will read, “thence down the main channei of said 
river to the place of beginning, shall not, during 
the year 1854, bé created into a temporary gov- 


braska.”’ 

I do not wish, Mr. Chairman, that any friend 
of this bill should regard the amendment which I 
submit as a frivolous one. It is not so intended 
by me. It is intended as a substantial amendment. 
And for the. purpose of ‘testing the sense of the 
committee‘on the question involved, I propose it 
to the committee, and through the committee I 
wish ‘to have it understood by the country that it 
has been proposed as the olive branch of peace. 
| Mr..Chairman, this House of Representatives 

was not:elected on the issue which is now engross- 
ing our thoughts, our hearts, and our feelings. 
Members were sent here.to transact the ordinary 
business of the ‘country; if need be, to create the 
Territory of Nebraska; and ‘if there be occasion 
for more than one Territory, to:‘form two, by the 
names of Nebraska and Kansas; or what not. “f 
put it to this committee, I put it to the friends of 
this measure, I put.it to their own.consciences, that 
we were not sent here. ; 

“Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the gentleman to 
order. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman ’s 
point of order? j 

-Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is not 
discussing the proposition involved in his amend- 
ment. É i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts proposes that the bill shall take effect 
at a future period, and is stating his reasons why 
the amendment should beadopted. The Chair is 
of the opinion that the gentleman is in order. 

Mr. WALLEY. I do not intend to travel one. 
iota, one hair’s breadth from the line of order. I 
say, with ereat deference to the gentleman who 
has interrupted me, that I am strictly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed, SF 
-Mr. WALLEY. Allow me to say to this 
committee, that we are unprepared to act upon this 
matter now; we were not elected for this purpose; 
and if gentlemen do not agree with me in this 
| sentiment now, they will be convinced that I am 
right before the present year closes. : 


| E hear, and from what my constituents write to 
ime. Í have letters from ‘the most conservative 
; men in Massachusetts, from men who-have stood 
| by the institutions of this country, and-by all the 
| compromises faithfully and fearlessly, and they 
| tell me “ you are periling everything; pray tell 


look to.their support with some degree of confi- | 


Tam telling gentlemen what I know from what t! 


l 
I 
i 
i 
i 


| 


us, cannot you make the South understand that- 
they are jeopardizing their own interests; aswell 
as the interests of the whole country 3? . biur 
Such is the language that is written to me ‘by: 
men who have been the most. conservative:men in 
Boston and in MasSachusetts, up to: the present). 
time, and T-have. offered this amendment: for: the: 
purpose’ of saying to the -friends of this bill, to. 
these who wish to rush it through:the present- 
Congress with hot haste, that ask them to pause: 
until there have been elections held, until the pea- 
ple shall have spoken in their primary assemblies: 
on this question, until we have heard from: our: 
constituents North and South. Why, sir, I re- 
ceived: a letter from a friend in North Carolina, i 
this morning, saying that he sympathizes with me: 
in the views: expressed in my speech the other- 
day, and that the South were, making a-mistake, . 
in his jadgment, upon this matter, and I am well: 
convinced that vast numbers of southern people: 
cherish widély different: sentiments from those 
which are urged upon this floor, and pressed upon 
the country by politicians. : PE 
. (Flere the hammer fell.} : TEONE 
Mr. BRIDGES. lam opposed to. the amend- 
ment, and ask for a vote upon it. ` i a, 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call for tellers 
on the amendment. : 3 ae 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
and Brinces were appointed.: : a 
The question was then put; and: the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 103. Ga ks 
So the amendment was rejected. Bh og 
Mr. PECKHAM. I wish to offer the follow- 
ing amendment in the sixth line of the first section, 
of this bill, after the words ‘to wit,” strike out: 
all, including the word “ beginning,” in the seven- 
teenth line, and insert the following: 
Beginning at a point on the western boundary of the 


| State of Missouri where the thirty seventh parallel of north 


latitude crosses the same; thence westward on said parallel. 


. | e easte 4 v exico ; ther i 
ernment by the name: of the Territory. of Ne- |i © the eastern boundary of New Mexico; thence north on 


said boundary to latitude 38°; thence following said bound-: 
ary westward to the east boundary of Utah, or the summit 
of the Rocky Mountains; thence on said summit northward 


' to the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude 5 thence east on 


said parallel to the western boundaty of Minnesota ; thence 
southward on said boundary to the Mississippi tiver; 
thence down the main channel of said river to the place of 
beginning. : z i ANEN 

This amendment includes both Nebraska and 
Kansas, and hence makes one instead of two ter- 
ritorial governments. ` f tgs, 

I offer this amendment in‘ good: faith, not ex-* 
pecting, however, that it will- be:carried: in. this 
committee; because I perceive that there isa ma~ 
jority in favor of doing what the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories [Mr. Ricnarpson] an- 
nounced should be the order of business—that.is, 
to votedown every amendment proposed. » .... 

The CHAIRMAN, - The gentleman from New 
York must confine his remarks to the amendment 
he offers. — ni 

Mr. PECKHAM. Iwill endeavor: to do so. 
The gentleman from. Hlinois [Mr. RICHARDSON] ` 
said that he proposed to organize two Territories 
now, for the reason that if he omitted to do so.he 
anticipated another fight in an attempt to organize 
another, and hence he intended to organize two 
now. Whynow? Because, if there should be 
another fight, on which side will be the victory is - 
not doubtful. Is the gentleman afraid to leave 
this question to the popular voice? ‘He advocates 
the deciins of popular. sovereignty with great 
energy. He claims'to rely upon that principle as 
sustaining this bill, but he has‘not the courage to 
act upon his principle, and trust the popular sover- 
eignty to decide’whether we shall have two Terri- 
tories or one. Such a position has never before 
been. taken in this House, nor in any legislative 
body, in my belief,as the one. here announced by 
the gentleman—in effect. that they will legislate, 
not upon the merits ofthe bill, not for the wants 
of the country, not for its interests or its welfare, 
but simply because. they chance to have the power, 
it shall be exercised while they have it to organize 
two Territories over this land where it is not de- 
nied, in fact it is virtually conceded, that.only one 
territorial government is required, as it is not pre- 
tended that there are inhabitants enough in ‘the 
whole territory now to form a sinall village. - 

Sir, the gentleman ‘might as. well.go:one:step 
further—his position will carry. him- there--he 
might as well admit both: these. Territories: as 
States now. It may save strife;and the Constitu- 
tion does not prohibit it. This organizing’ two 
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Territories, when he concedes that only one is 
necessary, from the scarcity of population, is at 
war with the action of this Government as to 
Territories from its earliest history to the present 
day. The practice has been*uniform to divide 
territories as the increase of population required 
it. The whole Northwest Territory, northwest 
of the Ohio river, was organized under one gov- 
ernment at first, from which five States are now 
formed. This was afterwards divided into other 
Territories as the increased population demanded. 
Indiana ‘Territory, which was very extensive, 
was first organized in the same manner. Out of 
Indiana Territory was taken Michigan Territory; 
and from Michigan was taken Wisconsin, and so 
on. Soin 1848, a territorial government for Oregon 
was formed, and, as population increased in 1853, 
Washington Territory was formed from a part of 
Oregon. 

: Now, however, a new course of policy is to be 
adopted, andata heavy and unnecessary annual 
expense, to be paid by this Government, about 
$100,000 per annum for each territorial government. 
We sre to have two, when only one is: required, 
simply because the gentleman fears another con- 
test. “He has not the courageto risk it. I speak 
of courage in'a political sense—not otherwise, of 
course, as I know the gentleman to be a true man 
in every respect. The only merit in such legisla- 
tion, I believe, is its novelty; and in this progress- 
ive age perhaps that is a merit—— 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. I object to 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
on the ground that.these Territories are too large 
to be embraced under the one government, 

The question being on the adoption of the 
amendment, ` 

Tellers were called for and ordered; and Messrs. 
Cuanpirr, and Harnis of Alabama, were ap- 
pointed. w 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 83, noes 100. 
_ So theamendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MACE. I propose to add to the follow- 
ing words of the first section of the House bill: 

“ And when admitted as a State or States, the said Ter- 
ritory, or any portion of the same, shall be received into 


the Union, with or without slavery, as their constitution may 
prescribe at the time of their admission,’? 


the following words: 


And the Territorial Legislature shall have power to 
admit or exclude slavery at any tine by law. 

’ Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman 
will allow the amendment to be reported from the 
Clerk’s desk, so that we may all know whatit is. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would request 
gentlemen who have amendments to offer to re- 
duce them to writing, so that they may be read 
from the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. MACE. Mr. Chairman, in good faith 1 
propose the following amendment to the bill under 
consideration: Insert after the word ‘admission,”’ 
in the first section: . 

And the Legislature of said Territory is herehy clothed 
with full power, at any session thereof, to establish or pro- 
bibit slavery in said Territory. 

This amendment is offered for the purpose of 
testing the sincerity of western members who sup- 

ort the bill, and especially my colleagues from 

ndiana. With them, and in my State, the bur- 
den of the song on the part of the friends of the 
bill is, that it establishes the great doctrine of pop- 
ular sovereignty, whereby the people of the Ter- 
ritory are left “ perfectly free,” through the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature, to admit or reject slavery. 

I know, and every man knows who has read 
the bill carefully, that it does not, and was not 
intended to confer the power upon the Territorial 
Legislature to pass Jaws rejecting slavery or 
admitting it. Butif in this I am mistaken, and 
the friends of the bill are, in fact, in favor of pop- 
ular sovereignty, and more particularly the friends 
of General Cass, the father of the doctrine of 
popular sovereignty in the Territories, the com- 
mittee will readily adopt my amendment, and 
relieve the bill of all doubt as to the power of the 
Territorial Legislatureover thequestion of slavery. 
But, sir, full weil do I know that the amendment 


will be rejected, not by the vote of the members | 


acting with me against the bill, but by the friends 
of the bill, the pretended friends of popular sover- 


eignty, 1 desire to place on the record the fact i 


that the friends of the bill did most directly and 
distinctly repudiate the doctrine of *¢squatter,”’ or 
popular sovereignty, while, those who act with me 
support it to the fullest extent, so far as this bill 
i is concerned. 

It has been said that the following clause of the 
fourteenth section of the bill confers the power 
upon the Legislature to legislate on the subject of 
slavery, to wit: ` ala 

“It being the true intent and meaning.of this act : not to 
legislate slavery into any ‘Territory or State, nor to exclude 
it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States,” f 

Now, what is the true construction placed upon 
this southern clause of the bill by its friends, and 
perhaps others? It is, that the people of the Terri- 
tory, when they form a State constitution, and not 
before, are ‘* left perfectly free to form and regulate 
their domestic institutions (which means slavery) 
in their own way, SUBJECT ONLY TO THE CONSTI- 
TUTION oF THE Uniten Stares.’? The vote on 
my amendment will demonstrate that I have placed 
the construction upon this clause. intended by 
those who concocted the bill. ‘Squatter sover- 
eignty”’ has no vitality in the bill; all she has is a 
| short, high sounding, well adjusted litle stump 


road stump orators to deceive the people. The 
bill, in fact, is nothing more nor less than an ordi- 
nary bill establishing Territories, such as has in 
the main been adopted since the organization of 
Territories, except the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise act, and the provision granting foreigners 
the right to vote as soon as they make the decla- 
ration to become citizens. Members from the free 
States argue that it does not admit slavery; mem- 
bers from the slave States argue the reverse, with 
the further declaration that slavery will not go into 
the Territory on account of the*soil and climate. 
The truth is, that slavery will go into the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska both, if the bill 
| passes in its present form. 

For proof of this assertion, I assume the fact, 
and defy contradiction, that there is not a Chris- 
tian country or Government on earth where slavery 
and involuntary servitude does not exist, unless 
specially prohibited by law. All the States of this 

nion, Mere slavery does not exist, would have 
slavery to a greater or less extent, if a prohibition 
| against it did not exist. 

Remove the slavery restriction in Ohio, indi- 
ana, and Illinois, and all of those States would 
have slavery, ina few years, equal to Maryland, 
Kentucky, or Tennessee. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Will my colleague vote for 
the bill if his amendment is adopted. 

Mr. MACE. I will. I am safe in making the 
| pledge, because I know the amendment will be 
rejected by the friends of the bill, or, if adopted, it 
will defeat the bill, 1 will add, as l have revised 
my remarks since the vote was taken on the amend- 
ment, that the vote was, for the amendment 76, 
against it 94; but one friend of the bill voted for 
the amendment, and that was my colleague, (Mr. 
Encitsu.] 

Mr. WARREN obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. ENGLISH, who said: 1 desire to ask my 
colleague one question. If your amendment is 
adopted, will you vote for this bill? 

Mr. MACE. Iwill. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then, for one, I shall vote 
| for the amendment, because the same principle 
which I warmly approve, is substantially incor- 
porated in the Senate bill, now pending as a 
substitute for this House bill, and which I have 
no doubt will be adopted. I understand the 


and not the original House bill, which my col- 
league proposes to amend. We shall see when 
the vote 1s taken on adopting the substitute, 
| whether he will stand by the principle of his 
| amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Iamo 


pposed to the amend- 
| ment ofthe gentleman from 


ndiana, because I do 


| stump speeches. 

The amendment was again reported; and the 
question being upon its adoption, 

Mr. MACE demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. CARPENTER and BRECKIN- 
RIDGE. were appointed. 


| friends of Nebraska intend passing the substitute, | 


| not want to abolish the ground for making these | 


The question was then taken on Mr. Macr’s ! 


amendment; and it was decided in the. negative, 
the tellers having reported—ayes 76, noes 94, 

So the anendment was rejected. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out all after the words “beginning at,” in 
the sixth, and the whole of the seventh line, and 
in lieu thereof, to insert the words ‘a point on — 
the Missouri river where the parallel of 420 30’ 
crosses the same.”’ 

This runs the north boundary of Kansas some 
degrees further north. The only difficulty, sir, 
which we have in this bill, amounting to any- 
thing, is the one in reference to the subject of 
slavery. My amendment looks directly to that. 
It will be observed, by a reference to the map 
which gentlemen have before them in the Con- 
gressional Directory, that the Territory of Kansas 
lies to the extreme south of the unorganized 
region, and, as. adjusted in the bill, immediately 
west of Missouri, and is not more than one fourth 
as large as the Territory of Nebraska. There is 
a vast difference in the magnitude of the two Ter- 
ritories. Kansas isto the south. I wish to run 
it up further north, and lap it also upon lowa. If 
slavery would go into any portion of that unor- 
ganized territory, it would be most.apt to go into 


i the Territory of Kansas, and would decrease in 
' speech, put in to enable venal presses and cross- 


relative strength as you leave the southern border 
and go north. The great body of the population 
which will push out there will, of necessity, and 
unquestionably, go into the southern part of the 
unorganized Territory. That is to say, it would 
strike into the Kansas, not the Nebraska region. 
My object is to run further north that southern 
portion, so as to be sure of securing a clear pre- 


| ponderence of inhabitants from the northern and 


free States on their emigration to the country, to 
the end that, if the subject of slavery be referred, 
as you propose to refer it, to the people there, sla- 
very may be excluded from that Territory. ` 

I have no disguise whatever about the object I 
have in view in presenting this amendment. I 
wish gentlemen from the free States to understand 
it perfectly; and then let them take the responsi- 
bility, and vote against it with their eyes open. 
North of the line that I propose as the northern 
boundary of Kansas, there will be very few in- 
habitants, I presume, for many years to come. It 
lies north of the range of all the stream of travel 
towards the Pacific coast, as [ understand it. It 
lies north, as I understand it, of nearly all the 
white population that is theré at this time. It lies 
north of where the great body of the population 
will go for a long time to come. 

Just in proportion as you multiply the popula- 
tion south of the line I propose, and north of the 
one now in the bill, will you multiply the probabili- 
ties of making Kansas free soil. And that is my 
object in offering the amendment. The great ob- 
ject that I have had in view from first to last 
is simply to hold back slavery from this region, 
and has not ‘been to prevent the organization of 
the Territory. I desire that it shall be organized. 
{ voted in the last Congress for its organization. 
There was great unanimity in that vote—-no ex- 
citement or ill feeling, for this slavery fire-brand 
was not then thrown in. But I do object, and the 
whole North objects to this virgin soil—dedicated 
long ago to freedom—being now made the abode 
of slaves. 

Southern gentlemen tell us that they have no 
idea that slavery will ever go into this ‘Territory, 
and in that I differ from them altogether; that 
their object is simply to wipe off from the statute- 
book an offensive restriction that has remained 
there for years, and to establish a principle that 
they may avail themselves of hereafter. If that 
be really their sole object, my amendment does 
not affect that object in the least. And if they 
are sincere in what they say—and it is not for me 
to question their sincerity—they can have no ob- 
jection to my position of the line. . 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Brooxs] asks me if I will support the bill if my 
amendment be adopted. I answer, no, never, so 
long as it aims at the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise. Let that’stand in full force as it has for 
a full generation, and let the foreigner who hon- 
estly seeks a home there, and so declares his in- 
tention, have the privileges of an American citi- 
zen, as I think he should, in such a case, every- 
where amongst us; and leaping over all else in the 
bill that may be objectionable, I will then: go for 
it with both hands up. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. .:Being unable to 
agree with my friend from Indiana in his facts, 
his arguments, or his conclusions, I] am con- 
strained to oppose his amendment, and [ ask for 
a vote upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rrrenrz, of 
Pennsylvania, and Hirzyer, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported——ayes 66, noes 85. | ea 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FLAGLER. Toffer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the sixth section: 

And this aet shall not take effect until the rights of the 


Indians in said Territories shall be~ extinguished in the 
manner provided by this section. 


This very section prescribes a way of extin- 
guishbing the title of these Indian tribes. It presup- 
poses that it can be accomplished, and therefore 
it is that in this act we are opening a door for the 
admission of white men. Now, considering the 
circumstances under which so many of these tribes 
have been located there, and the solemn guarantee 
which has been extended to them that they should 
there dwell unmolested, so long as they existed 
as tribes, it does seem to me that this act should 
take effect only upon the removal ofsthis great ob- 
stacle in the way of our organizing the territorial 
governments prescribed by this bill. I offer this as 
an additional reason for delay, and I would join 
my voice with my friend from Massachusetts {Mr. 
Warrer] in doing it. 

Another reason why this committee should not 
persist in their efforts to press through this objec- 
fionable bill is, that it not only violates the princi- 
ples of the Missouri compromise, but it contem- 
plates ah invasion of the rights of the Indians of 
these Territories, and extends an invitation to 
white men to invade their hunting grounds pledged 
to them forever. I submit this amendment to the 
friends of the bill, The rights of these red men 


should be held sacred. Are they willing to give | 


up their homes in this wilderness? The bill seems 
to anticipate it, and prescribes a method of remov- 
ing this difficulty; but who can tell when it will 
be Pita eee ? Until it is done, the operations 
of this bill should be suspended. 

And, meanwhile, the action of the people can be 
had, and their will can be exprese]. in reference 
to the merits of all the questions involved in this 
measure. We shall then not merely guess at, 
but know what they desire to have done. I offer 
this amendment in good faith, as one very import- 
ant, in my judgment, to be incorporated into the 
bill, and one which, if adopted, will do some- 
thing towards removing the objections which gen- 
tlemen have to its passage. e ought to give 
time for the sense of the people to be expressed in 
the matter. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York, and shall vote against it. - 

The question being on the adoption of the 
amendment, 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Brooxs and 
Wueecer were appointed. ` 

The question was taken; and the tellerg re- 
ported—ayes 63, noes 84. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. FULLER. I propose an amendment to 
the first section of the ‘bill, to come in after the 
word ‘ Nebraska,” in the eighteenth line: 

And the Territorial Legislature shall have the power to 
establish er exclude slavery as to them shall séem proper. 

As a national Democrat, and the only one that 
came into the Thirty-First Congress from New 
England, as an anti-Wilmot proviso man, I am 
anxious to vote for this bill. If the amendment 
which I have offered shall be adopted, I shall vote 
for it; if it does not prevail, I shall vote against it, 
asat present advised, Arid, sir, in the spirit of 
kindness, I ask some of those gentlemen who 
stood by me in the Thirty-First Congress, and 
there are several such from the southern section 
of the Union upon this floor now, to yield a little 
for the sake of harmony. I helped make the com- 
promises of that period. I, sir, voted for every 


one of the five so-called compromise measures of 


4850, and when three men only from the slave 
States did vote for all of them, and only twenty- 
geven men in that Congress voted for all of them. 

This bil! has been advocated at the North solely 


upon the ground that it gives to the people of the 
Territory the right to legislate for themselves upon 
the subject of slavery while in a territorial state. 
I declare myself here to be the friend and advo- 
cate of that doctrine, and it is because this bill 
does not establish this great American principle, 
and vindicate this doctrine, that I am opposed to 
it in its present shape. : 

The distinguished gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. PmLirs,} in his speech upon this subject, 
has stated the true reading of this bill, and the 
reason wHy it was made so. I quote his re- 
marks: . 

« Now, itis admitted that. a difference of opinion exists 
between the different sections of the Confederacy, as to the 
period when the right of the people of the Territory to act 
upon the subject of the admission or exclusion of slavery 
arises. On the ene hand, it is said that this right exists as 
soon as the territorial organization takes piace; on the other 
it is maintained that it is in abeyance until the people pro- 
ceed to establish a State government.” 


Again he says: 


t The bill refers the question of legislation on the subject 
of slavery to the people ofthe Territories. One side main- 
tains that such legislation would not be authorized until 
the formation of a State government; the other, that it 
would be as soon as the territorial governinent is organized, 
But whether the one or the other be correct, depends upon 
the Constitution. The bill expressly (though unnecessa- 
rily) declares that their legislation shall be ‘subject to the 
Constitution of the United States? And the difference 
thus existing as to the appropriate period of legislating on 
this subject is left to be decided by the judicial tribunals of 
the country, according to constitutional right, and the sup- 
port of the bill involves no compromise or concession by 
either side.” ` 


The right of popular sovereignty, or the right 
of the people to legislate on this vexed question 
for themselves, is the thing, the idea in dispute, and 
is left by the bill still in doubt, and is referred not 
to the people, but to the courts for settlement. In 
other Eoria, «tit is the play of Hamlet,” with the 
character of Hamlet omitted by special request! 
The men in my State who arein favor of this 
bill, support it upon the pround; and with the 
entire belief, that when the Territory is organized, 
then is the point of time that the people have a 
right to determine that question for themselves, 
Now, sir, I wash my hands of any attempt to 
deceive them upon this vital point in the bill. 

With this amendment voted down, the equivo- 
cal language of the bill, and the quoted construction 
placed upon it by an able jurist, who hereafter 
will contend that this bill gives the right, which is 


| claimed for it? My constituents shall not be de- 


ceived by me. É avow here in my place, that I am 
an advocate of the doctrine of popular sovereignty 
upon the ground of expediency and the fitness of 
things; and when the bill shall be made to conform 
to it, it shall have my vote; but unless it does I yote 
againstit. If we of the North give up the restric- 
tion of 1821, give up the Utah and New Mexican 
bills, canonized as is their language, by the plighted 
faith of the country, expressed in their two great 
presidential conventions, what do we get in ex- 
change? Why, the chance of a law suit, if the 
question shall be raised. 

Mr. RIDDLE. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine, but I will not 
take up the time of the committee by giving my 
reasons why I am opposed to it. i 

Mr. FARLEY. I call for the reading of the 
amendment. j 

The amendment was again reported; and the 
question being upon its adoption, 

Mr. WASH BURN, of Maine, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Drum and Grey 
appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes 91. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. ae 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ with or 
without slavery, as their constitution may pre- 
scribe at the time of their admission,’’ and insert 
the words ‘‘ without slavery.” 

After the votes which have been already taken 
in the committee upon this portion of the first sec- 
tion of the bill, I regret that I cannot anticipate 
that gentlemen will receive with favor the amend- 
ment Í have offered. But I have presented it, in 
order that the committee may express themselves 
fully upon this subject, that the legislation here 
on that part of this section may be sound and 
complete. s 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gropives] pro- 
posed an amendment striking out all that portion 


| the gentle 


‘of the section referring to the subject: of slavery. 
That was-voted down by. the committee., i ois 


The gentleman from Maine (Mr. FuLLER] came 
forward with the declaration in: advanee:that he. 
would vote for the bill if his amendment were 
adopted, and moved to give the Territorial Legis- 
lature the right to say fat slavery shall not exist 
within the Territory. The committee refused. its. 
assent to that amendment. Now, sir, the major- 
ity of the committee: may go one step further, as 
they will do, if they vote against my amendment, 
and. say that this Territory shall not come into the. 
Union asa State without slavery! eis 

There are gentlemen on this floor from Missouri 
who have been voting: against those who oppose ` 
this bill, How did they come here, unless by 
virtue of that compromise which makes their land: 
the land of freedom? Now,.sir, let them come up 
to the mark, if they see fit so to do, and sayy 80: 
far as it depends on them and their votes, that this 
Territory, secured to freedom when Missouri was. 
admitted as a-slave State, shall not itself be re- 
ceived into these United States without slavery! 

Then the committee will have all: the questions 
passed upon. They will have decided that Con- 
gress ought to say something upon the subject of 
slavery. They will have decided that the Terri- 
torial Legislature shall not settle and determine 
this matter for themselves. And if they now vote 
down thia amendment, they will decide that the. 
Territory shall not, without slavery, be’ received 
asa State. - ; Ay i ue Sete Pf ES 

Mr. Chairman, L hope ‘the committee are. not 
prepared to say that... There are votes.enough-on; 
this floor, more votes than will pase this bill, that 
would not have been here,as J believe, except for 
the fact that this territory was consecratee to free- 
dom. Whata return is this for the compromise, 
for the concession made in 1820! 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. In the course of 
this debate, great emphasis has been laid by the 
members from Massachusetts upon the obligatory 
force of the Missouri compromise. The gentle- 
man, in proposing his amendment now, has laid 
great stress on that point. Now, sir, it so hap- 
pens that in 1836, upon the admission of Arkansas, 
which was a part of the territory embraced within 
that compromise, Massachusetts spoke on this 
floor with very great emphasis. I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to what one of her 
most distinguished men said upon that occasion, 
and with the approbation, as the vote shows, of 
her entire delegation. This is an extract from 
the speech of Mr. Cushing. [Roars of laughter.] 
He spoke for. his party then, and for Massa- 
chusetts too, as the vote shows., So the laugh is 
out of place: i 

« Itis demanded of us.. :Do you seek to impose restric- 
tions on Arkansas, in violation of the compromise under 
whieh Missouri was admitted into the Union?’ I might 
content myself with replying that the State of Massachu- 
setts was not a party to that compromise. She never, 
directly or indirectly, assented to it. Most of her Repre- 
sentatives in Congress voted against it. . Those of her Rep- 
resentatives who regarded that compromise in the light of 
an act of conciliation, important to the general interests of 
the Union, and voted for it, were disavowed and denounced 
at home, and were stigmatized even here by a southern 
member as over-compliant towards the exactingness of the 
South. ?”? 

Mr. PECKHAM. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia ìf he reads from the speech of that 
gentleman as the organ of the present Administra: 
tion? [Laughter.] ; ae 

Mr. BAYLY. My friend from New York is 
too sagacious not to see the’ point that I am 
making; it is to show that at that time a distin- 
guished Representative from Massachusetts, sus- 
tained by his delegation, thus spoke of the Mis- 
souri compromise. I take great pleasure in 
saying, further, that I have reason to believe that 
man from whom I have quoted is con- 
sistent, and that hethinks to-day, as he thought in 
1836, that there is no obligatory force in the Mis- 
souri compromise. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELIOT. I call fer tellers on my amend- 
ment. ; 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MAYALL and 
Puurs appointed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to strike out the 
nineteenth, twentieth, and twenty-first lines, and 
insert the following: T a 

Provided, That there shali be neither slavery nor invol- 
untary servitude therein, except for punishment of crime. 

A few of those who advocated that time-revered 
provision of the ordinance of 1787; which ex- 
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eludes slavery from the Territories of the United | 3 


States, have survived to make their voices heard 
in this Hall. Fam one of them—one of the 
spared ‘monuments! ee ; i 
I came here to-day to assert the right of Con- 
gress to exclude slavery ayd involuntary servitude, 
exoept -to punish crime; from this Territory; and 
all the: Territories: belonging to the American 
people.: It ista power that has: been: recognized 
-and exercised by every Administration of thisGov- 
ernment from its organization ‘until the present 
time. It is a power-that has beén acknowledged : 
by statesmen whose memories we hold near and 
dear. Mr. Weebster -asserted it. Mr. Clay as-. 
serted it... Other great men of all parties asserted 
it. Tops x F 7 a 
Ineed not say thatthe aniendment I have offered . 
is inthe language of that God-like provision 
penned: by the immortal Jefferson. Gentlemen 
may sneer as much as they please; and as they 
have done to-day, about the proviso. having been 
discarded; but Jet metell them that-there is a spirit 
abroad in this free land which+will soon rear.aloft 
a standard upon. which this very principle will be. 
inscribed, ‘if you dare, with: ruthless hand, to-day, - 
destroy the:compromise of 1820. I came-here, 
sir, to practice no deceit, no fraud upon the Rep- 
regentatives of the people. I think I may be per- 
mitted to say, that, so far as | have participated in 
this struggle, I have deceived no: man from the 

North, the South, the East, or the West. My 
opposition has been as frank and open as it has 
been: unceasing and determined. 

: I desire to say now, to each and to every mem- 
ber, if this bill passes, that for one I shall return 
to my'’constituents, not as I have done heretofore, 
with. a-view of: pursuing a conciliatory course. in 
relation to the institution and evils of slavery, but 
I will, so far as have the power, wage an unre- 
lenting and ceaseless war against it to the furthest 
limits of the Constitution. 

A Voice. You go to the bitter end. - : 

> Mr. CAMPBELL. Ay, to the bitter end. I 
will violate no provision of the Constitution which 
I have sworn to support; but L will, in my humble 
pree raise the standard of no admission into 
the Union of any State from this territory, secured 
to freedom, as it was, by the patriotic compromise 
of 1820, or from any other now held or hereafter 
acquired, which shall not contain in its constitu- 
tion an unequivocal provision excluding human 
slavery; the repeal of —— ' 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. PRESTON. | lam opposed to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. I 
announce that fact, and desire a vote upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, (at two o’clock 
and fifty minutes, p.m.) Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee do now rise. We have been 
already here six hours. 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers. 

, Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WASHBURN 
of Maine, and Taxor of New York, appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 67, noes 91. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Tellers were then ordered upon the amendment 
of Mr. Campse.y; and Messrs. Bocock and Ben- 
NETT appointed. ; 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes fifty; not a majority of a quorum. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have had a pretty 
long session. I therefore move that the committee 
do now rise. f 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Oros] reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and more particularly House 
bill No, 236, to organize the Territories of Ne- 
braska and Kansas, and had come to no conclu- 
sion thereon. ; í 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. i 

The question was put; and the motion. was 
agreed to. : 

The House accordingly, at three o’clock, p. m., 
adjourned until Monday next. 
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‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monay, May 22, 1854. 


“The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer: 


by Rev. Wituiam H. Mirsvrn. f 
Oh Thou, the high and mighty Ruler of the 


universe, devoutly we implore thy blessing to rest. 


upon this House, again about to enter upon one 


of the most arduous and memorable struggles the . 


country has ever known, Help every member to 
keep cool, calm, and self-possessed, remembering 


that the angry man gives his adversary the ad-, 


vantage, and the enraged party compromises its 
truest interests. Assist every man to codperate. 
with the Speaker and Chairman in preserving 
ordet, recollecting that. the eyes of the country 
are fixed upon this House, and that the deep inter- 
ests of the country are involved in the deliberations 
of this Congress. May every man dare to do his 
duty, and abide the issues of his conscious con- 
victions, we pray, through Jesus Christ. i 

` The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WESTERN RIVERS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com-. 


munication from the War Department,transmitting 
a report of the Colonel of the Corps of Topograph- 
ical Engineers, in compliance with the resolution 
of the. House of Representatives of the 4th ultimo, 
‘that the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to this House the inspection report of 
Colonel S. H. Long, of December 20, 1853, and 
such other communication as may have been made 
by him in reference to the improvements of west- 
ern rivers, since the passage of the act of August 
30, 1852; and alsoa copy of Lieutenant Warren’s 
report of the operations ori the Des Moines and 
Rock River rapids in the Mississippi river, to- 
gether with any maps, charts, or diagrams of sur- 
vey made by the last named officer during the 
past year.” 

The report included all the papers called for, 
with the exception of Lieutenant Warren’s report, 
which was-not yet prepared. 

On motion by Mr. HENN, it’was 

Ordered, That the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. i 

The SPEAKER. The businėss first in order 
is the call of States for resolutions, beginning with 
the Territory of New Mexico, ° 

POSTAL SERVICES FOR CALIFORNIA, ETC.,, 

Mr. MecDOUGALL. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Officeand Post Roads a bill, for the 
purpose of having it printed. | It is important that 
the bill should be acted upon before the next 
mail leaves for California. : 

Mr. LETCHER. Let the bill be read. 

p SPEAKER. The bill will be read by its 
title. : 

The bill was accordingly reported, as follows: 

A bill making provisions for the postal services 
for the State of California, and in the Territories 
of Oregon.and Washington, °. = aa 

Mr. HAMILTON. | I would. inquire of the 
gentleman from California what disposition he 
proposes to make of the bill? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I desire to haye it printed, 
and action upon it postponed. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON... That will not do. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 
bill will.be received. . 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the Chair allow an 
inquiry? If. this bill is introduced, and consider- 
tion of it postponed, it will come up in the morn- 


ing hour of business, and it will preclude the | 


report of bills from other committees. I have no 
objection to the printing. of the bill, if the bili 
shall remain in the possession of the committee 
which reported it. If it shall not remain there, I 
object-to its being received. ee 

Mr.McDOUGALL. Iam perfectly satisfied to 
have the bill printed, and that it shall remain in 
my possession, - 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe Chair may be allowed 
a suggestion, he willsay that the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, from which this 
report is made, will be the first committee to be 
called when committees are again called for reports. 

No objection being made, the bill was received, 
read a second time,and ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
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order that they may be laid upon the table, and 

printed. one eae COS. 
No objection being made, it was so ordered. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE-—NEBRASKA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I-move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. n A as ae 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to offer a resolu-. 
tion, and ask the unanimous consent of the House 
that it may be-read for information. 

The resolution is as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the President berequested to furnish this 
House with copies of all documents and correspondence in 
his possession or under his control in relation to the alleged 
aggressions of the authorities of the Kingdom of Greece— 
or of the authorities of Athens, in that kingdom—upon the: 
rights.of Dr. King, formerly the American Consul; and of. 
alt communications from Athens or elsewhere in relation 
thereto. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I move to suspend, 
the rule, to. enable me to introduce it. ; 

The SPEAKER. That proposition brings up 
a question of order presented by the Chair the, 
other day, but not acted upon by the House... It. 
isin this form: The gentleman from Ilinois moved 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The ruledeclares that that motion shall bein order’ 
at any time, in the following language: 

“The House may, at any time, by a vote of the majority 
of the members present, suspend the rales and orders for 
the purpose of going, into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union ; and also for providing for 
the discharge of the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
the Committee of the Whole’ House on the state of the 
Union, from the further consideration. of any bi referred 
to it, alter acting without debate on all amendoients pend- 
ing, and that may be offered.” po ene 

Formerly the rules of the House permitted the 
rules to be suspended upon any day in. the week. 
The inconvenience of the permission of that mo- 
tion so often, however, induced the. House to 
change that rule in reference to a suspension of 
the rules, restricting the right to make that motion 
to Mondays: -: ee . 

Upon an original proposition upon the. laws of 
Congress, the Chair would decide, as he indicated 
the other day,.in favor.of the precedence of the 
motion to suspend the rules generally. Upon 
looking to the subject, however, the Chair finds 
that such has not.been the practice in this body, 
and he is not disposed to change that practice. 
He is very well satisfied of the inconvenience 
which would result in carrying out what he. con- 
siders the proper construction of the rule, and he 
is therefore disposed to adhere, and does adhere, 
to the practice of the House heretofore, and will 
hereafter put the motion to suspend the rules to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, or that to suspend, in the order in 
which they are made—first made, first put. The 
Chair, therefore, entertains the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rrowarpson.] 

Mr. DEAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that. motion. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. — 

The question was then taken; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 105, nays 70; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Ashe, 
David J. Bailey, Thos H. Bayly, Barksdale, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chris- 
man, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Jno. G. Davis, Dawson, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham. Edmund- 
son, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Barris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendrieks, Henn, Hibbard, Bill, Hillyer, 
Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Ro- 
land Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, 
Leteher, Lilly, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, MiHson, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Pur- 
year, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rob- 
bins, Rogers, Rufin, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W.. Smyth, Frederick P, Stanton, Richard H. 


“Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 


Straub, Jobn J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—105. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edgerton, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, 
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Giddings; Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones; «Kittredge, Knox, 


Lindsley, Lyon, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middles- | 


warth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Peck, 

Pennington, John Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, 

Sabin, Segé, Sapp; Simmons, Skelton, Siration, Andrew 

Stuart; John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 

Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Isra- 

el Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, and Wheeler—70. 
So the motion was.agreed to., 


Mr, EDDY, pending the call of the roll, when 


his name was called, stated that his colleague,’ 


Judge CHAMBERLAIN, had been called’ home, and 
had requested him to.pair.off. upon all minor mo- 
tions in reference to the Nebraska bill. The under- 
standing, howevey, did not extend to the final vote 
upon the passage of the bill. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, 
(Mr..Oxns in the chair.) .. 7. . 
TheCHAIRMAN..: When the committee rose 
on Saturday last, it had under consideration the 
bill of the House (No. 236) to organize the Ter- 
ritories.of Kansas and Nebraska, to which a mo- 
tion was. pending, offered by: the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Epcerron,] to substitute for it the bill 
which passed this House during the Thirty-Sec- 
ond Congress. o sa 0s, : Ze 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Irise toa priv- 
ileged motion. 1 move to strike out the enacting 
words of this bili. I will.state to the committee, 
and I want the attention of. the committee to m 
object in making that motion, it is ‘to’ cut; of all 
amendments, and to have this bill reported to the 
House, that we may have a vote upon it. 
The 119th rule of this House is in these words: 
“A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shali 


have precedence ot a motion to amend; and, if carried, it 
shall be considered equivalent to its rejection.”? 


Let this committee agree to my motion, and 
let this action be reported-to the House. .. When 
we get into the House, the question will be upon 
agreeing to that report. If the friends of the bill 
vote that motion down, we shall then have the 
bill before the House to vote upon or to amend, 
as a majority may determiné. When the majority 
has disagreed to the report, as I suppose they 
will, it will then be ia order for the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories to offer his substi- 
tute; which all of us want to'vote upon, as an: 
amendment; the friends of the -bill standing. to- 
gether, will then be brought to vote directly upon: 
the meastire, ahd in this way we shall get rid of 
these continued motions to amend. P 

Mr. Chairman, I make this motion because it 
is time that this measure was brought to a final 
vote. Ithas been underconsideration’before Con- 
gress for the last five months. It hasbeen dis- 
cussed in the Senate; it has been discussed in this 
House; it has been discussed before the country, 
and every man, I doubt not, has made up his mind 
upon the subject. Why should we longer delay? 
We have already had motions to amend upon the 
most important features of the bill. One motion 
has been made to strike out that provision for 
the admission of these Territories as States, with 
or without slavery, a8 their constitutions may di- 
rect. We have had votes upon the amendments of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Mace,] 
and the gentleman from Maine, [Mr, Fuuier,] 
touching the. powers or rights of the people in 
the Territories to restrict or regulate slavery. 
These amendments have been voted on; the sense 
of the committee has been taken .on them; the 
friends of the bill, as it stands in the substitute, 
know that-it now, as they intend:to pass it, grants 
to the people of the Territories all the powers over 
this subject. of slavery that we can grant them 
under the Constitution of the United States. The 
phraseology now is as full and, clear as it can be 
made on this point. No amendment can make it 
clearer. In the bill they have all the power that 
they can have under the Constitution... They can- 
not ask more, and if they did, we could not grant 
It. - ‘ 5 
It is time, therefore, to have a decision of the 
question. Every gentleman on this floor has had 
an opportunity of being heard upon it by a speech 
to be published in the Congressional Globe, if he 
wishes. Let us, then, vote on the. measure, and 
go to other important business of the country. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman’s motion is not in order. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the motion of the gentleman from: Georgia is in 


ones under the 119th rule, which has just been 
read. . i 

ae GIDDINGS. Hear meon the question of 
order. : oe . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- 
batable. yw Po. pa : ae 

Mr. GIDDINGS.: I do not expect that it is 
debatable. I would only inquire whether’ it ‘is 
in order, while we are considering the first section 
of the bill, and after amendments have been ‘sub- 
enacting clause? - TOR 

The CHAIRMAN. The 119th rule: was ex- 
pressly adopted for that purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
amendments ‘under the rule. When interrupted by: 
the question of order, 1 was just remarking that 
we had motions to amend 

Mr. DRUM. : Mr. Chairman ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take 
ah appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. DRUM. No, sir; I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia a question. Is it contem- 
plated’ by the majority, after the amendment. of 
the gentleman from illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson} 
has been put upon the bill, to call for the previous 
question? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It is. The object is to 
bring the House directly to a vote on the substi- 
tiite. That is the object of my motion; and it is 


mitted’ and acted on, tō move to strike out the} 


the object of the friends of the bill that we should- 


have a voté upon’ the subject immediately, and 
then go to the other business of the country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I presume, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this is one of those motions for amend- 
ment—and going, as it does, to the decision of the 
whole matter—on which we can be allowed fivé 
minutes for its defensé and five minutes for its 
opposition a ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlenian has five 
minutes in which he may oppose the motion. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘I do notrise to argue the 
point, but only to express my regret at this 
wicked—— i 

Mr. DEAN. I rise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
his question of order, p 

„Mr. DEAN. My point of order is this: We 
have a motion pending made by the gentleman 
from Hlindis (Mr. Ricnarvson] to strike out the 
enacting clause and to insert a substitute; and I 
insist that, while that is pending, no other motion 
to strike out is in order. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules thë 
point of order of the gentleman from New York.. 

Mr. ORR. The motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois is to strike out all after thé enacting clause, 
and to insert a substitute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Irise solemnly to protest 
against this extra gag which is applied to the pas- 
sage of this bill, and to say that while it is possi- 
ble a majority may thus ride rough-shod— , 

Mr. PRESTON. I dislike to rise to a question 
of order; but it strikes me the motion is not de- 
batable. y 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled 
to the floor for five minutes, in opposition to the 
motion. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am satisfied that any 
member of this majority dislikes to rise to a ques- 
‘tion of order. It must be painful to them to start 
a question of that kind here, whatever ruling may 
be made on their motion of order. 

The minority has stood before this House on 
the Constitution of the country, and on the rules 
which this House solemnly adopted for its regu- 
lation; and while we have stood up manfally and 
constitutionally against the efforts of those who. 
have proved a growing majority, while they have 
read day after day in the papers that are the 
organs of this Administration, not merely invita- 
tions to come over against us, but indications why 
they were losing their influence in the Executive 
Department;#and while We have thus seen our- 
selves threatened, if not wastéd by these insidi- 
ous attacks, we of the:-minority have not resorted 
to any mode for defeating this bill that is not rec- 
ognized in the Constitution of thé country, and 
not warranted by the rules of this House. — 

If I could once seé that effort made; if I could. 


| once see that party-to which J am attached, quietly 


and moderately attached—for this is the first time 
I have occupied the floor since this measure has 


The motion cuts off all. 


been under attive consideratio ifthe House—if . 
I could:see the rampart of-order once nsserted——~' 
-Mr. ORR. Does my friend-from: Pennsylvania: 
say -that this mation is:*' not in-strict conformity: : 
withthe rules?” =. po : 
Loud cries of “t Order ”’ and greät excitement: ]}. 
r. ORR. If the gentleman yields me the floor, 
I havearight totask'the-questiony 00 id 
. (Rehewed-and..voeiferdus-cries of § Order !??]...: 
. Mr. CHANDLER. I am satisfied: that.the- 
motion: now: made is‘one which was ‘ndt?contém- 
plated by those who drew up those rules} nor was > 
ity I:hope, contemplated’ by, thosé who: drove’ us 
from the regular debate in the committee, and told- 
usi.totake shelter under ‘the ‘five-minute debate. 
They drove. us to: that,that they: might drive us- 
from it by-this decision. And was notthis: House 
last-week-—l appeal to the whole House—driven: 
from its ordinary action by’the decision: of the 
House overruling the righteous decision of the: 
Chair? I appeal to the House'whether; that was 
not the case? Every-one:knows that:it was. 
_ Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine; Lrisetoa ques- 
tion of order.. It ie ‘this’. that it-is'‘not in order.to: 
move to strike out the elacting clause of the-bill. 
while the Houseisin the Committee of the Whole, 
but that the motion can only be madein the House, 
and I ask that the note to the 119th rule may be 
read, front which it-will appear: that: the-practice 
of this House has been directly contrary to. that 
now proposed by the motion of the gentlemtin 
from Georgia, [Mr. Srupuens.]:- : 
(Cries of ‘ Order !”] Dyn D ud 
The Clerk read the:note tothe rule, Which:is'as 
follows: : LAES i 
“The Manual states, that if a committee be opposed to 
the whole paper or bill, and.think it cannot be. made good 
by amendment, the committee caunot reject it, but must 
report it hack to the House without amendment, aid there 
make their opposition. In 1814, a Committee of the Whole 
struck out the first and only section of a bill, and so reported. 
tothe House. Mr. Speaker Cheveés retused to receive’ the 
report, on the ground thatit was tantamount to a rejection 
of the bill, which the conmittee had not power to do. After’ 
this, that the merit of questions might be tested in Com- 
mitleé of the Whole, rule 119 was adopted. The Manual. 
provides that a paragraph or section may be first amended 
by its friends, so as to make it as perfect:as they can before 
the question is put for striking it out: By this rule, (i €; 
rile 119,) it is expressly established that a miotion’ to'strike 
out, for the purpose of destroying, shall be paramount to a 
motion to amend. Rwe 139 provides that the Manual shall. 
govern in-cases in which it, is applicable, where it is not 
inconsistént with established rules. Jn tye case, then, of 
giving precedence to motions to insert or to amend, over 
motions to strike out or reject, it is clearly.inconsistent with 
an established rule; and, consequently, the practice of the. 
House for the last few years bas been in violation of. the 
119th rule”? : : ` 


Mr. WASHBURN. I supposed that the Chair 
would rule my. point out of order, but I desired. to 
kave. that. note read to. show. what the uniform. 
practice of. the House for many years has, been; 
and if the Chair and committee will now reverse 
that practice os P 

[Loud cries of ‘Order! ” and * Question !”"} 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides this 
question in accordance with the note which has 
been read. That note expressly states, that when 
Mr. Speaker Cheves had decided that the com- 
mittee could not strike out the first and only sec- 
tion of a bill, this 119th rule was adopted to amend 
that defection. in the parliamentary: law; and the 
same note states expressly that the practice of the 
House has been in violation of the 119th rule. 

{Loud.cries of ‘ Question !”’] eee 

The CHAIRMAN. . Does: the: Chair. under- 
stand that there is an appeal taken from his de- 
cision? .. aaae tt aC 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not takean appeal. 
I only wanted to show what the practice of the 
House has been, and the construction uniformly 
given to the rule referred to, and to denounce be- 
fore the House and thecountry this most flagrant 
attempt ever made in this country to trample on 
the constitutional rights of a minority of the Rep- 
resentatives, and majority of the people. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for tellers on the 
motion of the, gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to state to the country, 
and to the members of the House with whom I 
have been acting up to this time, that I desire to 
introduce an amendment to this bill, I feel itdue 
to myself to state—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the pleasure of the 
committee that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Rocers] should besheard? i 

[Cries of ** No!?? “No !?"] 
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. “Mr. ROGERS. I desire to:say only one word. i 


T feel it due to myself, _entertaining ‘the views I 
do, and knowing the wishes of my constituents, 
to say that I desire to. introduce the amendment 


offered by Mr. Clayton in the Senate, and incor-` 


porated in the Senate bill. `- 
Mr. PRESTON, | I object. 
Mr. ROGERS. 
now under the rules, and- I will trouble the House 
no further. ; 
Mr. SAGE. I desire-to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not 
amendable. : 
Mr. DICKINSON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill now before the House. 
The SPEAKER. It. is not in order while a 
motion to strikeout the enacting clause is pending. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I ask to have the bill 


read, 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to have || 


it read while a motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is pending, made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens.] Upon the motion tell- 
ers have been demanded. | : 

Mr. DEAN. -I move that the committee rise, 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand tell- 
ers. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHURCHWELL 
and WHEELER were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 82, noes 104. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The-question is now on 
the motion made by the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Srernxns,] to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill, On that motion tellers have been de- 
manded, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLINGMAN 
and Sarr were appointed. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to have the 127th rule read from the Clerk’s table. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Maine take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? 

Mr, FULLER made no reply. 

The CHAIRMAN, At all events, the Chair 
holds that it is too late to take an appeal, the com- 
mittee being in the act of dividing. - 

Mr. STRATTON. Is it not in order, Mr. 
Chairman, to have the rule read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order at this 
time, the committee being in the act of dividing. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 103, two only in the negative, if the reporter 
heard correctly. i 

Mr. DEAN, (amid great confusion.) I hope 
that no member in the minority will vote upon 
the question. Oppose tyranny by revolution. 

{Much excitement, and cries of ‘* Order!” 
“Order!” f 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms should be sent to compel the gen- 
tleman to come to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those in the negative of 
the question refusing to vote, the motion is carried, 

Ar. CAMPBELL. 1I require that the other 
side be counted, 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen refuse to vote 
on the other side. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
being taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The count on the nega- 
tive side has been called, and gentlemen refused 
to vote. The Chair will, however, again enter- 
tain the call for the negative vote: 

As many as are opposed to the mation of the 
gentleman from Georgia will therefore pass be- 
tween the tellers. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (passing through the tell- 
ers.) There will be one vote given against the mo- 
tion, at all events. 

_ Several other members also voted in the nega- 
tive, 

The tellers thereafter reported—ayes 103, noes 


I insist upon a count 


So the motion-to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the com- 
mittee rise, and report to the House the action of 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis understood. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 


I have stated all I can. say: 


Mr. HIBBARD. I submit to the Chair that 
upon the vote just taken the committee rises, as a 
| matter of course, and reports the bill. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
the:bill must be reported under :a previous. order 
of the House when the committee rises. A motion 
that the committee rise should be entertained. 

Tellers were then-ordered; and Messrs. Nor- 
ron'and Hissar were appointed. 

. The. question was then put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 101, noes 2, (a sufficient number.) 
{Cries of “ No quorum!” ** No quorum !’’) 
-The CHAIRMAN. No quorum is necessary 

to enable the committee to rise. 

‘The committeeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Oxps] reported that. the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, 
according to order, had the state of the Union 
generally under consideration, and _ particularly 
House bill No. 236, to organize the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House, with arecom- 
mendation to strike out the enacting portion o 
the bill. 6 + 

Mr. DEAN. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will suspend a 
moment, until the Chair announces the report of 
the committee. ; s 

The Chair then formally stated the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move to 
lay the bill and report upon the table. j 

Mr. DEAN. I rise toa question of order. It 
is this: that less than a quorum Of the committee 
cannot rise and reporta bill to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no official 
knowledge of the. number of votes given in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DEAN. Then I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman has not 
the floor. The gentleman has not the floor for 
that purpose. Fle rose to a point of order. 

Cries of ‘Order !”’ ‘© Order !”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
rights of gentlemen, and will endeavor to preserve 
them. The gentleman from New York must be 
aware that he has not the floor for any such pur- 
pose. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor, 
and it can only be taken from him by rising to a 
question of order. - 

Mr. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the report of the Chairman of the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union 
shows that the action of that committee is tanta- 
mount to a rejection of the bill, which the com- 
i mittee have no power to do. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
New York indicate the rule under which it denies 
the committee that power? _ ; 

Mr. HUGHES. It is under the 119th rule. 
And under that rule the Speaker of the House 
once decided in the same manner. The Speaker 
refused to éntertain the report of a committee, 
upon the ground that it was tantamount to a re- 
jection of the bill, which the committee had no 
power to do. The note to the 119th rule gives 


I raise my question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark, 
that the same note declares that the very object of 
the rule was to obviate and supersede the offering 
of further amendments. The attention of the 
Chair was called to the rule this morning, indeed, 
on Saturday; and after a pretty full examination 
| of the subject, he is anebile to see any ground 
upon which it is competent for him to reject the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. HUGHES. Well, sir, 1 merely desired to 
call the attention of the Chair to the construction 
of the rule which has been heretofore given. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, 
under the 119th rule, to which the gentleman has 
referred, the report of the committee must be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I rise toa question of priv- 
ilege under the 34th rule. 3 
« Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of 
i order. The gentleman from Illinois obtained the 
floor, and I insist that the Chair has no right to 
give it to other gentlemen, until he has ascertained 


the same construction to the rule, and upon that 


the purpose for which the gentleman from Illinois 
obtained the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois 
states that he rises to a question of privilege, the 
Chair will not recognize any other gentleman until 
he ascertains what that question is. He, how- 
ever, has made no such statement. The gentle- 
man from Vermont states that he does rise to a 
question of privilege, and the Chair decides that 
the latter gentleman’ is, therefore, entitled to. the 

oor. i ` 

Mr. MEACHAM. The 34th rule provides 
that, ‘* Where debate is closed by order of the 
House, any member shall be allowed in commit- 
tee five minutes to explain any amendment he 
may offer, after which any member who shall 
first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five 
minutes in opposition to it,’&e. Now, I submit 
that the rights of members under this rule have 
not been respected in committee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not perceive 
any question of privilege in the point presented 
by the gentleman from Vermont. That is a 
question which the committee must decide for 
itself. ; It is not competent for the Chair to know 
officially what ‘has taken place in committee, 
except through the report of its Chairman. 

Mr. MEACHAM. My point is simply this’ 
that having been deprived of our rights under the 
rules in committee, itis our duty to go back again 
into committee to regain them. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis a question for the 
majority of the House to determine. 

Mr. PURYEAR. I desire simply to state 
that I endeavored to obtain the floor in committee 
for the purpose of expressing my opinions in 
reference to the motion made by the gentleman 
from Georgia to strike out the enacting clause of 
this bill, but failed to obtain it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous ` 
question upon concurring in the report of the 
committee, 

Mr. ELLISON. _I rise to a question of order. 
The 26th rule provides that when the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union finds itself 
without a quorum, the Chairman shall cause the 
roll to be called. Now, sir, 1 submit that the 
committee did find itself without a quorum, that 
it was not competent for it to report the bill to the 
House without. a quorum, and that the roll was 
not called as the rule directs. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question which 
the gentleman should have raised in committee, 
and which it is not competent for the House to 
have any knowledge of, unless. so reported by the 
Chairman of the committee. 

Mr. OLDS. If the House will allow me, I will 
make an explanation. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

Mr. OLDS. I merely want to say, that in 
making that decision, | followed the example of 
my illustrious predecessor, [Mr. Cuanv.er.] 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the Flouse do now 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I move that when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn over, 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. f 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn over 
takes precedence of the motion to adjourn. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 


i adjourn over; and it was decided in the negative— 
| yeas 68, nays 136; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, ‘Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich , Grow, Aaron Harlan, 
Harrison, Hastings, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, John 
L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Eltihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washhurn, John Wentworth, Tap- 
pan Wentworth, and Yates—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 


1854. 


o 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE; 


Cumming, Curtis, Cutting, Jolin G. Davis, Pawson, Disney, 
Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Bliiott, 
Ellison, 'Eoglish, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 


Gambic, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, An-_| 


drew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J.. Glancy Jones, 
_ Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidweil, Kittredge, Kurtz, 
Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald, Mce- 
Dougall, McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morrison, Noble, Otds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Prat, 
Preston,. Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin,Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Sinith, William R., Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, 
Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walk- 
er, Walsh, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendiick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—196. 
So the House refused to adjourn over. until 


Wednesday next. 


Pending the above call, the following statements 
Were made by unanimous consent: - 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
that some time since I paired off with Mr. Mc- 
Motu, of Virginia, who is yet absent, and I 
am told is sickat home. A colleague of his (Mr. 
Swoperass] is paired off with a colleague of mine, 
(Mr. Conwiy,] who is also absent. Mr. Swop- 
Grass and myself, ypon consultation with the 
friends of the absent gentlemen, have come to the 
conclusion to vote, and to leave those gentlemen 
to stand against each other on the question, and 
I make the statement in order that none of us shall 
be placed in a false position. I desire to vote on 
the pending question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
state that before Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, left this 
city for his residence, I agreed to pair off with him 
on all the votes arising on the Nebraska and Kan- 
sas bill now under consideration—the gentleman 
from Ohio being an opponent, while I am a friend 
of the bill. Mr. Nicnoxs, of Ohio, under sim- 
ilar circumstances, paired off with Mr. McMut- 
tin, of Virginia. In the absence of Messrs. 
Corwinand McMutuyw, their mutual friends have 
agreed to pair them off together; leaving Mr. 

scitots, of Ohio, and myself, to vote on the said 
bill. As the above arrangement will not change 
the result of the vote, I will vote on the bill until 
Mr. McMutuin returns. 
` [Here a message was received from the Senate 
by Aspury Dickins, Esq., their Secretary, noti- 
fying the House that that body had passed certain 
bills, and requesting its concurrence therein.] 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to adjourn. 2 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move that when the House 
adjourns to day, it be to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move that there be a call 
of the House. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Orr.) The 
Chair decides the motion to be out of order, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The motion to adjourn 
takes precedence. 

Mr. DICKINSON. [ demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn over until Thurs- 
day next. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Sumons’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 62, 
nays 136; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, 
Jliester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Morgan, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pennington, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellint B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, and Yates—62. , KR 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Tames C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Royce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cullom, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dis- 
ney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, 
John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, 
Florence, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Ham- 
ilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
Johnson, George W. Jones, J.Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, La- 
tham, Letcher, Lily, Macdonald, McDougall, MeNair, 
Maxwell, John G. Miller, Sinith Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Bishop Perkins, 


Jolm Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Pur 
; 


year, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rob- 
bins, Rowe, Rutlin, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Showe 
er, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, 
Frederick P, Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Hestor L, Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew 
Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor; Na- 
tiianiel G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 


Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 


Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—136. 


So the House refused to adjourn over until | 
| Thursday next. 


Mr. DEAN. I move that there be a call of the 
House; and on that motion } demand the yeas 
and nays. a ge Ne 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would beg the gentleman 
to withdraw his motion to adjourn for a moment. 

Mr. SAGE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, [I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the resolution 
which 1 send to the Clerk that it may be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. -I object. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Let the resolution be read. 

[Cries of “ I object !”] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, for the purpose 
I have indicated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
of it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I call for the reading of 
the resolution for information. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has a night 
to move to suspend the rules, it is not only in 
order to demand the reading, but it is the right of 
any member to demand it. 


I object to the reading 


reading of the resolution. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I maintain that the House 


has already suspended the rules and reported this ; 


bill, and the previous question is now pending 


upon it, and it is not in order to suspend the rules | 


until that is disposed of. 

Mr. HAVEN It is true that a demand for 
the previous question is pending; but pending that 
demand, it is in order, under the rules, to move to 
suspend the rules. : 

The SPEAKER. The rules were suspended, 
and the House went into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union under that sus- 
pension, and reported a bill, In the opinion of 
the Chair, it is notin order, at this stage of the 
proceedings, to move to suspend the rules gen- 
erally. y 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam compelled to take an 
appeal from the decision, though I do it reluct- 
antly. 

The 


the rules of the House. have been: already sus- 

ended. To illustrate the point: Suppose that, 
instead of going into the Committee of the Whole 
under a suspension, the rules had been suspended 


generally, and a bill introduced, would the gentle- | 
man contend that, during the consideration of that | 


bill, any member would have a right to move to 
suspend the rules to go to something else? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I would suggest 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow 


the Chair to finish the remark; it is but a passing | 


one? The motion made this morning to suspend 
the rules, does not require a vote of two thirds, 
and it differs in that respect only from a motion to 
suspend the rules generally. But the rules were 
suspended, and the bill has been reported under 


that suspension; and the Chair therefore thinks | 


that it is not in order to move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of going to any other business. 
That is all the Chair has to say. 

Mr. HAVEN. May I be allowed to make a 
suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be pleased to 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HAVEN. The rules were suspended this 
morning for the purpose of allowing a motion to 
be made to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. When the motion was 
made and carried, and the House went into com- 
mittee, then the rules were not further suspended, 
but governed us in eur action in the committee. 
Under the rules the committee rose and reported 
the bill to the House. When the rules were in 
full force, and not suspended, under the rules the 
demand was made for the previous question; and 
before the vote was taken seconding the demand, 
according to the rules, the motion was made by 


SPEAKER. The Chair calls the atten- | 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that | 


the gentleman from Ohio to suspend them, it being’: 


Monday, to allow him to introduce his. résolu+ ° 


tion. 


From the moment we went into committee until! 


the motion to suspend by the gentleman from” 


Ohio, [Mr. tiie we have been acting un- 
der the rules of the House unsuspended. The 
suspension in the morning was only to go into- 
committee. Since: we came out, we have been 
under the rules. There are several territorial 
bills now on the table, that have lain theré two 


weeks, that were reported by the Committee’ of: 


the Whole, into which the House went by a stis- 


pension of the rules; but no one can pretend ‘the : 


rules have been suspended ever ‘since those bills 

were reported. i S 
The SPEAKER. If the decision of the Chair 

was correct this morning, when he decided that 


the motion to' suspend the rules to go into the’ 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was of equal dignity with a motion to sus- 
pend the rules generally, and that when those two 
motions were made, the one first made must be 
first put, the Chair thinks there can’ be no doubt 
as to the correctness of his present position. The 
gentleman from Ohio appeals from the decision of 
the Chair. ; ' 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask whether 
the rules are suspended now?—whether the: act 
of suspension did not end when we ‘went into 
committee? sca a ea 

[Cries of ‘* Order!??] 

The SPEAKER..- 


to do so; and he thinks the answer a very ready 
one. ; 


The Chair states that we are acting under a. 


suspension of the rules, and it is not now in 
order to suspend them again. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. We had this 
exact question presented last Monday. After the 
House had suspended the rules by two thirds, 
another motion was made to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. 
in that case. 


Mr. HAVEN. Let me make this further sug“ ` 


gestion—— 
Cries of “* Question!” ** Question!’’] 

r. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
HA from the decision of the Chair upon the 
table. ee i 

Mr. HAVEN. I would make this suggestion, 
that itis in order to move a suspension of the 
rules upon every Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair replies to the 
gentleman from New York, that we can suspend 


the rules several times upon evéry ‘Monday, 


Under a suspension of the rules, a proposition 
can be introduced, but it must be acted upon by 
the House before another suspension of the rules. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crina- 
MAN] moves to lay the appeal taken from the de- 
cision of the Chair upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon thatappeal I'demand 
the yeas and nays, and I also desire tellers upon 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and CHuRCHWELL were appointed. ea 

The House then divided; and the tellers reported 
forty-eight gentlemen voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. ` : 

Mr. MATTESON. 1 ask for tellers upon the 
yenas and nays. ' . 3 i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There isanother question 
pending, which is an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair in regard to a motion made to suspend 
the rules, and I-ask whether it is in order to sub- 
mit another motion of the same character until the 
motion now pending is decided?. >- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to 
hear suggestions from any gentleman upon either 
side of this proposition. It is within the recollec- 
tion of the Ghatr, that.very often when bills have 
been reported from either the Committee of. the 
Whole on the state of the Union, or the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, that the House have returned into committee 
by a suspension of the rules. That has been the 
practice of this body, as every member who has 
served here will recollect. The Chair does not at 


The Chair would be glad to’ 


Me DICKINSON, Well, I demand the i| respond to the. gentleman, if he can be' permitted 
a k . ? 


lt was clearly out of order 


this moment see upon what principle he can over- | 


rule that practice. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, can two 


motions to. suspend: the rales: be.entertained. at 
once? 


“Mr. BANKS, (addressing: the. Chair at the 


same time.) _. After the, House has suspended.the: 


rules for a, specific purpose, and that. purpose has 
been accomplished, is nat a motion to:suspend the 
rules generally in order? , 


The SPEAKER., The Chair thinks that the. 
point.is. well taken by the gentleman.from. North. 


Garolina,: (Mr. Ciineman.]. There is already: 
pending. a motion to. suspend the rules, and. such 
motions cannot.be. multiplied. The first. motion 
that has been made must be first put to the House. 
There.is a motion:to suspend the rules generally, 
and:an appeal has been taken from the decision 
of the Chair that that. motion was not.in.order.. 
Mr: BANKS. 


has. not been exhausted? feo 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair is; led to. doubt 
the.. correctness. of the decision: which it has al- 
ready made; thatthe. motion to. suspend. the rules. 


was. not in order. The Chair is: inclined now. to, 


doubt the correctness of that decision, for the rea- 

- son that it has been the every-day: practice of this 
body, after the committee, either of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, or of the Whole 
House, have reported a bill or bills, to return 
immediately into committee, and then dispose 
of it, ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN,, Task this.question of the 
Chair, for the purpose, of ascertaining. the fact. 
Has there not been a motion made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. CamegeLL]. to suspend the 
rules generally which the Chair very properly, in 
my opinion, declared to entertain, and is there not 
an appeal pending from that decision? 

Mr. SPEAKER. Thatisso. + 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. Well, ifthe House should 
reverse the decision of the Chair, the question 
will again come-up, on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and it must be put, Therefore, 
until this. motion be disposed of, the second 
motion to suspend the rules cannot be entertained. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, for the present I 
will withdraw my motion until the question on 
the appeal is settled. In the mean time, however, 
(at one hour and fifty minutes, p. m.,) I move that 
the House do now adjourn; and on that motion I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. I. move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
that motion, 

Mr, MEACHAM, 
of the House. 

Mr. WALSH. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York will state his question of order. 

Mr. WALSH. The question oforder to which 
I rise ig this: that the rules of the Elouge are es- 
tablished for the purpose of facilitating the trans- 
acting of the public business, and not with a view 
of retarding it; and that all these motions are, 
madej for the express. and avowed purpose of 
retarding the public business. 

{Cries of * Order !” “ Order 1] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order of the gentleman from New 
York,.[Mr. Warsn.] In reference to the motion 
of the gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. Meacuam,] 
the Chair will remind that gentleman of the fact, 
what the Chair supposes he will recognize, thata 
motion for a call of the House cannot take prece- 
dence of a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I was not aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that a motion to adjourn was pending. 

The roll was then called; and the question was 
decided in the negative—yeas 70, nays 124; as 
follows: 


I move that there be a call 


YEAS—Messrs. Balt, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hast- 
ings, Haven, Wiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, 
Knox, Lindsley, MeCulioch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Up- 
ham, Wade, Walley, Eltihu B. Washburne, larael Wash- 


.. I would inguire, Mr. Speaker, , 
if the business for which the rules were suspended’ 
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burn,- John. Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, | 


and Yates—70. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis | 
Allen,. Ashe, David J.. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- |! 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clinginan, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, Jobn G, Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dow- 
déll; Dunbar, Du 


Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, 
Ingersotl, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney: Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Latham, Letcher, Lily, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, 
Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle; Robbins, Rogers; Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, 
Shaw, Shower, Singicton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor Li. Stevens, Statron, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David 
Stuart, John J. Taylor; Nathaniet G. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant,. Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren,. 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—}24. i 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The. SPEAKER. The question recurs on lay- 
ing: the appeal-from. the decision.of:the Chair om 
the table. F , 

Mr. MEACHAM, . My motion- for a, call of 
the House is now in order; and | make it, and on 
it ask-for the yeas and nays. < 

Mr. MATTESON. 1 call for-tellers.on the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, has there 
not been a demand. for. the call: of the House 
already disposed of this morning? 

The SPRAKER. No. : 

Tellers were ordered on the call for the-yeas and 


nays; and Messrs. CAMPBELL and Harris were | 


appointed, 


he House was then: divided; and the tellers | 


reported—ayes forty-one, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

_. The:question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 66, nays 123; as follows: 

YERAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandier, Crocker, Thomas Vavis, Dean, 
De wit, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, 
Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hast- 
ings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniei ‘I. 
Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Matteson, Mayall, Mea- 
cham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Watley, Bl- 
lihu B; Washburne, Israet Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, and Yates—66. 

NAYS—Messts. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, 
Belcher, Bell, *Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastian, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark. Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cul- 
lonn, Cumming, Curtis, John G, Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson. W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Hous- 
ton, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Leteher, 
Lilly, Macdonald, McDougall, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pow- 
eti, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Rid- 
dle, Thomas: Ritehey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
Witliam Smith, William R. Smith George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. ‘Paylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Dan- 
iel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—123, 


So the House refused to order a call. 


Mr. BENSON. I move thatthe House do now 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for tellers upon the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 7 

Mr. WALSH. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. WALSH. Here itis in writing. 

The point of order was as follows: 

Mr. Warsa renews the point of order submit- 
ted by him before, as follows: That the rules of 
this House, and of all other legislative bodies, are 
enacted for the express purpose of facilitating and 
not retarding the. public ee and that all 
motions made, as the present and sundry previous 
motions have evidently been made, with the sole 
and unconcealed object of embarrassing and pre- 
venting the legitimate action of this House, are 
clearly and unquestionably out of order, and for 


U pham, Edmundson, John.M,, Eiliot, Elli-. 
son, English, Faulkner, Florence „Fuller, Goode, Green; || 


these reasons: That the whole theory of our gov- 
ernment is based.upon the right of the majority to 
govern fairly, and not despotically; that the ma- 
jority, during the whole discussion of the ques- 
tion now. at issue, have already Aasted with a liber- 
ality and forbearance unparalleled, and.that any 
further extension- -of it, while subversive of. the 
public.interest, would tend“to establish a prece- 
dent which, would. enable any captious,. minority 
to-entirely.control the legislation of the country. 

Pending the- reading, ` 
. Mr. CAMPBELL said: I object to any further 
reading. of the argument upon. the point of order. 

The further reading.was then dispensed with, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
appeal taken frém the. decision of the Chair is 
legitimate. i ‘ 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I withdraw the argu- 
ment, as f.understand gentlemen cannot stand it. 
{Laughter.] s 

Tellers were then ordered upon the motion that 
the House do adjourn; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, 
and. Winraur of Pennsylvania, were appointed, 

The House..was then, divided, and the tellers 
reporled—-ayes thirty-nine, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas. and: nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLAGLER. Ib move that when the- 
House adjourns, itadjourn to meet on Wednesday. 
next, : 

The SPEAKER. The. House. but just now 
has. voted. upon that.motion, and, refused to adopt 
it. Since which, a sufficient time has not elapsed, 
in-the opinion, ofthe Chair, tomake the motion in 
order. j Pans 

The question was then taken on the motion to. 
adjourn; and decided.in the negative—yeas 64, 
nays 118; as.follows: Z * 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Da- 
vis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
Edinands, ‘Fhomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Flagler, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Ha- 
ven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Mid- 
dleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Jobn 
L. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Walley, Elihu B.Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, ‘Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, 
and Yates—64, 

NAYS—Messers. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas A. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dun- 
ham, John M: Elliott, English, Utheridge, florence, Fuller, 
Gamble, Green, Greenwood, . Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbara, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, “Lilly, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Thos, 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruthin, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Sinyth, Alexander 1. Stephens, Hestor L, Ste- 
vens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John 
J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, 
Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicof- 
fer—118. i 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred upon the motion 
made to lay the appeal from. the decision of the 
Chair upon the table. . 

Mr. GOODRICH. Upon that question I ask 
to be excused from voting. - 

Mr. SAGE. 1I demand the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to excuse the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. tae 7 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I raise the question of 
order, that the previous question having been 
demanded, cuts off not only all speeches and 
amendments, but all motions of this sort. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states cor- 
rectly that the previous question. has been de- 
manded, but it has not been seconded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. That is very true; but 
the reason ] have adduced that the demand cuts 


» 


| off all motions of this sort, as well as motions to 


amend and discussion, still holds good. 

r. RICHARDSON. I want to suggest to 
the Chair that, after the previous question has 
been demanded, the rules prescribe that only cer- 
tain motions can be made, and that this is not one 
of them. Í , z 

Mr. HAVEN. Will the Chair allow me to 
say that, under the decision of the Chair, the rules 


p 


- 1854. 
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are suspended, and that this rafe is therefore not 
applicable?  [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remark to 
gentlemen upon all sides, that discussion, asthe 


äre vay well aware, is not in order. ~The Chair || 


will give his decision ‘upon the question; ‘if the 
House wish him to.do'so. The. Chair decides 
that the: motion thatthe ‘gentleman from: Massa- 
chusetts. be excused from yoting is‘in order, 
Mr. CLINGMAN.' From that decision I take 
an appeal. ; f 
Mr. FLAGLER. I- raise the question that 
oné appeal from the decisioni of thé Chair being 
already pending, the appeal of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is not.inorder. : 
The SPEAKER. | The Chair decides, for the 
“same reason that he gave a similar decision the 
other day, that the anpeal.is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ` My appeal is tipon the 
same ground as that upan which [ took an appeal 
the other day. , 

`The SPEAKER. The Chair decided the other 
day, upon a precisely'similar question, that the 

- gentleman from North Carolina had the right to 
take an appeal, upon the ground that it was an 
eminently practical question, rather than upon the 
express authority of.any rule. - The gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Goopricn] now asks 
to be excused from voting. - The Chair decides 
that he has the right to make that motion. From 
this decision the gentleman. from North Carolina 
takes an appeal, and the gentleman from Illinois 
moves to lay the appeal upon the table. T'he ques- 
tion is, therefore, upon the latter motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I demand 
the yeas and nays upon my motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As this is rather an im- 
portant question, | move that there be a call of 
the House, 


l move. to 


tion not to be in order at this time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon what ground? Busi- 
ness has transpired since the motion was made 
and decided. 

The SPEAKER. What business ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A motion to adjourn, and 
questions of order. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to ‘adjourn has 
beer: made; but the Chair decides that nothing 
has occurred which could furnish a reason for the 
House to change its decision. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With the permission of 
the Chair, I will refer him to decisions of the Chair 
on Thursday and Friday week, and I will also 
refer him To the decision of Mr. Speaker Cobb on 
the 18th of February, 1850; all of which are, that 


a motion to adjourn over may be repeated after | 


any business has transpired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will remember that the decision now made by the 
Chair was sustained by the House last week. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘Well, sir, I desire to refer 
the Chair to his own decision on Monday last, 
and to those made by him on Thursday and Fri- 
da i 
{Cries of e Order P? ‘Order !”?] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts the House 
will allow the gentleman from Ohio to proceed in 
his suggestions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Last Thursday and Friday 
it was repeatedly entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may so decide 
again to-day for aught he knows; but hesees noth- 
ing, in his opinion, which may reasonably change 
the purpose of the House in reference to’ the call 
of the House. Very many even doubt whether 
it can be entertained during theday. Formyself 
I do not. J think the question of time as well as 
the action of the House might be well considered 
in regard to the demand for a call of the House. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. [call for tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. INGERSOLL 
and CAMPBELL were appointed. 

” The House was divided; andthe tellers reported 
—ayes forty-nine, (a sufficient nimber.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair decided that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had a right to sub- 
mit a motion that the House excuse him from 
voting on a pending appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. From that decisien, the gentleman 


| over cannot be repeated. 
| cided to-day. 


i gentleman will recollect. 


| now change his decision. 


from North Carolina {Mr. Cuineman] took an 
appeal. #A motion-was then. made that the. ap- 
peal do lie upon the-table. - : 

‘Mr. MATTESON. `F move ‘thatthe House 
do. now adjourn, ` j 

The SPEAKER. That was-the last- motion 
voted on; ang the Chair. decides it to be out of 
order. 

- The question was then taken on the motion to lay 
the appeal upon the.table; and it was decided: in 
the negative—yeas 88, nays 105; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 


Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 


‘Drum, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D.. Eliot,, ENison, 


Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, 
Lyon, McCulloch, Mace; Matteson,‘ Mayall, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomàs Ritchey, Russell, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Stratton, Andrew 
Start, Jobn L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, ‘Thurston, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Bllihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israei Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth Wheeler, and Yates—88. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis | 


Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Chastian, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Jehn M. Elliott. English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Hanis, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, 
Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kidwet!, Kurtz, Lamh, Letcher, Lilly, Macdonald, Me Dou- 
gall, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Milison, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Perkins, Phelps, 
Powell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Richardson, Riddle, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard: H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
David Stuart; John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal- 


` g | bridge, Walker, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that mo- || 


B. Wright, 'Iendrick B. Wright, and Zollicofter—!05. 


So the House refused to lay the appeal upon | 


the table. 


The SPEAKER. The 
the appeal. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Irise to present the ques- 
tion of order whether, under the rulings of the 
Chair heretofore, this. appeal can be entertained 
while another appeal is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The.Chair stated, when`he 
entertained the appeal awhile ago, that he did so 
in accordance with the practice of the other day. 
A precisely similar case occurred then, as the 
He stated further that 
he did so from necessity, and as a practical meas- 
ure, under the peculiar circumstances ofthe case, 
rather than with any justification under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It will be recollected when 
the question was raised week before last, that the 
Chair then decided, and I think that he was’ sus- 
tained by the House, that pending. one appeal 
another appeal could not be made. 

The SPEAKER. That is a law of the House, 
and the Chair feels all its force in this particular 
ease; but-having entertained the appeal, he will 
The gentleman would 
have thought it hard if the Chair had overruled 
the right which the Chair thought the gentleman 
hod, under the rule, to vote. He would have 
thought it hard if he could not haveappealed from 
that decision. This is a privileged question.” It 
goes to the privilege ofa member; and some weight 
is to be given to that-consideration in admitting an 


question now recurs on 


appeal. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. , 

Mr. ASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 


when the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on 
‘Wednesday next. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of- 
order. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That motion to adjourn 
It has-been once de- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to admin- 
ister the rules of the House practically and justly. 


He decides that the House has a right to adjourn | 


over. Itig’a privileged question. . 
Mr. WASHBURN. So the Chair has ruled 


before. 
The SPEAKER. It is even ofa higher grade 


‘when vi 
adjourn: APACE REESE o ka 

Mr. CLINGMAN, :After- the Honse hampnce 
refused to adjourn over? oo ovo? : iar 

Mr. HIBBARD. I riseto a question of order. 
‘The House having once voted to-day that they 
would not adjourn over, how can that motion: be 
repeated? o7 oo: Uber dey aed ep gU} 

The SPEAKER. Since the motion toiadjourn 
over Was‘made and: negatived, there:-has -Been a 
vote taken on a:motionithat: therbbe a'call of the 
House. Some time elapsed.  ‘Fhere’-has: also 
been ‘a-vote on the motion that the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair do tiempon the table. : There 
has been action farther omtwo motions-to adjaurn. 
The Chair entertains: the;motion under the ¢ir- 
cumstances, f - 

Mr. HIBBARD. © Fam'constrained to-take an 
| appeal fromthe decision of the Chair; believing it 
| to be wrong. T Kaa 

Mr: CAMPBELL. * I riseto a‘ question of 
order, ‘When: ‘two appeals are pending; may: a 
third: one be taken: from! thedecision of theChair ? 
' Mr HIBBARD.: ‘Ifthe appeat be not inorder, 
the motionis notin order. < ` 

: The SPEAKER. The original practice was,that 
one appeal could not be made'on another. That, 
however,-is im Feference to: the same. subject; but 
on subjects entirely different, one from the other, 
the-case‘is otherwise. That is:the recollection of 
the Chair. If any gentleman has distinct recol- 
lection-of practice different from that, the :Chair 
would ‘be glad to hear of it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. : I. move ‘to 
lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair upon 
the tabley.and-on-that: motion Ldemand. the yeas 
and nays. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the mo- 
tion, that when tie House adjourns, it.be to meet 
jon Wednesday next. < From that decision. the 

entieman from: New Hampshire takes an appeal. 

he gentleman frorn Hlinois moved that the appeal 
do lie upon the- table. On the: latter. proposition 
the yeas and. nays -have-been demanded. 

Mr. WHEELER, 1 demand. tellera.on: the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuiiom.and | 
Bocock were appointed. - : - 

“Fhe House’ was then ‘divided. onthe demand 
for the yeasand nays; and the'tellers:reported fifty 
in the affirmative. 

So-the yeas and nays were-ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that there 
of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that mo- 
tion out Of order. ees 
“Mr. CAMPBELL. { will takean appeal, then, 
as there are anlyahree eee already. pending. 
[Laughter, and cries of ‘Good [°] Lrespectfully 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair.. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not enter- 
tain it. y 
v Mr. CAMPBELL. . The Chair will entertain 
three appeals, but not a fourth! 

: Mr. HEBBARD. [ call the gentleman to order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. W asn- 
BURNE’s motion; and it-was decided in the nega- 
tive--yeas 85, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell,’ Carpenter, Chantier, Crocker, Catlom, 
Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick,.Dickinson, 
Drum, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison; 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew. J. Harlan, 
Harrison, Hastings, Haven, ‘Hiester, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 
T. Jones,.. Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace; 
Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Mor- 
| gan; Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew . Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Pur- 
year; David Ritchie, Russell; Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sevinour; 
Simmons;.Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuarts 
John L.: Taylor, Nathaniel. G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Watley, Etihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan: Wentworth, and 
Wheeler—85. os j 

NAY S—-Messrs, “Abercrombie, James C,.Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J, Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bo- 
cock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb,Cox, Craige, 
| Cumming; Jobn G.: Davis; Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dun- 
bar, Dunham, Edmundson, Jobn M. Elion, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Samp- 
son W: Harris, Hendricks, Henn, ‘Hibbard, Hill, Biltyer, 
IngersoH, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane; Latham, Lily, Macdonald, 
McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith. Miler, Morrison, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins: Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt,.Preston, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Robbins, Ruffin, Shannon; Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William. Smithy Willem R. 


ewed in one aspect than the’ motion to 


be acah 
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Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, 
David Stuart, John J. ‘Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, 
Witte, Danie! B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zoli- 
_-coffer—104, i j 
So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
; the table. .:. : 

The question recurred upon Mr. Hissanp’s 
appeal. T a 
r. SAGE... I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘I demand tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers. were ordered; and Messrs. PHILLIPS 
and Cuitom were appointed, 

The House was then divided on the demand 

. for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and. nays were ordered. 

A Memser. Whatis the question now before 
the body? , ; 

The SPEAKER. A motion was made that 
the House adjourn over. The Chair entertained 
that motion. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Hwsarn] contended that the motion 
to adjourn over was not in order, and appealed 
from the decision of the Chair entertaining that 
motion. ‘The question is, “ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

The roll was called; and the question was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 87, nays 98; as fol- 
lows: 

YELAS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Cut 
ting, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 
Drum, Edgerton, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Ev- 
erhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Good- 
rich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, 
Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, 
Kitwredge, Knox, Leteber, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, 
Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Mor- 
gan, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 

Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prin- 
gle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, 
Babin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit 
Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, and Wheeler—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Asbe, David J. Bailey, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chas- 
tain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, 
Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dow- 
dell, Dunbar, Ndaiundson, John M. Eliot, English, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lilly, 
Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Rid 
dle, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Showtr, Singleton, 
Samnel A. Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, War- 
ren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick 
B. Wright-—93. 


So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the Chair state 
the next question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campsett,] 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 call for the 

The yeus and nays were ordere 

The roll was called; and the question was de- 
sian in the negative—yeas 73, nays 100; as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler,Croeker, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edgerton, Bd- 
mands Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, 
Flagler. Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T, Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Linds- 
ley, Lyon, MeCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meach- 
ain, Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oli- 
ver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, 
Zerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, John I. ‘Taylor, ‘Tracy, 
Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, israel 
Washbum, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Wheeler—73. 

NAY 5—Messre, Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, 
Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, | 
Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, John G. Davis, | 
Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Danbar, Dunham, Edmundson, 
John M. Eliott, English, fautkner, Florence, Fable, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Ro- 
iaud Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, 
Macdonald, MeDougall, McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millzon, Otda, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 


ye and nays. 


! Shaw, Shower, Singleton, 


| G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
John M. Eliott, English, Florence, Goode, | 


John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Puryear, Reese, 
Richardson, Kiddie, Rohbins, Rowe, Rufin Shannon, 

Samuel A. Smith, 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
tou, Richard H:Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stratton, 
Straub, David Stuart, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Westbraok, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—100. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
appeal taken from the decision of the Chair by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Crna- 
MAN. 

M SAGE. I move that the House do now 
take a recess unti] seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit that that motion 
is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
proposition of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Sace] is not in order. . 

Several Mumpers. State the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GoodpricH} 
had aright to submit a motion that the House 


excuse him from voting on the appeal taken from | 


the decision of the Chair. From this decision— 
that the motion was in order—the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Cuineman] takes an appeal; 
and the question before the body is, “Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?” . 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move now, 
if itisin order, that there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
motion is not in order until this appeal be dis- 
posed of. od 

Mr. WASHBURN. From that decision of 
the Chair I take an appeal. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay the appeal 
on the table. ip , 

Mr. CLINGMAN. A similar motion has been 
just voted down. P ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The proposition submitted 
by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Campse.x] has 
been voted down a few minutes since. ; 

Mr. SAGE. I want to inquire from the Chair 
if it is not in order to move to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 82, nays 100; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Renton, 
Campbell, Carpeitter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Ed- 
gerton, Edmands, ‘Thomas D. Bliot, Etheridge, Ever- 
hart, Farley, Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Haven, 
Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Kuox, Letcher, Lindstey, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, 
Meachain,Middleswarth,M illson, Morgan, Murray, Nichols. 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Bishop 
Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Isract Washbara, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, and Wheeler—82, 

NAYS—Mesers. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Alien, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain,Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Ctingman, Cobb, 
Dunbar, Dunham, 
Edmundson, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hil}, Hillyear, Inger- 
soll, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lane, Latham, Macdonald, MeDougall, MeNair, Maxwell, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 


Packer, Jolm Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, 


Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Alexander IJ. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, Vansant, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook. Witte, 
Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and ZLollicofter— 
106. 


So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 
Mr. MORGON. I move that the House ad- 


| journ; and upon that motion I call for the yeas | 
jand na 


Mr. 
yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MATTESON | 


and Kerrr were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported forty in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I now move that when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn until Wed nesday 
next. 


William : 


H 
Jolquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John 


Stanton, ; 


s. 
MATTESON. I demand tellers upon the | 


i 


i 
i 


The SPEAKER. The Chair roles the motion 
out of order, under the decision just made by the 


House. : 

The question was then put upon the motion to 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
68, nays 101; as follows: è 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
beil; Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker; Cullom, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Haven, 
Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Meacham, Mid- 
dleswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Norion, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
kins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, Tracy, Trout, 
Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Wheeler—68. 

NAY S—Mesers. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis Al- 
len, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Belt, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church well, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, JohuG. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Ed- 
mundson, Jobn M. Elliott, English, Florence, Fuller Goode, 
Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, INH, J ouston, Ingersoll, George 
W. Janes, J Glaucy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz. Lamb, Lane, Letcher, Macdonald, cDougall, 
McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phillips, Pow- 
ell, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, 
Rowe, Rufin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Sam- 
nel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George 
W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander I. 
Stephens, David Stuart, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witie, Daniel B, 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—10t. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that mo- 
tion out of order at this stage of the proceedings. 


Mr. ELIOT. From that decision I respect- 
fully take an appeal. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
clined to entertain an appeal, as there is an appeal 
already pending before the House. 

This morning the rules of the House were sus- 
pended, and the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The committee rose, and reported to the 
House a bill—the Nebraska bill—upon which the 
gentleman from [llinois, [Mr. Ricwarpson,]| the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, de- 

-manded the previous question. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campsett] moved to suspend 
the rules generally, for the purpose of introducing 
aresolution. The Chair decided that motion out 
of order. ‘The Chair remarked’ at the time that 
the House was acting under a suspension of the 
rules. A 3 

Gentlemen are aware that there area good many 
privileged motions, nearly all of which have been 
crowded upon the Chair ina very short space of 
time, and in a manner wellcalculated to embarrass, 
The Chair was inclined to think that the House 
was then acting under a suspension of the rules, 
and that it was not in order to suspend the rules 
generally; and he-also stated that a motion tọ sus- 
pend the rules generally—which motion is allowed 
only on Mondays—and a motion to suspend the 
rules far the purpose of going into the Committee 
of the Whole, were of equal dignity, and that it 
was the duty of the Chair to put them in the order 
in which they were made. 

Some gentlemen called the attention of the 

> Chair to the fact that it was the habit of the House, 
after the Committee of the Whole had reported a 
bill, without acting upon that report, to suspend 
the rules, and go back into committee. The Chair 
then doubted the correctness of his original de- 
cision; and but for the fact that the previous ques- 
tion had been demanded, the Chair would have 
reviewed his decisign. k 

The Chair’s decision, then, is, that during the 
pendency of the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, it is notin order to move to suspend the rules 
for either purpose. The Chair is sustained in 
that_decision by his own practice, as it appears 
upon the Journal. The Chair thinks this is a 
rational and practical administration of the rules. 
if it be remembered that upon the question of 

| seconding the demand for the previous question 

| the yeas and nays cannot be called, it-will be seen 
that it would require but a single vote to decide 
whether the House will order the main question; 


I move a call 


1854. 


eres 
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and that no hardship can result if the rules are 
thus administered constantly. : 

From the decision of the Chair an appeal was 
taken, and a motion was made by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] to lay that 
appeal upon the table. That is the pending ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That appeal has just 
been voted down. ; 

The SPEAKER. That was another appeal. 

The question was then put; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 114, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James €. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, 
Barksdale, Rarry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cumming, Cutting, Jobn &. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dow- 
dell, Danham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, Eth- 
eridge, Florence, Fuller,Gamble, Goode,Green,Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Inger 
soll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland 
Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham,Letcher, 
Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Preston, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 


Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- | 


ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—114. 
NAYS-—~Messrs. Bail, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Har- 
lan, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Mayall, 


Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Nor- | 


ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Skelton, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler 


So the appeal was laid upon the table. 
Mr. BANKS. I move to reconsider the vote 


by which the House laid the appeal upon the 
table. 


Mr. WALSH. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon. the table. 
Mr: BANKS. Il ask the Chair to read to the 


House a precedent upon this point. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 
Mr. BANKS. I do not wish to argue the 
uestion, but only desire to have a precedent read. 
Mr. CLINGMAN., Iobject. There are con- 
flicting decisions upon the point. 


The SPEAKER. Itis objected to, and it can- | 
not be read. 
Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays upon 


the motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. s 

Mr. WHEELER. Icall for tellers upon the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers-were ordered; and Messrs. ETHERIDGE 
and BreckinrinGE were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported-— 
ayes forty-seven, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. SAPP. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
nays upon that proposition. 

: Mr. BANKS. I call for tellers.upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday 
next, 

The SPEAKER. Under the decision of the 
House, overruling the decision of the Chair, the 


F demand the yeas and 


Speaker rules the motion out of order; and that | 


motion cannot be entertained during this session, 
under that decision. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Would it be in order to 
take an appeal? . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not entertain 
an appeal: : 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Did not the Chair entertain 
a similar appeal when it came from the other side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair very reluctantly 
entertained an appeal then, but he very decidedly 
declines to entertain it now. ~ 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, HAMILTON 
and Sace appointed. f 

The House was then divided upon ordering the 


yeas and nays; and the tellers reported forty in 
the affirmative—more than one fifth of those pres- 
ent. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sapp’s 
motion; and ‘decided: in the negative—yeas 75, 
nays 114; as follows: * 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, ‘Thomas Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edger- 
ton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Ever- 
hart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, 
Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Ha- 
ven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kettredge, 
Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, MeCulloch, Matteson, Middles- 
warth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prin- 


gle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Simmons, Skel- 


ton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan 
Wentworth, and Yates—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C., Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas. H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastdin, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cex, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliot, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Iam- 
ilton, Sampson W. Harrie, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb; Lane. Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, 
Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Olds, Mordecai Ofiver, Orr, Packer, Jobn Per- 
kins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Reese, 
Richardson, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, Shannon, 
Shaw, Shower, Siugleton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W, Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, War- 
ren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. 
Wright, and Zollicofter—114. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair was laid upon, the table. 

Mr. HUGHES. I deman@ the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon the motion; and 
decided in the afirmative—yeas 108, nays 73; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Chureh- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Cumming, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dun- 
ham, Edmundson, Engitsh, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, 
Houston; Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Rojand Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, 
Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, Maxwell, John G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Bishop Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, 
Willian Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Warren, West- 


brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 


Zollicofter—108. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edger- 
ton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Ever- 
hart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Aaron 


Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, |! 


Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Danie! T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, 


į Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Mid- 


dleswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pringic, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skeltun, Stratton, Audrew Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Ellibu B. Washburue, Israel Wash- 
burn, John Wentworih, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates 73. 

So the House agreed to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

{Loud and prolonged cries of ‘ Question!” 
“ Question !”] 

Mr. SAGE. 
adjourn. . 

Mr. DEAN. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Saer’s 
motion; anł decided in the negative—yeas 79, 
nays 116; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Benson, Benton, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Drum,Edgerton, 
Edmands, Thomas D, Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 


I move that the House do now | 


Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, 
Iliester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones; Kittredge, 
Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, 
Meacham, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew. Oli- 
ver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skeltan, 
Gerrit Smith, Andrew Stuart, John Le Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor; Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Wal- 
ley, Bliihu B. Washburne, Israel Washbum, John Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates—79. aiaa 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C: Allen, Willis 
Alten, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cumming, John G. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. El- 
liott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George 
W. Junes, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, 
Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millsun, Morrison, Olds, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phil- 
lips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, 
Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Freder- 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H, Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker 
Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—116. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion-to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I move to recommit 
the bill tothe Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. : y 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
under an express rule of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That motion is not.in 
order. The House has decided that a motion for 
a call of the House is not in order at this stage of 
the proceedings. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
demanded the previous question upon the report 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. A motion that there be a call of the 
House was made, and the House refused to order 
it; thus indicating its purpose to vote upon the 
report made by the committee. Since that time, 
the condition of business has not been changed: at 
all. The Chair therefore decides that a motion 
for a call of the House is not in order, 

Mr. WASHBURN. From that. decision I 
take an appeal. i è 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit that the gentle- 
man cannot take an appeal. A motion that there 
be a call of the House is not in order; and an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair deciding that 
it is not in order, is no more in order than it 
would be ona motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. There is no appeal pend- 
ing now, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, and decides the appeal in order. 

Mr. CLUNGMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Upon further reflection, I 
will withdraw my motion, and allow the vote to be 
taken directly upon sustaining the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. WHEELER. I renew the motion to lay 
the appeal upon the table. oe 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr, Wurxrter’s 
motion; and decided in the affirmative—yeas 118, 
nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David. J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bailey, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cut- 
ting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar; Dunham, 
Edmundson, John M. Entiott, English, Fantkner, Florence, 
Gamble, Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. 
Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, HiH, 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W.. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 


I move that 
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© Bane, Letcher, Lily, Lindley, Lymi, MeCulloçh,. Mac- 


donald, MeDougall, MeNair, Maxwell, May, John. Gi. Mil- 
Yer, Sivith Mifler, Morison; Olds, Mordecai: Oliver, Orr, 
_ Packer, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Jobn Perkins,Phelps, 


~ Phillips: Powell, Preston, Puryear, .Reese, Richardson, 
Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
_Bingleton, Samuel Av Sith, William. Smith, George: W. 
: Smyth; Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stauton, Richard H, Stan- 
-tóny Alexander. H. Stephens, Hëestor L. Stevens, Straub, 


David Smart, John. faylor, Tweed: Vail, Vansant, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Walsh,;.Warren, Bhibu Be: Washburne, 


Westbrook, Witte, Daniel Bs Wright, Hendrick Be Wright, 


ant Zollieeffer—H8. 


»NAYS-Messrsay Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 


.Benton, Campbell, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, .Thomas 


Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Edgerton, 
¿Edmands, Thomas. D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 
oFarley, Fentons Flagler, Fuler, Goodrich, Green, Grow, 

Aaron Harlan; Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T, Jones, Kittredge, Knox, 

Lindsley, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middles- 
“warth, -Millson,, Morgan, Murray, : Nichols, Norton, An- 
. drew Oliver, Parker, Peek, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, 

Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Johu L, Laylor, Nathaniel 

G. Taylor, Thurston, ‘Tracy, Trout, Upham, Walley, Ts- 

raet Washburn; Johu Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 

and Yates—73. : . 

So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 
. decision of the Chair sustain wr E 

Pending the call ofthe roll, : 

Mr. WHEELER, who was outside the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote, 

Mr. WALSH objected. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. T rise to a 
pes motion. [move to reconsider the vote 

y which the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON. How. did you vote upon 
that motion? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
jority. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois L demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr, CLINGMAN,. IJ submit. that that motion 
is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order made. by. the gentleman from 
North Carolina, and decides the motion to be in 
order. : 

Mr. WALSH. [rise toa question of order. 
I now renew the point I madesome time ago, that 
motions which are made with the express view, 
with the express intention, to retard the business 
-of the Hause, are not in order. . 

The SPEAKER. The- Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. WALSH. I then appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, [Laughter.} 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE, 1 demand the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. ; 

Mr. MATTESON... I demand tellers upon 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WALSH. Atthe suggestion of some gen- 
tlemen upon whom I rely, f withdraw my appeal. 

Tellers upon the yeas and nays were ordered; 
and Messrs. Waeeier and Cox were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
forty-one in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Cuine- 
max’s motion; and decided in the affirmative— 
yens 114, nays 74; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, 
Jobs G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Edmundson, 
John M. Elliott, English, Pautkner, Florence, Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson 
W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibhard, 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W, Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz. Lamb, 
Jaane, Latham, Leteber, Lilly, Lyon, Macdonald, MeDou 
gall, McNair, Maxweil, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, ` 
Milison, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Rid- 
de, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Raffin,Shan 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R.Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
yass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander 

. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, David Start, John J. 
Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick 
B. Wright, and Zonicoffer—Li4. — 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drun, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas W. Eliot, Bhison, Etheridge, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hast- 
ings, Haven, Heister, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Mace, Matteson, May- 
all, Meachain, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
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kins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, Jolin, L. Taylor, Nathanicl G. Taylor, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, “Walley, Ellinu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates-—74. ~ z 

: So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. i ; 

[Cries of ** Questio!” 4 Question 7] 

. Mr, BENSON. -I move. that this. House do 

now adjourn. Baas ` 


Mr, MORGAN. Upon that motion I demand 


| the-yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
` <The question was then taken upon Mr. BEN- 
s0N’s motion; and decided in the negative—yeas 
72, nays 117; as follows: i : 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Crocker, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Dram, 
| Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Farley, 
Fenton, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Dastings, Haven, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Linds- 
ley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, 
Midileswarth; Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
‘Parker, Peck, Bishop Perkina, Pringle, David Ritchie, Rus- 
sell, Sage, Sapp, Simmohs, Skelton, Gerrit Smith; Andrew 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nattianiel G.‘faylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Trout, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Js- 
raet Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Wheeler—72. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis Al- 
Í ten; Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barry, Bell, 
Royce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers,Caskie, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cumming, Curtis, Cutting, Jolin G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Dowdell, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Har- 
ris, Heudricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houson, ln- 
gersoll, Johuson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones; Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Laue, Latham, 


Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morrison, Nichols, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
iliam Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P., 
Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John 
| J. Taylor, Tweed Wail, Vansant, Walbridge, Waiker, 
Walsh, Westbrook, Witte, Danie! B. Wright, Hendrick 
B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—117. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I made the motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. ‘ 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That motion is not in 
order. 

Mr. STUART. The Chair ruled that motion 
to be out of order, I now renew that.motion, and 
I call thé attention of the Chair to the 120th rule, 
with the note thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 


I demand 


to the 120th rule.. The Chair has read that rule 
once or twice to-day, and cannot be mistaken in 
reference to its construction. The rule is express 
upon the subject. 

Mr. STUART. Does not the note say after 
the previous question has been seconded? 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that 
that note was put there long before, the present 
rule was in existence. At all events, there is no 
note that cay overturh a direct rule. It is pro- 
vided by ‘an express rule thata demand for the 
| previous question cuts off all debate, motions to 
commit, motions to amend, motions to postpone 
to a day certain, and to postpone indefinitely, and 
brings the House to a direct vote upon the main 
question, first upon the amendment, if there be 


i 


| to commit is not in order. 
The yeas and nays were ordered upon the ques- 
tion to lay the bill upon the table. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
| the bill do lie upon the table; and it was decided 
in the hegative—yeas 92, nays 112; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
| Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 

Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Raven, Hiester, Howe. Hughes, 
| Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Linds- 
ley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meach- 
am, Middleswarth, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 


Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald,;McDougall, McNair, ; 


moves to recommit the bill to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and refers | 


one pending. Under this rule, therefore, a motion | 


son,’ Riddle,” Robbins 


t ; Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton} Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R; Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Freder- 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens; David Smart; John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick Bs Wright, mid Zolli- 
coffer—112. : “3 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. ` ai 7 wea 

Pending the above call, 

Mr.. BUGG said: Mr. Speaker, I was not with- 
in the bar when my name was called, and I now 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to record 
my vote in favor of laying the billupon the table. 
_ Mr. CLINGMAN. [ object to anybody voting 
who was not within the bar when his name was 
called. : ee : Tae se 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
gentleman cannot vote, if he was not within the 
bar when his name was called. 

Mr. BUGG. I will then say, that if I had been 
within the bar when my name was called, T should 
have voted in favor of the motion*that the bill do 
lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Cries of “Question !”’} 
r. PENNINGTON, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. : ke” 

Mr. MATTESON, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Wednes- 
day next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- 
tion to adjourn over out of order, under the ruling 
of the House. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, I demand the yeas and 
naya on the motion to adjourn. 

r. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Henpricks were appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes forty-two, (a sufficient number.) 

The question was then taken on Mr. PENNING- 
ron’s motion; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 83, nays 122; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Rall, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, 
Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 
Bastnan, Edgerton, Bdmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Har- 
rison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Daniel ‘I’. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, Me- 
Cutloch, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middteswarth, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pennington, 
Rishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sahin, 
Sage, Sapp. Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, Jobn L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. ‘Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Bilibu B. 
Washbarne, Israel! Washburn, Wells, Jolin Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Alien, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Chureh- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Eliliou, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, 


1 demand 


Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mill-on, Morrison, 


Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, — 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R> Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L.. Stevens, Straub, 
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David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—122, 


So the. House refused to adjourn. 


Cries of ‘* Question!’ 

r. CAMPBELL. 1 would make an appeal 
to the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his 
eall for the previous question until I can make a 
suggestion in reference to this bill: 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The appeal is in vain. 
I decline to withdraw the call for the previous 

uestion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman with- 
draws his call, I will renew it in three minutes by 
the clock. i 

The question was then taken; and. the call for 
the previous question received a second. 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
main question to be put. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
main question to be now put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman,Churchwel,, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dun- 
ham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, Mc- 
Dougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John 
Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Frederick P, Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor.L. Stevens, Straub, David 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B, Wright, and Zollicoffer-—117. 

NAYS- Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, 
Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
inson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 
Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, 
Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, 
Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, May- 
all, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Murray, 
Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, | 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates—-94. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. : 
Pending the above call, | 
Mr. READY said: Mr.Speaker, | state as the 
reason why I have not voted that I have paired 
off with Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut. 
Mr. SAGE. -I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and on that motion demand the yeas 


and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken on Mr. Sacx’s motion; 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 85, nays 
121; as follows: i 


YEAS-—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson 
Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Callom, 
Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, 
Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 
Gamble, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron, Harlan, Andrew J. Har- 
lan, Hastings, Haven, iliestef, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Daniel T, Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, McCul- 
loch, Mace, Matteson, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. | 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, | 
Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B, Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, and Yates—85. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


Alien, Ashe, David J, Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
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dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Bréoks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Edmuudson, John M. Eliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lind 

| ley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John 
G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai 
| Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
| Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, 
i Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw. Shower, 


Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, 
Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—121. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


agreeing with the report of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. | 
Mr. SAGE. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask for tell- 
ers on the yeas and nays. : 
i Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
| and Bocock were appointed. 
| The House was then divided on the demand for 
the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported fifty- 
| two in the affirmative. 
| So the yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
| The question was then put; and it was decided 
| in the negative—yeas 97, nays 117; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
i Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, 


| Dickinson, Drum, Kastan, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas 
| D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Fverhart, Farley, Fenton, 
| Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron 
| Harlan, Andrew J. Hanan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, 
| Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Jobnson, Daniel T. Jones, 

Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Mat- 
teson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Morrison, 
Noble, Murray,Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peck- 
ham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, 
David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, 
| Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G., 
Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Went- 
» worth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Yates-—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 

Allev, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox. Craige, Cumming, Cut- 
ting, John G, Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, 
Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
| Florence, Goode, Green, Greenwood. Grey, Hamilton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris. Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, 
Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, 
| Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samue! A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
! Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
| Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David 
| Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
| Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
| Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—117. 


: So the House refused to concur in the report of 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


` Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move to amend 
i the bill by striking out all after the enacting clause, 
land inserting in lieu thereof what I send to the 

Clerk’s desk; and upon that proposition | demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to a question of order. I 
submitthat the previous question is not exhausted, 
but is still pending on the bill. 

; The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
; question of order raised by the gentleman from 


| of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union was nothing more nor less, in substance, 
| than a motion to reject the bill; and it has no such 
| connection with any one of the readings of the 
| bill as that the previous question would cover both. 
| For instance, the previous question ordered to be 


Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. į 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurson | 


Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, || 


Union striking out the enacting clause of the bill. | 


; New York, and for the reason that the proposition || 


4 


i 


| 
i 


l 
i 
i| 

1 

H 


i 
i 


| if this was analogous to a rejection? 


| reading the second time. 


put will not cover too readings of a bill, néither 
can it cover the report of the committee, which 
proposed to reject the bill, and an amendment that 
is afterwards offered, or the ordering of the bill to 
a third reading. i i 

That is the view taken by the: Chair of the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 


| New York. The gentleman from New York will, 


perhaps, remember that upon a motion made—an 
unusual one, to be sure—curing the present ses- 
sion, to reject a bill, precisely this course of pro- 
ceeding was had. 

Mr. BANKS. 
bill does not go to its readings without a 


I desire to ask the Chair if the 
question, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is very clear that 


| a vote of the House is necessary. 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire to raise the question 
of order, but I have no intention to appeal from 
thed ecision of the Chair. 


Mr. DEAN. I call for the reading of the sub- 
stitute. : 
Mr. ORR. I ask if the gentleman has a right 


to call for the reading of the substitute until the 
question is taken upon the demand for the pre- 


vious question ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no'doubt at 


| all that the gentleman has a right to demand that 
i the bill be read. 


Mr. ORR. If that be correct, could he not call 
for its reading after the previous question has been 
seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The bill having 
been read once, the gentleman could not call forits 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute... 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Chair to put m 
motion. {| made a motion that the House ad 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regrets not having 
heard the gentleman from New York, as he most 
certainly should have entertained the motion. 
After the reading of. the proposition, the motion 
made by him will be put to. the House. 

The substitute offered by Mr. Ricnarpson was 
then read, as follows: 

A BILL to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, ‘and in- 
sert: í 


That all that part of the territory of the. United. 


| States included within the following limits, excep! 
y. 


such portions thereof as are hereinafter express 
exempted from the operations of this act, to wit: 


| beginning at a pointin the Missouri river where: 
the fortieth parallel of north latitude crosses the. 


same; thence west on said parallel to the east 
boundary of the Territory of Utah, on the summit 
of the Rocky Mountains; thence on said summit 
northward to the forty-ninth parallel of north lat- 
itude; thence east on said parallel to the western 
boundary of the Territory of Minnesota; thence 
southward on said boundary to the Missouri river; 
thence down the main channel of said river to the 
place of beginning, be, and sate is hereby, created 
into a temporary government by the name of the 
Territory of Nebraska; and when admitted as a 
State or States, the said Territory, or any portion 
of the same, shall-be received into the Union, with, 
or without slavery, as their constitution may pre-_ 
scribe at the time of their admission: Provided, 
That nothing in this act contained shall be con- 
strued to inhibit. the government of the United 
States from dividing said Territory into two or 
more Territories, in such manner. and at, such 
times as Congress shall deem convenient and 
proper, or from attaching any portion of said Ter- 


| ritory to any other State or Territory of the Uni- 


ted States: Provided further, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be construed to impair the 
rights of person or property now pertaining to the. 
Indians in said Territory, so long as such rights, 
shall remain unextinguished by treaty. between the . 
United States and such Indians, or to.include any 
territory which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, 
is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be 
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included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction 
of any State or Territory; but all such territory 
shall be excepted dut of the boundaries, and con- 
stitute no part of the Territory of Nebraska, until 
said tribe shall signify their assent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States to be included within 
the said Territory of Nebraska, or to affect the 
authority of the Government of the United States 
to make any regulations respecting such Indians, 
their lands, property, or other rights, by treaty, 
law, or otherwise, which it would have been com- 
petent to the Government to make if this act had 
never passed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska shall be vested in a Governor, 
who shall hold his office for four years, and until 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, un- 
less sooner removed by the President of the Uni- 
ted States. The Governor shall reside within said 
Territory, and shall be commander-in-chief of the 
militia thereof. He may grant pardons and res- 
pites for offenses against the laws of said Terri- 
tory, and reprieves for offenses against the laws 
of ‘the United States, until the decision of the 
President can be made known thereon; he shall 
commission all officers who shall be appointed to 
office under the laws of said Territory, and shall 
take care that the laws be faithfully executed. . 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said Territory, who shall 
reside therein, and hold his office for five years, 


unless sooner removed by the President of the | 


United States; he shall record and preserve all the 
laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and pro- 
ceedings of the Governor in his executive depart- 
ment; he shall transmit one copy of the laws and 
journals of the Legislative Assembly within thirty 
days after the end of each session, and one copy of 
the executive proceedings and official correspond- 
ence semi-annually, on the first days of January 
and July in each year, to the President of the 
United States, and two copies of the laws to the 
President of the Senate and to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, to be deposited in the 
libraries of Congress; and, in case of the death, 
removal, resignation, or absence of the Governor 
from the ‘Territory, the secretary shall be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to execute and 
perform all the powers and duties of the Governor 
during such vacancy or absence, or until another 
Governor shall be duly appointed and qualified to 
fill such vacancy. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power and authority of said Territory shall 
be vested in the Governor and a Legislative As- 
sembly. The Legislative Assembly shall consist 
of a Council and Efouss of Representatives. The 


Council shall consist of thirteen members, having | 


the qualifications of voters, as hereinafter pre- 
scribed, whose term of service shall continue two 

ears. The House of Representatives shall, at 
its first session, consist of twenty-six members, 
possessing the same qualifications as prescribed 
for members of the Council, and whose term of 
service shall continue one year. The number of 
Representatives may be increased by the Legisla- 
tive Assembly, from time to time, in proportion 
to the increase of qualified voters: Provided, That 
the whole number shall never exceed thirty-nine. 
An apportionment shall be made, as nearly equal 
ag practicable, among the several counties or dis- 
tricts, for the election of the Council and Repre- 
sentatives, giving to each section of the Territory 
representation in the ratio of its qualified voters 
as nearly as may be. And the members of the 
Council and of the House of Representatives 


shall reside in, and be inhabitants of, the district | 


or county, or counties, for which they may be 
elected, respectively. Previous to the first elec- 
tion, the Governor shall cause a census or enu- 
meration of the inhabitants and qualified voters of 
the several counties and districts of the Territory, 


to be taken by such persons, and in such mode, ; 


as the Governor shall designate and appoint; and 
the person so appointed shall receive a reasonable 
compensation therefor. And the first election 
shall be held at such time and places, and be con- 
ducted in such manner, both as to the persons who 
shall superintend such election and the returns 
thereof, as the Governor shall appoint and direct ; 
and he shall at the same time declare the number 
of members of the Council and House of Repre- 
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sentatives to which each of the counties or dis- 
tricts shall be entitled under this att. To persons 
having the highest number of lega) votes in each 
of said council districts for members of the Coun- 
cil, shall be declared by the Governor to be duly 
elected to the Council; and the persons having the 
highest number of legal votes for the House of 
Representatives, shall be declared by the Gover- 
nor to be duly elected members of said House: 
Provided, That in case case two or more persons 
voted for shall have an equal number of votes, 
and in case a vacancy shall otherwise occur in 
either branch of the Legislative Assembly, the 
Governor shall order a new election; and the per- 
sons thus elected to the Legislative Assembly 
shall meet at such place and on such day as the 
Governor shall appoint; but thereafter, the time, 
place, and manner of holding and conducting all 
elections by the people, and the apportioning -the 
representation in the several counties or districts 
to the Council and House of Representatives, ac- 
cording to the number of qualified voters, shall be 
prescribed by law, as well as the day of the com- 
Mnencement of the regular sessions of the Legis- 
lative Assembly: Provided. That no session in 
any one year shall exceed the term of forty days, 
ee the first session, which may continuesixty 
ays. 

Bee. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
free white male inhabitant above the age of 
twenty-one years, who shall be an actual resident 
of said Territory, and shall possess the qualifica- 
tions hereinafter prescribed, shall be entitled to 
vote at the first election, and shall be eligible to 
any office within the said Territory, but the qual- 
ifications of voters, and of holding office, at all 
subsequent elections, shall be such as shall be 
prescribed by the Legislative Assembly: Provided, 
‘That the right of suffrage and of holding office 
shall be exercised only by citizens of the United 
States, and those who shall have declared on oath 
their intention to become such, and shall have 
taken an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States and the provisions of this act: And 
provided further, That no officer, soldier, seaman, 
or marine, or other person in the Army or Navy 
of the United States, or attached to troops in the 
service of the United States, shall be allowed to 
vote or hold office in said Territory, by reason of 
being on service therein. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of the Territory shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States and the provis- 
ions of this act; but no law shall be passed inter- 
fering with the primary disposal of the soil; no 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of the 
United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- 
erty of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property of residents. Every- bill 
which shall have passed the Council and House of 
Representatives of the said Territory shall, before 
it become a law, be presented to the Governor of 
the Territory; if he approve, he shall sign it; but 
if not, he shall return it with his objections to the 
House in which it originated, who shall enter the 
objections at large on their journal, and proceed 
to reconsider it. If, after such reconsideration, 
two thirds of that House shall agree to pass the 
bill, it shall be sent, together with the objections, 
to the other House, by which it shall likewise be 
reconsidered, and if approved by two thirds of 
that house, it shall become a law. Butin all such 
cases the votes of both Houses shall be determined 
by yeas and nays, to be entered on the journal of 
each House respectively. If any bill shall not 


iÍ be returned by the Governor within three days 


(Sundays excepted) after it shall have been pre- 
sented to him, the same shall be a law in like 
manner as if he had signed it, unless the Assem- 
bly, by adjournment, prevent its return, in which 
case it shall not be a law. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all town 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein other- 
wise provided for, shall be appointed or elected, 
as the case may be, in sach manner as shall be 
provided by the Governor and Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Nebraska. The Gov- 
ernor shall nominate, and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Legislative Council, appoint all 
officers not herein otherwise provided for; and in 
the first instance the Governor alone may appoint 
all said officers, who shall hold their offices until 
the end of the first session of the Legislative 


Assembly; and shall lay:off the necessary districts 
for members of the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives, and all other officers. 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That no mem- 
ber- of the Legislative Assembly shall hold, or be 
appointed to, any office which shall have been 
created, or the salary or emoluments. of which 
shall have been increased while he was a member, 
during the term for which he was elected, and for 
one year after the expiration of such term; but 
this restriction shall not be applicable to members 
of the first Legislative Assembly; and no person 
holding a commission or appointment under the 
United States, except postmasters, shall be a 
member of the Legislative Assembly, or shall hold 
any office under the government of said Territory. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the judi- 
cial power of said Territory shall be vested in a 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two associate justices, 
any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, and 
who shall hold a term at the seat of government 
of said Territory annually, and they shall hold 
their offices during the period of four years, and 
until their successors shall be appointed and gual- 
ified. The said ‘Territory snall be divided into 
three judicial districts, and a district court shall 
be held in each ‘of said districts by one of the 
justices of the supreme court, at such times and 
places as may be prescribed by law; and the said 
judges shall, after theirappointments, respectively, 
reside in the districts which shall be assigned them. 
The jurisdiction of the several courts herein pro- 
vided for, both appellate and original, and that of 
the probate courts and of justices of the peace, 
shall be as limited by law: Provided, That justices 
of the peace shall not have jurisdiction of any 
matter in controversy when the title or boundaries 
of land may be in dispute, or where the debt or 
sum claimed shall exceed one hundred dollars; 
and the said supreme and district courts, respect- 
ively, shall possess chancery as well as common 
law jurisdiction. Each district court, or the judge 
thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who shall also be 
the register in chancery, and shall keep his office 
at the place where the court may be held. Writs 
of error, bills of exceptio, and appeals, shall be 
allowed in all cases from the final decisions of said 
district courts to the supreme court, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by law; but in 
no case removed to the supreme court shall trial 
by jury be allowed in said court. The supreme 
court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its 
own clerk, and every clerk shall hold his. office 
at the pleasure of the court for which he shall 
have been appointed. Writs of error, and appeals 
from the final decisions of såid supreme court, 
shall be allowed, and may be taken to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the same 
manner and under the same regulations as from 
the circuit courts of the United States, where 
the value of the property, or the amount in con- 
troversy, to be ascertained by the oath or affirm- 
ation of either party, or other competent witness, 
shall exceed one thousand dollars; except only 
that in all cases involving title to slaves, the said 
writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and 
decided by the said supreme court, without 
regard to the value of the matter, property, or 
title in controversy; and except also that a writ 
of error or appeal shall also be ‘allowed to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, from the 
decision of the said supreme court created by this 
act, or of any judge thereof, or of the district 
courts created by this act, or of any judge thereof, 
upon any writ of habeas corpus, involving the 
question of personal freedom: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
apply to or affect the provisions to the ‘act re- 
specting fugitives from justice, and persons escap~ 
ing from the service of their masters,’ approved 
February twelfth, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
three, and the ‘act to amend and supplementary to 
the aforesaid act,” approved September eighteen, 
eighteen hundred and fifty; and each of the said 
district courts shall have and exercise the same 
jurisdiction in all cases arising under the Consti-: 
tution and laws of the United Statas as is vested 
in the circuit and district courts of the United 
States; and the said supreme and district courts 
of the said Territory, and the respective judges 


‘thereof, shall and may grant writs of habeas cor 
pus in all cases in which the same are granted by 
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the judges of the United States in the District of | 


Columbia; and the first six days of every term of |j 


said courts, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, shall be appropriated to the trial of causes | 
arising under the said Constitution and laws, and | 
writs of error and appeal in all such cases shall 
be made to the supreme court of said Territory, 
the same as in other cases. The said clerk shall 
receive in all such cases the same fees which ‘the 
clerks of the district courts of Utah Territory now 
receive for similar services, 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “ An act respecting 
fugitives from justice, and persons escaping from 
the service of their masters,” approved February 
twelve, seventeen hundred and ninety-three, and 
the provisions of theact entitled ** An act toamend, | 
and supplementary to, the aforesaid act,” approved | 
September eighteen, eighteen hundred and fifty, 
be, and the same are hereby, declared to extend 
toand be in full force within the limits of said 
Territory of Nebraska. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That there | 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, and 
until his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President, and who | 
shall receive the same feesand salary as the attor- | 
ney of the United States for the present Territory | 
of Utah. There shall also be a marshal for the 
Territory appointed, who shall hold his office for 
four years, and until his successor shall be ap- | 
pointed and qualified, unless sooner removed by | 
the President, and who shall execute all processes | 
issuing from the said courts when exercising their | 
jurisdiction as circuit and district courts of the | 
United States; he shall perform the duties, be sub- | 
‘ject to the same regulation and penalties, and be 
entitled to the same fees, as the marshal of the 
district court of the United States for the present 
Territory of Utah, and shall, in addition, be paid | 
two hundred dollars annually as a compensation | 
for extra services. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Gov- 
ernor, secretary, chief justice, and associate jus- 
tices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nominated, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appointed by he President of the United 
States. ‘The Governor and secretary to be ap- 
pointed as aforesaid, shall, before they act as such, 
respectively take an oath or affirmation before the 
district judge or some justice of the peace in the 
limits of said Territory, duly authorized to ad- 
minister oaths and affirmations by the laws now 
in force therein, or before the chief justice or some 
associate justice of the Supreme Court of. the 
United States, to support the Constitution of the 
United States, and faithéully to discharge the du- 
ties of their respective offices, which said oaths, 
when so taken, shall be certified by the person by 
whom the same shall have been taken; and such 
certificates shall be received and recorded by the 
said secretary among the executive proceedings; 
and the chief justice and associate justices, and all 
other civil officers in said Territory, before they | 
act as such, shall take a like oath or affirmation 
before the said Governor or secretary, or some 
judge or justice of the peace of the Territory who | 
may be duly commissioned and qualified, which 
said oath or affirmation shall be certified and trans- 
mitted by the person taking the same to the secre- 
tary, to be by him recorded as aforesaid; and after- ; 
wards, the like oath or affirmation shall be taken, 
certified, and recorded in such manner and form į 
as may be prescribed by law. The Governor 
shall receive an annual salary of two thousand 
five hundred dollars. The chief justice and asso- 
ciate justices shall each receive an annual salary 
of two thousand dollars. The secretary shall re- 
ceive an annual salary of two thousand dollars. 
The said salaries shall be paid quarter-yearly, 
from the dates of the respective appointments, 
at the Treasury of the United'States; butno such 

ayment shall be made until said officers shall | 
hive entered upon the duties of their respective i 
appointments. The members of the Legislative 
Assembly shall be entitled to receive three dollars 
each per day during their attendance at the ses- 
sions thereof, and three dollars each for every 
twenty miles’ travel in going to and returning from 
the said sessions, estimated according to the! 
nearest usually traveled route; and an additional | 
allowance of three dollars shall be paid to the pre- 
siding officer of each House for each day he shall 


i tomary for the territorial governments, a sufli- | 


so preside. And a chief clerk, one assistant 
clerk, a sergeant-at-arms, and doorkeeper, ma 
be chosen for each House; and the chief clerk shall 
receive four dollars per day, and the said other 
officers three dollars per day, during the session 
of the Legislative Assembly; but no other officers 
shall be paid by the United States: Provided, That 
there shall be but one session of the Legislature 
annually, unless, on an extraordinary occasion, 
the Governor shall think proper to call the Legisla- 
ture together. There shall be appropriated, an- 
nually, the usual sum, to be expended by the | 
Governor, to defray the contingent expenses of the | 
Territory, inciuding the salary of a clerk of the 
executive department; and there shall also be ap- 
propriated, annually, a sufficient sum, to be ex- 
pended by the secretary of the Territory, and | 
upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, to defray the 
expenses of the Legislative Assembly, the printing 
of the laws, and other incidental expenses; and 
the Governor and secretary of the Territory shall, 
in the disbursement of all moneys intrusted to 
them, be governed solely by the instructions of! 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
and shall, semi-annually, account to the said Sec- 
retary for the manner in which the aforesaid 
moneys Shall have been expended; and noexpend- 
iture shall be made by said Legislative Assembly 
for objects not specially authorized by the acts of 
Congress making the appropriations, nor beyond 
the sums thus appropriated for such objects. 

Sec. 13. And be il further enacted, That the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Nebraska 
shall hold its first session at such time and place 
in said Territory as the Governor thereof shall 
appoint and direct; and at said first session, or as 
soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, the 
Governor and Legislative Assembly shall proceed 
to locate and establish the seat of government for | 
such Territory at such place as they may deem 
eligible; which place, however, shall thereafter be | 
subject to be changed by the said Governor and | 
Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That a Dele- 
gate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to serve for the term of two years, who 
shall be a citizen of the United States, may ke 
elected by the voters qualified to elect members of 
ths Legislative Assembly, who shall be entitled 
to the same rights and privileges as are exercised 
and enjoyed by the Delegates from the several 
other Territories of the United States to the said 
House of Representatives, but the Delegate. first 
elected shall hold his seat only during the term of 
the Congress to which he shall be elected. The 
first election shall be held at such time and places, 
and be conducted in such manner, as the Governor 
shall appoint and direct; and at all subsequent 
elections the times, places, and manner of holding | 
the elections shall be prescribed by law. The per- 
son having the greatest number of votes shall be | 
declared by the Governor to be duly elected, and 
a certificate thereof shall be given accordingly. 
That the Constitution, and all Jaws of the United 
States, which are not locally inapplicable, shall | 
have the same force and effect within the said Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska as elsewhere in the United 
States, except the eighth section of the act pre- 

aratory to the admission of Missouri into the | 

nion, approved March sixth, eighteen hundred | 
and twenty, which, being inconsistent with the 
principle of non-intervention by Congress with 
slavery in the States and Territories, as recog- 
nized by the legislation of eighteen hundred and | 
fifty, commonly called the compromise measures, 
is hereby declared inoperative and void; it being 
the true intent and meaning of this act not to 
legislate slavery into any Territory or State, nor 
to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people į 
thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way, subject 
only to the Constitution of the United States: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to revive or put in forceany law or regu- | 
lation which may have existed prior to the act of | 
sixth March, eighteen hundred and twenty, either | 
protecting, establishing, prohibiting, or abolish- 
ing slavery. ‘ 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That there ; 
shall hereafter be appropriated, as has been cus- | 


cient. amount, to be expended under the direc-~ 
tion of the said Governor -of the Territory of 


Nebraska, not exceeding the sums heretofore ap- 
propriated for similar objects, for the erection of 
suitable public buildings at the seat of govern- 
ment, and for the purchase of a library, to be kept 
at the seat of government for the use of the Gov- 
ernor, Legislative Assembly, judges of the sü- 
preme court, secretary, marshal, and attorney of 
said Territory, and such other persons, and under 
such regulations, as shall be prescribed by law. 
Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That when 
the lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed 
under the direction of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, preparatory to bringing the same into 
market, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six 
in each township in said Territory shall be, and 
the same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of 
being applied to schools in said Territory, and in 
the States and Territories hereafter to be erected 


out of the same. 


Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That until 
otherwise provided by law, the Governor of said 
Territory may define the judicial districts of said , 
Territory, and assign the judges who may be ap- 
pointed for said Territory to the several districts; 
and also appoint the times and places for holding 
courts in the several counties or subdivisions in 
each of said judicial districts by proclamation, to 
beissued by him; but the Legislative Assembly, at 
their first or any subsequent session, may organ- 
ize, alter, or modify such judicial districts, and 
assign the judges, and alter the times and places 
of holding the courts, as to them shall seem proper 
and convenient. i j å 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That all ofi- 
cers to be appointed by the President, by and with ` 
the advice and consent of the Senate, for the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska, who, by virtue of the provis- 
ions of any law now existing, or which may be 
enacted during the present Congress, are required 
to give security for moneys that may be intrasted 
with them for disbursement, shall give such secu- 
rity, at such time and place, and in such man- 
ner, as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That all that 
part of the territory of the United States included 
within the following limits, except such portions 
thereof as are hereinafter expressly exempted from 
the operations of this act, to wit: beginning ata 
pointon the western boundary of the State of Mis- 
souri, where the thirty-seventh: parallel of north 
latitude crosses the same; thence west on said 
parallel to the eastern boundary of New Mexico; 
thence north on said boundary to latitude thirty- 
eight; thence following said boundary westward to 
the east boundary of the Territory of Utah, on the 
summit of the Rocky Mountains; thence north- 
ward on said summit to the fortieth parallel of lat- 
itude; thence east on said parallel to the. western 
boundary of the State of Missouri; thence south 
with the western boundary of said State to the 
place of beginning, be, and the same is hereby, 
created into a temporary government by the name 
of the Territory of Kansas; and when admitted 
as a State or States, the said Territory, or any 
portion of the same, shall be received into the 
Union, with or without slavery, as their constitu- 
tion may prescribe at the time of their admission: 
Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall 
be construed to inhibit the Government of the 
United States from dividing said Territory into 
two or more Territories, in such manner and at 


| such times as Congress shall deem convenient and 


proper, or from attaching any portion of said 
Territory to any other State or Territory of the 
United States: Provided further, That nothing in 
this act contained shall be construed to impair the 
rights of person or property now pertaining to 
the Indians in said Territory, so long as such 
rights shall remain unextinguished by treaty be- 
tween the United States and such Indians, or to 
include jany territory which, by treaty with any 
Indian tribe, is not, without the consent of said 
tribe, to be included within the territorial limits 
or jurisdiction of any State or Territory; but all 
such territory shall be excepted out of the bound- 
aries, and constitute no part of the Territory ot 
Kansas, until said tribe shall signify their assent 
to the President of the United States to be in- 
cluded within the said Territory of Kansas, or to 
affect the authority of the Government of the 
United States to make any regulation respecting 
such Indians, their lands, property, or other rights, 
by treaty, law, or otherwise, which it-would: have 
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been competent to the Government to make if this 
act had never passed. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Fer- 
ritory of Kansas shall be vested in a Governor, 
who shall hold his office for four years, and until 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, un- 
less sooner removed by the President of the United 
States. The Governor shall reside within said 
Territory, and shall be commander-in-chief of 
the military thereof. He may grant pardons and 
respites for offenses against the laws of said Ter- 
ritory, and reprieves for offenses against the laws 
of the United States, until the decision of the 
President can be made known thereon; he shall 
commission all officers who shall be appointed to 
office under the laws of the said Territory, and 
shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

Suc. 21. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said Territory, who shall 
reside therein, and hold his office for five years, 
unless sooner removed bythe President of the 
United States; he shall record and preserve alt the 
laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and pro- 
ceedings of the Governor in his executive depart- 
ment; he shall transmit one copy of the laws and 
journals of the Legislative Assembly within thirty 
days after the end of each session, and one copy 
of the executive proceedings and official. corres- 
pondence semi-annually, on the first days of Jan- 
uary and July in each year, to the President of 
the United States, and two copies of the laws to 
the President of the Senate and to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, to be deposited in 
the libraries of Congress; and, in case of the death, 
removal, resignation, or absence of the Governor 
from the Territory, the secretary shall be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to execute and 
perform all the powers and duties of the Governor 
during such vacancy or absence, or until another 
Governor shall be duly appointed and qualified to 
fill such vacancy. 

Sue. 22, And be tt further enacted, That the 
legislative power and authority of said Territory 
shall be vested in the Governor and a Legislative 
Assembly. ‘The Legislative Assembly shall con- 
sist of a Council and klouse of Representatives. 
The Council shall consist of thirteen members, 
having the qualifications of voters, as hereinafter 
prescribed, whose term of service shall continue 
two years, The House of Representatives shall, 
at its first session, consist of twenty-six members, 
possessing the same qualifications as prescribed 


for members of the Council, and whose term of 


service shall continue one year. The number of 
representatives may be increased by the Legis- 
_ lative Assembly, from time to time, in proportion 
to the increase of qualified voters: Provided, 
That the whole number shall never exceed thirty- 
nine. An apportionment shall be made, as pete 
equal as practicable among the several counties 
or districts, for the election of the Council and 
representatives, giving to each section of the 
Territory representation in the ratio of its quali- 
fied voters as nearly as may be. And the mem- 
bers of the Council and of the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall reside in, and be inhabitants of, 
the district or county, or counties, for which they 
may be'elected, respectively. Previous to the first 


election, the Governor shall cause a census, or | 


enumeration of the inhabitants and qualified voters 


of the several counties and districts of the Terri- |! 


tory, to be taken by such persons and in such 
mode as the Governor shall designate and appoint; 
and the persons so appointed shall receive a rea- 


sonable compensation therefor. And the first elec- | 


tion shall be held at such time and places, and be 
conducted in such manner, both as to the persons 
who shall superintend such election and the returns 


thereof, as the Governor shall appoint and direct; |i 


and heshall atthe same time declare the number of 


members of the Council and House of Representa- |) 


tives to which each of the counties or districts 
shall be entitled under this act. The persons having 


the highest number of legal votes in each of said |! 


council districts for members of the Council, shall 
be declared by the Governor to he duly elected to 
the Council; and the persons having the highest 
number of legal votes for the House of Representa- 
tives, shall be declared by the Governor to be dul 
elected members of said House: Provided, That 
in case two or more persons voted for shall have 
an equal number of votes, and in case a vacancy 


i 
y | member, during the term for which he was elect- | 
f 


| shall otherwise occur in either branch of.the Legis- 
\ lative Assembly, the Governor. shall order a new 
election;.and the persons thus elected to the Legis- 
lative Assembly shall meet at such place and. on | 
such day as the Governor shall appoint; but there- 
after, the time, place, and manner of holding and 
| conducting all elections by the people, and the ap- | 
portioning the representation in the several coun- | 
ties or districts to the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives, according to the number of qualified 
voters, shall be prescribed by law, as well as the 
day of the commencement of the regular sessions 
of the Legislative Assembly: Provided, ‘That no 
session in any one year shall exceed the term of 
forty days, except the first session, which may 
continue sixty days. i 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That every 
free white male inhabitant above the age of twenty- | 
one years, who shall be an actual resident of said 
i Territory, and shall possess the qualifications 
hereinafter prescribed, shall.be entitled to vote at 
the first election, and shall be eligible to any office 
within the said Territory; but the qualifications 
of voters, and of holding office, at all subsequent 
elections, shall be such as shall be prescribed by 
the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That the 
right of suffrage and of holding office shall be 
exercised only by citizens of the United States, 
and those who shall have declared on oath their 
intention to become such, and shall have taken an 
oath to support the Constitution of the United ; 
States and the provisions of this act: And provided, 
| further, That no officer, soldier, seaman, or ma- 
rine, or other person in the Army or Navy of the 
United States, or attached to troops in the service 
| of the United States, shall be allowed to vote or 
j hold office in said Territory by reason of being 
on service therein, 

Suc. 24. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of the Territory shall extend to all | 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the | 
Constitution of the United States and the provis- 
| ions of this act; but no law shall be passed inter- 
fering with the primary disposal of the soil; no ! 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of the | 
United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- | 
| erty- of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property of residents. Every bill ; 
which shall have passed the Council and House 
of Representatives of the said Territory shall, be- 
| fore it become a law, be presented to the Governor 
of the Territory; if he approve, he shall sign it; 
butif not, he shall return it with his objections to 
the House in which it originated, who shall enter 
the objections at large on their Journal, and pro- 
ceed to reconsider it. If, after such reconsidera- 
tion, two thirds of that House shall agree to pass | 
| the bill, it shall be sent, together with the objec- 
| tions, to the other House, by which it shall like- 
| wise be reconsidered, and if approved by two j 
thirds of that House, it shall become a law. But 
in ull such cases the votes of both Houses. shall 
be determined by yeas and nays, to be entered on 
| the Journal of each House, respectively. If any 
i bill shall not be returned by the Governor within 
three days (Sundays excepted) after it shall have || 
been presented to him, the. same shall be a law in | 
! like manner as if he had signed it, unless the As- | 
sembly, by adjournment, prevent its return, in |! 
which case it shall not be a law. | 

Suc. 25. And be it further enacted, That all town- | 

, Ship, district, and county officers, not herein other- | 
wise provided for, shall be appointed or elected, as | 
the case may be, in such manner as shall be pro-. 
vided by the Governor and Legislative Assembly | 
of the Territory of Kansas. The Governor shall i! 
nominate, and, by and with the advice and con- | 
| sent of the Legislative Council, appoint all officers |} 
|i not herein otherwise provided for; and in the first | 
|: instance the Governor alone may appoint all said | 
officers, who shall hold their offices until the end {| 
of the first session of the Legislative Assembly; 
i and shall lay off the necessary districts for mem- 
| bers of the Council and Flouse of Representatives, 


Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That no | 
| member of the Legislative Assembly shall hold, | 
: or be appointed to, any office which shall have | 
| been created, or the salary or emoluments of 
i; which shall have been increased, while he was a 


| ed, and for one year after the expiration of such | 
| term; but this restriction shall not be applicable | 
Í te members of the first Legislative Assembly; and 


no person holding a commission or appointment 
under the United States, except postmasters, 
shall bea member of the Legislative Assembly, 
or shall hold any office under the government of 
said Territory. : 
Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That the 
judicial power of said Territory shall be vested in 
a supreme court, district. courts, probate courts, 
and in justices of the peace. The supreme court 
shall consist of a chief justice and two associate 
justices, any two of whom shall constitute a quo- 
rum, and who shall hold aterm at the seat of 
government of said Territory annually; and they 
shall hold their offices during the period of four 
years, and until their successors shall beappointed 
and qualified. The said Territory shall be divided 
into three judicial districts, and a district court 
shall be held in each of said districts by one of the 
justices of the supreme court, at such times and 
places as may be prescribed by law; and the said 
judges shall, after their appointments, respect- 
ively, reside in the districts which shall be as- 
signed them. The jurisdiction of the several courts 
herein provided for, both appellate and original, 
and that of the probate courts and of justices of 
the peace, shall be as limited by law: Provided, 
That justices of the peace shall not have jurisdic- 
tion of any matter in controversy when the title 
or boundaries of land may bein dispute, or where 
the debt or sum claimed shall exceed one hundred 
dollars; and the said supreme and district courts, 
respectively, shall possess chancery as well as 
common law jurisdiction. Each district court, or 
the judge thereof,. shall appoint its clerk, who 
shall also be the register-in chancery, and shall 
keep his office at the place where the court may be 
held. Writs of error, bills of exception, and ap- 
peals, shall be allowed in all cases from the final ` 
decisions of said district courts to the supreme 
court, under such regulations as may be prescribed 
by law; butin no case removed to the supreme 
court shall trial by jury be allowed in said court. 
The supreme court, or the justices thereof, shall 
appoint its own clerk, and every clerk shall hold 
his office at the pleasure of the court for which he 
shall have been appointed. Writs of error, and 
appeals from the final decisions of said supreme 
court, shall be allowed, and may be taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the same 
manner and under the same regulations as from 
the circuit courts of the United States, where the 
value of the property, or the amount in contro- 
versy, to be ascertained by the oath or affirmation 
of either party, or other competent witness, shall 
exceed one thousand dollars; except only that in 
all cases involving title to slaves, the said writs of 
error or appeals shall be allowed and decided by 
the said gupreme court, without regard to the 
value of the matter, property, or title in contro- 
versy; and except also that a writ of error or ap- 
peal shall also be allowed to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, from the decision of the said su- 
preme court created by this act, or of any judge 
thereof, or of the district courts created by this 


| act, or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of ha- 


beas corpus, involving the question of personal free- 
dom: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to apply to or affect the provisions 
of the** Act respecting fugitives from justice, and’ 
persons escaping from theservice of their masters, ’” 
approved February twelft#, seventeen hundred 
and ninety-three, and the “Act to amend and sup- 
plementary to the aforesaid act,” approved Sep- 
tember eighteenth, eighteen hundred and fifty; 
and each of the said district courts shall have and 
exercise the same jurisdiction in all cases arising 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States as is vested inthe circuit and district courts 
of the United States; and the said supreme and 
district courts of the said Territory, and the re- 
spective judges thereof, shalland may grant writs 
of habeas corpus in all cases in which the same 
are granted by the judges.of the United States in 
the District of Columbia; and the first six days 
of every term of said courts, or so. much thereof 
as shall be necessary, shall be appropriated to the 
trial of causes arising under the said Constitution 
and laws, and writs of error and appeal in all such 
cases shall be made to the supreme court of said 
Territory, the same as in cther cases. The said 
clerk shall receive in all such cases the same fees 
which the clerks of the district courts of Utah 
Territory now receive for similar services. 

Sec. 28, And be it further enacted, That the pros 


1854. 


visions of the act entitled ‘‘ An act respecting fu- 
gitives from justice, and persons escaping from 
the service of their masters,” approved February 
twelfth, seventeen hundred and ninety-three, and 
the provisions of the act entitled “ An act to 
amend, and supplementary to, the aforesaid act,” 
approved September eighteenth, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, be, and the same are hereby, declared to 
extend to, and be in full force within the limits of 
the said Territory of Kansas, 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, and 
until his successor shall be appointed and quali- 
fied, unless sooner removed by the President, and- 
who shall receive the same fees and salary as the 


attorney of the United States for the present Ter- |! 


ritory of Utah. There shall also be a marshal for 
the Territory appointed, who shall hold his office 
for four years, and until his successor shall be 
appointed and qualified, unless sooner removed by 
the President, and who shall execute all processes 
issuing from the said courts when exercising their 
jurisdiction as circuit and district courts of the 
United States; he shall perform the duties, be sub- 
ject to the same regulations and penalties, and be 
entitled to the same fees, as the marshal of the 
district court of the United States for the present 
Territory of Utah, and shall, in addition, be paid 
two hundred dollars annually as a compensation 
for extra services. 

Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That the Gov- 
ernor, secretary, chief justice, and associate jus- 
tices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nominated, 
.and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appointed by the President of the United 
States. The Governor and secretary to beappointed 
as aforesaid shall, before they act as such, respect- 
ively take an oath or affirmation before the district 
judge or some justice of the peace in the limits of 
said Territory, duly authorized to administer oaths 
and affirmations by the laws now in force therein, 
or before the chiel justice or some associate jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court of the United States, to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and 
faithfully to discharge the duties of their respect- 
ive offices, which anid oaths, when so taken, shall 
be certified by the person by whom the same shall 
have been taken; and such certificates shall be 
received and recorded by the said secretary among 
the executive proceedings; and the chief justice’ 
and associate justices, and all other civil officers 
in said Territory, before they actas such, shall take 
a like oath or affirmation before the said Governor 
or secretary, or some judge or justice of the peace 
of the Territory who may be duly commissioned 
and qualified, which said oath or affirmation shall 
be certified and transmitted by the person taking 
the same to the secretary, to be by him recorded 
as aforesaid; and, afterwards, the like oath or 
affirmation shall be taken, certified, and recorded, 
in such manner and form as may be prescribed 
by law. The Governor shall receive an annual 
salary of two thousand five hundred dollars. The 
chief justice and associate justices shall receive an 
annual salary of two thousand dollars. The sec- 
retary shall receive an annual salary of two thou- 
sand dollars. The said salaries shall be paid 
quarter-yearly, from the dates of the respective 
appointments, at the Treasury ofthe United States; 
but no such payment shall be made until said 
officers shall have entered upon the duties of their 
respective appointments. ‘The members of the 
Legislative Assembly shall be entitled to receive 


three dollars each per day during their attendance |; 


at the sessions thereof, and three dollars each for 
every twenty miles’ travel in going to and return- 
ing from the said sessions, estimated according to 
the nearest usually traveled route; and an addi- 
tional allowance of three dollars shall be paid to 
the presiding officer of each House for each day 
he shall so preside. Anda chief clerk, one assist- 
ant clerk, a sergeant-at-arms, and doorkeeper, 
may be chosen for each House; and the. chief 
clerk shall receive four dollars per day, and the 
said other officers three dollars per day, during | 
the session of the Legislative Assembly; but no 
other officers shall be paid by the United States: 
Provided, That there shall be but one session of 
the Legislature annually, unless, on an extraor- 
dinary occasion, the Governor shall think proper 
to call the Legislature together. There shall be 


appropriated, annually, the usual sum, to be ex- 
pended by the Governor, to defray the contin- i 


| ernment for the use of the Governor, Legislative | 


iof the United States, and shall, semi-annually, 


| authorized by the acts of Congress making the 


| other Territories of the United States to the said 
| House of Representatives; but the Delegate first 
; elected shall hold his seat only during the term of 
| the Congress to which he shall be elected. 
| first election shall be held at such time and places, 

and be conducted in such manner, as the Govern- || 


| shall be declared by the Governor to be duly 


gent expenses of the Territory, including the 
saldry of a clerk of the executive. department; 
and there shall also be appropriated, annually, a 
sufficient sum, to be expended by the secretary of 
the Territory, and upon an estimate to be made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

tates, to defray the expenses of the Legislative 
Assembly, the printing of the laws, and other 
incidental expenses; and the Governor and secre- 
tary of the Territory shall, in the disbursement of 
all moneys intrusted to them, be governed solely 
by the instructions of the Seeretary of the Treasury 


account to the said Secretary for the manner in 
which the aforesaid moneys shall have been ex- 
pended; and no expenditure shall be made by said 

egislative Assembly for objects not specially 


appropriations, nor beyond the sums thus appro- 
priated for such objects. 

Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That the seat 
of government of said Territory is hereby located 
temporarily at Fort Leavenworth; and that such 
portions of the public buildings as may not be | 
actually used and needed for military purposes 
may be occupied and used, under the direction of 
the Governor and Legislative Assembly, for such 
public purposes as may be required under the pro- 
visions of this act. : 


Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That a Dele- |i 


gate to the House of Representatives of the 
United States, to serve for the term of two years, 
who shall be a citizen of the United States, may 
be elected by the voters qualified to elect members 
of the Legislative Assembly, who shall be entitled 
to the same rights and privileges as are exercised 
and enjoyed by the Delegates from the several 


The 


or shall appoint and direct; and at all subse- 
quent elections the times, places, and manner of 
holding the elections shall be prescribed. by law. 
The person having the greatest number of votes 


elected, and a certificate thereof shall be given ac- 

cordingly. That the Constitution, and all laws 

of the United States which are not locally inap- 

plicable, shall have the same force and effect | 
within the said Territory of Kansas as elsewhere 

within the United States, except the eighth sec- 

tion of the act preparatory to the admission of | 
Missouri into the Union, approved March sixth, | 
eighteen hundred and twenty, which, being incon- į 
sistent with the principle of non-intervention by 

Congress with slavery in the States and Territo- | 
ries, as recognized by the legislation of eighteen | 
hundred and fifty, commonly called the compro- | 
mise measures, is hereby declared inoperative and 

void; it being the true intent and meaning of this 

act not to legislate slavery into any Territory or į 
State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave j 
the people thereof perfectly free to form and reg- 

ulate their domestic institutions in their own way, | 
subject only to the Constitution of the United 

States: Provided, That nothing herein contained 

shall be construed to revive or put in force any 

law or-regulation which may have existed prior | 
to the act of sixth of March, eighteen hundred | 
and twenty, either protecting, establishing, pro- | 
hibiting, or abolishing slavery. 

Sec.33. And beitfurtherenacted, That there shall | 
hereafter be appropriated, as has been customary 
for the territorial governments, a sufficient amount, | 
to be expended under the direction of the said | 
Governor of the Territory of Kansas, not exceed- | 
ing the sums heretofore appropriated for similar | 
objects, for the erection of suitable public build- | 
ings at the seat of government, and for the pur- | 
chase of a library, to be kept at the seat of gov- 


Assembly, judges of the supreme court, secre- 
tary, marshal, and attorney of said Territory, 
and such other persons, and under such regula- 
tions, as shall be prescribed by law. * 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That when 
the lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed 
under the direction of the Government of the United 
States, preparatory to bringing the same into | 
market, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six į 


out of the same. . 
| Sec. 35. And be it further enacted, That, until 
otherwise provided by law, the Governor of said 
| Territory may define the judicial districts of said 
Territory, and assign the judges who may be ap- 
pointed for said Territory to the several districts; 
| and also appoint the times and places for holding 
courts in the several counties or subdivisions in 
each of said judicial districts by proclamagion, to 
be issued by him; but the Legislative Assembly, 
at their first or any subsequent session, mayor- 
ganize, alter, or modify guch judicial districts, and 
assign the judges, and alter the times and places 
of holding the courts, as to them shall seem proper 
and convenient. : 
Sec. 36. And be it further enacted, That all 
officers to be appointed by. the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, for the 
Territory of Kansas, who, by virtue of the pro- 
visions of any law now existing, or which may 
be enacted during the present. Congress, are re- 
quired to give security for moneys that may be 
intrusted with them for disbursement, shall give 
such security, at such time and place, and in such 
manner, as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe. wee 
Sec. 37. And be it further enacted, That all 
treaties, laws, and other engagements made by the 
Government of the United States with the Indian 
tribes inhabiting the Territories embraced within 
this act, shall be faithfully and rigidly observed, 
| notwithstanding anything contained in this act; 
j and that the existing agencies and superintenden- 
| cies of said Indians be continued with the same 
| powers and duties which are now prescribed by 
| law, except that the President of the United States 
i may, at his discretion, change the location of the 
i office of superintendent. 
| The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I rise to a question of 
order. ‘There is no appropriation in this bill that 
| requires it, under the 133d rule, to be discussed in 
| Committee of the Whole; but there isa proposi- 
| tion in the bill for a tax or a charge upon the peo- 
| ple which, under the 131st rule, must not be dis- 
| cussed upon the day on which it is introduced 
i into the House, and which must be discussed in 
Committee of the Whole. That provision is in 
these words: . l 

“There shall be appropriated annually the usual sum, to 
| be expended by the Governor, to defray the contingent ex- 
penses of the Territory.” 
| The 131st rule is, that 
“ No motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon the 


| people shall be discussed the day on which it is made or 
| offered; and every such proposition shall receive its first 
| 


discussion in a Committee of the Whole House.’’ 


I hold that this bill contains a proposition for a 
tax and a charge upon the Nationa! Treasury, and, 
| consequently, must be discussed in Committee of 
i the Whole. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair must overrule 
| the point of order, upon the ground that the bill 
! has been discussed in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. EDGERTON. The substitute now before 
| the House has never been considered in Committee 
| of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That is very true; but the 
| bill has been so considered, which brings it within 
: the meaning of the rule, according to the universal 
| practice of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The rule which the gentle- 
| man has read applies to another thing entirely— 
ito those bills which propose to levy taxes. 

The SPEAKER. That is also true. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Any proposition which 
proposes a charge upon the National Treasury 
must first be considered in committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to all discussion. 

The SPEAICER. The Chair overrules the 
| estion of order raised by the gentleman from 

hio 


' Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I demand the 
yeas and nays upon ordering the main question. 

Mr. MORGAN. lask for tellers on the yéas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cu.tom and 
Rrapy were appointed. s 

The House then divided; and the tellers reported 
| forty-nine gentlemen voting in the affirmative. 


in each township in said Territory shall be, and | 


| Bo the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 116, nays 90; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges; 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Chureh- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goode, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Inger- 
soll, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, 


Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, 
Lilly, Ligidiey, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 


May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. 
Taylor, ‘I'weed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Wai- 
ren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. 
Wright, and Zolticoffer—116. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, 
Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, MeCul 
loch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Milson, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
kins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sa- 
bin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Nestor L. 
Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L, ‘Taylor, Nathan- 
jel G. Tavlor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, 
Watley, EHibw B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and 
Yates—-90, 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. 

Mr. MORGAN. {move that the House ad- 
journ; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SAGE, 
and nays. a 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CuLLoM and 
Grey were appointed. 

The Elouse then divided; and the tellers reported 
forty-one gentlemen voting in the affirmative, (not 
a sufficient number.) 

Cries of ‘“ Count the other side!?’] 

The SPEAKER. Forty-one is not a sufficient 
number, according to the vote this moment given; 
and the yeas and nays are not ordered. 

The question is now on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON. | 

Mr. MILLSON. 
and nays. 

Mr. WASELBURN. I call for tellers on order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cuti.om, and 
Davis of Indiana, were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
sixty-five in the aftirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


I demand tellers upon the yeas 


On that I ask for the yeas 


The question was then taken, and it was decided | 


in the affirmative—yens 115, nays 96; as follows: 

YIEAS--Mesgrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J, Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
date, Burry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, 
Jobn G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dun- 
ham, Edmundson, Jobn M. Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Faller, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamil- 
ton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Will, 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Latham, Leteher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Maxwetl, May, John €, Milter, Smith Miller, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Pawell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Reese, Richardson, 
Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Sinith, Wiliam Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Freder- 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander UW. Ste- 
prens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, 

ansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zotli- 
coffer—115. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler- 
Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Mdinands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 


Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, An- | 


drew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, 


Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch Mace, Matteson, Mayall, ; 


Meacham, Middieswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Mur- 
ray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peek, 
Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, 


| Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Mat- 


| Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks 


: and read a third time. 


Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathanial G. | 
Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, 
Ellihu B. Wasliburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John 
Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Yates— 


So the amendment of the gentleman from Hli- 
nois was adopted. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. CARUTHERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to state to the House that I have paired off on this 
bill with Mr. Cuasz, of New York, otherwise I 
would have voted in the affirmative. 

Several Memuenrs addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MiL- 
son] was the first to address the Chair. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, I now move 
to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And on that I call for the | 
yeas and nays. - 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that that motion is not in order, under the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 
that it is in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is it in order after the | 
previous question has been seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides itis fairly 
in order under the rule. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Thé@roll was called; and the question was de- | 
cided in the negative—yeas 100, nays 114; as fol- | 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, 
Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Drum, Kastan, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Milion Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, 
Hicster, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel ‘I’, Jones, 


teson, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, 
Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, | 
Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
Johu L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurstou, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellibu B. Washburne, Ls- 
rael Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C, Allen, Willis 


dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Church. 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cum- 
ming, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, John M, Eliott, 
Houglish, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, | 
Hibbard, Hil, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George W 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, 
Maedonald, MeDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Ready, Reese, 
Riebardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam 
Smith, Willian R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgra: 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, 
Vail, Vansant, Watlbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Heudrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—114. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed, and reada third time. 

Mr. MATTESON, (at twenty minutes past ten 
o’clock.) I move thatthe House do now adjourn; 
and on that motion | call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAVEN, (addressing the Chair at the | 
same time.) Iask for the yeas and nays on the | 
question put by the Chair that the bill be engrossed 


The House was first divided on ordering the yeas | 
and nays on the motion to adjourn. i 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was then put on the motion to: 
adjourn; and it was not agreed to. i 
Mr. HAVEN. [ now, Mr. Speaker, repeat my | 
call for the yeas and nays, on ordering the bill to: 
be engrossed and read a third time. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

| 


The roll was then called; and the question was 


decided in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 99; as |! 


follows: 


YEAS—-Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis | 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas JT. Bayly, Barksdale, | 


Barry, Bell, Bocock, Royce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, | 


Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmund 
son, John M. Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Inger- 
soll, George W. Jones, J, Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, 
Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, 
May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Olds, Mordecai Oti- 
ver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phittips, Powell, 
Preston, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J, 
‘Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick 
B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crock- 
er, Culiom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, 
Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Huut, Johnson, Danie! T. Jones, 
Kittredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace; Mat- 
teson, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, 
Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, Prin- 
gle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, 
Russell, Sabine, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, 
Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates—99 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time. 

It was accordingly read a third time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. HUGHES. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the final passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put on the passage of 
the bill; and it was carried in the aftirmative— 
yeas 113, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caskie, Chastain Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Cut- 
ting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, 
Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence,Goode, Green,Greenwood, Grey Ham- 
ilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Ii, Hillyer, Houston, Engersoll, George W. Jones, J. 
Clancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, Mc- 
Dougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, Join G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Olds, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Samyel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Fred- 
erick P, Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Straub, Start, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zol- 
licoffer—113. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben- 
son, Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crock- 
er, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas 
D., Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, 
Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Ha- 
ven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Jones, Kit- 
tredge, Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, Matte- 
son, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, 
Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, 
Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, 
Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, 
Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
'Frout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washhurne, Fs- 
rael Wasbburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates—100. 


So the bill was passed. ý ; 

[The announcement of the vote was received 
with prolonged clapping of hands and hissings, 
both in the Honse and galleries, and cries of 
“ Order!?? “ Order ”?] 

The SPEAKER. Unless order is preserved, 
the Chair will order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan, (in his seat.) 
The trouble is not in the galleries. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. BROOKS said: I desire to state, as a mat- 
ter of courtesy, that my colleague, Mr. AIKEN, 
many days ago, paired off with a gentleman who 
has been called home by sickness in his family, 
(referring to Mr. Appreron.) But for that, had 
my colleague been here, he would have given the 
bill his warm and cordial support. 
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requested by my colleague, Mr. BIssELL, to state 
that sickness alone has detained him from being 
here to give his vote against the final passage of 
this bill in its present shape. 


Mr. CARUTHERS said: The House will in- || 


dulge me again in stating, that. I have paired off 
with Mr. Cuase, who would have voted against 
this bill; and, but for that, I should have voted 
in favor of it. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, said: My colleague 
{Mr, Cuamuer.ain] is now detained from the 
House by sickness in his family. He proposed 
to me to pair off with him. I told him [ would 
pair off with him on the final passage of the bill, 
if it should so happen that his vote would defeat 
the bill. But from the votes which have been 
taken, I became satisfied that the bill would pass; 
and I have accordingly availed myself of the priv- 
ilege of putting myself upon the record. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. {move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

{Cries of ‘Oh, not? “No!” all over the 
Hall.] 


I demand 


Mr. HLESTER. I call for tellers upon the yeas 


and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. TavLoR, of 
Tennessee, and Davis, of Indiana, were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-seven, (not a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put upon the motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed upon the table; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the title of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous 
question upon agreeing to the title of the bill. 

Mr. FENTON. lask the gentleman from 
Ilinois to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

[Cries of ** No!” “«No!’’] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to withdraw it. 

The previous aren was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

The title was then reported, as follows: 

A biil to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas. 

The question was taken; and the title was 

reed to. 


Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, i 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the vote 
last taken, by which the title of the bill was agreed 
to, be reconsidered, and that the motion to recon- 
sider do lie upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I think I have the floor 
upon a privileged motion. I move that when this 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day next. 5 

Mr. HAVEN. Iriseto a question of order. 
I submit that the House has decided otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. Under the decision of the 
House in a former part of the day the Chair de- 
cides the motion out of order. x 

Mr. LETCHER. With all respect for the 
Chair, I must take an appeal from that decision. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the appeal. 

Mr. ORR. I rise toa privileged question. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the title of 
the bill was adopted, and lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina will remember that the motion to adjourn 
must take precedence of his motion. 

Mr. ORR. But the question is not upon the 
motion to adjourn. : 

The SPEAKER. That isthe motion. 

Mr. ORR. I[ thought it was upon the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair taken by the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER, That is true; but the appeal 
of the gentleman from Virginia is connected with, 
and directly affects, that motion. The Chair there- 
fore decides that the motion of the gentleman will 
take precedence of that of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


what is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sacre] moved that the House do now 
adjourn. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Letcuer] moved that when the House adjourns, 
it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. The 
Chair decided that motion to be out of order un- 
der the instructions of the House. From that 
decision the gentleman from Virginia takes an 
appeal; and the question is, “ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to lay theappeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. PHELPS. I withdraw the motion that 
the appeal do lie upon the table. 

The question was then taken; ‘‘ Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House?” and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 99, nays 80; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 


Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, į 


Barry, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G., Davis, 
Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmundson, John M. 
Elliott, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, 
Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, McDougall, Maxwell, May, 
Jobn G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 
Preston, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, Shan- 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander 
H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, 
Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, 
Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicotter—99. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, 
Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley 
P. Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 


| Daniel ‘I’. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Lindsley, Me- 
! Culloch, Matteson, Mayall, 


Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Millson, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pen- 
nington, Pringle, Puryear, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scymour, Simmons, Skelton, Andrew Stuart, John 
L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, 
Upham, Walley, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Weills, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Yates—80. . 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
motion that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr HAMILTON. Let usfirst dispose of the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the title 
was adopted. 


The SPEAKER. There is no motion pending | 


except that to adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I appeal to my col- 
league [Mr. Wasupurne] to withdraw his mo- 
tion to adjourn, so that we may move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the title was adopted, and 
that that motion do lie upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE. I do not think that the bill will 


|| spoil if left until to-morrow. 


Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [ move that the vote by 
which the title of the bill was adopted be recon- 


i| sidered, and that that motion be laid upon the 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Thereupon the House adjourned (at half past 
eleven o’clock, p.m.) until to-morrow at twelve m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 22, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wus1am H. MILBURN. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
RESIGNATION OF MR. EVERETT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Hon. EDWARD EVERETT, 


| informing the Senate that he had resigned his seat 
| in the Senate, to take effect the Ist of June next; 


which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore’ laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, on 
the expediency of promptly completing the forti- 
fications at the Tortugas and Key West; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


. Mr. WADE submitted additional documents 
in support of the claim of the heirs of Joshua 
Chamberlain; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. e 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of inhabitants 
of the town of Guilford, Connecticut, praying a 
reduction of the rates of ocean postage; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BELL. I present the memorial of Mary 
Reeside, widow and executrix of James Reeside, 
praying the payment of a judgment in his favor in 
a suit instituted against him by the United States. 
The memorialist sets forth that ten or twelve years 
ago a suit was instituted by the United States 
against her husband in his lifetime, for alleged 
balances existing against him due on his accounts 
with the Post Office-Department, he being an 
extensive mail contractor in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania and other States. Owing to the loss of 
some of the records of the Department, an uncer- 
tainty prevailed as to the real state ôf the accounts; 
and with his own consent, as well as in accordance 
with the views of the chief of the Department, a 
suit was instituted against him to try the fact in 
the usual form. It was instituted in the circuit 
court of the United States for the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania; and after a very laborious and 
careful examination—extending, it is alleged, I 
believe, through six weeks, or two months per- 
haps—the cause was decided. The jury gave a 
verdict of over $180,000 in favor of the defendant, 
and against the United States. A writ of error 
was taken to the Supreme Court of the United 
States by direction of the Government. That was 
dismissed. More than five years have now 
elapsed since the judgment became final, and no ° 
part of it has yet been paid. I am not sure what 
committee I should move to refer this to, but it 
strikes me that the Committee on the Judiciary is 
the proper one. The question involved is one of 
law—as to whether or not the party should be 
paid by the Government. I move its reference to 
that committee. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER presented the memorial of the 
Union Canal Company, of Pennsylvania, praying 
a grant of public land to aid in the completion of 
their canal; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. FOOT presented a petition of citizens of 
Hinesburg, Vermont, praying a reduction of. the 
rates of ocean postage; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of the - 
heirs of Daniel Gookin, praying to be allowed the 
commutation due him as a lieutenant in the revo- 


| lutionary army; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Joseph Boyn- 
ton, praying to be allowed the commutation due 
him as a lieutenant in the revolutionary army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. a 

Also,a resolution of the Legislature of Maine, in 
relation to the claims of the State against the Uni- 
ted States, for lands taken and required to satis} 
claimants under thetreaty of Washington; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Maine, 
in relation to certain proposed modifications of the 


| navigation laws of the United States, allowances 


of fishing bounties, and reciprocal trade with the 
British North American. colonies; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Maine, 


| in relation to French spoliations; which were or- 


dered to lie on the table, and be printed. ; 
_Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Maine, 
in relation to the revenue laws of the United 


i States; which were ordered to lie on the table, and 


be printed. : 
 RAlso, resolutions of the Legislature of Maine, 
in favor of abolishing the spirit ration in the 
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Navy, and substituting an allowance of money in 
lieu thereof; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Maine, in 
favor of cheap ocean postage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
„Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented two petitions of inhab- 
itants of the State of Connecticut, praying the re- 
duction of the rates of ocean postage; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ` 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, professing the Jewish 
religion, praying that measures may be taken to 
secure to American citizens of every religious 
ereed, while traveling in foreign countries, the 
rights of religious worship; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ` 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of 
James A. Peden and other members of the Florida 
bar, asking for an additional regular term of the 
district court for the northern district of Florida, 
and the passage of a law providing for appeals 
from the decisions of the district court in admi- 
ralty; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of in- 
habitants of Coreautville, Pennsylvania, praying 
a reduction of the rates of ocean postage; which 


was referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 


and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of the La- 
dies’ anti-Slavery Society of York county, Maine, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the proceed- 
ings of a meeting of citizens of Washington coun- 


ty, Towa, in favor of a grant of public lands to | 


aid in the construction of the Philadelphia, Fort 
Wayne, and Platte river air-line railroad; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr, CHASE presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Mansfield, Ohio, praying a reduction of the 
' rates of ocean postage; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Rachel | 


MeMillan, widow of Robert McMillan, late a 
surgeon in the United States Army, praying a 


pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of William | 


Wells and others, members of Captain Gee’s 
company of Alabama mounted volunteers, pray- 
ing the reimbursement of losses sustained in con- 
sequence of the sale, by the Government, at re- 
duced prices, of their horses and furniture, for 
which transportation to the United States was 


refused after their service in Mexico; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Agricul- | 


ture, to whom was referred a petition of citizens 
of Shenandoah county, Virginia, in relation to 
the cultivation of the Irish potato, submitted an 


printed. 

Mr. PETTITT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill for 
the relief of John Boyd, reported it back without 
amendment, and submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of Margaret A 


Copley, of the State of Louisiana, submitted an | 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be | 


printed. 

He also, from the samecommittee, to whom 
was referred the bill to authorize T. H. McManus 
to enter, by preémption, certain lands in the 
Greensburg land district, Louisiana, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, to whom were referred a letter of ` 
0O. M. Wozencraft, late Indian agent, in reply to ` 


certain charges against him, and documents’ in 
relation to the claim of J. C. Edwards for the 
payment of a draft drawn by G. W. Barbour, In- 
dian agentin California, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration thereof; which was 


agreed to. 


MARINE HOSPITAL. 


Mr. CHASE submitted the following resolu- 
i tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing a marine hos- 
pital at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 

COAST-SURVEY SERVICE. 

Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the Committeé on Commerce be instructed 


| in the upper lakes. 


RAMSAY INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to offer, and ask for 
the present consideration of, the following resolu- 
tion: 


of Alexander Ramsay, late Governor of the Territory of 
Minnesota, ordered to be printed on the 8th instant, all the 
papers on file, as well as the correspondence between the 
commissioners and the First Comptroller, be printed with 
Executive Document No. 61 of the present session. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to know whether the 
resolution embraces the reply of Governor Ramsay 
| himgelf to the report of the commissioners? . 

' Mr. SEBASTIAN. Itis intended to embrace 
i the testimony taken before the committee of the 
| Senate, previous to the reference of the question 
| to commissioners; and also the correspondence 


relative to the construction of the sub-treasury 
i law. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. As the resolution is leading 
| to debate, I hope it will be laid over. 

| ThePRESIDENT. Objection being made, the 
resolution cannot now be considered. 


| NOTICE OF A BILL. 

| Mr. CHASE gave notice of his intention to ask 
i leave to introduce a bill to abolish the franking 
| privilege, and to provide for the distribution of 
|! public documents. 


l ‘HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


|| mittee on Commerce. 


i RESOLUTIONS OF CONNECTICUT. 


‘lutions have been transmitted to me, which have 
| been passed by the 
; on the subject of the measure now pending before 
l! Congress, proposing to repeal the Missouri com- 
promise, with a request that I should lay the reso- 
| lutions before the Senate. IL ask that they may 
be read. P 

The resolutions were read. , 
They set forth that the form of the prohibition 
| of slavery in the act of 1820, as well as its incor 
; poration in an act designed to be irrepealable, 


: necticut have relied upon the perpetuity of that 
enactment. They protest against the proposed 


| 
I 
| Union, as exposing the Union itself to imminent 
| peril, and as inconsistent with the fundamental 


principles of national justice. They declare their 


i: admission of slavery into the Territory from which 
iiit was excluded by the act of 1820, or of the ad- 


of that Territory. 


| . Mr. WELLER. They come pretty near it, I 
» think. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, lapprehend there 
:: is nothing in the resolutions that calls for the re- 
mark which the honorable Senator from Michigan 
' has seen fit to make to the Senate. But whether 
» the resolutions mean another Hartford Convention 
| or not, one thing is certain, and the honorable 
4 Senator may rely upon it, that these resolutions 


| to inquire into the necessity of an appropriation for con- |} 
| structing a new steam vessel for the coasl-survey service | 


i og ; | 
Resolved, That, in addition to the documents in the case 


between the commissioners and the Comptroller, | 


The bill from the House of Representatives to ` 
| authorize a register to be issued to the steamer El ; 
|| Paraguay by a new name, was read a first and ; 
; second time by its title; and referred to the Com- i 


Mr. SMITH. “Mr. President, a series of reso- | 


eneral Assembly of my State, | 


[i pledged the public faith to the whole extent of the ` 
į power of Congress against any repeal of the pro- | 


adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be | hibition thus enacted;and that the people of Con- || 


‘repeal of the prohibition of slavery in the act of l 
| 1820, as a violation of national faith, as destruct- | 
ive of mutual confidence between the States of the | 


fixed purpose never to consent to the legal or actual || 


| mission of slaveholding States from any portion ; 


Connecticut by an overwhelming majority; and 
I tell the honorable Senator further, that they ex- 
press the sentiments of a large majority of the 
Democratic party of the State of Connecticut. 
They passed the Senate of our State with only 
one vote in the negative, and there were, I believe, 
only some forty or fifty negative votes in the other 
House. 

The honorable Senator may, if he pleases, stig- 
matize the sentiments contained in these resolu- 
| tions, as sentiments emanating from a Hartford 
Convention. They are the sentiments of the free- 
| men of Connecticut, and I believe they will turn 


i| out to be the sentiments of an overwhelming ma- 
jority of the people of Michigan. 

I make the usual motion, that these resolutions 
lie on the table, and be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. They will be printed as 
a matter of course, under the rule. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I heard all this 
kind of denunciation forty years ago, and with as 
much violence and emphasis as carr be used here, 
and í heard the Hartford Convention defended as 
a rightful act. That to which I wished to call 
attention was a declaration in these resolutions 
that they would not submit to the law of the land 
when passed; and thinking I perceived something 
of that sort in the resolutions, I was impelled to 
ask whether there was to bea new Hartford Con- 
vention. As to whatthe honorable Senator from 
Connecticut says in respect to the feelings of a 
majority of the people of the State of Connecticut, 
I know nothing about it. [have no right to con- 
tradict him; but 1 know and I trust my co-asso- 
ciates in the Senate know that if a law be passed 
under this Government, which is constitutional— 
and I trust we assume to pass no other—the peo- 
ple of the State of Connecticut will submit to it. 
Í look to no other state of things. - 

With respect to the opinion of the people of my 
own State, I thank the honorable Senator for being 
; sentinel there; but I believe I know their opinion as 
‘| wellas he does. F believe the people of the State 
of Michigan will sustain theirrepresentatives, when 
| those representatives carry through a great con- 
|! stitational principle, which secures to American 
| citizens wherever they are the right of self-govern- 
‘ment. Allow me here to mention a single cir- 

cumstance. This principle of self-government has 
| been reproached, and I do not know but that the 
, reproach has been cast on me for using the term, 
' squatter sovereignty ’’ as applied to it. That 
was no term of mine, although the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr, Burter] supposed it was. 
It was the term used by his eminent and deceased 
‘| colleague [Mr. Calhoun] as a term of reproach, 
cast upon those who put forward the doctrine that 
you should bring California into the Union upon 
the principle of the right of men to govern them- 
selves. That was the ground which I took, and 
which others took. 
I maintained, also, that not having provided a gov- 
: ernment for the people of California for two years, 
|; they were entitled, by all the laws of God and 
man, to govern thentselves, That we called the right 
of self-government, and there was the origin of the 
phrase. Of course [ mean self-government within 
|; the principles of the Constitution. That was all 
l! we maintained; that is what we maintain now. I 
|. believe the American people will forever stand up 
for that principle which carried their fathers 
through the Revolution, and has given them the 
; most blessed government on the face of the globe. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I leave the Sen- 
ate to decide who it is that has commenced denun- 
ciation on this subject. Did not the honorable 
| Senator from Michigan rise in his place and stig- 
: Matize these resolutions as emanating from a spirit 
which he supposes to have been an unpatriotic and 
| an odious spirit, the spirit of the Hartford Conven- 
i tion? Sir, whether right or wrong, Í do not hesi- 
_ tate to say that these resolutions contain the opin- 
' ions and sentiments of an overwhelming majority 
of the people of the State of Connecticut of all 
‘parties. l should do injustice to the Democratic 
party of that State, if I did not say that they are 
| utterly opposed to a repeal of the Missouri com- 
i promise; and in this particular they have been 
|| most faithfully and ably represented in the other 
iI wing of this Capitol, the whole delegation being 
|! Cemocratic, and three of the members from the 
|] State voting in opposition to this measure, and 


1 express the sentiments of the people of the State of | but one in its favor, It ill became that Senator, 
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. : $ z 7 i j 
then, to rise in his place and stigmatize his own 


olitical friends in Connecticut as being actuated 

y views, and entertaining sentiments correspond- 
ing with those which are supposed to have been 
entertained by the members of the Hartford Con- 
vention. : 

But I should like to ask the honorable Senator 
whether he has at all times maintained the ground 
which he now assumes on this subject, and which 
he has endeavored to maintain, Ì admit, with a 
great deal ofability? It so happened that I trav- 
eled with the honorable Senator in the railroad 
cars at the close of the session of 1846, after the 
Wilmot proviso, as itis called, had been intro- 
duced into the House of Representatives, and 
with my own ears [ heard the honorable Senator 
say, that if it had not been for John Davis he 
would have voted for the Wilmot proviso. He 
not only said so, but he proclaimed it again and 
again. Was that an emanation of the spirit of the | 
Hartford Convention, when the honorable Senator 
said publicly, throughout the North, that if it had 
not been for John Davis, every Senator from the |! 
free States would have voted for the Wilmot pro- | 
viso? It is notorious that the honorable Senator, 

“in the northern country, avowed himself in favor 
of that proposition; but, for some reason or | 
other, he saw fit to change his views upon the 
subject. I am not about to reproach him with 
inconsistency; but when I introduce respectful || 
resolutions, which have been passed by the Le- 
gislature of my State, sustained by all parties, || 
and adopted by a very large and overpowering |} 
vote, [ will not sit here quietly and hear the hon- |i 
orable Senator stigmatize the people of my State, |) 
when it is well known that he himself was for |! 
the Wilmot proviso originally, and would have 1 

1 


voted for it,if he had had an opportunity to doso | 
when it was first introduced to the consideration |! 
of the Senate. I know very well the ground 
which the honorable Senator has since taken, and | 
I know very well that he has changed his views. || 
This is a free country, and he has a right to chaiige || 
his opinions; but he must pardon the people of |’ 
Connecticut if they have a little more stability on | 
this and other questions than the honorable Sen- |! 
ator himself has. He must pardon them if they || 
have not whiffled quite as much—if they have not 
been sometimes for, and sometimes against, the 
Wilmot proviso. Sir, they are a people who are 
in the habit of adhering with firmness to their 
opinions when once formed and once expressed. | 
I did not expect to be drawn into a controversy 
on this or any other subject. I presented those || 
resolutions. They are drawn up in respectful 
language. They do not assail the motives of hon- 
orable Senators. They make no attack upon the 
motives of the honorable Senator from Michigan, |; 
although he was one day for the Wilmot proviso, | 
and the next day against it. I do not call in ques- | 
tion the patriotism or rectitude of the honorable 
Senator, but I will not stand here in silence, and 
hear the motives of the Legislature of my State, 
or of the people of that State, impeached. I came 
back here to occupy my seat for three brief days, || 
and I expected to be permitted to occupy it with- 
out being drawn into a controversy on this or any 
other subject; but I will say to the Senator from 
Michigan, that I am ready for a controversy with 
him, if he chooses to raise one with me, in regard |. 
to this or any other matter. ji 
The sentiments advanced in these resolutions || 
are the honest opinions of the people of my State. : 
They are my honest opinions, and I will main- ‘| 
tain them with proper respect for the Senator and || 
for the majority of this body. I will maintain || 
them as long as God suffers me to live. 
Mr. CASS. 
allowed to express the hope that the honorable 
Senator will be enabled to employ the rest of his 
three days more profitably. [Laughter.] 
My position with respect to the Wilmot pro- 
viso Í have declared over and over again to the | 
‘Senate. It is not anew matter; but the honorable 
Senator thinks he has given me a ‘‘ poke,” as it is | 
called. I poked myself; [have explained the whole | 
matter long ago. I have stated that, when the 
‘Wilmot proviso was first started, if I had voted, 
1 should have voted in favor of it. But then the 
subject had not been considered or discussed. No |! 
" man had looked into it. It seemed to be a ques- j; 
tion of liberty or slavery alone. But when the |: 
subject came to be discussed, and the very first || 
time it was discussed, and when I gave a vote i 


I hope, Mr. President, 1 may be |; 


i 


i 


; that war. 


| upon it, the first vote was against it, and it wasa 


vote by which I hazarded my political station at 
home, and tendered my resignation by it. Sir, it 
does not always do to seek in our own breasts for 
the motives of action of others. We frequently 
do others great injustice by doing so. í 

Fhe position of the honorable Senator is very 
extraordinary; I do not understand it atall. He 
says { at one time would favor the Wilmot 
proviso, and that E am now denouncing the peo- 
ple of his State for pursuing the same course. Not 
atall. I have not said one word to-day in favor 
of, or against the Wilmot proviso. 
denounce anybody for being in favor of it. It is 
a vision of his own imagination. But I object to 
such threats as are contained in this paper, for, 
talk of it, and explain it, and expound it as you 
please, there is a threat in that paper. That is 
what l was talking of. It is a threat that they 
will not submit to the law of the land, not that 
they are to giye up their opinions, not that they 
are satisfied with their representatives voting 
against it, but that, if the measure alluded to be 
passed and become the law of the land, they do 
not mean to submit to it. . That was the point of 
my objection. 

I have no objection to the vote of the honorable 
Senator for or against the Wilmot proviso. I 
have no objection to the opinions of his people for 
or against it. But I do object to the presentation 


|| of such a paper as this before the American Sen- 
| ate, and thus, before the American people, de- 
| nouncing an act of this Congress, or a presumed 


act, and saying in effect ‘* we do not mean to sub- 


: mit to it.” Then | drew a parallel between that 
' and another act, which was denounced—an act of 


war. During the progress of the war ht was de- 


nounced. I do not wish to go into that matter, | 


but we know that a convention was held during 
The circumstances are known to the 
whole country, and I need not repeat them. I 
will only say that I trust the same spirit will 


| never again appear in the United States. 


Mr. SMITH. I deny that there is any threat 
in these resolutions. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Read the third resolution. 

Mr. CASS. Let anybody judge of that who 
pleases from reading the resolutions. 

Mr. SMITH. Theresolutions have been read 


already. 
Mr. PETTIT. Let the third resolution be read 


| again. 


Mr. SMITH. I have no objection. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY, May Session, 1854. 


Whereas, a bill is now pending in the Congress of the 
United States for the organization of the Territories of 


| Kansas and Nebraska, by which the eighth section of the 


act preparatory to the admission of Missouri, approved 
March 6, 1820, is declared inoperative and void: 


Resolved by this General Assembly, That the form of the 


prohibition of slavery, in the act of 1820, as well as its in- 


corporation in an act designed to be irrepealable, pledged ! 


the public faith, to the whole extent of the power of Con- 


gress so to do, against any repeal of the prohibition so | 


enacted, and that the people of Connecticut have therefore 
relied upon the perpetuity of that enactment, with full con- 


| fidence in the integrity and honor, both of the National 


Government, and of those States which sustain the insti- 
tution of slavery within their own jurisdiction. 

Resolved, That in the name and in behalf of the people 
of this State, we protest against the proposed repeal of the 
prohibition of slavery in the act preparatory to the admis- 
sion of Missouri, as a violation of the national faith, as de- 
structive of mutual confidence between the States of this 
Union, as exposing the Union itself to imminent peril, and 
as inconsistent with the fundamental principles of national 
justice. 

Resolved, That we declare our fixed purpose never to 


‘| eonsent to the legal or actual admission of slavery into the 
! Territory from which it was excluded by the act of 1820, or 
to the admission of slavchoiding States from any portion of | 
'| the same. i 
Resowed, That the attempt to extend slavery over 3 vast 


region from which it has been by law excluded, with the 
consent of the slaveholding States, ought to awaken the 
people of Connecticut to the aggressive character of slavery 
as a political power, and to unite them in determined hos- 
tility to its extension, and to its existence wherever it comes 
constitutionally within the reach of Federal legislation. 


Resolved, That this General Assembly hereby dectares | 
itself ready to covperate with other States, in any legaland i 


constitutional measures, which the existing crisis or its con- 


: sequences shall demand, for the preservation of our rights, 
`| and in defense of liberty. 


Resolved, ‘That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 


! and that our Representatives be earnestly requested to op- 


pose, by all lawful means, and to the last extremity, the 
bill under consideration, with the clause abrogating the pro- 
hibition of slavery known as the Missouri compromise. 
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions.ve transmitted 
to the Senators and Representatives of this State in the 


I do not: 


| 


| 


i others. 


Congress of the United States, to be by them taid before 
that body and to the Executives of the several. States. of 
this Union. O. H. PERRY, Secretary of State. 
Mr. SMITH. I deny that there is any threat 
in these resolutions, or anything in the. shape of 
a threat. : wh de 
Mr. CASS. A threat that they will not obey- 
the law of the land. - : a j 
Mr. SMITH. They say they will not consent 
to it. Iwill not consent to it; and I say to the 
honorable Senator that a very large majority of 
the people of the Union, in the northern States, 
are opposed to it; but is that saying that we: are 
going to involve this country in a civil war; that 
we are about to take up arms against Congress 
and against the Government? Not at all, sir. 
They will oppose it politically; they will oppose 
it constitutionally; they will oppose it through.the 
efforts of their representatives in the two Houses 
of Congress. That is all that there is in the reso- 
lution, There is nothing in it in the shape ofa 
threat. : paS, 
The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE NAVY. 

Mr.MALLORY. I desire to say to the Senate 
that I design at the very earliest moment to call 
up the bill which was reported-by me from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, a few days since, 
for the improvement of the condition of the Navy. 
I have not had that bill set apart as a special order, 
for the reason of its importance, and in order that 
the committee may be able to call it up at an early 
day. 

JOHN FRAZER. 

Mr. HAMLIN. While I was absent from the 
Senate some days ago, a private bill was indef- 
nitely postponed, which I-think would not have 
been done if a single word had been said to the 
Senate in explanation. It is a bill for the relief of 
John Frazer. It will require unanimous consent 
to make a motion to reconsider. The Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Cray] voted in favor of its 
postponement; and if he will consent to make the 
motion, I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. CLAY. I voted for the postponement; 
and, at the request of the Senator from Maine, I 
make the motion to reconsider. f 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the motion will be entered. f 

There was no objection. 


WEST INDIA SLAVE TRADE. 

Mr. CLAYTON I present to the Senate the 
following resolution; and, as it is one of inquiry, 
I ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into-the expediency of providing, by. 
law, for such restrictions on the power of American con- 
suls residing in the Spanish West India Islands, to issue 
sea-letters on the transfer of American vessels in those 
islauds, as will prevent the abuse of the American flag in 
protecting persons engaged in the African slave-trade. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to ask theattention 
of the Senate while I submit a few remarks upon 
the subject of this resolution. Since'the year 1852 
the slave trade has fearfully increased in the island 
of Cuba. Thousands of African negroes have 
been brought from the coast of Africa during the 
last sixteen months and smuggled into this island, 
and the fact has attracted the attention of good 
men throughout the civilized world. No portion 
of this Union is believed to be more decidedly op- 
posed to this inhuman traffic than the southern 
portion of it, where, although men are deeply in- 
terested in the preservation of their own peculiar 
institution, the abhorrence of these outrages on 
humanity by the African slave trade, exists as 
strongly as it does in any other portion of the 
world, and I think Lam fully justified in saying 
that the men of the South will go as far in putting 
down this inhuman traffic in human flesh as any 
Southern honor stands pledged to that 
effect, and the brightest jewel in the chaplet of the 
Soyth is her honor. Weare all, then, equally in- 
terested to inquire what has been the cause of the 
recent extraordinary success of the slave trade in 
the Island of Cuba? It is with regret that I am 
compelled to admit the fact that a great majority 
of these slaves have been imported from the coasts 
of Africa in vessels of American build, and that 
these vessels, navigated by crews of American 
sailors, and commanded by American captains, 
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have’ participated in that trade to an alarming ex- 
tent, and in a manner which I will now proceed 
to explain. ` 

The owner of an American ship desiring to sell 
her for a slaver, sends her with a cargo to Havana. 
She arrives there with the understanding that she 
ig to be sold and employed in the slave trade. 
Some wealthy individual or joint stock company, 
tempted by the prospect of enormous profits, ad- 
vances money enough to purchase the vessel, and 
fit her out for an adventure to the coast of Africa. 
By the laws of the United States, it is necessary 
for her new owner to procure for her a new register |! 
upon her return to this country, and within three |! 
days after she has arrived at a port here. She is 
generally purchased in the name of the captain 
who sails with her to Havana, and who undertakes 
with his employers to navigate her under the 
American flag, and with an American crew, to 
some port on the African coast at or south of Ele- 
phant Bay, for enormous profits, proportioned to 
the risk he incurs, but seldom falling short of five 
or six thousand dollars. lt was not the original 
intention that she should return to the United 
States; but her commander, on his arrival at Ha- 
vana, deposits her papers with the American con- 
sul, and obtains, in lieu of them, for the vessel, a 
consular certificate, called a consular sea letter. 
With such a certificate, or, as it is said, some- 
times with the original sea letter with which he 
sailed from the United States, the captain em- 
barks with the very crew with which he sailed 
from the United States, under the American flag, 
bound for Galinas, or Cabinda, or some other port 
on the coast of Africa where slaves can be best pro- 
cured. He takes with him another captain and 
another crew as passengers, to cover his design, |; 
composed generally of Portuguese or Spaniards, || 
with the addition perhaps of a few American or || 
English desperadoes; and his cargo is generally 
composed of farina, beans, casks of water, and || 
agua dente, sweetmeats, and boards seemingly 
cast without care on the top of the water casks, 
butin reality all fitted and prepared, to make a 
slave deck to stow away the slaves on their return || 
from Africa to the Island of Cuba, for which pur- 

ose this slave deck, it ia said, can be constructed 
y the crew in less than an hour. 

On the voyage from Havana to the coast of |! 
Africa, if overhauled by an English cruiser, he 
points to his American flag, and shows his A meri- 
can papers; and when he arrives at his port of des- 
tination, in pursuance of a previous arrangement || 
between those ‘concerned in the trade in Cuba, 
and their agents on the cogst of Africa, the Ameri- 
can colors are lowered, the American captain and 
the American crew leave the vessel and go on 


shore, or on board another vessel wailing there to 
bring them back to Cuba, and the new captain 
and crew, who sailed in the slaver as passengers, 
then take charge of the vessel. If an English or 
American cruiser be in sight, they receive timely 
information by signals from the Jand, and thus 
avoiding capture, the vessel lays to within sight 
of the burracoons, or slave pens, without taking 
in sail, but merely lowering her topsails, until 
her human freight is, by the immense barges or 
bouts prepared for the purpose on sbore, put on 
board the vessel. Thus, frequently, nine hundred 
or a thousand slaves ure shipped aboard a vessel, 
and she is off on her return voyage to Cuba, 
eluding all pursuit in less than one hour after she |; 
entered the port. Such an adventure is commonly |! 
achieved in the night, but it is also sometimes per- || 
formed in broad daylight. I remember that while || 
engaged professionally in the trial of an indict- |; 
ment in the circuit court of the United States, for |. 
such a violation of the acts of Congress, a sailor, 
and a very intelligent witness, swore that he had |: 
frequently seen a vessel run into the harbor of |! 
Cabinda, send down her topsails on the caps, || 
and clear out with nine hundred slaves on board |! 
in half an hour. i 
_ A consular passport or sea letter, as itis called, |; 
is required by our treaty with Spain, in which its | 
character and purposes are described. Without | 
ita voyage from Havana to the coast of Africa |: 
could not be performed, as the vessel could not || 
clear without it. Whatever may be its form, it is 
considered indispensable. It is a protection against 
English as well as Spanish cruisers. ‘The Eng- 
lish understand that we deny the right of search, li 
and when the sea letter is produced, and appears i 
to be regular, they permit the slaver to proceed on i 


j of the class called propellers, constantl 


: shall be of American build. 
' manufacture which has always been protected 


her voyage without being searched, but when 
our own cruisers overhaul a slaver they proceed 
to search, and when they find such a cargo as I 
have described on board, they seize the vessel as 
a prize, and send her home for a trial. As none 
but our own cruisers can capture her while she 
is in possession of this sea letter, she may make 
nine voyages out of ten to the coast of Africa in 


| safety, and if she be then captured, she has made 


a fortune for her owners. No very long period 


‘has elapsed since the Lady Suffolk, the General 


De Kalb, the Silenas, and the Jasper, with many 
other American vessels, have been employed in 
this infernal traffic in the way I have Qescribed. 
Sir, it is the duty of this Government to arrest 
this evil. Every Senator will concur with me in 
that. But the question is, how can we do it with- 
out interfering with the interests of our ship-own- 
ers? The right to sell an American ship in a 
foreign market is a very important right tous. If 
upon the sale of a vessel in Cuba, a sea letter be 
refused to the purchaser, the vessel must return 
home for a new register before she can proceed on 
a foreign voyage. To deprive her of the sea letter 
when engaged in legitimate commerce, would be 
feltas a great evil. But we must either tolerate 
the slave trade with Cuba, and, in fact, Africanize 
Cuba ourselves, or we must restrict the issuipg of 
these passports by some means which will effect- 
ually prevent the American flag from being abused 
for the protection of persons engaged in the slave 
trade. 
I see that Mr. Schenck, our late Minister to 
Brazil, in one of his dispatches to the State De- 
artment, proposed to prohibit the issuing of sea 
etters forany purpose; But it has occurred to me 
that if an act of Congress were passed, directing 
the purchaser of an American vessel in Cuba to 


| give bond with sureties in a sufficient sum that 


the vessel should not before her return to the 


United States for a register be employed in the j| 
| slave trade, and should further provide thata large 


portion, say one half the sum to be exacted fora 
violation of the condition of the bond, should be 


given to an informer who should prosecute the | 


slaver to conviction, it would perhaps as effect- 
ually stop the traffic as an utter prohibition of the 
passport, while an honest trader might find it 
more advantageous to give such a bond to enable 
him to proceed on a foreign voyage before he re- 
turned home for a new register. Other plans for 
arresting the slave trade have also been suggested, 
such as the prohibition of all direct trade in the 


| vessels of the United States between Cuba and 


the coast of Afriga, or prohibiting the expor- 
tation from Cuba in United States vessels of cer- 
tain classes or specified articles of merchandise 


suited only or principally to be used in the traffic ; 


for slaves, the employment of small war-steamers 
on the 
coast of Cuba, and the establishment of consul- 
ates on the coast of Africa. Without the adop- 
tion of some method for the suppression of the 


slave trade, it will not be believed abroad that we į 


are sincere when we denounce it as piracy. All 
these views are 
Committee on 
disposed to go into the discussion of them now. 


proper for the consideration of the | 
foreign Relations, but lam not: 


Before I leave the subject of the resolution, it 


may be well to remark that American ships are 
always sought for in Havana for the slave trade, 


i and command a higher price when purchased or 
| chartered to be used as slavers than the vessels of 


any other nation. Hence it is that our country- 
in this traffic than either Englishmen or French- 
men. 


tion. The ship-builder has enjoyed ever since 
the first-of January, 1850, when the act of Parlia- 
ment repealing the British navigation laws went 
into operation, the British market for the sale of 
American vessels with the entire monopoly of 
the American market. The British act of June, 
1849, changed the definition of a British ship, not 


| men are more deeply implicated as. participating : 


We have acquired a degree of skill in the | 
_ construction of ships unequaled by any other na- 


opposed the tariff for the protection of American 
manufactures. 

But it is not merely the superiority of the 
American vessel, but the superior character of 
the American captains for skill, intrepidity, and 
daring in these hazardous enterprises, that causes 
them to be employed at higher prices than could 
be obtained by others. The absence of an effect- 
ive American naval force at Havana to arrest an 
American slaver, is also to be consigered in con~ 
nection with the fact that an English cruiser of 
some description is almost always ready to seize 
a slaver proceeding under English colors. 

In connection with this subject, I desire to.make 
some remarks in regard to an opinion which has 
been intimated by my honorable friends from Loui- 
sianaand Florida, (Mrz Sumer and Mr. MALLO- 
ry.] They have both expressed the opinion, and 
it has gone out to the country, that Spain has it in 
view, at this time, to Africanize Cuba. When I 
heard the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana | confess that, though differing from him 
in his conclusions, I was strongly impressed by the 
statements he made. I was inclined to believe 
that when facts were set forth so carefully and 
circumstantially to prove it, there was a disposi- 
tion manifested at this time on the part of Spain 
to emancipate the slaves in Cuba. I was disposed 
also to defer to the superior means of information 
of the honorable Senator from Louisiana, as well 
as that of the Senator from Florida; but I beg 
leave to say to those gentlemen, who are now 
present, that, after some examination of the sub- 


ject, | doubt the justice of the conclusions at which 


they have arrived, and I will venture to givesome 
reasons why | entertain these doubts, 1 shall be 
very happy to be converted by them, if in error; 
but, for the present, from the information before 
me, the only proof that exists for an American 
statesman to rely upon, shows that if Cuba is 
about to become Africanized, it will be by our 
own vessels and our own crews importing slaves 


; from the coast of Africa, and not by the efforts of 


Spain or of the Captain General of Cuba. 
I have seen, and I presume the honorable Sena- 
tors to whom I have referred have seen, the Diario 


: de la Marina, published at Flavana, of the 4th and 


10th instant, and of the 12th instant. Those of 
the 4th and 10th contain decrees of the Captain 
General, the Marquis de Pezuela, which order a 
registration of all the slaves in the island, and at 
the same time authorize the local authorities, or 
police officers of the island, to visit plantations 
where slave labor is employed, for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether slaves have been imported 
into the island in violatian of the treaties and laws 


ported from Africa, and they were accordingly 
declared not to be slaves. Then, sir, what was 
the duty of the Spanish authorities under these 
circumstances? What was the duty of the man 
who controlled the government of the island—his 
duty to God and man? The negroes were free; 
they never had been slaves; they had been kid- 
napped, and brought to Cuba by the pirates. 
They were ignorant, destitute, and utterly inca- 


; pable of maintaining themselves, They did not 


know how to work on plantations; they could talk 


"no word of English or Spanish; they could not be 
: understood; and in that wretched condition: the 
: Spanish Government in Cuba treated them as free, 


requiring her to be of British build. We have : 


regard, and still require that an American vessel 


against foreign competition, not merely by pro- 
tecting and discriminating duties but by utter pro- 


‘This is a species of : 


‘declined to change our navigation laws in this |: 


hibition, and yet | believe that the American nav- : 
igating and commercial interest has generally | 


: himself took one of these apprentices. 


but for their own preservation it bound them as 
apprentices for one year, and I think this ac- 
counts fay the statément to which one of the hon- 
orable Senators referred, that the Captain General 
Surely, it 
was his duty to do so, if—— 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SLIDELL In the remarks which I made 
I did not deal with the attempts of the Captain 
General to give liberty to persons thus recently 
introduced into the island. made no comment on 
the subject of the apprenticeship of these negroes. 


1854. 
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But I did endeavor to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that Spain is now encouraging 
the importation of barbarian Africans, not as 
slaves, but as apprentices, and adopting the sys- 
tem of colonization, which, if carried out, will ex- 
ceed in its horrors anything which has occurred 
in the annals of the slave trade in former years. 
I showed, i think, by reference to the instructions 
on the subject of colonization and immigration, 
that they were allowed to carry four persons to 
the ton, somewhat in the proportion of-ten to one 
of those allowed by our law. But 1 never ób- 
jected; I made no reference in the way ef criti- 
cism, or commentary, or disapprobation to the 
attempt of the Captain General to putan end to the 
slave trade in the Island of Cuba; butI have de- 
nounced the attempt to establish in another form, 
and under another name, a trade which I thought 
infinitely more dangerous to us, and quite as cruel 
to the poor Africans themselves, as the slave 
trade which existed in former years. | believe the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] made some 
allusion to the fact to which the Senator from Del- 
aware referred. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will-reply to the point 
made by the honorable Senator directly; but I 
wish first to close my remarks in regard to this 
order of registration, authorizing the police to 
ascertain whether slaves had been imported into 
Cuba. The honorable Senator admits there is 
nothing wrong in that, I am happy to hear it. 
The Spanish authority has done’ nothing that it 
ought not to have done on that score. They have 
obeyed the dictates of humanity in regard to that 
registration, and the order for apprenticing the 
victims of the slave trade. 


Then, sir, the honorable Senator tells us that |! 


the order has been issued for the colonization of 
Cuba, and he thinks with African negroes. 
There, sir, is the point upon which the honorable 
Senator is mistaken. I have this day seen the 
order itself, the decree in the Diario de la Marina 
of the 12th instant; it does not propose to intro- 
duce African laborers into Cuba, but free labor- 
ers, Spaniards, Chinese, Coolies, and Yucatan 
Indians. Iam assured, and I do verily believe, that 
nothing is further from the intention of the Spanish 

` Government, at this very time, than to pursue a 
policy so suicidal, so destructive to her own in- 
terests, So injurious to us, and so infamous, as 
that of attempting to Africanize Cuba by means 
of the emancipation of the slaves. 

‘T'he order, or decree, published by the Captain 
General, I say again, sir, confines the introduc- 
tion of the free laborers into Cuba, contemplated 
by it, to Spaniards, Chinese, Coolies, and Yuca- 
tan Indians. Why, sir, reflect for a moment— 
amidst the din that has been raised on this sub- 
ject—upon what is the interest of Spain. She 
is not utterly insensible to her own interests. We 
have offered her one hundred million of dollars 
for Cuba. She owes eighty millions to England, 
or rather to British capitalists. She must have 
become more philanthropic than I have ever heard 
she was before, and more willing to sacrifice for 
her philanthropy, if she is willing now to try this 
' experiment, 


gence of malice I ever heard of. Sir, the Gov- 
ernment of Spain is poor; she cannot afford to 
throw away a hundred millions of dollars. Cuba 


is not only important to Spain on account of the | 


revenues accruing from it; but because it furnishes 
the Spaniards of Old Spain the best market in 
the world for their wheat. It is for that reason, 
among others, that you can never make an im- 
pression on the Spanish Cortes when you offer to 
purchase the Island of Cuba. {tis a greater ob- 
struction in your way, when you attempt to buy 
Cuba, that that market for wheat exists there, 
than the whole revenue derived from the island by 
the Queen and the Government. 

A discriminating duty, every one knows, amount- 
ing to ten dollars a barrel, is made in the Island 
of Cuba in favor of Spanish flour, and not only 
against us, but everybody else. It is for the 
gratification of the Spanish agriculturists that 
such an enormous discrimination is made. Do 
you believe, sir, considering the deep interest 


which these agriculturists have in the island, in | 


conséquence of the fact which I have stated, and 
the power which they exercise in old Spain, suffi- 
cient to crush any administration there, that Spain 
intends, merely for the purpose of gratifying her 


f it is to be done for the purpose | 


of spiting us, it will be the most expensive indul- | e 
|| It would be much better to proceed to'the dispo- | 


| Spanish Government than to emancipate the 


| the inevitable destruction of their island. 


j ation that can be had on the subject, and shall 


| tice in the Senate to introduce a resolution of in- 


malice towards us, to turn loose half a million of 
brigands in the island, to slaughter, to burn, and 
to destroy everything before them, and to renew | 
all the horrors of San Domingo? J, for. my part, | 
cannot believe it. If my honorable friends who 
have ventured this opinion cannot bring forward 
something stronger than anything which I have 
yet seen introduced, 1 must take leave to express 
my dissent, and to say that F believe, at this mo- 
ment, nothing is further from the intentions of the 


slaves in Cuba, which would be attended with j 


Mr. President, these impressions, honestly 
entertained, have been now candidly and openly 
expressed to honorable Senators here. hold 
myself, notwithstanding this expression of opin- 
ion, open to conviction, if gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber will produce facts to satisfy 
me that sucha thing is contemplated by the Span- 
ish Government at this time, as the utter rain of 
that island. I am anxious to get all the inform- 


be thankful to any one who will correctany error 
into which I may have fallen. 

Mr. WELLER. I should undoubtedly have 
objected to the introduction of this resolution this 
morning, if I had anticipated that the honorable 
Senator from Delaware contemplated making a 
speech. The subject, into the discussion of which 
the honorable Senator from Delaware has deemed 
it proper to go this morning, has been referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. ‘That Sen- 
ator is a member of the committee; and he is 
aware of the fact that a meeting has been called 
for to-morrow for the express purpose of passing 
apon the very subject that he has been debating. | 
I conceive, therefore, that it would have been 
much more proper for that Senator to have waited 
until the committee, of which he is a member, had 
had an opportunity of investigating the facts, and 
making a report to this body. Upon the resolu- 
tion being submitted by my friend from Louisiana 
{Mr. SumeLL] the other day, the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. user intimated a desire to” discuss | 
the question, but he was prevailed upon to with- 
hold the discussion until the subject could be 
properly brought before us on the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The example, 
however, has this morning been set by one of the 
oldest members of that committee, of discussing a 
question which ‘he proposes shall be investigated 
by the committee in order to get at the facts. 
Does not every Senator discover that the right | 
way would have been to have the committee first | 
investigate the questions upon which he and the | 
Senator from Louisiana differ? And when the com- 
mitte? shall have submitted the facts, we shall be 
enabled to enter upon the discussion with an un- 
derstanding of its merits.. But the other course 
has been adopted. I know it has been the prac- 


quiry merely for the purpose of hanging a speech 
upon it. That has been the practice; but I give ! 
notice now that [ shall object to that course here- 
after. Itis,in my judgment, a practicethat would | 
be more honored in the breach than the observance | 
when we have practical questions to dispose of. 


gition of the public business instead of discussing 
in advance a question that must be investigated 
by a standing committee. f appeal, therefore, to į 
the Senate to suffer this whole question to go to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations; and after 
they shall have made a report, we can have a full 
and free interchange of op@pons here. But to the 
Senator from Delaware I must be allowed to say 
that Í think it would have been much more re- 
spectful to the members of the committee to which 
he belongs, if he had abstained from the discus- | 
sion of this question until we could have met to- 


morrow, and interchanged opinions amongst our- 
selves. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I have been 
zeferred to by the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware; and without any desire to engage in the 
discussion of the subject to which he has alluded 
at this time, I think it will be proper for me to 
make a remark or two explanatory, as! conceive, 
of the points which he has made. 

The expediency of restricting the power of our 
consuls in granting ‘* sea letters”? to American 


vessels, upon their sale to American citizens in 
foreign countries, upon which the Senator from 


Delaware has commented, must be evident to 
every man acquainted with our commercial trans- 
actions abroad; and in connection with such trans- 
fers, I will remind the honorable Senator, of what 
he is well aware, that American citizens abroad 
may purchase foreign vessels, and obtain in addi- 
tion to the bill of.sale or instrument, a transfer, a 
notarial certificate of property, and that such cer- 
tificate, though it does not confer upon the vessel 
thus acquired an American character, makes her 
American property, and, as such, entitled to all the 
protection of the flag. Such vessels may engage 
in the slave trade. Indeed, vessels thus sailed 
may, under existing laws, engage in our coastwise 
trade, subject only to the payment of foreign ton- 
nage upon every entrance at our custom-housés, 

This question should, I think, go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, in connection with 
that of sea letters, to which the Senator from 
Delaware has referred. : - 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. Now, sir, Í proposed, when 
I introduced a resolution of inquiry a few days 
ago, and had it referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to defer discussion (for I conceive 
it to be oneof the most important which can come 
before us) until the question shall come up from 
that committee; but the honorable Senator’s re- 
marks may, perhaps, mislead some of us who 
have not given special attention to this subject. 
He asks very pertinently what interest has Spain 
in Africanizing Cuba? Certainly such a course 
would be suicidal; and it is apparent to all, that so 
long as she can maintain her possession of the 
island, her clear and unquestionable interest pre- 
cludes the consideration of such a course. The 
violations of private rights alone, apart from all 
other views, would forever induce an honorable 
nation to avoid sucha calamity, Cuba, the ‘* ever 
faithful Cuba,” is her principal colony, for the 
Phillipines and Porto Rico add but little to the 
revenues of the Crown. Cuba takes Spain’s sur- 
plus flour, her oils, wines, and cotton fabrics, and 
many other articles of her produce and manufac- 
ture, and receives in return Cuba’s sugar, tobacco, 
coffee, cigars, &c., giving to Spain profitable em- 
ployment for outward and homeward voyagers of 
her shipping, building up her merchant marine, 
and fostering a valuable school for seamen. This 
most valuable trade we have, by our unwise at- 
tempts at retaliation, aided to build up. 

Spain, without seamen or shipping, saw the 
necessity of discriminating in favorof her own 
tonnage against that of all other nations, and did 
so by the imposition of heavier duties upon for- 
eign vessels and their cargoes than upon her own. 
We, to coerce her into the abandonment of this pol- 
icy, retaliated by corresponding enactments; en- 
actments which have sent Spanish purchasers to 
the markets of England, France, and Russia, where 
no such restrictions upon her tonnage exists; and 
the result is, that while the Spanish flag is scarcely 
ever Seen in our ports, Cuba imports from Great 
Britain alone about four millions of her products 
and manufactures annually in Spanish bottoms. 

Such are some of the prominent interests and 
considerations which must induce Spain to make 
almost any sacrifice to retain this colony; and un- 
less we can find in her policy, as manifested by her 
acts and declarations, strong presumptions of a 
design to Africanize it, it would be as illogical as it 
would be unjust to her, to entertain the supposi- 
tion: for to Afticanize Cuba, sir, is to arm the 
beastly and brutal African, fresh from his jungle, 
thirsting for blood, knowing no law, ignorant of 
all restraints, and to hurry him on to the slaughter 
of the white race and the desolation of the island! 
To Africanize, sir, is to sum up, in one word, 
those horrors of which the civilized world was 
ignorant until St. Domingo’s fiends, in liberty’s 
name, devised them! I think, sir, a fair review 
of Spain’s policy and present position, with refer- 
ence to Cuba, will justify our reasonable appre- 
hensiong of such a result; and it becomes us to 
determine whether we shall await its consumma- 
tion, or by timely and judicious action avert it. 
Such a review, sir,a calm and dispassionate re- 
view, I trust this subject will receive at the hands 
of the committee. 

Sir, I concur in much that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware has said with reference to 
American vessels in the slave trade. I deplore it, 
sir, as much as he does, and would, at almost any 
cost, desire to see it annihilated. The only two 
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slavers of which I have had any knowledge, were 
American vessels. One of these, the Jasper, to 
which the Senator has alluded, came directly 
from Havana to the coast of Florida, and subse- 
uently, as I learn, delivered a cargo of slaves in 
Cuba; ‘and, sir, following a suggestion which has 
been urged with much force in Great Britain with 
reference to her fleet on the African coast, I can- 
not doubt that our ships would be more efficiently 
as well as more economically and safely employed 
upon the coast of Cuba than upon the coast of 
Africa, in suppressing this trade. 
` But, sir, what can the ships of Great Britain 
and the United States do against the open and un- 
equivocal encouragement and protection extended 
to the slave trade by the Cuban authorities? 
Think you, sir, a slaver could land hercargo upon 
the shores of Cuba, were the authorities, in good 
faith, using the means at theireommand to prevent 
it? No, sir, not one in ten thousand could escape 
detection. A large portion of Spain’s effective 
Navy patrols the shores of Cuba, while an army 
of sixteen thousand regular troops form its garri- 
son. Its detectives and spies have proved to be 
as active and adroit as the days of Fouchét ever 
exhibited, and the Captain General has the means 
of knowing the character and condition of every 
negro landed upon the island. 

And yet, sir, what are the facts? Why, we 
well know that Spain, in 1817, solemnly engaged 
to abolish and prohibit the slave'trade, and re- 
ceived from Great Britain as an inducement to do 
so, and as an equivalent for losses to be incurred 
by its suppression, four hundred thousand pounds, 

This, sir, was thirty-seven years ago; and as, 
according to the most reliable Cuban statistics, 
five per cent, of her slaves die annually, notwith- 
standing all increase by births, it follows that 
slavery would have been extinct in Cuba seven- 
teen years ago, had Spain redeemed her plighted 
faith. 

It must be remembered that the number of males 
imported from Africa, greatly exceeds that of the 
females, and births among them are not in the 
usual proportion to population. 

Now, sir, here we have the startling fact that, in 
the face of Spain’s pledge to abolish the slave trade, 
it has been carried on steadily throughout this en- 
tire period of thirty-seven years, and that the 
number now on the island is nearly five hundred 
thousand. 

Nor, sir, has there been much concealment 
about it. The commercial houses engaged in it, 
and their vessels, have, in years gone by, been as 
well known in Havana as is the Captain General’s 
palace; and the poll tax upon the slaves, fluctua- 
ting with the avarice of succeeding Captains Gen- 
eral, is known to have varied from three to five 
ounces. It has, in fact, been a source of vast 
revenue to them. i 

These proceedings have not been unknown to 
Great Britain, She has publiely and indignantly 
denounced them, and has obtained, from time to 
time, the promises, the decrees, and the action of 
the colonial authorities, apparently conceived in 
goad faith, to remedy the evil. Yet, sir, there it 
stands---a monument of Spain’s treaty pledges! 

What, sir, can we do to suppress this trade, so 
long as this state of things exists in Cuba? 

Now, sir, let us not lose sight of the fact that 
the Creoles of Cuba have no part, no station, voice, 
or responsibility in its government; that its laws, 
their exponents, and their executive officers, come 
from Spain; and that these authorities are respon- 
sible alone for the slave trade. The Creoles have, 
by every means, every remonstrance and argument 
in their power, pointed out its evils; and they have 
contemplated with horror its blighting effects upon 
themselves, and their country, and their posterity. 

But, sir, their appeals have never produced the 
slightest modification of Spain’s consistent and 
determined policy to equalize, numerically, the 
slaves and the freemen; and if the slave trade has 
sometimes fluctuated, these fluctuations have ever 
bean produced by this hellish policy alone. Spain 
well knows that the “ever faithful’? Cuba could 


not be subjected by her standing army, large as | 


itis. And in the language of one of her chosen 
and most enlightened statesmen, she regards her 
power of arming the African slaves as equal to 
an army of a hundred thousand men. 

Thus, sir, has Spain encouraged, nursed, and 
protected the African slave trade, not with the 
view of Africanizing, but as a means of control- 


ling the island, well knowing that this deadly, 
blighting policy tends, beyond any other means 
in her power, to crush her dawning hopes of free- 
dom; and the Cubans, isolated, alone, and un- 
aided, their words, acts, lives, and liberties con- 
strained, fearfully contemplate and ponder upon 
a struggle whose termination may be the knell of 
the white race in their lovely land. 

But, sir, the honorable Senator from Delaware 
has referred us to the recent decree of the Cuban 
authorities for the registration of the slaves as an 
evidence of their intention faithfully to suppress 
the trade. It may be so, sir; but, with their con- 
| sistent encouragement of it heretofore in the face 
of their treaty, their promises, their mixed com- 
mission, and their decrees and apprenticeship sys- 
tem, we may be excused the indulgence of a doubt 
of their designs now. . 

I regard this decree, sir, as nothing more than 
a proof that Great Britain has, with more than 
her former firmness, demanded action at the hands 
of the Cuban authorities. Observe the British 
papers, sir, and you will find a tone upon this 
subject as unlooked for as it must be startling to 
Spain. A recent number ofthe Liverpool Times, 
in commenting upon Spanish affairs, says: 

‘Tn the present state of feeling in England, no great re- 
gret would be felt ifthe Americans were to get possession 
of Cuba in the scramble. On its present hands, that beau- 


tiful island is a source to us of more annoyance than any 
i other place on the globe, Russia not excepted.” 


| Such opinions from the British press have 
aroused Spairf to action, and to them is, in my 
judgment, to be ascribed her new-born zeal. | 
When we reflect, however, that a similar system, 
promises and decrees, have been heretofore made 
and disregarded, we can have but little faith in | 
those of to-day, The emancipados were formerly 
hired out for seven years; and under the present 
decree this term is reduced to one year. And, sir, 
looking at the past, may we not anticipate that | 
j the slave trade will progress as it ever has in Cuba 
since 1817; and that whether Spain shall call the 
brutal and savage African a slave or an emancipado, 
she will import him, and maintain him in terrorem 
over the Cubans as a means of retaining her : 
| ascendency? It isa means, and perhaps a means | 
as effectual as terrible. 

Should Cuba, by her policy, become a second 
St. Domingo, she would reasonably hope to pos- 
sess peculiar privileges and commercial relations 
-with it; but, sir, are we to fold our armsand await 
the operation of causes which are calculated, if 
not designed, to produce such results? Or are we | 
at once to mark out and adopt a Cuban policy, 
| based upon what we all believe, that the island | 
| will ultimately be a flourishing and integrab por- | 
| tion of our Union? 
| Let us discard, for the present at least, the idea 
| of purchasing Cuba. Depend upon it, sir, it is 
, not for sale, nor will it be as long asthe Cortes or 
| the people of Catalonia exist. In times of revo- 
lution, with some favorite, some “Prince of 
Peace” at the head of the Government, its peaceful | 
| purchase might be effected; but so long as Spain | 
‘has a stable Government, a proposition to sell | 
Cuba would hurl any ministry, ay, sir, any 
dynasty, from power. 

The individual Spaniard of to-day has all the | 


United States if separated from the mother coun- 
try. ; 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, the topic 
which has just been partially discussed was not in- 
troduced here originally by me. It was brought 
here iñ the first instance by the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. SuoeLL.] He offered a 
resolution, and moved to refer it to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, as I have now offered this 
resolution, and moved to refer it to the same com- 
mittee. He accompanied his resolution with an 
elaborate speech, and avery able one, in which 
he gave us much valuable information. He was 
afterwards followed by the honorable Senator from 
Florida, [Mr. MaLLoRY,] who offered another 
resolution of inquiry, which, on his motion also 
wentto the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
he also thought proper to accompany his resolution 
with suitable remarks, stating after he had done 
with them, that he woujd discuss the subject 
more fully hereafter. 

Now, sir, 1 submit to the honorable Senator 
from California that I followed good examples. 
Nothing has ever been more customary on this 
floor,than for gentlemen to offer resolutions of 
inquiry with the very view of eliciting such in- 
formation as they can get from Senators here, 
before the tesolution is sent to a committee. 1 
had the example of a distinguished member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. SLIDELL] 
of which committee the Senator from California 
is also a member, for the course which | pursued. 
The opinions of these distinguished gentlemen to 
whom T have referred, went to the country; their 
remarks were published and republished in the 
newspapers throughout the country. ‘The impres- 
sion was made deep on the American mind that it 
was a deliberate purpose of the Spanish Goyern- 
ment to emancipate the slaves in Cuba, and thereby 
Africanize the island. We all agree in depreca- 
ting such a result. Well then, sir, was it nota 
legitimate subject of inquiry with me, and might 
I not be pardoned. I submit to the honorable 
Senator from California, when I offered a resolu- 
tion for the very purpose of enabling me to make 
| such remarks as | thought proper in reference to this 
subject, and also for the purpose of eliciting from . 
those gentlemen who commenced the debate, such 
further information as they were able to give us. 
But the honorable Senator says the committee is 
to sit to-morrow. Then I should have been ex- 
ceedingly glad to hear, before the session of the 
committee, all the remarks of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Florida, which he promises he will 
deliver hereafter. I want light. We are per- 
haps to be called upon to decide to-morrow. Then 
I want all the iñformation that can be given me 
from every quarter. The honorable Senator 
doubtless is better acquainted with the subject 
than I am, and to him this information may not 
be necessary, but to me | assure him it is. , 

Mr. President, in reference to the remarks of 
the honorable Senator from Florida, let me say 
| that ldo notat all deny that the Government of 
Spain has been in times gone by engaged in vio- 
iating her own treaty stipulations in regard to the- 
| slave trade, and I believe that sometimes her au- 
thorities, some of her` Captains General have en- 
couraged the introduction of slaves from Africa 
into that island. But, sir, I will condemn no man 


| honor, pride, and character of his glorious ances- | 
į tors, when Spanish captains and discoverers gave | 
a new continent to Christendom; when her fleets ; 
| covered the ocean, and when Castillian honor was | 
i a conspicuous, a brilliant example. In spite of | 
i the examples and thagegradations of a court, the | 
! most corrupt in Eurdpe-—in spite of ages of mis- 
ii government, the Spaniard retains his heroism | 
|} and his virtue. Such a people will not sacrifice | 
their pride for money. 2 i 
But, Mr. President, I expect to go into this dis- | 
cussion, and produce some facts on which a dis- | 
! passionate judgment may be founded, when the | 


| expressed the other day a eonfident conviction ig | 
my own mind that Spain had deliberately entered || 
on the policy of retaining possession of Cuba her- 
self, of course in the first instance, and to Afri- 
eanize it if she cannot do that; and every enlight- 
ened Spaniard on the continent knows and feels 
that her hold upon it is daily becoming weaker. 
The prediction of Mr. Adams must come true. 
In 1823 he said that, just as certainly as an apple | 
parted from the parent limb gravitated to the 

earth, just so certainly would Cuba come to the 


| 
| 
| 


without some evidence; and I must. say that I 
| have seen no evidence to satisfy my mind, or that 
| of any other reasonable man, that the Marquis 
| Pezuela, the present Captain General of the island, 
| has in any way encouraged this violation of the 


‘| Jaws of Spain and the laws of God. On the con- 


| trary, I have his solema assurance in a published 
; proclamation, that the Spanish Government utterly 
| denies the whole accusation. Fie denies it, ap- 
peals solemnly to the whole world, and asks to be 
credited when he states that nothing is further 
from the intention of the Spanish Government 


| Committee on Foreign Relations shall report. I; than this design which is charged against it. 


Where then is the proof? Does the honorable 
Senator from Florida produce any? Is the fact 
that; slaves have been introduced into the islaad 
proof that they are about to emancipate all the 
slaves? Have they emancipated slaves? No, sir. 

But the honorable Senator says that they have 
introduced so many slaves, and have so many 
there now, that it isa serious obstruction to our 
taking the island. He states that threats have 
béen made, that some one has said that the eman- 
cipating of the great number of slaves is a better 
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ator that the Government of Spain has been both 
corrupt and oppressive” I believe that in years 
gone by the Spanish authorities in Cuba themselves 
have either been concerned in the ‘business of 
introducing slaves, or have winked at the intro- 
duction of them there. Whether it be calumny or 
not, it has been published that some of the Cap- 
tains General of former days actually received 
doubloons by the head for slaves that were legally 
imported into Cuba.. Butthatis not the question. 
Itis whether there is any evidence that Spain in- 
tends to emancipate these slaves for the purpose of 
destroying the island now? Is there any evidence 
of that kind? 1 submit thatif there be any, it has 
not been adduced. 

Mr. President, I believe the day will come 
when Cuba will be annexed to the United States. 
At what time this will occur is a question which | 
am not able to solve. I see no prospect of it now. 
I see no reason at this time for this Government’s 
interference for the purpose of obtaining it by 
war or violence of any kind, or by the repeal of 
our laws of neutrality. I think it a dangerous pe- 
riod to make an effort of that description. There 
is great excitement at this time in the public 


mind throughout the United States in reference to |! 


“the subject of slavery The day may come—I 

have thought, in consequence of the proximity of 

_ the island to the coast of the United States, that 

the day must come—when it will be ceded to the 

United States, ifnot by Spain, by some friendly na- 

tion which shall cede it to us as Louisiana was 
cededby France. 

` As to the fact which has been mentioned by the 

honorable Senator, that Spain has threatened us 


with emencipating her slaves if we should seize | 


the island from her by violence, there is no doubt 
of it, I heard that threat from thé lips of the 
former Spanish Minister here. 
openly avowed the intention to emancipate the 
slaves, rather than permit us to take the island by 
violence; but he did not deny that the day would 
come when this island ould be ours. 

In conclusion, sir, we must have justifiable 
grounds before we can seize Cuba, and if there be 
such, the one now as igned is not among them. 
Sir, I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WELLER, 
Senator from Delaware for having set a bad ex- 
ample. I was complaining thathe was following 
precedents which had been established, to the se- 
rious detriment of the public business. 
complaining of that Senator, as a member of the 


Committee on Foreign Relations, for entering to- || 
day into the discussion of a question which ts to | 


be submitted to the investigation of that commit- 
tee to-morrow. 

The Senator says, and I suppose he intends it 
for irony, of course, that I have paid some atten- 
tion to this subject, and therefore may not require 
the information of other Senators. l am sure he 
meant that as irony. 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. WELLER. 
this subject, but F propose first to investigate it, 
and then to discuss it; and it strikes me that 
older Senators might profit by following this ex- 
ample, though set bya young man. All that I 


desire is, that the time of the Senate shall not be’ 


unnecessarily consumed in the discussion of a 
question, when the subject must again come up 
for a full discussion. When I meet that Senator 
to-morrow in the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
Ishall be prepared to receive all the information 
which he may have accumulated on that subject, 


and I trust each of the other members of that :: 
committee will contribute whatever information | 


he may have derived from any source whatever. 
Then I shall be prepared to piss upon it, and 
after it is submitted to the Senate, I shall be pre- 
pared to enter into the discussion of this question 
which has been sprung upon us to-day; but I will 
not consume the time of the Senate now. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have no disposition to enter 
into the discussion of this question now, as it is 
evidently the sense of the Senate that this is not 
the proper time for ite discussion. I wish to say, 


He boldly and | 


I was not complaining of the | 


I was | 


I have paid no attention to | 
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however, that it strikes me, the réference proposed 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware, is alto- 
gether inappropriate. I cannot see what jurisdic- 
tion the Committee on Foreign Relations have 
over the manner of issuing sea-registers to Ameri- 
can vessels. The appropriate committee, it seems 
to me, with all due respect to the Senator from 
Delaware, for an inquiry into that subject, is the 
Committee on Commerce. I therefore move to 
amend the resolution by striking out ‘ Foreign 
Relations” and inserting ‘ Commerce.” 

Mr. WELLER. ! think the resolution should 
go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
subject embraced in the resolution is already before 
that committee. It is true the whole of our con- 
sular system isin the hands of the Committee on 
Commerce; but.the question on which the Senator 
from Delaware asks the interposition of the Gov- 
ernment, is a-question which properly belongs to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations; and, as the 
subject has already been referred to that commit- 
tee, I hope the reference proposed by the Senator 
from Delaware will not be changed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is not merely a question 
of commerce; it is a question which belongs to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Let the resolution be read 
again, that I may see whether my amendment be 
proper or not. : 

The Secrerary read the resolution. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1! withdraw my amendment. 

The resolution was adopted. 


l INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the House 
bil! making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
| for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1855, was 
taken from the table, and the Senate, as in Com- | 
| mittee of the Whole, resumed its consideration, | 
ii the pending question being on the amendment 
i; reported by Mr. Waxxer, from the Committee 
| on Indian Affairs, to insert the following: 

To the Creek nation of Indians, in full for all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $500,000, in payment 
{| for eight million acresof land, at six and a quarter cents per 
acre, taken from the friendly Creeks without compensa- 
tion, by the treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of August 

; 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, after the 
elaborate discussion of this claim some two or 
| three weeks since, 1 must infer that the Senate 
have acquired something like a general knowledge 


shall be compelled to advert, in the few remarks 


by the chairman of the Committee on Finance 

[Mr. Hunter] to the adoption of this amend- 

ment. 

|} I understood that Senatog, in the discussion of. 
this claim, to confine his objections to the fact that 

it was an oldone. I understood that its antiquity 

was the principal cause of the objection to jt on | 
his part, and that he proceeded in its discussion 

|| upon considerations which did not effect at all the 

merits of the case, but considerations which 

applied entirely to the great length of time which ! 
has occurred since the original inception of the 

claim. I understood that Senator further to say, 

that another branch of the claim, which has been 

satisfied, after the lapse of more than a quarter of 
| a century, had been referred, together with this, | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives in 1817, and had been. 
decided against by that committee, and again 
rejected by them in 1824. That supposition of 
! his, plausible as it was, is not borne out by the 
i: documents; and inasmuch as that is the chief 
objection which he urges to the adoption of the 
claim, I will merely read the documents to which 

he referred, for the purpose of showing that the 

two branches of the claim were not before those 

committees when it was considered, and that this 

claim has never been considered by the Senate, or 

y the other House of Congress; nor has it ever 

: been the subject of consideration by the committee 

l: of any one House of Congress, until it was 

© brought before us at the present session. The 
|: first document from which I will read is the report 

1 of Mr. Lowndes, from the Committee of Ways 

| and Means, made on the Bth of January, 1817. 

f The caption of that report, which refers to the | 
H subject-matter before the committee for investiga- 

U tion, expressly defines the character of that subject- 


which I shall make, only to the objections urged | 


‘| he said: 


| of its essential and primary features, and that Ilj 


matter. ‘Th 


e committee ‘say that they had had’ 


“Instructing them to inquiré into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to satisfy tle claims of the friendly 
Creek Indians, whose property was plundered by the hostile: 
Creeks, in consequence of their attachment to the United 
States. ?? o 

The precise and definite terms in which -the 
committee thus: state the subject-matter before 
them, excludes, the idea: that. this claim was-con- 
sidered before them. Equally conclusive is-the 
language of the report made in 1824-by Mr. Mc- 
Lane. The conclusion of that reportis. equally 
as definite, equally as. positive, and shows that 
the subject of the appropriation: now. asked for 
was not before the committee:at that time. Con- 
sequently, the adverse report madé by Mr. Mc- 
Lane in 1824—whose great name. and eminent 
qualifications as head of the Committee of Ways 
and Means were very appropriately referred to by . 
the Senator from Virginia—on which that Senator 
relied as casting some suspicion and doubt upon 
the history of this claim, had no reference: to the 
subject of the amendment which we are now dis- 
i cussing. At the conclusion of that report, in 
which they refer to the main features of-the claim 
before them, the committee say: ; 

“Itis inexpedient to make any further appropriation to 
compensate the’ friendly Creek Indians for property lost 
and destroyed during the Jate Creek war.” 

In addition to this, Iwill refer to a letter which 
was addressed by the chief clerk ‘of the War De- 
partment, in. 1817, to Mr. Hawkins, who was at 
that time the acting agent for the Creek Indians, 
asking that officer, who was contemporary with: 
the history of the transactions in which this claim 
originated, as to the precise nature of the claims 
which the Creeks were at that time preferring 
against the United States Government. He was 
interrogated as to “ the nature and extent of the 
indemnity which the friendly chiefs claim in con-: 
sequence of the letter addressed by General 
Pinckney, on the 23d April, 18147” In response 


e 


“ T believe the correct way would be to liquidate the 
; claims of individuals, some of whieh, I am told, are too 
high; reduce them to a just value, and pay them. If it 
were a national claim, a cession of land might be desira-: 
ble ; but to individuals it is otherwise.” 

That response, taken in connection with the. in-; 
terrogatory to which it refers, is about as definite 
an indication as the English language is *capable. 
of, showing that the claim for.spoliations and 
property destroyed by the hostile Creeks in the 
war of 1814, was the only claim and the only 
grievance brought to the consideration of the com- 
mittee in 1817, at the time when a partial pay- 
ment of $85,000 was made upon that claim; and 
subsequently, in 1824, when the committee de- 
cided that the appropriation which had already 
been made was an ample satisfaction, and; cov- 
ered the full extent of the expectations which the 
friendly Creeks had entertained of redress from 
the United States. These documents therefore, 
being the language of these committees them- 
selves, and the language of the agent from whom. 
they derived their principal information, show 
that the claim to which the Senator referred the 
| other day as having been reported against in 1824, 
i was not the claim which is now brought forward. 

I presume that the Senate perfectly understand. 
that, at the termination of the war of 1814, there 
were two characters of claims arising.. One was 
national in its character for this spoliation of ter- 
ritory. The other was a claim of indemnity to 
individuals for the separate losses which they had 
sustained by the hostile Creeks. One was for 
property. destroyed; for homes burnt; for personal 
property which (had been taken for public uses, 
| and these claims to compensation were individual 
| in their character, because they belonged separ- 
ately to individyals in precise proportion to the 
losses which they had sustained. But in addition 
to that we are informed by the record, which 
throws further light on the history of this whole 
transaction, that General Jackson in the terms of 
the capitulation, extorted, or rather forced from 
the friendly Creeks, upwards of eight millions of. 
acres of land, which he avowedly without excuse 
or palliation, without any pretext thathe had ever 
compensated by one cent, took alone. for political 
reasons ‘ interesting to the United States.” Thatis 
the report of General Jackson himself, afterwards 
made to the Government of his conduct in that 
capitulation. One claim, therefore, which has 
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been settled and paid,and against which the com- | 
mittee reported in 1824, was this individual claim 

of the Creeks for personal property destroyed. 

The dther was the claim of the nation for an em- 

pire which was swept away from them by a forced 

and arbitrary capitulation, and which it is not pre- 

tended has ever been paid for by the Government. 

It is not shown that this claim was ever brought 

to the consideration of Congress before. 

The history which the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. BELL] gave of it on a previous day is a most 
emphatic, clear, and lucid explanation of those 
considerations which. have prevented the Creeks 
from bringing forward the claim until this late day. 
Sir, there was enough in the poverty of that tribe, 
in their intestine wars and divisions, in the utter 
incapacity of their nation to act with anything like 
concert or unity of decision, to show why they 
have never concurred in presenting this claim be 
fore: Moreover, while the other claim between 
them and the United States was not settled; while 
they were prosecuting, as suppliants at our doors, 
aclaim which they did not succeed in obtaining 
until nearly forty years, is it singular that they 
did not press the Government of the United States 
for the allowance of this second claim, when one 
was already on hand? 

These are the main facts upon which I rely as 
a defense to the argument of the Senator from 
Virginia. 1 believe that no one has ever con- 
tended, I believe that it cannot be successfully 
contended now, but that on the part of the United 
States, for political reasons alone, there was a 
naked and unapologised for confiscation of about 
eight millions of acres of land from our allies—not 
from the hostile party. It will be recollected that, 
by the instructions which emanated from the War 
Department, and which were the basis upon which 
peace was to be concluded with the hostiles, lands 
were to be taken out of the conquered country for 
indemnity, and not to be taken by spoliation from 
our allies and friends in that war, General Jack- 
son seems to have been so conscious of the fact 
that he had exceeded these just instructions, that 
when he speaks of the eight millions of acres 
acquired from the friendly Creeks, in addition to 
twelve or fourteen millions taken from the hostile 
Creeks as indemnity, he apologised by saying, 
not that he had taken them without consideration, 
by the terms of the capitulation, but that he had 

rocured a cession of eight millions of acres of 
and from the friendly Creeks, which was justified 
by considerations interesting to the future peace 
and welfare of the United States in connection 
with our southwestern frontier. 

Now, sir, contrary to what had been expected 
by the commanding general, contrary to what 
had been calculated by the War Department, when 
the instructions for the termination of this war 
were issued, contrary to all rules of propriety, the 
friendly Indians were called upon to be the capit- 
ulating party. The truth was, that at that time 
the war was not ended; the capitulation was pre- 
mature, and was in the nature of a forced treaty 
exacted from the friends of the United States, with 
but one of their enemies present. This is the dif- 
ficulty in the proceedings attending the capitula- 
tion. 

The committee, in making an allowance to the 
Creek Indians in this case, have allotted to them 
what was considered an average of the price which 
the United States had paid for Indian lands here- 
tofore. 1 believe of late years that has been from 
six and a quarter cents up to twelve and a half 
cents. The committee have allowed them the 
minimum of consideration which has been allowed 
as the price of Indian lands acquired by treaty. 
Surely, after the lapse of forty years, the allow- 
ance of this small amount for a tract of country 
which embraces, at present, one third of the great 
State of Georgia, will not be considered extrava- 
gant. 

1 proceed on the supposition that the long silence 
of these claimants in bringing forward this claim 
has been perfectly accounted for; and, however | 
suspicious it may be, however impossible it may 
be, to account for the fact that during all the time 


ernment show they have never brought forward 
this claim; yet those records show, most unequiv- 
ocally, that if there be any defense at all against 
this claim, it arises from the fact that this long 
silence may be evidence that, on the part of the 
Creeks, they had abandoned, in consequence of 


i 
at 

i 
i 
i 


i 


| 


|! friendly Indians. 
‘from Alabama, [Mr. Firzparricx,] who is well 


the difficulties in-prosecuting their other claim, all 
hopes of ever prosecuting justice for this. How 
otherwise could it be, when they had prosecuted 
in vain their suit for claims for spoliations, prom- 
| ised to be satisfied by the express terms of the 


i| letter of General Pinckney,in 1814? How, other- 


wise, can we account for it, when we recollect 
that a United States agent, an accredited man, 
indorsed by the act of this Government, sent 
| among them to ascertain a plain, subsisting debt, 
| reported that claim, and yet it was impossible 
i to obtain the consideration of it before Congress 
| for forty yéars? Such was. the desperate condi- 
| tion, such appeared to be the hopeless character, 
of all the claims, that it was useless, obviously so, 
on their part to thrust unwelcomely on Congress 
! the consideration of one claim, while they were 
‘go unjustly withholding the consideration of 
another. Just as soon as long-withheld justice 
was extended to them for their other claim, they 
come forward, candidly, frankly, and openly, and 
say they have delayed bringing forward this claim 
for no other reason than from the fact that their 
own internal difficulties, their poverty, and the 
difficulty of obtaining justice for the other branch 
| of the claim, rendered them almost hopeless as to 
| obtaining any justice for this. 

Now, sir, after the years which have elapsed 
between 1814 and 1854, here stands upon the rec- 
ords of this Government—records made out by 
| our own officials—the clear history of a transac- 

tion which inflicted injustice upon these Indians, 

which has not been remedied to this day. In all 
the treaties which have been made with this peo- 
ple since then, their internal difficulties have pre- 
vented anything like a unanimous declaration of 
this claim upon the part of the authorities of the 
whole nation. The history of this tribe is pecul- 
iar; their social and political constitution is pe- 
culiar, and there has been scarcely any one object 
of national benefit, upon which the’ whole nation 
could be brought to unite, with anything like a 
decision approaching unanimity. 

Mr. President, | feel that I am hardly able, at 
this time, to go into an enlarged discussion of this 
gpenion: I feel that it would be unnecessary. 

be Senate is obviously wearied with the long 
discussion of this bill. It is a subject which is 
proverbially uninteresting to both branches of 
Congress, and must necessarily be so. I shall 
waive my own desire to go into it, and accommo- 
| date myself to what I understand to be the clear 
disposition of the Senate—to proceed to a vote 
upon this bill, embracing this with other amend- 
ments, ` : 

I have thus briefly, Mr. President, replied to 
| the Senator from Virginia. I have shown that by 
| the records of the Government on which he him- 
| self relied, this claim has never before been con- 
| sidered by Congress, and that consequently it is 
| free fgom the objection-arising out of the fact, that 
| the report in 1824 was supposed to be adverse to 
this claim, when it was not actually embraced in 
it. With these remarks I submit the question to 
the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, whether there is any means 
of ascertaining precisely how much of the land 
of the friendly Indians was taken? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. There is a report made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. WALKER] 
on the partof the Committee on Indian Affairs, on 
the subject. That report is accompanied by a 
į map, which is in the possession of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs at this time, and which I have 
not thought it necessary to bring before the Sen- 
ate, made out at the Department of the Interior 
upon a letter furnished by the General Land Office, 
by which it appears that something like eight mil- 
lions of acres were taken from the friendly Creeks. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, if these empty 
| chairs could vote, E should like to say a few words 
in reply to the Senator from Arkansas; but as I 
believe there is no one here but yourself and our- 
selves, and we have made up our mds, I will 
refrain from saying anything more on this subject, 


i 
} 
3 
i 
1 


i i| except that the Senator is mistaken in regard to 
they have made treaties, the records of the Gov- |; 


the point that this land was taken only from the 
I understand from the Senator 


acquainted with the geographical location of these 
lands, that there were lands taken from the hostile 
Indians comprehending now some of the finest 
counties in Alabama, and given to the frigndly 


Indians in exchange for the land taken from 
them, and. whieh it was necessary to take in order 
to interpose a barrier between them and the Span- 
iards in Florida; so that, in point of fact, they had 
better lands substituted in place of the lands taken 
from them. Now, sir, in regard to the reports 
referred to; it is obvious that Mr. Lowndes must 
have contemplated this very claim for land, be- 
cause he quoted the memorandum which the In- 
dians always set up as their part of the treaty, in 
which the whole complaint made is in regard to 
the lands, that their lands were taken away, 
without adverting to the fact that they received 
other lands, and better lands, from the hostile 
Creeks higher up. 

Mr. CASS. I am perfectly well satisfied that, 
so far as. General Jackson took the land of the 
hostile Creeks, who were prostrated in a state of 
war, and a war commenced by themselves, under 
the most improper circumstances, he had a right 
to take any portion of the country he pleased. 
But when you come to the friendly Indians, 
those who had adhered to us faithfully, it presents 
a very different aspect, and I think it exceedingly 
improper and irregular to take an acre from them 
when they had been our friends from the com- 
mencement. They had brought themselves into 
a state of hostility with their brethren on that very 
account. ‘The turning point with me is, to know 
how much the friendly Creeks actually lost. If 
they lost an acre I am willing to pay them for it; 
if they lost a million of acres, | am willing to give 
them a full consideration. 

Mr. WALKER. I have in my possession a 
statement from the Department of the Interior, 
made up, I suppose, from the actual surveys of 
the country as now known to exist; and it shows, 
not that eight millions of acres were taken, but 
| that over thirteen millions of acres were taken. 
We have compromised the matter by coming 
down to eight millions, and then reducing the price 
proposed to be paid, from that recommended by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, twenty cents, 
to six and a quarter cents an acre. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to inquire as to the fact 
| stated by the Senator from Virginia, whether the 
Indians received a compensation in any way for 
the land which was taken? 
| Mr. WALKER. I was just coming to that 

point. The plain answer to that is one which I 
gave when I was discussing this subject before. 
It will be found, on reference to the paper which 
was drawn up on the part of the Indians, signed 
by them, and submitted at the time as their part 
of the treaty, and which they requested should 
be sent on to the Government here, and was sent 
| on; that they assert that the Lower Creeks, in- 

habiting the lower portion of the country, and 
occupying the towns of Coweta and others, were 
the owners of the whole country, not only of that 
which the hostiles had not invaded, and which 
had not been in a state of insurrection, but that 
they owned the upper ey also. They assert 
that the people who were there then, and who 
were hostile to them and to the United States, 
were not originally Muscogee or Creek Indians, 
but fugitive tribes, who had been permitted by the 
Muscogees to come upon that upper country, and 
occupy it by grace and favor. After they got 
possession of it they were induced, under the se~ 
` ductions of Tecumseh, who went down and sent 
ihis agents among them, to make war in favor of 

England against the United States, and against 
i the friendly: or Lower Creeks, who would not 
| join them in their opposition to the United States. 
| The Lower Creeks, who asserted in this part of 
| the treaty, that they were the owners of the whole 
| country, took up arms with the United States, 
i and for a considerable portion of time were under 
i the command of United States officers, and under 
the American flag, fighting against their revolting 
brethren or friends, aud in favor of the United 
| States. 
| Then it seems that the upper tribes called the 
i Upper Creeks were never, in point of fact, Mus- 
| cogeé or real Creek Indians at all. They never 
i were a portion of that nation. They were there 
iby sufferance. Well, what became of them? 
| When General Jackson undertook to assemble 
i them for the purpose of making this treaty or 
i capitulation, they made their escape. But one 
| hostile chief met General Jackson at Fort Jackson. 
The rest hud fled. Where had they gone to? 
| They went over to Florida, and joined the Semi- 
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noles, and, I understand, that term itself signifies 
“runaways.” They became ingrafted with the 
other Seminoles or runaway Indians; and there 
most of them have remained ever‘since. What 


was given pretendedly at the time, in lieu of the | 
lands taken under the capitulation, was this upper | 


country, lying between the Coosa and Tallapoosa 
rivers. But how could it be said to be given 
to the Lower Creeks? It was already theirs. 
` The upper Indians had occupied it merely by 
sufferance, by permission of the Lower Creeks, 
who were the real owners of the country. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator makes that 
statement on the authority of the Indians them- 
selves, who are interested parties. Now I under- 
stand that the Senator from Alabama, who lived 
in that country, says it did belong to the hostile 
Creeks. 

Mr. WALKER. Let me assure the Senator 
from Virginia that Ido not make the statement 
upon the authority of the Indians, the interested 
partien, but upon the concession of agent Haw- 

ins, of General Pinckney, and of the various 
documents which areset out in the memorial, and 
in the report which I have in manuscript. These 
documents are found to run through a long-period 
embraced in the American State Papers on Tndian 
affairs. I deduce it from such ‘authority as that. 
T never spoke with one of these Indians in my 

ife. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not say thatthe Senator 
spoke with the indians; but he takes the statement 
from the assertions of the Indians. | think he is 
altogether mistaken as to the assertions of Pinck- 
ney and Hawkins. 

Mr. WALKER. Not at all. If the Senator 
will examine the case, he will find that agent 
Hawkins states that when General Jackson 
thought he was ‘giving them an equivalent, they 
denied that he was doing so; and he adds, that he 
concurs with themin opinion. General Pinckney, 
who previously held the command, and who, it 
was supposed, would make the capitulation, held 
avery different doctrine, and promised very dif- 
ferent terms. It was not at all wonderful that the 


Indians were overwhelmed with astonishment | 


when, after having fought by the side of the 
Americans, under the American flag, and with 
American commanders, they found themselves 
converted into the position of enemies, and made 
to stand off in the capacity of parties capitulating 
as enemies, and were forced to give up their coun- 
try. In addition to this, it was alleged that they 
were remunerated, when they were left only a 


small portion of thecountry which was originally | 


theirs, and of which they had never been divested. 
The position which they occupied in respect to it 
was just this: They could at any time, under the 
custom of the Indian tribes, ifthey had the power, 
have driven off these interlopers, these intruders 
upon the upper country, and it would have been 
theirs. They could have put an end to the ten- 
ancy at sufferance, and told the hostiles to abandon 


the country. After the friendly Creeks and the | 
Americans whipped them, they did abandon it; | 


and the hostiles were not occupying the country 
at the time General Jackson, in the capitulation, 
left it to the friendly Indians, as he alleged, by 
way of equivalent for the lands which he made 
them capitulate away. 

Mr. DAWSON. I understand the Senator 
from Wisconsin to say that there was but a single 
hostile chief who entered into that capitulation. 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then the friendly Creeks 
themselves’ surrendered the land. 
headed by McIntosh and Big Warrior, whom F 
knew as well as I know you, Mr. President. 
Mclntosh and his party were very intelligent and 
wellinformed men. He wentonand made treaties 
after that, from year to year, down to the treaty 
of Indian Spring, in 1825. He was there, and 


aided in making that treaty of 1825; and, in con- |; 


sequence of it, he lost his life. In all the treaties, 
from 1814 down to the last treaty made by these 
Indians, all the matters of difference between them 
and the whites, and all the claims on their side, 
were entered into. But no claim was presented 
under these treaties, in any form or shape, for 
any loss which they had sustained from the Gen- 
eral Government under this capitulation of 1814. 
By the treaty of Indian Spring, they ceded their 


entire country in Georgia; but there was not a; 


word said then about this claim. All seemed to 


They were |: 


| be perfectly satisfied and quiet. What right have 
the hostiles in the war of 1814 to complain? They 


| thing at all; and the friendly Creeks have never 
claimed anything in their treaties. Then, what I 
want to know is, how is it that the Government 
of the United States should be indebted to this 
people $500,000, when they never presented the 
|! claim in any of their treaties? 

Mr. WALKER. I concede there were treaties 
i made at different periods, from 1825, I believe, 
| down to as late as 1837; but it will be found, if 
the Senator from Georgia will advert to those 
treaties, that they were all treaties of cession. 


That has been answered in two ways. 
Mr. DAWSON. Iam as much disposed to do 


floor; and at this point I desire to make an ex- 
planation. We know that the treaty of Indian 
Spring was made with tnese Indians, but it was 
abrogated by the administration of Mr. Adams. 
At a subsequent time these very Indians came to 
| the city of Washington and here made a treaty of 
cession; and all the claims and difficulties con- 
! nected with the treaty of Indian Spring were re- 
viewed, and a satisfactory treaty made, closing up 
ji all the concerns between the whites and these In- 
| dians. In the treaty made here in Washington 
; city, and other treaties made under the eyes of 
General Jackson and Mr. Adams, at different 
times, how is it that this claim, of which General 
| Jackson must have been well-informed in 1814, 
; was never alluded to in them? 
all the treaties. I have reviewed them for the 
| purpose of satisfying my own mind asto the pro- 
| priety of voting for this appropriation. As anx- 
ious as I am, as desirous as l am to do justice to 
these people, whom l have known from my ear- 


money, as proposed in this amendment. Hence 
I have asked, from time to time, those who have 


treaties, to go over them, and tell me why it is 
that their whole country has been ceded, and all 
difficulties closed between the two nations, and 
yet this claim sprung up at this late day? 

Mr. WALKER. It is conceded that while the 
treaties which have been spoken of were made 
| between 1814 and 1837, this claim was not reas- 
| serted in the negotiations with the Government. 
! Why was it not done? We have attempted to 
answer that in two ways. 
} Senator will find that not only was the claim 
| which is now asserted pending between the 
| Government and these Indians, but another one, 
which has not been denied by the Government, 
wasalso pending. Now, let meask him, can he find 
in any of those treaties any allusion to the large 
| amount of money which you appropriated and 
| paid to the Indians only two years ago? And 
yet, by estopping the Indians on this claim, he 
would estop them in their right to that money just 
as much as he would to this. He will find that 
the treaties maintain a silence in regard to both; 


cut off that claim as much as this. But, sir, did 
they conceive themselves estopped, by the making 
of those treaties, from asserting their claim to the 
money which we paid two years ago? Not at 


long since the last treaty was made, long since 
these people were settled westof the Mississippi, 
and only two years ago, we appropriated the 
money and paid it to them. The Senate will 
| observe, also, that the Indians, at the very 
i inception of this matter, laid down in the most 
| solemn form they could, their claim to right 
in the matter. They laid down their demand in 
| what they always have claimed to be their part of 
i the treaty. 
They asserted their rights in conformity with the 
! provisions of that protocol; and the only answer 
i| which General Jackson gave to it, was, *¢ That is 
immaterial to me; I cannot help what you view 
as your rights; I do not deny that you are the 
owners of the soil, and that your children havea 
right to it; but Isay that there are political con- 
siderations sufficiently strong to warrant me in 
| taking this country.’ Those political reasons 
| have been mentioned before. He did take the 
country. When they found that General Jack- 


; did not make that treaty; they cannot claim any- | 


He asked me why in none of these treaties of | 
| cession did they not set up and assert this claim? | 


justice to these people as any gentleman on this | 


I hold in my hand | 


| liest recollection, I cannot find a single ground on | 
which to justify myself in voting away the public ; 


investigated the question, to look to all these | 


In the first place, the | 


and if his view on this point be correct, he would | 


all; but they continued to make the claim, and |) 


It never has been complied with. ; 


i 


hd 


son set his foot down and was determined to have 
the kind of capitulation which he compelled them 
to submit to, the most they could do was to ask 
permission to putin an enduring form their under- 
standing of their rights. They put it in that 
form. ; : 

The document. was sent on to this city, became 
a part of the archives of the country, and is so yet. 
Having asserted their rights at that early day, and 
in that permanent form, it is hot wonderful that 
they have not continued at every point of negotia- 
tion to reassert their claims in this respect. 

It will be found by the honorable Senator that 
all their subsequent negotiations were in. respect 
to other country, not embraced, of course, within 
the country covered by the capitulation of 1814, 
They were all the time treating in regard to other 
country, and mostof the time in regard to that 
which General Jackson pretended to have left to 
them as an equivalent—that lying in the upper 
portion of their original country. The Govern- 
ment bought portions of it from them from time to 
time, and it was in relation to it that they were 
treating,and not in reference to the country in 
the lower portionof Alabama and Georgia. While 
they were negotiating these treaties, they had 


| nothing to do with this original claim. They had 


enough on their hands with the Government to 
enforce, if possible, the claims for spoliations, 
which had been committed on them, and which the 
Government, beyond all doubt, had promised to 
pay, them for. k 

hese were the difficulties under which they 
labored during the time this matter has been 
pending. The inferences drawn by the Senator 
from Georgia are only such as would go against 
this claim because of itsage. If the Senator is 
disposed to set up lapse of time as a barrier to this 
claim, that argument is all potent; but if he ap- 
plies it by way of an estoppel to their rights, 
there is a complete replication to that in the fact 
that they had in a more solemn form asserted their 
rights; they never abandoned them; and he can- 
not show where they abandoned them in the 
treaties; but they have stood upon that original 
assertion of their rights; and since the claim for 
damages to their personal property has been set- 
tled, they come forward now and demand that 
which they then deemed themselves entitled to In 
reference to their real estate. That is the view I 
have taken of it; but if the statute of limitations 
is to be applied against the Indians, of course they 
ure gone. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. IfI understand, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the precise character of the objection, orthe 
foundation for the doubts in the mind of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, it is that no mention was made 
of this claim in the treaty with the Creeks in 
1821. . I believe that was called the treaty of the 
Broken Arrow; again, in the treaty of 1825, prop- 
erly known by the name of the treaty of Indian , 
Spring, and which created such dissatisfaction in 
the nation that a portion of the friendly Creeks, 
and all the hostiles, arose and burnt General 
McIntosh, who was the negotiator of that treaty, 
and induced the Government, during Mr. Adams’s 
administration, to conciliate the Indians by mak- 
ing a treaty in 1826, by which it was acknowl- 
edged that the treaty of 1825 was invalid,and that 
it was made against the consent of the authorities 
of the nation. These treaties, in addition to the 
final treaty, which, I believe, was made in 1830, 
the Senator says were made without any mention 
or recognition of this claim, and without contain- 
ing any allusion, on the part of the Indians, to 
the fact that they preferred, or had such a claim in 
existence. 

Now, in answer to that, I will allude to one 
solitary fact, to show, that, notwithstanding the 
presumption arising out of their silence upon the 
record, this claim had its existence among the In- 
dians themselves, during the whole period from 
1814 up to the time when they actually presented 
the claim. That fact is this: In 1842, when the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BeLL] was presid- 
ing at the head of the War Department, an agent 
of the Government was sent among all the Indian 
tribes to ascertain if there were upon their part 
any unsatisfied grievances, any clains which had 
not been properly attended to. When that agent, 
Mr. Hitchcock, who afterwards made an interest- 
ing report of all his proceedings, went ‘to the 
Creek nation, and called the Creek’s together in 
council around him, one of the chiefs, who wae 
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the speaker on that occasion, Opothleyoholo, a 
name which is familiar in connection with the 
history of the Creek war of 1814, arose, and spoke 
of this very claim for land as one of the unsatis- 
fied claims of the Creek nation against the United 
States at that time. That was as late as 1842. I 
only mention this fact to show that the claim was 
never abandoned on the part of the Creeks; but, 
however hopeless, however desperate the diffi- 
éulties in prosecuting their other claim’ may have 
rendered them in regard to this, yet they never 
abandoned it, but it lived during all the discon- 
tents of the nation, and never was forgotton. | 
This fact is well attested by the report of Mr. | 
Hitchcock, in 1842, a long time after the conclu- | 
sion of these treaties, the silence of which on this 
claim is. inferred by the Senator from Georgia to 
be conclusive evidence that it never existed. ! 
I will mention another fact also. Congress, by | 
the act of 1852 and the act of 1817, did acknowl- 
edge the obligation of this Government to satisfy | 
and perform the promises which were held out in 
the letter of 23d April, 1814, written. by General 
Pinckney to the friendly Creeks, as inducements | 
to the hostiles to come in and capitulate. That 
claim was prosecuted here, and was preferred by | 
delegation after delegation, sent here at intervals 
of two or three years, for thirty or forty years 
consecutively; the justice of it was afterwards 
acknowledged by Congress. The records of its 
prosecution are contained on the files of the Indian 
department. It was preferred by authorized dele- 
gations, year after year; and yet it was just as re- 
markably omitted in all treaties, as was this 
national claim for the spoliation of their lands. I 
mention this to show that the failure on the part 
of the United States to recognize these claims in 
their treaties constitutes no evidence at all that 
the Indians ever abandoned them, It shows that, | 
so far as they were concerned, we cannot, without | 
the greatest injustice, infer an abandonment of the 
claim from the simple fact that the treaties which 
they concluded with the Government, in the mean | 
time, are silent on the subject. 
_ Now, sir, J will advert to a fact, for the satis- 
faction of the Senator from Michigan, I will state 
here the official record of the considerations which 
induced General Jackson, on the one part, to de- 
mand, and the friendly Creeks, on the other part, | 
to assent to the terms of this extraordinary treaty | 
of capitulation. ‘Chis is the report of Colonel | 
Hawkins, an old and trusted agent of the Creek | 
Indians, appointed by General Washington. 
Mr. CASS. 1 know him well. f 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. Perhaps he was one of | 
the most fair and honest men that ever officiated | 
in that department. He was present at the time 
the treaty was formed; and he says, speaking of | 
it, that General Jackson had not only, in con- | 
formity with his instructions, taken the portion of 
the hostile country embraced in the present State | 
of Alabama, as an indemnity for the war, but, by 
a line produced into the State of Georgia, had 
taken about eight millions of acres of land noto- | 
riously the property of the friendly Creek Indians. | 
He speaks of it in this way: 
“It struck me forcibly at the time that the General, | 
who was authorized only to retain lands conquered from 
the hostiles to indemnify the United States for the expenses 
of the war, shoatd take nearly cight millions of acres from | 
the friendly Indians, over and above allthe hunting grounds 
of the friendly Upper Creeks, giving, without consulting 
them, what he called an equivalent, which they did not 


deem such, and did not feci himself authorized to adjust 
this equitable claim of theirs.” 


i 
i 
{ 
| 


| 
f 
| 
t 
i 


It will be seen what excellent diplomatists the 
Indians were on an occasion of that kind; how | 
they saw through the absurdity of the pretension 
of General Jackson, that he could take lands from 
them for political reasons, while at the same time | 
there was no” correlative power on his part to in- į 
demnify them; and that whereas his instructions, | 
extended only to retaining lands out of the con- | 
quered country, he could overstep his instructions, 
and take eight- millions of acres of land, not as 
indemnity, but merely for the purpose of answer- ` 
ing certain political objects ‘“‘ interesting to the | 
United States.” These political reasons, however | 
satisfactory ethey were, however conclusive an | 
apology they were on the part of General Jackson | 
for extorting such a treaty—and they were valid | 
for that purpose—contain no argument why we | 
should not make compensation. It was neces- | 
sary of course that a broad belt of country settled || 
by the whites should be interposed between the | 


| and Spaniards in Florida on the other; but how- 


i| in which they should assert their claims under the 


|| on Indian Affairs have a map which shows rela- 
‘| tively the size of the country which was taken 


ji covered by the size of a Spanish dollar. 
I do not suppose there were more than one | 
! hundred thousand or two hundred thousand acres | 
ij in the forks, between the Coosa and the Talla- į 


| That brought forth from the speaker on that oc- 
:| casion, the Big Warrior, an exclamation which | 


hostile Creeks on the one hand, and the Seminoles 


ever necessary it was to General Jackson for this 
reason to take that strip of country, it formed no 
reason in the world, as the Indians say, why we 
should not pay for it. 

The result was, it seems, at last, being prostra- 
ted, not being admitted to. discuss the terms of the 
treaty at all, reluctantly acquiescing and stating'to 
General Jackson that they were friends, that there 
were no hostile chiefs present, for the purpose of 
arranging the terms of capitulation, they submit- 
ted to the running of these lines, although by so 
doing they permitted a spoliation of eight or ten 
millions of acres out of their country, on condition 
that he would allow them to append something in 
the nature of a supplement or protocol to the treaty, 


letter of General Pinckney to be protected, and 
declare also the great wrong done to them by this 
act of his, and be allowed to express their reliance 
and firm confidence in the justice of the United 
States—a confidence which has not been redeemed 
from that day to this, except as to compensation 
for their property destroyed, leaving this great 
national claim entirely unredeemed and unpro- 
vided for from that day to this. 

Ihave shown before that they have kept the 
history of this claim alive through the traditionary 
discontents of their nation; that they have never 
abandoned it, although their conduct was such as 
to show that they had little hope during the time 
that they prosecuted the other claim of obtaining 
satisfaction for this. General Jackson, when asked 
why he transcended-his instructions, and took the 
landsfrom the friendly Creeks, instead of the hos- 
tile Indians, answered: 

“He did it from political motives—to prevent an inter- 
course between we Indians and the Spaniards and Kuglish 
in the Floridas; to have a border to know and separate his 
enemies from his friends, which was as benefictal to the 
friendly Indians as to the United States ; and also gave the 
friendly Indians the lands in the fork of ‘Tallapoosa and 
Coosa.”? 

These considerations, as I have said, were very 
satisfactory to General Jackson; and it is not to 
be wondered at that he told the friendly Indians 
| that the spoliation he committed against them was 
for their benefit. They could not exactly see the 
| propriety of the logic by which he came to this 


conclusion. They could see that it was for the 
benefit of the United States; but, separated as it 
was from any compensation to them, they never 
pace their consent to it. That consideration, 
however important it was to the United States, 
was not important to the Indians. It was of no 
advantage to them that the hostiles should be sep- 
arated from the discontented Seminoles and the 
British and Spanish emissaries in Florida; but 
General Jackson did say to them that he gave 
them what he called an equivalent. ft consisted 
of lands which, according to the stipulation, were 
to be assigned to the hostiles, and left to them in 
the forks of the Tallapoosa and Coosa. As to 
that equivalent, I have to say, that the Committee 


from them, and the size of the country which was 
said to be an equivalent. The amount taken covers 
| upon that map probably much more than is cov- 
ered by a page of the book from which I read, {the 
State’Papers—a large octavo,| while the amount 


i which was given over to the possession of the 


of territory which he called an equivalent, and | 


land from his allies, the friendly Creeks, and 
giving them what he called a compensation or 
equivalent, some one hundred thousand or two 
hundred thousand acres, lying in the middle of 
the country conquered from the hostiles, on which 
they were indiscriminately to be placed with the 
hostiles. It is no wonder, therefore, they did not 
regard it as an equivalent; it is no wonder that 


‘they regarded this whole diplomacy as extraordi- 


nary, as unwarranted by the instructions of Gen- 
eral Jackson; equally unjust to them, and a viola- 
tion of the terms of the letter of General Pinckney, 
who had assured them of a very different course 
of treatment; for he had required the hostiles to 


come in. I hope these explanations are satis- 
factory tp the Senate. 
Mr. BROWN. Iam inclined to think that I 


shall vote for this amendment; and I desire to 
state in a few words why I shall do it. It seems 
to be admitted on all hands that we took about 
eight millions of acres ofland from these Indians. 
It is asserted on the part of the Indians that we 
never paid anything for it. Now, if the Govern- 
ment takes the ground that it has paid for it, I 
apprehend it devolves on the Government to show 
that fact to be true. The Indians assert, and we 
admit, that we got the land. They say we paid 
nothing for it; and clearly, if that be so, we ought 
to pay something: for it. If we ever have paid, I 


! repeat, the onus is upon us to show that we have 


paid it, and how we paid it. 

The only suggestion against the claim, which I 
hear from any quarter, comes from the Senator 
from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] and it is, that we 
gave the Indians an equivalent in other lands. | 
Did they agree to take it? I suppose trading be- 
tween the Indians and the United States to be 
regulated by the same laws as govern two civilized 
men or nations—there must be an agreement. Is 
there any pretense that the Indians ever agreed 
to take this country? Did they not protest against 
it at the timeas being no equivalent for the coun- 
try which was wrested fromthem? I understand 
they did. The Senator from Virginia shakes his 
head. Lunderstand the Indians said at the time 
that the arrangement did not suitthem; but when 
General Jackson urged itupon them, and assigned 
what were said to be political reasons—and what 
I think were very good reasons, too—for making 


‘that arrangement, they finally consented to it 
i under duress—not as a voluntary thing, but with 


a promise that they should have compensation 


| thereafter. 


The honorable Senator from Michigan asks if 


‘other lands were not given them in exchange? 
! If other lands had been given to the Indians, and 


they had agreed to take them, there was a closing 
up of the transaction; but even if they got other 
lands outside of the Indian country, to which 
neither hostiles nor friendly Creeks had any claim, 
was that an equivalent? When have you ever 
bought out Indians that you bave not given them 
other lands? Was it any equivalent to the Choc- 
tawa and Chickasaws, when you purchased them 


| out in Mississippi, to the Cherokees in Georgia, 
‘ and other large tribes, and sent west, that you gave 


them homes there for the homes they abandoned? 


: May you take an Indian tribe’s home from them, 


| hostiles, and not the friendly Creeks, would be 


poosa—lands which were supposed to be an- 
equivalent for eight or ten millions of acres, and 
not given exclusively to the friendly Indians, but 
lands on which he allowed the hostiles to remain. 


was most natural under the circumstances: | 


“ The speaker asked where the hostiles were to be placed | 
if he took all their land? His answer was, you have room į 
enough to take them among you. ‘The speaker said the | 
war was not yet settled, and they were called ou for lands | 
to pay the expenses of it: and before itwas settled, he sup- 
posed there would be another ceall. The general replied, .; 
he would take upon himself to settle it, if it tasted twenty 
years, without calling for any more land.” 


‘That was the most natural exclamation in the 
world, when he was taking eight million acres of 


drive them out from their camps, break up all 
their family arrangements, and send them into a 
new country, because you give them other lands 
in place of those which you take? Itis the first 
time | ever heard the pretense assumed. You al- 
ways give them other lands, but you also pay 
them for the lands which they have left. That 
was the course which you pursued with the Choc- 
taws, with the Chickasaws, with the Cherokees, 


‘and with every other tribe which you have emi- 


grated. l see no reason why the same course 
should not have been pursued with the Creeks, 


‘and especially with the friendly Creeks. 


| 
| 
| 


But 1 simply rose to say that my mind was 


` upon this point, that if we took the land, as is as- 


serted, and have paid nothing for it, we ought to 
pay for it now. As to setting up the statute of limit- 
ation against the Indians, itis all humbug. This 
Governmentis the last on earth that ought to talk 
about the statute of limitation; for who does not 
know that claims are before us for ten, twenty, 
thirty, forty, and fifty years, as just claims as 
possibly can be made, and finally are abandoned 
nd given up in despair, because Congress cannot 
e induced to act upon them? Andshall we take 


a 
b . 
advantage of our own wrong; and because we did 


<. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D: C. 


33p Coneress, lsr SESSION. 


New Serres... No. 80. 


‘not do tight forty years ago, and have not done 
vight between that peried and new, shall we re- 
fuse, after forty ora hundred years more, to do 
sight? The question with me is not whether there 
has been delay in this transaction, (because delay 
would only convince me that we ought now to do 
what we ought te have done before,) but transla- 
ting ourselves back to the point of beginning, what 
ought to have been done in.reference to this tribe 
of Indians at the time they were induced to sur- 
render the lands. If we took eight millions of 
acres of land, we ought to pay for it. If we have 
not paid for it, we ought to do it now. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, I did 
not intend to say-anything on the question now 
ander consideration, but as f have been referred 
to by. the honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Hunren,] it becomes necessary that I should make 
-a few observations upon the amendment before the 
Senate. 

Sir, I was raised upon the borders of the coun- 
try of these Indians. My boyhood was spent on 
their eastern border when the Ocmulgee river was 
the dividing line between the State of Georgia and 
the Creek tribe of Indians. At the close of the | 
war in 1815, when still quite a youth, | removed | 
to the State of Alabama, and settled within a few 
miles of where I now reside, at what was then } 
called Fort Jackson, the point at which this treaty | 
was made, and where General Jackson closed the | 
war with the Creek tribe of Indians in 1814. [ 
lived for the first year after I removed there liter- | 
ally among the Indians. [I knew nearly all thefr | 
Yeading men, and especially many of those whose | 
names are affixed to the treaty. My sympathies | 
are with the Indians, and particularly with that 
tribe of Indians for whose benefit this appropria- 
tion is proposed, about whom f know much. 
have listened with a great deal of patience and 
anxiety to gentemen who have discussed this 
question to see if they could convince me that it 
_was proper for me to cast my vote for this amend- 
mept. — ' 

I know some of the Creek delegation who are 
now in this city pressing this claim. know 
Opothleyoholo.. I know Marshall, the other chief 
who is here;.and I know intimately the very 
worthy and estimable gentleman who is the agent 
superintending this claim. I have listened with a 
great deal of interest to his explanation of it, 
to see if he could satisfy me of the propriety of 
voting for it. I have also listened attentively to all 
that has been said by those Senators who have 
advocated the amendment. Tattended with pleas- 
ure to the elaborate and able argument of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. Watker] some days 
ago on this subject; and I was much interested 
this morning with the argument of the Senator 
from Arkansas; but, sir, I have not been able to 
satisfy myself that-I can, with propriety, vote for 
the amendment. ` k 

I, perhaps, know more from personal observation 
than Ido from avery critical examination of histor- 
ical facts connected with this matter, although I 
have looked into it. When the war of 1812 was 
declared 1 lived upon the eastern frontier of the 
country occupied by this tribe; and, although then 
quite a boy, the exciting scenes which transpired 
along that frontier are still vividly in my recollec- 
tion. [ removed, as I said before, at the close of 
the war, in the fall of 1815, and settled in the 
country which had been the heart of the hostile 
operations, and may, therefore, be permitted to 

know something in regard to them. I am not 
disposed 'to place myself here as a barrier to this 
claim, but, sir, I cannot overlook the fact that a 
very great time has intervened between the alleged 
wrong of which complaint is now made and the | 
present moment. 1 look at this lapse of time as 
evidence that the actors in the scene, the promi- 
nent men who figured with General Jackson in 
that war, and who consummated the treaty with 
him, never thought of such a claim. So far as 
my knowledge extends, they never whispered a | 
solitary word in reference to any such claim on 
the Federal Government. Why, sir, the Big 
Warrior, who heads the list of those who signed | 


that treaty, was among the most remarkable nat- 


ural men that I ever saw. He almost, reigned 
supreme over his nation. He was the great chief 
of what were called the Middle and the Upper 
Creeks. Scarcely inferior to him was McIntosh 
and. the Little Prince, who were called the -head 
chiefs of the Cowetas or eastern Indians.” Toone 
who knew these men as well as I did, or knew 
their love of money and their disposition to ac- 
quire it, it would seem strange that, if this claim 
really existed, if they believed it was a just one, 
they never presented it during their lifetime. - 1 
know of no man within the circle of my acquaint- 
ance who would have applied sooner than they 
would for the payment of any just demand, es- 
pecially when we consider the amount claimed— 
half a million of dollars. 

Why, sir, McIntosh, as I have always under- 
stood, paid the penalty of his life in consequence 
of the disposition which he made against ‘the 
wishes of a large portion of his tribe, of the coun- 
try of his tribe, and because of a large amount of 
money which it was alleged had been paid to him 
to obtain a cession of the Creek country, over 
which he assumed a right to control. The coun- 
try.was sold against the wishes of the people, and 
Melntosh was murdered by a band of them headed 
by one of the principal chiefs belonging to the hos- 
tiles in the war of 1812. Sir, if you tell me that 
the Big Warrior and the Little Prince and William 
Melntosh slept over their rights for this length of 
time, and never whispered to this Government 
that they had a just demand, you would impress 
upon my mind things which I cannot believe. 
This consideration has been the great difficulty 
with me in coming to anything like a satisfactory 
conclusion in favor of the amendment. Ido not 
set up the lapse of time asan estoppelto the claim, 
but | oppose it because I believe the parties never 
thought themselves entitled to it. 

A great deal has been said about the quantity 
of land assigned the friendly Creeks. The war 
raged up and down the Alabama river, to the 
junction of the Coosa and Tallapoosa, and ex- 
tended up those two rivers as high as the Chero- 
kee line. The first battle which the troops under 
General Jackson fought was at Talflasahatchee. 
That Indian town hes now in the county of 
Benton, one of the most flourishing and pop- 
ulous counties in the State of Alabama. Be- 
low that lies the county of Talladega, which 
takes its name from the celebrated battle-ground 
of Talladega, where General Jackson dealt such 
destruction to the hostile Creeks, who had be- 
sieged for several days a portion of friendly In- 
dians. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Alabama whether my impression is correct 
in regard to this matter; for { understand that 
these counties belonged to the hostile Indians, and 
were given under the capitulation to the friendly 
Indians? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That, sir, is my under- 
standing. It was hostile country. There were 
but few friendly Indians settled in this country 
during the war of 1812. The great bulk of them 
were hostile. Those who were friendly, how- 
ever, fled to the Tennessee and the Georgia settle- 
ments—perhaps mostly to Tennessee—for succor 
and relief, and united with the whites, where 
many of them became efficient auxiliaries to the 
commanding generals in conducting their armies 
into the heart of the Creek nation. The junction 
of the two’ rivers was the seat of war, although 
there was no prominent battle fought there. Near 
the junction was one of the most populous Creek 
towns at that time in the whole Creek nation—the 
town of Coosawda—the first town, if I am not 
incorrectly informed, at which Tecumseh held 
his grand talk with the Creek chiefs in that vi- 
cinity. I live within three miles and a half of that 
town now, and I went there when the whole 
neighborhood was a wilderness, and inhabited by 
hardly any one but Indians. The very chief with 
whom Tecumseh talked was one of the warriors 
who fought at the battle of Calebee. Such ismy 
understanding. From that point Tecumseh went 


up among the hostiles between thetwo rivers, and 
ultimately to Tucabachee, where he held his grand 
council with the Big Warrior, who failed to take 
his counsel, and was charged by him with cow- 
ardice. The hostile country then was from Fort 
Mimms and below, up the Alabama river to. the 
points to which I have before alluded. 

It is very difficult, however, to define what lines 
govern Indians in the disposition of their prop- 
erty, or the claims they set up for their lands. 
No Lower Creek, so far as my knowledge ex- 
tends, went to the land assigned according to the 
stipulations of the treaty with General Jackson, 
except the Big Warrior and his adherents, if they 
could be called Lower Creeks. They, however, 
resided there before the war broke out. At the 
breaking out of the war, what were called the 
Creek or Muscogee nation owned a large portion 
of the State of Georgia, from the Ocmulgee river 
to the western line of Alabama, as it is now fixed, 
to the then border between the Choctaws and the 
Chickasaws. l will not undertake to say what 
was the dividing line between the Tallapoosa and 
Coosa Indians, and the Chattahoochee and Flint 
River Indians, because there was no regularly 
marked or dividing line between them. They 
seem to have rather distinct hunting grounds, in- 
stead of separate and distinct tracts of country. If 
i am not mistaken, however, and I have traveled 
through the whole of that country, the hostiles 
extended along the tributaries of the Tallapoosa 
and the Alabama until you come to the dividin 
waters between the Alabama, Tallapoosa, an 
Chattahoochee. That is what I understand to be 
the hostile country inhabited by the Indians who 


i waged war upon the citizens of Georgia, and 


what was then the frontier of the Mississippi 
Territory. i 

The Greek Indians who adhered to the Big 
Warrior, had too much intelligenceand too much 
sagacity to unite with the hostile Indians. I knew 
many of these friendly Indians. I lived among 
them, and knew their capacity to assertand main~ 
tain their rights. Many of them lived in the part 
of Alabama where I first resided. ; 
shall ever recollect, that the Big Warrior at. one 
time came with a sealed letter to the gentleman 
with whom I was living, and asked him.to read 
it. He said he was apprehensive it contained 
mischief, and the “ forked tongues’ talk,” to use 
his language. The letter was broken open, and 
it was found to be from Arbuthnot, in Florida, 
who was endeavoring to urge him and his people 
to take up arms and destroy the inhabitants liv-* 
ing in the newly acquired territory, and to smoke 
the great pipe of pence with the people of New 
Providence and the Spanish settlements. The 
gentleman with whom I resided, read the letter to 
the Big Warrior, and next morning, being sum- 
mer time, he took him out under the shade of a 


| large tree, and said he wanted to hear his “ talk.” 


The Big Warrior told him that he had made that 
treaty with General Jackson; that General Jack- 
son was a straight forward, plain man; that he 
himself was tired of war; that many of his people 
had been destroyed in the war, and he was utterly 


| opposed to its renewal; he was contented with his 
eondition, and he said that the message of Ar- 


buthnot should make no impression.on his tribe. 
Such was the language of that remarkable red 
man. I recollect, too, that a portion-of the neigh- 
bors, then new settlers in that Territory, qilected 
in the course of the morning, to ascertam what 
would be the Big Warrior’s determination on the 
communication made to him by Arbuthnot. He 


| directed the interpreter to-say to Mr. Mitchell, the 


gentleman with whom Į was living, and those 
standing by, that they need entertain no alarm, 
no apprehension; that his name wasto the treaty, 
and he intended to maintain the treaty sacredly. 
This gave peace.and quietness to the settlers. 

My knowledge of the country, which is now 
claimed to have been taken from the Indians, 
under the treaty of 1814, lying east of the Chatta- 
hoochee, is very limited; but from what I know 
of the country lying south and west of that, and 
within the limits of Alabama, I think that Gen- 


i 


I recollect, and . 
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eral Jackson not only did the United States a || 
service, but did the Indians themselves a service | 
in running a line which would cut off all commu- 
nication between the Seminoles and the Creeks. 
General Jackson showed great political forecast, | 
not only for the Government of the United States, | 
but for the Indians themselves, in cutting off all 
communications between the Indians as well as | 
the American citizens whin our own limits, and 

_ the Indians in the then Spanish dominions, which 
had a beneficial effect, I am satisfied, in prevent- 
ing future outbreaks. 

‘After the war, the friendly Indians returned to | 
their own homes. The “Big Warrior’? went || 
to the town of Tukabachee, where he lived and 
died. The Creek Indians, living on the Chatta- 
hoochee and the Flint rivers, remained at their | 
homes during the war, and I know of no Indian 
belonging to what I understood to be the Lower | 
Creeks, as they were generally denominated, who | 
ever went into the country assigned, between the 
rivers Coosa and Tallapoosa. 

Mr. BELL. Then, do J understand the Sena- || 
tor to say that the Lower Creeks, who were the 
friendly Indians, did not remove and occupy the 
ground assigned to them as an equivalent, by | 
General Jackson? i 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. They did not live there, | 
except the Big Warrior and his tribe. The hos- 
tile Indians had occupied the country between the 
Talapoosa and the Coosa, which General Jack- 
son gave to the friendly Creeks as an equivalent 
for the land taken from them. 

Mr. PETTIT. 1 wish to ask the Senator from 
Alabama a question, for I sincerely want inform- 
ation on this question, and I have not got it suf- | 
ficiently to satisfy my own judgment as to how | | 
ought to vote upon it. I wish to ask him whether 
the Government of the United States owns, and is | 
in possession of, or whether it has sold to indi- 
viduals, any lands in this region which it has not 
bought of some tribe. 1 understand that we ac- 
knowledge that the whole face of the country was 
once owned by the Indians, and that we claim it | 
only after having bought out their possessory 
right. Now, l wish to know whether there is any | 
large tract of country there for which these In- | 

dians are claiming pay, that we have not paid | 
! 
| 


either them or some ather tribes for? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
treaty of 1814? 

Mr. PETTIT. Atany time. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. All the country not 
embrated in the treaty of 1814 has since been ac- 
quired by the United States under other treaties. 

Mr. WALKER. IfI understand the question 
of the Senator from Indiana, itis whether, within 
this district, amounting to over eight millions of 
acres, we have ever acquired any other title than 
that which we obtained by the capitulation of 
1814. . 

Mr. PETTIT. The object of my question was 
for information. I take this position for the whole 
broad surface of the Union: It has been owned 
by innumerable tribes, and I hold that this Gov- 
ernment can have no lands upon this continent 
which it has not bought, in some capacity, at some | 
time, from some tribe. lt seems there is a large | 
quantity of land in Alabama and Georgia, for j| 
which a tribe of Indians claim payment from us. | 
What I want to know is, have we possessed our- | 
selves of any lands there which we have not j 
bought of, and paid for, to some tribe? i 

| 


Subsequently to the | 


Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir; we have. | 
Mr. PETTIT. That is what I want to know. | 
If that be the case, we ought to pay for it. 
Mr. JOHNSON. There are nearly ten millions | 
of acres which we have never paid br. ; 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Land was acquired : 
under the treaty made by General Jackson, both | 
in Alabama and on the eastern side of the Chat- | 
tahoochee river, in Georgia. Since this treaty, | 
all the other territory held by these Indians has | 
been purchased, and is now owned by the Gov- || 
ernment, or by citizens who have bought land | 
from the United States. There is no land there 
unappropriated to which the Indians have any 
title, except that under the treaty of 1832 each 
Creek head of a family was authorized to take 
three hundred and twenty acres; and a small por- 
tion of those lands are yet unsold, I understand, 
in Alabama, from the fact that some removed ! 
- without disposing of them, and others died before | 
they were disposed of; and these lands are yet || 


| 
i 
| 


|! titution for the injuries 
i| friendly Creek Indians.’ 


‘mon cause, 


held by the Government for the use and benefit of 
the Indians who were located on them. 
Mr. PETTIT. Then lunderstand the Senator 


ito say that we have acquired the whole face of 


this country, bought out the possessory right of 
some tribe without paying for it, this money being 
‘no necessary part of the consideration for any por- 
tion of the face of the country. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I take the ground that 
it has been paid for, and that is the reason why | 
cannot vote for this amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will read the instructions 
given to General Pinckney, when he went into 
this country: 

« ¢ The United States will retain so much of the conquered 
territory as may appear to the Government thereof to be a 
just indemnity for the expenses of the war, and as ayres- 
sustained by its citizens and the 
And he directed the terms to be 
communicated to the friendly Indians; and said: ‘You 
may likewise inform them, that the United States will not 


i forget their fidelity, but, in the arrangements which may be 
| made of the lands to be retained as indemnity, their claims 


will be respected; and such of their chiefs as have distin- 

nished themselves, by their exertion and valor in the com- 
will also receive a remuneration in the ceded 
lands, and in such manner as the Government may di- 
rect?” 


The Secretary of War also instructed General 
Pinckney that 


« One of the terms ofa peace with the hostiles must be 
an indemnification for the expenses of the war, by the ces- 
sion of so much land as should be deemed an equivalent.” 


And he directed further? $ 
«Phat the treaty should be, in form, altogether military, 


I| and in the nature of a capitulation.” 


These lands, in 1814, were taken by the Gov- 
ernment, under a treaty then entered into, in con- 
sideration of the expenses incurred in the war, 


and to remunerate the whites and friendly Indians | 


for the losses sustained. 
sation paid for the lands. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The great difficulty 
with me has been, that notwithstanding these 
chiefs set up a claim to lands which the command- 
ing general in 1814 attempted to take from them, 
the correspondence read by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas shows that the agent said when the treaty 
was made, that $60,000 would have been, he be- 
lieved, a full requital for all the claims they set up. 
In 1817, it will be recollected, they had a delega- 
tion here seeking compensation from the Govern- 
ment for spoliations committed in the war of 


That was the compen- 


| 1912-13, and 1814, and, if E am not mistaken, 


$85,000 were then appropriated to the Indians, as 
a full remuneration for all the claims they had on 
the Government up to that period. The parties 
mainly interested, and who were competent to 
vindicate their rights and enforce them before a 
liberal and enlightened Government, never asserted 
any right until many of those who served in the 
transaction had passed off the stage of action; and 
some two years ago an additional appropriation of 
$111,000 was made. Inthe mean time we have 
had some three or four treaties with these Indians, 
and all their territory lying within the present limits 
of the State of Georgia has been acquired. In 
that portion of country a large number, perhaps I 
might say the bulk of what were called the Lower 
Creeks, always resided, save the Big Warrior and 
his tribe, who lived on the Tallapoosa. In 1832, 
I think, we made the last treaty with these In- 
dians, and acquired all the lands they had lying in 
Alabama, except the reservation before alluded to. 
In all the treaties we have had, from that of 1814 
until the close of 1832, if there ever was any claim 
set up by that tribe of Indians for remuneration 


|| for land taken from them by this capitulation, it 


has never reached my ears. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think it very. possible 
that the Senator from Alabama did not hear the 
extracts which I read. My voice is peculiarly 
unfortunate to make myself heard; and I will ask 
the Senator whether he heard what I read from 
the report made in 1817, by Mr, Lowndes, and 
the report made in 1824, by Mr. McLane, and 
the answer of Mr. Hawkins to the interrogations 
of the War Department, in 1815? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ididnot. I, however, 
read Mr. Lowndes’s report some days age. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. They show that theclaim 
which has heretofore been prosecuted by the In- 
dians was exclusively for spoliations; that is, the 
aggregate of individual claims for their separate 
losses by depredations and the destruction of prop- 
erty by the hostiles. Those documents are con- 


clusive on that point; and I take it for granted, 
from the tenor of the remarks of the Senator from 
Alabama, that he did not hear me read them, be-, 
cause it is with great difficulty that I can make 
myself heard all over the Chamber. I take it for 
granted, also, that he is arguing in ignorance of 
the fact that in 1842, Opothleyoholo, now a dele- 
gate in this city attending to this business, pressed 
this claim before Mr. Hitcheock, who was sent 
out as an agent of the War Department, when the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. Beit] was at its 
head. He told him that the claim of the Creeks 
for lands and spoliations was one great cause of 
complaint on their part at that time. I quote 
this merely to show. that when agent Hawkins 
said $60,000 would have contented the Indians in 
1814, he had allusion entirely to the claim for 
spoliations on property. 

It is also inferred, from the silence of the In- 
dians, that they abandoned this claim, ‘To con- 
trovert this, 1 show that as late as 1842, Opothle- 
yoholo, in an Indian council, brought forward 
this unsatisfred demand; and he further stated that 
when General Jackson became President, the 
Creek Indians believed they would have full satis- 
faction for all their claims, because they had the 
most unlimited confidence in the integrity of Gen- 
eral Jackson. He went on further to state that 
when he came here it was at the time when Gen- 
eral Jackson was seriously pressed by the difficul- 
ties arising out of the Indian emigration, and the 
contests arising out of the fact that the Creeks and 
Cherokees had made a great many difficulties with 
the Government about the jurisdiction of the State 
govereignties. General Jackson was then very 
anxious for the emigration; and, according to the 
narrative Opothleyoholo gave at the time of his 
interview with General Jackson, his reply, in an- 
awer to the claim for indemnity for these spolia- 
tions of lands was, that as soon as they emigrated 
west the Government would settle with them for 
the whole amount of their claims. 

The Creek Indians were very much astonished 
when they emigrated west, in pursuance of the 
treaty of 1832, and found that the balance due 
them for property destroyed, $110,000, was not 
paid, and that some arrangement was not made 
about the land taken from them—eight, million 
acres——without compensation. A delegation came 
on before their removal, instructed to prefer this 
very claim; but the consideration of it was waived 
by General Jackson, who did not want to com- 
plicate himself by too many questions at that times 
but he assured them that their claims would be 
adjusted when they removed west. In the mean 
time, the old General had gone out of office, and 
they could no longer prefer their claims under the 
same friendly auspices which they expected to 
operate in their favor when he was President. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I was about to remark 
that it was strange that this claim was never men- 
tioned in the many treaties which were held with 
these Indians during the lifetime of the promi- 
nent actors in these scenes—during the lifetime of 
the Indians who signed the original treaty. There 
were many sagacious and shrewd men who had 
charge of these Indians as their agents during this 
time, and who, to my knowledge, were always 
alive to their interests. To none of them will I 
do more homage than to the agent who has been 
alluded to, (Mr. Hawkins.) Though buta youth, 
{ knew him slightly, and I can indorse the recom- 
mendations which have been made of him. The 
claim set up by Opothleyoholo in 1842, 1 do not 
remember that I have heard spoken of before. It 
will not have much weight with me, however, 
when such men as the Big Warrior, the Little 
Prince, and McIntosh, set up no claim before 
their death, hey lived many years after the 
treaty of 1814. 

Governor Mitchell succeeded Mr. Hawkins as 
agent, and Mr. Crowell followed him. There has 
been no period since when they have not had a 
most competent agent to supervise, control, and 
superintend them, as to their pecuniary matters. 
During the whole term of General Jackson’s ad- 
ministration, who was entirely familiar with these 
Indians, not a word was said, so far as my knowl- 
edge extends, about this claim. Although I have 
lived a great length of time in the country upon 
their borders, and mingled with them to a certain 
extent, | never heard a word of the claim until 
during the winter before the last. 

All these facts amount to a conviction on my 
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mind that these Indians, and those who guarded 
and controlled them, did regard as full compensa- 
tion the appropriation of money made in. 1817 
under Mr. Lowndes’s report, for all claims under 
the treaty of Fort Jackson. . 

I did not design, as the Senator from Virginia 
will do me the justice to say, to participate in this 
debate; but, having been alluded to, 1 deemed it 
proper to put myself right in reference to the vote 

should give. ` If I could vote for the claim as 
one of right, I would not hesitate to yield the 
amendment my support. I would gladly do so if 
I could believe I was doing an act of justice to 
these people. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Itis important that weshould 
have an Executive session; and | therefore move 
that the further consideration of this bill be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary of 
State, with accompanying documents, in answer 
to the resolution of the Senate of 30th of January. 

Mr. CASS. That resolution was introduced | 
on my motion, and [rise now to move that the | 
papers be referred to the Committee on Foreign- 
Reiations, and be printed. They have relation to | 
the proceedings of the Greek Government, con- 
nected with the affairof Dr. King, and are very 
interesting to the people of this country. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened; and. | 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 23, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | 
by Rev. Winitam H. MILBURN. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of yes- 
terday’s Journal. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I presume we may, by 
unanimous consent, dispense with the reading of 
yesterday ’s Journal, which is very lengthy. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection be made, 
the further reading of the Journal will be dis- 
pensed with, 

Mr. JONES, of New York. I object. The | 
Journal, in which we all are concerned, should be 

- read, so that, if there be any mistake, we may 
make the necessary correction. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and ap- 
proved, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MAURICE. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a personal explana- 
tion. 

{Cries of ** Agreed !?"] 

Mr. MAURICE. I was, much to my regret, 
prevented by sickness from being in attendance 
at the session of the House yesterday. I desire | 
simply to say, that if I had been present, I should | 
have voted in the negative on the bill to organize i 
the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska. If it be} 
in order, I would ask leave of the House to have 
my name recorded in the negative. 

[Cries of “I object!” 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that fifty thousand 
copies of yesterday’s Journal be printed for dis- 
tribution among the people. It relates to very im- 
portant proceedings, and ought to go out. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Friday next. 
The motion is submitted with a view that the: 
officers of the House may have an opportunity to į 
remove the carpet, and renovate the Hall. 

PENSION FRAUDS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Department of the Interior, | 
transmitting, in obedience to the resolution of the | 
House of the 11th instant, requesting the commu- | 
nication of such information as to the frauds on | 
the Pension Office mentioned in the late annual | 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions, and any 
other similar frauds which may have since been 


e 


; : ope 2 1 
discovered, as will exhibit theirnatureand extent, 


a report from the Commissioner of Pensions con- 
taining all the information in the possession of the 
Department on the subject. 

On motion by Mr. HAVEN, the communica- 
tion was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has moved that when the House adjourns, 
it be to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and 
nays, and tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wure Ler 
and Elousron were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Upon the suggestion of some 
friends around me, I withdraw my motion. 

Mr.SEYMOUR. | find that the communica- 
tion from the Department of the Interior, which 
was before the House just now, relates to frauds 
committed upon the Pension Office; and that sub- 
ject is now before the Committee on the Judiciary. 
{ therefore move to reconsider the reference that 
was made just now, and that the communication 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

No objection being made, the communication 


} was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DICKINSON. Isend to the Clerk’s table 


i| a notice of my intention to move for leave to in- 


troduce a joint resolution upon some subsequent 


day. 

The SPEAKER. The notice can be given 
under the rules. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. If the notice is a notice of 
the gentleman’s intention to introduce a joint res- 
olution, it can be given, and must be given, if ob- 
jected to, under the rule, at the Clerk’s table, 

Mr. HAMILTON. Then I object. 


I object, if it can be given 


Mr. COBB. I call for the regular order of 
business. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order 


is the consideration of the bill reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Bennerr,] ‘ granting lands 
equally to the several States to aid in the construc- 
tion: of railroads and for the support of schools.” 
The pending question is on a motion to recommit 
the bill; and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Hamixton] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask my friend from Mary- 
land to give way, to enable me to submit a motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, with a view of taking up 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HILLYER, I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move that when this House adjourns, it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next, for the purpose 
of enabling the Hall to be cleansed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
cannot take the floor from the gentleman from 
Maryland for that purpose. 

Mr. HILLYER. 
that a motion to adjourn over was a privileged 
motion. 

TheSPEAKER. So itis, if the gentleman can 
get the floor to make it, and so is a motion to ad- 
journ; but the gentleman must get the floor before 
he can submit either. 

Mr. BENNETT. 
tion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I requested the gentleman 
from Maryland to yield the floor to enable me to 
move to go into committee, with a view of taking 
up the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Now,]I will hear the sug- | 
gestion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
BENNETT.] 

Mr. BENNETT. I desire to make a sugges- į 
tion, which I trust will be favorably received by 
the House. I have no disposition to crowd the 
land bill in the way of the deficiency bill; and I 
therefore ask that the consideration of the bill 
which I reported some time ago be postponed four 
weeks from this date. 


I desire to make a sugges- 


I have always understood f action on this bill. 


| Mr. HAMILTON. 1 yield the floor to the 

| gentleman from New York: for. that purpose. : 
Mr. LETCHER. Let us understand whatthe 

question is now before the House. i 

The SPEAKER. Itis to postpone the con- 
sideration of the land bill reported by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Bennerr] four weeks 
from this date. . 

Mr. WHEELER. | I object. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Thegentleman from New 
pom has a right to submit the motion indicated 

y him. . 

Mr. BENNETT. I move that the consider- 
ation of the bill referred to be postponed four 
weeks. 7 
| The question was then taken; aad the motion 
was agreed to. 

So the consideration of the bill was postponed 
four weeks. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I now renew iny motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
j of taking up the deficiency bill. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
| was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Cuannten in the chair.) i 

The CHAIRMAN. When the deficiency bill 
| was last under consideration, there was an amend- 
| ment pending offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
| nois, (Mr. Wenrworrn.} : 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, I rise to a question of 
order. “The consideration of this bill, as well as 
other bills, having been set aside by order of the 
| committee, I make the point of order that we 
; must proceed to the consideration of the bill next 
succeeding the one last under consideration—that 
relating to the organization of the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion made by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puerrs] was, that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union upon the defici- 
ency bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. There is no motion submitted 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes that 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio was a 
very proper one. 

Mr. PHELPS. [ could not understand the re- 
| marks submitted by the gentleman from Ohio. I 
do not know that there is any objection to the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I object to the considera- 
tion of the bill now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, whether 
the committee shall proceed to the further consid- 
eration of the deficieney bill? . i 
|| Mr. WHEELER demanded a division. 
| The House then divided, and eighty-three voted 
| in the affirmative. A count in the negative not 
being demanded, the committee agreed to proceed 
to the consideration of the deficiency bill, 

Mr. PHELPS, Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to submit any additional remarks on the 
amendments now pending, except to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the necessity of speed 
In order to facilitate suc 
| speedy action, I propose to let the committee vote 
on the amendments without submitting any further 
| remarks. I hope, therefore, that the committee will 
proceed now to vote on the amendments made b 
the Senate. I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Wenrworra] will withdraw theamendment 
which he offered the other day, sò as to let the 
committee proceed to vote on the Senate amend- 
| ments. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH. Iam willing to with- 
| draw it, if there be no objection. 
| 


There being no objection, the amendment pro- 
osed by Mr. Wentworth was withdrawn. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now pro- 
| ceed to report the first amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page two, line twenty two of printed bill, strike out 
t two,” and insert “ four,” thus increasing the amount for 
extra clerk hire in the State Department from $2,000 to 
$4,000 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
; Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
| ment, 
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The question was put; and theamendment was 
agreed to. . 

The second amendment was then read, as fol- 
lows: 

Page three, after line fifty-seven, insert the following : 
For:contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, $15,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, that amend- 


ment was recommended by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in this House, but was not acted 
‘upon. The amendment is in accordance with 
the estimates of the Department. 

The question was taken; andthe amendment 
‘was agreed to. 


The third amendment was then reported, as 
follows: f 


Page four, after line sixty-four, insert the following: 
To pay expenses incurred by Edward Cunningham, act- 
_ ing consul at Shanghai, for a police force for the preserva- 
tion of the peace by American citizens, $572 80. 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, we propose 
to increase the amendment to the necessary amount 
expended. These expenses were rendered neces- 
sary under the treaty made between this country 
and China. The consuls at the ports of China 
adjust matters of provisional objects. Many of 
our seamen are there, and the preservation of the 
peace by them devolves upon us. Those in the 
ports of China are required to be brought before 
the consul. Mr. Cunningham was the acting 
consul at the time these expenses were incurred. 
The amount which is proposed to be paid is rec- 
ommended by our then Minister to China, as 
being for expenses necessarily incurred by the 
acting consul, It is also recommended by the 
Department of State. And the committee recom- 
mend a concurrence in this amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. f 


The fourth amendment was then reported, as 
follows: 

For payment of the claim of Thomas N. Johnson for 
his services as marshal at the port of Shanghai, from the 
Sthof December, 1851, to the 15th of September, 1853, the 
sum of 1,798 91. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, in this amend- 
ment there is a clerical error. The name of the 
person to whom this amount is due is Thomas M., 
not Thomas N. {hope that amendment will be 
made. 

I also propose another amendment to the amend- 
ment. Itis one reducingtheamount., Strike out 
“ninety-eight dollars’? and insert ‘eighty-one 
dollars,” and strike out ‘“ninety-one cents” and 
insert *‘ seventy-four cents,” so as to make thesum 
“$1,781 74. Mr. Johnson acted as the marshal in 
these ports, and this appropriation only affords 
him a fair salary for the services performed. It 
is recommended by the late Minister to China, 
and also by the Department of State. The com- 
mittee is satisfied that the amount is justly due to 
Mr. Johnson. : 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; which was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
as amended, and it was put; and the amendment 
agreed to. 


The fifth Senate amendment was then read, as 
follows: 

Page four, after line sixty-four, insert the following: 

For payment to Jobn Boziman Kerr, in addition to his 
salary and allowances as chargé d’affaires to Nicaragua, the 
amount of his expenses on the joumey to San Salvador and 
Guatemala, and of his expenses at those capitals under bis 
commissions to the Governments of those Republhies, to. 
gether with a full outfit as chargé d’affaires to the national 
representation of Central America. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in this Sen- 
ate amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I should like 
to know the reasons which induced the committee 
to come to that conclusion. 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Puerps] state the amount which will be ap- 

- propriated by this amendment? It is not stated, 

Mr. PHELPS. There is a portion of the 
amount proposed by this amendment which may 
be paid to Mr. Kerr; and that-is his traveling ex- 
penses on the journey to San Salvador and Gua- 
temala. 

Mr. ORR. What is about the amount? 

Mr. PHELPS. It is proposed by this amend- 
ment to allow him a full outfit as chargé d’affaires 
to the national representation of Central America, 
in addition to his usual salary, which was $4,500; 


in addition, I say, to his usual salary as chargé | 


d’affaires to Nicaragua. He was appointed chargé 
d’affaires to Nicaragua, and he also bore with him 
letters of credence to the national representation 
of Central America, if such a Government should 
be established. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the instructions 
given to Mr. Kerr by the State Department, and 
also a copy of instructions given to him after his 
departure from this country. The first. extract, 
which J will read, bears date the 2lst of April, 
1851. It is as follows: 


« Your salary will be at the rate of $4,500 a year. You 
will also be allowed an outfit equal toà year’s salary, and 
an amount equal to aquarter’s salary towards defraying the 
expenses of your return, when you take leave of the Nicar- 
agua Government at the conclusion of your mission. 


1 here remark, that that is the salary fixed by 
law, making an outfit of $4,500, the only salary of 
a chargé d’affaires of all our officers of that grade; 
anda quarter’s salary is also allowed them for the 
purposes stated in the instructions which I have 
read. That Mr. Kerr has had. 

Again, the Secretary of State instructs Mr. 
Kerr to exchange ratifications and treaties be- 
tween the United States and the Republic of San 
Salvador and Guatemala. 

As to the expenses to be incurred in the per- 
formance of that duty, and other duties, the in- 
structions say: ; 

« As the discharge of this and of other duties confided to 
you may render it necessary for you to visit other Central 
‘American States besides Nicaragua, yon will be allowed 
your necessary traveling expenses on your way thither, and 
while on your return to Leon, These, however, will not 
include the expenses consequent upon your sojourn in the 
capitals of either of the States. You will keep a regular 
account of those expenses, which must be supported by 
vouchers, in every instance where they can be obtained, 
to be transmitted with your account for adjustment at the 
Treasury.” 


Those expenses can be paid without further 
legislation. Such necessary expenses can be paid 
out of the appropriations for the contingent ex- 
penses of foreign missions. 

I will read another extract from the instructions 
given to Mr. Kerr. It is as follows: 

‘Tn case you should deem it advisable to recognize the 
national representation of Central America, created by the 
treaty between Nicaragua, San Salvador, and Honduras, 
of the 8th of November, 1849, a letter accrediting you to 
its Minister for Foreign Affairs is herewith transinitted.’? 

Mr. Kerr was never appointed a Minister to 
the national representation of Central America, 
and for that reason the Committee of Ways and 
Means were of opinion that he is not entitled to 
any additional salary, or any additional outfit, 

The committee recommend a non-concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate» 

Mr. ASHE. [ will ask my honorable friend 
from Missouri if Mr. Kerr did not discharge the 
duties of both missions, not merely the one at Nic- 
aragua, but at Central America, to which court 
he bore a letter of credence? it has been usual to 
allow, under similar circumstances, to double out- 
fits, and I cannot see any good reason why it 
should not be allowed in thiscase. It was allowed 
very lately to Major Donelson, when he was 
required to go from Berlin, the court to which he 
was originally accredited, to the Germanic Con- 
federation. If allowed toa Democratic represent- 
ative, where is the justice in refusing toa Whig? 
We should feed all out of the same spoon. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will tell the gentlefnan the 
difference. o 
of Minister at Berlin, was duly appointed Minis- 


ter to the Germanic Confederation, vacated the | 


first appointment, and, under hisnew appointment, 
was entitled to an outfit under his last appoint- 
ment, and received it. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would like, by the 
consent of the committee, to have the report of Mr. 
Evererr, in the Senate, read. It is very short, 
and { think it makes the matter very plain. 1 
think we should concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. The report states the facts fully. I send 
it to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be read. 

The report was read. : 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Missouri why the amount to be 
appropriated is not specified in the amendment? 

Mr. PHELPS. Astothat matter, I cannot say. 
This is an amendment adopted by the Senate. It 
is. proposed to allow him, in addition to his salary 
as chargé d’affaires at Nicarauga, full outfit as 
chargé d’affaires to the national representation of 


Major Donelson, holding the office | 


Central America. That would be $4,500. So far 
as his traveling. expenses in going to San Salvador 
and. Guatemala are concerned, he will have to. 
show his vouchers for them. These expenses can 
be- paid now without legislation. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
word in reference to this matter. . 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest that the gentleman 
move an amendment. Weare now-under the five- 
minute rule, but it has, so far, been very little 
observed. l 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move to strike out any 
word of the amendment, so that I may beallowed 
to say a few words. f 
I have carefully looked at the Senate amend- 
ment, and find that it is in strict conformity with 
the previous practice of the Government. Mr. 
Kerr was put to great expense in fulfilling the 
desires of the Government, and the amendment, 
in my judgment, ought to be concurred in. The 
Senate has strictly conformed with the practice of 
the Government. 

Mr. PHELPS: I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia, merely for the pur- 
pose of saying that he and myself understand the 
precedents differently. | will read an extract from 
the report of Mr. Evererr. He says: 

« Several similar cases are found in onr diplomatic his- 
tory, of which ihat of Mr. Donelson is the most recent and 
clearly analogous. This gentleman being Minister Pleni- 
potentiary at Berlin, was commissioned in the same char- 
acter to the central Germanic Government at Frankfort, 
and under that commission allowed a full outfit.” 

Mr. Donelson, while holding the position of 
Minister Plenipotentiary at Berlin, was nomina- 
ted by the President and confirmed by the Senate 
as Minister to the Germanic Confederation at 
Frankfort. When appointed to the latter posi- 
tion, his diplomatic functions at Berlin ceased, 
and he was allowed his salary and his outfit, Mr. 
Kerr, however, was only appointed chargé 
d’affaires at Nicaragua; he never held a commis- 
sion as chargé d’affuires to the national represent- 
ation of Central America. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
He held a commission exactly in the same words 
to the national representation at Central America 
that he did to Nicaragua. The language is iden- 
tical with the exception of the change of name. 

Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman refers to the 
report, he will find that he is mistaken. There is 
merely an authority for him to exchange ratifica- 
tions of treaty with the Republic of San Salvador, 
another for him to exchange ratifications of treaty 
with the Republic of Guatemala, and a letter of 
credence to the national representation at Central 
America; but his commission was as chargé d’af- 
faires to Nicaragua. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. , 
Mr. STEPHENS. I withdraw my amend- 

ment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I merely desire to suggest to 
the gentleman from Missouri, that I have before 
me the letter of Mr. Webster, then Secretary of 
State, appointing Mr. Kerr. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio move an amendment? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will, if it is necessary. I 
move to strike out the words ‘addition to his 
salary,” for the purpose of enabling me to say a 
few words. : 

I have before me the report of Mr. EVERETT 
upon this subject, which has just been read to the 
committee, and which, it seems to me, ought to 
be conclusive upon the subject. 

A distinction is drawn by the gentleman from 
Missouri between the case of Mr. Donelson and 
that of Mr. Kerr. Now, I do not think the facts 
will sustain that position. Mr. Donelson was 
Minister Plenipotentiary at Berlin, and received 
an outfit of $9,000. He was then appointed Min- 
ister to the Germanic Confederation, and received 
an additional outfit of $9,000. 

Mr. PELELPS. I would ask the gentleman if 
Berlin is not within the Germanic Confederation? 

Mr. TAYLOR. That makes the case still 
stronger. He had $18,000 within the Germanic 
Confederation; and why should not Mr. Kerr have 
the outfit of a chargé when he was appointed to 
asecond mission? Here is Mr. Webster’s letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasnineton, November 20, 1851. ? 


Sır: The President of the United States having thought 
proper to name John Bozman Kerr their chargé d’affaires 


I will say one 


aw 
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to the national representation of Central America, I have 
the honor of announcing the same to your Excellency, and 
of praying you to give credence to whatever. he shall say 
to you on my part. ‘He knows the concern which our Re- 
public takes in the interest and prosperity of the national 
representation of Centrai America; our strong desire. to 
cultivate its friendship, and to. deserve it by ail the good 
oflices which may be in our power. He knows, also, my 
zeal to promote these by whatever may depend upon my 
ministry. : 

I have no doubt that Mr. Kerr will so conduct himself as 
to merit your confidence; and [ avail myself with pleasure 
of this opportunity to offer to you the assurance of my most 


distinguished consideration. 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 
His Excellency Tue MINISTER or FOREIGN. AFFAIRS, 
of the national representation of Central America. 

Now, it has always been the practice of Con- 
gress to allow a gentieman who has been appointed 
temporarily Chargé or Minister, even if he is not 
confirmed by the Senate, the usual outfit and sal- 
ary. Why make an exception in this case? The 
Senate, on full consideration, have allowed the 
outfit, and I hope this committee will not make a 
distinction against Mr. Kerr. He maintained his 
residence in Nicaragua, and went on an additional 
mission to Central America by order of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and under a commission 
from the Secretary of State, and it seems to me 
that he is justly entitled to the outfit usually 
allowed. 

I now withdraw my amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senate; and it was concurred in. 

The sixth amendment was read, as follows: 

Page six, after line one hundred and thirty-three, insert 
the following: i 

For rent of surveyor general ’s office in California, pur- 
chase of instruments, records, drawing materials, furniture, 
fuel, and pay of messengers, $4,000. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The seventh amendment was read, as follows: 

For compensation of a draughtsman and clerks for the 
Office of the surveyor general of California, $10,000, 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The eighth amendment was read, as follows: 


For contingent expenses in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions: For stationery, $1,000; for binding 
books, $1,000 ; for office furniture, $1,0005 for printing and 
engraving bounty land certificates, $1,509 ; for miscellane- 
Gus items, $1,500. , 

Mr. PHELPS. The committee recommend a 
concurrence in that amendment also. 

The question was taken; and the 
was concurred in. - 

The ninth amendment was read, as follows: 

For continuing the surveys in the northern portions of 
Jowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, at the rates now author- 
ized by law, $40,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. The committee recommend a 
concurrence in this amendment. It is for the 
purpose of continuing the surveys, which, if they 
are not made this year, will be made the next. 

The question was then taken; and the ‘amend- 
ment was agreed to. j 

The amendment next in order was then read, as 
follows: 

Page seven, after line one hundred and fifty-eight, insert 
the following :` 

For. completing and Keeping in order the grounds south 
of the President’s House, $9,770. 

Mr. PHELPS. The committee recommend a 
non-concurrence in that amendment, 

Mr. CRAIGE. I understand that the money 
that was appropriated for this purpose has been 
already exhausted. These grounds are in a very 
bad condition, making the neighborhood quite 
unhealthy. The health of a former President was 
very much injured, so much so that his family 
removed during the summer months to the heights 
at Georgetown. There are pools of water in the 
grounds in question, which it is desirable should 
be filled in with earth. From what] learn I think 
it is indispensable that the improvements asked 
for should be made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
out all but the words ‘< §9,000,”’ merely for the 
purpose of saying that the appropriation asked 
for here is to be applied to the improvement of 
the grounds south of the President’s House: Be- 
tween the street and south of the President’s 
house is a wall, and also a canal. You will find, 
by examining the appropriations for the last six 


amendment 


or seven years, that there have been expended 
upon the piece of ground in. question about 
$60,000. The appropriation now asked for is an 
additional one, necessary, it is said; to: complete 
the improvement of this ground. ; 

Mr.CRAIGE. Whatever theamount expended 
may have been, I do not know. One thing is very 
evident, that the grounds should-be still further 
improved; and another thing is quite certain, that 
the workmen who have been. employed upon these 
improvements have not been paid. The Govern- 
ment ought to pay for the improvements which 
are now going on there. 

Mr. JONES. There were a great many per- 
sons at work there on-last Saturday, and I have 
no idea that the sum named here, or $50,000 ad- 
ditional, will be sufficient to complete the improve- 
ments upon this ground. i $ 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Jones,] and I desire to say but a few words 
in regard to this matter. It is true that a large 
amount of money has been expended upon this 


ground, but the improvement required there was į 


a very extensive and a very expensive one. Gen- 
tlemen who have been familiar with this city for 
the last ten or twelve years, will recollect that at 
one time there was a very deep ravine upon this 
ground, and that nearly the whole place has had 
to be filled up with earth brought from other 
places—sometimes a great distance. The expend- 
iture of $66,000 is really a matter of no conse- 
quence, in comparison with the great improvement 
which has been already made. The work is now 
nearly completed; and the sum now asked for 
will put the ground in a very fine condition, In- 
asmuch as the health of the President, and of his 


t 
I 


family, and the beauty of the city, depend upon | 
this improvement, I think there ought to be no! 


hesitation upon the part of the committee in pass- 
ing the appropriation now asked for. 
Mr. JONES, 


| offered, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon 
concurring with the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to strike out the 
words $9,000. That will make the sum $770. 
According to the information I have had in regard 
to that piece of land, the first appropriation that 
was made by Congress was expended in making 
a fish-pond—in making this very hole about which 
the gentleman talks, which had: to be filled up 


| subsequently by an additional expenditure of the 
| public money. 


I was upon the ground the other day, and I 
saw that the lot was pretty well laid out, and that 
the grass was coming up; and J cannot exactly 
understand, under these circumstances, what they 
-want with the $9,000 asked for: The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Crater] says that 
debts have been contracted which we ought to 
meet. I shall vote against this appropriation, for 


I withdraw the amendment I | 


I think it is high time that Congress should give | 


their officers to understand that they are to ex- 
pend the money which is appropriated, and not 
to expend money in advance of appropriations, 
and then ask for additional appropriations. Iam 
for confining them to the law asit is written, and to 
compel them to make theiraction-correspond with 
it. We hold the first place here. They are our 
servants and agents, and they are to perform their 
duties in compliance with the law as written, and 
not the law as they choose to enlarge it. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I apprehend that if the law 
were carried out on that maxim, we would never 
get work properly done. . While the principle, as 
a general one, is correct, it would not work well 
if it were carried out too strictly. It is often 
necessary for the employees of Government to 
perform works which have not been provided for 
by general appropriation. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina will permit me to interrupt him, I would 
ask him if this is one of the cases he speaks of? 

Mr. CRAIGE. I think it is. It would be a 
very extraordinary thing, indeed, Mr. Chairman, 
where the Government of the United States has 
appointed officers for the purpose of performing 
duties, and where it may have been necessary, in 
order to carry on the affairs of Government, that 


‘there should be a particular work performed by 


these officers, that, under that general law of the 
Government, such work exscripta, and not pro- 
vided for specifigally, could not be done. This 


House never recognized any such doctrine, how 
much soever we may be disposed. to save the funds 
of the Government. " Whenever the Government 
contracts a debt, let us payit whatever it iS: =; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer,] to strike out the appro- 
priation of- $9,000. oer ee 

Mr. TAYLOR. Is not an amendment to the 
amendment in order ? ; ; $e 

The CHAIRMAN. It isnot. There is an 
amendment to the amendment pending. T 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on 
concurring with the amendment reported from the 
Senate. . 

Mr. SAGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to reduce 
the appropriation $5,000, for the purpose of ask- 
ing a question. I should like to know the amount 
that has been expended here? It is said on the 
other side of the House that it would require all 
this money to complete the improvement. Ifthis 
is so, what amount has been expended; and how 
much more are we to pay? ; 

Mr. LETCHER, (intePrupting.) With the 
consent of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Sace,] I desire to ask the chairman of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means whether, in this very 


case, by an amendment of Mr. Seymour, of. New 
York, it was not proposed to give a bond for. fin- 
ishing this work with the appropriation made by 
the last Congress? ENE 

Mr. HOUSTON. . I have not looked, particu- 
larly at this matter myself. But, in reply to the 
questions propounded by the gentlemen from 
New York and Virginia, [Messrs. Sace and 
Lercuer,} I would say this: I do not know the 
amount of money that has been expended on the 
improvement of these grounds. think, how- 
ever, that my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
is mistaken as to the amount; although, if he has 
examined it, I will not controvert his statement. 
During the first session of the last Congress an 
appropriation was made of $12,000 for this pur- 
pose; and, on the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means, a proviso was appended 
to the appropriation, saying that this amount, or 
any part of it, should not be expended until, and 
unless, a contract was entered into for the entire 
completion of the grounds. Well, Mr. Chairman, 
that sum: is gone. The present occupant of the 
White Elouse had nothing to do with it.. The 
money was expended before he came into power; 
and although it may have been expended—I care 
not in what way—are we then to leave the grounds 
unimproved, while there is the best reasdn to be- 
lieve that their being left so produce sickness to 
the inhabitants. : foes 

Now, sir, I am .not generally in the habit of 
voting for this kind of appropriation. Butit seems 
to me that this isa case which appeals more strongly 
to us than almost any other; and for the reason 
that the best opinion is, that leaving the grounds 
in their present condition; the condition in which 
they were during the winter and spring, they 
produce sickness in that quarter of the city, and 
compel the occupants of the White House to 
leave it every summer, and seek a residence at 
some other place; it seems to me that, under such 
circumstances, you should appropriate money 
enough to complete the improvement. If it is ad- 
mitted that the grounds, in their incomplete state, 
produce sickness, then I think we ought to com- 
plete the improvements; and while I will contend, 
and ever have contended, not only by speech. but 
by votes, for a strict adherence to the rule which 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Lercurr] lays 
down, in reference to confining the expenditure of 
moneys for public works to the amount appropri- 
ated, yet if there is any casé in which a violation 
of that rule is admissible, it is the one. now under 
consideration. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is avn amendment now pend- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York is pending. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation one dollar. i 

if I understand the matter correctly, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means recommend that this 
appropriation be stricken out of the bill; in ether 
words, that the committee shall non-concur in 
the amendment of the Senate;.and yet, remarkable 
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as it is, the chairman of the,Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Hovusron]—the committee 
which makes this recommendation—advocates 
this as a necessary appropriation. 

Mr. CRAIGE, (interrupting.) I presume that 
the reason why the Committee of Ways and 
Meana made their recommendation was, that at 
the time they came to their determination, they 
supposed that the amount could be placed’ in the 
general appropriation bill, and that it would answer 
every purpose. But the factis,as | have become 
well satisfied, that a great portion of this work is 
already completed, and the Government is in- 
debted to the contractors for it. That being the 
case, the appropriation should be made in this bill. į 
The money is due, and the contractors are com- 
pelled, for the want of this appropriation, to bor- 
row money to carry on the work, and to pay a 
high rate of interest for it. Justice, therefore, 
requires that this appropriation should be made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 desire to say a word or 
two in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Lereper,] which seem to place 
me in a false position, 1 have not the charge of | 
this bill; and although the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, as such, has recommended a non- | 
concurrence in theaction of the Senate, yet, as ans 
judividual member of the committee, I have the 
right to differ from that recommendation. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PueLrs] has the 
charge of this bill, and I pursue, in my action as 
an individual, the course which my judgment 
sugeests. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me that the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
is somewhat in the position of General Taylor— 
voted down by his own Cabinet. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatis very often the case. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means has often to defend the action of the com- 
mittee when that action is in direct conflict with 
his own opinion and judgment. 

But in this particular case | believe I was absent 
from the city when the bill was reported to the 
House; and, therefore, | am at liberty to take 
such a course in reference to itas I see fit, guided 
by the dictates of my judgment and sense of duty. 
J believe it is right, and therefore [ advocate it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means one | 
question; and that js, Whether this appropriation 
will improve the political atmosphere of the Dem- 
ocratic party ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The political atmosphere of 
the Democratic party is pure now; it was im- 
proved last night. (Laughter.] 

Mr. LETCHER. If there is no objection, I 
will withdraw my amendment. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I offer an 
amendment which 1 send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For furnishing an additional number of iron settees for 
the President’s and Capitol grounds, $1,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would ask the gentleman 
if that appropriation has been recommended by a 
committee? : 

Mr. KERR. I should like to know whether 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommended 
that? 

Mr. STANTON. 


The necessity of the case 
recommends if, 


Mr, HOUSTON. As [understand it, nocom- į; i y 
l! only put it to the officer last year to do this work 


~ ittee at all has recommended it. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. STAN- i 
town’s amendment; and it was agreed to—ayes 60; | 
noes‘not connted. | 
Mr. COBB. I desire to offer an amendment, | 
and to make a remark or two, not by way of 
edifying the House, but for the purpose of satis- i 
fying myself as to the intention in reference to the 
point to which my amendment refers. I move to 
add at the end of the amendment the following: 


Provided, That no part of said appropriation shall be 
expended in pulling down the stone wall south of the Presi- 
dent’s House and grounds, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment | 
in good faith. But in order that I may know i 
whether J am right in the information upon which 
] have based the amendment, I will ask the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, whether the report I have heard is true, 
that any portion of this appropriation is intended 


- 


to be expended in pulling down the stone walls 
south of the President’s House and grounds? 

Mr. CRAIGE [will state to the geneman 
that I do not know that there is any such inten- 
tion. 

Mr. COBB. Well, then, in order to make the 
matter sure, Í hope the amendment will be adopted. 
l have heard such a report, and | want to make it 
gure that that stone wall shal} not be pulled down. 
It has been the policy of the various Administra- 
tions'in reference to the improvements; no, sir, 
{ will not say it has been their policy, but in the 
experience I have had since | have been amember 
of Congress, my observation has been, that it has 
been the practice of the various Administrations 
to build up one year and pull down the next. It 
is true, that by carrying out such a policy we 
shall benefit the laboring classes. But! ask, is it 
the true policy for this Government to adopt? Is 
it the true policy for Corigress to sanction? Is it 
good policy for us to authorize the pulling down 
of that wall, which has been there ever since I 
have been in Washington city as a member of 
Congress? Such, I understand, is the intention. 
Sir, Í desire to protect that wall. It has been there 
for many years. It will cost considerable to re- 
move it; and I can see no reason why it should be 
done. In my humble judgment, the grounds 
within the inclosure, south of the President’s 
Elouse, cannot be beautified more than they now 
are. Why not allow them to remain? Why 
remove the old landmarks which have been in 
existence so long? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. l rise to a 
question of order. I submit that~the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama is not in order, 
for the reason that it has no relevancy to the Sen- 
ate amendment to which it is offered. When the 
amendment speaks of improving the grounds 
south of the President’s House, it means that por- 
tion of the grounds south of the inclosure. ‘The 
designation of the grounds south of the Presi- 
dent’s House has always been understood to mean 
those, not inctuding the grounds within the inclo- 
sure around the President’s House. | submit, 
therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama is not in order, being irrelevant. 

Mr. COBB. The suggestion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky will not cover my object. I have 
understood that it is the intention to remove these 
walls, and that I meant to prevent. I say put the 
proviso in. If it be not the object to do what is 
supposed, the proviso will do no harm. The gen- 
tleman knows the wall is south of the very grounds 
proposed to be improved. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HAVEN. I oppose this amendment, and 
shall briefly explain my reasons for doing so. I 
do not expect that the committee will listen to me 
on this small subject,as they have been dealing 
for the last fortnight with empires. lam con- 
trolled in my vote, and expect'to be, by this con- 
sideration: The last Congress made an appro- 
priation o£ R1200 to complete the work on this 
ground; and on motion by an honorable gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Seymour,} there was a 
proviso added that the-amount should not be 
used unless security was given by the contractor 
that it should complete the work. Now, if the 
contractor of the Government has discharged his 
duty, there is security for the completion of the 
work; and I, for one, will not vote in this Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
overlook a consideration of that kind. We not 


for a given sum, hnt we ordered him not to do it 
unless he had security that that sum should com- 
pleteit. Here we are now asked for an appropri- 
ation of some nine thousand and odd dollars. 1, 
for one, will not vote for it; others may if they 
please. 

Mt. JONES, of Tennessee. [ would ask that 
the law of the last session may be read. 

The Clerk read the law, as follows: 


“To complete the improvements on the square south of 
the President’s House, $12,000: Provided, That the grounds 


can be filled up, and the surface completed for the sum | 


herein appropriated, and a contract for the completion of 
the work with good security be tendered and accepted ata 
sum not exceeding this amount.”? 

Mr. HAVEN. That is the reason why I sus- 
tain the report of the Committee of the Whole, 
although the Chairman opposes. it. 

Mr. CRAIGE. If the officer who had the work 
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to be left in an unfinished state. 
‘information I have obtained, ad a member of the 


in charge has not done his duty, and the work is 
not finished, that is no reason why we should not 
now complete it. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not care who the officer 
was, who appointed him, or who are responsible 
for him. For one, L do not mean to be respon- 
sible for the subject. 

The. question was then taken on Mr. Coxs’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
out the whole amount, for the purpose of inquiring 
of the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, whether he can inform the com- 
mittee what it is intended to do in reference to 
the public grounds south of the President’s House? 
In passing there Saturday last, } observed that the 
street running south of the President’s House 
was fenced across. Iam ata loss to know what 
is the design. Is it proposed to take down the 
wall to which the gentleman from Alabama refers, 
and ‘include all from the President’s House to the 
canal in the President’s grounds? 

Mr. CRAIGE. I haveanswered that question 
before. 1 told the gentleman from Alabama that 
l did not know whether it was contemplated to re- 
move the wall south of the President’s House or 


| not. Efitbenecessary, then we should improve the 


grounds south of that wall, I stated that during 
the last Administration, the President of the Uni- 
ted States was compelled to remove his family 
from the President’s House to the heights of 
Georgetown, because they could have no health 
there in consequence of ponds, whether fish ponds 
or not, ldo not know. These appropriations are 
made for the purpose of filling up these holes, 
leveling the grounds, ard covering them with 
grass, ‘They are to put those grounds in the same 
condition with the other public grounds. 

Mr. JONES. I think, sir, the gentleman will 
find, by examination, that the Long Bridge across 
the Potomac river, which is causing the river to 
be filled up above and below that bridge, so that 
it is now not unfrequently, at low water, naked 
for a large extent, is more deleterious to the health 
of that part of the city than this piece of ground 
south of the President’s House. But why is it 
that the street has been fenced up? 

Mr. COBB. It is not a street. 
part of the public grounds. 

Mr. JONES. It has been open ever since I 
have been in Washington, and used as a street; 
and around that south wall there is a pavement. 

Mr. CRAIGE. All the travel is on the other 
side. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, I do not think that 
if the sum appropriated by the last Congress has 
been found insufficient to finish the improvements 


It is only a 


| upon this ground south of the President’s House, 


this committee ought to hesitate to appropriate a 


| small amount to finish them. 


The argument of the gentleman from New York 
seems to me to be entirely inconsistent with good 
policy in this respect. It is well known to the 
gentlemen of this committee that the grounds 
south of the President’s square border on the 
mouth of Tiber creek, where it enters into the 
Potomac, and that the ground is very flat, and 
hence exceedingly unhealthy. The remark of the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee in regard to the effect 
of the Potomac bridge upon the health of that part 
of the city may be correct. “But is it not wise for 
us to have the improvements of these grounds 
completed, as they have been so far advanced ? 
Suppose the money heretofore appropriated has 
been squandered, we are not responsible for that. 
The responsibility belongs to the Executive. We 
are asked by a responsible person to appropriate 
$9,000 to complete the improvements of these 
grounds, and it seems to me that they ought not 
From what 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
think it is absolutely necessary to make this ap- 
propriation, and I hope the committee will concur 
in the amendment of the Senate, and pass on to 
something else. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jones ’s amend- 
ment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. ` I move to amend the Senate 
amendment, so as to reduce the appropriation 
$5,000; and I do it for the purpose of asking the 
same question as I asked before. | wish to know 
how much of the $9,700 has been already ex- 
pended? Iask the question in order that 1 may 
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be able to guess what amount will be asked for i 
the next deficiency bill. : 
Mr. CRAIGE. I will answer the gentleman’s 

~ question as far as I amable to do it. The Super- 
intendent of Public Buildings and Grounds says 
that this amount is necessary. I cannot tell the 
gentleman how much has been alréady expended, 
for the reason that the work is now going on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then you do not know but 
what just as much will be called for next. year? 

Mr. CRAIGE. I cannot say as to that. | 
think that this sum will be sufficient to finish the 
improvements. That is the opinion of the Super- 
intendent of Public Buildings and Grounds, of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
of everybody acquainted with the work. But I 
cannot say how much has already been expended. 
About half the grounds have been turfed, all the 
ditching has been done, and the work is now 
going on. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw the amendment 
I offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate, as 

` amended by the committee. | 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 72, noes not counted. 

So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The eleventh amendment was read, as foliows: 

Page eight, after line one hundred and eighty-four, insert 
the following: 

For iron flagging in front of the old portion of the Patent 
Office Building, and altering windows and private stair-way 
$5,730, - , 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment. They deem it advisable, before 
making the appropriation asked for, to wait until 
the improvements are nearly finished about the 
Patent Office Building. 

The question was then taken; and the com- 
mittee refused to concurin the Senate amendment, 


The twelfth amendment, next in order, was then į 
read, as follows: 

For altering streets and repaving in front of tne east wing 
ofthe Patent Office Building, iron railing and flagging, and 
painting new saloon, $14,250. 

Mr, PHELPS. The committe make the same 
recommendation in this case—a non-concurrence 
with the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Do I understand 
that the committee recommend a non-concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate? 

Mr. PHELPS. The committee deem it advi- 
sable that the building should be finished before 
the appropriation asked for is made. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I ask, forin- 
formation simply, if this work has not already 
been done? if debts have not been contracted 
which make it necessary that this appropriation 
shall be made? 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was not concurred in. 

The thirteenth amendment was then read, as | 
follows: : 

For furnishing the rooms of the new wing of the Patent 
Office Building with furniture, and providing the saloon 
therein with cases for models , $45,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. The committee recommend a 
concurrence in that amendment. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 


The fourteenth amendment was then read, as 
follows: 


Far completing the improvement of Pennsylvania ave- 
nue from Seventeenth to Twenty-sixth street west, $9,000: 
Provided, That all appropriations herein made for repairs 
and improvements of the public buildings or grounds within 
the District of Columbia, shal! be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. Í 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Waysand 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment.. * 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I would ask 
the gentleman from Missouri what reason the 
committee assign for recommending a non-con- 
currence with this amendment? The work is in 
a half-finished state, and ought to be completed. 

Mr. PHELPS. During the last session of Con- 
gress an appropriation was made for the purpose 
of completing and paving the grounds; and a strict | 
contract was required to be entered into for that: 


{| as follows: 


purpose. We understand that the work could 
not have been acceptéd under that contract. Sach 


is the report of the Superintendentof Public Build- |! 
ings. There has been a change in that office; and jj 
I do not know by what means it happened that 
the public has been injured by the non-fulfiliment 
of the contract entered into by the contractor for 
the pavement of these grounds. The Committee 
of Ways and Means, for this reason, recommend 
nen-concurrence in {he amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now re- |! 
port the fifteenth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose that the committee 
consider the jifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, and 
eighteenth amendments together. It is only an- 
ticipating the amount due under treaty stipula- 
tions to the Sioux Indians, and is taken up for 
the Indian appropriation bill, The committee 
recommend concurrence in them. The money is 
due by treaty stipulations. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 
the Clerk will read those amendments. ` 

Š 

The amendments were then reported, as fol- 
lows: 

For fulfilling treaties with the Sioux of the Mississippi : 
For the third of filty instalments of interest, at the rate of 
five per cent. per annum, on $1,360,000, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of 23d July, 16519 $63,000. 

_ For the third of fifty installments of interest, at the rate of |; 
five per cent, per annum, on $112,000, being the amount 
in lieu of the reservation set apart in the third article of the 
trealy of 23d July, 1851, per Senate’s amendment thereof, 
$5,600. ; 

_ For the third of fifty installments of interest, at the rate of 
five per cent. per annum, on $1,360,000, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of Sth August, 1851, $58,000, 

For the third of fifty installments of interest, at the rate 
of five per cent. per annum, on $69,000, being the amount i 
in lieu of the reservation set apartin the third article of the 
ieaty or th August, 1851, per Senate’s amendipentthereos, 
3,450. 

The question was taken on concurring with 
these ameudments; and they were agreed to. 


The nineteenth amendment was then reported, 


To pay clerks for services performed on Chickasaw In- f 
diaa business, in pursuance of the regulations of the Presi- 
dent of the Uuited States, and in conformity with the de- 
cision of the Jate Secretary of the Interior, 46,187 50. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways-and 
Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment. The amount was estimated for in the an- 
nual estimates. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. À 


The twentieth amendment was then reported, 
as follows: 

Tor the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the į 
provisional government of Oregon, in defending the people 
of said Territory from thd attacks and hostilities of the 
Cayuse Jndians, in the years 1847 and 1848, and for such 
allowances for the expense of adjusting the claims on that į 
account as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem proper, 
$75,000. But the said claims and accounts shail be settied 
and adjusted at such place and in such manner as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe ; and no claims shall 
hereafter be allowed on account of this war which are not | 
presented within the next fiscal year, 

Pending the reading of the amendment, i 

Mr. PHELPS, (interrupting.) The reading 
of this amendment is not necessary. It may be 
rejected, as the Committee of the Whole House 
have recommended the passage of a bill to defray 
the expenses incurred in the Cayuse war with 
Oregon, while they were considering territorial 
business; and, if I mistake not, the bill has been 
passed. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Gh,no. It is better to have | 
the appropriation made in this way. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I withdraw my sugges- 
tion. t hope, therefore, this amendment will be j! 
adopted. j | 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope theii 
amendment will not be adopted. If gentlemen ii 
have ascertained that there are certain provisions 
and resolutions which should accompany thisap- || 
propriation, it is better that the amendment be || 
non-concurred in. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment appropri- 
ates $75,000, the same amount as was appro- 
priated in the bill in question. ae 

The question was taken on concurring in the |, 
Senate’s amendment; and it was non-concurred 
i 


n, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now re- 
port the twenty-first amendment. 
Mr. PHELPS. Let the twenty-first and twen- 


| being the amount estimated for by 


ty-second amendments be read, as the same ex- 
planation applies to both. 
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They were accordingly read, as follows: 

Page ten, after line wo hundréd and thirteen, insert! 
For arrearages of pay for services of volunteers in. the Kent 
tueky reginient called into service in 1838, $1,000. : 

Forarrearages of pay for services readered by volunteers 
or militia in the Black Hawk war, $1,000. ` 

Mr. PHELPS. These sums are estimated ag 
being necessary to defray the expenses òf the yol- 
unteers called into service. The appropriations 
are recommended by the Department... 

The question was taken on the two amend- 
ments; and they were concurred in. ` 

The twenty-third amendment -was next report- 
ed, as follows: ` 


+ 


For clothing for the Army, camp and garrison equipage, $ 


and horse equipments, to supply the place of losses sus- 


| tained by the wreck of the steamer San Francisco, $26,590, 


Mr. PHELPS. That amendment recommends 
itself, and the Committee of ‘Ways and Means 
recommend a concurrence in it. : 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
concurred in. 

The twenty-fourth amendment was then report- 
ed, as follows: 

For the transportation of Governor Stevens and his party, 


| and for explorations made by him between the Mississippi 


river and the Pacific ocean, $40,000. 

. Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways 

and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 

amendment. fe ; 
[A message was here received from the Senate, 


i by the hands of Aspury Dicxins, Esq., their Sec- 


retary, notifying the House that the Senate had 
passed bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act regulating the times of holding the ses- 
sions of the district and circuit courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Louisiana; and 

An act to establish an additional land office in 
the State of Florida. 7 

Also, requesting the House to return to the 
Senate a bill passed by the House for the relief of 


Thomas Frazer.] = se 
Mr. HAVEN. I move that the bill referred 
to in the message from the Senate be returned to 
the Senate. f 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s table. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 

For deficiencies of Governor Stevens and his. party, 
$25,000; for deficiencies of Lieutenant Whipple and his. 
party, $15,000; and for further explorations hetwéen the 
Mississippi river and the Pacific ocean, $50,000. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 1 will ask the Clerk to 
read a letter upon this subject from the Secretary 
of War. . 

The letter was read, as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ? 
Wasuincron. Muy 22, 1854. 

Sm: Tn reply to yòurtetter of the 16th instant, f have 
the honor to state that the amount required fo cover defi- 
ciencies in the appropriation for the survey of a railroad 
route to the Pacific is estimated at $40,000. In the report 
from this Department of the 6th of February last, the defi- 
ciency was estimated at $25,000. Lieutenant Whipple has 
since, in a report, of which F inclose a copy, stated the de- 
ficiency for his party at $15,000. Thave this day brought 
the subjrct to the attention of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and requested that an appropriation of $40,009 be 
made to supply the deficiencies ja question. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
Aa : JEFFERSON DAVIS, | 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. W. McDoucarn, Chairman af Committee 
on Pacific Railroad, House of Representatives, 

Mr. McDOUGALL.. The $40,000 which: are 
appropriated in the Senate amendment, is the item 
of $25,000 which was estimated for Governor 
Stevens, and $15,000, added upon the motion of 
one of the Senators from California, for the con- 
tinuation of the exploration of Noble’s Pass, for 
a railroad route through the Sierra Nevada; that 

the Secre- 
tary of War. The item of $15,000, added to the 
$25,000, is designed to cover the deficiency of 
Lieutenant Whipple, and to complete the explo- 
ration.. Since the adoption of the Senate amend- 


| ment, Lieutenant Whipple has arrived in this 


city, and he informs me that $15,000 in addition 
will be necessary to carry on these explorations. 
They are now incomplete; and I am informed 


i that before the general appropriation bills will 


be passed, the appropriations already made will 
have been exhausted, and that ¢50,000 in addition 
will be necessary to complete the explorations at 
this time. The explorations of Governor Stevens 


| are very incomplete; and in order to enablé him 


A 
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to. go on with the work the present season, some 
such sum as this. must be appropriated, beyond 
the appropriation of $40,000 recommended in the 
Senate amendment. “Unless this be done, the 
work must be discontinued, and the explorations 
for the whole year be lost. s 

The amount asked for is small in comparison 

with the magnitude of the result which it is pro- 
osed to accomplish, and I hope the’ amount of 
$50,000 will be appropriated. ‘1 state again, that 
the explorations of Governor Stevens are incom- 
plete, and he cannot prosecute the work during 
the present session unless this appropriation be 
made. It is a matter of very great importance 
that there should be an’ exploration of Noble’s 
Pass, which is the only practical pass through 
the Sierra. If it is not designed by the Govern- 
ment to abandon this magnificent enterprise, it is 
exceedingly important that this appropriation 
should be made. 
_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope, sir, that 
the amendment of the gentleman from California 
will not be adopted, nor the amendment of the 
Senate concurred in. For one, I cannot vote for 
either, ñor can I see how any. old-fashioned, 
straight-faced Democrat can vote for either of the 
proposed appropriations. Sir, the doctrine held 
at one time, and still held by me, is, that this 
Government has no power, under the Constitu- 
tion, to commence or carry on works of internal 
improvement. By making this appropriation pro- 
viding for these surveys, you concede, in my 
opinion, the whole power to the Government. 
IF you have authority under the Constitution to 
make appropriations from the Treasury for sur- 
vey, preparatory to the construction of a road, | 
cannot conceive how you can deny the power of 
the Government to go on and complete the work. 
Sir, by making any appropriations at all for this 
purpose, you proceed directly in the face of the 
doctrine laid down by the Democratic party; and 
1 hope the members of that party in this House 
will put themselves right upon the record, by re- 
jecting the amendment of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, and also that of the Senate. 

But, sir, it is not my purpose—I have not the 
time, if I had the disposition—to go into an ex- 
amination of this question. I suppose it will 
come up,and be discussed fully when we come to 
consider the bill which is the special order in this 

“ committee to-morrow, 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I withdraw the amend- 
ment, and move that the appropriation be increased 
$5,000. I wish tostate, that itis not necessary for 
me to affirm, in presenting this amendment, the 
power of the Federal Government to make this 
class of improvements. That power ts not involved, 
I do not think it necessary to affirm that doctrine 
now; nor do L think that it will be necessary to 
affirm it any time this session of Congress. This 
provision is simply for an exploration of our own 
territory, to ascertain its resources, its capabilities. 
The territory is a vast one, and lies between the 
Rocky Mountains and the Pacific ocean. Itis 
our own property, our own possessions. Does 
the gentleman deny that we have the p6wer. to 
inquire into the capabilities and resources of all 

ortions of the Confederacy, particularly of the 

erritories, our own property, which tt is our 
business to make available and valuable? I have 
risen to state that the question of the power of 
the Government to make internal improvements 
is not involved here. All these explorations are 
valuable; valuable not merely for railroad pur- 
poses, but for the purpose of enabling us to under- 
stand the capabilities and resources of our vast 
Republic. Very important it is to favor all these 
explorations. ‘They ought to be multiplied. 

The question wag taken; and the amendment 
to the amendment was lost. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the Senate, and it was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk reported the twenty-fifth amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 


For continuing the works for bringing water into the 
city of Washington, $500,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means recommend a non-con- 
currence in this amendment of the Senate. It 
proposes an appropriation of $500,000 towards 
the introduction of water into this city. Already 
$100,000 have been appropriated forthat purpose, 
and I believe that nearly the whole of that sum 
has been expended. On the plan under which 


eres 


i Department; and the House is urged to adopt it 


that $100,000: was expended, the estimates ofthe 
officer show.that the aqueduct will coat $2,300,000. 
it must be borne in mind that this is the estimate 
of the officer in charge of the work. In all pub- 


experience, we have always found that the real 
cost far exceeded the estimates submitted by the 
officers who. had them in charge at the time of 
commencement. f f 

Another plan has been proposed for bringing 
water into this city by a gentleman of the name | 
of Salamon. 1 think that his plan would involve 
an expenditure of about-$1,000,000. It is shown 
by his plans and estimates—and they are both in- 
dorsed by respectable gentlemen—that under his 
plan the city could be amply supplied with water, 
even should its growth exceed what is anticipated 
by its friends. For this reason the Committee of 
Ways and Means recommend a non-concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate. i 

It is proper. that I.should remark that. the esti- | 
mates concerning public buildings and public 
grounds of the city of Washington belong. more 
appropriately to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds; but being placed in the defi- 
ciency bill by the Senate, it became the duty of 
the Commiftee of Ways and Means to examine 
and report on them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I have a remark or two 
to make in ‘connection with this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman be 
kind enough to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am going to oppose the | 
recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and speak in favor of the appropriation. 

Mr. PHELPS. In order to enable the gentle- | 
man from Maryland to speak in order, I will move 
anamendment pro forma. I move to strike out 
“© $500,000.” 

Mr. HAMILTON. This whole subject, to- 
gether with all the estimates, was referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia—of which 
I am a member—during the. early part of the | 
winter.. ‘Chis appropriation was recommended by 
the Secretary of War, and reasons were given 
why it should be voted by Congress. 

It will be recollected by the House, that at the 
first session of thelast Congress an appropriation 
of $5,000 was made for the purpose of securing to 
this city a supply of water from the Potomac | 
river. That money was expended, and the sur- 
veys made by Captain Meigs were reported to 
this House, and afterwards, at the last session of 
Congress, $100,000 was appropriated, to be ex- | 
pended upon the execution of whatever plan might 
be adopted by the President of the United States. 
Three plans were proposed by Captain Meigs, 
either one of which could have been adopted: one 
to bring the water from the Little Falls; one to 
bring it from Rock Creek; and the other to bring 
it from the*Great Falls. The President of the 
United States adopted the plan proposing to bring 
the water from the Great Falls. The act appro- 
priating the $100,000 made it obligatory upon him 
to select: the plan, and the money was to be ex- 
eee on the plan adopted by him. That has 

een done. The money has been expended; the 
work has been. commenced; lands in Maryland 
have been condemned; contracts—embryo con- 
tracts, at least—have been entered into to furnish 
the bricks, and everything connected with the 
work. If this House is determined that the work 
shall be continued, that it shall not be abandoned, | 
1 conceive that this is the proper time to make the 
appropriation. This is the estimate of the War 


upon the ground that now is the proper time if it 
is to be appropriated at all; that the sickly season 
will soon commence; that the $100,000 has al- 
ready been expended; that the work must other- 
wise remain in its present condition until the com- | 
mencement of next year, and in that event, it 
will end in a lossto the Government of the money 
which has been already expended. 

Sir, I hold to the opinion that this work will go 
on, now that it has been commenced. I origin- 
ally opposed this project strongly and sternly in 
this House. But it has sufficient foundation to be 
irresistible, and the question now is, whether this 
appropriation should be made so as to avoid such 
a loss to the Government? 

Sir, if the appropriation is to be made at all, it 
ought to be made now, and ïn this bill. I have 
reported a bill for this very purpose, from the 


Committee for the District of Columbia, but it ig 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and there is no probability that it will be 


all | reached tit} near the close of the session, if at ally 
lic works which have been constructed within my 


and this is as good a 
as any other. : a 

Mr. PHELPS. With the permission of the 
committee, | will now withdraw my amendment; 
and I hope we shalt have a vote at once upon the 
Senate amendment. I suppose members have 
made up their minds upon it. 

There being no objection, the amen 
withdrawn. 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
amendment.of the Senate. . 

Mr. PHELPS.. Another vote can be taken 
upon it in the, House.. Let the amendment, 
therefore, be rejected, and the question. will come 
in the House upon concurring with such action, 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would ask the Chairmar 
what the state of the question is? f 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
concurring with the amendment presented to the 
committee by the Senate. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The amend- 
ment of the Senate provides for supplying. this 
city; and all of us who wish water will vote to 
concur in that amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to ask a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 
p Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, obtained the 

oor, : ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
from Kentucky allow me to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Missouri, over the way, in re 
gard to this matter? 

(Cries. of ** Order!” “ Order 1} 

Mr. SMITH. Is it notin order to ask ques- 


place for the appropriation 


dment was 


| tions? I wish to inquire whether the appropriation 
i which has been made was not subject.to the plan 


of the President; and whether the plan now being. 
presented is not one which he has advised? 

Mr. PAELPS. My information is, that it is 
the plan which was adopted by the President; but 
that does not preclude the Congress of the United 
States from adopting any other plan. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
following amendment: 

Provided, however, That no part of said sum shall be: 
expended, except upon condition that, after advertisement 
for sixty days, a contract can be made with responsible 
parties, who will give bond and security for the faith fuk 
and complete execution of the work, for a sum not to ex- 
ceed the amount of the.engineer’s original estimates. 

I do not believe that this project is understook 
by the House. If | believed the members were 
in possession of proper information, to enable 
them to judge wisely of the consequences of this 
appropriation, { would not detain the committee 
by a single remark. The work for supplying 
the citizens of Washington and Georgetown with 
water, as proposed to be carried out under this. 
appropriation, is ‘of too vast a magnitude not 
to merit some consideration. I am not opposed, 
to any economical and feasible plan for procuring 
water; but I am opposed to this, because l believe: 
most sincerely that, to complete it, will require 
not Jess than $5,000,000. a 

The appropriation of $100,000, made by Con- 
gress at the last session, was rejected by this 
House when first proposed. When it came from 
the Senate as an amendment to the appropriation: 
bill, it was again rejected, and only passed upon 
the recommendation of a committee of conference, 
to save the bill to which it was attached, No 
single member in either House who voted for it 
ever dreamed that it was but the beginning of an 
expenditure which was to be calculated by mil- 
lions. No, sir; if it had been so. supposed, E 
yenture to say the appropriation would never 
have succeeded. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. HAMILTON) says, there have been three 
plans suggested for supplying the cities with water 
—one. from the Great Falls, another from the 
Little Falls, and the other from Rock Creek. The 
plan from the Grea Falls proposes to erect upon 
the crest of the falls a dam eight feet high, from 
which water is to be Sonveyed to this point through 
a brick conduit of nine feet in diameter, and about 
sixteen miles long. No human power can place 
a dam at that point of sufficient strength to resist 
the freshets, which sometimes swell the river from 
thirty to fifty feet above the ordinary level of the 
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stream. The project is wild and visionary, and 
ean never prove anything but a failure. Along 
this line of aqueduct there are to be placed two 
reservoirs; the principal one at the Little Falls, to 
contain eighty-two millions five hundred and 
twenty-one thousand five hundred gallons, at an 
elevation above high tide in the Potomac of one 
hundred and forty-five feet, and a distributing 
reservoir, a short distance above Georgetown, to 
contain fifty-nine million seven hundred and 
eighty-three thousand gallons, also at an elevation 
of only one hundred and forty-five feet above tide 
water. The former will cover fifty acres, and the 
other thirty-six acres. I have before me the map 
made by the engineers of these several surveys, 
and the position of these reservoirs, from which 
the course of the aqueduct may be seen. Hereis 
the Rock Creek survey, (exhibiting it upon the 
map,) to which I ask the attention of the commit- 
tee, [t will be seen by this plan that it proposes 
to have a dam, at no greater distance from Wash- 
ington than the distributing dam of the Great Falls 
project, of greater capacity than both the dams on 
that project together, and ata higher elevation. It 
will contain two hundred and thirty-one millions, 
and is situated one hundred and sixty-six feet 
above tide water. This project was first surveyed 
by Colonel George W. Hughes, of Maryland, 
then a member of the Engineer Corps, and was 
estimated would not exceed in cost $500,000. 
It was subsequently surveyed by Captain Meigs, 
and has been highly approved as the best plan by 
some of the most enlightened and experienced 
civil engineers in the country. And I may here 
ask, why is it that the Great Falls plan, which 
cannot be carried out without an increased ex- 
penditure of public money more than is necessary, 
should be preferred to the one which brings the 
_water from Rock Créek? The Rock Creek plan, 
by the engineer’s own showing upon the map, 
will afford two hundred and ‘thirty-one millions of 
gallons, while both reservoirs together, on the 
other plan, will not afford that much, nor at so 
high an elevation. Surely, a superabundance of 
water may be had from Rock Creek, of the best 
quality; and on account of the smallness of the 
cost, it ought to. be preferred, But why bring the 
water from the Great Falls, when it may be had 
in abundance at the Little Falls, not more than 
half the distance from the city? : 

Mr. HILLYER. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STANTON. I would do so cheerfully, 
but I have but five minutes’ time to devote to the 
subject, and wish to make a few more remarks, 
I have recently seén the statistics of the Philadel- 
phia water-works. They were, I think, “com- 
menced about 1794; and, from that time to the 
present, the whole cost of original construction, 
repairs, and every other expense, has been only 
about $3,200,000. These works have been kept 
in operation for sixty years, and now supply a 
population of four hundred thousand persons; and 
this has been the whole expense! The estimates 
of Captain Meigs, for his project of water-works, 
is $2,300,000--and this only to begin with, only 
the original construction! Why, sir, the popula- 
tion to be supplied is only about one eighth of 
that of Philadelphia, and we propose to expend 
almost as much to begin with, as has been ex- 
pended in sixty years to keep supplied abundantly 
a city of four hundred thousand inhabitants. But 
I know something of the topography of the coun- 
try through which this aqueduct is to ran, and a 
rougher and more impracticable location for such a 
work could hardly have been found in any portion 
of our territory. The estimates of the engineer 
are not, in the view of many practical men, as 
experienced and intelligentas the engineer himself, 
one half of what the work must cost to complete 
it, if we allow it to go on according to the magnifi- 
cent plan upon which it has been projected. The 

“whole thing, sir, is upén a scale of magnificence 
not even rivaled by the renowned structures of a 
similar kind for which ancient Rome was famed. 
I know of no reason why we shouid expend the 

eople’s moriey upon such a project, unless to 
fand down to posterity the fame of its author, 
and perpetuate, to future ages, the folly and waste- 
fulness of this Congress. 

Mr. HILLYER. I would like to inquire from 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron,] 
if, in the alterations in the plan of which he has 
been speaking, he did not refer to the plan of 


taking the water from Rock Creek, instead of from 
thé Potomac? 

Mr. STANTON. What alterations does the 
gentleman allude to? ; 

Mr. HILLYER. That about which you have 
been speaking to the committee. This plan which 
you have been advocating—does it not look to 
taking the water from Rock Creek, and hot from 
the Potomac? - 

Mr. STANTON. Yes; at an elevation of one 
hundred and sixty-six feet above tide water on the 
Potomac river, and at a cost of $500,000. And 
this plan would give two hundred and thirty-one 
millions of gallons of water, while the other plan, 
which is to cost $2,300,000, would give only 
eighty-two millions of gallons, at the same dis- 
tance from the city, and from an elevation of twen- 
ty-one feet less. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
extremely that the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Srantown,] has seen fit to place this 
great enterprise before the House in the manner 
that he has. The members of this House would 
suppose that there is deception somewhere; and, 
indeed it necessarily carries upon its face evidence 
that there is deception somewhere. There is 
something more involved in this than appears 
upon its face. The fact that the gentleman states 
that there should -be two hundred million gallons 
of water supplied from Rock Creek, and only 
eighty-two millions from the Potomac, is of itself 
sufficient to show that there is something wrong 
somewhere. -But it is not as thus stated. : If the 
members are at all conversant with the report of 
Mr. Meigs to the President of the United States 
upon this subject, they will remember that he says 
that Rock Creek will supply the city of Washing- 
ton with not more than from eight to ten millions 
of gallons of water daily. It may at some sea- 
sons of the year supply more. ; 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Mary- 
land misunderstood me. 
would be contained in the dam. Rock Creek will 
supply nineteen millions of gallons daily. 

Ar. HAMILTON. It may at some seasons 
of the year; but it will not supply more than ten 
millions of gallons inthesummer. That exposes 
the fallacy of the position of the gentleman from 
Kentucky in reference to this work, The Poto- 
mac works will furnish this city daily with sixty- 
seven millions of gallons; and this will be its 
capacity at all seasons of the year. The differ- 
ence, then, between the capacity of the two works 
is the difference between eight or ten millions of 
gallons and sixty-seven millions of gallons at'all 
seasons of the year. 

Mr. SKELTON. I would ‘ask the gentleman 
what use has this city for such a vast quantity of 
water? Is it to be used to run machinery, and 
for such like purposes? 

Mr. HAMILTON. We all have our ideas 
upon that subject. ‘They may differ somewhat, 
but l am not called upon to enter into an argu- 
ment to prove the necessity of that amount of 
water, and of the usé which can be made of it. 
But we have men in this city who have great idèas 


in regard to the magnificence of the capital, and || 


of the requirements of the metropolis of the 
Union. They have the idea that we are to have 
fountains, and jets, and reservoirs in all our public 
grounds, and everything of that kind, which will 
consume this vast amount of water. 

Ten millions of gallons are required for the sup- 
ply of a single jet daily in the Boston Commons; 
and if this city is to be, according to the opinion 
of many men, yes, of the great mass of the 
American people, the metropolis of the greatest 
Republic that ever existed, and of the greatest 
country upon the face of the habitable globe, the 
day may come when it will require, not ten, but 
sixty-seven millions of gallons daily to-supply the 
wants and conveniences of its citizens. 

But I care nothing about that. ‘My object is to 
show the capacity of these works, and the differ- 
ence between the two. Isuppose this House'is 
not disposed to enter into a controveray ‘as to the 
parties who are involved in this matter, and as to 
whether this, or that, or the other work shall be 


` selected. What kind of an avocation would it be 


for two hundred and forty members to sit here 
and decide upon the proper plan, to be adopted ? 
We have referred that question to the proper offi- 
‘cer of the Government, for the purpose of securing 
unity of action. We gave that power to the Presi- 


Vsaid that that amount || 


dent of the United States absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly, and we adopted the plan which he selected, 
and this Congress, by its action thus far, has 
carried it out. That plan was estimated’ to coat 
| $2,300,000. We adopted that plan when we'con~ 
ferred the power upon the Presidetit, and appro- 
priated money for that purpose, ~ `; E 

_ Mr. HIELYER. 1 ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Stanrén] to withdrawhis amend- 
ment, to enable mie to offer another? ae 

Mr. STANTON. I withdraw it, if there is no 
objection to my doing so. > 

No objection was made, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. ; 

Mr. HILLYER. 
propriation $10,000. 

During the last Congress, Mr.’ Chairman, F 
served upon the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and this subject was ‘frequently before 
that House committee, and I ‘know something 
about it. We then heard much of the two plans 
proposed to bring Water into this city. The one 
involved a very large expenditure, as was said, 
and the other involved, comparatively, ‘a smal} 
expenditure, i ; 

The large expense involved of conducting the 
water from the Potomac into this city is the-prin- 
cipal objection of those who oppose this-appro- 
priation. But it is proposed to bring i from, 
Rock Creek because it will cost tess. Now, sir, 
it will be ascertained, if gentlemen are disposed 
to go into the investigation of this subject, that 
Rock Creék risés in the valley of the Potomac, 
and that the watéris not sufficiently ‘pure to be 
suitable for supplying the ‘city of Washington 
with water; while the water in the Potomac comes 
from the mountains, ‘and is precisely what is 
wanted. None can be purer. It is desirable, it 
| is of vast importance, that the water which is to 
supply the people of this city should be from the 
vey purest source. ; 

These various plans have beén submitted to the 
President of ‘the United States, and by him re- 
| ferred to scientific men, who have examined them 
| thoroughly, and have reported in favor of bringing 
the pure water from the Great Falls of the Poto- 
mac. They have selected :thatas the source from 
whence this aqueduct is to be brought. Nów, 
sir, I think that the judgment of the President of 
the United States, and of these scientific gentle- 
‘wien, should be sustained ‘by the action: of this 
House. ` ttis true that it will involve the expendi- 
ture of a large amount of money; it is true that it 
will involve, perhaps, a larger amount than either 
of the other plans; but it seems to me thatthe 
i advantages of this plan'are more than sufficient to 
balance theincreased'amount which'will be needed. 
I think, therefore, that instead of diminishing the 
‘amount of this ‘appropriation, ‘it should be in- 
creased. P 

Mr. HAMILTON. T'will state, that accord- 
ing to the report of Lieutenant Meigs, the whole 
cost of bringing the 'watèr from Rock’ Creek is 
$1,258,863. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. According to 
Colonel Hughes’s report it will cost only $500,000. 

Mr. BAYLY, of ‘Virginia. If the gentieman 
will'allow:me, in order'that the committee’ may 
understand ‘what this Rock Creek is, Iwill inform 
| them that it is the little stream ——. 

A Member. The Tiber? $ 

Mr. BAYLY. No, not the Tiber, but the Tit- 
tle filthy stream that runs between Georgetown 
‘and ‘Washington. -It ‘has ‘on its banks—God 
lknows ‘what are on its banks; but Edo not think 
the water is good to drink any more than that of 
| the Tiber is. It is about of the'same description, 
‘though it is a larger stream. 

Mr. HILLYER. If there be’ no- objection, E 
will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I object. I desire to speak 
in A ea ee to il. 

r. Chairman, Ido not:intend to. say any- 
thing: in ‘régard to the ‘merits of these various 
tans for bringing*water into the city; but, sir, 
F propose to’ speak in opposition to them all. Is 
may be my fault. It may be that] do not under- 
stand‘the duties of Congress or the ‘obligations 
as well as I-ought; but really I havenot been-able 
to see the obligation there is upon the people of 
the United States at large to supply the people ‘of 
Washington with water to drink. Now, sir, -if 
these water-works are designed for’some public 
purpose, if they are designed forany purpose for 
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which Congress may properly appropriate the 
money of. the United States, let itbeshown. But 
if-the design be simply to supply the people of 
Washington with water to drink, I really do not 
see the propriety. of. doing it. I do not believe 
there is a city in the world that ig supplied with 
water except at its. own expense. The city of 
New York is supplied at ita own expense. 

Mr.. CRAIGE, 
that a large proportion of the property in the city 
is Government. property, and is. not subject to 
taxation? ’ $ 

A MemgeR.: There are $40,000,000 of proper- 
ty here belonging to the Government which is not 
subject to taxation. 

Mr. HILLYER. The Government has prop- 
erty to the amount of $40,000,000 here. 

Mr. MiLLSON. lt is said that. the Govern- 
ment -has property here which pays no tax. 
Why should it pay a tax to the people of Wash- 
ington?) On what ground can the gentlemen 
suppose that the Governmentof the United States 
ought te pay the inhabitants of Washington for 
the privilege of building on its own lands? 

Mr. CRAIGE. If the Government should not 
pay tax, why should the people of Washington 

e called upon to furnish water for the public prop- 
erty of the country, as well as for the public em- 
ployees? 

Mr. MILLSON. There is no such obligation 
on the part of the inhabitants of Washington, If 
they bring water here for their own use, and the 
Goverifment want its use, it ought to pay for it. 
But Udo not see why the people of the United 
Siates should be at the expense of supplying the 
people of Washington with water. 1 do not see 
why my constituents, who have to drink very bad 
water, should be charged with a tax for the pur- 
pose of supplying the people of Washington, 
who already have much better water than they 
can get. 

Now, sir, in reference to the use of the water 
by the Government, i should like to hear gentle- 
men explain the reasons why, asa mere matter 
of public utility,this appropriation should be made. 
Task the gentleman with a sincere desire to re- 
ceive information on the subject. If the public 
interests are to be promoted by this expenditure, 
let us know how. Buti do not see on what prin- 
ciple it is that the people of the United States at 
large are to be charged with the payment of some 
$5,000,000 for the purpose of bringing water into 
the city of Washington, not for public, but for 
private uses? [shall vote against the whole ap- 
propriation, unless there be some better reason than 
that the inhabitants of Washington have not as 
Jarge a supply of good drinking water as they 
perbaps may desire, 

Mr, HILLYER. 1 withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 1 move to 
reduce the appropriation to @10,000. 

Lunderstand, Mr. Chairman, indeed I know, 
for I have had frequent conversations with practi- 
cal gentlemen, who understand this question, that 
there have been proposed three plans for bringing 
water into the city of Washington; one plan spo- 
ken of at Rock Creek, which is estimated to cost 
about $500,000. The gentleman from Virginia is 
mistaken in reference to the character of the water 
in that creek. It is derived from springs, and is 
perfectly pure, and quite as good as that of the 
Potomac, | do not know but better. ft will fur- 
nish ten million of gallons daily, by the estimates 
of these gentlemen who have examined it, a quan- 
tity amply sufficient. for the city of Washington 
for a century to come. 

A second proposition is, to construct works at 
the Litle Fails, a short distance from the city of 
Washington, which would cost something more 
than the proposition to get water at Rock Creek, 

' and would involve the necessity of machinery to 
elevate the water to a snifficient height to spread it 
over the,city. Nevertheless, that project would 
not cost more than one half, probably not more 
than one third, the cost of bringing it from the Great 
Falls. Now, 1 have heard practical gentlemen, 
engineers, who are well acquainted with this sub- 
ject, say that the plan proposed by Captain Meigs 
will not cost less than $7,000,000. And l venture 
to assert here to day, and | appeal to the future 
history of this work, that it will not cost one dime 
fess than $5,000,000. 

Sir, l say the whole project is extravagant, and 
ought not to be adopted. If thecity of Washington 


Is the gentleman not aware 


|| of that State has been obtained. If gentlemen will 


isto be supplied with water hy the Government of 
i the United States, we ought to do it on some more 
feasible. and practical plan. When other plans 
can be adopted, with a saving of several millions 
of dollars, we have no excuse for adhering to the 
present one. f 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to the facts as they 
now exist, and to what we ought to do as practi- 
cal men. On 3d March, 1853, we appropriated 
| 100,000, for the purpose of bringing water into 

, the purp n r, 

the city of Washington. Here is the provision: 
. “fo be expended under the direction of the President 
iof the United States, for the purpose of bringing water into 
! the city of Washington, upon such plan, aud from such 
i places, as he may approve, $100,000: Provided, That if the 
! plan adopted by the President of the United States should 
| require water to be drawn from any source within the limits 
: of Maryland, the assent of the Legislature of that State 
| should first be obtained.” 


| Well, sir, I learn, from the best information that | 
| [can obtain, that it is necessary to get the water 
i within the State of Maryland, and that the assent 


prefer to House Document No. 1, of the present 
session, they will find there the report of the Sec- 
‘retary of War, and what he says upon the sub- 
ject. He says: 

* An apropriation was made at the last session of Con- 
gress, for the purpose of biinging water inte ihe city of 
Washingtonu. dn order to obtain an ample and constant ! 
supply from a source so elevated as to avoid the necessity 
| of the use of machinery, it was decided that the water 
i should be drawn from the Great Falls of ihe Potomac, 
through a conduit nine feet in diameter. - Upon the adop- | 
tou oF this plan, inmuediate application was made to the 
Legislature of Maryland, in which Stite the source of 
supply ties, for their assent to the proposed work, which 
being given on conditions readily complied with, some por- 
p Hons of the necessary land were selected and purchased, 
and, as soou as the scason would permit, a considerable 
force Was put upon the work. 

“'The works are estimated to cost rather Jess than 
$2,300,000 5 and when completed, will be capable of de- 
hiversug seventy million gallons ot water daily, at an ele- 
vation of fourteen feet above the upper floor of the Capitol. 
For further information aad details, I refer to the report of 
the chief engineer, 

š f | 

Well, now, sir, gentlemen greatly mislead the 
committee, unless they have much better informa- 
tion than | ain able to derive from public or private | 
sources, when they say (hia project wiil coat 
$5,000,000. ‘The Secretary of War, upon inform- 

tee ; | 
auion derivéd from the engineers, says that the } 
works are estimated to cost less than $2,300,000. 
i Who am I to believe? Who has got the best 
| information on the subject? l take it for granted 
that the Secretary of War has got the best in- 
formation that the nature of the case admitted of, 
and {am prepared to act upon it. 

l wish to say, further, that while I am against 
any extravagant appropriations for bringing water 
iuto the city of Washington, I think our past his- 
tory here makes it imperative upon us to take 
some steps to preserve the pubiic archives and 
public buildings of our Government from fire. 
| Gentlemen who were here a few years ago know 

that the library of Congress was burned for want 
of water; and the Secretaries of State for the last 
eight or ten years have told you that the public 
records are in daily peril, and that the archives 
| may be burnt up any day for want of water. 
Sir, the public are vitally interested in this mat- 
| ter. Gentlemen ask why we should supply the 
| ätizens of Washington with water. We must 
i do it to meet the public emergencies here. ‘he | 
United States own ten million dollars worth of 
' property in this city, and the most valuable rec- 
| ords of our nation are here, We havea popula- | 
i ion here now of fifty thousand inhabitants, and | 
| ere long, in the progress of our country, that pop- 
ulation will probably amount to two hundred 
i thousand. The records of the country are grow- 
;¿ ing daily and daily more important, and every 
; gentleman here knows that there is not now the | 
; hecessary supply of water to extinguish fires, tu 


| Protect the public buildings, and to satisfy the jj 


; wants of the public men here, to say nothing of | 
; the convenience of the inhabitants of the city. It 
i behooves us, therefore, not to abandon this plan. 
| Shall we throw away the $100,000 already ex- 
i pended, or shall we continue the work? { am 
| not prepared to say that the appropriation recom- 
| mended by the Senate is not too jarge; but they 
had all the information before them; they had the 
| recommendation of the Secretary of War, under 

the direction of the President of the United States; 


and upon that information they say that this ap- 


propriation is necessary to carry on the work on 
the plan adopted by the President, under author- 
ity of iaw. Why, then, should we abandon that 
plan now, and refuse to vote this money ? 

The appropriations heretofore made have been 
ascertained not to be sufficient. The proposition 
is to furnish ten million gallons of water daily to 
this city, which is needed when we take into the 
account that the city comprises an area of five 
miles in extent, and its great importance to the 
nation—how important it is that the city should 
be supplied with water, in order to the preserva- 
tion of the public records, the protection of your 
public edifices, and the property of the country, 
which is valued at about $10,000,000—— 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. In order to 
test the question upon the amendment itself, I 
withdraw the amendment | offered. 

Mr. BARRY. l move to amend by adding 
$1,000. . 

The point involved in this discussion is simply 
this, whether or not the aqueduct shall be con- 
tinued? As has been stated, this work was begun 
under authority of Congress. The President was 
authorized to select a plan for the purpose of sup- 
plying the cities of Washington and Georgetown 
with a supply of water, and an appropriation 
made to begin the work. The President selected . 
the plan of an aqueduct from the Great Falls, the 
specifications of which are in this report of Lieu- 
tenant Meigs. The appropriation has been. ex- 
hausted, an additional appropriation is required, 
and we find ourselves discussing the relative value 
of different plans, as though the person to whose 
discretion Congress had intrusted the selection of 
a plan had not acted, or had acted unwisely, If 
this course is pursued, there can be nothing safe 
or stable in the progress of public works. At 
every session of Congress, influences will be 
brought to bear to induce the abandonment of the 
plan already adopted and in progress, for the 
adoption of another, in the opinion of its advocates 
cheaper, or otherwise preferable. Nothing can 
be achieved in this way. 

If it was wise originally to refer the selection 
of a plan to the President and Secretary of War, 
it seems to me consistent to adhere to the plan 
they have adopted, unless thereis shown eminently 
good reason for its rejection. 

No such reason [think has been offered. Esti- 
mates have been referred to, which I think wholly 
erroneous. Lieutenant Meigs reports that a seven 
feet aqueduct suppiying thirty-six million gallons 
of waier daily, will cost, completed, $1,921,244. 
Thirty million gallons more of water cun be sup- 
plied at an increased expense of $350,000, making 


| #2,271,244, and allowing ten per cent. upon that 


sum fur contingencies, we have $2,498,368, the 
entire cost of the work. 

The Rock Creek aqueduct, by the estimate of 
the same officer, will cost, completed, $1,258,863, 
with a daily minimum supply of nine million 
eight hundred and sixty thousand gallons, one 
seventh of the supply of the Great Falls plan, 
at one half of the expense. 

Another objection to the Rock Creek aqueduct 
is, that the creek being but a small stream, its 
waters may be rendered impure by manufactories 
that may be established upon its banks above the 
reservoir. The cultivation of the land on its 
banks will make the walter muddy and impure. 
‘Phe supply from the Potomac is exhaustless, and 


the water as fine as any in the world, and, from 


its great vulume, little apt to be injured by any 
cause, 

Shall we now go into a discussion of all the 
various plans, as though the subject was under 
discussion for the firsı ume? They were all 
broughi before the Committee for the District of 
Columbia some months since; and the committee 
determined that, as the officers to whom the se- 
lection ofa plan had been referred had acted, it 
was not a case that required our interference, 
and that we would report the estimates for the 
plan adopted rather than suggest anew one. The 
power and the right of Congress to make the 
change are unquestioned; but the expediency of 
doing so, unless it is determined to abandon the 
construction of the water-works, is the question. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Ido notagree 
with the honorable gentleman from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Barry,] that the fact of the President’s 
having approved the plan of the engineer which 


1854. T 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1275 


brings the water from the Great Falls, should deter 
us from rejecting this appropriation, if it appears 
to be our duty to do so. We are now asked 
to indorse the President’s approval of this plan; 
for it is the first time that the character of the 
plan has ever been considered. by this House. 
The first appropriation was made to be expended 
according to such plan as he should adopt. ‘The 
plan was not then adopted, but we will approve 
itif we vote this appropriation of a half million 
of dollars. Now is the proper time to fight it. 
Now is the time to say whether we will sanction 
so immense ‘an expenditure, by permitting the 
work to continue, when water may be supplied 
at so much Jess expense. Now is the time to put 
a stop to this reckless waste of the public money. 
The action of the President does not commit us. 
If he has been misled into the adoption of a scheme 
of waste and. extravagance, it is our imperative 
duty to stop it by withholding-the appropriation, 
as we have an undoubted righttodo.- , 

Inregard to the Rock Creek plan, I may be per- 
mitted to refer to the report of Colonel Hughes, 
which Ihave in my hand. Colonel Hughes is 
known to many members of this House to be one 
of the most able and experienced engineers of the 
country. Ele made a most thorough reconnois- 
sance of the Rock Creek stream, and his report 
is very able and satisfactory. Hle says, in regard 
to the water: 

“The water of Rock Creek is pure, cool, and pleasant 
to the taste. Tn alt of these particulars itis unexception- 
able. For analysis of this and the water of the Potomac 
above the Lite Falls, sce the annexed paper by Dr, For- 
man, of the Smithsonian Institution. 

“ By measurements of the stream, made in the manner 
beforé described, we obtained the following results of its 
daily discharge : 
On Hoyle’s farm 
At proposed dam..... 
At Claggett?s for 
Above Jones’s dan 
* 


22,021,080 gations. 
esses 22,000,000 46 
vee 17,067,616 ee 
cases 13,693,312 6 


* * * 


“Tt is usual, in estimating for the supply ofa town with 
water, to allow to each Soul thirty gallons daily. ‘This is 
the highest calculation I have seen, and is, no doubt, ample 
for all the uses of a city, except for manufacturing pur- 
poses. ; . 

. According to the recent census, Washington city con- 
tains forty thousand and twenty-seven inhabitants. This 
would require (or présent waris one million two hundred 
thousand eight hundred and ten gallons of water daily. It 
is, therefore, perfectly apparent that a most abundant sup- 
ply of water can be procured from Rock Creek on the plan 
] have proposed. Anatiowance of one million five hun- 
dred thousand gallons daily may be regarded as a very hb- 
eral supply for the present, and to meet this the capacity of 
the distributing reservoir might be reduced to five million 
gallons, which would greatly diminish its cost. I have, 
however, estimated for one of larger dimensions.”” 


Colonel Hughes estimates the whole cost of con- 
structing the works upon this stream at less than 
a half million of dollars. If there be any doubt 
as to the correctness of the estimates for construc- 
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* * 


* 


tion, there certainly can be none as to the capacity || i e 
' expensive scale. And why? Because the money 


of the stream to furnish a good supply of the best 
water. Colonel Hughes is sustained, too, by 
many eminent civil engineers, who have examined 
it, and this question is, therefore, beyond dispute. 
if I remember correctly, Captain Meigs, in one 
of his reports, speaks ofthe hurried manner of his 
examinations, from want of time, and does not 
claim for his estimates perfect accuracy. Sir, such 
a survey and sucha project should be the study of 
a whole year, instead of two or three months. 
His examinations could not have been more than 
cursory, and I have no doubt the scheme was 
rashly conceived and rashly adopted. The esti- 
mates cannot be reliable, and the work never can 
be execute: for $2,300,000. This declaration is 
not made upon my own judgment alone. I have 
not conversed with a single engineer outside of 
the Army, who does not fully sustain me. Why, 
sir, it will take sixty million of bricks to construct 
the conduit alone. He has, l learn from the pub- 
"Hie papers, already contracted for forty million at 
ten dollars per thousand, dependent, however, 
upon Congress making an appro ney to pay 
for them. These are for the aqueduct alone. ‘The 
foundation upon which the aqueduct isto rest, the 
masonry to carry it over the ravines, the excava- 
tions, the reservoirs, the land condemned, the dam $ 
machinery, and other parts of the work will be 
equally costly. If the laying of these sixty mil- 
lions bricks cost as much as those laid in the Cap- 
itol—and I presume they will cost more—the naked 
conduit alone, exclusive of excavation and foun- 
dations, wiil consume fully one half. of the sum 
estimated. Why, sir, no man with the slightest 


| of New York, cost $5,000,000 . 


i be built atan immense cost, when that water could 


i —an economical plan—and with direct reference 
i to the amount of expenditure upon it, and as 


Í has already been appropriated, furnishes me with 


practical idea of the character of this work, and | 
the nature of the country through which it is to bë 
constructed, can believe for a single moment that 
any reliance is to be placed upon the estimates pre- 
sented to us. Why, sir, I have been informed 
that they are now, or have been, paying as much 
as $7 50 per cubic yard for some part of the ex- 
cavations which are necessary to be made. 

Mr. HILLYER. Seven dollars and fifty cents 
per cubic yard? 

Me, STANTON. Yes, sir; $7 50 per cubic 

ard. 
7 Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
military superintendence. 

Mr. STANTON. Uhat surprises the gentle- 
man; but let me state my authority, for if not 
true, then I have been misled. A gentleman, 
knowing that a select committee of the House had 
under investigation the subject of employing mili- 
tary men to construct such works, came to meand 
told me he was prepared to prove that the exca- 
vations were being made at a cost of $7 50 per 
cubic yard. I do not know what is the character 
of the excavation, whether through solid rock or 
earth; but I presume it must be rock. It iva fair 
illustration of the folly pursued in the construc- 
tion of our public works, and demands the exer- 
cise of the correcting hand of Congress. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, offered a 
proforma amendment. , 

Lam in favor of supplying the city of Wash- 
ington with water. F think the fact that the Gov- 
ernment has so large an amount of money invested 
in pubiic buildings, imposes upon us the obligation 
of supplying the city with’water, if for no other 
purpose than for the protection of these public 
buildings. But if that object can be accomplished 
by an expenditure of $200,000, I never shall vote 
for an appropriation of five, or three, or even one 
million of dollars to accomplish the same purpose. 
Now, I undertake to say, from the information I 


That is under 


have collected upon the subject, that with an ex- į; | 


penditure of $200,000, this city can be supplied 
with water by forcing it up from the Potomac into 
a reservoir upon the high grounds around the city. 


A sufficient supply can thus be obtained forall the || 


purposes for which it will be required. 
I do not believe, though Ham not booked upon 
the subject, that the great water works of the city 


Several Mempers. They cost $18,000,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT. As one of the features con- 
nected with this proposed plan for supplying this 
city with water, we are told that here is an aque- 
duct of some seventeen miles in length, which will 


be conveyed through iron pipes at one tenth or 
one fifth of building the aqueduct. 

But, sir, this scheme, like every other scheme 
about this Capital, mast be done upon a grand and |! 


comes out of the public Treasury. There is no 
obligation upon the House to carry out any work 
upon so grand and scientitic a scale, as is pro- 
posed to be done in this case. Do it upona plain 


cheaply as it can be done., The fact that $100,000 


no argument for the continuance of a work upon 
so expensive a scale as the plan which has been 
adopted. ‘The best mode is the cheapest mode, 
and no person need tell me that an expenditure of 
$5,000,000 is necessary to accomplish this object, 
when itcan be done for far less money; and when 
every practical man in Congress, and out of Con- 
gress, knows perfectly well that it can be done for 
an infinitely less sum. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I did not intend to have taken 
any part in this debate, though £ confess that the 
experience which I have had in the construction 
of water-works, for onecity at least in this Union, 
has led me to investigate the subject somewhat 
fully, and that investigation has brought me to 
a different conclusion from that expressed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. W ricut.]} 

Now, sir, when these propositions were first 
presented to this Congress, I was under the im- 
pression that the cheapest and best method would 
be to bring the water in iron pipes, and, upon my | 
own responsibility, I wrote to the most extensive 
iron works in this country to ascertain whatthirty- | 
inch iron pipe, carried a distance of thirteen miles, | 
would cost; and I ascertained that so great would 


2 


| make a survey and estimates. 


j in his profession. 


be the friction that it would ndét furnish’a sufficient 
quantity of water to supply two thousand’ people, 
and that it would cost ¢7 50 afoot. Now, T say; 
as a practical man, that in the end it would bè 
much cheaper and wiser to construct an aqueduct 
nine fect in diameter, which will not cost, through 
an ordinary excavation, more than ten dollars per 
foot, while it would furnish an abundant supply 
for two hundred thousand people. iets ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another word.’ F was 
forcibly struck with the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, (Mr. Barry, }thatifi we; in 
this House, attempt to decide which is the best 
plan, we shail continually be changing. I think the 
proper course was taken in the outset. We left 
the whole matter to the decision of the President 
of the United States and Secretary of War, who 
authorized a scientific man, a-ctyil engineer, to 
This gentleman, 
(Lieutenant Meigs, upon whose’ judgmént I 
have great reliance, called to his aid a practical 
civil engineer, one who had been connected ‘with 
the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, and who stood - 
high in his profession. The result of, the inves- 
tigations have been given in an able report to Con 
gress. Now, sir, I should much prefer relying 
upon the report made by these gentlemen, than 
upon any information which I might derive ‘from 
ten years study of the subject. And | think this 
committee would do much better to rely upon the 
report of those scientific gentlemen than to under- 
take to decide this question for themselves. ~ 

Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. s 

Mr. VANSANT. I do not know upon what 
authority gentlemen base their estimates, as to 
the cost of their respective favorite plans. The 
gentieman from Pennsylvania on my right, [Mr. 
W nicnr,} speaks of furnishing the city of Wash- 
ington with walerat a cost of $200,000. Another 
genueman, upon the opposite side of the Halt, 
Mr. Stanton, of Kentucky,] has declared that 
$500,000 will be sufficient for all purposes in sup- 
plying the city with water, Now, sir, if we look 
to the experience of other cities which have con- 
structed works of a similar character, we shall be 
able to arrive at something approximating to a 
correctresult, Two hundred thousand dollars for 
supplying the city of Washington with water! 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the cost of laying down the 
pipes for the net-work for the distribution of water ~ 
in the city would cost $300,000 or $400,000, at the 
lowest estimate. ‘he net-work in the city of 
Boston cost about $1,200,000. That of Philadel- 
phia cost something like $700,000 or $900,000; and 
that of the city of New York about $2,000,000. 
And yet gentlemen talk about supplying a city 
occupying so much territory as Washington, for 
the small sum of from $200,000 to $500,000. Such 
estimates, it strikes me, are most remarkable, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Ido not un- 
derstand that the Government is to carry the water 
ali through the city. : 

Mr. HAMILTON. The Government is to 
lay the main trunks. i 

Mr. VANSANT. Gentlemen have asserted 
that there is no kind of reliance to be placed on 


‘the estimates of Captain Meigs, for the respective 


plans to bring water into this city. Now, [have 
not the pleasure of a personal acquaintance with 
Captain Meigs, nor do E know anything of his 
reputation as an engineer, but he has had at least 
I suppose, the advantages of theory and practice 
n. He has had doubtless before 
him the experience and the estimates of competent 
enginee in the survey of the Croton ‘works, ‘and 
in their completion; of the Cochituate works, as 
algo of the water-works at Philadelphia. 

Looking at all these works, and taking the city 
of Buston as an illustration, | desire to answer 
the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Sranron,] who is a practical man in a por- 
tion of this character of work, in reference to the 
large estimate which he placed on the sixteen miles 
of aqueduct, &c. Now, water is introduced into 
the city of Boston from a distance of twenty miles, 
exceeding the distance to the Great Falls four miles. 


| What did that work cost, including the net-work, 


and also, including the purchase of very valuable 
ground within the city, forthe construction of rés- 
ervoirs? One reservoir alone, erected on Beacon 
Hill, the highest part of that city, cost upwards 
of $509,000. It cost that amount because of the 
high price of property on which it is located, and 
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the large amount of embellished masonry of which 
it is constructed. The reservoirs in Boston alone, 
cost over $1,000,000; and all along the line of the 
road property is much more valuable than it is 
along the line of road where it is proposed to.con- 
struct the Potomac aqueduct, and yet the Boston 
work when completed cost something less than 
$5,000,000. The water debt is now greater than 
that sum, because, in the beginning, the rent from 
the water did not pay the interest on the original 
water loans.iand the current expenses consequent 
upon keeping the works in repair, &c. 

Now, we will take New York as another illus- 
tration., Water is brought into the city of New 
York from a distance of forty miles, and yet 
when the water was introduced—and gentlemen 
to my left are very much mistaken in reference to 
the cast of the Croton works—and distributed 
through the mains, the cost was but little more 
thar $9,000,000. The whgle water debt now of 
New York city is something like $13,000,000. 
This augmentation of the debt has resulted. from 
the ‘construction of improvements in the works, 
their extension through the city, and in the failure 
of the water rents to be equal to the payment of 
the interest on the water loan, and the curren 
expenses of the works. : 

Taking into consideration the extraordinarily 
great sums which so much contributed to swell the 
cost of the Croton works—for civil engineering, 
for the Harlam river viaduct—which cost about 
$1,000 ,000,—for bridging Manhattan valley, for 
interest on water loan during the five years that 
the work was progressing, &¢.—and also expenses 
incurred in the construction of the Chochituate 
works, equally surprising, as evidenced in the 
report of the Boston water board for 1852, I am 
induced to believe that, by prudent management, 
the. cost of introducing water into the city of 
Washington from the Great Falls of the Potomac 
will not much exceed the estimate of Captain 
Meigs. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
ment, 

Mr. SKELTON. Irise to a question of order. 
Ts it in order for one gentleman to speak upon the 
same side of the question repeatedly, when others 
are refused the privilege of speaking at all upon 
the question? 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I was about to remark that I was opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. SKELTON, The gentleman has already 
spoken on the proposition under consideration. 

Mr. PHELPS. No, sir; not upon the propo- 
sition under consideration, for it has but just been 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland, It is 
true that | expressed my opinion with reference 
to the Senate amendment; but | have said nothing 
about the amendment now pending. 

Bat, sir, | have not taken the floor for the pur- 
pose of entering into the discussion of this matter. 

Mr. SKELTON. Then why not let others be 
heard? 

Mr. PHELPS. lL have risen for the. purpose 
of making a suggestion to the committee, for. the 
purpose of expediting the transaction of business. 

presume that the amendment of the Senate is in 
the form which the friends of the measure desire, 
and [ presume, also, that those who are opposed 
to the measure would as soon meet the question 
upon the Senate’s amendment as in any other 
form. I desire, therefore, that the committee shall 
come to a vote upon the adoption of the Senate’s 
amendment; and I would add that it is immaterial 
how that vote results, for when we go into the 
House the yeas and nays can be taken on the 
amendment. 

A Memeer. Wecannot discussit in the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I know that no discussion will 
take place there; but there isa great desire, I sup- 
pose, on the part of the members of the committee 
to dispose of this bill, and I presume that the 
mind of every member of the committee ig made 
up with respect to this proposition. 

Mr.SAGE. I hope the gentleman from Mary- 
land will now withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. VANSANT. 1l withdraw it. 

Mr.. WALSH. The noble, generous, and ener- 
getic character of the people of Washington must 
be known to every member of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer 
an amendment? 


Mr. WALSH. No, sir; Iwas only going to 


Iam opposed to the amend- 


ask the Chair whether an amendment would be 
in order to furnish the people of Washington with 
coffee, tea, milk, sugar, and whisky for their 
water, _[Laughter.] i me 
Mr. SAGE. I move to reduce the appropria- 
tion $490,000. 5 

| 1 listened with a great deal of attention to the 
i argument of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. 
VaNnsanT,} as to the cost of this work. 1 am 
compelled to say that I am inclined to go against 
this whole scheme, because I believe, after the ar- 
gument.-of the gentleman from Maryland, and the 
estimate made by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Sranton,] that the cost of this work has 
been greatly underrated. J] would much prefer 
giving the citizens of Washington $100,000 direct- 
ly, than going on and making appropriations from 
time to time, which will, in the end, amount to 
six or eight millions. 

i desire to say, further, that I coincide with the 
views expressed by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. MiLLson,] when he said that he could see 
no good reason why Congress should be called 
upon to make this large appropriation, My con- 
stituents have to pay for the water they use, and 
I see no reason why the people of Washington 
should not do the same thing. Such a project as 
the one now under consideration, in taxing the 
| people of the whole éountry to bring in water for | 
the use of the people of Washington, and enrich- 
ing them by enhancing*the value of their property, 
is all wrong. .I hope, before this question is 


‘taken, that a full discussion may be had upon 


this subject, as it is one which is quite new to 
many of us. We ough} to investigate the matter 
fully, and discuss it in all its bearings, as the 
work projected is a great and expensive under- 
taking, which should require the most full and 
mature consideration. z 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. In reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Sace,) I beg leave simply to say, I do not think 
that there is any corporation in any city of the 
| United States to whom more injustice is done in 
the precise line of argument used by the gentle- 
man from New York than that of the city of 
| Washington. The Government of the United 
| States have more property here than individuals, 
and it is wholly free from taxation. Not only is 
thìs property frec from taxation, but a greater 
portion of the persons brought here by the Gov- 
ernment are also free from taxation. The gentle- 
| man from New York may come here, bring his 
servants, carriage, and horses, and yet pay no 
taxes for them. 

A Voice. How is it ot the hotels? 
| Mr, BAYLY. As far as the hotels and board- 
ing houses are concerned, the charges are pretty 
| heavy; but we have nothing todo with them. As 
far as corporation taxes are concerned, I have 
never paid a single cent 

Mr. WALSH. I never paid a cent at home. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman has been more 
fortunate in that respect than I have been. If I 
had not paid my taxes, there is a process by which 
might have heen obliged to pay them. 

Mr. WALSH. Iam fortunate in not having 
any property, upon which to pay taxes. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ihe. BAYLY. I will not enter into an encoun- 
{ter of wit with my friend from New York, be- 
| cause any man who does that would be like a man 


it with his band. J am too prudent a man for that. 
I wish to say that Í think the precise line of argu- 
‘ment which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sace] pursued in respect to the corporation of 
this city is most unjust and unfair. Weall know 
the necessity that exists for supplying the city 
with water in order to protect our public build- 
ings. We all recollect how near the Capitol came 
being burned down but two or three years ago for 
the want of a sufficient supply of water. Is there 
any reason upon the face of the earth, when we 
bring a large population here exempt from taxa- 
tion, and when.we have also a large amount of | 
| property exempt from taxation, that we should 
| not bear our portion.of the burden? I think not. 

: Mr. VANSANT and Mr. WHEELER ad- 
| dressed the Chair. ; 

| The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in | 
The question is on the amendment to the 


| order. 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New 


taking up a pin-cushion full of pins and squeezing |! 


j the value of that property now? 


i 
| York, (Mr. Sace.} 


= 


Mr. SKELTON. I object to its withdrawal. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was not agreed to. l 
“Mr. SKELTON. It strikes methat this is the 
time for discussion of this subject. 1 move, there- 
fore, to reduce the appropriation $100. This is 
the appropriate time, l repeat, for the discussion 
of this subject; and I trust the committee will 
not manifest too much impatience when they re- - 
flect on the importance of the question under con- 
sideration. 1 recollect, Mr. Chairman, when the 
first appropriation of $100,000 was made in this 
Hall, lı was made in a way that was not legiti- 
mate, but in violation of the rules of the House. 
it was made by indirect legislation, by merely 
inserting an appropriation into a bill, while the 
rules of the House require appropriations to be 
made for the purpose of carrying out objects 
already provided for by law. This appropriation 
of $100,000 was, I say, made in violation of the 
rules of the House. That sum has been ex- 
pended. ‘There are various propositions now 
before the committee, and we should judge which 
of these propositions should be adopted in prefer- 
| ence to the others. The gentleman from Mary- 
j land {Mr. HamiLron] tells us 

Mr. STANTON.: Will the gentleman from 
New Jersey allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. SKELTON. I cannot yield the floor, as 
Í have but five minutes to express my views, and 
I do not expect to get the floor again. i 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hamit- 
| ToN] tells us that this work is to be performed; 
that the fiat has gone forth. What fiat, Mr. 
Chairman? The President of the United States 
has determined on the plan. But are we bound 
by it because he has so determined ? 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 did not mean to convey 
that idea. 

Mr. SKELTON. But enough of that. I trast 
we arenot bound to carry out this proposition. I, 
for one, am opposed to these appropriations, and 
to the construction of this work in tote. It has 
been stated here that the supply of water is to be 
sufficient to accommodate a population of two hun- 
dred thousand inhabitants. Now, I would like’ 
to ask these men who advocate making appropria- 
tions for supplying provisions for the people of 
Washington, how long these are to be continued ? 
That is the point to be determined now. | Are we 
to provide for this population for the term of a 
hundred or a thousand years to come? How long 
will it be before they arrive at the age of adults, 
and be capable of taking care of themselves, and 
of providing for their own wants? I merely sug- 
gest this question. Now to another point, which 
1 desire more particularly to allude to. 

The only argument that I have heard on this 
floor in favor of Congress supplying the wants of 
the population of the District of Columbia has 
been, that we have a vast amountof property here 
which is not taxed, and that we pay no taxes here. 
In reference to the question whether we do or do 
not pay taxes, | do not think it isa point involved. 
You can go to any city in the United States, 
where you are nota permanent resident, and you 
are not required to pay taxes. INo man passing 
| through any county has a right to be taxed, and 
| hence thiscity concedes no privilege not conceded 
| in all the cities of the Union, 

Another argument is, that the Government has 
| millions worth of property here which pays no 
| taxes to support corporation expenses. Let gen- 
i temen who take this ground answer me this 
| question: What has created the value which prop- 
| erty possesses in the city of Washington? What 
| has enhanced the value of the farm lands sur- 


| rounding this city from a few dollars per acre, 
i which they bore when the public buildings were 


first located here, and raised them up to’ a value 
almost equal to those which’ surround the great 


| commercial cities of Philadelphia and New York? 
| It was the location of the public buildings here, 


and the expenditure of the public fund here, which 
has created the immense amount of wealth which 
exists in the city of Washington. What sustains 
Taik to us 


| about paying no taxes upon this property here. 
| Does the Government pay taxes upon its property 
| 


anywhere? Does it pay taxes upon its property 
in the cities of New York, Philadelyhia, or Bos- 
ton, or anywhere else in the United States? Cer- 
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tainly it does not, and upon the same princi- 
ple upon which we are urged to construct these 
works in this city, those cities have the right to 

` come forward and ask the Government to build 
water-works for them, because the Government 
property in those cities is not taxed. 

But, suppose we should remove. these public 
buildings. from Washington, what would this 
property be worth to the holders of it? | speak 
of the holders of the property, because they are 
the only individuals who réap a benefit from this | 
work, and get the good of it; for the landlords 
take good care that the tenants shall not profit 
by it, and the property-holders reap the exclu- 
sive benefit of it. Sir, I would vote to-morrow to 
remove the Capitol from this location; and I ask 
gentlemen of what value would this property be 
if the Capitol were removed from Washington? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
Jersey. But I rose merely to propound a ques- 
tion to the gentleman over the way, the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky, (Mr. Sranton.] It is, 
whether the contracts for the excavation, which 
he says were contracted for, were published ac- 
cording to the law which requires, that before 
contracts shall be entered into, they shall be ad- 
vertised for? I wish to know whether, in rela- 
tiono this aqueduct, the proposal was made 

ublic? 

Mr. STANTON. I would say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that | do not know that 
any contract at all has been’ entered into for the 
excavation. My remark was, that I had been in- | 
formed by a gentleman who came into our com- į 
mittee room, that he was prepared to swear to the 
fact that he had been’ upon the ground, had seen 
and talked with the contractor, and that the con- 
tractor was engaged in excavating some portion 
of the work at the rate of $7 50 per cubic yard. 
I presume it was through rock; but even if it had 
been cast-iron, it should not have cost that much. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I simply desired to pro- | 
pound that question to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and { will yield the balance of my five 
minutes to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Vansant.) | : 

Mr. VANSANT. I wish to say a few words 
in reference to this matter of the supply of water 
for the city of Washington. 

Mr. STANTON, of ‘Tennessee. 
tleman to yield to me a moment, 
Mr. VANSANT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tenuessee. I wish to say 
a word in reference to the argument which has 
been advanced in regard to the payment of taxes | 
in the city of Washington. I have always been 
Jiberal—at least I have been charged with being 
so—in the matter of appropriations for the District 
of Columbia. I. think 1 have been as liberal as 
any gentleman upon this floor, We have paid 
largely of the corporate expenses of the city of 
Washington. We have paved their streets, im- | 
proved their property, laid pipes for gas, and į 
have helped them build their City Hall. We are 
continuing to assist them, and I hope we shall 
continue to do so in a reasonable manner, as we 
are the owners of a large property which pays no 
taxes. I hope Congress will continue that policy, 
in regard to furnishing the city with water, but 
that we shall do it upon a reasonable plan. 

Mr. SKELTON. If there be no objection, I 
will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

'T’'be question was then taken on the amendment 

to the Senate amendment; and it was'not agreed 
to. s 

Mr. BARRY. Ido not proposeto occupy the 
attention of thecommittee further than to call their 
attention to the estimates which have been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that there is no amendment pend- 
ing upon which he can speak. 

* Mr. BARRY. I move to increase the appro- 
priation $100. . 
- Mr. Chairman, if the informant of the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky (Mr. Sranron] is not mis- 
taken, there is a very singular discrepancy in these 
estimates. The work was to be contracted for, 
as I understood it, at $25,000 for excavating six 


Task the gen- 


thousand five hundred cubic yards of earth. | 


Now, if this contractor is paying $7 50 per cubic 
yard for doing the same work, it seems to me 
there must be something wrong somewhere. 


Mr. STANTON. 
by contract. 

Mr. BARRY. 
by contract, it is certainly paying an unreasonable 
price for the work. / l 

Mr. STANTON. A contract was made forthe 


1 understand it is not done 


I| brick work upon the wings of the Capitol for 


$2 49, but the contractor was released, and the 


j engineer went and employed hands by the day to 


do the work; and this same work is now costing 
$5 08, which was originally contracted to bedone 
at $2 49, and it may be the same way in this case. 

Mr. BARRY. If it be not an improper inquiry, 
will the gentleman tell me who his informant was? 

Mr. STANTON. I will tell the gentleman 
privately. I do not feel authorized to speak of 
him publicly before the House. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi will permit me, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky if I understood him rightly 
in saying that they were now paying $7 50 per 
cubic yard to make these excavations? because it 
seems to me.that is certainly a very unreasonable 
rate. 

Mr. STANTON. I have been so informed, 

Mr. TAYLOR. Rock or earth? 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a question of order. I 
submit that the debate is not in order under the 
34th rule of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the committee do now rise. i 

Mr. BARRY. I believe I have the floor. Ide- 
sire, however, only to correct one statement. 

Mr. HENN. 
order. The 34th rule prescribes that when de- 


Tmove that 


bate shall be closed any member shall be allowed ; 


five minutes to explain any améndment which he 
may offer; after which, any member who shall first 


obtain the floor shall be allowed five miautes to | 
speak in opposition to it. Now, I submit that | 


gentlemen are not confining themselves to the 
amendments which are offered, and I insist that 
the Chair shall enforce the rule. 

Mr, SAGE. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- | 


er having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
Cuanorer] reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 


to order, had the Union generally under consider- į 
ation, and particularly the bill of the House (No. | 
132) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations | 


for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1854, with the 


amendments of the Senate thereto, and had come į 


to no resolution thereon. . 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That when this House adjourns on Wednes- 
day, the 31st instant, it will adjourn to meet on Thursday, 
the Ist day of June, at 8 o’clock, a. m.; and that when the 
House adjourns on that day, it shall adjourn to meet on 
Monday, June 5th; and that the doorkeeper be instructed 
to renovate and refit the Hall of the House for the summer 
session. 


There was no objection. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
following amendment: 


I move the 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to | 
remove the chairs at present in the House, and to substi- | 


tute new ones, suitable for summer. 


Į now call for the previous question on the res- 
olution and amendment. 

The call for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered to be 

ut. 
The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and 
thai that motion be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPUTY POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. I move that the bill to 
increase the compensation of deputy postmasters 
be taken up, in, order that it may be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

There was no objection, and the bill was ac- 
cordingly taken up and referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HILLYER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


But if it could be done for that | 


I insist upon my point ofj 


j 
| The question was taken; arid the motion was 
agreed to. eriei ead 

Thereupon the House adjourned (at three 
o’clock and twenty minutes) ‘till to-morrow ‘at 
twelve, m. > > : 
IN SENATE. 

Turspay, May 23, 1854. de 

Prayer by Rev. Wrirram H. MILBURN. 

The Journal of yesterdayAwas read andapproved. 

: PETITIONS. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, praying for 
| a reduction of the rates of otean postage; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of Emma’C. 

B. Thompson, widow of Charles B. Thompson, 
late of the United States Navy, praying to be 
allowed arrears of pension due her late husband; 
which, together with cértain papers in relation to 
the subject on the files of the Senate, were referred 
to the Cammittee on Naval Affairs. 
_ Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Puig, 
Mir & Co., praying the remittance of certain du- 
ties on two cargoes of coffee, imported by them 
i| into New Orleans; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHASE presented additional documents 
in support of the claim of Isaac Swain, to indem- 
nity for the impressment of a certain vessel into 
i| the service of the United States; which was re- ` 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
| CONNECTICUT LEGISLATURE ON NEBRASKA 
AND KANSAS. - 

Mr. TOUCEY. With the consent of the Sen- 
ate | desire to say a word of explanation in regard 
i| to-;what was said in the Senate yesterday. ‘The 


a 


| resolutions of the Legislature of Connecticut, 
which were discussed yesterday, were presented, 
| Lam sorry to say, in my absence. I observe, by 
the report of the debate which sprung up on the 
|| occasion, that my colleague fell into an error, as 
he naturally would, in speaking of the Democratic 
sentiment in the Legislature of the State of Cony 
necticut, as he is not: particularly intimate with 
that portion of’ his constituents. He is mistaken 
in supposing that those resolutions received the 
‘support of the Democratic. members of the. Legis- 
|| lature. Not one fourth of the Democratic mem- 
bers of both branches voted for them, and of 
those who actually voted, more than two thirds 
|| voted against them. No Whig voted against 


‘| them. 

| Pam very happy, sir, to make this explanation, 
I| because I am very well acquainted with that. por- 
| tion of the people of my State who are represented 
by the Democratic members. They are firm 
friends of the Union and of the Constitution, and 
the sentiments which are to be found embraced in 
these resolutions cannot, in my view, receive their 
support. I think that they: will now; and at all 
times, strenuously oppose them. 

DRY-DOCK AT PENSACOLA. 

Mr. MORTON. “Mr. President, a report of 
the Secretary of the Navy „in response to a reso- 
lution adopted by the Senate in reference to the 
dry-dock, basin, and railway at the Pensacola 
navy-yard, was received some days since, and,on 
i| my motion, it was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. That report has been received from 
the printer, and is: now lying upon our tables. I 
l| move that it be taken up with a view to reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate calling for information relating 
ito the dock, basin, and railways at the navy- 
| yard, Pensacola, was received some five or six 
days since, and was, on my” motion, laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. I observe, sir, the 
‘order has been executed, and copies of the report 
furnished us. | therefore move it be taken from 
the table, with a view to reference. 

The resolution calling for the information was 
adopted at my instance, and before moving a ref- 
erence of the report to the appropriate committee, 
I ask the indulgence of the Senate while [submit a 
i| few remarks; for the report, in my humble estima- 
tion, calls for the prompt consideration and action 
of Congress, and the notice of the country, By an 
act of Congress, passed August 3, 1848, the Sec- 
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retary of the Navy was directed. to enter into a | 
| 


contract with Gilbert & Secor, for the construction 
of a balance floating dock, basin, and railways at | 
the navy-yard, Pensacola. 

Pursuant to this direction of Congress, the | 
Secretary did, on the 25th of October ensuing, 
enter into a contract with the said Gilbert & Secor 
to build the dock, basin, and railways for the sum ; 
of $921,937. 

I will not go into detail further than to say, ] 
that the. dock, basin, and railways were to be of 
sufficient capacity to dock and haul on and off the 
ways. a war-steamer of the first class, or a line-of- 
battle-ship of fifty-three hundred tons. 

According to the report of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, the dock, basin, and railways have been | 
completed some time since, a year or more—but 
not, yet accepted by the Government; the tests 
‘thus far not having proved satisfactory. The 
‘contractors have, however, been paid the whole 
amount stipulated by the contract, with the excep- | 
tion of two thousand five hundred dollars reserved | 
for contingencies. 

An examination of the contract, Mr. President, | 
and the manner of its execution will present a 
most extraordinary state of things. I go by the 
report received from the Department, and will not 
mention facts derived from other sources, although 
1 have statements From gentlemen of high char- 
acter and standing in relation to the execution of. 
this contract, which are entitled to serious con- | 
sideration. By the record I shall be governed, and 
not go beyond it, 

The Bureau of Yards and Docks says, that none 
of the stipulations of the contract have been dis- 
pensed with, except, that of a floating gate, and 
the one which provides for testing the dock as a 
camel for wansporting ships over the bar at Pen- 
sacola, But let the Bureau speak for itself: 


Fourth, © Whether any of the stipulations of the con- 
tract have been dispensed with; and if so, what were the 
stipulations so dispensed with, and the reasons therefor?’ 

“In reply to this question, L respectfully state that the 
only stipulations in snid contract dispensed with are those 
for the floating gate, proposed in the specifications to be | 
fitted tor the purpose of forming a partition in the dock, and 
that for cancelling the stipulation which provides for testing 
the dock asa camel for transporting ships over the bar ut 
Pensacola. 

The reasons for dispensing with the former are, that 
this gate was considered entirely useless, and even an in- 
cumbranee, and therefore, for a reasonable consideration, it 
Was agrecd to be dispensed with by the Department. The 
reasons for cancelling the camel properties of the dock 
were, that, upon the representations of this Bureau to the 
Department, that in its opinion the experiinent of sinking 
the dock outside of and carrying the ships over the bar 
would be hazardoug to the vessel as well as to the doek; 
that, as the Government was bound to furnish the steam 
power to tow and manage said dock when so used, aud as 
the side of the dock would present as much surface to 
oppose the wind as all the square sails of a jarge ship, it 
would require immense power—which the Government 
bad norat command, and could not procure except at an 
enormous expeusce-—-to move aud ecoutrof the doek when 
passing over tbe har to sea; thi, provided the dock should 
be sunk under the bottom of a ship at anchor outside the 
bar, after pumping the whole or a portion of the water from | 
the chambers, shoutd there be an undulating motion of the 
water, as there generally'is at that place, the ship a tanto, 
with banery on decks, as she could not Were be securely 
shored, would be likely to fall over upon one side or the 
other, and seriously injure, if not render utterly useless, 
both the ship and the dock. In consideration, therefore, 
of the great power required to neve such a mass, the im- 
possibility of procuring ieat times when it might be wanted, 
nud its great cost, togetber with the danger attending the 
several necessary Operations, the Secretary of the Navy, | 
after cousulling persons of experience and good judgment, 
came to the conclusion that the doek could never be used 
as a camel in practice; that it would not be safe or proper 
10 venture We experiment, and therefore directed proposi- 
tions to be made to the contractors to dispeuse with that: 
part of the contract for a fair consideration ; and, after con- 
sultation, the Secretary (Mr. Kennedy) proposed to cancel 
that provision of the contract, deducting from: the amount 
of payments under the contract $12,000, which proposition : 
was accepted, aud that sam has accordingly been de- 
dueted.”? 


lt will appear, by reference to the contract, page |) 
27, that the contractors were to receive, ‘fin case | 
a floating gate was (is) made to said basin,’ the | 
| 


sum of $13,000 for it—mark the language, Mr. | 
President—* in case a floating gate is made,” the } 
contractors are to receive $13,000. From this! 
language 1 should infer thatat the time the con- ; 
tract was entered into the Department had doubts | 
as to the propriety of having a floating gate to the | 
basin, and reserved to itself to direct it to be made | 
or not, as it thereafter might determine. Jf the 
gate was made,the Government to pay $13,000 for . 
it; if it was dispensed with, to pay nothing. This, 
I hold, is the true construction of the contract. 


The Department did dispense with it, considering 


it entirely useless, and even an encumbrance; and, 
in my humble judgment, the Government should 
not have paid one dollar. . 3 

The Bureau informs us, fora reasonable consid- 
eration it was agreed to be dispensed with by the 
Department, but does not enlighten us as to what 
was the reasonable consideration. It was not a 
deduction of the $13,000 from the gross amount 
of the contract, which I consider would have been 
the proper reasonable consideration; neither was it 
an abatement of any portion of the $13,000; for 
we are toid in the report, that the contractors have 
been paid the full amount of the contract, $921,937 
less $12,000 deducted for cancelling the provisions 
for the camel properties, and $2,500 retained to 
cover contingencies. This, sir, 1 repeat, is the 
only deduction from the gross amount of the 
contract, as shown by the report on our tables. 
Thus the Bureau, by its own report, overpaid 
Gilbert & Secor $13,000, or, in other words, 
allowed them that sum for not making the floating 
gate, which the contract left optional with the 
Department. 

The contract stipulated that the dock should 
possess the properties of a camel, to transport 
vessels of the class mentioned; that is, a line-of- 
battle-ship, or a war-steamer of the first elass, in 
and out of the harbor, and over the bar of Pensa- 
cola bay; and if it failed to perform this stipula- 
tion, 975,000 were to be abated from the amount 
of the contract. This stipulation was dispensed 
with, as it appears, at the instance of the Depart- 
ment, and the contractors only required to abate 
$12,000, which proposition they, | presume, ac- 
cepted with avidity; for they well knew they had 
entered into a stipulation which they could not 
perform, and never would have been guilty of the 
consummate folly and temerity of attempting, but 
would unhesitatingly have forfeited the $75,000, 
as stipulated. 

The reasons for releasing them from this re- 
quirement of the contract have already been read, 
and to them I respectfully call the attention of the 
Senate. To have attempted its execution, the 
Bureau informs us, would have been ‘ hazard- 
ous to the vessel, as well as the dock.” So, no 
doubt, thought the contractors; and they would 
of their own accord have forfeited the $75,000, 
rather than have attempted that which they be- 
lieved they could not have accomplished, and have 

ut their property, the dock, in imminent peril. 

t does appear a little strange to me that all these 
difficulties should nothave suggested themselves to 
the Departmentat the time of making the contract; 
a change appears to have come over the spirit of the 
dreams of the Department, Bureau, contractors and 
all, since this humbug of a balance floating dry 
dock was urged on Congress in 1843, and several 
years previous, Then one of its greatest beauties, 
one of its greatest recommendations, was the camel 
properties. One in those days, reading the glowing 
description of the advantages and beauties of these 
docks, in fancy saw these beasts of burden of Nep- 


tune walking like a thing of life o’er the waters, | 


bearing with majestic grandeur on their backs a 
ship of the first class over shoals and bars, to secure 
havens within the numerous bays on our coast. 
Since that day, new light appears to have dawned 
upon the subject; now all look upon the experi- 
ment as an abortion, a failure, the veriest hum- 
bug of this age and generation, including, } have 
no doubt, the contractors themselves, who may 
well laugh in their sleeves at the gullibility of the 
Government, and their own gvod luck; for they 
have received all their money, less the enormous 
sum of $2,500, retained to cover contingencies. 
But a commission was appointed to examine 
the dock, basin, and railways, have the proper 
tests applied, and ascertain if the contract had 
been fulfilled by the contractors. This commis- 
sion was comprised of gentlemen eminently qual- 
ified for the duty assigned them. There is Cap- 
tain Tattnall, a gentleman well known to the 


country as an intelligent, energetic, and honorable 


officer of our Navy. There is Major William 
H. Chase, well known as one of the most accom- 
plished officers of the Corps of Engineers, and a 
gentleman distinguished for his general intelli- 
gence and high and honorable bearing. The next 
is Mr. Hartt, a naval constructor, who ranks 
among the first of his profession in the service; 
and lastly, Mr. Herron, the then civil engineer of 
the Pensacola navy-yard, who is weil known in 
his profession as a most skillful and scientific en- 


i 
i 
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gineer, and who has executed at that place one of 
the most difficult works ever constructed in this or 
any other country, which excites the admiration 
of scientific men, and entitles him to be ranked, if 
not the first, among the first civil engineers of the 
day. Let us hear what this commission says: 


CoMMANDANT’s OFFICE, 
Navy-Yarp, Pensacoua, May 28, 1853. 

Sir: The board of officers appointed by your letter of 
the 12th February, 1853, * to examine and report the result 
of the test to be made of the balance floating dock, basin, 
and railway, constructed at the navy-yard at Pensacola, 
by the contractors, Messrs. Gilbert & Secor,” and acting 
ünder your instructions of the same date, and subsequently 
under the instructions contained in your letters of the 12th, 
13th, 15th, and 22d April, and of the 3d May, has the honor 
to report, that it has completed the duties assigned to it, 80 
faras its recently limited instructions have permitted. 

In relation to the manner in which the board has per- 
formed its duties, reference is made to its journal and the 
accompanying documents, all of which have been verified 
by the members of the buard, as being correct copies from 
the originals. 

The board was directed by exact and carefully worded 
instructions, with ample latitude allowed to supply any 
notable deficiencies therein, to make a close, critical, and 
comprebensive exainination of the apparatus named in the 
contract with Gilbert & Secor, as a balauce floating dock, 
basin, and railway ; looking to its parts in detail; to its 
separate uses as a dock, a basin, and a railway, and to its 
completeness as a whole, in order to test the principle, 
conveniency, power, and faithful construction claimed for 
it by the contractors 5 and to form an opiuion as to the per- 
formance or non- performance of the stipulations of the con- 
tract. Under this view of its instructions. the board duly 
notified the authorized agents of Messrs. Gilbert & Secor 
that the frigate Columbia was at their disposal, in order to 
be placed in the dock, carried into the basin, and hauled 
on and off the railway, in the manner prescribed by the 
board. A correspondence ensued between the agents and 
the board, arising from objections made by the contractors 
to certain parts of the prescribed operations. 

The board adhering without material change to its first 
determination, it was finally arranged with the agents of 
the contractors that the frigate Columbia should be placed 
on the cradle in the dock, and the whole carried into the 
basin, in readiness for the frigate to be hauled on and off 
the railway, the board reserving the right to haul the ship 
on to the railway, with ber entire armament on board or 
not, and assuming the entire responsibility of her safety. 

The board designed to make the several tests of the dock, 
railway, and basin with as much weight as possible, seeing 
thatal! that could be commanded would fall short more than 
one half of that required by the contract to be uscd. : 

The naval constructor at this yard, one of the members 
of the board, was deputed to place shores and braces in the 
frigate, and also to remove the guus and stores to such a 
position as would bring the center of gravity as nearly as 
possible within certain hnes. 

On the same day that this agreement with the agents was 
made, these persons refused to execute it, and one of their 
number proceeded directly to the north, in order to confer 
with his principals. It was deemed important that the 
senior officer of the board should proceed at once to Wash- 
ington, in order to explain the proceedings of the board, 
aud to meet and refute the objections made by the con- 
tractors to the fair and proper test prescribed by the board. 

The proceedings of the board were not disapproved of. 
But representations having been made to the Navy Depart- 
ment that there was not sufficient depth of water off and 
near the permanent wharf of the navy- yard to sink the dock 
to the depth necessary to receive the frigate Columbia, 
with ber arms and stores on board, itwas deemed important 
to obtain the opinion of the Attorney Generat in the prem- 
ises., 

This opinion was decidedly given as to the obligation of 
the Government to furnish the requisite depth of water, 
Under this consideration, and of that of tbe time and 
expense deemed neccessary to excavate the required depth, 
the test of placing the ship on the cradle was dispensed 
with, and the operation confined to the simple ove of 
taking tbe ship into the deck, with the removal of all or 
any part of the armament and stores, in order to reduce the 
draught of the ship. and consequently that of. the dock when 
sunk to the lack of water complained of But it was re- 
quired after the ship had been raised, to place iu the dock 
a weight equal to that removed from the ship. 

The board was instructed accordingly. As these instruce 
tions were founded in error of fact, the board deemed it its 
duty to report the same to the Navy Department, affirming 
that there was water enough to afford an adequate test as 
preseribed by the board; that no excavations were neces- 
sary to procure additional depth of water, and that no ob- 
stacle existed, known to the board, that would prevent every 
proper test being made with any ship that could pass the 
bar at the mouth of the harbor, ot", 

Tn answer to the Jetter ofthe board, it was stated that the 
Navy Department adhered to its instructions, but that it was 
left optional with the board to remove the armameut and 
stores Or not; at the same time doubts were expressed as 
to the sufficiency of water claimed in the premises. Ft is 
due to the board in this place to state that the tests required 
to be made were, in its judgment, perfectly consistent with 
the first instructions received from the Navy Department 
and with the stipulations of the contract. 


That before such tests were arranged, the board made 
itself acquainted with all the local circumstances existing 
in the premises, a knowledge of whieh was indispensable 
to the exact performance of its duties. That it required 
nothing at the hands of the contractors but what was con- 
sidered a fair illustration of the principle, eonveniency, and 
power of the apparatus, generally styled the floating balance 
dock, basin, and railway, offered at a great cost as a whole 
by its designers and the contractors confidently to the Gov- 
ernment, as being superior to, and in substitation of, the 
permanent dry-dock. 
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The contractors were ‘notified of the final instructions 
from the Navy Department, and of the readiness of the 
board to witness the operation of placing the Columbia in 
the dock. E 

The journal will show the time taken to prepare and sink 
the doek for the reception of the ship, with all the attend- 
ant circumstances, up to the time that the dock was raised 
and pumped aut. The journal will aiso show the draught 
of the dock at various points, and the exact amount of de- 
pression from right lines, extending along the keelson, and 
the ends and sides, whilst the ship was in the dock ; also, 
the several draughts of water when the ship was removed: 

After the dock, with the frigate Columbia on board, was 
in readiness to be carried into the basin, the agents of 
Messrs. Gilbert & Secor made a verbal request tothe board, 
that her removal from the moorings to the basin might be 
dispensed with. Tu auswer thereto the board stated, that 
its instructions lett it no discretion on this point, and that it | 
aed desired’ that the dock should be hauled into the | 

asin. 

In reply to this requisition a letter was received from the 
agents, declining ‘to take the floating dock into the basin, 
with the present loaded vessel in the dock, for two reasons, 
viz: first. that there is not ten feet of water in the basin ; 
and secondly, that the contractors have never proposed to 
put the dock in the basin, bearing a ship with all her arma- 
ment on board.” 

The board, in reply, stated, that if the agents persisted in | 
their refusal to take the dock into the basin, it would be 
necessary that the ship should be released froin the dock, 
as soon as the injuries which she had sustained by the dock- 
ing operation have been repaired by the agents. | 

At the time of refusal of the agents it was high water for | 
the day, at which time there were nine feet six and a half 
inches over the gate sill of the basin. 

The greater draught of the dock was near the center of her 
bottom. 

It was nine feet six inches, and accurately obtained 
under the immediate supervision of the board. 

‘Tne board arrives at the conclusion, that the contractors + 
have signally failed to exhibit fully and to its, satisfaction 
the conveniency, power, and faithful construction of their | 
floating dock, basin, and railway, and for the following 
reasons ¢ | 

1. That it weighs about 2,300 tons more than estimated, | 
which consequently increases the draught of water two feet, 
thereby intertering with its passage into the basin. 

2. "Phat by settling under the Columbia, when docked, 
nineteen anda half inches, (thatship weighing but 2,185 | 
tous,) it proved that it was of inadequate strength, and alto- | 
gether incapable of raising a ship of 5,800 tous weight, as 
contracted for; this great settling also, by inereasing the 
draught of water, augmenting the difficulty of a passage into 
the basin. 

3. That when the dock was sunk to twenty-three feet 
above the working platform, (the Columbia being just on 
the point of entering it,) it rose on one side three feet in ten | 
minutes, by a sudden and great loss of water in the cham 

- bers, although the pumps supplying the water were stiil in 
operation, thereby showing a very great leakage of the 
tanks or pumps, or probably both, and consequently an im- 
proper construction, 

4. That sixty tons additional ballast were necessary to | 
ink the dock, (the engines being worked to their highest 
gauges,) it being evident at the same time that the engines 
were uncqual to sinking it to.a greater depth than that re- 
quired to take in the Columbia, a ship of less than one-half | 
of the weight contracted for. 

5. That it was found very difficult, with the highest | 
gauge of steam, to lift the Columbia, owing to the leakage | 
already referred to, showing that the dock was incapable 
of raising a ship of five thousand three hundred tons weight, | 
as contracted for. 

6. That the contractors declined the test of taking the 
dock into the basin, on the ground that there was a defi- 
ciency of water in the basin, and that the contract did not 
require it. The water at high tide was nine tect six and a 
half inches above the granite courses at the bottom of the 
basin, which would have been sufficient to have admitted 
the dock, had its draught of water not been increased three 
feet by the causes referred to. 

The board cannot, therefore, recommend that the whole 
apparatus, or any part of it, whether it be the balance float- 
ing dock, basin, or railway, be received by the United 
States. The board having been also ordered to consider 
the “ advantage or disadvantage of that plan of docking | 
ships of the Navy,” as compared with others, is of the opin- | 
ion that the balance floating-dock is far inferior to the ordi- 
nary stone dock, whether as regards economy, safety, or 
facility of operation. ! 


The “estimate of the probable expense of working, and | 
cost per annum of repairing and taking care of the dock,?? | 
and a report on the floating gate, the board will make the | 
subject of a separate and future communication. | 

We are, sir, respectfully, your obedient servants, 

JOSIAH TATNALL, 
= Captain United States Navy. | 
WM. H. CHASE, 
Major United States Engineers. 
S. T. HARTT, Naval Constructor. | 
JAS. HERRON, 
Civil Engineer, Navy- Yard. 
Commodore Joseru SMITH, 2 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. i 
if 
i 
j 


Nore.—The undersigned entertained the opinion that the 
balance floating dock, basin, and railway, combined advant- | 
ages for repairing vessels not possessed by the ordinary | 
stone dock, for the reason that two or more ships could be | 
repaired at the same time by the former apparatus, whilst 
the stone duck afforded facility for the repair of only one | 


ship ata time; and it was believed that equal economy, i 


safety, and facility o foperation would be obtained by either || 


i 
mode. ‘Lhe undersigned bas changed his opinion; this ; 
change is not due solely to the signal failure, on the part of | 
the contractors, to perform what they promised in their con- | 
tract, which faiture was principally due to error in calcula- | 
tion for displacement of the dock ; to the want of strength | 
in the dock ; and to the lack of sufficient depth of water ini 


the basin—but it was produced by ample evidence afforded 
to the board, in the course of {be operation of taking up ! 
the frigate Columbia, that, on the score of economy, safety, | 
and facility, the ordinary stone dock possesses superior | 
advantages. 
~Taking this in connection with the time and expense of į 
placing the dock in the basin, and hauling the ship on and 
off the raitway, as well as considering the destructibility of 
the material of which the dock and a portion of the railway 
are composed, Jeaves no doubt in the mind of the under- 
signed as to the correctness of the opinion unanimously ex- 
pressed by the board in the premises. 
WILLIAM H. CHASE, Major Engineers. 
COLUNBUS, Ga., June tl, 1853. . 


. CoMMANDANT’S OFFICE, 
Navy YARD, PENSACOLA, July 18, 1853. i 

Sim: The board for testing the floating dock, basin, and 
railway, in their report of May 2k, 1853, referred to a future 
report on the subject of the floating gate, and of the proba- 
ble expense of working and cost per aunnm of repairing 
and taking care of the dock, whieh they now have the houor 
to submit. à 

The test of shipping the floating gate was made on the 
30th of May. 

The time oceupied in getting it from its moorings at the 
side of the basin to the position of shipping was one hour 
aud fitteen minues. ‘There were eight men employed in 
the operation, the weather being unfavorable and water j 
rough. ‘The gate proved to be very crank, and required a 
lever across jts gunwales, and considerable tiime asd man- 
agement to get it into the grooves, 

it could not be sunk into its proper place, owing to the 
sand having washed into the keel groove, and a little above 
it on each side. 

In regard to the cost of working the dock, the board can- 
not offer a correct estimate. All the circumstances attend- 
ing the docking of the Columbia, being different from 
and very unfavorable, when compared with the contempla- 
ted mode of working tht dock, when the deep basin shall 
be finished 

In view of the rapid decay of wood in this climate, and 
that the dock is now abuut three years old, the board are of 
opinion that it will require twenty per cent, of the original 
cost to Keep it in order, equivalent to a renewal in five | 
years from the present time. 

It now requires recaulking and painting. 

We ate, sir, respectfully, your obedient servants, 

JOSIAH TATNALL, Captain, 
WH. H. CHASE, Major Engineers. 
S. T. HARET, Naval Constructor. 
JAMES HERRON, Civil Engineer, 
Commodore Joser u SMITH, 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards ang Docks, 
Washington. D.C, 


Their report speaks for itself, and I only ask at- 
tention to one or two pointsinit. According to the į 
terms of the contract, aship of five thousand three | 
hundred tons was to be taken into the dock and 
basin and raised on the railways. The test made 
with the frigate Columbia, weighing two thousand 
one hundred.and eighty-five tons, clearly demon- 
strated that the capacity of the dock was inade- 
quate to do that which the contract stipulated. 
The Columbia was only taken into the dock; the 
contractors declined to take the dock into the ba- 
sin with the ship on board for two reasons: One 
that there was not sufficient water in the basin; 
and here |. would ask whose fault was it there 
was not sufficient water in the basin? Surely 
the contractors had engaged to construct a basin 
of sufficient capacity in every respect to take the 
dock in with a ship on board weighing five thou- 
sand three hundred tons; yet it had not water to 
receive the dock with the Columbia docked, weigh- | 
ing two thousand one hundred and eighty-five . 
tons, less than one half of the stipulated tonnage. | 
The other reason assigned is, that the contractors 
never agreed to take the dock into the basin bear- 
ing a ship with all her armamenton board. Was 
there ever such subterfuge attempted to be prac- ; 
ticed upon practical, sensible men? Why, lask, 
stipulate to take up a ship of five thousand three 
hundred tons and float the dock into the basin, 
and then refuse to float the dock into the basin with 
a ship of two thousand one hundred and eighty- 
five tons because, forsooth, her armament was on | 
board; the weight was the thing to be considered. 
The contractors stipulated that the dock should 
be of sufficient capacity to take over the bar at 
Pensacola a ship of the largest class. W hen a ship 
of that description made its appearance off the bar 
of Pensacola and desired to enter the harbor with : 
the aid of this dock as a camel, what was to be done | 
with her armament? Was it to be thrown over- | 
board; and, after she was repaired ad recrossed | 
the bar, to be fished up and placed in statu quo 2} 
The commission further say, it will take twenty | 
per cent. of the original cost of the dock per annum | 
to keep it in repair, equivalent to a renewal every | 
five years. The cost of the dock was $555,712, | 
so that sum will have to be expended every five 
years, Should it be accepted by the Government, 

e $111,156 per annum to keep it in repair. it 
may from these data be safely calculated that it 


will take some ten or twelve. pericent, of the coat 
of the railway, basin, and other appendages and 
fixtures of this dock, to keep them in repair. So. 
it may be estimated they all will requireanannual 
outlay of some $150,000. ery 

The report of the commission shows. that the 
contractors have failed, most signally failed, to 
fulfill their contract; and it ought long since: to 
have been so declared by the Department, and 
steps taken accordingly. ` 

This failure, sir; affects the only naval station 
on the Gulf of Mexico, and which happens to be 
located in Florida; and I here, Mr. President, 
as one of the Senators from that small, poor, 
wronged, and neglected State, enter my protest 
against this $1,000,000 being placed to her debit, 
in any estimate that may hereafter be made, of 
her cost to the United States. The $40,000,000 
expended in the Seminole war, commencing in 
1835, it has been insisted should be charged to 
her, when it was notorious that: the greater por- 
tion of the amount was squandered on hangers- 
on of the Army and contractors from other States, 
while the people of Florida were not only impov- 
erished, but many of them ruined. The sum of 
$921,937, lavished on this wild and fanciful exper- 
iment, should be charged to New York account, 
Gilbert and Secor, the contractors, are from there 
—the engineers and mechanics were from there— 
their supplies were brought from there—and every 
dollar of the money, according to the stipulations 
of the contract, was paid there. So, I repeat, let 
Florida not be charged with this folly; she had no 
lot, part, or portion in it; for my late colleague, 
[Mr. Yulee,] then a member of the Naval Com- 
mittee, resisted this appropriation at every stage, 
though it was apparently for the benefit of a dock- 
yard within hiso wn State—he thinking the testin 
of this wild experiment at the Pensacola yar 
would not advance its onward march, to be classed 
with the first dock-yards of the country. The 
result has proved the correctness of his course, 
and the wisdom of the conclusion to which he 
came; for this wasteful experiment there, has, 
in my estimation, retarded the advancement of that 
yard, | fear, for years to come. Had not Congress 
been imposed upon by these humbug wooden 
docks, it would, as it should have done ere this, 
have made an appropriation for a stone dock— 
such as is erected at Norfolk, New York, and 
Boston. We cannot now look forward to theday 
when a work of that kind will be commenced at the 
Pensacola yard; for this mass of perishable mate- 
rials will long remain, I fear, as an ehcumbrance 
or nuisance there. If this dock should ultimately 
be received by the Navy Department, I would 
most freely vote for a liberal appropriation to foat 
it without the bar, and. send it adrift, and relieve 
the yard from the disfigurement of the basin and 
railways, and restore it to its pristine beauty and 
elegance. 

But let me return to this report, - Look, sir, at 
the contract. Here was the sum of $921,937 about 
to be paid on an experiment. Is there any pro- 
vision in it which will really protect the Govern- 
ment from loss? Is it nota contract to test an 
experiment at the risk of the Government, instead 
of the contractors who were to derive large pecu- 
niary benefit? The sum of $737,550 was paid to 
these contractors on an experiment, and a bond 
of $100,000 only given to save the Government 
harmless! In this the Departrhent has failed to 
exercise that vigilance which a discreet individual 
would have done, and which should ever. charac- 
terize the expenditure of the public money. 

But the twenty per cent. reserved on each pay- 
ment has long since gone into the pockets of the 
contractors. Why was this done? The report 
shows why, and the papers accompanying the 
same disclose the fact that the payment was most 
improperly made. Itistrue,as weare informed , the 
Department exercised the precaution of taking from 
the contractors a refunding bond to guard the in- 


| terest of the Government in the event of a failure 


of the structures not standing the test required by 
thecontract. This, forsooth, was properly guard- 
ing the interest of the Government: pay the con- 
tractors all the money before the contract is com- 
plied with, and if they fail, bring suit, | suppose, 
on the refunding bond. Why, Mr. President, this 
is langhable. Did you, sir, ever know, in the his- 
tory of this Government, a defaulting contractor to 
refund money improperly advanced him by the 
Government? The idea is ridiculous. You had as 
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well attempt to. get- melted butter out of a dog’s 
mouth, as money out of the haitds of a defaulung 
eontractor after he has once placed it in his fob. 

It seems that it was assumed by the Depart- 
ment that there was not water of sufficient depth 
near the basin to sink the dock; and the question 
was, whether the United States or the contract- 
ors were bound to. find the water, or, in ather 
words, to.deepen by excavation.or dredging. The 
Secretary of the Navy called for the opinion of 
the Attorney General, who decided that the Gov- 
ernment was bound to furnish the water; and as 
the Government.was not ready to furnish it, and 
the structures having been completed, the.contract~ 
ors were entitled to the percentage.reserved, and 
by order of the Secretary it was paid them. 

From what source did the Department derive 
its information that. there was not sufficient water 
near the basin? ‘Was it from actual measurement 
or sounding by the proper officers of the Govern- 
ment, or did it come to. the conclusion there was 
not sufficient water upon the assertion ofthe con- 
tractors? When the test with the frigate Columbia 
was about being made,a year ago, the contractors 
again alleged there was not water sufficient to 
float the dock into.the basin, and the instructions 
from the Bureau to the commission appointed to 
make the test, were given upon that hypothesis. 
"What does the board say? 


As these instructions were founded in error of fact, the 
bourd deemed it its duty to report the same to the Navy De- 
partment; affirming that there was water enough to afford 
an adequate test as prescribed by the board; that no excuva- 
tions were necessary to procure additional depth of water, 
and that no obstacle existed known to the board that would 
prevent every proper lest being made with any ship that 
could pass the bur at the mouth of the harbor.” 


The Bureau, in reply, expressed doubts. as to 
the sufficiency of water claimed in, the premises. 
The Bureau seemed very tenacious of.its opinion 
as to the depth of water, and well it. should, for 
upon that opinion the Attorney. General advised 
the payment of near $200,000 to the contractors, 
to which they were not entitled if the true state of 
the case had been made known. Itisremarkable, 
‘Mr. President, that the Bureau should, in direct 
opposition to the report of the commission, cam- 
posed of such men as it was, still insist there was 
not sufficient water, when the officers on that j 
commission, being on the spot, say unequivocally, 
without the expression of a doubt, there was 
water sufficient for any ship that could pass the 
bar, which is well known will admit vessels | 
drawing twenty-two or twenty-three feet, with 
ense. 

From a review of the entire subject L am eon- 
strained to believe the officers of the Government 
have been very remiss in not properly guarding 
and protecting the interest of the country. There 
is, Mr. President, a screw loose somewhere. which 
should be attended to, and I trust the committee 
who will have charge of the subject, will. give it a 
full and thorough investigation. 1 now submit 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Report of the Sceretary of the Navy 
of the 9th instant, being Executive Document 64 of the 
present session, communicating information in compliance | 
avith the resolution of the Senate, in relation to the dock, 
basin, and railway at Pensacola, be referred to the Com- 
inittee on Naval Affairs, with instructions to examine into 
the contract with Gilbert & Secor for the construction of 
said doek, basin, and railway ; and also to ascertain how 
‘and in what manner said contract has been performed, 
what security has been given for reimbursing the United 
States the amount of $919,437, which has been paid to the 
said Gilbert & Secor by the Navy Department, in case the 
said dock, basin, and railway should not be accepted by the | 
Government, and what further steps are necessary to pro- 
tect the interests of the United States. 

Resolved, Thatif said committee, in the investigation, 
should deem dt necessary, they be authorized to send for į 
persons and papers. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. A report was made by the 
Secretary of the Navy upon the whole subject of 
docks on the 5th of March, 1852, which was- ac- 
companied by copies of the contracts for the con- 
struction of the docks, basins, and railways, at 
Philadelphia, Kittery, and Pensacola, and the 
floating deck at San Francisco. As we may be! 
called upon before the close of the session to make | 
large appropriations for the one in California, 1; 
move the reference of this report to the same com- | 
mittee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS FRAZER. j 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yesterday a motion was | 
made to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


from the House of Representatives, for the relief 
of Thomas Frazer, was indefinitely postponed. l 
learn that that bill has been sent to the House, 
and I now move that the Secretary be directed to 
request the House to return that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was subsequently returned to the Senate 
by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk. ~ 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill to authorize the coinage of gold 
pieces of the value respectively of ten eagles and 
five eagles, and for other purposes; which was 


j read, and passed to a second reading. 


Mr GWIN. I give notice that as soon as the 
bill is printed, I shall ask for its consideration. 
It is important that it should be acted upon. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
pertion of Samuel Colt, praying the extension of 

is patent for certain improvements in fire-arms, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill author- 
izing the Commissioner of Patents to grant an 
extension of a patent to Samuel Colt, a citizen of 
the United States, for an improvement in fire- 
arms; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred documents in support of 
the claim of Gideon Prior, a soldier in the revolu- 
tionary war; to a pension, and the petition of John 
H. Hand, praying to be allowed a pẹnsion on 
account of disease contracted in the service of the 


United States, submitted adverse reports thereon; 


which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of William 
Brown, praying to be allowed a pension, submit- 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 


| which was read, and passed to a second reading. 


The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
E. H. Wingfield, late Indian agent in New Mex- 
ico, praying to be allowed traveling expenses from 
Santa Fé to Washington city, for the settlement 
of his accounts, and for a per diem allowance 
during his detention, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the petition of Adèle Sands, 
widow of Richard M. Sands, of the Army, pray- 
ing an increase of pension, and the petition of 
Charlotte S. Westcott, widow of Captain George 
C. Westcott, of the Army, praying for a pension, 
submitted a report, and asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, on the ground 
that a general bill had been reported which would 
embrace the objects prayed for; which was agreed 
to. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

REPUBLIC OF DOMINICA. 
Mr. DOUGLAS submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; and asked for its imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to ingdire into the expediency of recognizing 
the independence of the Republic of Dominica, and of 
opening diplomatic intercaurse with the same. 

Mr. CHASE objected; and the resolution was 
laid over. : 
EMPLOYMENT OF CLERK. 


Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the select committee appointed to con- 
sider the causes, &e., of mortality on beard of emigrant 
ships, be authorized to employ a clerk. 


SLAVE TRADE IN CUBA. 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved,” That the President be requested to commnni- 


|} eate to the Senate (if in his opinion it be compatible with 


the public interest) copies of all correspondence in the 


State Department relative to the slave tradein the Tstand of į 


Cuba, and of any late decrees or other acts of the Spanish 
Government in that island connected with the same. 
COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. RUSK. Iam instructed by the Committee 

on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was 

referred a bill from the House of Representatives 


regulating the pay of deputy postmasters, to report 
it -back with an amendment, and recommend its 
passage. i 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the Senate to 
put that bill on its passage now. It has been 
carefully examined by thé’ Post Office Committee 
of the House, as well as of the Senate. It has 
received the favorable action of the House, and, 
in my judgment, dught to be acted upon. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, ` 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the bill under considera- 
tion by general consent? i ' 

The PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. WELLER. The original bill was passed 
by the House of Representatives, and was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. It has been under consideration, I be- 
lieve, for more than a month. The only amend- 
ment proposed, is one submitted by the Post 
Office Department, the object of which is to render 
certain and definite that which was somewhat 
uncertain by the provisions of the original bill. 
There is no change whatever in the principle. The 
only effect of the amendment is to make the bill 
more certain, and to obviate any difficulty which 
might arise in the Department. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike 
out the following proviso: —— 

& That, to any postmaster of any distributing or separa- 
ting post office whose commissions may be reduced below 
the amount allowed at his office for the year ending the 
30th day of June, 1851, the Postmaster General shall be 
authorized, in his discretion, to allow such additional com- 
pensation as he may deem proper, such compensation to 
date, and be allowed frum, the 30th day of March, 1853: 
Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this act shall be subject to the provisions of 
the forty-first section of the act entitied ‘An act to reduce 
jnto one the several acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department ;’ and all acts, or parts of acts, in- 
consistent with the provisions of this act, be, andthe same 
are hereby, repealed; and this act to take eleet, and be in 
force, from and after the commencement of the next fiscal 
quarter after its passage.” 

And insert: 


That to any postmaster of a distributing office at which 
the commissions, allowances, and emoluments since the 
3ist day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
actual and necessary expenses, and afford the annual com- 
pensation derived from commissions at the office before the 
said 3ist of March, the Postmaster General may, in his dis- 
cretion, allow quarterly from the date aforesaid, out of the 
postages collected at any such office an amount sufficient 
to supply such deficiency: Provided further, That to any 
postmaster of a separating office, whose commissions, al- 
lowance, and emoluments may be insufficient to provide 
for the extra labor necessary to the prompt and efficient 
performance of the duties of separating and dispatching the 
mails passing through those offices, the Postmaster General 
may make such quarterly allowances out of the postages 
collected at such office, as he may deem sufficient to com- 
pensate such extra Idbor. This act shall take effect, and be 
in force, from and after the commencement of the next fiscal 
quarter after its passage. 

Mr. BELL. I desire some explanation of the 
amendment. I desire to know whether the pro- 
vision is ample enough to supply additional clerks 
in distributing offices? 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir; the amendment was 
made for that express purpose. It was made to 
cover that under the authority of the Postmaster 
General. I will state to the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee, that at the time the law of 1851 
was passed, a provision of this description was 
made; but in a subsequent act passed there were 
words used which gave the Postmaster General a 
great deal of trouble in construing the subsequent 
law to repeal the discretion which existed. It is 
necessary, therefore, to reinstate this discretion; 
and itis substantially reinstating the old law of 
1851. This has been done by the committee, on 
consultation with the Department. ‘The original 
bill, as it came from the House of Representatives, 
was not sufticiently full. It made no provision 
for the separating offices, which are very neces- 
sary; and besides, it went back to 1851. The dif- 
ficulties have occurred in these offices since 1853; 
and the amendment reported to the Senate by the 
committee, after consultation with the Postmaster 
General, only operates since March, 1853. 

Mr. BELL. I do not understand what the 
difference is between the offices called separating 
offices and distributing offices. 

Mr. RUSK. A distributing office is where 
letters are distributed to various offices. They 
send certain mails from one quarter of the country 
to another, northern and southern, and they are 
distributed at particular offices. As to separating 
offices, New Orleans is an instance. Mails go to 
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New Orleans, directed to California, to Arkansas, | 
and to Texas, and other places, and there they | 
must be separated. Such are separating offices, | 
and they require a considerable amount of labor. | 

Mr. BELL. And I understand the provisions | 
of the amendment apply to both descriptions of | 
offices ? i 

Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir, to both descriptions. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. TI wish to state a fact in con- ; 
nection with this bill. [do not understand pre- | 
cisely how it comes up now, but I will ask the | 
Senator from ‘Texas is the bill upon its passage? ij 

Mr. RUSK. The bill passed the House of | 
Representatives providing for the increase ofi 
deputy postmasters. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, if it has already passed | 
there, I am happy to hear it. I wanted to show | 
the absolute necessity which exists for such a pro- 
vision, and I thought I could do so by the simple 
statement of a fact; but if it has passed, it is un- 
necessary to say anything about it. 

Mr. RUSK. There is a typographical error 
which will require to be corrected. The 30th of 
March, occurs in one place, evidently by mistake. 
It should be the “31st of March.” | 

The PRESIDENT. That correction will be | 
made. | 

The amendment of the committee was agreed | 
to, the bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 
and the amendment was concurred in, and was | 
ordered to be engrossed. The bill was ordered | 

| 


to be read a third time, was read a third time, and | 
passed. | 
NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. i 


A message was received from the House of.: 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk. i} 
Mr. Presipenr : The House of Representatives has passed || 
a bill entitled “ An act to organize the Territories of Ne- jj 
braska and Kansas,” in which I am directed to ask the | 
concurrence of the Senate. i 
`The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently | 
announced the billto the Senate on its first reading. | 
The bill having been read a first time, | 
The PRESIDENT said: The bill will now have 
its second reading, with a view to reference, if 
there be no objection. | 
Mr. SUMNER. | object to the second reading | 
of that bill out of its regular order. i 
The PRESIDENT. Then it goes over until |; 
to-morrow. i 


BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. i 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to have called | 
up,and acted upon, a resolution which I submitted | 
some time ago, under the directions of the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions, to provide for the distribution | 
to new members of the Senate of the same num- | 
ber of Mayo & Moulton’s edition of the pension | 
and bounty land laws, as was ordered at the last 


session. i 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will not 
call up that resolution at this time. It is time to 
proceed to the consideration of the special order. | 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I do not think there | 
will be any objection to it. - ; 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; there willbe oppo- 
sition to it. i 

Mr. JONES. It is important to have it acted | 
upon. I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. WELLER. It can be disposed of as well 
in the morning hour to-morrow as to-day. j 

The motion of Mr. Jones, of Iowa, to con- ; 
sider the resolution was agreed to. l 

The resolution is as follows: i 

Resolved, That the joint resolution of the 24th of Feb- 
ruary, 1854, for supplying new members of the present 
Congress with all such books of a public character in the 
same proportion as were furnished to members of either 
House at the tast Congress, embraces Mayo & Moulton’s 
edition of the pension and bounty land laws, &c., in the 
proportion of eight copies to each of the said new members, 
and that the Secretary of the Senate shal! so understand 
and execute the said resolution. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not suppose that itis | 
worth while to interpose any objection to the res- , 
olution. It has been the custom heretofore for | 
the Houses of Congress to distribute books among | 
themselves.. For my part, I have a great many | 


I| of the resolution. I did not know that the Senator 


|| at the book first before 1 give my vote towards 


‘| business, and -the motion made by the Senator | 


'| for the discussion of the veto; but I do see a great | 


|| deal of necessity for coming to an early determin- | 
There | 
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I hope the vote will be 
taken now, as Í desire to make a motion. 

The question was taken; and the President de- 
clared that the noes appeared to have it. i 


more now than I want. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I did not understand 
that there was any objection made to the passage 


from California made any objection to it. I 
thought he was in favor of it. It is simply to 
give to new members, who have come in since 
the passage of the resolution of last year, the 
same number of those books which the old mem- 
bers have received—that is, eight. The new 
members have each received one, and the resolu- 
tion proposes to allow seven more copies to each. 

Mr. WELLER. I would ask the honorable | 
Senator whether any restriction as to the price is 
to be put upon these books? | 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The price was fixed 
originally. The sum which was paid for those | 
received by the old members will be paid for these. 

Thequestion was taken; and no quorum voted. 

Mr. JONES. Fask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. WELLER. I appeal to my friend from 
Iowa to suffer this resolution to pass over until 
to-morrow. Some of us have not yet examined 
this book. If it be a valuable one to the country 
generally, we shall be disposed to vote for the 
resolution. . , 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. l am one of the old | 
members, and have received my number of copies. 
I have, therefore, no personal interest in the res- 
olution; but I dislike to see this distinction made | 
of giving to old and not to new members. | 

Mr. WELLER. f am a new member, and 
1 speak for myself, and say I do not want them. 

Mr. ADAMS. You may speak for me, too. | 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. If the Senator does not 
want them, I will take his number and dispose of 
them. K 

Mr. WELLER. At all evenis 1 want to look 


making the people pay for it. If I want one of 
the books | can buy it. I move that the further į 
consideration of the resolution be postponed until į 
to-morrow, in order that the Senate may proceed | 
to the consideration of the indigent insane bill. | 

_ The motion was agreed to. | 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL. 

Mr. WELLER. l move to postpone all prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the indigent 
insane bill. i 

Mr. BELL. I suggest whether it would not! 
be better for us to go on, and finish the Indian 
appropriation bill now, and not take it up and | 
then lay it by for several days, as we have already | 
done. I trust that the Senate will proceed to dis- 
pose of that bill some way or other. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on post- 
poning all prior orders, for the purpose of taking 
up the indigent insane bill. | 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I understand that the In- | 
dian appropriation bill comes up as the unfinished | 


i 


from Californiais to postponeit. I hope the Sen- 
ate will not agree to that motion. We have been 
discussing the Indian bill for several weeks by 
piecemeal; and I think that now when we have a 
fair prospect of finishing it Sean hs we ought to 
proceed with it. I believe that, all other circum- 
stances being equal, it is better to pursue one sub- 
jectatatime. fdo not see any pressing urgency | 


ation on the Indian appropriation bill. 
are, Mr. President, appropriations contained in | 
that bill, which ought to have been passed, and Í 
the money expended; and the goods and annuities ; 
to be purchased under them ought to have been | 
on the Missouri river at this very moment. The; 
Indian service is absolutely suffering for want of | 
the appropriations contained in the bill. I hope | 
the Senate, therefore, will not consent to its post- | 
ponement. 


Mr. WELLER. My desire is that the Senate 
shall proceed to vote upon this question, and not | 
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consume, as we have been accustomed to consume, 
a. whole day in discussing a question of the mere 
priority of business. , Therefore 1 refrain from 
making any remarks, and hope we shall not con- 
sume the day in debating whether we shall do: 
anything. ' 

Mr. JOHNSON. Without expressing any 
opinion in regard to that, or in regard to what is 
involved in the abandonment of the Indian appro- 
priation bill, I wish to say, that the amendment 
which is now pending has been before the bod 
for days, and days, and days. Yesterday it 
seemed to be pretty well understood; but pass it 
over for two or three days, and it will not be un- 
derstood at all. Unless you have the discussion 
fresh at the time, you cannot keep facts in the 
minds of Senators, in the midst of a thousand 
other things which they have to think of. This 
bill has never had a whole day’s discussion, that 
I recollect, since it came up. On the ‘contrary, 
when it has been taken up at the beginning of the 
day, it has been laid aside before the day passed; 
and when other things have been taken up in the 
beginning of the day, that has been taken up and 
considered at the heel of the day. ft has been 
considered by piecemeal, as my colleague remarks 
—piece by piece, and his patience and courtesy 
have consented to give way whenever a Senator 
asked permission to go on with some other matter. 
Certainly, | think that his patience has exempli- 
fied itself here to an extraordinary extent; and it 
seems to me now, while there is yet something 
fresh upon the subject of this Indian appropriation 
bill upon the minds of the Senators from the debate 
which has taken place, it would be well to go on at 


i| least, and dispose of the pending amendment. 


I therefore sincerely hope that the Senate will 
not postpone this bill for the consideration of the 
veto message, which is a mere outside discussion, 


|! for everybody knows that the debate on that can- 


not end in the passage of the indigent insane bill. 

Mr. BROWN. y vote depends altogether 
upon circumstances. If any Senator is prepared 
to ge on with the discussion of the indigent insane 
bill, I am prepared to vote to take it up, but unless _ 
there is an understanding that some Senator desires 
to address the Senate on that subject now, there 
can be no propriety in taking itup. We know 
that the discussion has not closed on it, and I do 
not myself know of any Senator who desires to’ 
be heard atthistime. If the Senator from Virginia 
or any other Senator desires to be heard, I am 
willing to vote to take up the bill. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the Senator 
from Michigan is prepared to go on. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator desires to go on 
E will vote to take up the bill. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave not the slightest desire to 
go on now. | intended to address the Senate this 
morning, if the question came up; but it is a mat- , 
ter of the most perfect indifference to me, 1 have 
no wish about it. [| will, however, say it strikes 
me that there are some strong reasons why the 
Indian appropriation bill should be taken up. 

Mr. BROWN. |! think so too. , : 

Mr. CASS. If the Senate desire to go on , 
with the consideration of that bill, | am indiffer- 
ent about addressing the Senate on the.other. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope we shall go on and 
finish one thing at a time. If the Senator from 
Michigan desires to address the Senate to-day 
upon the indigent insane bill, 1 hope it will be kept 
before the Senate until it is disposed of; or, if we 
go on with the Indian appropriation bill, that it 
will be kept before the Senate until itis passed. It 
is a very singular way of doing business to take 
up a bill and discuss it one day, and then lay it 


i aside and take up another bill, and discuss it on 


the next day. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


up. i 

Mr: STUART. I wish to make a suggestion 
for the consideration of Senators. If we will take 
up the veto message and postpone it until Mon- 


1 wantthe judiciary bill taken 


‘| day next, we shall be certain of disposing of the 


Indian appropriation bill in the mean.time;, and it 
seems to me that if, as has been-suggested, we 
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should take up one thing at a tim 
along much better. 
Mr. Wexier’s motion was not agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the House bill ‘making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 

the year ending June 30th, 1855; the pending 
question being on the amendment reported by Mr; 
Watxer, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to insert: 

To the Creek nation of Indians, in fall for all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $500,000, in payment 
for eight million acres of land at six and a quarter cents per- 
acre, taken from the friendly Creeks without compensation, 
by the treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of August 8, 
1814, 

Mr. BELL. I made some remarks in support 
of this amendment, soon after it was presented by 
the .honorable Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Waxxzr,] from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and 1 do not propose now to enter into it at any 
length. I listened to the remarks of the Senator 
from Alabama (Mr. Firzparricr] yesterday, and 
I think that some consideration is due to the state- 
ments made and views advanced by him.” The 
facts which he stated are of the most interesting 
character. They ave historically connected with | 
the condition of this tribe of Indians, both before 
and after the war. Every sentiment uttered by 
that honorable Senator, J know is founded in the 
perfect conviction of the rectitude of the opinions 
and judement which he had formed in relation to 
the propriety of this amendment. I understood 
him to say that there were some one or two coun- 
ties of very fine land lying between the Coosa and 
Tallapoosa rivers, which were reserved out of the 
country usually called the hostile Indian country. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. When I was up on 
yesterday I alluded to two counties lying between 
the borders of those rivers. J should have added, |! 
algo, that there is the county of Coosa and a por- 
tion of Tallapoosa lying between those rivers. || 
There are four other counties. The two counties 
which I first alluded to are the Coosa and Ran- 
dolph counties, 

Mr. BELL. I have understood from former 
investigations on this subject, that there were two ; 
or three bundred thousand acres of land reserved 
out of the country, that was commonly called the 
country of the hostile Indians, by the capitulation 
of 1814; and that it was these two or three hun- 
dred thousand acres which General Jackson con- 
sidered at the time of that capitulation, and which || 
has been relied upon by Senators who have opposed 
this amendment, as having been a compliance 
with what was promised the friendly Indians 
when they assembled in convention in 1814. 

The argument of the honorable Senator from 
Alabama Ihave not considered conclusive against | 
the reasoning upon which I brought my mind to 
conclude that something ought to be done to fur- 
ther indemnify the friendly Creek Indians, accord- 
ing to the promise made to them by the Govern- 
ment, in the instructions to the commanding gen- 
eral who was authorized to make that treaty. |: 
As I understand it now, even by the statement of 
the Senator from Alabama, this reservation was 
not made for the benefit of the friendly Creeks. It |) 
was only so much saved out of the whole country, | 
which would otherwise have been taken from the | 
hostiles. The friendly Indiansat once said “that is | 
no equivalent; itis no indemnity; we were prom- 
ised that our fidelity to the Government and peo- | 
ple of the United States, in the war with the Red j| 


e, we should get 


Sticks, should be remembered, and that we should ; 
have indemnity out of the country of the hos- | 
tiles.” When they saw, by the lines proposed ! 
by that capitulation, that some eight or ten millions 
of acres of their own country, which had never 
been occupied by the hostiles—upon which, per- l 
haps, a hostile foot had never trod—were to be! 
taken, they thought it was a strange mode of; 
complying with their expectations, and fulfilling |! 
the promise which had been made, that they 
should be indemnified out of the country reserved | 
from the hostiles. Now, as I understood the re- 
marks of the honorable Senator from Alabama | 
yesterday, the hostiles did remain in the country, i 
and did not fee into Florida, but continued to oc- ` 
cupy as much as the commanding general thought | 
proper to leave them for a home, out of the whole |i 


country taken from them. I understood the 
amount of country taken from the hostile Creeks 
on that occasion constituted the principal part of 
what is now the State of Alabama, amounting to 
some twenty-four millions of acres, and it was 
but a small evidence of mercy, of gratuity, on 
the part of the Government of the United States, 
to leave to the remnant of the hostiles that small 
proportion of the vast domain which was then 
wrested from them. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. In addition to the coun- 
try lying between the two rivers, the Coosa and 


Tallapoosa, there was a large extent of country’ 


lying NE, E, and SE of the Tallapoosa river, 
including, if my memory serves me now, the coun- 
ties of Randolph, Chambers, Macon, end | think 
a large portion of Barbour county beyond the 
Tallapoo:a, and running down to the Chatiahoo- 
chee, including a large portion of Barbour, Rus- 
sell, Chambers, and Macon counties. 

Mr. BELL. Iam not sufficiently acquainted 
with the geography of the country to know the 
extent of those counties. I never before heard of 
any other county, except that lying between the 
Coosa and the Tallapoosa, as having been reserved 
in the territory of the hostile Indians. I hope 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs will explain how that is. This is the 
first time that I ever heard it stated that such an 
extent of country was reserved; an amount, per- 
haps, constituting the principal part of some three 
or four other counties, in addition to the territory 
lying between the Coosa and Tallapoosa. What 
I wish to know in reference to the matter is, 
whether this was a reservation for the benefit of 
the friendly Creeks, or of the hostiles? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. It was occupied by 
the nation in common Mike the country between 
the two rivers. 

Mr. BELL. That would not be a strict com- 
pliance with the understanding. i 

Mr. WALKER. The only answer which can 
be given to the inquiry propounded by the honor- 


| able Senator from Tennessee to the chairman of 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, is simply that 
the Senator from Alabama is mistaken. From a 
thorough examination of all the documents in this 
case, from one end of it to the other, and ofall the 
intermediate points, | can say that nothing what- 
ever appears in them to show that there ever was 
any portion of country, either occupied by the 
friendly Creeks or the hostiles, set apart to them 
as a reservation outside of that lying between the 
Coosa and Tallapoosa rivers. If anything exists 
beyond the documents, I know nothing of it; but 
so far as appears from them, the Senator from 
Alabama is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I am indebted to my 
friend from Wisconsin for his endeavor to put me 
right in regard toa matter about which 1 think 
1 know something. F believe I have traveled 
over the greater portion of that country, and I have 
it as distinctly in my mind now as I have your 
face, sir. lL undertake to say, that the country 


| reserved under the treaty—not particularly for the 
i hostiles or the friendly Indians, but to the Creek 


nation or Muscogee tribe of Indians—embraced 
the country lying between the Coosa and Talla- 
poosa, and the counties of Randolph, Chambers, 
Macon, Russell, and a large portion of Barbour 
county. Whether it was particularly set apart for 
this portion of the tribe or that, I will not under- 
take to say; but I will say that the settled portion 
of the Creek country was occupied by them after 
the treaty. 

Mr. WALKER. 


I think I can explain this 
difficulty. 


If the Senator intends to assert that 


i the Indians, after the treaty of 1814, claimed to 


own land in that region, I do netdispute it. The 
Government subsequently, from time to time, con- 
tinued to buy from them, as from other Indian 
tribes, their lands lying both in Georgia and Ala- 
bama. But what is contended for here, is, that 
General Jackson set apart other country as a res- 
ervation to them beyond that included between the 
Coosa and the Tallapoosa. That will be found, 
on examination, notto be the case. He never pre- 
tended to set aside any other country than that for 
them, and but a very small portion of that. It 
will be found to be the case, too, that the Indians 
claimed to own—and the Government, by subse- 
quent purchases, recognized their claim—land out- 
side this district of country. I do not deny that 
there was country lying north as well as south of 


the line in Alabama and Georgia, which it is in- 

disputable General Jackson did compel them to 
i surrender by the capitulation of 1814. If it is 
| simply contended, however, that they owned land 
i and had claims to land outside of this tract, I do 
i not dispute it. 
| Mr. FITZPATRICK. I never contended that, 
i by the capitulation, the lands reserved west of the 
| Chattahoochee were specifically set apart for any 
portion of the tribe. My impression is,and always 
has been, that a portion of that was hostile country. 

Mr. WALKER. The question is; was the 
land which was said to be given, claimed to bean 
equivalent for the enormous confiscation which 
was made—an equivalent which, it is asserted, 
| was given by General Jackson? All he ever pre- 
tended to be an equivalent was the small portion 
| lying between the Coosa and Tallapoosa. rivers. 
the Government subsequently bought the gen- 
i eral claims of the Indians to land in other portions 
of Alabama and Georgia. i 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The country to which 
I referred was hostile country, the same as that to 
which I alluded. General Jackson may have 
| spoken to the Indians about the land between the 
| two rivers, but the country to which I refer was a 
| portion of the hostilé country in 1813 and 1814, 
Mr. BELL. I can only say that I never heard 
| before that any other country was reserved to them, 
or considered at the time as an indemnity to the 
| friendly Indians, except the small tract of country 
between the Coosa and Tallapoosa. That was 
Í the very battle-ground on which the hostile In- 
| dians met the whites; the heart of the country 
| which they occupied; the center of their power. 
| It has seemed to me that, unless they were driven 
| out, or abandoned the country altogether, and the 
į friendly Creeks were at liberty to go and occupy 
| it exclusively, it could not be said in any sense 
to be an indemnity to them, or a compensation to 
i them for their fidelity to the cause of the whites 
‘in the war. 

I am only stating the grounds on which I formed 
my opinion from an examination of the case 
i formerly. { have not examined it particularly 
at this session; but } did in former years. I re- 
| membered that there had been a tract of country 
between the Coosa and Tallapoosa which it was 
: contended was an indemnity or equivalent for the 
| land taken from the friendly Indians at the south. 
| Mr. JOILNSON. We have volume upon yol- 
| ume of record evidence in the State Papers, relying 

upon the authority of General Jackson and the 

President and heads of Departments ofthat day, 

and the agents of the Government there. We 
| have the maps furnished by the Topographical 
| Bureau. Are we to abandon these, and go to mat- 
ters of surmise? Such a course, it seems to me, 
will not tend to the evolution of truth, nor enable 
us to discharge our duty properly. 

{ have declined to go into the discussion of this 
case heretofore; but I wish to say to the Senate, 
that the investigation of this clam, when it was 
first brought before Congress, was confided to 
me, as chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs in the other House. The committee dis- 
| cussed it and examined it. We went through all 

the volumes which have been produced here. 
| We spent six or seven weeks in the investigation 
of them, and required the maps of the country 
to be made out; and I assert boldly that there ig 
no record evidence whatever which shows that 
anything was given as an equivalent to these 
Indians, but the strip of land lying between the 
Coosa and Tallapoosa. If that was the only 
equivalent, what sort of a consideration was it? 
We muat recollect that it was land taken from the 
| hostile to be given to the friendly Indians; and 
; when given to the friendly Indians as a satisfac- 
| tion, and an indemnity, for what had been taken 
from them, our allies in the war, they were told, 
| when they asked where the hostiles should go, 
i“ You have room in that strip to take them with 
you, and you shall do it.” 

We have in our possession the documents of all 
the transactions at the time. They were not as 
_ verbose at that day as we are in the habit of 
! making them at the present time, when printing 
lis easy and money is plentiful; but the docu- 
| ments clearly show that the friendly Indians, to 
‘ whom this strip of country was given as indem- 

nity, were required to take the hostiles in with 
them. The friendly Indians were the minority of 
| the nation; and yet they were required to go in 
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and live amidst the hostiles in that little strip of 
country, and this was called an equivalent! ` 
Str, that caps the climax, | will not say of our 
inhumanity to our friends and allies who had 
fought with us during that war, but it caps the 
climax of our faithlessness, our utter abandon- 
ment to all sense of right. It shows the perfidy 
to which a nation can be sunk when it acts with- 
out considering what is. to be the result of its ac- 
tion. The result of that action of the Government 
was to say to the friendly Creeks, “You shall 
take this strip of country as an equivalent for the 
lands taken from you; you shall go and live there; 
and although three fourths of the nation are hos- 
tiles, and never will be at peace with you, there 
is plenty of room for them to live with you there, 
and they shall be with you.” The friendly 
Creeks had been our allies. They had fought for 
us, and shed their blood upon every mile of ground 
through that country in every battle which was 
fought. This, then,in fact, was saying to them, 
“We will tie you hand and foot and deliver you 
up to the hostiles; you have no peace with them, | 
but you shall be butchered by them.” This was 
the consummation of the language which we used 
towards them at the outset. Is this what was 
meant when the commanding general was told— 


* You may likewise inform them (the friendly Creek 
Indians) that the United States will not forget their fidelity, 
but in the arrangements which may be made of the lands to | 
be retained as indemnity, their claims wil be respected,?? | 


We respected them by taking eight millions of 
acres of their land for nothing ! 


“And such of their chiefs as have distinguished them- 
selves by their exertion and valor in the common cause, 
will also receive indemnification in the ceded lands.” 


We pledged ourselves to respect their claims, | 


and to recollect their fidelity; yet we took eight 
million acres of their lands without remuneration, 
and said to the friendly Indians, a minority of the 
Creeks, only about one third or one fourth of the 


whole nation, ‘You shall be bound hand and foot, | 
We remuner- | 


and delivered over to the hostiles.”’ 


ated them for their valor and fidelity, by putting 
them in the midst of the hostiles to have their 
threats cut, and all of them exterminated. Of 
course they never obtained possession of this 
equivalent. The hostiles always held it. 

hat is the manner in which we fulfilled our prom- 
ises; and I am sorry to say that many Senators.here 
seem to regard this as a fulfillment of the promise 
of fidelity to these Indians for their. good faith 
and devotion to the whites, It appears by record 
evidence, which no oral testimony can be per- 
mitted to come in and dispute, that you took eight 
million acres of their land. Record testimony is 
the highest that can be given; and when you go 
back to a transaction which occured forty or fifty 
years ago, it is almost the only testimony of which 
the case is susceptible. 

I had almost determined to vote against this 
amendment, and I will state the reason. 1 went 
through a long, tedious, and laborious investiga- | 
tion of this whole matter some time ago. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the other House, 

-of which E was a member, examined the subject 
thoroughly. We unanimously came to the con- 
clusion that the claim ought to be allowed. There | 
was but one dissenting voice in the committee, 
and that was a member from the State of Texas, 
who refused to come to the committee and submit 
his objections to them, and let the committee have 
the light of his investigations.. Those of the com- 
mittee who did make the investigation decided 
unanimously that it was indisputable that eight 
millions of acres of land were taken from these 
Indians without consideration or compensation. 
Then there were lands occupied by the Cherokees, | 
which we refused to pay the Creeks for, because 
there was a doubt as to the title of the Creeks. 
We also took lands, under similar circumstances, 
from some other tribe of Indians, whose name l do 
not now recollect, which did, in fact, belong to the 
Creeks. Taking these cases altogether, it ap- | 
peared that we took from these Indians sixteen or 
seventeen millions of acres of land, their title to | 
which was so strong that a white man never 
would havegiven it up. Laying aside these other 
matters, however, that committee admitted our 
obligation to pay for the eight millions of acres 
taken from them by the capitulation of 1814. We ! 
then called upon the Executive Department to | 
report to us what lands had been sold by the In- | 


| 
| 


from all the tribes, and the aggregate amounts 
which we had bought and paid for. We wished 
to ascertain the entire number of acres purchased, 
the quantity paid for each purchase, and the ag- 
gregate amount and number, so as to ascertain the 
pro rata amount which had been given for the 
several purchases per acre. The Department fur- 
nished us with a statement by which it appeared 
that the average price per acre was twenty cents; 
and the committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, acting with an eye singly to the justice of 
the case and the honor of the country—for the 
honor of the country is something—reported that 
that average price ought to be paid to the Creek 
nation of Indians; and we reported a provision 
for the payment, which amounted to $1,700,000. 
The committee of the Senate having charge of the 
subject now reports the claim for $500,000. Sir, 
if i werea Creek Indian, and you were to pass 
the appropriation of $500,000, I would say to you, 
‘© {f this be the reward which our fidelity gets; if 
this be the faith which respects our right of owner- 
ship, go, take your $500,000; I scorn to touch 
your money.” ‘These are my feelings upon the 
subject, and this is the way Í shouid look at 
it. : 

This transaction marks our records as preémi- 
nently beyond every other of the perfidious acts 
and infernal tyrannies which have been practiced 
against the various tribes of this misguided, igno- 
rant, and defenseless race. I say this without fear 
of contradiction. 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the other | 
House, to give to the case the full devotion of my 
whole mind during the time I investigated it. I 
did su, and I worked at it long and faithfully. Not 
a single member of the nine gentlemen on that 
committee, except the one who refused to inves- 
tigate the case at all, ever entertained a doubt 
upon the subject. ‘This was in the other House, 
where there are generally to be found upon every 
committee some who are as hard to satisfy, even 
on clear matters, as are to be found in any other 
collective body of men that I ever knew. After 
the investigation we gave the subject, we came to 
the conclusion which | have stated. 

Now, the Committee on Indian Affairs of this 
body unanimously report, I understand, in favor 
of the recognition of the claim; but they cut it 
down to $500,000, on a ground which it seems to 
me is hardly tenable after fifty years. It is the 
ground spoken of by the Senator from Georgia, 
that the land in this country was not worth a cent 
an acre; and he cited as evidence of that the man- | 
ner in which his own State government had dis- 
posed of her soil. If the value of our soil is to be 
judged of from the manner in which we dispose of | 
it, it will be jadged in many States to be worth 
nothing, for it is well known to be good policy to 
give away some lands when it is considered that | 
national wealth depends upon the existence of a || 
sound population, and not upon the money which 
is in the ‘Treasury. 

Bat, sir, to return tothe point. The committee 
of this body, after mature investigaiion—and | 
know the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Wax- || 
KER,] who presented the amendment, investigated | 
the case fully—has reported in favor of the allow- 
ance proposed. The committee of the House of | 

| Representatives of this Congress also reported | 
favarably on this case. They both base their re- || 
ports on no single authority, but what is found on | 
the actual, indisputable records of the Govern- | 
ment, with the seal of State marked upon every | 
page. Now, we have been working at this matter 
for three or four days. lt has been treated ina 
curious way. Jt has been taken up one day, han- |; 
dled a little while, a few facts evolved, and then |j 
laid over; and in two or three days afterwards it | 
is taken up again, and so it goes on. ‘Thus we; 
have proceeded until the consideration of the matter || 
has become an annoyance to the body, and the! 
subject has sunk beneath disgust. If I were to! 
vote against this appropriation, as I felt somewhat i 
inclined to do, there is but one reason for it; and į 
it is, that the amount proposed to be appropriated 
isa scandalous reduction from the amount justly | 
due to the Indians. Both the committee of the | 
Senate and the committee of the House, after fall | 
investigation, and on the faith of record evidence, | 
were unanimous that the claim was right, and |i 
ought to be settled. Under these circumstances, | 
l shall support the amendment. 

Mr. BE I think, if my speech were to be 


j 


i 
H 


H 
H 
{ 


diang throughout the South to the United States 


4 


It was my duty as chairman of || 


printed by itself, the remarks of the Senator would 
be a somewhat unreasonable mterpolation, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
The fact that he had the floor had escaped me 
entirely. 

Mr. BELL. I did not intend to makea speech 
at all; but I wish simply to say to the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas, that I think he has rather 
misstated what the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama undertook to state. [did not understand 
the Senator from Alabama as stating that. the 
other country which he suggested was pointed 
out or assigned at the time of the treaty. He did 
not pretend to add anything to the record. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I have totally misun- 
derstood him. 

Mr. BELL. I understood him distinctly to 
state that the country of which he spoke belonged 
to the hostiles, and that it ought to be taken into 
consideration as part of the reservation; but he 
did not undertake to state at all that it was 
pointed out, or was so considered at the time of 
the capitulation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If that be so, I was cer- 
tainly mistaken as to the remarks of the Senator 
from Alabama. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. My honorable friend 


j| from Tennessee has done me but bare justice in 
| the statement which he has just made. 


1 have 
not contended that lands south of the Tallapoosa 


| river were set apart by General Jackson as a 


home for the friendly or the hostile Indians. . I 
never alleged that any portion of thatcountry was 
set apart for this ar that portion of the tribe, but 
that it was a portion of the hostile country which 
perhaps General Jackson had stated the friendly 


| Creeks might use in common with the others, if 


they saw proper. 

Mr. BELL. I understood the honorable Sen- 
ator to contend that other country besides that 
between the Coosa and Tallapoosa was left to the 
hostiles; but there, 1 think, is the defect of his 
statement. If he intended to affect the argument 
on which his amendment was supported, his state- 
ment is defective in this: that it appears this wag 
not considered, at the time of the capitulation, as 
reserved as an indemnity to the friendly Creeks, 
but that only the country between the Coosa and 
Tallapoosa was so considered. I undergtand from 
the honorable Senator that there was other coun- 
try occupied by them. He might have stated, I 
think, with more propriety, in regard to the nature 
of the transaction, as we see it detailed im the his- 
tory of the sy ee that there was other 
country which General Jackson might, according 
to his view of the subject, have taken as hostile 
country which he did not take. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That is what I in- 


į tended to say. 


Mr. BELL. But. General Jackson does not 
seem to have acted upon that. idea himself. ` He 
left the other country to the friendly Creeks, as 
belonging to them naturally and by former claims 
and occupancy; and he assigned the country be- 
tween the Coosa and Tallapoosa, which was un- 
doubtedly hostile country, the very seat of war, 
for the occupation of the friendly Creeks. 

Sir, I have never pretended that, in my judg- 
ment, this claim against the United States was 
founded stricti juris. . I have not said we are under 
any obligation of that description to pay it; but I 
based my argument on the idea that I thought 
the promise held out by the Government to the 
friendly Creeks had not been complied with, and 
that hence the good faith and character of this 
Government, in dealing with an. inferior people, 
like these Indians, was concerned, and that we 
should make them some indemnity, or give them 
some satisfaction at least, if not the wholeamount 
that they thought themselves entitled to. J think 
it would be pretty extraordinary, under the cir- 
cumstances, to say they should have $1,700,000, 
which I understand was formerly.agreed to by a 
committee, or suggested in one of the reports of 
the Commissioner of. Indian Affairs. But when 
the claim is narrowed down to $500,000, it occurs 
to me there is a great deal of equity init. There 
is a great deal in regard to it which does not 
depend upon uncertain recollection. There is the 
statement of Colonel Hawkins; there are the ins 
structions to General Pinckney, which -wére 
handed over to General Jackson. There was an 
acknowledged departure from the instructions in 


wresting from the friendly Creeks a large tract of: 
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grounds, 

It has been argued here that this was for the 
benefit of the friendly Creeks; but it was very 
natural that-they should not think it was for their 
benefit. : When this small tract of country be- 
tween the Coosa and the Tallapoosa was pointed 
out to them as the compensation they were prom- 
ised for their fidelity to the United States in that 
war, and they were told that the hostiles should 
continue Lo occupy it, it was very vatural that the 
friendly Creeks should think, and say, that they 
could not. regard that as any equivalent or com- 
pensation to them. It was only allowing to re- 
main in the possession of the hostile Creeks a 
small portion of the whole country they had for- 
merly occupied—almost an entire State being ceded 
by that convention. But, sir, they signed the 
treaty, and, therefore, I say it is not a claim stricti 
juris on this Government; though I think it is 
founded on considerations which ought to be con- 
sidered here equally strong, and quite impregna- 
ble when assailed, unless there be other evidence 
than any I have yet seen or heard. 

When | first examined this claim several years 
ago, the principal point which staggered my mind, 
and led me to doubt the propriety of the allow- 
ance, was the fact that it had not been mentioned 
in the various treaties which were made. We 
made a treaty with the Creeks in 1818 or 1819, 
another in 1821 and again in 1825 and 1826, and 
finally in 1832; and it struck me as singular that 
this claim had never been pressed in any of those 
treaties. This suggestion was made the other day 
by the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Dawson,] not now in his place, and it was the 
principal ground on which I doubted whether I 
could give this claim my support, some years ago, 
when I was a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and examined it with a good deal of care. 
But, sir, if the honorable Senator were here now, 
I would ask him to say whether at any time, when 
any of those subsequent treaties were made with 
these Indians, they could have been brought to 
agree upon it. We know their broken condition 
as a tribe. We know the rivalry or hostility of 
feeling which existed between different portions 
of the nation. It was suggested the other day, as 
a reason why they had not put forward the claim 
before, that owing to these circumstances, they 
could not agree upon the proper distribution of the 
amount. ‘lhe friendly Creeks naturally thought 
they were entitled to the whole of it, if it was to 
go to them as compensation or indemnity, and 
those of the hostiles who continued to remain 
with the main tribe, and live on terms of friend- 
ship and harmony, probably considered that they 
were all one nation, and that they would be 
entitled to their proportion of the indemnity, if it 
should be granted. That suggestion, however, 
was only thrown out. I Uo not know whether 
there was any foundation for it in fact, except 
that [ heard it mentioned as one of the causes. 

But there was another cause. Was it not very 
natural, in the treaties which were made in the 
years referred to, that these Indians who were 
made, I will not say victims, because I do not 
care to use such language in reference to that ca- 
pitulation, should have avoided mentioning this 
claim? I consider that General Jackson, upon that 
occasion, in departing from his instructions, acted 


on high political motives in taking the whole of ; 


this country away from the friendly Creeks, ex- 
en this little strip, and what the Senator from 
A 

tile country, and, therefore, I will not go into that 
matter. I think it was showing very little leniency 
or mercy to a beaten and conquered people—an 
Indian tribe. It was certainly exorbitant indem- 
nity for the expenses of the war. General Jackson 
wasa man who acted on high feelings and impulses 
of patriotic public duty; but when he was pur- 
suing those ideas, he was sometimes a pretty hard 
man in executing those purposes. But, so far as 
I learn from the history of the transactions, Gen- 
eral Jackson had it in view to indemnify these 
Indians. He had kind feelings towards them; he 
must have had. 
had other feelings towards the friendly portion 
of the Creeks. That, however, is neither here 
nor there. 
their fidelity, out of the country that was to be 


abama now thinks might have been called hos- | 


It was not in his nature to have | 


But in addition to this indemnity for | 


other claim? I believe commissioners were sent 
down to ascertain the amount of the claims for 
spoliations, and they reported in favor of allowing 
$200,000. They could not even get that; buttwo 
committees of Congress reported that it was un- 
derstood $60,000 would have been full indemnity 
for all they suffered by the hostile Creeks—the 
Red Sticks—in that war. Then was it. not the 
most natural thing in the world that they should 
conclude that it was not worth while to make any 
claim for thecountry taken from them onthe south- 
ern border, in violation of instructions, and when 
they had been promised compensation for their 
fidelity, out of the lands wrested from the hostiles? 
They got none there which they considered an 
equivalent. The hostiles were permitted to remain 
on the country given to the friendly Creeks. They 
could not consider it—and they so expressed them- 
selves at the time—as any equivalent forthe coun- 
try taken from them. However much they may 
have felt their weakness, however keenly they 
may have felt what they considered to be the op- 
pression of the greater power of this Government 
upon them, it would be idle and vain, when they 
could not get the $180,000 or $190,000 which had 
been promised for their property destroyed, stock 
killed and driven off by the hostile Creeks, to 
present this claim. If they could not even get 
that from the United States Government, they 
might very well consider that it would be a boot- 
less attempt to seek anything further. 

In addition to this, I may state what the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Toomss] knows, 
that in the deficiency bill which we have passed, 
or in this bill—I do not recollect which—there is 
an appropriation for the balance of the claim for 
indemnity for those spoliations yet remaining to 
be paid; and only two or three years ago a con- 
siderable portion of it was paid. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That appropriation is in this 
bill. I will state to the gentleman that there is 
nothing more liberal than the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment in reference to those spoliations. First 
$85,000 was appropriated, and most of it distrib- 
uted by agent Hawkins; but he said that a few 
of the parties were out hunting, and there was a 
little balance due them. Mr. Hawkins died, and 
a new agent, General Mitchell, of my State, was 
sent, and he reported the amount unpaid to be 
$110,000, making, altogether, about $200,000, 
which amount we have since paid. That sum of 
$110,000, I have no doubt, was all ex gratia. 

Mr. BELL. It was a long time back. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It ought never to have been 
aid. 

Mr. BELL. But they urged it, and a large por- 
tion of them believed that it was a well founded 
claim; and when they could not even get that, 
what was the use of prosecuting a claim for half 
a million, or a million, or a million and a half of 
dollars for land taken from them ? 

There is another reason to account for the delay. 
At the period when these treaties were made, our 
Treasury was not like it is now. We were pressed 
to pay off the debt contracted in the war with 
Great Britain; a heavy debt was pending upon us; 
and except ina flushed period, in [817 and 1818, 
of over-trading, excessive importation, and of 
course excessive revenue, (all of which was ready 
to be absorbed, and was absorbed at once in the 
payment of the debt,) the whole course of Con- 
gress and the Government, in relation to the pay- 
ment of claims of any description to the Indian 
tribes, or others, was a very rigid one. Themost 
rigorous scrutiny was instituted, and I have no 
doubt that frequently some just claims were 
thrown aside. 

Mr. TOOMBS. We were well off in 1832. 

Mr. BELL. The public debt of the war had 
then been nearly paid off, I believe. I remember 
that it was a very great feature with the Admin- 
istration just then being inaugurated, that the pub- 
lie debt was about being extinguished, and public 
prosperity beginning to revive. From the time 


when the war took place up to the period when the 
war debt was paid off, there was great stringency 
in the affairs of the Treasury, and a rigid scrutiny 
was instituted upon every demand on the Gov- 
ernment which had to pass through the commit- 
tees of Congress. Any person can see that by 
examining the reports of the committees. Con- 
gress did not suppose they had the ability to be 
liberal and generous, and. what was nota claim 
originating in absolute treaty stipulations, and 
stricti juris in its nature, was, without any hesita- 
tion, thrown out. I merely suggest this asa prob- 
able reason; but the main consideration is, that 
when the Indians could not get their claim paid 
for spoliations, it is not singular that they should 
never have brought forward this claim. Having 
made these remarks, I submit the question to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CASS. Iconcur with the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] in the opinion that 
this is a case involved in some doubt. It is not 
clear; but I agree with him that there are strong 
equitable considerations in support of the claim. 
If it were a claim between this Government and 
white citizens, I should vote against it; but the 
circumstances and considerations attending this 
case are such as present a very strong appeal to 
us. When we look to these people, when we 
know their condition, when we know how igno- 
rant they are of our institutions, and how difficult 
it is for them to press their claims, when we look 
to all the equitable circumstances, I think we 
should treat them with great liberality. You know, 
Mr. President, and I know, that they have been 
borne forward on the great tide of civilization from 
the borders of the Atlantic almost to the Pacific 
ocean. We have extinguished their council fires 
and ploughed up the bones of their ancestors; and 
now, when they come to us for a little pittance 
for a reasonable allowance of part of the consider- 
ation to which they. were entitled under former 
arrangements, I think we ought to yield to it. 

The Senate are aware that I negotiated here, 
under General Jackson, the treaty of 1832 with 
the Creek Indians; and f have an indistinct 
recollection—though not enough to allow me to 
allude to specific facts—that this claim was then 
mentioned. The honorable Senators from Georgia, 
and others, well know that circumstances then 

revailed which rendered it indispensable that the 

ndians should be removed out of the State of 
Georgii. Every effort was used with them, here 
to effect that object. It was necessary for the 
tranquillity of that portion of the country. And 
I think it is very probable—though I do not know 
it to be so—that it was said to them by General 
Jackson, as they now state, that if they postponed 
the claim, and urged it after they got west, it 
would be received more favorably. l repeat that 
I have an indistinct recollection that a claim like 


! this was made. 


Having been a contemporary of these transac- 
tions, Í know all the circumstances relating to this 
matter, and I say no men could have behaved 
better than the friendly Creeks did. J know they 
were exposed to great trials. Allusion has already 
been made to the journey of ‘Tecumseh among 
them. I have some knowledge .of that circum- 
stance. Here allow me to say, that in the history 
of our intercourse with the Indians, there have 
been two great men who have made their appear- 
ance among them, both animated with the same 
views, both instigated by the same objects, and 
both seeing that there was but one way to stop 
the progress of the white man, which was by a 
united effort among all the Indians. The object 
of their lives was to bring the Indians to that con- 
dition, to form them into a great union or con- 
federation, to oppose the progress of the whites. 
One of these was Pontiac and the other Tecum- 
seh, with an interval of half a century between 
them. In 1811 Tecumseh went to the South, 
to have an interview with these Creeks, in order 
to favor the project he then entertained. He was 
not present at the battle of Tippecanoe, in No-. 
vember. It may be that the result would have 
been different if he had been there; but he was 
among these Creeks at that timé, with a view to 
instigate them to war. I know it, for I had a 
whole narrative of the circumstances from begin- 
ning to end, from the Shawnee Prophet, his 
brother. I know very well the strong induce- 
ments he held out, and I know these friendly 
Creeks were animated by the best feelings to. the 
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United States, or they would have yielded to his 
representations. Under these circumstances, | 
shall vote for the claim. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon the amendment, rexulted—yeas 12, nays 22; 
as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Brown, Cass, Clayton, 
Foot, Johnson, Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Thompson of 
Kentucky, and Walker—12. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Chase, 
Clay, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tennes- 
see, Norris, Pearce, Pettit, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Sum- 
ner, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, and Weller—22, 


So the amendment was rejected, 


Mr.SEBASTIAN. I havesome other amend- 
ments to offer from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. ‘The first is to insert: 

For payment of the amount of his improvements to David 
Carter, an emigrant, under the treaty with the Cherokees 
in 1828, in pursnanee of the’sixth article thereof, $2,826 50. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that in pursuance of alaw, 
or a treaty? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Itis in pursuance of the 
treaty of 1828. The amendment provides for 
the payment of over $2,800 to pay this claimant 
for his improvements, in pursuance of the sixth 
article of the treaty of 1828. ‘There is a lengthy 
report on the subject, which I do not consider it 
necessary to read to the Senate, but which I have 
here in manuscript. I will merely state, that by 
the treaty of 1828 with the Cherokees, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States offered to pay to 
any Cherokee who would enroll himself ange 
west, the valuation of his improvements which 
he abandoned in his old country. This was evi- 
dently a temptation which the Government, from 
policy, saw proper to hold out for emigration. 

avid Carter enrolled himself, and had his im- 
provements valued. The amount of the valuation 
was over $4,000; but in consequence of difficul- 
ties, which it is unnecessary to explain on the 
mere question of order, the Indian office has never 
paid the amount. After a thorough investigation 
of the case, I am satisfied there is no reason why 
it should notbe paid; and, if just at all, it is in 
strict fulfillment of thetreaty of 1828. 1 merely 
state this much of the claim to show that it is not 
excluded by the rule. 

Mr. HUNTER. [ should like to know, if this 
is in accordance with the treaty, why it was not 
paid at the Department? : 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will explain that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Apams 
in the chair.) The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas to reserve that explanation 
until the question of order shall be disposed of. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I only explained before 
as much as wag necessary, pending the question 
of order; but as the Senator from Virginia asks 
why it was not paid at the Department, I will 
state the reason very briefly; and this statement 
will answer just as well on the consideration of 
the merits of the case. 

The enrollment was made in 1834. The valua- 
tion of these improvements in the same year was 
fixed at $4,200, and David Carter emigrated west 
under the terms of the treaty. When he arrived 
there he found that, by some mal-administration 
of the fund, there was no money to pay him. In 
the mean time, in 1835, the final treaty was made 
with the Cherokees, by which he became not only 
entitled to the value of his improvements, but to 
other claims under the treaty as a Cherokee. Fie 
came ön for the purpose of attending to all of them. 
Under the ninth article of the Cherokee treaty of 
1835, the commission allowed him, $4,200 for 
his claims for spoliation, and theamounrwas paid 
to him. In the mean time, upon the report of the 
superintendent of Indian affairs for that country, 
who suggested that there had been some very ex- 
travagant valuations under the treaty of 1828, this 
case, among others, was looked into, and referred 
to Mr. Return J. Meigs, who reduced the valua- 
tion from $4,200 down to $1,250, unless Carter 
could show there was some error in the report 
made by him, which Carter was to be allowed to 
do. ‘The opportunity was afforded to him, and a 
gubsequent Investigation by Benjamin F. Curry, 
appointed to examine this particular claim, ex- 
onerated Carter from the charges of fraud; but, 
inasmuch as he thought some two or three other 
persons were entitled to a share of the improve- 
ments, he reduced the valuation down to the 
amount mentioned in the amendment, a little over 


$2,800. i 


In 
consequence of the inaccurate use of a word ina 


| letter of the Commissioner, in 1837, explaining 


the nature of the decree allowing him for spolia- 
tions, they took up the idea that the decree for 
spoliations embraced also the claim for improve- 
ments. That, after investigation, I found was 
an entire misconception on the part of the Indian 
office. By referring to the original decree of the 
Commissioners, I ascertained that the spoliation 
claim alone of David Carter was adjudged by 
them—not including the claim for improvements 


under the treaty of 1828. The claim for spolia- | 
tions was under the treaty of 1835. That difficulty | 
being surmounted, it leaves this claim as one that | 
een unadjusted, and which has been sus- : 


has 
pended and tied up heretofore in consequence of 
that state of facts. These, briefly, are the circum- 
stances of the case, and I think they admit of no 
question. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of 
the committee is to insert: 

For salaries of six agents, authofized by this act, at the 
rate of $1,500 per annum, the sam of $9,000. 

This is put in, at the suggestion of the Indian 
office, to provide for the salaries of agents already 
authorized by other amendments which we have 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihave another amendment 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, which I 
believe meets the approbation of the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, to whom I have sub- 
mitted it. Itis to insert the following additional 
section: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the President 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and with the assent of 
the Indian tribes respectively, to be obtained in due form, 
to redeem and extinguish the perpetual annuities or the 
payment of interest perpetually upon sums of money re- 
quired to be held in trust or invested in stocks, by either 


paying to said tribes the par value or equivalent of the said | 


annuities and perpetual interest in whole or in annuities for 
a term of years, as he, in his judgment, may deem most 
advantageous to the Indians respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs also instruct me to offer the following 
amendment as an additional section: 

Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That, to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to settle and pay the claims on file 
for reservations, and for rents and improvements under the 
thirteenth and sixteenth articles of the Cherokec treaty of 
29th of December, 1835, in pursuance of the stipulations of 
the third article of the treaty of August 8, 1846, the sum 
heretofore appropriated for this purpose, and carried to the 
surplus fund, is hereby reappropriated. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe I understood from 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
that these claims are ascertained to be good? 


Mr.SEBASTIAN. Yes, sir; there is no doubt 


of that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. [| have another amend- 


ment: 
To pay Andrew Taylor for his reservation of six hundred 
and forty acres at Sitico Old Town, on the waters of the 


‘Tennessee river, $14,720, with interest from the 23d day of | 


August, 1843. 
I offer this amendment at the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, {Mr. Coorer,} who 


offered it before, and who is not now in his seat. | 


The Senate, I believe, are pretty familiar with the 


subject of this amendment. It was agreed to by | 


the Senate once before, but was lost in the com- 


mittee of conference. {t was rejected the other | 


day in consequence of the application of a rule 
which I understand is now so modified as to admit 
thig amendment to be in order. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not recollect what was 
the decision of the Senate. Unless this comes 
under a treaty, it is clearly excluded by the rule. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. By the very terms of the 
amendment, it will be seen that it is to fulfilla 
treaty stipulation. ft is to fulfill a stipulation of 
the treaty of 1835, by which the United States 
agreed to pay the Cherokees the value of the res- 
ervations secured to them under the old treaty of 
1817, and expressly reaffirmed in that treaty of 
1835. 

The question being taken, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 14, noes 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BROWN. [ask for the yeas: and nays 
on the amendment. Á 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


|| Mr. RUSK. I apprehend the Senate ‘have 
| forgotten the discussion which took place on this 
subject a few weeks ago. When it was discussed. 
then, there was scarcely anybody against’ it: 
Similar claims have been paid under the same 
treaty. The amendment isto carry out the exact 
provision of that treaty~that the value of thesé 
reservations, which were lost to the parties ‘by 
| the operation of the laws of the State of Tennes- 
see, should be paid out of the ‘Treasury of the 
United Statés. There was no difficulty ‘about 
| the matter the other day, except as to the propo- 
i; sition being within the rule.’ That was the only 
|| difficulty about which there was any controversy 
ij then. This is a clear case. The money has 
been a long time withheld from the claimant, and 
| various persons, precisely similarly situated, have 
i| been paid. f 

| The question being taken by yeas and nays 
i 


| upon the amendment, resulted—yeas 23, nays 
i 


i 13; as follows: 


i| YEAS; —Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bell, Brodhead, Brown, 
ii Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
i| Gwin, James, Johnson, Pettit, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, 
Thompson of Kentueky, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, Walker, 
and Weller—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Cass, Chase, 
|| Clay, Hamlin, Hunter, Norris, Pearce, Slidell, Stuart, 
1) Sumner, and Williams—13. 
H 


So the amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have another amend- 
ment to offer from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, which is the last one, I believe. I have no 
doubt the announcement is. as gratifying to the | 
Senate as it is to myself. It is to insert: 

For the payment of the balance, per capita, due the Cher- 
okee Indians residing in the States east of the Mississippi. 
| river, under the treaty of 1835, and the supplementary 
treaty of May, 1836, according to the stipulation of the 
tenth article of the treaty of August, 1846, the sum of 
$92,625 18, 

Mr. HUNTER. I think I have been informed 
by the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that this is a sum which was paid by mis- 
take to the Cherokees west, a portion of which 
ought to have been reserved for the Cherokees 
east. If that be so, it would seem to follow that 
this money ought to be reserved out of the pay- 
ments to the Cherokees west, and not be fete 
a charge on the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iso understood it. | , 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Thatistheunderstanding 
of the committee; but, fora reason which I'wil 
state, the amendment does not place it on that foot- - 
ing. In the disbursement of the large appropria- 
tion which Senators will recollect was made two 
or three years ago to the Cherokees, it so hap- 
pened that the Cherokees residing east of the Mis- 
sissippi, in North Carolina and Georgia, were 
entitled to receive théir per capita by a different 
rule from that which applied to the Ross Chero- 
kees, or national party, west. This would have 
made the distribution unequal. The distribution 
to them wasto be under two treaties—one the 
treaty of 1835, andthe other the treaty of 1846, 
which adjusted the per capita of the two parties on 
|| very different rules and very different foundations. 

In the administration of that fund, however, by 
the Indian department, they distributed the amount 
equally between all, the Cherokeés west and those 
east; in that way giving to one class of Chero- 
kees a larger amount than they were entitled tojand 
|| to the Cherokees remaining east a smaller amount 
than that to which they were entitled. Ofcourse, 
therefore, the distribution fell short of the amount 
secured by the treaty to the North Carolina Chero- 
kees, and there was a non-fulfillment of the treaty 
by not paying in full the money which had been 
appropriated, and which was due to the Indians 
under it. It was, therefore, a misapplication of 
funds consisting in the payment of teo much 
money to the western Cherokees, and too little to 
the eastern Cherokees. `> 

The amendment, as it now stands, stops, by its 
terms, with allowing the $92,000 to the eastern 
Cherokees. I have no objection at all to a decla- 
ration being inserted in the amendment that the 
President may, in such manner as he may deem‘ 
just, reserve the amount out of the annuities or 
other funds of the western Cherokees. Thecom- 
mittee did not insert that proviso in the amend- 
ment, because it was apprehended some difficulty 
might occur by an attempt at the present time to 
reserve it out of the annuities of the western 
Cherokees, a large proportion of which are trust 
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funds for education and other purposes. But itis 
very obvious that in the course of events, which 
we cannot mistake, we may obtain the amount 
in some other way. The Cherokees have a large 
amount of country in the present boundaries of 
Kansas and Nebraska which they wish to sell; 
and it was believed by the committee to be an ap- 
propriate plan to take the amount out of the money 
which may be paid to them for that purchase; for 
when purchases are made, of course the Govern- 
ment gives them a certain price for the land. The 
committee thought that, instead of requiring them 
to pay the whole amount at one time, it was bet- 
ter to enable the President to give them some easy 
terms, rather than take the amount out of their 
annuities at this time, which are most of them 
trust funds. That is the reason why the com- 
mittee did not express in their amendinent, what 
was the unanimous opinion among them, that the 
amount ought to be taken out of the Cherokee 
funds. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest to the Senator 
to attach a proviso, saying that the amount shall 
be taken out in such sums, and in such manner, 
as the President of the United States shall deem 
proper. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. To meet the view of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, | propose to add the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the same shall be reserved from the sums 
of money hereafter to be paid to the Western Cherokees, 
in sveh manner, and in such amounts, as the President of 
the United States may direct. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I would suggest to the 
Senator that it would be better not to use the term 
« reserved,” for it looks as if the United States 
were not primarily to pay the amount. My wish 
is that the Government should first pay it, because 
itis a small amount to be distributed among so 
large a nation as the Cherokees, and then to 
reserve it hereafter, out of the funds of the Cher- 
okees west, so that the North Carolina Indians 
may now get the $92,000, and the Government 
indemnify itself hereafter. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that is the effect of 
the proviso as it now stands. 

r. SEBASTIAN. If so, I am’ satisfied. 

Mr. HUNTER. This touches only the amount 
to be reserved. But instead of using the term 
“reserved,” I will say ‘‘reimbursed,’’ so as to 
express the idea exactly, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. That will accomplish the 
object. 


I will accept that amend- 


The amendment to the amendment, as modified, | 


was agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 
was adopted. 
Mr. GWIN. I offer the following amendment: 
For a clerk to the superintendent of Indian afairs in the 
Territory of Washington, $1,800. ; 
Mr. President, E understand that the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs for every one of the 
superintendencies has a clerk, except the super- 


intendentin Washington Territory. Thisamend- | 


ment is in pursuance of an estimate from the 
Department allowing $1,800 for this clerk. The 
papers have come to the committee, but they could 
not lay their hands on them at thistime. I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. It is indispen- 


sably necessary for the discharge of the duties of | 


this officer. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not rise for the purpose 
of making objection to this appropriation, but to 
correct the Senator from California in one particu- 
lar, and upon that to make a remark. 


is alowed a clerk. I believe that when you get 


out of the region of Wisconsin, a little more lib- į 


erality ig pursued by the Government than ever 
has been pursued there. The northern superin- 
tendent had a clerk under thelast Administration; 
but when this Administration came into power, 
his clerk was respectfully taken from him. 

Mr. BROWN. Respectfully! [Laughter.] 

Mr. WELLER, It could not have been done 
any other way. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sir, the superintendent 


was ‘very respectfully”? deprived of his clerk; | 


while the local Indian agent in Detroit, Michigan, 
is allowed a messenger, who acts in the capacity 
of clerk, and discharges all the duties of the agency 
besides, for the agent himself does not live at De- 
troit, but lives on the line of the Southern Michi- 


He is mis- | 
taken when he says each of the superintendents | 


gan and Northern Indiana railroad, and does not 
attend to his duties at all. He isallowed a clerk, 
or what is the same thing, a messenger, who dis- 
charges the duties. | have never taken occasion 
to volunteer remarks when the subject of them 
was not legitimately before the Senate; but 1 feel 
that on this occasion Í can, with propriety and 
with justice to the northern superintendent, com- 
plain that, while his compensation is no greater 
than that of any other superintendent, and while 
his duties are extended over a very considerable 
region of country, he has been deprived of his 
clerk and messenger, and nothing in the world is 
allowed him as furniture for his office but a pine 
table and an old desk. 

Mr. BROWN. Move an amendment to give 
him a clerk. Put him in with the other superin- 
tendent. 

Mr. GWIN. I do not controvert the position 
of the Senator from Wisconsin; but we have made 
a large appropriation in this bill to enable Gov- 
ernor Stevens, who is the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs in Washington, to make a number of 
treaties with the Blackfeet, and others, and it is 
indispensable that he should havea clerk to enable 
him to discharge higsduties. 1 hope we shall dis- 
pose of this proposition without bringing up the 
question in regard to other superintendents. 

Mr. STUART. Ido not wish to oppose this 
amendment, but ] rise simply to correct the Sen- 
ator trom Wisconsin in what he supposes to be a 
very great delinquency on the part of the Indian 
agent at Detroit. He is entirely mistaken in 
respect to the attention of that agent to the duties 
of his office. {t is true that his chief residence is 
in the southern part of the State; but it is equally 
true that almost all of his time is spent in dis- 
charging the duties of his office at Detroit and 
elsewhere. I do not wish to say anything in 
respect to the superintendent resident in Wiscon- 
sin, as to the character of the furniture in his 
office, or anything of that sort. lt may be very 
inadequate; but it is a mistake to suppose that the 
agent at Detroit does not attend to his business. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the amendment will 
not be entertained. It is creating a new office. 
It has not been brought before any of the com- 
mittees, and I, for one, am not prepared to create 
additional offices for these superintendents with- 
out knowing something as to the necessity for 
them. I think, if there be any necessity for the 
rule which is so frequently applied to amendments 
to appropriation bills, this is a case where we are 
called upon to apply it. It isa proposition to 
create a new office, and to make an appropriation 
for it, in a case where none now exists by law. 
Ifthe rule be worth anything, except to be ap- 
plied to cases which you do not like, it seems to 
me that this is one of these cases where it ought 
to operate to exclude the amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I feel it due to state that 
I have justat this moment received a communica- 
tion from the Indian office, which has, | know, 
for some time, had under consideration the pro- 
priety of allowing a clerk to the superintendents 
of Washington and New Mexico. J take it for 
granted, therefore, without reading them, that 
these papers are recommendations of that project. 
They are letters from the Department and from 
Governor Stevens, in relation to the superintend- 
ency embraced in the amendment. I had a con- 
ference with Governor Stevens but a few moments 
since, and he earnestly recommended this propo- 
sition. The objection which I had to it, and which 


iT stated to him, was the fact that the Governors 


of these Territories where they were superintend- 
ents, had a Secretary of State provided for, who 
could hold both offices. He stated the fact that 


j it was physically impossible for the Secretary of 


State, at least during half the year, to do the 
business of clerk to the Superintendent of Indian 
affairs. He said that there were about fifty tribes 
of Indians in Washington Territory speaking dif- 
ferent languages; that he expected the correspond- 


| ence, the taking of repeated census, and one 


thing and another would employ the time of that 
clerk in such a manner that the office would not 
be a sinecure; and that it was utterly impossible 
either that he or the Secretary of State could per- 
form the duties of that office. The salary which 
itis proposed to pay the clerk—g1,800—I believe 
is reasonable. 

Mr. GWIN. Some of these tribes are a thou- 
sand miles off from the seat of government of the 


x 


Territory where the seeretary must be during the 
absence of the Governor. 

Mr. HUNTER, The honorable Senator from 
Arkansas, as he informs.us, has the estimate of 
the Secretary of the Interior. If so, the amend- 
ment is certainly in order; but 1 think we ought 
to hesitate in regard to creating these offices. I 
understand from the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, that the only superintendents 
who at present have a clerk, are the superintend- 
ent in California, and the superintendent at St. 
Louis. Then, it would seem to follow, that if we 
give a clerk to this superintendency, we must go 
on and create the same office in regard to the 
others. This I am not prepared to do. 

Mr. WALKER. It may be well to remark, 
that heretofore, by a departmental arrangement, 
these clerks have been allowed, and the superin- 
tendents have been deprived of them when the 
Indian Bureau or the Department of the Interior 
deemed it proper. In this instance, it seems to me 
a little strange that a clerk should not be allowed 
to this superintendent, if one be necessary. It 
has seemed equally strange that the northern su- 
perintendent should be deprived of his clerk, and 
be left with neither clerk nor messenger, and re- 
quired himself to discharge all the duties, make 
payments, keep his accounts, make his reports, 
take charge of the office, and transact everything 
of that kind, without any other assistance than 
what he derives from the local agents, who are 
removed at very considerable distances from him. 

I wish, however, while [ am up, to offer an 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California, to add: 

And fora clerk to the superintendent of Indian affairs 
for the northern superintendency, 9800. 

I think that superintendent can employ one 
there for that small sum, which is $200 less than 
is allowed to the messenger for the local agent at 
Detroit. : 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I observe that the Secre; 
tary of the Interior, in making the recommenda- 
tion which he has done as to the superintendency 
embraced in this amendment, has extended it toa 
clerk for the superintendency in the Territory of 
New Mexico at an annual salary of $1,000. He 
recommends, in the same letter, the allowance of 
a clerk to the superintendent of Washington Ter- 
ritory and of New Mexico Territory. J suppose 
the Senator from California will accept the amend- 
ment which | suggest to include New Mexico, as 
it was estimated for and recommended by the 
Department at the same time that the other was. 

Mr. GWIN. I accept the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. HUNTER. Those amendments for which 
there are estimates are in order; but the others 
are manifestly not. 

Mr. WALKER. I presume it is in the power 
of a member of the Senate to offer an amendment 
to an amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Not to add anew appropria- 
tion, unless it come within the provisions of the 
rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Apams.) 
The 30th rule provides that “no amendment 
proposing additional appropriations shall be re- 
ceived to any general appropriation bill, unless it 
be made to carry out the provisions of some exist- 
ing law, or some act or resolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session, or 
moved by direction of a standing committee of 
the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate from 
the head of some of the Departments.” No pro- 
posed appropriation of money, in the opinion of 
the Chair, is in order as an amendment, unlessit 
comes within these provisions, and the Chair 
holds that the same rule applies to an amendment 
to an amendment as to an original amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. Then the Chair decides my 
amendment to be out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. [ask that the amendment 
be modified by adding to it, “to be allowed in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” Ido 
so for the purpose of enabling the Secretary to 
dispense with the additional assistance, if he 
thinks the service of the Department will admit of 
it. I know that heretofore a clerk was allowed, 
and an appropriation was made for one for the 
southern superintendency, but the Department 
has been able to dispense with the services of that 
clerk, and consequently the office was abolished. 


1854, 
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I think it a very wise provision to insert in this 
case. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | would ask the chairman of 
the Committese on Indian Affair, if the propriety 
of agreeing to these estimates has ever been sub- 
mitted to the committee? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. No, sir, I received them 
this moment, and [did not state that they had re- 
ceived the approbation of the committee. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I trust that these recommend- 
ations will not be adopted. I think it proper that 
they should go before some committee to see 
whether the amounts should be appropriated or 
not. It is a very extraordinary proceeding to 
bring In estimates from a Department when a bill 
is on its passage, and when the facts connected 
with the case are not before us, and to call upon 
us to create half a dozen offices, on the single 
recoramendation of this officer, without the pro- 


priety of granting the estimates being submitted | 


to any committee of the Senate, or any informa- 
tion whatever given to the Senate. I think if isa 
most extraordinary and loose mode of transacting 
the public business, without the least regard to 
economy, or even to ordinary care and vigilance. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. In reply to my colleague 
upon the Committeeon Indian Affairs, [ will state 
that I did not offer the amendment fiom the com- 
mittee. I received therecommendation, and offered 
it as a member of this body, and not in my char- 
acter as a member of the committee at all. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I knew that. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offered it without the 
sanction of the committge for just what it was 
worth upon that recommendation, as any Senator 
upon this floor has a right todo. 1 believe it is 
the best, when we have time, that everything 
should go to the committee and be scrutinized by 
it. This ameridment should have been before 
them, but it was received too late for that purpose. 

Mr. GWIN. Itis well known that the Gov- 
ernors of the Territories of New Mexico and 
Washington have recently reached this city; and 
that the fact of the necessity of these clerks has 


recently been brought before the Department of ii 


the Interior, and has been investigated by that 
Department. The Secretary of the Interior has 
investigated the questiott and has recommended 
the appropriation. I have not a doubt that the 
Senator from Georgia, if the question should go 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, would, 


for the reasons given by the Secretary of the |: 


Interior, not object to the appointment of these 
officers, and to giving the discretion to the Secre- 
tary to discontinue them if the public service does 
not require them. This bill is now on the eve of 
its passage, and it is impossible, unless they are 
provided for now, that they can be appointed at 
all, thope, therefore, that the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I might concur in it, after I 
had examined into the subject, but I would leave 
nothing to discretion that | could regulate by law, 
and though I might do it there, I will not do it 
here, because I am without any information. 
have nothing upon which to form an opinion; and 
itis an improper way of appropriating the public 
money. ; 

Mr. GWIN. In answer to the remark of the 
honorable Senator, permit me to say that the bill 
is about to pass. Another question was expected 
to occupy the attention of the Senate to-day, or 
the subject of these appointments would have 
been before the Committee on Indian Affairs in 
their regular order. 


Mr. BELL. The Senator from California 


knows me well enough to know that if I thought | 


jt important, I would vote for his proposition; but 
I wish to call to his memory, and to that of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, a 
few facts. It was only a year or two ago that all 


the Territory of Washington wus a part of Ore- |; 


gon; and, before the former was organized, it was 
thought that a superintendent and three Indian 
agents, if I am not mistaken, were sufficient for 
the whole. In that were included not only the 
Indian tribes in what is now the Territory of 
Oregon, but those in what is also the Territory of 


Washington. I do not remember how many; 
tribes the chairman of the Committee on Indian | 


Affairs stated there were in that Territory. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. Fifty. 
Mr. BELL. I suppose-two or three families 
now and then constitute a tribe. 


1! 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very often. 

Mr. BELL. Then, I think, with perfect re- 
spect to the gentlemen who use this language, it 
is ridiculous to use such arguments, and to rely 
upon such statements as those which he has fur- 
nished as any sufficient ground for a proposition 
of thisdescription. There are perhaps fifty tribes, 
as the Senator has stated, but as I heard long 
since—and I have not heard much to the contrary 
of late—there can scarcely be said to be any In- 
dian tribes between the Cascade range and the 
ocean coast. It is stated also that there are some 
very considerable tribes who range chiefly on this 
side of the mountains. We heard the other day 
about the Blackheads. How many constitute 
that great tribe? I believe it is one of the. most 
formidable which you meet after you pass the 
Rocky Mountains; yet it does not exceed, in all, 
some four or five or six hundred souls—men, 
women, and children, and when you come to 
enumerate the other tribes, you will find that two, 
or three, or four families sometimes constitute 
them, because they speak a dialect different from 
some other tribes. Some of them live on fish as 
the Indians do in California. 1 do not know any 
Indians who live there on reots and worms, but 
I think it is very likely that they do. 

` Now, sir, as [ stated before, and I called the at- 
tention of the Senate to it when we acted on some 
former amendments to this bill, before we organ- 
ized the Territory of Washington, three Indian 
agents were supposed to be entirely competent for 


| the management, or to attend to the interests of 


the Indian tribes in what is now Washington as 
well as Oregon, and the tribes about Vancouver’s 
Island, and in the settlements which now consti- 


tute the only white settlement in Washington, ; 


which, I believe, amounted to from three hundred 
to five hundred inbabitants at the time the Terri- 
tory was organized. | imaginethere are not more 
than five hundred or a thousand now; but whether 
it be the one or the other, the Indians have not 
increased. When oar settlements were forming 
there was a detailed statement of some two or 
three hundred persons at the place which is now 
the seat of interest in Washington Territory. For 
these, three agents and one superintendent were 
supposed to be sufficient; but the moment you 
drew an imaginary line between the two Territo- 
ries and organized a new one, it was insisted that 
as Oregon has three Indian agents, Washington 
ought to have three, or else there will be jealousy, 
and rivalry, and bad feeling. That was alluded 
to as a ground on whith we ought to vote for the 
three additional agents. The honorable Senator 
from Arkansas, I admit, said he was informed, 
and he relied on the information that three were 
required in the new Territory; but the argument 
further was that it would make it equal to the 
number in Oregon. The honorable Senator will 
remember that I thought the argument was nota 
very solid one; but that one or two additional, at 
all events, would be competent for the two Terri- 
tories. There is a new superintendent now, be- 
cause there is a new Governor, and it is claimed 
that a clerk to the superintendent will be neces- 
sary. If I saw sufficient information to satisfy 
me that that was so, I would agree to it at once. 
In regard to Indian treaties, where are they pro- 
posed to be made? There is to be one with the 
Blackfeet. I believe there is an appropriation in 
the bill for that purpose. The superintendent will 
take a clerk with him to attend to that treaty. 
What other great treaty is there? And what is 
there in a treaty with eight or ten Indian heads of 


| families—for | suppose they amount sqmetimes to 


eight or ten—that requires the services of a clerk 
for the superintendent? What great “talk ” is 


| to be held? What protocols are to be discussed 


and considered? What variety of forms areto be 
entered into? i 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope we sball not multiply 
offices in this way. We are carrying that quite 
too far. Iam afraid we have authorized the ap- 


pointment of more Indian agents than ought to be | 


allowed; and hereis a salary of $1,800 for a mere 
clerk to the superintendent in Washington Terri- 
tory. Thatis too much.. Then there is $1,000, I 
believe, for the clerk in New Mexico. Why that 
difference ? N 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, how many Indian 
agents are there on the Pacific coast? The Sena- 
tor says we have too many. How many have we 


there? 


Mr. BELL. There are six authorized’in these 
two Territories. f 

Mr. GWIN. And that is all there’ is -on the 
whole Pacific coast. There is not one “in Gali- 
fornia. a 

Mr. BELL. You havegreater machinery there. 

Mr. GWIN. We have nothing but à superin- 
tendent. These salaries bave been estimated by 
the two superintendents—one in New Mexico and 
the other in Washington. Tt is well. known that 
the prices of everything in Washington and. Ore- 
gon are very much governed by the prices in Cal- 
ifornia. Itis different in regard to New Mexico. 
l have no interest in regard to this matter; but I 
know that thesuperintendents in Washington and 
| New Mexico look upon these appointments as 
necessary for the discharge of their duties. The 
Senator from Tennessee referred to the population 
of Washington. Hesaysitis about one thousand. 

Mr. BELL. I said it was that when the Ter- 
ritory was organized. 

Mr. GWIN. ‘Where are the Blackfeet Indians 
with whom we propose to treat? We have ap- 
propriated $75.000 to defray the expenses of 
making a treaty with them. Are they in this 
superintendency ? 

„Mr. BELL. They are on this side the mount- 
aims. 

Mr. GWIN. Governor Stevens is to make the 
treaty with them. 

Mr. BELL. They go and rob the Blackheads 
sometimes, and that is about all the mischief they 


do. 

Mr. GWIN. An appropriation of $75,000 or 
$100,000 has been put in this bill on the recom- 
mendation of this superintendent; and, as he rec- 
ommended it, of course he expects to make the 
treaties, and redeem his pledge. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
declared to be rejected, l 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I attempted to attract the 
attention of the Chair before the question was put; 
| and my object wag to afford to the Senate. the 
information which I possess by having the docu- 
ments read which are in my possession. 

Mr. BROWN, If the Senator desires to have 
the letters read, I will move a reconsideration, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I do not care about it 
now. Iwil move the amendment again in the 
Senate. : ao ie 

Mr. BROWN. The memorial of the Brotherton 
Indians was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, but came into my hands yesterday morning 
for the first time; consequently, | have had no op- 
portunity ofexaminingit. I understand, from a ver- 
bal conversation with the Senator from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. Warker,] that it contains a very merito- 
rious claim, which ought to be moved as an amend- 
ment to this bill; but if the final vote onthe bill 
is pressed this evening, of course T cannot propose 
the amendment, for | have had no opportunity of 
examining the memorial. 1 suppose this will be 
the only amendment that will be offered to-morrow 
morning, if, on examining the paper, l should find 
an amendment providing for it proper. If [had 
drawn up an amendment, I have had no oppor- 
tunity of presenting it to the committee, of which 
I am a member; and I therefore move to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill until to-morrow, 
so that I may have an opportunity of examining 
this memorial,and submitting my own conclusion 
upon it. 

Mr. STUART. Let the bill be reported to the 
Senate now 

Mr. BROWN. If the bill shall not be passed, 
and I shall not be cut off from offering the amend- 
ment, I agree to Jet it be reported. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the question was on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STUART. There is one amendment in 
| regard to the reservation of the Sioux Indians in 
| Minnesota, which Í wish to have modified. Let 
that be excepted from the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent the various amendments reported will be 
considered ai the same time, except such as any 
Senator may desire to be separately voted upon. 

Mr. HUNTER. A Senator can except any 
particular amendment. There is no necessity for 
i reading them. ae 

Allthe amendments but the one excepted by 
Mr. Sruarr were then concurred in. 5 


e 
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understand it, is this: 


<< That the President be authorized to confirm to the Sioux 
of Minnesota for ever the reserve on the’ Minnesota river 
now occupied by them, and to embrace the country lying 
between the Little Maraga and the St. Peter’s rivers, upon 
such conditions ashe may deem just. And, further, thatit 
be agreed between the United States and the Sioux band 
of Indians, that, should it-at any time hereafter be consid- 


ered by the United States as a proper policy to establish |; 


farms among them, and for the benefit of said Indians, it 
shall be discretionary with the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to change the annu- 


ities herein provided for, or any part thereof, into a fund for |i 


that purpose.’ 

` Lsimply propose to strike out the words * and to 
embrace the country lying between the Little Ma- 
raga and the St. Peter’s rivers,” 
sion of their reservation which is not necessary, 


and which, I am informed, will do great injustice | 


to white settlers upon theland, and willalso make 
useless a fort which is now erected there. 1 un- 
derstand from the chairman of the committee that, 
on subsequent information which has reached 
him, there will be no objection to my proposi- 
tion. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to, and the amendment, as amended, was con- li 


curred in. 

Mr. HUNTER. { would ask the Senator from 
Mississippi, as we seem to be approaching so near 
to land, whether he will not allow us to take the 
question on the bill. He can bring in a separate 
report on that isolated case. We need not keep 
the bill back for that. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 know nothing about the 
merits of the case; for, as I said before, I have 
had no time to examine it; but the Senator from 
Virginia very well knows that, to bring in a sep- 


arate bill, would amount to a denial of the claim, ` 


if there be merit in it; because, if it were passed 
here, there would be no chance of getting it 


through the House this sessin. There may be |! 


merit init. The Senator from Wisconsin knows 
more about it than I do. 

Mr. WALKER. I will state what 1 know 
about the matter. The memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, by whom it 
was sub-committed to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Coorer.} Yesterday morning he 
brought the matter before the committee, stating 
that he was satisfied the appropriation ought to 
be made, but that he should not be here when the 
bill was taken up for consideration again. Being 
from the State in which the Indians are, I did not 
desire to take the case and draw up the reportand 
amendment myself; and, upon my suggestion, the 
committee submitted the report to the Senator 
from Mississippi. Since then, as he informs the 
Senate, he has not had an opportunity to look 
into it. I believe, so far as any member of the 
committee expressed his opinion on the subject at 
the time, there was a general concurrence In the 
merit of the claim. ‘The Senator from Mississippi 
was to look at it and satisfy his own mind, and 

. when he becerme satisfied, to draw up an amend- 
ment. 

I will state that we cannot take a vote on the bill 
this evening foranother reason, {have an amend- 
ment to offer, which is known to the Senate since 
last session as the Menomonee claim. Itis a large 
one. 1 offered it at the last session; but, on the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee, the report 
~t lengthy and detailed one—then being printed, 


1 withdrew theamendment to give an opportunity į 


for further examination into that report. f shall 
have to offer it, and shall do so before the bill 
passes. It is one which, to say the least, will 
require the report to be read, if nothing should be 
said upon it. F shall ask for its reading when I 
offer the amendment. Í 
take the question on the bill to-day. I therefore 
renew the motion to postpone it until to-mor- 
row. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair `i 


understand the Senator to move a postponement 
or an adjournment? 


Mr. WALKER. it is-the usual hour of ad- 


journment; and, that the bill may come up to- | 


morrow as the unfinished business, I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought it was the opinion 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs that we could 
get through with the bill to-day. If we have but 


It is an extan- | 


am confident we cannot |: 


of it. 
Mr. WALKER. It has already been an- 
nounced that there are two, and one of them is 
| not ready. I can say, for my part, that I expected 
i that we should get through with the bill to-day; 
| but the lengthy discussion of this morning, in ad- 


] 7 a 
| one more amendment, let us sit here and dispose 
i 
i 
| 


: this hour. 


li 
i the bill. My friend from Virginia hashad avery 
i! difficult road to travel, and he begs so hard that I 
| cannotrefuse him. I shall, therefore, vote against 
i: the adjournment, though it will be departing from 
my usual practice. 


| and my friend from Virginia in particular. 
; have had enough of this bill. 
i here ata slow dragging pace, and for my own 


i chairman of the committee now against all post- 

| ponement by way of making some apology and 
some reparation to him for having in several in- 

|| stances, upon this bill, deserted my leader and 

| gone against him. R 

1 

| 


Mr. WALKER. 1 do not know, on account 


to adjourn. Here is the first matter in relation to 
i the Indian appropriation bill to which I desire to 


cumstances, an honorable Senator from another 


| investigate the case, and I stating that I have an- 


seem to me it might superinduce this act of cour- 
| tesy, to say the least of it, on the part of the 
Senate. 
| Mr. WELLER. 
j ment after that statement. 
Mr. BADGER. So will I. 
Mr. Watker’s motion was agreed to; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenonespay, May 24, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wituiam H. Mirzurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
| in order was the consideration of a bill (H. R. 
| No. 330) further to amend the act entitled “ An 
act to reduce and modify the rates of postage in 


tion was on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 


| the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. PHELPS. I rise to ask the unanimous 


special order in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for to-day, until to-morrow, or 
until the deficiency bill shall have been disposed 
of. I believe that is the general wish of the House. 


i! wish. I take it for granted, from the fact that a 
majority of the members of the Committee of 
| Waysand Means voted to postpone the deficiency 
bill the other day, that its passage can be of no 
immediate consequence. 
Mr.PHELPS. Then the gentleman from New 
York objects. 
Mr. MORGAN. i do. 
Mr. PERKINS, of New York. { moveto sus- 
end the rules, that that order may be made. 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order to suspend 
: the rules, except on Mondays. 
Mr. HOUSTON. f hold in my hand a me- 
: morial from the Legislature of Alabama in rela- 
l tion to some claims in that State. I ask that it 
may be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Tt was so ordered. 
Mr. PHELPS. i move that the rules be sus- 
| pended, and that the House resolve itself into 


j 


i; 
i 
j: 


| 
| 


| dition to that which took place heretofore, in ref- | 
| erence to the Creek claim, has postponed us to : 


Mr. WELLER. I hope we ‘shall go on with 


Mr. BADGER. I do hope that somthing will © 
be done for the Committee on Finance in general, ti 
ei; 
It has lagged on | 


i, part I feel the strongest disposition to support the | 


: of any personal consideration, that | ever asked | 
' the Senate before either to postpone a measure or |; 


| call the attention of the Senate that has reference | 
i to the State which I represent; and, under the cir- | 
| State saying he has not had an opportunity to | 


other amendment, which will require discussion, | 
or at least the reading of a long report, it would | 


Į will vote for the adjourn- | 


Prayer | 


the United States, and for other purposes,” passed | 
March 3, 1851, and the act amendatory thereto, | 
passed August 30, 1852; and that the pending ques- ; 
: (Mr. Oxns,] to refer the bill to the Committee of || 


consent of the House that an order may be made | 
postponing the Pacific railroad bill, which is the | 


Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; not the general ! 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

| The motion was agreed to. 

f 

i 


| The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the business in 
' order before the committee was the consideration 
:| of the special order, keing the Pacific railroad bill. 
| Mr. PHELPS. With the consent of the gen- 
leman from California, who is entitled to the 
i| floor upon this question, Í submit the motion that 
the further consideration of the special order be 
postponed until to-morrow, or until the deficiency 
bill shall have been disposed of. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. Iam not willing to post- 
pone the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill 
until the deficiency bill is disposed of. 

Mr. PHELPS. Say then until to-morrow. 

; Mr. McDOUGALL. I have no objection to 

that. g 
‘The question was then taken; and the consider- 

vation of the Pacific railroad bill was postponed 
until to-morrow. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 
TheCHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on yesterday, they had under consideration the 
twenty-fifth amendment, which reads as follows: 
For continuing the works for bringing water into the city 
of Washington, $500,000, 
‘|. —to which an amendment had been offered by the 
| gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Barry,] to in- 
i| crease the appropriation 100. 
| Mr. PERKINS, of N@&v York. Mr. Chairman, 
i| I desire to say but a word. 
i| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that no 
|| further debate can be allowed. 
Mr. HIBBARD. I wish to say to the com- 
:| mittee, that I desired to obtain the floor on yester- 
i| day, for the purpose of making an explanation of 
|| some remarks which I made in a previous debate; 
[i 


A 
il 

i 
if 
Ht 


and I now propose, with the consent of the com- 
| mittee, to print what I desire to say. 
| The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, 
i! leave will be granted the gentleman from New 
`: {lampshire to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. 1s it in order 

to move to strike out the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It isin order to move to 
| strike out the amount in the amendment. 
! Mr. PERKINS. That motion, I believe, has 
| not been made; I move, therefore, to strike out 
| 


the amount named in the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is now 
ending before the committee. 

| Mr, PERKINS. Asdebate is exhausted upon 
i that motion, I will move to raise the amount to 
| one million of dollars. I think that either the 
| motion to strike out, or to raise the amount to one 
‘| million ought to prevail; for the engineer who has 
; furnished the estimates for this work, has esti- 
|| mated the amount necessary at $2,500,000. At 
| seats of government every where—at Boston, New 
| York, Philadelphia—the result hasbeen, in carry- 
i| ing on works of this character, that the expenses 
| have always been double the estimates furnished 
| by the engineers having them in charge; and 
we may safely conclude that the same result will 
be seen here at the city of Washington. We 
may safely set down the expense at three times 
. the estimate made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Sranron.] I believe that the ex- 
|| pense of bringing water from the Great Falls will 
be about seven or eight millions of dollars. Per- 
sons holding offices under the Government, and 
members of Congress, will be obliged te pay the 
interest upon this money. That this will be the 
case I can demonstrate beyond all controversy. 
‘The rents of'a place are in proportion to the value 
of the property. If a piece of property is worth 
half a million of dollars, and it is to be rented, the 
rent to be charged upon it will be in proportion to 
its value. If the improvement now under con- 
sideration will add seven millions of dollars to the 
value of the property in the city of Washington, 
he tenants who hire houses here, and the mem- 
ers of Congress who are obliged to hire rooms, 
: will have to pay interest upon that money. The 
people have got lamps along Pennsylvania av- 
: enue which are furnished by this Government. 
i: This adds to the rent of houses and apartments. 
i And we cannot geta room short of the fourth story 
il in any respectable public house big enough for 
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dollars a week for room independent of board. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, these exorbitant charges 
are all owing to the immense sums of money that 
are expended here, making property so valuable; | 
and we havegot to pay these charges. Whoever, 
therefore, votes for this improvement, votes to | 
have the interest of these seven millions of dollars 
paid out of the pockets of members of Congress 
and the office-holders in the city. : 

Mr. Chairman, there is not a dollar of money 
that I have ever seen earned in the city of Wash- 
ington that has not come, directly or indirectly, 
from the Government or its officers. You can | 
find no business under heaven carried on here—at | 
least I cannot—except that which is done for, and 
the cost of which is to come out of the pockets of 
the officers of the Government. And the more 
you add to the value of property here, the more 
interest you have to pay. 

Mr. PHELPS took the floor. i 

Mr. SAGE. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. PueLrs] allow me to make a remark ? 

Mr. PHELPS. I will yield the floor for a 
moment, ; 

Mr. SAGE. In opposing this amendment I 
merely want to say, in addition to what I said 
yesterday, that I can see no good reason why the 
Government should make appropriations for this 
work, more than the State of New York should 
pay for water for the city of Albany. I believe 
that the value of property in the city of Albany 
is fully equal to the value of property in the city 
of Washington. This enterprise, if carried out, | 
only inures to the benefit of the few property 
owners of the city. For one, I am opposed to it 
in toto, and ‘hope that the committee will defeat 
the whole thing. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to appeal to the com- 
mittee, as it is now known that the special order 
of the Pacific railroad bill is only postponed for 
one day, to let us vote upon these matters at once, 
and not consume time in discussion. I hope, 
therefore, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Perkins] will withdraw his amendment, and let 
the vote be taken on the Senate amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to with- 
draw my amendment. f 

The amendment to the amendment was accord- 
ingly withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Notwithstanding | 
the appeal of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Pue.rs,] I beg leave to offer the amendment to 
the amendment which I send up to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That previous to the expenditure of any part 
of this appropriation, the Secretary of War shall enter 
into a contract with some responsible contractor, to finish 
and complete said work on the plan heretofore adopted, for 
a sum not exceeding $2,300,000, And it shail be the duty 
of the said Secretary to take from the contracter good and | 
sufficient security for the completion of the contract ac- 
cording to the plan and specificatious determined upon by | 
the said Secretary. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. ff the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Smrrir] will allow me, I | 
would make a suggestion to him, for the purpose | 
of having the amendment which he has offered 
modified, 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. f 

Mr. STANTON. The modification which | 


would suggest is simply this: The law places this 

work specially under the direction of the Presi-. 
dent of the United States. ‘he contracts which 

may be made upon it are made by the President, 

and not by the Secretary of War; and therefore I 

suggest that the amendment submitted by the gen- 

tleman from Virginia be so modified by striking 

out the words ‘‘ Secretary of War,” and inserting 

in lieu thereof the words * President of the United 

States.” 

Mr. SMITH. I will accept the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman, and modify my 
amendment accordingly. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad to get the | 
attention of the committee for a moment or two 
upon this subject. From the course of remark | 
which was indulged in on yesterday by several 
members upon this floor, I am induced to call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that, by the 


Constitution of the United States, the District of 


trict is placed under the exclusive jurisdiction of 
Congress; and, as a consequence, that very fact 
imposes upon the Government an obligation to 
take care of the interests of this District. 

Gentlemen have remarked that there is no obli- 
gation upon the Federal Government to provide 
water for the citizens of this District. Now gen- 
tlemen must remember that this city is a city lit- 
erally created by the Federal Government, and by 
the officials connected with that Government, and 
those brought here in consequence of this being 
the Federal city. If there ever was a city which 
has a right to claim the aid of the Government, 
under which it has its existence, in its works of 
improvements, it is this very city. 

But it was said yesterday by a gentleman from 
Ohio, that, independent of this consideration, the 
Federal Government has a large.interest within 
the limits of this city—an interest which requires 
to be looked after and protected by the Govern- 
ment itself. 

Having made these remarks, I proceed to the 
consideration of another objection or two. It was 
said yesterday, and various speculations were in- 
dulged in in reference to it, that a very large ex- 
penditure would be incurred in the prosecution of 
this work. I say, in reply to that, and I wish to 
call the attention of the committee to it, that there 
is no fitness, that there is no power in this body 
to undertake to adjust a system for the prosecu- 
tion of this improvement. 
ferred to yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio; 
and the law authorizing the prosecution of this 
work expressly directs the plan to be adopted 
which may be selected by the President of the 
United States. The power, without qualification, 
was given to him to select the plan; and when he 


ji has selected that plan, it is to come before this 


| body, and this body is to carry it out. True, 
Congress may abolish the enterprise; but the plan 
has been settled, and the work commenced. Ap- 
propriations have already been made, and a large 
sum of money expended upon it, and 1 presume 
that the committee and the House will not depart 
from it. ` 

A great deal has been said about the enormous 
expenditure involved. We have estimates of the 
expenses of the work from the War Department, 
and my amendment has been offered for the pur- 
pose of meeting the objection upon that head, and 
I stipulate in my amendment that the work shall 
not cost more than the estimate of the War De- 
partment. I am willing to leave the matter to the 
head-of that Department, and to his discretion. 
He is to make the contract, and the contract is 
not to exceed the estimates. 

Well, sir, that does not make any difference 
from the fact—and I ask the gentleman from 
New York to look to it—that nota dollar is to be 


tractors are to give bonds, with gopd security, 
that he will complete the job for thesum specified. 
‘These are all the precautions which can possibly 
| be necessary, it seems to me. You are not to go 
on with the work, and a dollar is not to be ex- 
pended upon it, until this prelirainary requirement 
is complied with. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 do not rise for the purpose of 
answering the suggestions made by gentlemen 
over the way. 1 rise simply to say, that if we 
get afloat again to-day upon these deep waters, 
we shall hardly touch bottom during the whole 
day. I therefore hope that the committee will pro- 
ceed to vote upon concurring or non-coneurring in 
the Senate amendment. It is, I presume, a mat- 
ter of indifference with the Committee of Ways 


ment in or out. 
the House by a vote by yeas and nays. 
the vote will be taken immediately. 

Mr. SMITH. I will insert in my amendment 
the word “ contractors,” so that itshall read ‘* con- 
tractor or contractors.”’ 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to have the amend- 
ment read. Nobody in this part of the Hall has 
heard it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr, PARKER. I have an amendment which 
| J desire to offer. 


Í trust 


The subject was re- | 


| expended until a contract for the completion ofthe | 
work shall be made; and the contractor or con- | 


and Means whether the committee vote the amend- į 
The matter must be settled in į 


are in order. E as 

Mr. PARKER. Then I will read my: amend- 
ment, and ask the gentleman from Virginia to 
accept it as a modification of hisown. It is the 
following: ; 

Provided, That a forfeiture of the contract: shall take 
place whenever the work is not strictly in accordance with 
the plans and specifications. 


Mr. SMITH. I will accept the modification 
with pleasure. Š 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that he also further modify 
his amendment by inserting the following: 

The proposals to be advertised, and bids to be invited, by 
advertising in the newspapers of the United States. 

sia SMITH. I will accept that modification 
also. ; 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of Mr. Smrru’s amendment, as modified; and it 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move the following 
as a proviso to the Senate amendment: 

Provided, That the amount herctofore appropriated shall 
not be applied, unless the corporations of Georgetown and 
Washington shall appropriate and pay an amount equal to 
one fourth the sum to aid in the construction of the work. 

{ offer this amendment in good faith, and leave 
it for the committee to decide upon it without re- 
mark. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move*to 
amend by adding the following at the end of the 
Senate amendment: . ; 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be ex- 
pended, unless in pursuance of a contract to be made 
within the engincer’s estimate A asa 000) after sixty days 
notice in the journals of the United States, inviting cod- 
tractors to propose for the whole of the materials and work 
complete, agreeably to the plan adopted by the President of 
the United States. The bids to be opened in the presence 
of the bidders who may attend, and the contract awarded 
to the lowest bidder, upon he or they giving reliable guar- 
antees and security to the United States that the whole 
work shall be completed in two years, and its permanency 
and efficiency guarantied for five years after its completion. 

Mr. Chairman, the Amendment which I offer is 
similar to the one offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Smirn,] and voted down but a 
minute ago. There is some little difference, how- 
ever. It provides that the work shall be com- 
pleted within two years. I understand the engi- 
neer, in his report, togpropose to limit the time to 
be expended in the. construction of the work to 
that period. I hope, if this appropriation is to be 
passed by the House, that amendment, or some- 
thing similar, will be attached to it. [am satis- 
fied, that if this work continues to be executed 
under the direction of the Government officers, and 
aa under the direction of the officers of the 

ar Department, our worst fears as to the ulti- 
mate cost of the work will be realized. 

I had this morning in my room an experienced, 
practical bricklayer, from the city of Philadelphia, 
who has been engaged in the construction of the 
culvert, orconduit, so far as it hag been constructed; 
and he has given me some practical facts which 
will give us some indication of what the work will 
cost. 

He says that there were eleven days’ work on 
the culvert, and five thousand seven hundred and 
twenty bricks were laid, at $275 per day to the 
bricklayer, and $1 25 per day to the laborer, mak- 
ing the bricklayers’ wages $3025, and the labor- 
ers’ $13 75—a total of $44 for laying five thou- 
sand seven hundred and twenty bricks, and equal 
to $7 89 per thousand. The bricks calculated at 
#10 per thousand, which they are now paying for 
those they are using in the culvert, will cost the 
Government for furnishing and laying them $17 89 
per thousand, to which must be added $2 per bar- 
rel for cement and sand. ‘That will make $20 per 
thousand brick. A thousand brick will make a 
foot and a half, lineal measure, of the tunnel. 

Now, that‘is exclusive of the excavation; and 
the excavation, which I showed yesterday, and 
in the truth of which I have been since confirmed, 
will cost at the rate of $7 per cubic yard. It will 
take three and a half cubic yards to one foot of 
lineal measure of the tunnel, which will be equal 
to $24 50, to which must be added the cost of the 
brick work. That is the mere excavation and 
brick work. í 

Now, the Croton aqueduct, which is of smaller 
dimensions, averaging about seven feet in diame- 
ter, cost thirty-five dollars per foot, instead of ten 
dollars per foot, as the gentleman from New Jersey 
said yesterday. itcost at the rate of $200,000 per 
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mile; it is forty-four miles long, and the whole cost | 
is $8,500,000, and something over. 

Mr. VANSANT. With the gentleman’s per- | 
mission, does he pretend to say the construction 
of the Croton aqueduct alone cost $8,000,000? 

Mr. STANTON. Sol understand from Ap- 
pleton’s Dictionary of Mechanics, which | have || 
just examined, $ 

Mr. VANSANT. I undertake to say that it 
did not cost one third of that amount. 

Mr. STANTON. One million, eight hundred 
thousand dollars was expended for other purposes. 
It went to the construction of reservoirs, and the 
laying of the distributing pipes. The construction 
of the aqueduct is set down at $8,500,000. At this 
rate, for the construction of the tunnel alone from 
here to the Great Falls, provided we can construct 
it on as economical terms as the people of New |! 
York did their aqueduct, we shall have to pay at | 
least $4,000,000. The area, however, covered by i 
the mere conduit, isonly aboutone third of the sur- 
face of the whole work. There is to be laid ma- 

i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


sonry on which the tunnel is to rest. The aque- 
duct must rest upon solid masonry, or concrete, 
to protect it from the weather, Captain Meigs, || 
in his report, says that some parts of this aque- || 
duct will betwenty feet under water. If the geo- |; 
logical character of the country be such, any man 
of practical knowledge of this thing must see that |; 
the masonry must be massive and solid. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I regret |! 
that the discussion of this question has again been |; 
renewed. Í came here in hope that the committee |: 
would have voted on the amendment, and that we |; 
would have gone on to the consideration of the |! 
others. I sincerely trust that I shall not be called | 
on to again address the committee on the subject, |; 
at all events. I cannot now, however, retrain || 
from replying to certain statements of gentlemen |} 
made yesterday, and to correct one or two mis- | 
takes. I care not what persons say who come 
here and make statements upon the subject. One || 
gentleman rises here and endeavors to create the || 
impression that there will bean immense expendi- || 
ture of money upon this work, because the exca- || 
vation costs $7 50 a cubic yard. Well, that | 
statement is true; but the estimate submitted to |! 
this House by the engineer provided for the ex- || 
penditure of fifteen dollars a yard on that work; || 
so that it only costs one half what it was estimated |; 
to cost, 

With regard to the Rock Creek aqueduct, I || 
desire to say that Colonel Hughes never made 
provision in his estimates for the mains within the || 
city. Bat, sir, this isa very small matter. If the 
United States undertake to build a work of this |! 
description at all, they should build a right one. 

l have deemed it my duty to say thus much, 
1 hope we shall now have a vote on the Sennte’s 
amendment. ‘This work will be built. It hasa 
substantial basis sufficient to justify members to 
vote forit, If it does not pass now, it will pass 
before the end of the session; and it would bea 
matter of economy to pass it now. 

Mr. FLORENCE. | would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that he should modify his 
amendment so as to have the advertisements for 
proposals inserted in the newspapers of the United 
States, instead of in the newspapers of this city. 

Mr. STANTON. I will accept of that modifi- 
cation, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Strax- 
ron’s amendment; and it was rejected. i 

'The question recurred on the amendment of the |: 
Senate, as amended. 

Mr. WHEELER. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kurtz and 
Whoueexer were appointed, x 

The questicn was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 51; noes-not counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A majority of a quorum 
not voting, the amendment is rejected. 

The twenty-sixth amendment was then read, as 
follows: 

For the payment of Richard H. Weightman for mileage 
and per diem compensation as an agent claiming to be a 
Senator elect from New Mexico, $2,464. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment. i 

The question was then taken; and the amend- | 
ment was non-concurred in, P i! 

The twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate 
was read, as follows: 


| the library of Congress, $1,7U0. 


| amendment, as the amendments all pertain to the 
i contingent expenses of the Senate. 


i same way. 


! Means recommend a concurrence in the amend- 
| ment. 


: as follows: 


i Ment was concurred in. . 


| follows: 


| Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
; Ment. 


| the Senate was concurred in. 


| Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 


|! of the amendment now under consideration. 


| they concluded to transfer this investigation to an 
i agent who should proceed to the Territory of 


I ask for tellers. : 


‘sioner. He proceeded to the Territory of Minne- 
| sota, made an investigation of the charges pre- 


Í vices must be paid out of the contingent fund of 
| the Senate, it being a deficiency to be paid out of 


i charges against Hon. A. Ramsay, late superintendent of 


Page thirteen, after line two hundred and ninety-three: 
For the purchase of Spanish and Mexican law books for | 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Waysand 
Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The twenty-eighth amendment was read, as 
follows: 

Page thirteen, after line two hundred and ninety-four, 
insert as follows: S 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 

For lithographing and engraving, $20,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest that the Clerk 
read all down to, and embracing, the thirty-third 


Mr. LETCHER. I object to it. We havea 
parcel of custom-houses which may come in the 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 


The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in. 


The twenty-ninth amendment was then read, 


For binding, $30,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment. 


The question was then taken; and the amend- 


The thirtieth amendment was then read, as 


For books, $12,691. 
Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 


The question was taken; and theamendment of 


The thirty-first amendment was then read, as 
follows: 


For clerks to committees and President pro tempore, 
draughtsman, messengers, pages, laborers, police, horses, 
and carry-alls, $4,400, 


ko 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 


ment. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The thirty-second amendment was then read, as 
follows: 

For miscellaneous items: To replace this amount, drawn 
by order of the Senate from that bhead of appropriation, in 
a payment to R. M. Young, as commissioner to investigate 
charges against Hon. A, Ramsay, late superintendent of 
Ludian affairs, Minnesota, $924 20. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will make a brief explanation | 
At 
the extra session of the Senate, commencing the 
4th day of March of the last year, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in that body reported a resolution 
asking an investigation of certain charges which 
had been made against Governor Ramsay while 
acting’ as superintendent of Indian affairs in the 
Territory of Minnesota. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs had, prior to that time, been engaged 
some time in the investigation of this matter, and 


Minnesota, and there conduct it. A resolution to 
that effect was adopted by the Senate, and Judge 
Young, of this city, was appointed the commis- 


ferred against Governor Ramsay, made a report 
to the Senate, and the compensation for his ser- 


that fund. The Secretary of the Senate made a 
special estimate of this amount as being due to 
Judge Young for the services performed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I want to have that estimate 
read. 

Mr. PHELPS. There are no items given. It 
merely states theamount. It is in these words: 

For miscellaneous items: To replace this amount, drawn 


by order of the Senate from that head of appropriation, in a 
paymentto R. M. Young, as commissioner to in vestigate 


Indian affairs, Minnesota, $924 20. 


Judge Young was allowed six dollars a day 
during the time he was employed in the investiga- 
tion, including traveling expenses and stationery. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The thirty-third amendment was then reported, 
as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay for the maps 
of the publie lands authorized by the resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 3d March, 1853, to be printed under the direction 
of the Cominittee on Public Lands, $5,150. : 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend.concurrence in this amend- 
ment. Lhold in my hand a copy of the resolu- 
tion adopted by the Senate, directing these maps 
to be printed. I will read the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to have printed the maps now 
prepared, and in course of preparation. 

That resolution was adopted March 3, 1853. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. What is the neces- 
sity for these maps? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was going, Mr. Chairman, 
to ask a question from the gentleman who is at the 
head of the Committee on Public Lands, It is 
this: Whether this appropriation is intended to 
cover the same kind of service for which we made 
an appropriation in this billa few daysago? If 
it is true, Mr. Chairman, that the House employs 
half a dozen or more clerks to prepare these maps 
for Congress, it seems to me that it would becer- 
tainly a waste of money for us to make that appro- 


-priation if the Senate do the same thing. My im- 


pression is, that the two items are meant to cover 
the same thing, as the same kind of maps which 
are being made for the House are also being made 
for the Senate. That is my opinion; but I would 
like informationupon it. If it be true, which L do 
not dispute, that this appropriation is correct, 
then I would desire to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman at the head of the Committee on Public 
Lauds to it, so that when the other bill comes up 
he may have some system devised on this subject. 

Mr. PHELPS. [would remark that, as to the 
maps which are being prepared for the House, 
there has been no direction given that they should 
be printed. The Senate directed these maps to be 
printed; and this appropriation is for the purpose 
of defraying the expense of the printing and pub- 
lishing. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The thirty-fourth amendment was then read, as 
follows: 

Page thirteen, line three hundred and two, after the word 
“items,” strike out “ten,” and insert in lieu thereof 
“twenty,” 

—so as to make it read: 

For miscellaneous items, $20,000, 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, this is a prop- 
osition to increase the appropriation for mis- 
cellaneous items in the contingent expenses of the 
House of Representatives. ln the original bill 
we appropriated $7,000, under the head of miscel- 
laneous items, for the contingent expenses of this 
House. In consequence of the investigation of 
charges that are now going on by several com- 
mittees of this House, and in consequence of the 
number of witnesses that have been in attendance, 
it has become necessary to increase this estimate. 
The Clerk of the House of Representatives thinks 
it necessary to increase the estimate by $10,000; 
and the Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mend a concurrence in that amendment. 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
concurred in. 

Thethirty-fifth amendment was read, as follows: 


Page thirteen, after line three hundred and seven, insert 
as follows: For continuing the preparation and publication 
of a stereotyped catalogue of the library of Congress, 5,000, 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in this amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was 
concurred in. 

The thirty-sixth amendment was read, as follows: 


Page fourteen, after line three hundred and twenty-one, 
insert as follows: For rentof paper wareroom from the Ist 
of January to 30th of June, 1054, at $250 per annum 9125. 


Mr. PHELPS. I suggest that this amendment, 


| and also the thirty-seventh, may be considered 


simultaneously, as they appertain to the same sub- 
ject-matier; and the Committee of Ways and 
Means, recommend a non-concurrence in both of 
them. 


1854. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the course suggested by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will be pursued. . z 

No objection being made, the thirty-seventh 
amendment was reported, as follows: 


For cartage of printing paper from wareroom and office 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing to the printing 
offices, and labor, from the Ist of January to the 30th of 
June, 1854, at 8550 per annum, $275. ~ 


Mr.ROWS. I would like to hear from the 
Committee of Ways and Means an explanation 
of the reasons which induced them to recommend 
a non-concurrence in these Senate amendments. 

Mr. HAVEN.  Asamember of the committee, 
Į will say, that the reeson which controlled the 
committee in coming to their conclusion was, that 
the contract with the person who furnishes the 
paper requires him to deliver it where the Super- 
intendent of Printing directs. 

Mr. HENN. [ would ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] whether, in the pub- 
lished proposals for the contracts which were made 
last for the supply of paper, that provision, as to 
the-place of delivery, was inserted? 
` Mr. HAVEN. The Committee of Ways and 
Means know nothing about notices in the pub- 
lished proposals, They know what the contract 
itself was, and that is enough. 

Mr.ROW E.. [desire to make another inquiry, 
and that is, whether the contract specifies the rent 
of the room for storing the paper? 

Mr. HAVEN. It does not. It makes no spe- 
cifieation, except that the contractor shall deliver 
the paper at such times, and in such quantities, af 
the Superintendent of Printing shall direct. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to 
have a letter from the Superintendent of Public 
Printing, ia reference to this subject, directed to 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing, read 
by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
it will be read. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 


ing. 

ce STANTON, of Kentucky. For the pur- 
pose, then, of saying a féw words, and of having 
the letter read, I move to amend by striking out 
of the appropriation five dollars. , 

I desire to say, for the information of the com- 
mittee, that notwithstanding the contract requires 
that the contractors shall furnish the materials at 
the places designated by the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, yet it is not always convenient to 
send a ship or a schooner load of paper directly 
to the printing office. The printers will not re- 
ceive, store, and take charge of it, and incur the 
responsibility of keeping it in safety. It would 
be unreasonable for us to require that they should 
do it. . , , : 

Besides this, the public printer is required to 
superintend all the printing done for the Executive 
Departments of the Government. The execution 
of that work requires a great variety of paper, 
which must always be on hand. The Superintend- 
ent cannot tell beforehand what quantity and 
quality will be required for the work. It becomes 
necessary, therefore, that he should have a store- 
house, in which he may keepin safety a sufficient 
quantity at all times. ; í 

{ now ask that the letter to which I referred 
may be read: 

OFFICE SUPERINTENDENT PUBLIC PRINTING, } 
WASHINGTON, March 19, 1854. 
Tothe Chairman of the Joint Committee on Printing: 

Sır: Ihave the honor to request. that you will submit to 
the Committee on Financeof the Senate the following items 
of appropriation to be placed upon the deficiency bill for 
this session, viz: 

For rent of wareroom for paper from the Ist of January 
to 30th of June, 1854, at $250 per annum, $125. 

For cartage of printing paper from the wareroom and the 
office of the Superintendent of the Public Printing to the 
printing offices, and labor, from the Ist of January to the 
30th of June, 1854, at 8550 per annum, $275. 

These appropriations were submitted by me to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the House, but were not 
placed by them in that bill. The reasons why they are ne- 
cessary, are briefly these: : 

At the last session of Congress there was but one public 
printer for both. Houses, and consequently all the paper re- 
quired for the public printing could be delivered directly at 
his office from on shipboard, without expense of cartage, 
(although at great inconvenience, and cost to him for stor- 
age,) as the contracts with our paper manufacturers require 
them to deliver it at such places as shall be desi ated by 
me, free of expense. There are how two printers, and 
l have been obliged, (With your sanction,) to establish a 
wareroom between the two offices, where all the printing 
paper is received, inspected, weighed; and then deliver it 
to each office, upon their requisitions, as the law requires. 


If there be no objection, 


I object to its read- 


Another reason is, that to prevent the possibility of delay 
in the execution of the public printing, from closure of pav- 
igation or other cause, our orders upon the contractors, 


; who reside at different aud distant points, are necessarily 


very large, and we are often in the receipt of three or four 
cargoes at the same time, which renders it necessary that 
we should have some secure place where so jarge an amount 
of the public property can be stored. 

Besides this, we are obliged to receive, inspect, and weigh 
at this office all the paper nsed for the printing of the Ex- 


| ecutive Departments, as also all maps, plates, &c., and to 


deliver the same as they may be required tor the public ser- 
vice, 

These several duties necessarily require nuch labor in 
handling boxes, &c., as well as expeiise for transportation. 
It has, thus far, been paid out of the appropriation for the 
contingent expenses of this office, but as that appropriation 
does not exceed a hundred dollars over and above the cost 
of advertising, and as this business is daily expanding, I 
feei compelled to ask the small additional appropriation 
above detailed. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A. G. SEAMAN, Superintendent. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to say simply this: 
Heretofore, as a member of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, and of the Committee on Print- 
ing, as well as a member of this House, I have 
gone to what I regarded as the very verge of lib- 
erality in granting clerks to the Superintendent of 
Public Printing; but the Committee of Ways and 
Means were of the opinion that this would be 
opening a new field of expenditure, which might 
be carried to an extent which this House would be 
unwilling to go. If you are to provide for ware- 
houses now, other expenses incidental to the car- 
rying out of sucha system could be carried to 
almost an unlimited extent. The Committee of 
Ways and Means could see no reason why the 
Superintendent of Public Printing could not con- 


| tract to have the paper delivered this year to the 


two printing offices, as well as he could last year 


to the one office? Thisisall[ have to say. I 
hope the amendment will not be concurred in. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. With the 


consent of the committee, I will withdraw my 
amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was accordingly withdrawn. 


the appropriation six dollars less. 

Mr. Chairman, [ have not examined into the 
merits of this case. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have, and it seems to me the exposi- 
tion given by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Haven] is perfectly conclusive in reference 
to it. 

a In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
has just taken his seat, l have nothing to say. I 
have great confidence in his judgment, so far as 
he has given his own judgment play in the mat- 
ter. I cannot say the same, however, with regard 
to that of the Superintendent of Public Printing. 
I happen to know that in the construction of laws 


i this Superintendent is not only not reliable, but a 


great deal worse than not reliable. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. | wish to ask the gen- 


| tleman from New York whether this appropria- 


tion is for a deficiency? I desire to know whether 
ft is prospective or retrospective in its applica- 
tion? 

Mr. HAVEN. I understand it to be prospect- 
ive. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. If itis prospective, then 
I think the gentleman from New York is perfectly 
correct.iu his conclusions, and that the appropria- 
tion should not be made, at leastin this bill. But 
if itis to be retrospective, then | have another 
question to'ask. If that is the fact, then 1 desire 
to know whether itis in pursuance of contracts 
already made? If there isa contract actually ex- 
isting, made by the Superintendent, which calls 
for this appropriation, then I do not see why. it 
should not be made. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not know whether any 
such contract has been made.. If it has, it has 
been without my knowledge. I have no desire to 
do injustice to any one in this matter, and I will 
therefore say that, early in the past winter, the 
Superintendent made application to me as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Printing for authority 
to procure these warehouses. } then took great 
pains to ascertain whether they were necessary; 
{ went to the former Superintendent of the Public 


| Printing; | went to the Union office; I obtained 


all the information I could that would lead me to 
a correct conclusion, and the result. was, that I 
told the Committee of Ways. and Means that, ia 
my judgment, it ought not to be granted. The 


| committee were of the-same opinion, and ‘they 


therefore refused.to recommend the appropriation. 
What bas been done since that time by the Super- 
intendépt i am not able to say, butif he has made 
any such contracts, they have been made upon the 
authority of the Superintendent alone. i 

i Mr. ROUSTON. Yes, and in violation. of 
aw. : 

Mr. PENNINGTON. It seems.to me that 

the whole question in regard to this provision 
turns upon the point whether or not the contractor 
has actually performed his contract with the Gov- 
ernment? If he has delivered. the paper to the 
Superintendent of Public Printing, the latter ac- 
quiescing in its receipt under the contract, pro- 
viding himself a warehouse for its storage and 
safety, it appears to me that we should not now 
refuse to appropriate this deficiency. Butif that 
has not been the fact; if this is prospective only in 
its character, then it is perfectly clear that the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Haven] is right. 
_ Now, as the whole matter turns on that point, 
in my judgment the Committee on the Public 
Printing ought to be able to tell us whether ‘the 
contract has or has not been complied with. That 
is the whole question. I understand that the paper, 
has been delivered under the contract; and I am 
unwilling to refuse the appropriation now under 
consideration. : . 

Mr. HAVEN. I have never heard of any 
complaint of delivery of paper. The question is, 
where shall they keep it after they have received 
it? The paper has been delivered. : 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Then the question. is, 
whether, when that paper came here, and went 
into this warehouse, it was delivered under the 
contract, and received as such by the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing? If that be so, the 
appropriation ought to be made. Clearly, it ought 
to be paid. That is the whole question. 

Is it for this committee to recommend a non- 
concurrence in this amendment until it knows 
whether it is possible for the Committee of Ways 


4 


‘and Means to tell whether the paper has been de- 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move to make || livered under thecontract or not? Now, I want to 


know. 

Mr. HAVEN. It is possible for the committee 
to tell, but f do not know whether it is possible 
for the gentleman to hear. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Go on; I hear. 

Mr. HAVEN. Before any warehouse was 
engaged, the committee had the action which I 
have already mentioned. It communicated its 


action to the Superintendent of Public Printing. 
| What he has done since it is impossible for the 


committee to tell. If he bas done anything, he 
has done it without authority of law, and in the 
face and eyes of the law.. We do not profess to 
know what is going on.contrery to law, — . 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Has not the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing the right, under 
law, to receive the paper from the contractor for 
furnishing it to the Government? If he has that 
right, then the question is, has he done so? 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to reduce the 
appropriation to onecent. 

When this printing superintendency was estab- 
lished, Mr. Chairman, we were told that it would 
be an economical arrangement. We were to have 
one Superintendent. He was the only officer to 
be connected with this new bureau of the Gov- 
ernment, as it now seems to be growing to one. 
Some time after the Superintendent was appointed, 
there was a recommendation that we should have 
a batch of clerks assigned to his office. After a 
scuffle, they went through the House. Now it 
is proposed to give the Superintendent still further 
patronage, although there is an express contract 
to regulate his conduct. Instead of regulating 
his conduct by that contract, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Pennineron] wants this body 
to decide that he shall be the judge as to its inter- 
pretation; and that he shall be allowed to employ 
warehouses, and every other conceivable means, 
for the purpose of receiving and transporting 
paper here and there and everywhere. 

. Now, why were not this warehouse and ‘these 
other things necessary during the last Congress? 
Why is it that no necessity for them. has ever 
been found until the Senate of the United States 
chose to electa printer of their own? That strikes 
me as somewhat remarkable. Last year the paper 
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could be received, the Superintendent could dis- 
pose of it, he could place it where he thought it 
ought to go, and yet there was nothing asked 
*under the Superintendent then for carihg, or 
storage, or anything else. Since the Ist of Janu- 
ary last all these things are to be provided for. 
ow, I have an objection to all this thing. I 
think that there is a growing disposition in this 
House, as well asin the other, to multiply officers 
of the country. -We find now various schemes 
for the multiplication of officers. For example: 
the Governors of Territories heretofore have per- 
formed the duties of Governor as well as those of 
superintendent of Indian affairs. It is now pro- 
posed to separate those duties, and to make the 
Governor and superintendent perfectly independ- 
ent. Soitis with various other things going on 
here; and it does seem to me that this body ought 
to look into this matter, and, instead of multiply- 
ing officers, increasing patronage, that it should 
reduce some of these officers, if possible, or, at 
any rate, it should not go on to increase the num- 
ber, and thereby to increase the patronage to be 
bestowed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
to say, that under the new law the printing costs 
comparatively nothing to what it did before. The 
law provided that the paper should be of a better 
quality. It has been so, and it necessarily costs 
more. It is true, however, that the aggregate 
cost of the printing and paper will not be more, 
in proportion to the amount of work ordered by 
Congress, than it was some time ago. But in 
consequence of the accumulation of material on 
hand this warehouse was absolutely necessary to 
be employed, and the Superintendent employed 
it under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing, He has only occupied the warehouse 
for four months, and there are now on hand six 
thousand reams of paper, which are being daily 
distributed to the various printing offices. There 
must be some safe place in which to keep the 
paper provided by the Government, because the 
printers cannot keep it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I understood from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means that when this claim 
was iesentel, as far back as January last, they 
decided that it could not be allowed under the 
contract for furnishing paper. Now, I under- 
stand from the gentleman from Kentucky that 
the Committee on Printing have authorized the 
Superintendent to occupy these warehouses. 

Mr. STANTON. The law places the Super- 
intendent of Public Printing immediately under 
the supervision of the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing; and before the Superintendent acted in this 
matter, he came into the committee room and 
asked the advice and assent of that committee; 
and the committee,“seeing the necessity of it, 
granted that assent. 

Mr. LETCHER.~ What authority had the 
committee to give that assent, under any law ? 

Mr. STANTON. We gave our advice when 
he asked it. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
gentleman another question? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYLY. I would ask the gentleman if 
there have not been some other cases in which 
the Superintendent has not been disposed to take 
the advice of the committee? 

Mr. STANTON. None that I know of. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, Ido. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 withdraw-my amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment of the Senate; and it was decided 
in the negative. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

The thirty-eighth amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: 

Page fourteen, after line three hundred and twenty-five, 
insert as follows: 

And the limitations imposed by the provisions contained 
in the act of 15th May, 1850, entitled ‘An act to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1850; and the act of 
3d March, 1853, entitled “ An act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1854,” be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam instructed b 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer th 
amendment: 


_ Strike out all of the thirty-cighth amendment, and insert 
in liew thereof the following: 


1 desire only 


Let me ask the 


the Com- 
e following 


And that the period limited for the appointment of com- 
missioner, surveyor, and chief astronomer, by the act of 
May, 1850, shall be, and the same is hereby, extended to 
the 30th of June, 1855. 

Mr. PHELPS. The amendment of the Senate 
is to extend the period in which the Boundary 
Commission are to run the boundary between the 
United States and Mexico. By the civil and 
diplomatic act, passed at the last session of Con- 
gress, the period of this commission was extended 
to the Ist April, 1854. The Secretary of the In- 
terior, in his annual report, makes use of the fol- 
lowing language upon this subject: 

« Nothing further has been done with that part of the 
Mexican boundary survey which is west of the (so termed) 
initial point on the Rio Grande. The appropriation did not 
apply to it, nor was any portion of it intended to be so ex- 
pended. ~ 

“The question of the southern boundary of New Mex- 
ico having become a subject of negotiation between the 
two Governments, has been transferred to the State De- 
partment. P 

t: The work in the field, on the undisputed portion of the 
boundary, has been completed, and nothing remains to be 
done but the office work. Much progress has been made 
in this, and with an adequate appropriation it can be fin- 
ishéd in the course of the next eighteen months, if the data 
necessary to compare and reduce the observations for lon- 
gitude, made by the surveyor and his assistants, can be ob- 
tained. 

“<The maps, after they are completed, are to be compared 
with the Mexican maps, and signed by the commissioner and 
surveyor. As the Mexican commission has progressed less 
rapidly, and it is uncertain when its work will be finished, 
our commission should not expire before the maps are fully 
completed and signed, agreeably to the stipulations of the 
treaty. The act of 1853 should be modified accordingly.”? 

The Committee of Ways and Means object to 
the amendment of the Senate, believing that it 
would disturb the provisions already made by law 
regulating the salaries of the military officers who 
may be engaged upon that commission. Believing 
that it would bea desirable object to extend the 
period of time for this commission to complete its 
work, according to the treaty stipulation with 
Mexico, the committee recommend the.adoption 
of the amendment already reported by the Clerk 
in lieu of the amendment by the Senate. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment; and it was agreed 
to. 

The question was then taken upon concurring 
in the amendment, as amended; and it was agreed 
to. 

The thirty-ninth amendment of the Senate was 
then read. Insert: 

For engraving maps, views, sections, and natural history 
of the survey of the boundary between the United States? 
and Mexico, $10,000; to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer an amend- 
ment, to strike out the following words: 


« Views, scetions, and natural history.” 


The appropriation asked for in this amendment 
is needed for the purpose of completing the en- 
graving of the maps of the survey between the 
United States and Mexico. In the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the repor 
from the chief surveyor of the Boundary Com- 
mission, it is said that $20,000 will be needed for 
the purpose of completing these maps, and also 
the views, sections, and natural history, but that 
only $10,000 can be advantageously used during 
this year. ‘The committee therefore recommend 
the adoption of the amendment 1 have offered. 

But if these maps shall be completed; if they 
shall be engraved, the Congress of the United 
States is called upon to publish a large edition of 
these views, sections, and of these engravings of 
the various specimens of natural history collected 
by the Boundary Commission. 

Mr. KEITY. I trust the committee will not 
concur in that amendment. The committee will 
perceive that the provision of $10,000 is for en- 
graving maps, views, sections, and natural history. 
Now, if, as is proposed, we strike out the words 
« yiews, sections, and natural history,” it will 
leave nothing but the engraving of maps. 


to the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Kerrr,] that $12,000 was estimated for the purpose 
of completing the work as here specified. But the 
Boundary Commission thought that they could 
only advantageously use the sum of $10,000 at 
the time, and the committee thought that that sum 
was sufficient to complete the engraving of maps. 

Mr. KEITT. I have only this to say in the 


‘| matter: The gentleman who was at the head of 


Mr. PHELPS, (interrupting.) I wish to state |j 


that committee informed me this morning that 
$10,000 was quite sufficient for all the purposes 
mentioned in this clause—for engraving maps, 
views, sections, and natural history. And he 
said—what I submit to this committee—that the 
$10,000 here asked to be appropriated will cover 
everything recited in the clause; and if we strike 
out the words ‘‘ views, sections, and natural his= 
tory,” we will apply $10,000 to the engraving of 
maps, and we will derive no more advantage from 
this appropriation than if we kept in the remain- 
ing words, 

r. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina permit me to set him right in the 
matter? . 

Mr. KEITT. Certainly. 

Mr. PHELPS. l will now read the estimate. 
It has been estimated that the whole work would 
cost $20,000; but I understood the gentleman from 
Virginia to remark that the whole work would 
only amount to $10,000. 

Mr. KEITT. I have only stated what I un- 
derstood this morning, from the head of the Bound- 
ary Commission, that $10,000 was all that was 
necessary to carry out this entire proposition. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then why has not that gen- 
tleman submitted this estimate; and why did he 
permit any of his inferior officers to make an esti- 
mate different from that which he made? 

Mr. KEITT. I do not know. I only make 

this statement in accordance with the information 
I have received. 
* Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish to ask the 
gentleman acting for the Committee of Ways and 
Means {Mr. Puexrs] one question. What is the 
use of having these maps made of the boundary, 
when it is probable that the boundary is about to 
be changed ? 

Mr. PHELPS. In reply to that question, I 
will say, that this House, or the Committe of 
Ways and Means, knows nothing definite of the 
change of boundary. We are aware that there is 
a negotiation pending about it; that we know from 
rumor. But whateveraction may be taken onit, I 
believe that, whether there be a different bound- 
ary established or not, the publication of these 
maps would add much to the geographical knowl- 
edge of the country. That is the reason why the 
proposition is recommended. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. RIDDLE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For wood cuts purchased by the Commissioner of Patents 
for illustrating the mechanical part of the Patent Office Re- 
port or 1853-4, ordered by the House of Representatives, 
1,500. 

Mr. PHELPS. L was about to rise to a ques- 
tion of order with respect to this proposition. 
But still Iam willing to hear the explanation of 
the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. Rivpxe.] 

Mr. RIDDLE. The Commissioner of Patents 
not being aware of the course usually pursued by 
the House of Representatives, entered into a con- 
tract with a gentleman in New York for the wood 
cuts necessary to illustrate the mechanical part of 
the Patent Office Report. 

The whole amount is $2,000... The Committee 
on Accounts in the Senate claimed twenty-five per 
cent. of that as properly chargeable to the Senate, 
leaving, thereby, three quarters to be paid for by 
the House. But, as the question was never sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Engraving, the House 
has never authorized the money to be paid, while 
there is a surplus in the possession of the com- 
mittee. The House will have to pay it; and this 
is the only plan by which, as far as I can see, the 
money will be paid, as the Commissioner requests. 

Mr.ROWE. As there has been so much noise 
here, I do not know what the pending amendment 
is. I ask that it may be read again. 
| Theamendment wasaccordingly again reported. 

The question was then put; and the amendment 
was adopted. 
| The question recurring upon the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended, it was put; and decided in the 
affirmative. 


The fortieth amendment was then read, as fol- 
lows: 


For the completion of the bridge across the Potomac 
river at Little Falis, and painting thereof, agreeably to the 
plan adopted under the direction of the President of the 
United States, $75,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
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Means recommend. a non-concurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendment. At the last session of Congress 
$30,000 were appropriated for the construction of 
a bridge across the Potomac at Little Falis. The 
work was progressing, under a contract, I believe, 
but the Committee of Ways and Means did not 
feel disposed to justify the course of making ex- 
penditures. beyond the amount of the appropria- 
tion. They believe that when Congress appro- 
priates a sum of money for a-specific purpose or 
object, the expenditure should be confined within 
that amount, and if it should be found insufficient 
to accomplish the purpose for which it was appro- 
priated, then that it is the duty of the persons 
making the disbursement to come to Congress, and 
ask a further appropriation to carry out the work 
intended. 

Since this report was made, an accident has 
happened to the bridge, and I deem it ‘an act of 
justice to the gentleman who is engaged upon the 
work, to make a statement in reference to the 
matter. J learn that it was estimated that $75,000 
would be sufficient to complete this bridge. The 
work was mogrensing the iron work was par- 
tially, raised, when an accident happened by which 
the bridge was precipitated into the river. I learn 

that the contractor comes forward at this time, 
and proposes to finish that bridge. for the sum of 
$75,000, if Congress will appropriate that amount, 
notwithstanding a loss to him by the accident 
of $8,000 or $10,000 upon the work already made. 
1 make this statement as a matter of justice to the 
contractor. . 

But the view taken by the Committee of Ways 
and Means was, that here the. expenditures to be 
made upon the bridge exceeded the appropriation 
made by Congress, and they did not feel disposed 
to sanction such a course of proceeding. ° 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I beg leave to state 
to the committee, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means are laboring under an erroneous im- 
pression, decidedly erroneous impression, in refer- 
ence tw the matter of exceeding the purposes of 
Congress. Nobody pretended, at the time the 
appropriation was made, that $30,000 would finish 
this bridge. On the contrary, the very act appro- 
priating the money shows that it was not expected 
that that sum would do it. Fifty thousand dollars 
were asked for in the first instance—— 

Mr. PHELPS. I willread the gentleman pre- 
cisely what the law says upon the subject. Here 
it is: 

“ For a bridge across the Potomac at the Little Fatls, to 
be expended under the direction of the President of the 
Unjted States, $30,000. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, read the next para- 
graph. 

. Mr. PHELPS. That is all in reference to this 
bridge. I will read the next appropriation, if the 
gentleman desires it. 

Mr. SMITH. Idonot. That is not the par- 
agraph I referred to. But, sir, the gentleman has 
read the appropriation, and from that it will be 
seen that it is not pretended that this is to be all 
that will be required—that it is the only appropri- 
ation to be made for that purpose. The appro- 
priation was made for the commencement of the 
work, and the President or the Secretary—I do 

. not recollect which—was authorized to select the 


plan upon which the bridge was to be constructed. | 


I say that $50,000 were asked in the first instance, 
butit was then thought best to allow $20,000 to 
go for the Long Bridge, and the remaining $30,000 
to go for the construction of this bridge at the Lit- 
tle Falls. 

However, the contract was made with a worthy 
mechanic in this city, Mr. Rider, to undertake 
the erection of this superstructure. He has sus- 


tained a loss of some $8,000 or $10,000 by the ac- | 


cident which has occurred in the fall of the bridge; 
yet he is still willing to go on and finish the 
work for $75,000. He is willing to enter into 
bond and security to complete it for that sum. _ 
Some gentlemen may think that this is a Virginia 
bridge. Sir, such is not the fact. 
the abutment rests upon the southern shore of the 
Potomac, but the jurisdiction of the District ex- 
tends to the southern shore. I do not say that 


we in Virginia are not interested in having this | 


bridge constructed. We are deeply interested. 
-Most of the people who have settled upon the 
opposite side of the river—and, by-the-by, a large 
part of those who have settled there recently are 


from the North; most of them, I say—have set- | 


It is true that | 


| the amendment is a very important one. 


tled there for the purpose of supplying the markets 


of this city, and nobly do they supply them, as 


anybody who will visit the markets three times-a 
week can testify. But I do not propose to detain 
the committee longer by any-remarks of mine. I 
desire, with the consent of the committee, to have 
the following paper, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, read: 

The Clerk read, as follows: ; 


To the Honorable the Members of the House of Represent- 
atives: 

The undersigned, contractor for the erection of the iron 
bridge at the Little Falls, with the view of inducing your 
honorable body to pass the item of: $75,000, inserted in the 
Senate’s amendments to the deficiency bill, now before the 
House of Representatives, would respectfully beg leave to 
refer to the accompanying report of Captain George Thom, 
in charge of the construction of said bridge, the letter of 
the Mayors of Georgetown and Washington, and that of the 
honorable the Secretary of the Interior, as setting forth the 
cause of the accident which has recently occurred, and the 
urgency of prompt steps towards the continuation of that 
important work, 

That if your honorable body will pass the item of $75,000, 
contained in the deficiency bill from the Senate, not only 
will a large amount of money be saved to the Government, 
and the deplorable results of the late unavoidable accident 
be, in a great degree, modified and diminished, but that the 
contractor will be enabled, and will bind himself by satis- 
factory security, to complete the entire work for the said 
sum, of $75,000, thus bearing the Government harmless, 
and saving himself from serious loss and damage. 

The undersigned would further respectfully remark, that 
should the appropriation now asked for, and s6 urgently 
pressed by the Mayors of Georgetown and Washington, and 
the Secretary of the Interior, be postponed for any length 
of time, it might be entirely out of his power to undertake 
the completion of the work on the terms he has already 
agreed to, it heing now the season when he can secure 
workmen and material on such conditions as will enable 
him to prepare the bridge for use, within about three 
months from the time the appropriation may be made. 

Respectfully submitted 
GEORGE F. RIDER. 
Wasuineron, May 11, 1854. 


Mr. SMITH. Thatis from the gentleman who 
roposes to construct this bridge. I now ask to 
ave acommunication from the Secretary of the 

Interior, in respect to this subject, read. 
The communication was read, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, May 1, 1854. 

Sir: For your information, T have the honor to transmit, 
herewith, copies of communications received at this De- 
partment from the Mayors of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, and from Captain George Thom, of the United 
States Army, in relation to the destruction of the bridge 
which was in the course of erection over the Potomac river, 
at the Little Falls, on the 24th ultimo. 

It is important that this bridge should be completed at an 
carly day, and Captain Thom, who has charge of the work, 
informs the Department that he is authorized by the con- 
tractor to state that he will enter into bond and security 
to make good the loss which he has sustained in the recent 
accident to the bridge, and finish the whole of the structure, 
according to Captain Thom/’s plans, including the iron work, 
masonry, &c., under the superintendence of Captain Thom, 
or such other person as may be designated, and the whole 
work shail be completed under the additional appropriation 
of $75,000 asked for in the deficiency bill. . 

Jt would then appear that if the appropriation of $75,000 
asked for is made, no loss will accrue to the Government 
from the accident which has happened to the bridge. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. McCLELLAND, Secretary. 
Hon. Wn. T. Hamintron, Chairman Committee 
for the District of Columbia, House of Representatives. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 1 propose the 
following amendment: 

Provided, That the work shall be done inder the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, and by competent civil 
engineers, and according to a plan, tle whole cost of which 
shall in no event exceed the sum appropriated. 

Mr. SMITH. [| agree to that amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
{ am 
opposed to the manner in which the money here- 
tofore appropriated for the bridge has been ex- 
pended, and for that reason I wish to attach a 
restriction to this appropriation by which the Gov- 
ernment will be protected in the future. The 
bridge is a very important means of communica- 
tion between this city and a large portion of the 
State of Virginia, and I shall most cheerfully vote 
for the appropriation, if suitably guarded, as this 
amendment proposes. Indeed, E should regret to 
see it defeated, for a bridge at that point is greatly 
needed,and must be erected. _ 

When the appropriation of $30,000 was made 
last session for this bridge, a topographical engi- 
neer was detailed by the War Department to super- 
intend its construction. This engineer, though 
accomplished in his particular line of duty, I un- 
derstand, never had the slightest experience in 
works of this kind, until placed in-charge of the 


bridge. It is not his fault that he had no expe-- 


| corrected. 


rience, and I cannot blame him for what he never 
had the means of: acquiring. But: blame’ résts 
somewhere; for a man of no experience ought 
never to have been detailed for sucha duty, when 
the country is full of civil engineers of great ability 
and long-tried experience. The falling of the 
bridge and the loss of $10,000 or $12,000, with the 
sacrifice of one or two lives, will I trust teach an 
effective lesson- to those who persist in placing 
military men over works of this kind: | ~ : 

. Twenty-three thousand dollars of the appro- 
priation, | understand, were consumed in erecting 
two stone piers and repairing the old abutment. 
The work upon the piers could hot have cost less 
than ten dollars per perch, perhaps more. Now, 
will any man say that the piers and these repairs 
to the old abutment, if done under other manage- 
ment, could not have been built for much less 
money? I will venture to say, that any civilian 
in charge of the work who would have consumed: 
that much money for that purpose, would have 
been instantly dismissed. Half the’ariount ex- 
pended was ample for the purpose. 

Sir, I went to the ound immediately after the 
fate disaster, and witnessed the wreck ag it lay in 
a confused mass between the piers. In my whole 
experience I have never seen so shameful an ex- 
hibition. l brought to the Capitol a part of the iron 
castings of which the bridge was built, and more 
rotten stuff I never saw in my life, No wonder 
the bridge fell; no wonder the thing came down a 
mass of ruins. Why, sir, the duty of the engi- 
neer was to inspect and test every piece of iron 
which went into that structure; and if he had done 
so, I am sure such miserable defects as I saw in 
that material could never have escaped his observa- 
tion. ‘The castings were full of flaws and defects. 
In some places there were holes as big as my fist, 
and these were filled up with lead, and that painted 
over, to conceal the defects from the eye of the 
engineer. A vigilant, competent engineer, would 
never have permitted such work to escape him. 
The spans of the structure were one hundred and 
sixty feet each, and it was utter folly to expect 
cast-iron work to stand over such spaces. The 

lan-was radically defective as well as the work. 

hy, sir, a blacksmith of twenty or thirty years 
experience, who had worked upon the bridge, but 
left it because he feared the result which has fol- 
lowed, told me that he warned’ the engineer against 
the defects in the work; but wasnot heeded. The 
falling of the structure confirmed his ‘apprehen- 
sions, and illustrates the difference between mili- 
tary engineers and practical men. A bridge built 
upon the same wretched plan, and of the same 
character of materials, fell a few days ago be- 
tween this city and Georgetown while two omni- 
buses were passing over filled with ‘passengers, 
and by which several persons were seriously in- 
jured, and one drowned. : wi 

Now, sir, it seems to me it is time to stop this 
policy of constructing every work ordered by Con- 
gress by military engineers. It is not done by 
authority of this body, but by the officers of Gov- 
ernment who have control of the appropriations. 
I am sometimes blamed for the zeal I manifest 
upon this subject; but I am conscientious in my 
purpose, and nothing shall deter me from pursu- 
ing the course I have marked out until this evil is 
i believe thousands of dollars are sunk 
and wasted each day we live by persisting in the 
policy of thrusting military officers into civil po- 
sitions, and placing them over works which ought 
to be constructed by the civilians of the country. 
However competent and experienced they may be 
in the line for'which they were educated, they 
know nothing of economy, and are generally 
found wholly incompetent in other respects for 
many of the positions in which they are placed. 

For these reasons, sir, I think it important that 
my proviso should be attached to the appropria- 
tion; and if it succeeds, then I trust, in view of 
the importance of the work, that the recommend- 
ation of the Committee of Ways and Means will 
be overruled, and the appropriation passed. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me that, after 
the developments which have been made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, tke first thing ‘this 


mittee to go to the spot and ascertain what is the 
real character of the materials which are being 
employed in this work, before we undertake’ to 
appropriate $75,000 to-put up a bridge which 


seems to be thus defective in materials and in 


House ought to do would be to appoint a com- 
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construction. It seems to me that it would be 
a practical, common sense course to ascertain 
whether the materials are such that there is any | 
probability thatthe bridge willsiand. Because why 
go on here appropriating first $30,000, and then 
$75,000, if there is any probability that when the 
bridge is raised a second time its own weight will 
sink it again? The fall of this bridge, taken in 
connection with the experience we have had in the 
case of the second hridge, where the same sort of 
casting was employed, ought to admonish us that 
we should take precautionary steps before we 
spend-a single dollar more upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that 1 do not think his 

roviso will apply very properly to the entire 

ridge. l understand that there is a contract for 
building a bridge across the main channel of the 
river, and that contract has been made under the 
authority conferred to make it at the time the 
original appropriation was made. The proposi- 
tion is now with the contractor that he shail com- 
plete that contract, and then he expects to get a 
contract for the extension of the bridge over the 
road on the other side. 

Mr. STANTON. Iam willing to make any 
modification. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s proviso, 
it seems to me, would conflict with the contract 
now exisfing. 

Mr. STANTON. [I understand that the pres- 
ent contract is merely for the iron work, accord- 
ing to the old plan, which has proved defective. 
My objectis to let the Secretary adopt anew plan, 
and make a new contract. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Would not that cause the 
waste of all the materials there? 

Mr. STANTON. Notat all. The materials 
that broke down are not worth one cent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, yes; a great many of 
them are. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranton’s 
camendment; and it was agreed to. es 

Mr. BANKS. I move to add $5,000 to the 
appropriation. I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Letcuer,} that upon a full 
and correct understanding of the circumstances of 
this case, there would be no difficulty. This 
bridge will have to be built from the beginning. 
lt is competent for those officers of the Govern- 
ment having the matter in charge to make any 
change in the plan that may be necessary. Nor 
is it necessary to alter the contract, because the 
contractor himself desires that the plan shall be 
changed, at least so far as the material is con- 
cerned. So that if this appropriation is made, the 
bridge will be completed, and there will be no loss 
to the Government from the accident which oc- 
curred, 

I desire to say to the gentleman from Missouri, 
(Mr. Prenrs,} that [do not think the objection of 
the Committee of Waysand Means is well taken. 
It cannotbe said that the appropriation of $30,000 
to which he alludes was intended to complete 
the bridge. It is not so expressed, but itis an 
appropriation so far for a bridge over the river. 
The bridge hag fallen, owing to no act or negli- 
gence upon the part of the contractor, because it 
was raised for the purpose of placing upon the 
river bed the plates which ought to have been 
placed there by the Government before. 

Mr. PHELPS. No bridge had been comi- | 
menced before the $30,000 were appropriated for 
a bridge across the Potomac. . 

Mr. BANKS. The language of the amend- 
ment does not require that $30,000 shall complete | 
this bridge, but it is only so much for a bridge. 
There is an expression in the report of the De- 
partment of the Interior which will cover this mat- 
ter entirely. {tis not an appropriation to com- 
plete the bridge. I only desire to say, that the 
accident to this bridge has not occurred from the 
fault of the contractor, because the Government 
ought to have provided for jaying the bed-plates. 
But they were not laid. The bridge was com- 
pleted, and the contractor was required, at the ex- 

ense of extra time and extra service, to raise the 

ridge, so that hesmight lay the bed-plates. In| 
raising’ them a piece of the iron gave way, and 
the whole bridge was precipitated into the river, 
causing a loss of some $10,000 or $12,000. The 
report of the engineer throws this loss upon the 
contractor; but he does not understand it to be 
his loss, because it was not through any negli- 


gence upon his part. If the appropriation of 
$75,000 is made, the contractor will be enabled to 
complete the bridge without loss to the Govern- 
ment. If the appropriation fails, then there will 
| be a less of $10,000.0r $12,000. 

Mr. LILLY. ! am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Bayxs,] because I believe that a good, substan - 
tial bridge can be built for $75,000. Iam anxious 
to have this bridge completed, and that speedily. 
I was invited by some gentlemen the other day 
to, visit the “bridge, and make an examination, 
and the result of that visit fully convinced me of 
the necessity that existed for a speedy completion 
of this work; and I am satisfied that a similar visit 
there would convince any man of the propriety 
of making the appropriation asked for. lam in 
favor of the proviso offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, {[Mr. Sranron,] providing for 
the appointment ofa civil engineer, to make and 
carry outa plan for building a bridge at this point. 
I desire that no man-trap should be built, such, 
for instance, as the one at Rock Creek, which 
gave way the other day. Iam opposed to the 
idea of placing works of such importance under 
the contro! and direction of inexperienced men. 
{do not think that army officers who graduate 
at West Point are educated to build bridges, al- 
though they may be educated to build forts, and | 
works of that description. Civil engineers are 
educated especially for the purpose of building | 
bridges, and works of a similar character, and to 
them should be intrusted the care of such a work 
as the one now under consideration. If the bridge 
is to be built anew, under a plan made by a com- 
petent civil engineer, then I would be perfectly 
willing to vote for the whole of the appropriation 
asked for; but if it is to remain under the charge | 
of gentlemen inexperienced in such matters, then 
I shall be opposed to the appropriation. 

Mr. BANKS. I withdraw the amendment 1 | 
offered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I propose a pro forma 
amendment to reduce the appropriation to one 
dollar, 

There is, Mr. Chairman, just now a prevailing 
epidemic in relation to the destruction or falling | 
down of bridges in the District of Columbia, and 
adopting the nomenclature of the day, it appears : 
that ofall the causes of the difficulty, the mast astute | 
in giving reasons therefor really know nothing. It | 
seems to me there must be a radical error in the su- | 
perintendence of the construction of these bridges, 
as well as worthlessness in the material used in 
building them, The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts {Mr. Banks] remarked that the addition of 
the bed-plates was the cause of this difficulty in 
one of these structures. Ido not so understand 
it. I have had the opinion of a number of prac- 
tical gentlemen of experience and judgment, who 
visited me at my room, and they say that the 
worst iron castings they ever laid their eyes upon 
were used in building the bridge to which the gen- 
tleman has alluded. We have this evidence in 
addition to that given by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Sranron.] If the material of which 
| this bridge was being constructed had been of a 
| good quality, the mere placing of the bed-plates | 
; by careful, practical workmen, wouid not have | 
| toppled it over into the waters of the Potomac. | 

l agree with the gentleman from Virginia, that | 
it is time a stop was put to all of these proceed- | 

| 


| 
| ings. Hence, sir, | am in favor of striking out 
the whole appropriation, and of beginning anew, 
! and adopting such a plan of bridge, under the con- 
| trol and direction of persons who know something + 
| about the business of building them, as will stand. | 
! Thus we will beable, if we are to construct bridges | 

for the people of the District of Columbia commu- | 
nicating with Virginia, or over the different creeks | 
and canals, which, I was going to say, infest the | 
District: yes, sir, that is 1t—infests the District. : 
We will be thus able te get a structure worth the ; 
money we may give for it. : 
| Hence, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor—from a 
! conscientious conviction of duty—of striking out 


i 
i 
i 


|; the whole of this appropriation, and of pursuing | 


; such a course and adopting such a plan as Í have | 


| here indicated. For, sir, there are thousands of! 


! good plans, and plenty of good bridges; and there | 


| are plenty of good bridge-builders, and thousands 
| of competent superintendents, who can be had to | 


effect this purpose, and who know something | 
about the business. It is high time that we had ji 


an assurance of a perfect structure in bridges and 
building them, or any other public work, when 
we appropriate an amount, that will, anywhere 
else than here, be ample to secure that object. 

l withdraw my amendment, if there be no ob- 
jection. : 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The question was then taken on the Senate 
amendment, and it was concurred in. 

The Clerk then reported the forty-first and forty- 
second amendments of the Senate, as follows: 

Page fourteen, line three hundred and twenty-eight, after 
the word “ California,” strike out $87,500,” and insert in 
lieu thereof“ $42,009,” and that $4,000 of said sum be paid 
to Robert Greenhow, assistant law agent to said board, for 
services performed during the absence of the law agent; 
and the marshals of the northern and southern districts of 
California shall have the same mileage and compensation 
for serving processes issning from said commission as are 
allowed to the sheriffs for serving similar processes by the 
higher courts of California; and the same mileage and per 
diem shall be made to witnesses as are allowed to wit- 
nesses by the State of California. 

Mr. LATHAM. There are two propositions 
in the first clause of that amendinent, though they 
are both embraced in the one amendment. I de- 
sire to have these propositions read separately, so 
that we can have a separate vote upon them. 

The Clerk reported a portion of the amendment, 
as follows: 

Page fourteen, line three hundred and twenty-eight, after 
the word * California,” strike out “837,500,” and insert 
in lieu thereof * $42,000,” 

—so as to make the appropriation read: 

For salaries and incidental expenses of the commission 
appointed nader the act of March 3, 1851, for sewing land 
elaiins in California, $42,500. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend a non-concur- 
rence in*that amendment. In the bill reported to 
the House, there is an appropriation of $35,000 
for salaries and incidental expenses to the commis- 
sion appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, 
for settling land claimsin California. ‘The Senate 
have proposed to amend that section of the bill 
by inserting that which has just been read at the 
desk. In the estimate submitted by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the amount necessary to 
defray the expenses of the land commission in 
California, the total amount was only $37,500, 
which amount the House of Representatives has 
so appropriated. The second proposition in the 
amendment is, that $5,000 of said sum be paid to 
Robert Greenhow, assistant law agent to said 
board, for services performed during the absence 
of the Jaw agent. Now, Mr. Chairman, by the 
act fixing the salaries of the law agent and the 
assistant law agent, the salary of each of these 
officers was fixed at $5,000. | refer to the act 
passed in 1852—the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation act—which provides that the President of 
the United States shall appoint an assistant law 
agent in Califoenia, learned -iñ the law and skilled 
in the Spanish and English languages, whose 
duties and compensation shall be the same as 
those of the law agent; provided, that the compen- 
sation of the agent and associate agent shall not 
exceed $5,000 each. 

During a part of the time that Mr. Greenhow 
held the office of assistantlaw agent in California, 
the law agent was not present, and Mr. Green- 
how discharged the duty incumbent on the office 
of the Jaw agent, for which it is proposed to give 
him this extra compensation. I can regard this 
amendment of the Senate in no other light than 
as giving to Mr, Greenhow a double salary, In- 
stead of paying $5,000 you are to pay $10,000, 
if you adopt the Senate amendment. I suppose 
that $5,000 would be sufficient to command ail the 
time and all the energy of an assistant law agent; 
and that was the contract he made with the Govern- 
ment when he accepted the office. He agreed to 
give his whole time and energies to the perform- 
ance of the duties of the office which he filled, and 
that, too, for $5,000. You have paid those law 
agents during that time, though some of them 
for a portion of the time were traveling in the 
Atlantic States; and now it is proposed to in- 
crease those salaries. 

A Memser. Has this agent been paid? 

Mr. PHELPS. Thislaw agent has received 
his salary at the rate of $5,000 a year. For the 
reasons which I have stated, the Committee of 
Ways and Means recommend a rejection of the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. 


I desire to say, that so far 
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as the gentleman’s statement goes, relative to the 
discharge by Mr. Greenhow of the duties of as- 
sistant law agent, it is correct. But he does not 
go quite far enough to show the equity of the 
casé, and to show the reasons which induced the 
committee to recommend a non-concurrence in 
the amendment of the Senate. 

The duties of those two offices were specifically 
set forth in the law which created them. The 
duty of the assistant law agent was to take testi- 
mony for the commission, which was an onerous 
and responsible duty; and the duty of the law 
agent was to take charge of the proceedings and 
argument before the court. j 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to correct an error into which he has fallen? 

Mr. LATHAM. Of course. 

Mr. PHELPS. Thelaw creating these officers 
says: 

“The President of this United States shall appoint an 
associate law agent for the State of California, learned in 
the law and skilled in the Spanish and English languages, 
whose duties and compensation shall be the same with 
those of the Jaw agent.” 

Their duties were all the same. 

Mr. LATHAM, But it is not reasonable to 
suppose that when Congress here created these 
two Officers they expected them to .discharge the 
same duties, On the contrary, the law itself speci- 
fies that the assistant law agent shall be skilled in 
the Spanish language, in order that he may be able 
to take the testimony of Spanish witnesses; and I 
know that his duties were exclusively confined to 
the taking of testimony to be used before the com- 
mission. But upon the law agent devolved the 
duty of going before the commission and arguing 
the causes. k 

Now, Mr. Greenhow for fourteen months, 
and not for the short period of time which the 
gentleman ‘states, but for fourteen months, dis- 
charged the duties which devolved upon both of 
those officers. He not only took the requisite 
testimony, but conducted the proceedings before 
the court, and at last fell a victim to the 
arduous labors which were devolved upon him. 
I say these things for the purpose of justifying 
the action of the Senate in giving to him the com- 
pensation to which both of those officers were 
entitled under the law. If the law agent received 
his ‘compensation, he did so wrongfully, and with- 
out being in the slightest degree entitled to it, be- 

„cause he failed, for a period of fourteen months, 
to discharge a particle of the duties, and during 
which time they were discharged by Mr’ Green- 
how. This amendment was introduced for the 
purpose of giving a compensation for the perform- 
ance of double services. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. T move to amend the 
amendment by inserting between the word ‘ to” 
and the word ‘ Robert” the words, ‘the widow 
of,” so that it shall read: 

And that $5,000 of said sum shall be paid to the widow 
of Robert Greenhow, &c. 

‘When this amendment was adopted by the Sen- 
ate, we were not advised that Robert Greenhow 
was deceased; and I offer this amendment now, 
in order that, should this amendment pass, the 
money may go directly to the widow, who is 

-now in the city of Washington. 

I will state that a law agent was appointed, and 
afterwards an associate agent appointed, for the 
reason that the duties of that office had been ex- 
ceedingly onerous. For fourteen months Mr. 
Greenhow has been not only the assistant law 
agent, and, as such, has performed faithfully the 
duties imposed upon him as such, but he has also 
discharged the duties of principal law agent. He 
has performed duplicate, and more than duplicate, 
duties as assistant agent, because the principal 
law agent would take upon himself all the respon- 
sibilities of the office. 

Now, I understand that if a man does double 
service, he is entitled to double pay. Even if he 
does get $5,000 or $10,000 for his services, it is 
not an enormous compensation in the State of 
California, There is not a Jawyerin the State, of 
respectable position, whose income is not more. 
Some of the officers of the United States Govern- 
ment in that State receive as much. The com- 
missioners for settling Jand claims in that State 
receive a salary of $8,000 each. Mr. Greenhow 
discharged faithfully the duties of both these 
offices; and it seems to me the allowance which is 


proposed ig but a reasonable one, 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the | 
gentleman from California what is the amendment 
which he proposes? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. It is simply that the! 
amount shall be paid to his widow. Mr. Green- | 
how is dead. 

Mr. SMITH. I would suggest tô the gentle- 
man that he modify his amendment so as to make | 
the money payable to his legal representatives. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I will say to the gentle- 
man, that the effect, practically, will be the same. 
His widow is now in the city, and I desire that 
the money shall be paid directly to her, without 
going through the forms of law, which would be | 
necessary if the form the gentleman has suggested 
were adopted. i 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to say that this amend- 
ment proposes to pay this officer double pay. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. For performing double 
service, : | 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well; for discharging 
double duty, if the gentleman pleases. Sir, this 
law agent was appointed to take testimony before 
the commission, and then to argue the cases before | 
them. [ do not understand that more than one 
can be employed at the same time. An assistant, 
however, was appointed, to provide that the busi- 
ness might go on in case of the absence of the 
principal agent. It was not, however, with the 
understanding that if only one was employed a 
portion of the time, that he should receive the pay 
of both. 

The gentleman says other officers of the Gov- 
ernment in that State receive as large a compensa- 
tion, and refers to the commissioners to settle these 
land claims. The law originally fixed the salaries 
of these commissioners at $5,000 per annum, but | 
the amount was raised at the close of the last ses- 
sion to $8,000. But, sir, the compensation of the 
law agent was fixed at $5,000, and that of the 
associate agent atthe same amount, and now to | 
allow one the salary of both officers, think would | 
be setting a bad precedent. When Mr. Green- 
how was appointed to this office, it was with the 
understanding that he was to devote his whole 
time to the service of the Government, should the 
business in his office require it. lt was not sup- 
posed, as I understand it, when the assistant law 
agent was appointed, that there would be business 
sufficient to employ two; but he was appointed 
in order that in case of the absence from any 
cause of the principal, that the business before the 
commission might not be suspended, 

Mr. McDOUGALL. With the consent of the 
committee, 1 will withdraw my amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was 
accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move to increase 
the appropriation $500. Mr. Chairman, | beg leave 
to say that! have always been of the opinion that 
the laborer is worthy of his hire. And, sir, the 
gentleman from Missouri is mistaken in sup- 
posing that in this case we are establishing a pre- 
cedent. F recollect, within my experience, many 
precedents, where the same thing has been done; 
where officers, having performed double duty, 
Congress gave them additional pay for it. 1 refer 
to one case particularly. When the law passed 
authorizing the issue of Treasury notes, 1t was 
required that they should be countersigned by-the 
Treasurer and the register. It was not a designa- 
tio persona, but it was a reference to them as pub- 
lic officers. Yet, because it was out of the line of 
their usual duties, this House, as | know of my 
own recollection, made to both of these gentle- 
men compensation for that extra service. i 

My friend suggests the cafe of judges of Terri 
tories. I recollect another case, still more palpa- 
ble. Until we legislated on the subject, where an 
officer of the Cabinet filled more than one position, 
he got both salaries. And it is true that the 
patriotic Benjamin F. Butler at one time drew the 
salaries of three Cabinet offices. 

So far from settling, in this case, a new prece- 
dent, my recollection is that the practice of the | 
Government has been otherwise; and that where | 
a man, not in the Army or Navy, but in civil! 
employment, was required to do duties out of the | 
line of those particularly prescribed, Congress | 
has made compensation. They always give extra 

ay. 

This is a case in which I feel an interest, on 
account of the condition of the family of a most | 


H 
1 


worthy man, who sacrificed his life in the dis- 


charge of these very extra duties. .Gentlemen 
seem unwilling now to make compensation, for 
his extra employment, That family is deprived 
of its support by his sacrifice; and, in my judg- 
ment, it ig a great wrong to withhold almost the 
price. of his blood from his helpless wife and 
children. S 

Mr. MORGAN. I object, Mr. Chairman, to 
this amendment,unless a similar application,which 
I have in charge, be placed on the samé ground. 
When this deficiency bill was up before, L applied 
for extra compensation for a gentleman who was 
placed at the head of the Census Department 
during the absence of Mr. Kennedy. | was told 
that the application must go before the Committee 
of Claims; that it was fair; but I must go there, 
This is precisely a similar case. If it were proper 
that my case should go before that committee, it 
is equally proper that this one should take the 
same course. If this amendment be adopted, I 
shall ask the same favor for the one to which f 
refer. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I would ask my 
colleague to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. With pleasure, sir. bese 

Mr. SMITH. I move, in good faith, to in- 
crease the appropriation $500. : 

Mr. Chairman, Robert Greenhow, it is perhaps 
known to many gentlemen of this House, was for 
many years translator to the State Department 
in the city of Washington. While here, he. es- 
tablished a character for fidelity, diligence, and 
true-heartedness in the performance of all his 
duties, that has given him a high place in the 
memories of those who knew him. While thus 
situated he formed an attachment—and I think 
myself that every man who neglects to form 
such an attachment is a just subject of cen- 
sure—he attached himself to a lady who is ag 
lovely as a houri, and the result of that con- 
nection was a cluster of little ones growing up in 
loveliness around him. Thus circumstanced, he 
soon found that the salary which he received from 
the Government would not furnish means for the 
education and establishment of his children in the 
society in which they had been born, and in which 
they might expect to move. He therefore volun- 
tarily resigned his place in the State Department. 
He cut himself loose from the strong ties of official 

osition, He did this under a sense of duty to 

is family, and made his way to the golden ‘land 
of California’ for the purpose of amassing his 
“pile.” On his way thither he spent some months 
in the cily of Mexico, where he devoted himself 
studiously to the acquisition of a knowledge of 
the Spanish laws and titles in California, with 
his wife, who had followed him in his peregrina- 
tions, by his side. He then settled down in Cal- 
ifornia with that wife who had abandoned her 
home for the purpose of cheering and comforting 
him in his labors. Hethere engaged in the duties 
of his profession as a lawyer, and ultimately be- 
came assistant law agent to this commission, 

Now, herelet mesay, by way of argument, that 
the very fact that an assistant was considered ne- 


| cessary, is evidence that the duties of the office 


were more than one man could perform. Well, 
the principal having resigned, the assistant was 
called upon to perform the duties. What dtities? 
I ask the honorable ‘gentleman. from Missouri 
(Mr. Puetes] what duties? He was not only 
called upon to perform his own duties as assist- 
ant, but the duties of his principal, The law pro- 
vided for two officers, thereby recognizing the 
necessity of twd officers to perform those duties. 
He undertook to perform the duties of both; and 
every man who knew Robert Greenhow and the 
labors of that commission, knows that he per- 
formed them well. The principal had resigned, 
cleared out, and thrown all the labor on a man 
who knew nothing but his duty, and dedicated his 
time and constitution to the service. He was 
never paid. He died there in the discharge of those 
double duties, and in the employ mentof the Gov- 
ernment, with his family here. The committee 
will excuse me for mentioning, that the very day 
before the sad intelligence of his death reached 
this city, his wife was manifesting a deep anxiety 
in the success of this very claim and in itespeedy 
passage, in order that she might join her husband 
m California. Thevery day after, the news came 
upon her like a clap of thunder, that the husband 
with whom she so deeply sympathized was no- 
more. The question for the committee now ta 


1296 


May 24. 


decideis, whether the man who performed double 
duty, under circumstances that address them- 
selves so strongly to our sense of justiceand sym- 
pathy, shall be paid? I do not hesitate to say 
that we ought to pay to the last farthing. Five 
thousand dollars is nothing but the salary he 
would be entitled to for a year, and he performed 
the duties for fourteen months. If you pay at all, 
why not pay for the fourteen months? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have not much to say 
about this amendment, further than to express my 
opinion in relation to the practice, as stated by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] who first 
addressed the committée. I do not think that this 
case is one that comes within the rule, or within 
the practice even, as stated by the gentleman him- 
self. I know it has been the case, where a head 
of the bureau has been called away, or has been 
-absent from his post, that the officer next below 
him, who discharged his duties, has received, 
under certain circumstances, the salary of the 
higher officer. But the duties in such a case are 
of a differant character. The duties of a chief 
clerk are not the same duties that are performed 
by the head of a bureau. If the head of a bu- 
reau should be absent, the chief clerk would per- 
form hiš duties; but they would he of a different 
character from. those which he had been in the 
habit of performing. ‘The chief clerk would not 
draw his own salary and also that of the head of 
the bureau. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayur] 
stated that Mr. Butler at one time drew the sala- 
ries of three Cabinet officers. I think he is mis- 
taken. 1 do not believe the gentleman can show a 
solitary case upon record whereany Secretary has 
drawn a dime above his salary for double service. 
I know there are cases where a chief clerk has 
drawn the salary of the head of a bureau for per- 
forming the duties appropriate to that place; but 
he did not, at the same time, draw the salary of 
his own office. There is a case now before Con- 
gress precisely in point—that of Mr, Dickins. 

e was at one time chief clerk in the State De- 
partment, and performed the duties of Secretar 
of State in the absence of that officer. A billis 
now before the House, or Committee of Claims, 
providing for the difference between his salary as 
chief clerk and that of Secretary of State. I can- 
notof course assert positively that the gentleman 
from Virginia is mistaken in the position he has 
nasumed, but he has not shown acase where a 
Secretary, although he may have performed the 
duties of two Departments, drew the salary at- 
tached to both. 

I listened to the appeal of my friend from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Smirna] with a great deal of interest. 
{have no doubt that the eulogy he pronounced 
upon Mr. Greenhow and his family was just and 
well deserved. But then, if we make an appro- 
priation for every man who has left a lovely wife 
and children, and for every widow who has chil- 
dren to support, we shall be entering upon a 
course of very loose legislation, which, for one, I 
do not desire to see introducedhere. If my friend 
from Virginia is disposed to legislate in this way, 
U have no objection; but, for myself, I cannot 
consent to it. Lam perfectly willing, whenever a | 
case is presented where there is any semblance of 
propriety in making an appropriation, to listen to 
these appeals to my sympathies, and they would | 
have their influence when sustained by law and 
the facts of the case. In the case under considera- 


tion, Mr. Greenhow was the assistant law agent, || 


and in the absence of the principal, he performed 
the duties of the law agent-— 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BOCOCK took the floor. G 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I hope my col- 
league will yield me the floor for a moment, to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BAYLY. Theni move to reduce the ap- 
propriation to $499. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman | 


from Virginia (Mr. Bayiy] allow me to ask the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hous‘ron] & ques- | 
tion? 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH, (to Mr. Houston.) fs not the 
clerk to the Committee of Ways and; Means a 
clerk in the State Department, and is he not draw- 
ing salary for both offices? 


. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The clerk to the Committee || 


of his duties in that office. 
performs for the Committee of Ways and Means 
are very generally transacted out of office hours, 
both at night and in the morning, while others are 
asleep. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Alabama 
ssys that I am mistaken in the case which I put. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Well, I think so. 

Mr. BAYLY. I think this committee will do 
me the justice to say that | am not much in the 


habit of making statements in this House loosely, | 


and without some knowledge of the facts. Ido 
know the fact that I have stated; and if the gentle- 
man thinks that instances of the kind cannot be 
found, | will refer him to his industrious clerk, and 
he will hunt him up plenty of cases. Or, if the gen- 
tleman will take the trouble himself, he will find 
that there are plenty of cases, which I could spe- 
cify; but I do not choose to be invidious in that 
respect. But asto the other case | refer to, which 
is more immediately in point, where the Comp- 
troller and ‘Treasurer were required to countersign 
‘Treasury warrants, and where they were allowed 
extra compensation: for it, I stated that here with- 
out a possibility of being in error. I cannot be 
mistaken in this, because I defended the thing on 
this floor, standing just where Mr. Laruam is 
now. 


the duties of two offices. Well, this is not the 
ordinary case where a man discharges the duty of 
an officer who is absent, and where he draws the 
difference between that officer’s salary and hisown. 
But, as my colleague [Mr. Smrru] says, the Gov- 
ernment paid for the service of but one officer, and 
that officer did the duties of two officers. It can- 
not be possible that where Congress has decided 
that two officers are necessary, and where one, 
by over-diligence, does the duty of both, that he 
should not have the proper compensation for his 
labor. 1 do not mean to say that it is strictly a 


legal claim; but I say that it is one which ought to į 


beallowed and granted—under the precise circum- 


stances in which this man died—broken down by | 


these extra labors. Even supposing he was per- 
forming them in the line of his duty, as my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. Housron] maintains he was, 
if he had been in the Army or Navy his widow 
would have been entitled to a pension. Isay, that 
under circumstances of this sort, we are not, as 
we are asked, to put the case under the iron rule 


of the pound of flesh, because it is nominated in | 


the bond. I will not legislate on this plan. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I propose to ask my colleague 
[Mr. Bayry] for the proper understanding of the 
question. Would not the Government allow 
$10,000 for the discharge of these duties? 
they not all discharged by one man? And is there 


any case where Government allows a particular | 


amount for discharging a particular species of du- 
ties, that such amount is not paid ? 

Mr. BAYLY. I believe not. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. Mr. Chairman——— 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) t want a 
minute to reply to the gentleman from Virginia, 


[Mr. Bococx.] The gentleman asks his colleague |] 
whether Government did not allow $10,000 for | 


this service; and if there is any case where Gov- | é A y 
i y Ov" || Justice Tane ,in the case of the.United States vs. 


ernmentallowsa certain specified amountto be paid 


for a particular species of work, that this sum is | 


not all paid up? I did not hear what his col- 

league’s answer was. 
Mr. BAYLY. It as, 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


that l believed nat. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


was employed to perform this kind of service, and 
he could do no more than what would entitle him 


to his salary of $5,000 a year, unless he did it out | 


of ordinary business hours, and under extraordi- 
nary circumstances, which show that he devoted 
a portion ofrhis own time to its accomplishment; 


Were | 


It may be that I am mis- || 
Í taken in this thing; butif Iam, the law is most | 
| wretchedly and improperly administered. 
there are cases, and thousands of cases, where | 
| money is appropriated to pay for services, and in | 
| which the offices become vacant, and there is no | 
| expenditure of the money. : 
Mr. BOCOCK. That was because the services | 
| were not performed. 


The officer who discharged | 
| the services for which this appropriation is asked, | 


Mr. LATHAM. That is just what he did do 
in this case. He worked out of office hours, 
before breakfast, and at late hours of the night. 

Mr, HOUSTON. Then the gentleman from 
California should be obliged to me for touching 
upon this subject; for this is the first time that such 
a circumstance has been mentioned during this de- 
bate; and it is the only point which gives to this 
case any claim upon the Congress of the United 
States. 

Now, the idea of appropriating $10,000 to two 
officers—#5,000 apiece—and because one of them 
resigns, or does not discharge his duties, giving 
the whole of it to one, is most extraordinary. Sup- 
pose that a clerkship should become vacant in one 
of the bureaus of a Department of the Government, 
or that half a dozen clerks should resign, according 
to the doctrine here contended for, the remaining 
clerks should draw the salaries of those whose 
offices are vacant-—— 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting.) There 
is, in this very bill, an appropriation of $6,000 
recommended by the committee for the purpose of 
paying clerks who have performed duties beyond 
their regular services, It is in these words: 


To pay clerks ‘for services performed on Chickasaw 
Indian business, in pursuance of the regulations of the 


i| President of the United States, and in conformity with the 
. . i| decision of the late Secretary of the Interior, $6,187 50. 
Here, Mr. Chairman, is a man who has done i 


Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Thatis true; but there the 
services were rendered out of office hours; and 
such was the proof before the House and before 
thecommittee. And another thing, the sum of $250, 
which was to be paid to each of the clerks em- 
ployed in that business, was fixed by law, and 
the clerks, under that agreement, ought to have 
been paid long ago. But that case does not affect 
the matter now under consideration. 

I did not expect, Mr. Chairman, to take part in 
this discussion, but I believed that my friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] had committed an error in 
his statement. He says to the committee that he 
is not in the habit of doing so. I did not charge 
him with habitually committing errors. I have 
not said that his statements are not correct, I 
simply said—for I have not had time to examine 
them—that I did not think they were correct, 

Mr. BAYLY. Permit me to say to the gentle- 
man, that I know I am not mistaken. a 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman cite a 
single case, and I will look into it? 

Mr. BAYLY. I will refer the gentleman to 
the case of Judge Mason. 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Bayry, he withdrew it ? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move an amendment, 
to take the place of the amendment which | offered 
some time since. It is to insert between the word 
“to” and the word “ Robert’? the words, ‘* the 
legal representatives of,” so that it shall read: 

And that $5,000 of said sum be paid to the legal repre- 
sentatives of Robert Greenhow, &c. 

I wish to say, in reply to the remark, that, as a 
matter of strict right and law, a party who per- 
forms the duties of two offices is not entitled to . 
be compensated for both, that directly the con- 
trary is true, and that it was so held by Judge 
Taney, in the circuit court of Maryland. Chief 


White, decided that where an officer of the Gov- 
ernment performed two duties, the salaries of 


i| which were fixed by law, he was entitled to the 


compensation of both. 
Mr. BARRY. 1 submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
if the precedents which the gentleman states are 


I say {į all correct, it is no reason for the adoption of this 


amendment. Because Congress has done wrong 
once in allowing double pay, is no reason why it 
should do the same wrong again. It hasbeen said 


| that this man performed double duties, and that has 


been assigned as a reason for allowing him a 
double compensation. Now, sir, the salary under 
which he was appointed was amply sufficient to 
compensate him for employing all his time in the 
service of the Government. Thereare many men 
as competent as he who would be glad of the ap- 
pointment, with all the duties which he has per- 
formed, at the salary which, under law, he 1s to 
receive. ` 
Gentlemen talk about precedents for receiving 
double pay for performing the duties of twe 
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offices. Why, sir, is it not for the same thing 
that we hear so much complaint in this House in 
reference to those who superintend the construc- 
tion of the wings of our Capitol? Is not the com- 
plaint being continually made, that men who are 
receiving regular pay as Army officers, are allowed 
to be employed in the construction of civil works, 
and receive the compensation of civil officers in 
addition? It has been urged that it is wrong that 
the practice should be allowed; and I think it is 
wrong; but I think this case is included in the 
same category. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
a lawyer. 

Mr. BARRY. That makes the case all the 
stronger. 

Mr. SMITH. The military officers to whom 
you refer do not perform the duties of both the 
offices for which they receive compensation. 

Mr. BARRY. That does not necessarily fol- 
low. An officer may be stationed at a garrison 
with all the duties ofa military officer to perform. 
He may, nevertheless, accept the office of superin- 
tending the construction of some building or work, 
and attend to his duties as such, and then at night 
repair to the garrison, drill his men, and go 
through all the duties required of him as a military 
officer. He may perform faithfully the duties of 
both offices, and yet, because he receives the pay 
of the two offices, we hear all this complaint, I 
do not understand that this assistant aw agent 
was appointed because there was a sufficient 
amount of business to employ two officers. But 
it was necessary, in order that the business should 
progress, that one should always be present, and 
to provide against any accident, two were ap- 
pointed. This is my understanding of the reason 
of this appointment, and not with the understand- 
ing that one should receive the pay of both when 
only one was present, 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Iwill state to the gentle- 
man, that the assistant law agent was appointed 
because the duties of the office were too onerous 
to be performed by one person. 

Mr. BARRY. [take it for granted that they 
could be performed by one person, because the 
have been discharged properly, as [ understand, 
by Mr. Greenhow., I understand that he has 
discharged those duties well, and that justice has 
been done to the Government in every respect. 
The gentleman says that Mr. Greenhow died while 
there. Well, sir, there have been many persons 
who have gone to California to seek for gold and 
have founda grave. But because he went to Cal- 
ifernia, and died there, you propose to grant a 
pension. 


Mr. Greenhow was 


their graves, I will. venture to say you will find 
your pension list full to overflowing, involving an 
expense beyond anything you have yet provided 
for. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. { desireto refer the 
gentleman to the office of the Attorney General, 
for instance. He receives a salary from the Gov- 
ernment, and yet does private business as a law- 
yer. 

Mr. BARRY. I take it for granted that he 
does not devote time to private business which a 
proper attention to public business requires. In 
this case the agent is appointed to discharge the 
duties of his office. He is paid for discharging 
those duties, whatever they may be; and if they 
require him to devote his whole time, he has noth- 
ing to complain of, 

The question was taken upon Mr. McDov- 
Gaty’s amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not wish to propose an 
amendment, if the committee will permit me to 
have a section of the law read. 

Several Mempers. Read it. 

Mr. HAVEN. There is one section on page 
370, vol. 9, of the United States Statutes, which 
is as follows: 

& That no clerk or other officer shall receive the salary 
of any Secretary or head of bureau for acting or having 


acted in his place or office, while said Secretary or head of 
bureau receives such salary.” 
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Sir, if you undertake to grant pensions | 
for all who have gone there, and have there found | 


Then there is another proviso to a section on 
page 542 of the same volume, which is as follows: 
_ “ Provided, however, That hereafter the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, or other officers of the United 
States, shall in no case allow to one individual the salaries 
of two different officers on account of having performed 
the duties thereof at the same time. But this prohibition 
shall not extend to the Executive buildings.” 


I do not desire to make any remarks upon. the 
subject; but as so much has been said in relation 
to officers receiving double pay for performing 
the duties of two offices, I have read these sections 
of the law for the purpose of settling some of 
these matters. 

The question was taken on Mr. Larnam’s 


| amendment; and it was decided in the affirmative. 


The question was then put on the Senate 
amendment, as amended. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I demand a division. 

Mr. PHELPS. l would appeal to the gentle- 
man to withdraw his call for a division; for if it 
be persisted in, it may break up the committee. 
When we get to the House we can have the ques- 
tion fully decided, and by the yeas and nays, if 
gentlemen desire. 

(Cries of “ Division! ”] 

Mr. MEACHAM. Idesire to see the question 
settled, 

The question was again put; and there were— 
ayes forty-two 

Mr. ORR. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Taxor, of 
Tennessee, and Pecxuam were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 48, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

ce CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The roll was accordingly called, and one hun- 
dred and thirty-four members answered to their 
names, ; 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the deficiency bill and 
the amendments of the Senate thereto, and find- 
ing itself without a quorum, had caused the roll 
to be called, and the names of the absentees to be 
noted, and had directed him to report the same to 
the House. 

A quorum being now present, the committee re- 
sumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. | When the committee 
found itself without a quorum, we were dividing 
upon the amendment of the Senate, as amended; 
upon which tellers had been ordered. 

The tellers resumed their places; and the ques- 
tion being again put, the reported—ayes forty, 
noes not counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A majority of a quorum 
not voting, the amendment is rejected. 

The forty-second amendment of the Senate was 
then read, as follows: 

And the marshals of the northern and southern districts 
of California shall have the same mileage and compensa- 
tion for serving processes issuing from said commission as 
are allowed to the sheriffs for serving similar processes by 
the higher courts of California; and the same mileage and 
per diem shail be made to witnesses as are allowed to wit- 
nesses by the State of California, 

Mr. WALSH., I move that the committee 
rise. 


Mr. PHELPS. 


I hope the gentleman from 


| New York will withdraw that motion. 


Mr. WALSH. I will not withdraw the mo- 
tion. There has evidently been a drumming up 
here to get members enough to make a quorum 
on the last vote. There are provisions in the bill 
which ought not to pass without a full vote. 

The question was then taken; and a division 
being had, there were—ayes 37, noes 64; no quo- 


rum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I ask that the roll be 
called. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. I call for 
tellers. 


Tellers were ordered. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Does it re- 
quire a quorum to rise? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. It isnot necessary to have 
a quorum to rise, but there must bea majority of a 
quorum to rise. ‘ 

Messrs. WaseLer and Rossins were ap- 
pointed tellers. : 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 34, noes 67. 

After the tellers had reported, several other votes 
were given on both sides, about which there was 
some disagreement, 

Mr. WHEELER. Call the roll. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, [think it is 
better to have a recount. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the tellers will take the count again. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. The tellera have already 
reported once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have a 
right to have a recount. 

_ The tellers resumed their places; and the ques- 
tion being again put, the tellers reported—ayes 
36, noes 70; no quorum voting. 

[Cries of ‘* Call the roll!” «Call the roll !”] 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion cannot be 
made, as the committee has found itself without a 
quorum. 

Mr. EDMANDS. I would like to inquire of 
the Chair, whether a quorum is necessary to en- 
able the committee to rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. A‘quorum is not neces- 
sary for that purpose, but a majority of those 
present is necessary. The rules are imperative 
that the committee, finding itself without a quo- 
ruin, shall cause the roll to be called. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will it bein order to move 
that the committee take & recess? . 

The CHAIRMAN. No motion is in order. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Thecommitteecan rise by 
unanimous‘consent, 

[Cries of “ Call the roll !’’] 

The rol] was then called, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
(Mr. Cuanpuier] reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and especially the Senate amendments 
to the deficiency bill, and finding itself without a 
quorum, had ordered the roll of the committee to 
be called, and had directed him to report the facts 
to the House, together with the names of the ab- 
senteeg, 

The following are the names of the absentees: 

Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ashe, Bal, Barksdale, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bissell, 
Bliss, Bocock, Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, Carpen- 
ter, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chase. Chrisman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Craige, 
Crocker, Culiom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dent, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, 
John M. Elliott, English, Ewing, Faulkner, Fenton, Frank- 
lin, Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Grow, Andrew J. Harlan, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Hiester, Hillyer, Howe, Hunt, 
Ingersoll, Keitt, Kerr, Kittredge, Lamb, Lane, Lindley, 
Macdonald, MeMallin, McNair, McQueen, Mace, Macy, 
May, Mayall, Murray, Noble, Andrew Oliver, Packer, 
Parker, Phillips, Preston, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Thos. 
Ritchey, Seward, Shannon, Simmons, Gerrit Sinith, Sol- 
lers, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Tweed, 
Warren, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Westbrook, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Yates. 


TheSPEAKER. One hundred and thirty-three 
members (more than a quorum) having answered 
to their names, the Chairman will resume the 
chair. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the last motion 
made in committee before it rose. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
voted against it. A 

Mr. PHELPS. ! believe the question is upon 
the forty-second amendment. `T-havye but a word 


And a majority 
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more to-say in explanation of it. .In the first 
place, this amendment should have no place in an 
eppropriation bill. It provides that the marshals 
of the northern and southern districts of Califor- 
nia shall have the same mileage and compensation 
for serving processes’ issued from the commis- 
sion for adjudicating land claims as are allowed 
to the sheriffs for serving similar processes issued 
from the higher courts of California, and that the 
same mileage and per diem shall be made t wit- 
nesses as are allowed to witnesses by the State of 
California... Such a provision should have no 
place in an appropriation bill, and the Committee 
of Ways and Means accordingly recommend a 
non-concurrence therein. : 

Several Memgers. We will vote it down with- 
out any further explanation. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well; then I will say 
nothing more. 

Mr. LETCHER. I shall vote against this 
amendment, for the reason that I want a general 
law passed upon the subject which will reach 
other cases as well as this. The last Congress 
passed a law regulating the fees of the district 
attorneys and marshals, and other officers in the 
Federal courts, and they have regulated them in 
such a way that every marshal in my State who 
has to go one hundred and fifty miles away from 
home cannot defray his expenses from his fees. 
Now, sir, | want a general law passed that will 
reach other cases besides this one. 1 do not want 
special legislation which will provide for the wants 
of California, or that will provide for the wants of 
Michigan, and not for those of the other States. 
Let a general law be passed, by which all these 
officers shall receive a reasonable compensation 
for their services. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I desire to say a word, 

The CHAIRMAN. No further discussion is 
in order, unless the gentleman offers an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McDOUGALL., Isit not in order to show 
why the Senate amendment should be concurred 


in? 

The CHAIRMAN. [tis not, unless the gen- 
tleman offers an amendment. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move, then, to strike 
out the last word in the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, before the voteis taken, I desire 
to state one or two fucts to the committee. We 
have a commission in California for the purpose 
of settling land claims in that State. The wit- 
nesses upon the part of the claimants are brought 
there by the intereat of the claimants themselves; 
but the Government have an important duty to 
perform, in resisting unfounded and fraudulent 
claims. Witnesses, in many instances, must be 
brought from the extreme portions of the State, 


Now, under the present law, the fees of the mar- || 


shals will not pay their traveling expenses. 
Mr. LETCHER. Then let a general law be 
passed raising the fees of other marshals as well as 
ours, 
Mr. McDOUGALL. Why, sir, this commis- 
sion is to last only until the 3d of March next; 
and if the officers of the Federal Government, 
whose duty it is to protect the interest of the 
Federal Government, are to perform that duty, 
‘ou must furnish them with the necessary means. 


ow, sir, it is impossible to defend the Govern- | 


ment against these claimants; they must have wit- 
nesses brought, and you must pay your marshals 
a compensation that will enable them to bring 
such witnesses as may berequired. Now, sir, this 
isa subject which requires immediate attention. 
It will not do to wait the slow process of passing 
a general law. I said this commission is to ex- 
pire in March next, and unless some provision is 
„passed very soon, it will be too late, It will not 
do to wait until next winter for the passage of 
such a law. The Government have important 
interests to protect in preventing its lands from 
being taken by those who have no legitimate claim 
upon them. U 
should be taken as will prevent the Government 
from being robbed of its lands; and I hope this 
amendment will be concurred in. 

Mr. LETCHER. If I understand correctly, 
the Federal officers in the State of California, for 
serving the process of this commission, get what 
the officers get for serving the process of the courts. 

Mr. PHELPS. Double the amount. 

Mr. LETCHER. His, then, that much worse 
than I thought it was. 


It is important that such measures || 


The.question was taken; and the amendment of 
the Senate was. non-concurred in. 

The forty-third amendment of the Senate was 
next read by the Clerk, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to.examine the claims presented by. ceriain coun- 
ties of the late Territory of Lowa for expenses of the United 
States district court which were paid by said counties prior 
to the admission of said Territory into the Union asa State; 
and if, upon such examination, he is satisfied that, prior to 
said time, the pres counties have paid money which, in 
accordance with the instructions of the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury, dated December 19, 1843, should have 
been paid by the marshal of the United States for said Ter- 
ritory, he is directed to audit and allow the same. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means propose the following as a substitute for 
that amendment: 

That the First Comptroller of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to examine the claims presented by cer- 
tain counties of the late Territory of Iowa for expenses of 
the United States district court, which were paid by said 
counties prior to the admission of said Territory into the 
Union asa State; and if, upon such examination, he is 
satisfied that prior to said time the said counties have paid 
money which, in accordance with the instructions of the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, dated 19th of December, 
1843, as coustrued in the report of said First Comptroller to 
the Secretary of the Interior under date of 13th of October, 
1853, in reference to said subject, should have been paid 
by the marshal of the United States for said Territory, he 
is directed to andit and settle the same. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was 
adopted. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
do now rise. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would beg of the gentleman 
to withdraw his motion for a short time. 

Mr. WHEELER. There does not seem to 
be any hurry about the public business. It was 
postponed lately for a week and better. I insist 
on my motion, and demand tellers on it. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wure.- 
ER’s motion; and, on a division, there were—ayes 
34, noes 58; no quorum voting. 

(Cries of ‘Call the roll !”’] 

The roll was called, and one hundred and seven- 
teen members answered to their names, being less 
than a quorum. s 

The committee then rose;and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Cuanp- 
LER) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and particularly the 
deficiency bill and the amendments of the Senate 
thereto, and finding itself without a quorum, had 
caused the roll to be called, and the names of the 
absentees to be noted, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. As there isno quorum here, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty minutes before four o'clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow attwelveo’clock, 
p.m. 


I move that the committee 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Jamestown, New York, and a petition of 
citizens of Wellsville, New York, praying a re- 
duction in the rates of ocean postage; which were 
| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
i Post Roads. 
| Also, three petitions of citizens of Niagara coun- 
ii ty, New York, and a petition of citizens of East 
|| Saganaw, Michigan, praying for the construction 
| of a ship canal around the Falls of Niagara; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the following petitions, &c., against the 
| passage of the bill for organizing the Territories 
|, of Nebraska and Kansas; which were ordered to 
ii lie on the table: 

i Petition of citizens of Brandon, Vermont; 

| Petition of ministers of the Gospel of New York, 
| Massachusetts, and Vermont; 

| Petition of Stephen T. Wheeler, of Columbia 
| county, New York; 

Petition of clergymen of different denomina- 
i tions in the State of Michigan; 


Two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania; and 
_ Petition of citizens of Livingston county, Mich- 
igan. 

REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on Ín- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred a resolution 
of the Senate, directing that committee to inquire 
into the case of David Carter and Naney Thorn- 
ton, and, also, documents relating thereto, sub- 
mitted a report on the subject; which was ordered 
to be printed. 


AFRICANIZATION OF CUBA. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to present resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, 
which I ask may be read. 

The resolutions were read. They declare that 
the Legislature of Louisiana view with regret and 
alarm the policy recently inaugurated by the Span- 
ish Government in the Island of Cuba, the manifest 
object and effect of which must be the abolition of 
slavery in that colony, to the sacrifice of the white 
race, with its arts, commerce, and civilization, to a 
barbarous and inferior race; and also that the con- 
summation of this policy will exercise a most per- 
nicious influence upon the social, commercial, and 
political interests and institutions of the United 
States; and that the time has arrived when the 
Federal Government should adopt most decisive 
and energetic measures to thwart and defeat a 
policy conceived in hatred to this Republic, and 
calculated to retard its progress and prosperity. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move that these resolu- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, who have now this subject under consid- 
eration, and that they be printed. I do not desire 
to say a single word by way of discussion on this 
subject, nor to call upon me the reproof of the 
present occupant of the chair, (Mr. WELLER, ] for 
bringing forward any matter of this kind at an 
improper moment before the Senate. I wish, 
however, to state that I agree with every word of 
these resolutions, both as regards their statement 
of the policy of this Government, and as to the 
facts which are now taking place in the Island of 
Cuba, and to express my regret that a gentleman 
so distinguished as the Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. Crayton] should call in question, as he did 
the day before yesterday, without better grounds 
to question than he could have had, the facts placed 
before the Senate and the country by my colleague, 
[Mr. SupeLL.] 1 believe that the facts as stated 
by my colleague can be thoroughly substantiated. 
Lam in possession of further facts and further 
evidence, which it is my intention to lay before 
the Senate, as soon as the Committee on Foreign 
Relations shall have made their report. With 
this simple statement I move the reference. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1! did not hear the first part 
of the honorable Senator’s remarks; but I under- 
stand him now to say that he willbe prepared, 
on some future occasion, to show us that the Span- 
ish Government has a deliberate design to eman- 
cipate the slaves in Cuba, for the purpose of 
preventing us from either purchasing or taking 
the island by violence. Do! rightly understand 
the honorable Senator to mean so? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I do not pretend to say 
that I shall be able to make a mathematical de- 
monstration of a proposition of that kind; but [ 
think I shall be able to adduce such facts and 
such evidence as will satisfy every unprejudiced 
mind, so far as it can be satisfied on a political 
subject of this kind, that such is the intention of 
that Government. ' 

Mr. CLAYTON. That it is their intention to 
emancipate those slaves now, at this time? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. At the earliest possible 
moment, and now that the measures which have 
been taken are aimed at that very object, or, in 
other words, that the design is now in progress of 
execution. 

Mr.CLAYTON. ThenI understand the hon- 
orable Senator to say that itis now actually in 
progress of execution. Now, sir, | wish to say 
that I shall be most happy to be instructed on this 


i subject; but I must express, at the same time, 
| my perfect conviction that the honorable Senator 


will never be able to make out the facts he has 
stated. Ihave no belief in them whatever; and 
the more I look into the matter, the more I inquire 
in regard to it, the more perfectly am I satisfied 
that it is not true that the Spanish Government 
intends to destroy this island, except in this con- 
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tingency: They will act precisely as you, sir, | 


would act, or any other man might act, without 
being censured so much, who should. find thata 
piratical vessel was about to seize his ship and 
crew. You might blow up your powder maga- 
zine in such a case as that, without incurring the 
censure of the world. Thatis all, in my opinion, 
which the Spanish Government contemplates. If 
they find that, from any quarter of this Union, 
there is a piratical expedition set on foot, with a 
view to take the island from them, and that there 


isa certainty that the island will be taken from | 


their possession and custody by that. means, they 
will blow up their powder magazine. 

The Spanish Government: has given us notice 
of that for many years back. It has never been 
concealed by them. They have declared over and 
over again, more than ten years ago, to the va- 
rious gentlemen who occupied stations at the head 
of the State Department, that if such a thing as 
that should be done they would ruin the island, 
rather than permit us to take it in that manner. 
Now, then, let the honorable Senator understand 
just precisely the difference between us. If he 
brings proof forward. for the purpose of showing 
that, he only brings forward proof to show what 
I concede; but I ‘deny, from the evidence before 
me, that the honorable Senator can produce any 


proof whatever to show that the Spanish Govern- | 


ment, in the present condition of affairs, intends to 
emancipate the slaves in Cuba, or, to use the hon- 
orable Senator’s own language, that such a scheme 
as that is in progress of execution. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I did not hear the 
remarks of the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 
but if I understand them as commented on by the 
Senator from Delaware, he made a statement that 

‘the Spanish Government has it in contemplation 
to. set free the negroes in Cuba in the event of an 
invasion of that island, or an insurrection on the 
island. l 

` Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; that was not his 
statement. 4 

Mr. GWIN. If it is denied that it is in con- 

_templation by the Spanish Government to set the 

negroes there free, in the event of an insurrection, 
undertake to say that it can be readily estab- 
lished. ` Paes ae 

Mr. CLAYTON. The honorable Senator will 
please not to understand me as denying any such 

“thing as that. I have not said that, in the event of 
“an insurrection in the island,an insurrection which 
should take the government of the country out of 
the hands of Spain, her civil authorities in the 
island might not proceed to this extremity. I 
have not denied that; I have not said that. would 
not be done. What I have said is, that the posi- 
tion taken by the honurable Senator from Louis- 
iana, in my humble judgment, cannot be substan- 
tiated, and that position is, that there js, at this 
time, in progress of execution, a scheme to eman- 
cipate the slaves in Cuba. i 

Mr. GWIN. For several years back, on my 
way to take my seat in the Senate, I have stopped 
in Havana, and I was distinctly informed, and 

apers were shown to me in which the threat was 
hela out to the inħabitants of that island by the 
authorities, that if they did attempt an insurrec- 
tion, the negroes would be turned loose upon 
them. This has been known to be the policy of 
that Government, and it has deterred the inhabit- 

“ants of the island from resisting the oppression 
under which they have been groaning for years. 
They have beendeterred by the apprehension that 
their negroes would be turned loose upon them, 
and armed for the purpose of a servile insurrec- 
tion, in the event of a revolution in the island. I 
have not a solitary doubt that there is, and has 
been for years, a power reposed in the authorities 
there, by Spain, to free every negro on the island, 
and arm them in case of a revolution. 
`> Mr. BENJAMIN, [ said before that I do not 
wish to enter into the discussion of this subject, 
and I'am very loth to be drawn into saying any- 
thing on a matter which I consider now to be 
properly before the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of this body. But I am surprised, sir, in 
view of the recent developments, in view of the 
information which has just reached us from Cuba, 
that a gentleman of the experience of the Senator 
from Delaware can say he unhesitatingly ex- 

resses his disbelief in the assertions which have 
een repeatedly made by different Senators upon 
` this floor. 


Now, sir, those of us who are aware of the sys- 
tem by which the Island of Cuba is now governed 
—those of us who are aware of the fact, that there 
is not asingle inhabitant of that island who is 
allowed to havea pointed knife in his family— 
those of us who are aware of the system of es- 
pionage which now prevails: in the island—those 
of us who are aware of the threats that have 
been repeatedly made by the Captain General 
of the island, that at the first indication of an 
attempt on the part of the people to recover their 
freedom, their own slaves shall be armed against 
them—and those of us who have followed up 
these indications and these facts, and who are 
aware of the system, by which the registry of 
slaves upon the island is conducted, and who have 
looked atthe late proclamation of the Captain Gen- 
eral in relation to the registry, who can see the 
fact that that proclamation will produce a change 
in the status of the black population of that island, 
can by no possibility entertain a doubt of the 
scheme which has been deliberately formed, and 
which, I repeat, is now in progress of execution 
upon the island, 

Sir, we all know, or at least those of us who 
have paid any attention to that subject know, 
that for a long series of years past, by reason of 
the very heavy duties which have been imposed 
upon the transfer of slaves from one proprietor to 
another, these slaves have passed from hand to 
hand by parol. The money has been given, and 
the slave thus passed to a new owner. According 
to a recent proclamation, every slave in the pos- 
session of an individual who cannot show a regis- 
tered title to him, is to be made free now upon the 
spot. IfI am not misinformed, nearly one fourth 
of those who are really slaves upon the island will 
be made free, under the operation of this procla- 
mation. There, sir, is the very first step towards 
what the Legislature of Louisiana has termed the 
Africanization of the Island of Cuba’ This is the 
last piece of information that has come to us from 
that island. 

In addition to this, we have the statements made 
by the honorable Senator himself the other morn- 
ing, in which he assured us that for a series of 
years past the black population of the island has 
been increasing in a rapid ratio. Now, every one 
of these slaves in: fact—not, I believe, slaves 
legally, according to the institutions and laws of 
Cuba, but slaves now in fact—are to be set free. 
All those who are actually slaves, but who have 
been passed from hand to hand, without the form- 
ality of a notarial seal, will also be set free under 
this proclamation in relation to registration. These 
will form a body of black troops to assist the 
Spanish troops against the white population of the 
island. i 

My colleague, in the speech which he made a 
short time ago, that attracted so much attention 
in the country, demonstrated to the Senate that 
the intention of the British Government—and it 
has been fully shown in its correspondence and 
negotiations with the Spanish Government—is to 
induce the latter Government to consider the blacks 
and whites, upon the island, as one common pop- 
ulation, to be taken care of, and protected by one 
common set of regulations applicable to both 
classes of the population. 

T shall not go further into this subject now, sir; 
but I refer to these facts for the purpose of show- 
ing that this is not an idle apprehension, that it is 
not one without foundation; and when the discus- 
sion comes up l think we shall be able to show the 
Senator such facts and such proofs as will shake 
even his well-formed conviction to the contrary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to ask what is the 
pending question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair.) The question is on referring the 
resolutions which have been presented by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. y 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the question will be 
taken without farther debate. It will be much 
better to have the debate come up on the report 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to express the hope 
that this debate will not be continued. I do not 
think that the discussion at this time, under the 
circumstances, is calculated to lead to any valu- 
able result. y 

‘Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I said be- 
fore, that I did not propose at this time to go ex- 


| eign Government.. 


| ress of execution: 


| 


tensively into the discussion ‘of this subject; but 
1 know that the remarks made froni-so distin- 
guished a source ‘as my hénorable friend ‘from 
Louisiana, will be calculated to makea déep'im- 
pression upon the minds of the American p A 
and ‘as I do verily believe that that impression 
will be erroneous, itis my duty to‘arrest it how, 
Itis my duty, sọ far as [ have light and knowl- 
edge, to explain the transactions to ‘which: the 
honorable Senator has referred, and: which-he 
thinks are conclusive evidence of a design now to 
emancipate the slaves’in Cúba.: ~ a 
Sir, I do not stand here now—I have never stood 
here or any where—as the apologist for the oppres- 
sions or exactions of the Spanish Government, or 
its corruptions. I know as much, perhaps, on that 
subject as most gentlemen here; and whenever it 
shall become the interest of my country to expose 
them, I will do‘it fully. Sir, itis all important 
that the Senate of the United States should not be 
misled on this subject; but-that, when we do strike, 
we should strike justly, that we should not mis- 
conceive either our own position or:that of a for- 


1 say again that I deny that my honorable friend 
can show a tittle of evidence to justify the asser- 
tion that Spain intends now to emancipate the 
slaves in Cuba, and that such a schemeis in prog- 
Now is the time that the true 
and just impression should go forth to the Amer- 
ican people. Sir, there are those at the other end 
of the avenue whose duty it is to investigate this 
subject, and who willbe undera fearful responsi- 
bility both to God and to their country,’ if they 
suffer a wrong opinion on this subject to go forth, 
and the minds of the American ‘people to be poi- 
soned with untruth in regard to it. { will do this 
with the honorable Senator, knowing nothing, of 
my own knowledge, of the opinions of the Sec- 
retary of State oa this subject. I will risk the 
whole issue upon the opinion he will give the Sen- 
ate of the United States or the country about it. 
If he will say to me, or to the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States, that he believes this story, L will ‘yield 
up my convictions. I do not believe that he credits 
the story at all, and I cannot think that the Presi- 
dent and the Cabinet credit it. They are the 
pe persons to investigate the matter. ‘They 

ave time to do it. We here on this floor can 
make declarations which ‘will inflame the'public 
mind. “Phe people, supposing that we understand 
the matter, will take our statements as correct, 
‘when perhaps we are not so thoroughly acquaint- 
ed with the subject as those gentlemen at the other 
end of the avenue, whose duty it is to acquire 
light and give it to the people.. I wish to waitfor 
them. I wish the State Department to give up all 
its secrets upon this subject, and with that very 
view I moved, inthe Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, the resolution which ‘my honorable friend, 
the chairman, (Mr. Mason,} introduced  yester- 
day, and which was adopted, calling‘on the State 
Department for the information that will give’ us 
light on the subject. 

With regard to the fact that slaves have in- 
creased within a few years past in the Island of 
Cuba, I explained the’ reason the day before 
yesterday, in a short speech to the Senate. `I 
showed that our own countrymen were the men 
who had thus far Africanized Cuba, by building 
slavers and sending them and selling. them at 
Havana, and navigating the vessels to the coast of 
Africa. para oin, 

I think my honorable friend is mistaken in re- 
gard to the numbers. J have not yet learned: of 
more than five thousand being imported there 


| within thelast sixteen months, though there may 


be, and probably there are many more. :{ have 
been apprised of the cases of the vessels, called 
the Jasper, the Silenas, the General de Kalb, and 


ithe Lady Suffolk, notorious piratical_slavers. 


There are doubtless many others, but I cannot 
believe that anything like a hundred thousand, or 
one half, or one fourth of that number has been 
imported into Cuba. But here lies the mischief, 
towards whicli the attention of the American Sen- 
ate ought to bedrawn. If we are ever to have 
this island, and I have expressed the opinion and 
entertained it for many years back, that it will one 
day be ours, how I do not pretend to say, we are 
deeply interested in having this business of intro- 
ducting negroes and free negroes from Africa 
stopped. The most effective way of stopping it, is 
by stopping the slave trade with our own vessels, 
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There is the place to strike, Thatis the spot at 
which I propose to strike; and desire Congress to 
strike. 

But, sir, the negroes brought from Africa are 
detected by the very means to which my honor- 
able friend has alluded—by the registries of the 
true slaves, the real native-born slaves, on every 
estate. The police officers visit the estate, and, 
by calling the roll, and examining the negroes, 
detect whether there are any recent importations. 
If so, they declare them free, and they are bound 
to declare them. free, under the treaties which 
Spain has made with foreign Governments, Then 
I explained further, that they apprenticed these 
slaves for one year, merely for the purpose of en- 


abling these miserable creatures to live. They | 


are unable to procure their own subsistence. 
They are utterly ignorant. They cannot speak 
a word of any language in which they can be un- 
derstood, and nobody can understand them. 
They know not how to labor, and they would 
starve if.they were not apprenticed, 

Well, for the purpose of preserving the existence 
of these wretched beings, the local authorities in 
Cuba have been compelled to apprentice them for 
a year. Itis my opinion that, at this very moment, 
these negroes are felt to bea great evil by the 
Spanish authorities in Cuba, and they would 
gladly get rid of them, but they cannot, They 
would probably be very thankful to us if we would 
take them away. 

But, sir, my honorable friend, in the indulgence 
of his imagination, tells us that he thinks these 
rfecroes will be inlisted, and forma black corps of 
soldiers for the purpose of preventing any attack 
made on the island, or any insurrection in the 
island. Now, sir, I would ask you, [Mr. WEL- 
LER in the chair,] who have been somewhat of a 
military man, and who have acquired some mili- 
tary knowledge, to tell me what sort of soldiers 
these would make? ‘They are wild negroes from 
Africa, who have not been in the country a year. 
Would they not make a splendid regiment! E 
should like to know how you or anybody else 
would proceed to drill them, and make them stand 
up in a fight, 

Sir, I lament, I lament deeply, that the impres- 
sion has gone abroad, and from such distinguished 
sources, that this evil is in progress of execution. 
May we not wait until our own Government, 
until the President has spoken on the subject? I 
shall now close what I have to say to-day, with 
the repetition of the expression, that I am willing 
to yield up the whole subject if you will show me 
that the American Secretary of State, or any other 
man who ever was in that office, acting under the 
high responsibilities of that position, will say to 
the Senate and the world, that he believes this 
story of the emancipation of the slaves in Cuba. 

Mr. SEWARD, Mr. President, when this 
subject was introduced to the Senate two or three 
weeks since, by the honorable Senator from Lou- 
isiana, (Mr. Suiwer] I thought a very general 
desire was manifested by all parties to have it 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
unembarrassed by discussion previous to its ref- 
erence; though the consent given to the reference, 
without protest, would convey the idea that the 
Senate generally admitted there was grave cause 
for such an. inquiry. But since that time other 
resolutions of inquiry have been introduced upon 
the subject, and led to more or less debate; and 
to-day the resolutions of the State of Louisiana 
have been presented to us. I certainly agree with 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana,{Mr. Ben- 
samin,] that the most appropriate time to discuss 
the matter will be when the committee shall have 
made a report. 


The discussion of this subject by those who | 


entertain apprehensions for the peace of the coun- 
try, going out from this place without opposition, 
except so far as it was made by the Senator from 
Delaware, is calculated to produce very serious 
effects. It produces alarm in mercantile circles, 
certainly premature and unnecessary now, even if 
it be not without sufficient cause. There is no 
necessity for Senators to give way to their imagin- 
ations, until the grounds for their fears have been 
exhibited by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
or the Executive authority, 

For one, whenever a crisis in Cuba may come, 
I shall be prepared to meet it; but itis impossible 
for me to see that the circumstances alluded to by 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana form any 


ground for apprehending that a crisis is at hand. 
I do not now look merely at the facts relied upon 
by the Senator from Louisiana; but I look at the 
condition of Spain, at the condition of the United 
States, and of the European nations, and I see 
nothing to warrant any such apprehension. For 
ourselves, we have a claim unsettled against 
Spain; and we are expecting the answer of the 
Spanish Government to that claim. We are ex- 
pecting the arrival of an officer prepared to treat 
on that subject and on all subjects whatever. Why 
should Spain, deriving $1,000,000 income from 
Cuba, desire to renounce it? Why should she 
bury in the ocean her colony in America, the last 
relic of the New World given to her by Colum- 
bus? Her exigencies are as great now as in former 
times. Then, it is supposed that the British Gov- 
ernment is concerned in this movement. Sir, L 
entertain no doubt that it may be safely said that 
if Great Britain occupies any position in regard 
to this question now, it is a position which in- 
clines her to prevent the extremities which are 
dreaded by the honorable Senators from Loui- 
siana. Engaged in a war which is almost certain 
to become a continental war in Europe, which is 
to be a short war only in the case that Austria and 
Prussia shall join their standards to those of Great 
Britain and France, and which is to be an interm- 
inable war, a ruinous and disastrous war, in the 
other event, it seems to me that Great Britain is 
now under bonds to keep the peace with our 
Government on this question. I see no reason, 
therefore, to impair the confidence of the commer- 
cial part of the community, and spread over them 
the dread of evils which may never come. 

I hope, then, that this question may rest in 
tranquillity for the present, It strikes-me that it 
is calculated to produce apprehensions in this 
country in relation to our claims on Spain, on 
Europe, and on the nations of the world; for we 
know, and the world knows, that this is regarded 
by some as the favored time to strike at the in- 
terests of Spain in Cuba, and at the interests of 
Great Britain. 

If this question is one of the rising of the in- 
habitants of Cuba to assert their liberty, that is 
one thing. 1 shall desire to know from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, when they do report 
on this subject, on what ground, and to what ex- 
tent they propose to intervene. If they propose 
to exert the influence of this country, as it has 
heretofore been exerted, in favor of efforts for 
constitutional freedom, that will be one question; 
but if they propose to control, interfere with, or 
direct, or supervise, the local matters of Cuba, 
then, for one, I am decidedly against any such 
intervention. Ihave no doubt that the general 
popular sentiment, and any action that may be 
adopted on this subject, will turn upon the ques- 
tion whether what is proposed is a simple and 
moral influence felt, and necessary and justly ex- 
cited in favor of freedom, or an attempted regu- 


lation and control of the Government of Spain in |! 


Cuba, in its lawful exercise of a right to melio- 
rate the condition of its people. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to postpone all prior 
orders. 

Mr. MASON. Let the resolutions be referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WrLLER 
in the chair.) Ifthere be no objection the resolu- 
tions will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

‘There was no objection. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of having the Nebraska 
and Kansas bill read a second time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
now have its second reading. 

It was accordingly read a second time by its 
title: «© A bill to organize the Territories of Ne- 
braska and Kansas.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
now under consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave no desire to engage 
in any debate upon the bill. It is sufficient to 
state that it is precisely the bill which passed the 
Senate some time ago, with the exception of the 
amendment adopted upon the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, [Mr. Ciayron.] It being 
the Senate bill, with that isolated exception, it 
presents no new issue, no new question, and I 


|| western Territory. 


‘therefore ask that the Senate may proceed to vote 
upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthere be no 
proposition to amend, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. -I desire to renew the amend- 
ment which was offered by my friend from Dela- 
ware, when the Senate bill was under our consid- 
eration. Itis to amend the proviso which is in 
the fifth section, as follows: 

Provided, That the right of suffrage and of holding office 
shall be exercised only by citizens of the United States, 


and those who bave declared ou oath their intention to be- 
come such, and shalt have taken an oath to support the 


! Constitution of the United States, and the provisions of 


this act,” 


| —by striking out the words: 


‘ And those who shall have declared on oath their inten- 
tion 10 become such, and shall have taken an oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, and the provis- 
ions of this act,” 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, my object in 
moving the amendment is obvious. I did not 
hear the debate in the Senate on the night when 


| the amendment of the Senator from Delaware 


was adopted; but I take it for granted that the 
reason for that amendment was the conviction, on 
the part of the majority of the Senate, that the 
elective franchise should be conferred, within 
the Territories, upon citizens of the United States 


| only. For my own part, l cannot conceive any 
| reason why this privilege, which peculiarly be- 


longs to citizenship, should be extended to those 
who are not citizens It is a part of political sov- 
ereignty. It seems to me to be the essential duty 
of a citizen, but of no one else, to exercise that 
power. Itis at war with the principles of all gov- 
ernment, it seems to me, to confer upon those who 
are not citizens, the power to control the Govern- 
ment through the right of suffrage. That right 
belongs only to those who are members of the 
body-politic, and no foreigner can be so until he 
has, by naturalization, entered into the compact 
which constitutes him one of the political com- 
munity. 

I admit that the legislation of the country has 
been somewhat irregular in this particular. I 
know that that irregularity dates from a very 
early period of our history. I know, for example, 
that in the ordinance of 1787, which organized the 
Northwest Territory, we provided that when there 


| were five thousand male inhabitants over twenty- 


one years of age, they should have a legislative 
government, and that the right of suffrage should 


| be committed to those who were citizens of one 


of the United States, and had certain property 


| qualifications, or to those who had resided two 


years in the district and had certain larger prop- 
erty qualifications. But there was a manifest 
reason for that which does not apply now. At 
that time we had no Federal Government, no 
Constitution of the United States. There was no 
such thing asa citizen of the United States. The 
right was confined to the citizens of one of the 
United States; and it was manifest that, as there 
was no general power under the Confederation to 


i constitute citizens of the United States, a man 


might have resided in the Territory for an indefi- 
nite period without acquiring citizenship in the 
Territory by virtue of any law of naturalization. 
The only citizens then known to the law were 
citizens of the respective States of the Confedera- 
tion. Well, sir, inasmuch as a man who resided 
in that Territory for any length of time could not 
i thereby become a citizen of the United States, 
land there was no power to make him such, it 
| seemed to be somewhat reasonable that the right 
| of voting should be given, in that case, to all the 
residents in the Territory under the condition 
prescribed by the ordinance which supposed them 
to be assimilated in interest and feeling with those 
who were citizens of one of the United States; a 
freehold to the amount of fifty acres, and a resi- 
dence in the district of two years, I think, was 
the requisition in this case. 

That provision was successively extended to 
| the different Territories organized outof the North- 
It was extended, I believe, 
‘also, to the Territories southwest of the Ohio, not 
| in precise terms, in totidem verbis, but by a general 
provision, that the inhabitants of the South west- 


i ern Territory should be entitled to all the rights, 
| liberties, and advantages which, by the ordinance, 


were given to those inthe Northwestern Territory. 


Some similar provision was introduced into the 


1854. 
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act for organizing the Territory of Mississippi, in 
1798, when we placed it under an Executive gov- 
ernment. But it is a little curious that, in 1808, 
Congress passed an act to extend the right of suf- 
fraze in the Mississippi Territory. Whether there 
had been any elective Legislature in that Terri- 
tory up to that time I do not know, but I presume 
there had not; atleast I am not able to find any evi- 
dence of it, and | suppose that it was governed as 
was the Northwest Territory, by a Governor and 
judges. But in 1808, Congress passed an act to 
extend the right of suffrage in the Mississippi 
Territory, and that act expressly restricted the 
elective franchise to those who were citizens of 
the United States, and besides, possessed the ne- 
cessary property qualifications, That was the 
earliest act which I can find in which the policy 
of the Government was to confine the elective 
franchise to citizens of the United States. In 1812, 
we organized the Territory of Missouri, and there 
we expressly limited the right of suffrage to citi- 
zens of the United States. Afterwards we organ- 
ized the Territory of Arkansas, and epplied to it 
the provisions of the act organizing the Territory 
of Missouri. When we organized owa and Wis- 
consin we also limited the right of the elective 
franchise to those who were citizens of the United 
States, and so we did in Utah and New Mexico 
as late as 1850. 

We have departed from that rule in regard to 
the lately organized Territories of Oregon, Min- 
nesota, and Washington. In regard to these 
three Territories, the provision which extended 
the elective franchise to those who are not citi- 
zens, I think never entered into the consideration 
of any member of the Senate. I have looked over 
the debates on the Minnesota bill, and I do not 
find anything said on the subject when that bill 
was under discussion. In regard to Oregon Ter- 
ritory, there was perhaps a peculiar reason why 
Congress should be more liberal than in regard 
to other Territories. I presume, however, that, 
in regard to all of them, the provision was estab- 
lished in consequence of the attention of Congress 
being absorbed by subjects of much greater im- 
portance. Be that as it may, these three later 
precedents being the only cases of extending the 
franchise to, those who are not citizens of the 
United States, and who have only declared their 
intentions to become such, seem to be entitled, 
under the circumstances, to but little consider- 
ation; at all events, they should not overrule the 
precedents which I have mentioned in the Terri- 
tories of Missouri, Mississippi, Arkansas, lowa, 
Wisconsin, Utah, and New Mexico. 

But I see this bill provides, that while the alien 
who may have come into the Territory only the day 
before, may entitle himself, by a declaration of his 
intention to become a citizen, to exercise this 
privilege of citizenship, and vote in the organiza- 
tion of the government, or in the election of those 
who are to conduct it, no officer, soldier, seaman, 
or marine, or any other person in the Army or 
Navy of the United States, shall be allowed to 
vote or hold office in the country. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to correct the Sena- 


tor; “he shall not be entitled to vote by reason of || 


being stationed there,” is the reason of it. He 
may bea resident and citizen elsewhere; and he 
isnot to be allowed to vote by reason of being 
stationed in the Territory. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then a man who is stationed 
there by orders of his Government shall not be 
allowed to vote because he is a citizen of some 
State of the Union; but the alien who may go in 
the day before he declares his intention to become 
a citizen, shall be entitled to vote, though not a 
citizen. ‘That is practically declaring that our nat- 
uralization laws shall have no force at all in this 
Territory, and placing the newly arrived foreign 
emigrant above the citizen of the United States. 
I can conceive of no higher exercise of the right of 
citizenship than that of voting, unless it be the 
right of being elected a Representative; yet you 
propose to bestow it upon one who may never pro- 
ceed further than the declaration of his intention to 
become a citizen, though that declaration may 
never be carried out, and the party may never be- 
come a citizen at all. 

There is another section of this bill which, in 
effect, repeals the Missouri restriction of 1820, 
and propose’ to substitute for that restriction the 
authority of the people of the Territory to regu- 
late their own domestic institutions. It is true 


that the section does not expressly provide that the 
Territorial Legislature may prohibit slavery, or 
establish itat their own will. - Some gentlemen 
doubt whether it is competent for Congress’ to 
confer this power upon the Territorial Legisla- 
ture; whether the Constitution allows such a grant 
of power. So the general declaration is made in 


this section that ‘* the true intent and meaning of 


this act is to leave the people thereof free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States.” This, while it does not in terms 
invest the Territorial Legislature with the power 
to establish or prohibit, impliedly does so provided 
nothing in the letter or spirit of the Constitution 
inhibits it. 

While, therefore, the effect of this provision is 
doubtful or doubted, one thing is certain, that 
the bill proposes, in this indirect manner, to invest 
the people of the Territory, so far as Congress 
constitutionally can, with the power to decide the 
question of slavery or no slavery; and this power 
is conferred, as well on the alien who has been 
long enough in the Territory to declare his inten- 


tion to become a citizen, as upon the citizen of the | 
United States who is so by birth or naturalization.: 


Now, lam not willing under any circumstances 


| to bestow the elective franchise upon one who is 
| not a citizen of the United States, whatever prece- 
j dents there may be. 


Still less am I inclined to 
bestow it upon him when he is to be invested with 
authority to control this question which Congress 
has not settled, and cannot settle, to its own satis- 
faction, and, therefore, to be rid of its embarrass- 
ments, has transferred to the Territories themselves. 
If this question is to be left to the people of the 
Territones, (and I am inclined to think that it is 
as wise as any thing else which can be adopted,) 


let it be left to those people of the Territories | 


who are citizens of the United States, who under- 
stand our Government, who, whether native or 
naturalized, have been living long enough in the 
United States to have obtained some familiarity 
with our institutions, who have acquired an in- 
terest in the welfare of the country, and have iden- 
tified themselves with it. 

I am free to admit that many of our naturalized 
citizens are distinguished for earnest patriotism, 


and an intelligent comprehension of our public | 


affairs. ` , 
But let us not confer power over this delicate 


| and disturbing question upon those who have 


merely declared their intention to become citizens, 
who may never become citizens, who cannot claim 
suffrage as a right, and who, by the theory of our 
naturalization laws, are not supposed to be com- 
petent to exercise 1t. 

For these reasons I have offered the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, it has been 
correctly stated by the Senator from Illinois, that 
this is the same bill which we passed in the Senate 
sometime since, with the exception of one very im- 
portant provision, respecting the rights of unnat- 
uralized citizens, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It may be well to state that 
it contains some verbal alterations in its grammati- 
cal construction, but there is no variation in sense 
with theexception mentioned by the Senator. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senator is correct, 
and as Í do not wish to open the debate on the 
merits of the bill again, I will only consider the 
section respecting the qualification of voters, which 
the honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr, 


Pearce] has moved to amend by striking out the | 


clause authorizing unnaturalized citizens to vote. 
The section authorizes all free white persons above 
the age of twenty-one to vote at the first election, 
including foreigners who have not become citizens 
but have declared their intention to become such, 


and excluding the officersand soldiers of the Army. | 
So that a foreigner unacquainted with our language | 


or laws, not twenty-four hours in the Territory, 


and who has not been in our country ten days, | 


can vote without paying a tax, and General Scott, 
if he happened to be there commanding our troops, 
could not. The honorable Senator from Mary- 
land has moved what is called the Clayton amend- 
ment, which restricts the right to vote to those who 
are citizens, either native-born or those who have 
become such under our naturalization laws, and 
as I voted for it when the bill was before the 
Senate upon another occasion, and have seen no 
reason for changing my vote, I will do so again. 


The right to vote and ‘take part in the Govern- 
ment is a high privilege, and I hold: that it: should 
only be exercised by those who have become 
citizens and entitled to the rights and immunities, 
and who have incurred the obligations of citizen- 
ship. I will hereafter state how an alien may 
become a citizen. ers 
There has been many misrepresentations made 
respecting the effect of the proposed: amendment. 
It has been said that those who support: it desire 
to disfranchise foreigners, which is not the fact. 
It has been said that the Clayton amendment was 
stricken out by the House, in accordance with the 
example furnished in the bills erecting the Terri- 
tories of Utah and New Mexico, when the truth is 
that the Clayton amendment makes it conform to 
those bills, as I will presently show. And those 
bills were part of the compromise measures of 
1850, and better considered than any others. The 
amendment now under consideration, is, in my 
judgment, required by the, true spirit and meaning 
of the Constitution, by sound policy, and justified 
by precedent. í : 
The Constitution in the eighth section says, 
Congress may ‘establish a uniform rule of natu- 
ralization.’? Therefore, whenever Congress acts 
it must make the rule uniform. Well, Congress 
has established a rule by an act passed in 1802, 
requiring five years residence before admission to 
citizenship, and now it is proposed to establish 
another rule for Nebraska. Anā what good -rea- 
son can be given for it. Why should an alien have 
greater privileges in Nebraska than in Pennsylva- 
nia? I voted to extend the present naturalization 
laws over the Territory of Nebraska, nothing 
more. By whom should this Government be cat- 
ried on—by citizens either native-born or natural- 
ized, or by foreigners? And how doesan alien be- 
come a citizen in this country? Only under the 
clause of the Constitution which I have cited and 
theact of Congress passed in pursuance thereof. 
And can the right to vote properly appertain to 
another than a citizen? If foreigners can haveand 
enjoy the rights and privileges of citizens, the 
highest one of whieh is to vote, why did our fore- 
fathers ‘establish a uniform rule of naturaliza- 
tion??? and why have so many aliens conformed 
to it? The section under consideration says, any 
free white man above the age of twenty-one years 
(and such is the law in all the States). shall vote, 
&c. So: that we require a native-born person, 
acquainted with our language, educated in our 
schools, &c., to be twenty-one years of age be- 
fore he is thought fit to exercise the high privilege 
of an elector. Our forefathers wisely thought that 
foreigners should take five years to become trained 
in the ways of republicanism, acquainted with 
our people, our laws, our complex machinery ‘of 
government, &c., and ‘I concur in opinion. with 
them. This Government can only be maintained 
by an intelligent exercise of the elective franchise, 
Hence we have always heretofore confined the 
right to vote to free while persons above the age 
of twenty-one years who are native-born, and to 
aliens who have been in the country five years, 
and complied with the provisions of our naturali- 
zation laws. Our views of constitutional liberty 
differ very much from European notions of liberty. 
It may be profitable, Mr. President, to examine 
the action of Congress under the clause of the 
Constitution requiring an ‘* uniform rule of natu- 
ralization.”? In 1789 the Government went into 


i| operation under the present Constitution, and on 


the 26th of March, 1790, the first naturalization 
law was passed, requiring two years’ residence, 
one year in the State where the application is 
made, oath to support the Constitution, &c. To- 
ward the close of Washington’s administration, 
on the 29th of January, 1795, an act was passed 
requiring five years’ residence, three years’ declar- 
ation of intention, oath, and proof of good moral 
character, &c. In 1797, the old Adams party 
came into power, and on the 18th of June, 1798, 
an act was passed requiring fourteen years’ resi- 
dence, five years in the State in which the appli- 
cation is made, oath, and proof of good moral 
character, &c. In 1801, the Jeffersonian Demo- 
cratic party came into power, and on the 14th of 
April, 1802, passed an act requiring five years’ 
residence, declaration of intention two years”re- 
nunciation of allegiance to any foreign’ Prince, 
&c., oath to support the Constitution, proof of 


good moral character, &c. This law has now 


| been in force for more than fifty years. It was 
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intended to bea liberal one, for the country was 
then almost a wilderness. It was satisfactory 
to the alien at that time, and should be so now. 
Any attempt to modify it, or to denounce those 
who are willing to stand by it, on the part of the 
emigrants, will create a counter sentiment, highly 
injurious to them. The statistics of emigration 
show that up to 1840, only one million of emi- 
grants.had arrived in the country; now we receive 
annually, near four hundred thousand. During 
the next three years, we will receive as many as 
we did for thirty-five years prior to 1840. I have 
no feeling of hostility to them. I want them to 
come here and enjoy religious and political free- 
dom, protection to person and property, and in 
due season to become citizens and take partin the 
government; to vote and toholdoffice. Any man 
who pretends anything more for them is not their 
true. friend. The wise portion of them do not 
wish any thing more themselves. Up to the 
present time foreigners came here to be American- 
ized, not to.un-Americanize us. But, I confess I 
have witnessed, some recent demonstrations that 
do.not please me. The movements of Kossuth 
in this country did him no credit, and since he re- 
turned, he has issued an address to the German 
people of this country to take action against the 
Senate of the United States for rejecting a gentle- 
man. nominated by the President for consul at 
London. German meetings have been held in 
different parts of the United States to denounce 
those who support this bill, and I believe they 
went so far, in some places, as to burn the hon- 
orable and distinguished Senator from Ilinois in 
effigy. But, sir, E do not hold the great mass of 
them responsible for these acts, The honest and 
industrious German does not wish to meddle un- 
seasonably in politics, nor does the generous and 
warm-hearted Irishman whose heart beats respon- 
sive to the bold anthem of * Erin-go-braugh.” 
Those who set themselves up for leaders among 
them, who claim to be the special guardians of 
their rights, who pretend to have the same religion 
that they have, that they may sell them out in 
election times, either for money or office, are their 
worst enemies. I have seen a good many claim 
office on the allegation that they influenced this 
or that portion of the alien vote, and threaten 
those in power with the displeasure of the voters 
of foreign birth if they were not gratified. Did 
we not see General Scott, the gallant old chief, 
who fought during the war of 1812 upon our 
northern frontier, and who had carried the stars 
and stripes of our country in triumph to the halls 
of the Montezumas, talking during the last presi- 
dential canvass about the ‘‘rich Irish brogue, and 
the sweet German accent.” [twas a humiliating 
spectacle. For my part, sir, L do not wish to see 
our candidates making appeals either to or against 
any portion of our emigrant population, Ñ wish 
them to feel as American citizens, and actas such 
at the proper time. But when they hold separate 
meetings, why, of course, they induce native-born 
American citizens to hold meetings and organize 
against them. 

Mr. President, I think F have pretty clearly 
shown that the spirit of the Constitution, and 
sound policy, require aliens to become citizens 
under the clause of the Constitution I have referred 
to, and the act of Congress passed in pursuance 
thereof, before claiming the right to vote. Our 
own people, moving from one State to another, 
cannot vote in the State into which they move 
until they have resided therein for some time, and 
paid tax. In most of the States it is two years; 
in some one year, and in a few six months. Some 
time is supposed to be necessary to enable them 
to become acquainted with the laws and the people 
among whom they reside. I will now proceed to 
show that the section, as it comes to us from the 
House, is a departure from previous legislation. 

The celebrated ordinance of 1787, organizing 
the Northwestern Territory, prior to the adoption 
of the Constitution, contained this provision. The 


Southwestern Territory was afterwards organized 
with a similar provision: 


“ Provided, That no person be eligible or qualified to act | 


as a representative unless he shall have been a citizen of 
oneof the United States three years, and be a resident in 
the district, or unless he shali have resided in the district 
three years, andin either ease shal likewise hold in his 
own right, in fee-sinaple, two hundred acres of land within 
the same: Provided, also, That a freehold in fifty acres of 
land in the district, having been a citizen of one of the States, 
and being resident in the district, or the-like freehold and 


two years residence in the district, shall be necessary to 
qualify a man as an elector of a representative.” 

In 1808 Congress passed the act alluded to by 
the honorable Senator from Maryland. It not 
only required citizenship, but a certain amount of 
property. It reads as follows: 

«That every free white male person in the Mississippi 
Territory, above the age of twenty-one years, having been 
a citizen of the United States, and resident in the said Ter- 
ritory, one year next preceding an election of 1epresenta- 
tives, and who hasa legal or equitable title toa traet of 
jand, by virtue of any act of Congress, or who may bécome 
the purchaser of any tract of jand from the United States 
of the quantity of fitty acres, or who may hold in his own 
right, a town Jot of the value of one hundred dollars within 
the said Territery, shall be entitled to vote for representa- 
tives to the General Assembly of said Territory. ?? 


In 1819 Congress authorized the people of the 
Territory of Michigan to elect a Delegate ta Con- 
gress, and then a slight departure took place, but 
still not so great as is now proposed. A residence 
of one year, and the payment of a tax, was re- 
quired to qualify an inhabitant of the Territory to 
vote. The section under consideration neither 
requires prior residence, payment of tax, nor evi- 
dence of intention to remain in the Territory, or 
naturalization. ‘The following is the law to which 
I refer: 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That every fiee 
white male citizen of said Territory, above the age of 
twenty-one years, who shall have resided therein one year 
next preceding an election, and who shall have paid a 
cuunty or territorial tax, shall be entitled to vote at such 
election for a Delegate to the Congress of the United States, 
in such manner, aud at such times and places, as shall be 
prescribed by the Governor and judges of said Territory. ’? 

In 1836 Congress organized the Territory of 
Wisconsin,‘and in 1838 the Territory of lowa. 
The territorial law passed for lowa is in the same 
language as that contained in the Wisconsin bill. 
The fifth séction of both contains a significant 
proviso: 

“Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That every free 
white mate citizen of the United States, above the age of 
twenty-one year, who shall have been an inhabitant of said 
Territory at the time of its organization, shall be entitled 
to vote at the first election and shall be eligible to any office 
within the said ‘Territory; but the qualifications of voters 
at all subsequent elections shall be sueh as shall be de- 
termined by the Legislative Assembly: Provided, Lhat the 
right of suffrage shull be evercised only by citizens of the 
United Stutes.” 

In 1848 the Territory of Oregon waa organized, 
and then a still greater departure took place; but 
still the law required a residence in the ‘Territory 
at the time of the passage of the act, and in this re- 
spect it differs from the legislation now proposed. 

Then, sir, we come to the legislation contained 
in the compromise measures of 1850. There has 
been a great misrepresentation in regard to the 


izing the Territories of Utah and New Mexico. 
It has been represented, over and over again, that 
both of these Territories have been organized in 
such a manner as to give the inhabitants, whether 
native-born, naturalized, or unnaturalized, the right 
to vote. It is not so. The bill organizing the 
Territory of New Mexico was approved on the 
9th of September, 1850; the Utah bill was ap- 
proved the same day. This provision is contained 
in both: 

“e Suc. 6. And beit further enacted, That every free white 
male inhabitant, above the age of twenty-one years, who 
shalt have been a resident of said Territory at the time of 
the passage of this act, shall be entitled to vote at the first 
election, and shall be eligible to any office within the said 
Territory ; but the qualifications of voters and of holding 
office, at all subsequent elections, sbalil be such as shall be 


prescribed by the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That | 


the right of suffrage, and of holding office, shall be exes cised 
only by citizens of the United States, including those) ecog- 
nized as citizens hy the treaty with the Republic of Mexico, 
concluded February 2, 1848. 

Lam justified, therefore, in saying that the pro- 
posed legislation is not only contrary to the pro- 
visions and spirit of the Constitution, and to 
sound policy, but it is ee to the weight of 
precedent upon the subject. believe we have 
organized eighteen Territories, and in a majority 
of them the right to vote is confined to citizens of 
the United States. In 1838, on the question of 
the admission of Michigan asa State, Mr. Cal- 
houn and Mr. Clay both contended, especially 
Mr. Calhoun, that even a State could not be ad- 
mitted into the Union whose constitution author- 
ized unnaturalized aliens to vote. There seemed 
to be no doubt in the mind of either that unnatu- 
ralized persons should not be permitted to vote in 
the Territories. 


What do wepropose to donow? It is proposed 


to pay millions for this territory to extinguish the 
Indian title. We paid five millions to extinguish 
the Indian title in Minnesota. We propose now 
to pay millions to extinguish the Indian title in 
Nebraska and Kansas; and we are asked to turn 
over the government of both Territories into the 
hands of foreigners, and thus permit them to lay 
the foundation of two States. And we are also 
asked by the advocates of the homestead bill to 
give each one a farm besides. 

Mr. President, in view of what has taken place 
upon this Nebraska and Kansas bill, well disposed 
persons may well inquire whether Congress is 
capable of legislating on any subject where sla- 
very and the rights of aliens may be called in 
question. There seems to me to be a quailing 
before the spirit of Abolitionism and a foreign in- 
fluence, which may well suggest the inquiry to 
which I have just alluded. ‘The excitement about 
slavery in the Nebraska country shows that na- 
tions, as well as individuals, are more troubled 
about imaginary than real evils. l have been 
denounced all over my own State by the open or 
secret enemies of this bill, or by those whose 
malice against me has long had the upper hand of 
their sense of justice, as voling to disfranchise 
aliens, and as being the only Senator from a free 
State who voted for the Clayton amendment. 
Well, sir, it is true that I am the only Senator 
from a free State who voted for it—and what of 
it? A majority of my brother Senators voted for 
it, and a majority of the Democrats of this body. 
The Free-Soil, or Abolition Senators, as they are 
called, of course, voted against it. I voted with 
the distinguished Senators from Virginia. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will they vote with you now? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not know whether 
they will or not. I do not ask who is going to 
vote with me or against me. [| inquire whether it 
is right, as I did when the Wilmot proviso was 
first presented. I stood almost single-handed and 
alone against that. I do nut care who votes with 
me on this amendment. It is right. It is right 
and just to the aliens themselves. It is for the 
purpose of maintaining the Constitution and the 
rights of American citizens, and I will vote for it, 
be the consequences to myself what they may. | 
know that my course may be misrepresented be- 
fore the alien voters, and that I may thus incur 
their displeasure; but I will do my duty, and incur 
the hazard. When the amendment was first pro- 
posed by the honorable Senator from Delaware, it 
was late at night. I was acting as the Presiding 
Officer, and could not give the reasons by which 
I was influenced. I have endeavored to do so now, 


eee 3 LRN : |} and respectfully submit them to the consideration 
legislation upon this subject in the two bills organ- | 


of the Senate, and those 1 have the honor to rep- 
resent on this floor. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, this question 
having been very fully discussed by the Senate on 
a former occasion, I shall not enter into any length 
of argument on it; but there are some observa- 
tions which fell from the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania which seem to require a word of 
comment, 

The Senator has got himsef into a great error in 
supposing that this is in any sense a constitutional 

uestion. He Shas reached that point by con- 
founding two very different things—naturalization 
and the right of suffrage. Naturalization gives 
nobody a right of voting in the United States. 
That is a question regulated by the diferent States 
of the Union. Originally, shortly after the Revo- 
lution, alarge class of citizens of the United States 
were excluded from the ballot-box, I doubt 
whether, immediately after the Revolution, one 
half of the free white citizens voted in the United 
States. Virginia excluded all who had not a free- 
hold qualification; and I believe all the States of the 
Union had other qualifications besides mere citi- 
zenship; and, therefore, the naturalization law of 
1802 in no wise affects this question, and the con- 
stilutional point raised by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania passes away. Making a man a citizen 
gives him no right to vote; and giving him aright 
to vote does not make him a citizen. Although 
the general principle in the United States is that 
none but citizens do vote, (and I concur in the cor- 
rectness of the opinions expressed by the honor- 
able Senator from Maryland on that subject,) yet 
it is not a universal sentiment in those States. 
Several States of the Union allow foreignera to 
vote. 

I do not think the Senator from Pennsylvania 
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is quite correct in his reference to the policy of 
our fathers, as any guide for usat present. They 
seem to have been utterly indifferent upon this 
question. The ordinance for the government of 
the Northwest Territory, which was passed under 
the old Confederation, allowed persons to vote who 
had fifty acres of land, and were citizens of the 
United States, or of either of the States, or other 
persons, not being either citizens of the United 
States or of the States, who had resided two years, 
without even this preliminary of having declared 
an intention to become citizens of the United 
States, or disclaimed allegiance to other Govern- 
ments. An English subject, or a French subject, 
in 1789 might have voted in all the country north- 
west of the Ohio river, and they did actually vote. 
The ordinance of 1787 was readopted by the first 
Congress under the first Constitution in 1790, and 
allowed persons who owned fifty acres of land, 
and resided there for two years, to vote; but the 
point as to the two years’ residence does not at 
all affect ‘this question. The ordinance of 1787 
was extended over all the territory of the United 
States, southwest as well as northwest of the 
Ohio, saving and excepting the sixth, or anti- 
slavery clause. The same provision was subse- 
quently extended to Indiana, and to some of the 
Territories west. In 1836, I believe, was the first 
departure from that policy. Then was the first 
time that there was any variation from the quali- 
fications of voters as prescribed in the ordinance 
of 1787—and that was in the case of Michigan. I 
am not certain as to that being the first; but it is 
the first territorial government where the change 
was made that hasattracted my attention. ‘Then, 
why prescribe, in one or two territorial bills, that 
no. one shall vote in the Territories but citizens ? 
Subsequently, however, in passing a territorial 
bill for Minnesota, the very provision now con- 
tained in this bill was adopted. 1 say, therefore, 
that the requisite of citizenship as a qualification 
for voting, was not the practice of the Government 
for the first thirty or forty years of its existence, 
and since that time the practice has been variable. 

Now, sir, while I concur with the Senator from 
Maryland, and with other Senators who have 
expressed the same view, that it is best to confine 
the right of voting in those Territories to citizens 
of the United States, I cannot conceal the fact that 
the House of Representatives differ with the Sen- 
ate on this subject, and that there are great and 
important fundamental principles in this bill which 
will be endangered by this difference. Then, I 
say, the true policy of the friends of these great 

rinciples is to yield this point to the House.of 

epresentatives, and save another, and higher, 
and greater principle. Let us not endanger a 
more important principle by differing on this, in 
regard to which the policy has been both one way 
and the other, and where the weight of authority 
and precedent is for allowing these people to 
vote. Therefore, even if I concurred entirely with 
the honorable Senator from Maryland, and the 
other gentlemen who voted for the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware originally, those of 
them especially from my own section of the 
Union, L am perfectly willing to surrender the 
amendment, rather than endanger this bill. I am 
not willing to put the bill in hazard in regard to 
a principle on which the House of Representatives 
differ from us, and on which the practice of the 
Government has beenrather with them than with 
us. I trust, therefore, the friends of the bill will 
not endanger the other great principle involved 
in it. No great harm can result from rejecting 
this proposition even as a practical error, It in- 
volves no constitutional question whatever, ft 
is merely a question of expediency. Now, I say 
that the highest expediency is to not trammel the 
great principlesin this bill with a side issue of this 
sort. 

Besides, Mr. President, the practice being varied, 
‘being now different in different Territories of the 
United States, if gentlemen suppose that itis wise 
to make the rule uniform, and to confine the right 
of voting to citizens, that is an appropriate subject 
for legislation. Gentlemen can introduce that 
subject by itself, and get the sense of Congress 
upon it, and make a law in conformity with that 
sentiment. For myself, I attach but very little im- 
portance to it. The qualifications of those who 
are to vote will, after the first election, be vested 
in the territorial government, and very soon it will 
be vested in- the State governments to be there 


formed, and then it will be beyond your reach. 
The making of a man a citizen gives him no right 
to vote; but when the Territory becomes a State, 
it prescribes its own qualifications. Then this 
being a mere matter of temporary expediency, 
and the practice being rather against the Senate, I 
should feel it to be folly to endanger the other 
principles of this bill by any dispute between the 
two Houses upon such a proposition as this, 

I trust, therefore, that even those gentlemen who 
feel- some solicitude for confining the right of vot- 
ing to American citizens, and not extending it to 
foreigners, will seek an occasion when they can 
make a uniform and general law of the land upon 
the subject. Being satisfied, as I am sure my 
friend from Pennsylvania must be now, that this 
has nothing to do with the naturalization law 
of 1802, and in no respect involves any constitu- 
tional question, 1 hope he and others will be will- 
ing to yield. The friends of the bill have already 
stated their own opinions in favor of or against 
confining the right of suffrage to citizens, and 
having stated their opinions to the country, and this 
dispute having arisen with the House, | hope they 


will not hazard the principle which both the House | 


and the Senate deem important to the peace and 
welfare and establishment of right principles in 
this country. I hope they will yield this point of 
dispute which can, at any point, be taken up and 
settled by itself, and leave the bill as itcomes from 
the House of Representatives. Besides, I attach 
no very great importance to this matter at all. 
You have invited these people to our shores by the 
policy of your laws. They arehere. You ought 
to incorporate them, in feeling at least, and in 
interest, under your flag, and in the national sen- 
timent, as early and as soon as possible. This is 
not the point to meet the evil of immigration. If 
it be an evil, you should meet it at the threshold, 
and notaim side blows at it after you have brought 
these people into the country. I am for Ameri- 
canizing them, and giving them the full benefit of 
all the laws of the country. 

Mr. ATCHISON. r, President, I voted for 
the amendment to the Senate bill proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware; but I must say now that 
I concur with the Senator from Georgia. I have 
not, however, changed my opinions as to the pol- 
icy of that amendment. I still entertain the opin- 
ions which l entertained then, that none but 
American citizens, native-born or naturalized, 
should be entitled to the right of suffrage, or to 
hold office either in the States or Territories of 
this country. But, sir, there is a higher principle 
than that involved in this measure. There is no 
constitutional question in my opinion involved 
either by voting for or against this amendment. 
It is a mere question of policy; and that question 
of policy Iam willing to yield for the sake of a 
higher principle contained in this bill. Sir, I 
would vote for this bill, although there might be 
not only one, but one thousand obnoxious prin- 
ciples contained in it. I would vote for it, because 
it blots out that infamous—yes, sir, l think it is 
a proper term to be used—that infamous restric- 
tion passed by the Congress of 1820, commonly 
called the Missouri compromise, passed when the 
State which I have now in partthe honor to rep- 
resent, asked admission into the Union of these 
States, and it wag madea condition, an infamous 
condition, that slavery should be excluded from 
all the territory acquired from France, then called 
Louisiana, north of 36° 30’ north latitude. Yes, 
sir, if this bill contained one thousand obnoxious 
principles, with the repeal of that infamous ‘ com- 

romise,’? as it is called, I should vote for it. 
‘When this is. done, we shall have achieved what, 
after thirty years of struggle, has only been con- 
summated at this session. 

As | said before, I believe that, as a matter of 
policy, none but American citizens, native-born 


or naturalized, should be entitled to vote or to! 


hold office in this country; but still I am willing 
to yield this; and as a southern man, as represent- 
ing a State more deeply interested in the passage 
of this bill, perhaps, than any other State in the 
Union, I say that, practically, it will have no 
effect upon the institutions of these Territories. 
The foreign population are not the pioneers, they 
are not the first to enter the Territories of the 
United States. They are not the first to encounter 
the perils, the toils, and the dangers of. seitling a 
new Territory. They follow in the footsteps of 
the pioneers, and inhabit the cities and the villages. 


They are generally not the agricultural portion 
of the community.. The great mass of them. are 
traders, mechanics, paupers, and pedlars. < i; 

by the 


Mr, President, | have been denounced 
abolition papers in my State, (and I regret-to say 
that we have some of that caste in the slavehold- 
ing State of Missouri,) for voting for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from. Delaware; 
and it has been charged upon me that: I was the 
author of that amendment, that I had used the 
honorable, the venerable, the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Delaware, as a tool to effect this purpose. 
I disavow anything of the kind. That Senator 
and myself never consulted about it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. ` Never. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 knew nothing of his 
amendment until he proposed it. When he did 
propose it I voted. for it, believing it to be right 
as a matter of policy. J still think so, and but 
for the reasons which I have assigned. I should 
now vote for it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to confirm what hag 
been stated by my friend from Missouri... I have 
seen the allegation to which he has referred, in 
some of the public prints, charging him with 
having prompted or instigated me to move- the 
amendment. In confirmation of what the honor- 
able Senator has said, { only desire now to. state 
that I never had any communication with him. in 
reference to the subject before I moved the amend- 
ment.in the Senate, nor do I remember to have 
spent a moment in conversation about it while it 
was under consideration. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Never one word. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, twas gratified 
to hear the remarks of the Senator from Georgia; 
for there has evidently been a great deal of confu- 
sion of ideas in regard to this subject; and I per- 
ceive that the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
fallen into that error to a greater extent than any 
gentleman I have ever heard discuss the subject 
on the floor of the Senate. He set out by stating 
that the provisions of the bill as they now stand, 
coming from the House of Representatives, repeal 
the naturalization law of 1802. Now, I wish to. 
ask the Senator to look at the distinction between 
the naturalization laws of the country and the 
rights of citizenship under the Constitution. He 
will find, as the Senator from. Georgia has said, 
that an individual may: be a citizen and, yet be 
preeluned from theexercise of the right of suffrage. 

his, in point of fact, is the case in many of the 
States already. Other qualifications may be im- 
posed upon a citizen of the United States, with 
which the citizen in the State may not be able to 
comply, and consequently he cannot exercise the 
right of voting. 

The exercise of the right of suffrage affects the 
Government of the United States, underi'the Con- 
stitution, in but three particulars. Now I-should 
be glad to have the Senator from Pennsylvania 
point out to me, if he can, the provision of the 
Constitution having any reference whatever. to the 
exercise of the right of suffrage which does not 
refer the whole matter to the States. He cannot 
point to the provision of the Constitution. Sir, 
it is denied that the Congress of the United States 
has the right to interfere with the subject of slavery 
in the Territories; and why? Because they are 
assimilated to the States. If the Territories are 
to be viewed in the same light as the States, and 
the right to regulate the matter of slavery was left 
as expressly to the States as is the right to. pre- 
scribe the qualifications of those who are to vote, 
there would be no doubt, in my mind, that Con- 
‘ress. could have no right to interfere in the sub- 
ject. The first provision of the Constitution that 
relates to the matter at all is this: 

«The House of Representatives shall be composed of 
members chosen every second year by the people of the 
several States, and the electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for ‘electors of the most nunierous 
branch of the State Legislature’? 


When you refer to the Constitution of the 
United States. to ascertain the qualifications of an 
elector, so far as the exercise of the right concerns 
the Government of the United States, you find 
that you are to look at the State constitution. 
You are to consult the Ste constitution, and as- 
certain what are the qualifications of electors for 
the most numerous branch of the State Legis- 
lature; and when you find that, you bave ascer- 
tained the qualifications of an elector for a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives. "Then not 
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only is this matter left to the States, because it 
‘is not delegated to the Congress of the United 
States, but it is expressly left to the States by the 
Constitution itself. Congress cannot, if they | 
would, restrict the States in the exercise of this 
atiribute, left to them not only impliedly, but ex- | 
pressly. Then we come to the next provision on 
this subject: 

t The Senate of the United States shall be composed of 
two Senators from each State?’—~ 

Chosen how? Ina manner pointed out by the 
Constitution? Certainly. But it is left indefinite, 
to be regulated where? In thé States: 

“Chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years.” 


This is the provision in regard to the qualifica- 
tions. of those who are to choose the Senators. 
‘We havealready seen that the Constitution leaves 
the qualifications of the electors to the very per- 
sons who are to choose the Senators, the State 
Legislatures. The Constitution expressly refers 
the whole subject to the States. 

The next provision is in regard to choosing 
electors of President and Vice President; and, in 
reference to that subject, it is provided that 


“Bach State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legis- 
Jature thereof may direct, a number of electors,” &c. 


Thus, again, expressly referring the matter to 
the State sovereignties. Then, sir, when the} 
Senator from Pennsylvania claims that we are, in 
any sense of the word, infringing either the letter | 
or the spirit of the Constitution by the provisions | 
of the billas it now stands, he is very greatly 
mistaken. It isa matter entirely for the States; | 
and if the Territories are to be assimilated to the | 
States, if they are to be viewed as occupying. the 
same position, you should leave the subject to 
them. The Territories are viewed by some of us, 
in regard to the subject of slavery, as occupying 
the same position as the States. If they are to be 
viewed in the same light in all respects, then 
unqualifiedly 1 would say Congress has no right 
to prescribe who shall or who shall not vote 
either at the first, or at any subsequent election; 
but it is a matter which should be left entirely to 
the Territories; and, in that point of view, even 
the limitations that are put in the bill as it comes 
from the House of Representatives may be con- 
sidered an infraction, not of a principle of the 
Constitution, but of its express letter; for we do 
take upon ourselves now, to some extent, to pre- 
scribe the qualifications of electors in these Ter- 
ritories by this provision, which is contained in 
the bill: 

“Every free white male inhabitant above the age of | 
twenty-one years, Who shall be an actual resident of said 
"Territory, and shall poasess the qnatfications hereinafter 
prescribed, shal} be entitled to vote atthe first election. and 
shalt be eligible to any office within the said Territory; 
but the qualifications of voters and of holding office at all 
subsequent elections, shall be such as shall be prescribed 
by the Legislative Assembly.?? 

That would leave the Legislative Assemblies of | 
the Territories unlimited in their power to qualify | 
the elective franchise; but there is a further pro- 
vision which goes beyond the Constitution, if we 
are to view the Territories in the same light as 
the States, and exercises a power which, In that 

oint of view, we cannot exercise, That provis- 
ton is this: 


tt Provided, That the right of suffrage and of holding 
office shall be exercised only by citizens of the United 
States, and those who shall have declared on oath their in- i 
tention to became such, and shall have taken an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and the pro- 
visions of this act.” 


Suppose such a provision were incorporated in 
a billin regard to a State, the State would treat it 
with scorn; and why? Because, appealing to the 
Constitution of the United States, the State au- | 
thorities would see clearly that the whole matter ; 
had been left to them. This is the manner in | 
which it would be viewed by a State sovereignty, | 
and considering a ‘Territory in the same light, it | 
would seem that a Territory would have more 
right to revolt at such a provision in regard to the 
exercise of the elective franchise, than at any pro- 
vision upon the subject of slavery. The reason | 
is plain. Itis becausgghe assertion that we have | 
no right to legislate on slavery ig merely a matter | 
of implication; bat here the Constitution clearly | 
leaves the right to the States. In regard to sla- | 
very, the power is left to the States by implica- | 
tion, because it is not delegated to the General 
Government. I think, then, that the Senator | 


|| principle involved in this bill. 


from Pennsylvania presents the matter in a wrong 
point of view; and however correct his conclu- 
sions may be, most certainly the reason which he 
has assigned is incorrect and illogical. 

Mr. PETTIT. Mr. President, I deeply regret 
that this proposition has been made in the Senate 
on the return of this bill. I regret it because of 
the necessary consequences that must follow if the 
amendment prevail. No Senator can shut his 
eyes to the fact that if we again incorporate this 
provision in the bill, all our labor, all our exer- 
tions, all our anxieties during the whole of this 
long session wiil have been nought, and fall to the 
ground, if this provision shall succeed. If thatis to 
be the case, let me warn Senators that they must 
take the consequences upon their own heads. Let 
me warn Senators that it may not be possibleagain, 
for years to come, to get a body of men together 
in the two Houses of Congress with this exciting, 
fanatical question hanging over them, who will 
settle, as we have settled, the great and the only 
You hurl back this 
whole question upon the American people, there 
to ferment, boil, bubble, and heave like a builing 
cauldron. What body of men may be thrown 
here together under such circumstances? Nothing 
is plainer than that this provision cannot be con- 
curred in by the House. Jt is a provision simply 
of policy, of expediency, and not of principle. 
By adopting it, you endanger the principle of self- 
government, the principle of putting all the Terri- 
tories, and the rigis of the people in all our 
Territories, upon the same broad basis of equality, 
and establishing their own local and domestic 
institutions for themselves. ts it thus to be en- 
dangered for the purpose of pandering to a mere 
question of doubtful policy or expediency? 

Sir, I believe that this will not be done. Is all 
our labor, and toil, and suffering, not to say all our 
abuse and vilification, to be gone over with again? 
Or shall we now, when we have this bill in our 
hands, and at our disposal, harmonize and bury in 
oblivion the differences of opinion as to a mere 
question of policy, and settle the broad principle 
that your people may go to all the Territories of 
the Union with the same rights, the same political 
privileges, the same promises of establishing their 
own political institutions ? Sir, the consequences 
of putting this bill in hazard now will be dire and 
calamitous. You may have not only the protes- 
tations and the anathemas of three thousand cler- 
gymen, but they may be trebled and quadrupled 
Before another meeting of Congress. What is the 
result? Isit not plain? I will not conceal it. I 
need not. Ifyou throw back this question so as 
to enter into the election of members of the other 
House, and one third of the members of this 
House, what will be the result? I speak what 
all men must know, when l say that ultra Aboli- 


|| Hionists, moderate Abolitionists, Free-Soilers, con- 


temners of right, and law, and justice, together 
with tender-footed or timid Democrats, will unite 
with Whigs upon any class of men to defeat those 
who are in favor of a sound and legitimate admin- 
istration of the Government. Who does not know 
that that would suit the Senator from New York, 
(Mr. Sewarp,] anda few other Senators here? 
Who does not know that that would suit your 
three thousand clergymen? No man can answer 
for the consequences. Buthere now, by passing 
over and yielding a little question of expediency, 
you put to rest forever the great principle of equal 
rights in the Territories, and banish from Congress 
this exciting question, never, | trust in God, to 
return again. 

Sir, at this point, let me say one thing that has 
not been said here, or in the country, heretofore; 
and I say it from the full conviction of my judg- 


ment, that if any section of the Union has a right. | 


to complain of the existence and continuance of 
what is called the Missouri compromise, or the 
restriction of slavery north of 36° $0’, it is the 
northern and notthe southern portion ofthis Union. 
Why? Ifyou put it on the principle that men in 
the States south of that line are to migrate to the 


‘| territory south of it, and those in the free States 


are to migrate to that portion north of it, what 
will be the result? South of that line you will 
have citizens of the United States, or citizens of 
the southern States, if they are to migrate there, 
who will have privileges which are forbidden to 
the citizens north of that line. You have said to 
those south of it: you may or may not establish 
slavery, as you please; we will not bind you in the 


adamantine chains or the cords of congressional 
legislation. But you say to those north of the line: 
We will tie you in fetters, we will manacle you 
hand and foot, and forbid the exercise of your own 
judgments as to the rights and privileges you shall 
enjoy. Sir, as a northern and western man, I 
protest against any such inequality. I hold that, 
if I emigrate to a ‘Territory, though it be one mile 
north of 36° 30’, 1 ought to have the same rights 
and privileges there that my more fortunate neigh- 
bor has who emigrates a mile south of me. E 
repeat, then, it is the northern portion of this 
Union, and not the South, who are put under the 
ban; and it is for them that I claim that this ob- 
noxious restriction shall be removed. The citi- 
zens of Indiana have the right now to make their 
own laws and establish their own institutions; 
and if they move to Kansas or Nebraska next 
year, will they be less qualified, or have less moral 
right to do so there? All will say, no! Why, 
then, seek to deprive them of it? 

Mr. President, the consequences of a defeat and 
failure here I will not undertake to delineate at 
length. They rise up thick and numerous before 
me, They tower to the heavens. They plant 
themselves deep, extending to the center of the 
earth, and threaten the stability of the Union. 
They willstand animpregnable barrier over which, 
for years to come, no Congress will be able to get 
if we allow this opportunity to pass. The bill is 
now in the hands of the Senate of the United 
States to dispose of. Will they dare to beso 
recreant to the peace and the harmony of the 
Union, and to the justice which should mark our 
legislation, as now to let the opportunity escape 
for a paltry question of policy? 

Sir, let me say to the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia that he is totally mistaken. J agree, certainly, 
with the Senator from Georgia, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin, and perhaps I shall only use 
different words to express their ideas on this sub- 
ject. The Senator from Pennsylvania is totally 
mistaken in supposing that the right of suffrage 
and citizenship are correlative terms, or that they 
are the same. They may have similarities in 
some respects. He who is a citizen may be en- 
titled to vote, if the States allow him to vote, but 
nototherwise. Let me say to that Senator, further, 
that naturalization itself, as well as adding to the 
rights of the inhabitants of the country, takes 
away some rights. A foreigner in Pennsylvania 
has rights which the Senator, and no other native- 
born citizen of Pennsylvania has—if right it may 
be called; and it isa right, at least it is an ease- 
ment. The foreign inhabitant of Pennsylvania 
may bring his grievances and his suits in the Fed- 
eral court in Pennsylvania. Fle may resort at 
once to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which the Senator cannot do, and which no other 
native-born citizen of Pennsylvania can do. But, 
sir, while he has his right, and while, by virtue of 
citizenship, he will alienate it, and must drop it, 
and fall into the common level of his fellow-citi- 
zens, he has other and greater rights secured to 
him. Citizenship secures to him the right of pro- 
tection abroad. When, after having staid with 
us for five years, he shall have taken the formality 
of the law upon him, and shail go abroad either 
for pleasure, for business, or for trade, the Con- 
stitution, with its manifold and ample protection, 
and the flag of your country, are over him. He 
has taken an oath renouncing allegiance to all 
foreign Governments, Potentates, and States, and 
has sworn eternal fidelity and brotherhood to you, 
He has sworn that he will stand side by side with 
you in council, and shoulder to shoulder in your 
battle-fields. You have, in return, taken upon 
you, as a Government, the solemn obligation of a 
sovereign that you will protect him asa citizen, go 
where he may. He cannot, in the language of 
the President of the United States, wander so far 
from home in the legitimate pursuit of pleasure or 
business but that the flag of his country is over 
him, and shall ever protect him. 

Such, sir, is the proud position of the man who 
becomes a citizen of the United States. But not 
so with the resident alien; he has no such claim, 
and no such right upon the protection of the Gov- 
ernment. I will not enter into any argument as 
to the point at which this right begins, and the 
time at which a foreigner ceases to be an alien, 
and commences to be a citizen and have the rights 
of citizenship attached to him; but when they do 
attach to him, then the protection of which I have 


feet 
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spoken attaches to him. That isthe great, the 
darling, and the desirable object of citizenship. 
Asa mere question of domestic protection, it is 
not sọ important; for a foreigner may go into the 
courts and obtain redress for an assault and bat- 
tery to his person, or for a wrong to his property. 
But if a subject of Great Britain comes and dom- 
iciles with you for twenty years, or even for fifty 
years, if he lives here without becoming a natu- 
ralized citizen, and goes to Brazil, to Mexico, to 
the Barbary States, or to any other country, the 
flag, the laws, and the protection of the Union, 
are not over him, and do not follow him, because 
he has not entered into the solemn league. Nat- 
uralization is but a contract between individuals 
and the whole mass of the nation. The one says, 
if you will take upon yourself these obligations 
and stipulations, we will take upon ourselves to 
discharge towards you the duties and obligations 
of a sovereign to his subjects, or the duty of our 
Government to its native-born citizens, and pro- 
tect you, as such, in all legitimate pursuits or 
wanderings at home or abroad. A heavy and 
grave responsibility on us, but glorious boon to 
him! ` 

No greater error can be fallen into than to sup- 
pose that citizenship and suffrage are one and the 
same thing. This question was brought up, some 
years ago, in the House of Representatives, by 
innumerable petitions, abolition petitions, praying 
Congress to declare that free negroes in the States 
might be voters, and that foreigners might be 
restricted in that right. In that form the question 
was raised, and it was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee of the Flouse of Representatives, of 
which I was a member, and was very fully and 
deliberately considered. I had not the honor of 
making the report upon the question, and if I had, 
I should have added but little to its weight. The 
report was made bya gentleman from New York, 
Mr, Rathbun. In it the whole question of the 
right of suffrage was fully and ably discussed. 
But, sir, if there had- been no discussion, and if it 
were an entirely new question, could there be any 
difficulty about it? You say you are to look to 
the delegated provisions of your Constitation for 
all the powers that you have. Those which are 
not given there are reserved to the States, or to 
the people of the States. Where, in what page, 
what line, what section of the Constitution is to 
be found the delegation of power to you to create 
voters in the States? It is expressly said that 
electors of President and Vice President shall be 
chosen in such manner as the Legislatures of the 
States shall direct, and that the members of the 
House of Representatives shall beelected by those 
having the right to vote for the most numerous 
branch of the Legislatures in the different States. 
Many of the States have conferred that right upon 
Indians, and many, both North and South, have 
conferred it upon free negroes without property. 
Old Cave Johnson, of Tennessee, an honored and 
respectable gentleman, formerly Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and for a long time a member of the other 
House, told me, with his own lips, that the first 
time he was elected to Congress from Tennessee, 
it was: by the votes of free negroes, and he told 
me how. Free negroes in Tennessee were then 
allowed, by the constitution of the State, to vote, 
and he was an iron manufacturer, and had a large 
number of free negroes, as well as slaves, in his 
employ. -I well recollect the number he stated. 
One hundred and forty-four free negroes, in his 
employ, went to the ballot-box, and elected him 
to Congress the first time he was elected. Did 
this Government settle the question of suffrage 
there?’ So plain is it that this is a matter which 


ertains alone to the States, that I may state that | 


in New Jersey—the Senator from New Jersey 
can correct me if it is not so—a few years ago 


women voted, if they do not now. 
Mr.CASS. Strong minded women. [Laugh- 


ter. 

dr. PETTIT. Strong minded women, the 
Senator from Michigan says. Well, sir, whether 
they were strong minded or not, itis a fact that 
they did vote. Each State then has reserved the 
right to settle the question of suffrage. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropnean] is one 
of those who do not agree with me thatall power 
over the Territories is in our hands. I consider 
it as unnecessary, impolitic, and unjust to exer- 
cise it, and I hand it back to the people. I will 
not shirk from-any constitutional or legal respon- 


| tion upon the right of voting, except the residence |! 


| man over the age of twenty-one years, primarily || 


sibility. when Iam required to perform it; but I 
will not exercise the ultra power in my hands, 
when, in my judgment, it can better be exercised 
by the peopie. ‘Lhe Senator from Pennsylvania 
and myself.do not agree as to the powers of this 
Government over the Territories. He holds, if I 
understand him, and I think 1 have so understood 
him through a series of years, that there. is no 
power over the Territories in Congress; and indeed 
so far have some Senators, if not he, gone, that 
they say it is only from necessity they organizea 
Territory at all, and give them the outlines of a || 
form of government, and pay their expenses fora 
few years. Sir, necessity forms with me no plea 
for a violation of the Constitution. If [did not 
believe we had the ample power, no pleaof neces- 
sity should induce me to walk to the brink of the 
abyss of usurpation. If the power was not clear 
in my judgment, ! should not attempt to exercise 
it. hy, sir, there is no absolute necessity for 
organizing Territories at all. All you have to do 
is to repeal your restrictive laws forbidding that 
people shall settle there. Let the people go. If 

go with them, they may elect me Governor, or 
any other man they see fit. There is, therefore, 
no necessity which can justify any such thing; 
but it is a power and a duty which we have that 
we shall organize these Territories while they are 
in their incipient stages, and then for all other do- 
mestic purposes, turn them over to their own 
keeping and protection. 

But, sir, the Senator from Pennsylvania says 
that you have not the power to settle the question 
of slavery in the Territories, but you have the | 
power to limit the right of voting to citizens of the | 
United States, and that you have no power to ex- | 
tend it further. 1 grant that we have the power, 
and Í say we have the power to extend it further. | 
What, then, does his reasoning lead to? Why, 
you cannot legislate upon the subject of slavery, 
but you must leave it to the Territory to settle that 
question, and you can limit the right of suffrage 
to one man from the South, or to citizens from the 
South, and say they shall have the entire voting, 
and shall ‘stile the institutions of the country. 
So far as that is concerned, 1 know that no such 
thing is proposed, but if you have the power to 
fix the right of suffrage, you may limit it to any 
class; you have the power to limit it to men forty 
years old, or to any other class you please. The 
power, in my judgment, is clear, but expediency 
and justice are to be consulted, | 

e have proposed to leave this country,as it is | 
said, a tabula rasa, as a clean naked sheet of paper, | 
so far as law is concerned; we are to tell the peo- || 
ple there, here is the stone on which you may en- 
grave the twelve tables of law, but we give it to 
you naked. We do not hand it down to you with 
the rescript of order upon it that you shall obey. 
Go there and establish your own laws, write such || 
rules as you and your successors are willing to be 
bound by, and change them from time to time, all | 
of you being male settlers, twenty-one years of | 
age, free and white, having the voice and the right | 
to determine that matter, 

Mr. President, suffrage and citizenship, as I 
have said, are quite different things, having no | 
alliance whatever. Who does not know that in 
many of the States—I presume even now in South 
Carolina, if Lam not incorrectly informed—all the | 
citizens of the United States, though native-born, | 
are not voters, or they are not for certain offices. 
They cannot vote for Governor or for members of 
the Legislature, as I understand, unless they hold 
certain property. 

Mr. BUTLER. That idea seems to have pre- 
vailed very generally in relation to the State of | 
South Carolina, which I in part represent. The | 
honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. Housron] 
upon one occasion thought proper to arraign the 
State—— 

Mr. PETTIT. I did not make the allusion for 
the purpose of arraigning that State. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Iamawareof that, but I wish 
to correct the gentleman, and so far as the Senate 
may be interested in it, to correct the opinion 
which may be entertained by the Senate generally. [i 
In the State of South Carolina there is no restric- 


| 
t 
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prescribed in the constitution; and there is no 
property qualification at all. Every free white 


has a right to go to the ballot-box and vote for 


f not, the policy of the 


members of the Legislature, and for the Senators | 


of the different districts, : Those members, in Les 
gislature assembled, vote for Senators in: Congress, 
as required. by the Constitution, and’they also vote 
for the Governor of the State and for electors: of. 
President and Vice President of the United States; 
Thus far the membera-of the Legislature, elected 
by the free people without any qualification:so far 
as regards the right of. voting, have a derivative 
right of voting for the different offices which I have 
indicated; butin all other-respects the qualification 
of a voter in South Carolina is as plenary, | pre- 
sume, as in Indiana or any other State. Of course 
the voter is required to be a citizen of the United 
States. 

Mr. PETTIT. Iam very glad to hear the ex- 
planation, but it was my understanding that it wag 
not always so. In the State of Virginia, near by, it 
is but a few years since a general right of suffrage 
was allowed. Though a man were there, though 
his ancestors had been therefrom before ‘the old 
war,” as they arein the habit of saying in Virginia, 
though he were of the older and even of the ‘first 
families of Virginia,” he might have been, a few 
years ago, in such a condition as not to be a voter. 
Then the question of suffrage, and of naturaliza- 
tion or citizenship, are two distinct things. The 
two rights are conferred for a distinct purpose. 

Now, Mr. President, allow me to detain the 
Senate for a moment, as to the. dangers of this 
question, What are the dangers? J hold that the 
very best naturalization law you could give toa 
foreigner, which would operate like a charm and 
make him a better citizen the day he lands, would 
be, instead of requiring him to stay here five years, 
as under the present system, to give him an inter- 
est in the soil—immediately induce him to become 
an owner and cultivator of the soil. It is the best 
naturalization, and the germ will produce the 
growth and the fruit of love of country, and de- 
votion and willingness to serve it, in preference 
to any and all others. Sir, take the Irishman, if 
you please, he who has suffered from the oppres- 
sions of the English Government, through himself 
and generations of his ancestors past, who has 
never been allowed to own a foot of land. It was 
beyond his means to acquire an acre, and it waa 
overnment to allow it. 
Transplant him to-morrow to your rich and fertile 
lands in the West, and give him a quarter section 
of land there,and who do you think he will serve? 
Where will be his ties? About whose Govern- 
ment and whose people will the fibers of his heart 
cling and its emotions beat? Will it be for the 
Government that has oppressed and driven him 
out from his native land, or for that Government 
which has treated him thus parentally and kindly? 
Sir, it would be a thousand fold better naturaliza- 
tion law than all the forms of your statute-books, 
and residence for five years in your corrupt and 
corrupting cities in the East. 

The policy now incorporated in the bill, as it 
comes to us from the House, has been adopted in 
a number of the States. The State which Tin 
part represent is oneof them. We did not do itse 
early as some of our sister States. Illinois, Mich- 
igan, lowa, and, I believe, Wisconsin, adopted 
the policy earlier than we did. Let me call the 
attention of the Senator who moves this proposi- 
tion for a moment to the fact that you are getting 
now, at this period, a better class of foreign emi- 
gration than you formerly did. Many. years ago 
—I do not speak of any particular period—no one 
came here but those whom abject poverty, and 
misery, and persecution.at home sent here. This 
was because people abroad had very little faith or 
confidence in the form of Government, the climate, 
and the prospects before them here. But, sir, 
since that time, in more late years, our Govern- 
ment has a better credit. and reputation abroad; 
our institutions are better known, their stable 
character has been developed; and now itis that 
you are drawing from abroad a better class of 
foreign emigrants, with capital, with means, with 
money in their pockets to invest here, You get, to 
be sure, with them a more worthless class. The 
States surrounding Indiana adopted this polie 
wisely and prudently before we did. They said, 
the sooner we open up to these foreigners-——think- 
ing, intelligent, men of learning and of wealth— 
the exercise of political rights, and give them an 
influence and a voice in taxing their property, the 
readier will they come into our States and settle 
with us. That was their policy. Indiana saw it 
in avery short time. We were getting the sedi- 
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ment, the dregs of that emigration. We were 
getting the heedless, who had ho property to tax 
and no interest in legislation. They only looked 
to a place to dig on your canals or railroads, or 
something of that sort. The whole cream of the 
foreign population, those with wealth, with learn- 
ing, with stability and character, passed directly. 
through Indiana, and went to Ilinois, to Michi- 
gan, and to Iowa, leaving us the sediment of that 
class of population, We, however, took the hint, 
and reversed our policy. Weheld aconstitutional 
convention, and adopted the same provision as 
the States around .us—and what has been the 
result? Why, sir, the valuable portion, the cream 
of the emigration, settles now with the sediment, 
and we havea mixture. We now get a portion 
of the better class and their money to help us to 
maintain and keep in order the more improvident 
portion of that population coming among us. We 
now havea mixture of the good and the bad, and 
it makes it altogether a much more desirable pop- 
ulation. 

But, sir, who fears the result of allowing for- 
eigners to go to these Territories? No man will 
go to Kansas or Nebraska unless he wants to be- 
come a farmer, a cultivator of the soil. What in- 
jury, what danger is there in allowing such a man 
to vote? Will he vote to ruin himself? Will he 
vote to annihilate all his own rights, his own lib- 
erty, and his own hopes of prosperity and happi- 
ness? [repeat what I said before, on the 2d or 
3d of March Inst, when this question was before 
us, that the foreigners who come here do not form 
distinct and separate parties, but they range them- 
seves under the banner of one or the other of the 
great political parties of theday. They are either 
Whigs or Democrats, and not Abolitionists. 
Mosily, I grant you, their sympathies are with 
the Democratic party. The majority of them 
vote and act with us. Their sympathies were 
with us before they came here, and they find 
those sympathies doubly aroused and doubly 
strong when they get here, and see the course of 
treatment of the two parties towards them. No 
third party do they make. They,come and vote 
with me, or else they vote with my friend from 
Maryland, [Mr. Pzarce.] If they follow his 
advice, and range themselves under the banner of 
hig party, they swell the vote which brings a Pres- 
ident into the White House, a Senator here, or a 
Representative to the other House, The conse- 
quence is, that if the addition of that vote ruins 
the country, or brings bad policy, the Senator 
would have brought it, if it had been in his power. 
They only vote for the same mensures and the 
raume men that he would have voted for. So, on 
the other hand, if they vote with me, and with 
the great Democratic party, which has mainly, 
and I trust will hereafter govern the country so 
long as it shall be a country of government, 
When they vote with me and my party, they 
swell the vote which causes a Representative to 
be sent to the other louse, by adding afew votes 
more than he otherwise would have got. Has 
that endangered the liberties of the country? If 
it has, then the Democratic party would have 
ruined the country without the foreigner’s vote. 
Fle votes with the native Whigs or the native 
Democrats of the country, and only swells the 
votes either would have given. He only carries 
out with greater force that policy which the one 
or the other would have adopted if it were in their 
power, 

Mistake not yourselves, Senators, in suppos- 
ing that every man who comes and resides here 
five years is better qualified to vote then than 
others are the day they land. A great many of 
the men who come here, come well educated, well- 
read, well-informed, and, indeed, know all the | 
details of our own history, and of our own Gov- 
ernment better than many Senators here know 
them. Then, sir, as a question of safety and jj 
strength to ourselves, give tiem at the earliest |) 
moment you can an interest in the country, and 
they will be Americans indeed, they will be 
Americans in heart as wellas name. Bat keep || 
them for-five or ten years, deprive them of an 
early. enjoyment of political privileges, and you 
tend to. alienate them instead of attaching their 
affections to you, your people, and the country 
and its Constitution. Safety and prudence to our- 
selves, and justice to them, alike demand this 
policy, in my judgment. 

Again, I say I regret that this question is here, 


| constitutional question, 
provision in the Constitution of the United Siates, 


| jority to determine upon the business of the 
| Flouse. 


and if it shall return this bill to the other House, 
which will necessarily defeat it, I shall deeply de- || 
plore-the consequences. -Let me implore Senators | 
to forego their objections to this minor question of | 
expediency, and seize, with fraternal feelings, this | 
opportunity ofpatting at rest forever the great prin- i 
ciple involved in this bill. i 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I voted for 
this amendment when it was proposed by my 
friend from Delaware, to the bill which passed the 
Senate. I thought the amendment right then; | 
think it right now; and Í have listened to discover 
what reason there is why I should now vote 
against an amendment which I before voted for, 
because | thought it right, and which 1 still think 
toberight. Well, sir, what reason has been given 
tous? We have been entertained by disquisi- 
tions upon the subject of the Constitution. 1 con- 
cede that this is no constitutional question. With 
my views of the subject heretofore expressed in 
the Senate, that we have an ample and absolute 
power over these Territories, we of course have a 
right to model their governments as we think 
proper, to give the elective suffrage to whom we 
think proper, and in each, in every, and in all re- 
spects, to do with the Territory, and with the people 
who may choose to go there, as we think just, 
reasonable, and proper. This is, therefore, no 
If there were an express 


that no man but a native born citizen of the Uni- 
ted States should be entitled to vote in any one of 
the States, it would not in the slightest degree 
effect the question now under the consideration of 
the Senate, as far as power in concerned. 

Then we have been told that a majority of 
the House of Representatives is opposed to this 
amendment. lask where is the evidence of it? 
Was any vote taken in the House of Representa- 
tives upon this amendment? No, sir. Was an 
opportunity ever afforded in that House to take 
a vote upon this amendment? No, sir. We all 
know perfectly well that the House, having up a 
bill which had originated in that body, having 
passed through the ordeal of the Committee of 
the Whole, and having that bill reported to the 
House, the gentleman who was at the head of 
the Territorial Committee of the House imme- 
diately moved, as a substitute for the House bill, 
the bill which had passed the Senate, without the 
amendment adopted upon the motion of my friend 
from Delaware, and demanded the previous ques- 
tion, Weall know, that question being demanded, 
and the demand being seconded, no amendment 
could be moved to the bill, no debate could be had 
upon the bill, no explanation could be given of 
the position of members with regard to this par- 
ticular question, and nothing was left but to vote 
for or against the bill. 

The fact that a majority of the members of the 
House voted to sustain the demand for the pre- 
vious question proves not their opinions with re- 
gard to this amendment. If [had been a member 
of that House, 1 should have voted so myself. 
We all know the condition of things there. We 
all know the contest that had been waged. We | 
all know that a protracted discussion had been 
engaged in, and all the parliamentary tactics, 
which the rules of the House directly or indirectly 
allowed, had been used for the purpose of pre- 
venting the judgment of the majority of the House 
being given on that bill. Therefore, if | had been 
a member of the House, important as I think this 
amendment to be, 1 would undoubtedly have voted 
to sustain the demand for the previous question, | 
and thereby maintain the authority of the ma- | 

| 


Hence, Mr. President, it is an assumption, 
without proof, to say that a majority of that 
House was opposed to the amendment now pro- 
posed by my friend from Maryland, I know | 
gentlemen who concur entirely with me upon that 
subject, but, who voted, nevertheless, to sustain the 
demand for the previous question, who voted. for 
the bill without this amendment, who looked upon 
it as decidedly a matter of importance to obtain 
the amendment, but who, in the circumstances in 
which they were placed, felt themselves bound as 
I would have felt myself bound, by higher and 
loftier considerations even than the question of 
this amendment, importantas it is, to sanction the 
call for the previous question, and have the judg- 


ment of the House upon the measure. Therefore, 


| when we are told that the majority of the House 


of Representatives is opposed to this amendment, 
we may be told so by gentlemen very sincerely; 
gentlemen may have the private expression of the 
opinion of individual members, and may thus for 
themselves collect the general sentiment. of that 
House; but there has been no manifestation in the 
House of the judgment of the House upon it. 
And, therefore, also, it follows, that when the 
honorable Senator from Indiana tells us if we 
adopt this amendment the bill is lost, it is a con- 
clusion founded upon no premises. Itis adeduc- 
tion warranted by no precedent matter. Itis a 
mere opinion, entitled to no greater respect than 
if I should say, if you adopt this amendment, you 
will insure the support of the House of Repre- 
Sentatives to It. 

Well then, sir, believing, as I do, that the prin- 
ciple of the amendment is right, why should I not 
vote for it? If it be sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and it becomes a question between the 
two Houses, it is one thing to insist upon such 
an amendment, to the loss of the bill, and another 
thing to give to the House of Representatives 
what, according to their rules, they have never 
yet had, an opportunity of saying whether they 
are for or against it.: 1 do not make this amend- 
ment a sine qua non, | agree with my friend from 
Georgia, that there is a principle in this bill more 
important than is involved in the amendment. If 
the Senate vote down the amendment, | shall vote 
for the bill. If the House disagree to the amend- 
ment, J, for one, will never consent to lose the 
bill upon any such disagreement. But I think it 
is rather too much to ask me to vote against an 
amendment which Ð believe to be right, which I 
believe to be important, which I think containg 
the recognition of what is valuable, upon a mere 
hypothesis that the House is opposed to a meas- 
ure upon which the House has never voted. 

Mr. President, | can understand very well the 
position of a number of my friends in the House 
of Representatives. 1 cast no censure upon them, 
none at all. As I have said, if I had been there, 
I should have voted with them, and surrendered 
my particular views in regard to this amendment 
to the condition of things which made it neces- 
sary, to enable the majority of the House to de- 
cide upon the pending questions. In this body, 
thank Eleaven, we are under no such necessity. 
We can here bring forward a question, discuss it, 
give ample time for its discussion, and when it 
has been discussed, we can have the judgment of 
the majority, without waiting days and nights in 
calling the roll of this body upon questions to ad- 
journ, to adjourn over, and all imaginable techni- 
calities which the rules of order can be made to 
supply. Therefore, I see no reason why we 
should not consider this amendment, and why we 
should not dispose of it. 

Now, sir, what is theamendment? Is it unjust 
or unfair to anybody? It is to allow the citizens 
of the United States in these Territories to elect 
the legislative body, and then to determine upon 
the domestic institutions of the Territories. For 
one l am perfectly willing to leave it to the judg- 
ment of the citizens of the United States, who 
may be in the Territories, whether the institution 
of slavery is to be introduced into them or not. 
But Lam not willing to leave it to those who are 
not citizens of the United States, to men who are 
poured fresh from the workhouses, from the igno- 
rance, from the filth, from the debasement, which 
mark the lowest orders in the different countries 


|, of Europe; just landed upon our soil, ignorant of 


our institutions; ignorant, many of them, of every- 
thing except the performance of some mechanical 
operation in a particular trade, or except, perhaps, 
that one knows how to hoe, and another to delve; 
men who can neither read nor write; men whose 
associations have brought them into no contact 
by which the understanding has been developed; 
men who have no sympathies with us, or our 
country; men who are just landed, finding here a 
refuge from oppression, if you please, or from 
punishment, if you please, or from starvation, if 
you please, to determine the political condition of 
a Territory, which is hereafter to become a State 
of this Union. 

Why, my friend from Indiana would seem, ac- 
cording. to his argument, to imply that the longer 
these persons are here, the less reliable they are, 
He says, take them fresh, the moment they come 
here, and let them become proprietors, of land. 
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Well, sir, if they are to wait until they become 
proprietors of land, l pray you what becomes of 
the principle of unlimited suffrage? But it is said 
you must give them the land. Well, how does 
that qualify them to know whatthe institutions of 
the new ‘Territory should be? It may givé them 
a desire that those institutions should be right; 
but to desire, and to know how to accomplish 
thing, are two very different qualities. tis trae, 
as the honorable Senator says, that many persons 
come to settle in this country, who are men of 
character, men of intelligence, men who, at once, 
would be able to assume and discharge respectably 
the functions of a citizen; but we must recollect 
that is not the character of the class altogether, 
nor the character of the class generally. Where- 
fore, I think, the wisdom of our forefathers was 
true and right. They required that foreigners 
should undergo a probation, should live among 
us, should signify their intention to become citi- 
zens; time should elapse afterwards; the eye of the 
community should be upon them; and evidence 
should be given finally to their upright deportment 
their good moral character, their exhibition of an 
attachment to the institutions of the country, be- 
fore they were clothed with the character of citi- 
Zens. 

The Senator from Indiana says that citizenship 
and ‘suffrage are not the same thing. Undoubt- 
edly; but citizenship is the status which is pre- 
supposed to exist in every man before he is capa- 
ble of receiving the right of suffrage. That was 
the notion of our forefathers. It is a discovery of 
moderntimes, thata man may be a political member 

` of a community, so far as to exercise the powers 
of the ballot-box, to vote for legislators, to elect 
all the officers of the community, and yet that he 
should not havea citizenship in the country which 
he thus aids in governing, When the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was framed, and it was 
gaid therein that the electors of the members of 
the House of Representatives should be those who, 
under the State constitutions, were entitled to vote 
for the most numerous branch of the State Legis- 
lature, the idea of unnaturalized foreigners voting 
had entered the minds of no people, of no State 
in the Union. I know it is’ past reach; but, ac- 
cording to my judgment, every provision in the 
constitution of any State in this Union, which 
now or hereafter may authorize an unnaturalized 
foreigner to vote, is in conflict with the spirit and 
principle of the Constitution of the United States. 
{ know we had in the constitution of my own 
State, adopted in 1776,a provision which con- 
ferred all the rights of citizenship, the power of 
holding real estate, and the right of voting, upon 
foreizners who came there to settle, and who had 
resided twelve months, an@taken the oath of alle- 
giance. But we havealways considered that from 
the moment the Constitution of the United States 
was adopted, conferring the power of naturaliza- 
tion upon this Government, tpso facto that provis- 
ion of the State constitution was annulled. 

Mr. President, although I concede that this is 
not a paramount matter with me, though I admit 
there is a high principle in this bill which I will 
carry out without this amendment if I cannot ob- 
tain the amendment; yet I see no reason why, be- 
lieving the amendment to be right, l should not 
vote for it now, as I voted for it when it was pro- 
posed before, and when I then deemed it to be 
right. Ifit had been the case, that a decided and 
undoubted expression of the opinion of the House 
of Representatives had been obtained upon this 
amendment and found to be adverse to it, I should 
vote against it; but no such opinion having been 
expressed, no opportunity having been afforded 
for its expression, no evidence being furnished but 
that a majority of that House is for it, I wish to 
put the amendment here, and give the House an 
opportunity of saying, whether it meets their ap- 
probation or not. If it does not, I shall not be 
for losing the bill for want of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think it prob- 
able that my naked vote upon this subject, either 
one way or the other, would not be very well un- 
derstood; and the occasion, perhaps, is one that 
requires of me to make a few remarks, by way of 
explaining the course I may think proper to pursue 
upon this subject. Justice to others, and justice 
to myself, require it. 

The issues which have grown out of this bill 
scarcely leave any gentleman the right to consult 
his independent judgthent. Iam free to say so. 


bill without this provision. I willsay, further, that 
whether the amendment be adopted or not, I shall 
vote for this bill. Nay, further, I do not know 
but that there may be such a change of circum- 
stances, during to-day or to-morrow, as may re- 
quire of me, rather than to put this bill injeopardy, 
by sending it back to the other House, or putting 
it in a position where it will be subjected to the 
hazards of parliamentary proceedings, to waive 
the opinion—the very strong opinion-—which I en- 
tertain upon this subject. l have already given a 
vote in favor of theamendment. It was not intro- 
duced at my instance; or on consultation with me 
or my friends. I believed it right, and I voted for 
it. J think I have gone very far in reconciling 
myself to vote for this bill, with some of the prin- 
ciples which have been attributed to it by those 
who are likely to vote forit. 1 have gone very 
far, when I admit that I shall vote for the bill, 
whether it contain this amendment or not. 

Now, sir, we propose to bring into existence 
two sovereign States; and at this time, as far as 
our legislauve Government goes, we are to in- 
fluence their destiny. As has been said by my 
honorable friend from Indiana, we are about to 
give to the people of Kansas and Nebraskaa blank 
piece of paper, or a stone, upon which they are 
to write the laws that are to influence the destiny 
of those republics. I am one of those who do 
not believe that any people settling upon our 
Territories have the right of self-appropriation. 
{ do not believe in the principle that the transient 
population settling upon our Territories have the 
right of self-investiture of sovereignty, to shape 
out with their fingers what shall be the bounda- 
ries of this State or that State; or to assume, with- 
out the previous action of Congress, the right of 
forming themselves into a State, and forming such 
a constitution as they may think proper. There- 
fore, when I delegate to any people this very 
high office, this important function of making 
laws, and of doing more, of putting into existence 
institutions which are to influence the destinies 
of ‘this Confederacy, I have a right to pause. 
In doing this I am not willing, for one, to give 
the right of suffrage or the right of voting, for 
those who are to make the laws, to any but those 
who are, by birth or by naturalization, American 
citizens. 

I have been told that there are those who live 
abroad who would have equal capability with 
Senators here to form a system of laws. I shall 
not dispute it; and. perhaps if, by my legislative 
choice, I could discriminate so far as to select this 
man or that man to be a citiżen and make laws 
for me, I might be willing to assume upon myself 
the office of doing so. But, sir, it is a different 
thing when we are to invite foreigners to come 
here—foreigners who are unaccustomed even to 
the principles of the common law, the magna charta 
from which we derive all our notions, hot red re- 
publicans from France or from Germany. When 
the selection is not to be confined to those who 
have in some measure been accustomed to the 
administration of the English law, eitherin Great 
Britain or Ireland, I would pause for along time 
before I would devolve such an office on those 
who have been invited here, and especially after 
I have seen the demonstration that has been made 
by irresponsible crowds of foreigners not know- 
ing what they are about. Have [ not already 
geen that Abolitionists have invited this very class 
\ of persons to join them? Under their influence, 
they have metand have dared to burn in effigy one 
of the American Senators, foracting upon the grave 
responsibilities of his position here in this Senate 
house. Ifthe option were given to me to allow 
such persons to come and vote, I would exclude 
them, whilst I might admit a very different class. 
| I have, therefore, strong opinions upon this sub- 
ject—not constitutional I grant. I admitthe prac- 
tice has varied. I have taken some pains to have 
a synopsis of your laws upon this subject pre- 
pared, and I will state it to the Senate 

Norruwest Territory.—Ordinance 1787. 

Qualification of Voters.—That a freehold in fifty 
acres of land in the district, having been a citizen 
of one of the States, and being resident in the 
district, or the like freehold and ‘two years rési- 
dence in the district, shall be necessary to qualify 


| a man as an elector of a Representative. 


“the-above; ordi- 
nance 1787. ii fa : 

1800. Lyprana.—Same. ea 

1804. Lovisrawa.—Legislative Council, : 

1805. Mycurean.—Same as the ordinance 1787, 

1809. Intio1s.~-Same as the ordinance 1787, 

1812. Additional legislation on the subject; as 
follows: i ; è : 

That upon the admission of the Hlinois Terri- 
tory into the second gradé of territorial. govern - 
ment, in conformity with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act for dividing Indiana into: two 
separate governments,” each and every free white 
male person who shall have attained the age of 
twenty-one years, and who shall have paid a 
county or territorial tax, and who shall. have re- 
sided one year in said ‘Territory previous to any - 
general election, and be at the time.of any such 
election a resident thereof, shall be entitled to vote 
for members of the Legistative Council and House 
of Representatives for the said ‘Territory. 

{First departure from the ordinance 1787.] 

1812. Missourr.—That all free white male cit- 
zens of the United States, above the age of twenty- 
one years, who have resided in said Territory 
twelve months next preceding an election, and 
who shall have paid a territorial or county tax, 
assessed at least six months previous thereto, shall 
be entitled to vote for representatives to the Gen- 
eral Assembly of said Territory. ? 

1817. Avasama.—Same as ordinance of 1787. 

1819. Arkansas.—Same as Missouri, 1812. 

1836. Wisconsin.—[{Freehold qualification first 
stricken out.j—That every free while male ‘citizen 
of the United States, above the age of twenty-one 
pear who shall have been an inhabitant of said 

erritory at the time of its organization, shali be 
entitled to vote at the first election, and shall be 
eligible to any office within said Territory: Pro- 
| vided, That the right of suffrage shall be exercised 
only by citizens of the United States. 

1838. Jowa.—Same as Wisconsin. 

1849. Minyesora.—Same as Wisconsin and 
Towa, with the additional words in the proviso, 
and those who shall have declared, on oath, their 
intention to become such, and shall have taken an 
oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and the provisions of this act. 

From this statement of our laws on the sub- 
ject it will be seen that our legislation has shown 
a greatdegree of indifference in regard to it, b 
those who have superintended it. “At one time it 
would have been very wrong of Congress to re- 
guire none but citizens to vote, when, in fact, the 

erritories were So remote that citizens could not 
very well get there. Hence, in the early settle- 
ment of the country, many persons did vote who 
| were not citizens; but they were required to be 
| actual residents, and a property qualification was 
| imposed. In 1809 actual settlers, with one year’s 
residence, were allowed to vote, 

In view of this variation in our policy on this 
| subject, I am free to say I have no constitutional 
| scruples. My objection is broadly to the policy 
of devolving upon unnaturalized persons coming 
from abroad the right of shaping our territorial 
governments. I do not know what course I 
|‘might have taken if this were a new question; 
| but I have considered the subject, and I have 
i brought my mind to this conclusion. I do not 
‘say that my objections are so insuperable that 
they may not be overcome; but at present I retain 
| them, and they are very strong upon the subject. 
\ Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, when this amend- 
| ment was originally introduced by the honorable 
' Senator from Delaware to the Senate bill, I-voted 
for it; and it is known to that Senator, and to 
other Senators on this floor, that T had a right to 
| expect that if his amendment were incorporated 
| into the bill he would vote with me forit. Bat 
‘although his amendment was incorporated into 
ithe bill, he did not vote for the measure; and in 
| that‘respect 1 was disappointed. 
| Mr. President, I made no speech upon the sub- 
| 
| 
| 
f 
| 


ject of this bill, nor do I design to make one. ‘It 
‘has been my habit, when others on this floor have 
‘fully discussed the principles of any measure 80 
that they could go to our common constituency, 
to rest myself satisfied with my vote in accordatice 
| with what I thought right. The friends of this 
measure have believed, I believe, that it ¢ontains 
one great principle which will prevent future suc- 


j 


| 

| 

| cessful agitation upon the subject.of slavery, and 
that principle is that the people of the Territories, 
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irrespective of any congressional action, should 


regulate that matter for themselves, 

Now, I can readily understand why my hon- 
orable friend from Delaware may very consist- 
ently press this amendment here, because, al- 
though it should be adopted, he would yet vote 


against the bill; and the very reason which deters | 
me from voting as I did before for the amendment, | 


is an apprehension of the defeat of the measure if 


it be adopted. That, however, would be ‘an in- | 


ducement to the honorable Senator to advocate 
and press the amendment, which has been again 
introduced. Butmy honorable friend from North 
Carolina says we have no evidence that the ma- 
jority of the House of Representatives is opposed 
to the principle of the amendment of the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, because no vote was 
there taken upon it. Why, sir, I apprehend that 
my honorable friend should be aware that those 
who had the management of this measure in the 


other branch of the National Legislature, would | 
hardly have pursued the course they did unless |; 


they were aware that the bill would be defeated 
if this amendment had been retained in it. But I 
submit to the Senate, whether the law of Illinois, 
as read by the honorable Senator who has just 
taken his seat, does not show conclusively that if 
this amendment were contained in the bill it would 
lose very many votes which it obtained in the 
House of Representatives. By the constitution 
of that State, as read by the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, every free white male resi- 
dent, being of a certain age, is entitled to vote, 
provided he has paid taxes. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Maryland is, 
perhaps, laboring under a slight error, did not 


read from the constitution of Illinois; nor do I) 


know what her constitution is now so far as re- 
gards the qualification of voters; but 1 read from 
the act of Congress for the formation of the Hli- 


nois Territory, the provision that all persons who | 


resided there one year, and had paid a county or 
territorial tax, should be atlowed to vote. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 only designed to bring to the 
view of the Senate, that not only Illinois, but 
other States of the Union, allow them to vote for 
all their State officers, and under the second sec- 
tion of the first article of the constitution, they 
are, per se, entitled to vote for all Federal officers; 
that there are other States besides Ilinois which 
allow every person to vote. They are not par- 
ticularly interested, except so far as the common 
welfare of our general country is concerned in 
this great principle.which | have brought to your 
attention. Is it not more than we can expect, if 
this bill is sent back to the House of Represent- 
atives, that these gentlemen will vote to exclude 
very many of those persons who have put them 
in the seats which they occupy? 

It isa matter, however, of details to which I 
have paid very little attention, but those who 
have, will readily see that this of itself would tend 
to detract from the bill very many votes which 


were obtained in the other House, and many | 


more than would be sufficient to obtain its pas- 
sage. Now, my. friend from North Carolina sup- 
poses—and to that notion the honorable Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. Cuarron] nodded assent aa 
if he concurred in it—that if the amendment be 
adopted, the bill will go back to the House of 
Representatives, and the only effect will be for the 
House to say that they will or will not concar in 
the amendment, and that then it will come here, 


and we are to say whether we shall recede from | € : : 
|! principle to be retained in 
‘| ments now in existence? 
1} 
| it to be, simply to have incorporated in the legis- 

lation of this country this great American princi- |) 


itor not. Mr. President, that is not so. 
Mr. BADGER. You are much mistaken. 
Mr. PRATT. I am much mistaken, sir? 


should be glad to be corrected, if I am mistaken. | 


But as I understand it, the bill which passed the 
Senate has not passed the House; but they have 
taken up an original bill which was introduced 
into the House. ` 


if we pass it with an amendment, it goes back, and 
it is not only the amendment which comes under 
the consideration of the House, but the whole bill, 
and this whole subject of agitation is introduced 
anew into the House precisely as if it were first 
brought there to-day. That I apprehend to be 
so. Therefore the dangers which the honorable 
Senator seems to suppose exist only in the imag- 
ination of those who have spoken upon this side 
of the question, I humbly apprehend do in reality 
exist. 


Hence this is not a Senate bill, | 
but it is a billwhich has passed the House, so that || 


\ 
| 
| 


t 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BROWN. I think the honorable Senator 
wholly misunderstands the rule of the House of 
Representatives. If the bill goes back to the 
House with this amendment, the simple question 
will be as to whether the House will concur in 


the amendment. 
Mr. PETTIT. May they not order the bill to 


lie on the table, or refer it to the Committee of the | 


Whole? 

Mr. BROWN. 
power they may, but they have shown that they 
have not the power. Have they not fought two 
or three weeks over it? 

Mr. PETIT. They can order it to lie on the 


| table or refer it to the Committee of the Whole, 


and never get it out again. I have seen such 
things done there. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I do not profess 
to be familiar either with the parliamentary rules 


of the House or of the Senate, lt is a subject 


which has never very deeply engaged my atten- | 


tion; but I apprehend, sir, according to the com- 
mon sense of the thing, if this bill goes back to 
the House in which it originated, that House may 
offer any amendment to the bill it pleases. 

‘Mr. PETTITT. Certainly it may. 

Several Senators. Oh no. 

Mr. PRAT, You see there is a great differ- 
ence of opinion. Some say ‘Oh yes,” others 
“Oh no.” 

Mr. PETTIT. They must concur in the 
amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir; and they can offer 
an amendment to the amendment; or introduce 
a bill in the shape of an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWN. I vunderstand that an amend- 
ment offered must be germane to this amendment, 
and they cannot amend the general provisions of 


li the bill. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. They can kill the bill by 
ordering ìt to lie upon the table, 
Mr. BROWN. Oh yes; the Senator says they 


| can kill the bill by ordering it to lie upon the ta- 
l ble. So they may; and so they might have killed 


it at any time during the last six weeks or two 
months, but they have not done it. 

Mr. PRATT. It is sufficient for my argument 
that they certainly will have the subject up again 
by a motion to lie on the table, if Lam wrong— 
and I do not think f am—in the general proposi- 
tion which 1 have submitted. Now, allow me to 
submit to the honorable Senator from Delaware, 


[Mr. Crayron,| who is not for the bill even if |j 


this amendment be adopted, and to my honorable 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,} who 
is for it whether the amendment be adopted or not, 
why does the Senator want his amendment? Is 
it to defeat the bill? He is against it even if the 
amendment be adopted. Why does he want it? 


iI give him credit for supposing—for | really be- 


lieve he wants it because he thinks—that it con- 
tains a great American principle, and one which 
ought to be adopted; and 1 agree with him, But 
is there no other way in which he can attain that 
object? Does the passage of his amendment upon 
this bill attəin it? Why, sir, we have now in 
existence the territorial governments of Minne- 
sota, Washington, Oregon, and perhaps others— 
but those three are enough to mention for my pur- 
pose—containing this very provision. Now, does 


| he wipe out this stain, as he would term it, upon 


the government of the country, by making his 
amendment to this bill, and suffering the same 
the territorial govern- 
If the object of the 
honorable Senator from Delaware be, as I suppose 


ple, that none but American citizens should be 
allowed to rule in the country, let him introduce 
a general bill, altering all the territorial govern- 
ments in that particular, and he will find every 
southern man who is here now, supporting this 


bill, and going against his amendment, going with | 


him. 

I submit to all those who have spoken, or who 
have not spoken upon this amendment, whether 
it would not be correct, in point of policy, for 
those who desire in reality the incorporation of 
this American principle, advocated by the Senator 
from Delaware, to introduce a bill here placing it 
in all the territorial governments of the Union? 
That would be the true plan, sir. The true plan 


If the opponents have the. 


is not to place it upon this bill, and run the risk of 
having defeated a bill which has already produced 
so much agitation throughout the whole country, 
and to send it back to the "House, where that agi- 
tation will be continued, because its incorporation 
here will insure no one isolated beneficial purpose. 
It still leaves in the legislation of our country the 
same principle; and you would then have to adopt 
a general law, as I propose the Senate shall do 
now. 

Mr. President, I shall vote against the amend- 
ment, although { feel as deeply as the Senator 
from Delaware, or any other Senator upon this 
floor can feel, the want of policy in suffering for- 
eigners to take upon themselves, before they are 
naturalized, the garb of American citizens. Al- 
though | feel it as strongly as any man here, and 
am prepared to resist it, yet I think its proper 
place is not upon this bill. 

Itis not for Congress, Mr. President, unless 
you can amend your Constitution, to initiate this 
proceeding. The remedy is with the people them- 
selves, Wefind that thatremedy has already com- 
menced its career. We find that these separate 
foreign political organizations throughout the coun- 
try, superinduced or not by the course indicated 
| by the Senator from South Carolina, are raising 
an American spirit in the land, which is to answer 
the purpose of getting rid of this stain upon our 
escutcheon, It must be public opinion, sir, the 
public opinion of the native and naturalized citi- 
zens of this country which is to cure this evil; and 
it cannot be cured by putting the amendment on 
the bill which is now upon your table. I believe 
it will be cured. The spirit is now abroad. The 
people of this great country, native and natural- 
ized, are not willing to see their birth-right sub- 
ject to the foreign importations of those to whom 
the Senator has alluded, or of others who may 
come here voluntarily for their own interest. E 
have trespassed, Mr. President, longer upon the 
time of the Senate than I intended. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, as an abstract 
question, I certainly should prefer the bill as it 
went from the Senate; that is, with the so-called 
i Clayton amendment, to that which has been re- 
i turned to us from the House, the two bills differ- 
ing only, as I understand, in that respect. If I 
had to frame a bill myself, and to consult only 
my own judgment in reference to it, 1 certainly 
should prefer the Senate bill to that which is now 
under consideration. But, sir, [am not allowed 
to consider it in reference only to my own judg- 
ment; I must consider the circumstances under 
which it is returned to us. I believe that the effect 
of putting on this amendment will be to hazard 
the bill in the House of Representatives; and I do 
not choose to try sucl an experiment on a meas- 
ure of so much importance. Eaperimentum in 
vili corpore, It must be upon some cheap substance 
| that we can venture to try such experiments as 
i these, and not upon a bill which may involve the 
peace and harmony of the whole country. I can- 
| not demonstrate that the adoption of this amend- 
| ment would destroy the bill in the House of Rep- 
| resentatives. I cannot, perhaps, produceevidence 
| that would satisfy my friend from North Carolina 
| that it would even hazard it. But such evidence 
| has been adduced to meas satisfies me that the 
i adoption of this amendment to the bill will not 
only hazard it in the House, but may destroy it. 
There are various ways in which it might be de. 
stroyed. It might be laid on the table. I have 
‘seen such things attempted, It might be commit- 

ted to the Committee of the Whole. At any rate, 
i it would be a signal for the renewal of that agita- 
i tion from which the country has already derived 
| no good; and which I should be unwilling to see 
‘renewed merely for the sake of this amendment. 
: [ have no idea that it will be possible to pass the 
| bill with the amendment; and I would rather have 
the bill without it than see the whole measure de- 
|! stroyed, and all the labors of the session, in regard 
|! to this exciting question, rendered abortive. 

But suppose it was as the Senator from North 
Carolina imagines, that the only question was 
‘upon this amendment, that the House of Repre- 
| sentatives would not consent to renew the agita- 
i tion; that there would be no one there who would 
| beso irritated as to move that the bill lie upon the 
| table; that there would be none there who would 
| seek to refer it to the Committee of the Whole; 


t 
$ 
i 
| 


still it is to be considered what might be the sect 
t 


|| and result of the question thus presented. 
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would be upon this naked question of the amend- 
ment, and nothing else; if we can suppose all these 
propitious circumstances to exist in regard to the 
action upon it, who then would determine this 
question? Why, it might be that the enemies of 
the bill, with a small minority of its supporters, 
would fix that amendment upon it, and thus our 
northern friends, who have come forward to 
sustain the bill, and risk so much in order to re- 
peal the Missouri restriction, a repeal which we 
value so highly, might have to go home and meet 
the responsibility of the measure with this obnox- 
ious restriction upon it. Would that be fair, sir? 
‘We understand that the bill, as it is, was brought 
in and carried through upon a compromise between 
its northern and southern friends. Northern sen- 
timent conceded something in repealing the Mis- 
gouri restriction. Southern sentiment conceded 
something in agreeing to reject what was called 
the Clayton amendment. [t seems to me that it 
is fair, and just, and proper for us to ratify that 
understanding, and to pass the bill as it came from 
the House. From these considerations I shall 
vote against the amendment; although I say, if | 
had nothing to consult but the simple suggestions 
of my own judgment, Í should vote for it. - But, 
under existing circumstances, I do not feel at lib- 
erty to peril the bill by affixing to it such an 
amendment. I shall therefore vote against it. 

Mr. BELL. I desire to give an explanation of 
my vote on this subject before the question is 
taken. Ido not wish now to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate long. The honoroble Senator 
from Hlinois has intimated to me the desire to 
have the questions preliminary to the passage of 
the bill taken this evening, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; and debate it to- 
morrow on the question of its passage. 

Mr. BELL. But, before I vote, I shall desire 
to-make an explanation. I shall not detain the 
Senate long; but I wish now to reply to the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia pänticuarly, because 
my vote on this question will be regulated some- 
what by the sentiment which has been expressed 
by various gentlemen who are friends of the bill. 
I am of the opinion, Mr. President, that if the 
bill goes to the House, the amendment will not be 
concurred in, if it shall be made by the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIT. There is no possibility of it. 

Mr. BELL. It will not be concurred in. That 
is the opinion of the Senator from Virginia, also; 
and, therefore, he will not vote to ingraft iton the 
bill. I believe, however, that the honorable Sen- 
ator voted for the amendment when offered by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware at the time the 
bill was formerly under our consideration? 

Mr. HUNTER. I did. 

Mr. BELL. And I understand the honorable 
Senator now to say, that if it were anything but 
a mere abstract question which was involved, he 
would vote for it now? 

Mr. HUNTER. 
thing but an abstract question; J said that if it 


were a mere abstract question 1 would vote for it | 


now, if I had nothing to consider but the sugges- 
tion of my own judgment. I did not mean to say 
that it was not of importance, but that it was not 


of sufficient importance to hazard the bill upon : 


it. 
Mr. BELL. I understood the Senator to say 


that if it was anything but an abstract question, | 


he would vote for it now, but there are considera- 
tions behind which will restrain him. ` He is of 
the opinion that it will not be concurred in by the 
House. Does the honorable Senator infer that 
the bill will be lost if the House does not concur 
in the amendment? 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator ask my 
opinion? I am assured by those who I think are 
good judges of the sentiment of the Flouse, that the 
bill would be endangered. I received that assurance 
not ten minutes ago, from a friend of the bill. 

Mr. BELL. But, although he is in favor of 
this amendment upon principle, he will waive it 
on the ground that he wants another greater and 
higher principle established. Various gentlemen 
on all sides have taken the same position. I pre- 
sume I know what the opinions of many of these 
Senators are as to that point, but Í do not remem- 
ber that any of them distinctly stated what that 
higher principle was which they supposed would 
be established by the bill, and which would 
induce them, therefore, to waive all the opinions 


I did not say if it were any- | 


| 


t 
| 
i 
i 
i 
j 


which they held as to the expediency and import- 
ance of this amendment., $ 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill tell the Senator, as faras 
I am concerned, that it was the repeal of the Mis- 
souri restriction which was the principle. 

Mr. BELL. I understand that. I should like to 
hear from some of the gentlemen what they mean 
in regard to it. The honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia has also indicated that that is the great 
object. The honorable Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Burier,] upon another occasion, stated 
significantly, and in expressive language, that he 
expected nothing else, but to take that thorn from 
his side. Am | wrong in attributing that senti- 
ment to the honorable Senator? ‘That is the great 
principle to be established. 

Mr. BUFLER. 1f the honorable Senator al- 


ludes to me, | will still repeat, that I believe, if || 


the northern people would voluntarily and in good 
faith repeal the Missouri compromise, and it were 
a contest upon a mere fictitious issue, whether it 
resulted to one or the other, it would withdraw a 
festering thorn from the side of the South. That 
was my opinion. 

Mr. BELL. I understood it, It was a fine 
feeling and a patriotic one, according to his judg- 
ment, of the effect of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. But in reference to this, if I | 
should be reduced to the necessity of saying wheth- 
er I would vote for this amendment or not, it would | 
be, Lam free to say, because f would not, in any 
vote which I could give, do injustice to my own 
friends from the South, and much less would I 
perform any office that would have the appearance 
of deserting my friends from the North. 

Mr. BELL. I understand that, and I assure 
the Senator that I appreciate his feelings. 1 will 
say that L have considered seriously whether I 
could separate myself from my friends from the 
South when there seemed to be a generous tender 
from the North of the principle which is proposed 
to be established by this bill, but that is neither 
here nor there just now. 

But another Senator who sits near me [Mr. 
Bapcer] spoke also of the high 
higher and more important and fundamental prin- 
ciple, that will induce him to vote for this bill, 
though the amendmentin support of which he has 
argued so ingeniously and ably, giving very strong 
and cogent reasons for it, to which many people 
of the country will respond, be not adopted. He 
has not stated what that principle is which he 
wishes to establish. . 

Mr. BADGER. I not only stated it,, but I| 
really thoùght if my friend from Tennessee had | 
either heard my speech on the Nebraska bill, or 
read it, or heard of it, he would have known what | 
it was. ([Laughter.] 2 

Mr. BELL. I want to know it now, if the 
honorable@enator will please to state it. 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator can | 
send for a copy of the speech which 1 delivered, 
and see whatit is. 

Mr. BELL. l heard the honorable Senator 
make his speech; but I wanted to know whether | 
he corresponded in sentiment with the honorable | 
Senators from Virginia, South Carolina, and į 
Georgia; and if it was his great object to remove 
that stigma from the legislation of the United 
States, or that violation of the Constitution rather. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is my great object. 

Mr. BELL. That I understand. The honor- 
able Senators will remember that I do not reproach 
them. I have not the slightest disposition to 

uestion their motives or the correctness of them. 
They have a perfect right to act on their princi- | 
ples; but Í want to know the correspondence that 
exists between these honorable gentlemen now. 
The honorable Senator from [Indiana (Mr. Per- 
tir) has another consideration which sways him; 
for he expects that the cauldron which is boiling, 
if we do not settle the question now, will continue | 
to boil, and that there may be innumerable other | 
influences set in motion at the North before the ; 
next Congress. Ile is of opinion that if the bill: 
goes back to the House with the amendment, it | 
will not carry; and if wedo not pass the bill now, 
he says that the country will never again have an j 
opportunity to establish this great fundamental | 
principle. Re 

Mr.PETTIT. I did not say “ never.” I said | 
it would endanger it for years to come. 

Mr. BELL. The honorable Senator drew a 
description of the country, at the North particu- 


rinciple, the | 


j 
| 
| 


i 
t 


larly. Now, I was struck by his views. `I do 
not know but that he is right in regard to the 
question, and whether it would not be for: the 
interest of the country to settle the question now, 
if this great principle is to be established. That 
is what I say, if it is important to the welfare of 
the country, and to the Union of these States, that 
the principle should be, or can be, established. by 
this bill. If that is so, I agree with the honorable 
Senator. 

But I want to know what that great fundamental 

rinciple is which the honorable Senator from 
ndiana thinks so important to establish in: this 
country; that if we do not get it now he does not 
know whether we can ever get it, because we do 
not know what will be the condition of the next’ 
Congress. 

Mr. PETTIT. The fundamental principle to 
which I referred was substantially that stated by 
the Senator from Georgia—that is, the carrying of 
the same policy and the same political rights all 
over our territory, the giving to the people of the 
whole Union the same political rights over every 
foot of the territory, North and South. 

Mr. BELL. Is that what the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan means by the term ‘squatter 
sovereignty??? 

Mr. PETTIT. No, sir. 

Mr. BELL. I am ata loss again. Perhaps 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
Brown] can enlighten me upon this subject. 
What is the great fundamental principle to be es- 
tablished by this bill, which makes it so import- 
ant that we should pass the bill without the Clay- 
ton amendment, and not hazard ita day in the 
House? Honorable Senators will understand me; 
I mean to conduct myself with perfect fairness 
towards them. They have expressed the greatest 
apprehensions that the principle will escape, and 
which the Senator from Indiana seemed to insin- 
uate would escape forever if not established at 
this time. I want to know now whether that is 
the principle of squatter sovereignty? I do not 
mean to disparage the principle of the right of the 
people to govern their own concerns and establish 
their own domestic institutions. I do not mean 
to state anything inconsistent with the principles 
which I held on the legislation of 1850. I do not 
mean to involve myself in any inconsistency as 
to the doctrines that I held or practiced upon, but 
what I want to do is to see if I can reconcile the 
jarring opinions, or what seem to be the jarring 
opinions, of those honorable Senators who have 
expressed so great an interest on this question. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the Senator permit me to 
interrupt him on this point? 

Mr. BELL. If the Senator wants to answer 
any question, T will with pleasure. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 desire to answer a question; 
but I will not interrapt the Senator. 

Mr. BELL. Certainly; if that is all, I will 

ield. 

3 Mr. PRATT. I desire to state for myself, you 
may callit ‘‘ squatter sovereignty,” or what you 
please 

Mr. BELL. I do not use that term. 

Mr. PRATT. The principle of this bill, which 
I denominate the great principle, which we ought 

not to surrender, was, in the first place, that it 
struck out the Missouri compromise line; and, in 
the second place, that it adopted in its stead the 
principle that the people inhabiting the Territory 
should decide for themselves the Government un- 
der which they should live. 

Mr. BELL. Well, l inferred as much as that, 
though I did not know that the honorable Senator 
had such an objection to the Missouri compro- 
mise. I thought it was another great principle 
which he had m view—the principle of non-inter- 
vention in the affairs of the Territories by Con- 


| gress—which I have not heard mentioned to-day, 


that I remember. That great principle of non- 
intervention in the affairs of the Territory was the 
origin of this bill. That is the p¥inciple which I 
understood to be aimed at originally by the hon- 
orable Senator from [llinois. f did not think 


| there was so much a disposition to set aside the 


Missouri compromise, because it was a hated thing 
in any section of the country, but only to give 
them liberty to get this tabula rasa, this plain sheet 
of paper, on which we could carry out the great 
doctrine of non-intervention. 

Now, if I have done injustice to what were the 
opinions and views of the honorable Senators at 
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the outset of this argument, I beg their pardon; | 


and 1 shall be ready to admit it when they explain. 
I thought it was the principle of non-intervention 
which was held.to. be so important. J thought 
that was the doctrine of the Senator from North 
Carolina at.that time,and that he had no hostility 
particularly to the Missouri compromise. On the 
contrary, | thought that the honorable Senator 
held that it was perfectly constitutional, and that 
it was only necessary to repeal the compromise in 
order to give place to the principle of non-inter- 
vention. 

In regard to this amendment, I mistook the Sen- 
ator from. Virginia, in the outset of his remarks, 
in relation to its being an abstract question. But 
I would ask that honorable Senator, and I will also 
ask the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 
if they have not yielded up, one after another, in 
the support of this bill, every principle contended 
for by the ultra State Rights party of the South, 
except the simple repeal of that compromise P= 
whether they have not made a general free-will 
offering and sacrifice to our northern friends? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, 1 certainly 
would not undertake to be the exponent of the 
State Rights party from the South; but I do not 
know any constitutional principle that we have 
yielded. 

Mr. BELL.. Then I understand again. That 
is a new revelation, I understand that the hon- 
orable Senator thinks that the Constitution will 
protect slavery in these Territories, pass it when 
you will. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand, if you takeaway 
all restrictions, and give.us a fair chance, we are 
as good as anybody else. (Laughter) 

Mr. BELL. ‘That brings me to another ques- 
tion, l thank the honorable Senator, because it 
enables me to introduce a little more gracefully 
the idea | wanted to bring in, which it would 
otherwise have taken some circumlocution to get 
at. Why the necessity with those honorable 
Senators, who rely on the integrity and inviola- 
bility of the Constitution, of repealing the Mis- 
souri compromise? 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. Will the Senator allow me to 
answer him? 

Mr. BELL. Certainly. 


Mr. TOOMBS. The principle which I under- 


stood | was supporting, was the amendment of 
the honorable Senator from Illinois, for which you 
voted, and for which I voted; for this repeal you 
and | both voted. 

Mr. BELL. The repeal ofthe principle of the 
Missouri compromise. 

Mr. TOOMBS. For the principle of the bill, 
and the amendment which the Senator from. ti- 
nois introduced, you and I voted, and agreed to 
jn the caucus of its friends, 

Mr. BELL. That is nota fair answer to the 
question which I put; and { would not have asked | 
such a question of the honorable Senator, though 
I will not complain of it, [shall have occasion, 
perhaps, to explain it. With regard to the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise upon constitutional 
grounds, the honorable Senator says | voted for 
it when offered as an amendment. That is not 
an answer to the question, I respectfully submit. 
He says his great object is to secure the repeal of 
the Miasouri compromise, because it was an un- | 
constitutional act, and that is the great principle 
which he will not hazard by voting for the Clay- 
ton amendment. I do not know whether the 
honorable Senator voted for that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I was not here when it was 
voted upon. I shall vote against it now. 

Mr. BELL. The honorable Senator says he 
will vote against it now, which implies very 
strongly, l think, that he would have voted for It | 
then. That brings up what I want to state to the 
honorable Senators from South Carolina and Vir- 
ginia, Suppose they are violating no principle, 
that they are making no sacrifice to the honorable 
Senator from Hlinois, and to the northern gentle- 
men who have gone for this bill, because they | 
consider they are shielded still by that ægis of the 
Constitution which heretofore has protected the | 
rights of the slaveholder in all the Territories since | 
the Government of the United States was in oper- | 
ation over them by act of Congress, what I wanted | 
to know was why the necessity of this bill, if the | 
Missouri compromise act was unconstitutional ? | 
As | have already said, (not in this debate,) again | 


and again, I thought there was no warrant in the 


Constitution to authorize its passage. I have said 
out of the Congress of the United States, and be- 
fore the people, perhaps a hundred times, that if 
the South saw proper to make an issue upon this 
slave question, it should have been done in those 
times when there was great agitation in the South 
upon this subject, and when these questions came 
up for consideration in 1820-21. That was the 
time when the South should have stood by what 
they considered their rights, and should not have 
yielded. They were then strong. The North 
was not feeble, to be sure, but the South might 
expect to have stood successfully on that occasion. 
It would have been at some hazard, it is true, but 
then was the time to have made resistance to this 
measure. 

Now, in regard to those gentlemen who contend 
that that act was unconstitutional, and therefore 
ought to be repealed, when it was proclaimed that 
this principle of non-intervention was an import- 
ant one to be established in the country, or recog- 
nized by the Congress of the United States, why 
did not they rely upon the protection of the Con- 
stitution? I had intended to put the question, 
whether it was not intervention instead of non- 
intervention in fact? We know that the compro- 
mise acts of 1850 left New Mexico and Utah free 
tervitory. Well, what did the honorable Senators 
who hold these extreme opinions in the South 
then rely upon? What did those who agreed to 
that compromise rely upon? What did the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia rely upon on that 
occasion when he supported those bills? It was, 
as l understand, the desire to stand on the Con- 
stitution, and to establish this principle of non- 
intervention, and to allow the people to settle and 
arrange their institutions under that Constitution ? 
The Territories of Utah and New Mexico, when 
they came into the Union, were free Territories 
by the law of Spain and Mexico. The question 
was raised, whether that really was prohibitory; 
whether that was the condition of the country, 
and whether slaves could go there with safety? 
Those who were in favor of the compromise bills 
said, whether they can or not, we will risk the 
judicial tribunals in the decision of the question. 
Then why, if the principle of non-intervention 
was incorporated in this bill, as I thought it was 
at first, interfere or insist on now what seems to be 
a mere abstraction, the repealing of the Missouri 
compromise, after that principle was adopted by 
a largë majority of the Senate? [t wassupposed, 
at that period of time, that slavery might go into 
Kansas and Nebraska, because it was slave Ter- 
ritory by the laws of the country from which we 
acquired it. They did not stop with the removal 
of the Missouri compromise, but they further 
went on to interpose or intervene by abrogating 
the effect of the treaty of 1803. 

But, sir, I do not mean to go into gp argument 
on this question. I mean to say noW, that with 
regard to this proposition, | voted for it before, 
It was near the close of the debate in the Senate 


on the bill; and at that time, I understood that | 


every southern Senator was in favor of it; and 
when that question was mooted about the House, 


it wag believed that no bill could be carried through | 


there; that southern members would not vote for 
it unless that amendment was incorporated into 
it; and when that was voted in, I did not believe 
the North would vote for it; so that the bill, as it 
was agreed to by the Senate, it was presumed, 
conld not be carried through the House. 

Mr. President, at that time, as well as now, I 
did not see that there is the same interest or im- 
portance involved in the question which the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Bap- 
cer,} or the honorable Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. Pearce] conceive to be in this proposition. 
Formerly it was understood that the bill could not 
pans the House. There was some question, per- 
haps, whether with the Clayton amendment in, 
if fully considered, it would not, at all events, 


diminish the vote in the Senate, but for the | 


prospect of striking it out in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I remember very well that! was struck 
by an argument used by an honorable Senator 
either from Iowa or Wisconsin, which was pre- 


sented very briefly. It was asked, when the amend- | 


ment was moved by the Senator from Delaware, 
why will you make this invidious and odious dis- 
crimination between the privileges of foreigners 
going into Minnesota and those going into Ne- 


braska, which is just adjoining? It looks a little 


unreasonable, and it is what these 


people can 
never understand or comprehend. 


Jt will create 


dil-feeling, and may lay the foundation of ill-feel- 
ing. : 


“Bat with the principles of this bill now, as they 
stand incorporated in it, coming from the House 
without the Clayton amendment, or as we sent it 
from the Senate, it can be of no.great importance 
whether these people be admitted to vote in that 
Territory or not. The difference is the time that 
must.elapse between the declaration of theirin- 
tentions to become citizens of the United States 
and the expiration of their terms. It, necessarily 
implies those very feelings described by the hon- 
orable Senator from lowa, [Mr. Donex,] I think 
it was, before the bill passed from this body. If 
Į considered that it was of such great importance 
as the honorable Senators from North Carolina 
and Georgia, arid other Senators have stated, that 
we should risk nothing by the Clayton amend- 
ment, I would vote against it now. If I could 
be convinced thatthe condition of things described 
by the Senator from Indiana would arise at an- 
other session of Congress, and that the common 
sense or patriotism of the country, including the 
South as well as any portion of the North, would 
not forbear to press such a species of legislation 
as was calculated to produce an effect so appalling 
to every patriot, then 1 would not vote for it. 

Again, if honorable Senators from the South 
have made up their minds that there is a principle 
of such high importance involved jn this bill, a 
principle connected with the stability of our insti- 


‘tutions, the integrity of the Constitution, and the 


preservation of the Union, I have nothing to say. 
They are right, according to their own judgment, 
andif I believed that there was the high principle 
alladed to by the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, L do not think I would risk it there. 
But what I mean to say is, that if honorable Sen- 
ators from the South hold these opinions, that 
there is great importance to be attached, as they 
say there is, to the passage of this bill, and so 
great and fundamental a principle is to be estab- 


Jished by it, then I think they ought not to vote 


for this amendment, and, if I understood that was 
the sense of a clear majority of southern gentlemen 
on the subject, I should not vote for it myself; 
but, sir, [ know of no means of drawing such a 
conclusion, that I can rest upon satisfactorily. {f 
honorable Senators from the South have made up 
their minds to vote for this bill, without the 
amendment, whether it carries or not, I think 
there is a very decisive reason, which has not 
been stated yet by any gentleman, why they 
should so vote, 

if the South shows a disposition to exclude these 
aliens until they become naturalized citizens under 
the laws of naturalization as they stand, when we 
know that some half a million are flowing in upon 
us every year, and that these new Territories, and 
not only these, but every other Territory in the 
northwest, is soon to be filled up with this class of 
population, they will go with the feeling that the 
slaveholding States of the Union would have 
excluded them if they could; that it was their 
purpose and disposition to do it, but they voted in 
vain because they were in a minority; and why 
would we, and why should we, implant such a 
feeling as that in the bosom of whole districts and 
counties of these German emigrants, to say nothing 
of the Irish who are likely to go there, unless we 
can do it with effect at all events? At the time 
when t! is proposition was made in the Senate the 
argument was that there was something more than 
a mere abstraction in this bill, and some few hon- 
orable Senators, not many of them, said to me 
privately that they thought there was a chance 
that slavery would go into the Territory of Kan- 
gas. That was one idea which honorable Sen- 
ators may have had at that time in support of this 
bill. 

Mr. President, I have stated my sentiments in- 
coherently, because they have all occurred to me 
in the progress of this debate. 1 mean to say that 
if honorable Senators, and those from the South 
particularly, have made up their minds to vote for 
this bill, whether the Clayton amendment is at- 
tached to it or not, Í consider it impolitic that they 
should doso. They ought not to show what their 
disposition was without power to execute any 
scheme of policy in relation to it. To be sure, 
it might all result in having no decided effect in 
that foreigners would go in, and it might never_be 
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inquired what section of the Union was favorable 
to them, and what was not. f 
The honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Honrer] spoke of the sacrifice of the South. He 
is disposed to give up certain notions of policy 
which he had, on account of the risk which north- 
ern gentlemen have incurred in supporting this 
measure. Well, sir, it is a generous principle and 
polisy, and the avowal of itis frank and manly. 
t is on account of the northern friends of the 
South, who have gonein and risked whatever was 


to be risked at the North by going for the repeal- 


of the Missouri compromise, that several Senators 
from the South have declared their determination 
to sacrifice their own opinions upon such ques- 
tions as these of mere expediency, where they 
think no great principle is involved. I repeat, 1 
think it manly and generous, at all events. 

Sir, I shall vote for the amendment, although I 
do it with some hesitation, because I feel the 


weight of the remarks of the honorable Senator | 


from Indiana. I do not know what the decision 
of the Senate will be; yet, sir, if there be a major- 
ity who will adhere to it, I believe the bill never 
can become a law. f 
Mr. TOOMBS. Ifthe honorable Senator from 
Tennessee had confined his remarks to a defense 
of his own position, which I think needed it, 
rather than assailing that of other Senators on this 
floor, I should not have further participated in 
this debate. A.s to the advice which hegives to 
the friends of the bill, with reference to how they 
should act on this amendment, I presume they 
will be something like myself—a little tired of 
taking advice from such a quarter. The Senator 
` complains that he does not understand the great 
principles which this bill establishes. I know no 
Senator who has had better opportunities of un- 
derstanding them than he has had. I know. that 
he met, upon a call of its friends, time after time; 
and that we discussed the clause of the bill in 
which these principles are contained which have 
agitated this country from one end of the Union 
to the other; and I know that when it was agreed 
upon by the friends of the bill, North and South, 
Eastand West, Whigand Democrat, he came here 
and recorded his vote for the clause as I and other 
friends of the bill did. The very question of the re- 
peal ofthe Missouri restriction; the very question of 
taking this subject.out of the Congress ofthe United 
States and giving it to the people of the Territo- 
ries who are to be affected by it, is contained in 
it. ‘Whatever this bill does in that way, is con- 
tained in the provision for which the Senator from 
Tennessee voted, which he aided and codperated 
in establishing, and came here upon the responsi- 
bility ofa Senator to help to put it-upon your stat- 
ute-book. I know, too, that that Senator, at a sub- 
sequent portion of the proceedings, met with its 
southern friends of his former party alliance, and 
was supposed to concur ina resolution disapprov- 
ing the known organ of that party for opposing 
the great principle which he is now unable to see. 
I say he was supposed to concur in that resolu- 
tion. 
was present and did not object to it. Then, sir, 
on these occasions, the Senator had the benefit of 
public discussions, of party caucuses of the friends 


of the bill, Whig and Democrat, and of the con- | 
sultations with his own peculiar party friends in | 


their meeting upon this matter; and I know, too, 
that at the meeting of Whig Senators referred to, 
at which he was present, we, for fear we might be 
misrepresented or misunderstood, authorized the 
Senator from North Carolina to say. that we con- 
curred with him in the conclusions to -which he 
came on the bill. Therefore I say the Senator 
has had the advantage of public discussions, of 


caucus consultations with the friends generally of | 
the measure, and his particular partisan allies; and | 


besides, he was sufficiently satisfied upon it to give 
his vote for it upon the test question in the Senate 
of the United States. Now he wants to know 
what the principle is. I trust he will excuse me, 
after this discussion, after his votes, after his 
speeches, and after his codperation with the friends 
‘of the bill, from making the attempt to enlighten 
him on this great principle further than to refer 
him to the bill itself. 

Mr. BELL. Remember, I wanted to know; be- 


cause one principle was stated by one Senator, | 


and another principle by another. 
Mr. TOOMBS. That was the very object of 
the clause itself for which he voted, to’ reconcile 


I supposed he did concur in it, because he | 
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these conflicting opinions. ‘That was the very 
reason why the friends of the bill met together, 
laying aside their partisan views, that they might 
reconcile their differences and defend great prin- 
ciples. We met, and consulted, and agreed, and 
came here and placed our action upon the statute- 
book of our country. Now, ‘the gentleman says, 
let me see you: reconcile it. Sir, the vote of the 
Senator from Tennessee is recorded; and if it 
needs explanation, it is needed from him both to 
the Senate and to the country. If it doesnot con- 
tain a principle—if this Missouri restriction ought 
not to have been repealed—if this great agitation to 
which he referred should not have been stopped, 
or if the billis double-tongued or double-shotted— 
if it contains anything hurtful to the Republic, I 
charge that the Senator from ‘Tennessee has his 
full share of responsibility before the American 
people and the world. I am told now, but I do 
not know exactly for what reasons, the gen- 
tleman will vote against the proposed amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BELL. T will vote for it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Weil, for it or against it. 
(Laughter.] Itis equally clear that the Senator’s 
object was not so much to discuss the amend- 
ment, as to produce discord on other points 
among the friends of the measure. We adopted 
it on the principle stated by the Senator from 
Virginia. We look upon it as a principle, a great 
principle, that the Congress of the United States 
should no longer usurp this power to interfere 
with the domestic policy of the Territories, in the 
judgment of many of us against the Constitution 
—in the judgment of all of us against good policy— 
in order to restrict the equal rights of the free 
citizens of all the States in the common Territo- 
ries of the Republic. We believed we would bring 
evil, and evil only, by legislating here in this 
manner for our remote dependencies; for the Ter- 
ritories are nothing else, at least upon the ques- 
tion of slavery. To establish this policy we 
planted it in the clause of the bill to which Í have 
referred, and voted for it; and that clause had the 
assent of the Senator from Tennessee, 

Now, the Senator offers, as an argument against 
his and our action, that we ought to rely upon 
the unconstitutionality of the Missouri compro- 
mise. A strange argument for an American Sen- 
ator. The Constitution of my: country and his, 
has thrown around itself a quadruple wall to pro- 
tect it from violation. The members of the House 
of Representative are sworn to stand by it. The 
members of the Senate are sworn to do the same. 
The President of the United States binds himself, 
by a solemn obligation, to do the same; and the 
judiciary are bound by the same ties. If a bill 
is brought before me, and I am satisfied that it is 
unconstitutional, I have no option but to vote 
against it. If it seeks to repeal an unconstitu- 
tional act, it is the highest reason you can give 
me for its repeal, for then I have no discretion. 
It may be a good law, it may be a wise law, in 
my judgment, it may be a beneficial law; but sat- 
isfy me that it violates the fundamental law of 
the land, and I cannot consider its wisdom and 
justice, though, in my judgment, it might shed 
boundless prosperity over this Republic. 

But, the Senator says why not rely on the 
courts to declare it unconstitutional? Sir, I must do 
my duty to the Constitution whenever the ques- 
tion is presented to me; and I trust the judiciary 
will perform theirs if the question should ever get 
there. But it does not follow, as a matter of 
course, that their judges would agree with me on 
that subject when it wentthere. They must decide 
according to their judgment and their consciences. 
I must decide it according to mine. I assume the 
obligation of an oath on my conscience. Their 
judgment cannot protect me; and if they declare 
the exercise of a power to be constitutional, and 
have so declared it from 1789 until to-day, and, 
in my judgment, I believe it to be unconstitutional, 
and it comes here, I am bound to vote against it; 


and, upon the same principle, I am bound to | 


repeal all unconstitutional laws that come before 
me, even if I have no other reason than their un- 
constitutionality. The Senator seems to suppose 
that remedies for unconstitutional laws belong 
exclusively to the judiciary. I-do not concur in 
that opinion. The distinction between passing 
and repealing a law on this point is unsound. 
Why concern yourselves with the constitutional- 
ity of your action here in passing laws? There 


are the courts. The rule would beas sound inthe 
one case as in the-other., 6 < es put iiy pit? 
The Senator knows that attempts have been: 
made toget up an excitement in. this country on 
this subject. He knows that there are men ‘who. 
have lived: upon its agitation, especially “in the 
northern portion of the Union—men whose polit- 
ical existence is staked on. this agitation—whose 
desires and hopes can only be realized by inflaming 
the public mind against, and defeating this measure. 
The Senator from Tennessee has becometheir ally, 
working to this purpose, aiding in the same result 
to keep this prohibition on his. own section; although 
high-minded, noble, generous, and patriotic men 
of the North feel and see its injustice, and labor 
for its overthrow. The distinguished Senator * 
from ‘Michigan [Mr. Cass] said it violated the 
Constitution of his country, and when the ques- 
tion was presented to him, he felt itto be his duty, 
for that reason, to wipe it from the statute-book. 
I did not vote for its repéal‘in order-to get any 
advantage over any portion of this Republic. F 
would scorn myself if T sought an unjust advant- 
ageof any Statein this Union. I.claini no triumph 
over the North; I would have none. IJ claim it 
a triumph of the Constitution, and of right, equal- 
ity, and justice to all the freemen of this great 
Republic, throughout its utmost limits, from ocean 
to.ocean, I would ask nothing that I would not 
grant; I would take nothing from the people of 
the North that they ought not to yield; and, there- 
fore, do not consider this bill a triuniph of the 
South againstthe North. ‘Neither northern right 
nor northern honor is violated by this measure. 
It is a victory over error, injustice, and’ wrong; 
a triumph of right, justice, and the Constitution. 
For this triumph the whole country is certainly 
not less indebted to the genius, the eloquence, the 
statesmanship of the North than the South; and 
happy is it for the country that it was thus 
achieved, This great fact will spread far, and 
wide, and deep, a feeling of brotherhood through- 
out this great Republic, and even more than the 
act itself, tend to perpetuate that sacred bond of 
true liberty, equality, and fraternity—the Consti- 
tution. his is my ardent desire, my earnest 


prayer. 
Mr. BELL followed at great length, and spoke 

until five o'clock, when, without concluding, he 

gave way for a motion to adjourn; and) o => 
The Senate adjourned. : 


[See the Appendix for Mr. Briu’s speech.} 


, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, May 25, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wituiam H. MILBURN. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

RATES OF POSTAGE. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business first in 
order was the consideration of House bill No. 
330, “further to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
to reduce and modify the rates of postage:in the 
United States, and for other purposes,’ passed 
March 3, 1851, and the act amendatory thereto, 
passed August 30, 1852.” 

Mr. OLDS, by unanimous consent, submitted 
a substitute for said bill; which was received, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTPONEMENT OF THE SPECIAL ORDER. 
T Mr. PHELPS obtained the floor. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. F appeal to 
the gentleman to yield me the floor for one moment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I merely desire to ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to submit a 
motion that the special order be postponed untik 
to-morrow. A 

[Cries of “ No objection t] 

Mr. PHELPS. There being no objection, E 
hope the motion will be entertained. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I object to it. E will 
say to the gentleman from Missouri, who has 
charge of the deficiency: bill, that if he will agree 
to make no attempt to take up the deficiency bill 
to-morrow, if it is not. disposed of to-day, | will 
consent to the postponement of the special order. 
But if the consideration of that bill is to be contin- 


| ued during the whole of this week, I must-object. 


Mr. COBB. Wait till to-morrow, and: object 
then. 
Mr. MecDOUGALL. The Pacific railroad bill 


| has been postponed too long‘already. 
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Mr. PHELPS. I will state for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from. California, and the 
members of the House generally, that if we will 
remain here for the ordinary time to-day, we can 
dispose of all the amendments to the deficiency 
bill, and report it to the House. Let us talk less 
and vote more. 

Mr. WALSH. 
of the special order. 
PRINTING OF THE REPORT UPON BANKS. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky.. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury desires to have a few copies 
of his report on the subject of banks printed. I 
therefore submit the following resolution, that it 
may be referred to the Committee on Printing: 

` Resolved, That fifteen hundred extra copies of the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the con- 
dition of the banks of the United States, communicated to 
the House of Representatives on the — instant, be printed 
for the use of the Treasury Department. 

The resolution was referred, under the rule, to 
the Committee on Printing. 


AFRICANIZATION OF CUBA. 

Mr. DUNBAR, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the resolutions of the Legislature of Louis- 
iana, upon the subject of the Africanization of 
Cuba; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

CASE OF CAPTAIN GIBSON. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to present the proceedings of 
two public meetings in my district, convened to 
give expression of opinion on the subject of the 
recent outrage committed by the Dutch authorities 
in the East Indies on the person and property of 
Captain Walter M. Gibson, late a citizen of South 
Carolina. He was seized in the Island of Java 
and thrown into prison at Batavia, upon pretense 
of having been guilty of sedition against the Dutch 
Government in their Indian possessions. He was 
thrice tried for the offense and acquitted by their 
judicial tribunals; but the Governor was dissatis- 
fied with the result of these trials, and he was a 
fourth time tried by a star chamber court, where 
he was not allowed to confront his accusers, or be 
represented by counsel. He was convicted, and 
sentenced to death; but a day or two before the 
sentence was to be executed, he succeeded in 
making his escape. His vessel, the schooner 
Flirt, and its contents, were confiscated by the 
Dutch authorities, and all the earnings of his life 
sacrificed to Dutch injustice, intolerance, and 
cupidity. | 

T'he meetings were held at Pendleton and An- 
derson, and were composed of persons of high 
character and intelligence. The persons compos- 
ing the meetings were acquaintances of Captain 
Gibson; they had known him many years, and 
they indorse his character, his integrity, and his 
worth. They ask this Government to demand 
and enforce fall reparation for this outrage upon 
the person of one of their fellow-citizens. The | 
resolutions at Pendleton were drafted and pre- 
sented by my predecessor here, Elon. R. F. Simp- 
gon, himself a man of high character and intelli- 
gence, and contain the expression of opinion of 
Captain Gibson’s former neighbors as to his 
worth, and the enormity of the outrage perpetrated 
on him. 

Mr. KNOX. Tobject. I do not understand 
why the resolutions cannot be presented under 
the rules. 

Mr. ORR presented the resolutions under the 
rule, and referred them to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 


L object to the postponement 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cuanper in the 
chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has resolved 
itself into the Committee of the W hole on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering the | 
special order, upon which the gentleman from 
Salifornia (Mr. McDovaatrt] is entitled to the 


floor. | 


Mr. PHELPS. With the permission of my 
friend from California, who yields me the foor 
for that purpose, I move that the further consider- 
ation of the Pacific railroad bill be postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. McDOUGALL.. I will state, with the 
leave of the committee, that 1 do not consent to 
this arrangement, except upon the.express under- 
standing that to-morrow we proceed to the con- 
sideration of the special order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I make the motion to suspend 
the consideration of the special order with a view 
of finishing this bill to-day. I believe we can do 
it in the course of two hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is moved that the fur- 
ther consideration of the special order of the day, 
which is the Pacific railroad bill, be postponed 
for the day, with the view of taking up for con- 
sideration the deficiency bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I demand 
tellera. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. DEAN. I rise to make an inquiry. I 
wish to know whether a majority can suspend the 
consideration of a special order, or whether it 
requires unanimous consent to do so? 

Mr. WHEELER. I moveacall of the House. 
There is no quorum here. 


The question then being upon Mr. Puewps’s | 


motion, 

Mr. WHEELER demanded a division. 

The House then divided; and the Chairman 
reported—ayes 78; but before the vote in the 
negative was declared, 


Mr. PHELPS said: I withdraw the motion I | 


made, for the purpose of submitting it in another 
form. 


Mr. DEAN. Il renew the motion that the 


| consideration of the special order be postponed till 
to-morrow, and that the deficiency bill be now | 


taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to know whether 
gentlemen have a right to vote on both sides? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘There is no rule on that 
point. 

The question being on the motion to postpone 
further the special order for the consideration of 
the Pacific railroad bill, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, 
and Davis of Indiana, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 91, noes 29. 

So the special order was further postponed, and 
the deficiency bill was again taken up. 


The forty-fourth amendment was reported, as 
follows: 


For compensation of the judge of first instance in civil 
cases for the district of San Francisco, California, per ap- 
pointment dated Zlat of September, 1849, by the late Geu- 
eral B. Riley, while Governor of that country, from the 
lst October, 1849, to the Ist April, 1850, 3750. 


s% 


Mr. PHELPS The Committee of Ways and | 


Means recommend a concurrence in that Senate 
amendment. 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
concurred in. 


The forty-fifth amendment was then read, as | 


follows: 


Strike out of the original bill the following : 

For compensation for the discharge of United States con- 
sular duties at Constantinople, in cou 
Congress approved August 11 1 
thereof as may be necessary, to be paid, under the direction 
of the Secretary of State, to such person or persons as may 
be entitled to the same, or any portion thereof. 


Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment, 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
concurred in. 


The forty-sixth amendment was then reported, 
as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following section : 

Suc. 2. And beit further enacted, Thatall books, papers, 
documents, and records, in the Department of the Interior, 
may be copied and certified, under the seal of that Depart- 
ment, (which is hereby recognized as legal,) in the same 
manner as those in the other Executive Departments may 
now by law be, and with the same force and effect. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to offer an amend ment 
to the amendment. 
purely of a legal character, 
priation of no money. 
desk that it may be read. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


and involves the appro- 


formity with the act of | 
5 1848, 93,594 50, or so much | 


The amendment I propose is | 


I send it to the Clerk’s | 


Add to the Senate amendment the following : 

And in all cases where a seal is necessary by law to any 
commission, process, or other instrument, provided for by 
the law of Congress, it shall be lawful to affix the proper 
seal by making an impression therewith directly on the 
paper to which the seal is necessary 5 which shall be as 
valid as if made upon wax or other substance. 

Mr. COBB. That is the law now. 

Mr. HAVEN. I havea word to say in refer- 
ence to that amendment, and a word only. It 
has been decided repeatedly in the courts of the 
northern part of the Union, that a seal, properly 

„speaking, is not such unless it is made by an im- 
pression upon wax, or upon some other adhesive 
substance. Difficulties have arisen in reference to 
seals of the different Departments of the Govern- 
ment of the United States upon commissions, in 
some of the northern courts of the United States, 
upon the very ground that the impression was 
directly upon the paper, instead of upon wax or 
other adhesive substance. F thought to avoid this 
difficulty in future by adopting the amendment 
which I have offered. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Taven’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the Senate 
amendment, as amended, it was put, and con- 
curred in. 

The forty-seventh amendment was then reported, 
as follows: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That hereafter the 
commissions of all officers, under the direction and control 
of the Secretary of the fnterior, shall be made out and 
recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the seal of 
the said Department affixed thereto, any laws to the con- 
trary notwithstanding : Provided, That the said seal shall 
not be affixed to any such commission before the same shall 
have been signed by the President of the United States. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in that Senate 
amendment. 

The question was then put; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The forty-eighth amendment was then reported, 
as follows: 


Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That before any pay- 
ment shall hereafter be made to any invalid pensioner 
whose name shal) have been upon the pension Hst two 
years, he shall produce to the agents for paying pensions, to 
whom he shali apply for payment, the affidavit of two sur- 
geons or physicians, satisfactory to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, stating, from personal examination, the continuance 
of the disability, deserihing it, for which the pension was 
originally granted, and the rate of such disability at the 
time of making such affidavit, blank forms of which shall 
be furnished by the Commissioner of Pensions to agents for 
paying pensions, for the use of pensioners; and if in said 
afidavit the disability shall be stated at a rate below that 
for which the pension was originally granted, he shall only 
be paid at the rate stated in said affidavit. Said affidavit 
shall be filed by said agents, and carefully preserved, and 
copies thereof shall be transmitted, with the semi-annual 
returns of said agents, to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
who shall file them with the original papers of said pen- 
sioner, respectively: Provided, That when the pension 
shall have been originally granted by a special act of Con- 
gress, or for a total disability for the loss of a limb or other 
cause, which cannot be removed, either in whole or in 
part, the above affidavit shall not be required. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment. f think the matter is before the 
Committee on the Judiciary in this House. If I 
mistake not, a communication was referred to that 
committee yesterday. I think that it should un- 
dergo an examination before that or some other 
committee of this House. We have, therefore, 
recommended a non-concurrence in the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 


| out after the word affidavit as foll : 
Mr. PHELPS. ‘The Committee of Wayaand || ws, Tha Guan AA 


« Said affidavit shall be filed by said agents, and carefully 
preserved. and copies thereof shall be transmitted, with the 
semi-annual returns of said agents, to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, who shall file them with the original papers of 
said pensioner, respectively: Provided, That when the pen- 
| sion shall have been originally granted by a special act of 
Congress, or fora total disability for the logs of a limb or 
other cause, which cannot be removed, either in whole or 
| in part, the above affidavit shall not be required.” 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, the adoption of 
the principle contained in this amendment will be 
tantamount to a repeal of your invalid pension 
law. It will, at least, so embarrass those who are 
entitled to them, as, in many cases, to make it im- 
possible for them to get them. The invalid pen- 
sion law operates mostly for the benefit of private 
citizens, who, in time of war, have volunteered 
in the service of the country. You have provided 
by that law, that, where they have become dis- 
abled in the service of the country, they shall re- 
ceive a pension, sometimes two dollars a month, 
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sometimes three dollars, sometimes four'dollars, 
and for total disability, such as.the loss of both 
eyes, or both arms, or both legs, or both arms 
and. legs, they are allowed only eight dollars a 
month. we : : 

Now, it is proposed to require these persons 
not only to make out their papers to the satisfac- 
tion of the Department in the first place, but pro- 
poses to require them to go to the trouble and ex- 
pense of going over the whole ground again every 
two years.. Sir, from the very nature of the case, 
it will be impossible for many of them to comply 
with these conditions. 

But it is only proposed to apply this principle to 
those who receive their pensions under the general 
laws, It does not apply to those who come here 
to Congress and get their pensions. Now, sir, 
I venture to say, those who are upon your pen- 
sion rolls under the general Jaws, are, in nine 
cases out of ten, the most meritorious class of 
pereons. If restrictions are to be imposed, there 
would be much more justice in imposing them 
upon those whose cases have not merit enough to 
make them entitled to pensions under the general 
Jaws, but who come here, and by sympathy, in- 
fluence, or good will, obtain their pensions. Why 
do -you not require these men to make out their 
cases every two years? Many of them have 

- received their pensions in utter violation of the 
general laws, and yet receive larger sums than 
those who are regularly entitled to them. Now, 
sir, I repeat, that if you are to require these men 
for the little pittance you give them for their sup- 
port when they are not able to support themselves 

y manual labor, to be at the expense of making 
out their papers once in two years, you might as 
well repeal your invalid pension laws at once. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not intend to have said. 
anything about this amendment; but as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, who has just taken his seat, 
evidently does ‘not understand it, and as I am 
myself in favor of the principle of the amendment, 
I feel it my duty to state two or three facts in 
relation to it. Now, sir, it does not require that 
the. pensioner shall have his papers: made out 
anew every two years, it merely requires that a 
certificate of two surgeons shall be forwarded 
every two years to the pension agents. ‘To what- 
ever extent the disability remains according to the 
evidence, to that extent is the pension increased 
or diminished. 

The gentleman says that there ia no increase 
provided for. The increase follows as a natural 
result. The report of the surgeons making the 
examination will control the action of the Depart- 
ment, If the disability has been increased in 
consequence of wounds, the action of the Depart- 
ment will, as a matter of course, be to enlarge the 
pension. . $ 

Now, it was originally introduced into the Senate 
as the gentleman from Tennessee imagines it is 
now; but, on a very full discussion and examina- 
tion, that body determined to strike out that por- 
tion which related to annual examination, and 
require only one solitary examination for the 
purpose of testing the principle, and allowing 
Congress and the country then to decide whether 
it was a proper one or not. 

The gentleman says, point out any case where 
there isa fraud, and let that be examined into. Mr. 
Chairman, I suppose that the expense to be thrown 
on pensioners, under this section, would be noth- 
ing. The pensioners of the country are not charged 
anything for the authentication and preparation of 
their papers. You do not find your attorneys and 
agents charging for them, at least it is not the case 
in my eountry, and I am sure that it is not so in 
my friend’s State. 

Mr, JONES, jof Tennessee. By the laws of | 
‘Fennessee, the officers required to authenticate 
papers for revolutionary pensions are not entitled 
to fees; but there is no exemption from the pay- 
ment of fees in the case of invalid pensions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In my country F have at- 
tended to a great many cases of the kind, and! 


either by an attorney, agent, or justice. of the 
peace, for the preparation of pension papers. ` 

: But admit that the expense may be a trifle. 
What is'it? Here ia but one solitary examina- 
tion required, and that is asked for the purpose of 
enabling the Department to see what pensions are 
paid undeservedly, and to decide that where there’ 
was disability from wounds received in the service, 
to the extent of that disability should the party 
be pensioned upon the Government. If the disabil- 
ity exists, nobody desires to cut off the pension; but 
if it be trae, as the Secretary of the Interior statea 
to us in his communication laid upon the table, 
why should we propose to keep up the pension 
when the disability has ceased to exist, and when, 


he would not be entitled, under the law or action of 
Congress, to a pension? 

The object is not to throw heavy expense on 
the pensioner. The object is not to deprive him 
of any kindness which the law has extended to 
him; but simply to make a test bya single exam- 
ination. If it be a good rule to apply to this case, 
then it is within the discretion of Congress to 
continue it or not, as they please. If the party 
undergoing examination be found disabled, his 
pension will remain as it was. It isto be dimin- 
ished or increased, according to the report of the 
examiners. I will occupy the time of the com- 
mittee no further. 

Mr. JONES. 
ask for a vote on concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The question wag taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

_ The forty-ninth Senate amendment was read by 
the Clerk, as follows: 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the special mail agent of the Post Oftice Department 
in California shall be $5,000 per annum; such rate to take 
effect in virtue of this provision from July 1, 1853, 


Mr. PHELPS. I do not propose to debate that 
amendment. I will only state that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means recommend a non-con- 
currence in it. 

Mr.OLDS. Ladmitthatthe difference between 
the pay proposed to be given to the special mail 
agent in California, and that given to the mail 
agents in the Atlantic States, appears to be very 
great. It raises it from $1,600 to $5,000. But 
you must recollect that you require a higher order 
of talent for mail service in California than else- 
where; and not only that, but the special mail 
agent in California is almost an Assistant Post- 
master General. And then, the expense of living 
in California is treble what it is in one of the 
Atlantic States; and perhaps this $5,000 would 
not be any higher compensation there than $1,600 
in one of the Atlantic States. 

Now, I will say one word more with reference 
to this matter. The Postmaster General recom- 
mended to the Post Office Committee of the Sen- 
ate an increase of this compensation to $4,000. 
They have put it at $5,009. Iam authorized by 
the Postmaster General to say that he does not 
consider $5,000, under all the circumstances of 
the case, at all too much to be given to this gen- 
tleman. Itis very difficult to find the right sort 
of person to act as special mail agent in Califor- 
nia; and the gentleman who now holds that posi- 
tion has taken it under a pledge from the Repre- 
sentatives of California that his compensation 
shall be increased to the amount proposed by this 
bill, so far as their influence extends to increase it. 
Sir, you need just such a man as you have got as 
special mail agent in Californiaatthis time. The 
reletting of your mail contracts has just taken 
place, and the new contracts are all to go into 
operation in California ina few days. _ 

Mr. MATTESON. I would inquire if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio isin order? Is there any ques- 
tion before the committee? 

Mr. OLDS. The question is on non-concurring 
in the amendment of the Senate, and Iam speak- 
ing in favor of concurring in that amendment. 

Let me-give an illustration of the importance of 


have never charged a single.cent. Nor have! 
ever heard of a cent being charged by anybody, 
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this officer. A certain mail contract was held in 


if the party were to make an original application, | 


I withdraw my amendment, and | 


California—I will not specity it—under a pr 
letting, for $8,000. A combination had taken pli 
there by which ‘the steamboats had been bo 

putin’ bid. atthe 


up, and those contractors put A 
ent letting: for $40,000.. Now there 
given by men, who were not inthe Steamboat i 
terest, for $8,000 and $15,000, and.an effort is mad 
for the relinquishment of the low bids for thé pur=: 
pose of getting ‘the $40,000. Now, that’ matter: 
will come before this special agent, and T am au- 
thorized by the Postmaster General to say, that to, 
have such an agentas you have now will save to. 
the Government twenty times as muchas this in=’ 
crease of compensation will amount to. Lheld that; . 
under all the circumstances, the amendment.of the: 
Senate ought to be concurred in, 6 TLS An 
Mr, LATHAM. 1 desire'to offer an. amend. 
ment. E ee 
Mr. HAVEN. I wish to speak in opposition’ 
to tie amendment offered bythe gentleman from 
Io. k i b 
Mr. OLDS. [offered no amendment. ` Ispokë` 
in favor of concurring in the amendment of the. 
Senate. a Da ae 
Mr. LATHAM. T move to amend the amend- 
mot of the Senate sò as to increase the amount. 
I will state to the committee that the compen: | 
sation of this officer, at the present time, is $1,600 | 
per annum. The responsibilities which devolve. 
upon him are of no ordinary character. ‘Califor-. 
nia being so remote from the seat of Government, 
it is absolutely impossible for the Postmaster ` 
General to make orders as he can do in thé At” 
lantic States, and consequently a large degree of 
responsibility connected withthe postal system . 
has to rest upon this officer. = mae 
The gentleman who has the charge now of the 
mail agency in California accepted the office; not ¢ ; 
his own solicitation, but at the earnest solicitation 
of the delegation nowin Congress. We all feel that’: 
there must be placed in this office a man of abile 
ity, a man of integrity—a man whose character. 
is unquestioned, and whose judgment is of the 
very highest order; and therefore ‘it was that'we _ 
solicited the man to take the position which’ he ` 
now occupies. I assert inmy place, that there is ` 
not a man in that State of any degree of respect- 
ability whatever, and who is qualified. to dis- ` 
charge the duties of the office, that would think” 
an instant of accepting it at a salary of $1,600. ` 
Why, you cannot get’the service of a common | 
sales clerk in that country short of $150 a month, ` 
which would make $1,800 a year. © Yet the Gov- 
ernment, notwithstanding the responsibility which | 
rests upon this officer, gives him but $1,600. a year. + 
The gentleman who holds this office gave up 
a lucrative and profitable business, in which he 
had to pay a clerk $1,800 per annum, at the earn- 
est solicitation not only of the delegation in Con- 
gress here, but also at the solicitation of the Post- |” 
master General. That officer told me this morning 
in a conversation with him upon this yery subject, |” 
that $5,000 would not at all be too large a con 
pensation for this mail agent. He stated ‘that he’ 
could not get an officer sufficiently competent tò ` 
discharge the duties of the office for'a less sum; ° 
and he further stated, that had it not been for. the 
fidelity, the integrity, and industry of this gentle- 
man, manifested in the discharge of his ‘duties, 
there would have been the most inextricable con~ 
fusion in the postal system of that country. 
The Postmaster General further stated, that he 
was exceedingly anxious, believing that Congresa 
would make a liberal appropriation for that pur- 
pose, to secure the services of this gentleman, 
because, at the present time, as the gentleman 
who has preceded me has stated, new contracts 
are about to be evitered into which render it neces- 
sary that the mail agent should be a man of judg- 
ment, integrity, and industry. Bhs 
I think it is right to state that the Postmaster. | 
General recommended, in a letter to the Committee. 
of Ways'and Means, that the salary of. this oti- ~~ 
cer should be increased to $4,000.. He now desires 
that the salary should be raised: to $5,000, for the 
reason that when he sent in a recommendation for 
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$4,000 salary, he was unwilling that any-invidious 


distinction should be drawn between the mail: 


agent and the postmaster at San Francisco, whose 
salary is $4,000. The postmaster at San Fran- 
cisco being here, and having expressed his entire 
willingness that the salary of thé agent shall be 
increased; and further than that, that it was abso- 
lutely necessary that the services of such a man 
as we now have there should be secured, the Post- 
master General does not hesitate to say that the 


salary now asked is nothing more than a fair re- 


muneration for the labors of this office. 

~ Mr. HAVEN, Mr. Chairman, I wish to oppose 
the amendment of the gentleman from California, 
(Mr. Larnam,] and the suggestions made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee’on the Post Office and Post Roads, [Mr. Orps.] 
If the statement of the gentleman from California 
made here to-day be correct, that the Postmaster 
General told him this morning, that although he 
informed the Committee of Ways and Means 
when, the bill was before it, that $4,000 was a 
proper amount to fix this agent’s salary at, yet 
he now thought it ought to be $5,000, then Lam 
opposed to the Postmaster General, and | am cer- 
tainly opposed to this amendment of the Senate. 
Sir, the Senate propose to increase the pay of this 
mail agent from $1,600 per annum, where it is 
now fixed, to $5,000 per annum; and this in- 
creased pay to commence on the Ist of July, 1853, 
when a competent and faithful man, I presume, 


who discharged the duties well for the former sum, | 
was displaced; and the present incumbent, who | 


is here to see about this increase of the salary, 
was putin. Why, sir, it is but little more than 


a month past that these amendments were before | 


the Committee of Ways and Means, when the 
Postmaster General recommended $4,000 for this 
salary; to-day he recommends $5,000. It seems 
that if we are to follow his judgment, we are to 
run this salary up at the rate of $1,000 a month 
until this bill is passed. 

Mr. LATHAM. I[ beg thegentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HAVEN. ‘The gentleman, sir, has but 
just told us that the Postmaster General recom- 
mended $4,000 only when the matter was before 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and that 6- 
day he told the gentleman himself it ought to be 
$5,000. lt occurs to me, sir, that here is a good 


and sufficient reason why the House acted wisely | 
this morning in postponing the consideration of || 


all other business, so as to dispose of this defi- 
ciency bill immediately; for the longer it lays 
on our table, the greater the deficiencies grow; 
and the imagination of the Postmaster General, 
and his recommendation too, have, in about one 
month’s delay, swelled, on this officer’s salary 
alone, $1,000. These salaries, sir, seem to be 
growing large by degrees, and beautifully more 
magnificent. [Laughter.] Let us strike out the 
amendment at once, before it takes another rise. 

I am opposed to the suggestions and views 
of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Ops.) Sir, if 
his business is to lavish public money upon the 
employees of the Government connected with the 
Post Office Department, I will give him the credit 
of doing it well, and of moving upon this House 
in that direction with great power and giant strides. 
He has raised their compensation, and that of the 
deputy postmasters, by a bill which he reported, 
and which has passed this House. He now seeks 


to raise the salary of this mail agent, and he also | 


has a bill, reported by himself, and pending here, 
to levy an increased tax, or burden, upon thecor- 
respondence of the country, for the purpose of 
thereby further increasing the salaries of these 
officials. I repeat, Lam opposed to all of this. Cal- 
ifornia officers all, or nearly all, have double pay 
now. I agree, I concede she should have double 
pay. She has double ability and pertinacity on 
this floor, and in the other House; and it is but nat- 
ural that she should have double pay, and. double 
plunder, in all cases whatever. There, however, 
it ought to stop. They tell us in this case that 
the ordinary compensation to mail agents is $1,000 
a year, and to this agency $1,600 the year. Ac- 
cording to the rule then, sir, they should stop this 
man at.$3,200 for this office; but they are not sat- 
isfied with that, and a month ago demanded $4,000; 
and now, the Postmaster General, following in the 
adventurous lead of the Senate, is ready to go, and 
actually recommends, as high as $5,000. I object 
to it. Í will not vote it. l may stand alone, but 
I will not vote for it. Thope this committee and 


| amount of postage collected. 


j it ig not only a tax upon the commerce, literature, 


i of capacity,” which means a capacity and talent | 


x a 7 a - { 
the House will put their mark of reprobation on | 
the practice now too frequent, and sought to be 
carried out here. : i | 
lask gentlemen seriously to look at this matter, | 
and this tendency of things. There is another | 
ground which makes this course of legislation | 
very objectionable, and highly repugnant to a fair | 
minded man. And that is, by the bill already 
passed providing additional pay to deputy post- 
masters, to which I before referred. Such in- 
creased pay commences, I believe, on the 31st of 
March, 1853, precisely the time when the Admin- 
istration got fairly under way in removing com- 
petent men, who had always performed. the 
business faithfully, without ‘Increased pay and 
without complaint, and in putting instheir places 
men who, I fear, had followed its standard only 
because the whole command was but a baggage 
train and carried the plunder. It is a discrimin- | 
ation against old faithful officers who had done 
their duty, and in favor of new recruits who had 
never served together before, and who, when they 
enlisted, were promised pay, not, it is true, from 
the day of the enlistment, but from the earliest 
moment their commander could get control of 
the Treasury. This amendment of the Senate, 
which Lam opposing, is placed upon the same 
principle; for it provides the increased pay is to 
commence back, on the Ist of July, 1853. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. OLos] has another bill pending in the House, 
and which was up for discussion this morning, 
which proposes to increase the rates of postage— 
and for what? Why, sir, further to increase the 
pay of these deputy postmasters and officials; for 
remember, sir, their pay is graduated by the 
What a spectacle 
does this present; these additional burdens and 
charges placed upon the correspondence of the | 
country, upon its commerce, its literature, its 
business; all to pay—no, not to pay, for that į 
was done before—but to increase the pay and re- 
wards of these officials of the Government. Why, 


and general business of the country, but it pres 
to plunder the poor servant men and girls of the 
country, who have to pay this increased postage 
upon the humble, but kind and necessary letters 
that they write home to their friends whom they 
have left behind upon the other side of the Atlan- 
tic, and upon the affectionate and kindly greetings 
and remembrances that pass between the honest, 
hard working, but separated citizens of our own 
country. Allofthis, sir, I repeats to reward deputy 
postmasters and increase the pay of post office 
officials, and at the, unblushing rate of running 
this agent up at one lift from $1,600, for which 
the duties have always been well done before, to | 
$5,000; and as the Senate amendment proposes 
the increased pay shall commence about a year 
back, it will be giving, in the aggregate, about | 
$10,000 to this officer, by this one enactment. 
Sir, I hope the committee will vote the amend- 
ment down. : 

Mr. LATHAM. If there be no objection, 1 
will withdraw my amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was accord- 
ingly withdrawn. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the word dollars”? in the amendment 
under consideration. I have not the slightest 
doubt, sir, that this gentleman, whose salary is 
asked to be increased to $5,000, does possess a very 
high order of capacity; according to the office- 
seeker’s interpretation of the phrase ‘ high order 


of an abstracting order. 

Sir, I am opposed to this whole bill, from first 
to last; and | caution gentlemen on this floor 
who claim to belong to the same party that I do, 
to beware how they cut loose from the moorings 
of the Democraticparty. [Laughter.] Icontend, | 
sir, that this -deficiency bill, from first to last, is | 
wrong; and | contend that this practice of the 
Senate in sending in various bills to us, under cover 
of one title, with amendment after amendment 
which are in gross violation and falsification of 
the character of the bill as set forth in the title, 
ought to be rebuked, and rebuked promptly, by ; 
this House. Now, the assayer at California only | 
receives $5,000 a year; and that office is ten times 
more important than that of mail agent. 

Sir, my friend from California [Mr. Larnam] 
says that the postmaster of California is here, and 


recommends this increase of salary. This post- 
master has got a salary of $4,000 a year, and he 
recommends $5,000 to be given to the mail agent. 
After the mail agent gets his salary increased to 
$5,000, we will see another bill introduced draw- 
ing comparisons between the salaries of both 
officers; and we will hear arguments that when 
the mail agent receives $5,000 a year, the post- 
master should receive $7,000. If the postmaster’s 
business is arduous, 1 should like to know why 
he is loitering round Washington, instead of at~ 
tending to his business in California. “Will the 
gentleman from California be good enough to 
reply to that inquiry? 

Mr. LATHAM. I will answer, if the gentle- 
man from New York will permit me. 

Mr. WALSH. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. LATHAM. The gentleman is here for 
the purpose—as designated by the Postmaster 
General—of regulating the affairs of the postal 
system for California, and not at his own option 
or solicitation. 

Mr. WALSH. And, sir, that gentleman has 
obeyed his instructions in the fullest sense. He 
has gone to theextent of the letter, and is determ- 
ined to arrange the affairs of the post office to his 
own individual benefit. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I desire to say a word 
in opposition to the amendment which was last 
offered, 

I suggest to my friend from New York [Mr. 
Haven] that he is mistaken as to the relative im- 
portance of the duties performed by the officers 
of the assay office in California, and those of the 
special mail agent of the Post Office Department 
in that State. 1 say to him that there is not in 
the State of California an officer upon whom is 
devolved a higher responsibility than that which 
is imposed upon the special mail agent. That. 
agent there does not occupy the same position,or 
perform the same duties,as do the mail agents of 
the United States generally. By the law regula- 
ting the Post Office Department, a large number 
of duties are charged upon the post office itself, 
which, in California, devolve upon the special 
mail agent. It is amore important office than the 
assay office. That officer is as important an offi- 
cer as is the head of the customs in San Francisco, 
whose compensation is $10,000 per annum. 

Mr. WALSH. Will my friend from Califor- 
nia permit me to make one remark ? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH. I know gentlemen—I do not 
know as | ought to use that term here, as the 
persons to whom I refer do not belong to this 
body—lI know individuals occupying the position 
of mail agents who are utterly incapable of earn- 
ing a dollar and a half a day by any legitimate 
employment. In the first place, they are too 
stupid to earn it intellectually, and too lazy to 
earn it physically. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I will simply say to the 
gentleman, in reply to his remark, that the present 
special mail agent of the Post Office Department 
in California, is a man who was selected with 
special reference to his competency and integrity 

{ wish to say to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Elaven,] who alluded to the compensation 
of previous mail agents, that a bill has already 
been passed by the Senate for the relief of the 
special mail agent appointed by the last Adminis- 
tration. That bill was sent to the House, was 
referred to the Elouse Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and has been reported to this 
House by them, and it is now upon your Private 
Calendar. So it appears that there has been no 
disposition on the part of the majority of this 
House to provide for the present mail agent in 


: exclusion of those who have heretofore served the 


Government in that capacity. 

Mr. Fry, the present special mail agent for Cal- 
ifornia, was not in the city of Washington when 
the appointment was made, but was engaged in 
private business at home. He knew nothing 
about the contemplated appointment, or that his 
name was connected with it. When it was an- 
nounced to him that he had been appointed such 
agent, he thought that the compensation was alto- 
gether inadequate. The California delegation in 
Congress, after advising him that Congress would 
raise the rate of pay, sat down and pledged them- 
selves in writing that they would exert all their 
influence in Congress to induce them to raise his 
compenaation to $5,000; and it was only in con- 
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sequence of that pledge, both by the Represent- 
atives and Senators from California, that he was 
induced to accept the office. I believed then, and 
I believe now, that Congress will allow to him 
that reasonable compensation, which the. Califor- 
nia delegation pledged they would secure to him 
from. Congress. I think that some credit should 
be given to that delegation of understanding 
something about the necessities which exist in 
that State in reference to public affairs. : 

Mr. McNAIR. I move to reduce the appro- 
priation contained inthis amendment $1,000. That 
will make it $4,000, which 1 think is about a fair 
compensation. I am well aware that a special 
mail agent hasa great many difficulties to encoun- 
ter, and particularly in that State. I well know 
that he has a great many trials. I know that he 
has to be an ‘all sorts of a man,” as an officer 
expressed himself to me the other day; that he 
has to be an industrious and persevering man; 
that he has to be a good lawyer, in order to under- 
stand the United States laws well; that he is 
charged with the duty of detecting depredators 
upon the mails in that country; that he has to go 
over the hills and valleys of California, in stages, 
by nightand by day; that he has to be, or ought 
to be, almost omnicient and omnipresent. {Laugh- 
ter.] He is required at all times to be present, 
ready at a moment’s notice, to depart for any part 
of the country for the purpose of catching rogues. 
He has, of course, to expose himself to much 
danger. He is liable, perhaps, every week or 
two, to be shot down in capturing those who are 
endeavoring to plunder the mails in California. 
Every one knows that he is continually exposed 
to all kinds of dangers and hardships. Now, I 
think that such a man as that should be allowed 
a reasonable and a fair compensation. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to permit me to ask a single ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McNAIR. I will allow the gentleman 
with great pleasure. 

Mr. WALSH. I want to know if the gen- 
tleman’s fears in reference to the danger to which 
this man is exposed did not arise from his own 
experience last session when on the Committee on 
the Extensions of the Capitol? Because, in his 
efforts to detect the rogues who were engaged in 
executing that work, [ understand he came near 
being assassinated several times. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McNAIR. Iam very thankful to the gen- 
tleman for informing me of the fact, though I as- 
sure him that I had no reference to any precedent. 
But, sir, I think that $1,600 is entirely too little as 
a compensation for this man. I think $5,000 is 
too much; and I think $4,000 is just enough. I 
hope, therefore, that my amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. LATHAM. I just wish to say one word 
in reply to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Haven,] who, heing a member of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and speaking with great 
confidence upon this subject, his statements are 
worthy of a reply. Now, sir, | submit that no 
comparison can be drawn Between the compensa- 
tion proper to be paid to a mail agent in New 
York and one in California. Sir, we have no 
railroads extending like net-work over our coun- 
try, by which a man may travel with the speed 
of lightning from one end of the State to the other. 
The duties of this officer in California require ex- 
cessive exposure and involve dangers and hard- 
ships which have no parallel in the Atlantic States. 

This gentleman is required to travel over a State 
three and a half times as large as New York. The 
only conveyance for him, as a general thing, is to 
ride upona mule. He finds the cost of living, a 
great portion of the time, about four dollars per 
diem. I say, therefore, that it is absurd to talk 
of comparing the services of a mail agent in New 
York, or in any of the eastern States, or of com- 
paring the compensation to which such mail agent 


is justly entitled, with that of the mail agent in | 


California, 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, I will state further to the 
House, that unless some provision of this charac- 
ter is put into the bill, the condition of my State, 
so far as its postal system is concerned, will be 
most lamentable. Why, sir, the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. Wass] says there are many | 


men too stupid to discharge the duties of this of- 
fice, and who hold office simply because they are 
too lazy to go to work, Well, sir, it is to obvi- 


$ 


ate this very thing that the delegation from Cal- 
ifořnia have agreed to advocate this amendment. 
They desire to furnish a compensation that will be 
Sufficient to employ a man who is competent. to | 
discharge the duties which are devolved upon him; 
for no such man will undertake to-discharge those 
duties in California for the compensation now pro- 
vided by law. 

Mr. WALSH. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I wish to say that I did not say these men 
were not competent to discharge the duties of that 
office. 

‘Mr. LATHAM, The gentleman said they were 
too lazy to labor for their own support. Now, sir, | 
I think that by adopting this amendment, you will 
accomplish a great saving tothe Government. But 
I want to say another thing; it is just this: Unless 
the Government make some such provision as is’ 

-provided for in this amendment; unless they pro- 
vide a compensation that will employ a competent 
man, the Postmaster General will be compelled to 
send out some one there occasionally to regulate 
the affairs of the Department in that State. The 
compensation of such an agent, his traveling ex- 
penses, mileage, &c., the loss which will result to 
the Department, will be not $5,000 merely, but five 
times five thousand dollars annually. If you re- 
ject this appropriation of $5,000, which is a just 
and reasonable compensation, you will find that 
the increased expenditure which will be involved, 
will, instead of $5,000, be $25,000. I advocate this 
amendment, sir, as a measure of economy, and I 
hope the committee and the House will adopt it. 
'he Postmaster General thought that the salary 
of this officer should be $5,000 per annum, and he 
would have recommended this in the first instance, 
had it not been that he was unwilling to draw any 
invidious distinction between his highest officer 
and this gentleman. As l remarked before, | am 
authorized to state that he has been always, and 
is now of the opinion, that the service of no gen- 
tleman of ability, integrity, and character can be 
secured for less salary than $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would ask the 
gentleman to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 hope that we may now vote 
on the question, as it has, in my opinion, been 
fully discussed. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
waè disagreed to. 

Mr. SMITH. 
ation $100. 

Irise, Mr. Chairman, withoutany interest in this 
question other than that which appertains to the 
members of this House. 1 have no feeling in the 
question—none in the world; but | have some ex- 
perience of California, having gone there to pur- 
sue my private fortunes, and having returned after 
a pleasant and agreeable trip. I say to this body, 
from personal knowledge, that it is indispensable, 


1 move to reduce the appropri- 


and perhaps more so in that country than in any p 


other portion of the Union, that this officer should 
be a man of the very highest character. He has 
jurisdiction over contracts. Hehasagreat power 
of collusion; and unless he be protected by a great 
deal of integrity out there, where every man goes 
to make his pile, and where it is honest enough to 
make money anyhow: 

Mr. WALSH. You went to make your pile? 

Mr. SMITH. I went to make my pile, but to 
make it honestly. A great many go there fora 
different purpose, and, as I know, especially from 
New York. 

Well, sir, this being the case, it is necessary to 
secure a man of high character. You cannot do 
that for the present salary. In this particular 
case I desire the House to understand that there 
is no proposition to increase the per diem. A 
man here gets $1,600 per annum, and $2 per day 
for his traveling expenses. In this case he is to 
get $5,000 per annum, and only $2 per diem. 
The $2 per diem will not pay for drinks. [Laugh- 
ter.] I tell gentlemen that the man who is hearty 
there has to pay very high for his living. 1 have 
seen many a miner pay $2 50 for his breakfast. 
You have to pay a quarter of a dollar apiece for 


eggs, a half of a dollar for a beef steak, seventy- || 


five cents for a partridge; and when a fellow géts 
thirsty, he has to pay a quarter of a- dollar for a 
drink,’ and short measure at that. What does 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Warsa] 
think of that? [Laughter] 


i tional clerk of the fourth 


ter of a dollar apiece. I mention these things to: 
show that there is no comparison in point of im- 
portance—and I speak in sincere candor to the gen- 
tleman from New York—between this officer and | 
the United States assayor at San Francised. One: 
sits in his room, performs light gnd easy duties,’ 
while the other has, to brave the’ tempests, bad’ 
roads, and all thedangers pigured a while.ago by- 
my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McNair]: 
Five thousand dollars: is not one cent too much. 
There are many officers, clerks of the Government; ` 
who get more. What do you think of the naval 
officer getting $8,000 per annum? He isnotnigh 
as responsible an officer as this one, judging from” 
the incumbent. a ee 

Mr. HOUSTON, I wasatfirst inclined to vote 

for this amendment; but if $2 50 per day is re- 
uired to furnish the officer with drinks, I am of: 
the opinion that it had better be voted down. I` 
shall vote against it. 

Mr. SMITH. I am greatly surprised that any 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
could be found to give such a reason for his vote, - 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

The question now being on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate, aes 

Mr. McDOUGALL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative. io 

So the amendment of thè Senate 
curred in. z : 

The fiftieth amendment was read, as follows: `` 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That-from and after 
the passage of this act, there shall be, in addition to the. , 
clerks authorized by the third section of the act of March 


3, 1853, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for the year - 


was not con- 


| ending the 30th of June, 1854,” in the office of the Register 


or the ‘Treasury, three clerks of class four, to include the 
clerk now authorized to take charge of the redemption of 
stocks; and in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions . 
five clerks of class two, and fifteen clerks of class three; 
and said elerks shall be paid, aceording to the provisions of 
said section, out of any money in the Treasury not other- ` 


| wise appropriated. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Waysand . 
Means have instructed me to recommend to the , 
House to non-concur in that amendment of the - 
Senate. But it is right that the communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury with refer- 
ence to the clerks in the office of the Register of. 
the Treasury should be presented to the House, 

I therefore ask the Clerk to rend it. fee 

The Clerk read the communication, as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 20, 1854. 

Str: You wil! perceive, by my letter of the 10th of Jan- 
vary fast, T recommended for the First Auditor’s office, one: 
clerk of the fourth class; for the Third Auditor’s office, five 
clerks of the fourth class; forthe Treasurer’s office, two 
clerks of the fourth class; and for the Register’s office, 
two additional clerks of the fourth class. 

‘These additional clerks in the Register’s office are neces 
sary for the better and prompt preparation. of the statistics 
prepared in that office; and it is desirable, if Congress 
grants this additional force, that it should be done as soon 
as practicable, as the force is much needed in that office. 

In the Sixth Auditor’s office, the accounts of foreign 
postages under treaty stipulations, and. otherwise, bave 
accumulated to such an extent as to require a clerk of great 
capacity and efliciency; and the Department will not be 
able to retain such a one for less than $1,800 per annum; 
and no one of the clerks of the fourth class can be spared for 
that position. F therefore respectfully recommend an addi- 

as for the Sixth Auditor’s office, 

The clerk in the Regisfer’s office in charge of the stocks 
came in under the provisions of the act of 1846, revived 
by the act of March 3, 1853, classifying the clerks, and is 
only entitled to $1,400, but was paid $1,800 prior to Ist of. : 
July laet, under an arrangement I did not feel at liberty to 
continue. The position is a confidential one, and will not 
continue after the-debt shall be paid. In my opinion, he 


ought to have $1,800 per annum. 
tam, very respectfully, JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon, R. M. T. HUNTER 
Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


Mr. PHELPS. I now ask the Clerk to. read 
aletter from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
reference to the clerks proposed to be created in 
the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, in 


| lieu of the temporary clerks now employed. The 


Committee of Ways and Means have recom- 
mended a non+concurrence in this part of the 
amendment of the Senate; but I desire that the 
letter may be read. 

Mr. ASHE. This is all out of order; and F 
object to the reading of the letter. It is consuming 


time uselessly. i 
Mr. WALSH. I object to the reading. 


Mr. WALSH. What kind of drinks ? 
Mr. SMITH. Good stiff drinks, and a quar- | 


Mr. HENN. I think that the letter af the 
Secretary of the Interior ought to be read. 


* M+. PHELPS. Iam entitled to the floor; and 

Lask.that it-may be read as a part of: my remarks: 

a iU DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. } l 
-ut WASHINGTON, March 17, 1854, 


Sır: Since our interview of this morning I bavė. con- 
versed with Judge Waldo, the Commissioner. of Pensiona, 


exclusive, 
thus: ten‘ot ¢ ; 
third, ant four of thé’ fourth. It seems to have been sup- 
posed; by thelate Commissioner of Pensions that this num- 
ber would. besufficient.to discharge the duties of the office, 
although, at‘the'time that estimate was made, there were 
about one. hundred ‘and forty permanent and temporary 
clerks employed in the bureau. But,it being found utterly 
impracticable to get along with that force, a sufficient num 
ber of temporary clerks were, of necessity, retained. The 
Coimmissioner is now of the opinion, in which I fully con: 
cur, that a permanent force of about sixty-nine clerks, ex- 
clusive of the chief clerk, is required for the prompt and 
efficient discharge of ; the laborious and important duties of 
that bureau, and that the increase should be made to the 
second and third classes; thatis tu say, five to the second 
and fifteen to the third. ` This would give ten clerks of the 
first elass, as at present; thirty-five, instead of thirty, of the 
second class; twenty, instead of five, of the third class, and 
four of the fourth class, as at present. ‘his change wonld 
make the classification. of the clerks in the Pension Office 
correspond soniewWhat with that in the other Departments 
and bureaus.” 

Ofalltheclerksin the Executive Departments, embraced 
by the act of March 3, 1853, T find that about one fifth are 
of the first, one half of the second, one fourth of the third, 
and one fifteenth’of the fourth class. The proportion of 
the several classes now in the Pension Office is about one 
fifth. of the first class, three fitihs of the second, one tenth of 
the third, and one twelfth of the fourth class. ‘The addition of 
five clerks to class two, and of fifteen to class three, as now 
asked; would give to class one about one seventh, to class 
two, fourth sevenths, to class three about one fourth, and to 
class fourth about. one seventeenth, which is as near an 
approximation to the general proportions as can well be 
obtained. 

Many of the clerks now receiving the lower salaries are 
obliged to: perform duties corresponding in responsibility 
and intricacy‘to those discharged by clerks in the other 
bureaus as woll as theirown, who receive the salary affixed 
tothe grade or class next above them; and they perform 
their duties as faithfully and as well, and it is but just that 
they should receive the same amount of compensation. 

T would, therefore, earnestly recommend that provision 
be made in the deficiency bill authorizing an increase of 
the number of clerks in the Pension Office of the second 
elass from thirty to thirty-five, and those of the third class 
fram five to twenty, ng the Commissioner requests. 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

: R. W, McCLELLAND, Secretary. 
Hon R, M. T. HUNTER, - 
Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


Mr. HENN. I propose to amend the section 
by striking out the following words: 

In the office of the. Register of the Treasury, three clerks 
of class (our, to include the clerk now authorized to take 
charge of the redemption of stocks, 

That will leave in the office of the Commissioner 
of Pensions five clerks of class two, and fifteen 
clerks of class three, I do not see any necessity 
for the increase of force in the office of the Register; 
but I think there is a great necessity for an in- 
crease of the clerical force in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. I believe every man in 
thie House has had more or less business to trans- 
act with that office. All who have had occasion 
to do any business there have found that the 

resent Commissioner hag succeeded in bringing 
nis office from a state of great confusion to a con- 
dition of perfect simplicity afl order. 1 believe 
every man who has had any business at that office 
is willing to concede that the Commissioner would 
not ask anything but what was absolutely neces- 
sary forthe public service. So far as I have heard, 
he has, upon all occasions, given the mast perfect 
satisfaction to all the members of this House; and 
I hope that the clerks he asks for will be provided 
by this bill. 

Mr. PRATT. I fully concur with my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. Henn] in the remarks he has 
just. made. I hope his amendment will prevail, 
and that the section, as amended, will pass. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Ienn; and it 
was agreed to. 

_ Mr. HIBBARD. I move to amend the remain- 
ing clause of the amendment by striking out the 
word “fifteen,” in the fifth line of page twenty- 
seven of the printed bill, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixteen,” so as that there shall 
be sixteen clerks of class three. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

from New Hampshire [Mr, 


If the gentleman 
Hisgarp] will allow 


the'first class, thirty of the second, five of the. 
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me to offeran amendment, 
approbation. © $ 7 

Mr. HIBBARD. Iam very wiling to allow 
purpose I ask 


perhaps it will meet his 


the gentleman to do so, and for that 
to. withdraw: my amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was accord- 
ingly withdrawn, | ` EE 

Mr. JONES. I propose to. insert after the 
word ‘* pensions,” in the fourth line of the twenty- 
seventh page of the bill, the following words: 
‘cin. lieu of the temporary clerks now employed 


therein,’’-so as to make the clause read as follows:" 


That from and after the passage of this act, there shall 
be, in addition to the clerks authorized by the third section 
of the act of March 3, 1853, entitled ** An act making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1854,” in the 
office of the Registef of the Treasury, three clerks of class 
four, to include the clerk now authorized to take charge of 


‘the redemption of stocks, and in the office of the Commis- 


sioner of Pensions, in lieu of the temporary clerks now em- 
ployed therein, five clerks, &c. . 


Several Mempers. That is right. 
Mr. JONES. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will 
support this-amendment of the Senate. The Com- 


mittee of Ways and. Means non-concurred with | 


this entire amendment; but, upon reflection, and 
on a more thorough understanding of tbe subject, 
I am satisfied that the appointment of the regular 
permanent clerks asked for by the Commissioner 
of Pensions, in lieu of the temporary clerks now 
employed there, will be promotive of the dispatch 
of public business; and it will he economical and 
right. 

Mr. STRATTON. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee if it is proposed that these 
additional permanent clerks, shall be selected from 
the different clerks temporarily employed there? 

Mr. JONES. I should think that these addi- 
tional clerks asked for will be selected out of the 
temporary force now employed in that bureau. 

Mr. BRIDGES. 1 wish to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee one question. flow many tem- 
porary clerks are there now employed in the of- 
fice of the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know exactly. 

Mr. WALSH. All Democrats here are tem- 
porary clerks. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I will answer the question 
asked by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. A 
week ago there were ninety-seven clerks employed 


in the bureau of the Commissioner of Pensions— | 


fifty permanent clerks, and forty-seven temporary. 
And | would further say, that the previous Com- 
missioner of Pensions had, in all, one hundred 
and forty clerks employed; and, without meaning 
to cast any reproach on that officer, I would say 
that the condition of affairs in the office when Mr. 
Waldo, the present Commissioner, entered on 
his duties, was six months in arrears, as I am 
informed, and that he has now brought it up. 
There are now, as I have said, forty-seven tem- 
porary clerks employed; or, at least there was that 
number employed when I obtained this informa- 
tion, a week or two ago. I trust, therefore, that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
will be adopted in lieu of that which I proposed. 
I,asa member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, am of opinion that the report by that 
committee, unfavorable to this amendment, was 


founded ona mimipprenension of the facts, and | 


that it is a just an 
desire to see adopted, 

Mr. STRATTON. I am in favor of allowing 
these additional clerks for the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. I desire, however, that 
the Commissioner may be allowed to classify and 
select them from the temporary clerks who are 
now employed in the office. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have but a word to say to 
the committee on this subject. As a member of 


proper amendment, which I 


the Committee of Ways and Means, I thought it | 


best not to concur in the amendment of the Senate. 
But a man is never too old to learn. Since that 
time I have conversed with the Secretary of the 
Interior. I believe I can be just towards men, 
and to the actions of men, everywhere; and I will 
state that I have always found that gentleman to 
be an honorable man. I have not, however, 
merely taken his word on this subject, but he laid 
before me the reasons which induced him to ask 
for an increase of his clerical force. lam satisfied 
that the proposition made by the gentleman’ from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] in his amendment, is an 
entirely proper one. I shall vote for it here, and 


think that the committee will be right in voting 
for it. 1 think, also, that what was struck out by 
the gentleman from Tennessee is properly struck 
out. : : 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wantto propose 
another amendment to this section. ‘| move to in- 
sert, in line sixth, after the word ‘ section,” the 
words ‘until the 30th of June, 1854.” So that: 
it shall limit the appropriation made by this act to 
the current year. {t will then read: ` ? 

e And said clerks shall be paid, according to the provis- 
ions of said section, until the 30th of June, 1854, out of any 
money in the ‘Treasury, not otherwise appropriated.” . > 

This amendment is intended to’ prevent the 
making of a standing and indefinite appropriation 
for the payment of these clerks; ‘and to require 
that the sum shall be appropriated for that pur- 
pose each year, in the same manner as is required 
in reference to the salaries of all other officers of 
the Government. : 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Jones; and it was agreed to. 

x The amendment as amended was then adopted. 

The fifty-first amendment was then reported, as 
follows: 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That the portion of 
the seventh section of the act of the 26th of August, 1852, 
entitled “ An act to provide for executing the public print- 
j ing and establishing the prices thercof, and. for other pur- 
poses,”? which provides * that when any documents shalt 
be ordered to be printed by both Houses of Congress, the 
entire printing of such documents shal) be done by the print- 
er of that House which first ordered the same,” is hereby 
repealed; and when there are different printers for the re- 
spective Houses, each shall do the printing which may 
hereafter be ordered by the Flouse electing him; and so 
much of the printing for the Execntive Departments and 
bureaus of the Government as is ordered by the said act to 
be done by the public printer, shall be equally divided be- 
| tween the printers of the two Houses. 


Mr. NICHOLS here obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield me the floor, in order to enable me 
to offer an amendment to that fifty-first section. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I yield the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words: 

“ And so much of the printing for the Executive Depart- 
ments and bureaus of the Government as is ordered by 
the said act to be done by the public printer, shall be equal- 
ly divided between the printers of the two Houses.” 

There is, in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, a ne- 
cessity for the adoption of the Senateamendment, 
as proposed to be amended by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. It is well known that at this 
time a controversy exists between the public print- 
ers of the two Houses; as the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate have each elected a dif- 
ferent printer. That controversy, which is now 
being settled in the courts of this district, has 
arisen between them in reference to the printing 
ordered by the two Houses. The law, under 
which these printers are elected, provides that 
when any document shall be ordered to be printed 
by both Houses of Congress, the entire printing 
of such document shall be done by the printer 
of that House which fifst ordered the same. In 
the debates which have taken place in this Capitol, 
in reference to the public printing, it has been in- 
timated that there has been great haste on the part 
of the House, in ordering such and such docu- 
ments to be printed, in order that the House 
printer might have the printing, not only of the 
quantity ordered by the Flouse itself, but that sub- 
sequently ordered by the Senate. 

Again, the law provides that whenever the same 
document shall be ordered to be printed by both 
Houses of Congress within three weeks of each 
other, but one composition shall be charged for the 
same document. e propose that that provision 
shall remain, so that if it should hereafter happen 
that both Houses elect the same printer, that print- 
er will be entitled to only one composition. Now, 
in the debates which have been had upon this sub- 
ject of printing, it has been stated that this double 
composition amounts to from $12,000 to $16,000 
per Congress. That was the estimate which was 
submitted by the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing. Here arises a difficulty in carrying out this 
last direction under the last provision of the sec- 
tion which we propose to strike out. Under the 
existing law the departmental printing is to be ex- 


ra 


ji ecuted by the public printer. But there being two 


| public printers the Department has the right to 
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select between the two elected by the diferent 
branches. Under the existing law the Executive 
Departments may procure ali their printing by one 
of the printers, or they may make such division 
between the two as they may think proper. : But 
under the section which the Senate propose to 
insert, and. a part of which the Committee of 
Ways and Means propose to strike out, it is pro- 
vided that so much of the printing for the Executive 
Departments and bureaus.of the Government as 
is ordered by the said act to bedone by the public 
printer, shall be equally divided between the print- 
ers of the two Houses. 

Now, Í want to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the confusion and difficulty that, it seems to 
me, must necessarily result in carrying outthis.pro- 
vision, if it is practical to carry it out at all, so as 
to make an equal division of the matter between 
the two offices. It will give rise to endless diffi- 
culty. The heads of Departments, and the heads 
of bureaus, each have their own printing to be 
done, independent of that done by the others; and 
what rule are they to adopt by which the printing 
ordered by the Departments or bureaus shall be 
divided in equal quantities to the printers of the 
two Houses, or divided in such a manner as that 
each shall receive the same amount of compensa- 
tion? 

Mr. HENN. I wish to inquire if, under 
this section which the Senate have ordered to be’ 
adopted, every document that is ordered to be 
printed by the Departments would not have to be 
given to both printers, and whether we should not 
have to pay for composition at both offices? 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘Phat would depend upon the 
manner in which the division was made. If the 
law was so construed that every document ordered 
by a head of a Department, or by a head of a 
bureau, of which one thousand copies were to be 
printed, must be given five hundred copies to one 
printer, and five hundred to the other, we should, 
of course, have to pay the expense of double 
composition; for that is provided for in a prece- 
ding part of the section. 

Mr. WALSH. | will suggest that, as far as 
the matter of double composition is concerned, 
it would be impracticable to carry it out in the 
manner suggested by the gentleman from Iowa. 
It isto be carried out as ‘far as practicable, and 
that settles the whole matter. ; 

Mr. NICHOLS. l agree with the gentleman 
from Missouri in what he has said upon the im- 
propriety of adopting the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. I do not see why any of it should be retained, 
and I therefore move to strike out the whole 
section, 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order to op- 
pose the amend ment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri, if the gentleman desires to make any 
remarks, 

Mr. NICHOLS. Ido not desire to speak upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I do. lam glad 
to hear the gentleman from Missouri say that the 
Committee of Ways and Means have agreed to 
the first portion of the amendment of the Senate, 
which is to the effect that the printer of each 
House is to do the printing ordered by that House. 
It will lead to a little additional expense, to be sure, 
but then I consider thata matter of small importance | 
when taken in connection with the much more 
important question which is involved. The im- 
portance of this amendment cannot be better illus- | 
trated than by what has already occurred since the 
election of two different printers by the two differ- 
ent branches of Congress. There is now a con- 
troversy going on between these printers in refer- 
ence to the printing of the Patent Office report, and 
a controversy in respect to which it seems to me 
impossible that there can betwo opinions. I have 
examined the matter carefully; but the Joint Com- | 
mittee on Printing have decided that they haveno 
jurisdiction over thesubject. One of these parties 
‘is a friend, the son of a friend, and the grandson 
of my grandfather, and I advised him to ask for 
a mandamus from the court, so clear did I consider 
the case. He went into the circuit court, and that 
court decided that the Committee on the Public 
Printing was the tribunal for the decision of the 
matter. The Committee on the Public Printing 
decided that it had no jurisdiction. The case has | 
now gone to the Supreme Court; and there is no | 
knowing what may be the decision of that Court. | 


Msense of this committee will reject the section en- 


All of us who are lawyers know the difficulty of 


etting a mandamus. It is an extreme remedy. | 
There it is: the circuit court; one of the ablest 
courts in the country, saying that the Committee 
on the Public Printing has jurisdiction, and that 
committee saying that it has no jurisdiction; and 
-you leave it to an employee of the Government to 
decide in matters of right, utterly irresponsible to 
anybody. You give him an amount of patronage 
in respect to the press relating to a large job that 
ought not to be intrusted to. any irresponsible indi- 
vidual on the face of the earth, unless he wants to 
open the floodgates of corruption.. It is bettér 
that a little more should be paid for printing than; 
that this state of things should be permitted to 
exist. I agree with the Committee of Ways and 
Means in respect to that matter. t 

Now I come to the point on which I disagree 
with them, on whichthe Senate proposes that the 
Executive printing should be divided equally be- 
tween the two printers. Well, it does not follow 
that when one thousand copies of a circular are to 
be printed, that five hundred copiesare to be printed 
by one office, and five hundred by the other, and 
that both are to be paid for composition. The 
obvious meaning of the clause is, that there shall 
be an equitable distribution of the printing be- 
tween the printers of the two Houses. Well, is not 
that right? Is not equality equity? Why, sir, 
do you mean, in a country where more depends 
on the purity and independence of the press than 
upon anything else on the face of the earth, to put 
it into the hands of the Departments to foster the 
printer of one House of Congress at the expense 
of the printer of the other House? When the 
two Houses, for political or other purposes, choose 
different printers, are you to put it into the hands 
of the Departments to crush one and to build up 
the other? Are you to put it into their power to 
hold g rod of terror over both presses? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I understand 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
is to strike out. I am instructed by the Joint 
Committee on the Public Printing to move the fol- 
lowing amendment to what is proposed to be 
stricken out: 

Provided, That composition in no case shall be paid for 
where the work is not actually performed. 

The object of that amendment is simply to pre- 
vent the Government’s having to pay for compo- 
sition which is not actually performed; for in- 
stance, in cases where the headings and soforth are 
changed, and the same type is used to print doc- 
uments for the Senate which have been ordered 
by the House, or for the House which have been 
ordered by the Senate. 

Mr. PRATT. I am opposed to theamendment 
of the gentleman from Rennitey, and certainly 
there is no reason why I should not be opposed: 
to the whole amendment of the Senate; for there 
ig no more propriety in incorporating such a sec- 
tion in the deficiency bill, than there would be in 
incorporating a section to organize two companies 
of United States dragoons. It is entirely out of | 
place. I hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky will not prevail, and that the good 


tirely. 

The question was then taken on Mr. STANTON’ S` 
amendment, and it was agreed to. i 

Mr. HAVEN moved a pro forma amendment, 
and said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word | 
or two in reference to this matter. It is true that 
the Committee of Ways and Means have recom- 
mended the course which has been stated by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Puexps,] but that 
committee will do me the justice to say, that I told 
them, in- reference to this particular amendment, 
that I could not concur with them in that commit- 
tee, in this committee, in the House, or anywhere | 
else; and that I would consider myself at full lib- 
erty to oppose it here and everywhere. 

i apie Mr. Chairman, with the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr: Pratt,] who has just ad- 
dressed the committee, that this whole section | 
ought to be stricken out of this deficiency bill. It | 
has no business here; it has no business anywhere. | 
The law that was passed atthe first session of the 
last Congress, after great labor and much discus- | 
sion, tribulation, and difficulty, answered. our 
purpose very well. Since then our: printing has | 
been well done, and upon good paper, and,’ as it | 
happens, upon not unreasonable terms.: ~ Whether‘ 
it is wise or unwise that the two. Houses- should. 
have power to elect different printers, is not a 


matter which I propose ‘now to stop të discuss; 
for the law gives them that*power,’ But T doii- 
tend to say, that if the two Houses choose to’elect 
different printers, I am-opposed, and, ia’ my opit- 


ion, sound policy. is opposed, -to'dny increase of 
the pay for the work; =: 9% is 05: ao 
Sir, what will the people'sf-the-country say ‘of 


this Congress? ` Let us pause:for moment and 
see where weare, and what wearedoitig. There 
are bills upon your table in. relation to:all thé‘or- 
ganized Territories of the Union; proposing to sep- 
arate the office of superintendent of indian ‘affairs 

from. that of Governor, and to give additional 
compensation to the Governors; and an’ entirely 
new, independent, and additional salary to the su 
perintendents of Indian affaira®:) 0.) oe 

- We have been making with a liberal hand new 

ports of entry, to make ‘places for new custom- 
house officers and appointees, We have créated 
new land districts.and established ‘new land offices, 
drawing after them new registers; receivers, clerks, 
and employees; and in the bill which passed this 
House the other night, (at the hour when-burgla- 
ries are generally committed,) for the organization 
of the two Territories of Kansas and ‘Nebraska, 

where the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, speak- 

ing from the spot, says that on the-1lth of Octo- 

ber last there were but three white men to'be'gov- ` 
erned, you propose to make twonew Governors, 

two superintendents of Indian ‘affairs, two ‘secre- 
taries; six judges, two marshals, and two district 

attorneys, giving them allas high:salaries as the 
officials inany other Territories receive; andi may 
be allowed to add, I hope, Mr.:Chairman, by way 

of parenthesis, and as showing ‘the: beauties of 
non-intervention as contained in-that'bill; not'one 

of this brood of officers are to be elected or chosen 

by the people of those Territories,: (if there are’ 
any people there;) but they are to be‘ selected, 

commissioned, and forced upon that pedple by a 
non-intervention Administration. in this city of 
Washington—more than a thousand miles. from 
the people to be governed—the people having not 
one word to say on the subject, and nothing todo 
with it but submissively to bow to this: central: 
Government, And the selection is to be: made: 
from the expectant and- anxious men -who are’ 
singing praises to the great doctrine, or principle, 
as they say, of non-intervention, and of allowing 
the people of the Territories to govern themselves 
in their own way.: What fallacious: reasons can 
be made satisfactory to men who can find none 
more substantial for perpetrating: a great wrong. 

In addition to all these new: places, as a reward 
to faithful followers, you have on your table bills 
for the creation of the office of .a new surveyor’ 
general for New Mexico, for Utah, and, I believe, 
for Washington and Minnesota, with’a corps of 
clerks and employees to each. Sir, I will not:go 
further with the enumeration now; `.: 

All of these places, and many more of like 
character, seemingly made for the occasion, are to 
be filled, and the officers are to be paid by this 
General Government. 

Well, sir, this is by no means all; for here, in 
this bill, it is proposed to raise the salaries of 
officers in California, and now we have this. prop- 
osition to increase the pay for the public printing. 
We cannot move a step in this House, without 
voting away money, money, and voting for. pat- 
ronage, patronage, and voting.-plunder, ‘plunder, 
in every way and shape;~we are fastened to: this 
system of legislation, and- cannot escape; we are 
like poor Mr. Pickwick, who had to lead his ter- 
rible horse round and round all day, and could 
not get rid-of him. .Now I would be liberal, and 
I would give money and patronage where. the 
good of the country requires it. Nay, I have 
gone further, and voted it when there was any 
reason for it whatever; but I put my foot down 
here; I intend this House shall-know, and I want 
the country to know, that all of this legislation is 
nothing, and means nothing but money, patronage, 
plunder, and jobs, and is only needed to stop the 
ery of hungry partisans, who can bé quieted 
only in this way, and by these means, . 

Sir, if the Senate have seen fit to go into a, fool« 
ish crusade for the purpose of getting up an addi- 
tional office or printing establishment, so asto give 
additional pay, let. them take care of their own: 
children; let them provide for their own offspring. 
It is sufficient for my purpose to. knowthat, under 
| the law passed, through much difficulty, the print- 
| ing business has so far worked well; and there is 
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no occasion, in my opinion, hereor in the country, 
‘to have it disturbed for the single and simple pur- 
-pose of putting money into the hands of men who 
-have been appointed under the law as it now is, | 
and entered upon their duties with a full knowl- 
edge.of what that law contains. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia... Putting money 
~merely-into the hands of somebody! ‘Into whose | 
hands is:money put by this bill? I am amazed 
at the argument made by thegentleman from New 
“York, [Mr. Haven,] because I am conscious 
that.the effect of this amendment is to take a ter- 
Fifie source of patronage fromthe hands of the 
Executive. .Although I am friendly to the Exec- | 
ntive, yet I do not think that the power ought to 
be vested in the Executive Department, or with 
an appointee of the President, to enable him, by 
his.own will, by his own diction, to build up the 
organ of one branch of Congress at the expense 
ofanother. In comparison with the control of 

such a power.as that gives, what is the sum of 
$15,000 ima Government like ours? Taking the 
relation of the two Houses of Congress to each | 
other—each electing its own printer, the editor of 

a paper—what is the sum of $15,000 in compari- 
son with the power and patronage you put into 
the hands of the Executive in controlling these 
pressen, Divide the printing, and when the two 

Louses elect two printers, let the printer of each 
House do. the work of the particular House to 
which he was elected. What could be more 
proper than that? Would it not be far better to 
do that, although you pay a little more extra 
compensation, than to have these parties in court, 
engaged in a controversy and strife aboutit? The 
court have decided that the Committee on Printing 
was the tribunal to settle this matter; but that 
committee say that they have no jurisdiction over 
the matter. I undertake to say, trom my knowl- 
edge of the subject, that the merits of the case are 
against the position of the Superintendent of 
Printing; and though both tribunals, in the pre- 
cise case that has gone before them, erred in the 
matter, each one decided they had no authority to 
correct it, : 

Is it not better that the printer of the Flouse 
should execute the printing of the [Touse, and the 
printer of the Senate the printing of the Senate, 
uud that the printing of the Executive documents 
should be divided between them? I understand 
the position of my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Havem] but I hope he is reckoning without his 
host, Fle thinks the next House of Representa- | 
tives is going to be Whig, and that is the secret 
of his zeal about this matter. (Laughter.] I 
think he is mistaken. He desires to retain the | 
printing as at present, knowing that the Senate | 
will continue Democratic, so that a Whig printer 
may be elected for the next House of Repre- 
sentatives, and have the whole patronage of this | 
body. But, I repeat, the gentleman is reckoning 
without his host. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now pend- 
ing is the amendment offered by the gentleman | 
from New York, [Mr. Haven.] 

Mr. HAVEN. I withdraw it. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs 
upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
irom Missouri, (Mr. Prrexps.] 

Mr. ORR. . Lrenew.the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haven.] 
Mr. Chairman, I concur with the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Prarr,} as to the propriety of 
the amendment which he offered 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrapting.) I rise to a 
question of order, The amendment of my friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has been defeated 
before. 

- Mr. ORR. No; it was withdrawn, and I re- 
new it. 

Me. LETCHER. Well, still itis notin order. 
i Mr. ORR. It is in order, and I have aright to ; 

oit: : 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman-from South Carolina is in order. 

. Mr. ORR. concur, Mr. Chairman, with the | 
sentiment ofthe gentleman from Connecticut, that 
this amended section heréis just as legitimate in 
this bill as if a section had been incorporated in 
H to raise two additional regiments of mounted 
volunteers, What is:the:title of the bill? It is | 
‘+ A bill to supply the deficiencies inthe appropri- 
ation for the service of the fiscal yearending 30th 
Jane, 1854.” And yet you have ayindependent 


section here, the object of which is not to make 

the appropriation of a single dollar. No, not a 

single cent is appropriated in this section which | 
proposes to repeal a material part of an act of 

Congress on a subject which is wholly different, į 
and totally disconnected from the bill itself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it has been very much the 
habit, during thelast few years, to send back to this 
House, ‘from the other wing of the Capitol, bills 
loaded down with matter illegitimate—which ought 
to be out of order in any deliberative assembly at 
all—with the expectation that this House will be 
forced, by combinations of the various matters | 
introduced, to pass measures which otherwise 
would be objectionable. 

Now, sir, we passed this bill to regulate the 
printing, as has bein observed by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Haven,] a year and a half 
ago. 1 believe, myself, that it has worked well. | 
There has but one difficulty sprung up, and that 
is a controversy between the printers as to cer- 
tain printing ordered by the two Houses. This | 
is not, sir, in my judgment, a serious difficulty. 
It is not a difficulty which requires to be remedied 
by us. And, besides, Mr. Chairman, if this sec- 
tion be adopted in the way in which it came from 
the Senate, it will devolve on the Government an 
additional expenditure of not less than $20,000 ! 
per annum. What is the necessity of this addi- 
tional expense? Is it simply for the purpose of 
preventing the quarreling of the two printers? 
Does this quarreling affect us at all? 

Mr. COBB. Oh, no; let them keep at it. 

Mr. ORR. What, then, is the necessity of 
changing this law, and devolving this $20,000 ad- 
ditional expense on the Government? It might | 
have been proper at the outset. ‘The bill should 
have provided against any difficulty arising. I 
think that the only arrangement which could have 


been made, was made in saving the extra Sst of |! 


double composition in the work which the two 
Houses might order to be printed. i 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the first part of the sec- 
tion recommended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means should be adopted, there is no chance of a 
controversy arising. And the only excuse for 
making the change here, is, that the two printers 
may, if the change is not made, continue to get 
into controversies. But I think that it is time for 
this TJouse and this committee to assert its inde- | 
pendence. Itis time that the committee should 
declare its opposition, its hostility to this system 
of legislation, which is to incorporate everything 
into a deficiency bill, whether legitimate or illegit- 
imate, and which comprises propositions to repeal 
general laws, which, perhaps, if they were taken 
on their own merits, it would be impossible to 
get through the two Houses. I hope the section, 
in the first place, will be stricken out; and if this is 
not done, then Í hope that the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee of Ways and Means 
will be concurred in. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Iam opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] and I simply desire to say 
a single word in reference to it. It is this: Some 
inconvenience and difficulty does ensue to the | 
ELouse in consequence of the controversy arising 
out of the different constructions of this law. A } 
few weeks ago oneof the printers to Congress made | 
an application to the courts for a writ of man- i 


damus to compel the Superintendent of Printing to | 
discharge his.duty in giving to him the printing 
of matter ordered by the House of Representa- | 
tives. The court granted a temporary injunction, 
which tied up the two printers; and neither of | 
them could do the work which was required, and 
which we were all clamoring for every day. The | 
work which we wanted performed has thus been 
stopped by order of the court, because the print- 
ers were not allowed to proceed with it. 

Mr. HAVEN, (interrupting.) And the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayy] says it was 
done on his advice. m 

Mr. STANTON. I do not know on whose 
advice the mandamus was applied for; I merely 
desire to show that, under the present law, some | 
inconvenience and difficulty has ensued in the | 
printing ordered by this House. 

Mr. DEAN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Sranron] if the injunction | 
of which he speaks has not been dissolved? 

- Mr. STANTON. It was dissolved; but the! 


injunction created a delay in the public printing of 
a week or more. 

Mr. ORR. If there is no objection, I will with- 
draw my amendment. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
withdrawn. f 

Mr. BARRY. Itseems to me that this is merely 
a contest and squabble between two public print- 
ers, in which neither this House nor the Senate 
have any interest; for, by whomsoever the printing 
is done, it is well done. 

I submit this further proposition: If there is a 
suit pending upon the construction of a law which 
has been passed by Congress, whether it is com- 
petent for Congress to step in and settle the diffi- 
culty by passing another law, or giving a con- 
struction to the existing law? Rights have already 
accrued under the law as it was passed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (interrupting.) 
That is not contemplated by thisamendment. Its 
provisions are to apply hereafter. 

Mr. BARRY. ‘The reason alleged for passing 
this amendment is, that difficulties have- arisen 
between the printers already elected; and] sup- 
posed the inference to. be, that the object of the 
amendment was to settle those difficulties. 

Mr. STANTON. Not at all. The object is 
to prevent future difficulties, 

Mr. BARRY. Then there is no necessity 
whatever for the passage ofa law. The sole pur- 
pose seems to be to pay $25,000 for fear that the 
printers of the two Houses may have a contest— 
about what? About what they are to receive for 
doing the public printing. If they are so well 
paid that ‘they can afford to spend a portion of 
theirreceipts in litigation, what business is that to 
the Senate and the House? It is admitted that, 
under the present law, their duties are well dis- 
charged. But itis said that the object is to pre- 
vent the possibility of future difficulties; and they 
a willing to incur $20,000 additional expense for 
that. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interrupting.) I 
would say to the gentleman that the printing of 
the agricultural part of the Patent Office report 
is hung up in the Supreme Court, and I do not 
believe that the matter can be decided at this term. 
Is not that an inconvenience to the House, the 
Senate, and the country? Is it not an incon- 
venience which ought to be avoided in future? 
The object of this amendment is to provide against 
the recurrence of such an evil. 

Mr. BARRY. I do not know how Congress 
can prevent the printers of the two Houses, who 
are waxing fat upon the profits of that print- 
ing and that of the Departments, from spending 
as much as they please in litigation. If the object 
is to prevent the possibility of future litigation, I 
know of no way to accomplish that object, except 
by paying them so little that they will become so 
poor that they cannot litigate further. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to make one additional 
remark. If there be a defect in the existing law, 
the Committee on Printing ought to be aware of 
the fact. They are specially charged with that 
duty. Let that committee bring in a bill to 
amend the Jaw, wherever there exists a defect; 
but let us not attempt, in this side-bar sort of a 
way,to change the law, when we cannot have 
the opportunity to investigate the subject, and 
before the matter has been referred to the Com- 


I| mittee on Printing. 


Mr. HAVEN. Andlet me add tothe remarks 
of the gentleman from South Carolina by say- 
ing, that by the rules of the House, a report from 
that committee is admitted at any time, and the 
report so made takes precedence of any other 
subject. 

Mr.STANTON, of Kentucky. But that com- 
mittee has no right to originate anything, but can 
only act upon matters which are referred to them. 
That is provided for by the law of the land, as 
well as by the rules of the House. . 

Mr. ORR. Would not this very thing give. 
that committee sufficient grounds to report a bill? 

Mr. STANTON, Not at all. We have no 
jurisdiction over it—none in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. BARRY. 
withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 


If there is no objection, I will 
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The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Pustes, it was put; and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DEAN. I now move to strike out the 
remainder of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The question is upon the non- 
concurring in the Senate amendment, as amended; 


and by voting in the negative, the gentleman will’ 


accomplish the object of his motion. 

Mr. DEAN. That being the case, I withdraw 
my amendment. 
_ Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I again pro- 
pose the amendment to the section, as it now 
stands, which was previously submitted by me, 
and adopted, but which fell by the rejection of the 
section in which it was incorporated. I take this 
occasion, also, to say that I know the sentiments 
of the Committee on Printing upon this subject, 
and they are in favor of this portion of the sec- 
tion, with the amendment I now offer. | move 
the following: 

Provided, That compensation in no case shall be paid 
Where the work is not actually performed. 

The question was then taken; ‘and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment of the Senate, as amended; and 
decided in the negative. 


The fifty-second amendment was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatie expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes,” as 
provides for compensation to the Spanish consul and others, 
for losses occasioned by violence at New Orleans and at 
Key West, in the year 1851, shail be so construed as to place 
Michael Papprenitza, a subject of Austria, on the same 
footing with the subjects of Spain. 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate. The act referred to in 
this section provides compensation to the Spanish 
consul and ther Spanish subjects, for property 
destroyed by a mob in New Orleans, about the 
time of the Lopez expedition to Cuba. It appears 
that this Michael Papprenitza, an Austrian sub- 
ject, in some way also suffered losses by this same 
mob, We did not see any good reason, however, 
why.a subject of Austria should be embraced 
within the provisions of this act, and we therefore 
recommend a non-concurrence in the atnendment. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will tell my friend 
from Missouri what is the. propriety of includ- 
ing this Austrian subject within the provisions of 
this act. Hle comes precisely in the same category 
asthe Spaniards who are embraced in the pro- 
visions of that act did. He was an Austrian, but 
he was mistaken for a Spaniard. He suffered in 
the same manner, by the same mob, that the Span- 
iards did. The law to which this section refers I 
drew myself, and I confined it to Spanish subjects. 
The law was put upon the ground that it was not 
right that innocent persons should suffer for the 
offenses of the Spanish Government. The out- 
rages were committed because of certain acts of 
the Spanish Government in Cuba, and we did not 
think these persons ought to suffer for it. Well, 
now, sir, this Austrian subject presents a much 
stronger case than the Spanish ones did. His 
property was destroyed by the same mob, they 
supposing him to be a Spanish subject. It was 
purely through a mistake. But the law does not 
provide for his case. I really do think this is an 
amendment which we ought to adopt. 1 have 

looked into the case, and know all aboutit. It 
really presents a stronger case than that of the 
Spaniards, 

Mr. HAVEN. I havenot looked into this mat- 
ter with any great degreeofcare. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Barty] says he has, and that 
it should be adopted. i have great confidence in 
his judgment ag chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to which this case more properly 
belongs. But, sir, I will state to the committee 
the reasons which led me to come to the conclu- 
sion which 1 did in reference to it; and I think 
the Committee of Ways and Means came to the 
same conclusions, for the same reasons. We 
thought that if we undertook to pay this gentle- 
man, who was not a Spanish subject, it would be 
recognizing a principle by which the Government 
would be made responsible for all the loss which 
was suffered by everybody on that occasion. 
This man had no connection with Cuba whatever, 


nor with Spanish affairs, more than any of the 
citizens of New Orleans. The committee thought 
there was no principle upon which this claim could 
be allowed, and that it would be setting a danger- 
ous precedent to allow it. I dé not understand 
the claim itself, however, to be one of any very 
great moment. lt involves only a small amount; 
and if the gentleman who is at the head of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs says it is proper 
that it should be paid, 1 will yield to the confi- 
| dence I have in his judgment. The committee 
recommended a non-concurrence because they 
thought it would be setting a dangerous prece- 
ent, 
The question was taken; and the amendment of 
the Senate was non-concurred in. 
The fifty-third amendment of the Senate was 
next read by the Clerk, as follows: 


Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That, for custom- 
houses and marine hospitals, and to complete the same, the 
following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
namely ; 
gues completing the custom-house at St, Louis, Missouri, 

00,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 
i $65,000 ; 

Eor completing the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$40, 3 

For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tuck y, 440,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Bath, Maine, 

v0, 00 5 
$ For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Deta- 
ware, $12,000 5 

For purchasing a site for a custom- house at Providence, 
Rhode Island, §24,000 ; 

For the purchase of a new site for the custom-house in 
| San Francisco, $250,000 ; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury is hereby authorized, if, in bis judgment, the public 
| interest will tiereby be promoted, to apply this appropri- 
| ation, aud as much as may be necessary of former appro- 
| priations, for the erection of a custom-house on the land 


reserved tor said purpose, to the purchase of a building or |; 


buildings for a custom-house and other public offices; and 
the said Secretary of the ‘I’ceasury is hereby directed to take 
all legal proceedings which may be necessary or advisable 
į to maintain and secure the possession and title ofthe United 
States to the lot heretofore selected for the site of a custom- 
house; 

For the erectìon of a custom-house at Portland, Maine, 
| including rooms for the United States court, and for a post 
office, $200,000 ; 

PA ee the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
? ? 

j To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$10,000 ; 


$8,000 ; : 

To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, 
$12,500. 

To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
5,000 ; 

‘To complete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
$2,000 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, $44,000 ; and to construct a marine hospital at Bur- 
lington, Lowa, $15,000. 

Amend the title by adding at the end thereof—and for 
other purposes. 


Mr. PHELPS. 
ommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
| Means, and not to enter into a discussion of the 
subject. This matter was diseussed when the 
deficiency bill was last before us. 

Mr. WALSH. And rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS. We recommend.a non-con- 
currence in the amendment, which appropriates 
$892,500. 

(Cries of ‘* Let us take the vote !”’] : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. By leave of my friend 
from Missouri, I would suggest that we have no 


mittee, but to let them go by default. Let them be 
voted down. I doubt whether there is a quorum 
here. If the friends of the items desire to unite 


in the House. . 
[Cries of “ That’s right!”’] 
Mr. PHELPS. I am much obliged to my 


that it will be adopied by the committee. _ 

Mr. HAVEN. Let me make a suggestion; I 
will not occupy a minute. 
I do not know that it will meet with the approba- 
tion of the committee, to strike out all the amend- 
ments, with the single exception of the appropria- 
tion for the Providence custom-house. 

Mr. WALSH. Providence will take care of 
that. [Laughter.] ae 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The appropriation for 
the California custom-house is the heaviest of the 


To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, Hlincis, 


I merely rise to state the rec- || 


discussion, no controversy on these items in com- | 


them to the bill, they can have the yeas and nays |; 


: friend from Kentucky for his suggestion, and hope | 


I would like, though |} 


entire amendments, While I shall'support it, yet 
thinking that, for the expedition of business, this 
matter should not be discussed, I. am. willing to 
accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 3 ae 

[Cries of *¢ That’s right !?"] w 

Mr, KNOX. I move to strike out the appro- 
priation of $65,000 for the custom-house at: Mo- 
bile, Alabama. sS 

Mr. Chairman, I submit the.amendment for the 
purpose of expressing the ‘reasons which will 
govern me in voting against this bill. If } were 
to wait until we got into the House, I should: be 
deprived of an opportunity to do so by the’ pre- 
vious question, Í object to all these appropria- 
| tions for custom-houses. I object to the whole 
bill, as commencing at the wrong end of legisla- 
j tion. What is the bill? Look at the first item in 

it. It provides for the pay of the Secretary of 
| State; and if you dook under all the headings into 
į which it is divided, you will see that the first item 
under each is to provide for the pay of some high 
officer of the Government. The bill provides:for 
the Government, and leaves the people to. take 
care of themselves. : 

Mr. PHELPS. Does not the gentleman from 
Hlinois know that at the last session of Congress 
the compensation of all the heads of Departments 
was raised ? : 

Mr. KNOX. I do; but so much the worse. 
I cannot yield to the gentleman.. I come now 
to the appropriations which 1 desire. to have 
stricken out. What is the object of all these ap- 
| propriations for custom-houses? It is to provide 
splendid palaces in your large cities, in which to 
exact your customs, which are collected from the 
whole country. There is not a word in this bill 
that looks to the interests of the great American 
people. It appropriates not one dollar for the im- 
provement of the navigable waters of the country, 
over which is carried the commerce which is to 
create the necessity for these expensive custom- 
houses. It is upon this ground that I shall vote 
against these appropriations for custom-houses, 
and against the whole bill. It commences at the 
wrong end. It is the duty of the Representatives 
of the people here to look first to the interests of 
their constituents. We are not here to legislate 
for the Government or forlargecities. I, for one, 
am not here to legislate for the exclusive benefit 
of the large cities and the high officers of the 
| Government. $ 

Mr. DEAN. 1 do not rise to discuss this mat- 
ter. I hope the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky and others will be complied with, and 
that we shall come to a vote at once. : 

Mr. KNOX. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
: the amendment of the Senate, and it was.decide 
in the negative. ‘ 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the committee do 
now rise, and report its action upon the amenda 
ments to the House, 
| ‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak~ 
| er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
CuaNDLER) reported that the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union had had the Union, 
| generally under consideration, and particularly 
i the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency 
| bill, in some of which they had concurred, in 
; others non-concurred, and others they had directed 
| him to report with amendments. ~ 

Mr. PHELPS. ł demand the previous ques- 


| tion upon the report just made, 
| Mr. KEITT. I simply desire to say, in con- 
| nection with someremarks I made yesterday, that 
| the commissioner, General Campbell, to whom I 
| alluded, designed to be understood that the esti- 
| mate sent to the House by the Secretary was 
| ample for all the purposes contemplated, and that 
i the $10,000 appropriated in the deficiency bill 
|| was sufficient for the current expenses of the year.: 
f The previous question was seconded, : 
| Mr. LETCHER. I movea call of the House, 
There are but very few members present. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late, as 
the previous question has been seconded, and the 
question now is upon ordering the main question 
| to be put. ; : 
The main question was then ordered to be put.. 
i Mr. CHASTAIN. I move that the House 
i adjourn. 


Mr. ORR...1-hope the gentleman from Geor- 
_gia (Mr. Cuastarm) will withdraw that motion, 
"as I think we can get through most of the amend- 
ments this afternoon. | ý 
~ Mr, CHASTAIN. 

‘Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. HOUSTON. i hope the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. W aksa] will not-insist upon his 

“motion. Let. us go through with the bill, and 
‘agreé'to the amendments that arè not controverted. 
Mr. WALSH. I would prefer having the op- 
ponents of the bill present as well as its friends, 
_who, by an. express order, have been hunted up 
by the boys. 
“Mr. HOUSTON. There are some amendments 
upon which we can all agree. 
. Mr. WALSH. There is not one which I am 
in favor of. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments 
will all be read through; and if any gentleman de- 
sires a separate vote upon any amendment he wili 
‘designate it, and then the House will proceed to 
“yote on such amendments upon which a separate 
vote was not asked. be 

‘Mr. WALSH. I withdraw my motion that 
the House adjourn. 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will 
report the amendments. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire simply 
to'ask whether the same object cannot be attained 
with a great saving of time by gentlemen naming 
the amendments upon which they require a sep- 
arate vote, without having them all read? 

Mr. WALSH. I wish to inquire whether, in 
the first reading of the bill, if a vote is not de- 
manded upon an amendment, it is considered as 
equivalent to paesing it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
upon concurring with the amendments of the Sen- 
ate as amended by the Committee of the Whole. 
They have been considered in Committee of the 
‘Whole, and reported to the House. The question 
now isin concurring or non-concurring with 
these various amendments. 

“Mr. TRACY. 1 desire a separate vote upon 
each one of these amendments. 

Mr. KNOX, Has the previous question been 
seconded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been sec- 
Peon and the main question has been ordered to 

€ put. 

Mr. KNOX. I would inquire whether a mo- 
tion to adjourn would now be in order? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

_Mr. KNOX. I move, then, that the House 
adjourn, 

The question was taken; and the Elouse re- 

fused to adjourn, 
The first, second, third, and fourth amendments 
of the Senate (published in the proceedings of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union in yesterday ’s. proceedings) were read con- 
secutively, and severally agreed to, 


1 withdraw the motion. 


The fifth amendment of the Senate, providing | 


certain payments to John Bozman Kerr, was read. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I ask the 
yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Isit the desire of 
the committee to take the question now, or wait till 
we have disposed of all the amendments to which 
there may be no objection ? 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is better for the com- 
mittee to pass on now, and take the yeas and nays 
afterwards. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no 
objection that course will be pursued, 

r. WALSH. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the yeas and nays are 
called now we may not have a quorum. 

Mr. WALSH. And is it proper to pass this 
bill without a quorum? 
Mr. HAMILTON. 

that; but— 

` Mr. WALSH, (interrupting.) [ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, or 
the gentleman who has charge of the bill, {Mr. 
Puetrs,] whether, if there is no objection to the 


I do not mean to intimate 


proposal to pass on now, and let the yeas and || 


nays be called afterwards, he will 
on this bill to-day ? 

Mr. PHELPS. Not. upon any controverted 
question. f hardly understand the gentleman’s 
question. If objection be made to any amend- 
ment, and the yeas and nays be ordered, the ques- 


pressa final vote 


I renew the motion to adjourn. | 


sirous, myself, that there should be a full House ||. 


to-morrow on, passing the bill. ` 

Mr. WALSH. Well, will you agree not to 
press the bill to a final vote to-day if i withdraw 
my objection? » 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH. Then i withdraw my objec- 


tion. . “ 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to appeal to 
my friend and colleague [Mr. Lercuer] in refer- 
ence to this matter of Mr. Kerr. It is a proposi- 


tion which I believe to be just; and I beg he will i 


withdraw his objection to it, and let it be agreed 
to. Jt is the first favor I have ever asked from 
my colleague, and if he grant this,1 will never ask 
another from him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Barxy] is not in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have the greatest respect 
for my colleague, and I shall be very willing to 
comply with his request so far as I can; bat there 
is an important principle involved in this amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All this is out 
of order. 

Mr. LETCHER, (continuing.) And I know 
that if I do not, somebody else would call for the 
yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The following Senate amendments, in which 
the Committee of the Whole recommended a con- 
currence, were agreed to by the House: 

Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 
22, 23, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 44. 

The following amendments, in which the Com- 
mittee of the Whole recommended a non-concur- 
rence, were rejected by the Hlouse: 

Nos. 11, 12, 14,.20, 26, 48. 


The following amendments of the Senate, in |} 


which the Committee of the Whole recommended 
a concurrence with amendments, were so con- 
curred in: 

Nos. 38, 39, 43, 46, 47, 50. 

The following amendments of the Senate com- 
ing up in order for concurrence, were objected to, 
and the yeas and nays demanded on their adop- 
tion, as indicated below: 

No. 10, by Mr. LETCHER. 

No. 24, by Mr. McDoveaLrk. 

. 25, by Mr. Lercnern. 

. 36, by Mr. Stanron, of Kentucky, 

. 37, by Mr. Baipars. 

. 40, by Mr. Tracy. 

: 41, by Mr. MceDoucatt, 

. 42, by Mr. Laruam. 

. 45, by Mr. RusseLL. 

. 49, by Mr. 
. 51, by Mr. 
. 52, by Mr. 
. 53, by Mr. Orr. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Clerk need not read the 
fifty-fourth amendment, as there will be a sepa- 
rate vote demanded upon it. 

Mr. WALSH. i move that the House do now 


BayLy, of Virginia. 
MORRISON. 


adjourn. , 
The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed t9. x 


The touse then (at a quarter to three o'clock, 
p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 25, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Winuram H. MILLBURN. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the credentials of | 


Hon. Francis Guerre, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of Connecticut a Senator from that State 


for the unexpired term of Flon. Truman Smith, | 


resigned. 

The credentials were read, and the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
GitLerre, he took his seat in the Senate. 

RAILROAD IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. BROWN. I have been waiting for several 
days to get an opportunity to introducea little bill 
which is interesting and very important to a por- 
tion of my constituents, if to nobody else. I now 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to allow 


me to introduce, at this time, a bill further to 


| of Mississip: 


It proposes further to amend the sixteenth sec- 
tion of the act of 1841, so as to give the consent 
of Congress to the change of the route of the rail- 
road therein mentioned, authorized by the act of 
the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, en- 
titled “ An act further to amend the several acts 
incorporating the Southern Railroad Company,” 
approved the 4th of February, 1854; and that the 
two per cent. of the sales of the public lands, 
relinquished by the act of Congress of 1841.to 
the State of Mississippi, may be applied to the 
construction of a railroad on the route adopted by 
that company, under said act of the Legislature 

l. 

Mr. BROWN. As I wish to have this bill 
passed now, I ask the Senate to indulge me for a 
moment in explaining it. It simply proposes to 
change the route of a railroad so as to avoid a 
very heavy grade—one which is found, upon sur- 
vey, to be impracticable, but which, by the act of 
Congress making the grant of two per cent. on 
the proceeds of the public lands to the State of 
Mississippi, it is required to pursue. The State 
of Mississippi has asked for this; and I suppose 
no one else is interested in it. That is the whole 
bill, though it hag a very potential title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it he to 
meet on Monday next. 

RESCUE OF LIEUTENANT STRAIN. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have been unanimously 
directed by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to report back to the Senate the joint resolution 
introduced by me a few days since, ** manifesting 
the sense of Congress towards Commander Ed- 
ward Marshall, commanding her Britannic Ma- 
jesty’s ship Virago, and the officers and crew 
who were detached by his order for the relief of 
the surveying party under the command of Lieu- 
tenant J. G. Strain.” I trust that, by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, this resolution may 
now be considered and passed. i 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

It proposes to request the President to procure 
gold medals, with suitable devices, one to be pre- 
sented to Commander Edward Marshall, com- 
manding the Virago; another to William C. For- 
syth, first lieutenant; one to Dr. William Ross; 
and another to Paymaster W. H. Fiills, as a 
testimonial of national gratitude for their generous 
and humane conduct, and well-directed efforts in 
extending relief to the surveying party of Lieu- 
tenant Strain, and saving thirteen suffering Amer- 
icans from death. i 

It proposes, also, to authorize the President to 
cause to be paid to each of the boat’s crew, who 
were engaged in the rescue of the surveying party, 
the sum of one hundred dollars, as evidence of the 
high sense entertained by Congress of their gener- 
ous assistance. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. FISH presented two petitions of citizens 
of the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of the Cortlandt District Theological 
Society, of the Methodist Episcopal Church, held 
at Cincinnatus, New York, protesting against the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise, or the organi-. 


i zation of the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, 


without a prohibition of slavery therein; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the city of New 
York, remonstrating against a repeal of the Mis- 


; souri compromise; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 
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Mr. FOOT presented documents in support of 
the claim of Sarah Movey, late the wife of James 
Movey, a revolutionary soldier, to a pension; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, documents in relation to theclaim of Fran- 
cis Hutinack, a revolutionary pensioner, to arrears 
of pension; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : 

Mr. RUSK presented a memorial of the route 
agents of the Post Office Department, praying an 
increase of compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. NORRIS presented a memorial of the offi- 
cers of the penitentiary of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying an increase of compensation; which | 
was referred to the Committee for the District of | 
Columbia. j f 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to present the petition 
of J. L. Collins. That gentleman called on me 
yesterday in reference to his claim on Congress, 
connected with the decisions of the recent board 
to examine the Mexican claims. It was a subject 
upon which my judgment, as a member of ‘the | 
special committee on that matter, was asked. The 
committee decided against the claim; but he thinks 
he has now such documentary testimony as will 
enable him to justify Congress in interfering in his 
behalf. I know nothing of the character of the 
individual, but I feel it my duty to present the 
petition, and I ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

It was so referred. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of An- 
drew Rankin, praying an extension of his patent 
for an improvement in the manufacture of hats; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, communicating a list of rejected 
applications for pensions, and recommending that : 
the act of February 3, 1853, ‘to continue half pay 
to certain: widows and orphans, be amended,” 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill extend- 
ing the provisions of the act of February 3, 1853, 
to widows of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
seamen, and marines, who served in the Navy of 
the Revolution; which was read, and passed to a | 
eas reading. The report was ordered to be | 

rinted. 
p He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the petition of Margaret Chandler, mother 
of Walter $ Chandler, of the Army, who was 
drowned while in the discharge of his duty, pray- 
ing a pension, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PETTIT, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a bill for the relief 
of L. E. L. A. Lawson, sole surviving heiress of 
General Eleazar Ripley, deceased, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill 
for the relief of the Pine Grove Academy in Lou- 
isiana, reported it back without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to confirm the claim of William ! 
H. Henderson, and the heirs of Robert Hender- | 
son, to five hundred acres of land in the Bastrop | 
grant, reported it back without amendment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, who made adverse | 
reports on a bill to authorize T. H. McManus to 
enter, by preémption, certain lands in the Greens- 
burg land district, Louisiana, and a bill for the 
relief of John Boyd, to move that they be recom- 
mitted to that committee. There has been an 
error, for which I was in fault, and we desire to 
repair that error. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to; and the 
order for printing the adverse reports in these 
cages was rescinded. ‘ 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a resolution of the 
Senate directing that committee to inquire into the 
expédiency of making an appropriation for a ma- 
rine hospital.at Pensacola, reported a bill provid- 
ing for the erection of a marine hospital building 
at Pensacola, in the State of Florida; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 


‘at ten minutes past one o’clock, a. m. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred a petition of ship-owners and others 
residing in Clinton and Westbrook, in Connecti- 
cut, praying that those towns may be annexed to 
the collection district of New Haven, reported a 
bill for that purpose; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of citizens of Florida, 
praying the erection of a marine hospital àt 
Appalachicola, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Texas, in favor of changing the port of 
entry from Point Isabel to Brownsville, and sun- 
dry memorials against the same, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the House bill to organize the Territo- 
ries of Nebraska and Kansas; the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment of Mr. Pearce to 
the fifth section, to strike out the words: 

é And those who shali have declared on oath their in- 
tention to become such, and shall have taken an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and the pro- 
visions of this act,” 

—so that the proviso shall read: 

“ Provided, ‘That the right of suffrage, and of holding 
Oflice, shall be exercised only by citizens of tthe United 
States.” 

Mr. BELL resumed the speech in which he 
was interrupted by the adjournment yesterday, 
and spoke an hour and a half. 

Mr. TOOMBS replied. 

Mr. BELL responded, 

The debate was continued by Messrs. Cuay- 
ron, Wave, Brown, BENJAMIN, SEWARD, Cass, 
Mason, MaLLory, and BAYARD. | 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment, and they were ordered, and, 
after some observations from Messrs. Jones of 
lowa, Burer, and Jones of Tennessee, at sev- 
enteen minutes past ten o’clock, p. m., were taken; 
and resulted—yeas 7, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Beil, Brodhead, Brown, Clay- 
ton, Pearce, aud Thompson of Kentucky—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Benjamin, Butler, 
Cass, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, 
Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Gillette, Gwin, Hunter. James, 
Johnson, Joncs of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 
Mason, Morton, Norris, Pettit, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Seward, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, Walker, Weller, Wil- 
liams, aud Wright—41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Debate was continued by Messrs. CHASE, 
Brown, BurLer, and WELLER. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER next addressed the Senate, and 
was followed in explanation by Mr. Mason. Mr. i 
‘Toucey aiso spoke,and Mr. Dovetas rose to close 
the debate. He spoke until one o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. TOUCEY made a few remarks, in which 
he said he should not obey the instructions of the 
Whig Abolition Legislature of Connecticut, as to 
the vote he should give on this bill, for which he 
assigned reasons. | 

The vote was taken on ordering the billtoa 
third reading; and resulted—yeas 35, nays 13; as 
follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs, Atchison, Badger, Benjainin, Brod- |; 
head, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Dawson, Douglas, Fitz- |! 
| 
1 


patrick, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson, Joues of lowa, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pet- |! 
tit, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Thomp- 
son of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Tou- 
cey, Weller, Williams, and Wright—35. 

NAYS—Messts. Allen, Bell, Chase, Clayton, Fish, Foot, 
Gillette, Hamiin, James, Seward, Sumner, Wade, -and |; 
Walker—L3. 


The bill was then read a third time, and passed, 


The Senate then adjourned. ii 
[The above debate will be found in the Appen- | 
dix.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 26, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wicuiam H. Mireurn. 
TREASURY REPORT ON BANKS. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to in- 


lution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. . 
The resolution was read, as follows: == 
Resolved, That fifteen hundred copies:of the: annual:re~ 

port of the Secretary of the Treasury on the condition ofthe 

banks of the United States, communicated-to this Hanae. on 
the Hih instant, be printed for the use of the ‘Treasury. De- 
partment. s mit 

Mr. STANTON. 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent, as the House is acting. under 
the previous question upon the amendments to the 
deficiency bill. No other business can be done, 
except by unanimous consent, while that matter 
is undisposed of. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the House will give 
its unanimous consent to its being put upon its 
passage. 

Mr. LETCHER. What does the Secretary of 
the Treasury want with them? , 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose he wants them for 
the ase of the Department. 

Mr. LETCHER. If there is any necessity for 
having that number of extra copies printed, E 
should like to know what that necessity is? 

Mr. DEAN. Gentlemen all over the country 
are sending for that report. It is to supply that 
want that these copies are needed. 

Mr. LETCHER. The House,-I suppose, 
prints enough to supply that demand. -It prints 
some fifteen hundred copies, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the 
gentleman from Virginia, and the resolution can- 
not now be put upon its passage. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
when this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
call for the yeas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only six- 
teen members seconding the demand. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I call for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Vai. were appointed; and, on a division, the tell- 
ers reported—ayes fifteen; not a sufficient number, 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to adjourn over till Monday next. ; 


troduce, from the Committee.on Printing; a reso- 


I move the adoption. of the 


On that motion I 


Mr. JONES, I ask for a division on the ques 
tion. É : ; 
Mr. DRUM... I ask the unanimous consent of 


the House to propose a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. There isa question pending 
which mast be disposed.of before the gentleman’s 
resolution can be presented. 

The question was then taken by division; and 
the Speaker announced 67 in the affirmative, and 
32 in the negative; not a quorum. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. JONES. I call for tellers on the motion 
to adjourn over. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox: and 
Vain were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 80, noes 38. -> 

So the House agreed that when it adjourns, to+ 


I move that 


| day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


Mr. DRUM. | send to the Clerk’s. deska. 
resolution, which E ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce. i 

The resolution was: read for information, as 


| follows: 


Resolved, That the several standing committees of the 
House having at this time in charge bills relating to private 
claims of whatsoever kind, be allowed to report the same 
respectively, by filing them. with the Clerk, who will place 
them in their order upon the Calendar, and the same shall 


| be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I- call for the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. DRUM. TL hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection. We have our desks full of 
bills ready to report. - enya 

Mr. JONES. 1am willing to set apart a time | 
for making these reports in a legitimate manner, 
but I am not willing that they should be made in. 
this wholesale manner. ; 3 

Mr. DRUM. The gentleman will observe that: 
this is only for those reports which are now ready. 
tobe made. It does not propose to change any’ 
rules. oe 
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Mr. JONES. Let them be made one at atime. 
I object. 

Mr. LANCASTER. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce one or two ter- 
ritorial bills for the purpose of having them re- 
ferred. ; 

There was no objection, and 

Mr. LANCASTER introduced bills, which 
were read a first and second time by their titles, 
as follows, and referred as indicated; 

~ A: bill to establish the office of surveyor general 
inthe Territory of Washington. Referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill for the construction of military roads in 
the Territory of Washington. Referred to the 
Committee on the Territories. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The SPEAKER stated the business first in 
order. to be-upon concurring with the Senate in 
the following amendment to the deficiency bill: 

For payment to John Bozman Kerr, in addition to his 
salary and allowances as chargé d’affaires to Nicaragua, 
the amount of his expenses on the journey to San Salvador 
and Guatemala, and of bis expenses at those capitals under 
his consmissions to the Governments of those Republics, 
together with a full onifitas chargé @’affaires to the na- 
tional representation of Central America. 


~- TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union recommend. a concur- 
rence in the amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. ! wish to know if the question 
cannot be taken directly upon concurring in the 
amendment? lt seems to me we should save time 
by adopting such a course. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put in 
that form, if there be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The yeas and 
nays were called upon that amendment, 

he SPEAKER. The Chair has heard no call. 

‘Mr. JONES. The yeas and nays were yester- 

day called upon every amendment which was not 
then disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly sees how 
the yeas and nays could be called upon proposi- 
tions beforehand; but if that was the understand- 
ing, be will so regard it. 

Mr. JONES, If there is any misunderstanding 
upon the subject, [ call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. “I hope the yeas 
and nays will be ordered. ‘The amendment cer- 
tainly ought to be adopted. 

Mr. JONES. I think it ought not to be adopted. 
I ask for tellers upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Taylor, of 
Tennessee, and Cuincman, were appointed. 

The House was divided upon ordering the yeas 
and nays; and the tellers reported twenty-seven 
in the affirmative, (more than one fifth of those 
present, ) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

-The question was taken upon concurring; and 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 64, nays 61; as 
follows: i 


YEBAS—Messre. Willis Alten, Ashe, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayty, Ball, Banks, Benton, Bocock, Chand 
ler, Clingman, Cox, CuHom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Drum, Dunbar, Edmundson, Etheridge, Florence, 
Gamble, Green, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Hunt, Roland 
Jores, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, McNair, May, Middle- 
swarth, Milison, Morgan, Orr, Parker, Peckham Penning- 
ton, Puryear, Riddle, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, 
Shower, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Andrew Stuart, John L. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thursion, Upham, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, John Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, Witte, and Yates—64. 

NAY S--Messrs. James C. Allen, Barksdale, Barry, Bel- 
cher, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Cutting, Johu G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dowdell, Dunhain, Eastman, Ellison, Mlagler, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Grow, Hendricks, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, La- 
tham, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Maurice, Maxwell, 
Smith Miller, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Shaw, Skelton, Wil- 
itam Smith, William k. Sinith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 
grass, Stratton, Straub, Tracy, Trout, Walsh, Wells, 
Wheeler, and Hendrick B. Wright—61. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Tenth amendment: 


Page seven, after line one hundred and fifty-eight, insert 
the following: j 


For completing and keeping in order the grounds south 
of the President’s House, $9,770. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
recommend a concurrence in the amendment, with 
the following amendment to the amendment: 


And for furnishing an additional number of settees in 
the President’s and Capite} grounds, $1,000, 


Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. : . 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 


Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers upon the | 


adoption of the amendment, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was adopted—ayes 70, 
noes 56. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dioxins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, informing the House that the Senate had 
passed a bill of the House of the following ttle: 

An act (No. 236) to organize the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas. 

Also, that they had passed bills of the Senate 
of the foliowing titles: 

An act (No. 382) further to amend the act en- 
titled “ An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and to grant preémption 
rights,” approved September 4, 1851. 

A resolution (No. 16) manifesting the sense of 
Congress towards commander Edward Marshall, 
commanding her Britannic Majesty ’s ship Virago, 
and the officers and crew who were detached by 
his order for the relief of the surveying party 
under the command of Lieutenant J. G. Strain.} 

The question then recurred on the tenth Senate 
amendment, as amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 83, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Alten, Willis 
Allen, ‘Thomas H, Bayly, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckiuridge, Bridges, Chandler, Ulingman, Curtis, Cut 
ting, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, 
Eddy, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Everhart, Flor- 
ence, Gainble, Giddings, Green, Hamilton, Aarou Harlan, 
Sampson W. Hanis, Houston, Hunt, J. Glancy Jones, Ro- 
land Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Macdonald, Me- 
Dougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, John Perkins, Phillips, 
Pratt, Preston, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritcbie, Robbins, 
Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Gerrit Sinith, Samuel A. Sinith, 
William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alexander H, Stephens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, 
Vail, Vansant, Walley, Wells, Johna Wentworth, Tappan 
Wentworth, Westbrook, and Hendrick B. Wrigbt—83. 


NAYS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Ball, Barksdale, Barry, ! 


Carathers, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Cox, Culion, 
John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dunhain, Etheridge, Fiag- 
Jer, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hilt, Hillyer, Johnson, Dan- 
iel T, Jones, George W. Jones, Knox, Lamb, Leteher, Lilly, 
Lindley, Lindstey, McCulloch, Maurice, Middleswarth, 
Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Thomas Ruchey, Rufiu, Russell, Sapp, Stratton, An 
drew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Wade, 
Eilihu B. Washburnc, Wheeler, Danici B. Wright, and 
Yates—59. 
So the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


The Clerk next read the twenty-fourth Senate 
amendment, as follows: 
For the transportation of Governor Stevens and his party, 


and for explorations made by him between the Mississippi 
river and the Pacific ocean, $40,000. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union recommend a non-con- 
currence in the amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 made the call for the yeas 
and nays yesterday, and, with the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, I now withdraw that call. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 renew the call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. LATHAM. I° demand tellers on the 
amendment. 

Tellers were not ordered, 
Mr. McDOUGALL. 
House, that the friends of the amendment are will- 
ing that it should go to a committee of conference 

for correction. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not concurred in. 

The twenty-fifth Senate amendment was next 
reported by the Clerk, as follows: 

For continuing the works for bringing water into the 
city of Washington, $500,000. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union recommend a 
non-concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, 

The question was taken; and the amendment 


I would say to the; 


YEAS — Messrs. Abercrombie, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Banks, Barry, Bell, Breckinridge, Chandler, “Clingman, 
Cullom, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, 
Dunbar, Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, Thomas D. Exot, 
Florence, Green, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hillyer, 
Hunt, Keitt, Macdonald, May, Morrison, Packer, Peck- 
ham, Johu Perkins, Phillips, Riddle, Russell, Sabin, Wil- 
lian R. Smith, Alexander HH. Stephens, John J. Taylor, 
John L. Taylor, Upham, Vansant, Walker, Walley, John 
Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Westbrook—47. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, David 
J. Bailey, Barksdale, Belcher, Benton, Boyce, Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Cox, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dowdell, Dunham, 
Eastman, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Everhart, Flagler, 
Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, 
Haven, Hill, Houston, Johnson, Daniel T, Jones, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, McDougall, 
Maurice, Maxwell, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Richard- 
son, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Sapp, Seymour, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, Straub, Nathaniel G. 
Jaylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Vail, Wade, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Wells, Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Yates—1L00. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


The thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh Senate 
amendments were next read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 

For rent of paper wareroom froin the Ist of January to 
the 30th of June, 1854, at $250 per annum, $125. 

For cartage of printing. paper from wareroom and office 
of the Superintendent of Public. Printing to the printing 
offices, and labor, from the Ist January to the 30th of June, 
1854, at $550 per annum, $275. 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, recommend a non-con- 
currence in both amendments. 

The question was taken; and both amend- 
ments were non-concurred in. 


Fortieth amendment: 

For completion of the bridge across the Potomac river at 
Litule Falls, and painting thereof, $75,000. 

The Committee of the Whole on tlfe state of 
the Union reported the following amendment to 
the amendment: 

Provided, That the work shall be done, under the direc- 
tion of the: Secretary of the Interior, by competent civil 


engineers, and according toa plan, the whole cost of which, 
in no event, exceeds the sum now appropriated. 


The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire permis- 
sion to correct a remark | made yesterday, in re- 
lation to the responsibility of the Government for 
the accident that occurred at this bridge. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BARRY. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be allowed to make the state- 
ment. Ele was led to do unintentional injustice 
in some remarks which he made, and he desires 
to correct it. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. TRACY. I object. 

The question now being on agreeing to the for- 
tieth amendment of the Senate, as amended, 

The yeas and nays were ordered thereon. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 44, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs Abercrombie, Aiken, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Ball, Banks, Bell, Bocoek, Bridges, Chandler, Chastain, 
Clingman, Colquitt, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, De 
Wit, Dunbar, Edwands, Thomas D. Eliot, Farley, Good- 
rich, Green, Grey, Hunt, Lilly, Maxwell, Orr, Pennington, 
Powell, Preston, Riddle, Russell, Sabin, Seymour, William 
Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H, Stephens, John L. taylor, Thurston, Vail, 

Valker, Walley, and Yates—44, 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, David J. 
Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Boyce, Brooks, Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Cox, Culom, John 


: G. Davis, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, 


Eddy, John M. Elion, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Flag- 
ler, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Ha- 
ven, Hendricks, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, Daniel 
T, Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Knox, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, McNair, Maurice, May, Mayall, Middle- 
swarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, 
Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Parker, Peck, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Richardson, David Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Sapp, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, Gerrit 
Smith, Samuci A. Smith, George W. Smyth, Straub, An- 
drew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, 
‘Trout, Upham, Vansant, Wade, Walsh, ENihu B. Wash- 
burne, Wells, Westbrook, Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B, 
Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—101. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 
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The forty-first amendment of the Senate was 
then read, as follows: . 


Page fourteen, line three hundred and twenty-eight, after 
the word * California”? strike out ‘ $37,500,” and insert 
in lieu thereof “ $42,000; and that $5,000 of said sum be 
paid to Robert Greenhow, assistant law agent to said board, 
for services performed during the absence ofthe law agent.” 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
recommend a disagreement to this amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. I made a demand for the 
yeas and nays upon this amendment, but I with- 
draw it, and ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. , 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to. 


The forty-second amendment of the Senate was 
then read, as follows: 

And the marshals of the northern and southern districts 
of California shall have the same mileage and compensa- 
tion for serving processes issuing from said commission as 
are allowed to the sheriffs for serving similar processes by 
the higher courts of California; and the same mileage and 
per diem shall be made to witnesses as are allowed Lo wit- 
nesses by the State of California. 


TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
recommend a non-concurrence with this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I withdraw the demand 
1 made yesterday for the yeas and nays upon this 
amendment, and ask for tellers. 

Mr. LETCHER. I renew the demand for the 
yeas and nays. I wish to see who will vote for 
this partial legislation. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 1 withdraw the demand 
for tellers. 

The question was then taken on the amendment; 
and it was disagreed to. 


The forty-fifth amendment of the Senate was 
then read, as follows: 

Strike out from pages fourteen and fifteen the following: 

For compensation for the discharge of the United States 
consular duties at Constantinople, in conformity with the 
act of Congress approved August 11, 1848, $3,594 50, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to be paid, under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, to such person or per- 
sons as may be entitled to the same, or any portion thereof. 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
recommend a concurrence with this amendment. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


The forty-ninth amendment was then read, as 
follows: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the special mail agent of the Post Office Department 
in California shail ve $5,000 per annum; such rate to take 
effect in Virtue of this provision from July 1, 1853. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
recommend a disagreement to this amendment. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 1 withdraw the demand 
I made for the yeas and nays,upon this amend- 
ment, and ask for tellers. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I renew the demand for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messra. Cutting and 
Cox were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 78, noes 53. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the yeas and nays on this vote be en- 
tered on the Journal; and I ask the Speaker to 
have that provision of the Constitution read which 
authorizes that to be done by a vote of one fifth of 
the members present. A 

Mr. WHEELER. I move for a reconsideration 
of the vote just taken; and on that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr, Jones] moves that the provision of 
the Constitution, in reference to spreading on the 
Journal the yeas and nays, be read. The Chair, 
in the mean time, and in advance, decides that the 
gentleman has no such right. 

Mr. JONES. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the 
provision referred to will be read. 

Mr. DRUM. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, then read the fol- 
lowing clause of the Constitution: 

“Bach House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, 
and from time to time publish the same, excepting such parts 
as may, in their judgment, require secrecy; and the yeas 
and nays of the members of either House on any question, 


shall, at the desire of one fifth of those present; be entered 
on the Journal,” 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. But one fifth did not 
desire to have them entered. 

Mr. JONES. I say the refusal at that time 
does not deprive a member of his right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that a 
refusal to order the yeas and nays by one fifth 
does deprive a member of his right of having 
them entered on the Journal. 

Mr. JONES. Then | appeal from that decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The question must be taken 
without debate. 

Mr. JONES. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the appeal. 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I move to reconsider the vote last taken. 
The SPEAKER. That motion will be entered, 
but it cannot be acted upon until the question 
upon the pending appeal is disposed of. The 
history of this matter is this: The yeas and nays 
were demanded by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Jonxs,] and refused by the House. The 
gentleman repeats that demand, and says that 
under the Constitution he has the right to spread 
the yeas and nays upon the Journal. j 

Mr. BOCOCK. ow ofien has the gentleman 
the right to repeat that demand ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not con- 
sulted the gentleman. Upon the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair the yeas and nays are de- 
manded. 

The yeas and-nays were not ordered. 


Mr. HAVEN. Did I understand the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Wuegizr] to move 
to reconsider the vote last taken? i 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 did makethat motion, 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I demand the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York made that demand, and it has been entered. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question then being * Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? it was put; and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New 
York moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted, and upon that proposi- 
tion demanded the yeas and nays. The gentle- 
man from California moves to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Is it too late to inquire if the 
gentleman from New York voted in the affirma- 
tive? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes he did. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did so vote for the pur- 
pose of moving to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered upon the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. . . 

The question was then put; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 81, nays 74; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Barry, Bell, 
Benton, Bocock, Breckinridge, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Colquitt, Cutting, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Ed- 
mundson, John M. Eliot, Farley, Florence, Fuller, Gam- 
bie, Green, Henn, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, J. Glaney 
Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kurtz, Latham, Lindsley, Me- 
Dougall, McNair, May, Join G. Miller, Smith Miller, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peckham, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Richardson, Riddle, Shan- 
non, Shaw, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Freder- 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, John J. Taylor, Jobn L. 
Taylor, Vansant, Walker, Westbrook, Witte, and Hen- 
driek B. Wright—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Belcher, Boyce, Bridges, Campbell, 
Cobb, Cox, Cullom Cumming, Curtis, John G, Davis, 
Thomas Davis, Drum, Dunham, Edmands, Thomas DÐ. 
Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Flagler, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Wiley P. Har- 
ris, Haven, Hendricks, Hill, Daniel T. Jones, George W, 
Jones, Knox, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, 
Maurice, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Mor- 
gan, Morrison, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins, Phelps, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Skelton, Snod- 
grass, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurst6n, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Vail, Wade, Walley, 
Walsh, Ellihu R, Washburne, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—74. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

The fifty first amendment was then read, as 


follows: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the portion ofthe 
seventh section of the act of 26th August, 1852, entitled 
‘ An act to provide for executing the public printing and es- 
tablishing the prices thereof, and for other purposes,” which 
provides “ that when any documents shal! be ordered to be 
printed by both Houses of Congress, the entire printing of 
such documents shall be done by the printer of that House 
which first ordered the same,” is hereby: repealed} and 
when there are different printers for the yespective Houses, 
each shall do the printing which may, hereatter be ordered 
by the House electing him; and so. much of the printing for 
the Executive Departments and bureaus of the Government 
as is ordered by the said act to be done by the public printer, 
ial be. equally divided between. the printers. of the two 

ouses. ; ` 


Mr. HAVEN. Upon that amendment I eall 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_The question was then taken; and it. was dè- 
cided in the negative—yeas 33, nays 102; as fol- 
| lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Belt, 
Bocock, Brooks, Caxkie, Chandler, Colquitt, Cutting, Dis- 
ney, Drum, Dunbar, Eastman, : Edmundson, Grey, Hill, 
Keitt, Letcher, Maurice, Powell, Richardson, Riddle, Snog- 
grass, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander. IH. Stephens, -Hestor 
L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Upham, Wells, Witte, and 
Daniel B. Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis 
Allen, David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, 
Benton, Bridges, Campbell, Caruthers, Chastain, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, Cumming, Curtis, Joim 2. Davis, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, Dunham, Eddy, Edinands, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Florence, Goodrich, 
Green, Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P. Barris, Haven, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
Gcorge W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Knox, 
Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Lilly, Lindsley, MeCalloch, Mac- 
donald, McNair, Meacham, Middieswarth, John G: Miller, 
Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Olds, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Pen- 
nington, Bishop Perkins, Joba Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Prin- 
gle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Robbins, Rufin, Sabin, Sapp, 
Seymour, Shaw, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A Smith, 
Williain.R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Stratton, Jobn J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walley, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, and Hendrick B. 
Wright—102. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The fifty-second amendment, in which the 
Committee of the Whole recommended a tion-con- 
currence, was then read, as follows: 


Src, 8. And be it further enacted, That so, much of the 
act entitled “(An act making appropriations (or the civil 
; and diplomatic expensés of the Government for the year 
endiug the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes,” as 
provides for compensation to the Spanish conse! and others 
for losses occasioned by violence at New. Orleans andat 
Key West, in the year 1851, shall be sò construed as ‘to 
ject of Austria, on the 


place Michael Papprenitza, a subj 
same footing with subjects of Spain. 


| The question was taken; and the amendment ` 
was not agreed to. 


The fifty-third amendment was then read, as 
follows: f 


Sec.9. And be it further enacted, That for custom-houses 
and marine hospitals, and to complete the same, the follo w- 
ing sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated.out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, namely : 


For completing the custom house at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$100,000 ; , 
For completing the custom house at Mobile, Alabama, 
$65,000; wg he 
For completing the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
; $40,000; saa 
| Por completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
| tucky, $40,000; ; 
For completing the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000; ; . 
; For completing the custom-house at Bath, Maine, 
$20,000; me 
For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $12,000 ; > ' 
For purchasing a site for a custom-house at Providences 
Rhode island, $24,000 g . 
For the purchase of a new site for the custom house in 
San Francisco, $250,000; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby ‘authorized, if, in his judgment, the public 
interest wil] thereby be promoted, to apply this appropria- 
tion, and as much as may be necessary of former appropri- 
ations, fór the erection of a custom-house on the land re- 
served for said purpose, to the purchase of a building or 
buildings for a custom-house and other public offices, aud 
! the said Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
j take all legal proceedings which may be necessary orad- 
visable to maintain and secure the possession and title of 
the United States to the lot heretofore selected for the site 
of a custom house; . 
For the erection of a custom-house at Portland, Maine, 
including rooms for the United States court, and for a post 
office, $200,000 5 3 i 
To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
$25,000; A . Rees: 
To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$10,000 ; A . B 
To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, Hlinois, 
$8,000 ; ty 
‘Yo complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, 
12,500; = 
3 To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
` $5,000; oe 
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‘Po complete the mariné hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 


Tocomplete the marine hospitalat San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, $4,400; and to. construct a marine hospital at Bur- 
lngtop, Lowa,.315,000. 


Mr, PECK.. Uponthat amendment I demand 
the yeas and nays. ie 
The yeas and ays were ordered. ; 
“The question: was then put; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 40, nays 104; as follows: 
YEAS—Messts. Bell, Benton, Thomas’ Davis, De Witt, 
Disney, Dunbar, Edmanda, Thomas D, Etiot, Ellison, Ev- 
-erhart, Farley, Florence, Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Aaron 
Harlan, Henn, Hill, Huot, Johnson, Latham, : Lindley, 
‘Lindsley, Macdonald, Smith Miller, Phillips, Preston, Rid- 
die, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stauton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, John L. 
Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wade, Walley, John Went- 
worth, and Tappan Wentworth—40, d 
NAYS—Measrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, , Ashe, 
David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bo- 
cock, ‘Boyce, Bridges, Campbell, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cotquitt, Callow, Curtis, Cutting, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Drum, Dunham, Eastman, 
Eddy, Edmundson, Etheridge, Flagler, Gamble, Grow, 
Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Haven, 
Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Knox, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, Lilly, MeCulloch, McNair, 
Maurice, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Middleswarth, Millson, 
Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Otds, Andrew Oliver, Orr, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John 
Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Richardson, 
David. Ritchie, Robbins, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, Seymour, 
Shaw, Shower, Skelton, William Smith, George W, 
Smyth, Snodgrass, Stratton, Straub, John J. ‘Taylor, Na- 
ihaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walsh, 
EHihu B. Washburne, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—104. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


: Immediately after the commencement of the call 
of the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BEN'TON addressed the Chair, and said: 

1 believe this is a vote upon the custom-house 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BENTON. Then I desire a separate vote 
upon each appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. H is questionable whether 
an amendment, coming to the House as a whole, 
is divisible. However that may be, it is too late 
to make the request, a response having been made 
to the call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PRATT, pending the call, gave notice that 
be had paired off with Mr. Harrison, of Ohio, 
upon several questions, of which this was one; 
and that otherwise he should have voted in the 
negative, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a privileged motion. | 


I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was taken upon the latter motion; 
and it was agreed to. 

So all the amendments were disposed of. 


SECRETARY’ S REPORT ON BANKS. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 1 now offer the 
resolution which Í desired to offer this morning. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That one thousand five hundred extra copies 


of the annital report of the Secretary of the ‘Preasury on 
the condition of the banks of the United States, commu- 


nicated to the House of Representatives on the Lith in- | 


stant, be printed for the use of the Treasury Department, 
AREF ) p 


Mr. STANTON. I moveto put the resolution 
upon Its passage, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
gentleman if the Secretary of the Treasury could 
not order it to be printed? This Elouse has or- 
dered it to be printed. The form is already up, 
and an appropriation is made every year to pay 
the expenses of printing for the Executive De- 
partment. I ask the gentleman whether the Sec- 
retary could not order the report to be printed, 
without coming here and having it ordered to be 
done by. the House? 

Mr. STAN LON. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury addressed a note to the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, requesting that this document 
should be published by him for the use of the 
Treasury Department. The Superintendent and 
the Committee on Printing thought that the Su- 


perintendent himself had no power to authorize a ; 


document of this kind to be printed for the use of 
this Department, or for any other Department; 
hence the necessity of referring the matter to the 
House. Fle had no right to order the republica- 
tion of a document which has been ordered to be 
published by Congress. 
publish the President’s message, or the Patent 


If Re had, he could re- | 


Office ‘report, or any other document which this 
House has previously ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
of the gentieman if he knows whether the forms 
for the printing of this document have been dis- 
tributed or not; or whether it has been so long 
since we ordered it to be printed that we shali be 
obliged to pay again for its composition? _ 

Mr. STANTON. You will not have to pay 
for its composition; for three weeks have not 
elapsed since the House ordered it to be printed. 
If ordered to be printed to-day, but one composi- 
tion will have to be paid for. . 

Mr. JONES. Then i propose to’ modify the 
resolution by inserting a proviso, as follows : 


Provided, Thatit shall not cost for second composition. 


Mr. STANTON. . There is no necessity. for 
that, because the law now provides for the same 
thing. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should. like to know what 
particular necessity there is for having these fifteen 
hundred copies printed for the use of the Treasury 
Department? -If there is no necessity for it, and 
the Treasury Department have authority to print 
their own documents, I do not think it is our bus- 
iness to supply them. What do they want them 
for? 

Mr. ORR. I suppose for distribution. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, I do not think it 
is our business to authorize the printing of these 
extra numbers for that purpose. I am opposed 
toit. If the law does not authorize them to doit 
at the Department, let it not be done. 

I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion agreed 
to; and thereupon, 

At three o'clock, p. m., the House adjourned 
until Monday next, at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 29, 1854. 
Prayer by Rey. Winuram H. MILBURN. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary 
of State, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 9th instant, directing him to furnish the Sen- 
ate with a communication from H. S. Sanford, 
late chargé d’affaires at Paris, on the different sys- 
tems of penal codes in Europe; and also a report 
on the administration changes in France since the 
revolution of 1848; which was read, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, that 
one thousand additional copies of the message and 
documents be printed, was referred to the Com- 
mittee gn Printing. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
memorial of A. S. Robinson, cashier of the bank 
of the State of Missouri, at St. Louis, praying 
the payment of a balance due to that bank for 


| advances for the use of certain companies of Mis- 


souri volunteers called into service during the late 
war with Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BADGER presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States, professing the Jewish reli- 
gion, praying that measures may be taken to secure 
to American citizens of every creed, their civil 
and religious rights while in foreign countries; 
which was referred to the Cummittee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BROWN presente a memorial of citizens 
of De Soto county, Mississippi, praying a repeal 
or suspension of the duty on railroad iron; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of inhabitants 
of the town of Wheatland, Virginia, praying a re- 
duction of the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, . 

Mr. CLAY presented the petition of Sarah 
Griffin, praying compensation for the services of 


i her father, Colonel James Williams, and the 


destruction of property during the revolutionary 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the memorial 
of the heirs and legal représentatives of Wiliam 
| Turvin, praying permision. to enter, on any of 
| the public lands subject to private entry, a quan- 
| tily of land equal in value to certain lands claimed 
j 


| by them under a Spanish grant, and sold as Gov- 
ernment lands; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MASON. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the memorial of 
John- Randolph Clay, Minister of the. United 
States at Peru, on the subject of affording relief 
to destitute citizens of the United States in toreign 
countries, have directed me to submit a report on 
the subject, accompanied by a bill ‘* making pro- 
visions for the relief of destitute citizens of the 
United States in foreign countries.” ; 

The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MASON. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of G. M. Farnham, 
commercial agent of the United States at Port 
Lewis and the Mauritius, have directed me to 
make a report, accompanied by a bill to authorize 
the payment of his drafts. I desire to say to the 
Senate that these reports and bills were prepared 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Brins 
ETT,} who, I am very much concerned to say, has 
informed me that in consequence of the condition 
of his health, fears he cannot resume his place in 
the Senate. He was instructed by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to report a bill in’ each of 
these cases, and I have taken his place by request. 
I must take occasion to express my own sincere 
regret at the loss of that very distinguished Sena- 
tor, and I am sure I express in this the common 
sense of the Senate—I certainly do of. his col- 
leagues on the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill wag read, and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial. 6f 
Francis A. Gibbons and F. X. Kelly, praying 
payment of their claim for the erection of certain’ 
light-houses on the Pacific coast, submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution 
for consideration, which he said he would call up 
to-morrow: . 

Resolved, (the House concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
the 3d of July next, at twelve o’clock, m. 

NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

Mr. ADAMS. | desire to say, Mr. President, 
thatif I had been present on the night on which 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill was passed, I 
should have voted in favor of its passage. I did 
not expect that a final vote would be taken on it 
then; and the state of my health would not have 
justified me, unless I had deemed it indispensably 
necessary to remain up during the night, in con- 
sequence of which, knowitg that the friends of 
the bill hada majority, l retired from the Senate. 
if I had been present, I should have voted for its 
passage. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the Speaker had signed the bill 
to organize the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 
| sas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore thereupon signed 
| the above named bill, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


| Mr. BADGER. I desire to seize this oppor- 
| tunity to make an explanation in justice to my 
| two friends from Pennsylvania, (Mr. BropueaD 
j and Mr. Qoopen.] It will be recollected by the 
| Senate that some time ago, when we had under 
| consideration the bill allowing a credit for a limited 
| period for the payment of duties on railroad iron 
| Imported into the United States, in answer to an 
| application made that the bill should be postponed 
| until the two Senators from Pennsylvania should 
be present, 1 made jocosely a remark to the effect 
that- F could hardly agree to the application; for it 
might be equivalent to an indefinite postponement., 

Jt was suggested to me immediately afterwards, 
and I saw the propriety of it, that the remark 
was calculated to be misunderstood. I at once 
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requested that it should be left out of the official re- 
port: of the proceedings, but, sir, it has got into 
the newspapers, and I have been excessively mor- 
tified to see that it has been quoted over and over 
again in the Pennsylvania papers, as if ithad been 
intended to convey some serious reflection on those 
gentlemen as being causelessly absent, or other- 
wise inattentive to the public business, especially 


business in which their State ig concerned. Ihave 


felt mortified that a joke (a poor joke it was) ut- 
tered by me at the time without any ill intention, 
should have been used fora purpose so far from 
my mind, and so’exceedingly unjust to those gen- 
tlemen. I expressed to both the gentlemen at an 


early moment my exceeding regret for my indiscre-: 


tion, and I have been looking for a convenientand 
proper time to make this’statement in the Senate. 
It was very far from -my thoughts to make any 


reflection on-the gentlemen,and tam very far from ' 
believing that either of ‘them is ever causelessly_ 


absent from the performance of his duties here, or 
negligent, or other wise inattentive to them. I very 
sincerely regret that I ever made a remark capa- 
ble of being used in an ill sense to either of them. 
I hope my honorable friends will accept this state- 
ment as the best reparation in my power, and par- 
don me for the remark which made this statement 
necessary. : 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
___The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
House bill ‘* making appropriations for the cur- 
rentand contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various {ndian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1855. $ 
Mr. UNTER. The bill isopen to amend- 
ment. If there be no proposition to amend the 
bill, the question is on ordering it to be read a third 
time. 


Mr. WALKER. 


Ead 


I had an amendment which 
I designed to offer. It was what is known as the 
Menomonee claim. But I am informed by the 
chairman of the committee, that he has received 
information from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, that a treaty has lately been made with that 
tribe of Indians, in which some arrangement of this 
matter, or an arrangement of it to some extent, 
has been made. Not knowing to what extent the 
treaty goes, [ shall; and the committee will also 
be, unableto give the necessary information to the 
Senate, to enable it to judge how far it could go, 
and yet not do injustice either to the Government 
or to the Indians. On this account, I shall, for the 
present, and upon this bill, withhold the amend- 
ment until we can see the treaty. 

Mr. BROWN. [have the following amend- 
ment to propose from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, as an additional section to the bill: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Interior be anthorized and required to investigate 
the claim of the Brotherton tribe of Indians against the 
United States, and report the facts to Congress at its next 
session, or earlier if practicable, together with a statement 


of such amount as may be found justly due to said In- |; 


dians. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BROWN. I now return the memorial of 


this tribe of Indians, and ask that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate be instructed to transmit it to the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Since the last discussion 
of this. bill [have received from the Department 
of the Interior several estimates; and I have some 
amendments to propose in conformity with them. 
The first amendment from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs is to insert: 

For payment of A. V. Brown and others, Chickasaw 
traders, for ransom of George W.and Meredith Wilson 
from the Camanche Indians, and to reward the services of 
persons engaged in that service, dollars. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is a private claim, as I 
understand it. There is no law and no treaty to 
authorize it, I believe. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, It is recommended by the 
Department. ` 

Mr. BROWN. It ought to go into the bill. 

Mr. RUSK.. Certainly; it ought by all means. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would call the 
attention of the Senator from Arkansas to the fact 
that there is a blank in the amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The sum of $1,000 is 


“suggested by the committee as appropriate for the 


purpose of filling the blank. 

The blank was so filled; and the 
was agreed to. _ i 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am also instructed b 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, whichis in pursuance of the 

estimates: 4 

To enable the President to negotiate a treaty with the 
Indians in Michigan, $10,000. 

The object of this amendment is to place a fund 
of $10,000. in the hands of the President, to enable 
him to treat with the Chippewa Indians, in Mich- 
igan, of whom. there are some seven or eight 
thousand. We have a treaty with them which 
will expire in two years, when there will be sud- 
dently thrown into their hands abouta quarter of a 
million of ‘dollars. 
fund shall be diverted from disposition among 
them, for the purpose of securing them a permanent 
home. For this purpose it will be necessary to 
make a new treaty with them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment of 
the committee is to insert: 

For salary of five Indian agents of the second class, 


amendment 


i according to existing laws, at the rate of $1,500 per annum, 


in future, $2,500. 

The object of that amendment I will explain. 
By the act of 1851, reorganizing the Indian de- 
partment, there were two classes of Indian agents 
allowed. The first class were to receive a salary 


| of $1,500, and the second class $1,000. Five of 


i the six agents were located inthe proposed Terri- 


i tories of Nebraska and Kansas. 


In consequence 
of treaties Jately made with all those Indians, the 
class of duties imposed on those agents, as I am 
advised by the department, is such as pertain to 
the duties of first class agencies. It is propused, 
therefore, to put their salary on the same footing 
as their duties. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have one other amend- 
ment. The last day, when this bill was under 
consideration, we rejected a proposition to give 
clerks: to the superintendents of Indian affairs in 
Washington and New Mexico Territories. The 
committee have since had that subject under con- 
sideration. The result of their deliberations was 
that they were unanimously satisfied that there 
was a great necessity for allowing clerks in those 
two particular superintendencies. The reason of 
it is briefly this: Where the duties of superintend- 


ent and Executive are united, as in the persons at) 


present incumbents of the office of Governor in 
these two Territories, it is obvious to every man 
that it is impossible for them, of themselves, to dis- 
charge the duties as they ought to be done without 
that clerical assistance which seems to be denied 
by existing laws. We propose to allow to the clerk 
in Washington Territory $1,800,and in New Mex- 
ico $1,000. The difference in the salaries arises 
out of the difference in the circumstances in each 
case, The services can be obtained for a much 
less amount in the one Territory than in the other, 
and that accounts forthe difference between the 
salaries recommended. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. The 
bill was read a third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, its title was 
amended by adding ‘‘ and for other purposes.” 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

A message was received from the House of 

Representatives by Mr. McK gan, its Chief Clerk. 


Mr. Presipent: I am directed te convey to the Senate, 
with the action of the House of Represeniatives on the 
amendments ofthe Senate thereto, the bill of the House to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year, ending June 30, 1854. ~ 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask, by unanimousconsent, 
that that bill be taken up for consideration now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill; 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate insist 
on its amendments disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, disagree to the amendments of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate, and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope not. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope we shall net insist on 
all our amendments. ` 


It is very desirable that that | 


t 


Mr. HUNTER.: We had: better have a com- 
mittee of conference- at once. That isthe usual: 
course. ` h pS ti 

The PRESIDENT. put the question oñ- Mr. 
Honter’s motion; but it was found there was not 
a quorum voting, cee : 

Mr. STUART. L hope the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will'allow these amendments tó be read.: I 
do not know that I have objection:to insisting’ on 
any of. them, except one. “Thére is one amend 
ment, about which I said something when: it- wad 
under the consideration of the Senate, and that ig 
respecting the public printing. . I think the Senate 
had better recede from them now. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave no:doubt that there’ 
is a quorum present. I did not vote when the’ 
question was up, and Il -saw & number of others 
who did not vote on either side. I would suggest, 
therefore, that there be a recount. As to the 
mere. matter of insisting or non-insisting upon 
every particular amendment, I suppose no gentle- - 
man is committed to that by the proposed motion. 
It seems to me, however, that the proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia is. entirely “proper. 
That course evidently saves time. A great many 
of these amendments will be conceded- at once by: > 
the Senate committee of conference. As the 
course suggested. by the motion of the Senator 
from Virginia saves. time, and. as it has been the 
usual practice of the Senate, I hope: the motion 
willbe agreed.to. I ask for a recount, ger 

Mr. ADAMS. The only reason why: I ob- 
jected to a committee of conference is; that I, 
as an individual, approve of every amendment 
made by the House of Representatives, and am 
willing to recede from every amendment made by 
the Senate which the House have not agreed to. 
If a majority should concur with me in opinion, 
as the amendments are read they can be disposed ` 
of, and there will be no necessity for any com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. PETTIT. If I understand this is the bill - 
upon which we put the appropriation of $500,000 
for the water-works in this city, and the House 
has refused to concur in that amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. And various others. Ba 
Mr. PETTIT. For one, then, I shall not vote 
to insist upon our amendments, for I am toto calo . 
against that amendment. Iwill therefore vote | 

against the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER... I would simply refer to the 
past practice of the Senate. We have found that 
wecan dispose, of appropriation bills more readily* ` 
and more conveniently by raising committeés of i 
conference at once instead of attempting to debate 
each particular amendmentin theSenate. limagine 
the points of difference will be arranged by the 
committee in a manner which will probably be’ 


| satisfactory here. If, not, the Senate can reject 


the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. STUART... Does nota motion to recede 
from that amendment take precedence of the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia? 

The PRESIDENT. Such is the opinion of the 
Chair. : 

Mr. STUART. | Then I submit. the motion 
that the Senate recede from that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 
the propriety of reading the amendments which 
have been disagreed to by the House, and then a 
vote can be taken on each proposition. separately, 
if necessary. 

Mr. STUART. Thatis the course I suggested 
at first. i 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 
that course will be pursued. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I object, if it is in the power 
of one member to do so. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It is unnecessary to read 
all the amendments, 

Mr. WALKER. Tas notany one Senator a 
right to demand that they be read ? we 

The PRESIDENT, Certainly, any. Senator 
has a right to demand it. 

Mr. WALKER. Then Icall for the reading 
of the amendments. ` 

The Secretary read the first amendment which 
the House had. amended, which was the fourth 
amendment of the Senate. ` 

The House agreed to this amendment, which. 
was to pay Thomas M. Johnson for-his services 
as marshal at the port of Shanghai, with an amend- 
ment reducing the amount of the appropriation.. 
from $1,798 91 to $1,781 74... ; 
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‘Mr. ADAMS. If it be in order, I now move 
that the Senate coricur in this ‘amendment of the 
House to our fourth amendment. . 

Mr. HUNTER. I think all the amendments 
ought to be read before we take the question on 
any of them, and then the Senate can determine 
whether to pass upon all together or separately. 

: The PRESIDENT. The amendment: is with 
the Senate to act upon, : 

Mr. GWIN. Can any one Senator force the 
question to-be taken on a particular amendment? 

The PRESIDENT. Any one Senator can de- 
mand that the amendment be read. 

Mr. GWIN. l hope Senators will single out 
such as they wish read... It will take an hour to 
go through all of them. 

Mr. WALKER. It will be an hour well spent. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 think not. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed 
thatit will take but a short time to read theamend- 
ments. The- Secretary will proceed. 

The House concurred. in the following amend- 
ments with amendments: 

No. 10, which was to insert the following: 

For completing and keeping in order the grounds south 
of the President’s House, $9,770. 

The amendment of the House was to add: 

For furnishing an additional number of iron settees for 
the President’s and Capitol grounds, $1,000. 

No. 38, which was to insert after the appro- 
priation of $50,000 for arrearages incurred in run- 
ning the boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico, the following: . 

And the limitations imposed by the provisions contained 
in the act of 15th May, 1850, entitled “An aet to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations tor the service of the fiseal 
year ending the 30th of Jane, 135037? and the act of 3d 

- Mareh, 1853, entitled “ An act making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1454,” be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed. 

The amendment of the House was to strike it 
all out, and insert: 

And that the period limited for the appointment of com- 
missioner, surveyor, and chief astronomer, by the act of 
May, 1850, shall be, and the same is hereby, extended to 
the 30th of June, 1855, 

No. 39, which was to insert: 


For engraving maps, views, sections, and natural history 
of the survey of the boundary between the United States 
and Mexico, $10,000; to.be expended under the direction 
of the Sceretary of the Luterior. 


The amendment of the [louse was to add: 


For wood cuts purchased by the Commissioner of Patents | 


for illustrating the mechanical part of the Patent Office re- 
pot ot 1853-4, ordered by the House of Representatives, 
$1,500, 


No. 43, which was to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to examine the claims presented by certain coun- 
ties of the late Territory of fowa for expenses of the Uuited 
States district court which were paid by said counties prior 
to the admission of said Territory into the Union as a State; 
and if, upon such examination, Re is satisfied that, prior to 
snid time, the said counties have paid money which, in ac- 
cordance with the instructions of the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury, dated December 19, 1843, should have been 
paid by the marshal of the United States for said Territory, 
he is directed to audit and allow the same. 


The amendment of the House wag in the form 
of a substitute, as follows: 

That the First Comptroller of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to examine the claims presented by certain 
countics of the late Territory of Towa, for expenses of the 
United States district court, which were paid by said coun 
ties prior to the admission of said Territory into the Union 
asa State; and if, npon such examination, he is satisfied 
that, prior to said time, the said counties have paid money 
which, in accordance with the instructions of the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, dated 19th of December, 1843, 
as construed in the report of said First Comptroller to thè 
Secretary of the Interior, under date of 13th of October, 
185 
e marshal of the United States for said Territory, he is 
directed to audjt and settle the seme, 


No. 46, which was to insert: 


Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That a books, papers, | 


documents, and records, in the Departsent of the Interior, 
may be copied and certified, under the seal of that Depart- 
ment, (which is hereby recognized as legal,) ia the same 
manner as those in the other Executive Departments may 
now by law be, and with the same force and effect. : 


The amendment of the House was to adds 


And in all cases where a seal is necessary hy law to any 
commission, process, or other instrument, provided for by 
che law of Congress, it shall be lawful to affix the proper 
seal by making an impression therewith directly on the 
paper to which the seal is necessary; which shall be as 
valid as if made upon wax or other substance. 


No. 50, which was to insert as follows: 


Bee. 6. And beit further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, there shali be, in addition to the 


, in reference to said subjeet, shouid have been paid by } 


‘clerks authorized by the third’ section of the act of March 
3, 1853, entitled “ An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 3vuth of June, 1854,” in the office of the Register 
of the Treasury, three clerks of class four, to include the 
clerk now authorized to take charge of the redemption of 
stocks; and in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 


i five clerks of class two, and fifteen clerks of class three 5 


and said clerks shall be paid, according to the provisions of 
said section, out of any money in the Treasury net other- 
wise appropriated. 3 


The amendments of the House were to strike 
out ` 


—to include the clerk now authorized to take charge of 
the redemption of stocks, 


—to insert after the words ‘‘ Register of the Treas- 
ury, ” 
—‘*in lieu of the temporary clerks now employed therein,” 


——and to insert after the word “section” the 
words : 
—“ until the 30th of June, 1854.” 


The Flouse non-concurred in the following. 

No. 11, which was to insert: 

For iron flagging in front of the old portion of the Patent 
Office Building, and altering windows and private stair- 
way, $5,730. 


No. 12, which was to insert: 

For altering streets and repaving in front of the east wing 
of the Patent Office Building, iron railing and flagging, and 
painting new saloon, $14,250, 


No. 14, which was to insert: 

For completing the improvement of Pennsylvania avenue 
from Seventeenth to Twenty-sixth street west, $9,000 : 
Provided, ‘That all appropriations herein wade for repairs 
and improvements of the public buildings or grounds within 
the District of Columbia, shall_be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

No. 20, which was to insert: 

For the actual and necessary expenses ineurred by the 
provisional government of Oregon, in defending the people 
of said ‘Territory trom the attacks and hostilities of the 
Cayuse Indians, in the years 1847 and 1848, and for such 
allowances for the expense of adjusting the claims on that 
account as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem proper, 
$75,000. But the said claims and accounts shall be settled 
and adjusted, at such place, and in such manner, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and no. claims 
shall hereafter be allowed on account of this war which 
are not presented within the next fiscal year, 

No. 24, which was to insert: 

For the transportation of Governor Stevens and his party, 
and for explorations made by him between the Mississippi 
river and the Pacific ocean, $40,000. 


No. 25, which was to ingert: 


For continuing the works for bringing water into the city 
of Washington, $500,000. 

No. 26, which was to insert: 

For the payment of Richard H. Weightman, for mileage 


and per dient compensation as an agent claiming to be a 
Senator eleet from New Mexico, $2,464, 


No. 36, which was to insert: 


For rent of paper wareroom from the Ist of January to 
30th of June, 1854, at $250 per annum, $125. 


No. 37, which was to insert: 


For cartage of printing paper from wareroom and office 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing to the printing 
offices, and labor, from the Ist of Janaary to the 30th of 
June, 1854, at $550 per annum, $275. 


No. 40, which was to insert: 


For the completion of the bridge across the Potomac river 
at Little Falls, and painting thereof, agreeably to the plan 
adopted under the direction of the President of the United 
States, $75,000. 


Nos. 41 and 42, which were to amend the clause 
For salaries and incidental expenses of the commission 


claims in California, $37,500, 
—by striking out $37,500 and inserting $42,500, 
and by adding: 


And that $5,000 of said sum be paid to Robert Green- 
how, assistant Jaw agent to said board, for services per- 
formed during the absence of the law agent; and the mar- 
shala of the northern and southern districts of California 
shall have the same mileage and compensation for serving 
processes issuing from said commission as are allowed to 
the sheriffs for serving similar processes by the higher 
courts of California; and the same mileage and per diem 
shall be made to witnesses as are allowed to witnesses by 
the State of California. 


No. 48, which was to add: 


Bec. 4. And be it further enacted, That before any pay- 
ment shal hereafter be made to any invalid pensioner 
hose ame shall have been upon the pension list two 
years, he shail produce to the agents for paying pensions, to 
whom ke shaii appty for payment, the affidavit of two sur- 
geons or physicians, satisfactory to the Secretary of the in- 
terior, stating, from personal examination, the continuance 
of the disability, describing it, for which the pension was 
originally granted, and the rate of such disability at the 
time of making such affidavit, biank forms of which shall 
be furnished by the Commissioner of Pensions to agents for 
paying pensions, foy the use of pensioners; and if in said 
affidavit the disability shall be stated at a rate below that 


appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, for setuling land į 


for which the pension was originally granted, he shall only 
be paid at the rate stated in said affidavit. Said affidavit 
shall be filed by said agents, and carefully preserved, and 
copies thereof shall be transmitted, with the semi-annual 
returns of said agents, to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
who shall file them with the original papers of said pen- 
sioner, respectively: Provided, That when the pension 
shall have been originally granted by a special act of Con- 
gress, or for a total disability for the loss of a limb or other 
cause, which cannot be removed, either in whole or in 
part, the above affidavit shall not be required. 


No. 51, which was to add: 


Sec. 7. And he it further enacted, That the portion of 
the seventh section of the act of the 26th of August, 1852, 
entitled “© An act to provide for executing the public print- 
ing and establishing the prices thereof, and for other pur- 
poses,” which provides “ that when any documents. shall 
be ordered to be printed by both Houses of Congress, the 
entire printing of such documents shall be done by the 
printer of that House which first ordered the same,” is 
hereby repeated; and when there are different printers for 
the respective Houses, each shall do the printing which 
may hereafter be ordered by the House electing him; and 
so much of the printing for the Executive Departments and 
bureaus of the Government as is ordered by the said act to 
be done by the public printer, shall be equally divided be- 
tween the printers of the two Houses. 


No. 52, which was to add: 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, Thatso much of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes,” as 
provides for compensation to the Spanish Consul and 
others for losses occasioned by violence at New Orleans, 
and at Key West, in the year 1851, shall be so construed as 
to place Michael Papprenitza, a subject of Austria, on the 
same footing with the subjects of Spain. 


No. 53, which was to add: 


Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That, for custom- 
houses and marine hospitals, and to complete the same, the 
following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated out 
ofany money in the 'freasury not otherwise appropriated, 
namely : 

For completing the custom-house at St. Louis, Missouri 
$100,000 ; 
gongo ene the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 

65,000; 

For completing the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$40,000 5 i 

For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, $40,000, 

For completing the custom-house at Bangor, 
$20,000 ; 

For completing the 
$20,000; ‘ 

For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $12,000 ; A 

For purchasing a site for a custom-house at Providence, 
Rhode Island, $24,000 ; 

For the purchase of a new site for the eustom-house in 
San Francisco, $250,000; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby authorized, if, in his judgment, the public 
interest will thereby be promoted, to apply this appropri- 
ation, and as much as may be necessary of former appro- 
priations, for the erection of a custom-house on the land 
reserved for said purpose, to the purchase of a building or 
buildings for a custam-house aud other public offices; and 
the said Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to take 
ail legal proceedings which may be necessary or advisable 
to maintain and secure the possession and title of the United 
States to the lot heretofore selected for the site of a custom- 
house; 

For the erection of a custom house at Portland, Maine, 
including rooms for the United States court, and tor a post 
office, $200,000; 

To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 


ii 
Maine, 


custom-house at Bath, Maine, 


$25,000; 

To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$10,000 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, Illinois, | 
$8,000; 

To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, 
$12,500; 

To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
$5,000 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
$2,000 ; 


‘To complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, $44,000 ; and to construct a marine hospital at Bur- 
lington, Iowa, $15,000, 

Amend the title by adding atthe end thereof—and for 


| Other purposes. 


Mr. PETTIT. [If it bein order, T will move that 
the Senate concur in the action of the House on 
our amendment appropriating $500,000 for the 
water-worka in this city. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the motion will be 
that the Senate recede from that amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we intend to insist upon 
anything, the usual course is to insist upon all, 
and arrange the whole by a compromise, through 
a committee of conference. If we do not intend 
to insist upon anything, but concur in the action 


| of the House, that motion might perhaps be 
! proper enough. 
| Senator from Indiana, that while some of us would 
' be willing to give up the water-works if other 


But, sir, I would suggest to the 


things were also given up, we might not be willing 
to give up that appropriation if other things 
should be insisted upon, J, for one, am not dis- 
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posed to insist upon the amendments in relation | 
to. the water-works and the custom-houses. Iam! 
willing to get rid of them’ all; but E am not dis- | 
posed to act upon them separately. 1 think the; 
matter had better be arranged through a com- | 
mittee of conference, so that we may have a gen- | 
eral view of all the amendments. -I suggest that | 
to the Senator from Indiana. : ; 

Mr. PETTIT. I suppose after the bill goes to 
a committee of conference, and they agree ‘upon 
their recommendation, the two Houses will almost 
take their report and adopt it; and if this. should 
come back, the House. committee receding from 


their non-concurrence in theamendment, we should |i 
r 


almost feel bound to. take that amendment. 
should not be satisfied with that. I believe, in- 

deed, { would rather, under existing circumstances, | 
and just at this time particularly—I neéd not name | 
why—lose the bill than pass this appropriation, | 

Mr, MASON, The course of the Senate has 
certainly been, so far as I know, when the two 
Houses differ upon a proposition, to have a com- 
mittee of conference. This appropriation was 
made by the Senate. The House has rejected it, 
It is to be presumed that the Senate voted the ap- 
propriation for reasons which will induce them to 
adhere to it, unless they find it may bea matter of 
expediency and propriety upon their part to ad- 
just them by the course which is usual, namely: 
through a committee of conference. ‘That com- 
mittee of conference between the two Houses, | 
we know very well, represent, as far as they un- 
derstand it, the disposition of the two Houses to 
accommodate the difference, by yielding certain 
amendments, and insisting on others; and they 
recommend accordingly. Whatever report they 
may agree upon, may be adopted by the respective 
bodies; bat it is not incumbent upon them. 

In reference to this appropriation for the water- 
works, I was one of those who thought that econ- 
omy in the expenditure of the public money would 
be subserved by making the appropription now. 
Other gentlemen thought differently. Ecesumeit 
will be found, if the House makes really a point 
about it, the committee will recommend receding 
from it, and endeavor to obtain it on some other 
appropriation bill, If we take up the amendments 
one by one, and take some and disregard others, 
in the way proposed by the Senator from Indiana, 
I think it will not be expediting the great object 
of bringing the bi'l to a conclusion. 

Mr. PETTIT. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will withdraw the motion. It will be still in our 
hands to reject the report of the committee of 
conference, 

Mr. ADAMS. If it be in order, | move that 
the Senate recede from all the amendments to 
which the House has disagreed, so as to get a 
general vote. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope the motion will not 
prevail. We have commenced the construction 
of these water-works, and it will be unjust to our- 
selves to stop them. It will, undoubtedly, be a 
saving of the public money to make the appropri- 
ation now. I cannot see why we should hesi- 
tate. IT took occasion, on Saturday, to view the 
work; to see its magnitude and its character; and 
the work which has been done would be a mere 
monumentif we stop now—to say the least of it— 
of the indiscretion of this body. Why, sir, look 
atit. An American who feels pride in the char- 
acter of his country would be greatly gratified to 
see this-work accomplished. As it has gone so 
far, I donot think, if this body would visit it that it 
would hesitate to carry it on. When we consider 
the amount of property belonging to the Union; 
when we consider, Mr. President, the structures 
which we have already erected in this city, and 
those which are now going on, and the neces- | 
sity of water for their protection, as well as for 
the convenience and comfort of those who carry 
on the machinery of the Government, I cannot, 
for one, consent by any act of mine, to. suspend 
this great work. If we stop to-day, what are we 
to do? The brick work, and all kinds of masonry, 
will be subject to inundation and to destruction; 
and if we ever undertake hereafter to carry the 
work through, the appropriation which has al- 
ready been made will have been in vain, and the 
expense will be much increased. If the appro- 
priation proposed be too high, cut it down to | 
$250,000, or any other amount which may be | 
thought proper to carry the work forward. Why, 


| patriot, while our Treasur 


wings of our Capitol, and leave all that has been 
! done to go to ruin, We must have water in the 
i city. . We all know it, and it is the duty of every 
is full, to ornament 
| this city, to give it all the interest we can in the 


| feelings of every one throughout the country, and 


| that bind the whole together. 1 fear that ihein- 


|! timation now is, that there is no telling how long 


| the seat of Government will be here; whether it 
| will not be changed, or whether other circum- 
| stances will not render it necessary to remove it, 
| That is an idea which, I am sure, ought not to 
be indulged by any patriot for a moment, - Then, 
the country asks, why stop the internal improve- 
ments at this period, while our Treasury is full? 
The character of the nation, the security of the 
ublie property, the health and prosperity of the 
i city, and the health of the Representatives in 
| Congress, and of the officers of the Government, 
i are intimately connected with this work. 
| I did not wish to say anything upon this sub- 
i ject, but I consider this a vastly important work. 
Why should we stop it now? There are more 
than one hundred and fifty hands now engaged, 
; and we havealready expended more than $100,000 
| upon it. Ifyou withdraw the work for one win- 
ter, the cold will destroy the whole that has been 
| done. All the machines, all the materials, all the 
instrumentalities which are necessary to carry it 
on, have already been purchased, and are ‘there; 
and if the appropriation is refused all will be lost. 
i I hope, instead of agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi, and thus at once yield 
up the amendment, we shall at least permit it to 
be discussed by a committee of conference. I 
hope, therefore, the Senator will withdraw his 
motion to recede from all the amendments rejected 
by the House, and that then a committee of con- 
ference will be appointed to consider the subject; 
and when they have reported to us, we can deterni~ 
ine whether we will insist upon our amendment 
or not. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I concur with the Senator 
i from Georgia. If the question were a new one, 
| whether we should make an appropriation to com- 
į mence this work, it would be a different question; 
but we have begun it, and I am for going through 
with it according to the plan on which it has been 
j commenced. Sir, I would have this city looked 
upon asa monument erected to Wasninaron. | 
am for improving it; I am for improving it be- 
cause our countrymen regard it as a sort of: com- 
mon property, and are proud of it. I would do 
nothing to diminish the feeling which exists in all 
parts of the country, in regard to it, but do all l 
can to increase it; so that when an American, from 
any part of the Union, comes here and sees the 
buildings which are in course of construction, and 
sees what has been done, and what is contem- 
plated to be done, his bosom may swell with pride 
and pleasure. He does not look upon it as an 
improvement going on for the especial benefit of 
a particular section of the country. He sees great 
works going on which will redound to the honor 
of the nation. Sir, in progress of time, this work 
will become necessary at this seat of Government; 
and why should we now abandon it on the plan 
which has been proposed? On that plan it will 
answer for all time to come. We might draw 
water enough from Rock Creek, or some small 
stream, to supply the -wants of the city at this 
time; but certainly, by and by, that will not be 
sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform 
the Senator from Delaware that the Senator from 
Indiana has withdrawn his proposition. 

Mr. CLAYTON. But the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi moves to recede from all our amendments 
in which the House has not concurred, and that 
includes the amendment to which I am referring. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that the motion made by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is first in order. H 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is his motion to insist on 
our amendment, and ask a committee of confer- 
ence? 

The PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr.CLAYTON. Then my remarks will apply 
to that, as well as to the other motion. Í am in 
fator of the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
lI am not for receding from our amendment with- 


we might as well stop the erection of the two 


| out striking a blow for it, because the House has 


|: make them proud of their national capital. By | 
|| doing that, sir, we are strengthening the ligaments 


s] 


ate insist upon their amendment 


refused to concur in it. J trust, therefore, thatthe 
motion of the Senator from Virginia ‘will, prevail, 
and that the chairman of the committee. will not. 


| understand that we all agree with the Senator from 


Indiana. cua 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on. the, 
motion ofthe Senator from Virginia, that the Sen-_ 
S 8, and.ask for a 
committee of conference. f ET e oi 
Mr. ADAMS. I have no objection to the vote 
being taken upon that question. My. object. in 
making my motion was to take the sense of the 
Senate upon the question of concurrence with the. 
action of the House. Ifthemajority of the Senate 
prefers to have a committee of conference, I have, 
of course, no objection. The only difference be- 
tween the Senator from Delaware and myself is, 
that I prefer to excite the admiration and love of 
the country for the institutions of the country by 
the simplicity and purity of our free institutions, 
rather than by the magnificence of our buildings. 
Mr. Hunver’s motion was agreed to. ; 
Mr. BADGER. Did the Senator from Virginia 
move that the managers on the part of the Senate 
be appointed by the Chair? 
The PRESIDENT. He did not. ee 
Mr. BADGER. That is necessary; and I make 
the motion. 
The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Hunrer, 
Mr. Gwin, and Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, were 
appointed. : 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. : 

On the motion of Mr. STUART, the Senate : 
proceeded. to. the consideration of the motion sub 
mitted by Mr. Bronugan, to reconsider the fol- 
lowing order: : 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
thirty-seven thousand five hundred additional copies of the 
agricultural portion of the Patent Office report, with the 


plates accompanying the saine, two thousand five hundred 
of which shall be for the use of the Patent Office. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I made the motion to re~ 
consider, and I will state, in avery few words, the 
reason why I did so. J find by the Journal of the 
House of Representatives, that they have directed 
the printing of the extra number of theagricultural 
portion of the Patent Office report desired by them 
to be done by the printer of the House.. Soitisen- 
tered upon the Journal, contrary to what I supposed 
was the spirit of the law. But it seems they have 
placed a construction upon the law, under which 
the printing of Congress is now done; and having 
done so, I desire to place a construction upon it, 


‘and to order that the printing of the agricultural 
| portion of the Patent Office report which we desire, 


shall be done by the Senate printer. I will read 


‘from the Journal of the House, in support of the 


position which I assume. 
1854, 1 find the following: 


“ Mr. Murray, from the Committee on Printing; on the 
part of the House, to whom was referred the resoiution to 
Inquire into the expediency of printing extra copies of the 
agricultural portion of the Patent Office report, reported the 
following resolution, namely : 

& Resolved, That there be printed by the printer of the 
House, one hundred thousand copies of the agricultural 
portion of the report of the Commissioner of Patents, for 


On the 21st of March, 


. 


| the use of members of the House, aud that fen thousand 


be for the use of the Patent Office, &e. 

“ The same being read, Mr. Murray moved the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered, and under the operation thereof, said resolution was 
agreed to. 

“ Mr. Murray moved to reconsider,” &c. 

We there find, Mr. President, that the House 
of Representatives has placed a construction upon 
the act of 1852, under which the printing of Con- 
gress is now done, and has ordered the number of 
theagricultural portion of the Patent Office report, 
which they desire, to be printed by the printer of 
the House. I propose so to amend the resolution 
we have adopted, as to have the printing of the 
extra numbers that we desire, done by he printer 
of the Senate. l think the reason is a good one. 

Mr. STUART. i must say that the proposi- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
seems to me to be very improper in principle, and, 
one which I certainly hope the Senate will not 
adopt. The House of Representatives, if the 
statement be correct, have done at least a work of 
supererogation. I think it will not be going toa 


| far to say they have done what they had no right _ 


to do; but, sir, I am unable to conceive how that 
would justify the Senate in committing an error 
ofthe same kind. The law, in emphatic and clear 
terms, defines how this printing shall bedone; and . 


. 
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if the Senate should. now reconsider this resolu- 
tion, and-embrace in it such a clause as that pro- 
posed ‘by the Senator from Pennsylvania, if it 
should produce any effect at all, it would be that 
the Senate had taken upon itself to order thirty- 
seven thousand five hundred copies of this report, 
extra. If it could have any effect at all, I repeat, 
that would-be the effect. The law provides that 
the printer of the House, first ordering a docu- 
ment to be- printed, shall do the printing of that 

- document for the’other House. It is conceded in 
this case that it was first ordered in the House. 
The resolution of the House might. perhapa be 
excused upon that ground, if full knowledge were 
entertained by both Houses; but I am not disposed 
to'excuse it, because the House could not know 
that it had not been ordered by the Senate. The 
utmost extent of the power of either House, is to 
order such additional number of extra copies, as 
thàt House thinks proper, of any document of 
this character, and there its duty and power ends, 
unless it sees fit to órder an extra number to be 
paid: for out of its own fund, irrespective of the 
provisions of law. If we want seventy-five thou- 
sand of these documents, we can reconsider the 
order, and adopt the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, because that will be 
its effect, if it has any effect at all. 

- But, Mr, President, I have another objection 
toit If there is any subject’ respecting which 
difficulty is likely to grow up between the two 
Flouses of Congress, it is this subject of the 
printing; and I submit to the Senate, reapect- 
fully; whether we had not better, on our part, 
treat the matter very discreetly, and not under- 
take to raise or perpetuate the issue) We have 
discharged our duty when we have directed a 
certain. number of this document to be printed, 
The law is then to be executed by the Superin- 
tendent of Printing, according to its terms; and I 
submit that, to undertake to embrace in the Sen- 
ate resolution a provision of this sort, would not 
only be against the provisions of the law, but it 
would: be engaging in a contest with the House of 
Representatives, which, if it produced any result, 
would produce a very undignified controversy— 
such a one as I hope not to see. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Lhope the motion to recon- 
sider will not prevail. The Senate has already 
adopted a resolution, and if the document is to be 
printed for distribution, it seems to me it should 
be in the hands of the printer, and the number 
which is to be printed should be known by us. I 
think the reasons which have been stated by the 
Senator from Michigan, render it very clear that 
no effect can follow the adoption of such a prop- 
osition as that which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania intimates he shall move as an amendment 
to the resolution, if the motion to reconsider 


i } ler pre- 
vaile. If the law designates who shall print this 
work; our vote cannot change it; añd the law 


clearly does designate it. Thereis, however, one 
construction which may be given to the action of 
the Elouse which does'not apply to the action of 
the Senate. This document was first ordered to 
be printed by the House. It was subsequently 
ordered to be printed by the Senate; and, after 
these two orders had been made, the Committee 
on Printing, with the full knowledge of the fact, 
reported to the’ Touse the resolution which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania has read, to wit: that 
an additional number should be printed for the 
House by the printer of the House. They were, 
therefore, but acting in accordance with the law 
in making their report; while, if we were to adopt 
such a resolution, it would be one directly in face 
of the law. ‘It was an act of supererogation on 
the part of the House, I grant, because the print jj 
ing of the extra number followed the printing of the | 
original docunrent; and that having been determ- || 
ined, it would go precisely, as the resolution || 
directs it, without the worda of the resolution. | 
The House, therefore, might be justified in doing it 
what they did; while the Senate would not be jus- 

tified, because in one case it would be in accord- i 


ance with the law; and in the other case, clearly | 
adverse to the law. 


Mr. FITZPATRI 


CK. Have you the law? 

_ Mr. HAMLIN. I have notit here by me, but: 
it provides that the printer for the House first or- 
dering the printing of the document shall do it for 
both branches. That is the idea of it. There is no 
dispute about what it is. The House had ordered 
this, the Senate had ordered it, and after both had 


-done it, the Printing Committee reported to the | 
House a resolution that. the printing of the extra- 
number for the House should be done by their 
printer. 1 hope no further delay willbe had in the 
case. If you were to reconsider the vote,;and adopt 
the amendment indicated by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, it would not change one single thing; 
it. would only be a vote of the Senate, directly in 
violation of the existing Jaw; and_the officer now 
under oath, who is sworn to carry it out, | appre- 
hend, however highly he might respect the opinion 
of the Senate, would not be quite willing to violate 
his oath of office. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iwill make one additional 
remark, This is the second part of the Patent ! 
Office report. The first part was the mechanical 
portion. The Senate has ordered the printing of 
that part. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. The mechanical? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I mean the mechanical, 
and I am of opinion, that this part—the agricul- 
tural—is a portion of the report, and the Senate 
having first ordered the printing of the first part, 
this being the second part, follows it. And, sir, 
this may be the reason why the House of Rep- 
resentatives directed, in their resolution, that the 
second part should be printed by the printer of 
the House.. I cannot conceive any other reason, 
than that the House wished to hand over to its 
| printer the printing of the second portion, when 
there might be, at any rate, a question as to 
whether it did not properly pertain to the printer 
of the Senate. [ think it did, and, therefore, we 
should be doing exactly what the Senator from 
Maine says the House of Representatives has 
been doing. He asserts that that House ordered 
this document to be printed by the printer of the 
House, because it was in accordance with thelaw. 
Now, we might do the same thing, and order it 
to be done by the printer of the Senate, because 
we believe he is legally entitled to do it, it being 
the second branch of the sume report. For this 
reason, and another which I might perhaps add, 
and that is, thatthe Senate has already acted upon 
this question, and inserted a provision in the defi- 
ciency bill requiring all documents ordered to be 
printed by the Senate to be printed by the printer 
of the Senate, I hope the motion which [ have 
made to reconsider will prevail, and that then the 
Senate will amend the resolution in the way Í 
have suggested. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
my motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. Before the vote is taken I should 
like to hear the section of the law read to which 
reference has been made, so that we may know 
distinctly what are its provisions. 

The Secretary read the following: 
Sere. 7. And he it further enacted, That when any docu- 

t shall be ordered to be printed by both Houses of Con- 
the entire printing of such document shail be done by 
the printer of that House which first ordered the same; and 
whenever the same person, or the same firm shall be printer 
for both Houses of Congress, and both Houses shall order 
the same document to be printed, then the east of ecomposi- 
tion shall be charged but once for said document; and no 
sum shall be paid to said printer for altering the heads from 


the form in which he printed them first to the form or forms 
in which such document shall afterwards be printed.” 


Mr. PRATT, Having voted originally for this 
proposition, and. intending to vote for the recon- 
sideration, | am not willing that the argument of 
the Senator from Michigan should be unanswered. 
According to my understanding it is a plain, legal 
proposition. Under the law, when one of the 
Houses of Congress first orders a public docu- 
ment to be printed, the printing is to be done by 
the printer of that House. Now, assuming for 
the purpose of the argument, that the Senator 
from Michigan is right in his construction of this 
law, that it is to be printed for both Houses, if the | 
Senate will look for a moment to the facts, | think | 


him, requires that the printer of the Senate should | 
print the whole of this document. 

I understand the Patent Office report to be one 
document. I speak now from memory; but I 
have sent for the document of last year, and I 
think the mechanical portion is called Part No. 1; 
the agricultural portion Part No. 2; and that they 
are both marked on their face as one document, 
document No. so-and-so. Therefore, when this 
Patent Office report was originally presented to 
Congress, having been presented in this branch, 


they will find that the law, even as interpreted by |; 


and having been ordered to be printed by this 


| and accompanying documents. 


| to distribute it. 


branch, under the true construction of the law, the 
whole document should be printed by the printer 
of this House; and therefore,*as it appears to me, 
it is not a mere idle ceremony that we should in- 
dicate, in our resolution, that this printing should 
be done by the printer of this body. I think it is 
due to our printer that we should so indicate it, 
because the House, for the reasons assigned -by 
the Senator from Michigan; have illegally declared 
that the printing of this document for that House 
should be done by their printer. Therefore, it is 
due-to the printer of this body that we should say” 
that he should execute the work now ordered b 

the Senate. That is my understanding. of the 


.position of the question. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr.PRATT. [shall vote for the reconsideration 
of the resolution for the reason which | have already 
assigned, and for the additional reason, that for the 


| first time, by the reading of the extract: from the 


House Journal this morning, | have ascertained 
that the House had directed one hundred thousand 
copies to be printed—ten thousand to go to the Pat- 
ent Office. The resolution which we propose to 
reconsider, directs the printing of thirty-seven 
thousand five handrade aie thousand of which, I 
think, go to the Patent Office. 

A Senator. Two thousand five hundred. . 

Mr. PRATT. My impression was that five 
thousand were to go to the Patent Office. | can- 
not imagine, valuable as this document may be 
considered by many of its advocates, why we 
should have five thousand copies of it printed to 
be placed in the Patent Office. The only argu- 
ment that I have heard in favor of printing it at 
all is, that the agriculturists of the country want 
it, and I presume that the representatives of the 
agricultural interest would be the proper parties 
Why these five thousand copies 
should be printed at the public expense to be 
placed in the Patent Office, is really beyond my 
conception. For the only reason, therefore, of 
amending the resolution to. prevent the giving five 
thousand copies to the Patent Office, l should vote 
for the reconsideration. . 

Mr MASON. I have not looked at this thing 
at all; but the statement made by theSenator from 
Maryland, as I understand it, is in conflict with 
that just made by the Senator from Michigan. 
The lew under which the printing is done, as has 
been read, clearly directs that the Elouse first or- 
dering the printing of the document shall have it 
printed by its own printer, and if the other House 
then orders the same document, it shall be printed 
by the printer of that House which first ordered it. 
The honorable Senator from Maryland says that 
this document, which consists of Part No. 1 and 
Part No. 2, was first communicated to the Sen- 
ate, and first ordered to be printed by the Senate, 
but in making the communication the Department 
communicated the first part alone, not having 
the second part ready, I presume. But itis just 
as much one documentas the President’s message 
It is one docu- 
ment, although printed in two or three parts, 
This communication coming from the Patent Of- 
fice, making a report of its proceedings, consists 
of two parts, one the mechanical, the other the 


| agricultural, and it is printed in two volumes for 
. convenience; but itis one document. 


Now, even 
if the House, in directing the agricultural part of 
it'to be printed, have, as we have been shown by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, undertaken to 
direct that that part.of this document should be 


| printed by their own printer, they seek the very 


collision which is deprecated by the Senator from 
Michigan. They seek the collision, if collision 
arises. Whether the Senate will entertain it, is 
another question; but, clearly, if we do not, ad- 
monished by the House, indicate the intention of 
the Senate to require that the law shall be executed 
so far as it has directed, in my humble judgment 
we shall have yielded toan apparent usurpation 
on the part of the House. . 

I think, therefore, without ascribing anything 
to the House, that-this expression of theirs, that 
the documents which they have ordered shall be 
printed by their printer, is more than mere sur- 
plusage. It has a specific object, and if the Sen- 


| ator is right in his construction of the law, which 


I apprehend he is, the effect of it will be to violate 
this law, which requires the whole document to 
be printed by the printer of the House first order- 
ing it. I trust, therefore, the Senate will vindi- 
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cate its own right by reconsidering the resolution, 
and adopting the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It isto mea matter of entire 
indifference who does the printing of this doce- 
ment; but it is desirable it should be done, and I 
think it is desirable that the Senate should vote 
understandingly upon the matter, or I would not 
again trespass upon its attention. Having been 
somewhat familiar with it, 1 beg to state in a very 
few words what is my view of the matter. 

The law provides that when the printing of a 
document is first ordered in the Senate, and sub- 
sequently in the House, it shall be printed. for 
both Houses by the Senate printer; and when 
first ordered inthe House, and subsequently in the 
Senate, it shall be done by the House printer. 
Now, sir, the first part of the Patent Office report 
was communicated to the Senate early in the ses- 
sion. I have not before me the day, but it was 
early in the session. Subsequently, and long 
afterwards, the second part of that report was 
communicated to Congress. The first part of it 
was ordered to be printed in the Senate; the sec- 
ond part in the House. What is the true con- 
struction in relation to this matter? What is the 
law? What constitutes a document? That is 
the true question to be settled. By the law of 
1837, it is made the duty of the Commissioner of 


Patents to make an annual report upon the arts | 


and manufactures. 
in existence which requires any report from the 
Commissioner of Patents. The law, therefore, is 
complied with when he sends here what we call 
his mechanical report. That is all the report he 
is required to make by Jaw. That was ordered 
to be printed, first in the Senate, next in the 
House, and both editions were printed, or are in 
rocess of being printed, by the Senate printer. 
hat number the document bears has no earthly 
connection withthe subject. What the Senate vote, 
by its order, to make a document, is a document 
under the law. We vote to print the President’s 
message and accompanying documents. It is 
subdivided into three or four parts, as the Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing shall deem proper, 
but it makes but one document, because—and I 
beg Senators to bear in mind what 1 say—there 
is but one order of Congress in ordering it to be 
printed. What we order to be printed at this 
time, by this vote, constitutes a document, whether 
it is two, ten, or one hundred pages. That is, in 
the language of the law, a document; and the 
whole number of documents that we order to be 
printed must be printed by the printer of the Sen- 
ate, if it is first ordered here. Now, sir, if the 
second part were the same document, only one 
vote was necessary in the House or Senate for 
the printing of both. You might want an addi- 
tional vote for an additional number, but a vote 
to print the first part, if the two be one document 
in law, must necessarily have carried the printing 
of the second. What was the view of the Senate? 
They took no such view of it. We ordered, bya 
separate vote, the second part to be printed, The 
House did the same; and by its own order made 
it a document. 
This, sir, is my view of the matter; and I think 
I could cite here a great many illustrations of it. 
We find the President’s message and accompa- 
nying documents sent to us, but we find additional 
reports emanating from the Departments. I have 
one in my recollection now. I recollect very well 
that the Secretary of War, either this year or last 
year, stated in his report that there was a certain 
matter upon which he was not fully prepared at 
that time to report. Was it not in regard tot he 
surveys for the Pacific railroad? I think it was. 
He therefore did not communicate them as a part 
of his annual report, because he had not them 
complete. What did hedo? Subsequently, when 
he got them, hesent them in. What did we do? 
Printed them separately, and made, by our own 
order, a Separate document of them. I hold, un- 


That is all the law there is | 


der this law, that the President may send in his | 


annual message, accompanied by the annual re- 
ports of the heads of the different Departments; 


84 


and if the Senate should so choose, it is perfectly 
competent, under that law, to say that we would 
order the President’s message and the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to be printed, and stop 
there; and by so doing we would make it a docu- 
ment. That is the language of the law. What 
we order to be printed isa document; and, taking 
the case which i have stated, if we take the Pres- 
ident’s message and report of the Treasury De- 
partment, and say that we will order them'to be 
printed alone, and pass no vote in relation to the 
others, what would be the document? Why, it 
would be the President’s message and report of 
the Treasury Department. Suppose we subse- 
quently ordered the reports of the other Depart- 
ments to be printed, the order of the Senate would 
make another document of them. If the order to 
print them was made at a different time from that 
when the first order was made, they would be 
another document, no matter what the number 
would be. That would not vary it, because it 
would be an order of the Senate to print a certain 
number at a certain time, while the other would 
have been another order, at another time, for an en- 
tirely distinct thing. 

So itis in relation to this matter. While this 
repert is by law a thing which has two parts, the 
one coming here under the direction and by the 
requirement of law, and the other under only an 
annual appropriation requiring the Commissioner 
of Patents to collect certain reports; and while 
they have the same number put upon them here, 
we stamp upon them the character of two docu- 
ments by our own votes, and by our own distinct 
orders; [ hold that notwithstanding the number, 
they are two distinct reports—one mechanical, 
the other agricultural. 
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will regard it as a vote directly in opposition ta 
the law. i 

_ Mr. PRATT. While the Senator was speak- 
ing Í referred to the law, and also to copies of the 
Patent Office report. To show that [was entirely 
right in the remarks which I made when Iad- 
dressed the Senate, I shall read a sentence from. 
the seventh section of the law: 

“That when any document shail be ordered to be print- 
ed by both Houses of Congress, the entire printing of auch, 
document shall be done by the priuter of that House which 
first ordered the same.” ` 

There iano dispute in reference to this matter, 
that the mechanical part of the report was first. 
presented to the Senate, and by the Senate was 
first ordered to be printed. If, therefore, the agri- 
cultural portion of the report constitutes a part of 
the same document, the Senator concedes that it 
comes within the letter of that clause of the sev- 
enth section of the act of 1852, which I have read 
for the information of the Senate. [hold in my 
hand the Patent Office report for 1852. Part first: 
jis the mechanical part, and the Commissioner 
says: i 

«T have the honarto transmit to you, as required by law, 


that portion of the report of this office, for the year 1852,” 
which relates to arts and manufactures”? 


It is marked Document No.55. I come to the 
agricultural portion of the same report; and the 
| Commissioner goes on to say that he now has the 
| honor to transmit that portion of the report relating 
| to agriculture. Itis marked Document No. 55, 
| precisely the same as the other. 
| I think, therefore, that I have stated what must 
convince every impartiul mind that this is one 
report, the whole and entire report, constituting 
one and only one document; and that, under this 
clause of the act of 1852, wherever a document 


I think that there is but one case to be found 
where the printing of the second part of a docu- 
ment has followed that of the first; and that was 
the document upon the exploration of the river 
Amazon. That report consisted of a first and 
second part, and the vote ordering the first part 
to be printed, also, at the same time, ordered the 
second part to be printed, and consequently the 
Senate at that time, although they both made one 
report, looked at them as two documents, draw- 
ing a distinction between a report and a docu- 
ment. There were two parts to a report, and the 
Senate made two documents of it; but to super- 
sede the necessity of a subsequent motion to print 
the second part, which was the second document, 
the motion was made for the whole when the first 
part was printed. Now, if when the Senate or- 
dered the mechanical portion of the Patent Office | 
report to be printed, it had, at the same time, or- 
dered the agricultural portion to be printed, one 
would have followed the other. But by its own 
action, by a distinct and separate order, it has 
made them two documents. It has made two 
documents, even if they were one report; though 
I deny that they are the same report. One is in 
relation to mechanics, and the other in relation 
to agriculture. This is the view I take of the 
matter; and it is in accordance with the uniform 
practice of the Senate. It is the opinion of the 
Superintendent of the Public Printing; and, in 
accordance -with that opinion, I understand he 
has delivered the work to the public printer. It 
is a question for him to decide, and not for the 
Senate. I think, myself, that it was inappropriate 
for the House to declare that theirs should be 
printed by the printer of the House, because it 
was what was beyond their control, and what 
they could not do. You havea law placing that 
power in the hands of an executive officer; and 
that power he was bound to discharge under the 
sanction of an oath and under a bond. If he be- 
lieved that one printer or the other, under the law, 
was entitled to it, he had nothing to do but to} 
discharge his duty, and to discharge it as he un- 
derstood the law. 

I have nothing further to say upon the subject. 
If the Senate shall be disposed to reconsider and 
pass the order with the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, 1 can only say į 


has been ordered to be printed, it is to be printed 
entirely by the printer of the House in which it 


is first ordered. ‘That is the proposition for which 
I contend. I know that the honorable Senator 
from Maine does not desire to do injustice to any~ 
body; but it is a proposition which there is not a 
| jega] mind here—I venture to say my honorable 
friend from Michigan, who espouses the other 
side, cannot get up and say I am wrong——that ` 
does not see that, under this law, the printer of 
the Senate is entitled to the printing of the entire 
document. I know that neither my honorable 
friend from Maine nor any other Senator, desires 
to do injustice; but the effect of not agreeing to 
the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would be illegally to deprive our 
printer of the emoluments of the office to which 
he is entitled. ` 
Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to state the fact that 
while each part of the Patent Office report has the 
same number, it is only and entirely our number. 
j Jt comes here with no earthly number upon it, 


i! The Commissioner of Patents communicates his 


report separately and distinctly, at two different 
times, with no number upon it. 

Mr. PRATT. But as one document. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir; not as one docu- * 
ment. And then numbers are placed upon them 
by the Secretary of the Senate, when he sends 
them out, simply as an arbitrary method of desig- 
nating them, not for the purpose of consolidating 
‘them or making them either one report or one 
document. 

Mr.STUART. J think that if I can have the 
attention of the Senator from Maryland, we shall 
not disagree about this question; certainly, I hope 
not.” I am not going to discuss the question as to 
whether this report is one or two documents. I 
wil! only suggest to the Senator and to the Senate, 
that it may very well be one report, and yet two 


it documents, within the meaning of the law. But, 


for the purpose of my argument, that does not 
alter the question. F submit that the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing is the agent, selected by. the 
| law to determine the question as to who shall do 
| the printing. This being my view of the Jaw— 
and I think the Senator himself will not dispute 
| it—I submit again respectfully to the Senate that 


that I shall make no further objection to it; but I 


Lif the Superintendent disagrees with ua, he will 


1330 


disregard our resolution; and he ought to do so. 
It would-be no excuse for him, if it did not meet 
his judgment, to say that the Senate had ordered it. 

Then, sir, how do we stand? Either our con- 
struction of the law is right, and the Superintend- 
ent of the Public Printing will decide it to be right, 
and will give this printing to the printer of the 
Senate, or else the construction contended for 
here is wrong, and our resolution will be disre- 
garded by the Superintendent, under his opinion 
of his duty ugder the law. Then how stands the 
Senate of the United States? The Superintendent 
of Public Printing is not an officer who we can 
control by our resolution.. He is not an officer of 
the Senate. He is an officer of the law of the 
United States, and gives to it such construction 
as, in his opinion, the law demands. Then I ask 
Senators again, in what position will our action 
place the Senate of the United States? Why, sir, 
ag seeking to control an officer over whom we have 
no control at all, and subjecting our action, there- 
fore, to be set at defiance; or, if we are right, the 
resolution will be no more with those words in 
than it is now. 

It seems to me that there can really be no two 
opinions about this matter; and in order that some 
Senator may answer, if he can, I will state my 
proposition again. I submit, that if the construc- 
tion of the law which is contended for by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland be the correct construction, 
this resolution now carries on its face all that it 
would carry if it were altered as suggested by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania; but if that be not the 
true construction of the law, then we subject our- 
selves to the humiliating position of having our 
resolution expressly disregarded by the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing, In either case, the 
result arrived at, as to our action, is the same. 
The Superintendent is an officer whose action we 
cannot control. He will decide for himself as his 
oath and the law compel him to do. At best, 
then, according to the construction contended for 
by the Senator from Maryland, it is a work of su- 
pererogation to put in the words suggested; but 
if that construction be wrong, then, by adopting 
the suggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
the Senate of the United States will have under- 
taken a business which it has no right to transact. 
Therefore, the fact whether this be one or two 
documents does not at all alter the propriety of 
changing the terms of the resolution, As I sug- 

ested, I think it very probable that although this 

e one report, it may form two documents; but 
the Senate of the United States is not the body to 
decide that question; the law has expressly given 
its decision to another tribunal—the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I intended, by 
the vote which [ gave upon this resolution before, 
what I intend to make manifest by the vote 
which I shall give upon the present proposition; | 
that is, that this printing should be Nons by the 
printer of the Senate. Now, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan says that we have no author- 
ity to direct the printing to be done by the printer 
of the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. That is not precisely my state- 
ment; but perhaps thé honorable Senator did not 
hear the remarks which I made a short time ago. 
I stated that the Senate could undoubtedly order 
a document to be printed, and have it printed by 
whom they chose; but that would be an extra 
document, outside of the law. F said further, 
that if this document should be printed under the 
law, the Superintendent would decide who should 
have it. 

Mr. BADGER. Then [ understand the Sen- | 
ator concedes we have a right to direct this docu- | 
ment to be printed by our printer. That being | 
so, if it is the wish and intention of the Senate 
that our printer should print it, it seemsto me that 
every objection to modifying the resolution, as 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, is 
gone. I take it that, if we pass this order that 
this printing is to be done by the printer of the 
Senate, it will be done by him, or it will be done 
by nobody. Itake it for granted, if we pass this 
order, the officers of this House will know thatat 
least it is not their business to dispute ourauthor- 
ity, and the Secretary will take care that the 
printing is done by the person whom we. direct 
shall do it. 

Now, sir, that is sufficient forme. The ques- 


epg cineca 


tion may come up hereafter, whether it is print- 


ing ordered beyond the scope of the law which 
regulates the public printing, or falls within it. I 
do not think it necessary to investigate the ques- 
tion now. I wish the printing done, and I wish 
it done by the officer of the Senate; and therefore 
1 shall vote to direct that it be done by him. — 

There is a question, however, now pending, 
Mr. President, as I have collected from some 
statements I have seen in the newspapers, with 
regard to the construction of the printing law of 
1852; and [ understand the circuit court of the 
United States for this District, upon an applica- 
tion being made to them for some process in be- 
half of the printer of the Senate, have refused to 
grant it, not upon the ground that the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing is, under the law, au- 
thorized to decide the questions with regard to 
printing which have created this difficulty, but 
that the ultimate power of decision belongs, under 
the law, to the Committees on Printing of thetwo 
Houses. | understand, further, that from that 
refusal an appeal has been prosecuted to the Su- 
preme Court; so that what is the true construc- 
tion of the law is now in a process of judicial in- 
terpretation. It may turn out that the opinion 
that the committees of the two Houses of Con- 
gress are the ultimate authority will receive the 
sanction of the highest tribunal of the country, 
who will decide that question calmly, and who 
can have no preference or feeling in the matter. 
But, in the mean time, we propose to print this 
document. We have power, it is confessed, to 
have it printed by our own printer, and the other 
question will arise hereafter.’ 

Mr. PRATT. And this will not increase the 
expense. 

r. STUART. Iwill state my position in a 
few words; for I am reluctant to detain the Senate. 
l insist that this is the construction of the law: 
If this body orders a certain number of documents 
to be printed, and, in the opinion of the Superin- 
tendent, the printing of them belongs to the House 
printer, he will print them. If this body incorpo- 
rates in a resolution additional words, that that 
number shall be printed by the printer of the Sen- 
ate, and the officers of the Senate carry out that 
resolution, he will print them, as the printer of 
the Intelligencer might print them, or any one else 
whom we might order. Thus we shall have thirty- 
seven thousand five hundred additional documents 
printed, and we shall have to pay for them outof 
our contingent fund. 

Sir, we cannot change the law. The printer of 
the House of Representatives and the printer of 
the Senate have certain rights under the law, to be 
determined by the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing. If we incorporate in our resolution an order 
that these documents shall be printed by the printer 
of the Herald, or the printer of the Star, or any- 


I| body else, we cannot take away the right which 


the law gives to the public printer. Then, if our 
officers go on and obey our resolution, the result 
is, as I said before, that we shall have an addi- 
tional number of this document. We shall have 
seventy-five thousand instead of thirty-seven thou- 
sand five hundred; and we shall have to pay for 
thirty-seven thousand five hundred out of our con- 
tingent fund, in addition to paying for thirty-seven 
thousand five hundred from the Treasury. It is 
therefore a mistake to say that this will not cost 
us any more. 

I take it that this position I assume cannot be 
disputed. This law, l repeat, confers rights upon 
the printers of both Houses. Those rights are 
fixeland determined, so soon as the Superintend- 


ent acts; and the terms of our resolutions cannot | 


deprive any one of rights vested by law. If we 
order the document to be printed, the Superin- 
tendent determines who shall print it. We can- 
not change the law. It is not in our power to 
change it. But if the argument of the other side 
be right, there was no necessity for our amend- 
ment to the deficiency bill, We undertook by 
that amendment so to change the law asto pay for 
extra composition. Now we can as well change 
it, and do change it, by this resolution; and if the 
argument be sound, we do not need the concurrent 
action of the other House and the President of 
the United States at all, to change the law. That 
argument, therefore, it seems to me, cannot bear 
examination. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish the Senator to answer 
this argument, if he can. The proposition sub- 
mitted by the honorable Senator from North Car- 
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olina, and, as I understand, it was conceded by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan, is, that the 
Senate have a right to order any number of copies 
to be printed, and to direct that number of copies 
to be printed by whom they please. Now, the 
Senator says he number so printed under. the 
order of the Senate would have to be paid for out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. The Sena- 
tor must further concede that it is not obligatory 
upon theSenate to order any number to be printed 
at all, and therefore if they do not take action 
under the general power which they have under the 
law of 1852, there is nothing for the public printer 
todo. They have ordered no part of the docu- 
ment to be printed which will come within that 
view. According tothe Senator’s own argument, 
if he is right in the law, (which I humbly con- 
ceive he is not,) the number we order for our- 
selves would be printed by our own printer, and 
we should have to pay for it out of this fund; but - 
I say it would not be an additional number. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator asks me to an- 
swer the argument if I can. Now, sir, | may be 
exceedingly confident—not in my own power, but 
in the reason of the case. I will, however, state 
my proposition in a few words; and I hope so 
clearly that the Senator cannot misunderstand me. 
The law of the United States has provided for the 
election of a public printer, and it has provided 
that when he is elected, he shall do all the printing 
for both Houses of Congress, and for the Execu- 
tive Departments. That isthe law. That being 
the law, I ask where the power rests—in the Sen- 
ate, or the House of Representatives of the United 
States—to divert that printing to somebody else? 
Is there any such power? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Does the law say ‘all the 
printing??? 

Mr. STUART. Thelaw says that all the public 
printing shall be done by the public printer, and 
each House is to elect a public printer. ‘The two 
Houses may elect the same printer, or they may 
elect different ones. If two are elected, these two 
are to do all the public printing. Now, do they 
not have a right to that printing, the moment the 
House orders any public printing, and the moment 
the Senate orders any public printing? Does it 
not go immediately to these persons under the law, 
and is there any power to divert it from them? 

Mr. PRATT. Did not the Senator concede 
that we had a right to order whomever we pleased 
to print anything? 

Mr. STUART. 1 have stated my proposition 
three or four times already, but I will state it 
again, so that I cannot be misunderstood. I say, 
that if the Senate, in ordering the printing of this 
document, goes on to say that it shall be printed 
by the printer of the Senate, it is an additional 
number to be printed beyond the provisions of the 
law. If the House printer is entitled to this print- 
ing, without these words being inserted in the 
resolution, he will print these thirty-seven thou- 
sand five hundred additional copies under that 
law, and itis not in our power to prevent him. 
Then, | say, if the Senate printer prints thirty- 
seven thousand five hundred algo, he does it under 
the resolution of the Senate, and not under the 
Jaw, and is to be paid for it out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. It is not in the power of the 
Senate of the United States to direct printing to 
be done by anybody else, so as to affect the rights 
of the public printers under thelaw. Suppose we 
order ten thousand copies of a document to be 
printed by the printer of the New York Herald; 
the moment we order this, it gives to the printer 
of Congress a right to print the same number, 
because the law gives itto him. He can print it; 
he will print it; and it will be paid for out of the 
Treasury of the United States. We can have the 
same number printed by the printer of the Herald, 
and pay him for it also; and that is this case pre- 
cisely. If the officers of the Senate, as suggested 
by the Senator from North Carolina, obey our 
resolution, and have this printing done through the 
medium of the printer of the Senate, and the 
Superintendent shall determine that heis not enti- 
tled to it, the House printer will take his pay for 
it under the Jaw, and will print the document. 
We cannot avoid it by any action of ours. It is 
for this reason, and this reason alone, that I am 
opposed to the reconsideration; for, as between 
| these printers, I beg leave to say now, once and 
forever, that I have no choice at all. I care not, 
individually, who does the printing; but I have 
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some care that we do not pay twice for printinga 
document when we do not intend to pay for it but 
once, 

Mr. GWIN. What is the resolution? Is it 
proposed that the printer of the Senate shall print 
these extra numbers? i 

Mr. BADGER. The motion is to reconsider. 

Mr. GWIN. For that purpose? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. To make this resolution 
read the same as the resolution of the House, only 
striking out the words printer of the House,” 
and inserting ‘ printer of the Senate.” 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, on the 31st of 
March last the Senate ordered this document, 
about which so much has been said, to be printed, 
and after that order was issued it was transmitted, 
according to law, to the Superintendent of Print- 
ing, and handed by him to the printer of the 
House, and he has printed the document, so that 
it is entirely out of the control of the Senate. 
We have no further control over it. This is a 
motion to printan extra number of that document, 
which has already been printed by the printer of 
the House. ‘That document has passed from the 
hands of the Senate. It is in the hands-.of the 
printer who is declared by the law to be entitled 
to it, and he is the printer of the House. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My friend from California, 
I think, is mistaken in regard to a matter of fact. 
The mechanical branch of the Patent Office report 
came here a long time ago, but the agricultural 
part did not come till recently, and therefore I 
take it for granted it cannot be printed already. 

Mr. GWIN. [am not mistaken. The order 
to print this very document was made by the 
Senate on the 3ist of March, and it is printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Not for the Senate. 

Mr.GWIN. Yes, sir, for the Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, I will read the resolution 
of the House: ‘That there be printed by the 
printer of the House, one hundred thousand extra 
numbers of the agricultural report of the Com- 
missioner of Patents,” &c. 

Mr. GWIN. That is an order for ‘extra 
‘numbers.’ I spoke of the printing of the docu- 
ment—the original document. We ordered that 
to be printed on the 31st of March. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Why, then, is this now 
proposed? ` 

Mr. GWIN. It is now proposed to provide 
for the printing of extra numbers of that docu- 
ment; butit has already been ordered to be printed, 
and is in the hands of the printer of the House. 
If we order this printing to be doneby any printer 
but he who has the original document to print, 
we shall have to pay both for it. The original 
document is out of our possession. It was, ac- 
cording to law, transmitted to the Superintendent, 
and by him delivered to the printer of the House, 
as he had a right to deliver it. The question is 
now whether we shall print an extra number of 
that document. That is the precise question. The 
document is printed. The original was handed 
to the printer of the House, set up, and printed, 
and now we are asked to print an extra number 
of that document. If we order any other printer 
to do it but the one who did the original printing, 
we do it outside of the law, because our power is 
exhausted. The document has gone to the hands 
of the printer. 
cannot have any control over it. If we order any 
one else to do it, we pay him out of the contingent 
fund, as the Senator from Michigan says, because 
the document has passed from our control. We 
may adopt as many resolutions as we please, but 
we cannot get hold of it, nor can the Secretary. 
If you were to ask him for it, he would tell you 
that it had gone long ago to the Superintendent of 
Printing, and been handed over by him to the 
printer entitled to it by law. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to ask the Senator from 
California a question. He says that if we order 
this printing to be done by any one but the public 

rinter, we must pay for it out of our own funds. 
Tant to know how we can order it to be printed 
by anybody else? The printing must be done by 
the public printer. If we order it to be done by 
any one else we cannot pay for it. 

Mr. GWIN. ‘here are two printers, one for 
the Senate and one forthe House. J say thatif we 


We have no control over it, and | 


order this printing to be done by any one but the : 


printer to whom the document has already been 
transmitted by the Superintendent—the printer of 


‘ its terms. 


the House—we have to pay for it out of the con- 
tingent fund. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I have myself given no atten- 
tion to this question until-the present moment; but 
I find by the seventh section of the act of 1852, 
it is directed, that when ‘any document shall be 
ordered to be printed by both Houses of Congress, 
the entire printing of such document shall be done 
by the printer of that House which first ordered 
the same.” Now, this document has been ordered 
to be printed by both Houses of Congress, as I 
understand. If so, the law is clear and unequivo- 
cal that ‘‘the entire printing of such document 
shall be done by the printer of that House which 
first ordered the same.” Until this law be re- 
pealed, I deny that either branch of Congress can 
make an order for printing which is contrary to 
I do not understand that either branch 
of Congress can repeal alaw,or make an order in 
opposition to a law while that law remains in 
force. It seems to me there is no room for any 
doubt on this question. Here is a document. 
Whether it is part of one report, or part of an- 
other, itis a document. It has been ordered to 
be printed by both Houses of Congress, and the 
law declares in the most unequivocal terms, by 
whom the printing shall be done. The law makes 
the order as long as it stands upon the statute- 
book unrepealed ; and for one J hold the supremacy 
of the law over a resolution of either branch of 


Congress. -H 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
upon the motion to reconsider, resulted—yeas 21, 
nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Brodhead, Brown, 
Dawson, Fish, Foot, Gillette, Hunter, James, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Sumner, 
Thompson of Kentucky, ‘Toombs, Wade, and Weller— 
91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Benjamin, Cass, Clay, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hamlin, 
Norris, Pettit, Slidell, Stuart, Toucey, and Walker—I6. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 


thirty-seven thousand five hundred additional copies of. 


the agricultural portion of the Patent Office report, with the 
plates accompanying the same; five thousand of which shall 
be for the use of the Patent Office. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I now move to amend the 
resolution by inserting, after the word *¢ printed,” 
the words, ‘* by the printer.of the Senate.” 

Mr. GWIN. Was there nota law passed at 
the last Congress, that one House should have no 
right to order the printing of a book to be paid for 
out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. BADGER. Except public documents. 

Mr. GWIN. Can we order a public document 
to be paid for out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. BADGER. The provision of the act to 
which the Senator refers, is that neither House 
shall distribute to the member of that House any 
books, except public documents, unless an appro- 
priation be first made. 

Mr. GWIN. This is a document ordered with- 
out authority of law, if we order it to be printed 
by the prifter of the Senate; and it is to be paid 
for out of the contingent fund. Itis clearly out 
of the power of the Senate to order it to be done 
outside the printing act. F move to lay the reso- 


i lution on the table, and I ask for the yeas and 


nays on that motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia will withdraw that motion. — . 

Mr. GWIN. i will withdraw it to accommo- 
date the Senator; but I really wish to stop debate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I asked the Senator to with- 
draw the motion simply for this reason: I appre- 
hend that this vote will of itself be a nullity, and 


be treated as such by the Superintendent of Public |! 


Printing. I have no doubt he will so treat it; and 
I have no doubt that if we do not pass the vote to 
print the extra number, we shall not have it. If 
we pass this resolution—which I will not vote for 
—ordering this additional number to be printed 


by the printer of the Senate, I apprehend the | 


Superintendent of Public Printing will go on and 
execute the order just so far as it is lawful; and 
where it is unlawful I apprehend he will not vio- 
late his oath of office. We have ordered this doc- 
ument to be printed. It has been seut to the Su- 


| perintendent of Printing, and he has gent it to the 


printer of the House, and it has been printed. 
Now, under the law, if we pass an order for print- 
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[question who shall print it. 


ing the extra numbers, the printer of the House 
will get it. Ihave no doubt the Superintendent 
will carry out the law; therefore I have no objec- 
tion to the resolution being passed, but I shall not 
vote for it. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senator will allow the 
Superintendent to construe his own duty; and: 1 
hope officers of the Government will not be in- 
vited to disregard what action may be taken by the 
Senate, or the two Houses of Congress. E 

Mr. HAMLIN. [ will say, then, that T under- 
stand the Superintendent. to say such is his view 
of the law, and such will be his action. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Then 1 understand the 
Superintendent to deliver his judgment in advance, 
and have it announced here on the floor of the 
Senate to influence our votes. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. Not at all. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 renew the motion which 
was made by the Senator from California, to lay 
the resolution and amendment on the table; and 
on that motion T call for the yeas and nays., ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Nor- 
ris, Pratt, Slidell, Toombs, and Walker—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allén, Atchison, Badger, Brodhead, 
Brown, Cass, Dawson, Evans, Fish, Foot, Gillette, Ham- 
lin, Hunter, James, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Toucey, Wade, and Weller—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. PRATT. I hope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will consent to alter the clause giving five 
thousand for the use of the Patent Office, by re- 
ducing the number to two thousand five hundred. 
The House has already provided. for giving ten 
thousand to the Patent Office. I do not see that 
they need fifteen thousand. 

Mr. HAMLIN. They ask for twenty-five 
thousand. 

Mr. PRATT. They might ask for one hun- 
dred thousand, but we should not be bound to give 
it to them. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Then I will move to strike 
out five thousand, and insert two thousand five 
hundred, if that be agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr.GWIN. Let us have one amendment at a 
time. I ask for the yeas and nays on inserting 
the words proposed to be inserted by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. To UCEY. l have given no attention to the 
controversy that has arisen, as to which printer is 
entitled to print this document. I have not investi- 
gated the subject, nor formed any opinion upon it. 
The vote I have given, and the vote I shall give, 
is upon the ground merely that the law which we 
passed in 1852, directs, unequivocally, by whom 
every public document, ordered to be printed by 
both Houses of Congress, shall be printed. This 
document is ordered to be printed by both Houses 
of Congress, and the law applies directly to the 
1 deny that either 

Touse has the power to direct it to be printed by 
any one else. When, therefore, without repeal- 
ing that law, you undertake here to authorize any- 
thing to be done which is in conflict with it, I 
think the order is without authority, and is void. 
If I am right in my premises, I think my conclu- 
sion is inevitable; and I have not understood any 
Senator to state different premises from what I 
have. For this reason, I shall vote against the 
amendment. Ifthe amendment directs the print- 
ing to be done by the officer who is entitled to do 
the printing, it is superfluous. If it directs it to 
be done by a printer who is not entitled to print it, 
then it is in conflict with this law. Now I con- 
fess, for one, that I deem it of the highest import- 
ance, not only in Congress, but in the country, 
that the laws should be obeyed. 

Thè question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment, resulted—yeas 23, nays 11; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Brodhead, 
Brown, Dawson, Evans, Fish, Foot, Gillette, H unter, 
Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Rusk. Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, 
Wade, and Weller—23, $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Cass, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Gwin; 
ilamlin, Norris, Slidell, Stuart, Toucey, and Walker—Il. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. If it be the general sense 
of the Senate that five thousand is too large a num- 


ber to be given tothe Patent Office for distribution 
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by it, I will move to reduce the number to two 
thousand five hundred. 
` Several Sewarons. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Several Senators around 
me say T had better leave it as it is; I will not, 
therefore, move the amendment. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to have the reso- 
lution amended, so as to increase the whole number 
to be printed. it was the intention, I understand, 
‘of the committee, if the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Firzrarricx] prevailed, in- 
creasing the amount to be placed at the disposal 
of the Batent Office to five thousand, to ask that 
the whole number be increased to forty thousand. 
I move, therefore, to strike out ‘ thirty-seven 
thousand five hundred”? and insert ‘forty thou- 
sand,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being on the adoption of the reso- 
‘ution, as amended: 


Ordered, That there be printed by the printer of the Sen- 
ate forty thousand additional copies of the agricultural 
Portion of the Patent Office report, with the plates accom- 


panying the same, five thousand of which shall be for the | 


use of the Patent Office. 


Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered, and taken with the 
following result: 


YHAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Brodhead, 
Brown, Dawson, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Foot, Gillette, 
Huuter, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pettit, Pratt, 
Rusk, Seward, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, 
and Weller—23, 

NAYS—Mesars. Adams, Beujamin, Cass, Clay, Fitzpat- 


rick, Hamlin, Norris, Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Toucey, and | 


Walker—12, 
So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 
GOLD COINAGE. 


Mr. GWIN. I move to take up the bill which 


has been reported from the Committee on Finance, | 


“to authorize the coinage of gold pieces of the 
value respectively of ten eagles and five eagles, 


and for other purposes.” Itis important that it | 


should be acted upon at once. 

Mr. STUART. 
ifornia now, when we are engaged in this business 
of printing, will allow us to dispose of another 
resolution which is also pending on a motion to 
reconsider, 

Mr. GWIN. We are wasting more time on 
these resolutions than they are all worth. ‘The 
measure which I propose to take up is of some 
national importance to the country, and I hope the 
Senate will permit me to have it acted upon. ‘The 
Secretary of the Treasury is anxious that itshould 
be passed. 

Mr. BADGER. Will the Senator from Michi- 
gan state what resolution it is he wishes to have 
called up? 

Mr, STUART. Itis in relation to the printing 
of a document called the Compendium of the Cen- 
sug. The resolution was passed by the Senate 
some three or four months since, but it has been 
tied up by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GWIN. 
tion to my bill; and L hope it will not take ten 
minutes, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as 
the Whole. 

It provides that there may becoined and issued, 
by the Mint of the United States, or by such of 
the branch Mints as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
may direct, a gold coin of the weight of two thou- 
sand five hundred and eighty grains, of the value 
of one hundred dollars, and ancther of the weight 
of one thousand two hundred and ninety grains, 


I hope the Senator from Cal- | 


I think there will be no opposi- | 


vin Committee of | 


|| and assistants authorized to be employed in the 


either case to bear a stamp of the weight, fineness, 
and Mint value. 

It further proposes to repeal all laws heretofore 
passed which authorize any foreign gold or silver 
coins to pass current as money and to be receiva- 
ble in payment of debts. | ; i 

it provides that the Director of the Mint may, 
under such rules and regulations, and upon such 
terms and conditions as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, provide for striking 
medals for such States, Territories, associations, 
societies, and individuals, as the rules shall in- 
clude, and the Director, under like rules and regu- 
lations, shall acquire and keep a collection of all 
medals that have been or may be struck by the 
United States, or any of the States or Territories 
of the United States, and also of all such as may 
be struck at the Mint under the provision hereof: 
Provided, That all expenses incurred on account 
of the striking of such medals shall be paid by 
the said States, Territories, associations, societies, 
and indiyiduals respectively, for which or whom 
they may be struck. 

The bill is further designed to authorize the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate of the United States, to appoint an As- 
sistant Director of the Mint, at an annual salary 
of $2,500; and allow the clerks in the Mint an 
annual salary of $1,800 each, atjthe discretion of 
the officers authorized by law to appoint, with the 
approbation of the President; and to allow to the 
clerks authorized to be employed in the branch 
Mint in California, $3,000 a year each, to take 
effect from and after the first of July, 1854. 

It also provides that all appointments of clerks 


offices of the Assistant Treasurers of the United 
States, and in the offices of the Mint and branches 
shall respectively be made, with the approbation | 
of the President, by the Assistant Treasurer, Di- 
rector, Superintendent, and Treasurers of the Mint 
and branches, as the case may be, whose bonds 
are held at the Treasury Department in trust for 
the proper and faithful performance of their re- | 
spective duties. 

| Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam not disposed to give 
my vote on this bill atthis moment. It was only 
reported onthe 23d of May. H certainly appears | 
to me to be a very important bill. 1 have been } 
looking over some of its provisions, and [ find 
that it makes a great change in the public policy 
of the country; and I should like to have some ex- | 
planations of its provisions, in order to vote on it | 
understandingly. I find, for instance, that the 
sixth section proposes to repeal all laws hereto- 
fore passed for authorizing any foreign gold or 
silver coin to be passed current as money, and be 
receivable in payment of debts. I do not know 
for what reason the Committee on Finance has | 
reported that section. I find numerous other sec- 
tions increasing the salaries of different public 
officers, making some changes in relation to the 
mode of appointment of clerks and assistants, and 
different provisions of the bill, which I have not 
yet had time even toread. The bill has only been 
five or six days printed. I am not prepared to 
vote upon it now. If, however, the S@hator from 
California can explain it, and satisfy me in relation 
to it, I shall be quite pleased to withdraw my 


of the value of fifty dollars; each of which ceins ` 


shall be of the standard fineness now prescribed b 


law for the gold coins of the United States, and | 


shall be a legal tender, and shall be received at | 
their respective values, as established by the bill, | 
in payment of all dues to the United States. 

it also proposes to enact that the Director of the | 
Mint, in the regulations he is authorized to make | 


for the assay office in New York, shall place de- | 
positors of gold bullion in that office upon the | 


game footing as depositors of gold in the Mint at 
Philadelphia and branches; and that it shall beat 
the option of persons depositing gold or silver in: 
bullion or in foreign coins at the assay office in | 
the city of New York, to receive the Mint valu 
of the same, either in refined bars or in bars made 
from the identical metal without refining; but in | 


| the bill is useful and important. There is no doubt | 


l try. We produce a hundred millions of gold 


. 


request for delay. 
Mr. GWIN. All the provisions alluded to by 
the Senator from Louisiana were prepared by the į 


amined by the Committee on Finance, and report- 
ed unanimously by that committee. The original 

proposition referred to the committee, was only as 
| to the propriety of authorizing the large coins, pro- 


ed by a memorial of bankers and merchants of | 
| San Francisco, asking for large coins for that place. 
| The Secretary of the Treasury was of opinion ; 


that it was a proper time, and a proper occasion, | 
to make these other and necessary alterations. | 
| The bill wag prepared at the Department, and sent | 
| to the Committee on Finance, after full consulta- | 
f tion with the Director of the Mint. The altera- | 
tions stated by the Senator from Louisiana have || 
| been fully digested by the head of the Treasury |! 
| Department, and approved by the Committee on | 
| 


Finance. Ihave no doubt that every provision in || 


that we ought to banish foreign coin from our cur- } 
rency, Gold is one of the products of the coun- | 


Secretary of the Treasury, and at his request ex- |! 
y Y, q 


vided for by this bill. That question was present- | 


annually. We have Mints all over our country. 
We have enough coin of our own. We do not 
want ta drive any but foreign coinage out of the 
country. Itis worn out, and not of its full value. 
The Mint has full capacity to coin enough for all 
the uses of the country. Every provisien of the 
bill bas been carefully examined by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and sent to the committee for 
their approbation. 

Mr. FISH. 1 hope the Senator will allow this 
bill to go over, There are some provisions in it 
which I should like to examine; but if he does not 
consent to have it postponed, I will now move an 
amendment to the fifth section. 

Several Members. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. GWIN. l have no objection now. 

Mr. MASON. I move thatthe further consid- 
eration of this bill be postponed until to-morrow, 
with a view that we may proceed to the consider- 
ation of Executive business. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I should like to know 
whether it is to be the understanding that we are 
to go on to-morrow with this bill? 

Mr.GWIN. Certainly; it will be the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. HUNTER. I had supposed that to-mor- 
row we should go on with the veto message. 

Mr. GWIN. We can go on with this bill in 
the morning. It will not interfere with the veto 
message, of course. , 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 29, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Winuram H. MILBURN. 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved.. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of a resolution re- 
ported on Friday from the Joint Committee on 
Printing. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer a resolution. 

Mr. REESE. I rise to a privileged question. 
A motion was made on the 7th of last month, by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,] to 
reconsider the vote by which the bijl from the 
Senate (No. 256) “ for the relief of the West Fe- 
liciana Railroad and the Georgia Railroad and 
Banking Companies”’ was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. IJ desire now to call up that 
motion to reconsider, for the purpose of having it 
acted upon by the House. My object is to have 
the bill referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 


Prayer 


| gia cannot take the floor from the gentleman from 
| Virginia for the purpose of calling up that motion; 


not, at least, until the Chair has heard what propo- 
sition the gentleman from Virginia has to make. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE. CASE IN BOSTON. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask the unanimous eon- 
sent of the House to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the facts connected with the recent 
death of James Batchelder, a deputy marshal of the United 
States, who, it is alleged, was murdesed on Friday last, 
whilst engaged in enforcing a law of the Union against a 
violent and reasonable mob in the eity of Boston; andit 
they find, as reported, that he was killed whilst in the per- 
formance of this patriotic duty, and has left a widow and 
children, that they further be instructed to report a bill 
making some proper and liberal provision for their relief, 


Mr. DEAN. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to suspend the 
rules, and cail for the yeas and nays on that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia if he has any information that 
the Administration cannot execute the law? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The resolution is only to 
instruct the Committee on the Judiciary to pro- 
vide for the widow and children of the deputy. 
marshal who has been killed. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I hope the rules will not 
be suspended. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS. If it is the intention of the 
gentleman to debate the resolution, I hopethe rules 
will be suspended, and that we may all have a 
hand in the discussion. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 

to suspend the rules. 
© Mr. FARLEY. I move that there bea call of 
the House. 

Mr. LETCHER,. Is that motion in order? 
The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. That doesnot alter the case 
at all. The House have only determined that 
when they take the question they will take it by 
yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Faruey’s 
motion; and it was disagreed to. 

So the House refused to order a call. 


(Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Biils, reported back as correctly enrolled the fol- 
lowing bill; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Speaker: An act to organize the Ter- 


rilories of Nebraska and Kansas. | 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules; and there were—yeas 55, nays 
51; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Ashe, Barry, 
Bocoek, Boyce, Bridges, Caruthers, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Cobb, Cox, Cutting, Dunbar, Edmundson, John M. EHiott, 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Giddings, Greenwood, Wi- 
ley P. Harris, tenn, Hill, Hillyer, Roland Jones, Kerr, 
Lamb, Letcher, McDougall, MeMullin, McNair, May, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Jobu Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Robbins, 
Raffin, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, William R. 
Sinith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- 
der Hl. Stepbens, John J. Taylor, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Warren, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—55. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Campbell, Chander, Corwin, 
Cullom, Johu G., Davis, Fhomas Davis, Dean, Dick, Disney, 
Drum, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas D, Eliot, Ellison, Farley, 
Fiagter, Faller, Aaron Harlan, Hendricks, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Knox, Latham, MeCulloch, Meacham, Middle- 
swarth, Smith Miller, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peckham, 
Pennington, Pringte, Reese, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, 
Bapp, Gerrit Smith, Gcorge W. Stmnyth, Stratton, Andrew 
Stuart, John L. ‘faylor, Thurston, Trout, Upham, Vail, 
Walley, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—5l. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum voting. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. LETCHER said: In voting to suspend the 
rules, | do not mean to be understood as commit- 
ting myself in any way to the civil pension sys- 
tem, which the conclusion of the resolution indi- 
cates. I vote for it because I desire to ascertain, 
ina reliable form, the facts connected with the 
outrage, 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, said: On the same 
principle upon which the gentleman from Virginia 
bases his vote E vote aye. 

Mr, ABERCROMBIE, who was not in the 
Hall when his name was called, said: I do not 
know a resolution for which I would sooner vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Thinking the whole matter 
a humbug, J vote no. 

Mr. HNN. I did not hear my name called, 
and I do net know whether | was in the bar or 
not. E would like to vote in the affirmative. 
(Cries of “Agreed !’? “Agreed !’7] 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Henn] will be 
allowed to record his vote. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to offer a resolution. 
The SPEAKER, There isno quorum present. 
Mr. LETCHER. I move, then, thatthe House 
adjourn. 

Mr. ELLISON. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Lask for tellers upon the 
motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the 
demand for tellers upon adjournment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. {I called for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays, . 

The SPEAKER. TheChairdid not recognize 
the gentleman from Indiana, nor did he hear him 
make the demand for tellers. 

Mr, ROBBINS. Is it in order now to call for 
tellers upon the yeas and nays? i 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made by several gentlemen. 

Upon the motion to adjourn tellers were ordered ; 
and Messrs. CAMPBELL and Curris were ap- 
pointed. 


Upon that motion I demand 


The question was then taken; and the tellers |, : : | 
| ion of the Chair the other day, which was, that; 


reported—ayes 37, noes not counted. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Would it be in order to 


i 


i 
5 
4 
t 


} 
| 
i 
4 
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move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. Itwould not be, unless there 
is a quorum present. The Chair will proceed to 
ascertain whether there is a quorum. ! 

After a count, it appeared thatone hundred and | 
twenty gentlemen were ascertained to be in the | 

ali. 

Mr. LETCHER, I withdraw my motion that | 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I call for the 
regular order of business. | 

he SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- | 
ness, as announced by the Chair this morning, is 
the consideration of the resolution reported by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, from the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. STANTON, (interrupting.) Then I hope 
that matter will be taken up now. 

The SPEAKER, (continuing.) But notwith- | 
standing the fact that that is the regular order of | 
business, it is also in order to move to go into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
and that motion has been submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovusron,] 

Mr. STANTON. I wag not aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that that motion had been made. 

The SPEAKER. The question immediately 
pending is the motion submitted by the gentleman 
from Virginia to suspend the rules for the admis- 
sion of his resolution. 

Mr. OLDS. I rise to a privileged question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will state his privileged question. i 

Mr. OLDS. I move that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. ELLISON. On that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let me say to the gentle- į 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Orps,] and to the House, 
that a joint resolution is proposed to be introduced 
into the Senate fora final adjournment of both | 


Houses on the 3d of July; and if we go away || 


this week, we will only have three weeks more | 
left to transact all the business before us. 

_ Mr.ORR. Oh, they have no notion of adjourn- 
ing at this time. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. If we adjourn over, the 
deficiency bill cannot be got at till next week. 

Mr. OLDS. Well, then, I withdraw my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question now 
is the motion to suspend the rules. On that mo- 
tion the yeas and nays have been ordered, and 
will again be called. y . 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 50, nays 67, (the Chair 
voting in the negative, and thus making a quorum;) 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Cobb, Cox, Cutting, 
Dunbar, Edmundson, John M. Bhiott, Etheridge, Faulk- 
ner, Fiorence, Giddings, Greenwood, Henn, Hillyer, Kerr, 
Lamb, Letcher, McDougall, MeMultlin, McNair, Maxwell, 
May, Mordecai Oliver, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Reese, Robbins, Rufin, Seymour, Shaw, Single- 
ton, William R. Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander 
H. Stephens, Vansant, and Walbridge—50). 

NAYS—Messrs. Barksdale, Barry, Campbell, Chandler, ; 
Clark, Corwin, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Thomas | 
Davis, Dean, Dick, Disney, Drum. Dunham, Eddy, Ed- | 


annt ~~ 


mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Farley, Flagler Buller, 
Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Hendricks, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Knox, Latham, Maurice, Meacham, Middlcswarth, | 
Smith Miller, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Orr, Par- 

ker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Pringle, David Ritchie, | 


i Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shannon, Gerrit Smith. George W. | 


Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David | 
Stuart, John J. Paytor, John L. Taylor, Thurstoa, Trout, | 
Upham, Vail, Walley, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, 
Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and} 
Yates—67. | 


So the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules | 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to inquire whether | 
a motion to suspend the rules for leave to intro- | 
duce a resolution would not take precedence of! 
the motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of | 
going into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. Not according to the decis- 


i 
i 
| 


the Chair should put privileged questions in the; 
order of the time in which they were submitted. | 


_ Mr. MAXWELL. 1 desire. the unanimous 
consent of the House, if the gentleman from. Alà- 
bama will withdraw his motion for a moment, to 
take from the table the Senate bill for the relief of 
J. W. Perry, for the purpose merely of having it 
referred to a committee. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. McDoveatt,] who was. accommo- 
dating to us all last week, desires that the ELousa 
do now gointo committee. I wish to say soto the 
House as a reason why I do not comply with thë 
ape of the gentleman from Florida, [Mr. Max- 
WELL. 

The question was then taken; and the. motion 
was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bococx in the chair.) - 


THE PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee is the special order of the House, being 
House bill No. 295, entitled ‘* A bill for the estab- 
lishment of a railroad and telegraphic communica- 
tion between the Atlantic States and the Pacific 
ocean, and for other purposes.’” 

Mr. OLDS. I move that the first reading of the” 
bill be dispensed with. f 

It was so ordered; and the first section of the 
bill received a second reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Cal- 
‘ifornia [Mr. McDoveatr] is entitled to the floor. - 

Mr. DRUM. I ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DRUM. With the consent of the gentle- 
man from California, I desire to make some re- 
marks to the House on the subject of the proposed 
recommendations of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to take off the duty upon salt. 

(Mr. Drum. presented his remarks, consisting 
principally of statistics, which will be published 
in the Appendix.] 

Mr. McDOUGALL said the bill before the coms 
mittee has been postponed from time to time with 
his consent; not, however, for the reason that, in 
his opinion, it was of less importance to the coun- 
try than any other measure which had been pre- 
sented to the consideration of the committee. The 
present measure was, in his judgment, and he bë- 
lieved in that of the country, the most important 
one that has claimed the consideration of this 
body,in peaceful times, since the establishment of 
the Federal Constitution. He therefore asked 
acalm and just consideration of a question of the 
first magnitude, and of the greatest national im- 
portance. There was not merely a political, bat 
a commercial and general necessity for this work. 

He then proceeded to state the character of the 
bill reported by the Select Committee. The coms 
mittee met fortwo months, deliberating with great 
care on this measure. The measure matured by 
them was now under consideration. It was differ- 
ent in its features from any bill heretofore intro- 
duced in Congress in aid of the construction of a 
railroad to the Pacific. He repeated, the provisions 
of the bill, granting lands for this purpose, are 
altogether more guarded, and the interests of Gov- 
ernment more securely protected, than in any 
other bill yet presented. 

He argued to show that, even according to the 
strict construction school, grants of. lands, . ag 
guarded in this bill, are constitutional. It isabout 
two thousand miles from the Mississippi to the 
Pacific coast. At present, the General Govern- 
ment pays $4,000,000 per annum for the trang- 
portation of its mails, troops, and military and 
naval stores to California. The bill now under con- 
sideration proposes to perform, not semi-monthl 


$ 
ior six or nine months trips, as now, but weekly 


trips, across the continent, at a maximum expense 
of $1,200,000—for postal, military, and naval sup 
plies. This Government will thus effect a great 
saving in money, to say nothing of the facilities 
afforded in the calamity of war. With the present 
means of communication, the Federal Govern- 
ment is unable to maintain or afford protection to 
the Pacific coast. If the Government means to 
protect that coast, it must build a railroad to the 
Pacific. : 

He showed the commercial advantages which 
would result by the speedy conveyance of mer- 
chandise from the Pacific to the Atlantic coast. 
Seventy millions of dollars are annually lostby 
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the present devious way to our possessions on the 
Pacific. He entered into a calculation of the ben- 
efits of a railroad to the Pacific, saying that when 
completed, there will be an immediate saving of 
over forty-eight millions of dollars per annum, 
equal to the entire annual expenditures of the 
General Government. In conclusion, he said that 
the entire country demand the construction of this 
road; social and political necessity demands it. 
Whether or not it shall be built by this Congress, 
the time will come when the road must be con- 
structed. 

Mr. YATES. 
desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I yielded to my friend 
from Ilinois for that purpose. 

Mr. YATES. I wish to offer an amendment, 
with a view to enable the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia to conclude his speech, and for no other 
purpose. 

he CHAIRMAN. Under thecircumstances, 
the amendment will be received. 

It is as follows: 

Strike out “fifteen,” in the eighth line, and insert 
sixteen,” 

Here the committee rose informally, and the 
Speaker having taken the chair, a message was 
received from the Senate by the hands of Aspury 
Dicxins, Esq , its Secretary, announcing that the 
Senate had insisted on its amendments to the defi- 
ciency bill, had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to said amendments, and asked for a 

“committee of conference upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit a motion that the House 
insist on its own amendments, and on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate; and that 
a committee of conference be appointed. 

Mr. WALSH. | object. 

Mr. PHELPS. Oh,! hope the gentleman from 
New York will withdraw that objection, it will 
avoid the necessity which I should otherwise be 
under, of moving that the committee rise, for the 
purpose of enabling me to submit the motion, 
The objection was not withdrawn, 

. The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union then resumed its session, 

Mr. McDOUGALL took the floor, 

Mr. PHELPS. lL ask my friend from Califor- 
nia to yield me the floor, that I may make a motion 
that the committee rise. I desire, when we get 
into the Hlouse, to submit the motion which I 
submitted informally a few minutes since. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I must decline to yield. 
I shall be through in a few moments. 

Mr. McD. then resumed, and concluded his 
remarks in favor of the bill. 

Mr. SHAW addressed the committee on the 
subject of the distribution of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and replied to the re- 
marks heretofore delivered by his colleague, [Mr. 
Rocers,} which he said contained many untenable 
propositions. In much, however, of what his 
colleague said in regard to the common and equal 
right of all the States to the public domain, he fully 
concurred. 

He knew that at a former period aclaim was 
set up in favor of the new States to all the public 
lands within their limits. ‘That claim, however, 
met with but little favor, even from the new 
States; and he was sure there was no gentleman 
here who would controvert the proposition that 
the public lands of this country are the common 
property of all the States, and should be disposed 
of for the common benefit of all. 

He then contended that Congress, under the 
Constitution, possessed no power to dispose of 
the public lands, only so far as it could dispose of 
money taken from the Treasury, to carry outany 
of those legitimate purposes which the Constitu- 
tion has authorized Congress to accomplish, and 
no more. 

(His speech will be found in the A ppendix.] 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, obtained the floor, 
and said that he proposed to speak against the 
Pacific railroad bill, but as it was late, preferred 
that the committee should rise. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. Then I sub- 
mit the motion that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


I have an amendment which I 


‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Bococx] reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the staie of the Union, had, 
according to order, had the state of the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and particularly House 
bill No. 295, being a bill to establish the Pacific rail- 


‘road, &c., and had come to no resolution thereon. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. PHELPS. I obtained the floor for the 
purpose of moving that the House insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to 
the deficiency bill; and as the Senate have ap- 
pointed a committse of conference upon their 


part, also to move that a committee of conference |: 


be appointed on the part of the House. 

No objection being made, the motion was 
agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. ASHE. I ask the consent of the House to 
present some resolutions, in order that they may 


| be laid upon the table and printed. 


The SPEAKER. Are they resolutions from 
the State Legislature of North Carolina? 

Mr. ASHE. ‘They are not, but from a con- 
vention held in Nortfi Carolina. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 


| gentleman if they are resolutions passed by a con- 


vention authorized by law, or of a political con- 
vention ? 

Mr. ASHE. They were passed by a conven- 
tion representing a majority of the people of North 
Carolina. { received them from the Governor of 
that State, accompanied by a request that | would 
present them to the House for consideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is notusual, I 
think, unless the resolutions come from some State 
Legislature, or a convention called by authority of 
law in some State. This, it seems, was a volun- 
tary meeting, and was not authorized by law. 

Mr. ASHE. [t was not authorized by law. 

Mr. JONES. Then I object to the reception 
of the resolutions, 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, by unanimous consent, 
reported the following bill; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the claimants of the pri- 
vate-armed brig General Armstrong. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the [louse to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That the President 
of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Mouday, 
the Jd of July next, at twelve o’ctock, m., 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to offer the resolution; but I 
will not ask for a vote upon that motion now, as 
there is such a thin attendance of members, 

° The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Thursday 
next, > 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I demand the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Why, you will not have 
a quorum here to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would remind 
the gentleman from Ohio that the House has al- 
ready adopted a resolution that when it adjourns 
on Wednesday, it will be till Thursday morning, 
at eight o’clock, and that it will then adjourn until 
Monday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But itis very evident that 


| there will be no quorum here to-morrow. 


Mr. JONES. [think there wili, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I know a dozen members 
who are going away to-night. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Camp- 
BELI’s motion; and it was disagreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr. Jones’s motion, } 
it was put; and decided in the affirmative. 


And thereupon (at half past three o’clock, p. 
li m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
; twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 30, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Witiiam H. MILBURN. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


WASHINGTON AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


| Mr. FOOT. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to permit me at this time to introduce 
a bill, of which I have not given notice. I will 
state the object of the bill, and then 1 presume 
| there will be no objection to its introduction. The 
: Legislature of Virginia, at its recent session, in- 
corporated a company for the purpose of construct- 
ing a railroad from Alexandria, in that State, to 
this city, upon the plan of Colonel French. The 
object of this bill is to authorize this company to 
extend their road into the cities of Georgetown 
and Washington, under such rules, regulations, 
and prescriptions as the municipal authorities of 
those cities may prescribe. | 

There being no objection, leave to introduce the 
bill was granted, and it was read a first and second 
time by its title, «*A bill authorizing the exten- 
sion of the Alexandria and Washington railroad 
into the District of Columbia,” and referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


PENSION FOR SERVICES IN EXECUTING THE 
FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. ADAMS. I wish now to introduce a res- 
olution which I intended to introduce yesterday 
morning, and should then have brought forward 
but for the press of business urged upon us by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance. I 
| offer the resolution now. If there be any objec- 
tion of course it will lie over. The resolution is: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instrueted 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law a suitable 
pension for the support of the widow and children, if any, 
of the late James Batchelder, of Massachusetts, who was 
killed while assisting the marshal of the United States, for 
that State, in executing an act of Congress.” 


Mr. SUMNER. Let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made to 
the consideration of the resolution, it must lie over 
i until to-morrow. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MALLORY. I designed this morning 
' to ask the Senate to indulge me with taking up, 
during the morning hour, the bill for the organiza- 
tion of the Navy. The honorable Senator from 
New York, (Mr. Fisu,] however, informs me that 
he has some amendments to propose, which will 
be ready to-morrow. I therefore now give notice 
to the Senate that I shall ask, during the morning 
| hour to-morrow, to take up that bill. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. CHASE presented a petition of inhabitants 
of West Unity, Ohio, praying a reduction of the 
rates of ocean postage to two cents; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing the recognition of the independence of the Re- 
| public of Liberia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a letter of F. 

W. Lander, late locating and estimating engineer 
under Governor Stevens in his exploration of a 
route for a railroad to the Pacific, accompanied by 
' resolutions of the Legislature of Washington Ter- 
| ritory, in favor of an appropriation to compensate 
| him for service rendered by him distinct from 
i that required of him by Governor Stevens; which 
| was referred to the Select Committee on the sub- 
| ject of a railroad to the Pacific. . 
1: Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Jane 
; Moore, widow of Captain Stephen H. Moore, 
: praying to be allowed a pension; which, together 
| with certain papers on the files of the Senate in 
! regard to the subject, was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
| On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, it was 
| 


f Ordered, That the documents relating to the claim of 
: William Pumphrey, legal representative of Jacques Mou- 
} Ion, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred 
! to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


1854. 


1835 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Rebecca J. Birdsall be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. : 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill 
granting to the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, 
and Alabama, tbe right of way and a donation of 
public lands, in aid of the construction of a rail- 
road from New Orleans to Mobile; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


GOVERNOR RAMSAY. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iam instructed toask the 
Senate to take up for consideration the resolution 
submitted by me-in relation to printing certain 
additional documents. in the case of Governor 
Ramsay. The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Sruarr,] who objected to its consideration at that 
time, is now satisfied of the propriety of printing 
the documents. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution; 
and it was adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That in addition to the documents in the case 
of Alexander Ramsay, Jate Governor of the Territory of 
Minnesota, ordered to be printed on the 8th instant, all the 
papers on file, as well as the correspondence between the 
commissioners and the First Comptroller, be printed with 
Executive Document No. 6L.of the present session. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Michael 
Hanson, praying to be allowed a pension, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read, and passed to a second read- 
a The report was ordered to be printed. 

r. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill from 
the House of Representatives, to provide for the 
extinguishment of the title of the Chippewa Indians 
to the lands owned and claimed by them in the 
Territory of Minnesota and State of Wisconsin, 
and for their domestication and civilization, re- 
ported it back without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
‘was referred the memorials of Overton Love 
and John Guest, of the Chickasaw nation, pray- 
ing remuneration for property taken by white 
persons within the jurisdiction of that Territory, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 
< He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of the Lutheran Synod of 
Missouri, Ohio, and other States, praying that a 
grant of land may be made to the head of every 
family of Chippewa Indians residing in Michigan, 
and an appropriation for the support of schools 
among said Indians, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, on the ground that the 
prayer of the petition will be attained in the con- 
templated treaty with the Chippewa Indians; 
which was agreed to. ` 


CHARLES D. ARFWEDSON. 

On the motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill in 
favor of Charles D. Arfwedson was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Charles D. Arfwedson, late consul 
of the United States at Stockholm, $1,681 25, in 
full for the balance of compensation due him as 
acting chargé d’affaires of the United States near 
the court of Sweden, from the 24th of July, 1849, 
to the 22d of April, 1850. 


Upon the recall of Mr. Ellsworth, late chargé | 


d’affaires of the United States to Sweden, he was 
directed by the Department of State to place the 
legation in the hands of the United States consul 
at Stockholm. 
Mr. Ellsworth transferred the legation to Mr. 
Arfwedson, on the 24th of July, 1849. From 
that time until April 22, 1850, when Mr. Schroe- 
aer entered upon the functions of the office, Mr. 
Arfwedson, in conformity with repeated instruc- 
tions from the Department, corresponded with the 
Swedish Government and his own, upon diplo- 
matic subjects of a delicate nature, and in a man- 
ner entirely satisfactory to his Government, and 
his services during that period were of great value 
to the interests of his own Government. 

He acted as chargé d'affaires for a period of 


In compliance with that direction | 


eight months and twenty-nine days; for which 
his compensation, at the usual rate of $4,500 per 
annum, would amount to the sum of $3,362 50. 
In the general civil and diplomatic appropriation 
act of August 31, 1852, provision was made for 
the payment of half that sum, leaving $1,681 25 
still due, for which he now appeals to Congress. 
When this application was before the commit- 
tee during the last Congress, it was believed that 
the consul fees, together with the amount then 
allowed, would be equivalent to the full compen- 
sation of a chargé, and hence the whole was not 
then allowed. But it now appears, from a cer- 
tificate of the memorialist, that the whole amount 
of consular fees received by him from the 1st of 
April, 1849, to the Ist of April, 1850, was but 
$89 75—a sum believed to be barely adequate to 
cover the expenses of the conshlar office itself. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third~ 
reading, read a third time, and passed. i 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If learn that what I said yes- 
terday in the Senate, in relation to the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing, was misapprehended, 
I think by several Senators, and Í ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate to say a word as to how, pre- 
cisely, I meant to be understood. It had been 
stated in the Senate, by several Senators, that the 
Patent Office report had been referred to the Su- 
perintendent of Public Printing, and that, under 
the law, he had already decided to which printer 
it belonged. I so stated; I think the Senator from 
California so stated; and I think others so stated. 
When I made the remark that if any action of 
the Senate should be had it was the understanding 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing, that it 
would be his duty to act in accordance with the 
law, I meant to say only that such had been his 
decision. 1 did not mean to be understood as 
having any conference—as I had not—with him, 


| in relation to the particular subject which was then 


before the Senate. But whilst I was a member of 
the Committee on Printing, I knew that he had 
carefully examined the subject, and after mature 
deliberation had come to the conclusion that such 
was the law. WhatI meant to say was simply 
that, acting under the law, in his judgment, and 
under his oath of office, such must necessarily be 
the direction which he would give it. 

Mr. GWIN. I did not yesterday state that he 
so decided. ` 

Mr. HAMLIN. I stated so. 

Mr. GWIN. lasserted the fact that the Patent 
Office report had gone from his hands. I did not 
know what his decision was. I took it for granted 
it had gone there according to law. J know noth- 
ing of his action at all, except what I heard from 
Senators. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that they had insisted on their amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the Senate, to the Senate 
amendments to the bill of the House to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854; had adhered 
to their disagreement to certain amendments of the 
Senate; had agreed to a committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; and had 
appointed Mr. Puetps, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. 
Lercuer, managers on their part. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the following reso- 
lution submitted by him yesterday: 

Resolved, (the House concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
the 3d of July next, at twelve o’clock, m. 4 

Mr. GWIN. I will state very briefly my rea- 
son for offering this resolation. Ít is my opinion 
that we can dispose of all the business that is now 


| before the Senate and the other House, which is 


required to be acted upon during this session, by 
the time mentioned in the resolution. So far as the 
Senate is concerned, I believe there are but two 
questions which will lead to any lengthened debate, 
Those are the Pacific railroad bill and the home- 
stead bill. Those two questions will take several 
days in the discussion of each. Following them 
will he the appropriation bills. It seems to me 
that if we fix a day of adjournment now, the two 


Houses will go to work in earnest, and we shall 
dispatch the business by the time fixed. As a 
member of this body, I am anxious: to bring the 
session to a close at as early a day as possible. 
No two Senators, I suppose, have more business 
before Congress than my colleague and myself; but 
Iam clearly of opinion that the interests of the 
country can be properly taken care of by-fixing 
the day of adjournment proposed in my resolu- 
tion, if the two Houses will apply themselves 
assiduously to their duties. I hope, therefore, the 
resolution will meet the approbation of the Senate. 

Mr. BELL. I would inquire of the Senator 
from California, if he has any information which 
satisfies him that there will be no bill. making 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors during this session of Congress? 

Mr. GWIN. When I spoke of the appropria- 
tion bills, I presumed that that bill would be oneof 
them, though I have no knowledge of the fact. I 
said that the important measures to be disposed 
of were the Pacific railroad hill, the homestead 
bill, and the appropriation bills. I do not know. 
whether the river and harbor bill will be one of 
the appropriation bills or not. 'I do not know 
whether ithas been reported or not. I meant, how- 
ever, to include all appropriation bills. 

Mr. DAWSON. eae going to propose, by 
way of amendment, in connection with this mat- 
ter, that we adjourn on the first Monday in July 
until the second Monday in October. That would 
be the better plan. By doing so, we should avoid 
the pressure of the heat here during the months 
of July and August, and would come back in the 
pleasant months of October and November, and 
transact the public business. I think we should 
do it more satisfactorily in that time than we can 
by hurrying matters now. I therefore propose 
that we amend the resolution by adding the words 
“from the first Monday in July until the second 
Monday ih October.” 

Mr. EVANS. Say the third Monday in Oc- 
tober. Our elections in South Carolina come off 
on the second Monday. 

Mr. DAWSON. i willsay the third Monday 
in October, if it be more acceptable. It would be 
more convenient for us all; for we discover that 
it is almost impossible on a hot day to keep this 
body together; and no grèat measure can be dis~ 
cussed thoroughly and a vote upon it fairly had. 

Many of our members areold and distinguished - 
statesmen of the United States, and it is wrong to. 
oppress them during these hotmonthe. [Laugh- 
ter.) The younger men of us can stand it pretty 
well; but I think it is due to the interests of the 
country, and due to our own health, that we should 
pursue the course I have suggested. I have con- 
versed with a great many Senators upon the sub= 
ject. All seem exceedingly to desire it, They 
think it will best subserve the interests of the 
country; and they have come to the conclusion, 
that the plan that | have suggested in their behalf, 
and my own, would be the better one. I therefore 
hope the Senator from California will accept my 
proposition, and that we may agree unanimously 
to the resolution as amended. It would suit the 


i convenience of nine tenths of both branches of 


Congress. 

Mı. GWIN. My object is to bring about an 
adjournment on the first Monday in July., The 
distance which the members from California are 
from home is well known; and it is important that 
we should be at home at as early a period as pos- 
sible. Iam very willing, if it is agreeable to the 
Senate, to accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia, to adjourn from the first Monday 
in July to the third Monday in October. That 
would give us some time to be at home. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Like the young Senator 
from Georgia, I join with the other young-mem- 
bers of the Senate, in generously tendering this 
amendment forthe benefit of the older ones. 
{Laughter.] I think we shall gain by adjourning 
through the hot weather, until it shall become so 
pleasant that we can come here and sit for a 
proper length of time, in the transaction of the. 
public business. This is not a new idea, sir. 
Congress has made various attempts similar to 
what is now proposed. 

Many years ago, it was so apparent to gentle- 
men here, that during the long sessions, in the 
heat of the year, members of Congress were not 
able to perform their duty as they wished to do, 
and that the short session was too skort, that an 
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ättempt-was made‘ to equalize the sessions. In | 
consequence: of a difference between the Execu- | 
tive and Congress on that occasion, the bill for ; 
that purpose was vetoed; but there was a general ; 
and almost universal sentiment that the short ses- : 
gion should, in some way, be made longer, and | 
the long session in some way made shorter. This | 
will-effect that object. - It will bring Congress to- | 
gether at a time of the year when it can act best; | 
and T trust it will meet with general approbation. | 
Lam decidedly in favor of it, and hope that it will | 
be adopted. ; j 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest | 
whetheritis not necessary, to effect the object, to | 
| 

d 

| 


propose a joint resolution. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This is a joint resolution. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If we adjourn on the day 
indicated by the Senator from California, the first ; 
Monday of July, 1 take it for granted, we shall | 
consider no other than the appropriation bills, : 
and that the homestead bill and the Pac.fic rail- | 
road bill, will, of course, go over. I am wiling ii 
that they should go over, not only until Ce:ober, | 
but that they should be postponed indefinitely. I; 
take it for granted, in view of the condition of || 
business in the House of Representatives, that | 
that body will have quite enough to do, and so | 
shall we, to properly consider the several appro- | 
priation bills. i 


j 


If we are to consider, durirg this session, the | 
Pacific railroad bill, we had better consider it in 
October, because then we shall have the reports | 
of the different surveying parties fully before us. | 
That might be an additional reason for adjourning | 
to meet again in October. I confess l, for one, ; 
would like to avoid, if I could, the necessity of re- | 
maining here during the months of July and Au- | 
gust; but Í am quite convinced that if we consider | 
all the measures indicated by my friend from Cal- | 
ifornia we must, of necessity, remain here at any | 
rate until the first of September. For several years | 
past we have not been able to adjourn until August. } 

Mr. GWIN. I differ entirely from the honor- | 
able Senator from Pennsylvania. He is an oppo- | 
nent of these two great measures, and J have no | 
doybt he goes for an adjournment, to put them | 
off. I entertain a different opinion from him. I 
believe they both can be considered by the time I | 
have indicated. I have no doubt about that, if | 
we fix the day of adjournment. But I am not | 
-going to be drawn into an argument. I think we 
ought to adjourn by that time. ‘The oldest mem- 
bers of this body know the fact, that legislation 
done in the summer months is of a most imper- 
feet character. 1 hope the resolution will be 
adopted. j 

The PRESIDENT. The resolation, as pro- | 
posed to be amended, will be read. 

It was read, as follows: | 

Resolved, (the House concurring,) That the President of | 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- ; 
tives adjourn tbeir respective Houses on the first Monday | 
in July until the third Monday in October next. f 


Mr. PETTIT. Iam as desirous to terminate |i 
this session of Congress as any Senator can be. 
My action here has shown it. The Senate has 
never been without a quorum on my account, I 
have not spent a day absent from here gince the 
session commenced. If it can be shown that the 
proper and legitimate business of the country can || 
be done by the first Monday of July, t shail be |i 
willing to adjourn. But whatare the probabilities? 
You have before you an amountof business twice | 
as large as all that we have accomplished so far. | 
You. have before you the veto message of the; 
President of the United States upon the indigent |: 

| 
| 


insane bill, which we seem to be very loth to get 

at. That will necessarily occupy considerable time | 
in its discussion. You have the Pacific railroad | 
bill, which will occupy more time than remains | 
from this until the 3d day of July in its discus- | 
sion in the two Houses. Fhe Senator from Cal- | 
ifornia shakes his head; but when he bears the | 
bill discussed, he will find itso. You have the | 
homestead bill—in my judgment a very important | 
matter—not only to be discussed, but to be dis- | 
posed of. You have various other bills. It was | 
anticipated at the opening of this session that the | 
whole tariff policy of the country would undergo | 
a revision at this session. i 
| 
i 


It is so expected by | 
some Senators yet. 


I know not. how the com- | 


ommendation. I understand it is yet to come up 
to be acted upon. There is an immense amount 
of legitimate public business, therefore, not to say 
anything about the private business on your Cal- 
endar, and it is every day becoming accumulated 
and increased. 

You propose now ina day or two to adjourn 
over for the purpose of renovating the Hall, taking 
up the carpets, and putting down matting; and, to 
my judgment, there will be no business of any 
consequence transacted until next Monday week, 
in the Senate or House. To-day and to-morrow 
may be dwindled away as though in session, but 
really little or no business will be done. You will 
then be advanced into June sometime before you 
are ready te commence business in earnest again. 
You will have less than a month to transact all 
this business in; and what will be theresult? We 
leave the country with business merely blocked 


‘out, and not completed; not an expression of their 


representation in thetwo Houses upon the various 
questions of public importance will be had. To 
my Hee Sea this question ought to be postponed 
until we shall have had this renovation done— 
everybody understands it is to be done—and have 
come back again a little renovated. I expect to 
stay here myself. I understand others are going 
away. Some have already started. We shall 
then better be able to judge how soon we can get 
through with the public business. If it can be 
done ina day, I say again I shall be glad to see 
it so disposed of; but all experience shows us that 
it cannot be so done. It may be the convenience 
of Senators—no less, perhaps, mine than others— 
to go home, and be in our respective States for a 
while; but, sir, | am not disposed to quit or aban- 
don a trust confided to me here, however short it 
may be,or abandon the faithful fulfillment or per- 
formance of it during the time that it may last, 
with the hope, or even with the certainty, that its 
abandonment here would secure a perpetuity or 
continuance of that position. I think the public 
service requires that we should not take this pre- 
cipitate step now; and Í therefore move to post- 
pone the further consideration of the resolution 
until next Monday week. 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave but a few words to say 
in reply to the Senator from Indiana. In regard 
to the dispatch of the public business, it is well 
known that four years ago, a question similar to 
one which has been discussed this session in both 
branches of Congress, was under discussion for 
months; and it was finally decided about the 9th 
day of September. It occupied the whole atten- 
von of Congress up to that period; and in three 
weeks following that, we dispatched the public 
business, adjourned, and went home. Now, we 
have got through a similar question, which ab- 
sorbed the whole time of Congress during its dis- 
cussion, and it has passed at an earlier period than 
the other was disposed of four years ugo; and I pro- 
pose to givea suflicient time for adiscussion of the 
questions that it is necessary for us to act upon. 
We know the homestead bill has been discussed 
here for years past; and it has been finally acted 
upon by one House. We know that the Pacific 
railroad bill was last session discussed elaborately 


| in this body, and was very near passing then. 


These questions are all before us and ready for 
our action; and if we willapply ourselves to busi- 
ness assiduously, I have nota solitary doubt that 
we can dispatch every one of those measures in 
which the country is deeply interested before the 
day | indicate. 

But the Senator seems to have forgotten the fact 
that, by the proposition of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, we shall have a considerable time before the 
meeting of the next session of Congress to dis- 
patch the business that may go over the 3d of 
July. And, Mr. President, it is well known that, 
according to the rules of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, what we do not act upon now comes up in 
order at the next session, as if we had not ad- 
journed at all; so that we have continuously 
before us from this to the 3d of March, with a 
short interval of time, to dispatch the public bus- 
iness which is before the two Houses of Congress; 
and as it is the experience of members of this 
body, and of the other House, that in the midst 
of the summer months the discharge of business 
is very onerous and oppressive, if not dangerous 
to the health, it seems te me we shall be econo- 


i| mizing the public time, and dispatching the pub- 


lic business by coming to a determination at-once 


| free white male citizen of the 


as to when we shall adjourn. I oppose the mo- 
tion to postpone; and hope we shall have a vote 
now. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not claim to belong to 
that senior class of Senators referred to by my 
friend from Georgia; nor do I claim, therefore, 
the necessity of an adjournment during the hot 
weather où my own account; but I differ entirely 
from my friend from Indiana (Mr. Perit] in 
supposing it would be injurious to determine now, 
provided we are to determine at all, upon a recess. 
My experience has been that, when we know we 
are to adjourn at a particular day, every one will 
set to work to get passed those measures which, 
in his judgment, are mostimportant to the country. 
it is palpable to us all, from our experience hith- 
erto, that we shall get through a greater portion 
of business by having some day fixed, than we 
shall if no day is fixed. Witness the short ses- 
sions of Congress. It is known to you that then 
very much fewer days are lost in idle discussion, 
very much fewer days are lost in the discussion of 
questions not of great national importance than 
are lost during the long sessions. 

Mr. President, there are many measures of deep 
interest to be acted upon now. Among them is 
the homestead bill; and my object in rising is to 
give notice to the Senate, and thatit may go tothe 
country, too, that my honorable friend from Geor- 
gia has prepared an amendment to that bill which 
will probably meet the sanction of the Senate, as 
I am sure it will meet with the sanction of the 
country, if any homestead bill is to be passed at 
all. By his amendment he proposes to give one 
hundred and sixty acres of the publiclands to every 

United States above 
the age of twenty-one years. That is in lieu of 
the homestéad biil which is now pending. Itis one 
of equality. It is one of justice. It is oneto which 
no man on earth can object on constitutional 
grounds, because it distributes to the people of the 
country the lands which belong to them. My 
principal object in rising was to give that notice 
to the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. I beg to say to my friend 
that I had intended to add the widows. [Laughter.} 

Mr. PRATT. Ihad some objections to wid~ 
ows. [Laughter.] However, I hope the vote will 
be taken at once on this resolution. Its postpone- 
ment to Monday week will only result in discus- 
sion then on a further postponement, or, if it is 
the opinion of the Senate that we ought to have 
a recess, we should decide now when that recess. 
is to take place. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Anxiousas[ am foran early 
adjournment, I cannot vote to fix the time at so 
short a distance off as would render it improbable 
that we could dispose, not only of the appropria- 
tion bills properly, but also of the homestead and 
the Pacific railroad bills. I think we ought to 
make our calculations with reference to getting 
through with those two great measures. The 
shortest time that will enable us to accomplish 
these two objects will suit my purpose; but 1 can- 
not fix so short a time as the 3d of July. 

{ will also remark that it has been my purpose, 
and I will be ready by to-morrow or next day to 
bring forward a bill to fix the annual meetings of 
Congress on the first Monday of October, instead 
of the first Monday of December, as a permanent 
law of the land, in order to more nearly equalize 
the length of the two sessions, making the short 
session five months instead of three months, as it 
now is, and as a consequence, that will bring the 
vacation in the heat of summer. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the Senator recollect 
that, some years ago, a proposition somewhat 
similar was brought forward, and that President 
Jackson vetoed it on the ground which the honor- 
able Senator has stated? I make the suggestion 
A the Senator, that he may look to the act of that 

ay. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We may omit that question 
now. Ithought, as we were now speaking of a 
definite adjournment, 1 would give notice that I 
intended to bring forward a general law upon that 
subject. In reference to the present adjournment, 
I hope that we will either give this resolution the 
go by for the present, or else fix a time which we 
will be sure will give us a sufficient opportunity 
for passing the great measures to which I have 
alluded. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS, Iam much in favor of an early 
day for ouradjournment, and unless weappoint & 
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day certain, we shall make but small progtens in 
the public business during the summer. Ido not 
like the proposition to take a recess until October, 
and still less the proposition of the Senator from 
Illinois to lengthen the short session, unless his i! 

roposed bill will also limit the long session. 

he length of our sessions is becoming a great 
evil to persons in the public service, The doors | 
of Congress are fast becoming like (Virgil, I think, 
describes) the gates of-hell—forever open. If we | 
could fix the duration of both sessions of Congress 
within reasonable limits, we should have sufficient 
pleasant weather in which to transact the neces- 
sary public business. We do the business of the | 
country, sir, as well during the short session as 
the long session. From my experience here, I 
I think it is rather better done at the short session. 
1 am satisfied that four months would be suffi- | 
cient to enable us to do the business at each ses- 
sion, and that would bea great relief to those 
who have anything to do when they are at home. | 
As to meeting again in October, however, I think : 
that would be too soon. If we take a recess at | 
all, we ought to have some time to attend to our | 
business at home. Coming here again in October, | 
I think, would not suit many of us. I am dis- | 
posed to fix the earliest day possible for the ad- | 
journment, and if I cannot get the first Monday |! 
in July, | will take the third Monday in July or |) 
the first Monday in August. ‘That would give us | 
ample time; but when we adjourn ĮI want to ad- 
journ to the time fixed by law—the first Monday 
in December. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I shall favor | 
the motion made by the Senator from California, | 
but I suggest to him that he say the second Mon- | 

| 


day in July. That will give us a full month for 
the transaction of business. The criticism made 
by the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Perrir,] I 
think is correct; with the resolution ag it stands, 
there will be something less than a month left to 
us. The Senator from Čalifornia says he is willing 
to make his resolution read ‘‘the third Monday 
of July.” That is ample time for us—there is 
no question of it—to get through with the whole 
business. ` It is ample time for us to consider the 
homestead bill, for the simple reason that, having 
passed the House of Representatives, it is now in 
this body; and in this body we have, and always 
shall have, more leisure, from the organization of 
the body, than théy have in the House, to con- 
sider such a measure. If the House can get 
through with the appropriation bills, we can get 
through with the homestead bill also. The appro- 
priation bills will not be here until the last mo- 
ment; so that- we shall have plenty of leisure time 
between now and the third Monday in July. But 
for an evidence of our ability to get through with 
our business, and of a fact which is familiar here 
without evidence—that is, that when a day is 
fixed we always work upto that day, and that we 
have worked up to it successfully heretofore—we 
have but to refer to the periods of adjournment of 
preceding Congresses. ; 

In 1838, which was the Twenty-Fifth Congress, 
they adjourned on the 9th of July. In 1840, 
which was the Twenty-Sixth Congress, they ad- 
journed on the 21st of July; and all the business 
was done in those years of the same character 
which we are required to do this year. Weare 
now- without any great absorbing, leading, na- 
tional question that is to consume much time in 
debate. In 1842, the Twenty-Seventh Congress, 
they adjourned on the 3lstof August. The cause 
of that is well known. The bank questions were 
up then, during Mr. Tyler’s Administration; and 
that was the cause of that extraordinary long ses- | 
sion lasting until the 3lst of August. The tariff 
of 1842 was passed, also; and that atded in keep- 
ing Congress in session till so late a period. In 
1844, the Twenty-Eighth Congress, they ad- 
journed on the 17th of June—absolutely on the | 
Ith of June! We propose now to give the ad- | 
ditional time until the third Monday in July, if gen- | 
tlemen do not prefer a shorter period. In 1846, ; 
the Twenth-Ninth Congress, they adjourned on | 
the 10th of August. In 1848, the Thirtieth Con- 
gress, they adjourned on the 14th of August. In 
1850, the Thirty-First Congress, which was the 
compromise Congress, they were kept here until | 
the 30th of September- Thecause of that is well | 
known. The compromise question consumed all || 


| until the 3lst.of August. 


the time, occupied the minds of all, and kept us here | 
until the 80th of September. The votes upon the | 


compromise were not taken until the month of 
September. The last Congress, in 1852, sat here 
‘That was an unsually 
long time. There was no paruicalar necessity for 
that extraordinary delay. Itarose simply because 
the time was not fixed at an earlier period. They 
might just as well have adjourned a month or two 
months sooner, as to have delayed it to the length 
of time they did. 

Now, if it be a pleasure to stay here through 
the dog-days, let it be so voted; let us stay. But 
the proposition made by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia concedes even to those who desire to stay 
here to the 31st of August, if necessary, all the 
time they want. There will be a delay of a very 
short time because we shall, under that resolution, 


| commence again on the third Monday of October, 


and run on until the first Monday in December, 
when the regular session commences, Some may 
make an objection to one session being thus 
broughttorun intoanother. ‘The period of the year 
during which the resolution proposes we shail sit 
is better for the health of those who are here, as 
weil as for the business of the country, than the 
months of July and August; and as to one ses- 
sion running into another, iti: no objection. That 
is practically the case now; for there is a joint 
rule of the two Houses which declares that the 
business which is not disposed of at the long ses- 
sion, shall stand over to the short session, and take 
the position on the Calendar of the second session 
which it had on the first. 

i would, sir, support the very shortest time of 
adjournment that could be given in which we 
could do the public business, even if we did not 
take a recess to meet again in October; but t am 
satisfied to commence again in October, and cer- 
tainly that with sitting here to the third Monday 
in July will be ample time to give to the labors 
of this session. l hope sincerely that the third 
Monday in July may be adopted as the day of 
adjournment, as it seems to me to be far the most 
appropriate. 

Mr.BAYARD. Therenecessarily must always 
be a diversity of opinion among Senators on the 
question of adjournment, arising both out of the 


; matter of personal convenience, and from other 


causes. I presume that the only reason on which 
we could justify ourselves, and which | think does 
amply justify us, is, that during the hot months of 
our climate man is incapacitated for that attention 
to business which otherwise he could bestow upon 
it. ‘The languor of the body necessarily produces 
indisposition to mental as well as physical labor. 
That being the case, it would seem to me that the 
rule of adjournment ought to be to adjourn from 
that period when the intensely hot weather com- 
mences until that period when it becomes suffi- 
ciently cool and agreeable fur the purpose of our 
duties here without being oppressed by the heat 
of the weather. I should think we ought to 
look to that as the rule for a recess, if we are to 
have one; and to take, say the third Monday in 
June, by which time your weather here always 
becomes very warm. By that ume you can dis- 
pose of those measures, and of those only, that 
ought to be acted upon immediately, such as the 


| deficiency bill, and measures of that class. We 


might then adjourn from that time until the last 
Monday in September, or to the first Monday in 
October. Your weather then, throughout this 
climate, is always perfectly consistent with any 
species of exertion, mental or corporeal; and I 
think if the ground of the recess is the condition 
of the weather and climate during the hot months, 
you can justify the adjournment on no other prin- 
ciple than adjourning over that period during 
which the climate incapacitates you from mental 
exertion. 

I therefore think, if a recess is to be taken— 
personally, to me the period would be an incon- 
venient one; but! endeavor to discard that en- 
tirely from my consideration—you should adjourn 


to the last Monday in September, or the first 
Monday in October at the furthest. You then 


‘will have ample time to dispose, during the exist- 


ing session, of all the great measures alluded to 
as matters requiring the discussion of the Senate. 
You will not be asked to discuss or dispose of 
them now, with, perhaps, the exception of the 
deficiency bill, which certainly ought to be dis- 
posed of, and the bill which has been vetoed by 
the President of the United States, with some 


other subordinate measures. You have agreat 
many measures of importance; and, bam sorry 
to say, that the bill which is most important to 
ithe people of the country, seems to me tò have 
escaped the attention of Senators altogether in 
looking at what their duties must be during the 
present and next session of Congress. | allude 
to the bill which proposes to reorganize the jndi- 
cial system of the United States; one which cere 
tainly will involve differences of opinion; ome 
| which, though it will not give rise to excitement, 
| and may not attract public attention to the extent 
which some other subjects do, is as vitally im- 
| portant to the people of the country as any or all 
| the measures which so much press upon the atten- 
| tion of the Senate. It will take a long time, prob- 
ably, in its discussion; but l think l afford ample 
time, and my object is to afford the recess daring 
that period when the character of the climate inca- 
pacitates ‘us from intellectual labor. 

| | hope, therefore, if the Senate determine to 
take a recess, it will be on the only ground on 
| which it can be asked for, and that we shall take 
the earliest day after the hot weather terminates 
| for the recommencement of our labors. The re- 
| cess should commence earlier than July, for the 
| weather is hot enough before that to justify it. 
| That will give us ample time to dispose of all the 
measures which must be disposed of at once; and 
| then by commencing again in the latter part of 
September, or the beginning of October, we shall 
have two months for the disposition of all the 
measures upon which we have to act during the 
present session. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam particularly opposed to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Dawson,] and chiefly for the reason 
i that it would be to me a matter of very serious 
| personal inconvenience, coming as I do from the - 
| extreme South. I do not want to be sent home 
in July and August. Itis much more pleasant to 
| 
| 


| stay here. 

Mr. PRATT. Go to the springs. 

Mr. BROWN. But, then, when-shall T go 
i home? You bring me back in October, which ia 
the only safe season for me to go home, and 


‘| from the third Monday in June, which is the 19th, |! 


ee see 
|| thirty millions of dollars, perhaps a larger sum. 


i which is the only time when I can stay at home, 
without personal inconvenience, to transact my 
private business. You bring me back to Con- 
gress at that time, so that I have no chance to go 
home at all. I am opposed toit on that ground. 

Then, sir, I do not see the reason which 
prompts gentlemen to insist on this sort of ad- 
journment over. ‘To my mind itis very obvious 
that there are certain questions which ought to be 
discussed here in the warm months, We had a 
proposition up some time ago in reference to 
water-works for tbis city. {cannot imagine any- 
thing more delightful than to talk about water- 
i works in July and August; and I think gentle- 
: men who have been opposing that measure here- 
| tofore if they could be got into the discussion of 
| it on one of thase hot days, when the thermom- 
| eter is up to 950, would receive the proposition 
much more kindly than they have done before, 
[Laughter.] 

But, sir, | am opposed to ‘the resolution itself, 
I have no idea that we can transact the public 
business by the time specified. All the appropri- 
ation bills are yet in the House of Representatives, 
The civil and diplomatic bill, the Army eppropri- 
ation bill, and the Navy bill, are all yet in the 
House; not one of them has been sent here. 
Those bills wili this year appropriate doubtless 


Shall we hurry the appropriation of that amount 
| of money through here without any sort of con- 
| sideration? Is it treating the public Treasury 
| with justice to do so? 

| Eknow that during the short sessions you under- 
| take to do little else than simply pass the appro- 
| priation bills. Those great measures which are 
| discussed during the long session, such as the 
| Nebraska bill, the Pacific railroad bill, the home- 
: stead bill, and other measures of that character, 
' get no sort of consideration during the short ses- 
| sion of Congress; and as long as you limit those 
| sessions to three months, they never wiil get any 
| consideration, because it takes the whole of that 
| time to transact the necessary public business 
; which is indispensable, and cannot by possibility 
be postponed. 9 

| Now,?we have all the business of. this session 


| on our hands, I know ef nothing that-has been 
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disposed of finally but. the Nebraska bill, If we 
are to hurry the business over without any con- 
sideration, we may adjourn in July. If we are 
content to postpone those measures which have 
been partly discussed, and simply take up the ap- 
propriation bills and pass them,we can get through 
in the time proposed. But if we are to discuss the 
homestead bill, who does not know, that it will 
take more time, than that mentioned in the reso- 
lation, to discuss that single billin the Senate? If 

ou had the same rules here, as they have in the 
Hense of Representatives, if you could apply the 
previous question, you might cut off debate; but 
you cannot do it. The discussion of the home- 
stead bill alone in this body, L have said, will oc- 
cupy more time than is given us by the resolution. 
l know what will be the consequence of passing 
the resolution. All these measures will be passed 
by. Perhaps gentlemen will say it is as well they 
should be; but I think differently. Therefore I 
want to have plenty of time for discussion. But 
I am more particularly opposed to theamendment 
offered by my friend trom Georgia, than I am to 
the original resolution. Iam utterly opposed to 
an adjournment over to October. If we can get 
through in July, very well, le. us go home and 
remain there, until the regular time for the meet- 
ing of Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Generally, sir, when a dis- 
cussion has arisen on a resolution fixing the day 
of adjournment, it has lasted for a long period, 
and consumed a great deal of the valuable time of 
the Senate. I hope we shall not imitate the ex- 
ample which has heretofore been set us. 

Sir, I do not intend to suggest any additional 
reasons for adopting the resolution of the Senator 
from California except this: 1 desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that even now, 
at this stage of the session, we are very frequently 
left without a quorum. Why is it? It is gever- 
ally to be attributed to the weather. If we con- 
tinue during the months of August and Septem- 
ber, we shall be found in that situation much more 
freyuently than we have been heretofore. 

‘Tie mode now proposed is the only way in 
which you can do anything towards equalizing the 
sessions of Congress. The effort which was made 
in 1836 to equalize the sessions } find, on exam- 
ination, to have been this: A bill passed both 
TIouses of Congress to commence the sessions on 
the first Monday of November, and extend both 
sessions until the second Monday in May. ‘The 
President’y veto was founded on the ground rather 
that it was unconstitutional to fix the terin of ad- 
journment in that manner by legislative act. But 
when that veto cume in, then it was competent for 
Congress to start a plan which I should have pre- 
ferred rather than to have gone on as before. I 
refer to the plan suggested by the Senator from 
Hlinots, (Mr. Doweias,] which is to pass a bill 
directing the sessions of Congress to commence 
on the first Monday of November or October. I 
did not think, myself, the veto wás sustainable, 
under the Constitution, at the time. But this dif- 
ficulty, I remember, was suggested in opposition: 
that, instead of that equaling the sessions of 
Congress, it extended the long session only a 
month longer; because, if we commenced on the 
first Monday in November, we should continue 
in session just as long as if we commenced on the 
first Monday of December. For that reason, 
although Congress was almost unanimous in the 
expression of its wish that the sessions should be 
equalized, no plan was adopted, and E suppose it 
would not adoptthat plan now for the same reason, 
The only plan that can be adopted, and incur no 
constitutional objection, is this, which is nothing 
more nor less than to have a recess for a limited 
period. Jt requires the consent of both Houses, 
being an adjournment for more than three days; 
but it is, in its nature, like an adjournment over 
to Monday, which we frequently have. 

There is one consideration which 1 wish to 
throw out, while we are about to act upon this 
question. [am willing to vote for this resolution, 
and anxious that it should be adopted; but I should 
like to see, accompanying it, some legislative act, 
declaring or enacting that there should be no com- 
pensation received by members of Congress during 
the recess. We ought not to receive it; we are 
not entitled to receive it; but it is something of a 
question, as you will find on looking into the mat- 
ter, whether you might not found a claim to com- 
pensation, unless you change your law. We 


cannot do that by way of amendment to this reso- 
lution, because it can be done only by regular 
legislative act repealing a former act, and requiring 
the assent of the President. This resolution does 
not require the consent of the President at all. I 
throw this out for the consideration of gentlemen 
who take an interest in the matter. 

I trust the resolution will be adopted, and that 
we shall then have the concurrent action of both 
Houses upon a bill, declaring or enacting that 
during the recess there shall be no compensation. 

Mr. GWIN. I havea word to say in regard 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas; 
and itis this. If we take a recess at all, it is bet- 
ter to do it from the first Monday in July, which 
will give us a proper time to go home and return. 
I would adopt the suggestion to say second or 
third Monday in July, if this were a proposition 
for final adjournment; but this is merely for a re- 
cess. I hope the question will be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
inthe chair.) The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GWIN. | accept that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, 
(Mr. Prerrir,] to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the subject until Monday week next. 

Mr. GWiN. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The. yeas and nays were ordered; and taken 
with the following result: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Bayard, Douglas, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, 
Stuart, and Walker—7. 
NAYS—Mesars. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Badger, Brod- 


Wisconsin, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, Hounlin, Johiison, Jones of lowa, 
Joues of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Sebastian, 
| Seward, Slidell, Sunmer, ‘Thompson of Kentucky, 
Toombs, Toucey, Wade, and Weiler—34, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. Lnow move to strike out the 
latter clause of the resolution, which provides for 
a recess until October. ; 

Mr. SEWARD asked for the yeas and nays on 
this amendment; and they were ordered, and be- 


YERAS—) 
Douglas, Fe 
Mason, Nor 
Toombs, aud Weller —t9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atehison, Badger, Bayard. Brod- 
head, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Evans, Pout, Guyer, Gil- 
leue, Gwin, Johuson, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Pettit, Pratt, Sebastian, Stidell, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Toucey, Wade, and Watker—24. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred on the original res- 
olution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, (‘The House coneurring,) That the President 
of the Sevate, and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, adjourn their respective Houses on the first Monday 
in Juty, until the third Mouday of October uext. 

Mr. BAYARD. [| move to amend that by 
striking out the “ third Monday of October,” and 
inserting ‘first Monday of October.” 

Mr. STUART. ff this matter is to be consid- 
ered and determined to-day, it strikes me that we 
might as well have some little understanding about 
it. Et seems that the object is to advance the ceon- 
venience of Senators. { know not how it may 
be in the south and southwest, but I must say 
that a more inconvenient adjournment for gentle- 
men in the northwestern States could not be pro- 
posed, The elections in almost all those States 
take place on the first Tuesday in November. The 
election of members of the House of Representa- 
i tives come off on that day; and many of those 
members, as a matter of course, will be candidates 
i for reélection. Now, to bring those gentlemen 
back here on the first Monday of October, or at 
any other time in October, would be one of the 
|| most inconvenient things that could be done. 
Now, sir, I submit that, as a general proposi- 


taking to fix the time for the final adjournment of 
a legislative body, before there is a sufficient under- 
! standing of the condition of business to satisf: 

the body that it can be disposed of by the time 
fixed, as has been done in any other way. It is 
! productive of more hasty and inconsiderate legis- 
i: lation perhaps than any other one thing. I have 
‘| often heard it remarked that it is necessary to fix 
a time of adjournment and work up to it. 
found that work to consist in doing certain things 


head, Brown, Chase, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Dodge of 


ing taken resulted—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: | 


tion, there has been as much injury done in under- | 


essrs. Brown, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, | 
nden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Hamlin, Mallory, | 
s, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, i| 


| 
| 
l 
l 
i 
f 


T have ij 


very imapropely and not doing certain other things 
at all, 

I have thought it necessary to say this much in 
justification of myself. -I shall vote against this 
proposition. I shall vote against fixing at this 
time any day for the adjournment of this session 
of Congress, merely for the reason that at least 
three fourths of the business which -ought to be 
done by this Congress is untouched. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I agree with the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, that this would be ex- 
ceedingly inconvenient for us, and I think very 
disadvantageous to the public business. In real- 
ity, we have done very little practical business at 
this session, and all the great practical measures 
are yet to be taken up and considered. Take the 
Pacific railroad bill forinstance. ‘Take the home- 
stead bill, a measure very important and inter- 
esting to those who are in favor of it, and one 
which, whether it be passed or rejected, ought to 
be acted on at this session. Then there is the 
message of the President, vetoing the bill granting 
land for the indigent insane. Some of us were 
very severely censured here because we wanted a 
little delay in relation to that message. Gentle- 
men said it was due to the President, due to the 
subject, and due to the country, that we should 
take up the message, and proceed to consider it 
immediately. My excellent and honorable friend 
from Delaware, [Mr. CLayron,] though he did 
not exactly censure me, took occasion to admon- 
ish me that that was the old way of proceeding, 
Now, how have we been acting in relation to this 
message? We have been taking it up occasion- 
ally, and, as they say in the other end of the 
Capitol, it has been diily-dally shilly-shally ever 
since. My opinion is, that it is wrong now at 
this stage of the session of Congress to undertake 
to predetermine at what time it is proper to ad- 
journ; and for this reason, we cannot possibly tell 
what the necessity or exigency of the public ser- 
vice in that time may be. 

Mr. BADGER. ‘This is only to take a recess 
for a few weeks; that is the whole amount of it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. A recess for a few weeks? 

Mr. BADGER. During the hot weather. 

Mr. SHIELDS. T shall be willing to take a 
recess, when we get through the larger portion of 
the necessary business of the session. I have 
been waiting,all this session to have taken up some 
bills in relation to the Army, which are essentially 
necessarye 1 have been also waiting to press 
forward the homestead bill, but we have been kept 
back uponthat. I think now that a movement of 
this kind will effectuate nothing but this, that 
there will be no further business done at this ses- 
sion, and all the bills which I have mentioned, 
will be passed over until the end of the session, 
and then carried into the ensuing session. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I should vote 
against the motion to adjourn on the first Mon- 
day in July, if it were a proposition by itself; but 
1 think that would be infinitely better than this 
resolution as it now stands. In the first place, £ 
regard the passing of the resolution in its present 
shape, as worse than nothing; for after the facts 


| stated by the honorable Senator from Michigan, it 


is unreasonable to expect thatthe House will concur 
in the resolution to take this recess. I have seen 
once or twice such recesses on a smaller scale 
than the one now proposed, and they amounted 
to nothing, so far as the dispatch of business was 
concerned; so it willbe in this case. When we 
come here again in October, very little will be 
done, buta great deal of time will be lost in getting 
to business. 

Now, sir, I apprehend that if the business on 
our table be looked into, it will be found to be 
larger than it has been at any previous session of 
Congress; and this resolution allows buta very 
short time—until the first Monday in July—to ac- 
complish it. There is, in fact, between this and 
that day, not more than sufficient time to do jus- 
tice to the appropriation bills themselves in the 
two Houses of Congress. One fact is very notori- 
ous, that these appropriation bills, so far as we 
have any experience of them at this session of 
Congress, are more stoutly resisted than they have 
ever been before. Why, sir, this is the month of 
May, and the deficiency bill is not yet passed. A 
committee of conference is now out upon the sub- 
ject of that bill. A great many of the appropria- 
tions contained in it are palpably necessary to be 
made, but still the biil is not passed. The whole 
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time allowed, as I have said, is not more than 
sufficient to consider the appropriation bills. 
Š There are a number of other very important 
iis. 
but there are three before us of vast importance. 
One is the bill for the increase of the Army. Dep- 
redations are being committed daily by the In- 
dians on our fréntier, and they pass by unheeded. 
The War Department is called upon for the better 
defense of the frontier; but it has been unable to 
afford that defense, in consequence of the few 
troops at its disposal. Every mail brings me in- 
formation of depredations committed on my con- 
stituents. We have a bill to increase the Army, 


which has been reported by the honorable Senator | 


from Illinois, which has not yet been discussed, 
which has not been taken up, but which is very 
importent for the public service. 
r. CASS. Then there is the judiciary bill. 
Mr. RUSK. The bill mentioned by the hon- 


orable Senator from Michigan is one of vast im- ! 
Everybody admits that the judiciary | 
system under which we are now laboring is | 
wretchedly defective. Itispartial in its operation, | 


portance. 


and does not answer the purpose intended by the 
Constitution. 


on that subject; and it will consume a great deal of 
time to consider it, as it ought to be considered, 
with deliberation and calmness. It is very neces- 
sary that it should be disposed of. 
Then there is the homestead bill. 


ance. Iam inclined to think thatit is. 
ject will be before us until we do something; and 
the sooner we act judiciously and properly in re- 
gard toit, the better. In acting upon that bill, 


we should act with calmness and deliberation; and | 
when we pass a bill upon the subject, it should be | 


one of proper character. 

Again, here is the Pacific railroad bill, which I 
regard as a very important national measure. I 
know very well that it-was not intended by the 


honorable mover of the resolution [Mr. Gwi] | 


that it should operate injuriously upon that meas- 
ure, or the one which I last mentioned. He is 
more anxious for one of them, the homestead bill, 
than L am; and is equally anxious as I am forthe 
Pacific railroad bill. But my deliberate judgment 
is, that if this resolution be passed, and be agreed 


to by the House of Representatives, (which Ido | 
notapprehend will be the case,) the Pacific railroad | 
bill, the judiciary bill, the homestead bill, and the 


bill for the increase of the Army, are dead. 
Mr. SHIELDS. No doubt of it. 
Mr. GWIN. I will not consume the time of 


the Senate in answering the arguments of the | 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] and the Senator | 
from Illinois, [Mr. Sureips.] They have already | 
But, sir, | 


been answered by the previous debate. 
allusion has been made to the amount of business 
on our table. Allow me to say, that there it will 
remain until three weeks before the close of the 
session. I should like to know what we have 
done within the Jast three weeks? Nothing at all. 
There has been no legislation for three weeks 

ast. 
Importane, so represented by Senators on this 


floor, to be acted upon at once, as a matter of j 


courtesy to the President, and on account of the 
importance of the principles involved in it. Í 
refer to the veto message. Now, have you, sir, 
ever seen as little desire to bring up that question, 
which was represented to be of such an important 
nature as to override every other question that we 
attempted to bring forward? Have you ever seen 
a question languish as that has in this body? 
My experience here is very short indeed, but 
that experience teaches me that when we mature 
business in the committee, and bring it before the 


Senate, the members ‘of those committees can | 


present it in a few days as well as they can in a 
few weeks. Every measure that will be dis- 
cussed before this Congress, if we should sit until 
November, has already been presented, except, 
perhaps, the river and harbor bill. 
another question that can come up which has not 
already been reported upon. Every one of the 


questions which we are to consider can be dis- | 


cussed and acted upon, except one or two, in the 
last three weeks of the session, no matter when 
the end will be, in October, September, August, 
or July. 


I shall not pretend to enumerate them all, | 


À There is an important bill before | 
us, which has been reported after great research, ; 


Though I; 
feel somewhat indifferent in regard to that, its : 


friends consider it a matter of very great import- | 
The sub- | 


Here we have had a bill of preéminent | 


There is not | 


Now, Mr. President, so far as this House is 
concerned, what have we before us? We have 
no appropnanon bills here. We have already 
passed three or four appropriation bills. The 


other House, so soon as the present special order į 


is dispensed with—and the moment a day of ad- 
journment is fixed that will be disposed of, for the 
question has been very much discussed—they will 
send us the appropriation bills. In the mean time 
we can act upon the Pacific railroad bill and the 
homestead bill. We shall have time enough to 
pass the immediate pressing legislation of the 
country. Then what can we do here, when we 
meet in October? We can takeup thejudiciary 
bill, and the other bills which have been alluded 
to, that are not of pressing necessity. f under- 
take to say, that there is no possibility of passing 
the bill to which the Senator from Illinois alluded, 
to increase the Army. It was distinctly under- 
stood, when the other bills introduced by that. 
Senator in relation to the Army were passed, that 
the bill to which he has referred would not be acted 
upon during the session. The reason was, that 
there was a greater pressing necessity to have a 
retired list, and increase of compensation of the 
Army, than to have the other measure, and that 
we could not expect the whole of them at once. 
Sir, I am as anxious as any person to discharge 
the business of the country. It is unnecessary 
for me to talk about my being here all the time. 
That is pretty generally known. I have not 
brought forward this resolution, on account of any 
desire which I have to postpone the public busi- 
ness, but because I want to dispatch it. I feel 


perfectly confident that before the first Monday of | 


July we can act on every question which we shall 
act upon at all, if we remain until the last of Au- 
gust, except those measures which can be post- 
poned, and should be postponed until October. 

I hope the motion of the Senator from Dela- 


ware [Mr. Bavard] to strike out the third Mon- | 


day of October, and insert the first Monday of 
October, will be voted down. The Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. Sruarr] talks about the elections 


for members of Congress coming off in Novem- |! 


ber. Why, sir, in many of the States the elec- 
tions take place in October. The elections take 
place in Ohio and Pennsylvania, and various other 
States during that month. But it is unnecessary 
for members to be at home when the elections take 
place. There is a necessity for being there in ad- 
vance, I confess, so that they can make their ar- 
rangements for the election; but there is no other 
pressing necessity for their presence. I hope the 
resolution in its present form will pass. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, the resolution 
as it now stands, does not meet my approbation. 
I should prefer a resolution simply authorizing the 
two Houses to be adjourned ata given day, and 
I would fix that day now. I would fix it for the 
reasons which, [ think, have been so well stated by 
the Senator from Maryland, (Mr. Prarr;] reasons 
which conform to my experience here for the last 
twelve years. When ever you fix a day of ad 


journment you will work up to that day. -Such | 


‘will be the fact now I have no doubt. But the 
Senate have refused to modify this resolution, and 
I shall vote for it in its present form, because I 
believe both the convenience of the Senate, and 
the substantial wants of the country will be as 


| well and better provided for, if we adjourn soon, 
Í than if we continue an interminable session dur- 


ing the hot season here. 


Senators have alluded to various subjects which | 


are of importance to the country. I concede all 


the importance which they attribute to them; but, i 
without any fixed time for an adjournment, who | 


supposes those bills will receive action, either fa- 
vorably or unfavorably, by Congress before the 
first of October? I do not; and I believe they will 
receive the action of Congress almost as early if 
we adjourn over to October, as they would if we 
were to remain here without adjourning. In my 


| judgment, there will be very little difference in 


the time when you will act upon them. In my 
opinion, the time fixed in this resolution is amply 
sufficient to enable us to discuss and act upon 
all these measures which are of pressing import- 
ance. The length of time that will elapse between 
the time for adjournment as fixed in the resolution, 
and the time we are to meet again, will be short, 
and then those measures which remain unacted 
upon can be taken up and disposed of. 

_ I will, for these reasons, give my vote for the 


resolution, though I would prefer it simply as. a 
resolution of adjournment. 

Mr. ADAMS. I shall vote against the pro-: 
posed amendment of the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayarp,] for the reason that L'am in favor 
of the earliest adjournment. If the resolution had 
been voted upon as originally proposed, I should 
have voted for it. Asan individual, I think the 
country would lose nothing by failing to get, at 
this or subsequent sessions, the measures which’ 
have been alluded to by Senators who have ob- 
jected to the adjournment. There is one bill, 
however, which | should like to see acted upon at 
this session, and if we should be so fortunate as 
to get it reported back from the Committee on 
Public Lands, I presume we could pass it any 
morning. TI refer to the graduation bill, which is 
much more important to the country than the 
homestead bill. 

As to the homestead bill and the Pacific rail- 
road bill, they will do just as well at the next ses- 
sion as at this; and the country will be better off in 
my opinion, particularly in regard to the home- 
stead bill, if they should never be acted upon. 
Sir, that bill is the first step towards agrarianism, 
towards dividing out the property of the rich 
among the poor; and if it should never be acted 
upon by this Congress, the country would sustain 
no loss by it. 

But, sir, as the Senate has refused to adjourn 
over from the time fixed in the resolution until the 
next regular meeting, f shall vote for the resolu- 
tion as it now stands. If we are to have a recess 
of some three months, and three months only, it 
occurs to me that the better time to take it is dur- 
ing the hot season of the year. ‘That the fall sea- 
son will be a better time for the performance of 
labor than the summer, it seems to me none can 
doubt. i will therefore vote for the resolution, 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to say that my 
views upon this resolution and upon the amend- 
ment that is pending, will be discovered as soon 
as the yeas and nays are called, Ue 

The amendmentof Mr. Bayarp was rejected, 
ane question recurred on the resolution as mod- 
ified. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 26, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bay-- 
ard, Brodhead, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Evans, Fessenden, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mallory, Pratt, Sebastian, Stidetl, Sumner, 


| Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Wade, and Weller—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Cass, Chase, Donglas, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Gillette, Hunter, Mason, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, 
Seward, Shields, Stuart, Toucey, and Walker—17. 

So the resolution was adopted, as follows: 


Resolved, (the House concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, adjourn their respective Houses on the first Monday 
in July, until the third Monday of October next. 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the concurrence of 

the House of Representatives therein, a 
SCHOOL SECTIONS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, as we are likely 
to adjourn very soon, I apprehend that local 
measures will all be given the go-by at this ses- 
sion, unJess we can act upon them very soon. F 
hope, therefore, the Senate will indulge me in 
taking up the House bill “ to authorize the selec- 
tion of school districts, in lieu of the sixteenth 
sections, within the twelve mile square reserva- 
tion, State of Alabama,’’ which has been reported 


| withoutamendiment from the Committee on Public 


Lands, and which, I pre’ume, will incur no oppo- 
sition whatever. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CLAY. [will state to the Senate, that this 
was an Indian reservation, and hence the people 
within those twelve miles square were excluded 
from the benefits of that portion of the act, ad- 
mitting the State of Alabama into the Union, which 
granted the sixteenth sections to the inhabitants of 
each township, for the benefit of common schools. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 

THE SENATE DEBATES. : 

Mr. JOIINSON. I wish to give notice that I 
shall to-morrow call up, and ask the Senate to 
consider, the motion to reconsider the resolution 
in regard to the reporting of thé debates. [tis im- 
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portant to that branch of the service that the mat- 
ter should be disposed of as quickly as possible, | 
so that the reporter and printer of the debates may | 
know what is to be done,in order that he may |, 
provide means to carry out the will of the Senate. | 
1 will call up the motion to reconsider to-morrow. 


MEETINGS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to give notice that | 
I wil to-morrow bring in the bill to which Ihave | 
referred, to fix the annual meeting of Congress | 
hereafter on the first Monday in October. 


i 
WILLIAM BUTLER. i 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask leave to with- | 
draw from the table of the Senate the adverse re- 
port of the Committee on Pensions in the case of 
William Butler. He believes he has sufficient 
testimony to authorize the allowance of the claim 
at the Pension Bureau, and the Commissioner of 
Pensions thinks itis probable he has. The object | 
is to refer the matter to the Commissioner of Pen- j 
sions, | 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. | 
| 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

On the motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate | 
resumed the reconsideration of the bill making a | 
grant of land to the several States of the Union [i 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned by the President of the United | 
States, with his objections, ; 

‘Tre PRESIDING OFFICER, [Mr. Werker] | 
The question is, Shall the bill pass, the Presi- | 
deat’s objections to the contrary notwithstanding?” | 
The Secretary will call the roll, j 

The Seurciary commenced the call, and Mr. | 
Apams answered nay.” ! 

Mr. CASS, 1 wish to make a short speech be- 
fore the vote is taken. 

Several SENATORS. 
has voted, , j 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw my vote. ;! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator | 
from Michigan cannot proceed, except by unani- | 
mous consent. The Senator: from Mississippi | 
has answered 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw my vote. | 

Tha PRESIDING OFFICER. IF there be no | 
objection, the calling of the roll will not be pro- | 
ceeded with, and will be considered as not having | 
been commenced, 

Several Senators. No objection. 

Mr. CASS. 1 did not know this question 
would come up today. | thought there were 
other matters to he called up. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘The Senate having fixed a | 
day for us to vet through business, | mean, when- 
ever L ean ges an opportunity, to make motions 
to take up the business which we have talked 
about, 

Mr. CASS. I hope this subject will be post- 
voned. We expect to adjonm over to-morrow, `i 
Besides; Lunderstood the honorable Senator from | 
California (Mir. Gwin, } hada bul which he wished | 
us.to consider to-day orto morrow. Therefore, | 
I have not come prepared to speak to-day on this ` 
queestign. r 

Mr. BADGER, Then f move to postpone the 
farther consideration of this subject until to-mor- 
row, 

Mr. CASS. ‘The vote cannot be taken to-day. : 
Halfia dozen gentlemen wish to speak. 

Mr. GWIN. Some one else can £o on to-day 
Perhaps the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Hunrer,] 
is ready. 

Mr. BADGER. Does the Senator from Vir- i; 
ginia wish to go on to-day? i 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not wish to go on now. 
T have been engaged during the day in the con- 
ference on the deficieney bill. But I would go 
on now rather than have the vote taken immedi- 
ately. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CASS. I will move an adjournment, if 
that be the wish of the Senate. 4 

pe Not” o Nop? 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will not 
adjourn now. We shall be able to receive the 
report of the committee of conference on the defi- | 
ciency hill very soon. : 

Me. CASS. Then I move to postpone the fur- | 
ther consideration of this subject until Monday | 
next, H 


It is too late, a Senator ii 


i for twenty or twenty-five years. : 
once referred the case to the French Government | 
. for regular arbitration, and they decided against | 
ius. 
: afford to lie over until we do some of the business 


Mr. HUNTER. Iwil suggest to the Senator 
rom Michigan, that if he does not care to speak 
o-morrow | will go on. f 

Mr. CASS. Very well. Then I move to post- 
pone the further consideration of this bill until to- 
morrow. 


Mr. WALKER. 


er 


half past twelve o’clock, p. m.” 

Mr. MALLORY. I gave notice a short time 
since that one of the members of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs had some amend ments to propose 


to the bill for the organization of the Navy; and | 


for that reason, U did not call up the bill this morn- 
ing. 
ask the Senate to give me the morning hour to- 


morrow for the consideration of that bill. T hope, | 
therefore, the Senator from Wisconsin will modify | 


his proposition so as to say one o’clock, instead 
ef half past twelve. 

Mr. WALKER. Then T move to amend the 
motion to postpone the pending bill, by saying 
that it shall be the special order for to-morrow at 
one o’clock. 


‘The amendment was adopted; and the motion : 


as amended was agreed to. 


| ORDER OF BUSINESS——-THE GENERAL ARM- 


STRONG CASE, 

Mr. SLIDELL. The Senate appear to be em- 
barrassed as to what business to consider. 
that they proceed to the consideration of the bill, 
for the relief of the ciaimants of the private armed 
brig General Armstrong. 
long. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


sideration of the veto message. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 

sist, with all the power | ean, its being taken up, 


Yes, sir. 


until we dispose of the business, which belongs ; 


eniphatically to the Senate, and that is our re- 
porting. 

Mr. SUMNER. We can take that up at half 
past twelve, and the other at one o’clock. 

Mr. BADGER I think itis useless to take 
up the bill referred to by the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana at this period of the day. It must 
lead to a long discussion. [tis a contested and 
complicated case; and surely there can be no idea 
of disposing of it to-day, when it is now two 
o’clock. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The objection of the honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina would amount 
to an indefinite postponement of the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. Not at all; it can be taken up 
to-morrow Morning, 


Mr. SLIDELL. It witl be impossible to obtain 


i any one day during the session for the discussion 
! of the bill. 


l have found, from experience, that 
itis idle to attempt to do anything on Friday, for 
there is seldom a quorum of the Senate here on 
that day. [do not think that the bill involves 
any very difficult or grave questions; and I believe 
we can dispose of it to-day; we can commence it 


/atany rate, 


Mr. GWIN. 1I will not object to taking up the 
bill proposed to be taken úp by the Senator from 
Louisiana, provided £ can make an arrangement 
which | wish to make with that Senator. 


Mr. SLIDELL. 
thai purpose. 
Mr. TOOMBS. 


business of the country. Ifso, l do not know of 
any bill which we could better afford to pass over 


than the one which my friend from Louisiana has | 
it has been before Congress : 
I believe we: 


moved to take up. 


1 think, therefore, that bill might very well 


ofthe country. 1 do not think it is exactly in 


; such an attitude as to be pressed on the Senate 


under existing circumstances, 
Mr. SLIDELL. f ] r 
Georgia that it is because this claim has remained 


I move toamend the motion | 
i by adding, “and that it be the special order for: 


I notified the Senate, however, that I should | 


I move! 


I think it will not take | 


T wish to ask whether one | 
i o'clock to-morrow has been assigned for the con- | 


l vivenouce, that { shall re- ; 


I ex-) 
pect every moment that we shall receive the report | 
of the committee of conference on the deficiency : 
bill; and if the Senator from Louisiana will agree | 
that this bill shall be laid aside when that report : 
comes in, J shall have no objection to taking itup. | 
I will agree to lay it aside for | 


; I would suggest that if weare | 
to do anything, we had better go on and do the; 


Í will say to my friend from į 


| 
| 


| 
| 


f 
| 
it 
i 
i 


| 
| 


disposed of. 
effectually. 
Mr. SLIDELL. Without the consent of the 
claimants, and in fact, against their protestations, 
this claim was referred to the arbitrament of Louis 


I think it has been disposed of very 


Napoleon. Ht presents itself here under very pe- 
culiar circumstances : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
is on taking up the bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I know that, sir; but] am 
responding to my friend from Georgia. I under- 
stand, however, that the committee of conference 
are ready to make their report on the deficiency 
bill, and, considering this question to be now be~- 
fore the Senate for consideration, 1 will consent 
to lay it aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana withdraw the motion to take 
up the bill? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I donot; but I am willing to 
let it lay aside for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
must be disposed of before the report of the com- 
mittee can be received, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I suppose we can pass over 
itinformally, by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly; if 
there be no objection, the report of the commit- 


question 


‘| tee of conference will be received. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER submitted the following re- 
port: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill t to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations fer the service of the fiseal year end- 
ing the 380th of June, 1854,” having met, after full and tree 
conference, have agreed to reconnmend, and do recom- 
mend, to their respective Houses, as follows : 

‘That the Senate do concur in the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 4, 10, 
38, 39, 43, and 46. 

That the Senate concur with the amendments of the 
House, except the firstamendinent to the 50th amendment 
of the Senate, w which the House coneurs with an 
amendment, by striking outthe word ** four” in line eleven, 
and in lieu thereof inserting “ three? 

That the Senate recede trom its anendments numbered 
It, 12, 14, 20, 25, 26, 40, 42, 48, 52, and 53. 

That the Louse coneurin the Senate amendments num- 
bered 36 and 37. 

That the House concur in the Senate amendment num- 
bered 24, with the following amendment: Stuke out all 


| after the word © for,” in the first line, to and ineluding the 


word “ him, “in the second line, and insert “ deficiencies 
for the railroad surveys.” 

That the House concur in the Senate amendment No. 
4}, with the following amendment: Strike out all after 
the word “ dollars,” in Hine three, and insert, “ Provided, 
That there be alowed to the legal representatives of Robert 
Greenhow such sum, in addition to that received by him, 
as, togethe: if} make his salary for the time he was em- 
ployed as assistant law agent equal to that authorized to 
be paid to the land commissioners by the act of Mareh 3, 
1853, making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expen of the Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1854.7? 

Aud that the House concur in the amendment of the 
Senate No. 54, with the following ameudiment: Strike out 
all after the word ** him,” i» the fifteenth line thereof, 

R., M. T. HUNTER; 

JAMES C. JONES, 

WM. M. GWIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

JOHN S. PHELPS, 

J. LET CHER, 

JOS. R, CHANDLER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. HUNTER. I think I can states in a 
very few words, what has been the result of the 
conference. The Senate recede from most of 
the amendments to which the House disagreed. 
We recede from the amendment in relation to 
the water-works, and from the amendment in 
relation to the custom-houses and marine hos- 
pitals. We recede from the amendment in rela- 
tion to the bridge over the Potomac river. The 
House recede from their disagreement to the 
amendment in relation to the Pacific railroad sur- 
veys, and agree to that amendment making an 
appropriation of $40,000 to cover those deficien- 
cies, of which $25,000 are for the Stevens, and 
$15,000 for the Whippleexpedition. The House 
recede frgm their disagreement to the amendment 
in relation to the compensation of Robert Green- 
how, with an amendment, which has been read. 
The House also recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment in regard to the printing, with 
an amendment. The committee of conference 
agree to the first portion of that amendment, 


1854. 
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requiring the printing of each House to be done by 
its le ponis, but strike out the part.in relation 
to the Executive printing. That, I believe, is 
about the result of the committee of conference. 

Mr. WALKER. Ishould like to ascertain, if 
I can, the condition of the amendment in relation 
to Robert Greenhow. 

Mr. HUNTER. Task the Secretary to read 
that portion of the report of the committee on 
conference, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“That the House concur in Senate’s amendment forty- 
one, with the following amendment: strike out all after 
the word ‘ dollars,’ in line three, and insert, ‘ Provided, 
that there be allowed to the legal representatives of Robert 
Greenhow, such sum in addition to that received by tem, 
as together will make his salary, for the time be was em- 
ployed as assistant law agent, equal to that authorized to 
be paid to the land commissioners, by the act of the 3d of 
March, 1853, making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 


matic expenses of Government for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1854,? 


Mr. GWIN. That allows the same compen- 
sation as the land commissioners, $8,000 a year. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference, 

The report was concurred in. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 30, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Witiuram H. Minpurn. 
The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following gen- 
tlemen managers on the part of the House, of the 
committee of conference on thé disarreeing votes 
between the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the deficiency bill: Messrs. PHELPS, 
CHANDLER, and Lercnuer. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business first in 
order was the consideration of the resolution re- 
ported on Friday from the Committee on Printing 
relative to the printing of extra copies of the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the condition of the banks of the country. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I hope that 
resolution will be disposed of now. 
POST ROADS IN UTAH. 
Mr. BERNHISEL, by unanimous consent, 


offered the following resolution; which was read, 


considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Tooete city to Grantsville ; 
from Great Salt Lake City, via Taylorsville, West Jordan, 
Gardner’s Mill, and Bingham’s, Kanyon, to Cedar Valley ; 
from Great Salt Lake City, via NefPs Mill, Mill Creek, 
Holladay’s Seulement, Lite Cottonwood, and Drapers- 
ville, to Mountainsviile, in the Territory of Utah, and that 
said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


ROADS AND PUBLIC LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. HENN, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced the fol- 


lowing bills: which were read å first and second | 


time by their respective titles, and referred as in- 
dicated below: 

A bill for the construction of military roads 
in the Territory of Nebraska. Referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. a 

A bill to provide for the sale of the public lands 
in the Territory of Nebraska, and to establish a 
land office theretn. Referredo the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

WEST FELICIANA RAILROAD. 

Mr. REESE. I desire to call up the motion to 

reconsider the vote in regard to the bill for there- 


lief of the West Feliciana railroad and the Geor- | 


gia Railroad and Banking Companies. 
Reference was made of that bill, when it came 


from the Senate, to the Committee of Claims. A } 


motion was subsequently made to reconsider that 
vote, and it has never been acted on. 
vote to be reconsidered now, that I may have the 
bill referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The question was taken on the motion to recon- 
sider; and it was agreed to. : 


REPORT ON BANKS. 
And then, on motion by Mr. REESE, the bill 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. The question is first upon 
the adoption of the following amendment to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, 


I desire the | 


(Mr. Sranron,] from the Committee on Public 
Printing: g 

“ Provide?, That nothing herein contained shall author- 
ize a charge for a seeond composition.” 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to 
say in reference to the resolution, that this House 
have published no extra copies of the document 
in question. It is a very important document, 
containing information which was gathered at the 
request of this House by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to the different banks through- 
out the Union. A great many of these banks 
have requested that the information be published, 
and they desire that they shall each be furnished 
with a copy. Two hundred and fifty copies, L 
think, will be a sufficient number to supply the 
different banks throughout the country. 

Mr. LETCHER. i object to the adoption of 
the resolution. I think the amendment is right 
if the resolution is to beadopted. The printing of 
this document is, as | supposed it was, intended 
for the benefit of the banks throughout the coun- 
try. This information has been published in the 
newspapers here, and has been generally dissemi- 
nated in that way. The banks have had an op- 
portunity to get ıt in that way; and it seems to 
me we have done all that is necessary in the case. 
If this House undertakes to publish information 
for a privileged class, for banking companies, or 
any other privileged class, the expenses of the 
Government will very soon run up to an enormous 
sum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. Stanton] that the 
vote upon the resolution shall be passed over until 
next week, when members will return to their 
places, and allow me to move to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the House that the consideration of this reso- 
lution lie over? The Chair hears no objection; 
and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire that my motion to 
lay on the table shall be entered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

_ JOHN W. KELLY. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I have been requested 
by Mr. Maxwe tt, who is not now in his seat, 
to ask that the papers in the case of John W. 
Kelly be taken from the Speaker’s table, for the 
purpose of reference to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If my colleague proposes 
to refer the bill to a committee, 1 have no objec- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- | 


bama asks the unanimous consent of the House 
to take from the table the following bill: 
An act for the relief of John W. Kelly. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill having | 


been read the first and second time by its title, was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


! Post Roads. 


PRESERVATION OF LIFE ON THE NEW JER- 
SEY COAST. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask the unanimons 

consent of the House to introduce the following 


| resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire whether any, and what measures, are 
necessary for the security and preservation of fife and 
property in cases of wreck or other disaster of vessels on 
the coastof New Jersey, and report by bill or otherwise, 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 


PRESERVATION OF DIES AND MEDALS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 19th instant, - 
a communication received by that Department 
from the Director of the United States Mint, on 


the subject of the condition of dies or, medals | 


struck by the authority of Congreas, commemo- 
rative of patriotic services, and touching the pro- 


priety of establishing in the Mint a medal depart- | 


ment, for the purpose of preserving such dies, 
medals, &c., together with a copy of the proceed- 
ings of the Pennsylvania Historical Society, to 


which the said report refers, and a list.of the dies 
now in the Mint. 

The communication and accompanying docu- 
ments were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

THE MINISTER AT CONSTANTINOPLE. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to obtain the 
unanimous consent of the House to present areg- 
olution, which [ send to the Clerk’s. desk. It 
calls for certain correspondence from the State 
Department. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
reported, ag follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to Congress, so far as,in his judgment, it may be com- 
patible with the publie interest, copies of the correspond - 
ence of our Minister at Constantinople, the Hon. Carroll 
Spence, and which has been transmitted to the Depart- 
ment Of State. 


Mr. MAY. I merely want to say a single 
word in relation to this resolution. I believe, 
Mr. Speaker, that our Minister to Constantinople 
| has been very unjustly censured as to the speech 
| delivered by him on his presentation to the Grand 
Turk. f think that when an authentic copy of 
that speech is seen, it will be found in consonance 
with the settled principles which govern the policy 
lof the United States in its foreign relations. T 
| desire that justic® may be done to Mr. Spence; 
that an authentic copy of his speech may be seen. 
| And I wish to add, that when the correspondence 
which he had with the Sublime Porte, touching 
the expulsion of the Greeks from Constantinople 
is published, he will be found to merit the appro- 
bation of his countrymen. J hope, thevefore, the 
Fouse will adopt the resolution of inquiry. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was 
| adopted, 


FOREIGN COMMERCIAL REGULATIONS. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask the unanimons 
consent of the House to introduce the following 
| resolution: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
| ed ty inquire into the expediency of extending the provis- 
| ionsof the act of the 16th Angust, 1842, requiring ioreign 
| regulations of commerce to be laid annual before Con- 
i gress, and of making a permanent annua: appropriation to 
| enable the State Department to comply with said act; said 
: committee to report by bill or otherwise. 


| There being no objection, the question was put; 
| and the resolution was adopted. 


| CUSTOMS COMMISSIONS. 
| 
H 


Mr. WELLS. I ask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to submit the following resolution: 
| _ Resolved, Tiat the Committee on Commerce are hereby 
! dirested to inguire into the cxpedieney of repealing so 
| much of the fourth section of the act of 2d Mareh, 1831, to 
i reguiate the foreign and coasting trade on the northern, 
ji northeastern, and northwestern frontiers, and for other 
| purposes, as prohibits the receipt of commissions by ofi- 
| cers of the customs on said frontiers upon duties or goods 
' entered at theiroffices and paid thereat, 


i Mr. MeNAIR. l object to the introduction of 
that resolution, inasmuch as [ believe there is not 
| a quorum at present in the House. 

: Mr. HOUSTON, For my part, Ido not object 
|i to the resolution itself, but L think that itis made 
| to wke a wrong direction in its being referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. However, that is 
1 not of much consequence, 

Mr. MeNAIR, The only object I have in ob- 
i jecting to the resolution is to know whether there 
isa quorum in the House. I withdraw my ob- 
: jection. i 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of resum- 
ing the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill, 


FEES OF COLLECTORS. 


|| Mr. WELLS asked and obtained unanimous 
| consent, and presented a communication from 
| John White, collector of the port of Milwaukie, 
i Wisconsin, asking for the repeal of the fourth 
|; section of the act of the 2d of March, 1831, to 
| regulate the foreign and coasting trade on the 
f northern, northeastern, and northwestern fron- 
tiers, and for other purposes, as prohibits the re- 
: ceipt of commissions by officers of the customs 
on said frontiers upon duties on goods entered at 
their offices and paid thereat. 

The communication was referred to the Come 
mittee on Commerce. 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
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BE. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dicxrns, their Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had passed a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending 30th 
June, 1855; with sundry amendments thereto, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House. } ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the Senate have added a 


very large amount of amendments to that bill, I 


would like the House to consent that it be referred | 


to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ORR. l object to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I insist upon my mo- 
tion to go into committee. 
Mr. CARUTHERS. 
from Alabama will not press that motion, as I 
desire to ask the unanimous consentof the Louse 

to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose that my friend 
from South Carolina will object to it, if I do not, 
and therefore I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina will object when it suits fis convenience to 
do 80. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Housron’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 2 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


I hope the gentleman ! 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


(Mr. Boeock in the chair.) 
RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


The CHAIRMAN, The subject under con- 
sideration before the committee is House bill 
(No. 295) to provide for the establishment of rail- 
road and telegraphic communication between the 
Atlantic States and the Pacific ocean, and for 
other purposes; and upon that question the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Smrru] has the 
floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, said that however 
the bill appeared to the contrary, it was for build- 
ing a railroad to the Pacific by the Government, 
providing that the road shall be owned by the 
Government; and moreover, that the Government 
shall continue to be the owner of all that part of it 
which lies within the limits of our vational terri- 
tory. This, in his view, was to be the essential 
and controlling connection of the Government 
with this road; and because this was to be its con- 
nection, he rose to oppose this bill, hd 

Fle need not suy that he deeply desired to see 
a railroad to the Pacific; and what American did 
not desire to see it? Commerce, travel, the love 
of country, the love of each part for other part, 
the deep hope in every true American’s breast 
that our country will ulways be one, that we 
shall always make up one country; all these, and 
numberless other considerations, unite in calling 
up feelings of this sort. We must have and should 
have this essential connection; this iron band be- 
tween the [ast and the West, between the Atlan- 
tic and the Pacific. But, much as we have to 


hope for from this road, mach good as would | 
come of it, the evil which would flow from it, | 


were it built by the Government, would largely 
overbalance all the good, He hesitated not to 
say we had better not have the road than have it 
built by the Government. 

After explaining his views of civil government, 
he said its sole and legitimate province was the 
protection of persons und property. Fie glanced 
at and answered the arguments In favor of the 


bill, and then spoke in opposition to it, saying the | 


building of this road, the repairs, and the use of 
it by the Government, would cost at least fifty per 
cent, more than if done by individuals and asso- 
ciations. 
two or three railroads to the Pacific. In case one 
shall be owned by the Government, (he did not 
care whether by the Federal or the State govern- 
ment,) the Government wil f 
sustain its road against the 
roads, end lavish money wit 
And how oppressive and inj 
to individual owners of i 


hout stint to this end 


roads! 


it was highly probable there will be: 


l spare no means to | 
competition of other | 


should never array itself against any portion of : 


lis own subjects in these ways, 
Ele would not undervalue the use of one of those 
roads in regard to Government protection. He 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


urious would this be |! 
Government | 


| of Government for the year ending the 30th of June, | 


; would cheerfully vote that this Government should 
give five or ten millions of dollars in aid of two or 
three roads, provided they were built on widely 
! different routes. He did not say he would give 
five or ten millions of acres, for he was of the 
opinion that the Government does not own the 
j land. He denied that Government has any more 
; ownership in the public domain than Satan had in 
i the kingdoms of the world with which he sought 
! to bribe our Saviour. The land belongs to the 
i landless. 

| Ele mentioned other objections against the bill, 
| one of which was, that it would perpetuate the 
cruel and oppressive tariff system. Then fare- 
well to all our hopes of honest and frugal govern- 
| ment, bearing lightly on the poor. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. As the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. PueLrs] desires to make a personal 
request of the House, I yield him the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. PHELPS. T have obtained the floor for 
the purpose of submitting a motion that the com- 
mittee do now rise. The object I have in making 
j it is to enable the committee of conference upon 
| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
| deficiency bill, to submit their report, that action 
| may be had upon it now.” | therefore submit the 
! mouon that the committee rise. 
| The question was then taken upon Mr. PHELPS’s 
| 
) 


motion; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 
committee (Mr. Bococx) reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the state of the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
tlouse bill No, 295, being a bill to establish the 
Pacific railroad, &c., and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. PETELPS. Mr. Speaker, l am instructed 
by the committee of conference on the part of the 
TYouse of Representatives to submit a report on 
| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 

deficiency bill. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes 
of the two Ttonses on the bill (F. R., No. 871) to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, 1854,” having met, 
atter full and free conference, have agreed to recommend, 

i and do recommend to their respective Houses, as follows è 
Phat the Senate do concur in the amendments of the 


| 38, 39, 43, and d6, 


i House, except the first amendment to the 
ment of the Senate, with whieh the Hous 


coneurs 


eleven, and in Heu thereof inserting “ three.” 

That the Senate recede trom its amendments numbered 
LL, 12, 14, 20, 25, 26, 40, 42, 48, 52, and 53. 

"That the Hou 
36 and 37. 


24, with the following amendment: Strike out all atter the 
word ‘for? in the tirst line, to and including the word 
E him,” in the second line, and insert de 
| railroad surveys. ?? 
{That ube House concur in the Senate amendment num - 
i bered 41, with the JoHowing amendment: Strike out all after 
the word f dollars,?? in iine three, and insert, “ Provided, 
"That there be allowed to the 
Greenhow such sum, in addition to that recei 
togetber will make kis satary for the time he was employed 
| as assistant hav agent, equal to that authorized to be paid 
l to the laud commissioners by the aet of sd March, 1853, 
; tpaking appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 


by him,as 


And that the House coneur in the amendment of the Sen- 
i ate numbered 51, with the following amendment: Strike 
out all after the word * him,” in the eleventh line thereof. 
R. M. T. HUNTER, 
JAMES JONES, 
WILLIAM M. GWIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN S. PHELPS, 


i J. LETCHER, 


JOSEPH i CHANDLER, 
Managers on the part of Ho. of Reps. 

Mr. PHELPS. Idesire, Mr. Speaker, briefly 
to explain to the House the recommendations ¢ 
the committee of conference. The first amend- 
ment of the bill to which there is a disagreeing 
vote is Senate amendment No. 4, which is as fol- 
lows: 


For payment of the claim of Thomas N. Johnson for his 
services as marshal at the port of Shanghai, from the 9th 


| 
i 
i 


| House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 4, 10, 7 


That the Senate coneur with the amendments of the } 


. = H 
seoncur in Senate amendments numbered || 


Thatthe House concur in Senate amendment numbered | 


encies for the |! 


gal representatives of Robert |) 


= 
| of December, 1 
| sum of $1,798 94. 
: In this case the amendment is a mere verbal one. 
i In the original amendment of the Senate, the name 
: of Mr, Johnson is printed as Thomas M. instead 
| of Thomas N.. There isalso a trifling reduction in 
: the amount appropriated. In the Senate amend- 
| ment, the amount was $1,798 91, but in the 
| House this was reduced to $1,781 74. The Sen- 
ate agrees to accept these amendments of the 
House. 
| The next amendment of the Senate on which 
| there was a disagreeing vote was No. 10, which 
: is as follows: 
| For completing and keeping in order the grounds south 
: of the Prësident’s House, $9,770. 

The House adopted an amendment to this 
amendment, making an appropriation of $1,000 
for settees for the Capitol and President’s grounds, 
This is concurred in by the Senate. 

The next amendment of the Senate to which 
there was a disagreeing vote was No. 38, as fol- 
lows: 


Page fourteen, after line three hundred and twenty-five, 
insert as follows: 

And the limitations imposed by the provisions contained 
in the act of 15th May, 1850, entitled “An acet to supply de- 
i ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the fiseal 
: year ending the 30th of June, 1850,” and the act of 3d 
Mareh, 1853, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the civil and diptomatie expenses of Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1854,” be, and the same are 
' hereby, repealed. 

The House so amended the amendment as to 
i strike it all out, and insert: 


| 

i 

| And that the period limited for the appointment of com- 
| missioner, surveyor, and chief astronomer, by the act of 
| 

i 

| 

| 


| May, 1850, shall be, and the same is hereby, extended to 
the 30th of June, 1855. 

The next amendment on which there was a 
disagreeing vote is Senate amendment No. 39, as 
follows: 

For engraving maps, views, sections, and natural his- 
; tory, of the survey of the boundary between the United 
| States and Mexico, $10,000; to be expended under the 
| direction of the Secretary of tbe Interior. 


{ 
| The House adopted an amendment to this 
| 


; amendment, providing for the payment of the cost 
of engraving the plates of the agricultural part of 
i; the Patent Office report. The Senate concurs in 
i that amendment. 
|! The next amendment on which there was a 
| disagreeing vote was Senate amendment No. 43, 
as follows: 
| That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to examine the claims presented by certain coun- 
ties of the late Territory of Towa, for expenses of the United 
States distriet court which were paid by said counties prior 
ji to the admission of said Territory into the Union as a State; 
‘and if, upon such examination, he is satisfied that, prior to 
aid time, the said counties have paid money which, in 
accordance with the instructions of the Pirst Comptroller 
| of the Treasury, dated December 19, 1843, should have 
; been paid by the marshal of the United States for said Ter- 


Seis “with || ritory, he is directed to audit and allow the same. 
an amendment by striking out the word “ four,? in line Yo a Rma 


5 
The amendment of the House was in the form 
j of a substitute, as follows: 

That the First Comptroller of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to examine the claims presented by certain 
counties of the Jate Territory of Lowa, for expenses of the 
United States district court, which were paid by said coun- 
i tics prior to the admission of said Territory into the Union 
| asa State; and if, upon sach examination, he is satisfied 
| that, prior to said time, the said counties have paid money 
| which, in accordance with the instructions of the First 
i 
t 


Jomptrolter of the Treasury, dated 19th of December, 1843, 
as construed in the report of said First Comptroller to the 
is 
is 


reretary of the Interior, under date of 13th of Ovtober, 
|; 1853, in reference to sajd subject, should have been paid by 
the marshal of the United States for said Territory, he is 
|, directed to audit and settle the same. 

i| _ Fhe Senate concur in this amendment of the 
; House, 

The forty-sixth amendment of the Senate was 
| to add to the end of the bill the following: 


Jind he it further enacted, That all books, papers, doc- 
uments, and records, in the Department of the Interior, 
may be copied and certified, under the seal of that Depart- 
ment, (which is hereby recognized as Jegal,) in the same 
manner as those in the other Executive Departments may 
| now by law be, and with the same force and effect. 

The amendment of the House was to add: 
; And in all cases where a seal is necessary by law to any 
commission, process, or other instrument, provided for by 
the law of Congress, it shall be lawful to affix the proper 
seal by making an inpr therewith directly on the 
paper to whieh the seal heeessary 3 which shall be as 
valid as if made upon wax or other substance. 
' Inthat amendment of the House the committee 
| of conference recommend that the Senate concur. 
i The fifieth amendment of the Senate is as fol- 
i 


lows: 


i 
i 

i 
i 
H 
i 


i 
i 
Í 
i 


1854. 
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Seo. 6. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, there shall be, in addition to the 
clerks authorized by the third section of the act of March 
3, 1853, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1854,” in the office of the Register 


of the ‘Treasury, three clerks of class four, to include the i 


clerk now authorized to take charge of the redemption of 
stocks, and in the office of the Commissior of Pensions five 
clerks of elass two, and fifteen clerks of class three; and 


said clerks shall be paid, according to the provisions of sa'd Í 


section, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 

The amendments of the House were to strike 
out 
—to include the clerk now authorized to take charge of 
the redemption of stocks, 
—to insert after the words ‘‘ Register of the 
Treasury,” 
—‘‘in lieu of the temporary clerks now employed therein,” 
—and to insert after the word ‘section’? the 
words 


-—until the 30th of June, 1854.” og 


The committee recommend that the Senate con 
cur in these amendments of the House, with the 
exception’ of the first one, and that the word 
“ three ’’ be substituted for the word ‘ four,” so 
that the three clerks in the office of the Register of 
the Treasury shall belong to class three, with a 
salary of $1,600 per annum, instead of class four, 
with a salary of $1,800 per annum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Puetrs] how many-clerks 
that amendment gives to the Register of the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. PHELPS. Only two. The committee 
also recommend that the Senate recede from its 
following amendments: 


No. 11, which was to insert: 


For iron flaggingin front of the old portion of the Patent 
Office Building, and altering windows and private stair- 
way, $5,730, 


No 12, which was to insert: 


For altering streets and repaving in front of the east wing 
of the Patent Office Building, iron railing and flagging, and 
painting new saloon, $14,250. 


No. 14, which was to insert: 

For completing the improvement of Pennsylvania avenue 
from Seventeenth to T'wenty-sixth” street west, $9,000: 
Provided, That all appropriations herein made for repairs 
and improvements of the public buildings or grounds within 
the District of Columbia, shall be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, 


No, 20, which was to insert: 


For the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the pro- | 


visional government of Oregon, in defending the people of 
said Territory from the attacks and hostilities of the Cayuse 


Indians, in the years 1847 and 1848, and for such ellow- | 


ances for the expense of adjusting the claims on that ac- 
eount as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem proper, 
$75,000. But the said claims and accounts shall be settled 
and adjusted at such place, and in such manner, as the 


Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and no claims : 


shall hereafter be allowed on account of this war which are 
not presented within the next fiscal year, 


No. 25, which was to insert: 


For continuing the works for bringing water into the city 
of Washington, $500,000, 


No. 26, which was to insert: 


For the payment of Richard H. Weightman, for mileage 
and per diem compensation as an agent claiming to be a Sen- 
ator elect from New Mexico, $2,464. 


No. 40, which was to insert: 


For the completion of the bridge across the Potomac river 
at Little Falls, and painting thereof, agreeably to the plan 
adopted under the direction of the President of the United 
States, $75,000. 


No. 42, which was to insert: 


And the marshals of the northern and southern districts 
of California shall bave the same mileage and compensa- 
tion for serving processes issning from said commission as 
are allowed to the sheriffs for serving similar processes by 
the higher courts of California; and the same mileage and 
per diem shall be made to wituesses as are allowed to wit- 
nesses by the State of California. 


No. 48, which was to add: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That before any pay- | 
ment shall hereafter be made to any invalid pensioner whose | 
name shall have been upon the pension list two years, he | 


shall produce to the agents for paying pensions, to whom 


he shall apply for payment, the affidavit of two surgeons or | 


physicians, satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, 
stating, from personal examination, the continuance of dis 
ability, describing it, for which tbe pension was originally 


granted, and the rate of such disability at the time of mak- į 
ing such affidavit, blank forms of which shal! be furnished 


by the Commissioner of Pensions to agents for paying pen- 


sions, for the use of pensioners ; and if in said affidavit the ; 


disability shalt be stated at a rate below that for which the 
pension was originally grauted, he shall only be paid at the 
rate stated in said affidavit. Said affidavit shall be filed by 
said agents, and carefully preserved, and copies thereof 


i 


j! 
shall be transmitted, with the semi-annual retmrns of said 


agents, to the Commissioner of Pensions, who shall file 
them with the original papers of the pensioner, respectively: | 
Provided, That when the pension shall have been origin- 
ally granted by a special act of Congress, or for a total dis- 
ability for the loss of a limb or otber cause which cannot 
be removed, either in whole or in part; the above affidavit 
shall uot be required. 


No. 52, which was to add: 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes,” as 
provides for compensation to the Spanish consal and 
others for losses occasioned by violence at New Orleans, 
and at Key West, in the year 1851, shalt be so construed as 
to place Michael Papprenitza, a subjéct of Austria, on the 
same fooling with the subjects of Spain. | 


And the fifty-third amendment, which was to 
add: 


Sec. 9. And be if further enacted, That for custom- 
houses and mariue hospitals, and to complete the same, 
the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, namely: 

For completing the custom house at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$100,000; 

For completing the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 
$65,000 ; 

Por completing the custom house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 

40,000 ; 

8 For completing the custom house at Louisville, Ken- 
tuck y, $40,000 ; | 
For completing the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 

$20,000 ; 

for completing the custom-lhouse at Bath, Maine, 
$20,000 ; | 

For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $12,000 ; 

For purchasing a site for a custom-house at Providence, 
Rhode Island, $24,000 ; 

For the purchase of a new site for the custom-house in 
San Francisco, $250,000; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is hereby authorized, if, in his judgment, the public | 
interest will thereby be promoted, to apply this appropria 
tion, and as much as may be necessary of former appro- 
priations, for the erection of a custom house ou the dand | 
reserved for said purpose, to the purchase of a building or | 
buildings for a custom-house and other public offices ; and 


thesaid Secretary of the Treasury is hereby direeted to take jj 


all legal proceedings which may be necessary or advisable 
to maintain and secure the possession and title ofthe United 
States to the lot heretofore selected for the site of a custom- 
house ; j 

For the erection of a custom house at Portland, Maine, 
including rooms for the United States court, and for a post 
office, $200,000; 

To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
$25,000 ; 
& To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, 

10,000 ; i 

To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, Itnois, 
$8,000; 
a 3 . : Acts 
“To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, 
$312,500 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
$5,000; 
“To complete the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
$2,000 ; 

T'o complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, $44,000; and to construct a marine hospital at Bur- 
lington, Iowa, $15,000. 


The committee also recommends that the House 
concur in Senate amendments Nos. 36 and 37, 
which are as follows: 

For rent of paper wareroom from the lst of January to | 
the 30th of June, 1854, at $250 per annum, #125. 

For cartage of printing paper from warcroom and office 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing to the printing | 
offices, and Jabor, from the ist of January to whe 30th of 
June, 1854, at $550 per annum, $275. 

It was stated in debate, when this matter was 
under consideration by the House, that the Cem- 
mittee on Printing had instructed the Superintend- 
ent of the Public Printing to incur this expendi- 
ture. It was, however, urged that there was no 
necessity for incurring this expenditure; that by 
the contracts made with the persons who were to 
deliver the paper for the public printing, they | 
were to deliver it at such places in the city of 
‘Washington as the Superintendent might direct. 
It is true there was such a provision in the con- 
tracts made with those who supply the paper for 
the public printing; but as the Senate and House 
of Representatives have each elected a printer, | 
the course pursued by the former Superintendent į; 
of Public Printing could not now be. pursued. 
When there was but one public printer all the | 
paper was deposited in the Union office. Gen- 
eral Armstrong, during the last session of Con- 
gress, rented a building especially for the purpose 
of storing the paper belonging to the Government 
of the United States, and the Superintendent went | 
there and issued such quantities of paper as the | 
publie printer from time to time required. But} 
there are now two public printers, and each office | 


i 
| 
i 
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becomes necessary, therefore, that there shall ‘be 
some place where the paper can be inspected by 
the Superintendent, in order that he may ascertain 
whether it corresponds with the contracts, before 
issuing it to the different offices. oe 

For these reasons the committee recommend a 
concurrence in that amendment. 


The twenty-fourth amendment is as follows: 

For the transportation of Governor Stevens and his party, 
and for explorations made by him between the Mississippi 
river and the Pacific ocean, $40,000. 

This amendment was adopted by the Senate for 
the purpose of covering a deficiency in the survey 
of Governor Stevens, and also to provide for addi- 
tional surveys of the pass known as Noble’s Pass. 

At the time that amendment was adopted by the 
Senate, Lieutenant Whipple had not returned. it 
has been ascertained that there is a deficiency in- 
eurred by him of $15,000, and by Governor Ste- 
vens of $25,000. Those officers did not know, at 
the time they engaged in the surveys, that these 
deficiencies would occur. When it was ascer- 
tained that there was not a sufficient amount. of 
money for the purpose of defraying the expenses, 
the question to be determined by them was, wheth- 
er they should abandon the prosecution of those 
surveys and return to the States, or endeavor to 
reach the settlements upon the Pacific coast. They 
determined to go on, and these expenses have been 
caused by a contingency unforeseen by them. 
They are, in some instances, individually respon- 
sible for those expenses, and the Departments 
have recommended that provision be made for 
them. 

The committee of conference recommend that 
the provision be so amended as that it will read: 

For deficiencies for railroad surveys between the Mis- 
sissippi river and the Pacific ocean, $40,000. 

Mr. COBB. Does that cover the whole? 

Mr. PHELPS, That will cover the deficiency, 
so far as we are advised. 

Mr. COBB. You do not propose to appro- 
priate any more money? 

Mr. PHELPS. Not by this bill. 


The committee of conference recommend a 
concurrence in the forty-first amendment, which 
is as follows: 

Page fourteen, line three hundred and twenty-eight, after 
the word ‘# California,” strike out © $37,500,” and insert 
in lieu thereof “ $412,000 3°? and that $5,000 of said sam be 
paid to Robert Greenbow, assistantlaw agent to said board, 
for services performed during the absence of the law agent. 

When the commission was established in Califor- 
nia for the adjudication of iand claims, it was pro- 
vided that the salaries of the commissioners should 
be $5,000 per annum, and thatthe same compensa- 
tion should be paid to the law agent,and to the as- 
sociate law agent. Atthe last session of Congress, 
however, a provision was made, by which the 
commissioners were to be paid $8,000 per annum 
from the time of their employment, and that in- 
crease of salary was to apply to those who were 
then in office as well as to those who might there- 
after be appointed. Under that provision of law, 
those commissioners who have been removed from 
office, and have ceased to act, have been paid their 
salaries at the rate of $8,000 per annum, 

During the time Robert Greenhow acted as 
associate law agent, it is stated that the law agent 
himself was absent from the country a great por- 
tion of the time; that at the time Mr. Greenhow 
reached California, the Jaw agent repaired to San 
Francisco, which was in the fall of 1852, I think, 
and thence returned to the United States, having 
rendered no service whatever; and there was no 
law agent in California from October, 1852, until 
Mr. Howard repaired there last June, under the 
appointment made by the present Administration. 
The committee of conference adopted the amend- 
ment here suggested, that the salary of the usso- 
ciate law agent should be, during the period that 
the duties of both the law agent and the associate 
law agent were performed by Mr. Greenhow, at 
the rate of $8,000 per annum. 

Mr. WALSH. What was the salary of the 
law agent? 

Mr. PHELPS. It was $5,000. 

Mr. WALSH. What was that of the assistant 
Jaw agent? 

Mr. PHELPS. It was $5,000, the same with 
that of the law agent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to hear the 
amendment agreed upon by the committee of con- 


. 


is unwilling to store paper for the other. It! 


ference read: 


The amendment was then read, as follows: | 
Provided, That there be allowed to the legal represent- i: 
atives of Robert Greenhow, sueh sum, iv addition to that | 
received by bitin, as altogether will make his salary, forthe | 
tinie be was employed as assistant law agent, equal to that | 
authorized to be paid to the land commissioner by the act 
of the 3d of March, 1858, making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Goverument for the year | 
ending the 30th June, 1854. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. [ understand that amendment |! 
to increase the salary of the law agent? f 
Mr. PHELPS. Only that of the associate law 
agent. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. I regard itasa permanent |! 
increase of salary. i 
Mr. PHELPS. It is not a permanent increase 
ofsalary atjall. It only asks thatthe amount named 
shail be paid to the legal representatives of Robert 
Greenhow, during that period of time when he 
was emploved upon his duties. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. f wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Puexrs] if 
he can inform the House how long Mr. Green- 
how was employed as assistant law agent? 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Greenhow was engaged 
there thirteen months and a half in the discharge 


i 


| 
l 
l 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


of his duues. i do not know the time of his 
death. | 
Mr. JONES. Is his salary by law $5,000? i 


Mr. PHELPS. It is. 


Mr. JONES. Does this bill propose to make 
it $8,000? 


Mr. WALSH. twill ask why the proposition | 
is stated in such a round-about, cireaitous, and | 
mysterious manner? Why does not the amend- 
ment state the amount without referring us to an- 
other office? ji 

Mr. PHELPS., I would prefer, myself, if the | 
langaage was a little more explicit and definite. 
Bue in a committee of conference there must, of | 
necessity, be mutual concessions. 

Mr. WALSH. ft looks very suspicious now, || 

Mr, PHELPS. 1 would have preferred my- 
self that the amount should have been specifically 
stated. But [ have stated to the House what | 
wouid be the effect under it. I have no disguise | 
about it. 

Mr. LETCHER, (to Mr. Pretrs.) What is ; 
the question made by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Warsi ?} i 

Mr. PHELPS. tte inquires why the amount ; 
to be paid to the legal representatives of Mr. | 
Greenhow was not specified in so many dollars, | 
instead of having been provided for in the manner 
in which it appears here? 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, Mr. Speaker, m 
colleague on that committee (Mr. PurLrs] wi 
recollect that we tried to get the nmount clearly 
apecfird, 

Mr. PHELPS. 


i 
i] 
Mr. PHELPS. It does. | 
i 
(| 
| 
I 
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T have so stated. 


numbered 51, with the following amendment; | 
strike out all after the word ‘him,’ in the eleventh : 
line therof.? ”’ i 

The amendment will then stan as followa: 


«And be it further enacted, That the portion o 
th venth scetion of the act of 26th August, IB52, en- |i 
titled © Anaet to provide for executing the publie print- | 
ing and establishing the prices thereof, aud for other pur- | 
poses, which provides tbat when any documen hail £i 
be oedered to De prated by both Houses of Congress, the ii 
entire printing of su h documents shall be doue by the |! 
printer of that House which Grst ordered the same,” is i 
hereby repeated; and when there are ditterent printers for i| 
the resp 
amay hereatier be ordered by the House electing hin. 


This is the amendment providing for the public |: 
The Committee of Ways and Means i 


printing, 


i tion? 


i fally, and for some I cannot vote at all. 


fA 


: Houses, eaeh shajt do the printing which | 


of the House of Representatives recommend that» 


the House should coneur in this amendment, `: 
with an amendment by striking out all after the | 
werd “him,” in the eleventh line. f will read 
that portion of the Senate’s amendment which 
will be struck out if the recommendation of the 
committee of conference should be adopted: 

And so much of the printing for the Executive Depart- 
nents and bareans of the Government as is ordered by the 
said act to be fone by the publie printer, shall be equally 
divided between the printers of the two Houses. 


This was an amendment which, when the mat- 
ter was disecuased in the Committee of the Whole, 
the Committee of Ways and Meansurved should 
be adopied. It was adopted in Commitree of the 
Whole; but, at the same time, the committee | 
struck out the entire amendment. he effect of '! 


conference on this point will be this: that each 
House will control its own public printing as 


i formerly; and, so far asthe Executive printing is 


concerned, which is directed by the law regulating 
the manner of executing the pubiic printing, and 
the prices to be paid therefor, it will be done by 
either of the public printers whom the Executive 
Departments may select. That portion of the 
Senate’s amendment regulating this, on the prin- 


| ciple of equal division, was impracticable, and 


could not be executed. That regulation could not 
be executed, because it required the departmental 
printing to be equally divided between the two 


public printers, for the purpose of avoiding all | 


difficulty ia relation to this matter; and they have 
already got into difficulty about it The commit- 
tee of conference have recommended to the two 
Houses a concurrence in the fifty-first amendment, 
amended by striking out that portion of it which 
l have last read. { understand that this recom- 
mendation is also acceptable to those engaged as 
the pubic printers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must ask for the previons 


‘question on the adoption of the report of the 


committee of conference. Iam still ready, how- 
ever, to give any explanation that may be asked 


| for in connection with it. 


Mr. MEACHAM. I want to know whether 


į there can bea division of the vote on this ques- 
There are some of these recommendations | 


of the committee for which I can vote very cheer- 
But if 
we must take the whole report, and vote for or 
against the adoption of it, I will vote against it. 

The SPEAKER. It must be voted for as a 
whole. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Then I call for the yeas 
and nays on the acceptance of the report. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that there be a call 
of the House, 

Mr. PHELPS. Ihave this to say to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont (Mr. Mracnan] and to the 
THouse—and for the present I withdraw the call 
for the previous question. With reference to the 
report of a committee of conference, probably no 
member can go on such a committee and expect 
always to obtuin his own wishes, or expect al- 
ways to obtain that which might be considered as 
the desire of the House that he represents. The 
very object of appointing a committee of confer- 
ence is, that there may be mutual concession be- 
tween the two bodies disagreeing in their votes. 
And therefore, in this case, the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the House met the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate with a desire to 
curry oul, not their own views, but the views 


auves which they represented on that occasion. 


Sut they could not obtain all they desired, and |. 
they therefore have recommended to the House |! 


certun concessions; and on the other side they 

have recommended that certain concessions be 

made by the Senate. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, 


man from Missouri one question. [ understand 


from the report, that In reference to most of the | 
uted amendme ts the Senate has given way, | 
| that the House has accomplished nearly | 
everything it desired, except some small matters. |) 


dis 


Mr. PHELPS. 


That is so. 


Mr. CLINGMAN,. Then | think we had bet- | 


ter accept the report. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. T wish simply 
to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri if he 
did not labor under a misapprehension in specify- 
ing that the amendment in reference to the publie 


printing left it discretionary with the different : 
Departments of Government to send their print- | 
ing to whichever one of the printers the Depart- |! 
cided in the negative—yeas 18, nays 93. 
As Í understand the construc- |; 


ments might choose? 
Mr. PHELPS. 


tion of that law, and as | understand its practical 


operation, all the departmental printing is printed © 
by such public printer as the Executive Depart- | 


ments see fit to give it to. 


Mr. STANTON. 


thinks proper. 
Mr. PHELPS. How does he distribute it? 
Mr. STANTON. He gives it all to one printer. 


I wish to ask the gentle- į 


l desire to say in reply to | 
that, that the gentleman labors under a misappre- | 
' hension. The law itself requires that all the Exec- | 
uttve printing shall be sent to the Superintendent | 
of Publie Prinung, and he distributes it as he | 
i order. 


| 


, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i rectly. 


; wbich he discharged double duties. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to say a 
word, to see whether I understand this report cor- 
If we concur in this report of the com- 
mittee, as I understand it, the appropriation to 
pay for surveying the two routes to California by 
Stevens and Whipple will be passed; the pro- 
vision increasing the compensation of Greenhow 
will be passed; the provision for three clerks to 
the Register of the ‘Treasury will be passed; and 


ithe provision with regard to printing will be 


passed, so far as relates to the printing of the two 
Houses; and that the Senate recede from their 
other amendments. 

Mr. PHELPS. Notallofthem. The House 
concurs in the Senate amendment in reference to 
the paper warehouse, the cartage, &c. 

Before the gentleman from Missouri yields the 

floor, T desire to ask hima question. There is 
one part of this report in reference to which | wish 
to understand the facts. The provision to which 
I refer is this: 
— forty-two thousand dollars; aud that $5,000 of said 
sum be paid to Robert Greenhow, ussistant law agent to 
id board, tor services performed during the absence of the 
aw agent”? 


This, as I understand it, makes his salary 


: $8,000 per annum. 


Mr. PHELPS. I would remark to the gentle- 
man that this language is precisely the same as 
that employed in the act of 1853. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [am not commenting upon 
the language. I wish to ask the gentleman how 
long Greenhow acted as law agent? 

Mr. PHELPS, A little upwards of a year. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Efow long did he discharge 
double duties? 

Mr. LETCHER. During nearly the entire 
period. The law agent left soon after his arrival 
in California. 

Mr. PHELPS. Ihave the impression that he 
served as law agent twelve months, and that, 
during all that time, he discharged double duties. 
But I cannot tell exactly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This amendment does not 
confine the increase of salary to the time during 
It gives him 


‘an increased salary for the whole time that he was 


; ascertaining if there is a quorum here, 
vote against it myself, and hope it will be voted 


| taken by teilere upon this question. 


law agent. Am | right in that construction? 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly, you are right. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then it occurs to me that 
it is an increase of salary, and even goes beyond 
the principle that the House overturned. 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, [ demand the previous 


| question. 
which were indicated in the House of Represent- | 


Mr. WHEELER. I move that there bea call 
of the flouse; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wueet- 
er’s motion; and, on a division, there were eigh- 
teen in the affirmative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Count the other 
side. I want to know if there is a quorum here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain if 
there is a quorum present. 

The Speaker then proceeded to count the House, 
when itappeared that there were only one hundred 
and five members present, being less than a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays. l make the motion for the purpose of 
I shall 


down. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken; and it was de- 


So the House refused to adjourn. A 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum voting. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move that there be a 
call of the House. 

A Memper. How many do there Jaca of a 
quorum ? : 

The SPEAKER. Six or seven. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I know where they are 
to be found if we have a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion for acallis in 
PHELPS. 


Mr. Task that the vote may be 


We shall 
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then perhaps be able to ascertain if there is aquo- 
rum-here, ; Bree ere? : 
“Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vai and 
GreEEnw oop were appointed. : 
The question was their taken; and the ‘tellers 
reported—ayes 60, noes not counted; 
. So-acall of the House was ordered. The roll 
was then called, and one hundred and eighteen 
members answered to their names. 
The following are the names of the absentees: 
Messrs. James Cs Allen, Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, 


Ball, Barksdale, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bis- 


sell, Bliss, Breckinridge, Bugg, Carpenter, Chamberlain, 
Chase, Chrisman, Churchwell, Cook, Oraige, Crocker, 
Cullom, Cumming, John G. Davis, ‘Thoinas Davis, De 
Witt, Dickinson, Dowdell, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Thomas D. Eliot, English, Everhart, Ewing, Farley, Fen- 


© ton, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, Goode, Grey, Grow, 


Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W., Harris, Harri- 


-son,. Hastings, Haven, Hibbard, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, 


. B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—t13. 


Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kit- 
tredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Lilly, Lindsley, Lyon, 
McCulloch; McNair, McQueen, Mace, Macy, Matteson, 
Meacham, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Murray, 


“ Noble, Otds, Packer, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, 


Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rowe, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Simmons, Skelton, Samuel 
AvSmith, Willian Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Snodgrass, 
Sollers, Alexander H. Stephens, Stranb, David Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Tracy, Tweed, Wade, Walbridge, Watker, 
Walley, Warren, EVihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Witte, Hendrick 


Mr.GREENWOOD. I move that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

So all further proceedings under the call were 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on 
seconding the demand for the previous question 
upon agreeing to the report of the committee of 
conference. 

' The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered.. 


-< The question now being upon agreeing to the 


report of the committee of conference, 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers upon the 
yas and nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. 

pmunpson and Cox were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 36, noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ASHE. , Mr. Speaker, will it be in order 
to have the report of the committee of conference 
read now? 

The SPEAKER. The report has been already 
read. If there be no objection, it will be again 
read. 

Mr. PECK. I object. Bie e.g 

`The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, 
Ashe, Banks, Bell, Bocock, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Colquitt, 
Corwin, Cox, Curtis, Cutting, Dawson, Dean, Dick, Dun- 
bar, Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, John M. Eliiott, Farley, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Hunt, John- 
son, Roland Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Latham, Letcher, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Orr, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Jobn 


- Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, 


Seymour, Shannon, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith,- 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Upham, Vail, Wells, West- 


` brook, and Daniel B. Wright—77. 


NAYS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Barry, Benton, Boyce, 
Campbell, Cobb, Dent, Dunham, Ellison, Etheridge, Flag- 
ler, Aaron Harlan, Hill, Hillyer, George W. Jones, Kuox, 
McMullin, Maurice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Millson, 
Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pringle, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, Hestor L. Stevens, Nathan- 
iel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Vansant, Walsh, 
Wheeler, Yates, and Zollicoffer—Al. 


So the report of the committee of conference 
was adopted. ; ; 
Pending the announcement of the result of the 


vote 
Mr. RICHARDSON asked to be allowed to 


vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from 
Ilinois within the bar when his name was called? 
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the bar, but I desire to vote.on-the question.. 
© The SPEAK 
consent, -- ` e 
: Mr. PECK. I object. : , es 

Also, pending the announcement of the-vote, 

Mr. BENTON. Mr, Speaker, how many.votes 
are necessary to make up a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. = There is but one vote more 
required to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. BENTON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I was 
within the bar, and desire to'vote. I find that one 
vote is worth a great deal more than I ever ex- 
pected it was worth. I therefore vote no. 

The SPEAKER. That makes a quorum. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken by which the report was adopted, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I. move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. i a 

The House thereupon, at half past two o’clock, 
p. m., adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, 
m. : 


IN SENATE, 
Wenpnespvay, May 31, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Witiiam H. MILBURN. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I have re- 
ceived, through the Governor of North Carolina, 
areport and resolutions adopted at-a very large 
and respectable convention held in the town of 
Wilmington, in that State, respecting the condi- 
tion of the navigation of the Cape Fear river, and 
particularly the barat its mouth. {Lam requested 
by one of the resolutions to present them to the 
Senate. I do so in accordance with that request; 
and, considering the high position of the gentle- 
man, who presided over the meeting, (the Gov- 
ernor of the State,) and the importance and inter- 
est attached to that subject with them, I ask that, 
without reading, the papers may be printed, and 
laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Cyn- 
thia M. Clarke, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained by her father, Ethan Stillman, in the exe- 
cution of his contract for supplying muskets for 
the United States, in consequence of the embargo 
laws and the war of 1812; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Racine, Wisconsin, praying a 
reduction of the present rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented a memorial of Jo- 
seph Grafton and others, settlers on the Bastrop 
grant, praying such relief for them as was granted : 
to claimants under the Maison Rouge grant by 
the act of January, 1851; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Betsy W. Eve be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


` Ordėred; That the memorial of William W. Cox be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred:to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Frances 
Smith, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances 
Smith, of South Carolina; which was ‘read, and 
passed to a second reading. . ee 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


- Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; I was not within || 


ER: It can only be by unanimous |} ` 


+ 


1 United States, communicating, i 
[the resolution of the Sens 


Europe, or, at least, very many oft 


Sanford, late chargé d’affaires: 
at Paris, on the different systems. i 
in Europe, and also ateport on the administrative 


acquaintance with the ‘subject, und < qualifi- 
cations in every respect, I think“it as“important 
to the Senate and our Legislative Assemblies as 
anything that has ever come before the Senate 
since I have entered it; and I think, therefore; that 
the extra number should be printed.” I'am very 
solicitous that they should be printed. T ask but 
for a thousand copies, and I understand that the 
printing of one thousand additional copies of that 
part which relates to the penal codes will not in- 
crease the expenditure more than about $100. As 
for the other part, I do not think it necessary; but 
I feel a just concern about the part relating ‘to the 
penal codes, because [ look ‘upon it as*being*of.. 
great interest and utility to the’ whole ebunte 3 
and I do hope the majority, who’are liberal, gen- 
erous men, will see the propriety of printing ‘one 
thousand copies in addition to. the usual number, 
which will not cost more than’ $100.09 S. 

lam assured, though I cannot speak from my 
personal knowledge, as I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to examine it, but from my kndwledge'of 
the man and the subject in dispute, thatthe report 
is worth publishing. You will remember that the 
late President of the United States, in his message, 
called attention to the importance of ‘revising the 
judicial code of the United. States, and it ‘was'i 
view of that suggestion that Mr. Sanford "tél 
was rendering a service to the country, by sending 
the Government an analytical sketch of the penal 
codes of Europe, which came within his personal 
knowledge, after a residence abroad of eight or ten 
years in the service of the country, He has’no 
pecuniary interest in the matter; but ifit'is worth 
anything, as I am sure, from my knowledge of 
the man, it is, when we consider the importance 
of the subject, $100 is a very small amount to be 
expended. ; i 

Mr. JOHNSON. This document may be di- 
vided into two parts. One part of it'relates to the 
Government of France. “It is very Well described 
in the resolution referred to. the committee, as 
relating to the administrative changes in France. 
It is a history of the complicated machinery of 
that. Government. The committee were unani- 
mously of the opinion that’ much of the com- 
munication was but of little value, and certainly 
not of sufficient value to authorize the publication 
of an additional number. of copies. ‘There is a 
great deal of minutiz in it relating to the various 
departments of France, and to the various depart- 
ments of the Government of France, and to the 
revolutions which have taken place there, legis- 
lative as well as political, since 1848, which: are 
of no particular use to us. The committee, as I 
have said, were unanimous in rejecting the prop- 
osition to print all that portion of the report which 
was received from the Department of State. ° 

The remainder, of which the Senator from Fen- 
nessee speaks, is.a compilation taken from the 
penal codes of the different States of contifient: 1 
ise States, 
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_ including Germany, Austria, Prussie, France, 
Spain, and perhaps some other smaller States. 
The facts embraced in that portion of the report | 
might be of interest to our State Legislatures, and | 
might contain suggestions which would enable | 

_them.to improve the penal codes of the different 
States. The experience derived from that por- | 

“tion of the document might be valuable in_that | 
respect, in order to enable them to shape and 

_ guide their action in reference to their own penal | 

.codes, The committee stood two to one, however, | 

. against printing any additional number, For my | 

own part, 1 thought it would ‘be as well to print | 
“one thousand extra copies of this portion of the | 
‘report, that Senators wight distribute them to | 
‘members of their State Legislatures, for their in- | 

_ formation, as useful suggestions might be derived | 
therefrom, for the improvement of our State legis- 
lation upon penal codes. The majority of the | 
committee, however, considering the dissimilarity | 
between those countries. and our own, and the | 
‘Jong experience we have already had on this mat? | 
ter, did not think that the benefit to be derived f 
from the publication of an additional number 
would be worth ‘the cost, and, therefore, they re- 
jected the proposition. 

The cost of printing the entire documentas now | 
‘ordered, that is, fourteen hundred ‘copies for the 
use of the Senate, will be about $550. The cost | 
‘of printing the one thousand additional copies of | 
the whole report, including both branches, would | 
be about $200. The cost of printing that branch | 
of it relating to penal codes, would be about $100 | 
for one thousand extra copies. These are the | 
facts in regard to the matter. I am not certain | 
myself that the majority of the committee were | 
not correct. in rejecting the whole propositién, | 
though my impression at the time was, that it 
would be prudent and wise, on the part of the 
Senate, to print one thousand extra copies of that 

. portion of the report which the Senator from 

Tennessee particularly wishes to have printed. 
“Mr, FITZPATRICK. My colleague on the | 
committee, the Senator from Arkansas, has given 
a very correct statement of the conclusions ‘to 
which the committee arrived when they exam- 
ined the work this morning. Like the Senator | 
from Tenneasee, I have had time only to make a 
“very superficial examination of the work, but I 
am inclined to think that if the Senate had been | 
apprised of its entire contents when they were 
giving the vote for printing it, it would never have | 
‘been referred to the committee. 

If I understand the matter, the state of the case 
ig this: Our chargé at Paris, looking to the mes- | 
sage of the President of the United States, found | 
that he recommended a revision of the penal | 
statutes of this country; and then voluntarily took 
upon himself to collect the penal code of France, | 
and of many of the surrounding countries. Fle 
not only did that, but he set out—if 1 could glean 
anything from the index, and we had but a short 
time to scrutinize the work this morning—to give 
what purports to be the history of the complex | 
government of France under the various revolu- | 
tions that have taken place in that country within 
the last ten or fifteen years. i 

Now, air, there isa question lying behind the 
expense. The simple pittance to which my col- | 
league on the committee has alluded had very little |! 
influence with me, because, if T thought the work 
was valuable, and one which should go to the coun- 
try under the sanction of the Senate, I would not | 
have hesitated a moment in concurring in the reso- | 
lation referred to us,and I would have been willing | 
to gratify my friend from Tennessee by awarding i 
the number of copies desired. But, [ take the! 
pee that itis a dangerous precedent for this {| 
‘body to establish, to publish every work thatany : 
agent abroad may be disposed to transmit to the | 
Departments, I hold that the Senate, as a body | 
of. American statesmen, ought to. scrutinize every | 
work before they give it the high sanction of the | 
vote of this body. I will not undertake to say | 
that this work does not do credit to the author; | 
but 1 do undertake to say, that before it is sentto | 
the world under the sanction of this body, it should || 
undergo the rigid scrutiny of the Senate. f 

When we publish a book it is not like sending | 
the work of an individual to the world. What | 
right have we to take up a history compiled by 
any foreign agent, and publish it by our authority, 
and yield to it our sanction, for the purpose of 
giving it importance in the eyes of the community? | 


j 
| 


| 
i 
i 
| 
ji 


i 
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| 
| 
| 
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Why, sir, it is an invitation to every foreign agent 
who is posé€ssed of rare faculties and of ability 
sufficient to compile a work of this character to 
dogo, and to submit it to the President of the 
United States, or to any Department of the Gov- 
ernment, and have it sent throughout the country, 
indorsed by this body. I repeat, that I believe, 
if this work were now before the Senate, and were 


to undergo the rigid scrutiny of the body, it is very 
|! questionable whether it would order its publication 


atall. The amount of money involved did not 
operate on my mind at all; and I will do. my hon- 
orable colleague on the committee, the Senator 
from Maine, {Mr..Fessenpen,] the justice to say 
that I think it had as little influence with him. 
The proposition to print extra copies of the firat 


branch of the work, which gives a description of | 
the Government of France, under the exciting ; 


scenes incident to that country in its numerous 
revolutions, did not meet with any countenance 
at all at the hands of the committee. 


desire to recommend, if they could, the proposi- 
tion to print an increased number of the penal 
codes submitted to us. 

But, sir, where is the necessity of publishing a 
work of that kind? I believe there is but a soli- 
tary State in this Union where the civil code pre: 
vails, and that is the State of Louisiana. What 


sort of benefit can accrue to this country, or what ; 


sort of light can be shed on the country, by the 


publication by the Senate, of this report on penal | 


codes? The work may or may not be creditable 
to the author. 


thinks would givehim fame, let him publish it at 
his own expense, and by his own authority; but 
let him not ask us to send it to the world as in- 
dorsed by the Senate of the United States. 

For these reasons | am opposed not only to the 
publication of the first branch of the work, but 
also decidedly opposed to increasing the number 
of the second branch { entertain the views 
which I have stated honestly, and with proper 
respect to the distinguished gentleman who has 
compiled the work; but, at the same time, my 
object is to guard the Senate from the indorse- 
ment of a work about which they know nothing, 
and about which the committee themselves at this 
time can know but little. I trust the Senate will 
concur in the report. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the amount of the 
ay Pee 2 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The regular printing 
which has been ordered of this report will cost 
about $550. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, it is proper that I should say 
a word. The simple fact is, the diplomatic agent 
of the Government in France undertook to send to 
the Department of State a work compiled by him 
in relation to the different changes which have 
taken place in the Government of France since 
1848. This was done on his own mere motion, 


without the instructions of anybody, or without | 


a recommendation from any quarter calling for 
its preparation. He has also senta sort of analyt- 
ical digest, or réswné of the different penal codes 
of the several Governments of Europe, and that 
he predicates ona recommendation made, I think, 
by President Fillmore, that our penal code in the 
United States should be examined and revised. 
That was also of his own motion, grounded on the 
hint in the President’s message. > 

If the Senate had understood originally what it 
was when it was communicated to the Senate, and 
when the motion was made to print the usual num- 
ber of copies, I think the question of the propriety 


of printing it at all, might well have been consid- | 


ered, Idoubtvery much the propriety of a diplo- 
matic agent abroad undertaking, on his own mo- 
tion, to compile a work of this sort, to send to the 
country the products of his own labor, and then 
to have it sent to this body, and ordered to be 
printed at the expense of the Government, when 


it contains no information of any particular and | 
immediate value to the country. And, sir, if Ii; 


had been in the Senate when the report was pre- 


sented and laid upon the table, and I had under- |; 


stood it, I should certainly have questioned decid- 
edly the propriety of printing it at all. 

The work consists of two parts. As to the 
first part, which is more curious than valuable, 
if 1 was for publishing the information that the 


There was ! 
a greater inclination to exumine, with an anxious | 


If it be creditable to him, if it be 
one in which he takes a pride, and which he | 


report contains, E should prefer to publish that, 
because we cannot so well.get at it. But every 
Senator will see that it is not our business to col- 
lect information of this description from our 
diplomatic agents, and print it for the benefit of 
the country. With regard to the other part, if a 
commission should be raised.to reform our. penal 
code, they would derive very little information from 
a work of such a character as itis; they would 
go to the original codes to understand the subject, 
and could make but very little use of such an 
analytical index as:this. With regard to both of 
them, my opinion was, and is, that the mistake 
was originally, and would be originally always, 
in reference to papers of this description, coming 
| thus uncalled for, from any of our diplomatic 
i| agents in the printing of them at all for circulation. 
in addition to that, 1 will refer merely to the 
i| little amount of money that is involved —g100 for 
1 

i 


the additional copies, and $550 for the original 
printing. That would be of no particular conse- 
quence in the matter, but the precedent is some- 
thing. If we make ourselves merely a sort of 
‘| committee here for the printing of the results of 
|! the labors of gentlemen abroad, in the diplomatic 
i| service of the country, upon matters which are 
| not of public advantage, and contain information 
| that can be had by anybody seeking for it from 
il other sources, we shall have enough on our hands 
to do; and in this case we shall be setting a bad 
{| example that may work very injuriously. 

This cannot be placed on the same ground as 
|| that on which commercial information is gathered, 
the results of which undoubtedly may be very 
|| beneficial to the country, and for that reason their 
|| publication by us may be justified. But inform- 
ll atien of this kind, which is merely : professional 
and legal, could and would be studied and hunted 
out by political and legal gentlemen. The print- 
ing of this document, I think, would be adopt- 
ing a course of procedure in reference to these 
things which we should not adopt. It has been 
said that it will cost only $100; but the amount of 
|| cost is of no sort of consequence. The committee 

did not look at the expense. They looked merely 
at the thing itself; and we did not think we should 
| be doing justice to ourselves or to the country, 
| whose money we have charge of to a certain extent, 
| by ordering the printing of an additional number 
of copies of a work, from which I can perceive 
very little advantage to be dérived. 

Mr. SEWARD. In regard to the setting of 
this precedent, I differ entirely from the honorable 
| Senator from Maine. Itis, of course, a precedents 
but a precedent which will beof very little service. 
But what is precedent? The precedent is, that 
|| we print, at the expense of the Government, in- 
formation deemed to be valuable, acquired byfour 
Ministers residing in foreign countries. ‘That is 
the extent of the precedent. Now, although we 
have a great many Ministers in various countries, 
all over the world, I think that the number of 
those who give their attention to such Jabors as 
il those under consideration is very small. Mr. 
Sanford has devoted his attention to an important 
|| subject, and has attained an extraordinary mass of 
| information, which, it was thought, would be useful 
in some of the Departments of our Government, 
and so-has sent this report; and the question now 
is, shall we print it? 
| My mind goes back to the case when Mr. Jef- 
eferson sent home a great deal of valuable agricul- 
į tural and political information, which -he compiled 
|| whenin France. It was published, though not by 
i| Congress, at that time. I am sure that the pro- 
‘| priety of publishing at that day what Mr. Jeffer- 
ji son thus sent home has been admitted, because 
|’ Congress has since ordered it to be published. 

l recollect a second case, that of Chancellor Liv- 
|, ingston, who sent home information of vast value, 
ii and which gave a new impulse to the true policy 
| and interests of agriculture in this country. I am 
i| sure that all will now agree that it would have 
i| been better to have published that information at 
!| the time it was received. 

‘| Then I remember that the Hon. Mr. Wheaton, 
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i now deceased, has given us a history of the law 
i of nations. No money could ever have been ex- 
i| pended in the United States more profitably than 

would have been expended if that history had 
| been published. 1 am sure, then, the publication 
| of the information now in question will do no 
charm, while it may do some good; and I think, 
| probably, much good, inasmuch asthe attention of 
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Congress has already been directed to the subjects 
which are-understood to be embraced inthe report. 
Moreover, there is no probability: that too many 
of our foreign representatives: will: devote them- 

selves to labors of this kinde. = 

Mr. BADGER. ‘I hope:the Senate will order 
the printing of one thousand additional copies of 
this report. | It will be ahinc¥easéd expenditure 
of $100. Now, I-do not agree with my friend 
from Maine, [Mr. Fressenven;] th&t.the considera- 
tion-of the expense is nota material item in the 
inquiry. A work ofthis kid may. haveacertain | 
value attached: to it which will make it very | 
proper to expend §100 inthe printing. of it, but 
which certainly would not justify the expenditure 
of $10,000. 1 think, therefore, the expenditure 
is a material item to be taken into consideration, 
in agreeing or disagreeing to the proposition to 
print. ; os 

The Senator from Maine says that this work, 
‘when published, will not answer the purpose for 
‘which it was ‘suggested, in furnishing the aid 
necessary to assist in the compilation of our own 
laws, of the revising of our own system, because 
those persons who may be employed in the work, 
if they possess the requisite qualifications, will go 
to the original sources of knowledge. That they 
will go there may be true, but the inference 
which is drawn from that fact, that this work will 
be of no service, I think is a mistake. In every 
investigation of that kind, no matter what may be 
the qualifications of the men who are engaged in 
its prosecution, the possession of a full analytical 
digest, and specific reference to the different heads 
of subjects which they may desire to consult, may 
be of use. 

At all events, this is but an expenditure of 100 
for the purpose of printing one thousand copies of 
this book, which may be of service, which may 
be of general interest to the country, which may 
accomplish good, and which, as I think the Sena- | 
tor from New York has justly said, can do no 
charm by setting a bad precedent. T hope, there- 
fore, the Senate will agree to its printing. At all 
events, | would say that I think we had better 
dispose of the matter in some ‘way or other, or we 
will spend more money in the.value of the:time 
which we consume debating it than it-would-take 
to do the printing. “4 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. It is not the amount 
that I am contending for. But I simply’wish to 
say, that the publication of the works of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who have been alluded to, 
made a’great impression not only upon Congress, 
but upon the country; and the rare endowments 
of those gentlemen showed the propriety of per- 

etuating and handing them down to posterity. 

ow, I will ask the gentlemen who have dis- 
cussed this question, if there is a solitary man in 
the Senate who understands what he is voting 
for when he votes to increase the number pub- 
lished? The honorable Senator from Tennessee 
says he has never read the work; nor have I. 
You have, however, the unanimous report of the | 
committee against its printing; and I again ask 
the Senate, if there is a Senator upon this floor 
who understands what is contained in that work? 
The committee were at one time inclined to wait 
_for the publication of the work, and examine it, 
before acting upon the proposition to print an | 
extra number;:and if we thought it creditable to 
the gentleman, and useful to the country, to agree 
to that proposition; but on further examination, 
the committee determined unanimously, although - 
with some hesitation, not to recommend an m- 
creased number. That is the point. If gentle- 
men yote for the printing of the work now, they | 
will be voting for that which they do not under- 
stand, and which the committee did not under- 
stand, except what they obtained from a glance at 
its index. ‘The Senate has no Information as to 
its real merits. 

Mr. STUART. If there is no other way of 
getting rid of the subject, I move that it lie on the 
table. } 

Mr. WELLER. Let us havea vote, 

Mr. STUART. If there is a disposition to 
vote, I withdraw my motion. 

The question was taken, and the report of the 
commitiee was agreed to. 


RENOVATION OF THE HALL. 


“cannot be considered atthis time: ~- : 


` Mr. STUART.- I beg leave'to submit the fol- 
lowing resolution: ; 


. Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns.to-morrow, it 
shall be until Monday next. 0 re > 


$ K : g 

Mr: DAWSON. We had better not cóñsidér 
that resolution at present: ‘If the Howse :condtir 
‘in the resolution which we passed yi 


“will beno necessity for passing this, 2° 3° 


“The PRESIDENT. If there be objectionyit 

‘Mr. STUART.  Fhope' the Senator will 
object tö its consideration, S arint been iy 
«Mr. DAWSON. My reason fo 


the House agree to the resolution whichwe passed 


“OL 


yesterday, there'will be iio-necessity for taking 


up these carpets, , t 

` Mr. GW IN. “Phope the Senator from Georgia 
will not object to the resolution. There is no 
prospect of the House ‘acting to-day on ‘the one 
which we passed yesterday. They are in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and it will notbe acted upon 
to-day. 1 hope,-therefore, he will withdraw his 
objection. Į desire to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from. Michigan, that we shall adopt the 
same rule which was adopted in the House, that 
these heavy chairs be taken out, and that we have 
lighter and more convenjent ones placed here for 
the summer. ; 

Mr. DAWSON. [should have no objection to 
the resolution, unless the Hausë should tot concur 
in the resolution which we passed yesterday. If 
they do not concur, it would be proper for us to 
adopt such a motion as this. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the resolution will be considered. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution, - 

Mr. STUART. {desire simply to make a sug- 
gestion in connection with the resolution, if there 
be no.objection. It is not expected that there will 
be a session to-morrow, but that the officers will 
meet here and adjourn without any regular session. 
I submit algo, to the Senator from California, that 
if he wishes his proposition adopted, he had better 
submit it separately. ` 

Mr. GWIN. I hope that both will be consid- 
ered together. 

The PRESIDENT. That will be the effect of 
the resolution. 

Mr. GWIN. Will the object which I desire. be 
attained without.making the proposition specially? 

The PRESIDENT. It wil. : 

The resulution was agreed to. 


Subsequently, in the middle of the apeech of W 


Mr. Foor, 

Mr. BADGER said: Mr. President, an order 
was made this morning that the Senate would ad- 
journ over from.to-morrow to Monday. Several 
gentlemen are going away—the Senator from 
Michigan among others—and 1 think we ought 
to have some understanding as to whether we 
are to meet on Monday for the purpose of doing 
business, or to adjourn over to the succeeding 


Thursday. a. 
Mr. STUART. To adjourn over, 
Mr. GWIN. I hope it will be understood that 


we meet on Monday to do business. The Secre- 


tary says he can have the Hall in perfect order at | 


that time.. He can have the carpets taken up and 
the Chamber prepared for us; and I hope it is not 
the intention of any Senator to be here, and not 
commence business on Monday. : 

Mr. BADGER. Is it understood that we shall 
meet to do business? l 

Several Senarors. Yes! Yes! 

Mr. BADGER. Suppose we should not have 
a quorum. 

Mr. GWIN. Let us try that. 

Mr. STUART. .. Thereis no prospect. of having 
a quorum. ` Gentlemen. may come here disposed 
to do business, arid I. will come here too. will 
come with the expectation that we shall be obliged 
to adjourn without a quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Not only will there be no 


quorum, but those who are taking this little recess | 


now—which is but a short one—will not antici- 
pate being back, I am certain from what I have 


eard—and I have heard a number talk about it— |} 


until to-morrow week; and as the House has not 
acted on the resolution which we passed yester- 
day, it.is not probable that this will make much 
difference in our proceeding with business. 

Mr. BADGER. By way of ascertaining what 
is the sense of the Senate, I move that when the 
Senate adjourns on Monday next, it be tomeeton 
“Thursday next thereafter, = > 
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yesterday, there || EDS 


come back better prep 
Mr. FITZPATRICK 
culty we have ‘kept’ a guor 
weeks; Or a month. “J ‘came He 
the commencement of ‘the ‘sésio ince: 
came, I have been here at all times: “F 'ubree with 
ihe Senator from Georgia. I ati sattfied on 
what has occurred between other Seiiatorg ant 
myself, that it is out of the question’ to“éxpeét h 
quoram here on Monday. ; ee 
‘prospect of it 
m 


Mr. STUART. There is ind 
My. FITZPATRICK. I 
here for the north, and’ cannot 
back before the close of the week. 
us who have been hère i 


LE 


t Ère In seas 
son, and are literally fatigued 
as little as ought to be extend, 


for us to commence'on Monday morning at eleve 

o’clock, and work every day to the hour thata 
majority of this body has fixed upon for à Yecess. 
And I hope that in good faith, having indicated 
the day on which ‘we shall take a reċess, We shall 
act. upon it. If I thought we wi Boing tok 

all the week-—— alg UiLbL ong eso 

Mr. STUART. I beg my friend to let me in- 
terrupt him." We had better either vote on. this 
proposition or let the Senator from Vermont go on 
with his speech. aves 

Mr. GWIN. If he will give way I will move 
to go into Executive session. ae 

Mr. STUART. Let us have a vote.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion, 
that when the Senate adjourns on Monday next, 
it be to meet on the Thursday next theteafter +: 

Mr. GWIN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were oydered; and | 
taken—resulted yeas 20, nays 16; as follows; 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Cass, Clay, 


Clayton, Dawson, Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Jobn- 
son, Jones ‘of Tennessee, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, 


| Slidell, Stuart, and Sumner—Q0. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Brodhead, Brown, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Douglas, Fessenden, Gillette, Gwin, Hamlin 
Hunter, Mallory, Pettit, Sebastian, Toombs, Walker, and 
Weller—ié6. : ra a Tk 


So the motion was agreed to. 
PENSION FOR SERVICES IN EXECUTING THE 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


The following resolution submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Apams, was considered and agreed to: — 


Resolved, That the'Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by lawasuitable 
pension for the support of the widow and children, if any, 
of the late James Bachelder, of Massachusetts, who was 
killed while assisting the marshal of the United States, for 


that State, in executing an act Of Confress. ° ~ 
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PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. BADGER. It will be recollected that we 

assed a resolution on the 29th instant for order- 
ing-the additional copies of the agricultural por- 
tion of the Patent Office. report for the use of the 
Senate, to be.printed by the printer of the Senate. 
Since that time, the two Houses have agreed to a 
provision in the deficiency bill which relieves the 
subject of our printing from the complication 
which has heretofore been attached toit. In order 
to avoid, if necessary, any conflict, I think it bet- 
ter, perhaps, that. the Senate should rescind the 
resolution adopted on the. 29th, and by a new res- 
olution order the printing of the additional copies, 
the consequence.of which will be that they will be 
printed, of course, as directed by the amendment 
to the law contained in the deficiency bill. When 
the President has signed the deficiency bill, they 
will be printed, of course, by the printer of this 
body, without giving the special direction. I 
therefore lay these resolutions on the table, but do 
not ask for their consideration now, because they 
would be liable to the same objection, if adopted 
to-day, as if adopted on the 29th. I will call 
them up as soon as we shall receive notice from 
the President that he has signed the deficiency 
bill. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Resolved, That the resolution. for primting certain addi- 
tional copies of the agricultural portion of the Patent Office 
report, agreed to by the Senate on the 29th instant be, ant 
the same is hereby, rescinded. 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
forty thousand additional copies of the same, with the plates 
accompanying it, of which five thousand copies shall be for 
the use of the Patent Office. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message. was received from the House of! 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, | 
announcing that they had agreed to the report of | 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, on the bill to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1854. 

Also, that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the bill; which was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore, 


STEAMER EL PARAGUAY. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commerce 
have directed me to report back the bill from the 
House, to authorize a register to be issued to the 

steamer El Paraguay by a new name, without 
amendment, and to recommend its passage. | 
ask for its consideration at this time, 

The bill was accordingly considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue a register to the American-built 
steamer El Paraguay, by the nameof V. H. Joy. 
she having been condemned as unseaworthy, and 
sold in a Brazilian port, but is now lying at the 
port of New Orleans, and owned by an American 
citizen. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


NOTARIES PUBLIC. 


On motion by Mr. CHASE, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- | 


tion of the bill supplementary to an act entitled | 
“ An act to authorize notaries public to take and 
certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments 
in certain cases.” 

The object of the bill is to confer on notaries 
public in the District of Columbia, the same pow- | 
ers as are conferred on notaries public in the States | 
and Territories by the act mentioned. 

Mr. CHASE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: | 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That notaries public | 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to take depositions, and 
do other acts in relation to evidence to be used in the courts 
of the United States, in the same manner and with the same | 


effect as commissioners to take acknowledgments of bail | 
and affidavits may now lawfully take or do. 


| 
| 


‘ 
i 
The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- | 
ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. The bill was ordered to | 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, ! 
and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. > 
Mr, BENJAMIN, during the pendency of the | 


j on to-day. 


H 


bill last mentioned, said: E moved the other day a | 
reconsideration of the vote of the Senate, adopting 
the resolution to subscribe for five thousand and 
twenty-two additional copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix. It has been suggested to 
me by some gentlemen, that the reconsideration 
of that vote would probably be attended with the 
same result as before.. Therefore, in order not to 
consume the valuable time of the Senate to no pur- 
pose, | have consented to withdraw the motion to 
reconsider, if the Senate will give me unanimous 
consent to do so. A . 

Mr. CHASE. [ hope that proposition will lie 
over for the present. 

When the bill was disposed of, Mr. Cuasr 
withdrew his objection; and Mr. Bensamin, by 
unanimous consent, withdrew his motion to re- 
consider; so that the resolution stands finally 
passed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is 
hereby, directed to contract with the proprietor of the Glohe 
for five thousand and twenty-two additional copies of the 


Congressional Globe and Appendix for the present Con- 
gress. 


INDIGENT INSANE VETO. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate resumed 
the reconsideration of the bil} entitled “An act 
making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of indigent in- 
sane persons;’’ which had been returned by the 
President of the United States, with his objections. 

Mr. HUNTER. l propose to say something 
on this bill. I can go on now if no other Senator 
wishes to proceed. If any other gentleman de- 
sires to speak, [ will give way. 

Mr. CASS. I design to say something on the 
bill. If the Senate are determined to vote at this 
time, I will say it now; butif not, | would rather 
not speak at present. I am entirely ready to pro- 
ceed, and will do so now if the Senate wish to 
take the vote to-day. There are other gentlemen 
also, I believe, who intend to give their views on 
the subject. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to make this suggestion: 
That on Tuesday next, before we adjourn, we 
take the vote on this question. It has been be- 
fore the Senate for weeks, and should be disposed 


of. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate will allow me | 
ps minutes to get some papers, I will go on to- 

ay.” 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator from Virginia 
will yield me the floor, I will move to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject until to- 
morrow or Monday. It is not justice to the Sen- 
ator, nor to the Senate, nor to the country, to go 
into the discussion of this question at the present 
time. There can be no particular haste about it. 
It is known to everybody that this bill cannot ve 
passed by a two third vote. Whatever importance 
there is attaching to the discussion, therefore, is 
simply that which attaches to the importance a 
member may feel to deliver his own views on the 

uestion. At whattimethis shall bedone, whether 
this week or next week, cannot be of much im- 
portance. After the temporary adjournment which 
we are about to have, the Senate will be fall, and | 
then we can go on with the discussion. There į 
are several Senators who desire to express their 
views on this subject, and certainly it is desirable | 
to have a full Senate to vote on it. I hope, there- | 
fore, the Senate will postpone its consideration | 
until to-morrow or Monday. A day or two can- | 
not be of much importence. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Michigan has | 
given the strongest argument that could possibly | 
be used why the Senator from Virginia should go į 
If this question is to be further dis- | 
cussed, why not discuss it now, when nothing 
else is pressing on us? I hope we shall havea: 
speech to-day, and on Monday, or Tuesday at | 
furthest, proceed to vote. The Senator from Vir- : 
ginia is ready to proceed, and in a few moments | 
will be able to make his speech. He wants to: 
put his views before the country, and he ought to | 
have an opportunity of doing it now. 

Mr. HUNTER. l have certainly no wish to: 
speak to-day; but I do not wish to delay action | 
on this bill. Ihave something to say; I can go | 
on to-day or at any time. | 

! 
| 


Several Senarons. Now! Now! i 

Mr. HUNTER. This bill has been so often 
delayed because gentlemen were not ready to pro- 
geed with its consideration that I feel bound, as I 


was one of those who urged originally that it 
should have precedence over all other business, 
to go on to-day though under some disadvanta- 
geous circumstances. He then proceeded to de- 
liver his views at large in opposition to the bill, 
and in favor of the doctrines of the President’s 
veto message. 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. FOOT followed in support of the bill, and 
in opposition fo the veto. 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope this subject will be passed 
over until to-morrow. I want to have an Execu- 
tive session. I therefore move to postpone its 
further consideration until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY. 
Mr. MALLORY. I desire informally to sub- 


mit several amendments to the bill for the reor- 
ganization of the Navy, which ] reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs some days since. 
These amendments are offered at the instance of 
the committee. I offer them now for the purpose 
of having them printed. 

They were ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AND MINT. 


Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which were considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate what is the present con- 
dition of the building of the maine hospital, near New 
Orleans, and what sum will be necessary to put it into a 
perfect state of repair, and whether there be in his opinion 
such an inconvenience attending the present location of 
said marine bospita} as to require the erection of a build- 
ing for that purpose at some other point. 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate what is the present con- 
dition of the building of the United States branch Mint at 
New Orleans; what sum will be necessary to put the same 
in a proper state of repair; and whether there be any such 
damage in the original structure as would, in his opinion, 
consistent with wise economy, rendcr it expedient to erect 
a new building on the present site of said branch Mint. 


RAMSAY INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted in ref- 
erence to publishing certain papers connected with 
the Ramsay investigation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
will be entered on the Journal. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Executive business; and, 
after some time spent therein, the doors were re- 
opened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wreonespay, May 31, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wititam FI. MILBURN. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by the 
hands of Aspury Dicnins, their Secretary, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the conferees on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill to supply the de- 
ficiencies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854. 

Also, that the Senate had passed an act (H. R. 
No.318) entitled “An act to authorize the selection 
of school districts, in lieu of the sixteenth sec- 
tions, within the twelve miles square reservation, 
State of Alabama.”’ 

Also, that the Senate had passed an act (S. 372) 
entitled ‘* An act in favor of Charles D. Arfwed- 
son.” 

Also, that the Senate had adopted a joint reso- 
lution that the two Houses shall adjourn from the 
first Monday in July to the third Monday in 
October, 


Prayer 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following 
bill; which thereupon received the signature of the 
Speaker: House bill No. 271, being ‘* An act to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fale of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 


1854. - 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION: BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, Lask that the 
Indian appropriation bill, with the Senate amend- 
ments thereto, be taken up, and committed to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘The gentleman 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Orr,] who objected to- 
that disposition of the bill, is willing, I understand, 
to withdraw his objection. > > f 

Mr. ORR. I'am ‘desirous, Mr. Speaker, to 
withdraw my objection to that disposition of the 
Indian appropriation bill. I examined yesterday 
the precedents, and find that for fifteen years past 
it has been the practice to commit the Indian 
appropriation bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Previous to that time, it was the custom 
to have it committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House; but I think it may be properly 
referred t6 the Committee of Ways and Means. 
I therefore withdraw my objection to. that dispo- 
sition being madé of it. on, ; 
~ The bill was therefore committed to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


PAY. OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. OLDS. I desire to report back from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads a 
bill which:passed this House almost unanimously. 
It has been returned from the Senate, with amend- 
ments; and I propose that the amendments be 
concurred in, as the committee recommends such 
concurrence, I suppose that the bill can be dis- 
posed of in a few minutes, as there will be no 
opposition to it. 

r. LETCHER. Read the title of the bill, so 
as to Jet us know what the purport of it is. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire, with reference to the Indian appropri- 
ation bill, which was before the House a moment 
ago, whether an order has been made as to the 
printing of the amendments adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘No order has been made on 
the subject. { ask for none. It is not usual in 
committing a bill to a standing committee that it 
should be printed. These amendments are very 
long, and it would be expensive to have them 
printed; but if the House desire that they should 

e-printed, I shall have no objection. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. -Then T hope ‘that the 
amendments will be ordered to be printed, so that 
the House may be able ta act understandingly on 
them. — . ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope not. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuinemay] 
will see, that if the amendments are printed now, 
it will be necessary to reprint them when the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means shall report them back 
with recommendations. And the proper time to 
have them printed is when they shall be reported 
back. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. 1 withdraw my objection. 

Mr. OLDS. The bill which { desire to have 
disposed of now, is an act regulating the pay of 
deputy postmasters. The Senate have returned 
this bill with an amendment; and the Committees 
on the Post Officeand Post Roads have instructed 
me to report an amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment, : g 

The SPEAKER. If it be the pleasure of the 
House, the Senate amendment will be read for in- 
formation. : 

The Senate amendment was then read, as fol- 
lows: l 

Strike out all after the word “Provided,” to the end of 
the biH, and insert in lieu thereof as follows : 

‘That to any postmaster of a distributing office, at which 
the commissions, allowances, and. emoluments, since the 
31st day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
actual and necessary expenses, and afford the postmaster 
the annual compensation derived from commissions at the 
office before said 30th of March, the Postmaster General 
may, in his discretion, allow quarterly, from the date afore- 
said, out of the postages collected at any such office, an 
amount sufficient to supply such deficiency : Provided fur- 
ther, That to any postmaster of a separating office, whose 
commissions, allowances, and emoluments may be found 

` insufficient to provide the extra labor necessary to a prompt 
and efficient performance of the duties of separating and 
dispatching the mails passing through his office, the Post- 
master General may make such quarterly allowance out of 
the postages collected at such office as he may deem suf- 
ficient to compensate such extra labor. This actshall take 
effect, and be in force, trom and after the commencement of 
the next fiscal quarter: after its passage. 

Mr. OLDS. The Clerk will now read the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on 
the Post Ofte and Post Roads. ; 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


i Ater the word “labor,” in the Senate amendment, iri- 
sert: 

Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this act shall be subject to the provisions of 
the forty-first section of the act entitled“ An act-to reduce 
into one the several'acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department: And provided further, That 
the Postmaster General may, in his discretion, dispose of 
any quarterly returns of mails sent or received, which 
were made up previous: to the first day of July, 1850, pre- 
serving the accounts current, and all võuchers: accom- 
panying such accounts, and. use such portion of the pro- 
ceeds thereof as may be necessary to defray the cost of 
Separating and disposing of the same. ~ Be : 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the bill will be printed, 
so that we may have an opportunity to see what 
it is, and to compare it with the original bill.. I 
have no idea of giving any such discretion as that 
mentioned in the amendments to any officer. 

Mr. OLDS. If the House will allow me, I 
will explain the difference between the amend- 
ment of the Senate and the amendment proposed 
by the House Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. l 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is not a sufficient 
number of members here to pass the bill now. 

.Mr. OLDS. As there may be some doubt of 
there being a quorum present, I will withdraw the 
bill for the present. f ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Now, I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man withdraw that motion for a moment, to allow 
me to introduce a bill? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will, if he simply desires 
to introduce and refer it. 


SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 
Mr. OLIVER then, by unanimous consent, in- 


troduced the following bill; which was read a first ` 


and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill to provide for the survey and sale of the 
public lands in the Territory of Kansas, and to 
establish a land office therein. i 


IMPROVEMENT OF CAPE FEAR RIVER. 


. Mr. FULLER. If the- gentleman from ‘Ala- 
bama.‘will allow me, I wish to. make an adverse 
report from the Committee on:'Commerce, and. to 
move that it be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman proposes to make 
a report, and to-refer it to the Committee of the 
Whole, I think it would be proper that the com- 
mittees should be called, and allow them an oppor- 
tunity to report. 

Mr. FULLER. I have half a dozen bills which 
I would like to report. . 

Mr. COBB. Then insist upon having a morn- 
‘ing hour, and you can do it. 

Mr. ASHE. I hope the gentleman [Mr. Coss] 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, | will withdraw it. 

The bill was then read by its title, as follows: 

An act making further appropriation. for the 
improvement of Cape Fear river, in North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. FULLER. The committee report ad- 
versely upon that bill, and I move that. it be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. 

No objection being made, it was so referred. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CUTTING. Before the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston} urges his motion, I 
should like to make a suggestion. itis this: I 
consider it of the highest importance, in reference 
to the public business, that we should now, if pos- 
sible, fix upon some day for an adjournment. As 
respects myself it is somewhat a matter of indif- 
ference what day may be fixed upon. But until 
we do name the day, I am satisfied that there will 
be little, if any, business transacted. The mo- 
ment that a day is fixed, there will be a great 


| urgency in reference to the business before the 


House, and we shall always, probably, have a 
majority, and a very large number. of members 
present. I think we can then dispose of all the. 
business before the House which requires action 
within a reasonable time. : i 

Mr. HENN. 1 object to any debate, unless all 
sides can be heard. A 

Mr. CUTTING. Agreed. Let us take the 
question up now. 


-bers when the queation is taken on: t 


„Ofthe: gentleman from Alabama, °° 


Mr. HENN: «I object to takin 
The SPEAKER: -Does thë 
Alabama withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HOUSTON, “Ido not... 
that there should be a better attendance 


j 
pce 
ee 


o ËA, 
nen 


ment than there is.at-present. ~ B 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr, PER yielded 
the. floor -yesterday that. the deficiency bill might 
be taken up, and:it is-due‘to -him ‘that-he should 
have an opportunity of speaking to-day. I < 
fore insist on my motion... oa 


-Mr. CUTTING. -1 hopeit-will be voted down, 
nthe motion 


Mr. BOCOCK.. 1 -ask-for- tellers: 


-Tellers were ordered; and. Messrs. Asas and 
Oxps were appointed; ; aiik pinapa 
The question ‘was then taken; and thetellera 
reported—ayes 96, noes 39,: Pe ees 
Bo the motion was agreed to... o$ eyo iaa 
The House accordingly. resolved. itself. intosthe 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr, Bococx in the chair.) o o paii fe 
_ PACIFIC RAILROAD. > > 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, they had under consideration House bill No. 
295, being a bill to provide. for the construction of 
the: Pacific railroad, upon which the. gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr, Perks] is entitled. tothe 
oor. : wie da Phage oda KEE 
Mr, PERKINS, of Louisiana said:.,1 rise, Mr. 
Chairman, suffering from, much, physical debility, 


to me that it imposed upon me the responsibility 
of its discussion. I'must say, however, that after 
an examination of its principles and the guards 
thrown around their application, I. feel. myself 
under obligation to the honorable Speaker. for 
having directed my attention: to she. bill. There. 
is a great deal in it that commands my respect, and 
nothing.to which I can. object. It is my- purpose 
to-day to discuss, this bill... I would have spoken 
on..it last week shad not its. consideration, been 
postponed. paneon ey oy bi bevtatana, 

The introduction -of the- subject of which it 
treats by. gentlemen. who.-have. spoken.in,.con- 
nection with the Pacific railroad, andthe fact:that 
the public lands are under discussion at this time 
in the other branch of Congress, and are, from pe- 
culiar circumstances, altracting attention. through- 
out the country, must be my apology. for. speak- 
ing on the subject to-day. foot ihramdan 

There is imposed ‘upon me, however, a higher 
duty which I must first discharge. -1 observed 
in the Intelligencer of this morning, an'address, 
signed by some five gentlemen, members. of this 
body, Representatives from the State of -New 
York, with only one of whom {i have any per- 
sonal acquaintance, and only two of whom: are 
known to me by sight. n address from a 
member of Congress to his constituents is ordi- 
narily a document somewhat sacred-in its charac- 
ter, The relation existing justifies a freedom: in 
the treating of public measures that, under:other 
circumstances, might provoke: criticism: «With 
the immunity of gentlemen in this respect T have 
no disposition to interfere... There-are sentiments 
and statements, however, in this address which, 
coming. from Washington, and puelished by 
request in a- paper of so extended an influence 
asthe Intelligencer, the national organ of a great 
party in the country, makes it necessary for me, 
a Representative from Louisiana, and having. the 
floor on the morning of its issue, to say some- 
thing. I will read that portion of the address 
upon which I intend to remark: 

« Events daily transpiring constrain us to believe that the 


annulment of the. Missouri compromise act of 1820 is: the 


firat of-a series of measures, long premeditated and delib- 
erately pursued, having for their object the formation of a 
gteat sectional or southern party, of which the present Ex- 
ecutive designs to become the leader.” : 


It proceeds: : Bats 
» © In order to win. the South and propitiate the favor of 
her citizens, in addition to the repeal of the prohibition of 
slavery north of latitude 36° 30’, it is désigned to obtain, re- 
gardiess of expense to the National “Treasury, additional 
territory from Mexico. . The Gadsden treaty, recommended 
by the President to the Senate for confirmation, stipulated . 


1886 


May 
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31, 


to pay Sania Annia the extravagant sum of $20,000 ,000.1or 
a mere fragmentof territory, tasupply additional resources 
to the slave States. This treaty, modified in many essen- 
tial particulars, has been returned to Mexiéo, aud is now in 
progress of negotiation”? a: 
~ Jf the address had stopped here, although re- 
sretling such a chárge from satt a source, Fshould 
not have noticed it. It contihues: 

a Ly pursiancé of the same political scheme, it was de- 
términed; at an arty day, tv acquire Cuba, utterly teck- 
fess. of consequences, To: that.end a gentleman- WAS. Se- 
Iected. to represent. this country at ibe Court of Madrid, 
whose appointment occasioned alarm in the minds of those 
who were acquainted with: his disposition, manners, and 
Political séitiinents. - Whether he aitempted to open nego- 
fiations for the peaceable acquisition of Cuba, is not kuown, 
but it is certain that no success attended bis efforts, if auy 
were made, The séizitre of the steamer Black Warrior by 
the ‘authorities at Havana, afforded Mr. Soulé, a’ we are 
credibly informed, the opportunity to address a communi- 
cation-t@. the Spanish Government so insolent in its tone, 
80 peremptory in manner, and couched in language of a 
character so insulting, as to render compliance with his de- 
mands in (he highest degree improbable.” 


Sir, this statement having appeared, and finding 
it: before me on my desk, I could not, to-day, ad- 
dress the House on another subject without first 
alluding to ite 

A,Memner. Who are the persons signing it? 
“Mr. PERKINS. Gentlemen will find the names 
of the persona signing it appended to it, in the 
Nattonat Intetligéncer. = 


` Sir, E-know nothing of these measures, or of | 


these efforts: gentlemen’ speak of in connection 
with the formation of a great sectional party. 
Coming; as l do, from the extreme South, | have 
listened with déep attention to everything that has 
been’ said affecting southern institutions; and so 
far as my constitutional convictions would allow 
me, Ihave united in the efforts to secure, nota 
sectional advantage, but the enunciation of a great 
constitutional right. If thet, sir, is one of the 
‘measures alluded to by gentlemen as designed to 
create à great sectional party, I must differ with 
them th opinion. 

With reference to the additional territories to be 
acquired ftom Mexico ** regardless of expense,” I 
have nothing further to say than to point to the 
fact that instead of the sum of $20,000,000 de- 
manded by the Mexican Government having been 
agreed to, the amount has been reduced during 
‘negotiations by the Presidentand his advisers from 
$20,000,000 to $10,000,000. This indicates some 
attention, at least, to expense. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I proceed. The address 
days, that “in pursuance of the same: political 
scheme, it was determined atan early day to ac- 
quire Cuba, regardless of consequences: What 
political schenie? A scheme to propitiate the 
South by the passage of the Nebraska bill; the 
purchase of Mexican eed regardless of ex- 
pense, and the acquisition of Cuba, regardless of 
consequences, in order to build up a great sec- 
tional party, of which President Pierce might be 


the head? Now, Mr. Chairman, | do not stand j 


here as the special friend of this Administration, 
to kud General Pierce or any other man; but there 
is manifestly a very wide difference between these 
gentlemen and myselfin our estimate of both Gen- 
eral Pierce and his Administration. When the 


President acts in accordance with principles which | 


l believe to be just and national, | give him my 
support. When he utters a sentiment which is 
noble ana patriotic, I adopt it; and if it falls 
within my line of argument to do so, I repeat it, 
giving him credit for having uttered it. With the 
political »pinions, however, of these gentlemen, 
or with their disposition towards the President, I 
have no concern. 

But the address proceeds; and, speaking of a 
distinguished gentleman from my own State, 
engaged abroad in the service of his country, and 
necessarily precluded from making any defense 

- for himself, arraigns before the country his dis- 
position and his manners, as well as his political 
opinions. a: 

Now, Mr.Chairman, of this I have something to 
say, and itis this: that I regard such an attack as 
neither manty, chivalric, nor in accordance with 
that courtesy towards persons in Mr. Soulé’s po- 
sition, which 1 am led to believe has been the 
characteristic of gentlemen occupying prominent 
positions upon this floor. 

Sir, lam not the particiilar friend of Mr. Soulé. 
Tam not in correspondence with him. I knew 
him at the New Orleans bar, as a younger mem- 
ber of the bar would know a man much older; 
distinguished by his talent, by his history, and in 


| 
! 
| 
| 


the estimation of my State; and if remarkable for 
anything, by the admission of all for his amiable 
and courteous deportment towards all persons. 
As to his manners, Í most certainly, sir, never 
heard them before made the subject of criticism. 
That gentlemen may differ with him upon political 
questions is natural, and such difference is alto- 
gether a proper subject of remark; but. to. go 
Beyond this, in his absence, and: under the pecu- 
liar, circumstances in which he‘has béen placed, I 
do not think in any. degree just; nor do 1 believe 
it will be justified by the reflection of the gentle- 
men themselves. ; 

But, sir, this address does not stop with this. 
After declaring Mr. Soulé to be entirely unsuited 
for the position which he holds—a position in which 
they must excuse me for saying | think he has sus- 
tained himself ina manner calculated to reflect great 
credit upon his country—they declare they do not 
know that he has ever made an effort to acquire 
Cuba by legitimate and pénceful means, but they 
do know that he has made no advances toward suc- 
cess! Now, Mr. Chairman, | certainly, with as 
deep an interèst in this subject as either of these 

entlemen, and as a member of the Committee on 

oreign Affairs likely to leirn something of our 
diplomatic negotiations, know nothing that will 
at all justify mein asserting what these gentle- 
men have undertaken to assert. Sir, I deeply re, 
gret these allegations. An importance will be 
attached to them abroad that they do not deserve- 
and that it was never intended they should have. 
They, by implication, not only say that our Min- 
ister at Madrid was unfitted, by his known opin- 
ions, for the position he occupies, but that he has 


‘been, since his appointment to Madrid, personally 


inefficient and indisposed to negotiate for the in- 
terest of the country. 

The address proceeds: ‘The seizure of the 
Black Warrior by the authorities at Havana af- 
forded Mr. Soulé, as we are credibly informed, an 
opportunity to address a communication to the 
Spanish Government, so insulting in lone, so per- 
emplory in manner, and couched in language of a 
character so insulting, as to render compliance 
with his demand in the highest degree improba- 
ble.” «t Weare credibly informed?” Now, how 
credibly informed? Can any of these gentlemen, 
if they are present, rise here and let us have 
the advantage of this credible authority. Who is 
he? itcomes notfrom the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. It comes not from the. Secretary. of 
State. Where does it come from? ‘ We are 
credibly informed”? of what? That our Minis- 
ter has bid defiance to the common rules of good 
breeding? that he has disgraced himself, and in- 
ferentially, and asa natural consequence, reflected 
disgrace upon the country? ‘“Credibly informed 1? 
And all this, sir, is to go forth to the country with 
the weight and character which attaches to those 
gentlemen as members of this House. I say noth- 


| ing in reference to their standing or their estima- 


tion. I have every respect for them as members 
of this House. 1 know nothing further of them. 
I deal with them only as I read their expressions 
in this address, and as 1 would deal with similar 
expressions, if uttered by any other members. 
They say that our Minister has been “insolent ”? 
—a term which carries with it a menial idea. 
“« Peremptory in manner!” <‘ Couched in lan- 
guage so insulting as to render a compliance im- 
probable? Why, sir, tọ a reflecting mind, this 
sentence has within itself its own refutation. Cas- 
tilian pride is a problem. It was only afew years 
since the representative of Great Britain left Mad- 


rid at two hours notice, under compulsion, and at | 


night, after penning a letter which, by indirection, 
reflected upon the Spanish Government. And 
yet, sir, Mr. Soulé, notwithstanding his “ inso- 
lent?’ and ‘‘insulting”’ letter, I am assured still 
remains there. Perhaps gentlemen are ‘* credibly 
informed” that he has received his passports! 
But, sir, there is one other thing in this address 
to which I must allude. I will not read it to the 
House. It isextended through some twenty lines, 
and states that the Black Warrior difficulty gave 
occasion for this action of Mr. Soulé, and that 
there is an intention, in order to add slave territory 
to the Union, to force the Government into a war 
with Spain, and that this purpose is so selfish, so 
entirely for sourHERN aggvandizement, and to make 
capital for political traders, that they cannot unite 
in any such scheme; but that, under other cir- 
cumstances, they would unite in acquiring Cuba. 


i Now, thisisa very remarkable statement, in every 
aspect in which it can:be viewed. That the Black 
arrior difficulty gave occasion for this! Why, 
sir, what had the South to do with the Black 
Warrior difficulty? It was northern property that 
was seized. They were northern men who pro- 
tested. I have in my possession letters from con- 
stituents of these gentlemen, copies of those they 
sent to Mr. Soulé, urging him to immediate action, 
and to the most peremptory tone. And yet, sir, 
for doing what they asked him to do; for doing 
what his position required he should do, without 
a hearing, without waiting for information from 
the Government, without asking for it, without 
| knowing but what it was ready to be given to 
them, they brand our Minister as inefficient and 
unqualified for his position. ; 

Sir, I have nothing more to say upon this subject. 
If Mr. Soule had been my personal enemy, I 
would have felt bound to say what I have said; 
and yet, after what I have said, I feel very unfitted 
| to discuss the question which I intended to dis- 
cuss, 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot conceal from myself 
that one of the measures referred to in this address, 
as intended for southern aggrandizement, is the: 
Nebraska bill. Sir, { voted for that bill. i regretted 
that it consumed so much time. Lam glad that it 
has passed, and that we have now an opportunity 
of directing our attention to matters of pressing 
practical importance. I say | voted for it; I gave 
for it a silent vote. But, as a matter of grace from 
the North to the South, I would have refused it as 
; the measure of southern rights; I would have pro- 
tested against it; but, as the interpretaiion of what 
was intended by the legislation of 1850, 1 was will- 
ing that it should be entered upon the records of the 
country. I could not and cannot, however, share 
in any elation at its passage. On the contrary, I 
left this House on the night of our final vote upon 
it with feelings of deep uncontrollable sadness; 
sadness, not such as sprang from a contrastof the 
fleeting nature of man, with the record of a great 
eternal principle about which chafe for the moment 
his fiercest passions and then subside; but sadness 
in theconviction that the South was indeed doomed 
if a measure intended as an interpretation of a 
great constitutional right, applicable to the North 
as well as to the South, and designed to restore 
equality between the States, was for that reason to 
be regarded as a southern triumph. Let me be 
not misunderstood. 1 appreciate the stern and 
manly sense of justice which prompted many men 
of the North to vote for that bill, I recognize in 
their conduct a disposition to do justice to the 
South. But, sir, asa southern man-—as one born 
í under southern institutions, and whose feelings 
and interests naturally first centre there, could I 
be insensible to the fact of our diminished influ- 
encé in the legislation of the country, when we 
were expected to exult even at the disposition to 
i dọ us tardy justice. There was a time, Mr, 
| Chairman, when the Constitution of the land was 
our security and our justice, and Congress did not 
hesitate to grant protection to southern as well as 
to northern property.” 

Can Congress do so now? We are referred to 
the courts. How long think you this refuge will 
remain to us? Sir, I drop the subject. I amsick 
of this constant effort to place the South in a false 
position. Gentlemen have nothing to fear from 
southern aggrandizement. 

l am glad the gentieman from California [Mr. 
McDovcaxt] has brought before us the subject of 
the Pacific railroad, and has ad vocated it upon prin- 
ciplesat once broad and statesman-like. I congratu- 
| late the country, too, that the reply made yesterday 
: in opposition to it coming from the quarter it did, 
[Gerrrr Swrtu,] was accompanied, with no ex- 
; presion of sectional jealousy such as I regret to 
| find characterising the address upon which | have 
commented, The Pacific railroad, as urged by 
the gentleman from California, is a great national 
measure, and I desire to have the General Govern- 
ment, aid in its construction. I think there are 
modes in which this aid can be constitutionally 
given, and I trust its construction will not be 
associated in any way with party or sectional feel- 
ing. The remark of the gentleman from New 
York [Gerrit Sairn,] that he would vote to 
purchase Mexican territory if necessary for its 
construction, even for the benefit of the South, 
‘was patriotic and statesman-like. I wish all our 
legislation could be done in this spirit. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr PECKHAM. I desire to say only'a word | 
in connection ‘with the remarks made by the gen- 
tleman ftom Louisiana, (Mr. PERKINS] Iam one | 
of the signersf this address; ‘and so far as regards 
the remarks that have been made concerning Mr. 
Soulé, it was not my inténtion, or that‘of any one’ 
of the geptiemen who have’ signed ‘the address, to 
reflect, in any degree, apon ite personal character 
and étanding. And perhaps the word “ manners” 
here, as introduced in thé: sénténce speaking of 
‘the disposition, manners, and ‘sentiments?’ of 
Mr. Soulé, might as well have been omitted. His: 
manners aré the manners of a gentleman, certainly. 
But, speaking of his political sentiments on that 
subject, proof might be adduced to support the 
allegation, if it were deemed at all important or 
necessary. : 

So far as regards his action at.the Court of 
Spain, I do ‘not mean to say anything further as 
yet, except to refer to that which is known to 
probably every gentleman in this House. Every 
gentleman in the House is aware of his action as 
published in the newspapers. There is rio allega- 
tion “hete that this is personally known to us as a 
matter of fact. The statement is made from what 
weë deem to be credible authority—from the in- 
formation that hag been derived-on the subject 
from all the public papers, and which we have 
never seen contradicted. In regard to all these 
matters I shall hereafter, if {deem it proper, take 
occasion probably to present such facts as shall 
illustrate the true position of things. ` 

So far as regards the efforts as to Cuba, itis not 
proper for me to take up the time of gentlemen 
now. ‘What 1 know on that point Iam very will- 
ing to state here, and to explain at length when 
an occasion may call for it; but this 1 must defer 
to another occasion. 

Mr. PERKINS. F should like, Mr. Chair- 
man, to hear the explanations of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Pecxuan] on this subject. 
I regret that I cannot give him more time, but he 
will have an opportunity when I am through with 
my remarks. His retraction of any intention to 
personally reflect upon our Minister at Madrid, 
is’ what I was led to expect from my’slight ac- 
quaintance with the gentleman. i 

Mr: Chairman, I regret that the subject of Cuba, 
the acquisition of térritory froni Mexico, and the 
Nebraska question, should be coupled together 
in the minds of gentlemen as sectional measures. 
In the acquisition of Cuba, in the construction of 
a Pacific railroad, and in the opening of com- 
rhercial relations with the South American States, 
I recognize three of the most practically import- 
ant, and most national measures that can at this 
time engagé the attention of American statesmen. 
I wish public attention throughout the whole 
country could be directed to them. If the entire 
South should unite in advocating any one of these 
measures, this circumstance should not awaken a 
sectional jealousy. 1 wish, indeed, it were possi- 
ble to have the South so united, and that it could 
be made to feel that its influence in the Union, 
always greater from the philosophy of its poli- 
tics than from numbers, requires now to be sus- 
tained by the development of her material re- 
sources. I would not have her abate any of her 
reverence for the Constitution; her security, as 
that of every minority, depends upon a rigid 
observance of its provisions. But there are ener- 
gies în a people far beyond the influence of 
constitutional opinions, that should be made to 
tell upon the future. And is the South to ‘be 
branded as selfish and sectional in her views, if 
she advocate for once a great practical measure? 
Sir, she will occupy a most peculiar position, if | 
she does not support the Pacific railroad.. Living 
under a Constitution designed to establish justice 
and promote the general welfare, we witness, | 
every day, efforts on this floor, to use the whole 
power and moral force of the Government for the 
destruction of southern property. Asserting that 
taxation shall be uniform and equal, the South is, 
by indirection, paying much the largest portion of | 
the income of the Government. Contending for an 
interpretation of the Constitution, which forbids | 
the General Government becominga mere moneyed 
machine, and applying the public funds for sec- 
tional objects, her interprétation is strictly applied 
otily tó herself, and practically disregarded to- 
wards all other portions of the Union. Under 
such’ circumstances, there is a necessity for the 


South to have united action not only out of this 


Hall but imit. - But such united action -does. not. 
necessarily imply sectionalism, It: may be re- 
quired. to: preventit. pees sg ue à 

Recollecting; Mr. Chairman, theinfluence-of the 
South: inthe formation: of this Federal Govera- 
ment, the guarantees of right which were intended 
to -be secured her. by: the Constitution, and the 
gradual growth of a false public sentiment at the 

orth, operating through::that instrument: each. 
year-with additional force.to. weaken these guar- 
antees, and listening, at the:same time, tò the con— 
trasts between the North: and the South so fre- 
quently drawn of late by northern menin debate 
on this floor, and sent out from here by speech: or. 
address, as in the one from which I have just read. 
extracts—sometimes terming the South aggressive, 
and sometimes condemning her political opinions 
as abstractions, and sometimes her social institu- 
tions as criminal—I could nat but recall the re- 
marks of an eloquent Frenchman, ata recent date, 
in defense of the humiliated spirit of France 
against the material developmentof England. But 
slightly paraphrased, the South may use them in 
no unkind spirit towards the North. ‘t Are we 
not,” said he, ** the sons of those who, by. the 
effort of a heroic nationality,” did the world’s 
work in establishing for every nation the gospel 
of equality in the Declaration of Independence? _ 

Did. our fathers mean, by. the fraternity ex- 
pressed in that instrument, that vague, undefined 
sympathy which welcomes and loves everything; 
which mingles, bastardizes, confounds. Would it 
not be a marvel to see the people who but lately 
reared the beacon light of the future, to which the 
eyes of the world are turned, walking submis- 
sively, and without a murmur, under a sacrifice 
of right? 

Well may northern gentlemen ask, with asmile, 
what are the results of southern activity, south- 
ern commotion, and southern political struggles? 
Behold the South, if you please, as you have de- 
scribed her, seated on the ground, like, Job, and 
your northern States coming, one by one, to ques- 
tion, to comfort, or it may be, to taunt her. 
‘© Where are your ships and your machinery?” 
asks one. ‘Where your enterprises of indus- 
try?” asks another. ‘Where your literature and 
art?” aska another. ‘* Kind sisters,” says the 
French writer, ‘6 who come: thus to question and 
comfort”? the South, permit-me to answer you. 
She is ill, you see, and there she sits with droop- 
ing head, unwilling to speak. Did you pile up 
all the blood—tlie gold—the efforts of every kind, 
disinterestedly expended by each for the advance- 
ment of the whole, the pyramid reared out of her 
would reach the skies; whilst all of sacrifice that 
could be piled up out of you would reach no higher 
than achild’s knee. - 

Say not, then, how pale the South is. She has 
shed her blood for you. Say not how poor she 
is. For you she has given without counting; and 
having nothing more to give, she has given her 
soul, the latent heat of the Constitution; and it is 
on that you live. All that is now left:her is what 
she hag given to others. 

Are you surprised that she reverences the Con- 
stitution, and that, trusting in it as her best security 
for the present, and her surest guarantee inthe 
future, she is ready to protest against its slightest 
violation? It is in this spirit, and not in that of | 
either a selfish fear.or a narrow, calculating sec- 
tionalism, that the South’ has, with such a united 
front, aided the North to put down the dark spirit 
that, rising up in their midst, engendered by a| 
gloomy fanaticism, has sought recklessly to strike | 
atinstitutions in whose existence are involved the 
happiness and prosperity, not of one section, but 
that of the whole Union. Be el pa 

ButI will leave this subject, hoping that the 
gentleman who has sought the floor will take an 
early opportunity to give that explanation which 
he has said will be given. 

Mr. PECK, Will the gentleman give way for 
a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will with pleasure, for a 
moment. i 5 

Mr. PECK. I simply desire to say, that I re- 
fer the gentleman and: the House for the political 
sentiments of Mr..Soulé, to his speech in the 
Senate on Cuba. = ... ` 

Mr. MAURICE. Will the gentleman from | 
Louisiana yield me the floor for one single obser- 
v 


= 


ation ? 
Mr. PERKINS. [ have prepared a speech, 


filled, with. statistics; on; the, subjectof sth 
fands,and I came to the Ho e fhis ma 
tending to speak on that subject, but.as 
men from New York appear desirous of. 
to what Ihave said, L will, with: the- perit 
of the House, deliver at another time; or 
as I may prefer, the remarks I intended 
I now. yield the floor with. pleasure to 
man from. New York tas k 
Mr. MAURICE.. Mr. Chairman 
made by. the gentleman, from Louisis 
address purporting. on its face, to b 
clusively to. our constituents, come, it A 
me, with a bad grace from a: volunteer defen 
an act which*he says himself, he regarded, with’ 
feelings of sadness, when he left t! all aft 
passage. 5 ' wees 
Mr. PERKINS... The gentleman will allo 
to correct him... I did not regard the pashag 
that act with anything but satisfaction, or vote ti 
it with feelings ofsadness... What] regarded wi 
sadness was the idea that we of the 
be expected. to exult atit as, a sout ti 
I did not desire that it should: hereafter be 
ered as indicating the extent of southern, ri 
nor.referred to, as the. Missouri compromise 
been referred to in recent debate, as a southern. 
measure, .. ; ; Ta 
Mr. MAURICE. . The gentleman, 
to the effect. of his explanation. , 
seems to me, present the matter.in 
ferent light. : sR 5a 
I did not come here to-day, sir 
or intending to say one single ay 
of an act which our duty to our co 3 im- 
posed upon us as an act of necessity. Tf T ‘had’ 
ad an opportunity, during the. progress of ‘the’ 
debate, of expressing my sentiments in relation to 
the Nebraska and Kansas bill, I would, perhaps, | 
never have troubled my constituents or the gentle-" 
man from Louisiana with any remarks in relation ` 
to that bill, in the form of an address. 


warranted by thetrath? Did not his sprolnenent 


country? and has it not beep fully justified by the 
results? The conduct of that gentleman sincé he 
has been at Madrid, has, brought anything” but 
honor upon the American name, I ask the geri- 
tleman from, Lousiana, if itis not so? I should 
be glad to hear the gentleman in reply. Ai 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from New 
York has asked me a question, and desires an 
answer. I will give him one, but I should prefer 
doing so after the gentleman has concluded his 
remarks. J 

Mr. MAURICE. I will proceed then. The 
next passage.in the address, to which the gentle- 


‘men from Louisiana chooses to take exception, is 


that portion wherein we allude to the fact, not ag 
a matter coming within our personal knowledge, 
but of which we had-credible information, that the 
Black Warrior at Havana afforded to Mr. Soulé 
the opportunity of addressing a communication 
to the Spanish Court ‘so insolent in tone, s0 
peremptory in manner, and couched in language 
of acharacterso insulting, as to.render compliance 
with his demands in the highest degree improb- 


able... The gentleman from, Louisiana takes a 
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great deal of credit upon himself for being à mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Is he 
ignorent of the fact that such a communication 
was sent? 4 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not hear the remark of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MAURICE. The gentleman stated that, 
being on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, he 
was entirely ignorant that such a communication 
was ever sent. 

‘Mr. PERKINS. What communication? 

Mr. MAURICE, The communication in_re- 
Jation to the Black Warrior, addressed by Mr. 
Soulé to the Spanish Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. I never intended to say any 
such thing. I spoke of an insolent communica- 


tion. _- 7 

Mr, MAURICE. The great objection the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana takes to our address is, 
that we state that a communication, insolent in 
tone and insulting in manner, was addressed to 
the Spanish Government, I ask the gentleman 
whether it has not been published in all the news- 
papera from the London Times even down to the 

ashington Union? [Laughter.] Whether, in 
fact, the correspondent of the London Times did 
not publish a letter in which he describes almost 
every one of the demands, and gives us the lan- 
guage in which they are couched; and whether the | 


gentleman from Louisiana, in his capacity as a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


could vot go to the Secretary of State and receive 
information confirmatory of these facts? We do 
not state them as matters within our knowledge, 
but as. matters of which we had credible informa- 
tion; and I believe as religiously as I believe any 
fact, that the gentleman has only to proceed from 
his seat in this Hall to the Department of State to 
derive the most convincing evidence of the truth 
of our assertions. 

I did not propose when I rose to say anything 
more than simply to make a single remark, be- 
cause J have made arrangements to go home this 
afternoon. When I return, at the meeting of 
Congress after the recess, I will take occasion, if 
jt shall become necessary, to vindicate every sen- 
timent and every word contained in the address. | 

Mr. PERKINS. As the gentleman from New | 
York (Mr. Maurice] seems to expect a reply, I| 
will make one, although I do not conceive that į 
one is required, for he has so modified what were 
positive, or what appeared to be positive, asser- 
tions into mere matters of opinion, that Lam dis- 
posed to leave his remarks as the best explanation 
of the address. | 

Mr. MAURICE, (interrupting.) They are! 
expressly stated in the address as on information, | 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, ‘(on credible informa- 
tion.” When members of Congress, however, | 
Mr. Chairman, issue from Washington an address | 
to their constituencies, stating as facts matters of 
which they ‘are credibly informed,’’ something | 
more is generally understood than mere newspa- | 

~ per reports. I certainly attached more importance 
to the statements of the address than I could pos- 
sibly have done to any mere newspaper article; 
and I have no doubt that gentlemen will find that | 
their dignity and character as representatives of | 
New York will give to what they have asserted 
on * credible information’? an importance through- | 
out the country altogether beyond what it will | 
have, when known to be only the repetition of} 
something that the London Times has said. 

One other word, Mr. Chairman. ! wish the; 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Mavice] to | 
know, that whether he designs it or not by his: 
question, he will get no reply from me as a mem- | 
Der of the Committee on Foreign Affairs which, | 

by inference or in any way, will give information f 
on the subject of this debate. If he addresses him- | 
self to the chairman of that committee, and he (the | 
chairman) thinks it desirable or necessary that ; 
any statement should be made, he will, no doubt, | 
make it. The gentleman refers me to the Secre- | 
tary of State, if I desire to be thoroughly informed, | 
on such and such a point, in regard to the course i 


pursued by our Minister at Madrid. Sir, I do not i 
wish to be obliged to go beyond the gentleman’s | 
own statement. l am not here as the special guar- i| 
dian of the character of our Minister at Madrid. |) 
I do not deal with men but with principles, nor do || 
Į discuss mere opinions; bat I will say to the gen- | 
leman from New York, lest his pointed expres- i 
sion should have more weight than ought to be! 


attached to it, that passing by the Secretary of 
State’s office this morning, on my way to the 
House, and just after having read his address, I 
inquired, in the proper quarter, if our Minister at 
Madrid had conducted himself ina manner to nierit 
such language as has been applied to him; and the 
reply I received was, that information of no such 
conduct had been received at the State Depart- 
ment, nor had there been any thing stated by the 
State Department from which such conduct might 
be inferred. After this, sir, it may be supposed I 
was surprised to learn that the ‘* credible inform- 
ation,” spoken of in this address, was nothing 
more than newspaperreport. Animagination has 
crossed my mind. The Soren may consider 
my statement of it unkind, but it is not meant as 
unkindness, nor will 1, by mentioning it, attribute 
the wrong involved in it to him or to either of the 
gentlemen who signed the address; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, it must be known to this House and to the 
country that there prevails a very general impres- 
sion throughout the country that England and 


France sometimes assume to represent the interests |, 


of Spain; and that information with reference to 
Cuba and with reference to our Minister at Madrid, 
is frequently disseminated through these sources, 
and by some unrefiecting persons esteemed cred- 
ible. It is clear that some such inference, as to 
the credible authority, might have been drawn 
from the representation of the gentleman who de- 
fends the address here to-day, had he not distinctly 
stated that his information was drawn from the 
London Times and other papers. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the 
reference made in this debate to the paper which 
has, for the first time, appeared this morning in 
the columns of the National Intelligencer, over the 


signatures of certain members from New York, ii 
| 


certainly strips this question, altogether, of the 
local character which one of these gentlemen at- 
tempted to give it. lt has been represented to this 
committee, by one of the gentlemen who have 
spoken in reference to it, that this address was de- 
signed for the constituents of the signers; and yet 

we see it paraded in one of the leading papers of! 
this city, for the general reading of the whole 
country, and for the purpose of producing a gen- | 
eral effect. Well, sir, | take this occasion to re- 
mark that I hope the gentleman will not any more 
attempt to intimate, either by direction or indirec- 
tion, that in preparing this address they were 
merely actuated by the desire to reconcile them- 
selves with their constituencies. I hope that gen- | 
tlemen will always act on the square, and come up 


manfully to the question, and not affect, for an in- l; 


stant, to desire to be thought that in their action 
they were desirous to limit its effect to their own 
constituencies, and not to carry out a general 
object. 

I say, sir, that this address was intended to 
have its effect upon public sentiment, I say it) 
was designed to do injury, deep and vital, to the 
Democratic party. I wish it distinctly under- | 
stood, and I wish the country to understand it, | 
that the gentlemen who subscribed this paper can | 
no longer hold themselves as a part and parcel of 
the Democratic party. ! 

Mr. PECKHAM. Oh, don’t! don’t! [Renewed 
laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH. Gentlemen may laugh, but, as 
a distinguished gentleman once said, there are 
many sorts of laughter; and, my life upon it, if 
there is proper intelligence and patriotism among 


their constituents, theirs will be that kind of laugh- |; 


ter which was happily denominated by a cele- | 


brated gentleman now no more, as the sardon- i 


icus risus. 

I wish I had time to read to the committee the 
extraordinary statements of this paper. {tis an 
open, direct, and most characteristic attack upon 
the Democratic party, as 1 contend, and upon the 
Administration as its chief. And not satisfied | 
with that, it undertakes to rake up all the tattle | 
and scandal of the country—all the Abolition tattle | 
and scandal of the country—for the purpose of į 
getting up a prejudice against the Democratic |; 
party, and against the friends of the Nebraska i 
bill.” But that is not all. It has assailed a dis- 
tinguished representative of our country at a for- |; 
eign Court—the Court of Spain. Andhere, in the |; 
face of the world, they say they justify themselves | 
in so doing upon credible evidence. Now, sir, j! 

i 


when a gentleman, upon the responsibility of his 
name, in dealing with his constituents, says he 


{Laughter.] H 


; treme opinions, 


does a thing upon credible evidence, he is bound, 
i as a man, as a gentleman, and as a citizen, to be 
| prepared to show that evidence, and to make it 
| good. ‘The only evidence upon this subject which 
they have, is that which has been stated here by - 
the gentleman from New. York, [Mr. Pecx;] and 
what isit? It is the sentiments which Mr. Soulé 
uttered in a speech which he delivered when he 
was a member of the Senate, and before his ap- 
pointment as a representative abroad. That, 
then, is the evidence they have upon which to 
found these charges. ‘That is the evidence, says 
: one, while another speaks of evidence collected 
: from the newspapers of the country., Upon this 
unsubstantial evidence—this evidence, as baseless ` 
i as the fabric of a vision, gentlemen, gravely deal- 
ing with their constituents, with whom they 
ought to deal with candor, have relied to pamper 
| the appetite and the unenlightened prejudice of 
: those they represent. ° 

| We had it rumored, Mr. Chairman, rumored, I 
' say—and those gentlemen, I suppose, will recognize 
the validity of that kind oftestimony , of course—we 
had itrumored through this city that there was to 
be a great gathering of the political elements of this 
House opposed to the Nebraska bill; and it was 
rumored that the northern Whigs were inducing 
certain gentlemen, the “ Softs,” as they may be 
: called, of the Democratic party—and I do not 
' refer to the New York “Softs” by their late party 
| designation, but to the term as properly descrip- 
i tive of weak and feeble members of the Demo- 
cratic faith—we had it rumored, I say, in the 
streets of this city, that there was to bea great 
gathering of all the elements of opposition, and 
that as many Democrats were to be drawn into 
i the scheme as practicable, for the purpose of get- 
ting up a grand manifesto, a grand appeal to the 
country, thereby to crush all those who dared to 
| assist in the passage of the Nebraska bill. Well, 
| we heard a great deal about it and there was some 
| impression made, but it had died away, as Í sup- 
| posed, when lo and behold ! this address appeared 
| this morning. Montes partwriunt, nascitur ridicu- 
lus mus! Ithas all ended in the production of this 
‘address. Sir, these gentlemen have referred to 
mere newspaper rumors as testimony, and I will 
answer for it, although I do not pretend to speak 
by any sort ofauthority, that when the real facts 
come to be known, the opinion which they ex- 
press in regard to the conduct of our representa- 
tive at Madrid will be found to be utterly un- 
founded and unwarranted. 

I must be permitted, sir, to express my deep re- 
gret that these gentlemen, in communicating with 
their constituents, should have thought proper, to 
‘refer to such feeble and insufficient testimony as 
that upon which they rely. ‘They could have had 
no purpose to enlighten their constituents by that 
address. Composed as it is of the most extraor- 
dinary statements and allegations, and of the most 
| extraordinary array of testimony, I say that they 
could have had no purpose—none under the sun— 
to enlighten their constituents or to give thema 
true or proper conception of their relations to the 
South. The purpose is to excite their prejudices. 
The purpose is to do injury to the Democratic 
“party. The purpose is to pull down the Admin- 
istration, without which, of course, no successful 
Democratic policy could be carried out. That is 
the aim, and by the road which they are now trav- 
eling, they will be found, in a very brief space of 
| time, in hearty fellowship with the various isms, 
and parties that are arrayed against the Demo- 
ty. 

AURICE, (interrupting.) And with Mr. 


i cratic par 
Mr.M 
Cushing. 
Mr. SMITH. I dare say you would be very 
happy to have him with you. 

Sir, I will say that gentlemen who make war 
upon the Administration, and act with the Abo- 
' litionists, are bound to be of the, opposition. I 
. do not mean to use the term ‘* Abolitionists” as 

a reproach with respect to some of them. There 
is one gentleman on this floor whom I respect with 
all my heart. Heisa beautiful illustration of an 
erroneous sentiment. [Laughter.] He holds ex- 
but he never forgets that his posi- 
tion demands that here, and I presume everywhere, 
he should express his opinions in the language o f 
a gentleman. Iam most happy to take that gen- 
tleman ever and everywhere by the hand, because 
I am comforted by the beautiful sentiment ofMr. 
Jefferson, that “error ceases to be danzerous 
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when reason is left free to combat it.” I will say, 
in reference to that gentleman, that it is really a 
comfort and a delight to me to talk of him, and to 
him, and in any and every circle. I should be 
glad to take him to the South, and to see him mix 
among us. 
course eloquently and powerfully, as, he can do, 
upon the subject of slavery, even in that region. | 
would promise him not only safety and protection, 
but respect, kindness, and hospitality. I say these 
gentlemen are really seeking to affiliate with the 
Whigs, Free-Soilers, and Abolitionists. When 
they act with the opposition, of course they must 
be of the opposition. Those who are not with 
us are against us. Every day and every year 
shows this to be true. In 1832 and 1833 we had 
a striking illustration of this fact. Many of my 
dearest friends, under the excitement of that time, 
broke off from Andrew Jackson, and, by famil- 
jarity with their new associations, soon became 
Whigs. This fact isstill further illustrated, when 
we refer to the excitement attendant upon the re- 
moval of the deposits. One of Virginia’s most 
brilliant sons, one of those who was looked up to 
for the succession, left the Democratic party, pro- 
fessedly on account of his dissatisfaction with the 
removal of the deposits, and he soon found him- 
self in the ranks of the opposition. These gentle- 
men, five hopeful, promising representatives of the 
people—I speak it in no disparagement to them— 
have thought it proper to come out in a brief ad- 
dress to their constituents, in which they have 
given their former friends some hard blows, but 
under which we will be able to stand up, live,and 
conquer. They are going the way of all such 
flesh, and I commend them to the choice they have 
made. Ihave thought it proper to make these 
few remarks, and shall not touch at all the main 
subject under consideration before the committee, 
which, I believe, is the Pacific railroad bill, 

Mr. MAURICE. _I desire simply to express to 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Ssuru,} and 
the committee, my acknowledgments for the very 
favorable notice he has given our address. The 
gentleman has given to it an importance and con- 


sequence beyond anything we could have hoped |: 


for. The address, permit me to say to gentlemen 
of the committee, will now be placed upon the 
desks of members, and I hope, after this very 
happy introduction of its merits by the gentleman 
from Virginia, that it will be perused by them with 
profit and advantage. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH. Gentlemen of the committee, I 
will only say, that most assuredly I would not 
have given any notice to the address, had it not 
been introduced here, and had it not been intended 
to operate beyond the mere constituencies of its 
signers and subscribers. But, inasmuch as there 
are those-in the country who sympathize with 
these gentlemen, I have given their address the 
sort of notice I have, in order that the well mean- 
ing and true hearted, even of their own constitu- 
encies, may understand what these gentlemen are 
seeking to effect, and how eagerly they are desiring 
to mislead the public mind, under the garb and 
profession of Democracy. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
the committee rise. . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As it is not the 
wish of any gentleman to speak, I move that the 
bill be reported to the House. : | 

Mr. LETCHER. With a recommendation į 
that it be rejected. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is aware that the bill must be read through 
before it can be reported. 

Mr. COBB. -{ want to offer an amendment to 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, on the right of the Chair, [Mr. Sranron,] 
has made a motion which overrules that of his col- 
league, [Mr. Jonrs.}] He has moved that the | 
committee do now rise. That question willbe put | 
to the committee. r 

.Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, | 
will it be in order to move to strike out the enact- 
ing clause? | 

TheCHAIRMAN. That would be tantamount | 
to the motion that the committee report back the | 
bill with a recommendation that it do not pass. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, that is the way of! 
doing the thing now. [Laughter.] , | 

The question being on the motion that the com- 


I move that 


I should be willing to hear him dis- li 


mittee do now rise, it was put; and fifty-six voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. FLOREN®E. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STUART, of 
Michigan, and Vai, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes fifty-seven, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


pro tempore (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee) having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and especially House bill 
No. 295, being “ A bill to authorize the construc- 
tion of the Pacific railroad,” and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


{A message was received from the President, 
by the hands of Smywey Wenster, his Private 
Secretary, informing the House that he had, on 
Tuesday, the 30th instant, approved and signed 
an act to organize the Territories of Nebraska and 
! Kansas. 
| Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, no; let us go to the business 
on the Speaker’s table. 
| Mr. CUMMING. [ask forthe yeasand nays 
on the motion to adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Several Memners. Tellers. 


I move that the House do 


and Tayzor, of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 55, noes 20. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly, at thirty-five minutes 
| past one o’clock, adjourned until to-morrow at 
| eight o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 1,1854. 
The Journal &f yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, 

The Senate adjourned. 

Pursuant to a resolution passed yesterday, the 
Senate will not meet again until Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES." 
e Tuurspay, June 1, 1854. 
The House met, pursuant to adjournment, at 
! eight o’clock, a. m. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CAPE FEAR RIVER. 
Mr. ASHE. I move to reconsider the vote by 
| which Senate bill, (No. 202,) entitled ‘“ An act 
| making further appropriations for the improve- 
: ment of Cape Fear river, North Carolina,” was 
| yesterday referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union. 


to a previous order, until Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 5, 1854. 
TheJournal of Thursday wasread andapproved. 
On the motion of Mr. STUART, the Senate 


| Thursday next. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ` 
Monpay, June 5, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
, by Rev. Wittiam H. MILBURN. 

TheJournal of Thursday was read and approved, 
The SPEAKER presented tothe House a com- 


; munication from the Treasury Department, trans- |!| 


i mitting therewith copies of such accounts as have 


: been rendered by persons charged or intrusted || 


: with the disbursement or application of moneys, 
| goods, or effects, for the benefit of the Indians, 


| from the Ist July, 1852, to the 30th June, 1853, | 


Thecommitteeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker || 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MeDoveaLL, |} 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. |! 


The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. | 
Then, on motion by Mr. ASHE, at five minutes |; 
past eight o’clock, the House adjourned, pursuant | 


: passed on Wednesday last, stands adjourned until | 


| inclusive—together with a statement containing.a 
f list of the names of all persons to whom goods, 
moneys, or effects have been delivered within the 
same time—specifying the amounts and objects for, 
which they were intended, the amounts accounted _ 
for, and the balances (under each specifichead) still. 
| remaining in their hands: prepared. in obedience 
| to an act of Congress of the 30th of June, 1834, 


of the Department of Indian Affairs.” 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the communi- 
cation and accompanying papers were referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
| be printed. 

RESOLUTION TO ADJOURN SINE DIE. 

|. The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the motion submitted by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Warsnipeg,} on Monday last, 
to suspend the rules, for the putpose of introducing 
| the following resolution: 


| Resolved, (the Senate concurring) That the President of 
| the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
| lives adjourn thcir respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
the 3lst day of July next. 


Mr. HOUSTON. As the gentleman from New 
York, who introduced the resolution, is not pres- 
ent, | suppose it will be proper, with the consent 
of the House, to allow the motion to pass over 
informally for the present, and proceed to the 
| consideration of other business. 

Mr. EWING. I desire to inquire whether, if 
the motion be passed over now, it will ever be 
reached again? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion be passed over 
informally, by unanimous consent, it will come 
up first in order on Monday next. 

Mr. EWING. Well, sir, I think we might as 
well act upon it now as at any other time. I ob- 
ject to its being passed over, and ask for a vote 
upon it. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon the motion 
to suspend the rules | demand a division of the 
House. I want to know whether a quorum of 
| members are present. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY. 


| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Is it in order 
to move that when the House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Thursday next? 
The SPEAKER. That motion -would be in 
| order. 
I Mr. STANTON, : I submit the motion. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand a division of the 
| House. I think we have idled away time enough, 
| and I do not wish the motion to pass unless there 
| isa quorum here to pass it. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE PRESIDENT. 


A message was here received from the President 
of the United States, by Stoney Wesster, his 
Private Secretary, informing the House that he 
did, on the 3lst day of May last, approve and 
sign the bill of the House, No. 271, entitled * An 
act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, 
and for other purposes.”’ 

Mr. STANTON. As a division has been de- 
manded upon my motion to adjourn over, I will 
withdraw It. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs 
upon the motion to suspend the rules made on 
Monday last by the gentleman from New York. 

: Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the House will 
i! allow that motion to pass over informally, I will 
| move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
| House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
i Whole on the state of the Union. Making 
|| speeches is the only business we shall be able to 
do to-day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move thatthe House do 
: now adjourn. If we cannot do one species of 
| business without a quorum, I do not think we can 
i another. - 
| Mr. ELLISON. Idemand the yeas and nays 
|| upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 4, nays 88. 

So the House refused to adjourn, no quoram 
| having voted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
| of the House. 

The question was put; and the motion agreed 
to—ayes 45, noes 28. 


i 
| entitled “ An act tv provide for the organization 
l| 
i 
| 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
t 
j 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


I move that there bea call 
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‘Mr. GREEN. I movethat the House do now 
buri, 

‘Mr. ELLISON. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeasand nays. 

“The yeas and ‘ays were not ordered, only five 
métibers having voting therefor. 

“Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand tellers upon the 
motion. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vai and 
Bocock were appointed. 5 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
négative; the tellers having reported—ayes 36, 
noes 62, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Thé Clerk then called the roll, and one hun- 
dred and six members answered to their names. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum pres- 
ent> The officers of the House will close the 
doors. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Without a quorum no 
business can be transacted, and I now move that 
all further proceedings under the call be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Thereupon, the House (at a quarter to one 
o’clock, p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve, m. . 


I move that 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, June 6, 1854. : 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev, Wituiam H. Minaurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. AIKEN. I have been instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to ask leave to report a 
bill making appropriations for light-houses, light- 
boats, buoys, &., and providing for the erection 
and establishment of the same, and for other pur- 
poses; that it be ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. If there beno objection, the 
report will be received and the bill wall be ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
the bill having been read a first and second time 
by its title. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

[Cries of “ No !”] 

Mr. OLDS. You may as well do it; there is 
no quorum present, 

Mr. CAMPBELL called for a division. 

The House was accordingly divided, and the 


Speaker reported only forty gentlemen rising in | 


the affirmative, (not a sufficient number.) 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. Itis quiteapparent that there 
is not a quorum in the Hall. 


CALLING COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are a great many 
committees in the House who have reports ready 
to be made. 1 propose, then, that we proceed to 
receive to-day the reports which committees have 
ready and desire to present. There can be no 
objection, 1 think, to our receiving and referring 
them, and so letting them go upon the Calendar. 


We can occupy the-day in transacting the busi- | 
ness whether there be a quorum presentor not. It | 


K À : i 
s not contended that for this a quorum is neces- | A j 
ese x q S-i; nounced that there is no quorum present, I move | 


sary. 


Mr. OLDS. 1 think the plan proposed by the j; 


gentleman from Alabama is a good one, and should 
be acted on. 

Several Mempers. Yes; let us do that. 

The SPEAKER. Then, by the unanimous | 
consent of the [louse, the Chair will proceed to 
call committees for reports, with the understand- 
ing that all reports made shall be referred without 
debate. 

Mr. OLDS, (interrupting.) And with the fur- 
ther understanding that when we recommence the 
ealling of committees for reports, we do so where 
we will have left off fo-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would imagine so. 


eo 


Mr. JONES; of Tennessee. And also with the 
understanding that none of such reports so re- 
ceived be reconsidered and referred back to the 
committees reporting them, but be.acted upon as 
may be directed by the House. 


VOTING IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. LETCHER.: I ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to allow me to offer the resolu- 
i tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia he instructed to inquire into. the expediency of so | 
amending the charter of the city of Washington as to abo) 
ish the system of voting by ballot, and substitute the mode į 
ot viva voce voting therefor. 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

The resolution was, therefore, not received. 

Mr. COBB. I feel a deep iħterest in the pro- 
posal made by my colleague (Mr. Hlousron] to 
| receive the reports of committees. But wish to 
understand distinctly before | give my assent to 
that proposition, whether or not, if we proceed to 
call committees for reports, we will hereafter, when 
we resume that business, commence where we 
will have left off to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed 
as to the purpose of the motion made by the gen- | 
i tleman from Alabama, (Mr. Elousron.] That; 
| gentleman will please to answer the interrogatory | 
| of his colleague. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. The purpose which I had } 
! in view in making that motion Was simply this: 
i There are, as I have stated, a great many reports 
ready tobe made by committees, to which there 
cannot possibly be any objection. 1 desire that 
such reports be received by the House to-day, 
| and referred either to the Committee of the Whole | 
House, or to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
‘state of the Union. My purpose is, that the 
Chair should now proceed and call the commit- 
tees forsuch reports. When we have got through 
them all, as we easily can to-day, why, then the 
committees will be just in the same order for | 
future calls as they now are. That is my under- 
| standing of the proposition that I have submitted. 

Mr. COBB. lam bound, from a sense of duty | 
to myself and to my constituents, to object to that | 
proposition. i 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- ; 
| bama [Mr. Coss] having objected to the propos 

tion of his colleague, [Mr. Paki the Chair | 
i will now state the business first in order. 
| Mr. KNOX. Irise to a privileged. question. 
is it in order to move that there be a éall of the | 
| House? 
' The SPEAKER. 


It is in order. i 
| Mr. KNOX. ‘Then I make that motion. i 
| Mr. COBB. There is a general expression of 
jl a wish that I should withdraw my objection to | 
ithe proposition of the gentleman from Alabama, | 
| [Mr. Housron.] In accordance with that wish, | 
tI withdraw my objection. | 

The SPEAKER. There isa motion pending | 


l 
{ 
| | 
| that there be a call of the Llouse. | 
| Mr. COBB. ‘To that I have no objection. | 
| The question was then taken on the motion of | 
| Mr. Knox; and it was decided in the negative. | 
| So a call of the House was refused. 
Mr. HOUSTON. As my colleague [Mr. Gont) 
| has withdrawn his objection to my proposition, 
| propose again to appeal to the House to allow re- 
| ports to be made from the several committees, 
li and have the bills reported, referred to the Com- 
‘mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, or 
‘to a Committee of the Whole Fouse. 
! Mr. HUNT. As you will not allow a call of 
the House, I object. 
Mr. HYLLYER, 


The Speaker having an- 
o 


i that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Upon that motion I de- 

| mand the yeas and nays. 

i The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 

in the negative—yeas 13, nays 81. | 
| 
i 


i 
i 
t 
j 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


t 

| Mr. HOUSTON. I move there be a call of | 
ithe House. i 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the yeas : 
f and nays upon that motion. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. l 
|_ The question was then put; and it was decided | 
| in the affirmative—yeas 62, nays 41. ! 


| is a bill for the renewal of a patent. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 


Mr. HUNT. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNT. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The roll of the House was then called, and one 
hundred and eleven members answered to their 
names. The following isa list of the absentees: 


Messrs. Ahercrombie, Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, 
Banks, Barkedale, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Benson, Bissell, 
Bliss, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chase, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Craige, Cumming, Thomas Davis, Dean, De - 
Wit, Dick, Dickinson, Drum, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, 
Edgerton, Thomas P. Eliot, John M. Elliott, English, Eth- 
eridge, Everhart, Ewing, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, 
Franklin, Green, Grey, Grow, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson 
W. Harris, Harrison, Fastings, Hibbard, Heister, Howe, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Lilly, Lindsley, Lyon, 
MeCalloch, McDougall, McNair, McQueen, Macy, Matte- 
son, Maurice, May,.Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Noble, Orr, Packer, Peck, Peckham, Pen- 
nington, Phillips, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Sabin, Sage, Sey- 
mour, Shower, Singleton, Skelton, William Smith, Snod- 


i grass, Sollcrs, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, David 


Stuart, John J. Taytor, John L, Taylor, Tracy, Tweed, 
Upham, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Watley, Walsh, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Whecler, Witte, Yates, and Zobicoffer. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I move that all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Oh, no. Let us go on 
with it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Is it in order to move 
that the House do now adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon that motion. 

Upon a division of the House, the Chair an- 
nounced that there was nota sufficient number to 
order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [ask for a count of the 
negative. 

The SPEAKER. Upon a call of the House 
just now, only one hundred and eleven members 
answered to their names, and one fifth of that 
number has not demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. But some of the 
members may have gone outside of the bar. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Tellers could have been had, 
if called for, but they were not called for, The 
Chair decides that the yeas and nays were not 

I call for tellers now. 


ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I 
think it is usual to count the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if the 
Honse desires to have the yeas and nays they 
should ‘have the opportunity of ordering them, 
and he will, therefore, entertain the call for tellers. 

Tellers upon the yeas and nays were not or- 
dered, only seventeen having voted therefor. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was put upon the motion; and it 
was decided in the affirmative—ayes 51, noes 37. 

And, thereupon, (at five minutes before one 
o’clock,) the [louse adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


I call for the yeas 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepyespay, June 7, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Winniam H. MILBURN. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BRIDGES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report a bill from the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office, for the purpose of 
having it referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read for informiation by its title, as 
follows: 

A bill for the benefit of Francis Petit Smith. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand that 
I object. 

Mr. HENN. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution of 
inquiry: 

Resolved, That the Commitiee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, be requested to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post roads: 

From Centreviile, Lowa, by the way of Corydos on the 
State road, South Independence, and the county seats of 


BE. 


From Nebraska City, Nebraska Territory, via Belleview, 
to Omaha City, and Winter Quarters, to Fort Calhoun, in 
said ‘Territory. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered, and agreed. to, 

On motion by Mr. HAMILTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of S; A. Kittle- 
well, civil engineer on Boundary Commission, be with- 
drawn from the files of the House, for the purpose of 
reference to one of the Departments. 


Mr. HOUSTON. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to introduce the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That from and after Saturday next, and until 
otherwise ordered, the daily hour of meeting of this House 
shall be eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. KNOX objecting, the resolution was not 
received. 


Mr, EDMANDS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to submit: several re- 
ports which I have here from the Committee on 
Pensioris, 

Mr. JONES; of Tennessee. In my judgment 
the best course for us to pursue is to call for 
reports from all the committeés in their regular 
order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I understand that the 
gentleman proposes to report back several mat- 
ters that they may be referred to other commit- 
teés. 

Mr. JONES. 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of a resolution reported from 
the Committee on Printing. 

On motion by Mr. McDOUGALL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of J. Rutherford 
Worcester be withdrawn trom the files of the House, for the 
purpose of introduction to the Senate. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill granting the unsold public Jand in the 
Vincennes land district, in the State of Indiana, 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Vin- 
cennes to Crawfordsville, and from Vincennes to 
Indianapolis, in said State. 

Mr. DICK. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House for leave to introduce the following res- 


olution: 

Resolved, That in view of the great commercial and na- 
tional interests in the navigation of our northern lakes, the 
Committee on Navat Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing anavy-yard, depot, and dry- 
dock, at some suitable point on said lakes, and réport by 
bill or otherwise. 


Mr. LETCHER objecting, the resolution was 
not received. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 


I object, and call for the regular 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 


atate of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bococx in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee for consideration is House bill No. 
295, for the construction of a Pacific railroad. The 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Sranron] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 will set an example to the 
committee. Desiring to see our business progress, 
Ishall say nothing, except that E shall vote for 
the bill. 

“Mr. COBB. If nobody wishes to speak to the 
bill, I have an amendment which I will offer. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I would say, Mr. Chairman, 
that I have prepared some remarks on the Pacific 
railroad bill, which, with the permission of the 
committee, that no time may be consumed in their 
delivery, I shall print as a portion of our proceed- 
ings. 
tional principles. 

{This speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HENDRICKS said he did not rise to advo- 
cate the passage of the Pacific railroad bill, but to 
speak with regard to the publiclands. He would, 
however, remark, that as he now understood the 


E move that the | 


| bill. 


I am opposed to the measure on constitu- | 


subject, he could not givé to the measure his sup- 
port. He was anxious that such a bill should be 
framed as would enable him to give to it his sanc- 
tion, The bill assumes that Congress ought not 
to establish this route, but that it should be se- 
lected. by the Executive Department. Until it 
shall be shown that the central route (concerning 
the section of country which he, in part, repre- 
sents) is not the right one, he would not support 
the bill which excludes it, 

With regard to giving lands, on easy terms, to 
settlers, and distributing them among the States, 
he was for the former proposition, and, as a con- 
sequence, against the latter. These two measures | 
are incompatible, and cannot stand together. i 

He avowed his opposition to the bill granting | 
plands for the benefit of the indigent insane, and to | 
the bill introduced by Mr. Benner, proposing to 
distribute lands among the several States for inter- ' 
nal improvement and educational purposes. The 
duty and power of Congress, he contended, do 
not extend tothosesubjects. Although hedid not 
concur in all the views of the President in his re- | 
cent veto message, he indorsed the veto. It would 
give the Administration a high position in the 
country. 

[This speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. DISNEY said that it was his purpose to 
avail himself of the present occasion to finish the 
speech commenced by him some three or four | 
weeks ago, which he was prevented from conclud- | 
ing by the expiration of his hour. 

Je then resumed his argument against the land 
bill heretofore reported by Mr. Bewnerr, from | 
the Committee on Public Lands, and proceeded to 
show that, in all the donations made by the Gov- 
ernment, the Government had not, in a single in- 
stance, omitted to make each grant inure directly 
and immediately to its own pecuniary advantage, 
and not to the benefit of the respective States. 

He also argued that never, in the history of | 
the Government, nor in the history of private 
ownership, was there so rigid an economy prac- 
tised as had been pursued by the General Gov- 
ernment in relation to its domain. j 
ever been rigorous, exacting, and oppressive. | 

He also argued to show that of all the absurd. | 
ideas which had ever entered into the minds of | 
men, the idea that the new States had been favored | 
by grants of the public lands was preëminently | 
and par excellence, the most absurd, ! 

He then commented on the minority report on i 

| 


the bill which he was opposing, and declared that | 
it did not contain a single truth, 

[See Appendix for the speech.] 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Willthegentleman from | 
Pennsylvania allow me to make a personal expla- | 
nation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. | 
for that purpose. | 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I wish simply to correct ! 
an error into which the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Henpricxs] has fallen this morning, in re- 
gard to the character of the bill reported from the 
select committee. It was assumed by that gen- 
tleman that the Executive Departments of the 
Government would locate the line of road pro- 
| vided for by thebill. The gentleman misread the 

It provides that the companies who under- | 
take the work—whoever supplies the capital ne- | 
| 


I yield to the gentleman 


cessary to construct the road—shall have the loca- 
tion of its line. : 
I wish to make another remark here in behalf | 


of the committee. Since this bill was reported to | 
the House, the committee have agreed to change | 
| the limitation of the northern line in the South soas | 
! to accommodate, not merely the extreme northern | 
route, but any one of the lines that may be found | 
to be practicable between the Mississippi and the jj 
Pacific. I make this statement so that the bill; 
may not be misunderstood, nor the action of the 
committee in regard to it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. In my 
| morning, I did not undertake to read the bill. I 
| undertook merely to give its general effect. The | 


remarks this 


{ b 
| Secretary of War to contract for the construction 


| of two lines of railroads. But it provides that! 


the Secretary of War shall not accept of any con- | 


i 
| 
| 
| 
H 

į bill, as reported by the committee, authorizes the į 
| 


|] tract for the construction of a road over the south- 


ern route, north of 370: north latitude, ang pro- 
vides thatthe eastern terminus of the- northern 
route shall be in the Territory of Minnesota, So 
that, under.the provisions of this bill, the Secretary 
could not contiact for the construction of: any 
route terminating at St. Louis. 1 did not úndef= 
stand or misrepresent the effect ofthe bill. I am 
glad to hear the gentleman say that this objection 
to his bill, which. I suggested, will be removed by 
the action of his committee. That will remove one 
very important objection which J have to the bill 

Mr. CHANDLER said he felt a deep interest, 
in the Pacific railroad bill. Representing a com- 
mercial community, he naturally desired to extend 


i| commerce; but he believed this was not the time 


to discuss the subject. He hoped the measure 
was not dead, even if allowed to sleep, * : 

He rose to discuss another matter, namely, the 
bill now pending relating to the proposed change 
in carrying letters and other mailable matter 
requiring pre-payment, and increasing the price of 
a single letter from three to five cents. Fle then 
opposed the bill at length, answering arguments 
which had been advanced in its favor. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York, did not doubt 
the constitutionality of the Government to grant 
sections of land for the purpose of building rail- 
roads, especially for one so national in its object 


| as that which was to connect the great valley of 


the Mississippi with the Pacific ocean. 

We already had, from the shores of the Atlan- 
tic to the Mississippi, every convenience for travel 
and transportation. which the inventions of the 
age had supplied; and he understood that there 
was now in-progress, and authorized by law, a 
railroad from St. Louis to the junction of the 
Kansas river with the Missouri river, which was 


| likely to be completed in the course of two or 


three years. This was the position of the coun- 
try. But the question was, whether this was a 
proper bill? Like his colleague, [Mr. Smirn,] 
he affirmed that this was to be a Government 
road, and nothing else, in substance, This he 
proceeded to prove,and on this ground he opposed 
the bill. , 
[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix.] 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION-—~MR. GIDDINGS. 


Mt. GIDDINGS. The committee may recollect, 
that on the 27th April the member from Virginia, 


|| over the way, [Mr. Smiru,} took occasion to assail 


the memory of a distinguished statesman, once a 


member of this body, Hon. John Quincy Adama. 


In the same speech he also took occasion to make 
an assault upon myself. . 
To these attacks Í responded the next morning, 


i by way of personal explanation, to which he re- 
plie 


d. In his replication he made no attempt to 
prove the charges he had advanced on the previous 
day, but had recourse to so many other and new 
assertions, that } think justice to that member, 
as well as to myself and friends with whom I 
long served in this body, demands at my hands 
an exposure of his second effort to misrepresent 
matters of history. Tam told that this is unne- 
cessary, that the public will have the facts before 
them, and will look upon all attempts to misrep- 
resent public men with the proper degree of rep- 
robation. : 

But the member to whom I refer holds a seat in 
this Fall; and what he says will be regarded as 
coming from one acting ina high and honorable 
station; and if his statements go out to the coun- 
try uncontradicted, many people will take them 
as true. Again I may say that his second attack 
will necessarily calt out some historic facts not 
yet published, but which the present occasion 


il appears to afford a suitable opportunity to make 
i known, 


In his speech on the 27th April, the member 
said: 

“ Did they not all know that a distingnished man, John 
Quiney Adams, bad stepped down from the ‘Chief Magis- 
tacy and asserted this question, saying that sooner than 
stop agitation he would see five millions of southera hearths 
drenched in blood ?” 


Conscious. that Mr. Adams, on no occasion, 


i| spoke of agitation in connection with bloodshed, 


and feeling, as all who were acquainted with him 
must feel, that such a declaration was opposed to 
all his habits of thought, his course of reasoning, 
his language and mode of expression, I charac- 
terized the assertion as an ‘unmitigated misrepre- 
sentalion.’” 
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- In reply, the member read from an address of 
Mr. Adams, delivered at Pittsburg many years 
since, the following paragraph: 


s That slavery will be abolishéd in this country, and 
throughout the world, I firmly believe. Whether it will be 
done peaceably or by blood, God only knows; but that it 
will Ke accomplished, I have not a doubt; and by whatever 
means, I say let it come; yes, by whatever means, let it 
come,?? 


Nota word is said in this extract about “ agi- 
tation,” or about ‘stopping agitation,’ nor of 
“ five millions of southern hearths,” nor of having 
them “‘ drenched in blood.’’ Not a sentence; not | 
an expression; not a thought which the member 
asserted had been expressed by Mr. Adams, is 
proven by the quotation. But the member ap- 
peared to read this extract with a tone and empha- 
sis which seemed to assert, that although Mr. 
Adams had not uttered a word or thought which 

- had been attributed to him, yet he had said some- 
thing else; and he proceeded to read from a speech 
delivered in this Hall some years since by Mr. 
Dillett, of Alabama, extracts which showed that 
that gentleman, being a slaveholder, was dissatis- 
fied with the ideas which Mr. Adams had actually 
advanced. Now, sir, the member having, in this 
way, admitted his original assertion to have been 
unfounded I shall say no more on that point. 

The member appeared to think I ought to have 
left the vindication of Mr. Adams to some gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. Feeling the injustice 
of his attack upon one with whom [ had long 
served in this body, and perhaps, L may say, 
whose friendship and confidence | had enjoyed, 
I thought it not my duty only, but the duty of 
every member who had served with Mr. Adams, į 
to repel that assault upon his memory. Nor do [| 
discover it to be very material to that member from : 
what quarter the exposure of his misrepresentation | 
comes. Truth will do bim no injustice; and, in | 
my opinion, it were more manly in him frankly 
to acknowledge its force than to complain of him 
who utters it. 

In relation to his attacks on myself, it may be 
proper that I should refer to their origin, I under- 
stand the member to bea slave-breeder in Vir- ; 
ginia, where he rears men and women for the 
market, and must, of course, feel a lively interest. | 
in the coast-wise slave trade. In 1841, the slave | 
ship Creole cleared from Richmond, bound to | 
New Orleans with a full cargo of fathers, mothers, || 
children, husbands, and wives, for the barracoons 
of that city, While at sea, beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of Virginia laws, the people rose upon the | 
slave dealers, asserted their right to freedom, took | 

| 


possession of the ship, after slaying one of the 


supercargoes, and landed at Nassau, where, of | 


} 
3 


course, they found protection under British law 

Our Executive, sympathizing with the slave 
dealers, sent instructions to our Minister at Lon- 
don, directing him on behalf of the slave mer- | 
chants to demand compensation for their loss of : 
human flesh; and members of the Senate threat-: 
ened war in case such indemnity were refused, 

Against these attempts to involve the people of 
the free States in a war to support the slave trade 
my judgment and conscience revolted. I there- 
fore prepared resolutions denying the constitu 
tional power of this Government to involve them 
in such a disgraceful traffic. [presented them to 
this body for consideration, for which a resolution 
of censure was passed against me, and I was driven 
from my seat here. My constituents sent me back, 
instructed to maintain the position I had assumed, | 
‘The member from Virginia voted for my censure, | 
and probably felt the reproof of the people. He 
was then silent; but now, after twelve years have 
passed away, he attempts to misrepresent the his- | 
tory of those transactions in which we were both 
so deeply interested, 

The member asserted that I introduced into 
Congress “ resolutions declaring it lawful for ne- 
groes to slay the wives and children of their mas- 
ters.” In answer to this charge, 1 caused the 
resolutions which I introduced to be read at the 
Clerk’s table, They contained not one thought, | 
nor sentence, nor intimation, nor allusion which 
he had charged.* Nor did the member, in his 


j 
i 


* The following are the resolutions referred to : 
“ Resolved, That prior to the adoption of our Federal 
Copstitution, each of the several States composing this 
Union, exercised full and exclusive jurisdiction over the 
subject of slavery within its own territory, and possessed 
full power to continue or abolish it at pleasure. 
tt Resolved, That by adopting the Constitution, no part of 


: supposing the vote about to be taken before he had 


| the aforesaid power was delegated to the Federal Govern- 


Yeply, pretend to argue that they contained a word | 
or thought which he had attributed to them. On į 
that point he remained mute. Indeed, he seemed | 
to admit its fabrication. I read his own words on 
this point: 

« Well, Mr. Chairman, the member from Ohio has read , 
the resolutions for which the House condemned :iiim. JI | 
shall not pause to comment upon them.” | 

The member might well say he would not pause 
to comment on the resolutions. He appeared to 
think and feel himself convicted of gross misrep- 
resentation on that point. He therefore let that | 
pass without attempting to justify his charge in 
any degree. He then sought to cover his retreat 
by other misrepresentations and other fabrications 
so flagrant that | deem it my duty to place on the 
record of our debates a more full expose than I 4 
could do by way of personal explanation. 

The member then quotes Mr. Everett’s words, | 
not to prove the truth of his own attack, but to 


{ 


show that Mr. Everett was dissatisfied with me for |! 


introducing the resolutions. Those who will look 
back to that period (1842) will find that northern 
men were then very sensitive on the subject of | 
slavery. They looked upon it as a very delicate 
matter, the discussion of which would endanger | 
the Union. Hence the gag-rules of that day. I 


cast no imputation upon the statesmen of that |) 


period; but all are conscious that men at that time | 
generally thonght that slavery must not be dis- 


cussed, nor referred to, except on very extraordi- i 


nary occasions, and then with great respect, lest | 
a dissolution of the Union should follow. And 
any man who will consult the record, will find no 
intimation from Mr. Everett that my resolutions 
were not just and proper of themselves. Indeed, 


when introduced, he declared them to be ‘ import- |! 
ant, and therefore moved to lay them on the table f 


for consideration.” Failing in this, he moved a | 
g , | 
| 


call of the House. ‘That being voted down, and 


an opportunity to examine the resolutions, and | 
feeling the vexation of his position, he asked to | 
be excused from voting again, saying the resolu- | 
tions were important, that he had no time to e 
amine them, and on that account wished to be | 
excused from voting. He then added the language | 
quoted, saying he ‘ abhorred the fire-brand course | 
of the gentleman from Ohio.” It was said under | 
an excitement of the moment, and had reference | 
to my course in bringing the subject before the | 
body, and not to the doctrine of the resolutions, | 
as represented by the member from Virginia; and 
this any wan must see who consults the record, | 
l desire to do justice to Mr. Everett. He was at 
that time anold member. [I served with him long 
after the occurrence, and while, like all other 
statesmen, he was responsible for his sayings and 
actions, it is my duty to protecthis memory from 
misrepresentation. For the hasty expression 
qnoted he made every atonement in his power. | 
Against the vote of censure he interposed his | 
voice and influence. There stands the record of 


ment, but was reserved by, and still pertains to, each of the 
several States. } 

& Resolved, 'That by the cighth section of the first article f 
of the Constitution, cach of the several States surrendered | 
to the Federal Governmentall jurisdiction over the subjects | 
of commerce and na tion upon the high seas. 

“« Resolved, ‘That slavery being av-abridgement of the nat- 
ural rights of man, can exist only by force of positive muni- 
cipal law, and is necessarily confined to the jurisdiction of | 
the power creating it. 

“ Resolved, That when a ship belonging to the citizens 
of any State of this Union leaves the waters and territory 
of such State, and enters upon the high seas, the persons 


on board cease to be subject to the slave taws of stich State, ij 


and thenceforth are governed in their relations to each i 
other by, and are amenable to, the laws of the United States. 
“ Reso'ved, That when the brig Creole, on her jate pas- 
sage to New Orleans, left the territorial jurisdiction of Vir- 
ginia, the slave Jaws of that State ceased to have jurisdic- 
tion over the persons on board said brig, and they became, | 
amenable only to the laws of the United States. “4 

“ Resolved, That the persons on board said ship, in re- 
suming their natural rights of personal liberty, violated no | 
law of the United States, incurred no legal penalty, and are 
jusuy liable to no punishment. 

“ Resolved, That all attempts to reénslave said persons i 
are unauthorized by the Constitution, or the laws of the į 
United States, and are incompatible with our national 
honor. 

“ Resolved, That all attempts to exert our national infin- | 
ence in favor of the coast-wise slave trade, or to place this | 
nation in the attitude of maintaining a commerce in human | 
beings, are subversive of the rights-and injurious to the 
feelings and interests of the free States, are unauthorized 
by the Constitution, and prejudicial to our national char- 
acter. 


l 
j 
i 
| 


x- |; 


l his vote, in the most emphatic condemnation of 
| the resolution of censure, and of those who voted 
forit. The next morning, with great solemnity, 
he offered a resolution, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That five thousand copies of so much of the 
Journal of yesterday as relates to the action of this House 
in relation to the Hon. Joshua R. Giddiogs, be printed 
for the use of the members. v 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, Of South Caroline, desired to be in- 
formed whether the motion of the gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. Evererr] included the remarks made by that gen- 
Ueman in relation to the course of the gentleman from Ohio ? 

“Mr. EVERETT. I shall by and by ask the indulgence 
of the House to say a few words on that question.?? 

The vote was then taken on Mr. Everett’s mo- 
tion to print extra copies of the Journal to be sent 
forth to the people, the name of the member from 
Virginia being recorded in the negative. He ap- 
peared unwilling to send forth such official report, 
| though he now appears ready to give his mis- 
representation of it. After that vote was taken, 

“ Mr. Evererr rose, and said he desired te throw him- 
self upon the indulgence of We House to say a word in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Sonth Carolina, [Mr/CamMpreE.u, } 
in relation to a remark he had made on a former day.” 

“& Mr. Hopxins objected; other members objected amidst 
cries of ‘We have all personal explanations to make.’ ? 

These facts are copied from the record of our 

| proceedings. ‘That shows that Mr. Everett re- 
| garded my resolutions as important, wanted time 
to examine them, moved that ‘they lie on the 
table,” and then that there bea call of the House; 
i that he voted against the resolutions of censure, 
and moved the printing of extra copies to be sent 
out to the people, and made efforts to explain the 
remark quoted by the member from Virginia, but 
was not permitted to doso. Ee is now dead, and 
| the effort of the member from Virginia to press 
| that isolated and hasty remark into his service, in 
| order to make a second assault on me, is but 
| another evidence of the desperation to which he 
| was driven by the exposure of his original fabri- 
| cation. Although I then felt and now feel that 
| Mr. Everett did me injustice in the remark quo- 
ted, I know that he felt he had done himself a far 
greater wrong. I know his feelings and charac- 
ter, and will not silently permit the member from 
' Virginia, nor any other man, to place his action 
‘in a false light. 
But the member had recourse to the views of 
i Mr. Botts, who, though a slaveholder, is a gen- 
i tleman capable, when he takes time to reflect, of 
| appreciating the views and sentiments of other 
i members. He, however, is living, and able to 
| explain his own actions and protect his.own rep- 
'utation. It is true, however, that he drafted the 
resolutions of censure, and no doubt entertained 
the views expressed in them. For it is a fact 
| known to all who then mingled in the debates of 
this body, that the right of discussing the consti- 
tutionality of slavery, where it existed under the 
i exclusive jurisdiction of the Federal Government, 
| was not only denied by slaveholders, but by this 
| House. We then transacted all our business 
under gag-rules, which were voted for and sus- 
tained by many northern members, as well as 
those from the South. Why, sir, as I said on a 
former occasion, the vote of censure was not 
passed on me because my resolutions contained 
any erroneous principle, or any doctrine that was 
not true; but I was censured for daring to utter 
truth in this Hell. That was the gist, the grava- 
; men of my offense; an act which the member from 
| Virginia still appears to regard as offensive and 
unconstitutional, And this feeling, indulged by 
Mr. Botts, is now cited by the member from 
Virginia—for what purpose? Certainly he could 
not suppose the resolutions or opinions of Mr. 
Botts in any manner proved or tended to prove 
the truth of his assertion; nor could he suppose 
any member would understand Mr. Botts’s views 
as in any manner sustaining his declaration, that 
my resolutions ‘* declared it lawful for negroes to 
slay women and children.” No, sir, I suppose 
he intended this reference to Mr. Everettand Mr. 
Botts to cover his retreat from the gross misrep- 
resentation he had uttered; but he shall not escape 
in that manner. I proceed to the next point. 

The member, in his speech referred to, speak- 
ing of myself and my return to this Hall, used the 
following language: ‘‘ At any rate, the gentleman 
did not get the resolution [of censure] repealed. 
He came back here, and had the grace actually to 
ask Congress to repeal its resolution.’? With aston- 
ishment at the utterance of such an audacious fab- 
rication, I inquired from my seatina distinet voice, 


l 
| 
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laugh, and that was thought to be the last of it.” FIn- 
tending to put him on his guard, I from my seat 
distinctly announced that “I had offered no such 
resolution.”? To this he coolly responded, ‘ No, 
the gentleman from Ohio did not make the propo- 
sition, but one of his colleagues did, I presume with 
his consent.” 

In answer to this aggregation of untruths, I 


could only say that “no such transaction ever i 


occurred; no such facts ever existed; that neither 
myself nor any colleague ever presented any prop- 
osition of the kind; that no such thought ever en- 
tered my mind, or flitted across my imagination.” 
To this strongest denial of his assertion I could 
possibly make I added the most direct and un- 
qualified charge of willful and corrupt misrepre- 
sentation upon the member which I could utter 
under parliamentary law. 
him justice, £ will read such parts of his reply as 
have reference to this point. He used the follow- 
ing language: 

“ Well, sir, Lsaid this member from Ohio offered a reso- 
lution to reseind the former vote of censure. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I am one of those who never disregard or refuse 
to recognize the act of an agente Lam one of those who 
regard what is done by my agent as having been done by 
myself; and if it were necessary I could give you law and 
Latin to show that it is an established legal principle. 
am not here to draw nice distinetions. I do not splithairs ; 
notl. But the member from Ohio says he did not offer this 
resolution, Well, sir, he did not, but his colleague did.” 

The member was standing with the Congres- 
sional Globe open before him, and spoke as though 
he had the record of such a resolution. Well, 
knowing that no such resolution, that no such 
record existed, that this new fiction was an auda- 
cious attempt to deceive the House, to wade 
through his difficulty by new and unblushing fab- 
rications, I spoke from my seat, and the follow- 
ing colloquy took place between us: 


“My. Gippines. Will the gentleman read the resotu- 
tion ? 

“Mr. Smrra. You may read it if you wish. 

“Mr. Gippines, Either read it or back out. zi 

“Mr. Sarra I have the resolution before me, and I 
will not back out, . 

«Mr. Gippines. There is no such resolution. 

“Mr. Smiru. No, sir; there is no such resolution in 
express terins, but it was designed indirectly to accomplish 
the purpose L have stated; for, if received by the House, 


that would revoke the censure, and that will explain what | 


follows hereafter. , 

“Mr. Gippines. Read it. 

«Mr. Smiru I will not read it. 

Every member must have been struck with the 
audacity which could prompt a man to stand thus 
in the presence of this body, and assert that he 
had such a resolution before him, when he had 
nothing of the kind. 


Nothing holding any rela- į 
tion to such resolution. When driven to the wall | 


And, in order to do: 


Ti 


he was constrained to resort to other and further | 
fabrications, saying, ‘I have refused to read the : 


resolution because the whole debate to which it i 
gave rise, would have to be read in order to make | 


it intelligible. I have the resolution before me, and 
the whole proceeding in connection with it? Now, 
sir, will it be believed that any man has found 
his way to this Hall, who could stand here and 


utter such audacious untruths in the face of this | 


body? Yet when told that he had no such resolu- 
tion, that he could not read it, that it never existed, 
he cooly admitted his own turpitude by passing 
on to other remarks. All present must have been 
conscious that he was guilty of these consecutive 
fictions. 
bore testimony to the deep depravity of his in- 
tentions. 
he (Mr. Goode] got up and offered the resolutions, 
there was one general laugh throughout the Fouse.” 
I need not say to those who were then present, 


that Mr. Goode presented no such resolution; | 
that the member from Virginia could, therefore, | 


récollect no such transaction; that there was no 
laugh throughout the Hall at his presenting such 
resolution. All who. witnessed the appearance, 
tone, manner, and countenance of the member 
must have been convinced that he had no such 
resolution, nor record; therefore he could neither 
read nor exhibit it. 

A meeting of the people was held in the county 
where Í reside, at which strong resolutions were 
adopted in reference to the censure passed upon 


His manner, his tone,. his countenance, | 


He went on to say, ‘F recollect when | 


a 


| principles on which our Government was founded 
| a better appreciation of the duties of Congress, 


| ‘important revolution. 


member from Ohio, who, in accordance | 
with the practice then and now followed, filed | 
them as petitions with the Clerk. I need not say | 
that proceedings of primary meétings were then 
treated as they now are, like petitions. The filing 
of these proceedings with the Clerk was done 
quietly, without any motion, and without notice 
by any other member. The next morning Mr. 
Botts, thinking the resolutions too strong in lan- 
guage, moved to amend the Journal; not, as the 
member from Virginia states, to strike out any 
portion of those proceedings. The motion prevailed 
by a vote of 88 to 75. Now, the whole relation 
which the member professed to give in regard to 
Mr. Goode’s presenting a resolution to repeal the 
censure passed on me, the laugh which he says en- | 
sued, the motion to strike outa part of the pro- | 
ceedings, has no allusion to any real transaction. 
Nothing of that character ever took place. 

But it is possible that I do not regard the state- 
ments of the member with proper charity; for he 
appears to have had no very clear perception of 
his own statements or turpitude. Fle says such 
was the loathsome, vile, miserable, contemptible | 
character of the proceedings, that the House struck 
out the objectionable paragraph. He had pre- 
viously made no reference to any proceedings 
whatever, except to those of this House; and I ! 
presume he did not intend to stigmatise those as 
loathsome, vile, and contemptible. He could i 
hardly have termed the imaginary resolution of 
Mr. Goode, which, he says, was to repeal the 
resolution of censure proceedings. If, therefore, 
he had any real proceedings in his mind, they 
must have been those of the meeting to which I 
have referred, and which this House refused to 
place on the Journal, but which are recorded in 
the Congressional Globe of that day. Now, sir, | 
after the lapse of twelve years, I will call atten- | 
tion to those resolutions of the people, of a con- | 
stituency who sent me to represent them. AndI 
submit to the judgment of the nation whether that 
people did not exhibit more knowledge of the 


than did the ninety-eight members of this House 
who refused to listen to their views. 
The following are the resolutions: 


Resolved, That our fathers, at the expense of much 
blood and treasure, established a representative form of gov- 
ernment, in which the voice of the people was recognized 
as the controlling power. 

2. That the right of representation having been pur- 
chased by the best blood of our ancestors, can only be sur- 
rendered by the best blood of their offspring. 

3. That to the maintenance of our Government in its 
representative form we solemnly pledge our lives, our for- 
tunes and oar honor. 

“4, That every attempt to abridge the right of the people 
to be heard through their representatives in our Halls of 
legislation js anti-republican incompatible with our institu- 
tions, subversive of American liberty, and revolutionary ip 
its tendency. 

“5. That the vote of censure passed upon the Hon. 
Josuva R. Givvrnes on the 22d March, 1842, was a fla- 
grant violation of our rights, and the rights of our State, 
subversive of the most important feature of our Govern- 
ment, and should be regarded as the commencement of an | 


“6, That while those concerned in the slave trade upon 
the bigh seas, demand of the Federal Government protec- 
tion for that traffic, the subject is a legitimate matter of 
discussion both in Congress and among the people. 

“7, That we call upon the friends of representative gov- 
ernment in this and in other States of this Onion to ex- 
press their views upon the late high-handed measure by | 
which the rights of the people of this district have been | 
grossly violated. 4 

48, That in a particular manner we cail upon the peo- | 
ple of the Richmond district, Virginia, to say whether | 
they desire to deny to us the right of expressing through j 
our Representative our views as to our obligations to | 
maintain the sigve trade, while they demand of us through | 
the Federal GoYernment to support such commerce, even | 
at the expense of war. | 

| 
i 


«<9, That the real issue before the people is, shall they be. 


! allowed to express their views upon questions of national 
i} policy, including those of peace and war? . H 
“49, That as brethren of the same republican family, we | 


call upon those who voted to censure our Representative | 
to declare whether they wish to maintain the slave trade | 
upon the high seas with our wealth and our lives ; and at | 
the same time, to deny to us the expression of sentiments | 
through our Representatives. Ee 
“ 1l. That the question now proposed to the people of! 
the nation, is one which shouid be considered paramount : 
to all party considerations, involving ihe most vital princi- ; 
ples of our Government, and demanding the united support ; 
of all patriots in support of the people’s rights.” i 
t 

} 


‘The tone and feeling, the doctrine, of these res- | 


i| olutions appear to be appropriate to the present . 
ij time. 


I refer to them with pride. They express | 


myself in this body. The proceedings of that {| the views which that people entertained twelve 
meeting were forwarded to Hon. Patrick G. || years since, and to which they still adhere. Sir, 


had the other portions of ‘the ‘free States then 
spuken as my constituents spoke, we should not 
have now seen the Missouri compromise repealed. 

The member from Virginia must have referred 
to these resolutions, if he referred to anything, 
when he declared the proceedings loathsome; vile, 
miserable, contemptible. Ele was one who had at- 
tempted to control my action. He was one whose 
action was denounced by thé people. I will not 


place his action in contrast with thetone and doc- 


trine of the resolutions just read. I shouldbe 
guilty of injustice to the men who composed that 
meeting were | todo that. “But I do not hesitate 
to contrast their sound constitutional and states- 
manlike views with those expressed by this body. 
Sir, the country has, with almost unanimous voice, 
approved the doctrines of that people, and con- 
demned those of this body. The history of this 
transaction will long sone as one of the proudest 
monuments of popular intelligence, of popular in- 
dependence, that has ever found a place in the 
history of this or of any other government, The 
member from Virginia has said that that people 
were worthy of me. Sir, the proudest epitaph I 
desire to be recorded upon my tomb will be that [ 
was worthy of the people whom I represented. 

But I do not blame the member from Virginia 
for refusing to read these resolutions. His error 
consisted in referring to them, in representing 
them as asking Congress to repeal its vote of 
censure. Sir, they ask nothing of Congress, 
Their language is that of dignified rebuke. They 
spoke as becomes a people when they address their 
servants, My constituents supplicate no earthly 
power. ft was their independent intelligence which 
then thrilled the nation, and caused the members 
who censured their Representative to recede from 
their positions, It was this record which the mem- 
ber held before him when the colloquy took place 
between us,in which I said ‘* Read it, or back out;”’ 
to which he replied, ‘I have the resolution before 
me.” In saying this, the member could not have 
acted ignorantly. He must have been conscious 
at the time that he was uttering a deliberate mis- 
representation, It is my duty to expose these fab- 
rications. He has boasted that he was once Gov- 
ernor of the old Commonwealth of Virginia; he 

rofesses to be a leader of the slaveholding party 
in this House; he tells us of his devotion to the 
Democratic party and to slavery, as though they 
were identical; ‘and it becomes my duty to hold 
up the mirror to him, that he may contemplate the 
light in which he stands, and that thecountry may 
know the claims which he possesses to public 
confidence. 

F must pass over many points of trifling im- 
portance, in order to notice a few of the most 
prominent untruths put forth by the member, 

acitly admitting the falsehood of his original as- 
sertion, and of his various fictions, brought forth 
to cover a dishonorable retreat from disgraceful 
positions, he proceeded to assail me on another 
point. I give his words: : 

* But such was the howling storm of indignation in this 
entire Hall, such was the deep abhorrence of the vile and 
atrocious conduet of that member, that he, in view of that 
storm, and shrinking from it, asked if he bad the power to 
withdraw his resolutions.’? 

If the record of that event does not show that I 
met the * howling storm” to which he refers with- 
out shrinking, I must submit to the imputation. 
My mind dwelt, at the time, on the Constitution 
of our country; upon my rights; upon the righta 
of the people. I was not, indeed , conscious of the 
“ howling storm” to which he refers. I had not 
dreamed that any one saw cause to shrink or 
tremble on the occasion alluded to. I have no 
ambition, however, to vindicate my reputation for 
courage. The bull-dog or wild boar possess as 
much of that as the member from Virginia; yet, sir, 
even on that point the member shal] not escape 
from an exposure of his misrepresentation. I 
would give him to understand that mendacity, 
when exhibited even upon matters unimportant, 
cannot escape notice, if put forth by way of assault 
upon a fellow-member. ee 

By referring to the history of our legislation in 
1842, it will be seen that we were then acting under 
gag-rules, as already stated. That no member 
was permitted to assert his views as to the relation 
which the people of the free States. held to the 
institution of slavery. I was perfectly awareofthe , 
irritation which would be called. forth by the pre- 
sentation of my resolutions. They get at defiance 
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the gag-rules, and all efforts to suppress the free- | 
dom of debate. They hurled defiance at the 
tyanny.which then ruled this body, and repudi- 
ated all Executive dictation. Iwas anxious, bow- 
ever, to secure the support of as many members 
in favor of my positions as f could. 1 desired to 
lay.them before the House for deliberate consider- 
ation, intending to call them up for action after 
they had been examined by the members. I 
therefore stated my object when I rose to present 
them. in proof of this fact, L quote from the 
Congressional Globe, of the 21st March, 1842: 

‘¢Mr. Ginpines said he had a series of resolutions upon 
a subject which bad excited some interest in the other end 
of the Capitol, and in the nation. He desired to lay them 
before the country, and would cali them up foraction at the 

- next opportunity.” g 

But a political opponent, acting with the member 

“from Virginia, moved the previous question on 
their adoption. This was what I desired to avoid. 
I was perfectly aware that, under the irritation of 
the moment—such as that exhibited by Mr. Eve- 
rett, and others—gentlemen would commit them- 

` selves against doctrines which they would after- 
wards, in their reflecting moments, acknowledge 
to be correct. Mr. Everett, as already shown, 
deprecated hasty action. Others desired me to 
withdraw them, in order that they might receive 
a more deliberate consideration. Mr. Fillmore, 
late President of the United States, inquired pub- 
licly of the Chair whether it would not be in order 
for him fo ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Guv- 
pings) to withdraw the resolutions? Mr. Fillmore 
was a political friend; so was Mr. Everett, and so 
were others who desired ‘me to withdraw the res- 
olutions, not on account of the ** howling indig- 
nation” of the member from Virginia, or those 
who acted with him, but from a desire to consider 
the subject deliberately before voting upon it. I 
then distinctly inquired of the Chair, myself, if l 
had the right to withdraw them; he replied that I 
had. ` E quote from the Globe: 

“ Mr. Grppines said that when he had risen to offer his 
resolutions he had distinctly stated that they were import- 
ant, aud that he merely laid them before the House. 

. #(Ories of “Not in order! Bit down °} 

“The Speaker. The gentleman will either withdraw 
his resolutions or not. 

“Mr. Gippines. I was merely stating why I was about 
to—— 

4 The Sreaxer. tis notin order; the gentlemau will 
either withdraw thei or not. 

& Mr, Gippinas withdrew his resolutions?’ 

Now, sir, with this record before the country, 
the member from Virginia attempts to represent 
me as frightened into a withdrawal of the resolu- 
tions, Sir, l repeat what I said the other day, 
that none but paltroons suspect the firmness of 
those around them. Why, sir, suppose I had 
been the veriest coward living, does that prove the | 
truth of his mendacious attack? Or does it change | 
the doctrine, the constitutional views expressed in 
my resolutions? However great a coward I may 
be, it has been my desire that he should have no 
just cause of complaint against me on that account. | 

_ Itis true that the member did offer me the per- 
sonal insult which he states. In going out of the 
Hall, after taking leave of some personal friends, 
1 passed the seat of Hons Henry A. Wise, at that 
time a Representative from Virginia, ‘The mem- 
ber now making this attack was engaged in con- 
versation with Mr. Wise, with whom I exchanged 
those friendly expressions common among gentle- 
men. Thentember, as he intimated in his remarks, 
looked mein the face, and appeared to be inter- | 
ested in what was passing between Mr. Wise and | 
myself. I had then very little acquaintance with | 
him, and knew not but he had been bred among | 
gentlemen, and instructed in the ordinary civili- 
ties of life. 
notice, would not only have been just cause of 


offense to him, but Mr. Wise, his colleague, and j; 


apparent friend, would also have had cause to com- | 
pein, I therefore extended my hand to take my | 
eave of him in the ordinary manner. He refused | 
my hand, and returned my politeness by that 
coarse insult; and now he boasts of his vulgarity 
in refusing to respond to my courtesy. F have no | 


To have passed him rudely, without |: 


sult.” I would ever follow that example rather 
f than administer a just chastisement upon one 
| whose mind has never been trained to observe the 
moral duties of life. Indeed, I entertained no un- 
kind feelings for the member. My emotions were 
those of pity for that education which could lead 
him to boast of an act of boorish malignity, for 
which [think any man bred in decent society would 
have sought to apologize on the first occasion. 

The member, in his first attack, stated that I 
was reélected after my resignation by only a ma- 
jority of two thousand votes, &c., and: when I 
told him my majority was more than three thou- 
sand five hundred, he then said that was merely 
the plurality by which I was elected; that there 
were two candidates opposed to me. In this state- 
ment there is not one word of truth. There was but 
one opposing candidate. This fabrication is of 
no other importance, however, than to show his 
propensity to state matters which never existed. 

he member also attempts to alter the record by 
saying that my colleague [Mr. Goode] prevented 
me from attempting, while on trial, “to defend my- 
self, although the opportunity was again and again 
tendered me.” So far from being true, this state- 
ment is entirely contradicted by the record. Mr. 
Botts, of Virginia, originally introduced the reso- 
lution of censure, but being declared out of order, 
he handed it to Mr. WELLER, of my State. I quote 
from the Congressional Globe: 


“Mr, WELLER rosein his place and offered the resolu- 
tion of Mr. Botts. 

“ And the resolution having been read, 

Mr. WELLER moved the previous question.” 


And, after some inquiries of the Speaker, &c., 


“Mr. WELLER said he had moved the previous question 
when he offered the resolution. 

“The Speaker said he was aware that the previous 
question was moved on the resolution, but to entertain it 
would certainly cut ofthe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grn- 
DINGS] from speaking in his own defense.” 


The next morning Mr. WrLLER made a short 
speech, at the close of which he said he would 
withdraw the demand for the previous question 
provided [ would then go on with my defense, and 
with the understanding, also, that when 1 was 
| through the vote should be taken. I now resume 
the account given in the Globe: 


[“ Cries of ‘No understandings, we will have no under- 
standings.?} 

<The Sreaker. The gentleman will either withdraw 
the demand or not. 

“ Mr. WELLER not withdrawing unconditionally the de- 
mand for the previous question, 

Mr, Guppines rose and addressed the Chair. 

“The SPEAKER said the gentleman was not in order, the 
House having reversed the decision of the Chair, and de- 
cided that the rules ip relation to the previous question 
should be rigidly enforced.” 


And the demand for the previous question was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

1 quote the record to show that the member who 
moved the resolution of censure demanded the 
previous question at the moment the resolution 
was read; that he refused to withdraw it when in- 
formed that it would cut me off from my defense. 
The member who did this, soon after wrote a let- 
! ter, which was published in my district, with the 
evident purpose to defeat my reélection. In that 
letter he substantially asserts that I had the privi- 
lege of defending myself. This letter, written for 
electioneering purposes, has recently reappeared 
in the Executive organ of this city. The author 
| ig now a Senator in the other end of the Capitol, 
and is supposed to have furnished the letter in 
| question to aid his friend, the member who now 
| attempts to falsify the history of our past action. 
| Sir, I repeat what I have already said, there stands 
| the record. It was made up twelVe years since, 
and no Senator or member of this body has power 
to alter it. No subterfuge, no evasion, no false 
representation, can modify or change it. Under 
the previous question my lips were sealed; the 
vote was taken, and the resolution of censure 
adopted. 

There were propositions to suspend the rules 
‘in order to hear my defense; propositions to have 
me heard by unanimous consent; but not one of 


regrets at having treated him decently. I do not 
think the man lives to whom | would offer an į 
insult. Itis related of a veteran officer of an hun 
dred battles, that when an epauleted upstart, on a 
sudden offense, spat in his face, he coolly wiped 
it off, saying, ‘¢ 1f Icould wipe the stain of your 
blood from my soul as- easily asd can this spittle 
from my face, your life should atone for the in- 


i 
i 
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| those motions was adopted by the House, nor 
was the question even propounded to the House 
on one of them. Yet these propositions of indi- 
| vidual members have been seized upon, and rep- 
! resented to be offers tendered by the House to hear 


me; and when theSenator to whom I have referred, 
or the member who assails me, are driven to des- 
peration on this point, they seek to cover up 
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their misrepresentations by referring to these 
propositions of individuals, who spoke for them- 
selves alone; but itis my intention not to leave 
them even that subterfuge through which to make 
a dishonorable retreat. Justas the vote was about 
to be taken on the resolution of censure—I quote 
from the Globe: 


“Mr. CAMPBELL, of South Carolina, said he would 


| move, by general consent, that the gentleman from Ohio 


(Mr. Gippines] be heard in his defense. 

“Mr. BARNARD. I object. 

“The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be entertained. 

“Mr, PENDLETON asked to be excused from voting, and 
after assigning his reasons, he withdrew his mation. 

“Mr. Gropines then rose, and said: I stand betore the 
House in a peculiar situation—— 


g “MARK A. COOPER objected to Mr. Gippines proceed- 
ing. 

I felt no disposition to be trifled with; and I 
added a caption to what had written and intended 
saying, and sentit to the reporter, who inserted it 
in his journal of the proceedings, from which L 
now read: 

“To THE REPORTER oF THE [NTELLIGENCER.—When 
I rose so often during the contusion of the proceedings of 
the House this day, and was so often called to order, the 
last time by Mark A. Cooper, of Georgia, I ifad written 
out and desired to have stated to the House what follows : 

“ Mr. Speaker, I stand before the House in a peculiar 
situation. It is proposed to pass a vote of censure upon 
me, substantially for the reason that I differ in pinion from 
a majority of the members. The vote is about to be taken 
without giving me time to be heard. It were idle for me 
to say that [ am ignorant of the disposition of a majority to 
pass the resolution. J have been violently assailed in a 
personal manner, buthave no opportunity of being heard 
in reply. [do not stand here at this time to crave any 
favor, or to ask mercy at the hands of members; but in the 
name of an insulted constituency, in behalf of one of the 
sovercign States of this Union, in behalf of the people and 
of the Constitution, [ demand a hearing, agreeably to the 
rights guarantied to me, and in the ordinary mode of pro- 
ceeding. Iuccept of no other privilege. I WILL RECEIVE NO 
OTHER COURTESY.” 


I read this to show that I was not permitted 
even to demand, my rights, nor to express m 
contempt for the, insulting propositions of individ- 
uals to hear me by unanimous consent, while they 
voted for the previous question in order to seal my 
lips. Now, sir, if the member from Virginia, 
{Mr. Saru,] or the Senator from California, [Mr. 
WeLLER,) intended to say that the privilege of 
defending myself was tendered me by the House, 
or by any vote or action of that body, such 
assertion is most distinctly and emphatically con- 
tradicted by the record. If they intend to say 
that the vote which sustained the previous quea- 
tion did not by parliamentary rules cut me off from 


| all defense, then I reply that such declaration is 


equally opposed to the record and to truth. Or if 
they intend to say that T could have been heard 
by unanimous consent, they are equally unfortu- 
nate in contradicting the record; for that shows 
distinctly that objections were made up to the 
moment of taking the vote on the resolution of 
censure. That I repeatedly attempted to speak, 
and was as often silenced. 1 feel constrained to 
meet all these unworthy efforts to falsify the his- 
tory of that transaction. Gentlemen should un- 
derstand that here men act not merely for the day, 
but for all coming time; we are hourly writing 
our own biographies; and as they are written they 


| must descend to our successors. 


The letter of the Senator [Mr. WELLER] is very 
long, and embraces many things of a personal 
character to which I feel no desire to reply; but I 
refer to this point, on which he attempted to 
change the record of facts. To his personal attacks 
the people responded at the time. It is sufficient 
to say that I remained at my post here. He left. He 
then appealed to the people of our State to elect 
him Governor. They did not sustain his appeal, 
and he left our State. In process of time he ap- 
peared in the other end of the Capitol from a dis- 
tant State, and now furnishes the member from 
Virginia with a scurrilous letter to aid him in his 
work of mendacity. 

But the member, again, tacitly admitting his 
original charge to have been a fabrication, which 
he could not explain or justify, has recourse to 
other misrepresentations—charging me with dis- 
obeying the instructions of my constituents. Well, 
sir, if true, it would appear that those constituents 
were the proper persons to complain, and not the 
member from Virginia. Indeed, such a complaint 
from him looks very suspicious. At the meeting 
of our people, to which [ have veferred, honorable 
B. F. Wap, now a Senator in the other end of 
the Capitol, offered the following resolution: 


1854. 


BE. 


“ Resolved, That the Hon. Josnua R. Giopixes, on hts 
return to Congress, be, and ishereby, instructed, at the first 
moment after it shall be in order, to Offer the identical res- 
olntions over again which he before offered, and insist that 


the House of Representatives act upon them by a direct 


vote.” 

it was, I believe, unanimously adopted. It is 
true, however, that 1 did not present the resolu- 
tions, and the member from Virginia assails me 
in no gentle terms for failing to present them. But 


his language is so characteristic, that I prefer to | 
He says, speaking of myself: | 


give it verbatim. 
“Tnstructed by his beloved constituents! Did. he obey 
that instruction? ‘No, sir; his white-livered heart skulked 
from it. He even disregarded the instructions of his dear 
and much loved people, who sent -him here, with instruc- 

“ tions to carry out.his original purpose. Big, sir, with pride 


and consequence, and offended feeling, be left this Hall | 


with a determination to do or die. He was backed up by 
his people at home, better men than himself, I have no 
doubt, yet. when he came into the presence of the majesty 
of the Representatives.of the American people, he quailed ; 
yes, sir, he quailed before it, aud did not obey his instruc- 
tions, or carry out his original purpose.”? 

Well, sir, J am not about to deny that I 
quailed before the majesty of such Representatives 
as the member who thusattacks me. Professions 
of courage, or denial of cowardice, are of little 
importance, „whether uttered by him or myself. 
The record must bear testimony to the port and 
bearing of members here. But this attack de- 
mands that I shall bring to the notice of this body 
and the country an important fact hitherto unpub- 
lished. I returned to this Hall instructed as I 
have shown. The intention which I entertained 
was well understood by all, both friends and foes, 
as the member, when referring to me, said: * It 
was understood that he would come back here and re- 
new his resolutions.” I could, however, only pre- 
sentthem in order, when my State should be called 
for resolutions, under the rule which required the 
States.to be called for that purpose on each altern- 
ate Monday. Yet the business of the House was 


under the control of the majority. That majority | 


had voted to censure me for introducing my resolu- 
tions, and they knew that the first moment Ohio 
should be called I shouldagain present them, and 
put gentlemen to the test of either censuring me 


again or of receding from the position they had | 


taken. 

Now, sir, I do not say that those one hundred 
and twenty-five members were held in fear by me, 
or that they trembled before me, but I do say 
that they evaded that rule which, if observed, would 
have permitted me to put them to the test which I de- 
signed. Qn each alternate Monday of that entire 
session I sat at my desk with my resolutions be- 
fore me, hoping and desiring most ardently an 


Opportunity to test the moral firmness of those | 


who censured me by constraining them either to 
vote another censure, or to acknowledge their error 
before the world. There was no earthly considera- 
tion within my power that I would not have given 
for the privilege of thus exhibiting the statesman- 
ship of those who attempted to dictate my course 
on this floor. But, sir, it was all in vain. The 
majority had control of the business, and they 


would not suffer the States to be called for resolu- | 
They were too wary to be placed in the | 


tions. 
dilemma which I contemplated. During that en- 
tire session, after my return to this body the rule 
to which I refer was violated, and no call for reso- 
lutions was permitted. 

_ Nor was that an end of this singular exhibition 
of legislative evasion. We again assembled in the 
following December. The rules of the body re- 
quired the States to be called for resolutions on 
each of the first thirty days of the session, and on 
each alternate Monday afterwards. During that 
whole session, too, { was prepared to test the firm- 
ness of the majority who had censured me. 
during that entire period the House was not called 
for resolutions; the rules. were again violated and 
wholly disregarded, and the presentation 6f my 
resolutions avoided. | repeat, there stands the record. 
It shows these violations of the rule, these subter- 
fuges, these evasions by a majority of this body, 
in order to escape the necessity of maintaining the 
attitude they had assumed, or of backing out from 
the obvious error into which they had fallen. 

And now, sir, after the lapse of twelve years, 
the member from Virginia, one of that majority, 
charges me with skulking from the presentation 
of my resolutions; with disregarding the instruc- 
tions of my constituents. | Let .the record of that 
day declare who skwlked, who evaded, who dodged. 
Certainly no member was afraid of me; no one 
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Bat | 


trembled before me; but they feared the force 
and power of truth—of justice—of the popular will. 
He says I quailed before the majority of the represent- | 
atives of the American people. 1 do not retort, and | 
say that the majority quailed before me. God for- 


that Congress, quailed before the apprehension of 
being constrained to vote another censure, or reced- 
ing from the position they had assumed. 

{thank the member for affording me this op- 
portunity of calling attention to a fact hitherto 
unnoticed in our public press. 
exhibition of the influence which an humble indi- 
vidual may wield over a legislative body when he 
has truth, justice, and the Constitution on his side, 

At the close of that Congress we separated. I 
bore with me no unkind feelings toward any of 
them. Few, very few, came back. Many retired 
to private life. Many have now gone to their final 
rest. To those who survive I would tender my 
best wishes, my prayers for their prosperity and 
their happiness, 

The President and his Cabinet receded from the 
position they had assumed. They no longer de- 
manded of Great Britain compensation for the 
people who obtained their freedom on board the j 
Creole. The law of nature aud of nations stood 
vindicated; the rights of persons to their liberty 
when taken beyond the jurisdiction of slave laws 
was acknowledged. The objects which I had in 
view when I presented my original resolutions 
were attained. The doctrines‘asserted in them 
now stand acknowledged truths. 

These transactions have long since passed into 
history, the truth of Which it is my duty and my 
pleasure to vindicate. i 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ihavenot risen to address 
the committee at this time, but merely to secure 
the floor that 1 may have an opportunity of doing 
so to-morrow. 


the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. SINGLE- 
|| ron,] I move then that the committee rise. 

|| The question was taken; and the motion was 
|| agreed to. 

|| Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 


bid! But I say that member, and the majority of | 


It was a rare || 


Mr. McDOUGALL. With the permission of | 


would be done during this week. At the sugges- 
tion of several Senators, Í move that. when. the 
Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. p 

Mr. ADAMS. I see no necessity insthe world 
| for adjourning over perpetually. We have. had 
i one week of recess. If we have nothing to do we 

j go home. 
+ 


` had better adjourn finally and 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
| John S. Watrous, late agent for the Chippewa 
| Indians, praying indemnity for lasses sustained 
by him in consequence of the burning of the Chip- 
pewa agency buildings; which was referred to the 
; Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of citi- 
zens of St. Lodis, Missouri, praying the adoption 
of such measures as will insure to American citi- 
zens, in foreign countries, the enjoyment of the 
rights of conscience and religious worship; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Ephraim Hunt, praying compensation for'services 
rendered by him during the war of 1812; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Duer, praying compensation for expenses 
incurred, and services rendered as consul in Val- 
paraiso, in the case of William N. Stuart; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of C. B. 
H. Fessenden, collector and superintendent of 
lights for the district of New Bedford, Massachu- 

| setts, praying an increase of compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of the inhab- 
itants of Richmond, Virginia, praying the reduc- 
tion of the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of the inhabitants of Gum 
Spring, Loudon county, Virginia, praying the 
reduction of the rates of ocean postage; which 


|| having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
|| that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the Union generally, and: particularly 
House bill No. 259, being a bill to authorize the 
construction of the Pacific railroad, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon, 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, introduced a bill to 


first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

On motion by Mr. HAVEN, the House then 
(at five minutes before four o’clock, ip. m.) ad- 
journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 8, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Wituiam H. MiLBURN. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
| Interior, in compliance with a resolution of the 
| Senate of the 3d of April, transmitting a report 
i from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in ref- 
erence to the manner in which the Government 
-had fulfilled the. stipulations of the treaty of Octo- 
ber 26, 1832, with the Pottawatomie Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
i] Affairs. 

Also, a communication from the Second Aud- | 
itor of the Treasury, in compliance with the act | 
of Congress of June 30, 1834, transmitting copies | 
of such accounts.as have been rendered by persons 
i charged or intrusted with the disbursement and 
application of moneys, goods, or effects, for the | 


‘and be printed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, when the Sen- 
‘ate adjourned last week it was understood by 


| 30, 1853; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
i 
d 


“remodel the diplomatic and consular establish- || 
ments of the United States,” which was read the || 
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benefit of the Indians, from July 1, 1852, to June |; 


was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. . 

Mr. KISH presented the petition of Royal 
Phelps, attarney in fact of James, Earl of Selkirk, 
praying that a patent may be issued for certain 
lands granted to his father by the Hudson’s Bay 
| Company; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. — 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
citizens of the United States, remonstrating against 
| the extension of Woodworth’s patent fora planing 
machine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a petition of the inhabitants of Vassal- 
boro’, Maine, praying the reduction of ‘the rates 
of ocean postage; which was referred to the Com» 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of the inhabitants of Winthrop, 
Maine, praying the reduction of the rates of 
ocean postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of Abraham 


|! Cutler, praying the payment of a balance due him 


| for his services as a lieutenant in the late war with 
Great Britain, and that he may be allowed a pen- 
i sion for injuries received while in the discharge of 
his duties; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Dim- 
itry Canna, John B. Toulme, and Dudley R. 
Walker, praying the correction of an error in the 
location of certain lands in the State of Missis- 
sippi; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pablie Lands. 

Mr. FOOT presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of the towns of Starksboro’, Ferrisburgh, 
and Monckton, State of Vermont, praying a reduc- 
tion of the present rates of ocean postage; which 
| were referred.to the Committee on the Post Office 
‘and Post Roads. 
| Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of the 
directors of the Moravian Board of Missions, in 


|! behalf of the “ Christian Indians,” living on lands 
| belonging to the Delawares, about being gurren- 


‘dered to the United States, praying compensation 
or their improvements; which was referred to the 


Í| Senators.generally that no business of importance 


i Committee on Indian Affairs. 


~ 
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REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- } 
merce, reported a bill for the better preservation 
of life and property from vessels shipwrecked on 

: the coast8 of the United States; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 
ALDEN’S REEF, PORTLAND, MAINE. 

Mr. FESSEN DEN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: ; | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the purpose of building a light-boat, and maintaining the 
same on Alden’s Reef, lying off the harbor of Portland, 
Maine, and substituting a steam whistle for the fog bell on 
Cape Elizabeth, Maine. 

NEW MAIL ROUTE. | 

Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- | 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and ! 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing, by Jaw, a mail route from Danville, in Yel 
county, Arkansas, to Milton Gilbraith’s, in Scott county, by 
way of Rover and Bluffton, and report by bill or otherwise 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. | 


Mr, CLAYTON. There™is a vacancy in the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations, which has been 
occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Evererr, 
late Senator from Massachusetts. It is a commit- 
tee of importance, and it is necessary that the 
vacancy should be filled. I hope that, by unani- 
mous consent, the Chair will be authorized to 
make the appointment. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered, and 
Mr. Fisu was appointed. 

THOMAS FRAZER. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is a private House bill 
on the table for the relief of Thomas Frazer, which 
was indefinitely postponed by the Senate, but, 
subsequently, at our request, was returned to us 
from the House. A motion is pending to recon- 
sider the vote by which it was indefinitely post- 


poned. l ask the Senate now to proceed to its 
consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was taken on the motion to recon- 
sider; and it was adopted. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is now on 
the motion to indefinitely postpone the bill, 

Mr. WELLER, What is the bifl for? 

Mr. HAMLIN, I will state in a very few 
words what it is. Asthe law now stands, when 
a pension is granted by Congress to an invalid, and 
that pension isfor hal! pay—tour dollars a month— 
the Department has determined that it cannot in- 
crease that to a full pension, ifthe pensioner should 
subsequently become wholly disabled, because it 
is a pension granted under a special law. This 
case belongs to that class, The pensioner has a 
half pension. The evidence now isample, coming | 
from intelligent surgeons, that he is entirely blind. | 
The House passed the bill to increase the pen- 
sion to eight dollarsa month. The Committee on 
Pensions of this body asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, on the ground that they | 
had reported a general bill covering the case. | 
That general bill may never pass, and then this | 
man will not get the benefit of it. If it does pass, | 
it will only put him within its provisions. | 

Mr. CASS. Let us pass the bill. 

The motion to postpone the bill indefinitely was | 
not agreed to. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole; and no amendment being proposed 
it was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 8, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. MILBURN. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


l 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move thatthe | 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve | 


Prayer 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 


state of the Union. Í 

Mr. RIDDLE. Wil the gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee withdraw that motion for a moment, to | 
allow me to offer a resolution? Í 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire to make a privileged | 


i| have yet to prepare, based principally upon the 


land the Constitution, and stimulating 


motion. I wish, before the vote is taken upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones,] to offer a resolution to close debate upon 
the Pacific railroad billat two o’clock on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That is too soon. 

Mr. BENTON. I have to say that I desire to 
offer some remarks upon that subject, which I 


winter explorations of Colonel Frémont. Tues- 
day is the earliest day upon which I can. present 
them to the House. s 

Mr. HAVEN. In looking about the Hall, I 
fear that if I were to press a vote upon the resolu- 
tion now I might prevent the House going into the 
Committee of the Whole to-day. | am willing to 
change the day, so as to accommodate the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] I will not 
ask the House to act upon the resolution now, 
but I will do so on next Monday, when the House 
meets. . 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS, 1 rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the conduct of one of its officers. I refer to A. 
O. P. ‘Nicholson, the editor of the Daily Union, 
and printer of this body. Without further re- 
mark, I ask the Clerk to read that portion of the 
article to which I invite the attention of the 
House. 

The article was then read, as follows: 

“In one word, protection aad obedience are reciprocal 
and inseparable; and those who, like the Abolition incen- 
diaries, Parker, Phillips, GippINGs, and others, are inces- 
santly proclaiming their hostility to the laws and the Con- 
stitution, and stimulating men, women, and children to 
violate them as a sacred duty, in my opinion have no claim | 
to the protection of those laws or thal Constitution, They 
are the apostles of sedition, violence, and murder, they | 
are fere nature—wild beasts of the forest, knowing no law 
and no restraint but their wild, ungovernable instincts, 
and, like dastardly midnight prowlers, after firing the train, 
sneak to their holes, leaving their wretched dupes to be- 
come the victims of those acts which they themselves have 
stimulated. Is there no law that can reach these cowardly | 
incendiaries, who, after throwing the fire-brand, skulk 
away in darkness to enjoy the blaze? And are those who, | 
on the floor of both Honses of Congress, openly declare 
their disaffection to that Constitation they have sworn to 
snpport and maintain, worthy of a seat in the sacred balls 
of legislation when! any act should emanate from that 
source??? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I wish to know how that 
article comes before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Gippines] rises in his seat, and addresses 
the Chair, announcing that he has a privileged 
question to which he desires to call the attention 
of the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK, (interrupting.) Well, I donot 
see any question of privilege in all this. 

The SPEAKER. He desired to have the ar- 
ticle read; for what purpose the gentleman himself 
will state. 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. It is my intention to state 
very distinctly the purpose for which I have in- 
troduced the subject. i 

Mr. McMULLIN. I submit that there is no 
question of privilege in this. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. F will, according to the 
established laws of this House, state my question 
of privilege, under the direction of the Speaker. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question, I have not read the article | 
of which he complains; but from its reading by 
the Clerk, I hear a name announced which is; 
familiar to me, and I wish to know whether ai 
member of the House is spoken of under the name ! 
of Parker? | 

Several Members. Ob, no; it is Theodore | 
Parker, a minister of the Gospel. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I know my own name, Mr. 
Speaker, and believe there is no doubt that it was | 
the intention of the author of this article to refer | 
to me, when he said that ‘*Grppmves and others 
are incessantly proclaiming hostility to the laws 
men, 
women, and children to violate them, as a sacred 
duty. Inmy opinion they have no claim to the 

rotection of those laws, or that Constitution.” 

his declaration comes from an officer of this 
body. It declares members of this House outlaws, 
beyond the pale of legal protection. Itis a direct 
invitation to assassinate, to perpetrate violence 
upon members of this body. Now, sir, I know 


| very well that f am in a minority here, and that 


this attack upon me and others is to be sustained 
by a majority of the House, if sustained at all. 
But I merely desire to place this matter before 
them; and if they take the responsibility of main- 
taining and encouraging those who thus publicly 
invite to assassination and mob violence, the re- 
sponsibility of doing so must rest with them—with 
the friends of the Administration. Sir, I have 
prepared a resolution which I proposed to offer on 
this subject, but I prefer to leave the matter en- 
tirely with the majority of the House, and so I 
now submit it to them. 

Mr.OLDS. I would like to have the gentle- 
man’s resolution read. I might want to move an 
amendment to it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Without any in- 
tention of taking any part in this controversy, I 
submit to the Chair that there is nothing in the 
question made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


| Gippines] which partakes of the character of a 


question of privilege. If the editor of the paper in 
question has assailed any member of the House, 
he did so in a capacity different from that which 
he occupies as an officer of this body. He has 
not done thus as an officer of this House, butasa 
private individual, as the editor of one of the papers 
of the city. In that capacity alone he is, I think, 
responsible to the gentleman from Ohio for what 
he has published. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the ques- 
tion of order submitted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones.] The gentleman from 
Ohio, however, announced his purpose to intro- 
duce a resolution, and the Chair is of opinion that 
he has a right to submit his resolution, if it pro- 
poses to dismiss the printer, or any other officer 
of this House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The Chair will permit me 
to make one suggestion as to the practice of the 
House on this point. The Speaker will recollect, 


| by consulting precedents, that all these questions of 


privilege have been submitted to the House for 
their adjudication as to whether the questions pre- 
sented are questions of privilege or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will follow that 
example. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. In reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] [can refer him to a 
case in which he was himself concerned. I would 
remind him, and I think there is no member of 
this House who was here a few years ago but 
remembers the fact, that a few years since we ex- 
pelled the reporters of the New York Tribune for 
an attempt to ridicule a member of this body. I 
think the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
voted for that expulsion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I donot recollect 
how I voted, but I recollect that there was such a 
proposition made here. I recollect, also, that the 
reporters of the Union were once expelled from this 


| House, or, at least, anattempt was made to expel 


them, since | have been a member of this body. 
But that was an action against them in the char- 
acters of “ reporters” here. They were privi- 
leged here as ‘“ reporters.” They were here under 
the special authority of the House, through the 
Speaker, as ‘ reporters,” I think, in neither of 
the cases to which l have referred, were the editors 
of those papers arraigned, but only the reporters. 
Then, if the gentleman has a proposition to make, 
it might, perhaps, be directed against the editor 
of the paper, and it might exclude him, But I do 
not see how he can make it a privileged question 
upon the printer to the House for what he does 
in another character—that of the editor of a public 
newspaper. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iassure the gentleman that 
I have consulted the precedents with which both 
you, Mr. Speaker, and myself are personally ac- 
quainted. My proposition is to exclude from this 
Hall all persons who are connected with that 
paper. I place the editor of the Union in pre- 
cisely the same position in which I place all other 
editors and persons connected with a paper. 

The resolution offered by Mr. Griopincs was 
then read, as follows: 


Whereas, A. ©. P. Nicholson, Esg., printer of this 
body, and editor and proprietor of the Washington Union, 
in his paper of this morning has published an article most 
evidently designed to excite unlawful violence upon mem- 
bers of this body: therefore, 

Resolved, That the said A. O. P. Nicholson, and all 
other persons connected with the Washington Union, be 
expelled from this Hall. 


THE OFFICI 


F CONGRESS, PUBLISHED 


_ Mr.OLDS. I understand my colleague as ask- | 
ing for the protection of this House, from the fact | 
that he is threatened personally with violence. | 


Perhaps the members of this House may have 


seen the effort made by my colleague not long | 


: J b : y 
whether it wasin Fanueil Hall, or where it wae: H 


since in the city of Boston—I am not able to 


in which he also intimates that he is afraid of be- 
ing assassinated for thecourse of policy which he 
has pursued in referénce to certain measures be- 
fore this House. 

But, sir, when he comes before this House to 
claim its protection, from the fear of being assas- 
sinated for what he has thought fit to do in the 


course of his official duty in this House, he ought | 


to come with clean hands and a pure heart. If I 
recollect aright, in that very speech in Boston, the 


pees charged that his colleagues in this | 


Jouse have been bribed, and have cast their votes 
under a bribe, 


Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I desire to | 


know of the Chair whether he entertains this as a 
question of privilege; and if he does not; I object 
to the resolution, and to all debate upon it. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman has not the | 


floor for that purpose. 

colleague, [Mr. Oxps.] 
Mr. HOUSTON. 

and I am entitled to the floor for that purpose. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I yielded only to my col- 


league. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I inquire of the Chair if he 
entertains the matter as a question of privilege; 
and if he does not, I object to this discussion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will refer to the 
House the question, whether there is any question 
of privilege involved in the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I suppose I have a right to 
proceed and finish my remarks? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman has no such right; because if it is not 
a question of privilege, discussion will be out of 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
upon the question. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I do not un- 
derstand Mr. Nicholson as standing in that posi- 
tion which entitles him to the privileges of this 
Hall. He is mere contractor. I do not under- 
stand that there is any rule of this House which 
authorizes him to be admitted here, and therefore 
a resolution expelling him would have no effect. 

Mr. HOUSTON, 
T proposed to make. 

The SPEAKER. As printer of the House, 
Mr. Nicholson is entitled to the privileges of the 
floor, or, at least, to the privileges of the Hall. 

The question now being upon whether the point 
raised was a question of privilege, 

Mr. GIDDINGS demanded the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
for one moment—I do not wish to do anything 
hastily or rashly in reference to this matter—I wish, 


I yielded it only to my 


J bal for the yeas and nays 


however, to say that the removal of the drapery | 


in the rear of the Speaker’s chair seems to have 
so affected the sound in the Hallas to make it 
wholly impossible for us in this direction to hear 
what is going on. Now, sir, whether this is a 
question of privilege or not depends very much 
upon the character of the article alluded to. I 
would like to have the article again read. But I 
desire to take this opportunity of calling the at- 
tention of the Speaker to the fact that exists in 
reference to the difficulty of hearing in the Hall. 
I think some measures ought to be taken to 
remedy it. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say that this is not an article from the ed- 
itor; itis an article signed “ Old Fogy.” 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I understand that. 
evidently from the pen of the editor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iunderstand the question 
submitted to the House to be, to determine whether 
the case presented is what is commonly known as 
a question of privilege; and this, like any other 


Be 


k is 


{rose to a point of order, į 


That is precisely the point | 


If the Chair will pardon me | 
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to decide that the proposition to expel the public 
printer is a privileged question. I presume there 
| can be no doubt of it. I take it for granted that 
Mr. A. O. P. Nicholson, as an. officer of thie 
i House, may be expelled from it. I think the 
| Chair is right—indeed, | am sure that he is right— 
i in the statement that the public printer is entitled to 
i the privilege of the Hall, or admission to the Hah 
| of the House as public printer; but I conceive that 
the public printer is not entitled to admission 
| within this Hall as editor of the Union. I con- 
_ ceive, moreover, that the other persons who are 
|| proposed to be expelled by the resolution of the . 
| gentleman from Ohio as connected with the Union, 
i| are not entitled to the privilege of the floor, unless 
‘| go entitled as the reporters for that paper. 
The SPEAKER. They are in that character. 

; And Mr. A, O. P. Nicholson is entitled, under an 
express law of the House, to the privilege of the 
‘ Hall, as an ex-Senator of the United States. He 
‘is named in the resolution. i 
! Mr. MILLSON. The questions ought to be 
| separated. If it be proposed to expel Mr. A. O. 
; P. Nicholson as an officer of the House, then it 
:may be material for,us to inquire whether he has 
i done anything in that character which would sub- 
i ject him to expulsion. But I will not express m 
‘opinion on that point now. If, onthe other hand, 
| the object be to expel the reporters as well as the 
‘ editor or editors of the Union, as persons entitled 
| to the privilege of using the reporters’ desks, ant 
not as officers of the Hlouse, and the editor not as 
|| public printer, then it will become important for 
|, us to inquire whether any of them, the editor, or 
| his associates in the Union, have done anything 
ii intheir capacity as reporters to subject them to 
expulsion. 
ow, | think that the resolution of the gentleman 
li from Ohio [Mr. Gmpinas] is drawn so vaguely 
i and indeterminately as not to present to the 
|| House a question of privilege as it ought to be 

presented. I think that it isa question of privi- 
! lege whether the public printer ought to be ex- 
|; pelled. At the same time 1 de not know that the 
;, public printer, as public printer, ought to be ex- 
i pelled for the publication of an objectionable arti- 


question, I suppose, is debatable. 
to make a suggestion upon the subject. 
occupy much of the time of the House; but I 


f If it be, I want 
i 
1; submit this point to the Chair and the House 
i 
i 


I will not | 


ii Mr. COBB. I think this is not a debatable 
| question. I raise that question of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest 
| that the article and the resolution be read in con- 
nection. 
| Mr, CLINGMAN, I desire first to state the 
precise point which I understand to be made. I 
| understand the Speaker to decide that, under the 
|| rules of the House, the public printer is entitled 
to come upon this floor, and is entitled to certain 
privileges here. The gentleman from Ohio offers 
a resolution, the effect of which is to deprive him 
of these privileges. Now, whether the paper |) 
|| veferred to is of such a character as to justify us 
|| in adopting the resolution, is a question | do not 
ii propose to go into. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide that 
this is a debatable question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
| debatable. . i 
|| Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I say | 
i! this: Where we give special privileges to individ- 
i uals to come into the Hali, we put them, to some 
extent, on the footing of members and officers of 
‘| the Fouse, and therefore a proposition to deprive 
‘| such of that privilege, to expel them from the Hall, 
| is properly a privileged question. Having this 
| view of the matter, and the gentleman from Ohio 
| having submitted his resolution, I think that the 
i! House ought to entertain it. Fe comes forward, 
|| and upon his responsibility as a member of this 
‘| House, proposes to deprive individuals of privi- 
ii leges which they now enjoy in this Hall. 
| Now, Ibegleave to say that, from the reading of 
ij the article indicated, I do not see anything which 
i; would justify the adoption of the resolution of the 
i; gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines.] If I cor- 
jj rectly understood it, in my opinion, it is much 
|l less violent than many of the speeches made by 
|| the gentleman here against individuals and mem- 
i| bers of this body. At the same time I hold that 
|i while the gentleman from Ohio is apprehensive of 
|| personal attack, he has the right to ask the House || cle in the Union newspaper. On the other hand, 
i| to protect him; and, if he can make out a proper |; perhaps the reporters connected with the Union 
|| case, | will myself vote for furnishing him a guard || may subject themselves to censure by the publi- 
:| for his protection while in the discharge of his |! cation of objectionable paragraphs in that news- 
|| duty. [A laugh.) If his object be to secure pro- 


f ji paper, and they then incur the censure of the 
i! tection against violence, I shall be very much |i House, not as officers of the House, but as re- 
|| disposed to accord it to him, provided the facts 


i! porters. tn the state of confusion in which the 
stated make out his case. But I do not think that |; question is involved, I find it dificult to determine 
‘| there is anything in the article which would lead 


i} upon what grounds to present it. 
i| him, you, Mr. Speaker, or me, tosupposethatthe | Mr. IAMILTON. Is there anything before 
i! gentleman is in personal danger. If, however, he |; the House for consideration / , ooa 
l! apprehends that Mr. Nicholson, or any other per- | The SPEAKER. The resolution offered by 
i| gon, at his instigation, intends to interfere with |' the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gropines.] 
his personal safety, I would vote to protect him Mr. HAMILTON. I move to lay the resolu- 
;| ag readily as I would any other gentleman upon 


|i tion upon the table. 

‘| the floor, though I differ from him so much. £ Mr. OLDS. I[suppose I have the right to the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must confine the |: floor, ac it was taken from me by the question of 
| gentleman to the single point as to whether or || order, F 
ʻi not the question is or is not privileged in its char- |; Mr. PRESTON. I understand the question 
acter. ii to be one of order, which the Chair has not de- 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope my friend from | cided. i 
|i Alabama will withdraw his objection. I think; TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
|i the gentleman’s resolution is one which ought to | [Mr. Oups] was addressing the Chair when the 
ii be entertained. i! suggestion was made by some gentleman upon the 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair indicated, when | floor that queson, of privilege were heretofore 
l| the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Gippixas] re- |; referred to the judgment of the House. The Chair 
i| marked that he had a resolution of that character, || acquiesced in that suggestion for a moment; but 
| that, in the opinion of the Chair, it would be a | afterwards, however, determined that there was 
‘| privileged question. The editor, or editors of ; involved in this resolution a question of privilege, 
| the Union have the privilege of the Hall, butthey | and that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grovinas]} 
‘| have not the privilege of the floor. That paper | had a right to move to expel from the Hall any 
: has a number of reporters here, and they are here | officer of this House. : 
‘| by law of the House, and under the direction of; Mr. GIDDINGS. I yielded the floor to my 
ithe Speaker. The gentleman proponer to expel | colleague for explanation. ; 
i. them all, editors and reporters. 2@ Chair is of The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gen- 
| the opinion that the question is a privileged one, |) tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippinas,] just as he was 
| and so decides. iitaking his seat, if he yielded the floor, and he 

Mr. MILLSON. i desire to make a simple |; said, ‘I yield it.” , : 

suggestion on this question of privilege. Itseems © Mr. GIDDINGS. It was not my intention to 
‘| to me that there is sume confusion arising from |! yield it entirely, but merely to my colleague for 
|| the mingling of questions. I understand the Chair ;; the purpose of ex planation. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Gropives] yields the floor to his colleague 
for explanation. 

Mr. OLDS. 
floor by the fecision of the Chair. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippines] positively states that he yielded 
the floor for explanation merely. 

Mr. OLDS. I desire to make no personal ex- 
planation. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
one half of the time allotted to me. 

Mr. OLDS. if the gentleman is entitled to the 
floor, he can occupy it, and l will try and get it 
afterwards. s 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ido not desire to occupy 
the attention of the House for any considerable 
time. I merely wish to repeat, that this question 
rests with the majority, and not with me nor my 


friends. That I may be understood as to the! 


definite point upon which I rest the question of 
rivilege,{ again call attention to the emphatic 


anguage used in the article of the Union to which | 


I refer: 


«In one word, protection and obedience are reciprocal | 


and inseparable, and those who, like the Abolition incend 
aries, Parker, Philips, Gippines, and others, are in 
santly proclaiming their bostility to the laws and Constitn- 
tion, and simulating men, women, and children to violate 
them asa sacred duty, in my opinion, have no claim to the 
protection of those Laws or that Constitution.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here isa distinct, a palpable, 
aù obvious invitation to assassins and mobocrats 
to perpetrate personal violence on members. 

Mr, LANE, of Oregon, (interrupting.) E de- 
sire to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he 
feels that he is in danger of personal violence, or 
of assassination ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My friend from Oregon will 
excuse me from answering that question, as I 
think he has no right to put it. I willtsay, how- 
ever, that I fear for the dignity of this body, if 
not for my own safety. | entertain fears for the 
character of the American Congress, and for the 
maintenance and security of its rights? 

Mr. LANE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him again? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. LANE. 1 did not distinctly hear the gen- 
tleman’s answer, bat I will say this to him, that 
Í am certain he is in no danger of being personally 
maltreated. ¥ 

Mr.GIDDINGS. Idonotthank the gentleman 
for an assurance of that kind, 

Mr. LANE. {am confident that nobody will 
hurt him. [Laughter.] Nothing truer has been 
ever said than that 

 Gongeience makes cowards of us all.” 
But there is no danger of my friend from Ohio. 
He will not be hurt. [Laughter.] I propose to 
go security for his safety. We may thus save 
time, and proceed to other business. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, [ could not 
hear very distinctly the observations of my friend 


from Aregon, though t have no doubt that what- | 


ever he said was said in the kindest terms and 
with the best intentions. 


Tam much obliged to him, but 


perena safety. 
et asked for that, 


have not 


I supposed I had obtained thé 


I will yield to my colleague | 


T understood him, how- | 
ever, to say that he would go security for my 


i 
i 


Now, Mr. Speaker, to resume the remarks , 


which I was making when interrupted, I was say- | 
: i y 


ing that the editor of this paper has pronounced 
myself and others withoud the pale of the lew, liable 
at any moment to be shot down by an assassin, 
whenever he shall please to perpetrate the work 
of murder on our persons. It remains, sir, for 
the Administration, whose organ this paper is, and 
for the supporters of that Administration, to say 
whether editors of this character shall be main- 
tained by this body, and adinitted to privileges in 
this Hall. If the Administration is to be sustained 
by braggarts and bullies, the country should 
know it. 

In reply to my colleague, (Mr. O1ns,] when he 
talks of my speech in Boston, be it understood, 
in the first place, that I have served too long in 
this body to permit him or any other man to call 
me from the question before us to any newspaper 
reports of what I said in Boston. [spake what 
1 pleased, and am responsible for it in the proper 
mode; but what I may have said there does not 
authorize the assassin to enter this Hall to slay me 
or my fellow-members. My colleague has not the 
power to dictate to me what I shail say, and when 


| 


myself. 


have been, as I said, somewhat too long in this 
body to aliow gentlemen to rise here, and under- 
take to crack their whips over me in this style. 
«¢Go tell your slaves how choleric you arc, 
And make your bondsmen tremble.?? 2 

But do not assail freemen with such language 
as that, as though we were unacquainted with our 
rights, or did not know how to maintain them. 
The amount of his argument is this, that I said 
that which he deems wrong in Boston; therefore 
the printer of this House may call on rowdies and 
blacklegs to commit violence on my person; and 
tell them that 1 am beyond the protection of law. 

No, Mr. Speaker, let it be understood that, 
whatever I may say, or wherever I may say it, I 


am responsible to gentlemen whom I assai) and | 


to the public, in the same manner that other men 
are; but J am not outlawed, and made the legiti- 
mate object of murder, on account of a speech 
in Boston, or here, or anywhere. | am a member 
of this body, by the grace of God, and by the 
aid of an enlightened constituency. And being 
here, it is my duty to maintain, as far as in me 
lies, the rights, the privileges, and dignity of this 
body. If gentlemen may pronounce me an out- 
law, they may pronounce every other member an 
object of murder. Indeed, the question has al- 


; ready arisen whether members are to be driven j 


from their propriety by editors who play the 
whipper-in, and attempt to hiss on their blood- 
hounds. Shall members here appear in their seats 
armed and prepared to protect their persons from 
violence? ‘That now appears to be the question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Crineman,] and the 


gentleman from Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] let it be | 


understood that I do not call for protection for 
But l seek protection for the dignity and 
rights of this House. I say in plain, distinct, and 
definite language, that E ask the body to protect 
itself, its dignity, its honor, and the purity of the 
representative character of the nation. Every 
member has the same interest in the subject which 
Ihave. They will be affected to the same extent, 
and, in voting, will incur the same responsibilities 
which I must meet. 
particularly assailed. My name is used; but the 
act, the threatened violence, is intended to affect 
all, to affect the entire body, the whole nation. 
My resolution asks no more protection for my- 
self than for the body, It seeks to purify this 
Hall from the contamination of such editors. 
And here let me say, that if I recollect aright, 
my colleague over the way [Mr. O1ps] voted to 
exclude the reporter of the ‘Tribune. f am not 
certain about it, but speak from my present im- 
pression. And if my memory serves me aright, 
he voted to exclude from this Hall the corre- 
spondent of the Tribune, for holding up a colleague 
of ours to ridicule. 
with that paper were also excluded from this Hall 
by the same resolution. I have had no time to 
refer to precedent; F speak from recollection; but 
I am perfectly conscious that Í speak accurately. 
And here | will reply one word to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Myr. Munison.} The reso- 
lution before the House is in the precise order, 
and in the exact language, I think; I drew it from 
memory, and Í may have possibiy varied in some 
words frota the resolution which excluded the re- 
porter, and all persons connected with the New 
York Tribune on a former occasion, and which was 
carried entirely by the votes of the Democratic 


the reporters of that paper are. 
my warmest friends. 


through which it is communicated to the country, 


to be allowed the privileges of this Hall? The | 
object of my resolution is to stamp the paper with j 


our disapprobation; to say to the country we will 
allow no persons connected with such a paper to 
yoy the privileges of this Hall 


editor whose agents they are, that we would ex- 
clude them from the Hall. 

I have no design to occupy the time of the 
House. Alllask is, that gentlemen shall place 
their names upon the record of yeas and nays, in 

i y 


this case, that each shall say, in distinct language, 
whether he will take upon himself the responsi- 


lt is true I am the person | 


And all persons connected | 


They may be |: 
€ _ But are the agents of this ! 
paper, a paper in which this assault is contained, || 


ben s itis on account | 
of the character of the paper, on account of the | 


| 


i 
H 
i 
i 


I care not whether you are Whigs, or Free-Soil- 
ers, or Democrats, I desire each to express his 
own sense of moral duty, of self-respect. Let it 
| be entered upon our records, and go forth to the 
people. Let gentlemen come up and place their 
names before the country, and let the people know 
: whether we tolerate a man who puts forth such 
i an article as that which has been read. Let each 
member speak to his constituenta; let them and 
th country understand our action, our own sense 
of propriety. 

Sir, I see my colleague [Mr. Oxns] is ready to 
speak upon this matter. l want him to express 
his views in relation to it, and I desire to hear his 
' views in relation toit. I wish to ascertain whether 
: he would sustain a man, as officer of this body, 
who invites assassination, because I orsome other 
‘member has spoken severe things of members 
in Boston or elsewhere. Does he advocate the 
maintenance of rowdies and bullies here to prevent 
members from doing what they please? Why, 
sir, | said nothing in Boston that has not been 
substantially uttered in this Hail on repeated oc- 
easions. But I shall not enter upon that subject 
at this time. I will,ona proper occasion, meet 
my colleague on that subject; but I am not now 
on trial; Mr. Nicholson is the man now before 
us, We will try him, and then my colleague may 
| arraign me if he‘pleases. But now, T will not per- 
mit myself to be drawn into a discussion of any- 
thing | have said in Boston, or here, or elsewhere; 
yet Í will say that my colleague does not happen 
to possess the power to read me out of the pale of 
human society. 

it has been suggested that the article complained 
of is not editorial; that it appears under another 
name. Why, sir, I shall not stand here to argue’ 
betore the American people the question that an 
editor is responsible for matters he puts forth. 
The presumption is that he wrote it under another 
name for the very purpose of excusing himself 
before the public. He has placed it there, he has 
sent it before the American people, proclaimed it, 
and must be held to the same responsibility as 
though it were written by himself. Indeed, the 
presumption is that he wrote it. k 

Mr. OLDS here obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tengpssee. Will the gentle- 
man from Ohio permit me to refer to the case of 
the Tribune reporter? : 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. That case had nothing of a priv- 
ileged character in it. Here is the record: 

“Mr. SAWYER rose, and, by leave, made a personal ex- 
planation in reference to a letter from this city, which had 
appeared in the New York Tribune, purporting to be a de- 
scription of some of the personal habits of Mr. 8, and 
otherwise of a scurrilous and abusive character. + 

“The reason assigned by Mr, B. for bringing the matter 
before the House was not to ask any interference on its 
part, but te say thathe had been unable to fix the Jetter on 
any individual; the one who was the repnted correspondent 
denying the authorship,and gave notice that in future when 
attacks of this kind were made upon him he shonld take 
the matter into his own hands.” 

The reporter does not go into explanation 
farther than necessary to render intelligible the 
subsequent action of the House. 

«Mr. Brinkerworr offered the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, Phat the reporters or Jetter-writers of the 
ew York Tribune be expelled from this House. 

“And Mr. B. demanded the previous qhestion, 

Mr. Wasuineton Hunr moved to lay the resolution on 
the tabje, but subsequently withdrew that motion, remark- 
ing that his only reason for making it was to give time for 
explanation to the editor of the New York Tribune. 

“The previous question was seconded, and the main 
question ordered. 

‘¢ And after a good deal of conversation, and some con- 
fusion, the resolution was adopted by the following vote.”? 

The vote stands—121 yeas, 49 nays. Upon 
| that resolution I voted in the affirmative, and the 
gentleman from Ohio voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair, 
that this isa privileged question, is not based upon 
l what appears in the Union newspaper. It is 
based upon the matter embraced in the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Ohio, which is 
: toexpel from the Hail of the House the editors of 
| the Union, who are entitled to the privileges of the 
| Hall under the law of the House. 
| Mr. JONES. ‘The editor of the Union is en- 
| titled to the privilege of the Hall, as I understand 


if 
1 
1 
{ 
i 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
l 
i 


it, not as an officer elected by this House, but as 
one of those to whom, under a standing rule of 


1854. 
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the House, the Speaker is authorized to assign 
seats within the Hall. 

Mr. OLDS. My colleague has warned me 
that he has been too long a member of this House 
not to be acquainted with the privileges whieh he 
personaly, holds in consequence of being a mem- 

er of the Congress of the United States; too well 
to allow himself to boMalleqgia question here for 
what he has pleased to Say elsewhere. Mr. 
Speaker, I do not propose to call him in question. 
1 do not propose to arraign my colleague before 
this House for saying in Bosgon that others of | 
his colleagues had given votes upon this floor 
under the influence of bribery and corruption. 
But I think, and I will say, that it comes in bad 
grace from him, afier having thus slandered his 
colleagues, to callin question A. O. P. Nicholson 
for what appears in this morning’s Union. It 
comes in bad grace from one who could leave his 
colleagues with a friendly farewell, and then, when ` 
hundreds of miles distant from them, attempt to 
strike them, assassin-like, in the dark; to strike 
then, not in their person, oh, no; my colleague 
is a man of peace; butso strike them in their rep- 
ulation; to strike them behind their back; to strike | 
them before an audience of strangers, where he 
knew they could not be heard in defense;.to strike 
them with accusations which he knew to be false, 
false in their inception, and false in their utter- 
ance. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my colleague allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. OLDS. Iwill. 

_ Mr. GIDDINGS. Does my colleague speak 
for himself, or for others? 

Mr. OLDS. Ay, Mr. Speaker, do I speak for 
myself, or for others? I tell my colleague that 1 
speak for myself and for others. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That will do. 

Mr. OLDS. I speak for myself and for others. 
I speak to my colleague and to others. What! 
say I do not say in the dark. 1 do not go to the 
city of Boston, where I can be surrounded by an 
Abolition mob, to protect me in what l say. 
What I say, I say here upon the floor of the 
American Congress, for my colleague to hear, 
and for the American people to hear; and I say 
that he who comes upon this floor and claims pro- 
tection, under the fear of personal violence, should 
not be the man to go, and, assassin-like, seek to 
stab his colleagues in the dark. Sir, the man who 
says that he cannot be held responsible for slan- 
ders uttered elsewhere against his colleagues— 
slanders, I repeat, sir, false in their inception, and 
false in their utterance—slanders which had no 
existence except in the distempered imagination of 
my colleague—ought notio receive from this House 
protection either in his person or reputation, | 

But, sir, my colleague says that he doeg not | 
speak from fear—fear of personal violence; he | 
brings this matter before us that the House may | 
take care of its own dignity. If l recollect, on a, 
memorable occasion this House did try to take | 
care of its dignity. Yes,sir,the House did under- | 
take to preserve its dignity when the conduct of | 
that colleague of mine was such that, under a vote | 
of censure by this Blouse, he thought fit to resign | 
his seat upon this floor. A friend near me re- | 
marks that my colleague was not expelled, but 
only resigned his seat. Yes, sir, I so understand 
it. The House, to preserve its dignity, passed 
resolutions censuring my colleague; and he, like 
the man who was kicked down stairs, coolly re- | 
marked that he left before the row commenced. | 
[Great laughter.] Perhaps the same course now ! 
would greatly tend to the dignity of this House. 

l have already said that he who comes here 
to make accusation against his fellow-members, 
or against the officers of this House, ought to 
come with clean hands anda pure heart. Can 
the gentleman do so? I would ask whether, if | 


i 


those of the gentleman’s colleagues whom he has |; 


vilified and slandered, wha voted in opposition to 
him ona recent measure, felt the same personal | 


fear of violencethat he has manifested, they could f 


not claim the protection of this body? I know | 
they would scorn to doit. Like honorable men, 
they will and can protect themselves. Havethey | 
not been threatened with personal violence? Did | 
not the organ of a fanatic party in this country | 
call of the incendiary to apply his torch to this 
Capitol, that its inmates might perish beneath its 
crumbling ruins? 


Let me read what the gentleman’s colleagues—I 


l} cannot reach such men by law. 


Did the fanatics stop there? |j 


i gentlemen from the North who voted for the Ne- 


i 
braska bill: 

« What, then, shall be done? 1. In the first place, pun- 
| ish the traitors, as an example for all future times. I 
| honestly belicve that every man of the free States who voted 
for the repeal of the Missouri restriction deserves death, But 
there is no legal way of inflicting the penalty—the halter, 
then, they must escape. ’? 


i would have the incendiary apply the torch to the 
Capitol of the country, that its inmates might ; 
perish beneath its crumbling ruins. So think Cas- 
sius M. Clay, Wendel Phillips, Theodore Parker; | 
‘and so think the strong-minded women of the 
| pa with whom they are associated. [Laugh- 
| ter, 
« The halter, then, they may escape. But one thing can | 
: be done—break them on the wheel or public opinion.” 
That is what my colleague undertook to do. | 
He went to Boston to break them down on the 
! wheel of public opinion. How did ne undertake į 
+todoso? By branding them as bribed; by making | 
charges which he knew, in giving them utterance, 
were false; as 1 said before, false in their incep- 
tion, and false in their utterance. Break them on 
the wheel of public opinion! Yes, sir, by false- 
; hood my colleague, and those associated with him, 
f attempt to create public opinion, as he did 
‘ against his colleagues in his Boston speech, and 
| then break them down on its wheel! Sir, you 
They have not 
! the courage to strike personally in the dark; but 


i 
j 
i 
t 
$ 
i 
| 


|| they have the courage to strike reputations in the | 


i dark. They have Mot the courage to apply the 
| torch of the incendiary to the Capitol; but they 
: have the courage to go to Boston, and there stab 
| reputation in the dark, calling qn the country to 
| break honest men’s reputations on the wheel of | 


i| public opinion, and then to skulk into this House | 


i and claim that the printer of this House shall be 
‘ expelled—for what?” For having given utterance 
i to the truth, so far as my colleague and those as- 
| sociated with him are concerned, in relation to this 
| matter. 

| Mr. Speaker, I feel that I ought to ask pardon 
| of this House and of the country for having said 
i what I have said in relation to this matter. I 
i feel that | have really done my colleague a ser- 
| vice; for every attack made upon him in this | 
|| House, every attack made upon him by the | 
‘lovers of the Constitution, and upon the fanat- 
i icism of the party with which he operates, by 
i either the Democratic or the Whig party, only | 
helps to build him up, and return him constantly 
to occupy a seat on this floor. Talk about pre- 
serving the dignity of the House—what, after 
receiving a virtual expulsion, he can come back 


Ir 
{i 
{ 


| 


j 

| Ay, and if I mistake not, he talked in Boston 
| about attempting to kick the South into the sup- 
; port of right measures on this floor. 

A Memser. Kick them into indignation. 

Mr. OLDS. Well he knows how to do that. 
| He knows, by personal experience, what it is to 
: þe kicked into indignation, [Laughter.] But, as; 
| 1 said before, every word uttered in relation to this 
matter only tends to make my colleague stronger; 
| and perhaps that was his object in bringing the 
: matter before the House. It is not personal vio- 


| 
i 


So thought Horace Greeley,,and therefore he | 


here year after year to hold a seat on this foor! | 


{ask for the reading of the 
article in the Union to which the resolution refers. 
Several Mempers objected. ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Isuppose that if we vote 
down the motion to lay the resolution upon the 
table, we can have the article read again. 3 
TheSPEAKER. The Chairthinkstħat itwould 
not be in order, if objection be made, both papers 
having been read, Does the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr, CAMPBELL] ask a vote of the House upon 
the propriety of having the article read? 
Mr; CAMPBELL. Ido, I move that it be 
read. i 


The question was taken upon Mr. CAMPBELL ’8S 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The article was again read. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ouns’s 
motion to lay the resolution upon the table; and 
there were—yeas 77, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Chrisman, Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Cullom, Curtis, Cutting, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, Dunbar, Edmundson, 
John M. Elliott, Faulkner, Goode, Greenwood, Hamilton, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Houston, 
| George W, Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, Macdonald, 
McDougall, McMutlin, Macy, Maxwell, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Otds, Mordecai Oliver, John Per- 
kins, Phelps, Powell, Preston, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Robbins, Ruflin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Sin- ° 
gieton, Samuel A. Smith, Willian R. Smith, George W., 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Warren, 
Danicl B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Benton, Campbell, 
Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Dick, Edwands, Everhart, Good- 
rich, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Knox, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, Norton, Parker, Pringle, David Ritchie, Rus- 
sell, Sapp, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Upham, Walley, and 
Tappan Weutwarth—29. 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
call of the House. 

The question was taken; and. the motion was 
agreed to. 

The roll was then called, and one hundred and 
twenty-four members answered to their names. 

The following are the names of the absentees: 


Messrs. Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Bennett, Benson, 
Bissell, Bliss, Brooks, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskic, Chamber- 
lain, Chase, Chastain, Churchwell, Craige, Cumming, 
Thomas Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, 
Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Thomas D. Eliot, 
English, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Flagier, Florence, 
Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Grey, Grow, Andrew J. Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hibbard, Hughes, 
Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kit- 
tredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lilly, Lyon, McNair, 
McQueen, Mace, Matteson, Maurice, May, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Noble, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Packer, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Phillips, Pratt, 
Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Rogers, Rowe, Sa- 
bin, Sage, Shower, Skelton, William Smith, Snodgrass, 
Sollers, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Tracy, Tweed, Wade, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Elihu B, Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, 
Witte, Yates, and Zolicoffer. * 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Jones, of 
i Tennessee, in the chair.) The Doorkeeper will 
į now close the doors. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. If we have a quorum 
present, I hope that all further proceedings in the 
call will be dispensed with. I make that motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. Ciivcman’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So all further proceedings under the call were 


I move that there bea 


| lence that the member fears. His peace notions 
i would protect him from that. He is nota war 
| man. He never voted for a war measure; and i 
| you had an altercation with him, it would be 
| coffee‘ for two instead of pistols for two. [A | 
| laugh.] Begging pardon of the House for thu 
noticing my colleague, I move to lay the resolu 
tion on the table. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 


| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
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| 
Mr. HUNT. [think the gentleman ought to 
i be heard in reply to his colleague. i 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope my colleague will be : 
as generous to me as I was to him, in affording 
me a moment’s reply. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Give him fair play. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I ask forthe yeas and nays 
on the motion of my colleagué. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The resolution was again read. 


i 
i 
i 
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i 
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I hope my colleague will i 


withdraw that motion, so as to afford me an op-! 
portunity of replying to him. 

Mr.OLDS. My colleague had better say what 
he has to say in Boston. 


| Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 


dispensed with. f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now is on laying the resolution of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gippives] upon the table; upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question was then taken; and there were—~ 
yeas 79, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Jamas C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, 
Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobh, Colqnitt, Cullom, Curtis, Cutting, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, Dunbar, Edmand~ 
son, Bilison, Ewing, Faulkner, Goode, Green, Gregnwood, 
Hamilton, Hendricks, Henn, IGH, Hillyer, Houston, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, 
Macdonald. McDougall, MeMullin, Macy, Maxwell, Jobn 
|G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pr Ston, 
Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Sey- 
: mour, Shannon, Shaw, Singleton, George W. Smyth, 

rederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestar L. Ste- 
i} vens, Stratton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Vail, Vansant, Warren, 
‘| Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—79. 

i NAYS—Meesrs. Appleton, Benton, Campbell, Cook, 
Corwin, Crocker, Dick, Edmands, Everhart, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Knox, 
Lindsley, Mayall, Norton, Parker, Pringle, David Ritchie, 


i 
| 
t 
| 
t 


‘ 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 


June 9, 


Russell, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton; Gerrit Smith, Thurston, | 
Upham, Walley, and Tappan Wentworth—31. 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. BRIDGES. [ move thatthe House ad- 
Journ. 
i Mr. HOUSTON.: There are several members 
here who happened to be out when their names 
were called. We can get a quorum in afew min- 
utes more. . 

Mr. ELLISON. lask the yeas and nays on 
‘othe motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ, and move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. Jrenew the 
motion to adjourn. . 

Mr. ELLISON. Upon t 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being taken on Mr. Riremte’s 
niotion, there were—yeas 32, nays 81. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HAVEN. Is there a quorum present? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. HAVEN. ` I intended to make a motion, 
if there was a quorum, to get rid of the business 
before us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now is upon the motion made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Brices,] that there be 
a call of the House. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the House 
adjourn, and l hope the motion will be agreed to, 
with the understanding that we adjourn till Mon- 
day next, Itis very evident that you cannot keep 
a quorum for five minutes at a time, and itis, 
therefore, of no use for us to stay here, as no 
business can be transacted without a quomm. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Ohio make the motion that the Ffouse 
adjourn till Monday ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido not. I make a mo- 
tion to adjourn, with the understanding that we 
shall not come back here to-morrow, or the next 

< day, without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion can- 

not be made with any such understanding. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. J am aware of that; but I 
hope that will be the understanding. 

Mr. BILLYER. Has the House done any 
business since the vote was taken upon the last 
motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion has 
been made and agreed to that there be a call of 
the House. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Camr- 
HELL ’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

And thereupon (atten minutes after two o'clock, 
p- m.) the House adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frimax, June 9, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Witniam H. MILBURN. 
The Journal ôf yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Superintendent of Public 
Printing, submitting estimates of deficiencies in the 
public printing; which, on motion, was referred | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE ACTS OF NEW MEXICO, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from William S. Messerva, Secre- | 
tary of the Territory of New Mexico, transmitting, 
in compliance with the requirement of the fourth |} 
section of the organic law of that Territory, two || 
copies of the laws passed by the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico at its 
last session, begun on the 5th day of December, 
1853, and closed on the 2d day of February, 1854. 
: gpeferred to the Committee on Territories, 

H 


DEATH OF HON. JOHN F. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. FAULKNER then rose and said: Mr. | 
Speaker, at the request of some of my colleagues, |i 
and with the concurrence of all of them, I rise to 
discharge the melancholy office of announcing to | 
this Houre the death of Hon. Joun Frvart Swop- | 


Ree wee | 
GRASS, late a Representative in Congress from the | 


Prayer 


} 
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i tion of bodily health, than he had at any time 


| we were shocke 


|! Kane, ATHERTON, CAMPBELL, MUHLENBERG, and 


| pressive force to our minds, #t what shadows we 


| our thoughts for a higher, purer, and more perma- 


| Berkeley, and State of Virginia, born within two | 


| successful member of the Virginia bar; and he had 


; expression of his face, made him a general favorite 


, Against this formidable array of intellect and 


eleventh district of Virginia. This painfui and 
unexpected event occurred in Parkersburg, on 
Monday, the 5th day of the present month; it is 
said, while engaged in the trial of an important 
cause in court. “The deceased left this city on the 
evening of the 30th of May, to pay a brief visit to 
his family, and to attend some of the courts of his 
district. He bade us adieu on that day, to ali 
human eyes, certainly to mine, in a better condi- 


enjoyed since he first: assumed to discharge his 

duties in this Hall. This wasasubject of remark 

and congratulation both by himself and friends on 

that day. And yet, in the brief space of one week, 

by the intelligence that he, too, 

had contributed another trophy to the remorseless 

triumphs of the grave. i 

This, Mr. Speaker, is the fifth occasion, since | 
the commencement of the present session of Con- | 
ress, that some surviving member of this body | 
1as been called upon to perform that duty which | 
I have risen to discharge to my departed friend. 


Swoperass, have allin the brief period of a few 
months passed from the fretful scenes of public | 
life, leaving nothing behind them but the memory 
of their virtuous deeds. The North and the South, 
the Hast and the West, have each in their turn 
been called upon to contribute a victim to the com- 
mon destroyer of our race, and to mingle their | 
griefs at the fall of some lofty column that graced | 
this temple of representative freedom. Sir, we 
have in all this much to admonish us of the van- 
ity and emptiness of all human honors, and of 
all earthly aspirations—much to bring with im- 


are, and what shadows we pursue’’—and to chasten 


nent inheritance in regions beyond the grave. 
Mr. Syopcnrass was a native of the county of 


miles of the place of my own birth and present 
residence. Fle was one of an extensive family 
residing in that portion of Virginia—a family, 
whose ancestors were among the early settlers of 
that picturesque and productive valley, and some 
of whose descendants still occupy their ancestral 
homes, engaged in the quiet aed ennobling pur- 
suits of agricultural life. Fe was born on the 
2d day of March, 1804, and was thus in the fifty- 
first year of his age at the period of his death. 
My acquaintance with the deceased commenced 
at an early period of my life—immediately after 
my return from college. He had then finished his 
course of preparatory study, under the guidance 
and instruction of General Boyd, an eminently 


commenced the practice of his profession as a law- 
yer. The cheerfulness and vivacity of his temper | 
at that period of his life, before disease had pre- 
maturely furrowed his cheek, and saddened the 


with all classes of persons; whilst the ardor and 
enthusiasm with which he dedicated himself to] 
the labors of his profession, aided by an anxious 
circle of influential friends, soon gave him a com- 
manding position in the practice of the courts. He 
pursued his profession 1n his native county some 
five or six years, when, contrary to the advice and 
wishes of his friends, he removed to Parkersburg, | 
a prosperous town in Western Virginia, situated 
on the Ohio river, where he continued to reside to 
the period of his death. 


dite refinements of the law of real estate, rendered | 


doubly and trebly obscure by the fluctuating and | 
inconsistent statutory enactments of our State for 
the last seventy years. This field of practice 
reared a body of acute and subtle practitioners in 
the law of real actions, that might have done 
credit to the Court of Common Pleas in England, 
during the palmiest days of Hargrove or Fearne. 


skill, Mr. Swoperass determined to enterthe con- 
test for professional eminence and emolument. 


i And it is no mean praise to say that he maintained 


a high and elevated position amongst ‘his rivals 
at the bar—rising daily in the confidence and es- 
teem of his fellow-men, and realizing, by his 
| arduous and unwearied labors, a fortune sufficient 
to relieve his widow and infant children from all 
dependance upon the cold and unfeeling charities 
of this world. . 

Mr. Swoverass Md no fondness for the noisy 
and exciting scenes of political life. His nature 
instinctively recoiled from its bitter and senseless 
animosities, and he looked with horror upon its 
treacherous and deceptive quicksands. Eminently 
domestic in all his tastes, he found his greatest 
solace in the society of his own family circle, and 
in those holy cares of home education and in- 
struction by which a parent best fulfills the obli- 
gations imposed by nature and by God. The law 
was his favorite field of usefulness and employ- 
ment. With all its numerous and refined distinc- 
tions he had become familiar. In its unimpas- 
sioned contests it was his delight to mingle. To 
excellence in that department he had disciplined 
all his faculties; had fashioned all his habits of 
thought, and concentrated all the energies of his 
mind. There he felt himself at home, and there he 
found a premature grave. And yet, sir, notwith- 
standing his strong aversion to public life, occa- 
sions did occur, in which, from the confidence re- 
posed in the soundness of his judgment and in the 
inflexibility of his principles, and in consequence 
of the strong appeals addressed to his sense of 
duty as a citizen, he was constrained to abandon, 
| for a time, his favorite pursuit, and accept of ser- 
vice upon a nigher theater of action. 

The first of these occasions to which I allude, 
was the convention which assembled in Richmond 
in the fall of 1850, to frame a new constitution of 
government for the people of Virginia. The public 
mind of that State had long brooded in sullen dis- 
content over the evils incident to the then existing 
government, and nothing short of a radical and 
fundamental change in its whole structure, could 
satisfy the progressive aspirations of a people who 
-felt that their energies were held in subjection by 


| artificial restraints, inconsistent with the true 


principles of republican freedom and equality. It 


| was well known that great questions—embracing 


all the organic principles of popular government, 
with all the necessary safeguards for the protec- 
tion of property—involving a sectional transfer of 
political power from the east to the west—would 
engage the deliberations of that body, and find a 
solution in its action. Mr. SNODGRASS was a 
member of that convention. t also had the honor 
of aseat in that body, and I will not revive by 
any review of its proceedings, those exciting and 
absorbing topics, which at that time so fearfully 
agitated the popular heart of that Commonwealth. 
Its result was one of the proudest triumphs of the 
principles of popular government which the records 
of history can attest. A revolution, as decided in 
its results as any of those which for the last cen- 
tury have deluged the monarchies of Europe with 
blood, passed off under the influence of the ac- 
krowledged principles of popular supremacy as 
quietly and tranquilly as the most ordinary county 
| election. Mr. Svoperass was not distinguished 
as a speaker in that convention. I have no recol- 
lection of his appearance upon the floor, except 
upon one occasion, and then he was drawn from 
his habitual silence by some local distribution of 
representative power which he believed did injus- 
tice to his district. I well remember his effort on 
that occasion. It was earnest, emphatic, and 
forcible, and was followed at the time by the over- 
whelming triumph of his views. But, althouga 
| not distinguished as a speaker. the soundness of 
his judgment and the unshaken fidelity of his 
course to those cherished principles of representa- 
tive government in which his section of the State 
took so deep an interest, gave value to his coun 

sels, and caused them to be eagerly sought after 
by those associated with him in action; and his 
friends may proudly pointto the record of his votes 
in that body as evidence of the just discrimina- 
tion, the clear-sighted sagacity, and of the inflex- 
ible adherence to principle which marked his opin- 
ions and eonduct during all the trying scenes of 
of that protracted and exciting struggle, 

In May, 1853, Mr. Syoperass was elected a 
Representative in Congress from the eleventh 
| district of Virginia. He reached this city at the 

opening of Congress in feeble health, which caused 


1 


1854. 


him to be much absent from our deliberations; | 
and it was only a few days ago, before he left thig 
city for Virginia, that he seemed to realize the pros- 
poe speedy restoration to his usual state of | 

ealth. i 

As a member of this body, his course is famil- | 
iar to all who hear me. No oneéould fail to have 
been favorably impressed by his modest and an- | 
obtrusive deportment, by his courteous and gen- 
tlemanly bearing, and by the uniform kindness of 
his manner. If he has added nothing to the fame 
of Virginia by intellectual exhibitions upon this 
floor, he has detracted nothing from her pure and 
lofty escutcheon by his conduct in this Hall, or 
elsewhere. If not a conspicuous, he has, so far 
as his health permitted, been a useful and atten- 
tive member; and if Virginia holds within her 
limits, sons of higher eloquence and genius, she 
can point to none more true and loyal to all of her 
cherished principles than him whose loss from her 
pitblic service we this day deplore. 

Mr. Swoperass was not a brilliant man. His 
friends would scorn to dishonor the memory of 
one so distinguished for truth, by undeserved 
praise after his death, such as would not have | 
been held to have been just, if pronounced while | 
alive. But although nota brilliant man, he was | 
eminently a good man; he was an honest man, 
scrupulous in the discharge of all of his public 
and private obligations, charitable and benevo- 
lent in his feeling, firm in his friendships, and faith- 
ful to all his associations. And, sir, when the 
places which know each and all of us now, shall í 
know us no more, forever, on this earth, it will be | 
a source of proud consolation to our children and 
friends, if we shall leave a record as free from 
blemish and reproach, as that which will univer- į 
sally be accorded to the late Representative of the |; 
eleventh district of Virginia. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret the : 
announcement of the death of the Hon. Jons Fryart | 
Snoparass, late a member of the present Congress, and | 


from asincere desire of showing every mark of respect due 
to his memory, will wear crape on the left arm for thirty 


da f : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
communicate a copy of these proceedings to the family of 
the deceased; and that as a further mark of respect this 
House do now adjourn, 

Mr. LETCHER said: The cordial intimacy 
and sincere frtendahip and confidence which has ! 
existed between my lamented colleague and my- 
self, will prove a sufficient excuse, if indeed any 
be necessary, foradding a few remarks to the elo- | 
quent, appropriate, and deserved tribute which has 
just been paid to his character and his virtues. 

Our acquaintance commenced in the year 1850, 
when we met in Richmond to enter upon the dis- 
charge of the important public duties which had 
been assigned to us, as members of the Virginia 
Reform Convention. In that body as in this we | 
sat side by side; there as here we formed part of | 
the same mess, and theacquaintance then formed 
soon ripened into an intimacy and cordial friend- 
ship that has strengthened With each successive | 
year. * 

The sad news of the death of our colleague |} 
came upon us all most unexpectedly. Though ; 
he had been in ill-health for some time past, yet |; 
he had recently improved so rapidly that we cher 
ished the agreeable hope that he would soon be 
restored, and that his friends, and family, and 
country, would enjoy the benefit of his sound 
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integrity, personal, professional, and political. 
his friendships he was ardent, faithful, and sin- 
cere. In all the relations of life, as citizen, hus- 
band, parent, he was a true man, scrupulously 
exact in the discharge ofthe obligations due to his 
country, and the duties due to family, friends, and 
neighbors. He enjoyed in a most remarkable 
degree, the confidence, respect, and esteem of all 
who knew him, and particularly of that commu- 
nity in which he lived; as is strikingly illustrated 
in his professional and political success. He has 
never, I believe, been a candidate for office with- 
out being successful. 

I feel that 1 have lost a devoted friend, whose 
confidence I enjoyed, and whose sound judgment 
and practical advice hag often been of the greatest 
service to me in times of trial and embarrassment. 
No one can regret his death more sincerely than 
I do, and no one outside of his immediate family | 
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gone, and we must bow in humble submission to 
that Providence which disposes all things wisely 
and well. 

This sudden and unexpected death of one so 
universally esteemed, should admonish us of the 
uncertainty of life, and should lead our minds to 
solemn reflections. 

«t Passing away,” is written in strong and legible 
characters upon the world, and all the world con- 
tains. Look around you, and wheresoever the eye 
rests, those startling words attract the vision, | 
and admonish man that his days are few. We) 
see generation follow generation in the sad and 
solemn march to the tomb. How quickly, how 
unexpectedly, the spell is dissolved, that binds us i 
to those we love, respect, and admire for their 
virtues, their intelligence, their patriotism. The 
beauties of the year fade, and its bounties perish. ; 
The loveliest scenes of nature lose their power to | 
charm and to delight. The religions of one age | 
pass away, and are succeeded by others entirely | 
different in character, in form, and in belief. The | 
human governments of one day are exploded by | 
others in rapid succession: | 

& Like bubbles on the sea of matter borne, | 
"They rise, they break, and to that sea return.” H 

We feel, therefore, that those solemn words, ! 
“passing away,” are stamped with fearful distinct- | 
ness upon everything around us, and upon all of | 
us. Each day impresses upou our minds the. 
stern reality, that there is but a step between us | 
and the grave, yet we live, we move, we act as if i 
the services in which we are now so busily en- | 
gaged were never to havean end. Westand upon | 
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realize the great truth, that we too must, in a | 
| brief space, slumber bëneath the same sods i 
Let us then strive to profit by the lesson which | 

the sad, sudden, and solemn death of our col- 

league teaches. Let it admonish us, 
ce That man’s uncertain life 

Is like the rain drop, banging on the bough 
Amongst ten thousand of itasnarkling kindred, 
‘The remnant of some passing thunder shower, 
‘That have their moments one by one to falls 
And which shall soonest lose its perilous hold, 
We cannot guess.” i 


The question was then taken; and the resolu- 


judgment and practical wisdom for years to come. | tions were unanimously agreed to. 
hen he left this city, on the 30th of May, I And thereupon (at half past twelve o’elock) the 


know he fondly anticipated a speedy restoration 
to health, and an early return to his public duties | 
with renewed vigor. hen we parted, it occurred || 
to neither of us that it was a fiñal separation in |; 
this world. There was a buoyancy of spirits, and |! 
a gaiety and sprightliness in his manner and con- 
versation, that I had rarely seen him exhibit be- || 
fore in our intercourse. Little did I then think || 
that these indications were the bright flashes of a | 
light so soon to be extinguished in death. But 
alas! such they were! 

He was a man of great pu 


House adjourned until to-morrow at twely 
o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 10, 1854. 

Tho House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. i 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

| A message was here received from the Senate, 
rity of character and | at the hands of Assury Dicxws, Esq., their Sec- 
singleness of purpose. here was nothing of :| retary, informing the House that the Senate had 
that selfishness and cold calculation about him i passed a bill of the House for the relief of Thomas | 
which is often, too often, visible in the conduct of || Frazer. z 2 

the public men of our day and generation. Prin- i) Mr. MILLSON. 
ciple was the chart whiclf regulated and overned ji quorum present, and as a vote on laying on the: 
his conduct and controlled his action. No man, jj table the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio ; 
either in his public or private action, was less in- |! (Mr. Gappixes] might disclose that fact, and com- ' 
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i the state of the Union. 


circle will feel his loss more sensibly. But he is |) 


the grave of our fellow, and yet we seem not to i 


try demand that Cuba shall change han 


As there is probably not a i 


The motion was agreed to. 
The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 


' House resolved itself into the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bocockx 
in the chair.) g 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose they Md under consideration the Pacific rail- 
road bill, upon which the gentieman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Sircieron] is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. SINGLETON. I did not expect to ad- 
dress the committee to-day, and if there is any 
other gentleman who would like to do so, i wiil 
-yield the floor with the understanding that [ shall 
occupy it on Monday next. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi abandon the right to the floor? 

Mr. CHASTAIN. With the consent of the 

gentleman from Mississippi, I would liketo occupy 
a few minutes of the time of the committee. 
i Myr. SINGLETON. f have not troubled the 
House at all during this session, and { would be 
| very much gratified if the committee would allow 
me to speak on Monday next., 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in the power of 
the Chair to say that, under any circumstances, 
the gentleman from Mississippi shall be entitled 
to the flooron Monday, for some other gentleman 
may occupy the chair. ‘he gentleman from 
: Mississippi, if he yields the floor, must take his 
chance with other gentlemen. 

Mr. SINGLETON. | yield the floor, then, to 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. CHASTAIN. } 

Mr. CHASTAIN. Mr. Chairman, [desire to 
make a few remarks on a subject which, in my 
| opinion, is second, in political and commercial im- 
| portance, to none before the country. The recent 


|! seizure of the Black Warrior by the Spanish 
‘| authorities at Havana, the many insults and 


wrongs imposed upon our merchants and shipping 
at that port for a series of years, together with 
the disposition manifested by certain foreign Pow- 
| ers to interfere in all that concerns onr intercourse 
with, or policy in regard to Cuba, combine to 
make it essentially necessary that prompt and de- 
termined action should mark our diplomacy with 
Spain, in relation to the future possession of that 
island; in other words, and in plainer language, Mr. 
Chairman, whether Cuba is to remain the prop- 
erty of Spain, or whether, by fair und honorable 
; means, it shall fe transferred to the United States ! 
If to remain the property of Spain, the time has 
arrived, air, when our intercourse with that island 
| should be regulated by treaty, guarantying to this 
Government privileges, in a commercial sense, the 
most liberal. conceded by one Government to 
another; a protection of the rights of slaveholders 
there, (such as Spain, I fear, will never grant;) 
f and providing for prompt indemnity, without a 
i resort to the Spanish Court, whenever undue ex- 
i actions, or wrongs, are inflicted upon either our 

shipping or our citizens, And if, sir, the contrary 
is to be the policy of our diplomacy in relation to 
Cubs-—that is, if the ‘stars and siripes’’ are to 
wave where now the Spanish flag indicates whose 
property it is—then let it be upon ascale marked, 
not only by strict regard for national and personal 
rights, but let it be characterized by a liberality 
which shall show to the world, that while com- 
mercial,and political necessity forces upon our 
Government the possession of another’s property, 
the necessities or weakness of that other shall 
prove her protection against injustice. 

Of the two policies thus indicaied, sir, J am de~ 
cidedly for the latter. The time has arrived, Mr. 
Chairman, when the great interests of the coun- 
ds. This 
is demanded as well by social as by commercial, 
agricultural, and political interests. Notwith- 
standing these, sir, Lam aware that the propesi- 
| tion will be dissented from and opposed in certain 

uarters, with a zealand spirit displayed often upon 
this fleor in days long past, as well as on a more 
; recent occasion. But what of this, sir? Opposi- 
ition was made to the acquisition of Louisiana; 
| opposition was made to the acquisition of Florida, 
opposition was made to theannexation of Texas, 
| to the war with Mexico, the indirect or direct con- 
| sequence thereof; and to the acquirement of Cali- 
i fornia and New Mexico. 
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Let us look to the results of all this. Mr. 
Chairman, all who supported those measures look 
with pride to the fortunate and glorious results 
attending them, while those whoso vainly opposed 
wonder at the progress which the country has 
made—at the prosperity resulting from each of 
those measures, the wisdom and importance of 
which are so clearly discerned and so universally 
acknowledged. Doubtless the United States would 
be a flourishing Republic, her Mits still bound by 
‘the French and Spanish possessions on the Mis- 
sissippi and the Gulf of Mexico; doutless our 
Government would indicate an enviable prosperity 
without Oregon, California, Texas, or New Mex- 
ico. But, while admitting this, what aspect does 
she present to the world with her present limits? 
Look to the cane and cotton lands of what were 

` once the French and Spanish possessions! Look 
to the soil of Texas, and the gold, silver, and 
other minerals and agricultural products of Cali- 
fornia and New Mexico! Look to Oregon, and 
then compare the original “ Thirteen” and their 
possessions with the United States now and her 
possessions! Who so weak, Mr. Chairman, as 
not to perceive and acknowledge that the policy 
which brought about this change was that of 
wisdom? Who so skeptical as to doubt that 
it was what some term destiny, but which, in 
my humble judgment—and I say it with due rev- 
erence—was the work of an overruling Provi- 
dence? 

Sir, two hundred years ago, oppression drove 
to the American continent a people, whom force 
could not utterly subdue, but who sought in a 
land far from that of the oppressor, a home where 
peace should supplant strife, and liberty despot- 
ism, And isit not soeven now? The oppress- 
or’s scourge is still driving from the Old to the 
New World a people who regard our political 
liberties as inestimable privileges, and Republican 
institutions with enthusiasm and reverence. Go 
to the wharves, sir, of our great commercial marts, 
and not, as inold times, by tens and by hundreds 
do they reach our shores, but by thousands and 
tens of thousands. From our already overgrown 
cities these people, Mr. Chairman, seek the far 
West, and not even the most distant Territory 
but evidences that the tide of emigration will soon 
make “the wilderness blossom as the rose.” Cut 
off from resources such as the policy of territorial 
acquisition has provided, and what would now be 
the condition of things? On all sides of us, sir, 
save where the waves of the Atlantic roll, there 
would now be a population, and a growing 
one, recognizing crowned heads as their rulers, 
or a people contending with monarchs, for lib- 
erty of conscience, speech, and the press—at 
the best, a people, who, having thrown off the 

oke of foreign oppression, have established 

republics for themselves, thus dividing a power 

and prosperity now all our own. : 
sir—and Í call the attention of gentlemen who have 
been opposed to our acquirements of territory to 
this particular remark—it might be, sir, that we 
should see a Confederacy of States organized with 
ah eye to the protection of their peculiar agricul- 
tural interests and domestic institutions, having 
exclusive privileges of trade with foreign Govern- 
ments, by which the great mechanical and manu- 
facturing interests of the North would be greatly 
depressed. 7 
marks, I wish to be distinctly understood as not 
desiring to witness such a state of things. lam, 
and have always been,a Union Democrat. As 
long as we of the South, and they of the North, 
can hold together upon rights guarantied to each 
by the Constitution, I am here, there, and every- 
where, ready to ‘pledge life, fortune, and sacred 
honor,” in the maintenance of this Gonfederacy. 
But it is a great misfortune for gentlemen who 
have any regard for the existence of this Union, 
to suppose that such a feeling is to be used for the 
base purposes of the designing, or to countenance 
fanaticism, It can only be used, sir, to maintain our 
charter of rights—the Constitution of the United 
States—and when it ceases to do this, I am for 
such government as will most likely secure the 
prosperity and happiness of the people whom I 
and my colleagues of the South represent. 

Well, sir, having, at greater length than Iin- 
tended, referred to the policy of our acquisition of 


territory, and the glorious results therefrom, dis- | 


cernible to every eye, I come now to the consider- 
ation of some of the reasons which induce me to 


tt might be, | 


Mr. Chairman, in making these re- | 


from Spain, by negotiation with her Spanish Ma- 
jesty, at the earliest practicable period. 

The Africanization of Cuba, Mr. Chairman, 
| whatever may be said to the contrary, is contem- 


advocated; and it is doubtless designed by France 
' and England. ‘There is no time, on this subject, 
| to dally or delay Far be it from me, sir, to trifle 
on this matter, or to apply what may be conceived 
| improper epithets, to Powers not represented on 

this floor. Bat, sir, this is the time to seize the 


color’? that the ‘* stars and stripes” are destined to 
wave where either Spanish, British, or French in- 
fluence dares to interfere with the principles and 
settled policy of oùr Government. Fanaticism 


it novdo? But with regard to Cuba, ere the con- 


of thousands upon thousands shail deluge that 
| beautiful island, and the sons, and even sires of 
those who at Buena Vista, Vera Cruz, Chepulta- 
pec, and Cherubusco, achieved immortal renown, 
shall whiten the sands of her plains. 


institutions of the South, as the Africanizing 
i Cuba, even deliberation upon it by foreign Pow- 
| ers, should not be tolerated for a moment, North 
| nor South. That it is contemplated, testimony is 
‘abundant; and such being the fact, it is time for 


| those in this Elouse, and elsewhere, who are de- | 
| voted to the’maintenance of this Confederacy upon ; 


‘just principles, to express their abhorrence and 
disgust of so obscene a violation of social life and 
domestic decency, and to act accordingly. 

Mr. Chairman, the time for action is propi- 
tious. Look to the condition of affairs in Europe. 
France, England, and Turkey are at war with 
Russia. 
| last named Power; but, in my humble opinion, it 
| is more sinned against than sinning. At the outset 
| I confess that my sympathies were with Turkey; 
| but my judgment, the result of calm reflection, 
tells me to side with Russia. Our people, Mr. 
| Chairman, have never suffered oppression at her 
| hands. Our domestic institutions have never been 
| assailed by her. Our diplomatic relations have 

ever been friendly, and marked by a due regard 


| for the rights of each. Our commerce with that | 


i nation is at once extensive and profitable. From 


| to exact. Her figs we are willing to transfer to 
| England, and her dates to France. Fler rights as 
f 
| 


| tect them would [ consent that this Government 


‘should form any entangling alliance. ln my 


| land, to the extent which it has gone, between 
| Russia and Turkey, requires justification. 


should, by this Government, and by our people, be 


where Russian aggression upon our commerce has 
i not been promptly atoned tor. 


i| respected, if not supported .@Show me the instance || 
| 


| ful attention, and a just response, 
t that Russia is a despotism; but what better friends 
| to American liberty are France, England, or Tur- 
! key, than is Russia? Whose population crowd 
| our shores more than that of Great Britain, seek- 
‘ing shelter from oppression? Whose hard-earned 
; dollars, by every steamer that leaves our shores 
‘are mailed, with religious punctuality, to relieve 


| an oppressed people, but those of the Irish immi- 


| grant, who never forget father, mother, nor coun- 
try? No, sir, our relations with Russia should 
be most friendly. It may be possible that ere long 
her enemies will be our open and declared foes. 


in Great Britain, particularly, and the interference 
of that Power and France, with our relations with 


and to guard against foes. And if, in our efforts 
come into collision with either England, or France 
or both, let the strife come, and the sooner the 
better. While the armies of the Czar are enter 
| taining the French agd English in the eastern, the 
: United States will be prepared to tender them a 
i banquet fit for heroes, in this western hemisphere. 
| And I have no doubt, sir, that when it is all over 
T , > ? 


| the mind-your-own-business policy will be admitted, 


urge upon this committee the acquisition of Cuba’ 


plated. Yes, sir, here in the United States it is | 


« Bull’? by the horns, and to show to the “tri~: 


may set its hand to stay this work—for what may | 


templated outrage shall be perpetrated, the blood į 


Such an, 
assault upon the social relations and domestic | 


Harsh things have been said, sir, of this |; 


Turkey we have nothing to expect, and nothing || 
a nation we shall not infringe upon, nor to pro-: 
mind, sir, the interference of France and Eng- | 


At! 
any rate, it is my opinion that the cause of Russia | 


Show me the in- | 
| stance where complaint has not received respect- | 
| It is true, sir, | 


The continued agitation of the slavery question, , 


Spain, in all that concerns Cuba, admonish us to i 
respectand maintain friendly relations with friends, | 


to procure the cession of that island, we are to | 


by all parties, to be the best for Governments, as 
it is for individuals. 

| Mr. Chairman, before I leave this subject, I 
| desire to say a few words more in relation to the 
| relative position which England and France bear 
to Russia in the war now progressing. It is 
charged, sir, that it is aggressive on the part of 
the latter. Whatever of truth there.may be in 
this charge, it must be admitted that it is a policy 
| equally aggressive that involves in it England and 
| France. The true secret of their interference is 
commercial supremacy. These Powers, sir, are 
for supremacy on the land and supremacy on the 
seas. They can brook no rivalry, and having, as 
they anticipate doing, subdued Nicholas, they 
will undertake to cripple our commerce, and take 
Cuba into their own keeping. Shall we then suffer 
their one-sided statements of Russian aggression 
to prejudice the minds of our people, and the dis- 
claimers of intended interference with Cuba, put 
forth by irresponsible sources, to blind us for a 
season, and until they have done with Russia? I 
! hope not, sir. The public mind has already been 
| led astray by the artifices of these two Govern- 
ments. ‘The war in which they are engaged is es- 
sentially one for their own aggrandizement. Sym- 
pathy for the Turks is of trifling import with them. 
Nor should sympathy, sir, blind us to the fact 
that Russia is now engaged fighting an enemy 
whose diplomacy is now, and has been for some 
time past, directed to the destruction of the domestic 
institutions of the South—the Africanization and 
ultimate possession of Cuba. Itis time, then, sir, 
i| for our Government to be up and doing. It is 
time to banish all sickly sympathy, to extend the 
right hand of fellowship to friends, and to un- 
sheath the sword for foes; to wish Nicholas suc- 
| cess, and to France and England defeat! 

io [deem it, Mr. Chairman, unnecessary to pre- 
sentin detail the proofs which, for days past, 
have been multiplying relative to the diabolical 
| scheme of Africanizing Cuba, entertained by 
| Spain, France, and England. As far as circum- 
| stantial evidence can be received, even by the most 
incredulous, it has already been presented to the 
| Senate; and is of itself sufficient to induce this 
i Government to demand the cession of that island 
| to the United States. 

‘| But our commercial interests demand this ces- 
f 

1 

i 

j 


sion also. The Black Warrior case, Mr. Chair- 
man, is but one among the many outrages per- 
petrated upon our citizens,and our commerce, by 
the authorities of Spain at Havana. The num- 
ber and history of these would make a volume, 
In Executive Document, of the present session, 
No. 86, a volume of three Hundred and seventy- 
eight pages, the Secretary of State, in communi- 
cating to the President sixteen cases of outrage 
|| upon our commerce and citizens at FIavana, com- 
mencing with that of the Crescent City, says, 
| that “ Papers in reference to other cases are in the 
i| course of preparation, and will be laid before the 
President as soon as they are completed.” Now, 
|| sir, is it not outrageous, in an age enlightened like 
|| this, that the peaceful pursuits of commerce are 
| to be embarrassed, within a few mes of our own 
shores, by a Government like Spain? That citi- 
zens of this Republic are to be immured in cells, 
upon suspicion of wrong, by the most jealous na- 
tion under the sun? Think you, Mr. Chairman, 
that Spain would dare to act in this wise, did she 
not feel encouraged by a guarantee of some sort 
on the part of other Powers ?—Powers, sir, envi- 
ous of our prosperity, and who only bide their 
time to strike a blow for the possession of that 
same island! And are we tamely to submit to 
allthis? For one, sir, I say, no! Better that it 
1, should be sunk in *‘ the deep bosom of the ocean,” 
‘1 than that it shall remain a barrier to our com- 
merce, a place of refuge for our enemies within a 
i| few hours’ sail of our own shores! Our policy, 
i and our commercial enterprise, acknowledged to 
be beneficial to the whole human family, must not 
be restrained by crowned heads. We shall main- 
tain this position, Mr. Chairman, or we shall 
neglect our own interests. We shall maintain this 
position, or we shall fail in the performance of a 
duty we owe to commerce and to ourselves. 

Sir, the great interests of agriculture are also 
involved in this matter. The Africanization of 
Cuba will materially interfere with the domestic 
il institutions of the South, and the culture of her 
great staples, cotton and rice. This, sir, would 
affect the West, upon which we depend, in the 
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main, for wheat, corn, and stock. All these in- 
terests would be affected by such a calamity; and 
years and years would pass ere the country, if it 
ever did, would recover from the shock such an 
outrage would produce. 

Political considerations, Mr. Chairman, also 
demand prompt action on the part of our Govern- 
ment to secure the possession of Cuba. It is 
idle, sir, to waste words in connection with this | 
branch of the subject. American policy must 
prevail on this side of the Atlantic. Spatn must 
yield Cuba to the United States, and England 
and France must acquiesce. Such concession 
cannot but be for the benefit of the commerce of the 
world; and who will reap, of all Europe, greater 
advantages from it than these two Powers? If 
cupidity tempt them, however, to induce Spain 
to barter her rights to them, let them take the 
consequences! And should Spain be weak enough | 
to refuse liberal compensation for Cuba, she 
also must take the consequences! Itis necessity | 
that demands the sacrifice on her part, and that 
sacrifice will redound to the benefit of the whole 
human family. 

With these views, Mr. Chairman, I ardently 
hope that those to whom are intrasted our diplo- į 
macy with Spain, will direct their attention at ; 
once, and without delay, to the acquisition of Cuba. 
That there shall be no dallying, but a frank and ; 
open diplomacy; calling upon Spain to name her | 
terms, and if within the bounds of anything like 
reason, to accept them. If not, to make her the 
most liberal proposition; and if that be refused, and 
nothing else will do, as a matter of self-preserva- | 
tion, | go foran undisguised, open war, for taking 
Cuba by force of arma! 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I do not desire to ad- 
dress the Elouse to-day, and 1 therefore move | 
that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to, 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 
go on? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
be forced to speak unless he-chooses to speak. 
It is not in the power of the House to force him 
to speak. eek 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, I did not expect to be 
called upon to speak to-day, and as I intend to 
speak from notes, { shall be under the necesy 
of relinquishing the floor. Lask the privileg 
doing that, if it is according to custom. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has cer- 
tainly a right to relinquish the floor, but he will 
resume his position on the floor with other mem- 
bers, and must take his chance with others to get 
the floor again. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Well, I should like 
very much to speak on this question early next | 
week. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless some gentleman | 
desires to address the committee, the Clerk will 
proceed to read the bill by sections. 

Mr. LETCHER. To save time, I move to | 
strike out the enacting clause of the bill. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. It is very | 
evident that if this motion is pressed to a vote, It | 
will break up the committee. As soon as there is | 
a division the fact will be ascertained that there | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
$ 


Then am I forced to 


is no quorum present; and it will be necessary 
that we adjourn or proceed only with our business 
by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Tennessee move that the committee rise? 

Mr. STANTON. I make that motion. | 

Mr. CARUTHERS. I hope the gentleman | 
from Tennessee will withdraw that motion for a 
moment. 

Mr. STANTON. I withdraw the motion. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs | 
upon the motion made by the gentleman from : 
Virginia, [Mr. Lercrer,] to strike out the enact- į 


by discussing those questions. I would, if the 
committee had been in a proper humor, have en- 
deavored to show that these grants of land are 
proper in themselves, and that it is peculiarly 


proper to makea grantof land tothe fron Mount- | 
ain railroad, which runs through my district. 1; 
| should have addressed the committee upon the 


subject of public lands generally, and endeavored 
to convince them that the public lands should be 


ceded to the States in which they lie, but I pre- ji 


fer writing out the remarks which I would have 
made upon that subject, and now ask the consent 
of thecommittee to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Caruruers] 
has the assent of the committee to publish his 


remarks. The question now recurs upon the mo- ; 
| tion made By the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. 
Yarrs,} to strike out the word ‘* fifteen”? in the i 


first section of the bill, and insert the word ‘ six- 
teen.” 

Mr. LATHAM. I believe the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Sranron] made a motion that the 
committee rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from i 
Tennessee (Mr. Sranron] made that motion, but || 


he subsequently withdrew it. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. 
mittee rise. 


The question was taken; and a division being | 


had, there were—ayes 61; noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union had had under consideration the Union | 
generaliy, and particularly House bill No. 295, ii 
being a bill to authorize the construction of the 


Pacific railroad, but had come to no conclusion 
thereon. i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GREEN WOOD, 


from the Committee on Indian Affairs, with a view 
that they may be appropriately referred. 

The SPEAKER. ” If there be no objection, the 
reports will be received. 

Mr. COBB. I have had considerable complaint 
urged against me for the course I pursued the 
other day in objecting to reports being received 
from the various committees, with a view to their 
appropriate reference. F desire to ask pardon of 
the House for making an objection then; and | 
now make the motion that the House to-day con- 
sume an hour or two in receiving reports from 
committees, and giving them their appropriate 
direction. 
called on now for reports, and that such bills as 
do not give rise to debate shall be read a first and 
second time and referred. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Asthecommitteeofwhich 
I am chairman—the Committee for the District of 
Columbia—is one of the first to be called, and as 


I have several bills to report which } propose to i 


have put upon their passage, I must object. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, withdraw your objection, and 
let us go on with business. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
whether, if the committees be called to-day so far 


as we go, we will, when we resume the calling of ii : 
| mittee, reported the following bill; which was read 
| a first and second time by its title, referred to the 


the committees on Monday, commence where we 
commenced to-day ? 


Mr. COBB. No, unless by unanimous consent. ii 


Mr. HAMILTON. Ido not speak of unani- 
mous consent. If the course [ suggest be not 
followed, 1 must object to calling the committees to- 


day, for I have some bills from my committee |i 
which I desire to have read and put upon their | 


passage. 
The SPEAKER. 


of the House, that in addition to the proposition | 


made by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 


I move that the com- | 


ing the United States mail from New Orleans to 
Louisville, in 1833. Thecommittee have reported 
ajoint resolution for his relief, which,.together 


laid on the table, and ordered to'be printed. ~ 

‘The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time by its title, as follows: 

Joint resolution for the adjustment of the ac- 
counts of John B. Colmoniel. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Upuan] desire that the reso- 
lution be laid on the table, or that it be referred ? 

Mr. UPHAM. My desire was, that the report 
i from the committee, together with the joint reso- 
| lution, should be printed and brought to the 
| knowledge of the House, and that, with the con- 
sent of the House, it might be put upon its pas- 
sage, as it is a joint resolution for the adjustment 
of accounts by the proper officer. I will, how- 


j 
| 
| 
! 
ag ae 
i with the report accompanying it, I move may. be 
i 
i 
H 
! 


i ever, adopt the course which may be considered 


| most proper and suitable. I therefore move that 
| the joint resolution and report be referred to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| and ordered to be printed. 

‘ The motion was agreed to. i 

| Mr.OLDS. Iam very anxious to report back 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads a bill which passed this Fiouse, and which 
has been returned from the Senate with an amend- 


I ask the permission of | 
the House to enable me to presenta report or two || 


| 

I propose that the committees shall be i l 

i A bill granting certain additional powers to the 
| 
| 


Weil, E desire to know | 


ment. I presume there will be no objection to it; 
and if the House will listen, they will probably 
concur in the amendment of the Senate. If there 
be any objection made, however, I will not at- 
tempt to report it now. 
i Myr. ORR. I[think-it better not to have it re- 
ported now. I object. 

Objection being made, the bill was not reported. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, made an adverse re- 
| port upon the memorial of Professor J. ©. F. Sal- 
j omon, asking a charter for a company to supply 
the citizens of Wachypaton and Georgetown with 
a supply of pure alld wholesome water; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS also, from the same committee, 
‘ reported the following bill; which was read a first 
and second time by its titlepreferred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole oirthe state of the Union, and 
i ordered to be printed: 
A bill to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to es- 
i tablish an auxiliary watch for the protection of 
public and private property in the city of Wash- 
| ington,” approved August 23, 1842. . 
| Mr. HAMILTON, from the same committee, 
| reported the following bills; which were read a 
| first and second time by their respective titles, re- 
; ferred toa Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed: 


|| corporation of Washington; and 


A bill for the relief of William G. Howison. 

Mr. HAMILTON also, from the same com- 
i mittee, made an adverse report upon the pétition 
| of one hundred and sixty-nine citizens of Niagara 
i county, New York, for an act to remunerate Sol- 
! omon Northrup for his services as a slave, and to 
| punish kidnapping; also, to allow all persons, irre- 
| spective of race or color, to testify as witnesses in 
| the courts of the United States; which was laid 


ls it the unanimous consent 


; upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the same com- 


i Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
and oidered to be printed: 

' A bill authorizing the Washington Gaslight 
: Company to increuse the capital stock of said com- 


any. 
= Mr. SEYMOUR. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report a bill more 
effectually to provide for the punishment of crimes 
against the United States. 

The attention of the House was called to this 


Cons,] the Speaker will, on resuming the call of | 


| 
i 
| 
| subject by the message of the President of the 
commiittees, commence where we now do. \| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
f 
y 


United States at the commencement of this session, 
and, more recentiy, by a special communication 
| from the same source. The bill relates to crimes 


4 
ing clause of the biil. _ 
‘The question was then taken; and the motion 
was disagreed to. , he 
Mr. CARUTHERS. I have no desire to detain | | 
the committee at this time by making any ex- | | 
tended remarks. I had desired upon some fit) I | 
occasion to address the House upon the subject of || from the Committee on the Post Office and Post ' frauds 0 fice. 
donating public lands for the construction of rail- | Roads. . | this time, is to report the bill, in order that it 
roads, and morë particularly to the subject of a i| Mr. UPHAM. Iam instructed by the Com- |! may be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to pre- || I do not know whether such a proposition comes 


donation of public lands to the Tron Mountain | I fic c re- |; Ido) 1 com 
Railroad Company, in which I feel a particular | sent to the House a joint resolution for the relief || within the purport of the arrangement which has 


interest. I shall not detain the eommittes now |i of John B. Colmoniel, for compensation for carry- |} been made in reference to making reports. 


Mr. COBB. There can be no objection to that. | 
No objection was made. x , 
The SPEAKER. Then reports are in order || against the Government, and, more especially, to 


frauds against the Pension Office. My object, at 


* 
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No objection being made, the bill was read a 
first and second time by its title, as follows: 

An act more effectually to.provide for the pun- 
ishment of certain crimes against the United 
States. 

It was then ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported back Sen- 
ate bill (No. 147) “ for the relief of the legal repre- 

_ sentatives of the late Thomas Chapman, formerly 
collector of the port of Georgetown, South Caro- 
lina,’’ with a recommendation that it do pass. 
‘The bill was referred toa Committee of the W hole 
House. 

Mr. PARKER, from the same committee, 
madean adverse report upon the petition of J oshua 
Shaw and others, citizens of the State of Ohio, 
praying for a change in the present system of sur- 
veying the public lands; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUTTING, from the same committee, 
reported back sundry petitions from various parts 
of the Union, praying for a law more perfectly to 
prohibi the slave trade in the District of Colum; 

ia; also, sundry petitions from various parts of 
the Union for the repeal of the fugitive slave law; 
which were laid upon the table, and the committee 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. CUTTING. Do! understand the order of 
the House under which we are acting to extend 
only to the reporting of those bills which are to 
be referred without explanation? 

The SPEAKER. That is the order of the 
Fouse. 

Mr. CUTTING. I have a report upon a very 
important subject, which [ would like to bring 
before the House. A Senate bill, authorizing the 
temporary lease of a building for a court-house in 
Boston, was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. That committee have instructed me 
to report the bill hacik, witl&n amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, authorizing the President 
of the United States to purchase permanent sites 
in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadel- 
phis, and to erect baildings thereon for court- 


houses and post offices. Itisan important subject, |i 


and 1 am anxious to bring it before the House at 
the earliest moment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That will involve discus- 
tion. ł think it had better be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUTTING. Itis.a bill which ovght not 
to be referred. If its consideration be objected to, 


I think it had better be laid upon the table, where |! 


it may be called up atany time. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object to that. 

Mr, CUTTING. Then 1 will withdraw the 
report, 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from New York, that he had perhaps better take 


the same course adopted a moment ago by the |; 


peneman from Connecticut, (Mr Sgymour,] and 
1 
mittee. 

Mr. CUTTING. I will take that course. [ 
move that the Senate bill, as amended by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, be printed, and that 
the bill and amendment be recommitted to that 
committee. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, from the | 
same committee, reported back sundry petitions || 


of citizens of western Pennsylvania, praying for 
the establishment of a United States district court 
at Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania; which were 
ordered to lie upon the table, and the committee 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 


Mr. DRUM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Captain Nehemiah Stokely, for commutation pay; 
which was read a firstand second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain 
Matthew Jack, deceased; and 


A bill for the relief of the widow and children | 
of Ezra Chapman; which received the same direc- | 


tion. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, as follows, referred to a Committee of 


ave hig bill printed and recommitted to his com- || M 
jf Mr, 


li mittee on Private Land Claims to report the fol- 


the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Joseph Savage, deceased. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, reported 
adversely on the petition and papers of Captain 
Tarpley White, and the petition and papers of 


table,and, with the reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLSON. I presume it is the general 
understanding that in all these cases wheye bills 
are reported and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, there are to be no motions to reconsider 
the reference on Monday next. 

Mr. COBB. That was the understanding. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Thereare tobe no motions 
to reconsider, of course. 


The SPEAKER. Sucha provision, to be sure, 


that was the understanding. 
Mr. MILLSON. Ifa motion to reconsider be 
made on Monday, as it is a privileged motion, it 


business. 
was as indicated, I shall submit motions now to 
reconsider the votes on references and lay upon 
| the table. 


motion which Í did was, thaton Monday nextthere 
were to be no motions to reconsider references. 
Mr. MILLSON. Very well. 


read a first and second time by their title, as fol- 


NAL GLOBE. 


William V. Heard; which were laid upon the f 


is not in the order; but, so far as the Chair knew, |! 


may seriously obstruct and embarrass the public |; 
If it be denied that the understanding || 


Mr. COBB. My understanding in making the | 


Sune 10, 


| Mr. HILLYER. If my colleague upon the 
|! Committee on Private Land Claims will withhold 
|i the report in that case for the present, I would 
| state that I found among the papers of the com- 
| mittee a document which it is very important to 
_ the committee to consider in relation to this claim 
| before itis reported. I found the paper after the 
' committee had ordered the bill to be reported. 
| The SPEAKER. [If no objection is made, the 
‘report made by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
| Nicwoxs] will be withdrawn. 

Mr. NICHOLS, from the.Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Robert McGuire, and Louisa, his wife, late Louisa 
' Larney; which wag read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ORR, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, made an adverse report upon the resolution 
: of the House, asking an inquiry into the expe- 
ii diency of passing a law for the payment of claims 
: arising out of the Black Hawk war of 1832, which 
| was laid upon the table, and, together with the ac- 
ompanying papers, ordered to be printed, 

On motion by Mr. ORR, the same committee 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition of James M. Coleman and wife, Cher- 
: okees, asking that the provisions of law of July 
| 29, 1848, for the benefit of Cherokee Indians of 
i North Carolina, may be extended to the Chero- 


l! kees of Tennessee, and that said petition he upon 


|: the table. 
Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Rev- | Ms B 
| 


olutionary Claims, reported two bills; which were |! 


Mr. BALL, from the same committee, reported 
a bill indemnifying Moses D. Hogan for cattle 
! destroyed by the Indians in 1842; which was read 


i lows, referred to a Committee of the W hole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be’ 
printed; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
| Park, deceased; and 
| A bill for the relief of William A. Duer, John 
i Duer, and Beverly Robinson, trustees of the es- 


William Alexander, commonly known as Lord 
Stirling. bf 


| 
| deceased; and i 
| A bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 
ii of Henry Hoffman, deceased. 
ii Mr. HILLYER, from the Committee on Pri- 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
! referred to a Committee of the Whole Flouse, and 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Rice 
Jones, deceased. 
SMITH, of Tennessee, from the same 
committee, reported back Senate bills of the fol- 


ASS! 

No. 199. An act authorizing a patent to be 
issued to Peter Poncin, for certain lands therein 
described; 


tate of Sarah Alexander, widow of Major General |} 


} vate Land Claims, reported the following bill; |; 


lowing titles, with a recommendation that they do |: 


i the first and second time by its title, referred to 
1a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
| to be printed. 
Mr. GREENWOOD, from the same commit- 
| tee, made an adverse report in the case of John 
| Johnson, asking compensation as sub-agent for 
i the Wyandott Indians in 1841 and 1842; which 
! was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill No. 
62, being a bill “ for the relief of Colonel Alex- 
ander G. Morgan,” made an adverse report there- 
on, and asked that the bill be laid on the table. 
| Whe SPEAKER. Is there a written report 
accompanying the bill? 

Mr. HOWE. No, sir. 

Ordered, That the bill be laid on the table. 


Mr. H., from the same committee, to whom 
was referred Senate bill, No. —-, being a bill for 
the relief of Lieutenant Edward Cantwell, made 
an adverse report thereon, and asked that the bilt 
be laid on the table. : 

i Tt was so ordered. 

On motion by Mr. HOWE, from the same com- 
mittee, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the proceedings 
of a public meeting held some time since in Indianapolis, 


| with reference to the obstruction of travel and commerce 
at Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


My. H., from the same committee, reported a 


| bill; which was read a first and second time by 


' its title, as follows, referred to the Committee of 
i the Whole or the state of the Union, and ordered 


| junior, or his legal representatives; and 

No. 154. An act for the relief of Richard King. 
The bills were severally referred to a Committee 
| of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


|| On motion by Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, the » Military Affairs, reported the following bill and 


| Committee on Private Land Claims was discharged |! 


! from the further consideration of the petition of 
| James W. Marshall of California, praying Con- 


, Claims. 


with a recommendation that it do pass: 
No. 257. An act to confirm the claim of Dasuan 
dela Croix toa lot of land therein described. 


Mr. NICHOLS. Iam instructed by the Com- 


lowing bill: 


No. 234. An act for the relief of Conrad Wheat, |: 


| gress for a grant of land, in consideration of his | 
| being the first discoverer of gold in that State; and | 
i said petition was referred to the Committee of |: 


Mr. WESTBROOK, from the same committee, | 
reported back Senate bill of the following title, | 


A bill for the relief of Lloyd Dorsey and others. |; 


| to be printed: 

; Bill granting the same pay to officers of the 
i Army who served in New Mexico as was granted 
by the act of September 28, 1850, to officers of the 
like grade serving in Oregon and California. 


Mr. McDOUGALL, from the Committee on 


joint resolution; which were read a first and sec- 
l ond time by their titles, referred to a Committee 
: of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 
Bill for the relief of Lieutenant George H. Page, 
of the United States Army; and 
Joint resolution for the relief of Brevet Captain 
i J. H. Landrum, of the United States Army, 


Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. Speaker, the chair- 
‘man of the Committee on Military Affairs is ab- 


ouse do now adjourn. 
[Cries of “Öh, no? No 177} 


motion. 
- Mr. BOCOCK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 128, | 
entitled «* Anact forthe relief of Hiram Paulding,” 
asked that the committee be discharged from the Mr. BOCOCK. Then, as there is objection, I 
further consideration thereof, and that itbe referred |; report a bill entitled ‘An act to reorganize the 
‘to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. || Navy of the United States.” 
It was so ordered. ~* ! Phe bill was read a first and second time by its | 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- | title, referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do || the state of the Union, and. ordered to be printed. ii 
not pass, Senate bill No. 114, “for the relief of | Mr. MACDONALD, from the Committee on i! 
Thomas Pember.” |i Naval Affairs, reported back the following bills; | 
Ordered to lie on the table. | which were referred toa Committee of the W hole 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- || House, and ordered to be printed: | 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do |) S.No.30. An act forthe relief of Thomas Mars- | 
not pass, Senate bill No. 115, viz: ‘“ An act for | | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 


{ 
i 
t 
f 
| 


i ton Taylor; 
the relief of Daniel Mickam,”’ i S. No. 31. An act for the relief of purser Fran- 
Ordered to lie on the table. Į cis B. Stockton; and i 
Mr. MILLSON. Ithink in these cases, where | S. No. 113. An act for the relief of the widows | 
Senate bills are reported back, courtesy requires jj and orphans of the officers and seamen of the | 
that they should be referred to a Committee of |; United States schooner Grampus, who were lost | 
the Whole House, with the recommendation of |! in that vessel in March, 1853, near the coast of; 
the committee. i. the United States. | 
Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. LANE, of Oregon. The chairman of the | 
disposition of them. ommittee on Territories is not present, and I do ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. I would inquire of the gen- |; not know whether I shall succeed in the motion I | 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bocoex] if the ad- | wish to make. [ do not know that this is a! 
verse reports, in these cases, are accompanied by |) proper time to make the motion, but the object 1 | 
a written report? || wish to accomplish is an important one, and I 
Mr. BOCOCK. They are accompanied by the |! hope the House will indulge mein it. Idesire to |} 
Senate reports. i get apart two or three days of next week for the 
Mr. HOUSTON. Are they printed? ‘| consideration of Territorial business. 
Mr. BOCOCK. They are. i | Several Members. Oh, no; donotdo that! 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the committee make © Mr. BOCOCK. I would suggest to the gentle- ; 
any writan report? man from Oregon, that if he should succeed in his | 
r. BOCOCK. WNotatall. {i motion, he would accomplish nothing by it. The}; 
Mr. MILLSON, If we had a quorum here I ii bill whichis already a special order in committee | 
should have no objection to these bills and reports |; would take precedence until it is disposed of. | 
being laid upon the table. Butas there is nota |© Mr. LANE. I do not yield the floor to the f 
guorum present, to lay them upon the table is |. gentleman. I want to talk a iittle. [A laugh.]; 
equivalent to their rejection. It is final action, |; There is much important territorial business yet | 
and that, too, by less than a quorum. i undisposed of, and there is no prospect of our’ 
Mr. BOCOCK. I have no objection to their |! being able to reach it atvall in its regular order || 
being referred to a Committee of the Whole | during the present session. Now, sir, up to this || 
House, with the recommendation of the commit- ‘| time there has not been a single bill passed for the | 
tee that they do n6t pass. They will then come j| benefit of the Territory 1 represent. Not one. | 
up regularly for consideration. | We have considered most of these billsin the Com- ; 
No objection being made, the last two bills re- || mittee of the Whole, and they are now upon the i 
ported, with the recommendation of the committee, ʻi Speaker’s table; and unless there are some days | 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole on |! set apart when we can be certain of their consid- | 
the state of the Union. i; eration, we shall have no further action upon them 
Mr. BOCOCK. There have been several | before the close of the session, orif there is action, f 
memorials referred to the Committee on Naval | it will be too late to secure the concurrence .of the i 
Affairs asking for pensions as invalids. The || other House. I ask gentlemen to remember what | 
committee considered them, and came to the con- |! they said to me some time ago; how they appealed į 
clusion that they did not legitimately belong to || to me not to press this business then, promising | 
that committee; they therefore directed me to ask |: that a sufficient time should be set apart for the | 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs be discharged |) transaction of all the territorial business upon the | 
from their consideration, and that they be referred || Calendar. I hope the House will set apart the: 
ato the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i next week for that purpose. | 
The following memorials were accordingly re- || The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Oregon | 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and |; must be aware that his proposition can only be jį; 
the Committee on Naval Affairs discharged there- |, entertained by unanimous consent. Unanimous | 
from: ii consent would be required for various reasons, 
Petition of Charles H. Robinson, a naval pen- | and among others for the reason that we already 
sioner, for increase of pension; i have a special order for the next week, which 1s, 
Petition of Eli Darling, for pecuniary aid, in :| not disposed of in committee. . 
consideration of the loss of his eyes while in the Mr. HAMILTON. f wantto know what is! 
serviceof the United States, at the naval station |! before the House? ro 
of Brooklyn; ; TheSPEAKER. Nothing. : 
' Petition of Benjamin Cressey, for a pension as || Mr. HAMILTON. Is not the regular order |} 
an invalid seaman, from wounds received during | of business the call of committees for reports? I 
the late war with Great Britain; and i object to everything else. i 
Petition of William Gore, for a pension in con-;' ‘Fhe SPEAKER. There is, however, a prop- 
sideration of injuries received while in the Dart- |) osition made by the gentleman from Oregon, ask- į 
moor prison ship. ing the unanimous consent of the House to set | 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- | apart the next week for the consideration of terri- į 
ported back the Senate bill entitled “An act for |i torial business. ae . . 
the relief of passed midshipmen George P. Welsh |; Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 
and Clark H. Wells,” witha recommendation that || Mr. MeDOUGALL. I propose to ask the unan- 
it do pass. i imous consent of the House to postpone the furthe 
Referred to a Commilteeof the Whole House, |: consideration of the special order in the Com- :| 
and ordered to be printed. |: mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, |! 
Mr. BOCOCK. Ihave in my hand a bill, in |: until the first Monday in July next. F will state 
reference to which, before 1 make a report upon |: to the House that my object in submitting this |) 
it, I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. The |; request ts to secure for that measure a full and | 
House has agreed to receive the report of bills | proper consideration. I will state further that the: 
which do not give rise to debate. Ifa report eli- | reports upon the various surveys will probably be; 
cits debate upon this occasion, it cannot be made |; ready in about a week from this time. These 
to the House. I have a bill here which | wish to i: reports will present to the House the informatio 
report to the House, and to move that it be referred i which is desired, in order to determine upon the | 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and printed, `! practicability and merits of the various routes | 
and then let the motion lie over. l! upon which it is proposed te construct the road. i 


i have no objection to that 


id 


| this pension is intended is now in this city. 


rmation is of great importance, and is 


|| desired by members previous to action on.the bill. 


For the purpose, therefore, of having the matter 
properly and satisfactorily understood by. the 
House, I ask that the special order be postponed 
until the first Monday in July next. dele 

Mr. LETCHER. We have been considering 
this bill for two weeks, and if its consideration is 
now postponed until the first of July, we shall in all 
probability have two or three weeks more discus- 
sion upon it. It was proposed the other day that 
the debate upon this measure should be closed 
some day early in the next week, and the House 
brought to a vote upon it. I think it should not 


i be postponed, and the House would then be 


brought to action in regard to it. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. That was not proposed 
by a friend of the bill. The bill will have to be 
discussed, and that discussion, if continued now, 
willoccupy sometime. Gentlemen are anxious to 
speak on it, and unless the course suggested be 
pursued they will proceed to address the commit- 
tee on Monday next. Is it not best to have the 
discussion when all the facts are laid before us? 

The SPEAKER. This discussion is irregular 
and out of order. The Chair must insist on gen- 
tlemen preserving order. 

[Cries of ** Withdraw the objection !’’} 

* Mr. LETCHER. I will not withdraw my ob- 
jection. I cannot see why any one measure is 
entitled to all the consideration of this House to 
the exclusion of others. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. l am in hopes that 
there will be no objection to fixing a day for the 
consideration of territorial business. 

The SPEAKER. Is the objection made to the 
gentleman’s proposition withdrawn? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am indisposed to object 

to the gentleman’s proposition; but he has time 
enough yet to make it. We already have a special 
order, and 1, for one, am not willing to clog busi- 
ness by making special orders one on top of the 
other. 
Mr. ELLISON, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported adversely on the 
petition and papers of Sarah Chesley, and on the 
petition and papers of Mary Blakeney; which 
were laid upon the table, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the same 
committee, reported back the petition and papers 
of John Marsh and others, children of John 
Marsh, for compensation for the services of their 
father in the revolutionary war; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, reportetl 
adversely on the petition of Elizabeth. Martin; 
which was laid upon the table, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported adversely on the petition of 
John Russell, on the petition of Alpheus Hill, and 


| on the petition of Mary R. Adrain; which were 


laid upon the table, and, with the accompanying 
: 4 
reports, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. D.also, from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bill No. 275, ‘‘for the relief of Andrew 
Dickerhoff;”? which was referred to a Commit- 
‘of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. D. also, from the same committee, reported 


= abill “ for the relief of Oliver Brown, of Chemung 


county, in the State of New York; which was 


| read a first and second time by its title, referred 


to a Committee of the Whole House, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill ‘forthe relief of Edmund Mitchel,” which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DENT. 1am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions to report the following 


| bill: 


A bill to provide a pension for George W. Tor- 
rance. 

{ desire to say that this is a particularly merit- 
orious case. The individual for whose benefit 
I 
would ask that the bill be taken up and passed 
immediately, but seeing that it would be useless 
to do so, owing to the order of business, I would 
ask that the bill and report be printed, and that 
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they be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

‘The bil! having been read a first and second time 
py its tide, was then recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. VAIL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
read a first and second time by their respective 
titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and or- 
dered to be printed: 5 

A bill for the rehef of James Butler; 

A bill for the relief of John H, Hicks, of In- 
diana; 

A. bill for the relief of John Brown, 2d, of New 
Hampshire; 

A bill for the relief Mrs. Anne W. Angus, 
widow of the late Captain Angus of the United 
States Navy; | 

A bill for the relief of Betsey Nash; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Ellis; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. C. S. Westcott. 


On motion by Mr. VAIL, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Ladin Prather, of Franklin county, Maryland, asking that 
the bounty tand to which she is entided, as minor heir of 
David W: Prather, way be allowed ber, and thatsaid peti 
tion be laid upou the table. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, of Ohio, it was: 
Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further coasideration of the petition of | 
Ezekiel Hook, for an invalid pension, aud that it be laid i 

upou the table. 

Also, tbat the sime committee be discharged from the 
furthe consideration of the petition of Sylvanus L. Hen j 
derson, aud that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, it was * 

Ord red, Uhatthe Committee ou Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged trom tte further consideration of the petitions of 
citizens of Michigan, for an exteusion of the pension lands, 
and of Peter H. Willetts, a soldier of the fate war with 
Mexico, praying for an increase of pension for injuries sus- 
tained while in the hne of his duty. 

Mr. STUART, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with an amendment, Senate bill No. 
133, which was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

An act for the relief of Lavinia ‘Taylor. 

Mr. STUART, from the same committee, to 
which was referred Senate bill No. 192, ‘for the | 
relief of Amos Knapp,” made an adverse report | 
thereon, and moved thatit be laid on the table. 

Tt was so ordered, 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it a Senate bill on which 
the gentleman reports adversly? 

The SPEAKER, Iris. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it accompanied by a 
wri ten report? 2 

aThe SPEAKER. No; there is no written re- 
port presented, 

Mr LETCLIER. And how can that commit- 


tee expect us to know the merits of the contro- | 


versy m regard to a question acted favorably on 
by the Senare, without a written report? 

The SPEAKER. 
in the case. This is a very fashionable mode of | 
doing business now. 


¥ On motion by Mr. EDMANDS, it was 
Res-lved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged trom the further consideration of the following 
petitio, and that they take the direction designated be- | 
ow, 3 
Petition of Lemuel Smith. Referred to the Colt 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, 


Petition of Margaret Bowne for bounty land. |) 


Referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands. i 
Mr. EOMANDS, from the same committee, | 
presented adverse reports on the following peti- | 
tions; which were ordered to lie on the table: | 
Petition of Chester Parish; i 
Petition of Eunice Morrison, for arrears of; 


M 


orrison; 
Petition of Orange Mansfield; 
Petition of Henry Welch; and 


Petition of Horatio Seymour, for amendment |, 


of the invalid pension laws. 


Mr. EDMANDS, from the same committee, |; 


reported a bill; which was read a first and second į 
time by its title, as follows, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Bronough. 

Mr. EDMANDS also, from the same com- 


ti 
mittee, reported the following bills; which were {| 


There is no written report li 


' sylvania [Mr. Rrrcme] then moved to reconsider 


l| on Roads and Canals. The Chair thinks the order 


severally read a firstand second time by their titles, 
referred to a Committee of the W hole House, and 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Anne E. Cook; and 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Ausman. 


On motion by Mr. CHRISMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 
(No. 241) for the relief of James Wormsley, aud that the 
same be referred tothe Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canais, reported the following bill; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred 
| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to provide for taking charge of the Lou- 
isville and Portland canal, and to prevent the same 
from falling into bad repair. 

Mr. RI ČCHIE, of Pennsylvania. As a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Roads and Canals, | have 
no objection to the reference which has been made 
of this bill. But to enable me to look into the 
matter, l desire to have a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which it was so reterred entered. 

Mr. COBB. Such a course is contrary to the 
understanding entered into this morning. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. i prefer that this 
matier shouid be disposed of now, otherwise it 
will be called up at some future ume, and a motion 
made to put the bill upon its passage. 

‘The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
a motion to reconsider is not within the spirit of 
the understanding this morning, and is not prop- 
erly in order, 

Mr. COBB. That was so understood. 

The SPEAKER. 
troversy, und no vills were to be reported except | 
such as should not give rise to debate. | 

Mr. PRESTON. l ask my colleague on the | 
committee to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. RITCHIE, 1 will withdraw it. 

Mr. PRESTON. This bill was unanimously 
reported from the committee, and | think the refer- 
| ence had better be changed. 
it be referred back to the committee, and that it be 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to that | 
course being taken. 1 do not want this bill to 
have any advantage over any other. It was not 
the intention of the agreement this morning to 
place bills in that position. 

Mr. COBB. But, if it goes back to the commit- | 
tee, it is in the same position as if it had not been 
reported, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
back without printing. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest | 
that several bilis have been disposed of in this way 
in the course of the day. 

Mr. DISNEY. Ido not believe there is a man 
‘in the House to object. Lhopethe bill will go 
back to the Committee on Roads and Canals, and 
be printed. f 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition be- | 


Well, let it go! 


unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. 1 object to the printing. 
; goes back to the comunittee, let them take it as it 
! came from them. | 

Mr. COBB. Iwill sæy to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that if he objects to the printing and 
i reference, the bill will be brought directly before 
the House for consideration. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec 
tion comes too late, The bill was reported, and, 
| by unanimous consent, referred to the Committee ; 
iof the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 

dered to be printed. Thegentleman from Penn- 


‘the reference, and to re-refer it to the Committee 


| to print would not be affected by the motion to 
reconsider. 


Mr. JONES, Well, let it go; but gentlemen | 


sage some day. i 
Mr. PRESTON. My own opinion is, that the | 


| gentleman from Tennessee will vote for it himself 


whenever it does come up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the House | 
to understand precisely in what form the matter | 
now stands. The gentleman from Kentucky re- 


The bill gives rise to con- |! 


{ therefore move that ij 


fore the House; but it can be acceded to only by ii 


If it |} 


will find that it will come up to be put on its pas- i 


|i been definitely decided. 


ported the bill from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals under the order of the House made this 
morning. Inthe ordinary course of business, the 
Chair announced that, by unanimous consent, it 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
The gentleman from Kentucky now proposes to 
change the order,and to re-refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. The Chair decides 
that it can only be done by unanimous consent, 
Mr. JONES. I will withdraw my objection, 
and let it go. 
So the bill was rereferred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BRIDGES, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, reported a “ bill for the relief 
| of Francis Pettit Smith;”? which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, made theorder of the 
day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. RIDDLE, I have no report to make from 
the Committees either upon Roads and Canals 
or Engraving, and I presume there are but few 
other reports to be made from the committees re- 
maining to be called. 1 therefore take advantage 
of the opportunity now afforded to ask the indul- 
gence of the House, and its unanimous consent, 
| to present a memorial upon a subject in which at 
least three fourths of the people of the United 


'| States are interested, which is of great importance 


to my own constituents, and in which I am certain 
every member of the House will feel some inter- 
est. [trelates, too, to a subject whigh has several 
times been brought to the attention of the present 
Congress, both in the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, but upon which, as yet, no action 
has been taken. It is, sir, the memorial of the 
Agricultural Societies of Delaware, and of two 
thousand citizens of that State, praying the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to effect some ar- 
rangement with Peru, by which, for a just and 
proper equivalent, the Peruvian Government will 
either cede to the United States one of her guano 
islands, or, by removing the existing restrictions 
upon American vessels engaged in the guano 
trade, place the trade in that article upon a more 
just and liberal commercial basig. 

Mr. COBB. ‘That may all be very proper, but 
let us get through with the call of committees first. 

Mr. RIDDLE. My friend from Alabama 

knows full well that if objection be made now, I 
may never have such another opportunity. I 
therefore call upon him to withdraw his objec- 
tion. The memorial could be presented under 
the rules of the House, but in that event it would 
necessarily go to either the Committee on Agri- 
culture, or the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Without intending any disrespect to those com- 
mittees, composed, as 1 know they are, of able 
gentlemen, and friends to the object of the peti- 
toners, t must be permitted to say that the sub- 
ject is one of such vast importance to the agricul-* 
tural interests of all the States—interests which 
have never asked the protection of the American 
Congress, but which are eminently entitled to all it 
can give, as to demand particular and specific action 
unembarrassed by the action of a standing commit- 
tee. Í shali, theretore, move, before taking my seat, 
that a special committee be raised to take the sub- 
ject in charge. If the House will gratify me in 
‘this particular, something may be done, either 
| during this session or the next, and the lands 
upon the Atlantic slope, and, I may add, through- 
out the entire country, which are accessible from 
the coast, and which are now so poorly paying 
the grain and tobacco grower for his labor, may 
| be enriched by the Peruvian guano, purchased, as 
it should be, at a mederate price, and not four 
times the cost of introducing it. 
i Lam aware that the Peruvian Government de- 
rives a great portion of its ré¥enue from this guano 
trade. Lam equally aware that the United States 
and Great Britain are its best customers; but in 
all this I can see no reason why that Govern- 
ment should not, for a fair equivalent, remove 
the onerous restrictions imposed upon it, and 
particularly when demanded by the people of a 
friendly Power. . 

In an interview which I lately had with the 
| Secretary of State upon the subject; that officer 
| informed me he had had the same matter under 
| consideration, and been in correspondence with 
the Peruvien Government, but that nothing had 
If, under these circum- 
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stances, a special committee be raised, we shall, 
besides having a hope that something will be 
done, have the subject properly brought before 
Congress. 

I move that such committee be raised, and con- 
sist of seven members. All the gentlemen around 
me I know to be in favor of such committee. 

There was no objection, 

The question was taken, and the proposition, | 
that there be appointed a special committee of 
seven on the subject indicated, was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on the 
Library, submitted areport ona resolution in refer- 
ence to unsatisfied contracts for furnishing books, 
&c.; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, as follows, referred toa Committee of the | 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed: : 

A bill for the relief of Titian R. Peale. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; which thereupon received the 
Speaker’s signature: 

H. R. No. 343. An act to authorize a register 
to beissued to the steamer El Paraguay by anew 
name; and 

H. R. No. 318. An act to authorize the selec- 
tion of school districts in lieu of the sixteenth sec- 
tion, within the twelve miles square reservation, 
State of Alabama. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of ‘Ways 
and Means, reported adversely on the petition | 
and papers of Sheonjashub Spooner, and on the 


presentment of the grand jury of the United States i| 


courtg@pr the district of Wisconsin, recommend- 
ing an appropriation by Congress for the erection 
of a suitable building at Milwaukie, Wisconsin, 
to be used as a custom-house, United States court- 
roor and post office; which were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. HAYEN. I want as well the ws the 
gentleman from California as that of the Speaker. 
The Committee of Ways and Means have had 
under consideration House bill No: 90, entitled 
‘© A bill to authorize and direct the payments of 
certain moneys into the treasury of the State of 
California, which were collected in the ports 
of said State as a revenue on imports since the 
ratification of the treaty of peace between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico, and 

rior to the admission of suid State into the 

nion;” and have directed me to report it back, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. I 
understood that the gentleman desired to be heard 
on the subject when the report was made; and if: 
it be his pleasure, | will submit the report now, 

Mr. LATHAM. [have nothing further to say 
in the matter. My speech has been printed and | 
laid upon each member’s desk. 1am willing that į 
the bill shall be reported, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAVEN reported the bill back, with the 
recommendation from the committee that it do not | 

ass, and it was referred to the Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee of Claims, | 
reported back the petition of James W. Breedlove, 
late collector of customs at New Orleans, praying 
to berefunded the amount of a judgment obtained 
against him in his aforesaid capacity; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, also re- 
ported back the petition of George Mowry, Esq., 
of Pennsylvania, for compensation for services, 
&e.; which, with the accompanying papers, was | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. M., from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of Stephen Warner, 
of Niagara county, New York, asking compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by the British and In- 
dians during the late war with Great Britain; which | 
was ordered to be laid upon the table, and be! 
printed, i | 

Mr. LETCHER, from the same committee, | 
reported back the petitions and papers in the fol- | 
lowing cases; which were laid upon the table, and | 
the committee discharged from their further con- ; 
sideration: 


| 


John Wilson, praying compensation for extra 
duty in the General Land Office; 

Joseph D. Ward, praying compensation forser- 
vices performed as a temporary clerk in the Clerk’s 
Office, House of Representatives, in the years 
1836 and 1837; and 

James B. ‘Estes, of Wisconsin, asking Con- 
gress to remunerate him for property destroyed 
during the Sac and Fox war of 1832, and to com- 
pensate him for services rendered during suid war. 

Mr. L., from the same committee, reported a 
bill ** for the relief of Sylvester Humphrey, and 
the heirs of, Alexander Humphrey, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time by its tide, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House; 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and the | 
bill and report ordered to be printed. 


On motion by Mr. RUFFIN, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of Aun B. 
Bronaugh, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back Senate bill No. 143, with an 


| amendment, being ‘An act for the compensation 


of James W. Low and others, for the capture of 
the British private armed schooner Ann, during the 
late war with Great Britain;’? which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, made the 
order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be- 

rinted. * 

Mr. FULLER. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report the following bill: 

An act to amend the act requiring the foreign 


regulations of commerce to be liid annually before 


Congress, approved 1tth of Auguit, 1842, and for 
other purposes. 

J ask that it be referred to a Committee of the | 
Whole House, and that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. It is so ordered. 

Mr. FULLER. I desire to reconsider the 
motion { made. 
ance, and when the bill has been printed, and 
members shall have looked at it 

Mr. COBB. That is contrary to the under- 
standing entered into this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Cons] objects to the motion for recon- 
sideration being entered. 

Mr. COBB. Iam for adhering to what was 
the general understanding. 

Mr. FULLER. I move that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Commerce. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 

Mr. F., from the same committee, reported back 
Senate dill No. 112, making Brunswick, in Georgia, 


| 
It is a matter of some import- |) 
i 


i 
been objected to, and giving rise to debate, cannot 
be reported. : = 

Mr. FULLER. Do I understand the Chair-ta 
say that the objection taken by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Joxes] was made in season 
in regard-to the latter bill? 

The SPEAKER. In regard to: the latter bill 
only. tie i 
is FULLER. Then l ask to withdraw that 

Tile 

The SPEAKER. The ruling of the Chair will 
be that the bill was not reported at all. ni 

Mr. FULLER. Oh, very well; that is satis- 
factory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes that was 
the understanding of the House. At all events, 
the Chair so understood it, 

Mr. NICHOLS. | inadvertently omitted to re- 
port from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
a bill which f now ask to present. 

The bill was read a first and second time by ita 
title, as follows, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

_ A bill for the relief of A. B. Roman, of Lous 
isiana. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. I 
am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
report bills to the House on behalf of my col- 
league from Hlinois, (Mr. Wenrworrn | 

The following bills were read a first and second 
| time by their titles, referred ay indicated below, 
| and ordered to be printed: 

A bill making appropriations for the repairs, 
preservation, and completion of certain publie 
works hereafter commenced under authority of 
| law. 

Referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
t state of the Union. 

| A bill for the relief of Jacob McLellan. Re- 
' ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, 

| A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Goddard and 
‘others, Same reference. 

Mr. DUNBAR. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report back Senate bill 
No. 67, being “An act to amend an act making 
“appropriations for the improvement of certain 
| harbors and rivers, approved August 13, 1852,” 
with an amendment, and a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

Referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNBAR. fam also directed by the same 
committee to report back Senate Lill No. 243, 
i being ** An act to establish a port of delivery on 


i, Lake Ponchartrain, and for other purposes,” with 


| a recommendation that it do pass. 


a port of entry, which was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. F., Crom the same committee, reported bark 
Senate bill No. 200, “An act to constitute San 
Pedro, in the State California, a port of entry and 


delivery,” and asked that it be ordered to be |; 
‘|| Mr. HARLAN, of Ohio, from the same com- 


printed, and recommitted to the Committee on 


Same order and reference. 


Mr. DUNBAR. I am also directed by th# 
same committee to report back Senate resolution 
; for the relief of the owners of the steamer Panny. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
porting bills from a committee, and then recom- 
mitting them, is all wrong. 
put all such bills in advance of all other bills that | 
have been reported, and which have been referred ` 
either to a Committee of the Whole House, or 


Union; and it affords gentlemen an opportunity 


[ 
ly 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


to put them upon their passage in the House. || 
There is no oppurtunity of discussing or amend- |, 
ing them in any particular, and you can do nothing | 


but pass them under the operation of the previous 


The SPEAKER. The Chair must rule, if 
objection be made, that the bill cannot be reported 

Mr. FULLER. l submit the point of order 
that objection was made too late by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones. ] 

The SPEAKER. Th® Chair thinks that the 
objection is not made too Jate. 

Mr. FULLER. With the permission of the 


| 
question, or vote them down. - i 
| 

| 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,}] I will say that the 
bills I have reported and asked to have recom- 
mitted involve no principle and no expenditure of | 
money; they merely provide rules and regulations | 
for the collection of the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats that, un- 


| 
Chair, and to quiet the feelings of the gentleman | 
| 
| 


der the order of the House, the latter biil having || if it is the pleasure of 


This thing of re- | 
rect ‘| to extend the hmits of the collection district of 
The effect of itis to i: 


i| pretty good day’s work. 
Ji i i f; s 3 t 3 
|| many private bilis upon the Speaker’s table, and 


| mittee, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, Senate bill No. 240, being ** An act 


Milwaukie, in the State of Wisconsin, and for 
other purposes.” 

Referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


| Mr. H., from the same committee, reported the 


' following bill, which was read a first and second 
| time by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union fand ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill to constitute Keokuk and Dubuque, in 
the State of lowa, ports of delivery. 

Also, with an amendment, Senate resolution 
No. 3, “ for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Kate Boyd; which was referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordéred to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. HENN, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further cunsideration of the petition of 
George Messersmith, for a patent to certain lands, and the 
p tition of Robert W. Steel, asking to be relieved from the 
erronegus location of a land warraul, and that the same be 
laid up6n the table. 
| Mr. COBB. I believe that we arenow through 
i with the call of committees. We have done a 
I find that there are 


the House, | move that the 
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House proceed to refer them to their appropriate ! 
committees. p | 
Mr. LETCHER... I hope we shall get beyond |; 
the Committee on Public Lands, of which the 
gentleman (Mr. Coss} is a member. I do not 
want to stopat that committee, as I am anxious 
to get to some other committees, which will not 
occupy the whole balance of the session. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Call the next 
committee. f 
Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman will not 
throw any reflection upon what I have done. We 
are through with the call of committees, according 
to the understanding this morning, and the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands cannot be called until we 
meet again. : i 
The SPEAKER. |i 


be reported as should give rise to no debate or vote, 
and that the same should be referred; and that | 
when the Chair should again resume the call, he 
‘should begin with the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands immediately precedes the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. ‘Therefore the 

entleman from Alabama (Mr. Coss] is not more 
interested in the proposition which he has made | 
than any other member. | 
Tf there is no objection, the bills on the Speak- | 
er’s table will be disposed of in the same manner, | 


either generally, or if the House prefers, such as |) 
relate only to private business, i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask the con- 
sent of the House to make a report or two. They 
are not of any particular importance; but I was |: 
not in the House at the time my committee was 
called. 

No objection was made. 

On motion by Mr. STANTON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- i 
charged from the further consideration of certain petitions | 
for the election of President and Vice President by the peo- 
ple, and that the same be referred to the select committee i 
on that subject appointed some time since. 


On motion by Mr. STANTON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of certain petitions 
for the election of postmasters by the people, and that the |: 
same be Jaid upon the table. 


Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on the |) 
Judiciary, also reported back “a bill declaratory 
of the second section of an act of Congress ap- 
proved February 3, 1853, entitled “An act tocon- | 
tinue half pay to certain widows and orphans.’ 4! 
* Mr. S. said the Committee on the Judiciary |) 
looked upon this bill as the enactment of anew 
Jaw upon the subject of pensions, which does not 
come within the province of our commitiee; we 
therefore ask to be discharged from the further : 
consideration of the bill,and that it be referred to 
the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

The bill waa ordered to be so referred. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back a joint resolution pro- ` 
viding for the election of United States Senators `; 
by the people; which was referred to the select _ 
committee appointed to consider that subject. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported back 
a bill entitled “An act for the more effectual pros- 
ecution of land claims belonging to the United : 
States.” - 

Mr. S. said: | will atate to the House that this 
bill is a proposition to purchase witnesses and 
prosecutors by giving them a portion of the prop- i- 
erty to be recovered. The Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary considered it to be one very improper and 
injurious in its character. ‘They have therefore 
instructed me to reportit back to the House, with |. 
a recommendation that it do not pass. f move. 
that it be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill ordered 
to lie upon the table. 

Mr. HAVEN. Some time since Í gave notice | 
of the introduction ofa bill upon a subject of some 
consequence. it involves the expenditure of no | 
money; and I now propose to throw myself upon 
the well known indulgence of the House, and ask i’ 
leave to introduce it, simply for the purpose of | 
having it referred to the Committee on Conners. iF 

There was no objection; and the following bill |! 


was introduced, read a first and second time by |: don ©. Easton, assistant quartermaster United 


i Committee on Public Lands, and that it be printed. 


` the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| originally referged 


my motion. 


> and the officers and crew of the steamship San 


: Hotel Company of Washington city. Referred to 


i; Committee on Public Lands. 


: sentatives of John G. Mackall, deceased. Referred | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: i 

A bill to amend the act entitled “ An act to 
provide for recording the conveyances of vessels, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 29, 1850. 

Mr. DRUM. Among the papers of the mem- 
ber from Virginia, lately deceased, [Mr. Snop- 
onass,) d find a bill and report from the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims, of which he was a 
member. I ask leave to present itand have it re- 
ferrred. i 


There was no objection, and the following bill 
was reported from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims, read a first and second time by its 
title, referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and the 
bill and report ordered to be printed. 

A bill for the relief of Charles J. Davis, admin- 
istrator of Captain John Davis, an officer in the 
war of the Revolution. 


BILLS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


The House, by unanimous consent, then pro- 
ceeded¢o take up and dispose of bills upon the 
Speaker’s table, as follows: 

An act (H. R. No. 185) granting the right of 
way to the St. Louis and Iron Mountain railroad, 
through the arsenal, magazine, and Jefferson bar- 
racks tracks. Reported from the Senate with 
amendments. * í 

Mr. COBB. I move to refer the bill to the 

Mr. MILLER. I move that it be referred to 
The bill was 
Bd to the Committee on Public 
Lands, but subsequently that committee was dis- 
charged from its consideration, and it was referred 


Mr. COBB. Withthat explanation I withdraw 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


The following Senate bills received their first | 


and second reading, and were referred asindicated: |: 


An act (No. 245) to amend the provisions of 
the fifty-sixth section of the act entitled “ An act | 


to regulate the collection of duties on imports and |; 
tonnage,” approved the 2d day of March, 1799. |: 
Referred to the Committee on Commerce. H 


An act (No, 262) granting to the State of Ala- 
bama public lands, in alternate sections, to aid in 
the construction of a central railroad from some 


point on the boundary line of the States of Ala- |; 


bama and Tennessee to a point on the boundary 
line of the States of Alabama and Florida, Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


An act (No. 348) to grant other lands in lieu of |; 
: certain sixteenth sections heretofore disposed of by 


the United States for other than school purposes. | 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. i 
An act (No. 355) to authorize the purchase of 
portraits of the first five Presidents of the United 
States. Referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 
A resolution (No. 9) manifesting the sense of 


Congress towards the officers and seamen of the || 


vessels and others engaged in the rescue of the : 
officers and soldiers of the Army, the passengers, 


Francisco, from 

vessel, 

subject. 
An act (No. 178) to incorporate the National 


erishing with the wreck of that 
Referred to the special committee on the 


the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

An act (No. 334) for the relief of François 
Cousin. Referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

An act (No. 358) to make compensation to 
Henry Cronchey for extra services. Referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. i 

An act (No. 352) ext€nding in certain cases the | 


provisions of the act entitled ** An act to extend p 


preémption rights to certain lands therein men- 
tioned,” approved March 3, 1853. Referred to the | 


An act (No. 64) for the relief of the legal repre- 


to the Committee of Claims. 

An act (No. 175) for the relief of John Bron- 
son. Referred tothe Committee of Claims. 

An act (No. 188) for the relief of Captain Lang- 


% 


‘to the Committee on Military Affairs. | tary 


‘| Evans. 


| 


June 10, 


States Army. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

An act (No. 203) for therelief of Thomas Snod- 
grass. Referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

An act (No. 222) for the relief of John 8. Wil- 
son. Referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

An act (No. 225) for the relief of Isaac Cook 
and others. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act (No. 231) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John Metcalf. Referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

An act (No. 239) for the relief of Sylvester Pet- 
tibone. Referred to the Committee of .Claims. 

An act (No. 240) for the relief of James Ed- 
wards and others. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

An act (No. 248) for the relief of William Har- 
ris, of Georgia. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

An act (No. 252) for the relief of the personal 
representative of William A. Slacum, deceased. 
Referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

An act (No. 290) for the relief of Rulif Van 
Brunt. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act (No. 291) for the relief of Horace South- 
mayd and son. Referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. A 

An act (No. 301) for the relief of the legal re- 
preontatives of Thomas D. Anderson, deceased, 
ate consul of the United States at Tripoli. Re- 


|| ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


An act (No. 322) for the relief of Samuel Bray. 
Referred to the Committee on Commerge. 
| Anact (No. 324) for the relief of Seneca G. 
| Simmons. Referred to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. 
| Àn act (No. 329) for the relief of Thonfts D. 
Jennings. Referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

An act (No. 330) for the relief of Juan M. 
Luco apos L. Luco. Referred to the Com- 
mittee OfPrivate Land Claims. 

An act (No. 337) for the relief of Eliza M. 
Referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
‘ tionary Pensions, 

Anact (No. 340) for the relief of Sarah Cran- 
: dall. Referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

An act (No. 374) for the relief of Sylvester T. 
Jerauld,’assignee of the interest of Henry Rich- 
ard. Referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

An act (No. 269) granting the right of way over, 
and depôt grounds on, the military reserve at Fort 
Gratiot, in the State of Michigan, to the Port 
Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad Company. 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act (No. 88) for the relief of William G. 
Ridgley. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
` An act (No. 377) regulating the time of holding 
the sessions of the districtand circuit courts of the 
United States in the eastern district of Louisiana, 


i Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


An act (No. 378) to establish an additional land 
! district in the State of Florida. Referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

An act (No. 382) further to amend the act enti- 
tied “An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and to grant preémption 
rights,” approved September 4, 1841. Referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A resolution (No. 16) manifesting the sense of 
Congress towards Commander Edward Marshall, 
| commanding her Britannic Majesty’s ship Virago, 
and the officers and crew who were detached, by 
his order, for the relief of the surveying party 
under the command of Lieutenant J. G. Strain. 
Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| An act (No. 372) in favor of Charles D. Arf- 
'wedson. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
! An act (No. 320) supplementary to an act enti- 
i tled ** An act to authorize notaries public to take 
; and certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowledg- 
! ments in certain cases.” Referred to the Commit- 
i teeon the Judiciary. 

An act (No. 373) to ascertain and adjust the 
titles to certain lands in the State of Indiana. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. As the gentleman who 
has special charge of that bill is absent, I ask that 


| it be left upon the Speaker’s table, and that no ac- 


tion be taken upon it at this time. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. All the bills from the Senate 
on the Speaker’s table having now beer disposed 
of, let us take up the territorial bills, 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
upon the Speaker’s table will be the consideration | 
of Senate bill No. 373, “ granting to the States of 
Indiana and Illinois a portion of the public lands, 
to aid in the construction of the Indiana and Hli- | 
nois Central railroad.” 

Mr. COBB. That goes to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. My colleague, who is | 
also interested in this bill, is not here, and I will ob- | 


remain on the table. 


that bill is not referred like others? 

The SPEAKER. - Because objection is made. 
The bill has beenreferred and reported back. | 

Mr. LETCHER. The object, I presume, in | 
leaving it on the table now, is to have it passed 
without being referred. 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer,] ‘the | 
Chair will state that the pending motion in regard | 
to the bill is one submitted by himself to lay the 
bill upon the table; and on that motion the yeas | 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MILLER, of Missouri. As my colleague | 
from the St. Louis district [Mr. Benron] is not | 
here, [ ask that the order referring the bill granting 
aright of way to the St. Louis and lron Mountain | 
Railroad Company be reconsidered, and that the 
bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If that motion be entertained, 
I wi ask the Speaker also to entertain a similar | 
motion in reference, to a bill in which I have an | 
interest. i 

The SPEAKER. 


ILLER,] the Chair cannot consistently, with the ı 


order of the House, entertain the motion to re- | 


consider. 

Mr: MILLER. | only want that the bill may 
be reinstated in the position it was in, and laid on | 
the table, as my colleague is not here. i 

Mr. HAVEN. 
of the gentleman from Missouri is not made for | 


the purpose of allowing the matter to lie over, but | 


simply that the bill may be left where it was, one | 
of his colleagues who had charge of it, being ab- | 
sent. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous pleas- 
ure of the House that the bill referred to be placed 
back on file on the Speaker’s table? 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


-Mr. LETCEIER. For the purpose of permit- 
ting the gentleman from California [Mr. McDou- 
GALL] to renew his motion for a postponement of | 
the special order, J withdraw my objection to it. | 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Then 1 ask the consent of | 
the House to postpone the special order on the | 
Pacific railroad bill to the first Monday in July, | 
for the reason that the reports of the engineers are | 


about being completed, and will soon be before |! 


the House, so that it may understand the prac- | 
ticability of the route proposed. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
motion be adopted, the special order will come up | 
at a very bad time. 
when we have ail the other business of the House ; 
to perform. Besides that, we have not now a | 
sufficient number of members present to make a | 
disposition of this bill in any way. And I, for | 
one, would prefer that there were no action taken | 
on it until, at least, there weré a quorum in the 
House. i 
Several Memsers. That is right. i 
Mr. McDOUGALL. I wish it to be under- | 
stood by the gentleman from Tennessee, that all | 
the friends of the measure ask for itis a full and | 


Mr. JONES. Let us have enough members | 


THE HOOSAC TUNNEL. 

Mr. GOODRICH presented the petition of the 
Troy and Greenfield Railroad Company for a grant 
of a portion of the public lands in aid of the con 
struction of the Hoosac tunnel. 

The petition states that the enterprise is one of 


i 
H 
i 


i 


ĮI understand that the request |] 


i| in Virginia. ; 
years, seemed to have beer regenerate with the: 


à 


th 
A 
below the summit of the Floosac, by a tunnel four 
miles and a half in length, materially reducing the 
distance, grades, curvatures, time, and cost of 
transportation between Massachusetts, Maine, 


oldest and most important yet commenced in 


Vermont, and the States of New York, Pennsyl- 


nance of the Government. 
Massachusetts, although interested in another 


a loan of the State credit to be advanced as the 
work progresses, and has thus indorsed its value 
| and importance; that its feasibility has been shown 
by careful surveys and scientific research, but still 
the magnitude of the work and time required for 
its completion demand the fostering care of the 
Government. 

The petition closes by respectfully asking that 
Congress would give its countenance to this en- 
terprise by granting to the company, or to the 


{| State of Massachusetts in aid of the same, a por- 
| 


| tion of the public lands, upon such terms with 
respect to the carriage of the mails and munitions 


be considered just and reasonable. 

The petition was received, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move thatthe House do 
now adjourn. 


agreed to. 


Monna, June 12, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Winuiam H. Mirevren. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


j 
H 
{ 
i 
| 
| in lieu of the sixteenth sections, within the twelve 
| miles square reservation, State of Alabama. 


DEATH OF HON. J. F. SNODGRASS. 
‘The message also communicated to the Senate 


iF intelligence of the death of Hon. Jons Fryart | 
POSTPONEMENT OF THE SPECIAL ORDER. || : 
| 


| Sroperass, late a member of that House from the 


The proceedings were read. 


| 

| Mr. MASON. I discharge a melancholy office, ; 
| Mr. President, in asking the Senate to unite with | 
| me in the customary resolutions of respect to the | 


| . 

| memory of a colleague, whose death has just been 
announced from the House of Representatives. 
Truly, we cannot tell whata day may bring 


‘cess, my deceased colleague took (as we all then 


Tt will come up at a time | believed) a short. leave of his friends, availing 


himself of that interval for a brief visit to his home 


! M, - 
‘advancing spring, and he left us buoyant with 
i] hope, and rejoicing in the prospect of a speedy 

i 

| 


‘reunion with those he loved best on earth—his 
wife axd infant children. 


with his presence. 


‘| Death, inexorable creditor of all that live, sped 
|! with him on this his lastjourneydn carto a aida 
3 E ey tat | mors equo pede pulsat. Yet how grateful isthe rec- į 
fair consideration, and we will insist on that. |! ollection to those who survive, that he was spared ; 


A {i a death amongst strangers, and that the devoted | 
present to dispose of it properly. F 


artner of his life shared his last look in death. 


p 


Joun Frrarr Snopenass, represented the eleventh 


of Representatives. A native of the county of 
| Berkeley, on the northern frontier of the valley of 


Virginia, he 


erica, running, as it does, fifteen hundred feet | 


vania, and the West; that it is a great national | 
enterprise, essential to the foreign and domestic | 
commerce of the country, to the carriage of the ! 
mails, to social intercourse, and of vast importance | 
in time of war, and well entitled to the counte- į 


of war, and with such other provisions, as shall ; 


i State of Virginia, and the proceedings of the | 
| House*in relation thereto. 


| forth. But little more than one week ago, when ; 


| 
Ift Jeman i! the two Houses were to be for a few days in re- 
he gen s! 


He but lived to reach : 
ii his distant home, and once more to bless them | 


New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and |) 


2 à bill, isnot b- The petition further states that the State of | 
ject to its consideration in his absence. Let it || 


: | and rival enterprise, has granted to this company 
Mr. LETCHER. What is the reason that |! 


i 
i 
ji 
i 
i 


The question was taken; and the motion was | t ; 
i| in which Henry, Wythe, Roane, and other home 
The House accordingly (at three o’clock, p.m.) į 


If objection b reer adjourned till Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 
objection be made to the |! 


proposition of the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. f i 
‘| IN SENATE. 


TheJournal of Thursday was read and approved. | 


| 


His health, somewhat infirm in later || 


Íi The subject of this brief tribute, Mr. President, | 


| congressional district of Virginia, in the House H 


= 


| 


| few attractions for him. 


of the Ohio, and established his home at Parker- 
burg, in the county of Wood. : 
His family are well known to mein his native 
county, occupying and cultivating their ancestral 
farms of more than a century, among the. most 
respectable and respected of those whose occupa- 
tion develops the full dignity of man in social po- 
sition—those who plow and till the soil that it 
may bring forth the fruits of the earth, the im- ` 
mediate almoners of the Deity, who has chosen 
and sent them forth as the true benefactors of their 
race; for who does not feel with England's 
gifted philosopher, when he gave it for his opin- 
ion, “that whoever could make two ears of corn 
or two blades of grass to grow upon a spot of 


| ground where only one grew before, would de- 


serve better of mankind and do more essential 
service to his country than the wholerace of poli- 
ticlans put together.” 

Educated for the bar, Mr. Snoperass soon rose 
to eminence in his profession, sustained and borne 
forward to success by diligence, labor, and spot- 
less integrity. ‘ 

It was my fortune to have known him in early 
life, before he sought his new home in the West, 
but his progress and advancement there were 
marked by those from among whom he had 
gone forth to the world. The charm of life to 
him was in private station. 

It would seem from his carger that public em- 
ployment, with all its seduction for many, had 
I have been informed 
that he was never a candidate for office, in its 
proper sense, yet he was a man of fixed and sta- 
ble opinion on the great measures of policy which 
divide the parties of the country——a republican of 
that Democratic school instituted by Jefferson, and 


bred statesmen of Virginia were the illustrious 
teachers. 

At the solicitation of his friends and neighbors, 
he represented them, for the first time, in the con- 
vention of the State called to revise the constitu- 
tion of Virginia, in 1850. Of that body he was 
what is usually termed a silent member; with the 
flippant, perhaps a designation of disparagement, 
yet Jefferson, whose commanding intellect moulded 
and gave being to all the great institutions of our 
popular Government, was himself always a silent 
member too. Itis said, I think, of Mr. Jefferson, 
that, on even the greatest question before him, he 
seldom made a speech exceeding four minutes in 
duration. Fortunate in a plain and sensible mind, 
not unstored with the results of reading and reflec- 
tion, my deceased friend and colleague was one of 
those who thought it safer, and perhaps not less 
seemly, rather to think and act without talking, 
than to talk and act without thinking. 

At the close of the convention, he returned to 
the quiet of his unobtrusive life, until again, un- 
solicited on his part, he was returned to serve in 
the House of Representatives of the present Con- 
gress, and here, after an interval of some twenty 
years, | had the good fortune to renew my ac- 
quaintance with him. 

He was a warm, liberal, and confiding friend, 
a sound, judicious, and informed statesman, and, 
above all, an upright and konest man. 

I offer, sir, the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate receives, with sincere regret, 
the announcement of the death of Hon. Jonn Fryatr 


i Ssopgrass, late a member of the House of Represeut- 
| atives from the State of Virginia, and tenders to the rela- 


tives of the deceased the assurance of its sympathy with 
them under the bereavement they have been called to sus- 
tain. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to transmit to the family of Mr. Syoperass, a certified 
copy of the foregoing resolution. 

fiesolved, As a mark of respect for the memory of the 
deceased, that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; 
and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpay, June 12, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wituiam H. Miznury. 


The Clerk commence@*reading the Journal of 
Saturday, when 

Mr. COBB (interrupting) said: I learn that 
there are abont thirty-six pages of the Journal, all 
relating to the reception of reports from commit- 
tees, and the reference of Senate bills, which oceu- 


had removed in early life to the banks i| pied nearly all of Saturday’s session. Cannot we 
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-dispense with the reading of the Journal, when it 


contains nothing else, and the reading of which 
would consume from an hour to an hour and a 
half? 'n order that we may proceed to business, 


and save time, | move that the further reading of 


the Journal be dispensed with. 
The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 


-3 No objection being made, the further reading 


of the Journal was accordingly dispensed with. 
y ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order 


is the consideration of a motion to suspend the 
rules of the House for the purpose of allowing the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. W ALBRIDGE] to 
introduce a resolution, offered by him some two 
weeks since, in reference to fixing the day for 
the final adjournment of Congress, 

Mr. ORR. As that resolution is one of some 
importance, and with the view of having a full 
House for its consideration, I move that there be 
a call ofthe House. 

Mr. MACE. 1 rise to a privileged question. I 
desire to make a partial report from the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and I send it to the Clerk’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Rules, 
under the rules of the House, can report at any 
time; but the present proposition is to suspend 
those rules, and therefore the report of the gentle- 
man would not take precedence of the privileged 
question which is pending. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
there be a call of the FIouse; and it was decided in 
the affirmative. 

The roll of the House was then called, and one 
hundred and thirty-nine members answered to 
their names. 

The following is a list of the absentees: 


Messrs. David J. Bailey, Thomas I. Bayly, Banks, 
Rarksdale, Bell, Bennett, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Chase, 
Churchwell, Craige, Catlom, Cumming, Catting, Thomas 
Davis, Dean, De Watt, Dickinson, Disney, Bastian, Eddy, 
Rigertou, Parley, Faulkner, Penton, Flagler, Florence, 
Franklin, Grey, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Harrison, Hibbard, Daniel T. Jones, Keiu, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kiteedge, Kurtz, Lane, Liy, Lindsley, Lyon, 
MeCuwloch, MeNair. McQueen, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, 
Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morrison, Noble, Packer, 
Peckban, Bishop Perkins, Joha Perkins, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Rowe, Rut 
fin, Sapp, Seymoor Shannon, Shower, Simmons, Samuel 
A. Smith, Sotlers, Straub. David Stuart, John J. ‘Paylor, 
Tracy, Tweed, Vansant, Wade, Walker, Walsh, BHibu B. 
Washburae, Wells, John Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, 
Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer. 


Mr. ORR. I move that all further proceedings 
in the call be dispensed with. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to suspend the rules, for the purpose 
of introducing the resolution, which will be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

s Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the President 
of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Mon- 
day, the third of July next, at twelve Welock, m.” 

Mr. ORR. T would inquire of the Chair if that 
resolution will be amendable if the rules are sus- 

ended for its introduction? 

The SPEAKER. Let will be. 

Mr. ORR. 1 then give notice that { shall move 


to amend it by striking out “ Monday, the 3d of | 


July next,” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘* Wed- 
nesday, the 9ih of August.” * 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ cannot vote to suspend 
the rules for the admission of that resolution, 
should tike to have the gentleman who introduced 
it modity it before the question is put, and that he 
shall make the day of adjournment the 15th day 
of August. He has the right to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
suspension of the rules, and it is not debatable. 

Mr. HILLYER. I merely wish to give notice 
that if the rules are suspended, I shali move to 
amend the resolution offered by the gentleman 


from New York, so as to make the present Con- |) 


gress adjourn on the frst Monday of August next, 
and to fx the permanegt day for the meeting of 
Congress hereafter the third Monday of October 
instead of the first Monday jn December. 

Mr. SKELTON. lask for the yeas and nays 
apon the motion to suspend the rules. 
' Mr. ORR. Perhaps we can suspend the rules 
without the yeas and nays; and 1 hope the gentle- 
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| man will withdraw the call until we take the @ges- 
tion, 

Mr. SKELTON. IT withdraw my call. 

The question being put, and there appearing 
only twenty-four members in the affirmative, 

Mr. COBB called for the yeas and nays, and 
i tellers upon the same. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MecMuLLIN 
vand Var were appointed. 


present.) 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


38; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, Ashe, 
Ball, Barry, Bell, Benson, Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chauder, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Clingman, Colquimt, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Curtis, 


Everhart, Ewing, Puller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, 


McDougall, Mayall, Meacham, John G. Miller, Smith Mii- 
ler, Morgan, worrison, Murray, Norton, Olds, Andrew i- 
ver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr. Pack 
Pringle, Ready, David Richie, 


George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
j ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Suratton, Jolm L. Taylor, 
Nathaniel G. Taylor, ‘Trout, Walbridge, Walley, Warren, 
Israel Washburn, ‘Tappan Wentworth, and Hendrick B. 
Wright---104, 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Belcher, Boeock, 
Boyee, Breckinridge, Caskie, Chamberlain, Clark, Cobb, 
Goode, Henn, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. 
| Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Letcher, MeMullin, Mace, 
Maxwell, May, Millson, Nichols, Riddle, Rogers, Ruffin, 


ham, and Vail—s8. 


So two thirds having voted in the affirmative, 
the rules were suspended. 


ing the wishes of a large nymber of gentlemen 
| around me, I now propose to modify my resolu- 
tion by striking out the 3d of July and inserting 
the 17th of that month; and also to add that the 
two Houses convene again on the first Monday o 
November next. . 

[Cries of * No!” “ No!’ all over the House.] 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, Very well, I will then 
leave it so asto provide for an adjournment sine 
die on the 17th of July. 

Mr. ORR. I move to amend the resolution by 
striking out “the 17th of July” and inserting 
| “ Wednesday, the 9th day of August.” 

i The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to 
| 


i the gentleman from New York, that it is scarcely 


i in his power to modify his resolution after having 
; been introduced by a suspension of the rules. He 


i it, but he has not the right to modify it. * 
: Mr. WALBRIDGE. 1 then submit the prop- 
| osition I have indicated as an amendmént, 
! Mr. ORR. I then offer my proposition as an 
| amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
| from New York. 


| <¢ Wednesday, the 9th day of August.” 

| Mr. HAVEN. | ask the gentleman from South 
| Carolina to yield me the floor. 

Mr. ORR. | ask the Speaker whether the reso- 
‘lution is debatable? Jf it is, E will yield to the 
| gentleman from New York temporarily. 

: The SPEAKER. It is debatable. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desired the floor for the pur- 
i pose of submitting a proposition in reference to 
| the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
gentleman from New York that there are already 
; twe amendments pending—an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York, and an amend- 
: ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina. No proposition further 
li to amend will, therefore, be in order. The gen- 
tleman from New York proposes to strike out the 
; 3d of July and to insert the 17th; and the gentle- 
man from South Carolina moves to strike out the 
17th of July and to insert the 9th of August. 

Mr. HAYEN. Will the gentleman from South 
Carolina yield me the floor, so that | may submit 
an explanation, and such a motion as may be in 
order? I shall net occupy more than two min- 
uteg. 


The House was divided; and the tellers reported . 
29 in the affirmative, (more than one fifth of those ; 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 
suspend the rules; and there were—yeas 104, nays | 


Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dick, Dowdell, | 
Denia, Dunbar, Dunham, Edinauds, Edmundson, Thomas ;; 
DÐ. Kliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, i 


Greenwood, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, | 


Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hiester, Hill, Hillyer, Howe, | 
Hughes. Hunt, Jobason, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, ¢! 


er, Pennington, Phelps, i 
Thomas Ritehey, Robbins, | 
Russell, Sage, Sapp, Samnel A. Smith, William Smith, $ 


Sabin, Seward, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Sinith, | 
! Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, Andrew Stuart, Thurston, Up- ; 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. Forthe purpose of meet- | 


i may accomplish his purpose by moving to amend | 


I move to strike out whatever | 
i day is there named, and to insert in lieu thereof ; 


Mr. ORR. ‘Will the gentleman please indicate 
what motion he proposes to submit? 

Mr. HAVEN. It is one in reference to the 
li resolution. 
| Mr. ORR. If I properly understand the state 
of the question before the House, no further 
amendment is in order. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Wa.srince] proposes to amend 
the resolution. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment. Another proposition to amend would be 
in the third degree, and therefore not in order.. I 
do not perceive how the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] can subserve the purpose he 
has in view, even should I yield him the floor. 

Mr. HAVEN. If Teannot makea motion that 
is properly in order, I shall at once yield the floor 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would make a single sug- 
gestion by the gentleman’s permission. The res- 
olution is now in a condition to prevent the sub- 
mission of further amendments. Į would like the 
gentleman from South Carolina to modify his 
amendment, so as to fix the time at 15th of Au- 
! gust. My preference is fora later day, but still 
I am willing to compromise with the gentleman on 
the 15th. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. With the permission of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, | would in- 
i quire of the Chair whether the question is not 
divisible? Have I notthe right to call for a divis- 
ion on the motion to strike out? 

‘The SPEAKER. A motion to strike out and 
insert is not divisible by express rule. 

Mr. ORR. If the resolution be adopted, modi- 
fied as indicated, we shall have two months lack- 
ing a few days. In that time we can finish all 
business necessary and proper to be finished. I 
think that the time from now till the 9th of August 
is ample; and if there be a majority of the House 
! concurring with me, it will suŝtain the demand for 
the previous question which I now make. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 would like to be heard a 
moment, Will not the gentleman from South 
Carolina withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion for two minutes so that somebody on this 
side of the House may be heard? 

Mr.ORR. [| withdraw my call for the previous 
question, temporarily, so that the gentleman from 
New York may make his explanation. 

Mr. HAVEN. I shall not abuse the gentle- 
man’s favor. I desire to move as a substitute for 
the resolution, the joint resolution which has been 
sent down to us from the Senate. This onething 
[ will say in regard tothe matter: The Senate has 
Kindly offered us that resolution. It was, to some 
extent, ex gratia on its part. Thecondition of the 
appropriation bills is such that the Senate would 
have the right to complain if we undertook to send 
it anew proposition, We have not given it the 
time it ought to have to act on these bills. If we 
take the proposition sent into us, it will not have 
the righttocomplain. We may take the proposition 
and say—gentlemen we take you at your word 
and will go to work, and between this and the 
third day of July, accomplish the same amount of 
work that would be accomplished, under the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from South Carolina, be- 
tween this and the first Monday in Angust. Fix 
atime for the adjournment, and my word for it, 
j all the necessary work will be done. I will only 
add, from what I have seen in my experience in 
these matters—I do not say it unkindly of the 
House—that I am inclined to think, from our past 
action, that the House has got into that condition of 
demoralization in reference to legislation in which 
! we shall not effect any valuable purpose until we 
have separated and come together again at some 
future day. If it be in order, I move the Senate 
joint resolution as a substitute for the gentleman’s 
resolution. + 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move as 
an amendment any bill pending before the House. 
The resolution passed by the Senate is now before 
this House, and cannot be offered as an amend- 
ment, unless it is modified in some way by chang- 
ing the day or week. 

Mr. HAVEN. Iseethe propriety of the de- 
cision of the Chair. I will take the language of 
the joint resolution, and insert the 4th of July 
instead of the 3d. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from South Carolina as yielding 
the floor to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Haven] to offer an amendment? 


| 


| 
i 
t 
i 
i 
| 


T 


Mr. HAVEN. 
Carolina yielded me the floor unconditionally. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 


The gentleman from South 


gentleman from South Carolina as 
floor temporarily. 

Mr. ORR. -I said, at the time, that I yielded 
the floor temporarily. 

Mr. HAVEN. [I would inquire if the gentle- 
man from South Carolina intends to avail himself 
of the rule, so as to cut off my right to offer a 
substitute? 

Mr. ORR. I will answer the question pro- 
pounded by my friend from New York. The 
principal inducement that operated upon my mind 
to vote for a suspension of the rules, was to take 
up this resolution, with a view of avoiding the 
proposition that was sent to us from the Senate. 

am myself opposed to the progpsition that this 
Congress should takearecess; for such a thing is 
unprecedented in the history of this Government. 
I think we should pursue the usual course of fix- 
ing the day of adjournment, and that this would 
be the earliest dag, at which we could reasonably 
anticipate finishing the public business, It would 
not be proper for me to yield the floor for the pur- 
pose of enabling a proposition to come in which 
I desire to defeat. 

I propose now to withdraw the modification 
which I submited, and to offer the following res- 
olution as a substitute, which proposes to fix, 
instead of the 14th of August, the hour of the day 
at which the House shall adjourn, an omission in 
the preceding resolution, which escaped my atten- 
tion, and to which my attention was directed by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonxs.] 

Mr. HILLYER. T hope the gentleman from 
South Carolina will yield me the floor for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. ORR. 
man. 

“Mr. HILLYER. If it bein order, I wish to 
offer an amendment to the resolution now before 
the House. Ido not intend to detain the House 
in discussing the substitute which I propose to 
offer. I apprehend the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] can have no objection to it, 
as it will not preclude a vote upon the resolution 
offered by him. The substitute which { propose 
to offer is the following. 

Resolved, (the Senate coucurring,) That the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives adjourn their respective [Houses on the first Monday 
in August next, and that hereafter the day appointed by 
Jaw for the assembling of Congress shall be op the third 
Monday in October, in each year, instead of the first Mon- 
day of December, 

Mr. ORR. Before the House proceeds further 
in the disposition of this matter, E submit to the 
Chair this question of order: that the substitute 

roposed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

litLyuR] is not in order as a substitute to the res- 
olution now pending. If this substitute were 
adopted, it would be necessary for it to betlaid be- 
fore the President for his sanction before it could 
be carried into effect. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order made 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
is well taken. If the substitute proposed by the 
gentleman from Georgia w agreed to, the reso- 
lution would have to go to the President for his 
approval. ‘This, on reflection, would change the 
whole character of the original resolution. Itis 
competent for the two Houses to pass a joint res- 
olution fixing the day ofadjournment of the present 
session of Congress; but it is not competent for 
the two Houses, without the approval and signa- 
ture of the President, to change the period of the 
annual meeting of Congress. 

Mr. HILLYER. Well, I hope that the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Orr] will be voted down by the House. 

Mr. ORR. Iask the previous question on the 
resolution. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay the substitute 
of the gentleman from South Carolina on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the ventleman from 
South Carolina withdraw his cali for the previous 
question, and yield to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. McMutiiw?} | 

Mr.ORR. Ido not wish to be discourteous to | 
the gentleman from Virginia. | therefore with- 
draw my call for the previous question tempo- 


yielding the 


I will yield the floor to the gentle- 


rarily, for the purpose of permitting the gentleman 
to make any suggestion he may desire. 


| 


| 


i 


Mr. McMULLIN. 
suggestion. 

li oceurs to me, that if gentlemen will only con- 
sent, one and all, to go to work as we ought to 
do, and as we “are capable of doing, we could do 
much more business than we can transact in this 
way, getling up or adopting resolutions of this 
kind fixing days for adjournment. My experi- 
ence, in this respect, is, that whenever we fix a 
day for an adjournment, there is a constant rush 
by gentlemen who happen to have bills pending 
in which they are particularly interested, to get 
these particular bills disposed of. 

Now, | beg gentlemen to recollect that we have 


I merely want,to make a 


| occupied a vast deal of the time of this Congress 


in discussing a question ‘of general character. 1 
Allude to the Nebraska bill. There is, however, 
now before the House a vast amount of business 
of a private character—business in which the in- 
terests of almost every State in the Union are in- 
volved. ‘There are many bilis of a local character 
pending. And we have not yet appropriated a 
single day to the consideration of these private 
bills. Ido not agree with the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Haven,] that we owe anything 
to the Senate for making this proposition to us. 
I think the publie interests would be better served 


| if we should go to work really, and in earnest; 


and when we shall have placed the public business 
in such acondition as that it will justify our ad- 
journing, then let us adjourn. 

I intended at a proper time to Wve to lay this 
whole subject op the table. lt would be discour- 
teous to the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr, 
Orr,]} who yielded me the floor, to do so now; but 
I give notice that when the subject comes to that 
point where | may legitimately make such a mo- 
tion, I shall move to lay the whole matter on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Sewanp} has submitted a motion to lay 
on the table the substitute proposed by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, (Mr. Onr.} This is 
the first motion to be disposed of. 

Mr. SEWARD.” I withdraw that motion. 
> Mr. ORR. think, Mr. Speaker, that | have 
manifested quite enough of a disposition to accom- 
modate all my friends on both sides of the ques- 
tion. I now demand the previous question. And 
if the House concur with me, they will second it. 

The question was put on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, ‘The Speaker an- 
nounced forty-one members rising. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Orr were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes not counted; nota sufficient 
number, 

So the previous question was not sustained. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 believe I may, with some 
confidence, appeal to gentlemen in all parts of the 
House, for my sincerity, when I say I have as 
strong a desire as any fair-minded member here, 
to see the business of the country properly trans- 
acted. 
sacrifices, and submit to 
ence as any other gentleman, 


ensiness without making any advance whatever 
in the public business—that [am in favor of takifig 
theearliest possibleday for going home to our con- 


stituents, and, if necessary, of meeting again in | 


a better business frame of mind in the fall. There 
is a propriety, yea, an absolute necessity for dis- 
posing of the appropriation bills, and if I had the 
matter in my own hand, I would fix the middle or 
the latter part of July as the time for adjournment, | 
But thatis not the question. The Senate have | 
made us an offer. They have told us that thei 
business is in such a condition that they can af- 
ford to adjourn at the time indicated in their reso- 
lution, They have told us that, with a knowledge 
upon their part of the condition of the appropri- | 
ation bills and other business in this House. I | 
think it right, and just, and fair, to meet them | 
upon that ground, and to take them at their word. 
I for one am ready to doit. The publie interest 
will not suffer, but I think will be promoted, by 
concurring in the resolution of the Senate. 

It has been suggested that there is a large 
amount of private business on our Calendar, which 


| 
i 
j 
i 


lam willing to make us many personal į 
agp grent ingonveni- 
i būt, it is only upon | 
the ground that I have been impressed with the | 


idea, that if we set here, in most we do we shal | 
but keep the country in a state of turmoil and un- | 


j 


have been home, and are going home, and if we 
shall have a quorum at all, hereafter, it will be a 
lean, rickety, and staggering one, obtained only 
by calls of the House, or scouring the city by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, for the purpose 
of bringing members in. I, for one, want to do the 
public work. My friends about me desire to do it. 
[tender my whole services to do it. Ihave labored 
faithfully to have it done; and I submit that the 
most feasible way of doing it, is the one which I 
have suggested; for no work will now be done, 
until a day of adjournment is fixed. *You can, if 
you will give your attention to it, pass, between 
this and the 4th of July, the appropriation bills, 
‘The Senate will be satisfied with the ume fixed. 
But fix another time, and you will hear from them 
again, and they will say that six and a balf months 
have already passed,and you have not sent us the 
appropriation bills. Now that they have fixed a 
time, with a knowledge of the present condition 
of business in both Houses, let us put nur ghoul- 
ders to the wheel, transact the public buciness, and 
adjourn on the 3d of July. Lask the House to 
take the Senate resolution into consideration, and 
if not that, then the proposition suggested by me 
some time ago, . 

Mr HENN. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from-New York a question, 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair would suggest 
that the gentleman from New York should first 
submit his proposition to writing. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Idesireto make single 
suggestion, with the consent of the gentleman from 
New Yorkand the House. If the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] will so modify his 
proposition as to make the two Houses of Con- 
gress adjourn on the first day of August, E will 
cheerfully support the resolution in that form. I 
believe we can accomplish all the business which 
it is necessary for us to accomplish in six weeks, 
and go home. Iam opposed to taking a recess, 
and | think the country is opposed to it. JT hope 
no proposition for taking a reces& will be agreed 
to by the House. [ repeat, sir, that I think we 
can accomplish all the necessary business of the 
session by the Ist of August, and | hope wé shall 
adjourn at that time, and go home. 

Mr. RENN. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Haven, ]ifhis proposition, which 
I understand to be, in substance, the same as the 
resolution which has passed the Senate, is adopted, 
whether we shall not draw our per diem during the 
recess? I understand the Comptroller of the 
Treasury has so decided. 

Mr. HAVEN. Itis precisely for the purpose of 
correcting what I deem to bean erroneous impres- 
sion upon that subject, that I have held the floor. 
{ will occupy the ume of the House but a moment. 
I wish to say that the resolution of the Senate ig, 
| a resolution to adjourn, and not a resolution fora 
recess, and it seems to me clearly, will not carry 
| with it the pay of the members from the time of 
adjournment until the next meeting. Ef I thought 
it would, | would add a provision to prevent such 
a construction. 
` Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from New York, thatif the House adjourns 
sine die on the 3d or 4th of July, it will not meet 
again until the first Monday of December next. 

Mr. HAVEN, That is the very thing that this 
proposition is designed to change. [offer itas a 
| Joint resolution for the purpose of enabling us to 
meet in October. 


Mr. JONES. 
for his signature, must it not? 

Mr. HAVEN. Well, sir, it will save all ques- 
tion on the subject, if it receives the signature of 
the President. One word more and I have done, 
l ask that the proposition which I have offered 
may be read. e ® 

It was read DY the Clerk, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring) That the President of 


Then it must go to the President 


i 
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jhe Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 

. fives adjourn their respective Houses on the 4th day of July 
next, attwelve o'clock, m., until the third Monday in Octo- 
‘ber next. 

Mr. HAVEN. That, sir, is the language of 
the Senate resolution with a singié modification as. 
to the day of adjournment, for the purpose of 
avoiding the question of order. It proposes to 
‘adjourn from the 4th day of July, until the 3d Mon- 
day of October. But, sir, ithas been suggested 
that the proposition would carry with it the pay 
of the members during the recess. I repeat that I 


would not offer a proposition that would admit of || 
such a-construction, and it seems to me very clear | 
that this will not. The same question has arisen || 


in reference to the recess of the Legislature in my 
own State, and it was decided that it did not carry | 
pay to the members during the recess. I think 
they are as sharp there for pay as anywhere. I 
do not think such a construction can be given to | 
the resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I should like to know 
why it does not carry pay just as much as does a 
proposition,to adjourn over for a week, or to ad- 
journ for three days. I would suggest, therefore, 
to the gentleman from New York, that he add a 
proviso to the resolution that the provision of law 


fixing the time for the meeting of Congress shall !; 


be changed from the first Monday in December to 
the third Monday in October, and that the phrase 
ology of the resolution be so modified as to pro- 
vide that the members shall not draw pay during 
the vacation. As the resolution now stands, there 
is no reason why the per diem should not be al- 
lowed. 

Mr. HILLYER. The gentleman will allow me 
one word, and what I have to say will be in reply 
to the gentleman from Ohio. ‘Tne difficulty in 
regard to members drawing pay during the tem- 
porary recess will be fully obviated if the House 
will act upon the substitute which I have proposed. 
And L think that will meet wholly the views of 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haven.] I 
propose a final adjournment of this House on the 
first Monday in August; and the meeting on the 
third Monday of October will be the commence- | 
ment of the next session of Congress; so that of 
course the members will draw no pay during the | 


recess, and yet every legitimate purpose that gen- i 


tlemen can have will be accomplished. ti o : 
i} the Senate aud the Speaker of the House of Representa- |: 


Now, I would suggest to the gentleman from 
New York, and to every member concurring with | 
us, that the proper course for us to pursue in or- | 
der to accomplish what we desire, will be to vote 
down the proposition of the gentleman from South | 
Carolina, then to suspend the rules in order to take 
up the joint resolution of the Senate; and when | 
that joint resolution comes before this body, it will 
be in order to amend it by changing the time of 
adjournment from the first Monday in July to 


some time in August, and changing the time for | the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- $i 


the meeting of Congress hereafter. Let us vote 
down, then, the pending motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, suspend the rules, and take 


| attent 


up the Senate joint resolution, and the whole sub- 
ject will be under the control of the House. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
ing proviso to the resolution: 
Provided, Thatno compensation shall be alowed mem- i 
bers during the recess, 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
gentleman from New York in order? i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York [Mr. Waxrzrmce] submitted an amend» | 
ment to his original resolution. The gentleman | 


{ 


i 


from South Carolina proposes an amendment in | 


the shape of a substitute. The amendment ofthe 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,}as the 
Chair understands, is to amend the substitute. 

Mr. HAVEN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis competent, if there 
be no further amendment to the original resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide that | 
on a resolution for adjournment it is in order to 


amendment is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
original resolution, as the two propositions now 
stand before the House, is amendable. To the : 
original resolution there isyan.gmendment pend- : 
ing, which can only be am nal this moment. 
Itis the amendment submitted by the gentleman | 
from New York, the author of the resolution. i 


ti 
i 


jl 
$ 


i 


‘and say in their judgment there is no doubt that | 
|i the House would get through all its business a 


is the amendment of the |! 


» ters which they desire to present to the House 
| My own drawer is full of bills upon the most 
be of interest to my colleague, who spoke a mo- | 
|| ment since, but they are of deep and vital interest : 
ito many persons throughout the country, and 

i 
|; gender 


move amendment while an amendment to an} 


resolution, then it will be in order to take up and 


from South Carolina. Both are amendable; first | 
the original resolution, then the substitute. When 
you reach the substitute, you may amend it by | 
striking out a part or all of its provisions, and 
then, as amended, vote it in place of the original 
resolution. 

*Mr. CAMPBELL. I would ask the gentleman 
from New York to accept, as a part of his resolu- 
tion, the proviso which I have suggested: 

Provided, That no per diem compensation shall be al- 
lowed members during the recess. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
| York has not yet sent his proposition in writing 
| to the Clerk. 

Mr. HAVEN. i desire first to inquire of the 
Chair whether there is pending a proposition to 
amend by my colleague, the author of the original 
| resolution? | 

The SPEAKER. There is; and it is only for | 
| a change of time of the adjournment. The original | 
| resolution is to fix a time for closing the present | 
session. Anamendmentis now pending to change 
the time as fixed in the original resolution. 


for the original resolution. 


resolution; anghaving done that, they may take 
up the substitute, i 
| Mr. HAVEN. Dol then understand the Chair | 
to decide that the amendment I offered would not | 
| now be in order? d 
The SPEAKER. It is only in order now to 
amend the amendment proposed by the gentleman 


| Mr. HAVEN. Dof unflerstand the Chair to 
i say that there is an amendment in the second de- | 
| gree now pending, upon which we shall have to 


The SPEAKER. If the House will give their | 


ion, the two propositions will be read, so that | 


amend the substitute offered by the gentleman |i 


The}! 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] pro- |j 
| poses an amendment, in the nature of a substitute |; 
The Chair states that |, 
i it is competent for the House to amend the original |! 


| from New York [Mr. Waturinge] to the original | 
i resolution. I 


| vote before any further amendments are submitted? || 


aeaii 
| When the-House shall have perfected the original | 


i there may be no misunderstanding between the ;; 


|! House and the Chair. 
i reads as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) ‘Nhat the President of i 
‘ tives adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
| the third of July next, at twelve o’clock, m, 


The gentleman from New York {Mr. Wat- 
i griper] moves that the words‘ third of July” be 


The second proposition offered by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] reads as 
i follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of 


i 
| tives adjourn their respective Houses on Monday, August | 
14, at twelve o’clock, m, 


Mr, DISNEY. 
i the House in relation to this whole matter. 
reds and out: 


l 
Eplace. Gentlemen get up here | 
i 


some time indicated by them. They do not mean 

by this that all the interesting and important busi- | 

| ness before the House can be disposed of at the | 

_ time indicated, but they mean that all the business | 

i in which they individually feel an interest can be | 
i disposed of. This is what they mean. 

All your committees are loaded down with mat- - 


important subjects. To be sure, they would no 


many members of this House. I can understan 
the feeling which operates upon gentlemen, and en 
g s that impatience which manifests itself to |: 
get away from here at a very early day. But we | 
were sent here to transact the public business, and |, 
not to consult our own pleasure or our own con- 
venience. I say again, in view of the important 
matters pressing upon us for consideration, and 
awaiting our action, that it is ridiculous and ab- 


matters can be disposed of at a certain indicated | 


stricken out of the resolution, and that the words |; 
seventeenth of July” be inserted in their place. |: 


I desire to say but a word to |! 
In |: 


i : Sat ama : 
E se discus s e wii 
I move to add the follow- |; my judgment this discussion is premature, ill con 
i 


The original resolution |; 


time. They may say, and truly, too, so far as 
they are concerned, and so far as they individ- 
ually feel an interest in them, that they may be 
disposed of by such a time. 

The gentlemen upon the Committee of Ways 
and Means think that there is no legislation neces- 
sary in Congress except that of passing the ap- 
propriation bills, and that when you dispose of 
them it is time fer Congress to adjourn. The act 


| providing for the payment of the clerks and Ex- 


ecutive officers of the Government is, in their judg- 


| ment, the summum bonum of all acts of legislation. 


So, too, with the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Haven,] and other gentlemen, who have no 
business fo be transacted here of any particular 
importance to their constituents, and therefore 
think that there is no business before Congress, 


| although there#may be bills to be disposed of in 


which the mightiest consequences to the Republic 
may lie in embryo. What carethey? These do 
not, they think, affect their constituents, and 
therefore there is no business of importance to be 
disposed of! What they mediltby “ business,” 


i is some particular thing in which their constitu- 


ents are concerned; some matter of a local char- 
acter affecting their own evanescent popularity, 
their own ephemeral interests, or those of the peo- 
ple whom they represent. That is what these 
gentlemen mean by the term ‘* business.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand that we were 
sent here fora very different purpose from all this. 
1 believe that we were sent here to protect and to 
advance thé public interests. We were sent here, 
not to exhibit patience or impatience at the work 
which we are called on to perform, and to consult 
our own inelinations as to its performance, but to 
attend faithfully and diligently to the business 
matters that may be legally and legitimately sub- 
mitted for our consideration, and to give them that 
calm and proper deliberation which they require. 

Sir, entertaining these views, and knowing, as I 
do, the amount of matter which is pending before 
the committees, and which the committees desire 
to offer for the consideration of the Fouse, l can 
state that this matter cannot be disposed of in the 
time indicated in’ this resolution. I cannot, and 
no man can, undertake, in advance, tosay the pre- 


‘cise time when Congress can properly adjourn, 


journment? 
day, 
quo e 
less on questions of pri ; 
i country. And such will continue to, be the case 
until we come together again, after having separated 
i for a time, and after having got into a more busi- 
|i ness state of mind, 

< surd in the extreme for gentlemen to stand up f 
there and say that, in their judgment, all these 


, after giving the due consideration to those matters 


which they are entitled to receive at their hands. 

ĮI understand that this resolution is now pend- 
ing before the House. Ifa motion to lay it on 
the table be in order, I now make that motion, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Disney] cannot submit that motion un- 
Tess by the consent of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Haven,] who yielded him the floor 
for explanation. 


Mr. DISNEY. l understood that the gentle- 


ii man has been up all the morning; and I supposed 


that I yas at liberty to make the motion to lay it 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from New York to yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Ohio for explanation only, 
and not to yield it absolutely. 

Mr. HAVEN. gjfind that I have been dam- 
aging myself by allowing the floor to go to other 
gentlemen while I was entitled to it. f must not 
do so any further. 

I could not hear very distinctly all that was said 
by the gentleman from Ohio; but I understood him 
to say that there is a large amount of public busi- 
ness which it is necessary should be performed. 
I think myself that there is business before the 
House which it is highly expedient should be 
transacted. But the question which [ put to the 


‘| House is, whether that business will be forwarded 


by our undertaking to prolong the time of our 
session. And let me ask the gentleman from 
Ohio himself, how much public business has been 
done or forwarded for the last two and a half 
weeks, while there has been no time fixed for ad- 
We have been waiting here day after 
and week-after week, and have not had a 
rum to vote on evena question of privilege, much 
practical importance to the 


Now, in regard to this matter, [ am as desirous 


i of performing the public business as any gentleman 
| here can be: but this is not the way to do it. The 


Senate has tendered us the proposition indicated 
here; and if we take them at their word, they 
cannot complain. I am satisfied, too, that we 
should not do the business of the House in the 
intermediate time. 

I desire now to ask the Chair whether the 
question to be first taken is on the amendment of 


my colleague [Mr. Wazrivce] to his own reso- | 


lution? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that is the first vote to 
be taken. 

Mr. HAVEN. One question further. 
in order for me now to submit a proposition? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, as an amendment to 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Orn,} which will be held in abey- 
ance. 


Mr. HAVEN. Then I desire to submit a 


proposition, and to let some other gentleman take | 


the floor. 


The proposition submitted by Mr. Haven was | 


then read, as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 


atives adjourn their respective Houses on the 4th day of 
duly next, at twelve o’cloek, m., until the third Monday of | 
Octobér next: Provided, That no per diem compensation i 
shall be drawn by members of the House and Senate for 


such recess. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe that every 
gentleman upon this floor will, by his professions, 
manifest to the country his disposition to work 
and to dispatch the public business. But, sir, I 


submit to you, and to all those present, how many, | 
by their acts, have manifested a disposition to do | 
the public business during the present session? | 
Sir, we have spent the last ten days in idleness. | 
Three days we adjourned—firom Thursday, the | 
From that time | 


Ist day of June, until the Sth. 
to this, during the whole of last week, there has 
not been a solitary day in which there was a work- 
ing quorum to be found in the House. Upon one 


solitary occasion, upon a call of the House, a} 


quorum answered to their names; and then, when 


the voll was called upon the pending question, | 
there was less than a quorum, and the House ad- | 


journed in consequence. 


Sir, it is time now, if we had worked up to the 


present time, that this session should have termin- 
ated, and we should have returned to our homes. 
But we have idled away the time thus far, and 


that is no good reason why we should now go off, |; 


without doing the important business of the ses- 


sion, and without the transaction of which the | 
interests of the country must materially suffer. | 
One attempt made upon the present occasion is, : 
perhaps, like too many others madein this House, | 


and that is, to do two things at once—to adjourn 


the present session of Congress, and provide for | 
The Constitution pro- | 1 
! from Tennessee a question. 


the meeting of the next. 
vides “that Congress shall assemble at least 
once in every year, and such meeting shall be on 
the first Monday in December, unless they shall, 
by law, appoint a different day.”’ 


Now, the Constitution fixes a day of meeting; | 
and if Congress wishes to change that day, they | 
That law | 
will require the approval of the President before it } 
A simple resolution of adjourn- ' 
ment, or for closing the session, does not require |! 


must do it by the enactment of a law. 
will be effective. 


such signature. 


The resolution from the Senate is a mere prop- | 
osition for a recess—that you shall adjourn in. 
July, and meet on the third Monday of October. | 
Now, the law of 1818, regulating and prescribing || 
the compensation of members, provides that they || 


shall receive eight dollars per day for each day 
they shall attend. When you take a recess of 


three days, the members receive that compensa- | 
ff, by joint resolution, Congress take a | 
recess of one or two weeks, members draw their . 
pay, and I understand it is the opinion of the con- | 
trolling officer of the Treasury, that if this Con- | 
gress shall take a recess until October, or for any | 
other period of time, under the law members will į 
if we adopt the | A 
Senate resolution to adjourn on the 3d of July, 0 Monday, with two or three exceptions. 


tion. 


be entitled to their per diem. 
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Ts it | 


and to meet again on the third Monday of October, 
it will be a continuance of this present session; and 


it will then be continued, Í presume, until Satur- | 


day preceding the first Monday of December 
next. 

It will be well for members to look to the law, 
and see what they are doing, before they adapt 
that resolution. 
1818, which says: 


“ Provided always, That no Representative or Delegate 
shall be allowed a suin exceeding the rate of eight dollars 


a day from the end of one session to the time of bis taking | 
i 


his seat in another.” 


Tf you adjourn, therefore, or take a recess from 
the 4th of July to the 3d Monday in October, the 
members of Congress, as I understand it, will, 
under the decision of the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, be entitled to their per diem during the recess, 
But I hope the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York will not be adopted. I hope the House 


|| will not take a recess, but that we shall adopt the 
| substitute of the gentleman from South Carolina, 


{Mr. Orr,] and adjourn sine die on the 14th of 
August. l think it is probable that we can get 
through with most of the business of the session 
by that time; and if not, let us pass the resolution, 
and the Senate will have it in their power to ex- 
tend the session to such time as will enable us 


i| to accomplish what it is necessary for us to do 
| before we adjourn sine die. 


1 shall, therefore, be 
willing, as faras | am concerned, to fix that day, 
and | hope the House will at least fix some day 


| in August for bringing the session to a final close. 


I repeat, sir, that I do not wish to take a recess. 
It will be setting a new precedent, which I think 
we had better not set. Let us fix the day for the 
final adjournment, and then if gentlemen desire to 
fix an earlier day for the meeting of the next ses- 


sion, or for the meeting of subsequent sessions of || 


Congress, let a bill be introduced for that purpose; 
let it be passed through Congress, and let it go to 
the President for his signature. That, in my 
opinion, will be doing the thing as it should be 
done. Let us fix the day for adjournment by one 
resolution, and fix the day forthe commencement 
of another session by a separate proposition—by 


a law introduced and passed through Congress in | 


the regular form, as the Constitution requires, if it 
should be found desirable to meetat an earlier day 
than that fixed by the Constitution. For myself, 
I believe the first Monday in December is early 
enough forthe meeting of the second session of a 
Congress. If we should meet on the third Mon- 
day in October, my opinion, based upon my ex- 
perience, is, that we should transact no business 
until after Christmas, or after the Ist of January. 
You will do quite as much by meeting on the first 


Monday in December as on the third Monday in ! 


October. 
Mr. HILLYER. I desireto ask the gentleman 
I understcod him to 


say, from experience, that Congress would do no 


| more by meeting on the third Monday in October 


than by meeting on the first Monday in December. 
I ask that gentleman if he has ever had any expe- 
rience in sessions that commenced on the third 
Monday in October? 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. 

Mr. HILLYER. Then thegentleman can have 
no experience of the fact of which he speaks. 

Mr. JONES. My experience is, that Congress 
never does any business until after the Christmas 
holidays. 

Mr. HILLYER. It is for that very reason 
that I want the session to commence earlier. 


Mr. JONES. Well, sir, I think if we were to | 


meet in the middle of October, the time until after 


Christmas would be spent in pretty much the | 
same way that it now is from the first Monday in | 


December. We should, perhaps, adjourn over 
every week from Thursday until Monday. How 
has it been during the present session of Congress? 
The House adjourned, if [ recollect rightly, every 
week, before the Ist of January, from Thursday 


| till the Monday following; and since that time 
we have adjourned every week from Friday til | 


The 


There is a proviso to the law of | 


House did set on two or three Saturdays while the 
Nebraska bill was under consideration; but, if my 
recollection serves me right, they are the only 
ones during the session. Nothing of less import- 
ance than that bill could induce us to remain in 
session upon Saturday. 

A Memper. We sat last Saturday. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir, and with about sixty 
or seventy members present. And why did you 
meet here last Saturday? Because you could not 
get a quorum on Thursday or Friday to adjourn 
over until Monday. [Laughter.] I hope that 
the proposition for a recess may be voted down, 
and that there may be fixed a day for adjourn- 
ment sine die, x 

Mr. KEITT obtained the floor, and yielded to 

Mr. EWING. Isitin order to move to lay 
the substitute and amendments to the substitute 


j upon the table? If it be, that motion will bring 


us to a vote on the original resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It would not alter the posi? 
tion of the original resolution, and theamendments 
to it, if the Louse chose to lay the substitute and 
the amendments to it upon the table. Those mat- 
ters would be before the body precisely in the 
shape they now are. It isin order to move to lay 
upon the table; but the motion would carry all— 
the original resolution, substitute, amendments, 
and all. 

Mr. EWING. My object was to bring the 
House to a vote on the original resolution for an 
adjournment sine die in July. Ido not think that 
we can accomplish anything considerable at least 
by remaining here until August. There are a 
thousand reasons affecting the House, and affect- 
ing members individually, which seem to me to 
render it impossible for us to accomplish any 
more business during this session. It may be very 
desirable that weshould; butin the languor which 
succeeds an unusual excitement there is always 
an indisposition to labor—a want of interest in the 


| every-day legislation of the country. Besides, 


members are looking, some of them anxiously, 
towards home about the next election. [Laughter.] 
They are consulting, as it is proper they should, 
their constituents—as some perhaps did not do so 
before the passage of the Nebraska bill—as to 
whether they did right in passing it. [Renewed 
laughter.] This is of interest to them; and if it 
happens to be more interesting than bills for land 
grants, or even bills for just private claims, we 
cannot help it. Such is the condition of things, 
and such is the inevitable feeling of members. 

The gentleman from Tennessee has illustrated 
this strikingly. Ie has shown, or rather remind- 
ed us, that we have not been ablerecently to do 
anything; and I do not see much prospect of our 
accomplishing more than we have during the re- 
mainder of this session. If we determine to close 
the session in July, we shall feel the necessity of 
passing the appropriation bills, however desirable 
it may be, at least toa portion of the members, to 
pass bills for private claims, land grants, and 
divers other bills. We shall have to defer them to 
the next session of this Congress, or, possibly, to 
another Congress, which will come here, it is to 
be hoped, under different auspices, and more fa- 
vorably inclined to practical legislation. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if we do not close 
this debate in some form or the other, that before 
the resolution is acted on we shall have to post- 
pone the day of adjournment into September. Un- 
less we close it, I do not think we shall get through 
with it before the day fixed arrives. [Laughter.] 
My object was, with this simple explanation, if 
practicable, to have closed debate by moving to 
lay the substitute, and the amendments to it, upon 
the table. As that is not practicable, I shall not 
further occupy the floor. ; 

Mr. HILLYER. It is not my purpose to dis- 


: cuss the resolution further. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


! Kentucky submit the motion that the resolution 


and amendments do lie upon the table? 

Mr. EWING. No, sir. I wouldsimply ask, 
however, as I owed the floor to the courtesy of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, whether the 
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The SPEAKER. He has not spoken at all on 
the question. He has had the floor yielded to him 
merely for explanation. 

Mr: KEITT.. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia proceeding with his remarks. 

Mr. HILLYER. Ido not propose to consume 
the time of the House by further discussing the 
question. My object is simply to state, that I 
desire atsome future day to submit the resolution 
I have already indicated; and for the purpose of 
enabling me to do it, | move to lay the resolution 
and the various amendments upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. The ques- 
tion was then taken; and there were—yeas 56, 
nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Ashe, Belcher, 
Bell, Boyce, Bridges, Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Disney, Dunbar, Edmundson, Hverhart, Fuller, 
Goode, Green, Henn, Hillyer, Haghes, Ingersoll, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Me- 
Mullin, Maxwell, Millson, Murray, Nichots, Parker, Bishop 
Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Ruftin, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Singleton, Skel- 


ton, Gerrit Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, į 


Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, Thurston, Upham, and 
Vail—56. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ball, Barry, Benson, Bocock, Breckinridge, Brooks, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Chrisman, 
Charchwell, Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cur- 
tis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dowdell, Drum, 
Dunham, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliot, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, Gamble, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Greenwood, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hiester, Hill, Hous- 


ton, Howe, Hunt, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney i 


Jones, Kidwell, Knox, Latham, Lindley, May, Meacham, 
Jobn G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrisan, Norton, 


Andrew Oliver, Mordecia Oliver, Orr, Pennington, Phelps, : 


Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Robbins, 
Russel 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Alexnder H. Stephens, John L. ‘Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Tayor, Trout, Watbridge, Walley, Warren, 
Israel Washburn, Fappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 


So the Flouse refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 


Mr. KEITY. I desire that the [louse shall 


adjourn at the earliest day compatible with the | 


discharge of our public duties 
in legislative bodies at home, which runs over a 


good many years, advises me, that when a rea- | 
sonable time is fixed, the labors and business of : 


the session are adapted to the time appointed. | 


business can be expeditiously transacted. 
sir, let us see what we have to do. 


Now, 


The appro- 


priation bills are yet untouched, and none have | 


ever yet passed without long debate and a pro- 
tracted struggle, 


Then a very considerable portion of the session 
must be consumed in the discussion of the appro- 
priation bills. Is there no other business of im- 
portance before us? 

I understand, sir, that the Democratic party 
came into power with the principle of free trade 
inscribed upon its flag. Now, sir, what has 
been done to carry out this principle? Nothing, 
literally nothing. Should it not do something? 
Most certainly it should, unless its creed be only 
a delusion, and its only object be spoils. 


Democratic party came into power by an over- $| 
whelming majority; and 1 wish to know, and, as | 
far as my vote goes, I mean to know, if its pro- ii 
Sir, : 


fessions about free trade are honest or not. 


if 


rinciples be with the party mere juggler’s 


balls, to play a game of popular imposture with, ` 
then I desire the legerdemain to be understood, : 
and the dupes to be only the juggler’s dupes. | 


Sir, if the Democratic party is based upon prin- 


ciples, let us see this by action. Lam tired of mere | 


professions. Let me say, also, sir, that no party, 
bloated by heterogeneous compounds, and corpu 
lent with crude isms, can ever last long. 


carry death with them. 


Sir, if the Demoeratic party is divided upon the | 


great question of free trade, which was born here, 
and has subsequently carried its flag of triumph 
over almost all the globe, the country should 
know the fact. The Treasury is full to repletion; 


wane Sapp, Shaw, Samuel A. Smith, William ; 
Wi 


My experience | 


{ cannot say that I regret this, | 
because the money power in aGovernment is the |' own resolution to strike out the word ‘third’?! 
most dangerous and absorbing of all powers. 


The: 


Life - 
waits upon health, and antagonistic elements : 


our great staples are increasing almost incalculably, 
and our resources in every phase are quickened 
with an energy unknown by any other people or 
any othertime. Sir, we have made discoveries in 
everything but the practical application of the 
principles of government. We have explored the 
arcana of physical science, laid bare its mysteries, 
swept over tremendous ravines, and made the 
lightning play postman to the nations of the earth; 
but in government we have pursued only the broad 
thoroughfare trampled by the footsteps of every 
nation which hasgone before us, of centralization, 
financial aggrandizement, and the spoliation of 
weaker interests. $ 

Sir, let us retrace our steps, and recur to the ear- 
lier principles of the Republic. Let us adapt the 
revenue of the Government to its proper wants, 
and secure an economical expenditure. 


to; and I mean, as far as my vote goes, to make 
it redeem its pledges, or distinctly refuse to do so. 
l do not mean, as far as l can prevent it, that it 
shall shirk the question by an adjournment. 
prefer to fix the day of adjournment about the 
first of September, though | think we had better 
postpone the whole question for the present. 


and see who of us are for a reformation of the 
tariff, and who opposed to it. For thirty years 
my section has been borne down by an oppres- 
sive system of legislative plunder; and it is time 
we should fling it off. The Democratic party is 
pledged to this, and let it reaeem the pledge. 


|| to reform it, | am ready to adjourn. 1 will not 
|| vote to adjourn that it may shirk this issue. 

it is to continue to manipulate the masses with 
professions, and, by skillful jugglery, to ensnare, 
seduce, and delude, it shall have no aid of mine 
i for any of these purposes. Professions seduce 
| men; principles rally them. 

Mr. HAMILTON, 


no further amendments, and it is useless to con- 
sume the time of the House in further debate. I 
i apprehend every gentleman is prepared to vote; 
‘| and without desiring to cut off the expression of 
opinion upon this subject by any gentleman, I 
it demand the previous question, and | hope that the 
|| House will sustain it. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers on the second. 


CAMPBELL were appointed. . 
|| The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
being first on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Warzrmer} to his 


and insert ‘*seventeenth,’’ so as to make it read: 


of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
tives adjourn their respective Houses sine die on the seren- 
teenth day of July next, at twelve o’elock, m. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is there not an amendment 
ito that amendment pending, submitted by the 
|i gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Orr ?} 
| The SPEAKER. 
it, submitted by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, but it is in the nature of a substitute. 
| The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the 
amendment to the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Haven,] which is 
: as follows: 


i 
i 


of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives adjourn their respective Houses on the fourth dayin 
; July next, at twelve o’ciock, m., until the third Monday in 
| October next: Provided, That no per diem compensation 


such recess. : 
| The SPEAKER. The Clerk will. now read 
the proposition of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Orr.] 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
. 44th, at twelve o’clock, m. 


i Mr. LETCHER. 


This can | 
only be done by an entire reformation of the pres- | 
ent tariff. This the Democratic party is pledged į 


L| 


Sir, let us look this tariff question in the eye, | 


Whenever the tariff is reformed, or whenever the | 
Democratic party in this House distinctly refuses | 


If | 


i If I understand the posi- | 
tion of the question now before us, it is open to | 


l ) . 1i| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Oups and | 
am therefore in favor of fixing a reasonable time | 


for adjournment, a day within which the public || 


Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That the President | 


There is an amendment to | 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President : 


shall be drawn by members of the House and Senate for i 


the gentleman who offered that amendment, why 
mileage was not inserted in it as well as per diem? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | would ask the 
Chair how that got in? 

The SPEAKER, It got in under the ruling of 
the Chair at the time that it wasin order to amend 
the substitute proposed to the original resolution. 
There were various questions before the Chair 
made the decision. 

Mr. JONES. The ruling would be undoubt- 
edly correct where the original proposition had 
been disposed of; but certainly, I think, the Chair 
will see that the amendment to the substitute was 
not in order while there could be still an amend- 
ment to the original proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair refers the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to cases of this sort where 
the same decision as that made by the Chair in 
this case, has been made. There was such a 
decision made here this moment, when an amend- 
ment was offered to the substitute. In respect to 
the question whether an amendment to an amend- 
ment can be held in abeyance, the Chair decided 
that it could be so held; and so did Mr. Cobb and 
others of my predecessors decide. 

Mr. DRUM. I ask for the yeas and nays upon 
the substitute, and not upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to make 
that demand until the amendment is disposed of. 
The question now is upon the amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. Will itbe in order to move 
an amendment to that—to add ‘ mileage” after 
the ‘per diem?” 

The SPEAKER. It will not, as the previous 
question has been seconded. 

Mr. HAVEN. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 46, nays 110; as follows: 

YEAS—Messers. Appleten, Ball, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Dick, Edmandsy 
Everhart, Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, 
Haven, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, Knox, Latham, MeCul- 


loch, McDougall, Mace, Mayall, Meacham, Morgan, Nor- 
ton, Parker, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, 


j: 


: tives, adjourn their respectives Houses on Monday, August || 


Seward, William R. Sipith, Alexander I, Stephens, An- 
drew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wat- 
bridge, Walley, Warren, and Tappan Wentworth—46. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. ANen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Boeoek, Boyce, 
Breckiuridge, Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Daw- 
son, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Eiliott, Ellison, English, 
Etheridge, Ewing, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Hamil- 
ton, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hies- 
ter, Hill, [lillyer, Houstou, Hughes, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, McMultin, 
Maurice, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millsou, Mor- 
rison, Nichols, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Sapp, Shannon, Shaw, Singleton, 
Skeltou, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P, Stanton, Richard A. Stan- 
ton, Hestor L, Stevens, Stratton, John L. Taylor, Trout, 
Vail, Israel Washburn, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—I10, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the substitute of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, |Mr. Orr. ] 

Mr. DRUM. Upon thatI demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Vat were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 7], noes 69. 

So the amendment was agreed to. p 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to Jay the resolu- 
' tion upon the table. i 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Upon that motion 


YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Belcher, Bell, Benson, 
Boyce, Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Crocker, Dick, Dis- 
ney, Everhart, Ewing, Fuller, Goode, Goodrich, A. Har- 
an, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, Hunt, Ingersoll, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Me- 
| Dougall, MeMultin. Mace, Mayall, Milson, Morgan, Mur- 


li: rayyNorton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Pen- 


I would like to inquire of i! nington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Preston, 


1854. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1379 


Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Rogers, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Seward, Shannon, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, | 
Straub, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Vail, 
Walley, and Tappan Wentworth—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Barry, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Bugg, Catpenter, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chris- | 
man, Churchwell, Clark, Clingrian, Cobb, Calquitt, Cer- 
win, Cox, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, | 
Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, 
John M. Eliott, Elison, English, Etheridge, Gamble, Gid- 
dings, Greenwood, Hamikon, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, 
Hendricks, Hiester, Hill, Houston, Hughes, Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Latham, Lind- 
ley, Macdonald, Maxwell, May, Jobn G. Miller, Smith Mil- 
ter, Morrison, Nichols, Olds, Orr, Phelps, Ready, Riddle, | 
Robbins, Ruffin, Russell, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit | 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, George W. ji 
Smyth, Frederiek P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, | 
Join L. Taylor, Trout, Walbridge, Warren, Israel Wash- 
burn, Daniel B, Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—82. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

The question again recurred upon the adoption | 
of the resolution as amended. i 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I demand the yeas and || 
nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the affirmative—yeas 82, nays 68; as follows: i 

YEAS--Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, |! 
Willis Allen, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, | 
Brooks, Bugg, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Cur- 
tis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dram, | 
Dunbar, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, Jobn M. Bilion, | 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Gamble, Greenwood, Hamil- |i 
ton, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Hendricks, Hiester, Hill, |} 
Houston, Jolinson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kidwell, Latham, Lindley, Macdonald, Maxwell, May, 
John G., Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, Nichols, Olds, 
Orr, Phelps, Ready, Robbins, Rufin, Russel, Shaw, Sin- | 
gleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, WHliam 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. i) 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Strat- | 
ton, Straub, John L. Taylor, Trout, Walbridge, Warren, | 
Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B, Wright—&2. ! 

{ 
| 


NAY S--Mesers. Appleton, Ashe, Ball, Belcher, Benson, 
Boyce, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Cook, | 
Crocker, Diek, Disney, Everhart, Ewing, Fuller, Giddings, | 
Goode, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, | 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Roland Jones, Keitt, Knox, 
Jamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, McDougall, McMul- 
lin, Mace, Mayall, Millson, Morgan, Murray, Norton, An- ; 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John 
Perkins, Powell, Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Riddle, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritehey, Rogers, Sabin, Seward, Shan- 
non, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Up- 
ham, Vail Walley, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Westbrook—fi8. 


So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. ORR. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted. I desire to 
aay that the words sine die are not incorporated in | 
the resolution, because they are not at all neces- 


|| has been read. 


| and late. 


Letcher, Mayall, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Powell, Pringle, Ready, David Ritchie, Sabin, 


; Shannon, Gerrit Smith, William R. Smith, Frederick P., 


Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
John L. Taylor, Nathauiel G. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, 
Walbridge, Walley, Israel Washburn, and Tappan Went- 
worth—60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, Barry, Releher, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, Church- 
well, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Crocker, Cutting, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John 
M. Elliott, Eitison, English, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Ham- 
ilton, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Latham, Lindley, Lindstey, Mac- 
donald, MeMullin, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Bishop Perkins, 
Phelps, Puryear, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Russell, Singleton, Skelton, William Smith, George 
W.Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Trout, Vail, Dan- 
iel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—69. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


upon the motion made by the gentleman from 


| Alabama, (Mr. Housron,] to suspend the rules for 


the purpose of introducing the resolution which 
Upon that motion the yeas and 


! nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOUSTON. As the House seems to be 
very thin, I would prefer that the motion should 
go over until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER, 
House that the motion made by the gentleman 


! from Alabama lie over? 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


I would ask 


i the gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his 


motion. He must be certainly convinced that his 


| resolution cannot pass, and we can save more time 


by sitting late than by meeting at eleven o'clock, 
when we should rarely have a quorum here. 

Mr, HOUSTON. Thegentleman from Georgia 
must know very well that I am here both early 
I presented the resolution because | 
believed that it ought to pass. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hous- 
TON’s motion to suspend the rules; and there were 
—yeas 78, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Appleton, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, 
Chrisman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cutting, John G. Davis, Daw- 
son, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Jobn M. Eliott, Ellison, English, Fuller, Gamble, 
Goode, Hamilton, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
Jobnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaucy Jones, Kidwell, 
Latham, Leteher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Macdonald, Max- 
well, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miter, Morrison, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Puryear, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Shannon, Shaw, 
Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Hestor 


| 
sary. It requires the action of the two Houses | 
to pass the resolution. When the House adjourns | 
on the day fixed it will require the concurrence | 
of the other body for our meeting afterwards, || 
until the time fixed for the meeting of Congress || 
l therefore move that the || 


motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. it 


agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the unanimous con- 


L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Trout, Vail, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bait, Benson, Boyce, Brooks, Camp- 
bell, Clingman, Crocker, Dick, Edmands, Ewing, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hast- 
ings, Haven, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Keitt, Knox, McMillin, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Parker, 
Preston, Pringle, Ready, David Ritehie, Sage, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, John 
L. Taylor, Nathaniel G ‘Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wal- 
bridge, Walley, Israel Washburn, and Tappan Wentworth 
—45. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


sent of the House to submit the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That from and after this day, and until other- ¢/ 
wise ordered, the daily hour of meeting of the House of 
Representatives shall be eleven o’cloek, a. m. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose indicated. i 

The question was put; and sixty-two voted in > 
the affirmative. 

Mr. ORR. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Var and ; 
CruRCHWELL were appointed. 

The question was again put; 
reported—ayes 60 

Mr. COBB. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BALL. I move that the House adjourn. | 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. 
motion 1 demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

The question was then taken; and it was de- | 
cided in the negative—yeas 60, nays 69;as follows 

YEAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, Ball, Bell, Benson, | 
Boyce, Campbell, Carpenter, Chrisman, Clingman, Cook, | 
Corwin, Dick, Disney, Dowdell, Edmands, Thomas D. |; 
Eliot, Everhart, Ewing, Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, |. 
Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Henn, |! 


I call for tellers. ti 


and the tellers 


Upon that |: 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I[ ask the unani- 


|| mous consent of the House to take from the 
| Speaker’s table, for the purpose of having it re- 


ferred, Senate bill No. 373, being an act ‘to as- 


‘certain and adjust the title of certain lands in the 


State of Indiana.” 

Mr. KNOX. [ object, and move an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to withdraw the objection, and allow the bill 


! to be read a first and second time by its title, and 
| referred to the appropriate committee. 


Mr. KNOX. [I withdraw my objection. 
The bill was then read a first and second time 


i by its tide, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 


vate Land Claims. 


Mr. HILLYER. It is within the experience 


; of every member of this House, that the short 
» sessions of Congress do not afford sufficient time 


for a proper discharge of its legislation. I there- 
fore move that the rules of the House be sus- 
ended, so as to enable me to introduce the follow- 
ing bill: 

Be it enacted, That hereafter the day appointed, by Jaw, 
for the assembiing of Congress, shail be the first Monday in 
November of each year, instead of the first Monday of De- 
ecember, 


Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Kunt, Ingersoll, Keitt, Knox, l 


Is it the pleasure of the | 


Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the House 
adjourn. : 

Mr. DRUM. Upon that motion 1 demand the 
yeas and nays. : 

Mr. HILLYER. If the House now adjourns, 
what will be the position of my motion? | - 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as the first 
business in order on Monday next. ‘ 

Mr. DRUM. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hamir- 
ron’s motion; and it was agreed to, and there- 
upon the House (at twenty minutes before four 
o’clock) adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuespay, June 13, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Wiuuiam H. Minsurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


i PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WADE presented the petition of Frederick 
Denio, an invalid pensioner, of Jefferson, Ohio, 
praying to be allowed an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Oakley H. Wright, of Rens- 
selaer, Indiana, praying to be allowed a pension 
and one hundred and sixty acres of land, for ser- 
vices rendered in the war with Algiers, and in the 
war of 1812; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. ; 

Also, the petition of Raymond Williams, of 
Lake county, Indiana, an invalid of the war of 
| 1812, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of M. H. 
Beaver and sixty-eight other citizens of Missis- 
sippi, praying for a mail route from Beaver Dam 
and Maxville, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FOOT’ presented a petition of citizens of 
Burlington, Vermont, praying an appropriation 
for the purchase of a site, and the erection of a 
building for a custom-house and post office at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Jane 
A. Brower,widow of Charles B, Brower, deceased, 
praying a pension for the services of her husband 
in the Mexican war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, the petition of A. S. Bender, praying com- 
pensation for his services as superintendent of the 
United States lead mines of the Upper Mississippi; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, the petition of Adolphus Allen, praying 

the extension of his patent for a water-wheel; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 
i Also, the petition of Anne Royall, widow of 
Captain William Royall, of the Revolutionary 
Army, praying that she may be allowed and paid 
interest on the amount due her late husband, or 
for some other relief; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. i 

Also, the petition of Adam D. Steuart and 
others, officers of the United States Army, praying 
to be compensated for extra services performed 
by them in Mexico, during the late war with that 
i Republic; which was referred*to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


| Carr, sutler to the second regiment of Tennessee 

volunteers, in the late war with Mexico, praying 
| indemnity for property destroyed by the enemy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of James 
H. Smith and Charles Stevens, praying indemni- 
ty for the loss of schooner Drumseale and cargo, 
wrecked at the mouth of the Patapsco river by 
striking upon submerged iron piles placed there 
by the Government; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of 
Charles Parsons, of Louisiana, praying the issue 
of a register to the brig Amelia, under the name 
of Abby Frances; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of owners and oceupants of 


| 
| 
| Mr. BELL presented the memorial of Jesse D, 
| 
i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
j 
‘ 
i 
H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
H 
| 
H 


lands lying within the Bastrop grant, Louisiana, 
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praying tobe protected in their rights; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. RUSK presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States praying Congress to take such 
measures as will secure the liquidation of their 
claims against Mexico, arising from losses and 
damages sustained from the confiscation of mer- 
chandise by that Republic, in violation of treaty 
stipulations; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. ` 

Also, the memorial of Rachel Herbert, praying 
compensation for extra services performed by 
her late husband, Nathaniel Herbert, deceased, 
while. an assistant messenger in the Post Office 
Department; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented four memorials of per- 
sons engaged and interested in the navigation of | 
Long Island Sound, and the adjacent waters, 
praying an appropriation for the erection of a fog 
bell at Saybrook light-house, in Long {sland | 
Sound; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CASS presented the following memorials, 
praying the adoption of such measures as will se- | 
cure to American citizens residing or traveling in 
foreign countries the enjoyment of their rights of 
conscience and religious freedom: 

Memorial of ministers and elders of Madison j 
Presbytery, and citizens of Rising Sun, Indiana; 

Two memorials of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, | 
and its vicinity; | 

pene of citizens of Louisville, Kentucky; 
an | 

Memorial of members of the General Assembly 
of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, in ses- 
sion at Memphis, Tennessee. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of G. G. Cushman and the li 
heirs of ‘Thomas Bartlett be withdrawn from the files of the |i 


Penate, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
TONS. 
On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition of James A. Glending be 
withdrawn trom the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 


CHEAP OCEAN POSTAGE. 


Mr. BADGER presented a petition of citizens || 


of Wilmington, Raleigh, and various towns in 
North Carolina, praying a reduction in the rates 
of ocean postage; also a petition of inhabitants 
of the town of Newbern, North Carolina; a peti- | 
tion of inhabitants of Guilford county, North 


i, Were referred the following petitions, submitted | 


yr 


| 


| 
| 


Carolina; and a petition of the inhabitants of the 
town of Wilmington, North Carolina, in favor of | 
the same object; which were referred to the Com- ; 


mittee on the Post Office and Pos s. Ho : s 
; Hise and. Post Roads i mittee on Private Land Claims. 


NEW YORK ASSAY OFFICE. H 


Mr. MASON. Lam requested to present to | 
the Senate the petition of certain inhabitants of the | 
town of Union, Loudon county, Virginia, asking | 


Í 


| received in the naval service of the United States, 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. ! 

Mr. GILLETTE presented a petition of inhab- | 
itants of the town of Wolcottville, Connecticut; | 
and a petition of the inhabitants of the town of | 
Bristol, Connecticut, praying a reduction of the, 
rates of ocean postage; which were referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition of citizens of | 
Columbia, South Carolina, praying a reduction of | 
the rates of ocean postage; which was referred to | 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 


-REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Pen- | 


sions,to whom were referred documents in relation 
to the claim of Betsy Whipple, widow of Stephen 
Whipple, a soldier in the last war with Great i 


Britain, to a pension, submitted a report, accom- | 


panied by a bill for her relief; which was read, ! 
and passed to a second reading, The report was | 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Abigail Saunders, | 
praying to be allowed bounty land as the widow | 
of Joseph Davis, a soldier in the last war with | 
Great Britain, submitted an adverse report thereon; | 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Peter 
Amey, praying a pension on account of wounds 


during the last war with Great Britain, submitted | 
a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Peter Amey, (colored man;) which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. The report was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


adverse reports thereon; which were ordered to | 
be printed: a 
Petition of William B. May and others, citizens | 


| of Massachusetts, praying the enactment of a law | 


authorizing certain invalid pensioners of the United | 
States, living in that State, to draw pensions from | 
the date of the injury received in the public ser- | 
vice; ; 
#: Petition of Jane M. Rudulph, widow of Thomas 
C. Rudulph, late captain in the United States 
revenue service, praying for a pension; and 

Petition of John R. Presher, praying to be 
allowed back pension. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill for | 
the relief of the assignees or Jegal representatives : 
of Jacques Moulon; which was read a first and: 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 


Mr. FISH. J have been requested to present : 


B 


for the reduction of ocean postage. I heard the |i the remonstrance of the Chamber of Commerce of. 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Banerr] pre- || the city of New York, against any alteration of 
gent a series of similar petitions a few moments |: the existing law with regard to the assay office in 
ago. I have presented one or two from theinterior | that city, which may affect its present efficacy. 
of my own State; and it is a singular fact that | A bill is on the table against which this remon- 
petitions on this subject should come from the in- |, strance is particularly directed. f move, there- 
terior. It so happens that the gentleman who || fore, that the remonstrance lie on the table. 
sent me this petition, states in his letter to me; Mr. GWIN. Iwil take this occasion to say 
that it had been sent to him by Mr. Elihu Burritt, |) that there was an omission in that part of the bill 
with the request that he would get signatures, iH against which this remonstrance is presented, `; 
and send it to the Senate. ii which is the causeof the opposition toit. It isin- © 
Mr. BADGER. That I understand to be the ii tended by the Committee on Iinance to have that || 
case in regard to those I presented. j corrected when the bill comes before us again. i 
Mr. MASON. I do not wish it to be inferred, j; Mr. FISH. Then, do I understand the Sena- 
in presenting these petitions, that I impliedly give! tor to mean that when the bil comes up, the 
any opinion upon the propriety or expediency of i two sections which are excepted will be stricken - 
the proposed reduction of ocean postage. I ask: out? 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on || Mr. GWIN. I will state to the Senate that 
the Post Uffice and Post Roads. || the principal objection to the bill isthat it gives to 
They were so referred. ` the depositors in the assay office, in the city of 
Mr. GWIN. I have joint resolutions on the | New York, only therighttoredemptionin bullicn— 
same subject, of more authority than the petitions | in bars. ‘Che object of the bill was to allow them 
presented by the Senators from Virginia aud North i to be paid in coin, or refined or assayed bars, 
Carolina. They are the joint resolutions of the) doing away entirely with certificates, and paying | 
Legislature of California, which passed both | them in coin at the New York assay office. That: 


i 


bodies unanimously, in favor of the reduction of | was the object of the bill. 


ocean postage. Task that they may be referred!) Mr. FISH. This remonstrance will reach even | 
to the same committee, and ordered to be printed. |! the proposition which I understand the Senator | 
lt was so ordered. l now to indicate as that which the committee will : 
Mr, COOPER presented a petition of inhabit- || propose. 
ants of Norristown, Pennsylvania, praying a re- | 
duction of the rates of ocean postage; which was l 


i H 
! The remonstrance was ordered to lie ọn the if 
` table. il 


Jun 
THE NEBRASKA BILL. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask leave to present joint 
resolutions which have been passed by the Legis- 
lature of California, upon the subject of the Ne- 
braska bill. I may be allowed to say that it is 
exceedingly gratifying to the delegation from that 
State in Congress, to find that their action has 
been sustained by the representatives of the peo- 
ple in the Legislature. These resolutions affirm 
the propriety of that bill. They passed the 
House of Assembly with only ten votes against 
them, and passed the Senate with an opposition 
of only seven votes. This, | undertake to say, is 
one of the most decisive votes that has been given 
by the Legislature of any State since the agitation 
of the Nebraska question. As the subject has 
been disposed of by the Senate, I move that the 
resolutione be laid uporthe table, and be ordered 
to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and hope that the Senate will unanimously 
consent to its consideration now: 

Resolved, That the Senate will hereafter meet at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. BRIGHT and others objected, and the 
resolution went over one day under the rule. 

Mr. GWIN subsequently introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution, and asked for its immediate 
consideration: 

Resolved, That from and after Monday next, until other- 
wise ordered, the daily hour of meeting of the Senate shall 
be eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. FISH. Let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 
that the Senator from Texas has offered a resolu- 
tion similar to that. 


Mr. GWIN. Then I withdraw mine. 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. BADGER. IL submitted, a few days ago, 
the Senate will recollect, a resolution to rescind 
the order which we made for the printing, by our 
printer, of certain copies of the agricultural portion 
of the Patent Office report, with à resolution order- 
ing the simpe printing of the same number which 
was contemplated by the resolution which I pro- 
pose to rescind, for the reason which I explained 
at the time, that the resolution might be passed 
by the Senate after the modification of our exist- 
ing law, made by a provision agreed upon by the 
two Houses in the deficiency bill, so that we might 


e 13, 


i get rid of the question of the printing being done 


by our printer. it will now be done by our printer 


| without putting the words in the resolution. As 


the work ought to be now in progress, I hope the 
Senate will take up, and dispose of those resolu- 
tions, . 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tions; which were as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution for printing certain addi- 
ional copies of the agricultural portion of the Patent Office 
eport, agreed to by the Senate on the 29th instant, be, and 
he saine is hereby, rescinded. . 

Ordered, ‘That there be printed for the use of the Senate 


i forty thousand additional copies of the same, with the plates 


accompanying it, of which five thousand shall be for the 
se of the Patent Office. 


Mr.BADGER. [twill be necessary to modify 
the resolution by making it read the ‘29th of 


; May,” as we have now got into June. 


The resolutions, as modifed, weve agreed to. 
MEETING CONGRESS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
providing for the annual meeting of Congress; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not know that it is 
necessary to refer the bill to any committee. It 
makes the annual meeting of Congress to com- 
mence on the first Monday in October instead of 
the first Monday in December, so as nearly to 
equalize the two sessions of Congress. 

Mr. GWEN. I suggest to the Senator that he 
let the bill He on the table, and have it ordered to 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT. 
unless it be referred. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it go on the Calendar. 
AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. BRODH EAD. I offer the following res- 
olution: : 


or 


mH 


nat order will be made, 


so that the clause will read: 


—“ or moved by the direction of a standing or select com- 
mittee of the Senate.” 


l will read the whole rule: 


“No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless 
it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, 
or some act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session, or moved by direction of a standing 
committee of the § 
from the head of some of the Departments, and no amend- 
ment shall be received whose object is to provide for a pri- 


ii 
i 


i 


ii 


‘| sane persons, which had been returned by the 
p > 


i 
j 


enate, or in pursuance of an estimate ` 


vate claim, unless it be to carry out the provisions of an || 


existing law, or a treaty stipulation.” 
It seems to me the recommendation of a select 


committee is entitled to as much consideration as 
that of a standing committee. 1 hope, therefore, 


‘| 
| 
| 
| 
4 


as the amendment is one which is so obviously ` 


just, the Senate will at once agree to the resolution. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous | 


consent, 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all of the rule after the word 
“law.” ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is the amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi in order? Fle does not propose to amend 
the resolution which Í have offered. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that it is not in order. 


H 
il 
ii 
H 


The resolution was agreed to by a vote, on a; 


division, of ayes 22, noes 12. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- | 


lowing enrolled bills: 

A bill to authorize the selection of school dis- 
tricts, in lieu of the sixteenth sections, within the 
twelve miles square reservation, State of Ala- 
bama. 

A bill to authorize a register to be issued to the 
steamer El Paraguay by a new name. 


ELIJAH BEEBE. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. ‘The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have had under consideration the Elouse 
bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of Elijah 
Beebe, and directed me to report it back and rec- 
ommend its passage. 
as its payment has been so long withheld, and as 
the evidence is so very satisfactory, I ask for its 
consideration at the present time. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to consider 
the bill, as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the parties mentioned, $3,016—the 
amount of principal adjudged to be justly due, 
and owing to them from the confederated tribes 
of Sac and Fox Indians, by the Ifon. Henry 
Dodge, Governor of Wisconsin Territory, and 


ex officio superintendent of Indian affairs, by his | 
original certificate, numbered eight, given at the | 
“ superintendency of Indian affairs for the Terri- | 


tory of Wisconsin, Mineral Point, July 7, 1837.” 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a: 


third time, and passed. 


BOOKS TO NEW MEMBERS. 
Mr. FOOT. 


up some days ago by the Senator from Jowa, (Mr. 
Joxes,] not now present.. [t provides for the dis- 
tribution of eight copies of the pension and bounty 
land laws to new members. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the joint resolution of the 24th of Pebru- 


ary, 1854, for supplying new members of the present Con- : 


gress with all such books of a pnblic character, and in the 
same proportion as were furnished to members of either 
House during the last Congress, embrace Mayo and Moul- 


ton’s edition of the Pension, Bouuty Land Laws, &e., in . } 
i ent time, : t 
| let us, therefore, go on regularly with the busi-: 


the proportion of eight copies to each of said new mem- 
bers; and that the Secretary of the Senate shall so under- 
stand and execute the said resolution. 
THE UNITED STATES MINT. 
Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution ; 


which was considered by unanimous consent, | 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be required . 


to communicate to the Senate copies of all quarterly or 
other accounts of the expenditures of the Mint, whieh have 


been returned since the 3d day of March, 1853; and also, a : 


statement of the amount received or charged to depositor 
at the Mint at Philadelphia, siuce the 3d of Mareh, 1853, 


As itis fora small amount, | 


I move thatthe Senate proceed to | 
the consideration of the resoiution which was called | 


i 
H 
H 


| 
| 


{i 
ji 
Ri 
H 
i 


| honorable Senator from Michigan on this subject. | 


journment, sine die, of the two Houses of Con- i 


| olution to close debate on that bill to-morrow, at | 


‘men, and we will get on quite as well and as ex- i 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 


The Senate resumed the reconsideration of the 
bill making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of indigent in- || 


President of the United States, with his objections. 
Mr. CASS addressed the Senate against the 
bill, and in support of the veto. [His speech will 
be found in the Appendix.] 
Mr. CLAYTON. l purpose to reply to the 


Mr. MASON. ‘The Senator, I presume, does | 
not desire to continue the debate to-day. 1 move: 
to postpone the further consideration of this sub- il 
ject until to-morrow, with the view of going into || 
Executive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

A message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, by Mr. FORNEY, their Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a concurrent 
resolution, fixing the 14th of August for the ad- 


gress at the present session. | 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, June 13, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wituiam H. MILBURN. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DENT. As Iam about to leave the city | 
on account of ill health, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Elouse to allow me to report a bill, i 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is it for the purpose of | 
reference? . 

Mr. DENT. 1 wish to have it referred, and 
placed upon the Calendar. . 

There being no objection, the bill was then re- 
ceived, read a first and second time by its title, as 


Mary A. M. Jones. ! 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. i 
Mr. HAVEN. On some day last week I in-| 
troduced a resolution to close debate upon the | 
i 
| 


Prayer 


Pacific railroad bill. £ do not know whether it | 
was entertained. If it was, 1 desire to amend it 
go as to close the debate to-morrow, al two: 
o’elock. ; i 
The SPEAKER. The motion was not enter- : 
tained. The understanding had by the Clerk was, 
that the gentleman withdrew it for the time being. | 
Mr. HAVEN. I then move the ordinary res- | 


two o’clock. . : 

The SPEAKER, The business first in order ; 
is the consideration of the question of privilege | 
raised by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gio- | 


| 
DINGS. ] | 
ji 

i 


Mr. CLINGMAN, There is evidently no quo- | 
rum in the House at present; and I think it would | 
be better to wait till there be a quorum, to dis- | 
pose of that matter. P N i 

The SPEAKER. Then, by the unanimous | 
consent of the House, that matter goes over for a | 
moment. The motion of the gentleman [Mr. 
Haven] will be received. 

Mr. HENN. I wish to appeal to the gentle- 
man from New York not to interfere with the 
morning hour by making this motion at the pres- 
We have fixed a day for adjournment; 


ness before us, and consume the morning hour in ' 
receiving reports from committees. _ i 
Mr. HAMILTON. The morning hour has | 
not commenced yet. : j 
Mr. HENN. But we ought to receive reports i 
during the morning hour. | 
! 


Mr. HAVEN. One thing at a time, gentle- | 


ose the resolution to close | 


editiously. I pro 
1 % R c railroad bill to-morrow at! 


debate on the Paci 


two o’clock, p. m. 
that Edo not choose to interfere in the manage- 
ment of that bill, as gentlemen who are very com: 
petent on that subject have it in charge; but if its 
discussion is to be continued, then 1 think itright 
to have the debate limited in accordance with the 


ny 


And I would say, in additio 


terms of my resolution, is 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Iask the gentleman from 
New York to withdraw his proposition, as lb pur- 
pose to-day, after the House has gone into the 
Committee of the W hole on thestate of the Unien, 
to have a final disposition made of the bill for the 
present, and perhaps for this session of Congress. 
I do not intend that it shall occupy further time of 
the House this session. Perhaps that will meet 
the views of the gentleman from New York, and 
other gentlemen. 

Mr. HAVEN. My only desire in relation to 
this matter is, to keep the discussion within a rea- 
sonable compass, and to use the ordinary dili- 
gence in the transaction of business. This isa 
matter which can be readily disposed of. T had 
no desire to interfere improperly with the business 
of the gentleman from California. 1 therefore, 
for the present, withdraw my resolution, with the 
understanding that the gentleman from California 
will introduce a proposition for the final disposi- 
tion of the matter. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. I want to offer an amend- 
ment or substitute to the Pacific railroad bill; and 
to enable me to do so, I now move that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Willthe gentleman from 
California allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I withdraw my motion 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman from Cali- 
fornia desires to have a postponement of the special 
order on the Pacific railroad bill made by unani- 
mous consent, the House is the proper place to 
have it done, and not the Committee or the Whole 
on the state of the Union. If the gentleman has 
an amendment or substitute to that bill which he 
wishes to offer, he wants to have it printed, of 
course. ‘This he can have ordered by the House, 
and not by the committee. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Then I am authorized 
by the special committee on the Pacific railroad to 
propose the following amendment to the bill. 

Several Memuers. Read it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It is not necessary to 
have it read. Let it be printed. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I want to state the sub- 
stance of the amendment. Its purpose is to limit 
the northern route by the same parallel of latitude 
which limits the southern route; that is, by the 
thirty-seventh parallel. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this bill to the second Monday in 
December next. 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that the railroad surveys which have been madeare 
not yet ready to be reported, and that, when they 
are presented, they will show the fact of the prac- 
ticability of a route in which those I represent 
are interested, commencing on the border of the 
State of Missouri, and extending by the way of 
Albuqnerque to the eastern border of California. 
I therefore hope the bill will be postponed until 
the report of the surveys already made shall be in 
the possession of the House. , 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection to 
the motion of the gentleman from California, the 
postponement indicated by him will be ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And the amendment just 
offered be printed? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Now let us have the regular order 


! of business. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the special order was postponed, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The first business is the con- 
sideration of the resolution offered a few days 


since by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gio- 


DINGS. } é 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to make a report from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
that it may be printed for the use of members. 
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Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 

Mr. COBB. Let~us call the committees for | 
reports, and we shall get to it directly. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to make the report 
merely that it may be printed. I hope the gen- i 
tileman wilt-withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I cannot do it. 

Mr. RUSSELL, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill to extend the benefits of an act entitled | 
* An act granting bounty lands to certain officers i 
and soldiers who have been engaged in the military || 
service of the United States,”’ approved September 
28, 1850; and of an act entitled “An act to make 
bounty land warrants assignable, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 22, 1852, to those 
officers and soldiers who served twenty days, ac- | 
cording to the provisions of said act. 

Mr. COBB. E call for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order | 
is the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Gippines,] a few days since. If it is | 
the pleasure of the House to postpone further the 
consideration of that proposition, then the con- 
sideration of the report made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Sranron] is first in order. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I demand the question 
upon the first resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

«Whereas, A. O. P. Nicholson, Esq., printer of this 
body, and editor and proprietor of he Washington Union, 
in his paper of this morning, bas published an article most 
evidently desigued to excite unlawful violence upon ment- 
bers of this body: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That the said A. O. P. Nicholson, and all 
other persons connected with the Washington Union, be 
expelled from this Hall’? 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
fay the resolution upon the table; and upon that | 
motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to modify the res- 
olution by striking out the words, ‘and all other | 
persons connected with the Washington Union,” 
so that it shall refer only to A. O. P. Nicholson, į 
the editor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman has no right ! 
to modify it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
his control, H 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
lay upon the table, and the previous question has | 
not been ordered. 

Mr. HENN. I inquireof the Chair if the gen- | 
tleman has the right to modify his resolution? | 

The SPEAKER, He has, as there has been | 
no action upon it, further than ordering the yeas į 
and nays. | 

Mr, HENN. [understand that the previous | 
question has been ordered. | 

1 
| 
i 


Rt evidently is still within |i 


The SPEAKER. It has not been ordered. 
The question was then taken on the motion to | 
lay the resolution on the table; and it was decided | 
in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 32; as follows: | 
YEA8--Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, | 
Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barry, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, i 
Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, Churchwell, | 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquiu, Cook, Cox, John G. Da- į! 
vis, Dawson, Dent, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, | 
Elson, English, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green- | 
wood, Hamilton, Hastings, Hendricks, Hens, Hill, dillyer, | 
Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, | 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, MeMullin, Macy, May, Jonu G. Mil- 
ler, Smith Miller, Millson, Murray, Nicholx, Olds, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, | 
Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Shan- | 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William | 
Smid, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. ; 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, David | 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay- | 
Jor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Watker, Wells, | 
Westbrook, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright—100. I 
F 
F 
t 


NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Benson, Campbell, | 
Carpenter, Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Dick, Edmands, 
Thomas), Eliot, Everhart, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Ha- 
ven, Howe, Knox, Morgan, Norton, Parker, Pringle, David | 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Gerrit Smith, Tracy, Upham, 
Wailey, Israci Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and | 
Yates--31. 


| 

So the resoluti i | 
o the resolution was laid upon the table. | 
TREASURER’S REPORT ON BANKS. j 
e: 


The question then recurred upon the following | 
resolution, reported by Mr. Srantox, of Ken- | 
tucky, from the Committee on Printing: 


| 

| 

|| of the amendment; and being taken, it was | 
i 

| 

|| committees were called for reports; E have a: 


| erence to employing military officers upon civil | 


| gentleman from Alabama withdraws his objection |j 


| tion. 


‘| gentleman’s object is. 


i] ner of Seventeenth and F streets, in the city of; 


Resclved, That one thousand five hundred extra copies 


of the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the condition of the banks of the United States, communi- | 
cated tothe House of Representatives on the istinstant, be 
printed for the use of the Treasury Department. 

An amendment was pending to add at the end 
of the resolution the words— 

Provided, Thai nothing herein contained shall be 30 con- 
strued as to authorize any charge for second composition. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not desire to debate the 
resolution at all, but it strikes me that the proviso | 
io the resolution is in conflict with the law which 
was passed a few days ago. The law was, that 
the printer of each House should have pay for 
composition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is reminded by 
the Clerk that the pending motion is to lay the 
resolution upon the table. 

Mr. HAVEN. I didnotintend to express any 
opinion upon the merits of this resolution, but ft 
seemed to me that thata proviso was in violation 
of the section of adeficiency bill which we passed 
the other day, in reference to the printers of the 
two Houses, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The gentle- 
man from New York will permit me to say that 
that proviso will have no effect in the present case. 
The work has not yet been commenced, and, 
therefore, no expense has yet been incurred for 
composition. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 will state to the | 
gentleman from New York that that proviso was | 
attached because the printer of the House had | 
been ordered to do this work; and if the form had | 
been distributed, the work was not to be repub- | 
lished. 

Mr. STANTON. I will state that the work 
has not been commenced, and therefore no extra | 
expense will be incurred for composition. li 

The question was taken; and the House refused | 
to lay the resolution upon the table. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption | 


adopted. j 
The question was then taken upon the resolu- | 
tion, as amended, and it was adopted. 


RECEPTION OF REPORTS. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I was acci- : 
dentally absent from the House on Saturday on | 
business at one of the Departments, when the 


report from the select committee appointed in,ref- | 
i 
works. I ask the unanimous consent of the: 
House to make the report, merely for the purpose | 
of having it printed and referred. | 
Mr. ORR. Wih it give rise to debate? i 
Mr. STANTON. Certainly not. I merely | 
wish to have it referred and printed. i 
‘There being no objection, i 
Mr. S. reported a bill; which was read a first | 
and second time by its title, as follows, referred | 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
Union, and, with the report, ordered to be printed 
A bill to restore the civil superintendence at the: 
national armories. | 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I understand that the | 


to the report which | desired to make; I therefore į 
propose to present it now. | 
Mr. COBB. Certainly, I withdraw my objec- 

I should not have objected at all if I had 
known the gentleman’s object. j 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I want to know what the ! 


Mr. TAYLOR. Simply to have it referred to f 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the, 
Union. { have been anxious to make it for some į} 
time. i 

There being no objection, 

The following bill was received, read a first and | 
second time by its tile, as follows, referred to a| 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
and ordered to be printed: | 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to; 
purchase of the proprietor the building now in the | 
occupancy of the Government, situated at the cor- f 


Washington. 
Mr. HENN. I now call for the regular order 
of business. 


sider objection as having been made toall further 


propositions for unanimous consent of the House. 


l 

i 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will con- | 
i 

i 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. | 


I wish to state to the 


House that I was not in my seat on last Saturday, 
when, I understand, some reports were presented 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. If I 
had been here, I should have presented several 
Senate bills and reports, which f had then in my 
drawer. I have no personal interest in any of 
these bills; but it is perhaps due to the parties who 
are interested in them that F should ask the con- 
sent of the House to have them referred and 
printed, 

Mr. FLORENCE. I wish to say that I am 
in the same situation, and that F desire to have 
the same indulgence extended to me. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back bills, with the 
recommendation that they do pass; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their titles, 
as follows, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to provide for three months’ extra pay to 
the third regiment of Missouri volunteers; 

A bill for the relief of Charles A. Wilgus; 

Senate bill (No. 229) for the relief of Thomas 
S. Russell; and 

Senate bill (No. 308) for the relief of A. G. 
Bennett, 

Mr. FLORENCE, from the Committee on 
Naval Afairs, reported back bills of the following 
titles, with the recommendation that they do pass; 
which were severally referred to a Committee of 
the Whole EZouse, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed: 

Senate bill (No. 144) for the relief of Purser 
T. P, McBlair; and 

Senate bill (No. 35) for the relief of M. K. 
Warrington and C. St. J. Chubb, executors of 
Captain Lewis Warrington and others. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour com- 
menced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I ask that it now 


. begin. 


‘The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 


i louse agreed that the several gentlemen who in- 


dicated their purpose to do so might make reports 
from committees, and the Chair has been acting 
upon that order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I make no objection to re 
ceiving the reports referred to. Í yielded my 
assent to the proposition when made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is now mevely 
acting under the order of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER, 
this time. 

Mr. PRINGLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported adversely on the petitions of 
Charles A. Grigoon and Joshua Vandruff, which 
were laid upon the table, and, with the accompa- 
nying reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ORR, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported back Senate bill No. 224, entitled 
* An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, deceased, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass; which was referred toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, made the order of 
the day for to-morrow, and, with the accompany ~ 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER, The question before the 


It is not in order to do so at 


i House for consideration is a bill of the following 


title: “ A bill granting lands equally to the several 
States to aid in the construction of railroads and 
for the support of schools.” If the Chair recol- 
lects correctly, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Hamrox] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The consideration of that 
bill was postponed for four weeks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right, and 
the time to which the bill was postponed has not 
yet arrived. The question then first before the 
House for consideration is a bill of the following 
title: 

PAY OF DEPUTY POSTMASTERS. 


A bill further to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to 
reduce and modify the rates of postage in the Uni- 
ted States, and for other purposes,’ passed March 
3, 1851, and an act amendatory thereto, passed 
March 3, 1852. There is a motion pending to 
amend the bill. 


poet 


THE 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 


1388 


Mr. OLDS. I presume, Mr. Speaker, there 
will be no objection to my reporting from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads “An 
act regulating the pay of deputy postmasters.”” It 
has already passed this House, gone-to the Senate, 
and been returned with an amendment. Thecom- 
mittee recommend a concurrence in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. 

There being no objection, Mr. Oros then re- 
ported the bill, 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: j 


At page two, line twenty, strike out all after the word 
t provided,” and insertin jieu thereof as follows: 

That to any postmaster of a distributing office at which | 
the commissions, allowances, and emoluments,-since the | 
3ist day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
the actual and necessary expenses, and afford the post- 
masters the annual compensation derived from commis- 
sious at the office before said 30th of March, the Postmaster | 
General may, in his discretion, allow quarterly from the 
date aforesaid, out of the postage collected at any such 
office, an amount sufficient to supply such deficiency : Pro- 
vided further, That to any postmaster of a separating office, 
at any such oftice, whose commssions, allowances, and 
emuluments may he found insaflicient to provide the extra 
labor necessary to a prompt and efficient performance of 
the duties of separating and dispatching the mails passing 
through his office, the Postmaster General may make such 
quarterly allowances out of the postages collected at such 
office as he may deem sufficient to compensate such extra 
labor. This act shall take effect and be in force from and | 
after the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after its ; 
passage. f 

The amendment proposed by the committee to 
the Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ Jabor” insert the following: 

Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this act shall be subject to the provisions of 
the forty first section of the act entitled “An act to reduce 
into one the several acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department: And provided further, That the 
Postmaster General may, in his discretion, dispose of any 
quarterly returns of mails sent or received which were 
made up previous to the Ist day of July, 1859, preserving | 
the accounts current, and all vouchers accompanying such 
accounts, aud the use of such portion of the proceeds | 
thereofas may be necessary to defray the cost of separating | 
and disposing of the same, | 

Mr. OLDS. It is necessary, perhaps, for me , 
to explain tothe House that the bill we sent to the 
Senate provided that the Postmaster General, in 
making extra compensation to the postmasters of 
the distributing and separating offices, should have 
reference to the amount that they received under 
the act of the 3d of March, 1851. The Senate 
struck out that provision, and inserted one leaving 
it discretionary with the Postmaster General to 
give them such increased compensation as will | 
compensate them for the increased labor they per- 
form. In striking out that provision of the bill, 
the Senate also struck out the proviso which had | 
reference to the forty-first section of the general | 
act regulating the Post Office Department, and | 
which required the postmasters to return all over | 
a certain amount of commissions to the general | 
revenues of the Post Office Department. Our | 
committee propose a concurrence in the amend- | 
mentof the Senate, with an amendment restoring | 


that proviso, making the deputy postmasters still | 
subject to the forty-first section of the act regu- | 
lating the Post Office Department. ‘They doit for | 
this reason: that although this amendment, if it: 
becomes a law, may not repeal that provision, yet | 
there is a doubt in the minds of the committee | 
whether it does or does not. This amendment | 
removes that doubt. The Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads in the Senate thoughtit did ;| 


not repeal the provision; but it is the opinion of 
the committee of the House that it does repeal it. 
In order to place the matterin a clear light, it is 
now proposed to restore the provision. Mr. Rusk, 
of the Post Office Committee in the Senate, has | 
agreed that it shall be restored, inasmuch as it | 
removes all doubt. The effect might be this: if 
you do not restore the proviso making these post- 
masters subject to the forty-first section of the | 
general act regulating the Post Office Department, | 
the postmaster in New York may receive $60,000 | 
or $70,000 commission a year. Under that sec- | 
tion, he is compelled to return all over $2,000 to 
the general revenues of the Post Office Depart- | 
ment. For the sake of safety, the committee of | 
the House recommend the restoration of this pro- | 
viso. 

Then there is an amendment made by the com- ; 
mittee authorizing the Postmaster General to dis- ; 
pose of the quarterly returns, after they have been 
a certain time in his office. 


i 
\ 
i 
i 
i 


You passed a law of this kind, permitting these 


papers to be disposed of in the manner suggested, 
in the year 1845. It operated only up to that time. 
But they haveagain accumulated in the Post Office 
Department to such an extent that they have to 
be thrown into the entries and the hall, until they 
have become a nuisance and an obstruction. It 
is not necessary for me to say anything more on 
this subject; but I will send to the Clerk a letter 
from the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
which explains the object of this amendment better 
than I can do it. 

The letter was read from the Clerk’s desk, and 
is as follows: 


Aupiror’s OFFICE, (P. O. D.,) May 10, 1854. 

Sır: Many thousands of postinasters’ quarterly returns 
and accounts, made since Ist of January last, are lying 
upon the floors of the passages in this building, tor want of 
room for them elsewhere. A like state ef things existed 
in 1850, when Congress, in the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Deparunent during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1851,” 
approved September 16, provided as follows: 

& And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized, in 
his discretion, to dispose of, to the best advantage, any 
quarterly returns of mails sent or received, which were 
made up previous to 1845, preserving the aceuunts current, 
and all vouchers accompanying such accounts, and to use 
such portion of the proceeds thereof as may be necessary 
to defray the cost of separating and disposing of the 
same’? 

In pursuance of that provision, the transcripts of mails 
sent and received were separated from the accounts and 
vouchers, up to 1845, and sold; thus making room for all 
quarterly returns received from the passage of that act to 
the first of the present year—and the sales amounted to 
about $1,200. 1 am informed by those in this office who 
performed the work of separation on that occasion, that a 
like disposition of the transcripts returned up to 1850 would 
make sufficient room to file away the quarterly returns for 
three years from the Ist of January last, by the expiration 
of which period the building will doubtless be enlarged. f 
therefore respectfully suggest, for your consideration, the 
propriety and expediency of your asking, at this time, for 
a similar enactment to that of September 16, 1850, herein 
quoted. 

J have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, your 
obedient servant, 

WILLIAM F. PHILLIPS, Auditor. 
Hon. James CAMPBELL, Postmaster General. 


Mr. OLDS. I want to add, further, Mr. 
Speaker, I have been inquired of by some of the 
members here to know how far back this bill pro- 
poses to allow the Postmaster General to go, and 
increase the compensation of the deputy post- 
masters of the country. All the deputy post- 
masters of thecountry, except those in distributing 
and separating offices, will begin to receive their 
increased compensation from the commencement 
of the next fiscal quarter. At distributing and 
separating offices the bill gives the Postmaster 
General power to go back to the 31st of March, 
1853, and to give increased compensation to the 
postmasters of such offices for that time. 

When this bill was up for consideration in the 
House before, I demonstrated to the House that 
the postmasters of distributing offices did not re- 
ceive sufficient compensation, under the existing 
laws, to pay for their office rent and their clerk 
hire, and the incidental expense of their office, by 
appropriating every dollar of their commission, 
without receiving a single cent compensation 
themselves. This being the condition of things, 
it was thought advisable to permit the Postmaster 


General to go back to the 31st of March, 1853— I 


the time when the last act reducing the compen- 
sation of postmasters went into effect. 

Now, permit me to say a word to my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Haven,] who, the other 
day, it appeared to me, made an ungenerous at- 
tack upon me, and so much out of his ordinary 
course of courtesy towards the members of this 
House, that I could not help being somewhat 
nettled by it, coming, as it did, from him. 

That gentleman charges me with an effort to 
increase the compensation of postmasters from 
the time you discharged the deputy postmasters 
of the last Administration, or, in. other words, 
from the time this new bevy of postmasters, the 
“ hangers-on,” as he calls them, came into office. 
The gentleman must have known, if hehas inves- 
tigated the matter, that on the last day of the last 
session of Congress we passed a law diminishing 
the commissions of postmasters. That gentle- 
man must know that deputy postmasters, under 
the late Whig Administration, received a larger 
commission than we propose to give them, even 
in this bill now under consideration before the 
House. Even if you pass this bill, which in- 
creases their compensation twenty-three and one 
half per cent., they will not then receive within 


ten or twelve per cent. as much as they did under 
the late Whig Administration. f 

So far, then, from its being true that the iñ- 
creased compensation is proposed to be given: to 
deputy postmasters because they are Democratic, 
precisely the contrary istrue. I do not propose to 
give to these Democratic postmasters within ten or 
twelve per cent, as much compensation as was 
given to postmasters under the late Administration. 

It strikes me that the gentleman, (Mr. Haven, }. 
i with his usual courtesy, should withdraw any 
| such charge against the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. He knows 
full well that during the two last years of the last 
Administration—a W hig Administration—I occu- 
pied the same position, as chairman of that com- 
mittee, as I now do, and that I coöperated cor- 
dially with the head of the Post Office Department 
in carrying out all the reforms ke desired to make. 
We gave him an increased number of clerks, and 
recommended an additional Assistant Postmaster 
General, although we knew that the recipients of 
those offices would all be Whigs, and not Demo- 
crats, 

I say that under this state of things, those 
| charges against me come with bad grace from my 
friend from New York. I might retort the charge 
| if I thought fit todo so. But I will notdo it. fex- 
| plained this matter fully once before. I explained 
| that under the law of March 3, 1851; you re- 
| quired the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
iin settling the quarterly accounts of the deputy 
| postmasters, to go back to the year 1851, and see 
what their compensation had been during that 
‘year; and that, in fixing their compensation, he 
| should be governed by what it had been prior.to 
the taking effect of the act of March 3, 1851. 
That Democratic Congress, in its liberality, gave 
i the power toa Whig Pcstmaster General to in- 
crease the compensations of deputy postmasters 
beyond what it was when the act of March 3, 
1851, went into effect, by twenty per cent. Such 
was the liberality of a Democratic Congress. But 
it was found to be utterly impossible for the Aud- 
i itor of the Post Office Department to have any 
reference to what the compensation had been prior 
to the taking effect of the act of March 3, 1851, 
| and consequently each postmaster had the power 
to make out his own account, and the Auditor 
was compelled to allow it.as so made out, right 
or wrong. 

It was the recommendation of a Whig Post- 
master General to change the law fixing the com- 
| pensation; and, in accordance to that recommend- 
| ation, the last Congress—a Democratic Congress 
—did change that compensation. But the esti- 
mates which were given to the Post Office Com- 
mittee were fallacious—not intentionally so—and 
the consequence was, that, instead of fixing the 
i compensation of postmasters as we desired to fix 
| it—at what it had been prior to the taking effect 
| of the act of March 3, 1851—we reduced it thirty- 
_ five per cent. below what it was under the Whig 
; Administration. 
| _ The factis, that instead of the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads having made an in- 
{ 


| crease of compensation for a swarm of hungry 
postmasters, occupying the places of the Whigs 
; who had been turned out of office, we have merely 
restored that compensation, not to what it was 
under the old Administration, but within ten or 
twelve per cent. of what it was then. That is the 
whole fact of the matter; and if the gentleman 
from New York had looked at the subject with the 
| acuteness with which he usually regards every 
: subject; if he had exercised that candor and for- 
bearance towards me which he usually exercises 
towards other members of this House upon every 
i question, he would not have made so unjust an 


|i accusation against me. N ; 
| Why, sir, as I said before, 1 did not agree with 


ithe last Whig Administration in many of the 
| measures which they indorsed, but that did not 
prevent me from cooperating with them in fixing 
the compensation to clerks and deputy postmas- 
ters, ata reasonable and proper rate. But, sir, E 
say again that the aotion of the Post Office Com- 
mittee is not what the gentleman has stated it to 
be. Itis merely torestore a portion of thirty-five 
per centum, which, in consequence of erroneous 
| estimates furnished to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads, was made by the last Con- 
| gress in the compensation of deputy postmasters, 


and therefore the charge he makes against me is 
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noltrue. Iam. satisfied, from his usual candor 
and fairness in reference to all other subjects, that 
if he had looked at the matter a little further, he 
would not have so unjustly charged me with an 
effort to increase the commission of a hungry 
swarm of Democratic deputy postmasters. 

But the gentleman says that letters written by 
servant girls and serving men, containing testi- 
monials of their affection to their friends in the old 
country, through my desire to increase the com- 
mission of this hungry swarm of postmasters, 
must be taxed from three to five cents for the pur- 
pose of accomplishing that object—for the purpose 
of feeding these Democratic postmasters, who 
have been brought into office during the present 
Administration. Now, sir, if the gentleman from 
New York wanted to show his superior affection 
to these servant maids and the serving men of the 
country, L should have much preferred that he 
should have taken some other channel, some 
other mode of showing it, than by attacking the 
‘Administration and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads upon this 
floor. 

Sir, I think I may safely say that in every mat- 
ter connected with the Post Office Department, 
during the present Administration, and during the 
last Administration, I have endeavored to steer 
clear of everything looking like partiality to the 
friends or the opponents of this Administration. 
Why, sir, no member of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads—and it is composed of 
both Whigs and Democrats—has dissented from 
a concurrence in the reports of that committee in 
relation to the measures which they have recom- 
mended to the House. We-have had the utmost 
harmony in our action during the late Adminis- 


tration, and during the present Administration, | 


among both Whig and Democratic members. 
Such has been our desire to make the administra- 
tion of this Department a national administration, 
and to steer clear of all political considerations, 
that nothing can be more unjust than the charge of 


the gentleman from New York; andif he exercises || 


the candor and fairness on this occasion, which it 
is his custom to exercise on all occasions, he will 
withdraw it fully and entirely. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have but a few words to say 
in answer to my friend from Ohio. I think I may 
call him so. Fle is right when he says that he 
believes that I had no intention or desire to charge 


him unfairly. Certainly I have not intended so |, 


to charge him. Perhaps the language which | 
used on the occasion referred to by him may be 
regarded as rather strong. [ intended it should 
be somewhat so; but the gentleman will do me the 
justice to recollect that the language was used on 
the occasion when he was advocating a proposi- 
tion then before the Committee of the Whole, to 
raise the compensation of a mail agent—a mere 
agent—from $1,600 per annum to $5,000 per an- 
num, and that, too, over the recommendation of 
the Postmaster General, who, in the exuberance 
of his fancy, and the security of his power, dare 
not recommend it to be raised to over $4,000 per 
annum. 

Let me state the whole case, so as to afford him 
all the strength which his position may gain by 
it—it may fortify him. The gentleman will recol- 
lect that I used the language referred to on the 
occasion, when he notonly proposed that increase, 
bat further proposed that it should go back one 
year, so that the agent was not only to get $5,000 
per annum for the future, but $5,000 for the year 
which had gone by; thereby giving that single 
agent, that one man, $10,000 as mail agent, while 
the incumbent under a Whig Administration had 
only received $1,600 for one year, or $3,200 for 
two years. 

Mr, OLDS. If my friend will allow me, I shall 
make one word of explanation. 

Mr. HAVEN. Certainly, sir; to be sure I 
will allow you; and we will settle this matter 
amicably. 

Mr. OLDS. The committee has now before it 


a proposition from the former mail agent in Cali- į 
i ministrations that succeed that one shall be able | 


fornia under the former Administration, a Whig 
agent, that he shall be remunerated for his services 
by the receipt of the same compensation proposed 
to be given the Democratic mail agent. We of 
the committee shall treat him precisely as we have 
treated the Democrat. We shall give the former 
mail agent, who has lost in the discharge of his 
official duties under the Post Office Department, 


| for the Democratic agent. : 

| Mr. McDOUGALL. Will my friend allow 
| me a word? 

| Mr. HAVEN. Notnow. Ihave only referred 
| to this case of the mail agent incidentally, or, as 
| they say in law, this is a kind of ancillary sug- 
| gestion or proposition, pointing to the reasons 
i why, on the occasion complained of, I had a right 
| to feel a little indignant, and why I was betrayed 
‘into a somewhat warm expression of my feelings. 
|The proposition to go from $1,600 per annum up 
to $10,L00 came from the gentleman from Ohio. 
| Let that be borne in mind, sir. 


‘him than he did the remarks which fell from me, 
|i in the heat of debate, in answer to it. So far as 


| mine, and it will leave a large balance in my favor. 
| When 1 was talking on that subject at the time 
i complained of, it was for the purpose of endeav- 
li oring to convince the Committee of the Whole 
‘that they ought not to entertain the gentleman’s 
| proposition. The committee, as well as the 
! House, sustained the views which I entertained 
and advocated on that occasion, and we kept the 
proposition where I desired it. 
| Mr. OLDS. It was put on in the House by 
l! yeas and nays. 
/ Mr. HAVEN. [ was wrong, Mr. Speaker, 
| when I said that the committee, as well as the 
| House, sustained the views I advocated on that 
|i occasion. 1 remember, now, the committee voted 
li with me to reject it, and reported against it to 
i the House; and I thank the gentleman for the sug- 
|| gestion, for it reminds me of a little piece of small 
| party machinery (I do not intend to speak offen- 
| sively) when we went into the House, by which 
the gentleman and his friends succeeded in getting 
| the appropriation back again into the bill the next 
day for their friend, the mail agent, without the 
i responsibility of putting themselves on record by 
yeas and nays. 
| hope my friend from Ohio will excuse me for 
these remarks now, as he has kindly done in ref- 
ij erence to those on the former occasion. But the 
| 


i 
j 
} 


f House will remember that my colleague from 
New York city, [Mr. Wnerecenr,] after the yeas 
iand nays had been refused, by some sleight of 
sideration of the vote taken on it by tellers, on 
| which reconsideration | called for the yeas and 
| nays, and they were ordered. 
ithe motion to reconsider failed by two or three 
votes, which my Democratic friends screwed up 
į their courage to withhold, as it was not a vote 
i square upon the naked proposition to give the 
|i man the $10,000. And it was by that kind of 


ji ence to it avoided. It was on that occasion, and 
iit was in reference to a transaction of that kind, 
that E was addressing the House when I made 
ithe remarks to which exception is now taken. 
|| Perhaps my remarks were a little fervid, slightly 
i florid, more so than I desire to make them upon 
|i this occasion. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, if 
| L was not justified in my remarks then, under the 


| man understood them. 
I deem it best now, Mr. Speaker, to point out 


g 
i 
i 


mail agents, and officers under the last and the 


I do not propose to stop ard discuss the matter 
here at any length, If there were abuses in the 
Post Office Department committed under the last 


ii 


ii 
H 


have nothing to say by way of extenuation. Sir, 
some of the members of the last Administration 
| were my personal friends. Its distinguished head 
was, and is, an honest and a pure man. If Ad- 


‘| to leave office with the country as prosperous, 
| with the people as contented and happy, and with 


i sentiments as firmly attached to the Union, with | 
| as few abuses in office, and as much general re- | 


i| spect, it will, in my judgment, be happy for the 
f country, and highly honorable to the incumbents. 
I| But, sir, I say if such abuses did exist, I did not 


Really, I did no |: 
i more expect such a monstrous proposition from | 


| expectations and surprise are concerned, then, he į 
| will allow me to say that he may set his off against | 


i| hand trick on that mail agent item, moved a recon- | 


On taking them, | 


| machinery that the amendment was inserted in | 
‘i the bill, and a direct vote on the record in refer- | 


i circumstances, to the entire extent as the gentle- || 
| to my friend from Ohio the extent to which I think | 
! I was justified in what I said of postmasters and | 


‘present Administrations; and I will incidentally |) 
i| notice what he has now said on the same subject. | 


Administration, which 1 deny, and which the gen- || 
leman has failed both to assert and to prove, I | 


| wink at them, nor did they have my sanction or 
| my vote. [am willing to leave it to the gentle- 
| man from Ohio himself to pronounce judgment 
| upon my votes in the last or the present Congress. 
| I have voted for the right and against the wrong, 
| to the best of my judgment, unawed and unse- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


duced by those about me. 

Mr. Speaker, it was a Democratic House and 
| Senate that passed the act of the 3d of March, 
: 1853, to which the gentleman refers. Such a 
; House and such a Senate had that matter under 
| their control, and the gentleman will excuse me 
He says that that 
House and that Senate passed, at the close of the 
last Copgress, alaw which reduced the compensa- 
tion to postmasters. I. do not now stop to dis- 
pute or admit his allegation to be true, but I wili 
assume it to be so, and that he is right in his 
statement. Now, sir, who passed thelaw? Un- 
der what ery was it done? What excuse was 
i: given to the country for doing it? Did not the 
gentleman have the benefit upon that occasion 
| of crying extravagance against the Administra- 
| tion who so poorly paid its postmasters then, 
| and is he not a little fearful that I shall raise the 
| same cry against this unlimited increase of their 
| compensation now? My friend says that his com- 
| 
| 
! 
| 
1 
t 


| for reminding him of the fact. 


i mittee has agreed to report a bill to give the same 

compensation to the mail agent in California who 
| preceded the present one, as has been given inthe 
| deficiency bill to the present agent. 

Believing it wrong, as [ most certainly do, to 
| give the great increase of compensation which has 
| been bestowed upon the present agent, I most cer- 
| tainly shall vote against giving a like largess to 
| any preceding agent, Whig or Democrat; I beg 
i| the Llouse to notice, however, that although the 
| old agent’s services were rendered before the pres- 
| ent lucky incumbent came into power, yet under 
| the adroit lead and generalship of my friend from 
Ohio, the present agent, good partisan as he is, 
has already pocketed his increase of pay, whilst 
my poor Whig friend has nothing better to live 
upon than the promise, future and contingent of a 
i Democratic Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Roads, with my distinguished friend at its head, 
: How strangely, Mr. Speaker, some things work; 
and how unfortunate that my friend from Ohie 
should have no means of staunching his bleeding 
sympathy for the old agent, excepta liberal prom- 
ise, All his ready means have gone to the new 
Democratic agent. 

I again assure the gentleman from Ohio | have 
no desire to attack him, or speak unkindly of him, 
or of any other member of this House; but my 
friend seems desirous of having these things frank- 
ly talked down this morning, and I am glad to 
meet him in the spirit in which he has met me, 
for T believe there has always been good feeling 
between us. 

Another thing the gentleman complains ef. Ie 

i: says [charged the Committee on the Post Office and 
: Post Roads with having recommended an increase 
| of compensation, to commence from the time when 
he Democratic party, or the present Administra- 
tion, came into power. Ifthe charge is untrue, it 
| is my desire to retract it; but, sir, I fear itis but 
too true. | will try the matter by the record, and 
: that record is the gentleman’s own proviso to this 
bill. J will read it from the bill itself: 


«Provided further, That to any postmaster of any dis- 
tributing and Separating office, whose commission may be 
i reduced below the amount allowed out of his office for the 
i year ending 30th June, 1851, the Postmaster General shall 
‘| he authorized, in his discretion, fo allow such additional 
i| compensation as he may deem proper, such compensation 
‘| to date and to be allowed from the 30th day of March, 1853.1 


Mr. OLDS. So I stated. 

Mr. HAVEN. Yes, so the gentleman did state. 
| And what he stated himself, is the very thing he 
i; complains of me for stating. For that is the very 
proposition T made, and I could not do otherwise; 
for it was so in the bill, and so the gentleman had 
| to state it. Very well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- | 
man had reference to the bill beforethe House, and 
if he measures by the point of compensation re- 
| ferred to inthe act of 1851, why does he begin the 
| increase only after the 31st of March, 1853? Why, 
‘| Mr. Speaker, if this increased com pensation is just, 
| why not extend it to the Whig postmasters who 
were in office prior to the 31st of March, 18537 I 
| would like the gentleman to explain why he does 
| not make the bill to go back in its operation to 1851 
| instead of to 1853? For beginning on the 31st of 
‘| March, 1853, it will be noticed from thenceforth, 
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the Postmaster General is to have an unlimited | 
discretion over the public funds of his office, and | 
may give these distributing gentlemen any sum 
he pleases. : 

As I said before, the machinery for disposing | 
of these poor Whig postmasters who had been 

quietly discharged from that date, without un- | 
limited extra compensation from 1851 to 1853, the | 
machinery, sir, for taking off their heads was well | 
oiled, sharpened, and put in operation by the 3ist 
of March, 1853, and inasmuch as heads began to | 
fall then under its operation, my friend will ex- | 
cuse me if I say, for no other reason on earth, but 
that it was fixed as the time when this unlimited 
extra compensation should begin. 

Now, as to the question of the consistency of- 
the gentleman, there are a few other words which 
I wish to say for his benefit. My friend says 
that we reduced the compensation of postmasters | 
last session. Now, I repeat, I have not the. 
proper information to enable me to say whether 
their compensation was reduced or not. I know | 
a bill was passed, and became a law on the 3d of | 
March, 1853. I thought it did not reduce the | 
compensation, but of that I am not quite sure. : 
But I do know that after the close of last session, 
this compensation was not as high as this bill of | 
the gentleman fixes it. The same chairman of; 
the same committee, who, onthe 3d day of March, ! 
1853, came into this House, and persuaded the | 
House to cut down that compensation, if that bill | 
did cut it down, now comes to the House and 
asks to put it back again; nay, sir, not to put it | 
Dack again, but, as I shall show to the [Louse, to 
give a larger percentage—a greatly increased com- 
pensation. Yes, sir, it is much increased under 
this bill without reference to the increased rates | 
of postage provided for by the other bill reported | 
by the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by the act of March 3, 
1853, the compensation to postmasters per quarter | 
was placed, on all sums not exceeding $100, at 
fifty per cent. where the mail should arrive before : 
nine o’clock at night, and not until after five next | 

morning; and making it sixty per cent. where the | 
mail should arrive in the intermediate time. This | 
compensation is now put, by this billof my friend | 
from Ohio, at sixty per cent. in one instance, and | 
seventy in the other, giving in each case ten dol- į 
lars more compensation on every $100 received 
by the postmaster. So when the compensation 
ranges over $100, and is less than $400 per | 
quarter by the act of March 3,1853, the percent- | 
age was fixed at forty; but by the bill of the gen- | 


tleman from Ohio, and which, upon his recom- || 


mendation and under his auspices, the House 
passed, it is raised from forty up to fifty per cent: | 
On sums over $400, and between that and $2,400 | 
per quarter, it was raised from twenty-five per 
cent. up to forty per cent., being fifteen dollars on 
each $100. On all sums over $2,400 per quarter, | 
I believe the percentage was allowed to remain the 
same. Then the commissions on distribution was 
raised from ten to twelve and a half per cent. 
and this came from the same committee which is 
now asking the House to give the distributing and į 
separating postmasters, whom I have indicated, ; 
any sum which the Postmaster General is willing - 
to see them receive, without any limit or restraint ' 
whatever. 
Mr. Speaker, that is not all. I propose to go _ 
just a step further, and see what my friend from 
Ohio is doing; for I told the committee, on the oc- 
casion of which he complaing, that what we then 
had under consideration was not the only dif- ; 
culty nor the only wrong. 1 said that the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, having succeeded in increasing the | 
percentage to postmasters on the sums they now | 
receive, his next step was to introduce a bill for | 
the purpose of increasing the rates of postage. 
And just in proportion as he increased the rates of 
postage, of course he would increase the compen- 
sation to postmasters, over and above what they | 
will get under this bill so increasing their percent- 
age. Well, sir, the gentleman told us, and satis- 
fied the House, that in this bill under considera- ' 
tion, increasing compensation, the compensation | 
which he proposed would be satisfactory this | 
time to all the postmasters—nobody was to com- | 
plain after that; even the most hungry postmas- 
ter was to be entirely gorged and satisfied: satis- 
fied, at least, until my friend could find another : 
opportunity to persuade the House to give them |, 
another lift. H; 


i 
| 
F 
i 
l 
| 


Now, sir, the object of increasing the postage, 
he says, is to make up some two million of dol- 
lars deficiency in the revenues of the Post Office 
Department. It does not change the rate per 
centum of the postmasters, he tells us. Very 
well, sir, if it does not, then you give to the post- 
masters, under this new bill, increasing the rates 
of postage, if it is passed, a percentage again. 
Yes, sir, an additional compensation upon the 
two millions deficiency, dividing it among them 
according to the amount of revenue collected by 
each. Now, sir, I ask, is not this doing itstrong? 
Sir, it amounts to more than it may appear to 
members of this House upon the first Impression. 
For instance, take a post office which yields a 
revenue of $300 under the present rate of postage, 
on which the postmaster receives sixty percentum, 
if the duties are performed during daylight, and 
seventy per centum if in the dark—for J notice 
that compensation goes up, with my friend, as 
you get in dark places, {laughter;]- under this 
new bill, increasing the rate of postage from three 
to five cents, that post office will yield a revenue 
of 4500. So that, instead of getting sixty or sev- 
enty per centum upon $300, the postmaster will 
get his sixty or seventy per centum upon the 
increased sum of $500, which the post office yields, 

Well now, although when I made those remarks | 
upon the deficiency bill, of which the gentleman | 
complains, for the purpose of satisfying the House 
that it was unjust and improper to increase the 
compensation of that mail agent for California, and 
although 1 then only glanced at these things inci- 
dentally, simply for the purpose of strengthening | 
my position there, [ submit to my friend himself, | 


[Mr. Oxps,] upon a brief review of them here, if! 


will towards servant girls and servant men would 
have been better exhibited if J had gone to him, 
instead of taking care of themand their interest on 
this floorand in the face of the House. [Laugh- 
ter.] 1 have nothing to do with them, which [am 
unwilling, sir, to do in the face of the House. 
| [Langhter.] Can my friend say as much? Sir, 
{ know he can, and | acquit him of all design to | 
injure or oppress them. 


legitimate and proper. My friend behind me from | 
South Carolina told rae, at the time, that I had | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


{Renewed laughter.) But, to be serious, Mr. 
Speaker, L referred on that occasion to various 
classes on whom the change would be a great | 
burden, and, among others, { mentioned servant | 


whom this increase of postage would be a great | 


scarcely enable them to support. Sir, I wanted | 
the committee then to feel that there were other į 
| interests here besides steam, and railroad, and cor- | 
poration interests, and grants ofalternate sections, 


although such other interests could not be heard 
upon this floor, or advocated here with such zeal | 
as the interests of these other classes. And I hope 
my friend [Mr. Orns] will not seek, hereafter, to 


‘| put forth any improper inuendoes against me, or : 


“vhisile me down the wind” because I choose to look : 


This is the long and short of the whole matter. | 


law. The amendment of the Senateis worse than 


they do not make outa perfect justification, at |; 
least a good, reasonable justification, of what | 
then said? 


| Now, sir, what I said about servant girls and |: 
“servant men on that occasion, | deemed very | 


carried hira with mein a part of that reference. | 


men and servant girls, as deserving persons, upon | 


burden that their little hard-earned means would © 


which that legislation might affect unfavorably, | 


i 


: this mode of regulating the compensation of these 


to those humble interests, as weil as to those of |: 
greater magnitude, whether political or pecuniary. |; 


This bill, in my judgment, ought not to becomea |; 


you choose. If itis just, it should extend back 
to 1851. [fit is unjust, it should not be enacted 
atall. I say the amendment ought to be rejected 
by the House, and the whole matter should be put 
ina shape where we can get at that proviso in 
the bill and strike it out, or the bill ought to be 
defeated. 

l feel that I did not discharge my duty to the 
country in not rising to object to this provision 
when the bill was first before the House, 1 was 
on the point of doing it, and J recollect feeling un- 
pleasantly because I did not, on leaving the House 
on that occasion. But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, 
the eloquence of my friend from Ohio quite over- 
came, for the time being, my disposition to op- 
pose the measure, though my better sense returned 
to me ag soon as Í got into the open air. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Now, sir, I object to this amendment of the 
Senate; and although I do not suppose twenty 
men in the House, and perhaps not ten, will stand 
by me, yet I will object to it, if necessary, and 
oppose italone. I will vote against it, and will 
vote against every proposition of the kind that pro- 
poses to make such a discrimination in favor of 
the postmasters who have been appointed since 
the 31st of March, 1853, and stopping there. It 
is an unfair, and unjust, and, 1 believe, a very im- 
proper species of legislation. 

First, the House increases the percentage of 
the postmasters; next inorder, to increase the reve- 
nueof the Department sufficiently to meet these in- 
creased expenses, they raise the rates of postage, 
which has the effect of again increasing the com- 
pensation of the postmasters. Well, sir, having 
brought the House up to that point—and, really, 
there is nothing like training a House when a 
great purpose is to be accomplished—then it is 
proposed to go back and give this increased com- 
| pensation to all the deputy postmasters, from and 
iafter the 3d of March, 1853, limiting it only by 
i| the limitless discretion of whoever may happen 
‘to be Postmaster General. 

Sir, J object to all these propositions, and J object 
specially to this third one. I care nothing what- 
ever about politics in reference to this matter one 
way or theother. I care not whether the discrim- 
ination will operate in favor of one party or the 
other. I have never allowed myself to be con- 
trolled by political considerations in my action 
upon measures of general importance. But, sir, I 
i do object to this Senate amendment for the rea- 
| sons I have stated, and I hope the House will not 
| concur in it. 

Then, again, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to another thing. This amendment vests 
in the Postmaster General enlarged, unlimited dis- 
cretion, which ought not to be vested in that officer, 
with all his multifarious duties. The Senate amend- 
mentreads thus: 


i| At page two, line twenty, strike out all after the word 


i © provided,” aud insert in Heu thereof as follows: 

That to any postmaster of a distributing office at which 
the comm ns, allowances, and emoluments, since the 
dist day of March, 1853, bave been insuthcientto defray 
the actual and necessary expenses, and afford the post- 
masters the annual compensation derived from commis- 
sions at the office before said 30th of March, the Postmas- 
ter General may, in his discretion, allow quarterly from the 
date aforesaid, out of the postages collected at auy such 
oflice, an amount sufficient to supply such deficiency: Pra- 
vided further, That to any postmaster of a separating office, 
at any such office, whose commissions, allowances, and 
emoluments may be found insufficient to provide the extra 
| Jabor necessary toa prompt and efficient performance of 
the duties of separating and dispatching the mails passing 
| through his offiee, the Postmaster General may make such 
|! quarterly allowances out of the postages collected at such 
office as he may deem sufficient to compensate such extra 
labor. This act shail take effect and be in force from and 
after the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after its 
passage, 


Now, i want the House to look once more at 


i 


officers. First you increase and regulate it up for 
those now in office, then you regulate and increase 
the rates of postage up, so as nearly to double the 
compensation first fixed. Then you propose to 
regulate it back to 1853in favor of afavored few; 
| and lastly, you propose to give the Postmaster Gen- 
eral the power of regulating it, and increasing it 


| now all I intend to say in reference to the sugges- | 


the bill; and I am opposed to it. I desire to say || € ani 
up to any point he chooses. Sir, it seems to me 


tions which the gentleman has made, as to the il that this is as far as human ingenuity can well go. 


| course which I took upon the former occasion, |, We certainly ought not to confer this discretionary 


already referred to. ;, power upon the Postmaster General, or upon any 
In my judgment, the amendment of the Senate |, Executive officer. We had better keep this species 

ought not to be passed by the House. It is an |) of power and discretion in our own hands. 

odious one, take whichever horn of the dilemma ii But, sir, I had no intention of going into any 
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elaborate discussion of this measure. 1 did not 
intend to have said anything at all upon the sub- 
ject of politics; and I should not, if the gentleman 
from Ohio had not, somehow or other, rather | 
coaxed me on, and seduced me into it. Lwill not 
detain the House longer; but will close by again | 
expressing the hope that this bill will not be al- | 
lowed to become a law. | 
Mr. OLDS. 1 trust that the gentleman from | 
New York gathered from the temper of my for- 
mer remarks that l treasured up noill will against | 
him for anything he had said. What I said was 
said in the spirit of kindness, and I assure him | 
now, as ] have-always assured him, that I have 
appreciated his many acts of kindness, and have 
awarded him a desire to further wholesome legis- 
lation for the country, not only under a Demo- | 
cratic but also under a Whig Administration, i 
But, sir, I could wish the remarks which 1 have | 
made to-day would bave the same influence on 
the gentleman, the same soothing and coaxing | 
influence, that those of the other day had on him | 
when the House unanimously passed the bill. i 
I do not want the gentleman to go away con- | 
| 
H 


science-smitten in reference to any vote he may | 
give; and I think I could convince him, if he 
would listen to me, that the faults he finds against | 
this bill have no existence in fact—none whatever. 
His main charge is, that the bill gives discretion- 
ary power to the Postmaster General to increase 
the compensation of postmasters at the distributing | 
and separating offices to those who do not now, || 
under present commissions, receive an adequate || 
reward for the labors which they have to perform. || 
His objection is, that you permit the Postmaster | 
General, in his discretion, to go back to the 3ist ; 
day of March, 1853, and do not permit him to go 
back to the 30th day of March, 1851. Now, if || 
the gentleman will turn to the act, of 3d March, | 

| 

| 


1851, he will find, in that very act, for which the) 
gentleman no doubt gave his vote—the gentleman 
says he was not here—very well, then. In the |i 
act of 1851, I say, that the gentleman will nd | 
that we gave the then Postmaster General pre- | 
cisely the same power proposed to be extended to | 
_ that officer of the Government by this bil. We jj 
then gave the power to the Posunaster General to | 
increase the compensation, not of the distributing 
and separating officers, but of all the deputy post- : 
masters of the country, and how?) He was to give i 
them as much commission as they received during 
the quarter ending 30th Tune, 1851. No,sir, we |; 
did not stop there; we not only gave the Post- | 
master General power to give such increased com- | 
pensation as would make their commissions | 
what they were for the quarter ending 30th June, | 
1851, but to exceed even that amount by twenty 
percent. That is what we did, str. Under that | 
provision, in that act, all the postmasters from | 
1851 to 1853, received that increased compensa- ji 
tion, Distributing and separating offices were not | 
only included, as in this bill, but the increased com- | 
pensation was provided for all the postmasters of : 
the country. Their compensation was increased | 
to what they received for the quarter ending 30th : 
June, 1851; and, in the discretion of the Post- | 
master General was to be sull further increased 
by twenty per cent. These officers did receive | 
that increased compensation from 30th March, | 
1851 to Bist March, 1853; but under the act of 
3d March, 1853, we repealed that discretionary |) 
power. Under that repeal, up to the present time, i 
the Postmaster General has had no discretionary 
power, and deputy postmasters, consequently, : 
have had no ina eased compensation, such as was | 
allowed from 1851 to 1853. Does the gentleman | 
still contend that this bill deals unjustly by such ;i 
deputy postmasters as held office from 1851 tọ-i 
1853? Will he still persist in such assertions, | 
when he is told that they did receive this extra | 
compensation from the Postmaster General? If 
he will turn to the accounts of the deputy post- | 
masters, he will find that those of 1851, 1852, and | 
1853, received thirty-five per cent. more than those | 
who have held the offices since @he 31st day of | 
March, 1853. It is to remedy the injustice done | 
to deputy postmasters by the act of the 3d of || 
March, 1853, that this bill has been introduced. 
There is no injustice in this matter. If you 
permit the Postmaster General now to go back to 
the 31st March, 1851, and give increased com- 
pensation from that time, you will do injustice 
by twice giving increased compensation; and by |! 
giving it when it is not needed. What is there || 


i 


i| it was prior to the 3ist March, 1853. 


ii money in order to meet the expenses of the office 


| after paying his office rent and bis clerk hire, and 


“quarter, which he had to pay out of hisown pocket, 


í rates of postage; we leave the increase of compen- 
: sation to the discretion of the Postmaster General, 


strange in the fact that the same committee, that 
reported the act of the 3d March, 1853, should 
now be disposed to increase the compensation of 
these postmasters, whose commissions were re- 
duced fully thirty-five per cent. by that act below 
what the committee and Cougress intended? I 
state to the House, that the intention of the com- 
mittee, the intention of the Postmaster General, 
and the intention of the Auditor of the Post Office 
Department at that time, was not to reduce the 
compensation of deputy postmasters, but to fix and 
establish it. Under the act of the 3tof March, 
1851, the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
with all his clerical force, could not settle the 
quarterly ac¢ounts of the more than twenty thou- 
sand postmasters. To remedy this evil, he recom- | 


mended to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads to fix a compensation. He submitted 
his estimates. J] said that these estimates proved 
his to be erroneous; and under those erroneous 
estimates we reduced the compensation of deputy 
postmasters full thirty-five per cent, below what 


In consequence of the erroneous estimates then 
furnished by the Postmaster General and the Aud- 
itor of the Post Office Department, we have been 
compelled to reportthis bill. I think, then, that I 
am sufficiently understood upon that point. The 
bill explains itself. ] demonstrated to this House, 
when this bill passed the ETouse the other day, that 
the large distributing offices, after paying clerk 
hire, office rent &c., were minus not only their 
whole commissions, but had to take their own 


atthe end of each quarter, I might take a post 
office in my own district, the one at Columbus, to 
illustrate. The deputy postmaster at that place, 


the incidental expenses of his office, found himself 
absolutely minus forty dollars at the end of the 


without receiving from the Government a single 
cent of compensation, It is to meet such cases 
thatthe Senate and Hlouse agreed to give the Post- 
master General power to go back and allow post- 
masters in distributing and separating offices such į 
compensation, to take effect from the 3d of March, 
1853, up to this time, as will be reasonable and 
just. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ha- 
ven] seems to have fallen into an error in regard | 
to this matter, from the fact that we do not propose | 
to give this discretionary power to the Postmaster 
General in all cases, 

I said this morning that the provision was to 
allow the Postmaster General discretion to give 
increased compensation, over and above the com- 
missions fixed in this bill, to distributing and sepa- 
rating offices only, There are perhaps two or three 
hundred such offices out of twenty-three thousand 
post offices in the United States. This act does 
not take effect apon all deputy postmasters, ex- 
cept at distributing and separating offices, till after 
the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after 
its passage, It is retrospective only upon distrib- 
uting and separating offices. Of the twenty-three 
thousand postmasters in the country, it acts retro- 
spectively only upon such officers as have imposed 
upon them an increased amount of labor and di- 
minished compensation, and where at the end of 
the quarter they are obliged to pay the expenses 
of the office out of their own pockets. 

Well, now, 1 do not propose by this bill before 
the Elouse to restore the commission to postmas- | 
ters to what it was under the late Administration 
within ten or twelve per cent. The gentleman 
from New York will therefore permit me to say 


ume 9 of the United States Statutes at Large, at 
page 590. 

That section is as follows: 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That to any post- 
master whose commissions may be reduced below the 
amount allowed at his office for the year ending the 30th 
day of June, 1851, and whose labors may be increased, the 
Postmaster General shall be authorized, in his discretion, to 
allow such additional compensation as he way deem just 
and proper.” 


Now, notice this fact, Mr. Speaker, if the bill 
had stopped there, the compensation would have 
been left entirely to the discretion of the Postmas- 
ter General, as in the gentleman’s [Mr. Ops] 
bill, But it goes on and provides further, and 
here is where a portion of this great wrong com- 
mences. Notice now the proviso: 

“ Provided, That the whole amount of commissions 
allowed such postinaster during any fiscal year shall not 


exceed by more than twenty per centum the amount of com- 
missions at such office for the year ending the 30th day of 


| June, 1851.” 


Now, sir, the provision in the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio takes away, leaves out all limit 
whatever to the discretion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. It strikes out the twenty për cent. clause. 
If the pay under that law was sufficient when the 
discreuon was limited to twenty per cent., why 
does this bill obliterate such limit? Why does 


| it make such discretion boundless, and place the 
i whole revenues of the Department under the con- 


trol of the Postmaster General, to be paid out as 


‘he may see fit to these political favorites? Sir, I 
repeat it, in this bill the discretion of the Post- 


master General is not limited, as it was under the 
sixth section of the act of 1851, to twenty per* 
cent. Beyond that limit former Postmasters Gen- 
eral could not go under that law. I undertook 
to demonstrate to the House, that if a new post- 
age bill were passed, it would not only increase the 
income of postmasters to the extent of the addi- 
tional percentage on the increased revenues or 
receipts, which I believe would greatly exceed 
their compensation under the old law, but that 
their compensation might also be increased by 
the Postmaster General up to twenty per cent. 
The matter, however, is much worse than I had 
supposed; for this proviso leaving out, as it does, 
the limit of twenty per cent., enables the Post- 
master General to go without limit up to thirty, 
fifty, one hundred, or one hundred and fifty per 
cent. The whole matter is left to the unregulated 
discretion and political sympathies of the Post- 
master General. Sir, this is bad legislation, and 
I enter my protest against it, from whatever party 
it may emanate. 

Mr. OLDS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that 


Tam yet understood by my friend from New 
; York, (Mr. Havey.] I must be very obtuse this 


i morning, or I could succeed in making myself 
| understood. This increased compensation has 


noproportion, from the factthat, out of the twenty- 


_ three thousand postmasters in the United States, 


that his arguments do not apply. Weare in this 
bill fixing the compensation of postmasters, but 
did not entertain the ideaof thereby increasing the 


as heretofore. 
Mr. HAVEN. As my friend from Ohio seems 

to be entering on another part of the subject, he 

will excuse me for one moment, | 
Mr. OLDS. Certainiy. 
Mr. HAVEN. 


heretofore given to the Postmaster General, but I 
uppose he refers to the sixth section of the act of 
1851 reducing the postage. i 
ttention of the House to that section. I will read | 
t, so thatthe House may understand the whole of | 
this part of the subject. It will be found in vol- 


I did not notice particularly |; 


what my friend said in relation to the discretion |; June, 1851, and whose labors may be increased.” 
j 
1 


l wish now to call the |; 


p Treasury. 


it does not propose to give discretion to the Post- 
master General in more than two or three hun- 
dred cases. 

Mr. HAVEN, Read the section. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman will find, by ref- 
erence to the bill, that as regards these twenty- 
three thousand deputy postmasters, no discretion 
whatever is given to the Postmaster General, 
with the exception of those of the distributing and 
separating offices. But permit me here to say, 
for the benefit of my associates on that committee, 
that this was the very issue between the Post- 
master General and the committee, 

He wished that discretionary power should be 
left to him in regard toall the deputy postmasters, 
contending that this would save money to the 
But the committee refused to give 


; him discretionary power with regard to these 


; distributing offices. 


twenty-three thousand deputy postmasters, re- 
stricting the discretion to those of separating and 
Now, sir, | will read again 


i the sixth section of the act reducing the postage: 


“ And be it further enacted, That to any postmaster 
whose commissions may be reduced below the amount al- 
Jowed at his office, for the year ending the 30th day of 


Why, sir, the labors of all deputy postmasters 
have been increased by the reduction of postage, 
from the fact that more mail matter is transmitted, 
and has to be distributed and delivered, in conse- 
quence of such cheap postage. At least such is 
the construction given to it by the Department. 
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“The Postmaster General shall be authorized, -in his 
discretion, to allow such additional compensation as he 
may deem just and proper.” 


This discretion, under a Whig Administration, 
applied to all the post offices. Now, we propose 
to restrict it to some two or three hundred out of 
the twenty-three thousand. If the gentleman saw 
no wrong init under a Whig Administration when 
applied to the twenty-three thousand offices, surely 
he ought to be satisfied with it when we have re- 
stricted it to some two or three hundred offices. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have explained the amend- 
ment to which the gentleman objects so much, and 
I think he will be willing to acknowledge that I 
have done nothing but what is reasonable and 
jast, and that I have done just as | would have 
done, whether the Administration were Whig or 
Democrat. 

One word in relation to my promise of what I 
will do in reference to the California agent. The 
bill had been agreed upon in committee. I was 
not aware that it had been reported to the House; 
but my colleague on the committee (Mr. Mc- 
Dovaaxt] informs me that the bill has been re- 
ported to the House, and is upon the Private Cal- 
endar. 

So far as the action of the committee is con- 
cerned, we have not t made a promise to the ear 
to break it to the hope.” The gentleman says 
he will vote against it. 1f he does so, he will do 
an act of great injustice to a worthy man. He 
will do it from the very best motives; but the man 
who suffers in- consequence of the gentleman’s 
good motives, will impute it to the fact that the 
gentleman does not always feel disposed to do 
right, and, therefore, not always disposed to do 
justice. l will not trouble the House longer. 

Mr. SKELTON here obtained the floor, but 
yielded it temporarily to 

Mr. HAVEN, who said: One word, Mr. 
Speaker, by way of explanation and reply. I do 


not intend, now, further to trouble the question of | 


increasing the postage; such a measure, in my 
opinion, would be unwise disconnected from the 
question of pay to postmasters. I hope it will 
not be further urged here; it would not comport 
with the public good. 

But to the question between me and the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Oxps.] 1 called his atten- 
tion to the sixth section of the act reducing the 
postages, passed in 1851. I did so for the pur- 
pose of showing that by that law, under which 


he tries to justify the discretion of the Postmaster | 


General, the compensation was limited to twenty 
per cent.; beyond that point Congress thought it 
indiscreet to give hima discretion. The gentle- 
man says, now, thatthe sixth section I have read, 
is parallel to a portion of his bill. Sir, after look- 
ing at both, I feel bound to say the gentleman has 
no warrant in either for his assertion. I ask him 
to point out any legislation in the act of 1851, 
which is an authority for giving this increased 
compensation, in any way whatever, beyond 
twenty per cent. 

The bill of 1851 authorizes the giving of this 
increased compensation, to the limit of twenty 
per cent. to all posi mantera, as the gentleman 
mentioned. But I call upon him to point out any 
authority to give it to these distributing or separa- 
ting offices as a class. He made the declaration 
that they stood, under the law of 1851, as favor- 
ably as they stand now. Why, sir, this bill not 
only gives the additional percentage I have men- 
tioned to the postmasters, but it also gives them 
this unlimited discretion in their favor, to be exer- 
cised by the Postmaster General. I repeat, the 
act of 1851 only gives the Postmaster General the 
right to increase the compensation twenty per 
cent. But the gentleman does not point out to me 
anything upon the subject, in reference to the dis- 
tributing offices, in that act, or in reference to an 
unlimited discretion of the Postmaster General. If 
he cannot do so, then his proviso is an interpola- 


tion, and a new species of legislation that ought || 


to be promptly met and rejected here. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think | 


we had better go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr.OLDS. One word in reply to the gentleman 
from New York. 1 will not detain the House a 
minute. I only wish to say in reference to this 
discretionary power which is given to the Post- 
master General, that the same discretionary power 
was given to that officer by the act of March 3, 


| 1851, to increase the compensations of postmasters 
| at distributing offices. 

Mr. HAVEN. i understand that. The gentle- 
man refers to the sixth section of the act of 1851, 
and that brings me back to the charge I first made, 
that this Senate amendment goes further than the 
act of 1851. It takes off all limitation, Itincreases | 
the compensation of the postmasters too much in 
the first place by the first sections of the bill. And 
then, having got that compensation up to a point 
as high as this House is willing to go, it allows 
the Postmaster General to begin there, with his 
irresponsible hand, and run it up just as much 
further as he pleases. It allows him to level up 
| illimitably from the highest point to which this 
| Housedarego. Sir, ittakesoffalllimitation. Ido 
not design these remarks in any offensive sense; 
| but I thought myself bound to point out this bad | 
| legislation to the House. 
| Mr.OLDŠS. Iask the gentleman, if he would 
| prefer the sixth section of the act of March 3, 1851, 
| giving discretionary power to the Postmaster Gen- 
| eral to increase the pay of all postmasters ? 
| Mr. HAVEN. I answer, that this bill puts 
| their compensation too higb, without conferring 
j any discretion on the Postmaster General. But if it 
| were not too high, E should by all means prefer 
| the proviso to the sixth section of the act of 1851, 

and have it applied to these distributing or sepa- 
| rating offices, for that proviso limits the increase 
| to twenty per cent. 
| Mr. SKELTON. Ido not propose to inquire | 
i what has been done, or what has not been done 
| heretofore. And whether this is a Whig ora 
|| Democratic measure, in my opinion, has nothing 


question presented for our consideration to-day | 
is simply this: Is this measure calculated to pro- 
mote the best interests of the country? ‘That is 
i the question to which the House should confine 
| itself, and not to the consideration of what has or | 
has not been done. 


to a question of this kind? I regretted that Í 


House the opinions I entertained in reference to 
the matter, and | am glad that I have the oppor- : 
tunity of doing it now. I regard this whole busi- 
ness as wrong. We have already passed two bills 
during the present session, changing to some ex- 
tent our postal system. The object of both has 
been the same, beth have been outside the great | 
object for which they should have been framed— | 
the interests of the country and the wants of the 
Department of Government to which they relate. 
Now, sir, the question which we should decide | 
is not how much we shall pay the postmasters, | 
: or whether they will be able to make a living or 
not, but whether we can best promote the public 
interest by the proposed change in the post office | 
laws? But what has been the history of the mat 
ter? First comes a bill before the House increas 
ing the compensation of postmasters; then comes } 
another bill increasing the rates of postage, and 
thereby still further increasing the compensation ; 
j of postmasters by augmenting the amount of. 
receipts upon which they receive a certain per | 
centage. Now, is this necessary, in order to sub 
serve the public interest? ls it necessary to; 
‘increase the compensation of these officers in | 
order to obtain competent men to serve? Have; 
not all of us been persecuted, day after day and 
night after night, by office seekers, anxious to 


and yet, day by day, you go on increasing their | 
compensation. | 

The Post Office Department was established for 
the public interest, the public accommodation, and | 
the dissemination of knowledge through the coun- 
i try. It has been a principle of policy that the De- 
partment should sustain itself. If that principle 
is to be maintained in practice, it is necessary that 
we should keep the expenditures down to the 


duty to legislate for the interest of the public, and | 
not for that of office-holders. On the contrary, it | 
seems to me that these bills have been introduced 
for the interest of the latter. 1 would particularly | 


to legislate for the public, and not for individual 
office-holders 


į portance in this country. 


| to do with the question under consideration. The |: 


Sir, what is the duty of the House in reference |, 


was not present when this bill was originally || 
before the House, that [ might have given to the | 


take these offices with the pay already granted, | 


lowest possible point, and why? Because it is our | 


call the attention of members to the fact, that weare |; 


The Post Office Department is one of great im- | 
Free dissemination of | 


ideas, and correspondence between the various 
sections of the Union, is calculated to promote 
harmony of feeling and concord of action... It is 
not only calculated to do that, but also to exer- 
cise a salutary influence upon the social condition 
of this great Republic. 
| Jtisimportant that the United States mail should 
be carried to as many points as possible. I have 
| applied at various times for additional post offices 
in my district, and in the State I have the honor in 
part to represent; but I have been refused, and on 
theground that the Post Office Department does not 
pay its expenses; that the expenditures are now 
, So large that it cannot afford to establish any new 
offices, though the particular localities may re- 
quire, and the public interest demand them. 

Now, our present action, so far from reaching 
what should be our main object, would defeat it, 
The Postmaster General shows that his Depart- 
ment is largely indebted to the General Govern- 
ment. It does not clear one cent. Yet, while 
there are wanting additional facilities for the trans- 
portation of the mail in various sections, it is 
| proposed here that we should increase the bur- 
dens of the Department, and thus defeat the great 
and leading object for which it was established. 
Why, sir, if Congress is to go on in this way 
increasing the compensation of postmasters, it is 
best that we should abolish the Department at 
once, and leave the transmission of the mails to 
private enterprise. Our correspondence can be 
cheaper and more rapidly transported at the pres- 
ent time by private expresses than through the 
post office. Notwithstanding this, members are 
; constantly urging the House lo increase. the ex- 
penses of the Department, that office-holders may 
be fattened. Is this right? Is it right in princi- 
ple? Is it calculated to promote the public inter- 
est? If it ts calculated to promote the publie 
interest, then we should sustain it, Hf, on the 
contrary, itis not so calculated, and I maintain 
that it is not, every honorable member on this 
floor should say at once that, by increasing the 
expenditures of the Post Office Department, we 
directly lessen the advantage designed by its or- 
ganization, and do a great injury to the interests 
of the country. 

Mr. COBB. J eall for the previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to the amendment of the Senate; and 
it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
the Senate, as amended, it was taken; and said 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the usual resolution 
to close debate upon the civil and diplomatie bill 
on Thursday next, at twelve o’elock. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
i agreed Lo. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
_ moved that the motion to reconsider do lie on the 
table; which latter moiton was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up that bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. There are two or 
three bills on the Speaker’s table, and the day is 
now (two hours and five minutes) pretty far ad- 
vanced. I think the House could dispose of these 
bills in an hour, at furthest; and I therefore move 
that the House do now proceed to the business on 


| 


{| the Speaker’s table. 


` The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 


| man from Alabama [Mr. Hovusron] having been 
‘| regularly made, will take precedence of the mo- 


| tion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was under the impression that 
a motion to go to the business on the Speaker’s 
table took preo&dence of a motion to go into com- 
mittee, i 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana 
is perhaps right. 

The question was taken on Mr. Davis's motion; 
and it was disagreed to. ; 

The question recurred on the motion submitted 
by Mr. Housron. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be very 
happy, Mr. Speaker, to be permitted to make a 


~~ 
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brief personal explanation. I shall not occupy 
two minutes in doing so. 

General assent was expressed. 

DEATH OF MR. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, the explanation 
which I am about to make is not a matter of much 
interest, except to myself and to those from my 
State. A few days ago, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the melancholy intelligence was an- 


nounced of the death of one of my own colleagues. | 


The telegraphic dispatch which was acted upon 
was addressed to me, and was in the following 
language: ‘* The Hon. John F. Snodgrass died 
at half-past two o’clock, p. m., very suddenly. 
His friends desire you to announce his death to 
the House.” In consequence of my absence, my 
colleague [Mr. FauLxner] announced the death 
of Mr. Snodgrass; and stated that he did so at the 
request of his colleagues—meaning, of course, at 
the request of his colleagues who were present. 
That statement, Mr. Speaker, might convey the 
impression that I had refused to comply with the 
request of the friends of the deceased. 


that I was absent. for though | mourn—deeply 
mourn—a melancholy necessity of that announce- 
ment, yet, in performing the last office of friend- 
ship to one who was so much entitled to my re- 
spectand esteem, | would discharge that duty with 
cheerful but melancholy alacrity. 

I will add one word more, Mr. Speaker, and 
hope the House will bear with me. ft was my 
fortune to spend a few hours—a few hours only— 
with my deceased colleague, in very interesting 
conversation, just before he left this city; and I ob- 
served to him how remarkably well he looked. 
He replied that he had not been for many years 
in such fine health, And yet, in a few days after- 
wards, the fell destroyer struck him, and he suc- 
cumbed to the blow. Š 

I make this statement, Mr. Speaker, that his 
friends, and those in his section of country, should 
not suppose that I could refuge a request such as 
that made to me on his account. 

MESSAGE PROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the Efouse a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a re- 
port of the Secretary of State, with accompanying 
documents, in compliance with the resolution of 


the House of Representatives of 20th December | 


last. 

Mr. WALKER. 
the President is in answer to a resolution of in- 
quiry, which, the Chair will remember, was 
offered by me some months since, accompanying 
a memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of New York, which I then presented. 
It relates to certain impositions on our commerce 
in the Baltic, laid by the Government of Denmark, 
and known as ‘sound dues.” I move, sir, that 
the communication from the President be laid on 
the table, and printed. 

It was so ordered. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE CLERK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Clerk of the House, 
transmitting a letter, and accompanying explana- 
tion, in accordance with the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Engraving. 


The communication was referred to the Com- ! 


mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hovs- 
ron’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, | 


(Mr. Orr in the chair.) 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business first in order 
is the consideration of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and upon that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Parmes] i entitled to the 
floor. i 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. PHILLIPS being absent, the floor was | 


assigned to 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, who proceeded to speak 
upon a subject different from that before the com- 
mittee, namely: the proposition fora railroad to the 
Pacific. He rapidly traced the inception and his- 
tory of the land system, asserting that it was with- 


2 That is | 
my reason for desiring to make this explanation, | 


This communicatian from | 


in the power of the General Government to aid, 
by donations of public domain, the construction | 
of such a means of intercommunication. He 
asked what is the probable extent of the contem-. 
plated Pacific railroad, that is, from some point 
| on or near the Mississippi to the Pacific? 

| Assuming the initiative in the latitude of New 
York, 400 42’ north, and in longitude 91° west 
| from Greenwich, the distance, in a direct line, 
' would not exceed one thousand seven hundred and 
| fifty miles; or, assuming another point, say from 
| Fond du Lac, the west end of Lake Superior, in 
| latitude 460 30’, to Puget’s Sound, where there is 
Í a convergence of the continent, the distance would 
| be about one thousand five hundred miles. Taking | 
| a southerly latitude, say in thirty-fourth or thirty- | 
| fifth parallel in a due west direction, and the dis- 

| tance would not exceed one thousand six hundred 
| miles. | 
| He discussed the subject in a social, commer- | 
| cial, and military aspect. j 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, next addressed the | 
committee upon the Pacific Railroad. : 
{The above speeches will be found in the Ap- | 
pendix. ] il 
Mr. BROOKS obtained the floor. | 
Mr. HAVEN. Will the gentleman from South | 
Carolina yield me the floor for a moment? I! 
: should listen with great pleasure to the gentleman |j 
| from South Carolina; but the House hus now been | 
| in session nearly four hours, and the members are | 
| somewhat fatigued. {hope that the committee | 
will agree to rise, so that the gentleman who has | 
the floor may have an hour in the morning to | 
| address the committee. With his permission, I | 
| move that the committee rise. j 
| 


The question was taken on Mr. Haven’s mo- | 
tion; and it was agreed to. 
| So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the | 
i Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
‘had, according to order, had under consideration | 
i 
| 


‘the Union generally, and particularly Flouse bill 

| No. 48, being a bill “ making appropriations for | 
i the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- | 
i ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1855,” 

| and had come to no conclusion thereon, 


| Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. [ move that the 
! House adjourn. 

| The motion was agreed to; and therenpon (at 
; twenty minutes to four o’clock) the House ad- | 
| journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
! Wenpnespay, June 14, 1854. 
i Prayer by Rev. Wittram H. Mitsury. 
: The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 
A EXPLANATION. 


i Mr. CLAYTON. (ask the indulgence of the | 
| Senate for the purpose of a brief personal expla- | 
nation, and it is the first time, l believe, that I 
ever desired a similar favor. 

1 perceive in a morning paper, (the Union,) to | 
which my attention has been directed since fi 
| entered the Capitol this morning, that the distin-: 

guished and much-honored statesman of South | 
i Carolina, [Mr. Calhoun,] with myself, is charged | 
| with the crime of mutability in having voted for | 
i the compromise bill of July, 1848. That bill, | 
while it excluded in California and New Mexico | 
the whole doctrine of what is now called squatter | 
sovereignty, and gave no right to aliens to votein 
those Territories, did confer that right on such as : 
had declared their intention to become citizens in 
the then proposed Territory of Oregon. At the 
same time that compromise, which proposed to |, 
organize three vast territorial governments greater 
than were ever included in one bill before, offered 
| peace to a distracted country on the principle of | 
| submitting the whole slavery question in the Ter- : 
ritories to the judicial tribunais, and for the first 
time excluded the Wilmot proviso, and adopted || 
for Oregon the boasted principle of non-interven- 
| tion, which was afterwards copied into the com- | 
promise measures of 1850. s : i! 
; For this great measure of pacification both | 

John C. Calhoun and myself voted, although | 
known to every one who had thought our opin- | 
ions worthy of consideration to be utterly opposed || 
to the clause in that part of the bill organizing the | 


government of Oregon, which allowed the vote of i 


i 
1 
i 
i 
1 
| 


| 


li 


aliens in any form or under any pretext. Ween- 
tertained then the same opinions which we had 
both expressed in the debate on the Michigan bill 
in 1836, that a claim allowing aliens to vote was 
utterly and absolutely unconstitutional—-an opin- 
ion which was shared with us by many of the 
most distinguished gentlemen in both Flouses of 
Congress at that day. But to obtain the great 
blessings which we firmly believed the country 
would receive from the final settlement of the sla- 
very question on the principles of that bill—a 
measure which the distinguished Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] in the late debate on 
the Nebraska bill, characterized as the very best 
compromise ever yet proposed—we both agreed, 
after full consultation together, to waive our ob- 
jections to the single clause in the Oregon portion 
of the bill, to secure the passage of that great 
measure of peace. 

While this measure was before the committee 
which reported that bill, Mr. Calhoun called at 
my lodgings, to consider with me the course we 
should adopt on this very question. We both 
stood fully committed to the country on the con- 
stitutional principle, that any act of Congress 
allowing aliens to vote in any State or Territory 
of the United States, was pro tanto an act of natu- 
ralization and unconstitutional, because it was 
partial and not uniform. But we were given to 
understand by others, that our compromise bill 
would inevitably fail in the House of Representa- 
tives, if the government of Oregon were organized 
without the fifth section of the bill, which was so 
obnoxious to us. The correctness of that opin- 
ion was fully demonstrated a short time after- 
wards, and after the failure of our compromise in 
the other House by a small majority, by the pas- 
sage of a separate Oregon bill, containing that very 
section allowing the vote of aliens, which bill 
originated in that same House of Representatives, 
and became a law on the 14th of August, 1848. 
But for that bill neither Mr. Calhoun nor myself 
ever voted. Had we voted for that, or for any 
provision allowing the suffrage of aliens in any 
separate and distinct form, we might, indeed, have 
subjected ourselves to the censure of those who 
would rejoice in an opportunity of charging us with 
inconsistency. During the interview to which I 
have referred, we resolved to make the sacrifice 
in Oregon, to secure the principle in California and 
New Mexico, which notonly avoided the alien vote 
in those Territories, but the Wilmot proviso, and 
the whole principle of squatter sovereignty. We 
thought, that in a difficult compromise, he who 
won the two best in three, had but little reason to 
complain. We thought, too, there was but little 
danger of alien suffrage in a territory so remote 
from the usual landing places of immigrants on the 
Atlantic, and go inaccessible as Oregon. 

Sir, it has been said that when the framers of the 
greatest of all compromises (the Constitution of 
the United States) came out of the convention of 
1787, there was not one man who was not dissat- 
ished with some one provision of that instrument. 
The Missouri compromise of 1820 was voted for 
by men who held the sixth section of itto be abso- 
lutely unconstitutional. The tariff compromise of 
1833 contained the principle of the home valuation 
which, in the debates of that day, was pronounced 
unconstitutional by nearly every southern Senator, 
who afterwards voted not only for the passage 
of that compromise, but for the home valuation 
amendment itself; and that, too, on a call of the 
yeas and nays. These were concessions made 
by great and patriotic statesmen, to secure the 
blessings of peace and the safety of this Union. 
And if L, whose opinions against alien suffrage 
have never varied—if I who reported the provision 
excluding aliens from voting in the first act to or- 
ganize the vast Territory of Wisconsin, then com- 
prehending the present States of Wisconsin, Iowa, 


‘and half of Michigan, which Territory was organ- 


ized by my efforts and those of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, of which I was at the time the chairman— 
I who also reported and voted against the clause 


i allowing alien suffrage in the State of Michigan, 


can be charged with inconsistency for sacrificing 
something of my fixed opinions to secure the peace 
of my country and the safety of this Union in 
1848, let those who delight to censure make the 
most of it. 


PAY OF DEPUTY POSTMASTERS. 
A message was received from the House of 
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Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill of the House “ reg- 
ulating the pay of deputy postmasters,’? with an 
amendment. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the amendments, | 

The amendment of the Senate was to strike out 
the following proviso: | 

“ That, to any postmaster of any distributing or separat- 
ing post office whose commissions may be reduced helow 
the amount allowed at his office for the year ending the | 
30th day of June, 1851, the Postmaster General shall be 
authorizcd,in his discretion, to allow such additional com- 
pensation as he may deem proper, such compensation to 
date, and be allowed from, the 30th day of March, 1853: 
Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this uct shall be subject to the provisions of | 
the forty- first section of the act entitled «An act to reduce | 
into one the several acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department; and all acts, or parts of acts, in- 
consistent with the provisions of this act, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and this act to take efect, and be in 
force, from and after the commencement of tl 
quarter after its passage,” 


And insert: 


That.to any postmaster of a distributing office, at which 
the commissions, allawances, and emoluments, since the 
3lst day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
the actual and necessary expenses, and afford the postmas- 
ters the annual compensation derived from commissions at 
the office before the said 3ist of March, the Postmaster 
General may, in his discretion, allow quarterly from the i 
date aforesaid, out of the postage collected at any such 
office, an amount sufficient to supply such deficiency : 
Provided further, That to any postmaster of a separating 
office, at any such office, whose commissions, allowances, į 
and emoluments may be found insufficient to provide the 
extra labor necessary to a promptand efficient performance 
of the duties of separating and dispatehing the mails pass- 
ing through his office, the Postmaster General may make | 
such .qnarterly allowances out of the postages collected at 
such office, as he may deem sufficient to compensate such 
extra labor. This act shall take effect and bein force from 
and after the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after 
its passage. 


i 
| 
| 
The amendment of the Fouse to the amendment 
1 
| 
| 


e next fiscal ; 


of the Senate was to insert after the word “labor,? 
the following: 


Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this act shall be subject to the provisions of 
the forty-first section of the act entitled ‘*An act to reduce 
into one the several acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department: And provided further, That the 
Postmaster General may, in his discretion, dispose of any 
quarterly returns of mails sent or received which were 
made up previous to the Ist day of July, 1850, preserving 
the accounts current, and all vouchers accompanying such 
accounts, and the use of such portion of the proceeds 
thereof as may be necessury to defray the cost of separating 
and disposing of the same. 


The amendment of the House was concurred 
in, so that the bill is finally passed as thusamended. 
PETITIONS, ETC. H 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented two | 
copies of the laws of the Territory of New Mexico, 
passed by the third Legislative Assembly, in the | 


| 
city of Santa Fé, at a session begun on the 5th |! 


day of December, 1853; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ! 

Mr. DAWSON presented a petition of the in- | 
habitants of the city of Macon, in the State of | 
Georgia, praying a reduction in the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads. j; 


Mr. BELL submitted additional evidence in 
support of the claim of Sarepta Cleveland, daughter | 


of Jonathan Skinner, deceased, to indemnity for |, 


losses sustained by him in the war of the Revolu- | 
tion; which, together with the papers on the files | 
of the Senate, was referred to the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the following peti- | 
tions, &c., praying the establishment of additional | 
mail routes; which were referred to the Commit- | 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads: 


Two petitions of citizens of Arkansas praying |; t 
X A | and accounts among the accounting officers of the | 
Treasury; which was read, and passed to a second | 


the establishment of a post route from Norristown 
to Fort Smith, in Arkansas; 


Document relating to a post route from Pine || 


Bluff to Brownsville, Arkansas; 


Petition of citizens of Arkansas and Texas, | 


praying the establishment of a mail route from | 


Jefferson, in the State of Texas, to Fulton, in i! 


Arkansas; 


Waldron, in said State; and . 
Petition of citizens of Arkansas, praying the 
establishment of a post route from Hurricane to | 


Gailey Rock, in said State. S 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition | 


i 
t 


| to discover what is the law actually in force; and 
| 1t must remain so, even with the aid of the best 
| indexes, so long as the laws are published in the | 


; tary Affairs, to whom was referred a bil from the 
| Elouse of Representatives, making further appro- 


of Eli T. Tappan, praying the assistance of Con- 
gress in the publication of an edition of the acts of 
Congress, containing only those laws of a general 
nature which remain in force. The petitioner 
represents that the editions now published contain 
all thaspublic acts, including those that are local, 
temporary, or obsolete, as well as those in force, 
and some editions contain also all the private acts. 
As all these acts are published in chronological f 
order, it is frequently very difficult and laborious 


manner described. In consequence of this, new i 
laws are sometimes enacted which conflict with | 
the old; and thus the difficulty of determining | 
what is the law, is increased. | 
also states that those who consult thestatutes of the | 
United States usually do so to find some general | 
law now in force; and that to all such persons such | 
a volume would be a great saving of time, labor, 
and money, inasmuch as they could purchase, in | 
a single volume, that for which they must now i 
buy six or nine to obtain. The memorial was | 

i 

i 


referred to the Committee on the Library. i 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of the! 
heirs-at-law of Benjamin Grover, a revolutionary | 
soldier, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

He also submitted the following resolution in 
reference to the above petition; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Pensions be directed 
to inquire into the propriety of allowing a sum to the heirs | 
of Benjamiu Grover, deceased, of Maine, equal to what was 
justly due the widow of said Grover, as a pension at the | 
time of her decease. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of the heirs of Captain Joshua Chamberlain, 
praying compensation for services during the | 
revolutionary war, submitted a report, accompa- | 
nied by a bill for their relief; which was read, and | 
passed to a second reading. The report was | 
ordered to be printed. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the memorial of David A. Cameron, | 
representative and heirof James Bell, late of Lower l 

H 
| 


Canada, and assignee of the other heirsof said Bell, 
praying payment for advances made to the Amer- 
ican Army during the revolutionary war, sub- | 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill forthe relief | 
of the legal representatives of James Bell, deceased; | 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. ` 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- | 


priations for continuing the construction of certain 


roads in the Territory of Minnesota, in accordance i! 


with the estimates made by the War Department, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Territories; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill from the House of Repre- ; 
sentatives, for the construction of certain military 
roads and wells in the Territory of New Mexico, | 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
‘Territories; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to whom was referred a bill from the House 
of Representatives, for the relief of James Walsh, 


reported it back without amendment. i 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 


i reported a bill respecting the Executive Depart- | 


ments, and to distribute the settlement of claims 


reading. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. ij 


Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask | 
leave to introduce a bill to amend the judicial: 
system of the United States by providing for the | 


ns f: : | organization of an additional circuit. | 
Petition of citizens of Arkansas, praying the | 
establishment of a mail route from Danville to | 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAWSON asked and obtained the unan-: 


imous consent of the Senate to introduce a joint ii 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Terri- |! 


tory of New Mexico to adjust and pay to Juan 
C. Armijo, José L. Perea, and James L. Collins, | 


GLOBE. 


The memorialist || 


the amount by them loaned to the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico, under 
authority of a joint resolution of that body, ap- 
proved the 17th of June, 1851; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWSON. _I wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories to be kind enough 
totake that matter into consideration at his earliest 
convenience, 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I offer the following resolution 
by way of amendment to the rules:. 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring, } 
That the following shall be added to the joint rules of the 
two Houses: 

Unless otherwise ordered by either House, the first regular 
session of every new Congress shall be terminated by ad- 
journment on the first Monday of the month of May suc- 
ceeding the commencement of such session 5 and that the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall accordingly adjourn their respective Houses 
at the hour of twelve o’ciock, meridian, of that day. 

I will simply remark that this is to be in con- 
nection with the bill which I offered yesterday, to 
fix the first Monday in October as the day for the 
annual meeting of Congress. 

The resolution lies over for consideration for 
one day under the rules. 


LIEUTENANT MAURY. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution giving thecon- 
sent of Congress to the acceptance by Lieutenant 
M. F. Maury, of the Navy, of a gold medal from 
his Majesty the King of Sweden; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to give the consent of Congress to 
Lieutenant Maury to theacceptance ofa gold medal 
from the King of Sweden, in testimony of his 
high satisfaction with the zealous and unceasing 
efforts of that officer, as Superintendent of the 


| National Observatory at Washington, for promot- 


ing the establishment of a universal system of 
meteorological observations to the advantage. of 
navigation in general, and as an acknowledgment 
of the kind disposition shown by that officer to 
make the merchant navy of Sweden, in common 


i form of the resolution. 


with that of other nations, enjoy the benefit of 
the discoveries already made in this branch of 
science. : 

Mr. PEARCE. I will’ ask the Senator from 
California to consent to let this joint resolution lie 
over until to-morrow. I am in favor of giving the 
consent which he asks, but I wish to modify the 
Let it lie over until to- 
morrow. 

The further consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion was postponed until to-morrow. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. WALKER. I have been authorized bya 
meeting of quitea number of the friends of the 
homestead bill, to give notice to the Senate that 
they will make an effort, and insist on it on Mon- 
day next, to take up that measure, make it the 
special order, and continue it from day to day 
until itis finally acted upon. They also have di- 
rected me to say, that they will endeavor to bring 
about the final action this week upon the bill which 
has been vetoed by the President of the United 
States, so they may not have that in the way next 
week tot interfere with the consideration of the 
homestead bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Inasmuch as I am a friend of 
the homestead bil, I hope the Senator from Wis- 
consin will call it up at an earlier day than that 
which he mentions. 1 think he might get it up 
the day after to-morrow as well as at any other 
time. The bill which has been vetoed can cer- 
ainly be disposed of during to-day and to-mer- 
row. 

Mr. WALKER. I will say to the Senator 
from California, that if we should be so fortunate 
as to get rid of the bill which bas been vetoed, it 
will certainly be the pleasure of many friends of 
the homestead bill to take it up earlier; but it was 
thought that it must depend upon the disposition 
of the vetoed bill which is under consideration, 


| unless it should be unnecessarily protracted. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. . 
The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 


“ Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
ofthe Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 


TH 
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tives adjourn their respective Houses on Monday, August 
14th, at twelve o’clock, m.” : 

Mr. GWIN I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out the words, ‘* Monday, August 
4th, at twelve o’clock, m.,” and inserting the 
words: 

From twelve o’clock, m., on Monday, July 17th, until 
Monday, the 16th of October next.” 

I will give the reasons why I offer this amend- 
ment. When the resolution passed the House of 
Representatives, the special order before that body 
was the Pacific railroad bill, which it was ex- 
pected would lead to a long debate. Yesterday, 
on the motion of the friends of that measure, it was 
postponed until the second Monday in December 
next. The House then took up the civiland dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill, and passed a resolution 
to stop debate on it to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 
They have now got their business in such a state 
that there is no doubt the appropriation bills and 
other important measures can beacted upon before 
the time mentioned in my amendment for taking 
the recess. It gives us nearly five weeks until the 
commencement of the recess, and all the appro- 
priation bills, and other important matters can be 
disposed of by the two Houses by that time. 
There are other questions of great importance 
which ought to be acted upon during this session, 
but they can come up after the recess, I am con- 
fident in my own mind that we can dispatch the 
business better by adopting the amendment which 
I propose. I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the proposition of the 
House would be better than the amendment, It 
would be better to stay here until the 14th of 
August, and transact the business of the session, 
and then meet in December next. But, sir, ł 
have some hopes that if we should let this resolu- 
tion lie for the present, we might, perhaps, get 
ready to adjourn earlier than the time mentioned 
in it; and am sure I should be very glad if that 
could be the case. I am unwilling, however, 
now, upon the instant, to change our practice, 
and to agree to the recess. I have no objection to 
changing hereafter, by a law, the time at which 
we should meet at what is called the short session 
of Congress. I think that that session ought to 


be lengthened, and the other session diminished; |i 


but that ought to be done after we have had 


notice, and after the business of the country is |; 


matured in reference to such a state of things. lt 
seems to me that we had better pursue the old 
practice in regard to this session, and get. through 
if we can by the 14th of August, or sooner if 
possible. But, in order to do this, 1 would sug- 
gest that it would be probably better to let the 
resolution lie upon the table for the present, and 
then if we see we can get through and adjourn at 
an earlier day, we can take it up and amend it by 
fixing such a day, lL suggest that that would be 
a better course. 

Mr. GWIN. There is a proposition now be- 
fore the Senate to change the time of the meeting 
of the short session, and {| have no doubt it will 
pass. As to the consequences that might hereafter 
result from this, | am of opinion that it cannot be 
a precedent if that bill should be passed, as I be- 
lieve it will. 1 do not believe there is a member of 
the Senate who is not in favor of changing the 
time of meeting at the short session of Congress. 


There may be a difference of opinion as to when | 


the session should commence, whether on the first 
Monday in October, or the first Monday in No- 


vember; but | have no doubt in my mind that |! 


one or the other will command the votes of the 
majority of both Houses of Congress; and l 
think there will be no danger in the precedent. 

It is well known to members of this body, that 
if we want work done we ought to fix the day of 
adjournment. I have no doubt that there is a 
great change in the opinion of the House since 
the passage of the resolution, They have got 
elear of the question of the greatest importance 
which was before them, and which would have 
led to a lengthened debate. We shall soon have 
the appropriation bills before us. We shall prob- 
ably have them by the time that we get through 
with the discussion of the vetoed bill and the 


_ homestead bill. My amendment gives us nearly |: 

five weeks, including the present week, before the |: 
f 
tions which can be taken up in October next, and | 
can be better discussed then than in the dog days. |: 


I hope the amendment will be agreed to. Iam |! 


recess. Then there are great and important ques- 


| certain that it will facilitate the public business, 
and it gives us a longer time than the resolution 
‘ofthe House. The time which it gives us is also 
a better time for working in. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should be very willing to 
| get the recess asked for by the Senator from Cali- 
| fornia, but I see no necessity for making it as an 
i amendment to this resolution. If the Senator 
| from California thinks the House would favor the 
| proposition, after the change which has taken 
place, he might introduce a separate resolution. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator knows that in the 
House of Representatives they could only take 
| up such a proposition on Monday, and it would 
, require a two-third vote to doit. A simple ma- 
| jority could not control it. If we agree to this 
‘resolution, amended in the manner | propose, and 
i the House disagree to it, they would ask for a 
| committee of conference. 
|! Mr. TOOMBS. Then they could not take this 
| up again, except by a two-third vote. That is 
i true in the one case as in the other. 
| Ag to the idea of the Senator from Virginia, I 
| think itshould not be entertained. If we now pass 
| the resolution fixing a day of adjournment, and 
j 


I 


then find that we can get through with the publie 
| business before that day, the passage of this reso- 
i lution will not prevent us from adjourning earlier; 
‘and my experience has been, as the Senator from 
| California has said, that by fixing the day of 
i adjournment we shall get through with the public 
| business sooner. Unless the time be now fixed, 
| everybody knows that we shall not adjourn until 
: September or October; and, therefore, we had 
better take up the resolution, and pass it. If the 
' Flouse desires the amendment which the Senator 
‘from California suggests, they can take up a res- 

olution containing the provision, and pass it. Í 
| am very willing to let this resolution go by the 
board, if the Senator from California thinks that 
the House will agree to such a proposition as his. 
If that is the case, let their resolution lie here, and 
let us send them another. But, while this is in 
| our hands, I should be unwilling to let it go from 
| us without adopting it. 
/ Mr. RUSK. I move to amend the amend- 
‘ment, so that it may not be construed that the per 
| diem should be allowed during the recess. With 
| the amendment of the Senator from California the 


i resolution might be possibly construed that per 

| diem should be allowed. 1 am sure that with that 

| opinion, the House of Representatives would not 
vote for it. l move that it be amended by add- 
ing a proviso that no per diem shall be allowed. 

Mr. DAWSON. By the act of 1818, as I un- 
; derstand it, if the two ELouses of Congress ad- 
| journ within ten days of the next regular meeting 
| of Congress, mileage would not be allowed to the 
: members. Now,l am sure that gentlemen in the 

House, living at a distance, who rely on mileage 
| for compensation and for loss sustained in coming 

here, would be very unwilling to forego the mile- 
age; and, therefore, the Fouse would go strongly 
against the proposition of my friend from Cali- 
fornia as it now stands. 

That proposiion; then, cannot be concurred in; 
| and, as Í am very anxious to adjourn at the earliest 
| practicable day, I think the better plan would be 
|: to concur in the resolution of the House with some 
: amendment, let the House disagree to it, and let 
ii the two Houses meet together by way of a com- 
mittee of conference, and agree upon some plan. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam in favor of the amend- 
| ment proposed by the Senator from California, 
and I do not see that it involves any difficalty in 
|: the progress of the resolution through the House. 


|! opposed to any recess, they will of course dfsagree 
|) tothat amendment, and then it will bein the power 
|; of the Senate to recede from it, and adopt the res- 
|: olution as it came to us from the House. The only 
|: inquiry is this: Would the majority of the Senate 
|| prefer the recess, or prefer a final closing of the 
| session at the time mentioned by the House? If 
Vi 
l desires to obtain it, and the consent of the House 
i: can be obtained to it, the simplest proposition in 
the world is to agree to the amendment of the 
Senator from California. It will then go to the 
: House as an amendment to their resolution. It 
will be considered by the House, asis the constant 
habit under such circumstances, and if they dis- 
agree so that we find a recess cannot be obtained, 


If we agree to the amendment, and the House is | 


the majority of the Senate prefers the recess and | 


we shall have but to recede from our amendment, 
and agree to the resolation without it, 

The difficulty which it is suggested, would arise 
if the resolution should pass, is perhaps worthy 
of some consideration. [ understand it is the 
opinion of some of the accounting officers, that 
if this recess be taken the per diem of the Senators 
and members of the House will continue. I do 
not know how that is, but for one, I do not think 
it would be a very great calamity if it should. I 
do not look upon it as such a great evil that we 
should put ourselves to an extraordinary difficulty 
to prevent it falling upon us, and certainly it would 
have no injurious effect upon those among us 
who live at a short distance from the Capitol, and 
to whom the mileage is a matter of very small 
consideration. FEfowever, sir, I interpose no ob- 
jection if my friend from Texas insists upon it, 
to expressly providing that there shall be no per 
diem, although we are not so groaning in wealth, 
as | have said, thatit should be considered a great 
evil. Iam perfectly indifferent about it, and am 
willing to agree to such an amendment, 

With regard to mileage, it may be that the result 
which my friend from Georgia suggests might 
follow, to wit: that gentlemen would not be en- 
titled to their mileage at the next regular session, 
either because the adjournment of this session 
would take place within ten days of the commence- 
ment of the next, or because the session might 
| run on, so as to lose itself in that regular session, 
| Surely that would not be a matter of great incon- 

venience, either here or in the other House, be- 
cause a simple proviso or declaration in one of the 
appropriation bills would settle that matter, by 
declaring that this should be considered a distinct 
session, for the purpose of allowing mileage. 
That is an amendment which would surely com- 
mend itself to the two bodies, because every one 
would be in favor of it. If anybody should be 
opposed to it, there would be no trouble here in 
seeing how we would vote; and if the yeas and 
nays should be taken, the proposition would cer- 
tainty carry. For these reasons, believing that 
the best plan which we can adopt is to obtain 
| what we consider the best, without putting in 
jeopardy what is next best to it, 1 shall vote for 
‘the amendment of my friend from California, 

Mr. CLAYTON. I suggest to the Senator 
from Texas, that by an amendment to this reso- 
lution he cannot obtain the end he aims at. This 
resolution is nothing but a resolution of the two 
Houses for a recess; itis not a legislative act. It 
| does not require the signature of the Executive; 
and therefore it could not repeal an existing law. 
If, then, it be true that, by an existing law, com- 
pensation would run to the members of both 
Tlouses during the recess, you cannot avoid itby 
amending the resolution, You must then, in order 
to obtain your end, put a provision in one of the 
appropriation bills, or pass some separate act of 
legislation for or against the compensation, as 
Congress shall see proper. I, therefore, submit to 
my honorable friend from Texas, that he with- 
draw the amendment for the present, because it 
would have no effect if agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. I distinctly announced at the 
timé, in offering the amendment, that I should 
| vote against the whole proposition. I heard the 
| discussion in the House of Representatives upon 
i this subject, and I was satisfied that it would be 
useless to send such a proposition as this, if the 
construction be placed upon it, that during a recess 
members would be receiving their per diem. If 
that construction be placed upon it, and such 
; would be the fact, I feel very well satisfied that it 
| would not pass the House; or, if it did pass, that 
it would be put in such a shape as to bring it back 
here for discussion again. In regard to the ques- 
tion of mileage, and as to what Congress will do, 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina may 
| have some means of ascertaining exactly what 
: the Senate and the House will do; but Iam not so 
| fortunate, I cannot tell what they will do until the 
i| votes are taken. 
| Mr. BADGER. I only presumed it, because 
| L supposed both Houses would do what was 
p right. 

i Mr. RUSK. Thatis rather a violent presump- 
| 
1 


tion, so far as the Senate is concerned. I do not 
i know much about the House; but in looking at 
the proceedings of this body, it is a violent pre- 
sumption. I am not able, like the Senator from 
| North Carolina, as I have said, to foresee exactly 


mences, 

Mr. WALKER, [ think that this is not the 
proper time to fix a day either for adjournment, or 
fora recess. I think so for reasons which have 
already been urged, and for others, There are 
important measures under consideration. It is 
important that they should be acted upon, and 
it is important that they should not be embarrassed 
by the difficulty which might arise by fixing a 
day for the adjournment. Being opposed then, 
at present, to fixing a day, I move to postpone 
the further consideration of the resolution until a 
week from next Monday. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will allow us 
to have a test vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER, That is what fdo not want. 

Mr. GWIN. If those who are opposed to the 


amendment are ina majority, of course it will be |! 


voted down. I hope we may dispose of it. 
Mr. WALKER. Iam willing to let the vote 


be taken upon this proposition; but I shall renew | 
the motion to postpone, whether the amendment | 


be rejected or adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have not been so fortunate 
as to hear the reasons which have been rendered 
for the proposition of a recess; and I regret ex- 
tremely—as no doubt those reasons were all-suf- 
ficient—that I had not that opportunity; but I 
certainly can discover none for it. If we should 
fix an early day for the adjournment, I have no 
doubt it would expedite the business of Congress; 
and Í am, therefore, decidedly in favor of the reso- 
lution as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. If I can hear any reasons to the contrary, 
I will yield with a great deal of pleasure, if J think 
them sufficient; but at this time I am disposed to 
believe that the best course the Senate can adopt is 
to agree to the resolution as it came from the House 
of Representatives. : : 

Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. 
before recording my name in the affirmative on 
this proposition; but if that obligation had not 
been imposed upon me, I should have said nothing, 


. Mr, President, the adoption of the amendment | 


of the Senator from California, in its practical 
effect, will be to prolong the actual session of Con- 
gress fourteen days. By the resolution of the 


House, it is proposed to adjourn on the 14th of | 


August: by the amendment it is proposed to 


take a recess from the 17th of July to the 16th of | 


October, so that the difference is fourteen days, 
and the session is prolonged fourteen days by the 
amendment. 

In reference to the pay, there is no earthly difi- 
culty in having a bill introduced which, I imagine, 
would pass directly here, to accompany this reso- 
lution, if amended, to the House, so that when 
the resolution gets there, the House would be dis- 
embarrassed of the difficulty which I understand 
my friend from Texas seems to think influenced 
their action—the necessity-of receiving per diem 
compensation during the recess. F do not think 
there is any one here who does not believe that if 
we were to take a recess, and come back in Octo- 
ber, our own minds, the public mind, the mind of 


every one, would be better prepared than now togo | 
on with the important business of this session. | |! 


have no doubt of it myself. Ihave no doubt that 


it is the opinion of the country at large that it : 


would be much better for the public interest that 
we should now adjourn. 


For one, if the appropriation bills were through | 


I would be perfectly willing either to adjourn to- 
morrow, sine die, or take a recess; but still J cannot 
help seeing that there are important measures par- 


f 
l 


|| sh 


I desire to say a single word |! 


tially matured, which would require a longer time : 


than from the regular session in December, to the | 


period of adjournment in March; and, therefore, | 


I do say, that the people of the country have a 
right to expect that we should appropriate more 
of our time—God knows we are not paid for it— 
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i necessary. 

| Mr. RUSK. 
| the recess on the 16th of July, there will be a 
| scramble for the appropriation bills, and no other 
! business will be done. There isno doubt thatthe 
appropriation bills will consume the rest of the 


tions. Our time will be thus consumed until the 


| than six weeks—between that time and the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress. It 
is very well known that a large number. of the 


If we pass the resolution to take } 


time, with spéeches to be made on abstract ques- | 


recess; and, when we come back in October, we | 
i shall have but little more than a month—not more | 


members of this body and of the other House are | 


| 

| 

| 

| lawyers. October is the time for holding the fall 
courts, generally almost every where, and this is 
i an objection to the amendment, 

| There is another reason which shows that we 
ould do no business if we take a recess and 


‘come back in October. The elections in most of 


i the States take place in that month, and the mem- | 


i bers of the House will be attending to them. 
i There are some very important measures before 


| Congress, some of vital importance, that might | 
| arise between this and the middle of August; and | 
the end of it will be that no business, except the i 


| passage of the appropriation bills, will be done 
| 


States after the recess, we should find ourselves, 
up to the time of beginning the next session of 
Congress in December, almost withouta quorum, 
and, in my judgment, nothing will be gained by it. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 


Brodhead, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Towa, Fessenden, Foot, Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, 
Hamlin, James, Johnson, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian. Slidell, 
Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, and Williams 
—~27, 


i Hunter, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, 
Thompson of Kentucky, 'Foombs, Wade, and Walker—16, 


Mr. WALKER. I move to postpone the fur- 


week, 
Mr. BADGER. 


for those who are in favor of the resolution as 
amended, 

Mr. WALKER. It is just that very certainty 
that I do not want to incur, and for one, [ hope 


the vote which has been taken. Jf we voteon the 
resolution and it be adopted, we shall have fixed 
the day, when we shall take the recess. That, I 
do not wish to do; and as Í remarked before, I 


do. 


fore I make the motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate determine to 
take a recess we ought to decide at once, in order 
that we may prepare for the work before us. I 


between this time and the recess; and then, with | 
such members as are attending to the courts, and f 
such as are attending to their elections in the 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bright, | 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chase, Evans, Fish, Houston, | 


| 
| 
| 


ther consideration of the resolution until Monday | 


I hope at any rate we shall : 
ascertain the sense of the Senate on the question. | 
The seoner we ascertain the certainty of the case, | 
and learn the decision of the House upon it, it | 
will be better for those who oppose as well ag | 


that there will be more of the Senate, who will | 
sympathize with my view than seem to do so by | 


hope there are more of the Senate who sympa- | 
thize in that view of the subject than seem to | 
Tam opposed at present to fixing the time | 
either to adjourn, or to take a recess, and there- | 


extent we have gone in transacting the business 
which, for one, I wish to reach. My object is 
not to defeat the resolution, J will join with its 
friends in taking it up at the time mentioned. My 
object is simply to postpone it until that day, 80 
that we may see what can be done in the mean 
time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see no objection to voting. 
If there is a majority of the Senate in favor of 
the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
it will be carried; if there is not, it will be lost. 

Mr. CHASE called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; and they were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Bright, Chase, Gillette, Houston, James, 
Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shiclds, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, 
and Walker-—I3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atehison, Badger, Bayard, 
Bell, Brodhead, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Iowa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, Johnson, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Phom- 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, and Williams—30, 


So the motion was lost. 


The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended, 

Mr. WALKER called for the 
and they were ordered. : 

Mr. STUART. I move that the resolution lie 
upon the table; and upon that motion I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not know anything about 
it, but I submit to the Chair whether, after the 
yeas and nays are called for and ordered on one 
proposition, they can be ordered on another, while 
that first proposition is pending. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly, that can be 
done even after the yeas and nays are ordered, 

Mr. JOHNSON. What is the difference be- 
tween taking a vote on passing the measure and 
killing it, and ordering it to lie on the table ? 5 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Bright, Chase, Gillette, Houston, Hun- 
ter, James, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, 
Sumner, Wade, and Walker—15, x 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Clay- 
ton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge. of 
Towa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Ham- 
lin, Johnson, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson 
of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, 
and Wilfiams—26, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


The question being taken upon the adoption of 
the resolution, as amended, resulted—yeas 25, 
nays 16; as follows; 


YBAS— Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brodhead, 
Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Towa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Ham- 
lin, Johnson, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Stidell, Thomson 
of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, and Williams—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Chase, Gillette, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stu- 
art, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Walker, 


yeas and nays; 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up the reso- 
lution which I submitted yesterday, proposing an 
earlier hour for the meeting of the Senate—eleven 
o’clock, a. m. : 

Mr. SHIELDS. That will lead to discussion; 
and I think it would be better to take up the order 
of the day, on which the honorable Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. CLayron] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MASON. [understand from the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, that the hour being 
late, and his health not being very strong, he would 
prefer, if such be the pleasure of the Senate, not 
to go on to-day with the remarks which he pro- 
poses to make on the subject referred to by the 
Senator from illinois. Hence, if the Senate desire 
to take up any other business, it will be convenient, 
to him that it should be done. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays 
on his motion; and they were ordered, and taken 
with the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams,Chase,Clayton, Dawson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Fessenden, Gillette, 
Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, James, Pratt, Rusk, Sew- 
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ard, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Williams 


NAYS-—-Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Ben- 
jamin, Bright, Brodhead, Cooper, Fish, Foot, Johnson, 
Mason, Norris, Pearce, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, and Toombs—19, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration ofthe resolution, which 
is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will hereafter mect at eleven 
o'clock, a. m. 

Mr. CHASE called for the yeas and nays on 
the resolution; and they were ordered. i 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to say, in ex- 
planation of the vote I shall give on this resolution, 


sion more than four hours a day, I doubt whether 
| the public interest would be benefited by it. We 
| weather of a sitting of four hours. Wehave not 
| committees are without business. Indeed, one of 


i business from this time until the close of the ses- 


and they will require very close and attentive ex- 


| shall become exceedingly weary during the hot H Ho 
‘| made necessary by existing orders of the House 
! as yet reached that period of the session when the |, 
‘| 30th June, 1855; which, 
the committees of the Senate will be pressed with : : 
i the Committee of Ways and Means. 
| sion. Weare yet to get the important appropri- || 
i ation bills from the House of Representatives, : 


| amination from the Committee on Finance, the i: 


| members of which must be either absent from the 


sittings of the Senate, or must neglect the peculiar 


that I am ready to vote for appointing eleven 


g A i 
o’clock as the hour of meeting when we arrive | 


at that period of the session when it hus been | 
usual for the Senate to adopt that course. The | 
Senate has not been in the habit heretofore at the | 
long session of meeting at eleven o’clock, at least 
sooner than the month of July. Two years ago 
the resolution to meet at that hour was adopted 
on the 6th of August. We are all aware that the 
committees have now very considerable business | 
before them, and it must be an inconvenience, | 
either to the committees or to the Senate, now to 
advance the hour to eleven o’clock in the morning. 
Mr. HOUSTON. In consequence of the adop- 
tion this morning of the resolution for a recess, I 
think an additional exertion is necessary on the 
part of the Senate to get on with the public busi- 
ness. The House of Representatives may adopt 
the amendment made this morning by the Senate 
to their resolution, and thus an early day will be | 
fixed for us to adjourn. Forthat reason, I think, | 
itis necessary that we should occupy as much 
time as practicable in forwarding business. At 
any rate, we ought to do as muchas we can, until 


we know whether the [Louse will concur in the i| 


action of the Senate or not. Hence, I think it is 
very proper that we should meet a little earlier 
than we have heretofore done. 

Mr. PRATT. Ishall vote with the honorable 
Senator from Texas for the resolution which he 
has proposed. In so doing, Lam probably actu- | 
ated, in some degree, by the same motive which I 
am sure actuates him in reality. Like him, I 
have been occasionally absent during the session, 
{laughter,] and I feel the obligation imposed on 
me, as [ have no’ doubt he does on himself, to 
work myself, and get my friends in the Senate to | 
work, by forcing them to meet an hour earlier, in 
order to get along with public business. [Re- | 
newed laughter.] Lam sure that is the feeling 
with him; I shall go with him, because I have 
been absent from the Senate for one or two days 
of the session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I feel the 
force of the Senator's remarks, and perhaps I owe 
the Senate some excuse for my absence, to which 
he has alluded. I know very well that 1 was ab- 
sent a good while; and as it will not be disrespect- 
ful, I may as weil assign an apology on this ocea- 
sion. I had been here for months, There wa 
not any matter of great importance discussed, ex- | 
cept one “great principle,” that I did not under- | 


| business of that committee. 


| the Senator from Texas. I believe the Senate is 
| now largely ahead of the House. 


I therefore, unless we should get behind the House 
i| in the transaction of the public business, that it is 


| necessary to spur us up. I hope the Senator will 


ibe convinced with this patriotic display of his ` 


| intentions, and let the Senate rest in peace a little 


t while longer. 
Mr. CLAYTON. One or two of the consider- | 
| ations mentioned by my friend from Maryland 


| (Mr. Pearce] will determine my vote. I find, by 


to whose business he has alluded, but that many 
j of the other important committees of the Senate, 
i have a great deal of their business still before 


‘them not reported upon. They require an hour : 
| or two hours before the meeting of the Senate, to ||! 


| go on with the public business. By meeting at 
| eleven o’clock we shall make no speed; we shall 
cnt off the action of the committees, and actually 
| obstruct the business of Congress. Desirous as I 


olution now before us will advance the public 
interests. 
continue to meet at twelve o’clock, and give the 
committees ample time to digest the measures 
; upon which we shall be called to act. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe committees really have 
| business before them—as I have no doubt they 


‘that their members can retire after business com- 
' mences here, as the number of those thus called 
‘off would not be very large, we should probably 
| have as near a quorum as we usually have. Sena- 
Í tors on some of the committees could retire, or 
could postpone coming to the Senate for one hour, 
and allow the body to goon withthe ordinary trans- 
action of business. 
additional hour to our deliberations here. Four 
o’clock F believe is the usual hour of adjournment, 
and my proposition is only to make an advance 
of one hour in the time of meeting in the morning 


The sun now rises at four or five o’etock in the 


stand. I knew, therefore, that it was a consump- | 
tion of my time to remain here. 

‘There was another reason. [did not consider it 
disrespectful to absent myself, but I did it in self- 
defense. 1 was afraid | should get a surfeit if I 
remained here, and F therefore thought it better 
to withdraw myself fora while. F knew there 
was sufficient ability, patriotism, and intelligence 
among the Senators here to manage the affairs of 
the nation very well, and I considered myself 
rather in the nature of a supernumerary, and not | 


as essential to the conduct of the business of the |i 
body, , ji 
I intended no | 


These were my only reasons. 
disrespect, I assure gentlemen. I left them with | 
regret; | returned to renew my association with 
them with great pleasure; and, in order that I ma 
increase that pleasure, I wish to see them for a 
longer time each day in the Senate Chamber. | 
(Laughter.] i 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, L am afraid | 


the Senator from Texas is disposed to expiate his | 
own sins by imposing penance upon others. | 
(Laughter. | 
at eleven o’clock. We very rarely sit beyond 
four o’clock, TI doubt whether we shall continue 
in deliberation here more than four hours if we; 
met at eleven, and if we should continue in ses- | 


I do not see any reason for meeting || 


aration, 


nays 26; as follows: 

Y HAS—Messrs. Adams, C 
consin, Dodge of Towa, Doug : 
lin, Houston, Hinter, James, Mason, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, 
Shields, Stuart, Walker, and Williams—20. 
WAYS--Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Iscll, Ben- 
in, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Clayton, Cooper, 
F as, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Johnson, Norris, 
Pearce. Sebastian, Slidell Thompson of Kentucky, Thom- 
: son of New Jersey, Toombs, oucey, and Wade—26. 


So the resolution was rejected. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


e, Dawson, Dodge of Wis- 


eeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


eopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwnspay, June 14, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
oy Rev. WirLram H. Mireury. 
O TheJournalofyesterday wasread and approved. 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


| But besides that, sir, I do not perceive that we | 
| shal! accomplish anything which wiil expedite 
| the public business by adopting the resolution of : 


F do not see, || 


| am to act with all reasonable dispatch upon the | 
| business of the country, J do not see that the res- ; 


My impression is that we had better | 


| have, for it is so represented—I would suggest | 


My resolution will add an ! 


morning, and thus gentlemen will have six or seven : 
hours from the rising of the sun until the time : 
which E propose for the meeting of the Senate, | 
» which will afford ample time for all necessary prep- ; 
| that bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on | 
the adoption of the resolution, resulted--yeas 20, ; 


essenden, Gillette, Ham- | 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- : 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were © 


| munication from the Clerk of the House, trans- 
| miting estimates of additional appropriations for 


the expenses of the House of Representatives, 
and its committees, for the fiscal year ending the 
On motion by Mr. ROBBINS, were referred to 


The SPEAKER. ‘The business first in order 
is the consideration of the bill reported by the gen- 


i tleman from Ohio, {Mr. Oxps,] from the Commit- 


tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to increase 
the rates of postage, upon which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanpier] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Having some suspicion 
as to the time when this bill would again come up, 
l availed myself of an opportunity of expressing 
my views upon this subject when another bill was 
under consideration in Committee of the Whole, 


; and 1 do not, therefore, desire to occupy the floor 


now. 
Mr. ORR. The debate upon the civil and 
diplomatic bill is to be terminated, by a resolution 


i adopted yesterday, to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 


There are several gentlemen who desire to speak, 
and J therefore move that the rules be suspended, 


i and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


inquiry, that not only the Committee on Finance, |! 


: ing hour. 


| motion; and it was 


Mr. HENN. I hopethe gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Orr] will not urge that motion, but 
allow committees to make reports during the morn- 
There are several bills besides the civil 
and diplomatic bill upon which gentlemen can 
make their speeches. Let us proceed to the reg- 
ular order of business, and consume the morning 
hour in making reports. 

Mr. ORR. We ought to go into Committee of 
the Whole for this reason, that those gentlemen 
who have prepared their speeches, and desire to 
make them, will not have an opportunity to do so 
for ten days, unless we go into committee now, as 
it will take that length of time to dispose of the 
civil and diplomatic bill. 

The question was then taken upon Mr, Orr’s 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orr in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 


‘rose they had under consideration the civil and 
; diplomatic bill, upon which the gentleman from 


| 


i 
i 
1 
i 
| 
l 
i 
H 


South Carolina [Mr. Broors] is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. BROOKS, after briefly stating the general 
outlines of the bill for the establishment of rail- 
road and telegraphic communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, proceeded to speak of 
he constitutional power to grant lands for that 
purpose, contending that the clause in the Consti- 
tution, in his opinion, contemplates that the lands 
shall be disposed of so as to inure to the benefit 
of all the States, and not to one, or a part of them 
only, the territory being the common property of 
all the States; and, therefore, he was opposed to 
the granting of lands in the manner proposed in 


Mr. SINGLETON addressed the committee on 
our relations with Spain. He contended that 
Spain had no cause of complaint against us; for, 
in our intercourse with her, we had violated none 
of the principles of international law; we had 
faithfully fulfilled all our stipulations with her, 


and had always endeavored to cultivate and sus- 


‘tain amicable relations with that Power. 


On the 


other hand, Spain had committed a series of ag- 


gressions against us, which demanded the prompt 
action of our Government. He called the atten- 
tion of the committee to various outrages com- 


_ mitted by Spain on our citizens, and contended 
"that the execution of Crittenden and his compan- 


"ions was in violation of treaty stipulations between 


the two Governments. In his opinion the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should demand of 
Spain full reparation for all the injuries she has 


; committed upon us; we should demand assurance 


that in the future Spain should use all reasonable 


; efforts to prevent a recurrence of the wrongs she 


4 
1 


j 


i| two Governments. 


< had perpetrated upon us, and insist upon it, as a 
Dreyer i sine qua non, that that Power should establish a 
ayer i tribunal, either upon the Island of Cuba or at a 


point near this Government, with fall power to 
settle all difficulties which might arise between the 
If Spain should refuse to 
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accede to these propositions, so just and liberal in 
their character, he was for blockading every port 
of Cuba, and for taking possession of it, and oc- 
cupying it, so long-as our arms could hold it. 

Mr. LATHAM, after referring to the course 
of debate, said that there are too many teachers, 
who slightly vary in the doctrines they would in- 
culcate, therefore it was difficult to determine who 
are the orthodox teachers and who are not. He 
sketched the prosperous condition of the country, 
and then said he saw no reason why we should 
assert what we intend to do hereafter. If the 
world has not sagacity enough to see the tendency 
of our policy, it is not becoming in us to proclaim 
what we will do in our forthcoming strength. The 
misfortune is, that we have too many great men, 
whose prurient ambition stops at nothing, and 
whose longing after immortality is never satisfied 
till they see their names in print. He proceeded 
to speak in relation to the resolation heretofore | 
offered with regard to the rights of neutrals. He 
saw no necessity for such a declaration, as those 
rights are perfectly well understood. We have 
ever acted up to our professions, and the world | 
has given us credit for it. He had no doubt that 
our country will always stand up for her rights, 
and maintain them atallhazards. All weask is 
a strict observance of our rights as neutrals. 

As to another set of resolutions with regard to 
Cuba, he admitted that our relations with Spain 
are delicate. We have no idea of any other gov- 
ernment holding Cuba but Spain. “Cuba is a 
plantation badly worked for the proprietor. In 
course of time it must come under the hammer, 
and we can pay a sufficient amount to remove the 
mortgage. At the same time we have no idea 
that any other nation than ours shall bid for it. | 
in case of the death of the owner, we shall enter 
as administrator of the estate. Hedid not mean 
to be understood as advocating a speedy ejection 
ofthe presentowner, All peaceable means should 
first be resorted to; and we should not make use 
of force until we are compelled to do so; and when 
we do strike, let us not strike in vaia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I havelistened with great ' 
pleasure, as I always do, to the remarks that have 
fallen from the honorable gentleman from Califor- 
nia, (Mr. Laruam,] upon the other side of the 
House. If I could not appapve every sentiment 
that sprung from his lips, I approve the spirit by 
which those sentiments were engendered. I was 
delighted to hear him speak of the early history 
of our country, and the [Herculean vigor which 
has attended her onward course. I was gratified 
with the remarks of the ‘honorable gentleman, 
when comparing our country to ancient Rome— 
with the vigor of her arms, and the energies with 
Which she met the enemies of her Republic, and 
reduced them to the allegiance of her laws, morals, 
and customs. 

While the gentleman was thus speaking of 
Roman vigor, intellect, and virtue, I also recol- 
lected something of Roman economy at the same i 
time. I remember that while the consuls and | 
military power of Rome were carrying abroad her 
eagles to alarm and conquer the world, the tribunes 
and people at home were contributing to the com- 
. fort, convenience, and healthfulness of the Roman 
people; and while the blood of foreign nations | 
was poured out beneath the sword of her foreign 
leaders, from every square, every street, and every 
temple in ancient Rome, there gushed forth the 
pure, healthful, native element of water that taught 
them cleanliness; for the virtue of cleanliness, I am 
told, is next to godliness. 

When the deficiency bill was before this House 
afew weeks since, there was a motion made for 
an appropriation to continue, not to commence, the 
construction of the water-works. I beg members 
who are kind enough to listen to me, to hear me not 
for any eloquence I may have, but simply to hear 
me for my cause, and to be silent that they may 
hear. [Laughter.] When the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union had under con- | 
sideration, a few weeks since, a proposition to make 
an appropriation for the continuation of the aque- | 
duct, a strong argument was made upon this sub- 
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ject by the honorable gentleman whom I am glad 
to see in his seat, an argument which I desired. to 
answer at that time; but being honored with aseat 
which you now occupy, I was deprived of. that 
pleasure. Not believing that this question would 
so soon come up, or, in other words, not dreaming 
that the debate upon the report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, the civil and diplomatic 
bill would so soon close, { neglected that prepara- 
tion which is always useful to a man who would 
speak instructively to the House, and which is 
always respectful to such a body as is assembled 

ere. 7 

I do not desire to call the attention of the House 
back to the measure which was then under con- 
sideration. I desire, in the first place, to remark, 
that my object is to offer an amendment to the 
bill now under consideration, if the proposition is 
not already there, making an appropriation of 
$500,000 to continue the aqueduct, already com- 
menced, for the supply of the District of Columbia 
with pure and wholesome water. 

Somebody, the honorable gentleman on my 
left, I think, [Mr. Sketton,} I recollect, and 
some others, asked why Congress should do this, 
why the people of the city should not wash them- 
selves; why they should not do their own work, 
and in their own way? Mr. Chairman, following 
the advice of the Father of his Country, the nation 
selected a site for a city, and invited to it none of 
the appliances of commerce, none of the conveni- 
ences of trade, none of the elements of manufac- 
tures, but intended it for a place where the repre- 
sentatives of the people should quietly assemble, 


beyond the noise and din of trade, beyond the | 


influences of the larger commercial marts of the 
country, and enjoy the peace and repose neces- 
sary to that reflection on which laws are made, 
and not, sir, I trust, without the comforts and 
conveniences which every man in this country is 
entitled to. 

Sir, that is one reason why Congress has al- 
ways been called upon, gr, rather, why it has 
always volunteered, to vote money for the im- 
provement of this capital. The population of this 
city is composed, in a great degree, of clerks. It 
is generally a community of persons who are-de- 
pending, day by day, for their daily support on 
the pittance allowed to them by Congress; and 
Congress has been always careful not to extend 
its liberality to such an excessas that those people 
should become independent of it, nor does it give 
them sufficient to raise them to that independence 
which we, who live in other parts of the country, 
hope to attain and preserve. That, I repeat, is 
one reason why Congress has always done the 
work necessary for this city—because it is their 
own city; and that is why, to prevent dust from 
flying into the eyes of congressmen, the avenue, 
which had been macadamized, was pebble-paved; 
and, to protect congressmen from the inconveni- 
ence of walking in the dark, we have lighted the 
avenues, I might say something about other 
reasons; but I fear that E should tread on some 
one’s corns, [laughter,] and thus I shall say noth- 
ing about them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another reason 
why water should be supplied to this city. I say 
nothing of the great demands which we members 
of Congress have for that element of health, com- 
fort, and strength, for drinking. , 

But the amount of property owned by the Uni- 
ted States in pablic buildings here has great de- 
mands upon us for protection from fire; and, if for 
no other reason, we should carry out this plan of 
supplying the capital with water, this single rea~- 
son is sufficient to enable us and to authorize us 
to make the appropriation which I shall ask you 
to make. [ hope, sir, this Capitol is not destined 
to be burned again. I hope not; but I say to you, 
there is not a shanty within a hundred miles of 
this city which is such a complete tinder-box as 
is this Capitol. You may look around and see 
these massive pillars; you may look around and 
see these marble cornices; and you may lock on 
the floor and see it laid in brick and mortar, and 


gp sey that fire cannot reach them, 


center building 
There iş a nest 


But, sir, there is a dome over the 
of this Capitol which invites fire. 
of dry materials there, covered over with tarred 
paper, that seems almost to threaten conflagration 


without the use of the torch—a Spontaneous. coms 
bustion. When, two years since, the library of 
this House was destroyed for wantof water—when 
$200,000 were lost there for the want of a little 
water—then, sir, it was nothing but the accidental 
placing of a military force upon the spiral stairs 
of the Flouse that kept the fire from reaching that 
dome. The whole roof, a gentleman on my right 
tells me, is of the same character. There is noth« 


ling in this House but the posts and the persons, 


but what is subject to conflagration. (Laughter. ] 
These are some of the reasons why we should 
make this appropriation. - There is one thing 


i which concerns our health very much; for Iam 
| making an argument ad hominem, and lam apply- 


ing my remarks to myself, and to those who are 
here, the Representatives of the people. Thereis 
not a street In this city, not a narrow street run- 


| ning between the avenue, but is in a state so filthy 
jas to engender miasma and disease. 


I know 
something of this matter. I understand it well. 
I was long engaged with the sanitary condition of 
a large city during the prevalence of an epidemic, 
and I know what it is that medical men consider 
as the leading cause of disease, and what is neces- 
sary to apply to remove those causes. 

But I say there are narrow streets where the 
impurities are so great that nothing less than a 
large body of water, frequently turned into them; 
would suflice to clear them out. Let us, there- 
fore, supply water for their cleanliness, and to 
promote their health. Salus populi suprema est 
lex. That is, it should be the first law of the 
land to keep the people healthy; and, most of all, 
should the Representatives of the people be ina 


| healthy and sound condition of mind and body. 


Perhaps, sir, it would be as well for me hereto 
give a short statement of what: has been under- 


į taken and done in the attempt to supply this city 


with water under the direction of Congress. 

Its history is as follows: :. atin s a 

Congress: appropriated $5,000. to’ ênable the 
President to make the necessary surveys, projects, 
and estimates for determining the best manner: of 
affording to the cities of Washington and George- 
town an unfailing and abundant supply of good 
and wholesome water. 

A survey, under.a small appropriation made by 
a previous Congress, assisted by an appropriation 
by the city, had been made in 1850 of Rock Creek, 
by Colonel G. W. Hughes. The means at his 
disposal did not enable him to make a survey of 
the Great Falls of the Potomac. His report and 
estimate were submitted to Congress, and the re~ 
sult was the appropriation of $5,000 in 1852, 
before mentioned, for further surveys. Captain 
Meigs was directed by the orders of President. 
Fillmore, on the 3d November, 1852, to make this 
examination. Hisreport was transmitted by Mz, 
Fillmore to the Senate on the 21st February, 1853, 
and was printed in Ex. Doc. No. 48, 32d Cong. 
2d Sess., (Senate,) and has been laid-on the table 
of every member of Congress. In it three plana. 
are examined and discussed,-One is to obtain the 
water from Rock Creek by a larger reservoir and 
aqueduct than that proposed by Colonel Hughes. 
One to take it from the Little Falls of the Potomac, 
elevating it by water power, to reservoirs a short 
distance above Georgetown, Theotheris to take 
it by its natural flow, without any machinery, 
from the Great Falls of the Potomac, fifteen miles 
from Washington, and to bring it by a circular. 
brick aqueduct, constructed precisely like the sew- 
ers of a city, to a large reservoir on the high 
ground near Georgetown, and thence by iron 
pipes through Bridge street, Georgetown, and 
Pennsylvania avenue, Washington, to the Presi- 
dent’s House, Capitol, Navy-Yard, and principal 
public buildings of Washington. The advantages 
and disadvantages of these three plans are set forth 
fully in the report, and the last is recommended 
for adoption. 

The debate in the Senate, 28th February, 1853, 
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June 14, 


shews that this. matter was perfectly understood, 

and Congress appropriated $100,000 to begin the 

work, upon such plan as the President might | 
adopt; provided, that if the water was to be drawn 
from any source within the limits of Maryland, 
the consent of that State should first be obtained. 
Maryland granted that consent, and the President, 
Mr. Pierce, with full information before him as to | 
the various plans, with the careful and elaborate 
estimates of Captain Meigs, with the projects of 
Mr. Salomon, with the report and estimate of 
Colonel Hughes, on Rock Creek, felt it to be his 
duty, in execution of the trust imposed upon him 
by Congress, to adopt the aqueduct from the Great 
Falls of the Potomac, and to direct its commence- 
ment. Land has been purchased for the construc- 
tion of some miles of it; the consent of Virginia 
to the purchase of land for the abutment of the 
dam, with cession of jurisdiction, has’ been ob- 
tained; the land in Virginia has been purchased, 
and is now the property of the United States. 

All the land needed for the aqueduct between 
the Great Falls and the District line has been ap- 
praised and condemned under the law passed for 
that purpose by Maryland. The same would 
have been done ere this in the District, but the 
engineers are waiting the passage of a law by Con- 
gress to authorize, this appraisement in the Dis- 
trict. Such land as was needed for the parts of 
the work commenced has been paid for, and is 
the property of the United States. 

Thecommencement of the work at the Falls, the 
deep cat by which its passes under the canal and 
leaves, within the first hundred yards, the shore of | 
the river, has been made, and the brick arch which 
covers it is partly completed. Of the first tunnel, 
two hundred and one feet aredone; of the second, 
one hundred and ninety-two feet; of the third, sixty 
feet. The rock excavation between the first and | 
second tunnels is completed; between the second 
and third a considerable portion is finished; and 
one hundred and twenty feet in length of the brick 
aqueduct is completed. Tt is nine feet in diameter, 
circular in shape, and will supply sixty-seven mil- | 
lion five hundred and ninety-six thousand four | 
hundred gallons daily. A year’s study of the | 
plans, and a year’s experience in its construction, | 
have enabled the engineers so to improve the loca- 
tion at first made as to give a better work, entirely | 
safe—as it leaves the river immediately, and en- 
tering a tunnel, passes many feet below the rocky 
summit of the hill, and out of reach of the highest 
fioods of the river. 

Captain Meigs, in his report, pages thirty and 
thirty-three, says that he had but three months to 
make his surveys and plans, but that the work, | 
as then located, coulu be built for the estimate, 
and that further surveys would enable him to ; 
improve the location, and to reduce the cost. 
These surveys have been carefully made during 
the year which has since passed, and the result is 
a change in the first one and eight-tenths miles of 
the original located line, which reduces it to one , 
and three eighths miles, lengthening the dam, 
getting rid of much heavy and costly masonry, of 
the iron pipes prepared for crossing the canal, and | 
-of a portion of conduit, at first located on the bank 
of the river, where it was liable to be overflowed 
in freshets. ‘This is replaced by a deep cut on the | 
back side of the canal, which is much cheaper in 
execution than the other, and is entirely out of! 
reach of freshets, and by increased length of the 
first tunnel. This portion of the work was origin- | 
ally estimated at $334,000, including the dam. 
The work, now partly constructed, is estimated, 
from the prices ascertained by experience gained 
in its partial construction, at $252,000, making a 


saving in the original estimate of $82,000 in the |. 
Such a reduction cannot be ex- | 


first two miles. 
pected in the rest of the work; for this at the Falls 
is the most difficult and expensive part of the 
whole; and elsewhere the work is plain, and will 
not be so much changed in location. 


But enough has been seen to satisfy the engi- |, 


meers that the work can be built for the sum esti- ‘ 
mated. Offers have been already made to con- | 


tract for the whole of it at the sum stated by the | Hable to fluctuations within certain limits. 


| per thousand, and that the real value of the brick- 


engineer, of $2,300,000. A contract has been 


made for ail the bricks for the work. ! 

„In the debateon this subject, when the deficiency | 
bill was under consideration, some attacks were || 
made upon the estimates. The honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee {Mr. Sranron] had heard |i 
practical gentlemen say Captain Meigs’s plan | 


‘determined to be safe. 


! at $5,000,000; while the facts show that this price 


| quantities of work to be done can be arrived at 


would cost $7,000,000; but hedid not seem to be- 
lieve practical gentlemen, for he put it himself at 
$5,000,000. Practical gentlemen often make mis- 
takes when they guess at results; and no man 
could pretend to give the cost of a great work like 
this, embracing so many and so different items, 
without a very tedious and laborious calculation, 
founded upon accurate measures and surveys. These 
Captain Meigs has made, and he says the cost will 
be $2,300,000 for a nine-foot aqueduct, capable of | 
furnishing forever all the water needed for com- 
fort, or beauty, or use, to this Government, and 
exceeded in the quantity of its supply by only 
one aqueduct inthe world. Thatone is in Rome, | 
and was built as long ago as the Christian era, 
and has been delivering ninety-six millions of gal- 
lons daily for one thousand eight hundred years, | 
except when interrupted by enemies in war. 

If gentlemen have looked out of the windows 
of this Hall, they must have seen in the quiet, and 
order, and industry prevailing in the new wing 
there erecting, since he has been placed in charge ' 
of it, evidence enough to satisfy them that Cap- | 
tain Meigs is not only a theoretical, but a practical ! 
man, and one who knows how to execute as well | 
as. devise. i 

The cost of excavating rock, $7 50 per yard, | 
was asserted, as though this result must be beyond | 
the estimate. The only place where the rock ex- į 
cavation has cost this much is in the tunnels. Cap- 
tain Meigs, knowing that he would find a very 
hard rock in these tunnels, and might find water, 
and rock liable to fall and break down the arch, ! 
sought for the most costly work as a standard | 
by which to estimate. One of the tunnels on the 
Boston Cochituate aqueduct afforded thisstandard. | 
There they had to contend against a very hard | 
rock, and great influx of water, requiring expen- : 
sive pumping. After breaking two or three sets | 
of contractors, the final cost of this tunnel was | 
fourteen or fifteen dollars per cubic yard. This | 
price Captain Meigs took for his estimate, being | 

| 


No water is met with, 
and the tunnels are being made at an average 
price of seven dollars per cubic yard, less than 
half the estimate. The rock proves to be firm | 
enough and tight enough to stand without arching; | 


i| and the cost of the brick arch, estimated at two | 


feet in thickness, is therefore saved also. | 

In debate, this price of seven dollars per yard | 
was applied to all the excavation, earth or rock, of 
the whole line; and the cost, at this rate, estimated 


would suffice to build a tunnel through rock the 
whole distance, instead of excavating an open 
trench, putting into it a thin brick arch, and cov- 
ering it over with earth, as is being done. 

The price of the brick work was attacked also; 
and it was stated by Mr. Sranron, of Kentucky, 
from information furnished him by a practical 
bricklayer who had worked on the line, that the 
bricklaying cost $7 89 per thousand for laying | 
alone, and the bricks cost ten dollars. Hence he 
calculates an enormous cost for the work. 

The facts are, that a contract has been made to 
deliver all the bricks along the line itself at $8 75 | 


laying is about four dollars per thousand. A very 
few men have hitherto been employed upon it; and 
the very workman who gave Mr. STANTON his | 


information, thata certain eleven days’ work aver- jj 


aged only about five hundred bricks, told him that | 
some other days’ work had laid one thousand two 
hundred bricks. The fair average will be, with 
men accustomed to this somewhat peculiar work, 
one thousand bricks per day; and, at four dollars 
per thousand, this will yield a profit to the con- | 
tractors; the price of wages stated by Mr. S. was | 
twenty-five cents a day higher to masons, and | 


i; twelve and a half cents higher to laborers, than ji 
: were actually paid. 


The determination of the cost of a workof this 
kind is a matter of calculation entirely; and the 


with great exactness and certainty. Prices are 
On 
looking at the detailed estimatesin Captain Meigs’s 
report, it will be evident that the quantities are 
carefully calculated. This is done from measure- 
ment, and will, doubtless, prove correct. When 
we find that, in his desire to make a liberal esti- 


i 


: 
i 


i 
| 
i 


| mate, so as to be secure of building his worka 
i within it, he has allowed no less than twenty per! 


cent., one fifth of the whole, for contingencies, we 
have certainly reason to believe. that no fluctua- 
tion of wages can carry the cost, if built accord- 
ing to the original designer’s intention, above the 
cost estimated. ; 

The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Sranron] spoke of immense and heavy solid ma- 
sonry, or concrete, to protect it from the weather! 
No such thing is necessary; the aqueduct is a 
sewer under ground, built in a trench excavated 
through clay, gravel,or rock. It isa hollow pipe 
filled with water, and covered with earth. We 
all know that water is lighter than earth, and that 
bricks are lighter than stone, and therefore, that 
the aqueduct full of water will be lighter than the 
earth or rock which originally occupied its place. 
As the solid earth sustained its original load, there 
is no reason, as in the walls of a lofty building, to 
fear any compression or settlement from the infe- 
rior weight put upon it, and therefore no need of 
masonry foundations to protect it from settlement, 
still less to protect it from the weather. From 
this it will be protected by a covering of three feet 
of earth, which will keep off frost. It is not sup- 
posed that rain could much hurt the bricks. 

No doubt a contract could be made to build the 
whole work within the original eStimate. Buta 
great contractor would do nothing himself; he 
would sub-let it in small portions, reserving to 
himself a sufficient profii—while the engineers 
prefer to Jet the work directly to those smaller con- 
tractors, and to apply what would be the great 
contractor’s profits in getting better work done, so 
as to build a permanent and substantial work, that 
will not require repairs. Any one who has seen 
the abundance of the supply of the city of Rome, 
and who knows the fact that this supply has been 
given for eighteen hundred years by aqueducts 
constructed by the ancients, will look upon the 
cost of this aqueduct, less than fifteen miles in 
length, as trifling when viewed in connection with 
the great benefits it will confer upon the Govern- 
ment and the people for so many centuries. 

The estimate provides for pipes tothe navy- 
yard, arsenal, and all the public bnildings in 
Washington. It is supposed that the Govern- 
ment will allow the city to tap these pipes, and 
thus obtain water for the use of the citizens—the 
city laying down all the distribution pipes, except 
to public buildings, at their own expense. It is 
entirély within the power of Congress to allow 
this or to refuse it; to turn the care and charge of 
the whole work over to the city, or, as is most 
advisable, in my opinion, to retain the control of 
the aqueduct and mains constructed by itself, and 
to leave the distribution pipes only to the city. 

Thegentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. STANTON, } 
in discussing this question in the debate on the 
deficiency bill, used Captain Meigs’s quantities of 
water in reservoirs &c., and the estimate of Colo- 
nel Hughes—while Colonel Hughes estimated for 
smaller reservoirs, and smaller conduit, and for no 
pipes to the public buildings. Adding the cost of 
these to his estimate, we get $800,000 fer his small 
supply instead $500,000; but Rock Creek is not 
sufficient, as is shown in Captain Meigs’s report; 
and the matter has already been settled by the 
President, to whom it was committed by Congress. 

A remark was made by the honorable gentle- 
man upon my right (Mr. Sranrow, of Kentucky,] 
that there might be errors in the cost of the 
calculation of this aqueduct. The estimate was 
$2,300,000. One gentleman said that it would 
cost $10,000,000, another $7,500,000, and one 


gentleman was so economical in his guess as to 


| reduce it to $5,000,000—though I believe he was 


laughed at for it. . 
Sir, calculations upon works of this kind are 
upon a formula almost as reliable as those of the 


i multiplication table; and men habitually engaged 
: Offers at four dollars per j 
; thousand have been already made to the engineer. 


in such works, men educated to those calculations, 


‘| where the work is plain and simple, and rocks of 


an unknown character do not interfere, will give 
you a calculation for miles within a few hundred 
dollars; and the accuracy or inaccuracy of the 
calculation generally will depend upon the rise 
and fall of materials, and in the price of labor. 
The calculations were made for the whole work 
from the Upper Falls through this city, and it 
amounted to $2,300,000. The only part of it in 
reference to which the engineer felt doubtful, was 
the calculation as to that part where he was to 
take the water by a tunnel through the rocks. ` In 
that calculation he did fail; and in the one and a 
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half miles which is finished, out of $334,000 of 

the estimate he has saved $82,000. So there was | 
some inaccuracy in that. From the moment that 
he entered upon the excavation of the trench, | 
without rocks, that moment he has plain sailing; 

and the calculations are upon so plain and simple 

aformula, that every engineer, who has been at all 

familiar with such work, can make the calcula- 

‘tions, 

The cost of the Philadelphia water-works, the | 
honorable gentleman on my right states to have 
been three millions and a few hundred thousand 
dollars, from 1799 until this time. That is true. 
They have cost that amount; but in it must be 
included the erection of those water-works, the 
laying down of thirteen miles of wooden pipes, and 
the substituting them with iron pipes, and all the | 
expenses which have been required to meet the 
growing wants of the people of that city. A part of 
this time the works were in operation at a cost of 
about eighty-four dollarsa day for wood to carry on 
their steam machinery, until subsequently the ap- 
plication of the power of falling water was made. 
And, sir, these works have been in operation for 
these fifty-four years, at a cost for erecting and car- 
rying them on amounting to something like what 
the honorable gentleman has stated. Ae urged that 
fact as he urges everything, because it was true; 
but it seems to me it is a fact which should go 
very strongly to sustain the calculations which 
have been made in reference to this work. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Before the 
gentleman passes the point he is now speaking to, 
I desire to say a word. I did not understand the | 
plan to which I referred the other day in reference 
to Rock Creek, as contemplating the taking of the | 
water from any point near the mouth of that | 
stream, which would make it necessary to elevate 
it by mechanical force. On the contrary, the en- 
‘gineer who devised the plan, contemplated build- 
ing a dam in the interior of the country, some six 
miles above the factories of which the gentleman 
speaks, by which twenty-one million gallons of 
water could be furnished per day. He proposed 
not only to take the water from the stream above 
where these impurities occur, but he proposed to 
take it so high up as to require no mechanical pro- 
cess for its elevation, The estimate of Captain 
Meigs was, that the entire cost would be about 
$1,000,000. But, sir, Colonel Hughes, an equally 
emirent engineer, who had also surveyed the | 
same route, and had devised a similar plan, stated 
that the entire cost would not exceed $500,000. 

My objections to the plan of taking the water 
from the Big Fallsof the Potomac was on account | 
of the extravagance, the magnitude of the work, 
and the great cost which would be involved by its 
construction. Captain Meigs himself acknowl- 
edges in his report that he had not given that at- 
tention to these surveys which the works them- | 
selves demanded. He spent only some two or | 
three months in surveying the three works, while 
a.whole year would have been required to have | 
pré@perly examined, surveyed, and estimated for 
any one of them. He therefore himself acknowl- 
edges that his calculations cannot be relied on, 
andithis cotroborates what I stated the other day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The gentleman tells the 
truth now, as he has always done. Let me add, 
the whole truth. {Laughter.] Captain Meigs did 
make his survey in too short a time; but, in order 
to avoid error, he placed the work at the highest 
price. He has since revised his surveys, altered 
his plans; and the tunnels now laid are in accord- 
ance with his revised surveys. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I will here 
interrupt the gentleman to say that I have not 
seen Captain Meigs’s revised surveys. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave. Captain Meigs, 
finding it to be too costly to continue to supply ; 
water from the Little Falis, he made a survey of 
the Upper Falls. He found that, by extending a 
small dam (by small I mean not very high) across 
the river, obtaining the right to do so, as we have, 
from the State of Virginia, he could raise the water | 
to a sufficient elevation to run it into this city at | 
the level of the roof of this building in any quan- 
tity desired. R 

This, then, is the plan. By the law which 
has been passed, it was the plan of the President 
of the United States. The present President of 
the United States has approved of it, and ap- 
ointed a person to superintend its execution. | 
My remarks, therefore, Í regarf not as not made | 


i 
| 
| 
H 
f 
| 
i 
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to fix a plan, not to say that there shall be water- 
works, but to sustain the plan formed to carry on 
the works agreed on. Itis proper I should add, 
since [ am speaking of the purchase up there, that 
as advantages are often taken of the Government 
when it requires possession of certain lands, the 
director of this business has purchased the land 
on the other side, as well as on this side of the 
river. He has possessed himself of the large 
quarries of stone necessary for the work, and at 
the lowest rates. Thus it will be seen that the 
whole matter is in train of being completed. A 
large portion of the tunneling has already been 
one. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not selfish in this argu- 
ment. My feeling cannot be for myself. Before 
this aqueduct can be completed I shall be, per- 
haps, far below the foundations of any aqueduct. 
And you, sir, {Mr. Orr,] may be transferred from 
the chair you now occupy to that in the other 
end of the Capitol. You may then thank me, if 
you remember it, for the trouble that I have taken 
in producing those comforts which will illustrate 
your dignity. 

Mr. Chairman, it is proposed that this aqueduct 
shall be large enough to supply the wants, not 
merely of those who daily use water, but to meet 
the accidents of any time. Itis not enough that 
we shall get one gallon or two of water day by 
day. Itis not enough that we shall be supplied 
with baths, and all the other conveniences which 
have now become necessities of refined life. We 
want in store millions of gallons of water against 
any act of the incendiary—any act by which the 
archives of our Union shall be endangered. As 
legislators, it is thus we should especially act. 


| We should look that we not only legislate well, 


but that the records of our acts, as well as those 
of the Executive, and all the things which go to 
sustain our national honor in history, be saved 
from the incendiary, These things belong to the 
legislation which I urge upon you. 


With regard to the estimated cost, l desire gen- | 


tlemen distinctly to understand that there are, as 
I learn, parties now ready to undertake this work 
at the estimate made by the Engineer Corps, and 
to give ample and full security for the complete 
and faithful performance of it. If “gentlemen, 
therefore, think. we ought. to have water, and if 
they think there are parties who will do the work 
at a Jess amount, let them say, while we keep our 


eyes upon the work, and have supervision of it, | 
that we will at least free ourselves from the obliga- | 


tion of paying out more than $2,300,000. 
Should we retain the supervision of the work, 


it will be far better for the present to let out por- |! 
i tions to small contractors, and thus to save to the 


nation the large profits which would accrue to the 
contractor for the whole; for no man who con- 
tracis for the whole of this work would ever think 
of executing it himself, but would be sub-letting 
it to others; and the profits which he would de- 
rive from this course would accrue asso much 
saving to the Government, if we let it out our- 
selves in portions. The honorable gentleman on 
my right [Mr. Srawnron, of Kentücky] speaks 
of the powers of the corporation on fixing the plans. 
The first plan, I suppose, is, that the Government 
of the United States should bring the water through 
the main street. 


the conveying water to the houses should be—if 
they want it—the work of the twin cities; and it 
would be one of the most profitablejobs they ever 
undertook. The gross income of the water- 
rents of Georgetown and Washington would be 


not less than $60,000 per annum, estimating the; 


difference between the cost of water here and else- 
where on the difference that there is between the 
cost of gas here and elsewhere, and taking into 


consideration the amount of water that might be | 


wanted for factory purposes. : 
It will be, therefore, for this Congress to consider 


whether it shall keep the distribution of the wa- i 


ter in its own hands, and appropriate to itself the 


profits of such distribution, or whether, having |) 
brought the water into thecity, we shall leave the | 
two city corporations to distribute it at their ex- | 


pense and to their profit, Congress retaining in its 
own hands the general supervision of the whole 
work, and doing ail the repairs that may be from 
time to time necessary. That will be a question, 
however, for us to consider hereafter. 
this is the proper time to speak of it, 1 do not 


OBE. 


The articulating by pipes; the | 
underlaying of all the streets by iron pipes; and |! 


Whether | 


p 
| know. But no one need have any fear that the 
income from the distribution of water through the 
city would not double the interest of the cost of 
it. And this is aside from all the comforts and 
conveniences and decenciey and proprieties. of life 
which are so dependent upon an abundant.supply. 
of water. j ; 

I do not wish to interfere with the business of 
corporations here. No taxes by them should en- 
ter into this matter. Nothing of that kind. What, 
tax a community of clerks, with here and there'a 
rich man among them! The great mass of them 
are poor. The great mass of them are dependent 
upon your votes from year to year. They are 
men of great respectability and worth; men of 
entire usefulness, but men who, from the very 
fact of their lack of wealth, are placed in the situa- 
tions which they now occupy. Why, then, should 
we levy a tax upon them? We should not do it 
at ull. Let us make the water-works. Let us 
supply our own buildings, our public buildings, 
and insure safety to them against fire, which is 
consuming buildings all around every night, and 
which has once been over us. Other cities are 
providing against it. 

I have placed before this committee the fact that 
a competent engineer has largely estimated the 
cost, and has gone beyond what will really be the 
| outlay, and has given his estimate of it. ‘1 think 
weall shall confess thatthe public property in this 
city requires some means of safety of this kind. 
All of us must confess that there is a necessity for 
a greater purification of the streets than can be 
done now, or than has heretofore been done. 
j There are not meansin the city of purifying them, 
| and of carrying off the dirt which accumulates in 
the rear of the houses. It is the fashion in large 
cities to spread out large avenues, to build large 
brick and free-stone houses, line their walks with 
trees, and spread out plans of taste; but go to the 
rear of these buildings, and decency lifts up its 
ii nose with horror. The yellow fever, and all those 
malignant diseases—yes, and the cholera, as a 
friend near me remarks—are found lurking there 
in the heaps of dirt, and in the murky tide which 
is poured into them from the rear of the dwelling 
houses. It hence becomes us, Representatives, 
as protectors of this city, and most cheerfully ag- 
the protectors of our own healths, to consider 
carefully and fully.this matter. aida 

I ask gentlemen to take these calculations con- 
tained in this report in reference to these ‘surveys 
to their chambers, and caréfully. compare them, 
and then determine what. coursé they ought to 
pursue. Let them not say that ‘the city should 
take care of itself. Let them not say that Wash- 
ington is a great city, and therefore should supply 
itself with water, the same that New. York, Phila- 
delphia, and Boston do. . Sir, one poor man, one 
poor laborer, one clerk, depending upon your 
bounty, carried out from his family and friends a 
victim to the nauseous vapors which spring up 
in the alleys of the cities, or a victim to the 
water he has drank, peopled with newts and 
toads, and ‘such small deer,” is of sufficient im- 
portance to induce you to furnish the city with a 
suitable supply of pure water. Sir, the water of 
the city is growing more and more impure every 
year, in consequence of the surface of the ground 
becoming more and more covered with buildings, 
and exposing less and less surface to the purifica- 
li tion ofthe rains ofheaven. Fask gentlemen to con- 
sider all these things; I ask them to consider their 
ii own health and comfort and convenience; f ask 
them to consider not only the comfort and con- 

venience, but the lives of the wives and children 

i of their servants here in their employ, and of those’ 


Pee 


i servants themselves, 

But, sir, the benefits of this appropriation do not 

i stop there, They go to beautify and adorn the 

metropolis of this great Republic. They go to 

i; preserve the archives of the Government from fire. 
i They give dignity and character to the city. 

Mr. COBB. Task the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to yield me a few minutes of his time. 
| “Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield the floor to 
| the gentleman for the remainder of gay time. 
| Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, it is not my pur- 
pose at this time to make anything like a speech, 
| had intended to have submitted my views upon 
some matters which I supposed would come be- 
fore the House; but, from the course of the House 


for the last several months, I am satisfied those 
It has been my 


il matters will not come before us. 
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as 


practice, ever since I have had the honor of a seat 
upon this foor, not to consume the: time of the 

ouse unnecessarily; I have always feltit to be my 
duty toconfinemyselfto the business of the House. | 
But; sir, duty to myself and to those whom I repre- 
sent, willbe asufficient apology for departing from 
that fixed rule upon this one occasion. - 1 do not 
“propose to occupy an hour, nor do I propose to say 
anything’ upon the question now before the com- 
mittee. Nor dol propose to say very much apon 
the Cuba question. Bat when the time comes for 
action I am satisfied myself, and my constitu- 
ents ‘are satisfied with me, that we should act—act 
promptly, and. act efficiently. But, sir, permit 
me to say, that when that action shall come, J 
shall endeavor to adhere upon this, as upon every 
„question which may come before us, to the strictest 
regard to propriety, and to act in such a manner 
as to leave no sting behind. À 

in reference to the question of the acquisition 
of the Island of Cuba, L acknowledge that [ama 
Cuba man. I am dead opposed to any nation but 
our own acquiring it; but let Cuba fall as a ripe 
apple into our lap; let her come when she is ready; 
and the day when she will be ready is not far dis- 

‘tant. We can and are to. acquire the island; and, | 
I am “satisfied, in a fair and strictly honorable : 
way. „So believing, I this day enter my solemn 
protest against this Government or. individuals 
‘seizing upon it by lawless expedition. 

1 shall speak of the repeal of the neutrality laws 
when that subject is before us. I shall be ready 
then to speak and voteon the subject. At present | 
1 pass it by. 

The tariff is a question in which my people feel 
a deep interest. hey hope that the present Con- 
gress will act on it, When it is introduced, l shall į 
also be ready to speak and vote on it, 

I am opposed to the repeal of the duties on rail- 
road iron. Let the question be presented when it i 
will, Ishall be opposed to it,as I have always | 
been, Ishall meet it as I havedone before, here 
and athome. However, I am in favor of a modi- | 
fication of the duty on railroad iron. Tam in | 
favor of the extension of the time for the pay- 
ment of that duty. My opinion in’ this respect 
I demonstrated at an early day of this session, 
when I introduced a bill providing for the exten- | 
sion of the time for the payment of the duty on 
railroadiron to a certain period, if the parties paid 
six per centum perannum thereon, with the privi- 
lege also of payment in transportation of the United 

, States mails, &c. That bill. was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. [am now in 
favor of that bill) and Lam sorry that six months 
have elapsed of our session without my cherished 
bantling appearing before this body. 

The committee are no doubt prepared to make 
apology for. their conduct to my constituents and 
the country. Their apology no doubt will be sat- 
isfactory to the country; but nothing is so satis- | 
factory to me and my constituents as early and 
complete action on the matter embraced in that 
measure. The entire country is interested in it. 
I cannot conceive how the representatives of iron 
manufactures can, in justice and equity, oppose 
the principle involved. 1 have said to Pennsyl- | 
vanians, that-so far as the question was concerned, 
they would do well to compromise on the plan I 
have suggested. If they refuse to do so, t am not 
certain, Mr. Chairman, that I may not, with you | 
and others, vote for the entire repeal of the duty 
on railroad iron. All know that we may be driven 
to extremes. 

The next matter I shall notice is that of grants }, 
of public land for railroad purposes—a matter of | 
public and private discussion. Youareaware, Mr. 
Chairman, of the interest I have felt in these grants. 
We have labored hard together for two years on | 
the Committee on Public Lands; and you, I am 
sure, are satisfied of my opinions on the subject. i 
When Alabama wag not interested—when I could i 
in no degree be influenced by any desire of the jj 
State which Í have the honor in part to represent, || 
l arrived at the conclusion, and I believe it‘is a || 

ust one, that a proper appropriation of the public į 
ands for railroad purposes would be fair, legiti- | 
mate, and highly constitutional. | 

Iam strengthened in that opinion principally ii 
by the various arguments that have emanated from 
distinguished persons, and especially from our | 
Chief Magistrate. It is a question in which Ij 
feel a deep interest, I had expected, at the proper 

.time, to have given my views upon this subject; J) 


but that time has passed, and I will not avail 
myself of the opportunity to speak upon this 
question before it legitimately comes before the 
House for discussion. I will wait in patience, 
trusting not so much to the liberality as to the de- 
sire and exertion of the House to discharge the 
duties assigned to them in connection with the 
business of the country. The day may come, 
though it may be far distant, when the House 
may again hear from the Committee on Public 
Lands. Thatcommittee has been charged by gen- 
tlemen upon this floor, who are fond of making 
such allegations, with having delayed the business 
of the House for several long months by making 
their reports, when the record does not sustain 
such a declaration. 


The Committee on the Post Office and Post |j 


Roads, I believe, was the next committee called 
after we were through making our reports. I 
would ask how far have you advanced with the 
public business since that time, and where do you 
now stand? Have you passed from the committee 
that immediately followed us? This fact alone 
proves that the charge made against us, of ob- 
structing the public business of the country, is 
without a solitary particle of foundation. 1 pass 
from this subject now, but when the proper time 
arrives, l trust I will be able to give reasons sat- 
isfactory to myself, if to no other person, that 
grants of land should be made to the several 


| States for the purpose of aiding in the construction 


of railroads. The object I had in addressing the 
committee at this time I have not yet accomplished, 


| The remarks I have made, so far, are merely inci- 


dental. [{Laughter.] I have the honor of being 
amenfber of the committee of thirteen that was 
appointed to investigate the subject of a railroad 
to the Pacific, and report a bill. The considera- 
tion of the bill reported by that committee has 
been postponed till the next session, If i was, 
however, to allow the subject to pass without 
notice on my part, it might be taken for granted 
that I approved of the bill in all its features. 1 
have sundry amendments which I have prepared, 
and which {Į intend to offer when the bill comes 
up, in order to perfect it in such a manner as will 
enable me to vote for it. 

As the bill stands now, I am satisfied that I 
could not vote for it, as there are many provisions 
in it to which I have objections. True, it may be 
amended in such a manner as that I could support 
it. But as it is, I say there are a sufficient num- 
ber of provisions init to which I object, as, unless 
arenes would prevent.me.from voting for this 

ill. À 

These views, Mr. Chairman, I thought it proper 

for me to state, inasmuch as, although the ques- 


tion is postponed for the present, there might be | 


some trouble made for me at home, as well as else- 
where, if my views on the subject were not under- 
stood. Forl have got demagogues in my district, 
{laughter;] and there are political aspirants there, 
who watch me in all directions, and who have 
watched me from the commencement of my polit- 
ical career. 

Mr. EWING, (in his seat.) Oh, that does 
you good. [{Laughter.} 

Mr. COBB. My honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky states that that close watching does me good. 
I have no doubt that he is right, because latent 
faculties may be so obscure in a man that they 
would not be developed unless he were pressed 
to extricate himself from some. small difficulties. 
Without that his worth or merit might never be 
known. [Renewed laughter.] 

Well, sir, it is not my purpose at this time to 


enumerate the various objections that I have to |; 


this bill. At whatever time I may conceive it 
proper for me to do so, I will give my views on 
the subject, and make known the various objec- 
tions which I have to it. Atleast, I may be put 
down as not opposed to the principle of connecting 
the two great oceans by railroad. I want to declare 
here, as I have declared at home; I want to take 
the responsibility to-day, as I shall always be 


willing to do whenever | conceive it to be proper, |! 


[laughter,] of stating, that Iam in favor of the 
general principle of the bill. 
am in favor of the construction of the Pacific rail- 
road, if it can be constructed on the principles of 
the Constitution, and if it be a practicable under- 
taking. As the grant of land for the purpose of 
aiding in its construction seems to be one of the 
important features of this bill, I want to state dis- 


I state here that I} 


tinctly, so that I may not be misunderstood, that 
I am in favor of granting alternate sections of the 
public lands for that purpose, on the same prin- 
ciple, and in the same manner, as. we have made 
similar donations for other railroads to the respec- 
tive States. As to the amouni of compensation to 
| be paid by the Government for the transportation 
| of our troops, and munitions of war, and mails, on 
this road after it is in operation, I consider that the 
amount now fixed is too large, and therefore Í 
object to it. At the proper time, I think I can 
clearly demonstrate that the sum fixed in this bill 
‘is too high. Iam prepared, however, to vote for 
such a remuneration to be paid by the Govern- 
| ment for these advantages, as I believe to be right 
‘and proper. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not now argue the con- 
stitutionality of this question. It will be sufficient 
for me to argue its constitutionality when | appear 
before my constituents, if they should happen to 
have any scruples in relation toit. I mean to state 
my views before them fully and fairly when asked 
to do so, though, to tell the truth, I will not have 
much time to talk to them about anything but 
their votes. [Laughter.] Itwas my pleasure, after 
my election to a seat in this House, to associate 
with my fellow-citizens in the different counties 
of the district, and I then told them that I believed 
this Pacific railroad bill was a question which 
would be before Congress this session; that I was 
| prepossessed in its favor, and that I thought I saw 
i no constitutional objection to it. I argued with 
i them in this wise: that if the Constitution did not 
| deprive the Government of the United States of 
| the right of making military roads through the 
| various territories; if the Constitution did not de- 
| prive the Government of the right to fell atree, dig 
ia trench, build a bank, make a way, prepare a 
‘road, level it, and put it in order for the travel 
‘ of wagons, and for the transportation of troops, 
I could not conceive that there was any particular 
difference in laying a few pounds of iron on the 
road to facilitate such traffic and transportation. 

Those are my views now. — I cannot see the un- 
constitutionality. J shall, of course, hold myself 
open to conviction upon the subject. [Laughter.] 
I shall consult my constituents; for they may 
have some new lights upon the subject since l left 
them. When [ left them, many of them had not 
any constitutional scruples upon the subject, I 
shall endeavor to convince those who have con- 
stitutional scruples about the matter that they are 
wrong, and that I, and those who think with me, 
are right. If I should not be successful after 
| doing that, I should either have to resign or carry 
out the will of my constituents. [Great laughter. ] 
But, in my opinion, my own views are clearly 
constitutional, 

There are various minor provisions in the bill 
| which I shall not allude to. When it comes up 
| for consideration, should I believe then that any- 
| thing I can say will aid its passage, after it is 
i properly amended, I shall contribute my humble 
mite to that object. Ifit should never see day- 
| light again; if F should not be here to meet it at 
' the next Congress, I trust it will have friends 
| enough to carry it through. ‘% 
Allow me to say a wordin reference to my con- 
| fidence in the passage of this great enterprise 
| when I first arrived in Washington city at the 
i 
i 


commencement of this session. For the first two 
| months of this session I believed that a proper bill 
| to construct a railroad to the Pacific could have 
| been passed in this House. But, to use the lan- 
' guage of one of my constituents, there has come 
| over this House such a masterly inactivity that 
they are not disposed to consider any important 
‘question. Our numbers have dwindled down 
; since the agitation upon the Nebraska question has 
| passed away, and the balance seem little disposed 
i to do anything at all, But] will give my views 
‘upon the question; and if I find that they are 
; worth anything at all_—— 

| Mr. HAMILTON, (interrupting.) ‘Will the 
i gentleman allow me to interrupt him a moment? 
| Mr. COBB. I do not want the gentleman to 
interrupt me; but if he desires to propound a ques- 
tion politely and properly, I have no objection. 
{Laughter.] 

| Mr. HAMILTON. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


I desire simply to make a 
! remark or two.. I also ama member of that se- 
: lect committee of thirteen to which this matter of 
| the Pacific railroad was referred, and I am placed 
l! in the same position as my honorable friend from 


1854. 
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the State of Alabama. He is apprehensive that, 
if this Congress adjourns without acting upon the 
matter, he might be placed in a false position, and 
that it might be supposed that he was in favor of 
the Pacific project now before this House. Iam, 
as I said; a member of that committee, and I am 
gratified to know that that honorable gentleman is 
becoming right upon this subject, and that he is 
improving. By the time when we shall come 
here at the next session he will unite with us—a 
hopeless minority upon that committee; for I 
think there were but two-—the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Kapwexv] and myself—who did not 
agree with the majority, and who were hostile to 
the principles of the bill, I desired, as well as 
the gentleman from Alabama, to place myself 
right upon the subject, and I did not think it im- 
proper to mention it here and upon this occasion. | 
Mr. COBB. Such an explanation was notin the | 
least necessary; for | believe the House and the | 
country are perfectly satisfied, without any expla- 
nation, that the gentleman is hostile to.every pro- 
ject which results in much good to the country. 
‘They are perfectly satisfied as to that. [Laughter.] 
Tam about closing, and will occupy but a few 


minutes more of the time of my friend, [Mr. |! 


CHANDLER.) 

Mr. FLORENCE, (interrupting.) My col-! 
league [Mr. Cuanpiur] intimated that he would | 
give mea few moments of his time, and | desire | 
to improve the opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man’s colleague has expired; but the Chair recog- į 
nizes the gentleman. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise toa personal explana- 
tion. I think it very proper that I should make | 
it at this time, and I am much oblige. to the Chair | 
for giving me the opportunity to do so, 

During my absence from the city, there has 


been a good deal of concern—and strange enough |i 


too—about the course that I would pursue in ref- | 


erence to the appropriations for the District of || 


Columbia. 

Well, now, sir, while I do not care much what 
correspondents or editors of newspapers say of 
me—and they have said a good many things about 
me long ago, some of which I did not care to no- 
tice, and some of which I have replied to in my 
humble way, through the same medium—I say, 
while I do not care about the attacks of these 
persons, yet as this is a review of my official 

osition here, while I acknowledge no responsi- 
bility upon the face of God’s earth except to my 
constituents, and to what little sense of right, and 
convictions of right, | may have in my own con- 
science i 

Mr. HOUSTON. How about the ‘‘ Know- | 
Nothings ??’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. No matterabout them. I 
say, while I acknowledge no responsibility to any- | 
body else, yet this seems to me a fitting and a 
proper occasion, to say that I shall continue to | 


vote forappropriations for the District of Columbia | 


when they meet the convictions of my judgment. 
Memser. -How if they do not? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I will not vote for 
them. 


I feel a deep interest. 


it concerns me a good deal that we should have} 
pure water introduced into the city; and I shall 
cheerfully vote for an appropriation for that pur- | 
pose, both for this reason, and for the reasons elab- 
orately and eloquently urged by my colleague, 
[Mr. Cuanpier,| who has but a few minutes ago 
taken his seat. 

I desire to state in general terms that, in my 
course with reference to all appropriations for the 
benefit of the District, nothing will influence my 
vote except a sense of right; and as this appropri- 
ation for the introduction of water does especially 
commend itself to my sense of right, I shall take 
pleasure in voting for it. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, obtained the 
floor 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
speech to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask the 
Chair a question. Does not the debate close upon 
the bill under consideration to-morrow at twelve 
o'clock ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the order of the 
House. 


Make your: 


But, sir, especially in relation to the intro- |: 
duction of water into the city of Washington do |! 
I havebeen a water-drinker |; 
for the last fifteen years, [a laugh,] and therefore, |: 


Mr. JONES. Then if the committee rises now, 
the gentleman will not be able to make his speech 
to-morrow. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would, suggest that the 
committee take a recess till seven o’clock. 

Mr. STANTON. i would prefer to go on 
now. I wish to make an explanation in relation 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, (Mr. CHANDLER.) ‘I do not expect to occupy 
the time of the committee for more than fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN. | ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to yield me a part of his time. 


Mr. STANTON. I would prefer to say what 
I have to say now. 
Mr. EWING. I ask the gentleman to allow 


me the floor for a single moment, simply to ask 
the Chair a question. I have come into the Hall 
since this debate commenced, and [ am told that 
an appropriation bill is under consideration to 
which an amendment will be offered making an 
appropriation for bringing water into this city. 
1 desire to know whether this is the proper time 
to discuss that question, because I wish to say a 
very few words upon the subject at some time? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to discuss 
| the subject to which the gentleman alludes. 
| Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I will suggest that 
when we come to offer amendments to the bill 
under consideration, and this appropriation comes 
up, it will then be in the power of every gentle- 
man to express his opinions in reference to it. 
I myself shall have something to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. lt can be done under the 
' five-minute debate. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir, and I will say that, 
in my opinion, the five-minute debate is the most 
sensible debate we have in Congress. 

Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN. lt was my purpose 
to have addressed the committee on the subject of 
the Pacific railroad; but as it is growing late, and 
] do not desire to detain the committee, I shall, 
with their permission, publish my remarks. 

{Cries of Agreed ! 

Mr. STANTON, 
man, I had not the slightest expectation of parti- 


but the remarks of my honorable friend from 
| Pennsylvania, (Mr. Cuanpier,] which seem to 
| have been deliberately prepared as a reply to what 
I deemed it my duty to say upon a former occa- 
| sian, make it necessary that I should occupy the 
attention of the committee for a short time. 

I recollect very well when the appropriation 
which authorized the commencement of this stu- 
pendous project for supplying Washington and 
Georgetown with water was first introduced into 
this House. It came in the shape of an amend- 
ment by the Senate to the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and was promptly rejected by 
this body. It appropriated $100,000, ‘ to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President of the 
United States, for the purpose of bringing water 
i into the city of Washington, upon such plans, and 
from such places, as he might approve.” This, 
sir, was the proposition made in the last hours of 
the session, and by this House repudiated. The 
Senate adhered to its amendment, and upon the 
recommendation of a committee of conference it 
was agreed to, not because it was approved, but 
i for the reason that, if again réfected, the fate of the 
_ whole appropriation bill might be endangered. I 
| will venture to assert, that upon the naked propo- 
sition to appropriate $100,000, with the under- 
standing that it was but the commencement of an 


not twenty votes could have been obtained in this 
House. Sir, no one who assented to the appro- 


|| priation ever dreamed for a moment that the work 


! would be projected upon so grand and magnificent 
l ascale. What Democrat in this House could have 
| faced his constituents, after giving his. sanction to 
| an appropriation involving the expenditure of sev- 
| eral millions of the people’s money for such a 
| purpose? g ae 

| Ithas been said, that by the appropriation of 
; $100,000 to commence the work, we approved 


i 


i were not before us. n 
| of engineers, who made the surveys and devised 
| the several projects from which the President sub- 
| sequently selected, was only communicated to the 
li Senate a few days before the adjournment, and 


33 
of Kentucky. Mr. Chair- | 


cipating in this debate when I came to the House; | 


expenditure which would be counted by millions, | 


i the plan, and therefore cannot now repudiate it. |! 
i I deny that we did any such thing. The plans | 
The report of the lieutenant |; 


was not printed until after the. members had left 
for their homes. The very. amendment of the 
| Senate making the appropriation authorized the 
President to select the plan, not restricting him to 
the schemes of the lieutenant of. engineers, bat: 
i giving him discretion to select any reasonable 
plan. Other- surveys had been made by emitent 
civil as well as military engineers, and were before 
Congress. ‘This body indorsed no plan, approved 
no plan; but left the whole matter to the President, 
in full faith that he would not transcend a reason- 
able limit in the exercise of. that discretion’ with 
which he was invested. Ifhe has been misled by ' 
plausible, but deceptive estimates; if he has been’ 
deceived by hasty surveys and well executed 
drawings, surely this Congress is under no obliga- 
tion to ratify and affirm what he has done. ae 

It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the 
opposition which I made to this measure a few 
weeks ago, and which seems to have attracted at- 
tention, not only here, but elsewhere, was based 
‘upon the extravagance of the ‘scheme, and the 
wretched policy of executing it under the man- 
agement of an officer of the United States Army. 
I did not object to the project simply because it 
| provided water for the District, but for the rea= 
| sons | have given, and these alone. I avow now; 
| sir, that I am willing to vote any reasonable sum 
| of money for any efficient means of supplying the 
| public buildings and public grounds ‘of the Dis- 
| trict with an ample quantity of water: I will go- 
| so far as to say, that I regard the necessity of 
i having an abundant supply of water ‘so: great, 
that I will not oppose even the plan of Captain 
Meigs, if I can be assured the work can be exe- 
cuted at a cost not to exceed his estimates. But 
I regard that as utterly impossible. My convic- 
tions upon that point cannot be shaken. While 
the work remains under the management of the 
War Department, while a military engineer is in 
charge of it, there is not the slightest hope that it 
can be completed for the sum estimated. ` W hile 
l have no faith in the accuracy of the estimates, I 
have infinitely less in the economical management 
of work by officers of the Army. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My friend will allow me 
a single remark. I see what is the drift of his 
remarks. He knows how much I sympathize 
with him in his views. ‘These parties are ready 
to fulfill the contract for the price. . 

Mr. STANTON. I was just reaching that 
point; and I am Happy to assure my honorable 
friend, that if, when he offers his amendment, he 
will provide that the work shall be given to 
responsible contractors, who will bind themselves 
to complete it in all respects as designed by the 
engineer, and give bond, with ample security, for 
its faithful performance, at an entire cost not ex- 
ceeding the estimate of $2,300,000; and will also 
provide that the work shall be done under the 
direction of the President, or Secretary of the 
Interior, and supervised by a competent civil 
engineer, I will most cheerfully vote for the ap- 
propriation, With these provisions, the amend- 
ment of my friend will receive my cordial support, 
He knows well that I am not hostile to the inter- 
ests of the District; and I assure him that he is 
not more friendly to the object of providing a 
copious supply of water for the two cities than I. 

; At the same time, he must allow me to say, that 
| while I know he has full confidence in his own 
belief in the practicability of having the work 
executed for the sum named, Ido not believe that à 
i any responsible man, capable of doing it, will give 
bond, and undertake its execution. At any rate, 
| the experiment can be tried, and if the friends of 
|! the measure have confidence in the estimates, let 
| them support the proposition which 1 have indi- 
| cated. ‘They shall have my coöperation. R 
The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| [Mr. Cuanpvrur] admits that my statement as to 
i| the cost of excavating the tunnel ($7 50 per 
cubic yard) was correct; but he avoids the effect, 
of it, by stating that the engineer’s estimates 
were twice that sum. ‘fhe data upon which the 
| estimates are made, as exhibited in the report, are 
/ so meager and vague, thatit is impossible to ob- 
tain from them any.correct idea of the cost of 
any specifie part of the work. How much is to 
be charged to the actual labor of excavating @ 
| cubic yard, and how much to the necessary @X- 
i penses of making preparations, providing tools, 
| removing debris, superintendence, &., cannot be 
| determined from the estimates, . But, admitting 


| 
| 
1 
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the estimate was fifteen dollars per yard, and the 
actual cost seven dollars and fifty cents, it only 
shows that he missed the true sum one hundred 
pet cent.. This may be considered near enough 
for the guess of a military officer; and if all his 
estimates are as wide of the mark as this, my 
worst fears as to the ultimate cost of the work 
may be realized. The expose I made on a former 
occasion, of the actual cost of laying a few thou- 
sand bricks in the conduit, as calculated by the 
workman who actually laid them, shows that if 
the engineer went above the actual cost of exca- 
vating, in his estimates, he fell far below it in esti- 
mating for the brick work, The excavation of 
the tunnels is butan inconsiderable portion of the 
work, compared to the brick masonry. 

The honorable gentleman attests the accuracy 
of my statement in regard to the total cost of sup- 
plying Philadelphia with water fora period of fifty- 
four years. 1 set it down at $3,200,000, and this 
he frankly admits to be correct. Now, sir, | ap- 
peal to the intelligence and good sense of the mem- 
bers of this committee to say, if the city of Phil- 
adelphia, with its immense, active population, has 
been supplied with water for all purposes for fifty- 
four years,ata total cost not exceeding that sum, 
the cities of the District, with scarcely one sixth 
of the inhabitants, ought not to be supplied at an 
infinitely less sum? So different are the ideas of 
the engineers of the army from those of the prac- 
tical business population of Philadelphia, that what 
it has cost them to construct and reconstruct water- 
works, and keep them in operation for more than 
half a century, 1s deemed hardly sufficient to begin 
with in this District! 

Something has been said in reference to the loca- 
cation of the dam at the Great Falls; and the im- 
pression is created that the engineer has obtained 
the right to build it without trespassing upon the 
rights of individuals. If 1 am not misinformed, 
the controversy has not been settled; and if the 
work is authorized to proceed, there will be em- 
barrassment, if not a stoppage of the work, by 
the interposition of the courts. The engineer re- 
jected all overtures for a compromise and settle- 
ment of these difficulties with the riparian pro- 
prietors at the Falls, and he has no power under 
the act of Virginia, or the law of Congress, to con- 
demn property in Virginia, or trespass upon their 
water rights, reserved especially as they are by 
acts of both the Maryland and: Virginia Legisla- 
tures. ‘The law of Congress in reference to the 
water-works did not authorize the purchase of 
a foot of land in Virginia; and yet, the engi- 
neer, with a latitude I do not understand, has pur- 
chased, in the name of the Government, some ten 
acres of land above the Falls, and above the 
land owned by the contesting parties, on the Vir- 
ginia shore, and proposes to construct a diagonal |) 
dam across the river to that point, not only 
thus increasing the expenses, but withdrawing 
from the proprietors of water rights at the Falls 
daily sixty-seven millions of gallons of the water, | 
which, under the laws of Virginiaand Maryland, 
too, they have a right to use undiminished. The 
Government has not yet asked or obtained from 
Virginia the right thus to use the property of her | 


citizens, even by condemning and paying for it; || 
and the engineer, if he persists in his purpose, 
will commit a high-handed wrong upon these citi- 
zens. The water in the Potomac, above tide- 
water, may be used by the public for purposes of 
navigation; but obstructions which affect either | 
ihe navigation or the rights of riparian proprie- j 
tors eannot, even by the power of this Federal | 
Government, be placed in the river. The engi- | 
neer says, in bis report, that a portion of the: 
water conveyed to the District by hisaqueduct, and 
drawn from the dam above these proprietors, will |) 
be used for manufacturing purposes. Isit possible || 
that this Congress will justify the wrong which this |! 
would do to the proprietors of the water-rights at |; 
the Falls? Of what value would be water-power |, 
there for manufacturing purposes, if the Govern- | 
ment should give its revenues to bring it sixteen i 
miles nearer to the point of business, where it could | 
be obtained for nothing? In my judgment, these 
gentlemen have substantial rights, which are likely 
io be seriously interfered with; and it certainly is 
prudent and wise, before we make any appropria- 


1 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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i 
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tion to continue the work, to see that the existing |! 
controversy is settled, or at least know that the | 
work atitsinitial point can proceed without embar- 
rassment to the Government, or trespass upon the 


| 
| 


i last twenty years, 


rights of citizens. Tam assured, sir, by the highly 
respectable gentleman to whom I have referred, 
that the whole difficulty could be arranged, to the 
mutual interest of both the Government and them, 
if a proper spirit were manifested by the engineer. 
l have read the correspondence between them and 
the engineer, commenced by the latter, and am 
constrained to say; that if published, would show 


| a haughtiness of bearing and an arrogance of tone 


upon the part of the engineer, which leaves but 
little room to hope that through him any amicable 
arrangement could be made. 

I did not expect, Mr. Chairman, to be drawn 
into this debate, and should have kept silent, but 
for the speech of my honorable friend, who has 
opened up a subject with which 1 am somewhat 
familiar, and to which [ have given some atten- 
tion. As Iam on the floor, I will avail myself of 
the occasion to refer to the practice which has 
prevailed in the policy of our Government for 
many years, of assigning military officers to the 
construction of civil works and other duties of a 
purely civil character, and the enormous abuses 
which have grown up under the system. If time 
would allow, I think | could lay before this House 
such an array of facts as would induce every gen- 
tleman to unite with me in the effort which f am 
making, and shall continue to make while { have 
the honor of a seat on this floor, to destroy the 
system in its full extent—to break up the practice 
wherever it exists, and confine the operations of 
the War Department and the officers of the Army 
to "those duties which, under the Constitution, 
rightfully and appropriately belong to them. 

My distinguished and eloquent friend from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Kerrt,] in a fervent and 
eloquent manner, announced to this House a few 
days ago that the Democratic party had come 
into power pledged to certain measures of reform 
which had not yet been accomplished, and ap- 
pealed to the members not to adjourn until some 
adequate effort had been made to effect them. Il 
concurred with him most heartily in both his dec- 
larations and his purpose. But, sir, a modifica- 
tion of the tariff, by which the burdens of taxation 
upon the people may be relieved, though import- 
ant and much to be desired, is not the only meas- 
ure of reform to which the Democracy, now in 


| control of this Government, are solemnly pledged. 


A strict observance of all laws in the practice of 
Government officials, a just economy in all ex- 
penditures, proper respect for the rights of the cit- 
izen, and a complete subordination of the military 
to the civil power, are as much doctrines to which 
the Democratic party are pledged, as any others 
which form cardinal points in their political creed. 
It, then, abuses in these respects have crept into 
the practice of Government, no matter by what 
agency, it is as much the duty of the Democratic 
party to arrest them, as it is to adopt measures of 
reform in regard to the tariff, or any other subject 
of governmental policy. 

That there do exist many abuses in the particu- 


! lars to which I have alluded there can be no doubt. 


In the administration of affairs entrusted to mili- 
tary officers, there is not that regard paid to the 
rigid requirements of the laws that there is under 
civilians; nor is there the same economy in the 
expenditure of the public money, or the same re- 
gard to the rights of. citizens. These truths, sir, 
{ shall make clear in the course of my remarks; 
for they are no idle declarations. 1 speak from 
the record. The great abuse, however, of which 
I complain, and to which I wish to direct the at- 
tention of the people, is the extent to which the 
officers of the Army have heen allowed to engross 
civil positions under the Government. My De- 
mocracy teaches me that the military power should 
be kept in strict subordination to the civil; but 
from the practice of the Government during the 
themilitary has become almost 
the controlling power of the Government. I dis- 
claim any intention to attack the present Admin- 
istration, or to hold it responsible for more than 
continuing a system which was in full operation 
before it came into power. While I do notintend 
by any means to charge those now in power with 
any agency in originating the practice of assign- 
ing military officers to civil duties, | may be al- 
lowed to say, that it would well become a Demo- 
cratic President to set his face against and arrest 
it. 1 hope the present Executive will respect 
public sentiment on this subject, and refuse longer 
to sanction the practice. 


The official testimony published by the House, 
which was taken before the select committee ap- 
pointed to consider this subject, will show the 
number of military officers employed in the man- 
agement of mechanics and others, in the con- 
struction of works of a purely civil charaéter, and 
having no relation whatever to the military de- 
fenses of the country. Largely more than two 
thirds of the two Engineer Corps are so employed; 
while infantry, and other officers of the line, are 
away from their regiments, engaged in writing 
books, and performing mere clerical duties under 
other departments of the Government. I need 
not complain of the injustice which this does to 
other officers, who are not allowed to occupy such 
pleasant positions, but are kept upon the frontier, 
exposed to the hardships of the camp, and re- 
quired to perform the duties which have beën 
abandoned by others for more agreeable employ- 
ment. Can any man tell why Army officers 
should be employed in the various bureaus of the 
War Department in preference to civilians? Is 
there no work for them to do elsewhere, and is 
this the purpose for which the Government edu- 
cates them at West Point? 

A young man who enlists in your Army, no 
matter how gallant and brave he may be, or what 
his genius and ability for military command, can- 
not, by the policy of this Government, rise from 
the ranks to a military commission. The thing 
is impossible for him, or any one else who has not 
passed through West Point, and received his pat- 
ent from a military board. Those who go through 
that gate—those alone who can obtain, by the par- 
tiality of friends, the right to take that road—can, 
under the policy of this free, republican Govern- 
ment, reach a commission in the Army. Some- 
times, under special acts of Congress, regiments 
are raised and commissions authorized, and then 
civilians obtain the appointments. But this is 
done only in certain emergencies, and form only 
a rare exception to the regular policy. The West 
Point men are thus allowed to hold a monopoly of 
the Army commissions, and the rest of the people 
are shut out and prohibited from reaching them. 
Ig it right that they should also engross the civil 
places under the Government? Are your accom- 
plished architects, engineers, armorers, and literary 
men in civil life to be kept from posts of honor 
and distinction under the Government that this 
monopoly in the hands of military men may be 
still farther extended? Is the ambition of the youn 
architect and mechanic of genius to be deiaaned 
and suppressed, at the very threshold of his efforts 
to qualify himself for honorable service under his 
Government, by the knowledge of the faet that 
its policy is to encourage the engrossing spirit of 
the corps it has educated and cherished, by thrust- 
ing them into the places which he might occupy 
with more advantage to the country? 1 trust this 
Congress will regard with a more liberal spirit 
what is due to this class of citizens, and open to 
them these avenues to distinction and honorable 
service. 

The management of civil affairs by military 
officers is attended with evils which are not under- 
stood or appreciated by the public, because no one 
cares to examine the subject. Ihave given it 
much attention of late, and will, in the course of 
iny remarks, refer specifically to some of them. 
Military officers are not trained to habits of econ- 
omy The very nature of their relations to Gov- 
ernment, their education, and their military duties, 
deprive them of experience in financial matters, 
They are not brought in contact with the business 
world; they naturally know butlittle of the frugal 
and prudent expedients of business men. They 
know that the Government to which they are at- 
tached has great resources and great wealth, and 
they fear no embarrassments to its revenues. Mf 
extravagance and waste ate the consequences of 
their management of the disbursements of the pub- 
lic money, it is more to beascribed to these causes 
than toany other. That extravagance and waste 
in the public money is the consequence of its dis- 
bursement by military officers 1 am fully prepared 
to prove. The whole history of their connection 
with the public works of the country clearly 
shows it. 

The engineer officers of the Army, no matter 
what civil service they may be called upon to per- 
form, which requires the disbursement of publie 
money, give no bond and no security for its faith- 
ful application, as civilians do. Here is the engi- 
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neer upon this Capitol, disbursing as much as 

1,000,000 per year without bond... I allude. to 

im, sir, not for the purpose of implying even a 
breath of imputation against his integrity; for I 
would not, if I could, say one word to his dis- 
credit in that respect. He is said to be a gentle- 
man of exaited moral worth; and however much 
I may oppose his views, and object to the posi- 
tion he occupies, I so regard him. But, no mat- 
ter how honorable and high-minded and scrupa- 
lously careful he may be with the public money, 
I cannot see any good reason why he should be 
exempt from obligations which are always ex- 
acted from other citizens in like employment. We 
are told by the Secretary of War that there is no 
law requiring engineer officers to give bond when 
they are employed in disbursing thepublic money. 
No law, sir? Then one should be instantly 
passed. If you, sir, or any other civiliansof high 
character, are not to be entrusted with the public 


money without involving your friends as a guar- || 
antee for your fidelity, in the name of all that is | 


just why should not an Army officer?) What en- 
titles him to such a distinction above you and ! 
other citizens? Are Army officers a better order 
of men? Have they more integrity than other 
men? Certainly this cannot be claimed for them. | 
If they cannot give bond as other persons in the 
employment of Government do, then they should 
not be allowed to handlethe public money. There 
should be no such odious distinction made be- | 
tween Army officers and citizens. All officers | 
may not be like Captain Meigs. There have been, | 
and may be again, men in the Army who are not 
as faithful as he. 

The law authorizing the extension of the Cap- 
itol provided that the money should be expended | 
under the direction of the President, ‘< by such 
architect as he may appoint to execute the same.’? 
Subsequently, a proviso was attached to one of 
the appropriation bills, in these words: 


“ Provided, That so much of former appropriations for 
the extension of the Capitol as remains unexpended, and | 
the appropriation now made, or which hereafter may be | 
made for that object, shall be disbursed under such regula- | 
tions as the President of the United Srates may prescribe ; 
the accounts for such disbursement to be audited and paid 
at the Treasury, in the same manner as the accounts of 
other-eivil officers charged with the disbursement of the 
public money. And said disbursing agent shall report to 
the President bis disbursements and proceedings, in time 
to be presented to Congress, at the commencement of each 
annual session, and at any other time when required.” 


These are the only Jaws which give power to 
the President over the Capitol extension. It will 
be seen that Congress required. that the work 
should be executed by an architett, and at thesame 
time directed that the money should be expended 
by him, under the direction of a cute Af- 
terwards, it was thought proper to separate the 
disbursement of the money from the execution of | 
the work, and a disbursing agent, who was, by | 
the terms of the law, evidently intended to be a | 
civilian, and not a military officer, was authorized | 


to be appointed. The object clearly was to pro- i 
1 
' 


vide some check between the officer who designed | 
and executed the work, who made the contracts, ! 
purchased material, employed the hands, and had 
the general supervision of the structure, and the 
Government. This was right and proper. But, 
instead of a mere disbursing agent, or paymaster, 
or cashier, as the law required, a member of the 
United States Corps of Engineers, who gives no 
bond, is not only made disbursing agent, but ar- 
chitect and superintendent, having complete con- | 
trol over every other officer, and every. part of the | 
work, Hemakescontracts with whom he pleases; 
he purchases materials when and where he chooses; 
he employs mechanics and laborers, and pays for 
all them by his own check er order. I cannot | 
see the authority for all this. IT look in vain for 
the law of Congress which authorizes it; and if I 
say that Captain Meigs occupies his position | 
against the express enactments of this body, | give | 
utterance only to what any candid man will be- į 
lieve who examines the subject. | 
Captain Meigs may be accomplished in his pro- 
fession; he may know how to lay out the grounds 
for encampments and fortifications, to construct 
fortifications and military roads. These are the 
duties in which he has had experience, and for 
which the Government educated him. I will not 
deny him the merit of being a proficient in these 
duties; but that he was qualified for the intricate 
and elaborate architectural details of such a work 
as the Capitol, is beyond ali reason. But few men 


in the world are equal to such a work. Without 
the aid of the distinguished architect, Mr. Wal- 
ter, or some one equally competent, he could no 
more have gone on with the work than he could 
model and cast such a statue as that of Gen- 
eral Jackson. But how has he managed? I pro- 
pose to say a few words on this subject. Al- 
though in 1852 we passed a law requiring all con- 
tracts for work or materials necessary for the 
Capitol, and other public buildings in this Dis- 
trict to be advertised sixty days, and let to respon- 
sible bidders, we find him, under that latitude 
usually taken by military officers, rejecting all 
offers to furnish them here in this city, and send- 
ing to Baltimore, Philadelphia, and New York, to 
purchase them in open market. Several millions 
of bricks have been obtained in these cities, and 
transported to the Capitol, at a cost of a few cents 
less than eleven dollars per thousand. You may 
see them now in immense large piles standing in 
the streets and around this building. The Secre- 


tary of War has furnished the committee with the | 


exact cost of them; and it amounts to ten dollars 
and ninety-one cents per thousand; when any 
quantity required could have been made here, of 
infinitely better quality, at seven or eight dollars. 
He also discloses the fact, that a larger portion of 
the bricks so purchased, are so small that it will 
take thirteen hundred of themto make the bulk of 
one thousand of those made in this city; a differ- 
ence in size of thirty per cent, which increases 
the cost to that extent. 

Mr. KEITT, (interrupting.) Will the gentle- 
man from Kentucky permit me toask hima ques- 
tion or two? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. KEITT, (to Mr. Stawron.) Was there 
nota contract made with certain individuals in 
Washington to furnish all the bricks necessary 
for the work? Did these contractors not fail to 
fulfill their contract? 
compelled to purchase these bricks in Philadelphia 
and New York, or else let all the employees out 
of work? Has.not a bond been given by the 
contractor? And are not the parties to that bond 
responsible to the Government for the difference 
between the cost of the brick thus procured and 
the price originally agreed upon? 

r. STANTON. I answer my honorable 
friend, emphatically wo. To the extent to which 
his questions go, the facts implied are not true. 
Here is the plain history of the whole matter. 
Mr. Wendell, of this city, was the lowest bidder 
under an advertisement made before Captain 
Meigs obtained control of the work, and was 
awarded the contract for furnishing a portion of 
the bricks required for the Capitol, at the price of 
$5 88 per thousand. In good faith he commenced 
the work, although the season was somewhat ad- 


Was not the superintendent | 


vanced, and furnished more than a million at that | 


price. He would have gone on and furnished 
every brick required, and, as he alleges made 
money by the contract, if he had been allowed to 
do so. But, sir, for economy, he established a 
yard at Bladensburg, where wood and the means 
of living were cheaper than in this city, and 
furnished some of the bricks from that place, 
which were received and entered into the build- 
ing. They are said to have been good bricks, 
and well made; but the place at which they were 
made was made a pretext afterwards for reject- 
ing them. | cannot undertake to say what was 
the real motive for rejecting them, for I do not 
know. It, however, caused great loss and sacri- 
fice to the contractor, and he was compelled to 
surrender his contract. Subsequently, however, 
when it was important to commence the work on 
the aqueduct, a portion of the very bricks thus 
rejected for the thick strong walls of the Capitol 
were purchased at a higher price for that work. 
My authority for this statement is Mr. Wendell 


himself, who told me they were sold to Captain 


Meigs and conveyed to theaqueduct. Heassured 
me, that when summoned before the select commit- 
tee, he would confirm his statement by his oath. 
I presume, sir, that neither the President nor Sec- 
retary of War are familiar with these details. 
But why go elsewhere to buy bricks when they 
could have been made here of better qualfty, in 
great abundance, and at a cheaper rate? At the 
time Wendell took his contract there were four- 
teen bidders, many of them among the most ex- į 
perienced and responsible brick-makers in the 
country. Not one single one of them askéd as 
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| high as eight dollars. The statement of these 
| bids, furnished by the Secretary of War, is in the 
‘committee room, Eleven of them are below seven 

i dollars and fifty cents per thousand.. About the’ 
‘same time a contract was made to lay the bricks 

at two dollars and forty-nine cents per thousands 
_ but the contractor, before he had: made a single 
| effort to comply with his engagement, was rè- 

leased, and the work done by. the day. The 
! Secretary of War informs the committee that the 
laying of the bricks under this mode of manage- 

iment, costs, on each wing, an average price of five 

| dollars and eight cents per thousand! There were 

| twenty-one bids for the laying of the bricks, and 

| of these but two were above five dollars. Now, 

| here is good management for you under military 

‘rule with a vengeance! Every thousand bricks 

: which go into that building costs this Government 
i sixteen dollars per thousand, exclusive of lime, 

: sand, and cement, which, at similar rates, could 

‘hardly make the total cost less than nineteen or 
i twenty dollars. This is the boasted economy which 
i military supervision brings to thè country. 

| Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, (interrupting.) 

:T have been very much interested in the gentle- 
i man’s remarks, but have been at a loss to know 

! how much importance to attach to the statements, 
‘other than his impression as to their truth, I 

| should like to know if the facts which he has 
| stated here are such as have been given in evi- 
‘dence before the committee of which he is the 
| chairman? : 
| Mr. STANTON. I want the honorable gen- 
| teman to understand them as facts, because they 
lare facts, derived from official, sourcés. With 
| the exception of what I gave upon the authority 
| of Mr. Wendell, all the other statements I have 
| made in reference to bricks, and the work done in 
i laying them, is derived from statements commu- 
| nicated to the select committee by the Secretary 
| of War, in answer to interrogatories propounded 
‘to him at my instance, and which, in due time, 
i will, I hope, be published. 

| Mr. PERKINS. Is Mr. Wendell’s statement 


|| in evidence? 
|| Mr. STANTON. Itis not. The fact that he 
|; furnished a large number of bricks, over a million, 
| in compliance with his contract, is stated by the 
| Secretary. The other facts relating to the rejec- 
| tion of the bricks from Bladensburg, and their 
subsequent purchase and use for the aqueduct, 
| rest upon the communication made to me by Mr. 
: Wendell himself, and to which he avows himself 
ready to testify underoath. Thisis the authority 
i I have for the statement; and I freely give it, that 
| E may rest under no imputation of making state- 
| ments which cannot be sustained. 
| The accomplished architect of the Capitol, who 
‘is well and intimately known to my honorable 
l friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanpuer,] is 
not only a man of great experience and skill in his 
| profession, but one whose genius and good taste, 
and high moral worth, make him an honor to his 
‘country. The design of the Capitol, in all its 
beautiful proportions and elaborate details, is his, 
; and no onecan take from him the honor of its con- 
| ception. I know that when he made the original 
| plans and estimates, he made them upon the most 
| economical and prudent scale. His purpose was 
: not to make the work, in any respect, more costly 
f than was necessary, He was a civilian, and had 
‘an eye to the cost, as well as to the appearance 
‘and dignity of the edifice. ‘The military engineer 
| neither liked his plans nor his economy; and when 
; he assumed control, he commenced a complete 
‘revolution in all things. Contracts were not only 
! broken up, as I have before shown you, but the 
| exterior and interior details all modified, changed, 
The exterior marble blocks 
; were regarded as too small, and the whole surface 
| of the building nearly doubled in thickness. This 
, brings with it, of course, increased expense. The 
i plan of the interior was broken up, and massive. 
| foundatious constructed, at considerable additionad 
‘outlay of money, to sustain the new structure. 
| The Halls of legislation are remodeled, the rooms. 
iin the basement darkened, and nearly the whole 
| building deranged. S 
| There are to beone hundred handsome coltimns 
| in the porticos to the new wings. Thesecolumns 
| were designed by the architect to be made.in gec- 
i tions of about five feet in length. Such was the 
| plan of the ancients in their splendid edifices, and 
| by many they are thought te be more substantial 


ye 
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than: columns formed of a single shaft. The en- 
gineer, however, had: grander ideas than the an- 
‘cients, and thought differently. “He requires them 
“to be quarried in a single piece. They must, 
therefore, be brought here in blocks about twenty- 
six feet long, and five or six feet square. The 
marble for them, in its rough state, would have 
‘cost about $680 per each column, as originally 
‘designed by the architect; but, under the engi- 
neer’s new idea, they will cost $1,400 each! The 
value of ‘marble increases rapidly with the increase 
of the size of the blocks, because of the great 
labor and diffienlty of securing'it in large masses. 
The columns are to be brought to this city from 
Massachusetts, and cannot be transported in or- 
dinary vessels, The means must be created, and 
vessels adapted to the purpose built by the con- 
tractors. Yes, vessels absolutely constructed for 
the sole purpose must be obtained to transport 
these immense blocks of marble from Massachu- 
Netts to the city of Washington. Here, then, is 
“an additional expenditure of over $700 on each of 
a hundred columns made necessary by the mag- 
nificent ideas of the engineer. But this is not all. 
The working of these large blocks must also cost 
more, and for reasons which every gentleman can 
easily understand. They are more difficult to 
‘handle, and will be attended with great danger and 
expense in elevating them to their positions. 
+ ‘When the last appropriation was made for con- 
tinuing the work on the Capitol, I offered an 
amendment to it, proposing to apply $20,000 of 
the sum to employ Eliram Powers an eminent 
‘American artist, to execute a piece of statuary for 
the adornment of the wings of the Capitol. The 
House refused to sanction it. The honorable 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Curneman] 
‘changed the amendment, and offered it again; 
but it met with no better fate. The same amend- 
ment, ora similar one, was twice offered in the 
Senate, and twice voted down; so here were the 
-two Houses of Congress, twice refusing to divert 
any portion of the money intended for build- 
ing the wings of the Capitol to the procurement 
of statuary. And will it be believed that, after 
these emphatic expressions of both Houses of 
-Congress against such an application of the ap- 
propriaren, $20,000 of it have been sent to Italy 
y the engineer to procure, not the statuary, but 
the mere designs and plaster models, The Sec- 
retary of War says to the committee: 

<Mr. Thomas Crawtord, a distinguished American artist, 
now in Rome, has been commissioned, at a cost of $20,000, 
to prepare designs and pluster models for fourteen etatues, 
and their accessories, to fill the tympanum of one of the 
eastern porticos, and to decorate one of the eastern doors, 
‘These it is intended to have sculptured in this city, and of 
American marble. ?? 

I need not comment upon this act, further than 
to say that, no matter under whose direction it 
was done, it shows but little respect for the will of 
Congress. 

In regard to the alterations of the original plan 
of the building, there is no less disregard of that 
body shown. The law authorized the President 
‘*to adopt a plan’ for the extension. Mr. Fill- 
more was then President, and under that law he 
acted, The plan was adopted, and the work had 
been prosecuted to a considerable extent under it. 
The law was, therefore, fully executed. It left 
no power to any subsequent President to adopt 
another plan, or materially to alter the original 
one; if so, there would have been no limit to the 
power, and the President would have the right to 
construct any description of building he chose, 
and to ineur any expense he might think proper. 
Sach was never the intention of Congress. But 
we are not left to conjecture as to who deserves 
the credit for these modifications of the plan, and 
upon whom will rest the responsibility for the 
blunders committed, ‘he Secretary of War in- 
forms us in his report, at the beginning of this 

“session, that these changes in the plan were pro- 
posed by Captain Meigs! They were adopted 
at his suggestion, with the indorsement of a board 
of scientific gentlemen. 

Let us, Mr. Chairman, look, for a moment, at 
the most material change made in the plans, And 
it is a subject, gentlemen of the committee, to 
which you have given no attention. The original 
design located the Hall of the House of Repre- 
sentatives across the west end of the wing. It 
was exposed on the north, west, and south sides, 
to the light and air, and there were fifty windows 
by which ventilation could be obtained. You can 


see from where I now stand the design. It was 
such as no one could oppose any reasonable ob- 
jection to. I venture to say that time will test the 
truth of what I say, that so long as the building 
stands it will be a source of regret to all who 
occupy it, that this arrangement of the Hall was 
not continued. The present plan, as you will 
see, locates the Hall in the center of the building, 
and surrounds it with corridors and committee 
rooms. It is modeled after the Halls of the Eng- 
lish Parliament Houses, and will prove as great 
an abortion. How is a room, thus pent up, in 
the center of a massive and complicated building, 
to be ventilated? I will read from the report of 
the engineer. I will let him speak for himself: 

“ As the warm air must ascend to the top of the room, I 
propose to let it do so in a large trunk outside of the apart- 
ment, pass into a space above the ceiling, and thence by 
numerous holes find its way, as through a sieve, into the 
room,” 

There itis. Light is not only to be brought in 
from the ceiling, but air obtained through auger 
holes, and pumped down upon us through “a 
maze of hot water-pipes’’ in winter, and ‘t melted 
ice’? in summer! This is the means of ingress. 
In what way does he expect to find egress for the 
vitiated and impure air? Hear him: 

“The exit should be through numerous holes in the 
floor, perhaps through the carpet, or the risers of the plat- 
form on whieh are the members? chairs.” - 

This 13 a specimen of military engineering, 
which will scarcely commend itself to you for the 
wisdom it displays. Does it not reverse all the 
principles of nature? Natural ventilation is by 
the ascending movement, The lighter air, instead 
of passing downward, ascends, while that which 
is denser passes up to supply its place. The air 
breathed through our lungs, and the emanations 
from the surface of the body, are at a temperature 
of about 90°, while that necessary for the comfort 
of members in the room should never exceed 65°. 
Can it be expected that this impure air will not 
ascend, and be forced down by the descending 
body of air pumped in from the ceiling to be re- 
inspired by the members? But the plan is not 
original with Captain Meigs. 

‘The British Parliament FFouses are built upon 
the same plan, and this identical scheme of ven- 
tilation was thoroughly tried, and thoroughly ex- 
ploded, before the engineer submitted it to the 
scientific board which indorsed it, The truth is, 
the Houses of Parliament have never yet been 
successfully ventilated, and never will be, unless 
the whole structure is torn down and rebuilt. It 
was in proof, before a committee of Parliament in 
1852, that $1,500,000 had been expended in fruit- 
less efforts to ventilate the EJall by mechanical con- 
trivances. The witnesses who were summoned 
before that committee were among the most emi- 
nent practical and scientific men in Europe. It 
was shown that so great were the currents and 
eddies produced by the mechanical contrivances, 
that the members would sometimes sit with their 
feet in a temperature of 6830, the centre of their 
bodies at 71°, while their heads would be in an 
atmosphere ranging at 730. Thus their feet would 
be freezing while their heads were scorching. Mr. 
S. W. Daukes, an eminent architect, in testifying 
upon oath in regard to the very plan of ventila- 
tion proposed by Captain Meigs, thus speaks of 
the pumping down process: 


« F think the system is opposed to the natural principles 
of ventilation, forcing the air contrary to its natural move- 
ment, and requiring the constant application of powerful 
machinery to obtain results that may be obtained by allow- 
ing the air to take its natural course.” 


Another distinguished gentleman, H. G. Price, 
who had devoted many years to the warming and 


| ventilating of large buildings, gavetestimony before 


the committee, and thus speaks of the same mode 
of ventilation: 

€ First of all, it neeessitates artificial power, it will not 
act except under compulsion, then it brings the vitiated 
and breathed air, that ought to be carried away and not 
breathed over again, down to the lungs to be reinspired. 
It also tends to subvert another natural law by keeping the 
head in the hottest medium and the feet in the coldest, and 


| the ventilation is arrested altogether if the motive power 
į is not keptin constant operation; whereas, in the greater 


portion of the year, nature will accomplish it, if allowed 
to do so.”? 

Other equally eminent gentlemen denounced 
the plan as “a noxious fallacy; and the com- 
mittee, before whom the testimony was given, 
commends to the attention of Parliament the tes- 
timony of Messrs. Daukes and Price, and thus 
speak of the plan of ventilation: 


e 

“The plan of forcing air into a building by mechanical 
power, to produce whatis catled plenum or plus ventila- 
tion, combined with the extracting power of a shaft, with 
furnace or steam jet, to effect what is termed vacuum ven- 
tilation, with ascending and descending current, for. the 
supply of fresh, and the abstraction of vitiated air, is, in 
the opinion.of your committee, a complicated system, and 
one which they are not prepared to approve.” ` 

The report and proceedings of the parliament- 
ary committee, are to be found in the library 
of Congress, and which I respectfully commend to 
the attention of the members of this committee who 
wish to be further informed in relation to the cast- 
off plan of British ventilation, which the military 
engineer ‘fin charge of the Capitol extension, the 
Washington aqueduct, and Fort Montgomery,” 
has adopted for the American Capitol. The whole 
design in relation to the Hall is a ridiculous folly, 
and will be grievously felt by those who succeed 
us. Better had the whole work be taken down 
than permit such folly to be perpetuated. 

But, sir, Captain Meigs is not the only military 
officer employed in civil service upon whose con- 
duct in the management of the affairs intrusted 
to him I desire to comment, in illustration of the 
evils of the policy of appointing them to stations 
they ought not to occupy. The affairs of the 
national armories have been under examination 
before the select committee, and the testimony 
taken has been printed for the use of this House. 
Money appropriated for improvements at. these 
establishments is spent with a most lavish and un- 
sparing hand, and with but little regard to the ob- 
jects for which appropriations are asked; and such 
is the mode of keeping their accounts, and making 
their returns to the Ordnance Department, that it 
is difficult, if not impossible, to determine from 
anything on record here the cost of any specific 
object of improvement upon which money has 
been expended. The present Congress is asked 
for money for certain enumerated objects of im- 
provement at Harper’s Ferry, said by the com- 
mandant to-be absolutely necessary. He sub- 
mits estimates for each item, with brief reasons 
for the appropriation. Congress relies upon these 
estimates, and grants the appropriations, It will 
be seen by the following extract from the testi- 
mony of a Mr. Kitzmiller, the clerk of the Far- 
per’s Ferry armory, how the military commandant 
manages at that establishment: 

“Question. Did the military superintendents at Harper’s 
Ferry, in the management of the armory and the expendi- 
ture of appropriations, observe rigidly the regulations laid 
down by the Ordnance Department ? 

“answer. There was, of course, a departure when they 
diverted funds fraggione appropriation to another. 

“ Question. W improvements were made last yearand 
year betore, for which appropriations are asked the present 
year; and upon what authority were these improvements 
commenced ? 

“Answer. The cistern, for which an appropriation of 
$1,000 is asked, the repairs to bell shops and boring mills, 
for which. $1,800 is asked, and the tilt- hammer, for which 
$1,300 is asked, under the head of appropriations for re- 
pairs, improvements, and new machinery, for the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1855, have been already built, 
and paid for out of the appropriation tor repairs, &c., for 
this year. In 1846 there was an appropriation made of 
$16,500 for bhilding a new rolling mill and forge, which was 
drawn at the time and nsed for other purposes, with that 
latitude, heretofore explained, and not for the”purpose for 
which it was made. ‘Phe rolling mill and forge was not built 
until 1853, and the cost of them was taken from the appro- 
priation for repairs, &c., for the present year. fn 1848-9, 
an appropriation for the purchase of lands and houses was 
made; but as they could not be bought at the time, that ap- 
propriation was expended for other purposes. The prop- 
erty was, however, bought, and paid for out of the present 
year. 

« If the appropriations had been applied for the purposes 
for which they were intended, there would be no money 
wanting now. J state these facts to explain the embarras- 
ment of tbe funds of the appropriation for repairs, &c., at 
the present time.?? 

It will be thus seen that for objects already ac- 
complished, paid for, and actually in use, Con- 
gress is asked to appropriatemoney. The money 
is not needed for these purposes, and the esti- 
mates do not disclose the real motives for which 
it is needed. The clerk, however, tells us, in 
another part of his testimony, that if the money 
is appropriated, they will use it to supply the 
place of money appropriated for other improve- 
ments, which have never yet been commenced, 
but the fund for which has been applied to other 
purposes. This system of misapplying the ap- 


| propriations and misleading Congress, commenced 
| in 1845, and the clerk exonerates the late super- 


intendent, Colonel Huger, from all responsibility 
under it. But the abuse is one of some magni- 
tude, and serves well to show the disregard of 
law and economy by military men in civil places. 
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I tell gentlemen around me that these are but a 
small sample of the evils which grow out of the 
practice of assigning them to civil duties. These 
evils are a mine in which it would be well for 
the country if members of Congress would bur- 
row alittle more. They will find greater latitude 
taken by these men in the discharge of their du- 
ties than is allowed by any other Government in 
the world, having any pretensions to be governed 
by the restraints of law. ` 

Sir, the recent falling of the Little Falls bridge 
is another example of the bad management of mil- 
itary officers in charge of civil works. How the 
bridge fell, and what caused it, is well known. 
But I wish to refer to the money expended. We 
were asked to appropriate $50,000 for that work. 
We gave $30,000, and $5,700 was borrowed from 
the corporation of Georgetown, all of which is 
expended; $12,000 was paid to the contractor for | 
the iron work of the bridge, every cent of which is 
lost; and what is left for the other $23,000? 
Nothing but two stone piers, containing, according 
to the statement of the engineer, two thousand 
perches of masonry, including alittle patching on 
the Virginia abutment! Now, according to my 
calculations, this masonry, which ought not to have 
cost more than five or six dollars per perch, has 
cost the Government more than eleven, without 
taking into consideration the $12,000 lost by the 
falling of the bridge. The engineer, however, esti- 
mates the cost at eight dollars per perch, but does 
not embrace any of the expenses for tools, scaf- 
folding, and other objects connected with the 
work. These engineers have their own way of | 
arriving at the cost of work. It is like the prac- | 
tice which prevails at the armories, by which 
they are enabled to show wonderful economy in 
the cost of the arms fabricated. It is something 
like this: they count the labor and materials, and 
such other items as they choose to make an ele- 
ment in the calculation, but take no account of the 
immense sums expended for handsome residences, 
(one of which is said to have cost not less than 
#50,000,) beautifully improved grounds, and other 
objects not less extravagant, and for which the Gov- 
ernmentappropriates money every year. Oh, no! 
These do not enter into the cost.of manufacture. 
“ They are supposed to be worth their cost.’’ 
And so it is with the engineers. Money expended 
in buying oxen, procuring facilities for executing 
the work, superintendence, mileage, &c., are not 
taken into the estimate of cost, although the Gov- 
ernment pays it. 

While these engineers are thus employed upon | 
works for which they ltave little or no qualification, | 
to the extent of two thirds of their whole corps, 
Congress is appealed to, to increase their num- 
bers—and for what purpose? If those employed 
in civil service are needed in the duties belonging 
rightfully to their profession, why not dismiss 
them from civil employment, and restore them to 
their military occupations? The Senate has 
passed a bill, which is in this House, providing 
for sixty-two new cadets, to be appointed by the 
Senators from each State, and intended for the | 
Engineer Corps. It cannot be possible that, under 
the existing state of things, this body will give | 
its sanction to such a measure, The members of | 
the committee, if they -will take the trouble to 
examine the testimony before the select commit- 
tee, will see names of the officers engaged upon 
civil works, and the respective positions which 
they occupy. i 

lt is said these officers get no extra pay while 
in civil service—that the positions are not agree- | 
able to them, and they would rather be employed 
in military service. Sir, it may be that all do not 
receive additional pay; but some of them do; and į 
I cannot be convinced that they prefer other sta- | 
tions. They cling with too much tenacity to their | 
comfortable places. They fight to retain them | 

“with too much ferocity for me to believe any such 
thing. It would be an easy matter for them to | 
be relieved, if the positions were a burden, by | 

i 


inducing their friends in Congress to vote with me || 


to forbid by law their employment in civil service 
hereafter, whilé they remain in the Army. | 
1 


Captain Beauregard, an engineer officer, is in į; 


charge of the construction of the New Orleanseus- 
tom-house. A law of Congress provided, thatif a | 
military officer should be appointed to that ser- | 
vice, he was to have $3,000 salary, less his regu- 
tar pay, which was 9600. His allowances for 

fuel, quarters, servants, horses, forage, subsist- 


a 


! in the northern part of New York. 


i vided, Thatin case the superintendency of the b 


t 


i 


'tleman from Kentucky allow me to sayva word 


| also asa very efficient—as one of the most efficient 
| —agents the Government has ever had in the posi- 


| has had these things under examination. 
known, also, that witnesses summoned before the }! p 


ence, &c., which, Lhave no doubt, amount to three 
or four times his regular pay,are not deducted. 1 
venture to say, that Captain Beauregard, instead 
of receiving $3,000, less $600, receives in all 
nearer $5,000. No wonder, sir, these officers are 
sensitive about their positions. But this is not 
all. The enginéer who is in charge of the Capi- 
tol has also under his superintendence the construc- 
tion of the aqueduct, and a little fort somewhere 
I cannot tell 
why this fortis hung on to him; or him to the fort, 
unless it enables him to travel occasionally at the 
rate of ten cents per mile, or affords him some 
other allowance. e certainly has his hands full 
here, and can give but little attention to the fort. 

I have investigated the facts in relation to the 
allowances to Colonel Ripley, in command at the 
Springfield armory; and his pay for transportation 
from place to place amounts to a good round sum. 
His pay proper, fora period of about twelve years 
at the armory, amounts to $8,786, while the total 
sum he received in the shape of allowances of va- | 
rious kinds, exclusive of this, is not less than 
$25,000. While his subsistence allowance was 
only $3,565 60 for this period, his longevity ra- 
tions—one additional ration for every five years’ 
service—are set down at $5,418 60. Such, sir, is 
the way in which these allowances are eked out. 

Now, sir, Captain Beauregard, of New Orleans, | 
has not only the custom-house there to superin- 
tend, but he has several works of river and harbor 
improvements under his charge, and several mili- 
tary works. Ifallowed transportation while cir- 
culating between these points, his pay may be 
increased greatly beyond what I have estimated. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. Will the gen- ! 


or two here? 
Mr. STANTON. Most certainly. 
Mr. PERKINS. The officer of whom the gen- į 
tleman from Kentucky speaks is known to me by ! 
character asa gentleman. He is known to me} 


tion which he occupies. And I should ask the 
entleman from Kentucky—although he may not: 
intend these remarks of his to be statements of facts 
—to forbear making suggestions in regard to him | 
from which, in the minds of others, inferences 
may be deduced which he would not wish to aver 
as facts, and yet which will be received as such. | 
Now, sir, my reason for interrupting the gen- || 
tleman in the first instance, was the absence of the | 
gentleman (Mr. Crate] who is at the head of the ; 
Committee on Public Buildings, and who is partic- į 
ularly informed upon the subject—and perhaps, as | 
the gentleman has said, he is the only one, except ; 
himself, who is thoroughly informed upon the 
subject. I know that gentleman, and I have often 
had conversations with him upon the subject, and 
his views are directly opposed to those which the 
gentleman has uttered. He holds the position | 
of chairman of the committee, which the gen- | 
tleman held last session. His sources of inform- 
ation are the same with those of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, and I ask the gentleman to for- 
bear statements, which may not be intended as 
facts, but mere opinions, but which will have all 
the weight, before the country, as if they were 
statements made by the chairman of the commit- 
tee, and also of the special committee, pne j 
t isj 


committee have been examined under oath. ii 
interrupted the gentleman before, because | could |! 


| not discriminate between what he stated upon his : 


own authority and that which he intended to| 
state as the result of that investigation. I beg the | 
gentleman’s pardon, and that of the committee, | 
for interrupting him; but the allusion which he | 
made to Captain Beauregard gave me the occasion, į 
which I was happy to embrace. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not understand very ; 
fully the allusion of the gentleman from Kentucky |; 
(Mr. Sranron] to the superintendent at New Or- |, 
leans, and I think it doubtful whether the com- : 
mittee understood it differently from myself. The | 
law upon the subject, which, | suppose, is the law | 
which governs the case, I will read: il 

« For continuing the construction of the custom-house at i 


New Orleans, Louisiana, $150,000, subject to the limita- ; 


tions and restrictions imposed on the appropriation made l 
s: Pro-: 


for the same object at the last session of Congress: 


| Captain Beauregard injustice. 


| are proved, to be facts. 


uilding be | 


confided to an officer detailed from the Corps of Topograph- | 


ical Engineers, the acting architect be dispensed with, and 
the said superintendent allowed a compensation not ex- 
ceeding eight dollars a day.” 

_ 1 did not understand the gentleman as atating‘it 
in that way. I understood him to state that: he 
was to have an amount not exceeding $3,000, de- 
ducting his compensation as officer. 

Mr. STANTON, Is there not another law? 

_Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The law of the second ses- 
sion of last Congress is: 

‘¢ For continuing the construction of the custom-house at 
New Orleans, Louisiana, $324,000, subject to the limitations 
and restrictions imposed on the appropriations made for the 
same object, at the second session of the last Congress, as re- 
specting the plan upon which the building is to be erected.”? 


Mr.STANTON. Is there nothing said there 
about the salary of the officer? : 
Mr. HOUSTON. There ia not. 


Mr. STANTON. f may be mistaken; but if I 
am, I was led into the error by the statement 
made by the Secretary of War, or by some one 
of his officers, in which it is stated that his salary 
is $3,000, less the $600. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not say that the gen- 
tleman is mistaken, but that is my impression. 

Mr. STANTON. Eight dollars a day is about 
$3,000 per annum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. True, but here is no deduc- 
tion. The statement of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky went to show that the Government, or the 
Administration—whichever it was—was- deduct- 
ing a compensation clearly below the point ‘in- 
tended by Congress. If the compensation of the 
officer was to be deducted from? $3,000, 1 sup- 
pone it would include the entire compensation, 
his rations, servant hire, horses, and everythings 
whereas, I understand the gentleman to say that 
the compensation deducted from $3,000 is only his 
pay proper as an officer in the Army. 

Mr. STANTON. Imay be mistakenas to the 
allowance made by law to this officer; and if so, 
I will most cheerfully correct it. I have the let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he 
refers to it, and by which I find that he receives 
the full amount of pay allowed by the act, eight 
dollars per day, and his Army pay and ‘allow- 
ances in addition. In reply to the honorable gen- 
Ueman from Louisiana, (Mr. Perkins,] I have to 
say, that I have not the slightest disposition to do 
If he had heard 
my remarks, he would recollect that 1 professed 
only to have investigated critically the allowances 


| made to Colonel Ripley, and not those made to 


Captain Beauregard. l have no idea that any of 
these officers are in receipt of one cent more than 
they are legally entitled to under our miserable 


| system of laws. 


Mr. PERKINS. It was because I did hear 
that remark, that I desired the gentleman to for- 
bear remarks which would be taken as statements 
of facts, and not mere suggestions, 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly not. [have stated 
as facts nothing but what are facts, and there are 
enough actual existing abuses under the system 
against which I am speaking to answer my. pur- 
pose, without traveling beyond what I know, or 
But I have spoken much 
longer than 1 had intended, and, indeed, have not 
much more to say. Popular sentiment is. aroused 
upon this subject,and the time has come for Con- 
gress to interfere and break up the objectionable 
system, Iam well convinced that the practice of 
lacing military men over the citizen mechanics 
is odious not only to them, but to a large majority 
of other citizens. But few mechanics who are 
employed under military officers are satisfied with 
the practice. If all do not complain, it is only 
because complaint is regarded as insubordination, 
to be met with punishmentby dismissal. Military 
men claim the right to act in such cases without 
question, and there is no appeal from their decis- 
ion. To remonstrate would be discontent, in 
military language, while in American workshops 
it would only be the exercise of a civil right. i 

Hardships of great enormity. are put upon the 
workmen at the armories, which would not go 
unrėdressed in civil life. [tis in proof before the 
committee, that at Harper’s Ferry the command- 
ant was in the habit of depriving the workmen of 
a portion of their hard-earned wages, in the-most 
arbitrary and cruel manner. The wages-of piece 
workmen were regulated by fixed tariffs of prices, 
and the men earned much or little, as their industry 
and capacity would enable them But, at the end 
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ofthe month, when their work was done, in- | 
spected, and approved, if the workmen had, by 
superior skill and industry, earned more than the 
‘military commandant, considered a fair average | 
month’s wages, he would, without reason or jus- 
tice, deduct a portion. from the amount. This is | 


proved clearly by several respectable witnesses, |: 


and cannot.be denied. If these men complained, 
their complaints met with haughty disregard, or | 
were looked upon as insubordination. What re- | 
dress had the poor workmen? Complaints were | 
idle, and only subjected the one who made them 
to some greater act of tyranny, if such a thing 
could be perpetrated. In civil life, the party so 
treated by his employer could cail to his aid the 
strong arm of the law,and by that means recover | 
what was honestly earned by him. But not so at | 
the armovies. ‘Ele must submit quietly to the in- 


justice, or lose his place. H 


i do not mean to say that all the officers who 
have had command of the armories have shown | 
such arbitrary bearing and conduct. By no means. 
There are some exceptions; but for a greater. part 


of the time these establishments have been under |, 


the control of the military officers, the officers in | 
command have. been. arbitrary and. tyrannical 
towards the men under them. The consequence | 


© of all this is, that the dissatisfaction has extended 
itself outside of the armories, and citizens from all 
quarters of the Union are memorializing Congress 
to restore the civil superintendency. 

It is idle to say that civilians of proper qualifi- | 
cations cannot be had to fill these offices. 1 have : 
no patience with those who assert that Army 
officers are better qualified for these places than | 
other men. The history of the country, the ex- 
perience of the Government, our own reason, 
teaches us that is not so. Then why not yield to 
what is manifestly the interest ot the Government | 
and the desire of the people, and forbid their em- 
ployment in such service for the future ?* 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Chairman, | ask the indul- 
gence of the committee while | make an explana- 
uon.. | am on the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which the question of the Capi- 
tol. extension has been committed; and also on the 
special committee raised for the purpose of exam- 
ining into the superintendency of the national arm- 
ories, the extension of the Capitol, the employment 
of military offivers for the construction of custom- | 
houses, and other cognate matters. I believe that 
the question of the extension of the Capitol has | 
been thoroughly investigated by the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds; but the continuous 
session of the special committee for the jast three 
months, to which I have given attendance, has 
precluded me from joining in the investigations of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


* NoTrE. =the folloying card appeared in the | 
National Intelligencer of Thursday morning: 


WASHINGTON, June 14, 1854. | 
To rue Eprrors: Will you allow me enough of your 
space to natice an assertion made by Mr. STANTON, in his | 
-speech to day, that 1 had rejected bricks offered by Mr. | 
Wendell for the Capitol extension, under his contract, as | 
unfit for that building, and afterwards bought from him the 


very same bricks to use in the aqueduct? 

Whenever Mr. Sranron’s informant swears to that state- 
ment, J shall produce Mr. Tait, the sworn inspector of the 
Government, Wha inspected and rejected Mr. Wendell 
Bladensburg bricks, And who also inspected the bricks 
bought for the aqueduct, and he will swear to the contrary, 

Respectfully, M. ©. MEIGS, 

Captain of Engineers. 

In answer to the above, I will merely call atten- 
tion to the subjoined letter of Mr. Wendell him- 
self, which fully sustains mein the remarks made, 
to which Captain Meigs, in his card, takes excep- 
tion: 


WASHINGTON, June 15, 1854. 

Sır: My attention has been called to a card of Captain 
M.-C. Meigs, Superintendent of the Capitol extension, pub- 
lished in the National [uteligencer of this date, which 
would seem 10 make it imperative on me to put in writing 
the facts which were verbally communicated to you by me 
some short time since. 

T asserted that Captain Meigs received from me bricks 
burnt at the Bladensburg yard ; that afterwards, bricks from 
the same kiln were rejecied at the Capitol, and subsequently 
to their rejection, were purchased by Captain Meigs ata 
higher price than | would have been paid, under my contract, 
and shipped from the yard for the aqueduct. 

I repeat these assertions, and stand ready, at any mo- 
ment, to substantiate them by testimony which cannot be 
doubted in this community. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. WENDELL. | 
on. R. H. Sranton, House of Representatives. 


its great purposes. 


: and the number and efficiency of the arms manu- 
: factured, 
; the two systems. 


: Kentucky has come to. 


: are notanxious to beemployed as theyare. Major 


| duties connected with the superintendency of the | 
on the Capitol extension question, p 


į also, in this connection, that I cannot concur in 


; question at this time. 


- . . G . i 
as taken into consideration only the question of | 
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my rėcoliection of the testimony is this: One or two 
of the witnesses who had been superintendents 
under the civil system, but had been dismissed, did 
speak feelingly and enthusiastically of disaffection ; 
but when we brought it down to the cause, it was 
ascertained to be this: the disaffection was because 
the military superintendent refused to have the 
armory converted into a cabbage mart and pig sty. 
Yes, sir, as faras l remember, the disaffection grew | 
out of the fact that the country people were not j 
allowed to sell milk, butter, and various other com- 
modities, to the men during the hours of work and 
in the armories. 

I do not propose, however, to discuss the ques- | 
tion. I shall submit a minority report within a 
short time, one almost entirely of factsand figures. 
l intend that it shall be a collation and digest of 
the laws, reports of various superintendents, and 
expenses under each, in the manufacture of arms, | 


Then the House will decide between 


As to the other matters, I desire to say that no 
testimony has been before our committee. It is 
true that answers were given to questions pro- 
pounded to the Secretary of War; but beyond 
their application to armories I have not examined 
them; and I am not prepared to say that I could 
come to the same conclusions that my friend from 
Lam here, sir, the par- 
tisan of no man, and the blind advocate of no 
Administration. T desire to hold the scales evenly 
and justly; wherever the Administration is right 
I propose to sustain it; wherever it is wrong | 
shall oppose it. 

In this matter, as in all others, whenever any 
man has been called to discharge a high public 
trust, | will regard him prima fucieus having done 
his duty, and hence, without some reasonable tes- 
timony, without facts properly authenticated, I 
will not conclude that the President of the United : 
States has violated the law, and that the Secretary į 
of War has trampled down the enactments of this 
body. I mean to say, also, these military men 


Hauger, not unknown to fame for his military ex- 
ploits in Mexico,who was the military superintend- 
entat Harper’s Ferry, told me that he, as well | 
as other officers, would. be glad to get rid of the | 


national armories, because they had no additional į 
compensation allowed them, and had onerous du- | 
ties to perform. lam informed, also, by the highest 
authority, that the Secretary of War will not 
furnish the Secretary of the Treasury, or Secretary 
of the Navy, with as many military officers as they 
desire. These public mén, these men with civil 
trusts confided to them, have, in the discharge of 
their duties, made application to the Secretary of 
War for an additional number of offices, which he | 
has been compelled to refuse. I desire to say, | 


i 
| 
this idea of expelling military men from connec- | 
tion with the national armories. The Government, i 


tary superintendency comes up, I shall be prepared i 
to present my views more fally upon this subject. | 
I am unbiased—I desire to discharge a public || 
duty, and I will not prejudge a great question; | 
nor will I, where the blood of the people, and the | 
honor of our flag are involved, turn the subject | 
over to the struggles of partisan warfare, or the |} 
biddings of future political gamesters. When the | 
public interests are at stake, I shall ask no ques- | 


tion about the complexion of the Administra- 
tion. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly House bill 
No. 48, being a bill.‘ making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govefn- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1855,’” 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Dicums, their Secretary, informing the House 
that they had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

An act (No. 51) for the relief of the widow and 
heirs of Elijah Beebe, 

Also, that they had agreed to the amendment of 
the House to the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill of the House (No. 311) regulating the pay 
of deputy postmasters; and 

That they had agreed to the resolution of the 
House providing for the adjournment of the two 
Houses, with an amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-five minutes past four o’clock, p. m.,) 
the House adjourned untill to-morrow at -twelve 
o'clock, m. 


I move that the committee do 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, June 15, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Wituram H. MILBURN. 
TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER presented the credentials of 
Hon. Jurus Rockwewt, appointed by the Exec- 
utive of Massachusetts a Senator from that State 


| until the next meeting of the Legislature, in the 


place of Hon. Epwarp EVERETT, resigned. 

The credentials were read, and the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
RockwE tt, he took his seat in the Senate. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. WALKER presented a memorial of resi 


dents of Calumet county, Wisconsin, and owners 
of land in the Stockbridge reservation, praying to 
be protected in their titles to said land; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Oneida, in the State of New York, pray- 
ing a reduction in the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the petition of P.C. 
Miles, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying to be 
allowed an increase of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of the 
heirs of Colonel John D. Thompson, late of Cecil 
county, Maryland, deceased, praying to be al- 
lowed the commutation pay and bounty land to 
which the said Colonel Thompson was entitled ag 
an officer in the war of the Revolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. WELLER presented joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of California, in rela~ 
tion to an appropriation for the removal of the 
wreck of the ship Aberdeen, in San Francisco 
harbor; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of J. Rutherford Worster, 
of the city of San Francisco, California, and other 
citizens of that State, praying Congress to make 
an appropriation for the removal of the wreck of 
the ship Aberdeen, in the harbor of San Francis- 
co; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a letter of J. C. Fré- 
mont, addressed to the editors of the National In- 
telligencer, communicating some general results of 
a recent winter expedition across the Rocky 
Mountains for the survey of a railroad to the Pa- 
cific; which was referred to the select committee 
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on the subject of a railroad to the Pacific, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Samuel 
Crapin, praying to be allowed arrears of pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of Scituate, 
Massachusetts, praying that a pension may be 
granted to Josiah Mann, in consideration of his 
services as a seaman in the Navy during the late 
war with Great Britain, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


NEW POST ROUTES. 


_ Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following resolu- 
tion for considerations which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Stony Point to William Ai- 
len’s, in Livingston parish, Louisiana, from thence by way 
of Duncan Blue and Edward Stamp’s, to Springfield, in 
said parish of Livingston ; and also a post route from Baton 
Rouge, by way of Robert Huston’s, in Livingston parish, 
Coelk post office, the French settlement and Bayou Barbary 
post office, to Springfield. 

REBECCA J. BIRDSALL. 


Mr. RUSK. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Rebecca J. Birdsall, have instructed me 
to report a joint resolution for her relief. lask for 
its consideration now as it is but a small matter 
which will involve no debate. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Postmaster General to 
cause to be paid to Mrs. Birdsall, widow of Ira 
Birdsall, deceased, late mail agent for the United 
States, the balance of pay for the current year’s 
service, to which her late husband would have 
been entitled if he had lived. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


TEXAS DEBT. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I have been 
instructed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
were referred several memorials on the subject, 
and also a bill to provide for the payment of cer- 
tain creditors of the late Republic of Texas, to 
report that bill back to the Senate with an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Chair. I beg leave to 
say that the amendment which the committee 
recommends, in fact as a substitute for the bill 
referred to them, is not such a one as commands 
my entire approbation, but it was the only bill 
which the committee were enabled to agree upon, 
and it, at all events, furnishes the ground work for 
such a bill as may be satisfactory to the Senate, 
and as may do justice to all the parties concerned. 


WILLIAM DUER. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred 
the petition of William Duer, to submit a report 
upon the case, accompanied by a bill for his relief. 
I ask that the bill be now put upon its passage. Í 
think there can be no objection to it. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Itis designed to direct the 
Secretary of State to audit, settle, and adjust an 
account of the expenses incurred by William 
Duer, while consul of the United States at the 

ort of Valparaiso,in Chili, during the year 1852, 
in the support and defense of William N. Stuart, 
an American citizen, arrested and arraigned before 
the courts of Chili upon a charge of murder, and 
for the transportation of Stuart to the United 
States after his release, together with an equitable 
advance upon the amount thus ascertained for the 
use‘of the money during the interval. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting the words “ necessary actual,” before 
the words ‘“expenses,” so as to provide for the 
payment of the ‘necessary actual expenses in- 
curred.’? 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

The amendment was agreed to; the bill was re- 


I have no objection to the. 


| the lands owned and claimed by them in the Ter- | 
| ritory of Minnesota and State of Wisconsin. The | 


ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. The bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, ; 
and passed. The report of the committee was | 
ordered to be printed. 


On-the motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Sen- | 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to: 
consider the bill from the House to provide for the | 
extinguishment of the title of the Chippewa In-' 
dians to the lands owned and claimed by them in | 
the Territory of Minnesota and State of Wiscon- 
sin, and for their domestication and civilization. 

It proposes to authorize the President to cause 
negotiations to be entered into with the Chippewa 
Indians, for the extinguishment of their title to all į 


treaties are to contain the following provisions, and 
such others as may be requisite and proper to 
carry them into effect: 

First. Granting to each head of a family in fee- | 
simple a reservation of eighty acres of land, to be | 
selected in the territory ceded, so soon as surveys | 
shall be completed, by those entitled, which res- 
ervation shall be patented by the President of the 
United States, and the patent shall expressly de- | 
clare that the lands shall not be alienated or leased 
by the reservees, or their heirs and legal repre- | 
sentatives, until otherwise ordered by Congress, 
and no change of location shall be made without | 
the assent of the President of the United States. 

Second. The annuities to which the Indians are 
entitled under existing treaties, with the consent 
of the Indians, together with such as may be 


| allowed them for the cession or cessions under the | 
| provisions of the act, shall be equally distributed : 


and paid them at their villages or settlements 
within the limits of the ceded territory ;;but, the 
President shall be invested with power to cause | 
the annuities to be commuted, from time to time, | 
for such articles of goods, provisions, stock, cattle, 
implements of agriculture, the clearing and fencing 
of land, and the erection of buildings and other | 
improvements, as in his discretion will conduce ' 
most to promote their comfort, civilization, and | 
permanent. welfare. | 

Third. All the benefits and privileges granted | 
to the Indians shall be extended to and enjoyed by | 
the mixed bloods belonging to or connected with | 
the tribe, and who shall permanently reside on the 
ceded lands. : 

Fourth. The laws of the United States and the 
Territory of Minnesota shall be extended over 
the Chippewa territory whenever it may be ceded, 
and the same shall cease to be ‘‘ Indian country,” 
except that the lands reserved to the Indians, or 
other property owned by them, shall be exempt 
from taxation and execution, and that the act 
passed June 30, 1834, “to regulate trade and 
intercourse with the Indian tribes,” &c., be in- 
operative over the ceded territory, except the 
twentieth section, which prohibits the introduction ; 
and sale of spirituous liquors to Indians. { 

Fifth. The President shall have power to pre- | 


| scribe and enforce such rules and regulatioyis, not | 


inconsistent with the provisions of the bil}, as he! 
may deem necessary for the effectual execution of | 
the purposes of the act, which rules and regula- 
tions shall be annually reported to Congress. | 

For the purpose of defraying the expenses of | 
the negotiations, the sum of $10,000 is proposed | 
to be appropriated. i 

Mr. PEARCE. Ishould be glad to know from | 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Afairs, . 
the extent of territory which is proposed to be, 
negotiated for, or what is the extent of lands | 
held by these Indians. I should also like to know | 
how much will be required to bereserved to them | 
by the treaty which is thus authorized, and fur- ; 


ther what is the amount acquired by our last nego- |) 


tiations. . I think we acquired some lands from | 
them a year or two since. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I did not hear distinctly | 
the questions of the honorable Senator, but | am | 
unable to state exactly the amount of lands which | 
is now claimed by the Chippewa Indians in th 
State of Wisconsin and in the Territory of Min 
nesota. The amount claimed is very large, em 
bracing mineral country around Lake Superior. | 
The object of the bill is to open to settlement the | 
country, which is very valuable for its varied min- | 
eral resources. The proposition does not design | 


if 
| 
| 
| 
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i 
H 
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to remove the Indiansatall. Theideais to obtain 
the whole of our national domain: there, and itis 
very large. Perhaps the Senators from Wiscon- 
sin can give more definite information as to-the 
amount of land owned by the Indians, and which 
the bill proposes to procure to be ceded. 

The terms of the bill require the President to 
secure a reservation of about eighty acres to each 
head of a family upon the ceded territory; so 
that there will not be a necessity for the removal 
of any portion of the tribe, nor will any expenses 
be entailed on the Government in consequence of 
the treaty. It secures to them all that is necessary 
for the permanent residence and accommodation 
of the Indian population, and throws the balance 
of the country open to settlement. 

I believe l have now answered the questions of 
the Senator as far as Í am able to understand him. 
I suppose the amount owned by the Indians is 
probably seven millions of acres, and in conse- 
quence of its being secured by treaty, the whole 
of it is excluded from settlement. It is very desir- 
able that it should be opened, for it contains a 
great many copper mines around the lake. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have not heard the bill read 
distinctly, but it seems to me there is something 
unusual in it. I do not recollect that we have 
been in the habit of passing bills, in which we 
provide that the Executive shall open negotia- 
tions, and also stipulate the terms of those nego- 
liations. It rather seems to me that a legislative 
act of that sort is somewhat an Interference with 
the treaty-making power. It also seems to me 
that if we were to pass this bill, and the Execu- 
tive were to make a treaty in conformity with its 
provisions, making the stipulations which it con- 
templates, the Senate would not be bound to ratify 
it; and if not, it is irregular, and rather an en- 
croachment upon the Executive authorigy to indi- 
cate the terms upon which treaties shall be made. 
I should be glad to be informed whether that view 
is incorrect. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Mary- 
land is mistaken in supposing that this is without 
precedent. On the contrary we have taken the 
Initiative in treating with the Indians always by 
an act of Congress. We have always had legis- 
lation directing the President to open negotiations. 
Many of the treaties which have been negotiated 
lately, and ratified by. the Senate, with the tribes 
of Nebraska and Kansas, were authorized by an 
act of Congress two years since; and all negotir 
ations are entered into generally under a law of 
Congress, not conferring upon the President the 
power, but directing him to open the negotiation, 
and providing the means for carrying it on. 

As to the provision in the bill which prescribes 
certain features which shall go into, and forma 
part of the treaty, | would refer the Senator to a * 
precedent which forms a very distinguished fea- 
ture in the past Indian policy of this Government. 
lt was the old act of 1830, passed during General 
Jackson’s administration, by which the President 
was empowered to negotiate, upon certain stipu- 
Jated terms, treaties with the Indians, which were 
to embrace particular features, And treaties were, 
to a great extent, negotiated between 1830 and 
1836, in strict pursuance of the terms of that law, 
Everything relating to the Indian policy, and the 
powers of the Executive, and the Senate, and. of 
Congress, in reference to these matters, was very 
fully discussed at that time. So far, then, as the 
precedent goes, that, sir, is full ag to the propriety 
and power of Congress to take ‘the initiative to 
the extent which we have proposed here. 

Independent of the general power or constitu- 
tional propriety, there is a great necessity for the 
adoption of a law prescribing something like uni- 
formity in Indian treaties, which are to be nego- 
tiated hereafter. If there has been heretofore, in 
our system of Indian policy, any evil unmixed, 
almost, with any good, it is the great diversity 
which has creptinto the Indian treaties which haye 
been negotiated. This bill proposes to rectify, to 
a certain extent, that difficulty, by prescribing 
certain fandamentai conditions which shall form 
a part of every treaty to be negotiated hereafter. 
They are few and simple, and they do not take 
from the Executive the power to introduce any 
other provision which he may, in his discretion, 
deem proper to adopt. It only prescribes’in this 
case, that the Indians shall not be removed from 
the territory, but shall be planted upon individual 
proprietary reservations which shall be inalien- 
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able; and if reserves to. them those rights which 
are secured by former treaties. : 
“With the solitary exception of that particular 


provision, L believe there is nothing substantial | 


required by this bill to be incorporated in the trea- 
ties, which is not in other bills. It is because we 
degire’some uniform policy for the government of 
otr Executive in making our treaties, that it was 
thought proper ‘to make it obligatory upon the 
President as the law of the land which he, as the 
Executive, is no more at liberty to disregard than 
is any other officer of the Government. 

Mr: PEARCE. If the precedent to which the 
Senator from Arkansas has referred be as he sup- 
poses, it is, of-course, in point; but I do not think 
that anything is dueto its authority notwithstand- 
ing. It does seem to me to be altogether out of 
the competency of Congress tó prescribe the 
terms of'a tresty, and that is precisely what this 
bill undertakes to do. It says the President “ is 
hereby authorized to cause negotiations to be en- 
tered into with the Chippewa Indians,” ‘* which 
treaty shall contain the following provisions,” 
&e. | [t- seems to me to be an attempt, by legisla- 
tion, to control and mould a treaty, and to take, 
in substance and form, an authority which belongs 
solely to the Executive. 

1 know itis very common to insert in appropri- 
ation bills a clause appropriating money to enable 
the President to carry on negotiations, which are 
to result in Indian treaties. To that I make no 
manner of objection, but this seems to meto bea 
departure from the general principle, in spite of the 
one precedent to which the Senator has referred, 
atid therefore a violation of the constitutional au- 
thority of the Executive to make treaties, for the 
bill provides the terms upon which we propose 
the treaty shall be made. As well might Con- 
gress passupon and ratify the treaties themselves, 
as direct in advance the provisions which shall 
form a part of those treaties, and give to them 
their character. 

“This, therefore, as my friend from North Caro- 
knn [Me Banger] suggests to me, is introducing 
the House of Representatives in a new character, 
to wit, the character of a part of the treaty- 
making power. They may alter and amend this 
bill, they may strike out any provision which is 
put in and insert another, and so the treaty to be 
made is to be made by the House of Representa- 
tives, which is no part of the treaty-making power, 
Practically this may be in itself of no great im- 
portance, but it is important that we should adhere 
toi the forms and spirit of the Constitution, and we 
should not undertake to do, by a legislative act, 
that which properly: belongs, and belongs solely 
to the Executive authority. I think, therefore, I 

, shall not be able to give my assent to the bill. 

“Mr. WELLER. I hope this bill will be al- 

#lowed to lie over until to-morrow. 
questions are presented in it, asit now stands, 
regard itas a direct encroachment upon the Ex- 
ecutive power. It will be, as the Senator has al- 
ready said, the introduction of the tlouse of Rep- 
resentatives into thetreaty-making power. Under 
our form of government that power is vested ex- 
clusively in the Executive and in the Senate. I 
do not'see how the President could approve of 
this act, because it: is. adirect encroachment on 
the part of the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment upon the power vested, under the Constitu- 
tion, exclusively in the Executive. hope, there- 
fore, the bill may be postponed, at all events 
until to-morrow; “and I make the motion for the 
postponement of its further consideration until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihaveno objection to it. 
‘Fhe motion was agreed to. 


RED RIVER RAFT. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In the last river and har- 
bor bill which was passed, there was a provision 
made for the removal of the Red river raft. At 
a‘subsequent.time, and during the same Congress, 
on the Tth January, 1853, it was thought that the 
appropriation could be so used as. to secure the 
removal ofthe whole of the raft for that sum, and 
that it could be kept removed for a number of 
years, and application was made to Congress, 
which passed a joint resolution, which, as it is 
very short, I will read. 

“í A resolution explanatory of the act appropriating money 
for the removal of the raft of Red river. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


Some serious | 


1 


|! be expended for the improvement of Red river un- 


1 
so much of the act entitled “An actmaking appropriations 
į for the improvement of certain harhors and rivers,” ap- 
proved August thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, 
as relates to Red river, be so construed as to authorize the 
Secretary of War 10 award the contract for the removal of 
obstructions to the navigation of said river occasioned by 
the raft, to the person or persons who, for the amount of 
the appropriation, will agree tò remove said obstructions, 
and Keep said navigation free from the same for the longest 
period of time ; said contract to be awarded after reason- 
able public notice.”? 


Thus the contract was to be given to the lowest 
bidder who would keep the navigation clear for the 
longest period of time. That resolution was ap- 
proved January 7, 1853. The contract was offered 
| in that way; but, as it subsequently turned out, 
no one would bid for any contract to clear out the 
whole of that raft for the amount appropriated. 
The consequence. is, that nothing has been done 
with the appropriation. No step has been taken 
towards the removal of the raft, or the improve- 
ment of the navigation at that point, in accordance 
with the provision in the river and harbor bill. I 
have a letter from the Secretary of War, in which 
he says: 

“I would recommend that the terms of the existing ap- 
propriation for the removal of the raft should be so changed 


as to enabte this Department to use the fund in the manner į 
most conducive to the object for which it was granted.”? 


l ask leave to introduce the following joint res- 
olution. 

A resolution relative to the raft of Red river: 
- Resolved, §c., That the joint resolution, entitled A 
| joint resolution explanatory of the act appropriating money 
for the removal of the raft of Red river,” approved January 
7, 1853, be, and is hereby, repealed ; and thatthe Secretary 
of the Department of War be authorized to expend the ap- 
propriation in reference to the Red river raft in such a way 
and for such purpose as he may approve, having in view 
the improvement of the navigation of Red river in and | 
around the said raft. 

I ask the Senate, Mr. President, to consent to 
put the resolution upon its passage at this time. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will state for the informa- 
| tion of my friend from Arkansas, as he may be | 
ignorant of the fact, that in the House of Repre- 
sentatives a resolution of a somewhat similar 
character, in relation to improvements in Albe- 
marle Sound, in which there was a similar re- | 
striction, now places the appropriation at the! 
discretion of the Secretary of War. To that 
resolution which is now pending in the House, 
an amendment somewhat similar to this has been 
made by the Committee on Commerce, has been 
reported tothe House, and is now pending. Ido 
not by any means object to the consideration of 
this resolution, but I mention this to the Senator | 
from Arkansas, lest he should not have perceived 


it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was aware of that. This 
appropriation has been tied up now for some two 
years or upward, and the time is not very distant 
when it must revert to the Treasury unless some- 
thing is done in regard to it. What may be the 
effect of such action by the House of Representa- 
| tives as is indicated by the Senator, | do not 
know. I was aware of the effort being made there; 
| bat I will ask that this resolution, which is rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of War, and which 
is so necessary to any disposition whatever of an 
appropriation that is already in existence, be put 
upon gts passage. 

Unanimous consent was given for the introduc- 
tion of the resolution, and it was read twice by its 
title, and considered as in Committee of the 
i Whole. f 
| No amendment-being proposed, it was reported 
| to the Senate. . ; 
|! Mr. WALKER. The effect of this resolution | 
| will evidently be to leave the amount which is to 


i limited. The idea entertained at the time the ap- 
| propriation was made, was that it would complete 
the work. It was subsequently thought that it 
wis more than enough to remove the raft, and 
| that it would go far to superinduce the contractors 
| to keep the raft out of the river, and the naviga- 
tion clear. 
We are now informed by the Senator from Ar- 
: kansas, that it has been ascertained that the mere 
| removal -will not be undertaken for the amount ap- 
propriated. The resolution which has been intro- | 
duced proposes to disembarrass the appropriation, 
| and putit entirely in the discretion of the Secretary 
of War, and to authorize him to expend it ashe | 
may deem most expedient for the accomplishment | 


Í 
j 


ofthe work sought by the appropriations Then 
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we are brought to a pretty certain knowledge that 
the appropriation will not do the work; but we 
authorize it to be expended nevertheless. When 
this, then, is expended, more, of course, will be 
demanded. What that amount may be, we ean- 
not now foresee. We are now éstablighing, how- 


_ever, the theory that whatever it may be, it shall 


be appropriated. 

I make these remarks simply that the attention 
of the Senate may be called to it. Idonotintend 
to make any opposition to the passage of the res- 
olution, if that be the course which the Senate see 
fit to adopt in reference to this work. 1 think, 
however, that if, at the time the appropriation was 
made, it had been proposed to make it towards 


i the improvement simply, Congress perhaps would 
| not have voted it. 


But it was with the idea, and 
in fact, under the assurance given at the time that 
the amount would remove the raft, and make the 
navigation of the Red river practical, that it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My honorable friend from 
Wisconsin, Í am sorry to say, knew nothing about 
this thing whatever in the beginning, and I do not 
think he knows anything about it in any part of it. 
In the first place, at the beginning, there never was 
heard such a thing on the face of the earth as that 
this amount would remove the raft. The clause 
making the appropriation was a part of the river 
and harbor bill. It was made by a mere little item 
which was stuck into the bill, and the gentleman 
never heard of it, or if he did, it floated across 
his mind like some dream, and he knew nothing 
about the subject. Afterwards the members ofthis, 
and the other branch of Congress, from Arkansas, 
came forward and alleged in regard to this work— 
and we believed, too, from representations made 
to us—that the whole raft could be removed if we 
would put a restriction upon the appropriation, 
that we would get men bound by contract and 
compelled to remove the whole raft for the sum of 
$100,000, by giving the contract to the lowest 
bidder who would keep it open for the longest 
time. This came up long after the appropriation 
was made; and the proposition of the Sonar fon 
Wisconsin, that the sum was originally appropri- 
ated in view of the fact that it would remove the 
whole raft isall a sheer error. That is the fact in 
regard to that. 

Now, the alarm which the Senator expresses, 
lest any appropriation should hereafter be made 
upon this or a kindred subject, may be extended 
to every other appropriation which hasbeen made. 
If he will so extend it, I am satisfied thathe shall 
oppose this proposition. This has been a feature 
engrafted upon every bill from the beginning, 
which has had connection with the western waters. 
Sir, it isa fact demonstrated by the Bureau of Sub- 
sistence and another bureau, the name of which I 
forget, that the yearly expenses under our War 
Department have been greater, far greater, than 
would have removed that raft years ago, if the 
money had been appropriated. Those great ex- 
penses have been produced entirely in consequence 
of that single obstruction there. I allude to the 
expenses for the supplies of the troops and forts 
in the West, and along upon the northern bound- 
aries of Texas. 

Now, sir, I see nothing in the world here that 


| supports the view of this matter presented by the 


Senator from Wisconsin, with the solitary excep- 
tion that the Senators from Arkansas during the 
last session of Congress, and the member of the 
other House, equally believed and represented 
that the whole raft could be removed for the 
amount, and upon their representations had a re- 
striction put upon the appropriation. All the 
good which the restriction has done-——we believed 
it would do much good—has been simply to pre- 
vent any expenditure or effort to make the im- 

rovement. It is necessary that the money which 

as been appropriated should be used for the ob- 
ject for which it was originally designed. Per- 
haps this is the only item in the river and harbor 
bill, which, in consequence of that restriction 
having been put upon it, lies within the power of 
Congress to control, and some compunction may 
act upon the minds of gentlemen, and lead them 
to say that they will prevent the appropriation of 
this item; but I beg them not to begin and seize 
this small item, the want of which will fall hard 
upon that portion of the country for which the 
improvement was to be made. Begin the war 
upon the whole bill, and-do not ask. me. and ‘the 


1854. 


people there to insure the fact that this a 
priation shall remove the whole raft forever. 
cannot do that. 


Wve 


We can give you no actual as- 


surance that you would accept, which was not | 


demanded, or executed, or deemed necessary at 
the time the original appropriation was made; and 
I think it is late now to come forward and attempt 
to put upon it any restriction of that sort. 

lam sorry to see. my friend from Wisconsin 
take ground like that which he has taken, when it 
is entirely unauthorized by the fact. It falls 
hardly upon some of- us, when we ask simply 
that the money which was long since appropri- 
ated by Congress may be used for the object for 
which it was appropriated, It seems to me it is 
but reasonable that we should ask this. Itis out 
of my power entirely te see why it is that the 
Senator should feel so great an interest in this 
matter just at this moment, when the amount is 
lying in the Treasury, and must very shortly 
revert to the Treasury, and so be of no benefit at 
all, unless this proposition beagreedto. Itislate 
to cut us off from it, sir; and I hope my friend 
from Wisconsin will notinsist upon his objection. 

Mr. WALKER. It is the misfortune of the 
whole of us, or atleast of a large portion of us, 
that we can never say anything in the Senate but 
we must be replied to in a manner that would in- 


dicate that the persons replying had no sense of | 


politeness themselves. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
thechair.) Does theSenator from Wisconsin yield 
the floor? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not liketo reply to that, 
sir. It is not pleasant to me at all, 
from him [ certainly do not like. Lectures upon 
politeness from him, I think, are but little called 
for, and I shall make no reply to them. 

Mr. WALKER. I was going to remark, sir, 
that I have been charged with having interfered in 
a matter about which I was ignorant, and about 
which—if the terms were not used they were im- 
plied—I ought to have kept my mouth shut. I 
do not know, sir, but I hope not, that the language 
was applied intentionally in an offensive sense; 
but such remarks between gentlemen entertaining 
the cordial relations that are entertained, as L had 
supposed, between the Senator from Arkansas and 
myself, certainly sound unpleasant. However, I 
will endeavor to satisfy him that I am not so igno- 
rantof this matter as he supposes. 

“I remember this transaction perfectly, and I 
remember when. the bill came from the House of 
Representatives, and no one codperated with the 
colleague of the Senator more cordially than I did 


in accomplishing what was finally done. The | 


appropriation, as it came fran the House of Rep- 
resentatives, was for a lesg, amount than we ap- 


propriated; and upon the motion of an honorable , 


Senator from Arkansas—I think of one who isnot 


now a member of this body, Major Borland—it | 


was increased, and he brought this argument to 
bear upon the Senate, that the amount included in 
the bill would be insufficient to complete the work, 


that it was useless to make an appropriation of that || 


kind which would but commence the work, with- 
out any certainty of completing it; for, said he, it 


is a work of such a character as will, if it is not | 


carried on to completion, immediately fall back to 
its original condition, and the whole amount ex- 
pended will be lost. That was the argument used. 
It struck me forcibly. I concurred with the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas when he proposed to increase 
the appropriation. 
there was no question entertained but that the ap- 
propriation would be sufficient todo the work. I 
believe bids were made, but were not complied 
with, to do it. I think Allanson Sweet, of Wis- 
consin, a man who is known well to myself and 
my colleagues, was a bidder for it, but for some 
reason, because he failed to give security, or some- 
thing of that kind, the bid fell through, and he has 
not prosecuted the work, This is my recollection 
of the matter, and I will venture to say that it is 
the recollection and remembrance of most of the 
members of the Senate. In this way the appro- 
priation was made. 

It is true,as has been remarked by the Senator 
from Arkansas, that subsequently, for fear this 


matter might go, as matters of a kindred nature | 


usually do, without limitation—that is, fearing 
that the contract might be let indefinitely, under 
which the fund would be expended, and the work 


Lectures | 


I voted for it, and I believe | 


| 


\| that the fund was more than sufficient to merely | 
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not completed, the members from Arkansas did 

feel some solicitude, and manifested ithere to put | 
a restriction upon it. Butthe restyiction that was | 
put upon it, at a future day, limig the letting of 
the contract to the person who would keep the | 
river open the greatest length of time, was made, 
as was then expressed, because ft was supposed 


remove the raft and open the river, and thata | 
portion of it might with propriety be assigned to 
the business of keeping the river open and the 
navigation clear. Hence it was that that restric- 
tion was put upon the appropriation. i 
_ Butl am replied to as if I not only knew noth- 

ing about this matter, but was making opposition 
to it. Sir, I concluded my remarks by saying 
that I made them simply to turn the attention of 
the Senate to the fact of what I thought was the 
understanding at the time the appropriation was 
made, and I stated that I should not make oppo- 
sition to it. With that remark, I concluded what 
I said. I think it is well in all these instances, 
to call the attention of the Senate to such a fact, 
and for this reason, if this limitation is taken 
off with a full acknowledgment of the fact, who 
hereafter, with propriety, can rise to his feet and 
resist a further appropriation to complete the 
work? Now, it is brought to the knowledge of 
the Senate that we are taking off all limitation, 
that we are entering upon the execution of this 
work, let it cost what it may; and for one, [shall 
stand by it, and I shall demand that the Senate 
hereafter shall stand by it, and that they shall 
make an appropriation sufficient—if I can enforce 
it—to complete the work. The Senator from 
Arkansas misunderstands me entirely, if he sup- | 
poses that I am opposing it; for there are similar | 
works in that section of the country in which | 
reside, where, after a small appropriation has been 
made, and before it has been renewed, the works 
have been subjected to dilapidation, loss, and de- 
cay. But I want the Senate to understand what 
they are doing when they make an appropriation, ! 
so that, if we now pass this appropriation, no one 

may hereafter rise and say that he was ignorant | 
of what was the tendency of removing the limita- 
tion. Let it be removed, I say, with the under- 
standing that we are going to complete the work; 
and let not Senators charge me further, not only 
with knowing nothing about it, but with opposing 
the appropriation, for [ am doing no such thing. 

Mr. ROSK. This appropriation, when it was 
originally made in the river and harbor bill, did 
het contain the restriction requiring the river to | 
be kept open any length of time, but subsequently 
the resolution which has been read by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, required not only that the 
raft should be taken out, but that the river should 
be kept open for navigation for a certain length 
of time. It was a matter somewhat uncertain, 
and under the uncertainty no one has been found 
to risk making the contract for $100,000. With 
the exception of those mentioned by the honorable. 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Sime .t,] tats is 
the only appropriation, I believe, in the river and 
harbor bill, in which any such restriction as this 
was made. 

I hope the Senate will, therefore, agree to this 
resolution, and J am glad to hear the Senator from 
Wisconsin say that he will vote for it. I hope the 
Senate will take off this restriction. Itisa matter 
of very considerable importance to the Govern- 
ment, as has already been remarked, with refer- 
ence to the transportation of troops and supplies, | 
and more would be saved in a very short time, if | 
the raft were removed than it would cost to remove | 
it, because it would create a water transportation | 
which would be several hundred miles nearer than | 


| 
| 
f 
| 


| it can now be made by land. Besides this, there | 


is a treaty obligation with the Choctaw Indians, | 
requiring the United States to keep open the navi- | 
gation of the Red river. Under these circum- | 
stances, | hope this restriction, which has worked 
badly, and has not carried out the original inten- | 
tion of the appropriation, will be taken off, and | 
that this object will be put upon the same footing | 
as other objects. | 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate | 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for | 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. | 
| 
| 


LIEUTENANT MAURY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the anaes 
resumed the consideration, of the joint resolution 


if 


{ 
t 


| extended remarks now. 


giving the consent of Congress to the acceptance 
by Lieutenant M. F. Maury, of the Navy, of a 
gold medal from his Majesty the King of Sweden. 

Mr. PEARCE. | I desire to submit an. amend- 
ment in the form of a substitute for the resolution, 
which the Senator from California will perhaps 
accept. : 

Be it resolved, &e., That Lieutenant M. F. Maury, of the 
United States Navy, be,and he is hereby, authorized to 
accept a gold medal recently presented to himby his Ma- 
jesty the King of Sweden. 

Mr. GWIN. I will accept that. 

The amendment was agréed to. The joint 
resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, the joint. reso- 
lution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the. Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making a grant 
of public lands to the several States of the Union 
for the benefit of the indigent insane persons, 
which had been returned by the President of the 
United States, with his objections. : 

Mr. CLAYTON addressed the Senate in favor 
of the bill. [See Appendix for his speech.] 

Mr. SEW ARD obtained the floor, and yielded 
to a motion to adjourn, which being agreed to, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, June 15, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wirxiuam H. MILBURN. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FULLER. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to have disposed of bill 
No. 242, ‘authorizing the purchase or construc- 
tion of four. additional revenue cutters, and for 
other purposes,” which was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce early in the session, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. Task that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that bill, 
in order to bring it before the House. 

Mr. OLDS. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 


Prayer 


I call for the regular 


| order of business. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. | 


The SPEAKER. The business.first in order 
is the consideration of.a bill, reported by the Com- 


‘mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, further 


to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to reduce and 
modify the rates of postage in the United States, 
and for other purposes, passed March 3, 1851, 
and the act amendatory. thereto, passed August 
30, 1852.” ; 

Mr. OLDS. [If there be no gentleman. here 
desirous to address the Hlouse onthe subject of 
that bill, I will withdraw my motion to commit it, 
and move the previous question, that the bill may 
be disposed of. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Irequest the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to withdraw his call for the pre- 
vious question, as I wish to offer an amendment 
to the bill. 

Mr. OLDS. I willingly yield the floor for that 
purpose to the gentleman from New York; 

Mr. SMITH. I offer. the following amend- 
ment: 


Sec. 4. And be it. further enacted, That this act shalt 
continue in foree two years; and that, at the expiration 
of that time, the Post Office Department shall be abol- 
ished, and individuals and associations shall thereafter be 
as free to carry letters as to carry anything else. 


Mr. S. addressed the House at some length in 
favor of his amendment, and against the bill as 
reported by the committee, and the proposed sub- 
stitute therefor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Notknowing that 1 should 
have an opportunity of expressing my opinions 
upon the subject of this bill when it came properly 
before the House, | availed myself of the oppor- 
tunity to make some remarks upon the subjectthe 
other day in Committee of the Whole. I donot, 
therefore, propose to trouble the House with any 
1 desire, however, to 
ask the attention of the House for a very brief 
period, while Į reply in twe@ or three words to 
some remarks which have fallen from the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat, (Mr. Ssurn.] 
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T remarked, some days since, that letters could 
be carried along the sea-coast from one city of the 
‘Atlantic coast to another, for a penny apiece, and 
movey made at it. That remark E made in reply 
to what had: been’ said by the chairman of the 
Committée on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
(Mr: OLps,] charging the present postal system 
ag ministering to the cupidity of the East. But, 
if Lam to be taken at my word, and the mail ċar- 
ried by express,-I shall ask that the arrangement 
shall be limited to the fat of the land; and that 
they shall.not have to be called upon to carry 
letters and: newspapers into the sparsely settled 
portions of the country, where it seems a rate of 
two cents, or of ten cents a letter, will not pay 
the expenses of carrying, These letters which 
pay the cost of transportation so well have nothing 
to do with that. commerce of affection upon which 
the gentleman from New York so eloquently 
déscants and. so beautifully illustrates. There is 
nothing in them but a commerce of affection for 
business, and the results of that business. And 
if you deprive the West of the protecting care of 
the Government in the transmission of their let- 
ters, you throw. upon them the burden of a taxa- 
tion much larger than they are now subjected to, 
and in reference to. which the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Orns] complains. 

But the gentleman speaks disparagingly of these 
things, because he says in some instances the 
Government does not accomplish as mach as indi- 
viduals could have accomplished. He also refers 
to the slowness with which the Government com- 
pletes its works of improvement, such as railroads, 
canals, ships, &c., and then he brings up the mail, 
as if it belonged to the same category. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, individuals will construct their own 
railroads, and they will build their own ships for 
their own convenience, and just as fast as they are 
able to. convey their own merchandise by railroads 
and ships, just so fast will the Government convey 
its mails by the same conveyance. The Govern- 
ment, therefore, will have all the advantages of 
private enterprise, so far ag the rapidity of the 
transmission of the mail is concerned, and thisis, 
therefore, no argument in favor of turning the 
matter over to individuals. 

~ But the honorable gentleman from New York 
takes the case of one brother in Massachusetts, 
and another in Nebraska, and asserts that the 
brother in Nebraska must pay more for his cor- 
respondence than the one in Massachusetts, for- 
getting that our whole system here is one of com- 
promises, and that those who do most and have 
most, must make sacrifices to those who do least 
and haveleast. And again, if the work of carry- 
ing letters is to be abandoned as a public enter- 
prise, and left to private enterprise, and the 
brother in Nebraska should ascertain that slave- 
holders were coming in there with their slaves, 
and desired to write to the other brother to send 
on Free Soil emigrants, sir, there would be time 
enough to people the territory with blacks before 
a letter would reach the brother in Massachusetts. 
That would be one effect of adopting a system of 
carrying the mail by private enterprise 

Bat, sir, this system of postage did not, as the 
gentleman supposes, spring up from the intention 
of somebody to carry letters and newspapers. 
‘The very word itself shows thatit did not. Every- 
body knows that it came from the habit of con- 
veying persons by post-horses, and private ways 
and means; and the Government took the mat- 
ter into its own hands, for the purpose of insuring 
safety, as well as expedition, in carrying persons, 
letters, and papers. Gentlemen who travel, at the 
present moment, in the mountainous parts of 
Europe, know that Government provides, at the 
foot of every mountain post, means of getting 
over—not exactly snorting horses of iron, or 
horses themsel yes—but good stout yokes of oxen, 


to take persons, papers, trunks, and all public doc-, 


uments up the hill. They will go down, fortunate- 
ly, themselves there as well as here. [Laughter.] 

The management of the post office and the post- 
age belongs to the sovereignty of the country, be 
cause it is a ways and means by which the Gov- 


ernment itself directs its sovereignty to the uses | 
and conveniences of those who cannot derive all | 


the advantages that the thickly settled portion of 
our country has, “While they do that, they im- 
press upon it the san 
give it safety, and secure all of rapidity and regu- 
larity that they can. These are considerations 


ctity of sovereignty. They |: 


of which we should never lose sight. As for 
abolishing ‘the Post Office Department, I am not 
astonished at g@he proposition, since I have seen 
the attempts to make it a means of national profit. 
Let it alone. Let it be just as itis now. Do 
not let us ask,for this or that condition. Do 
not let us talk anything about the franking priv- 
ilege. I know how popular it is for members to 
get up and move its abolition. I saw yesterday 
how every man was ready to cry out thatif we 
were to take a recess no member should be al- 
lowed per diem during it. Nobody wanted, no- 
body expected per diem; but every man wanted 
to say that it should not be granted. [Laughter.] 
So now every man who spends his hours in 
scratching his name on documents, is ready to 
say that we Shall not have the right of franking. 

Í do not object to seeing my name on the cor- 
ners of letters and documents, and in that way 
going down to posterity. {Laughter.] It may as 
well go in that way as any other. Every gentle- 
man knows that that privilege is a tax upon our 
time and a larger tax upon our purses, while it is 
a great convenience to those who receive books 
| and letters from us. And while we lay before the 
world the results of our labors and the multitude 
of our talking, while we people the atmosphere 
with our words, and fill the pigeon holes of our 
correspondents with the records of those words, 
weare perhaps letting fall something for the good 
' of those who sent us here. I trust, therefore, that 
‘after the honorablechairman of the Committee on 
| the Post Office and Post Roads has excused the 
| bills which he has laid upon the table as far as he 
can, he will join with me and the rest of the 
House in efforts to postpone their consideration 
to a day when we can or shall not be here to de- 
liberate action upon them. I have occupied more 
time than } intended and now take my seat. 

Mr. HAVEN. Has any proposition been 
made for the disposition of this matter other than 
by considering the bill and substitute upon their 
merits? 

Mr. OLDS. I desire that the House should 
take a vote on the bill. ; 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not propose to occupy 
more than two or three minutes of the time of the 
House, unless some gentleman shall desire to 
make an explanation in reference to what I am 
about to say, whilst I retain the floor. From 
what T said the other day the House is aware that, 
in my judgment, the rates of postage ought not to 
be increased; on the contrary, if a change is to be 


proper legislation to reduce the rates. That would 
be more acceptable to me. As I understand the 
bill and substitute now before us, and if I am 
wrong, my friend, the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, will correct me, 
the original bill proposes an increase of the rates 
of postage, while the substitute provides for pre- 
payment in all cases, and the abolition of the 
franking privilege. My friend nods assent, so I 
shall assume that as the main difference between 
the two propositions, 

That being’so, Mr. Speaker, Iam under the 
impression that the House had better refuse to 
pass either of these bills. No great good will 
come of the passage of either. From every- 
thing I have seen and heard upon the subject, I 
think it will be quite as well to leave the subject 
precisely where itis. Iam of the opinion that it 
would be better to adopt the substitute than pass 
the original bill, as the substitute does not pro- 
pose to increase the rates of postage. ft steers 
entirely clear of the question of compensation of 
postmasters, about which my friend from Ohio 
: [Mr. Orns} and myself had a discussion the other 


i!l day, but the original bill would open up that ques- 


i 

| tion again. In reference to the franking privilege 

Po : ‘i oe 

| raised by the substitute, | think the substitute 

| does not change the existing state of things. Let 

me'say to the House, in this regard, that the substi- 
tute proposes simply, thatan account shall be kept, 


: letters free, that they shall be charged over to the 
‘contingent expenses of the House, and paid in 
i that way. They go free now, without any charge 
i or any account being kept, and the proposed new 
! system will only create the necessity of new ma- 
_ chinery and new clerks, for the purpose of keep- 
ing the accounts. The same documents and 


| letters will continue to be transmitted, and the ex- 


i pense paid out of the Treasury, as if the charge 


made, it would better comport with the spirit of 


: and when members shall send their documents and | 


were not made. The keeping of accounts will 
not decrease the expense of transportation, and 
the new clerks required will therefore be a dead 
loss. Sir, if we meddle with the franking privi- 
lege at all, I submit we had better abolish it alto- 
gether, and leaveevery member, as well as constit- 
uent, to pay their own postage. l am, however, 
contented to leave that subject where it now is. 
One word further upon the subject of increase 
of postage provided for in this original bill. 1 
find, by looking at table D. in the documents ac- 
companying the President’s message for this year, 
volume three, at page 820, that the revenues of 
the Post Office Department are deficient about two 
millions of dollars. I wish to call the attention 
of the House to this table, not for any sectional 


i purpose, but for the purpose of placing myself 


and some of my friends from the State of New 
York right with gentlemen from the South, in 
voting against an increase of postage, Sir, it ap- 
pears from this table, carefully prepared by the 
Postmaster General, that that deficiency arises 
altogether from the condition of things in the States 
and Territories south of Pennsylvania and Ohio, 
excluding the State of Louisiana. There is col- 
lected in the State of Louisiana postages to the 
amount of $128,170 18; and there is paid out for 
transportation of the mails in that State 992,885 29. 
The General Government collects more money for 
postages in that State than it pays out for trans- 
portation of mails and in conducting all its pusta} 
operations there, by $37,749, 45. 

Take my own State, the State of New York. 
According to this table, the General Government 
collects in that State, for postages, $1,175,516 06; 
whilst she pays out for transportation of mails 
and all her other postal operations there, only 
$455,019 76; so that this Government collected 
out of my own State, for postages last year, 
$720,496 30 more than she expended in the whole 


i mail and post office service there. 


I ask the House to look at that, Mr. Speaker— 
$720,496 30! Nearly three quarters ofa million of 
dollars of postage is collected in New York be- 
yond what is expended there, ard yet there is a 
deficiency in the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment of over $2,000,000. Where does that 
deficiency occur? What part of the: Union fails to 
pay its post office expenses? That is a pertinent 
question now, Mr. Speaker. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. The statements in the table 
read by the gentleman from New York will not 


i be controverted, but I desire to remind him, that 


a great deal of the revenue collected from postage 
is derived from Alabama, Mississippi, South Car- 
olina, and other States, through which the through 
mails pass. A large portion of the expense for 
the transportion of@éhe mail from New York to 
New Orleans is chargtd to the States of Alabama, 
Georgia, and South Carolina, while the revenues 
are collected at the extreme end of the line in 
New York, Massachusetts, and Louisiana. These 
trunks of mail transportation, these great through 
lines, which cost the large amounts of money. 
The transportation of the mails by these lines is 
charged to the States through which they pass, 
while the revenue derived from their service shows 
itself as collected in other States. And, therefore, 
it is desirable that the House should look into this, 


| and do justice to those States in which the expend- 


iture is larger than the revenve received, 

Mr. FIAVEN. Mr. Speaker, the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Houston] is 
a very proper one, and seems to have been taken 
notice of, to some extent, by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral in arriving at the results which I have been 
stating. Sir, the Postmaster General made up 
the table from which I have been reading. Itis 
not an estimate of my own. He charges the 
amount paid for transportation within the limits 
of each State, and sets down here the amount of 
postage received within the limits of each State. 


| Now, the gentleman from Alabama suggests that 
| the postage is collected at the ends of the large 


lines. Well, sir, these lines, of course, have two 
ends. Those he speaks of havea southern end 
as well as a northern one. How does it happen 
pn his hypothesis, that the southern end does not 
oay as well as the northern one? Sir, it is at the 
northern end that you collect these large revenues; 
but let me tell the gentleman that the stream of 
revenue is quite as large, nay, larger, upon the 
lines that ran west and northwest, as itis upon 
those that run north and south. 
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The gentleman complains that we make a better 
show of revenue at the North, because we there 
pay, and this Government there receives the post- 
ages charged upon the letters written in the South, 
in his State and in his section of country. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, the very thing | am contending for, 
the very point of my objection to increasing the 
rate of postage is, that the men, or the section 
which pays the postage, ought not to be charged 
with increased rates. What I say is, that we pay 
the great bulk of the postages; and the gentleman 
contends it is a perfect answer to that for him. to 
reply; true, you pay it, but we of the South write 
and send you the letters, on which you pay it. 
Now, sir, | grant you that is so; but still it is the 
money of the men at the north end of the line that 
pays it. Ifthe gentleman’s hypothesis is correct, 
let him and his constituents pay their own post- 
age on their own letters, and if they do as much 
business as we, the next table will show a much 
better state of revenue at the south end. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from 
New York permit me to make a remark here? 

Mr. HAVEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from New 
York has just shown, by his own statement, that 
the State of Louisiana ‘collects a large excess of 
revenue from postage beyond her expenditure for 
the mail service in that State. And so his reply 
to me is not correctly to the point, taking his own 
text for it. The two ends yleld’a larger amount 
of revenue than the cost of expenditure, even 
looking at that statement. 1 do not know what 
amount may be taken off by the way passage. 
And that statement does not show that New York 
pays the postage at both ends of transportation. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, | cannot know- 
ingly be led to do injustice to my friend from Al- 
abama: This is a business matter, and I am 
striving only for what I deem to be right; but if I 
had any inclination to do my friend injustice, I 
should fail in it; for he is one of that class of men 
who always takes care to demand his rights as 
we go along. 

What be asserts in reference to Louisiana will 
not save him. Sir, the whole amount of post of- 
fice revenues in Louisiana forms too light a found- 
ation to sustain so heavy a superstructure of ar- 
gument. as he seeks to load upon it. The entire 
‘post office revenues of that State amount to only 
$128,170 18. True, as my friend says, this is 
$37,749 45 more than is paid out in that State for 
the mail and post office service there; but, sir, 
this is the only exception. Itis a solitary case, 
standing amidst all the southern States, and the 
amount of excess, it will be noticed, is quite in- 
considerable. Why, sir, contrast it with New 
York—the north end of the line where men pay 
postage on letters which they send as well as on 
those they receive—where, in other words, they 
pay their own postage. There alone, sir, three 
quarters of a million of excess is paid, which goes 
to give mail facilities to the South; and after that 
is exhausted, the gentleman’s end of the line de- 


mands $2,000,000 more from the Treasury to ex- 


tinguish the deficiencies accruing there. 

l beg to repeat, sir, that I do not refer to this in 
any unkind spirit, or to excite any sectional feel- 
ing. I mention it asa fact disclosed by this table 
before me, and from which I have read. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, if the rates of postage be increased 
zo as to make the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment pay the expenses of the transportation 
of the mails, it will be a tax simply of over 
$2,000,000 upon the northern and New England 
States, Yes, sir, much more than $2,000,000, 
because, under the provisions of the bill to regu- 
late the pay of deputy postmasters, which the 
gentleman from Ohio and I were talking about a 
day or two since, from thirty to seventy per cent. 
of the money collected will go into the packets of 
the deputy postmasters. Supposing you put the 
average compensation of the deputy postmasters 
at fifty per cent. on the increased rates, you will 
see that, to raise $2,000,000 to pay the deficiency, 


you will have to add $1,000,000 more to pay the | 


deputy postmasters their commissions. 

Sir, this is a bad business in whatever light it is 
viewed, and I hope this increase of the rate of 
postage will be avoided. The proper way, in my 
judgment, is to pay whatever deficiency there may 
be in the revenues of the Post Office Department 
out of the general Treasury. There is no reason 
why gentlemen should insist upon making this 


Department a self-sustaining one which would not | 
apply with equal force to the Army, the Navy, |! 
the Judiciary, or to our foreign relations. The 
moneys in the general Treasury belong equally to 
the whole country. If, after a faithful and eco- $ 
nomical administration of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, there is a deficiency of §2,000,000, no mat- 
ter whether that deficiency arises in one section or 
another, is it not fair to pay it from the general 
fund? But where it is obvious that deficiencies 

occur inthe South, isit not fair in the North to con- | 
sent to pay out of the general Treasury, and not 
ask to make it a sectional charge, or to withhold 
from the South those facilities for which her rev- 
enues are insufficient to pay? By raising the rate || 
of postage, you charge it, to a great, and a very 
unfair extent, upon the North—the postage pay- | 
ing end of the line of my friend from Alabama. 

I appeal to gentlemen of the South, Fask them 
if it ig right? I believe they will not impose it 
upon us. Į am sure, if the case was reversed, I 
would not think of imposing it upon them. 

The North does not ask that her surplus post- 
age revenues shall be paid into the general ‘I'reas- | 
ury, or that she shall be relieved from paying |! 
them, and the South bë taxed to make up its own 
deficiencies. No, sir; the North is willing to con- 
tinue to pay these large surpluses, over and above 
the cost of her own facilities, and apply such sur- 
plus to the deficiencies of the South, and then the 
North only requires that the balance of southern 
deficiencies shall be paid outof the general Treas- 
ury, and not by a further increase of postage, 
which the table before me shows so clearly that 
the North must pay. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I observe by this table, 
that northern Territories, as well as northern 
States, yield more revenue to the Post Office De- 
partment than the transportation of her mail costa. 
The States which do not pay, that is, whose post- | 
age receipts do not pay, the cost of mail transpor- 
tations, are Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, Texas, Kentucky, Arkansas, California, 
Tennessee, and Missouri; and Michigan and IHi- 
nois are exceptions amongst the northern and 
western States which pay. 

There is collected in Michigan, of postages, 
$96,757 19, and paid out in her limits, $136,260 14. 
And in Iflinois there is collected, $175,346 83, and 
paid out $181,611 19. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Howig it with Ohio? 
Mr. HAVEN. Ohio yields $375,759 72, and 
there is paid out in her limits $363,182 37. The | 
Territories of New Mexico, Utah, and Oregon, 

are deficient according to this table. 

In strict justice, Mr. Speaker, to my friends of 
the South, and gentlemen from other sections, 
who were in favor of the passage of the Nebraska 
and Kansas bill, I ought to state, that it appears 
from this table, that the Territory of Nebraska 
yields $520 18 postage, and it does not appear 
that there is any charge for transportation there 
whatever, She, therefore, is to be classed with 
the States which pay. (iaughter.] 

Mr. VANSANT. The honorable gentleman 
is right in his statements, except upon one point, 
and that is this: that the State in which the num- 
ber of the route is located is charged with the ex- 
penses of transportation. -For instance, Mary- 
land is set down in that table as one in which 
there is a deficiency. Well, now, Maryland is 
charged for the transportation of the mail from 
Baltimore to Wheeling, while more than one half 
of the route is in Virginia. She is charged for 
transporting the mail from Baltimore to Philadel- 
phia, while but one half of that route is in the!) 
State of Maryland. She is charged, also, with 
the transportation of the mail from Baltimore to 
Harrisburg, while but one half of that route isin | 
the State of Maryland. She is also charged with | 
the transportation of the mail from Baltimore to |; 

| 


Washington, while five miles of that route is 
within this District of Columbia. I cite this 
merely for the purpose of showing that the state 
ments are not unerring, H 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido notdoubt that the gentle- | 
man from Maryland states the case as he under- | 
stands it, and, for ought I know, he has stated it |! 
according to the facts. But this statement is not į; 
warranted by the table before me, and it is not | 
sustained by the allegations of the Postmaster | 
General; besides, sir, if he be correct, it would |! 
leave Virginia in a plight still worse than the table |i 


i evil. 


shows her; for the gentleman claims that Maty- 
land is now charged, in the table, witha portion of 
what Virginia ought to bear. I have looked at 
this table carefully, and I would not speak. upon 
the subject without the documents before ‘me; 
because, upon a subject which looks te different 


| Sections of the country, or to different States, and 


contrasts them with other sections and other States, 
I never speak in this House, except very reluct- 
antly,and upon the authority of official documents 
or good vouchers.. The table which | have before 
me shows the amount actually paid, for carrying 
the mails, by States and Territories, and the 


: amount of postage collected in the same; and it 


may be true that in some instances routes which 
run into other States are charged to one State, 
Yet that thing regulates itself, for the converse of 
that proposition is equally true to about the same 
degree; and if it would not balance itself, it would 


i be only a small disturbing force in the table, in 


that particular. 
That part of the table which relates to the states 
ments I have been making, reads as follows: 
: D. 


The following table shows the amounts actually credited 
for the transportation of mails by Siates and Territories, 
and the amount of postages collected in the same: 


Total postages 


520 18 
536 89 


Nebraska Territory. 
Washington Territory 


States and Territories. collected. Transportation 
MAE ga aera $125,194 94 $52,767 88 
New Hampshire.. +, 84,703 53 31,999 45 
Vermont... ‘ 78,638 86 62,476 85 
Massachusetts, 453,966 80 130,117 13 
Rhode Island. ş 47,377 79 12,139 72 
Connecticut, s... «146,364 50 64,173 13 
New York , e 3,175,516 06 455,019 76 
! Delaware.. ae 16,310 71 9,412 00 
| New Jersey...... aia 89,074 17 74,139 55 
! Pennsylvania... essees 488,308 30 238,019 69 
| Marylahd..... oe . 152458) 191,586 20 
District of Columbia... 37,832 89 - 
Virginia. .... seen .... 183,472 19 313,234 72 
North Carolina...... . 60,751 51 175,630 59 
South Carolina... 82 985 75 197,169 19 
GOOFEIAL ec ceeeveveeeeees 142,800 14 215,238 78 - 
BYOridasccceeceeeenere Sones 16,878 83 38,661 99 
i AlabaMiaccceesseseeeeeres — QGAU9T B5 173,543 35 
Mississippi... .ceee . 73,108 24 115,924 92 
| TEXAS, enearo a 47,164 46 139,362 19 
|! Kentuek 112,542 60 139.38 15 
| Michigan 96,757 19 136,260 14 
| Wisconsin.. 73,570 83 46,608 00 
; Louisiana... see 128,170 18 90,420 73 
| Tennesseessresvevsveseccee 85-701 10 925885. 29 
| Mibali sestrine ainga 98,781 82 140,454 41 
MINOIS. ..ee ee eee eeereecess 175,346 83 {81.611 19 
Ca iy C PERE veeeeneas 375,759 72 363, 182 37 
Indiana... . 137.339 43 109,392 96 
Arkansas R 25,105 89 90,859 15 
Towa... tee 40,980 22 36,393 82 
California....... » 123 174,243 02 
Oregon Territory.. 47,682 16 
Minnesota Territory. é ~ 2,386 28 
New Mexico Territory ` 19,547 22 
Utah Territory... - 3,269 70 


$5,084,464 57 = 4,199,951 68 


T have read, Mr. Chairman, so much only ofthe | 
table as bears tipon the question f have been con- 
sidering. I may add, that from the preceding part 
of the Postmaster General’s report, it appears that 
the accurate and entire deficiency in the revenues 
of the Department for the last fiscal year, including 
the operations of the Department in this city, is 
$2,042,031 89. 

i have made these suggestions, sir, to. give a 
glance only of this view of the case, and to prevent 
any one from understanding from what took place 


i tbe other day between the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. Oxps]} ane 
; either of these bills. ; \ r 
kindness on his part, I believe, and certainly it 


and myself, that I am in favor of 
What was said then. was in 


I 
| 
| was in perfect kindness on mine. 
i 


We had best not sanction either of these bills; 
it is unnecessary and dangerous legislation. I 
cannot give it the sanction of my judgment. Tam 
very clear in my convictions against the original 


i, bill; as to the substitute, | regard it as a much less 


The gentleman may explain it, so that it 
may receive my approval. If the abolition of the 
franking privilege is its only advantage, the new 
mode it proposes does. not show benefits enough 
to pay for the trouble of considering it. 

It seems to me that to allow mail matters sent 
by members of Congress still to go free through 
the mail so far as they are concerned, but to charge 
the pastage to the contingent funds of the two 
Houses, would be but making the whole matter 
more complex, requite more clerks fo attend to it 
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} 
without accomplishing any practical result. For 
this reason and for others which have been urged | 


by other gentlemen, and which I will not trouble 
the House by..repeating, think it will not be 
worth while to disturb the existing laws upon the 
subject.. I shall, therefore, as at present advised, 


withheld my support both from the bill and the 


substitute, and at a proper time I shall move to | 


lay. both’ upon the table, unless discussion shall 
show me some virtue in them that | have so far 
failed to perceive. ; 
“Mr. OLDS.. I 
make that motion until I have had an opportunity 
to reply to the objections which have been urged 
to the bill. oa ee 
Mr. HAVEN. | Very, well, I will not makethe 
motion now. ayy, 


Mr. COBB. I think the House are very well 


satisfied with the discussion that has taken place ! 


upon this bill, and I therefore move thè previous 
question upon it.. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 


pired? . 
: The SPEAKER. It has expired. 
Mr. OLDS. { hope the gentleman will allow 


the question to be taken upon seconding the de- i| 


mand for the previous question. 
My. HOUSTON, ` 1 will, certainly. 
Mr. OLDS. ‘I demand tellers on the second. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs CAMPBELL || 


and Orr were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the call for the pre- 
vious question received a second, the tellers having 
reported—ayes seventy-five, noes not counted. 

he main question was then ordered to be put. 


[Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported, as correctly enrolled, bills of the 
following titles; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker: 

H. R. No. 57. An act regulating the pay of 
deputy postmasters. 

“H.R. No. 311. An act for the relief of the 
widow.and heirs.of Elijah Beebe.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. The morning hour has ex- 
pired, and asthe bill now under consideration is in 
a condition that it will come up for action as the 
first business. in order to-morrow, during the 
morning hour, | would like the House to resolve 
itself now into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, to consider the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

r. HAVEN. We may as well yield to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama, as the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads desires to reply to what has been said 
on the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then i move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


the Union. 

Mr. SKELTON. 
upon the table. 

Mr. OLDS. Let me have my hour first. 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Housron] takes pre- | 


cedence of the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. SrKeLron.] 

The question was taken on Mr. Hovsron’s 
motion; and it was agreed to, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the jj 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, |! 


(Mr. Ore in the chair.) 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee at its last || 
session had under consideration the civil and diplo- | 
matic appropriation bill, The time has arrived | 
for the termination of general debate, under the :| 


order of the House. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama, (Mr. Houston,] who reported the bill, is 


entitled under the rule to address the committee | 


for an hour. ` 
Mr. HOUSTON, It would be impossible, Mr. 


Chairman, to explain, within the space of an 


hour, the very large number of propositions of 
appropriations embraced in the bill. 
it possible, I do not conceive that it is necessary I 
should do so, The bill provides for usual appro- 


priatione authorized and required by law to carry | 


on the civil departments of the Government 
There is nothing unusual init. I shall explatr 


hope the gentleman will not | 


{ move that the bill be laid | 


Even were || 


the amendments which I am instructed by the | 
Committee of Ways and Means to submit as I | 
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Waiving my right to address the 


present them. : 
committee, with a view to save time, I now call 
for the reading of the bill for amendments. 

|| ‘The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill by 
| paragraphs, for amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A typographical error occurs 
in line sixteen, page two. In order to correct it, 
I move to strike out of the clause which reads 
as. follows: 

For compensation of the officers and clerks of both 
Houses of Congress, $56,190, 

“one,” and insert in lieu thereof “‘ geven.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause was then read: 
For binding documents, $70,000. 


Mr. HOUSTON. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move the following 


in lieu thereof “839,375.” 


i| that the House appropriated a partof this sum in 
the deficiency bill. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause was then read: 
| For furniture and repairs, 33,000. 


| Mr. HOUSTON. Iaminstructed by the com- 
i mittee to offer the following amendment: after 
‘© £3,000” insert “ $875.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to propose an amend- 
ment, to come in at the thirty-ninth line of the 
bill, 

‘| The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page three, afer, word “carriages,” in the thirty-ninth 
line, strike out ‘$2,920, and insert in lieu thereof, 
#6 94,745. 

The clause, as amended, will read as follows: 
| For horses and carriages, $4,745. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. This is an additional esti- 
mate which the Clerk of the House has recently 
sent to the Committee of Ways and Means. It 
is explained in a brief paragraph, which 1 have 
here, and which I will read, if the House desire it. 

Several Memuers. Oh, no; agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 


Mr. HOUSTON. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to propose an amend- 
ment to the forty-second line of the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page three, after the word ‘¢ members,” in the forty- 
second line, strike out “ $10,000,” and insert in lieu thereof 
66 12,500, 7? 

So as to make the clause read: 

For newspapers for members, $12,500. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This amendment is made 
|| necessary by the fact that we have increased our 
Í| newspapers this session. 

i} The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I hold in my hand an amend- 

ment which has come to me informally from the 
i Committee on Engraving. lam satisfied that it 
ought to be presented, although the Committee of 
| Ways and Means have not acted on it previously, 
| T submit it to the House as an amendment which 


| ought to be agreed to. It is made necessary by 
| our large amount of engraving this session, 

| The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page three, after the word “lithograpting,” in the forty- 
i} third line, strike out “ $25,000,°? and insert in lieu thereof 
| t6 870,000.77 
| 
i 
F 
i 
F 
i 

| 

| 

| 


So as to make the clause read: 
For engraving and Jithographing, $70,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- 


|| messenger, and assistant messenger in his office, $29,700— 
|| —by striking out ‘ $29,700,” and inserting in 
| lieu thereof ‘$3,900.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


For compensation of the Fifth Auditor and the clerks 
| and messenger in his office, $14,100— : 


—by striking out $14,100,” and inserting in 


Heu ‘thereof * $13,300.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


amendment: to strike out ** $70,000,” and insert | 


This is a reduction made necessary by the fact | 


mittee of Ways and Means to move to amend the f 


| For compensation of the First Auditor and the clerks, | 
| 


i Mr. HOUSTON. I am also instructed by the | 
| same committee to move to amend the following | 
© clause: 


Mr. HOUSTON. [now move to amend the 
following clause: ` 


For compensation of the Auditor of the Post Office 
Departinent, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant mes- 
senger in his office, $132,400— a : 
—by striking out ‘ $2,000,” and also by striking 
out ‘$400,’ and inserting in. lieu thereof ‘$600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to amend the follow- 
ing clause: 

For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treasury, and 
the clerks and messenger in his office, ¢13,400— 

—by striking out “$13,400,” and inserting in liew 
thereof ** $12,500.” x 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment. It is merely the transfer of an ap- 
propriation from one head to another, at the 
request of the Department: In four hundred and 
sixteenth line strike out “five,” and insert in 
lieu thereof **four;’’ and in the four hundred and 
nineteenth line steike out “four,” and insert in 


|| its stead ** five;”’ so that the paragraphs will read: 


For blank books, binding, and stationery, $500. 
For miscellaneous items, including subseription to two 
daily Washington newspapers, $400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. I offer the following 


amendment: « 

For surveying from Fort Laramie, by Noble’s Pass, in 
the Sierra Nevada, into California and Oregon, and for 
completing the surveys for railroads between the Missis- 
sippi river and the Pacific, $50,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit to the 
Chair whether that amendment isin order? There 
is no Jaw authorizing that survey, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first branch of the 
amendment is not in order. There is no law 
authorizing such a survey; and the gentleman 
from California, by referring to the rules, will at 
onos understand the reason for the decision of the 

hair. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Iwill modify my amend- 
ment, so as to make it read “for completing the 
surveys for railroads between the Mississippi 
river and the Pacific, $50,000; to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 

The CHAIRMAN. It is within the recollec- 


| tion of the Chair that there was a law passed at 


the last session authorizing those surveys. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The House has just 
postponed the consideration of the bill for the con- 
struction of a railroad to the Pacific until the next 
session. The surveys already made are, in many 
respects, incomplete. The law authorizing the 
exploration of various routes to California is a 
general one. One of the most important routes 
has not yet been surveyed. The object I had in 
view in offering the amendment was to ‘secure an 
examination of the Noble’s Pass route, so that a 
report of the preliminary surveys could be pre- 
sented here by December next, giving us valuable 
information as to a great central route. I-suppose 
it is the disposition of the House seriously to 
enter upon the consideration of this subject for the 
purpose of action at the next - session. The. 


| amount named in the amendment, according to 


the estimates of the Secretary of War, will be 
sufficient for that purpose, and sufficient, also, for 
the purpose of completing the surveys already 
commenceed. For the purposeof bringing before 
the House at the next session, full information 
upon this subject, I ask that the amendment may 
be adopted, and upon it I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vai and 
Buee were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes forty-five; not a sufficient number. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before we leave the War 
Department, I have an amendment to offer. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


For completing the works of the Harbor of Refuge on 
Reedy Island, in the river Delaware, $30,000, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman, this work 
was undertaken 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit that this 


il is not the place for an appropriation for harbor 


improvements. This bill is for providing appro- 
priations for a totally different class of cases, and 
the amendment is altogether out of place in it., 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The bill is as much for 
cases of this kind as anything else. 

I beg leave to say, that this work was com- 
menced last year, and it would be an immense ad- 
vantage to have it completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire 
from the chairman: of the Committee of Ways 
and Means if there is not a section of the biti 
under which this amendment would appropriately 
come in? 

Mr. HOUSTON. That amendment helongs 
entirely to another bill, and is not applicable to 
this. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To a bill into which we 
are not likely to get it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. I 
believe that provision is made in the river and 
harbor bill for this very work. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no such appropri- 
ation as that in this bill, according to my recollec- 
tion, I believe L may say, further, that no such 
appropriation has ever been made in the civil and 
diplomatic bill. If that appropriation were al- 
lowed to go into this bill, what would be the use 
of a river and harbor improvement bill, or a forti- 
fication bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
pense with those bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment in question 
can be proposed when bills of that kind are under 
consideration. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly it could; but if 
this work be not completed now: 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The Chair 
rules the amendment out of order, on the ground 
that the committee is considering the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. This item is in 
order, toa general appropriation bill, but it is not 
to the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The decision of the Chair, 
I suppose, is right, according to the letter of the 
rule; but I only say that we are losing more than 
$30,000 for the want of an early appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. That may be. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I suppose that if unani- 
mous consent is given, it cancomein, lask that 
it may be received by general consent. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman is 
not in earnest about that, and I object. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to add to the clause 
under consideration, after the word “‘ streets,” the 
words ‘or such other buildings as the Secretary 
of War may select;” so that it shall read: 

For reut of house an northwest corner of F and Seven- 
teenth streets, or such other buildings as the Secretary of 
War may select, and warming all the rooms in it, $21,875. 

The object of the amendment is to authorize 
the Secretary. of War, in the event that notice 
shall be given by Mr. Winder that he will require 
his building to be delivered up at the end of the 
fiscal year, to rent other buildings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in after the first clause of the bill, 
under the head of ‘(Post Office Department.” 
The amendment is rendered necessary by the 
recent lettings, which accumulated so much labor 
that temporary clerks had to be employed. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


For compensation to temporary clerks, necessarily em- | 


ployed from the 9th of May, 1853, to the 30th of June, 1854, 
$1,450 98. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

When the following paragraph was read: 


For contingent expenses of said Territory [Oregon] i| 


gi,500, 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon, moved to amend by l 


adding the worde: 


That George L. Carry, Secretary of Oregon, be allowed |i 
and paid the salary of Governor for and during tbe time he || 


| 


discharged the duties of Governor in the year }853. 
Mr. L. said: Ín order that the committee ma 
understand the amendment which I propose, 


39 


L believe we could dis- | 


i 


|| amendment. 


ji libraries tor each of the Te 


will say that the Secretary of Oregon is, by law, 
| allowed a salary of $1,500 per annum for his ser- 
vices. That is the only compensation which he 
receives. But the- law makes it his duty, upon 
the death or absence of the Governor, to perform 
the duties of that oficer. Such happened to be the 
case in Oregon last year. I went out there as 
Governor, and entered upon the duties of my 
office; but after two days I resigned. The duties 
_ of Governor then devolved upon the Secretary of 
the Territory. He continued to discharge those 
duties for six months, at which time the gentle- 
man who had been appointed to fill the. vacancy 
occasioned by my resignation arrived. Now, sir, 


he will be allo ved to receive the salary of Gov- 
_ ernor during the time that he discharged the duties 
of that office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. I am instructed by the Com. 
mittee of Ways and Means to move the insertion 
of the following, after the appropriations for 
! Washington Territory: 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


: TERRITORY OF KANSAS. | 

| For salaries of Governor, three judges, and secretary, 

| 10,000, 

| For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 

» _ For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 

i penses of the Assembly, $20,000. 


! TERRITORY OF NEBRASKA. 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and secretary, 
| $10,500. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500, 

For compensation and mileage of members of the Legis- 
| lative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses 


i| of the Assembly, $20,000. 


I have but a word to say in explanation of the 
The sum proposed to be appropri- 
i ated is the gross amount of the salaries provided 
| for by the Nebraska-Kansas bill passed recently. 
; The committee presumed that it was the wish of 
| members to make the same appropriations for the 
| contingent expenses of the Executive and Legis- 
‘lative Departments of these Territories as have 
| been made for our other Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. At the request of the 
‘gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Richarpson,] the 
t chairman of the Committee on Territories, who is 
| now absent, | move to insertafter the amendments 
| just adopted what follows: 
That $500 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to 
| be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purchase of books for the territorial 
itories of Minnesota, Oregon, 
i Utah, New Mexico,and Washington, to be expended under 
i the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will also 
provide for Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I have no objection, and so 
; modify my amendment. Without detaining the 
| committee, I will only say, that the amendment is 
i recommended by the Committee on Territories. 
| Mr. HAVEN. I submit whether the amount 
| is not too large for Kansas and Nebraska, until 
heir population shall have increased beyond what 
| it now is? 
Mr. TAYLOR. The money is to be expended 
| under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
| rior, and he will judge whether it be too much. 

Mr. ENGLISH. As the amendment now 

eads, gentlemen will find that it only provides 
500 for all these libraries, when the intention is 
to appropriate $500 for each of them. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I intended it to provide $500 


| for each of the Territories. 


| 
i 
| 


i 
i 
i 


| Mr. HUGHES. 
Haven] will withdraw any objection to this ap- 
propriation; for although the inhabitants of those 
|! Territories are rather-sparse, he will remember 
|i that all the laws of the United States have been 
i| made applicable there, and they will require this 
|| law library in order to understand them. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 
| ment was agreed to. 


| Mr. LANE, of Oregon. 


ft 
| amendment: 


i 
ji 
Hi 
i 


I offer the following 


as the salary of the Secretary is very small, I hope į 


I trust my colleague [Mr. | 


New Seriss.....No. 89, 


sbursements having been made from. the appropria- 
for compensations and mileages of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, and officers’ clerks, and the 
contingent expenses by the Secretaries of Oregon, Minne- 
sota, aud Utah, under the authority of territorial laws or 
resolutions, and the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury 
; having disallowed several payments, in settling the. ac- 
counts with said Territories, because they were not author- 
ized by the act of August 29, 1842, the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury is hereby enipowered to cause credits to be given 
to said Secretaries for such disbursements so disallowed, as 
he shall find to be equitable and just. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know anything 
about this matter, more than l gather from the 
statement of facts here presented. Itake it for 
granted that they are true; but I think that they 
ought not to form a part of thelaw. Ifan appro- 
priation is to be made for the purpose asked by 
the gentleman from Oregon, would it not be better 
to make it directly, without stating the facts, in 
the law? ; 

Mr. LANE. I am willing to strike out the 
things indicated by the geneman from Alabama; 
but there are very good reasons why the amend- 
ment should beadopted. If itis notin the proper 
form, I will thank any gentleman to putitin shape. 
The secretaries of the Territory of Oregon have 
had some difliculty in getting their accounts set- 
tled. I have consulted the officers at the Treasury 
Department, and have received their advice in re- 
gard to this matter. I will say, further, that we 
ask no appropriation of money, for we have a 
surplus now, and have never used the appropria- 
tious heretefore made. There is an amount now 
due Oregon of some $15,000 or $20,000. Many 
of the accounts of the late secretaries of the Ter- 
ritory that ought to be allowed have been sus- 
pended. They have expended money which was 
not authorized, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
| believes, by the law of 1842; but unless the law 
is made more plain that authorizes their accounts 
to be settled and allowed, they will be losers toa 
large amount that they have paid and honestly 
disbursed. 

Now, no gentleman of this committee, 1 am 
sure, wants that to be the case We want them 
to have credit for all the money which they have 
disbursed, and nothing more. An amendment like 
this is necessary for the settlement of their ac- 
counts, and I ask that it may be agreed to in some 
shape. 

L have a communication here in relation to this 
matter from the Comptrolier, I have béen very 
careful in regard to it.. [ will send it up to the 
| Clerk’s desk, and let him read it for the. informa- 
tion of the committee. 

Portion of the communication was read; and is 
| as follows: 

‘¢ The amendment, if adopted, willnot take any money 
from the Treasury. 

“ None of these Territories have expended all the money 
Congress has appropriated, from time to time, ‘for com- 
pensation and mileage of the members of the Legislative 
Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses.’ 

“The folowing balances stand to their credit on the 
books of the Treasury Department, to wit? 

. $31,467 39 


Oregon... 
Minnesot 2,950 51 
oe ceeeesseceeeesence scene 45,568 40 

“The ac sof the different secretaries of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico have been satisfactorily setted. 

“No account from the secretary of Washington Terri- 
tory has been received, and therefore no reliefis necessary 
for them. 

“The balances ate given to show thatthe Territories 
have not exceeded the appropriations made by Congress, if 
all the disallowances were credited. 

‘t Most sincerely yours, 

“ ELISHA WHITTLESEY.” 


| 

| The question was taken; and the amendment 
| was agreed to. 
{ 

| 

| 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I am requested by 
the Delegate from Utah, [Mr. Berwnisex,] whom 
I do not now seein his seat, to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill under consideration. It is a joint 
resolution reported by the chairman of the Com- 
m 


| Utah, to prepare a code of laws for the Territory. 
I think this is a proper place, and the only place, 
in the bill for its introduction. 
The amendment was reported, as follows: 


BE. 
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'Phat.the aceaunting officers.of the .Treasury-be author- 
ized to adjust the expense ofa board of commissioners ap- 
pointed under an act (of the Logistative Assembly of the 
Territory of Utah, approved by the Governor thereof Jan- 
uary 16, 1852, to prepare a code oflaws and of practice for |i 
said Territory ;-and:the just and proper compensation and |; 
expense found t0 have been necessarily incurred before 
the passage of this resohition, the evidence of which, with 

‘the Jaws drawn by said commissioners, shall be submited 
in detail to said accounting officers,and the amounts so 
fouid, shall be paid from the balaneé of appropriations 
‘for compensation and mileage of the members of the 

_ Legislative Assembly, officers clerks, and contingent Cx- 
penses of the Territory of Utah,” now standing ‘on, the 
books of the Treasury unexpended: Provided, That the 
autliority to charge the expense on said balance is not an 
‘approval by Congréss of the act of the Territorial Legisia- 
‘qure'of Utah creating’ a board for a term of years to report 

“Jaws, from timé to time, for the action of the Legislature of 
said ‘territory. 

Mr: HOUSTON. We have passed that point 
in the bill where this amendment is in order; and 
as the amountis entirely indefinite, I ask thegen- 
tleman’ from Ohio'to withhold it for the present, 
and see if he cannot ascertain the amount which 
it will’ be necessary for us to appropriate for this 
“purpose. If the committee has observed the 
reading of the amendment, it has seen that it is 
wholly indefinite. We do not know whether under 
it we'are appropriating fifty dollars or $50,000. 
“We simply ‘authorize the settlement of expenses 
about which we know nothing, which were unau- 
thorized when contracted for. As we have passed |! 
that part of the bill where it would be in order, I || 
ask the gentlernan from Ohio to hold it up, and 
get it introduced in the Senate, if it is just. | 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would have explained the 
amendment, so faras I could, to the committee, if 
I had supposed there would have been any objec- 
tion to it. YT had previously submitted to my hon- |, 
orable friend from Alabama [Mr. Houston] the 
statement of the gentleman from Hlinois, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, (Mr. Rucu- 
ARrpson,| who is now absent, when he reported, 
by order of that committee, this joint resolution. 

I will say that it requires no appropriation of 
money. ‘There ig already appropriated and un- 
expended, as just stated in the letter of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, which was. sent to the 
Clerk’s desk by the Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. 


i 
f 
if 


Lawe,] a large amonist of: money in the Treasury 
of Utah Territory. But the object of this amend- 
ment is to enable the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or his subordinates, to pay the board of com- 
missioners who have prepared, under the direc- 
tion of the Territorial Legislature of Utah, a code 
of laws enacted by that body. Those expenses 
had been heretofore paid ‘in other Territories; and 
it is usual to do so in such cases. 

I wag informed by the Delegate from Utah this |j 
morning [Mr. Berniusrr] that this resolution 
was drawn up under the direction of Comptroller | 
Whittlesey. T addressed a note to him as to the |i 
propriety of this resolution, and asking hira to 
specify the amount necessary. I received from ji 
him the reply | hold in my hand, which 1 will 
send to the Clerk to read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Treasthky DEPARTMENT, 
Comprrotier’s Orricr, June 15, 1854, 

Dear Spa: J return to you a copy of the joint resolution 
* authoriziag the accounting officers of the Treasury to 
adjust the expenses of a board of commissioners appointed 
by the ‘Territorial Assembly of Utah to prepare a code of 
laws,” And, in reply to your inquiries, L say: First. The 
like power has been granted to the accounting officers to 
settle the like expenses in other Territories, and unless it 
should be granted in this case, no allowance can be made. 
Second. As to the amount of the expenses when Mr. Bab- 
bitt, the present Secretary of Utah came here, he presented 
the claim of the code commissioners for their services, 
amounting to $2,428 10. He had paid on this claim & 

On being informed that an allowance could not be s 
bira for this payment without authority from Congre: 
withdrew the account. 

It is proper to state, that the sum of $2,423 10 included 
the compensation of the commissioners and clerk. 

Most sincerely yours, , 
ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 
Hon. Joun L. TAYLOR, Chairman ad interim of the Com- 
mitice on Territories, : 

The question was then taken on the amendment; |; 
and it was agreed to. f 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
offer an amendment, to come in after line six 
hundred and forty-five. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

_ Page twenty-seven, line six hundred and forty-five, 
insert: 

For purchasing for the use of the State Department 
one hundred copies of Little and Brown’s edition of the 
United States Statutes at Large, and the Same number of 
the paimphietlaws of the Thirty-Third Congress, $3,537.” 


i 
f 
ji 
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| 


Mr. STANTON: It is possible that I may 
have allowed the place to be passed by in which 
this “amendment would more properly come in; 
but it is perhaps quite as well here as anywhere 
else. : f 

The Secretary of State addressed to mea letter, 
some time since, in which he states that, in con- 
sequence of casualties by fire to the offices for 
which those books are to be supplied, it.is neces- 
sary to furnish one hundred additional copies. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ must object to going back, 
and offering amendments to parts of the bill which 
we have passed. 
when we shal! get through with the bill. 

Mr. STANTON, L.do not propose to go. back. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But we have.already. passed 
the part of the bill in reference-to the State Depart- 
ment, i 

Mr. STANTON. This is an amendment to 
provide for.the purchase. of books for their use; 
and I presume it is perfectly.in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
that it would have been more regular at an earlier 
stage of the bill; but he will still hold it to be in 
order now. 


Mr. STANTON. The Secretary of State asks | 
‘for a small appropriation for the purchase of 
| beoks, to supply the place of those which have 


been burnt, and which are necessary for offices 
to be furnished, and offices which have been re- 
cently erected. Jt seems to me it would bea very 


itechnical objection to say that this is not the 
‘ proper place to insert the appropriation. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman may suppose 


| what he pleases about technicalities; but if he ex- 


pects me to consent to go back in this bill to insert 
appropriations, he will find himself mistaken. If 
he had been present, and attended to the bill, he 
would have had no difficulty in offering his amend- 


ment at the proper place. The Chairman has, 
and I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. STANTON. . Then 1 shall have nothing 
from the Secretary of State may be read. 

The following letter wag then read: 

Wasinnetron, Muy 25, 1854. ? 

Sm: Ihave to request that an appropriation be made by 
of Liwe & Brown’s edition of the United States Statutes 
at Large. 
ofthat work, partly in consequence of the losses occasioned 
in different parts of the country by fire, and partly by an 


however, ruled this amendment to be in order, 

further to say. | ask that the communication 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Congress of $3,500, tor the purchase of one bundred copies 

It bas become necessary to procure an additional supply 

increase ofthe number of officers of the Government, who 


| are, by existing laws, entitled to receive the work from this 
s ¥Y E > 


Department. 

An additional supply of one hundred copies of the pam- 
pllet laws of the Mhirty ‘Third Congress will altxo be re- 
quired for distribation, rendering necessary an appropriation 
of seventy-five dollars. 

i am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. L. MARCY. 
Hon. F. P. Stanton, Chairman Judiciary Committee, 
House of Representatives. 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
adopted. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to amend in the six 


| hundred and forty-second line by striking out 


49,000” and inserting ‘*$9,400;” so that the 
paragraph, as amended, would read: 

For compensation of the district attorneys, $9,400. 

Mr. P. said: I move this increase in order to 
embrace the district attorneys for the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PITELPS. I move, for the same reason, to 
increase the appropriation in the next paragraph 
from $7,800 to $8,200, in order to embrace the 
marshals for the same Territories. 

The paragraph, as amended, would read: 

For compensation of the marshals, $8,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DRUM. I move to amend by adding, at 
the end of the following paragraph: 


For annuities and grants, $750, 


—the words: 


And that the eighth section of the act of Congress ap- 
proved the 3d March, 1853, entitled © An act making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year ending 30th of June, 1854, be, 
and the same is hereby, revived and continued in force. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that that was a usual provis- 
ion when there were temporary clerks in the 


If we do so, there is no telling | 


Treasury Department. Thereare not such clerks, 
i however, now. The classification which was pro- 
vided for last year has dispensed with all the 
temporary clerks in the Treasury Department, 
with the exception of the Third Auditor’s office, 
and they are provided for in the bill in another 
place. The amendment of the gentleman is.there- 
fore unnecessary. ‘Ihe classification made two 
years ago dispensed with all the temporary clerk- 
ships, and there are none now legally in existence. 

Mr. DRUM. All I can say in reply is, that 
the act of 1842, creating these temporary clerk- 
ships, was revived in 1846, and again in 1853; 
and that the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Fourth Auditor recommend that it be again re- 
vived... If the matter be provided forin another 
part of the bill, as the gentleman from Alabama 
says that it is, I shall press my amendment no 
farther. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I spoke of the clerks in the 
Third Auditor’s office. The temporary clerk- 
ships are all dispensed with, excepting those in 
the Third Auditor’s office, which are given for the 
purpose of examining the rolls connected with 
the bounty land laws. The temporary force in 
| the Pension office was discharged a few days ago, 
! and a few additional permanent clerks substituted. 
| The law of 1853 requires that the Treasury De- 
partment shall have a certain number of clerks. 
| dt takes up the Second, Third; Fourth, Fifth, and 
Sixth Auditor’s office—all the Auditor’s offices— 
classifies the clerks, and provides expressly that 
these offices shall have only the clerks specified 
therein. In this view of the case I make a point 
of order on the gentleman’s amendment. There 
is no law for it; really it is against law. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairsustainsthe point 
of order, on the ground that the amendment pro- 

poses a change of a general law. We are now 
| considering an appropriation bill into which nothing 
ean come in order but appropriations under laws, 
and directions for their disbursement. 

Mr.PRESTON. After the heading ‘ custom- 
houses,’’ insert as follows: 

Por compietag the custon-honse at St. Louis, Missouri, 

0) . 

Per completing the custam-house at Mobile, Alabama, 
j $65,000 

|" For completing the custom-bouse at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
| 840,000. 

For completing the custom-honse at Louisville, Ken- 
cecky, 840,000. 

For completing the eustom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000, 

For completing the custom house, Bath, Maine, $20,000. 

For completing the enstom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 
i ware, $12,000, 

To purchase a site for custom-house at Providence, 
i Rhode Island, $24,000, 


Mr. PRESTON. I dislike to trouble the House 
| again with this amendment for the custom-honses, 
| for they are old acquaintances, every oneof which 
i has been approved by this body upon the yeas 
and nays during this session; but I desire to recall 
to its memory the reason assigned by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for resisting the inser- 
i tion of these appropriations in the deficiency bill. 
When that was under consideration, they said 
| that these appropriations should not be ingrafted 
as amendments upon it, but that it was proper 
i they should be contained ina separate bill. The 
Committee of Ways and Means having, through 
its chairman, engineered the original bill until it 
was defeated, a younger member was authorized 
to report a second bill, accompanied by another 
| providing separately for the custom-houses, and 
| m this manner succeeded in getting through the 
i last deficiency bill. The gentleman from Alabama, 
! (Mr. Puinies,] seduced by this proposition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Brecxin- 
RIDGE,] together with some other of our friends, 
acted with this hope; and the consequence was, 
that we lost the custom-houses, which we had pre- 
viously carried separately by ten or twelve votes. 
i Now, the Committee of Ways and Means again 
| tell us not to be impatient, and we will reach the 
‘ separate bill for the custom-houses, which they 
f have reported in the regular course of parliament- 
i 
| 


| 
l 
| 


i 
t 
1 
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| 
i 
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j 
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ary resurrection, For my own part, I believe it 
a desperate hope. If we entertain it we will again 
! be disappointed, and merit to be laughed at. I 
; haveseen a ludicrous cut in one of Hood’s works, 
| of a fellow riding a donkey, who is seated so near 
| his tail that there is barely room for himself, but 
| laughingly invites a weary traveler to.get up be- 
fae. 

| hind. {Laughter.] 
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The appropriations asked for the custom-houses | 
in this amendment are in conformity with the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury; they have 
been approved by this House each.upon separate 
votes upon yeas and nays; they have met the 
sanction of the Senate, who ingrafted them upon 
the deficiency bill, and the only-reason urged by 
the committee against that course was that it was 
not the appropriate bill to provide forthem. The 
objection cannot now apply. Last year the cus- 
tom-house appropriations were made in the shape 
of an amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill, 
and this, now asked, is the usual course. The 
Committee of Ways and Means have themselves 
set us the example, and in this very bill provide 
for continuing the construction of the custom- 
houses at Charleston and New Orleans, and else- 
where, and are ready also to provide by an amend- 
ment for an item not embraced in this bill when it 
was reported, being the money requisite to con- | 
tinue. the custom-house at- Richmond. Why, 
then, do.they exclude us from having the other 
custom-house appropriations inserted in this bill ? 
Itis the place in which such provisions have 
always been made heretofore. Why should not 
this act contain. the appropriations approved by 
the committee, and recommended by them in the 
separate bill, approved at both times by both 
Houses of Congress, and advised by the Admin- 
gstration as necessary, 

So far as the appropriation for $40,000 for the 
completion of the custom-house at Louisville is 
concerned, F can afford either to forego, postpone, 
or abandon it altogether, if the public necessity 
require it; but I see no reason for refusing to 
grant these estimates of the Administration, or 
for not inserting them in this bill, and therefore 
again, in behalf of its friends, once more submit 
the proposition to the committee, : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not want to engage in 
a discussion on the subject of the custom-houses. 
I presume the committee understand that subject 
perfectly. There is a very broad difference be- 
tween the Richmond custom-house and the cus- 
tom-houses included in this amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama answer meon this point; is there any dif- 
ference between them, except that between western 
interests and Atlantic interests? 

Mr. HOUSTON, The gentleman knows very 
litle about my course on these custom-houses if 
he supposes that I am influenced by any such con- 
sideration as that which he. presumes influences 
me. The gentleman seems to intimate that my 
consideration for locality directs my course in re- 
lation to some of these custom-houses. 

No, sir; there is a difference between the Rich- 
mond custom-house and the custom-houses includ- 
ed inthis amendment. It is, thatin relation tothe | 
latter they have allgot what, at the time, was said 
to be sufficient to complete them. And therefore 
I am unwilling to vote any more for them in this 
bill, or in any other bill. Thatistheground I have 
taken all along in opposing further appropriations 
to them. I believe that the sums appropriated are 
sufficient to complete these custom-houses in the 
most approved plan as fire-proof buildings. In 
Richmond that is not the case. Richmond re- 
ceived an appropriation of $100,000, while it col- 
lects ‘a revenue from foreign imports to the amount 
of $140,000 or $150,000. Louisville collects some 
$45,000 or $50,000 of customs in the year while 
the labor is all done in New Orleans, and Louis- 
ville has got appropriations of $178,000—within a 
very few thousand of the amount which the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means have proposed for the 
custom-house at Richmond. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no argument to 
show that the parallel between these cases holds 
in the most remote degree. It was contemplated 
to give Richmond more than it has got, and per- 
haps, in the amendment which [ expect to offer 
hereafter, we will bring Richmond up to about the 
average of the custom-house appropriations. I 
believe it is now below the average of Mobile, 
Louisville, St. Louis, and Cincinnati. St. Louis 
has received: $227,000; Cincinnati $212,000; Lou- 
isville $178,000, and Mobile $200,000. Thatis the 
condition ofthese appropriations. And we propose 
now to give to Richmond that which will make 
the custom-house appropriation for that port 
$200,000. Thatisal. And when we shall have 
made this appropriation to Richmond, I shall be 
unwilling toincreaseit. Asfar as Iam concerned, 


gentleman proposes appropriations, and -the cus- 
tom-house at Richmond, Lo? 

Sir, we have the evidence of the gentleman from 
the Louisville district, [Mr. Presron,] and from 
the Treasury Department, that, at the last session 
of Congress, they had appropriations to meet every 
| bid that was then before the Department. They 
i had appropriations to enable the Department to 
comply with the bids for the erection of a fire- 
proof building; and under no circumstances, there- 
fore, would ! be willing to vote further appropria- 
tions for Louisville or St. Louis, because there is 
evidence on record that there were bids in the 
Treasury Department proposing.io complete the 
custom-houses at these points in, the manner de- 
sired and for the money appropriated. I would 
like to know what became of these bids and that 
money? 

Mr. DISNEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by increasing the appropriation for the Cin- 
cinnati custom-house one dollar. 

Mr. Chairman, to me, | confess, the course 
pursued by the Committee of Ways and Means 
in regard to this. custom-house matter is totally 
inexplicable. It is novel. ‘That committee not 
only directly and openly disregard the recommend- 
ations of the head of the Department, who, from 
the necessity of the case, is familiar with the 
wants, character, and condition of those things 
which are necessary to promote the interest of 
| the Government: f say that committee contempt- 
uously disregard all the reasonings and judgment 
i of that officer. They pay not the slightest regard 
to his estimates upon this or any other subject. 
Not only that, but, as is seen from the statement 
which the chairman of the comraittee has just 
made, they go further, and entirely disregard the 
; solemnly recorded opinion of this House, over 
and over again, in relation to this matter. | ask 
why isit? What reason has this House heard 
from that committee which should influence jt to 
sustain them in this course of which i have 
| spoken—and spoken in proper terms, too? 

Take the-case of the Cincinnati custom-house. 


| You have in the document, which is before me, | 


! the facts and reasons of the Secretary given; and 
| I undertake.to say, that no impartial and unpre- 
: judiced man can sit down and peruse its statements 
| without being satisfied thatthe appropriation ought 
| to be made, 
| Committee of Ways and Means. I again ask, 
| why isit? Why do gentlemen stand up here, as 

the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
: Means has just done, and state that, in their judg- 
ment, proper and appropriate buildings, having 
regard to forra, character, and dimensions, could 
be contracted for and constructed for the sum 
already appropriated? Such is not the judgment 
of the Secretary; and in reference to the Cincin- 
nati custom-house he goes on and gives the facts. 
He says: . 

«The plans and specifications for this building were 
prepared and arranged with great care to meet the purposes 


| contemplated in the act authorizing its erection, and with 
: reference to the most econdmical construction in a fire- 


ji proof manner. 


« Bids were solicited for its erection by advertisement of 
| December 11, 1852, for sixty days, the lowest of which, ou 
examination, were found to exceed, in the aggregate, the 
| amount appropriated ; but as the last appropriation was for 
the completion of the edifice, and the 
tion of the size of the building, no resource existed but to 
curtail the expense of its interior, and its fire- proof quality, 
very much, however, to its injury in appearance and its 
; Safety. A A 
i As the culting down of the building in this manner 
would greatly injure it, and evidently be the very worst 
economy for the Government to pursue, the Department 
| considered that when the subject was brought to the atten- 
| tion of Congress, the necessary additional appropriation to 
i complete it in the manner it should be constructed, would 
be made. @ 

“ Accordingly, contracts were awarded and made in ac- 
cordance with the plans and specifications, with the pro- 


| priation, the above alluded to alterations should be made, 
į and the building cut down to the amount of the appropria- 
ition. Hence the $40,000 asked for, which wiil complete 
the building agreeably to the plans and specifications.’* 
The Secretary, believing Congress to be an 
‘intelligent body, supposed that when Congress 
! should be placed in possession of the facts of the 
case, they would make the appropriation recom- 
| mended. ` But whatever recommendations he may 
i have made, certain it is that the Committee of 


And yet it has no effect upon this | 


Ould be no reduc- | 


viso, that should Congress not make the additional appro- ; 


Mr. CASKIE. [should not take part in this 
` discussion, but for some remarks of the geneman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Presron.] His allusion to 
the Richmond custom- house perhaps calls for 
some notice from me. l do not propose now to 


i| enter upon the merits of the appropriation which 


it is understood will be recommended for that ob- 

| ject. It isnot now before this committee. When 
the proper time comes, I shall be prepared to say 
whatever is necessary and right about, it, At 
present, E shail confine myselfto that which alone 
has induced me to rise. 

I think F have a right to complain of the way 
-in which the Richmond. custom-house has been 
drawn into this debate. When the deficiency bill 
was up, and gentlemen having custom-houses “in 
their districts—appropriations for which were ésti- 
mated as deficiencies—made. their propositions, { 
voted on them without ‘allusion or reference to 
Richmond. [vid not attempt to put the Rich- 
mond building in that bill, and for the plain reason 
| that the estimate of the Secretary in reference to 
it was not for a deficiency. It was his business 
to determine where he would make his estimate. 
He made it for the civil and diplomatic bill, I 
| was content ta take itup when we came regularly 
to the point at which he had placedit. Such has 
heen my course, although I believe that if we 
could have sooner got the appropriation, we might 
perhaps have expedited the building. We cei- 
tainly desired action at the earliest possible mo- 
| ment. f : 

In voting upon custom-house appropriations, I 
have looked only to their claims. .I voted when 
we were.on the deficiency bill for such:as were 
recommended by. the Department, because I 
thought its.recommendations were reasonable, so 
far as I could judge. Besides, although no one 
caneondemn more strongly than I do the abuses 
which have occurred in past times, I was satisfied 
that at last the buildings E voted to. complete 
would be faithfully finished for the amounts asked, 
Here I should like very much. to’ present some 
general views in reference to these buildings ; but 
my five minutes do not permit. Mr. Chairman, 
when my time, which I have quietly bided, shall 
come, I only ask gentlemen to do unto me as I 
have done unto them. I voted upon their proposi- 
tions in advance of my own, and without refer- 
ence to what might be its fate.. If they did not 
succeed, it was not my fault. Now, let each case 
stand on its own footing, and be judged by its 
own merits. Let not the fact that the committee 
of Ways and Means have recommended: an ap- 
propriation for the Richmond building, while they 
have refused to recommend appropriations : for 
some others, operate with any gentleman against 
it, Let it come in its proper place, and be consid- 
ered unembarrassed by such allusions as we have 
heard from.the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Preston.}] {have a right to expect this, when 
my own action has been such as I have described; 
' when, looking to nothing but the character of 
| each application, I have always been willing to 
| vote such amounts as I thought fair and right. 

i Mr. PRESTON. I beg to assure the gentle- 
man that the remarks I made were in no spirit of 
hostility to the Richmond custom-house, 

Mr. CASKIE. I did not suppose the gentle- 
man had any hostility to that work. IT spoke 
of his remarks which I thought had a tendency to 
excite some prejudice against it~-that not unnat- 
ural prejudice which results from the idea that 
anything is unduly favored. 

Mr. DISNEY, there being no objection, with- 

‘drew his amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. We have progressed 
very rapidly with the bill to-day, and as itis grow- 
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ing late, the House is thin, and this is a very im- 
portant amendment, I move that the committee 
do now rise. There should be a full House to 
act upon this question. > f 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Speeches are to 
be made on the question, and they may as well be 
made now as at any other time. 
tion to rise may not prevail. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is evident there is 
no quorum present. 


“Tellers were demanded, and refused on the nio- ; 


tion to rise. 

“The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to, | : 
- T hecommittee accordingly rose; and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the civil and diplo- 


matic appropriation bill, and had come to no reso- | 


lution thereon. 

Mr. BRIDGES. 
now adjourt# 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thereupon, at three o’clock, p. m., the House 
adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, June 16, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Winuiam H. MILBURN. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


` A message from the House of Representatives | 


was received by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

An act 
Elijah Beebe; 

An act for the relief of Thomas Frazer; and 

An act regulating the pay of deputy postmas- 
ters. : 

Which were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 


PRIVATE BILL DAY—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, this is private 
bill day, and I suppose it will require the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to do any other busi- 
ness. The bill which is immediately under con- 
sideration, as the first on the Private Calendar, it 
will be recollected, is one which E. have more par- 
ticularly in charge. On that matter the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Warker) has the’ dor. 
I understand, however, that there is quite a unani- 
mous desire in the Senate to proceed with the 
consideration of the veto message; and feeling 
very anxious myself that that subject should be 


early disposed of, I wish to say to the Senate that, | 


so far as I am concerned, I shall waive all desire 
to proceed with the private bills to-day, if the 
Senate are disposed to go on with the considera- 
tion of the veto message. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, it hasnow 
been about four or five weeks since private claims 
were considered by the Senate; and although we 
are greatly in advance of the House in the consitl- 
eration of private bills, claimants are constantly 
besieging me, as chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, to insist upon the consideration of their 
bills, according to the rules of the Senate. I hope, 
therefore, sir, that unless it is contrary to the gen- 


eral sense of the Senate, or unless the Senator | 


from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,} who has the 
floor on the indigent insane bill, particularly de- 
sires to proceed with his remarks to-day, we shall 
go on and consider the Private Calendar. 

1 therefore submit two points for the considera- 
tion of the Senate: The first is the fact that we 
have done nothing with private claims for the last 
four or five weeks. The second.is, that if the 


honorable Senator from New York does not par- | 


ticularly desire to go on with his remarks to-day, 
and if it is the general sense of the Senate, th 


hope we shall do so. 
Mr. GWIN. I hope that we can make an 


arrangement by which both ends can be accom- | 
I would suggest, therefore, that we pro- į 


plished. 


Í trust the mo- | 


for the relief of the widow and heirs of | 


at: 
we should proceed with the Private Calender, l: 


i 
J 
i 


ceed with private bills until oneo’clock. We can, 


then take up the veto message, and the Senator 
from New York can address the Senate upon it. 
Į presume he will not occupy more than an hour. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Then we shall have an hour more for other busi- 
ness. - 

Several Senarons. Oh, 
private bills. 

Mr. GWIN. I am very anxious to have a 
claim acted upon to-day, which was before de- 
cided by the Senate, and sent to the House, but 
which, at our request, was sent back to us. . 

The PRESIDENT. Inthe opinion of the Chair, 


no; let us go on with 


| this discussion is altogether out of order. 


Mr. HAMLIN. (call for the regular order of 
business. : i 


MOORE AND HASCALL. 


The PRESIDENT. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. The first bill is one for the relief of 
Hiram Moore and John Hascall, which is now 
under consideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WALKER said: Mr. President,when I ad- 
dressed myself to this subject before, E remarked 
that after hearing the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Sruart] I might have something further to say, 
and might go to some extent into the proofs of 
what allegations I might make. I propose to do 
it now; and Í ask the Senate, or as many of them 
as can possibly give me their attention, to do soy 
for F promise them that, while E was charged be- 
fore with making very broad and unqualified 


| assertions, I said nothing but what I feel myself 


now able to prove, and more than prove. 

‘The question before us, 1 repeat, as I did then, 
is one of very great importance. lt is one that 
should be well considered by the Senate. It ought 
not lightly to pass upon it, for I think that, after 
very full examination, if the Senate shall pass the 
bill, very great and serious detriment will result. 
I shall take up many points in the speech of the 
honorable Senator from Michigan, and endeavor 
to reply to them, with what success the result 
must prove, or the judgment of the Senate must 
determine. 

He commenced his argument in reply to me by 
saying, what, if it amounted to anything, amounted 
to a charge against me of making the most un- 
qualified assertions which were not based in fact 
or in reason. | will read from his remarks, for I 
intend to quote him correctly as I reply to him. 
He says: 

It perhaps is not the least difficult task for a man to 


undertake to answer an argument that is made up wholly 
of ilimitable statements and declarations. I conceive that 


ita gentleman were to tise in his place to-day and tell the | 


Senate of the United States that to-morrow, at noon, the 
sun would be extinguished, the earth would be annihilated, 
and the whole planetary system would be utterly and en- 
tirely destroyed, there is nota man in the world who cowd 
refute that argument by reason and logic. He could ouly 
say he did not believe it. Now, sir, L find myself very 
much in that position”? 

The comparison here could not be stronger. Tt 
compares the statement which I made to one so 
egregiously erroneous, and unfounded, and base- 
less, as that all nature was to go to wreck to- 
morrow. ‘This, sir, is pretty strong language to 
use in reply. It implies a great deal; andif he 


has sustained that comparison against me he cer- 


tainly has placed me not only in avery ridiculous 
position, but in one which is most false. 

Sir, I shall use language upon this occasion 
about as strong as upon that; but I shall do to- 
day what I did not do then: I shall follow my- 
self, step by step, with the proofs. 

The next statement made by the Senator is: 

ce y trust the Senate will indulge me in saying that this 
whole transaetion, from the time of its inception down to 
jis completion, has been carried on in the county in which 
1 reside, within twelve or fourteen miles of my own resi- 
dence; and if there is any subject which I have had an op- 
portunity Lo understand by observation aud by examination 
from first to last, it is the subject which is now before the 
Senate of the United States; and when the Seuator from 
Wisconsin tells me that I am here the advocate of a meas- 


ure which carries upon its face, and in its effect, such per- | 


aseribes to this, when [ know all about it, no 
can be drawn from his language, however 
ip the dishonest 


fidy as he 
ather inference 
he may intend it, except that I am here 
advocacy of a very dishonest measure, 

about which F cannot plead ignorance.”? 


Again, speaking of Moore & Hascall, he says: 


They are men who claim for themselves to be meritori 


ous; and they are men whom T elaiin, on my reponsibility | 


as aman and a Senator, to be meritorious. I speak from 
knowledge, for they are my neighbors. 
done in my community. 


all about it, if I know anything.” 

If, in the progress of what I shall say to the 
Senate, I shall prove that in every respect where 
he contradicts me 1 am right, I will leave it to the 


This is a subject i 


‘This thiny has been ;: 
it has been done where I know | 


Senate to determine how far he is mistaken in 
regard to his own knowledge, or to make what 
other inference it may please. 

After comparing the statement which I made 
to a statement that the world was to become a 
wreck to-morrow, what is the first point he speci- 
fies as worthy the institution of such comparison? 
It is this. Hesays of met 

< He tells you that an attempt is made by this bill to give 
to Moore & Hascall, not that which they have invented, 
and to which they bave a right, but all that they claim; and 
he says he knows they will claim everything that attaches 


to any reaping machine that has ever been invented, or is 
now in use’? 


If the Senator possesses the knowledge he claims 
for himself, he knows that Moore & Hascall will 
make no such claim. Heknows that. f will ask 
the honorable Senator if he is acquainted with a 
| gentleman in his own State by the name of Lakin 
Brown; and also another, of ‘the name of A. Y. 
Moore? 

Mr. STUART. It will probably be more con- 
venient for the Senator and myself to answer his 
inquiries after he has got through with them. I 
know those gentlemen, and I believe, also, L know 
the statements to which he refers. 1 think:} can 
satisfy the Senator that I know all about the 
matter. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to state that since I 
was arraigned, as it were, before the Senate the 
| other day; and more particularly since the case of 
Mi. McCormick, now of Illinois, late of Virginia, 
| wasarraigned, and he wes broughtupon the stand 
as aman of fraud, as a man who usurped the 
i right of others, he has furnished me with addi- 
| tional testimony not only to sustain my statements, 
but to sustain his own position. He has never 
; sent an agentto me. I have never seen an agent 
of Mr. McCormick, never conversed with one, 
i never knew that he had one. In the absence of 
all agents, when he was here advocating his own 
cause, as I have said before to the Senate, J] gave 
him my ear often, and whenever a man comes to 
me with his own case, and presents it for himself, 
! and does not send his hireling agents, I will listen 
‘tohim, I feel it to be my duty to do so, and if 
what { notice after that is charged against me for 
| so doing, I have an answer to make to it, and 
į shall make it plainly. 

Then the statement which the Senator arraigned 
me for first making is this, that Moore & Has- 
cull designed to claim what was embraced in the 
patents of other claimants for reaping machines. 

{ find that in the testimony of two witnesses 
taken in the State of Michigan, in a suit pending 
between Mr. McCormick, and the infringers of 
his patent, this statement was made: 

« Hiram Moore has repeatedly stated to me in conver- 
sation that all the main features in McCormick’s reaper 
were his, said Moore’s, invention; and he also stated to 
this deponent, that the reason why he had not prosecuted 
persons for an infringement of his patent was the fact, that 
he wanted to procure first his renewal of the patent for 
Moore & Haseall’s harvesting machine.” 

That is the statement proved by Mr. Lakin 
Brown. Then we have the testimony of aman 
of the same name with one of the claimants, but 
whether a relative or not I do not know, to the 
‘i same effect. Mr. Moore says: 

« Hiram Moore has several times told hirn, this deponent, 
that said plaintiff, MeCormick, and others, were using sub 
stantially his, said Hiram Moore’s, invention in all the 
ij reaping machines ; but that he did not intend to prosecute 
for an infringement of his patent, inasmuch as he wanted 
firs. to procure an extension or renewal of his patent by 
Congress.” 

Now I contend that this fully proves what I 

asserted, that Moore & Hascall do not seek an 
| extension of this patent for the purpose of manu- 
| facturing, but solely for the purpose of coming 
i down on those whom they may claim to bein- 
ij fringers of their patent, and levy black mail on 
| them, and make them pay what will constitute a 
profit on the patent. I prove this by sworn testi- 
i mony, certified under seal by the proper officers, 
and sworn to have come from the lips of Mr. 
| Moore himself. That is notall. Itnot only proves 
| that they claim what is contained in McCormick’s 
machine, but this also lets out the motive why 
they have, up to this time, remained so peaceful, 
i and not prosecuted infringers of what they claim 
to be their patent. That motive is admitted by 
Mr. Moore himself. Itis that he wanted to get 
| this patent extended, and then he says he will 
come down upon others and show that these 
jj people are all infringing his patent. 

il What did I say when I spoke before? 


Į said 
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this was the object. I now prove it by sworn 
testimony. J said the object was not to manu- 


such a position that they could not use machines 
which have already been bought from McCor- 
mick, without being subject to damages and to an 
injunction. Then the first charge which is brought 
against me, of having stated what is not so, falls 
to the ground, for [ support my statement by 
proof, 
Now, Mr. President, bear in mind another 
thing. I stated that, as this bill was now framed, 
it would enable Moore & Hascall to go back for 
eighteen years, and claim all they should allege 
they have invented within that time, and obtain a 
patent for it. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Stuarr] takes issue with me on that, and says, 
they only propose to go back fourteen years. 
Now let us see what he said about this matter. 
Speaking of Mr. Moore, he used this language: 
“ Looking abroad, sir, upon our prairies in 1832, he dis- 
covered at once that a single man, with a team, could, 
besides attending to his ordinary farming business, put in 
eighty acres of wheat; buthe saw instantly that it required 
a great many men to harvest that wheat in the ordinary 
method, by a cradle. He therefore saw, either thata great 
portion of the western country, consisting of prairie land, 
mustlie comparatively idle and unproductive, or else means 
must be employed to provide for barvesting after the crop 
was in and ready to be harvested. He said to his neigh- 
bors, ‘F believe I cau invent a machine which will harvest 
this wheat perfectly? As a matter of course, they all 
Janghed at himn. They did not believe him any more than 
a man would have believed, a few years before it was de- 
monstrated, that intelligence could be communicated by 
telegraph. He went to work, however—to do what??? 


Remember, this was in 1832. 

«I wish to cali the attention of Senators to the work which 
this gentleman set about. It was to produce a machine 
which would go into the field, and could thresh, clean up, 
and put into bags the wheat at the rate of three aeres an 
hour. That was a pretty large undertaking. Has he suc- 
ceeded? The report of the committee says he has; and 
as the matter has passed under my own observation, I 
know it to be s0. Since he began, in 1836, to try his ma- | 
chine, [ haye seen it operate annually; and I tell you, sir, 
and L pledge myself to the Senate of the United States, 
that it does this work more thorougbly than it can be done 
in any other way. Itis done with less waste. 
Jess loss of wheat by shelling. ‘The farmer gets more bush- 
els of wheat into his barn by this mode than any other which 
has yet been proposed. ”? 

In the bill in this case bear in mind there are 
two points. First, the patent is to be renewed. 
For what? For what was contained in the ori- 
ginal patent? No, sir; but it is to be renewed for 
what was contained in the model, drawings, or 
specifications. When can we infer that- he got 
up his model? The Senator tells us it was in 1832. 
If he can show that he made a model in 1832, 
when he commenced operations, that will carry 
him back not only eighteen years, buttwenty-two 
years. Then it is the renewal of a patent for 
what is contained in this model, drawings, or spe- 
cification; and L asserted he could go back eighteen 
years. I now go further, and prove, by the Sen- 
ator’s own admigsion, that he can go back for 
twenty-two years, if he can show that the first | 
thing he did was to get up this model, which is, 
in all probability, the fact. 

Then, what becomes of these broad denials of 
my assertions, when I prove from the statements | 
of the Senator himself, that notonly do these con- | 
stituents of his claim what is contained in other 
reapers, but I show that they commenced in 1832, 
making twenty-two years that they can go back 
and prove they invented anything, by bringing 
up the dead body of this burnt model? How are 
they to getatit? The Senator tells you, in another 
part of his speech, that the model was burnt in 
1836. lt has, therefore, been burnt up for eighteen 
years. How are these men to bring to the knowl- 
edge of the Commissioner of Patents what was | 
in that model? They are to do it by oral testi- | 
mony. They are to fish around the country and 
find some man who will swear that so far back as 
1836 or 1832, he saw a model containing such im- 
provements as they now specify in their claim 
and when they do that, and prove it, they get a 


patent for it. And what else do they get a patent |; 


for under the provisions of this bill? They are not | 
only to go back to the utmost limit to which they 
can trace this model, but then comes in another 
provision of the bill, that for everything from the 
day of the issue of the first patent to the time 
mentioned in the bill, which is fourteen years, | 
they are to have the patent extended for every | 

article of improvement. i 
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Every improvement || 


time is to be included: within the renewed patent. 
Then, l say, it is an enormity. It is such a prop- 
„osition of legislation as perhaps never was sub- 
mitted to the Congress of the United States be- 
fore. f : 

Sir, in ordinary cases what are the solemnities 
to be pursued? An inventor goes to the Patent 
Office, and files his claim and specification. What 
else? He has solemnly to avouch for the fact, 
that in his opinion, he is the true and original 
inventor. He files an affidavit of that. If any 
other person sees fit to come forward and contest 
the originality of his invention, he has a right to 
do so,and ‘a contest for priority takes place, and 
it is decided on the proofs, But here this bill pro- 
vides that these men shall go before the Patent 
Office and file their claim and specifications, and 
shall be entitled to a patent for whatever they can 
prove is embraced in their claim. J have shown, 
that according to the admissions of these men, 
they may go back not only eighteen years, but 
twenty-two years, and have a patent for all which 
they may allege was contained in the model, 
which was burnt long ago. Let me ask what 
security is there to the public. 

The Senator from Michigan made a great deal 
of sport, as he supposed, in regard to what I said 
about stopping reapers on the western prairies. 
Why, sir, | can stand at my door at home in har- 
vest time, and be within the sound of many reap- 
ing machines. Men on those prairies have in- 
curred the expense of buying harvesting and 
reaping machines; but did they ever think of buy- 
ing one of Moore & Hascail’s machines? No, 
sir, they have not got one of them. 

What is proposed, as is now shown by the tes- 
timony? It is proposed by Moore & Hascall 
themselves to lie still, to keep quiet, to allow other 
patentees to come in and perfect their patents and 
secure their rights, to say nothing about their own 
patent, tolet people buy other reapers, and, at last, 
when they have secured an extension of their own 
patent, they will break in on the community, and 
without furnishing reapers themselves, will stop 
the operations of others, or levy black mail on 
them to a greater extent in value than they could 
ever realize by making and selling such machines 
as theirs. This is sworn to, as their intention; 
and yet I am told that when I said so before, | 
made an assertion as broad and unreasonable as 
would be an assertion that all matter would go to 
wreck to-morrow. 

But, sir, there is something further upon the 
question, not only of what they claim, but of the 
intention with which they make their claim, In 
speaking of the machine, the Senator from Mich- 
igan said: 

“Itecould only be tried in harvest time, and Senators 


: who are acquainted with grain growing, will see it would 


only be tried while the wheat was fit to thresh.?? 


Now, Mr. President and Senators, let me beg 
of you to take, in connection with what is here 
said, what. 1 asserted before—that this machine 
was worthless, and never would be manufactured. 
I stand by the assertion, and will endeavor to 
prove it. But what is the statement here? The 
enator further says: 


« With the cradle you begin a week before the wheat is 
ready tothresh ; but with this machine you cannot operate 
until the wheatis ready to thresh, because it cuts, threshes, 
and cleans up at once. For this reason the time during 
which the machine can be operated is reduced to ten days, 
or two weeks at the outside.” 


If there was no other objection to this machine 


| than what is here mentioned by the Senator him- 


self, it would be deemed by every farmer and 
miller in the country, who knows his business, to 
bentterly worthless. Whoever thought of putting 
off the harvesting of his grain until it is ready to 
thresh? If it must be ready to thresh before you 


: can operate with the machine, all must beso ready. į 
| Suppose, now, that you havea field of one hun- 
; dred acres upon which you are to enter; suppose 


it is all ready to thresh to-day—that is, itis dead 


|i ripe, ready to falloff; you setin with your thresh- 
ing-machine, and you find that before you come to | 
Notwithstanding || 


the last it will have fallen out. 
this, the Senator asserts that the farmer gets more 
bushels of grain by this process of harvesting 
than he can in any other way. But he says that 
with the cradle you can commence before the grain 
is dead ripe. Ifthe Senator does know anything 
about farming, | wish him to pay a little attention 
to this. If he ever owned a mill, or knows any- 


which they can show they invented within that i! thing of milling, I wish he would pay attention. 


Let him inquire of any Aour. merchant or miller in 
the world, whether he prefers wheat cut when it 
is dead ripe, or cut before that? .The miller will 
tell him that he wants it cut before it is dead ripe, 
for then it makes better flour, and there is more.of 
it. . Besides that, everybody’s common sense will 
tell him at once, that if wheat be dead ripe before 
you commence to harvestit, thelast must be fallen 
out before the machine reaches it. : 

Take this in connéction with what I said, and it 
shows clearly that this machine must be worth- 
less, and that itis not the intention to manufac- 
ture it, but to fall back on claims contained in 
other reapers which are already in the hands of 
the farming community, and if these men can make 
them pay, it will be profit enough for them, with- 
out putting them to the annoyance and trouble of 
making machines. I have already said, and I shall 
prove it before I conclude, that it does require 
$1,600 to build one of these machines, and does 
take sixteen horses to work one of them. What- 
ever may be theintention of the honorable Senator, 
and [I do not speak of his motives, 1 ask, is it not 
apparent, from their own. admissions, and -from 
the facts in the case, that these men desire an ex- 
tension of their patent in order to make money 
out of the investments of others, and not out of 
their own exertions? I said, when | was speak- 
ing on a previous day, that when it was first in- 
troduced into Congress, it did not contain a pro- 
vision giving them what is given by the present 
bill, and I showed a copy of the bill to the Senate 
at that time to sustain that assertion, The Sen- 
ator from Michigan, speaking on that point, said: 

«The Senator says there is one portion of this bill that is 
wrong, because it seeks to renew whatever was contained 
in the é model, drawings, or specifications,’ instead of say- 
ing ‘the model, drawing, and specifications.? I draw the 
attention of the Senate to this fact, because I want the bill 
understood. I want it to meet every objection, and I wish 
to have the judgment of Senators on this question after itis 
thoroughly tested and understood. If it will not bear the 


light of examination, far be it from me to ask them to pass 
the bill.” 


Sir, that is fair. The Senator says he is will- 
ing to submit the matter to examination, and if 
the bill will not bear the test of examination and 
scrutiny, he does not want to have it passed, 
Then | address this inquiry to the Senator: if 
what he says in a subsequent part of his speech 
is correct, that all these men seek by this bill is 
relief from any objection of abandonment which 
might be made on account of the time which has 
elapsed since they first presented to their case now, 
why, I ask, is this peculiar provision put in the 
bill at this time? Was it any less necessary at 
first? And why is it now incorporated into this 
bill? There is something about this matter that I 
wish to get at. 

The Senator says he wants the fullest scrutiny. 
Well, I ask, why has the provision to which I 
have referred, been put in since the bill was first 
reported, if not for the purpose of resorting to oral 
testimony, which will not only go back eighteen 
years, as | said before, but twenty-two years, to 
enable them to show what was contained in the 
model, which has been burnt up for eighteen 
years? I can see no other reason why it should 
have been put there. I can see no other beneficial 
use which it could answer. It must be for some 
purpose, or else the Senator would be willing to 
have it stricken out. l can Bee no other purpose 
which it is to answer than the one I have men- 
tioned. If the model by which Moore & Has- 
call are to be concluded in their claim was in 
existence, there would not be so much harm in it; 
but it is not in existence. Has it been exhibited 
to a member of Congress? Who has seen it? 
Who can tell what is in it? Can anybody else 
who has patented a reaping machine say whether 
the model these men are going to bring “from the 
vasty deep,” contains important points in their 
machines or not? No,'sir; it would, however, be 
the most convenient thing in the world for men 
who are lying low, as they say they are, and 
seeking an extension of a patent, to bring forward 
such a model as no mortal man ever saw, if they 
could only get some one to swear he had seen it 
twenty-two years ago, with these very important 
parts in H. 

But the Senator, in his reply to me, says what I 
think is rather unjust. He charges me, by im- 
plication, with censuring the Commissioner of 
Patents, with declaring that he will act fraud- 
ulently, and will not be governed by the right 
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and justice of the-case. Bir, there is no necessity | 
for presuming any ‘such thing against the Com- 
missioner of Pateñts. TI do not presume it. Hie 
has to decide according to the proof before him, 
whether it be false or true. © If these men bring up 
testimony to show that in this dead model there 
were certain features, then this bill, if passed, will 
make it his imperative duty to take outstanding 
patents from everybody else, and to give the ben- 
efits over to Moore & Hascall; and if given to 
them, they can reap the benefit of them ina much 
more profitable way, by making others’ pay the 
cost, than by paying it themselves. The Senator 
from Michigan on this point said: l 

The bill proposes to give them an extension for such || 
improvements as they made in perfecting it. Why is this 
necessary? Wathoui the provision, the extension is good 
for notbing.” =; i ; 

If the. bill did not give them the improvements 
they have madein the mean time, the Senator from 
Michigan. says, it. would be good for nothing. 
Now, let me inquire again, if the extension would 
be good for nothing, what is the reason for it? It 
ig because their original machine was good for 
nothing. Then, to make it good for anything, 
they have made improvements in: it, and conse- 
quently these improvements must have been much 
more important than the original machine. If 
they. are so much more important, why did not 
these men go to the. Patent Office when they got 
up any improvement of value, give the community 
notice, and obtain a patent for it, and then let the 
community have the benefit of the improvement 
by the use of the improved machine? But no, sir, 
they lay still during the whole time these improve- || 
ments. were running on—fourteen years—while 
others were complying with the law, who lived 
thousands of miles from them, and were going to 
the Patent Office and getting patent rights for their 
improvements. : 

l say they lay still for this great length of time, 
until rights were vested in others, saying in the 
mean time that they were waiting to have their 
own patent extended by Congress, and that then 
they would come down on those whom they con- 
sidered infringers of it, Itis true, then, that but 
for the improvements which are to be covered by |} 
the renewed patent, this renewal would be good 
for nothing to these gentlemen. ‘That is admitted 
by the Senator from Michigan in his speech; and 
consequently they are to be relieved fram aban- 
donment of ‘their righty, not only here but before 
the Patent Office. Now, Mr. President, we have, 
upon another important case, a report from a com- ji 
mittee of the House of Representatives, in which 
a doctrine is laid down that touches this very point, 
Senators will recollect. the celebrated Woodworth 
planing machine case. Congress was asked to 
renew the patent for that machine. tn the report 
of the Fouse Committee on Patents on that case, 
they hold this language in regard to the question 
of abandonment; I think it sound law, and conse- 
quently I quote it: 

«Kven if he had actually invented all that is embraced 
in the reissue, the omission to claim it at any time during 
the fourteen years was an abandonment to the public of all 
which he did not choose to embrace in his original patent.”? 


Such is the doctrine laid down by the committee 
in that case, that whatever a patentee abandoned 
to the public during the term of his original patent 
was dedicated to the public, and could not be re- 
called. The Senator told us in one part of his 
speech that all these patentees asked was to be 
relieved from this difficulty of abandonment. 

But, sir, in order to show that it was not by the |} 
fault of Moore & Hascall that the model was | 
burnt, the Senator from Michigan said: | 

«The office took fire and burnt up, and in that burning |! 


| have suited their convenience. 


these men’s model was consumed. They, therefore, must 
produce another model, and must resort to parol evideuce 
to show its identity. Is there any other way known by 
which they can secure other evidence. Certainly not. 
Then where is the danger? If you give men what they 
have actually invented—for the bill limits them to that— 
what they are the first and actually inventors of, has any- 
body else aright to it? f ask the question, has anybody 
a right to what these men invented ?” 

I say, yes, Others havea right to what they 
invented, if these men didnot let the public know 
that they invented it. Suppose that nine, or ten, | 
or fifteen*years ago these men, living in Michigan, |! 
invented something, and a man living in Rock- | 
bridge county, Virginia, at that time should have | 
come forward and patented a similar invention. 
Will you say he is not entitled to the benefit of 
his patent because they invented the same thing; | 


or will you; after a lapse of fourteen years, pass a 
bill to set aside the patent of thé first patentee, and 
vest his tights in one who abandoned everything, 
which he could claim from his invention? Then 
l tell the Senator that there may be others who 
arë entitled, even to the detriment of his own con- 
stituents; for if they have not followed: up their 
rights, according to the law, they have abandoned 
them, and it is contrary to public policy that they 
should be permitted to take them back. : 
But, Mr. President, there is something more to 
be inferred from this language of the Senator. He 
says ‘they ‘therefore ‘must resort to another 
model, and must resort to parol evidence to show 
its identity.”? Is not this an admission of the 
uncertainty of what we are to rely upon under the 
bill? He says these persons must bring forward 
another model, and must resort to oral testimony 
to show its identity. Is it a safe course of legis- 


l dation to depend upon the failing memory of man 
in regard to transactions which occurred eighteen 


or twenty years ago? Would the Sénator act upon 
any such foundation as that in the prudent man- 
agement of his own affairs? I think not; but still 


| he asks Congress to do it, and it is for Congress, 
lin its wisdom, to determine whether it will do it or 


not. Let me remind the Senator also, that he 
commits a great error when he supposes therë is 
no other way todo this. Heasks, ‘ls there any 
other way Known by which they can secure other 
evidence?” 

Yes, sir, let me tell him there was another way; 
and, if he will examine the patent laws, he will 
find that there was an act of Congress passed ex- 
pressly to meet such cases, which enabled these 
gentlemen, as far back as 1837, to go forward to 


ithe Patent Office and deposit another model; and 


it was their duty to do it; but it does not seem to 
It appears to have 
been more convenient to them to let the matter be 
for fourteen years, to let the model go, and to act 
as if they did not care about it; and then, when 
McCormick and Hussey, and others, have made 
improvements, and have patented them, to come 
forward and say, ‘These are all Moore & Has- 


| cals,” and ask us to legislate them into their 


possession, and for their benefit, to the detriment 
of the community. Then f tell the Senator there 
was another mode by which his constituents could 
have supplied themselves with testimony which 
we could now look at; for if they had redeposited 


| their model in the Patent Office, we could send for 


it, and have it produced here, and see what con- 
flicts there were between that and other machines. 
But, sir, the Senator said further: 
tt Were is another fact to whieh I will refer in this eon- 
nection. 1f these men were of the character that the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin seeks to satisfy the Senate they are— 
mere blood suckers upon the producing community—they 


| would have gone on and patented those lithe inventions for 


improvements as fastas they made tbem. ‘They would have 
done what has been done by some others in this country, 
whom I could name, who are undertaking to get great éclat 
before the community, and every two or three years are 


| taking out patents for a part of the identical machine orig- 


inally patented, But, sir, I can tell the Senator from W is- 
consain that there isa wide distinction between these indi- 
viduals and some others. ‘hey are honest men.”? 

That is, Moore & Hascall are honest men, arë 
there is a vast difference between them and others. 
To whom did heevidently allude? Mr. McCormick 


| is referred to, and it is made a matter of censure 


against him that he redeemed the credit of his coun- 
try atthe World’s Fairat London, While Moore 
& Hascall, like sloths, were loafing in Michigan, 
he was there struggling, with his money and his 
genius, trying to sustain the honor of his country. 
He was one of those who redeemed its name at 
that fair, and now the Senator censures him for 
having endeavoured to get écldt for a machine so 
useful ashis. TheSenator censures him for doing 
that for which the world considers him as entitled 
to their credit and esteem; the exertions which he 
made to perfect a machine which saves so much 
labor in the main pursuit of life, that of acquiring 
the bread of life. Yes, sir, an invidious distinc- 
tion is made between him and Moore & Hascall. 
It is said that Moore & Hascall are honest men, 
and the Senator intimated plainly, if not distinctly 
said, that McCormick is a scoundrel. 

What else did the Senator say in regard to him? 
He says he was one of that kind of blood-suckers 
who has been running every year to the Patent 
Office to obtain new patents for new improvements 
and inventions. Yes, sir, he has done that, and 
it is the first time I ever heard an honornble Sena- 


z = 
i tor censure one of his fellow-citizens for obedience 
to the law. Is it otherwise than commendable 
thathe should have followed the law? Would 
the Senator have had him lie still, like his con- 
stituents, and go on and make improvements and 
boast to witnesses brought against him ‘that he 
was only waiting for a renewal, to come down on 
those who were using other machines? Would 
that satisfy the Senator that he was a moral and 
honest man? Yet such is the category of men 
who are held up here in-contrast with Cyrus H. 
McCormick, because he obeyed the law, and did 
not seek to obtain a dishonest advantage over the 
farming community, or over other inventors. He, 
according to the Senator, is a blood-sucker, while 
the very men who are lying by and endeavoring 
to suck the blood, not only of McCormick, but 
of the whole farming community, are honest! 
For my part, sir, [commend McCormick. I say 
the country owes him a debt of gratitude. If it 
had not been for him and Samuel Colt, and Stev- 
ens, Hobbs, and Powers, God only knows what 
would have become of the reputation of the coun- 
try at the London Fair.: Yet McCormick is qe- 
nounced, is held up in comparison with other men 
who have done nothing for the community, and 
is considered asa dishonest man in comparison 
with them! 

From the speech of the honorable Senator, men 
would be led to suppose that McCormick lived 
immediately in the neighborhood of Moore & 
Hascall, and that he was there prying into their 
movements, seeing what they invented from time 
to time, and then running off and securing patents 
for their improvements. Let.the Senator be can- 
did, and tell the Senate that MeCormick lived in 
Rockbridge county, in the State of Virginia, when 
he obtained his patent. He first commenced to 
manufacture his machines in New York, and it 
was not untila recent day that he got to be a 
neighbor of Moore & Hascall, Fle is now man- 
ufacturing his machines at Chicago; and there it 
was that he heard for the first time that Moore & 
Hascall were in existence as the patentees of a 
reaping machine. McCormick was not their 
neighbor. Fle was not watching them. Ele was 
not endeavoring to steal or pirate from them what 
they were. inventing. He was an inventor in 
Virginia as far back as 1834, and as late as 1845 
he obtained his last patent. Never, up to that 
time,as I am assured, did he know there were 
such men in existence as Moore & Hascall. 

It may be well forthe community to take warn- 
ing not to obey too strictly the laws, for it may 
be that hereafter the doctrine of the Senator will pre- 
vail, and that the greatest amount of disobedience 
to law will constitute the highest merit. Certainly 
if that should ever become the standard, these 
constituents of his can claim a high place, for they 
have paid no attention at all to the law, until 
others have made what are claimed to be valuable 
inventions, and then they come forward, by the 
mouths of sworn witnesses, and say that as soon 
as they can get the advantage, they will use it on 
these patentees, and the public. 

Now, sir, we come to something very definite 
from the lips of the Senator himself. I hope Ido 
not misunderstand him; and that I may not mis- 
interpret him, I will give his own language: 

“The Senator from Wisconsin may well tell the Senate 
that he is pertectly willing that their original patent shall 
pe extended for the crude and imperfect machine for which 
they took out a patent in 1836. He may say so, because 
there is no.claim that Me original patent of 1330 interteres 
with certain other claims which, but for the agents of some 
men, would not trouble the Senate. F wish Senators to 
understand, that if Moore & Hascall simply asked for an 
extension of their original patent, men who have made 
$300,000 or $400,000 out of. their inventions wouid not be 
here to-day, battling this bill as this is contested. ‘There is 
the cause; there is the difficulty. [say these people may 


well say they do not object to the extension of the original 
patent,” 


Thus it appearsnow that it is proposed to renew 
a patent which doesat present interfere with some 
other patent. The Senator says 1 may well say 
that I am willing that the patent of 1836 may be 
renewed, because that does not conflict with any 
other patent right; but he says that if we grant 
a renewal, so as to include the improvements for 
which the extension is sought, it willconflict with 
the rights of others; and he wishes to take away 
the rights of others and hand them over to Moore 
& Hascall. Sir, when did the Senate assume the 
right of deciding questions as to the priority of 
invention? When were they converted into a 
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court for such a purpose? There was a some- 
what analagous case, known as the other case, 
brought before the Senate a few years ago. It 
was then proposed to make an appropriation for 
the use of the article by the United States to the 
individual who hada patent for that discovery, 
and who, so far as I know and believe, is the ac- 
tual discoverer of anesthesia. But so soon as a 
Senator {Mr. Smita rose in his place, and made 
it known that there was another claimant, the case 
immediately went out of the Senate, and was 
never passed upon in that form. The Senate 
would not fora moment take cognizance of the 
question of who was the original discoverer; and 
when the question came back again, the proposi- 
tion was in the form of leaving it to a judicial tri- 
bunal to decide who was the original discoverer. 

But the Senator says that is whatis done here, 
that it is proposed to leave it to the Commissioner 
of Patents, or to the court to whom an appeal may 
be taken from his decision, to determine who was 
the original inventor. Sir, when the Commis- 
sioner is to. decide, and when the appellate court 
is to decide, on such proof as we have seen must 
necessarily be the otily proof that can be produced 
heve, what security is there for the decision which 
they will give? What security is there to any- 
body—not only the makers of other reaping ma- 
chines, but those who are the users of them? It 


appears to me that itis absurd to suppose that this | 


And who 
Not only those whose 


would not interfere with other claims. 
would be the sufferers? 


claims ate interfered with, but every person who | 


is using one of these machines; for nobody would 
have a right to use them, unless he had obtained 
the right from Moore & Hascall, who are now to 
become the patentees. 

The Senator, as 1 said before, makes sport of 
the idea of stopping reaping machines, He says 
there will never be such a procedure, and he 


vouches for Moore & Hascall that no such thing | 
Tam not aware of how he knows | 


will be done. 
this, but certainly they have tolda different story, 
as the sworn testimony shows; for itappears from 
that, that they were only waiting for this fortu- 
nate event to show what they would do. F will 
ask the Senator if he does not concede; and if he 
does not give me an answer, I will ask any lawyer 
in the Senate, that if this patent be renewed to 
Moore & Hascall, and the renewed patentis made 
to émbrace the important parts of machines now 
in use, can they not institute proceedings against 


those using them, and such proceedings as will | 


stop their use? If the Senator has ever com- 
menced a suit for the infringement of a patent 
whilst the infringement was going on, | will ven- 


ture to say he will admit that one of the first steps | 


he took was to procuge an injunction against the 
further use. In ordinary cases, after an injunction 
is obtained, if the stoppage of the business would 


involve great loss, a receiver is appointed; the ; 


business goes on; and the proceeds are paid over 
as the court may finally decree. Every patent 
lawyer knows that; and yet the Senator said to 


me the other day, and to the Senate, thatno such | 


procedure could be taken. If he knows what I 
believe he must have known, he was aware that 
it could. 

I come now to some more specific denials of 
what I alleged the other day; and I wish the 
Senator to give it his attention, if he pleases. The 
next denial that he makes is of a most emphatic 
character. 
$1,606 to manufacture it, and that it 
team of sixteen horses to draw it. 
the Senator upon that subject: 

w Again, the Senator says it costs 
these machines. 
but $800. There is a mistake o 
of the calculation. Lam speaking wat which I know.” 

* k 


$1,600 to build one of 


An) 


w * * * * 


c This machine, so far from taking sixteen horses, takes | 
but twelve; so far from costing $1,660, it costs but $600; : 


and Mr. Moore isaf opinion that improvements can be made 
in the manner of building it, so that he can build itat a cost 
of not over $400; very little more than a single threshing 
machine now costs.” 


There is an emphatic issue between the Senator 
and me on an assertion of mine. I will ask him 


1 asserted that this machine cost! 
requires a | 
What says | 


So far from that being the case, it costs | 
f R1,000, nearly two thirds | 


if he places any confidence in whata late colleague + 


of his in the House of Representatives | Mr. Buel,] 


says. | presume he does. We were inthe habitof : 


believing Mr. Buel; and { never heard his veracity 
called in question by any one; and I will venture 
to say that the honorable Senator from Michigan 


t 


| suit, Lask if he did not obtain an injunction to 
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when advocating this bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. He said: 

t But this machine itself is very expensive, being worked 
by sixteen horses, and nearly 830,000 hiave.been expended’ 
in its operation. ?? 

But that is not all. The same witnesses, his 
own neighbors, who were sworn in the State of 
Michigan, give us testimony upon this subject. I 
bring to the attention of the Senate the testimony 
of one who, much as the Senator from Michigan 
does know, knows more than he does about the- 
matter. I bring the testimony of the man who 
swears that he operated the machine for five years, 
L believe. However, I will read the testimony, 
and see what it is. Let us hear what the very 
man employed by Moore & Hascall to operate 
the machine says: 

“This deponent has been familiar with all the operations 
of Moore & Haseall?s harvesting machines in Michigan; 
and only five of said machines have been used in said. 
State. This deponent further states, that the estimate 
placed on said machine by said Hiram Moore, when ofer- 
ivg to sell the same, was never less than $1,600. This 
deponent further states, t the macbine aforesaid requires, 
iu its operation, a train of sixteen horses”? 

Now, will the Senator from Michigan tell me 
again that I was mistaken? His denials brought 
forth the production of this testimony. l had 
heard that the facts could be proved, and I made 
the statement, though I did not refer to the testi- 
mony then; and the Senator was peculiarly un- 
fortunate in taking an issue with me in the man- 
ner he did. Here is the proof of the very man 
who worked the machine: 

‘The machine operated for several yvars past by me, 
this deponent, is the most perfect iu all its parts of ali the 
harvesting machines that 1 bave known constructed wader 
Moore & Hascall’s patent’? 

Before that he states: 

«This deponent states that Hiram Moore, in the year | 
1836, cut for him, this deponent, throe acres of wheat 
with the harvesting machine aforesaid, being the first acre 
that had ever been cut with said machine. This deponent 
has been familar with said har ing mwachine’s opera- 
tons, [nthe year 1842 I contracted with Hiram Moore to 
run, and did run, his harvesting machine through the har- t 
vest; and from that time to 1845 E ren a harvesting ma- 
chine or machines for said Hiram Moore; aud in 18h £ 
built a harvesting machine for said Hiram Moore and my- 
sclfy and bave continued to run said machine every har- 
vest up to the present time. ?”? 

I will ask the Senator if he ever did as much as 
that? and yet he tells us that he knows all about 
it. He has seen it operaté, and can tell us that it 
takes but twelve horses; and yet, at the same time, 
he tells us that it will take eight horses to operate 
a threshing machine. He teils us that it will cost 
but $600. From the testimony of his own col- 
league we see thatit is very expensive; and by the 
sworn witness who manutactured one, we are told 
that Moore never pretended to estimate it at less | 
than $1,600. ‘The Senator then says: 

“Talk about stopping reapers in the barvest fields of the | 


country! ‘Phat argament cannot be tonehed with logic, | 
because there is no beginningand noendio it, hese men | 
expressly said in their original patent that they did uot claim 
the invention ofa threshing machine, Such machines have | 
been used for years, 
They donotelaim it. They do not claim to be the inventors | 
ofa fanning mill. ‘bey do uot claim to be the inventors of j 
arake. They do not claim to be the inventors of the catt- | 
wheels by which this machinery is propelled. But they | 
elaia that they have combined t threshing powers and | 
cleaning powers with certain cutting apparatus which they | 
have invented, so as to secure a patentable machine. Why, 
sir, talk about stoppi tbreshing shines, and stopping 
fauning wilis, and stopping reapers! The thing is an ab-~ 
surdity.?? 

‘The Senator, as a lawyer, knows that it could 
be done, if they could once arrogate to themselves 
these righis. fe didnot reflect when he said that 
it was an absurdity. If he ever brought a paten 


stop the machine? Every lawyer in the Senate, 
who has ever commenced a patent suit, knows 
that if he charges a machine with infringing a pat- 
ent, he can stop its operation. Everybody knows 
that it is one of the simplest operations to obtain 
an injunction under the patent laws of the Unied 
States. Certainly he knows it. I repeat what 1 
said then, that in the large fields of grain in the 
western country, no injury could be more calami 
tous than to the farmers in the midst of harvest 
It would strike more terror and consternation into 
the mind of the public there than anything else 
could do. If such a thing could be enforced, 1 
would do more real injury than anything else which 
could be done: but, sir, it could not be enforced 
it would not be tolerated. Ladvise Moore & Has- 


Nobody holds a patent for them now. jj 


i of straw with it. 


| will see what will become of. Hugsey ’s rights. 
| will say there is no more conflict between. fHus- 


| ing the only machine that will operate, 


! Samuel Blatchford, and others. 
! paper which I have in my hand, that Moore so 
i swore; and that when his patent was demanded of 
‘him, it was apparent to the court that he had 
' sworn to what was not contained in his patent. 
. There it is. 


call, their agents, and their counsellors, and their 
attorneys, if they undertake that game, to come 
with the most potent force; for I tell them’ that’ 
they will meet with a force there hardy and stern 
in opposition; and they never can inflict this irré- 
parable injury upon the agriculturists of the West, 
until the men there become baser cowards than 
they have yet shown themselves to be. Then ‘the 
Senator makes use of this language: : 
“There is no doubt about one thing, and T do not seek 
to disguise it here; and, asthe Senator has given me notice 
that he is going very extensively into this argument, T will 
say to-him, that if he chooses to touch that branch of the 
question” — Peet 
What branch? Why that branch which treats 
of the conflict between Moore & Tiascall and 
Mr. McCormick. ; 
taf shall be delighted. to meet him, not on. account. of 
any particular prowess thatl claim for myself, bul because 
cruth is mighty, eud will převail;’ and is nowhere more 
certain to prevail then in the Senate of the United States. 
Itis not denied that other individuals do claim, in respeet 


i to the entting apparatus, what Moore & Hascall claim. 


y does not claim it As f said hetore, there. is no 
on with Hussey’s machine’? We et 


Here is a bait thrown out, | suppose, to the 


| Senators from Maryland to keep them quiet. 


They are not to. make any fuss, They are to Jet 
Moore & Hascall get their patent. There is no 


| conflict with Hussey; and, therefore, the Senators 


from Maryland are to lie perfectly still. Let them 
do so, and let this patent be extended, and they 
I 


sey and McCormick than there is between Mo- 
Cormick and Hussey and these men... 

« As L said before, there is no collision with Hussey’s 
machine; but there are persons in the country who have 
sought to obtain glory, reputation, aud eclat over the inven- 
tions of Moore & Hascall, and Hussey. To will ask my 
friend from Maryland, (Mr. Pearce] if he has time to 
look into it aud be will find that Hussey isan original, true, 
and meritorious inventor, entitled to the thanks of the 
whole agricultural community. ”? 

I donot deny it. McCormick does not deny it. 


«He will find Moore & Hascall to be of the same class. 
But, sir, he will fiud that the man who went to England, 
and sought to carry of everything by ecdat, has never invent- 
ed a machine of this character at all”? 

Ele has not named this gentleman. He has 
been alluding to him, though, as the man who 
was trying to get eclat in England. ‘Then he goes 
on farther to say: ` ane ; 

« We has invented nothing.. I do not seek fo involve 
myself in, any controversy about other machines; but I 
dare meet the Senator on this point. J speak on this ques- 
tion ty my fellow-Senttors here with a jittle feeling, for this 
reason: Moore & Hascall have expended $30,000 in invent- 
Thevate the sote 
inventors of the sickle applied as they apply it—in a man- 
ner that is worth auything.  McCormick’s machine will 
not work unless be can use Moore & HascalPs sickle’? 

There McCormick’s name occurs for the first 
time. Pee . 

Let me say to the Senator that I accept the 
challenge, and I will furnish him with the benefit 
of his patent. I have a correct copy of it, certified 
by the Patent Office. There {handing it to Mr. 
Sruarv] isa copy of the patent issued to Moore 
& Hascall in 1836. I ask the Senator to show 
me in that the sickle that is now claimed, and [ 
will show it with more minute specifications in 
McCormick’s patent, dated 1834, two years be- 
fore. I will tell the Senator another thing. His 
man, Moore, in the Seymour & McCormick case, 
swore that he invented the sickle in 1835, and that 
it was included in his patent. When he swore 
that, the court forced him to produce the patent; 
and when it was produced, there was nothing of 
the kind init; How dol prove that? I prove it 
by no less names than those of Samuel Stevens, 
of Albany, New York, by Charles M. Keller, by 
They state, ina 


I submit it for the benefit of the Sen- 
ator, But Ihave more evidence on the subject. 
A great deal has been furnished to me. | have 
here, besides, the models, on a small scale, of all 
the different cutting apparatus that have been used 
by any of these gentlemen, and not one of them 
is like that of MeCoermick’s, and it cannot be 
shown that they are. And I will tell the Senator 
now, that he may claim the identical sickle, if he 
pleases, that they have, and he cannot cuta stalk 
He might just as well take a 


Ju 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


i June 16, 


knife and. go. through the field and attempt to cut. 
it down without holding one end of the straw, as 

to cut with Moore & Hascall’s sickle without 

McCormick’s combinations. Such .a thing was, 
never-in Moore & Hascall ’s; and. their patent, 

when produced, showed that nothing was. con- 

tained. in it of the kind, , 

‘But the Senator comes now. to sum up the case, 
asit were. Hesays: 

« Now, sir; what do I ask in this bill? f ask, and I ap- 
peal to my tellaw-Senators if.it is. not fair to these con- 
stitnents of.mine, that they shall have leave to go to the 
Patent Office, and file a specification of what they claim 
to be the original inventors of; that the Commissioner of 
Patents shall then give notice to the whole world that these 
things are claimed, so that Hussey, and McCormick, and | 
Atkinson, and anybody and everybody, may come in, and 
see whether Moore & Hascall are the original inventors of 
this machine or not. And now let me inquire, what does 
tie argument ofthe Senator from Wisconsin go to show? 
Either that there will be an investigation which will be fair, 
and will secure to these men what belongs to them, or else 
that the Senate has to come to the conclusion that the 
Commissioner of Patents and the judge of the court to whom 
the appeal may be taken, are not entitled to the common 
confidence of the community. ?? 

Did I ever take any such position? Never. It 
is an unfair inference from my argument. I 
stated that such proof might be produced that the 
most honest and astute man in the world, whether 
as Commissioner of Patents or judge of the court 
of appeals, would have to be governed by it to an 
extent that would amount to a fraud upon the 
community and other inventors. 

‘© What room is there for these sweeping declarations 
and denunciations, when the bill is guarded??? 

Wonderfully guarded, sir? They are to have 
all that appears in the model made as far back, 
the Senator intimates, as 1832; all that appears 
ina model that was burnt eighteen years ago, and 
which, though it might have been supplied sev- 
enteen years ago, they never have supplied, They 
are to have what was contained in that model, 
which he does not produce, which he does not 
show to the Senate, which he does not show to 
anybody, but which, after they get the bill passed, 
they will bring forward; and, if they please, they || 
can bring it forward containing everything that 
goes to constitute any reaping machine, whether 
patented by anybody else or not. 

The Senator says: 

“y repeat, Moore & Hascall must prove, according to 
it, that they are the original inventors of everything they 
claim, or they cannot have the extension, What is the 
effect of it? T mean to be fair, and T willstate it. ft is lo 
save att question of ahandonment to these men while they 
have been applying to Congress; that ig all.” 

Bear that in mind. Flere is an assertion that 
all that isasked by this bill is to relieve these gen- 
tlemen from an abandonment from the time they 
made application to Congress wp to the present. 
We shall see presently whether that is all. 

He says, further: 7 

t 'They have been since 1850 urging Congress to pass this 
bilt; and itis therefore so rramed as not to allow this time 
to he pleaded against them, and thereby to make out an 
abandonmentof their inventions. 'Thatis the whole thing, 
and it is all there is of it. Is there any reason against it??? 

We have seen whether this is all. We have 
seen that not only for the purpose of improve- 
ment can they have everything they have invented, 
whether patented by others or not, from the time 
of the invention up to 1850, but they can go back 
to the first existence of the model, and prove that 
by oral testimony, what was contained in that 
by way of original patent, and then upon the top 
of that allimprovements made since 1836. The 
Senator says the object is to save all question of | 
abandonment to these men while they have been 
applying to Congress. He says “that is all.” 
Is thatall? Weshall see. Let us see what else 
he says: 

“The only point in dispute is as to that sickle. I say 
McCormick holds a patent for it running for fourteen years 
from 1845.” 

That was nine years ago: 


“ We claim that he has no rightto it. We claim that it | 
is an invention of these men, and that they are entitled to 
it, and ought to have the emoluments growing out of it. 
‘The bill proposes to put them in a condition where they 
ean contest that question. They cannot contest it now, 
Suppose some man has a suit with McCorniick, and proves 
that Moore & Hascall invented the sickle; he defeats Me- 
Cormick, but does not help Moore & Hascall.”? 

We see whether the relief from an abandonment 
during the time they have been applying to Con- 
gress is the whole object. We see that, so far 
from that being all they ask, they want to go | 
back nine years, and snatch and grab from the | 

, patent of McCormick, of 1845, the sickle. Do 


| 


! such blood-suckers as to seek the protection of the 


| they afterwards come into Congress for an exten- 


i But he took it Gutin 1845, and it has fourteen years from 


| viding, asit does, for an appeal asin all other cases, suppose 
: a patent be granted. The question ts still left open, before 


: mick, or anybody else, as to who is the original inventor. 


not, then, let the Senator say. that the going back | 


to the time of their application to Congress is their ; 
whole object. He has admitted himself that it is 
to meet the abandonment of at least nine years in 
regard to that sickle. That we have from his 
own lips.. There itis. 1t is in your speech, sir. 
It will be recorded in the Globe. It will go to the) 
country that that is what you claim. ‘The very 
least, in the time of the abandonment of that sickle 
for which you seek relief, is nine years. Yes, it 
is proposed to put them behind McCormick’s nine 
years ago. Why, Mr. President and Senators, 
what has taken place in that time? How many |! 
hundreds and thousands have got these reapers | 
within that time? That is the cutting machine of 
the country. Every man who finds a difficulty 
in procuring manual labor has one of these ma- 
chines, or one of Hussey’s; and while that is the 
case, it is proposed to let the modest Moore & 
Hascall, those men who are contrasted with others 
because they are honest, go behind a patent which 
was issued nine years ago; and yet the Senator. | 
who advocates the bill says it is only to meet an 
abandonment of the time during which they have 
been before Congress. This language is very 
emphatic. He says: 

“The only point in dispute is as to that sickle. Isay 
MeCormick holds a patent running for fourteen years from 
1845. We claim that he has no right to it? 

Why did they not make that claim before the j 
Patent Office, when McCormick was seeking to | 
obtain a patent?» Why did they not interfere with 
him then, and show that he had not the priority 
of invention. ‘They were, forsooth, too modest. 
They were not blood-suckers. They were not 


law for their rights. They did not seek that; but 


sion to compete with men who had complied with 
the law. ‘That is the argument, ‘The Senator | 
says, again: 

“McCormick is making reapers under two patents, one 


of which be took outin 1845, and which, as F claim, is for 
the sickle that Moore & Hascall commenced using in 1836. 


that time to run.” 


Will you bear that in mind, that he took outa 
patent m 1845 for a sickle which Moore & Has- 
call commenced using in 1836? From his own 
lips, then, here is an abandonment from which 
they are to be relieved, running through a period 
of eighteen years—a period not only of nine, but 
of twice nine. And is the Senate asked to pass 
such a bill: —such a nefarious bill, as I say it is? 

But there is an important matter, in conclusion, 
here, which is thrown out by way of argument; 
and, Mr. President, it would be a most admirable 
argument beforea jury in the gorge of some moun- 
tain, by one who had never seen a law book, or 
heard a lawyer speak. The argument is this: 

«They cannot contest it naw. Suppose some man has 
a suit with MeCormick, and proves that Moore & Has- 
eall invented the sickle; he defeats McCormick, but does 
not help Moore & Hascall.’ 

Why do they not help Moore & Hascall? 
Simply because Moore & Hascall do not man- 
ufacture the machines. If they invented the sickle, 
as far back as 1836, and had gone to work, as men 
of public spirit ought to have done, they would | 
have manufactured the machine, and then let Mr. 
McCormick sue, as he would have done, I assure 
you; and then, Í apprehend, if they had shown a 
priority over him of nine years, and if they had 
proved what the Senator said, that McCormick 
had no rights, they could go on and manufacture | 
under their own rights. This argument, then, is 
fallacious. The simple reason why they cannot | 
benefit themselves by a contest of this kind is, | 
that they do not manufacture the machine them- 
selves, but only step in as witnesses for others 
who are infringers and pirates. The Senator 
further says: 

«Now, sir, after providing, as the bill does, for this 


enewal and extension, upon complete examination by 
witnesses before the Commissioner of Patents; after pro- 


| 
the courts of the United States, whenever the parties | 
shoose to try it, between Moore & Haseall and MeCor- 


What injury, then, can be done by this?” 


And I wiil say the question is open now. 
Moore & Hascall go to work, if they please, i 
and manufacture this machine; and if they are 
sued, and can show priority, they will defeat the 


Let f 


i 


men who suethem. They can go on and manu- 


i| 
| 
| 
i 


| McCormick. 


facture the machine if they will establish their. 
priority, which we all know is a sufficient defense 
upon a patent suit. Therefore, the argument in. 
this particular fails. Butthey are not contented with 
the rights that they have. They must come here 
and ask Congress to set itself up as.a judge, and 
decide who has priority, or at least relieve them 
from eighteen years abandonment, and give them 
a hearing before the Patent Office, to test the ques- 
tion with men who have had patents, undisputed 
upon. the points named, for the last nine years. 

I come now, sir, to where I wish to put a ques- 
tion to the Senator from Michigan. It is one 
somewhat personal to myseif. I find this singular 
declaration in his speech: 


«< Now, sir, I ask—and I ask it with some sort of confi- 
dence, aud nota little of feeling—if, when the Senate of 
the United States is presented with a bill which is simply 
to put these inen on a footing with others, which is to give 


| thema patent for what they shall actually prove, after notice 


and full hearing, that they originally invented, it can, with 
propriety, be characterized as an enormous proposition? 
Sir, I know something about this matter; I know a litte 
about the agencies; I know a little about the propelling: 
power; and, sir, F can say to you that. know on some sub- 
jects a little more than I wish to know.” 

Mr. President, the Senator told us a great deal 
about what he did know. „He has at last come 
to something which he knows that he is sorry for. 
I wish to ask him this question: Does he intend, 
by that, that he knows anything in connection 
with myself and this matter that he imputes as 
dishonorable? 

Mr. STUART. I will say to the Senator, as 
I said to him in the outset, that I do not propose 
to be catechised, and to answer his questions 
while he has the floor. When he gets through, 
if I think it necessary to reply, I will answer that 
among ail his other questions. 

Mr. WALKER. Ihave no right to presume that 
the Senator intended to make a personal insinua- 
tion, Cowards and knaves only do that. Men of 
courage and of honor speak out what they mean 
of a personal character. I class the Senator with 


| the brave and magnanimous; and, consequently, 


have no right to infer against him that he meanta 


| personal imputation; but this much 1 will say, as 


to every and any one beneath the canopy of God’s 
heaven, such acharge cannot by implication or by 
express language be made withoutthe perpetration 
of amost damnable falsehood; and by that, sir, 
I do not intend to refer to the Senator from Michi- 
gan specially; for I say I do not place him in the 
category of those who make such charges by in- 
sinuation. I have heard him on this floor often 
enough to know that, when he intends a personal 
insinuation, he will speak rightout; and I far prefer 
it from him, or from anybody else, to a sly in- 
sinuation. I should not have put the question, 
but that I had heard some others wondering what 
Mr. Sruarr meant. 

Now, in regard to these agencies, as I have 
already said, I have never seen an agent of Mr. 
He has never sent one tome. If 
he had, he should never have spoken to me again 


| himself; but having no agents, having no hirelings 


hanging about him, I have, from the commence- 
ment of this matter, given him a full opportunity 
to inform me in regard to his own rights, and to en- 
lighten mein regard tomy own and the rights of my 
fellow-citizens in Wisconsin. I haveindulged him; 
and since the charges were made by the Senator 
the other day against him in so broad terms, 
denouncing me for trying to sustain him, and ' 
denouncing him for having obeyed the law, he has 
furnished me with the most ample proof to justify 
every opinion I had formed. { am proud to 
stand by his rights when assailed, as he has no 
position here to defend himself. I am prepared 
with’ testimony tenfold what I have brought for- 
ward to sustain that man, to sustain his action 
in favor of himself and in favor of his country; 
and if that be wrong, let the Senator herald it to 
the world. For my part, I say I am proud of it, 
I now hand over to the Senator the testimony 
of the witnesses and the patent, which I say did 


| not contain in 1836 as specific a claim for the sickle 


as is contained in McCormick's patent of 1834. I 
will furnish him with any other testimony which I 
have quoted. I will furnish him with acopy of his 
speech. 1 will furnish him with anything of the 
kind; and let him now reflect that, so far as I made 
any statements which he denied on a previous 
occasion; [havesubmitted the proof for them, and 
ey is not satisfactory to the Senate, I have some 
other. 


THE € 


Tam very far from desiring 
to detain the Senate here with a discussion which 
might be very appropriate if the cause were on 
trial before a court, and with nota very intelligent 
juty to decide upon it, and I am perfectly willing 
that the question shall now be submitted to the. 
Senate as to the engrossment of the bill, witho® 
sayingone word. With all respect to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, I have heard nothing which 
makes it necessary to add to what I said before. | 
I stated then what I state now, and.I have the 
papers here to show that Moore & Hascall dis- 
claimed in their patent, when they made their 
application, all right to an invention of a threshing 
machine, or for a fanning mill, or for anything of 
that sort. They simply claim to have invented a 
reeland sickle. 1 believe the Senate are disposed 
to take a vote at this time; I will, therefore, not 
detain them. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it to 
be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. WALKER | 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 2 
Mr. DOUGLAS. If the vote is to be taken 
now, | have only a few words to say on the ques- 
tion, I have no feeling upon it one way or the 
other. I do not know the parties. I only regret 
that harsh things have been said of a constituent į 
of mine, whom | believe to bea very worthy man— | 
Mr. McCormick. I do not think imputations upon | 
his character can be justly made. In regard to 
the controversy about the renewal of these patents, | 
I do not see my way clear to vote for any of them | 
when the patent has expired. My ground of ob- 
jection is this: I see no power under the Consti- | 
tution to reinvest in an individual a right which | 
has been vested in the public. Before a patent | 


expires, and while it is still private property, it is | 


very probable that Congress has the power to con- 


tinue it as such, under the provision in the Con- || 


stitution which authorizes the securing of the right | 
for a limited time to inventors; but when that | 
period of time has expired, and the right to use it | 
is vested in the public, every man then has a right 
to invest his capital in it, and when the publichas | 
thus become possessed of it, and manufacturing 
establishments have grown up. for the manufac- 
ture of machines, and large amounts of capital 
have been invested, I doubt whether there is any 
constitutional power in the Government to divest | 
that right and to render that capital valueless. I 
see no power under the Constitution to renew a | 
patent which has expired, or to invest a right in 


said, that } consider this case to be one of the | 
plainest, if the facts can be presented to the Senate | 
and Senators will take occasion to look at them, | 
hat ever was presented any where upon a question | 
of justice. l should like, when I proceed with’! 
my remarks on the subject, that it should be done | 
with a full Senate. The Senate is very thin to- | 
| day | Jt was difficult to obtain a quorum on the | 
| vote which has just been taken. 

Mr. BADGER. I suggest to the Senator either 
to move to postpone the consideration of his mo- | 
| tion until to-morrow, or withdraw it now, and he 
can make it to-morrow. f 

Mr. STUART. Iam aware that I can do that 
| to-morrow, but I do not want to do anything that 
| is not entirely fair and proper, and according to 
i the wishes of the Senate. ‘he subject is one in | 

which I feel a great deal of interest, and which || 
conceive myself perfectly able to explain. j 

Mr. BADGER. I move that the motion lieon | 
the table. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ; 
is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WALKER. That motion can be ordered 
to lie on the table and be called up again, I sup- 

ose. I presume the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina is, that the motion to reconsider 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

i Mr. STUART. That motion is not debatable, | 
| and if I were to propose to take itup, I might not ; 
be able to explain anything about it, as the Sen- ; 
ate might refuse to take it up. f 

Mr. BADGER. ‘fhen f move to postpone the | 
further consideration of the motion to reconsider | 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. DIXON. Ihave no objection to the post- 
ponement. I was at a loss how to vote on the 
question of the engrossment of the bill, because | 
| I had not heard the discussion upon ìt. F really | 
desire to vote understandingly; and I shall be very 
glad to hear what may be said further on the sub- | 
ject. I think the suggestion made by the Senator 
i from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] is one which should 
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The principle suggested by him as to the power 


vested in them is one which should enter into the 
question. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. 
GOLD COINAGE. 
Mr. GWIN. 1 hope the Senate will proceed : 
to consider the bill which was reported sometime | 
ago from the Committee on Finance, ‘ to author- 


an individual which has previously vested in the | 
public. For that reason, on this constitutional 
ground, I feel compelled to vote against renewing 
any patentin any case where the period for which 
it was issued has expired. There are grounds of 
expediency connected with this, but 1 rest my | 
vote on this one ground, without going into the | 
argument, i 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, on 
the engrossment of the bill, resulted—yeas 12, 
nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Cass, Foot, Hamlin, 
Houston, James, Johnson, Mallory, Norris, Thompson of 
Kentucky, and Williams—12. 

NAYS—Messers. Adains, Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Brod- 
head, Clayton, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, 
Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Gever, Hunter, Rockwell, Sew- 
ard, Stuart, Wade, and Walker-—20, 

So the bill was rejected. 


Mr. STUART first voted “aye,” but before 
the result was announced, said: Inasmuch as I| 
shall: move to reconsider the vote, I change my 
vote and vote “no.” I hope I shall be able to | 
get Senators to understand the question. 

The result having been announced, 

Mr. STUART said: I move to reconsider that 
vote. If the Senate desire it, I will go into the 
discussion of the question now, and I am entirely | 

repared to do so, if it is desired; but F was in| 
hones that the Senate would have been fuller, and 
that there would have been a full investigation of 
the case. 
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i} but in either case to bear a stamp of the weight, fineness 


ize the coinage of gold pieces of the value respect- | 
ively of ten eagles and five eagles, and for other | 
purposes.” The objection of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisu,] to it will be obviated by 
i several amendments, which I am authorized by ; 
the committee to propose. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in | 
| the chair.) It requires the unanimous consent to 
i consider that bill to-day. 

| Mr.GWIN. I hope there will be no objection | 
l toit. The bill was laid aside the other day on 
the objection of a single Senator. The mail goes 
to California in a few days, and it is very import- 
| ant that our action upon the bill should be known 
there as soon as possible. It is desirable, for 
| many reasons, that the bill should be acted upon ! 
at once, 

| The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the 
; consideration of the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. Jam authorized by the Commit- 
teeon Finance to move to amend the bill by striking 
out the fourth and fifth sections, as follows: 

«Sro. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Director of 
the Mint, in the regulations he is authorized to make fo: 
y office in New York, shall place depositors of gole 
| bullion in that office upon the same footing as depositors o 
| gold in the Mint at Philadelphia and branches. 

t Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall be at 
| the option of persons depositing gold or silver in bullion or 
in foreign coins atthe assay office in the city of New York, 
to receive the mint value of the same, either in refined bars 
| or in bars made from the identical metal without refining, 


| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
! 
i 
i 
i 
i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on the motion to recon- | 
sider. 

Mr, STUART. 
reconsider that question I will proceed now, or I 
am willing to postpone its consideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. Close it up now. 

Mr. STUART. I suggest what I have already | 


| 


I say, if the Senate desire to || 


‘| the bill which meets with the general assent of the 


1 
i and Mint value ; and so much of any law heretofore passed 
| as authorizes any other mode of payment or return for such 
t deposits is hereby repealed.’? 

| Mr. HUNTER. 1 agree to the amendment, 
because 1 do not wish to embarrass that portion o 


Í Senate, by connecting it with another subject; but, 
| sir, this amendment relates to a subject which will 


bear with a great deal of force upon the question. 


to divest the people of a right which is already | 
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j tion. 


| that this amendment will be agreed to. e 
i will be to give to the director and treasurer ‘each 
| $5,000 a year. 


sion. I propose to do so upon one of the appro- 
priation bills. Bea Bo 
Mr. FISH. J understand that the amendment. 


is to strike out entirely the two séctions to which 
I excepted before? ; 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. : 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. GWIN. The next amendment of the 
committee is in the seventh section, to strike out 
the words: 

“And the Director, under like rules and regulations, 
shai] acquire and keep a collection of all medals that have 
been, or may. he, struck by the United States, or avy of the 
States or Territories of the United States, and also of all, 
such as may be struck at the Mint uuder the provision 
hereof?’ 

And to insert in lieu of these words, the fol- 
lowing: 

And the Director shall cause to be struck in bronze a 
duplicate copy of every medal struck at the Mint under the 
authority of this section, and shall transmit the same to the 
Library of Gongress, to be there retained. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the ninth section, after the words ‘the annual 
salary of clerks in the Mint of the United States 
to be eighteen hundred dollars each,” the words 
“from and after the Ist of July, 1854.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section eleven, to insert the words ‘‘and the assay 
oftice in New York” so as to provide that the ap- 
pointment of clerks and assistants in ‘the offices of 
the assisiant treasurers of the United States, and 
in the offices of the Mint and branches thereof, 
and the assay office in New York, shall respect- 
ively be made with the approbation of the Presi- 
dent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, 1 desire to offer an amend- 
ment to which I presume there will be no objec- 
It is to come in in theninth’section, which 
relutes to the salaries of the clerks in the Mint. 
The increase provided for in that section, is to 
carry out the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in his annual report, in which he 
said: 

«The salaries allowed by law to clerks employed in the 
former,” [the Mint at Philadel phia,] “ have been found in- 
suflicient to retain the best, and recently two of the most 
skiliful and experienced clerks left on that account.” 

It is entirely proper to increase the salaries of 
the clerks as proposed. 1 wish to have a further 
increase, by adding at the end of that section tWe 
following: 

And from and after the first day of July, 1854, the salary 
of the director of the Mint at Philadelphia shall be $5,000, 
and the salary of the treasurer thereof shall be $3,000, 

The treasurer now receives a salary of $2,000, 
and $1,000 for paying pensions, and two sums of 
$500 for other duties, making $4,000 in all. I 
propose, therefore, to raise his salary to $5,000. 
When the salary of the director of the Mint at 
Philadelphia was fixed at $3,500, which was 
done, I think, in 1837 or 1838, there were some 
three millions of dollars coined at Philadelphia 
annually, ‘here are now nearly $70,000,000 
coined there. Since thattime there has been added 
to the care of the director, the branch Mintin Cali- 
fornia, perhaps the branch Mint at New Orleans, 
and certainly the assay office in New York. Twice 
as much labor is thrown upon him as was in 1837, 
when his salary was fixed at $3,500. The salary 
of the assistant treasurer at New York, who also 
has charge of the assay office there, is $6,000. I 
wish to have something like equality among those 
officers. Surely if there is a necessity for raising 
the clerks’ salaries in the Mint at Philadelphia, 
there is equal necessity for raising the salary of 
the principal officer, which was fixed at the same 
time as the other salaries were. I hope, therefore, 
Its effect 


Mr.GWIN. Ihave not the slightest objection 


to that, but I think it was the opinion of the Com- 


mittee on Finance that it would be better to pro- 
vide for this increase of salary in the civil and 


diplomatic appropriation bill, where the whole 


subject could regularly come up. I do not oppose 
the amendment, but l think that if there be objec- 
tion to it, it would be better for the Senator to 
withdraw it at this time. I am in favor of bring- 
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ing up the subject of increasing the compensation 
ofthese officers, 
phia, but else where. 


and diplomatic appropriation bill. [have no ob- 


jection to the amendment, asl said before, but I | 


hope the Senator will, withdraw it now, if there is 
opposition to it, and not press it on this bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I am not dis- 
posed to go further now than we have gone in this 
bill. -It was necessary tọ make some; provision 
for the salaries of the clerks of the Mint, because 
they were leaving Philadelphia and going to New 


York. The. difference in compensation between | 


the two places. was such that it was impossible to 
keep some of the best-clerks in the Mint at Phila- 
delphia with the existing salaries. Bet | was not 
disposed to go further; certainly not in this. bill, 
Lam not prepared to say that | would vote $5,000 
to the treasurer or Director of the Mint. 1 am. 
not prepared to say that 1 would give those offi- 
cers so high a grade of salary. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania refers to the assistant treasurer at 
the port of New York, who has custedy of an 
immense amount of revenue. fle is not a mere 
officer of the Mint, but one who ,is assistant 
treasurer at the port of New York, and who has 


the custody of the large amount.of revenues col- } 
lected there. Of course you have to give him | 


‘large compensation, because he has to ‘provide 
large bonds. His risk is great, and his responsi- 
bilities are large. I am not willing to vote this 
increase of salaries. When the general bill comes 
up I shall be willing to consider the subject. | 
do not, however, commit myself either way upon 
the subject of increased salaries here. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Itis true the treasurer at 
New York has charge of a large sum_of money; 
but has not the treasurer of the Mintat Philadelphia 
charge of quite as much, if not more? His bonds 
are $300,000. Surely there can be no real objection 
to this increase. lt will not embarrass this bill. 
it will strengthen it, E will venture to inform the 
Senator from California, This is so just and fair 
a proposition that it seems to me it cannot be re- 
sisted. It ought to go into this bill because it 
relates to the Mint. ‘Lhe salaries of the clerks in 
the Mint are increased by this very bill. Then 
why not increase the salary of the principal in 


the same bill? The director of the Mint at Phil- | 


adelphia has charge of allthe branch Mints, and 
thus a larger amount of labor is thrown upon 
him, more than was required at his hands when 
his salary was fixed at the present rate. In all 
probability this amendment will not embarrass 
te bill atall, i hope it will be agreed to, 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘The assistant treasurer at 
New York has now the custody of something like 
$29,000,000. Tt is certain that his responsibilities 
are greater than those of the treasurer of the 
Mintean be. As t understand the statement of 
the Senator from Peansylvania, the treasurer of 
the Mint now receives, in salary and allowances, 
something like 4,000 a year. Iam not disposed 
to increase this to $5,000; noram I disposed, from 
anything L have heard as yet, to give so large a 
salary to the director of the Mint. I think ne 
reason has been shown why we should make this 


increase, unless we go on with the general subject || n $ ROSS 
i | at Philadelphia, and yet the New Orleans Mint is 


of salaries, and increase them ail. If we begin 
with this, L do not see why we shall not be forced 
to go among all the officers of the country, in- 
crense the salaries of the custom-house officers, 
and others, and make a general advance. lnas- 
much as Lam not prepared to vote for that, Lam 
not willing to vote for this amendment on this 
bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 hope the amendment wi 
be withdrawn: but if we are to go on the genera 
subject of an increase of salaries, l desire to be 
heard. It is proposed to increase these salaries to 
a large amount; and it is urged that they should 
be increased because of the la 
officers have to give. 
cally that. a bond of $300,000 amounts to nothing. 


The amount of the bond never regulates the | 


amount of salary. 
I hope, sir, the question will be postponed until 
we take up the subject of salaries generally. Why 


should we give $5,000 to an officer of this kind? | 


It is a salary almost equal to that of the head of 


one of our Departments, who is engaged here | 


during the whole season. If we are to begin with 
this system, Jet us begin with the head, with the 
President, and come down and take in all the 


not only in the Mint at Philadel- ; 
Let it be done on the civil 


rge bonds which the | 
Now, we all know practi- | 


Ha 
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| Mint. 


: L hope, 


officers, and not have an increase in detail in this 
way in a bill of this kind. 3 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The objections urged by 
the Senator from Virginia and the Senator from 
Georgia apply to the bill n 
lt proposes.to increase. salaries. _It provides for 
an increase in th 
Then, while we have under consideration 
the subject of the salaries of the different officers, 
connected. with the Mint, why not consider them 
all? There is a particular reason why the director 
of the. Mint should have aa increase of salary. 
Additional duties have been thrown upon him. 
His. labors have been trebled, and the responsi- 
bilities of his office have been trebled since 1837, 
when his present salary was fixed. 

Mr. SEWARD. [wish to suggest to my hon- 
erable friend from Pennsylvania a reason which, 
will be sufficient to induce him to with- 
draw his amendment. I am in favor of his prop- 
osition, and will support it when it properly comes 
up. But itis not exactly germane to this oill, and 
that is an objection which is very well taken 
against. it by. those who raise the objection here. 


by this bill, increase the salaries of the clerks in 
the Mint. Itis sufficient to reply to that, there is 
no objection, 8 
does not hinder the passage of this bill. 
Senator will only embarrass the bill and endanger 
it, without effecting his object, by insisting on the 


ow under consideration. 


o far as that is concerned, and it | 


But the į 


| To that he makes the answer that we do already, | 


amendment; whereas he will be sure of the sup- | 


| port of all of us who agree with him in principle 


whenever the question can come up when it is ger- 

mane and legitimate. 1 hope, therefore, he will 

withdraw the amendment, and allow the bill to 
ass. 

; Mr. DAWSON. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill until to-morrow. 

Severnl Sexarors. Oh, no! 

Mr. DAWSON. I will not insist upon the 
motion if the amendment be withdrawn; but we 
were told, when the bill was taken up, that it 
would only occupy a few minutes, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If I had supposed there 
would be any objection to this amendment, I 


should not have consented to the consideration of |: : . 
; and with the advice 


the bill because I regard the passage of the bill, 
without the amendment, as a defeat of it entirely. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Geor- 
gia will withdraw his motion. I think we can 
take a vote in a minute. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
discussion, but to gratify my friends, ] withdraw 
the motion. i ; 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to state that if the 
amendment be pressed by the Senator from Penn- 


I do not desire to go into a | 


sylvania, £ shall be under the necessity of offering | 


an amendment for an increase of the salaries of 
the officers of the Mint in New Orleans. lt has 
always been my-intention, at the proper time, to 
make such a proposition, but while l have no dis- 
position to embarrass his amendmentatall, £ must 
say, the effect of its being pressed at this moment, 
will be to open the whole subject. E 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ican show that at New 
Orleans the officers have received more than those 


a mere branch. But, sir, as it seems to be the 
general desire of the Senate that I should with- 
draw the amendment, | will do so.» 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended , 
the amendments were concurred in, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read a third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is ‘ Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. WALKER. 
position to the passage of the bill than to record 
my vote against it, if the Senate will grant me the 
yeas and nays. I ask for them. 

The yeas an 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Badger, Benjamin, 
Brown, Clay, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
Gillette, Gwin, Hunter, James, Johnson, Mallory, Norris, 


The question 


l: Pearce, Rockwell, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Slideil, Thom- 


n of New Jersey, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, and Wil- 
nns—29. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Brightg Brodhead, Chase, 


Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, Fessenden, Hamlin, Houston, | 


Stuart, Summer, Thompson of Kentucky, and Walker—1i3. 
So the bill was passed. 
The bill as passed propoges to enact that there 


1 wish to make no other op- | 


d nays were ordered; and being | 


e salariesof thé clerks in the. 


Mint of the 


by. proper & 
tendence of the Director of the 
phia, for coining the above coins, with such de- 
vices, mottoes, and figures as may be approved 
by the President of the United States, the expense 
of which shall be defrayed from the ordinary ap- 
propriations for the expenses of the Mint and 
branch Mints of the United States. The coins 
provided for are to be a legal tender, and to be 
received at their respective values as established 


|| by this bill, in paymentof all dues to the United 


States. 

The bill also proposes to repeal all laws here- 
tofore passed authorizing any foreign gold or sil- 
ver coins to pass current aé money and be receiva- 
ble in payment of debts; and makes it the duty of 
the Director of the Mint to append to his annual 
report of the operations of the Mint a statement 
showing the average weight, fineness, and Mint 
value of such foreign coins as are usually imported 
into the United States, upon assay in the Mint. 

Jt further authorizes the Director, under such 
rules and regulations, and upon such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe, to provide for striking medals for such 
States, Territories, associations, societies, and in- . 
dividuals, as the rules shall include; and he is to 
cause to be struck in bronze a duplicate copy of 
every medal so strack at the Mint, and to trans- 
mit the same to the Library of Congress, to be 
there retained. All expenses incurred on account 
of the striking of such medals shall be paid by the 
said States, Territories, associations, societies, and 
individuals respectively, for which or whom they 
may be struck. ‘The President is authorized, by 
and consent of the Senate of 
the United States, to appoint an assistant Director 
of the Mint, at an annual salary of $2,500. 

The seventh section of the act of January 18, 


| 1887, is proposed to be so amended as to extend 


the limit for the annual salary of clerks in the 
Mint of the United States to $1,800 each, after 
July 1, 1854, at the discretion of the officers au- 
thorized by law to appoint, with the approbation 


of the President of the United States; and the 


second section of the act of July 3, 1852, is to be 
so amended as to allow the clerks authorized to 
be employed therein, $3,000 per annum each, from 
and after the Ist of July next. AJl appointments 
of clerks and assistants authorized to be employed 
in the offices of the assistant treasurers of the 
United States, and in the offices of the Mint and 
branches thereof, and in the New York assay- 
office, are to be made with the approbation of 
the President. 

It is further provided that all laws now in force 
in relation to the coins of the United States, and 
the striking and coining the same, shall, so far as 
applicable, have full force and effect in relation to 
the coins now authorized, whether those laws are 
penal or otherwise; and whether they are for pre- 
venting counterfeiting or debasement, for pro- 
tecting the currency, for regulating and guarding 
the process of striking and coining and the grep- 
arations therefor, or for the security of the coin, 
or for any other purpose. In adjusting the weights 


| of the gold coins now authorized, the following de- 


viations from the standard weight are not to be ex- 
ceeded in any of the single pieces, namely: in the 
ten eagle piece and the five eagle piece, one half of 
a grain; and in weighing a large number of pieces 
together, when delivered from the chief coiner to 
the treasurer, and from the treasurer to the depos- 
itors, the deviation from the standard weight shall 
not exceed seven pennyweights in one thousand 
ten eagle pieces, or five pennyweights in one 
thousand five eagle pieces. 


ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 


On the motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution explanatory of 
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an act entitled ** An act for the relief of Abigail | 
Stafford.” 
It provides that in making payment under the | 
act of Congress entitled <* An act for the relief of | 
Abigail Stafford,” the Secretary of the Treasury | 
allow interest ‘upon the sum appropriated, ac- | 
cording to the principles of equity and justice; that | 
is, at the rate which would have been allowed had | 
the amount been subscribed under the funding | 
system. ‘ | 
t 

i 

j 

| 


Mr. WALKER. I-wish to propose an amend- 
ment to the joint résolution to strike out the words 
“interest upon the sum appropriated by'said act, 
according to the'principles of equity and justice; 
that is, at the rate which would have beenallowed | 
had the amount been subscribed. under the fund- 
ing system,” and to substitute in lieu of them these 
words: “interest at the rate of three per cent. from 
the 4th day of July, 1778, to the day of the pas- 
sage of said act.”” Thatis about the rate at which 
interest would be allowed under the funding sys- 
tem, if it had been provided for in the bill making 
the original appropriation. In that bill the words 
employed were that the claim should be paid | 
according to the principles of equity and justice. 
The intention of the committee was, at that time, | 
that the amount should be paid according to the | 
terms proposed by my amendment; but when the 
matter passed under the revision of the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, he decided that he would 
not pay interest, according to the intention of the 
committee: This resolution is explanatory of the 
original act, and is to give the claimant the interest | 
at about the rate which would have been paid 
under the funding system. If the resolution be | 
perfected in this form, I shall ask that the original | 
report may be read, so that the Senate may judge | 
what it is. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

ort read. > 

Mr. WALKER. In the case of this explana- i 
tory resolution no report was made; but upon the | 
original claim there wasa report, which I ask may ; 
now be read. 

The Secretary read the report referred to, from 
which it appears that Abigail Stafford was the 
daughter of Henry Smith, of Massachusetts, who 
enlisted on the 19th of April, 1775, and served in 
the ever memorable battle of Lexington, in which 
he was wounded. He afterwards served four years 
and eleven months during the war. On the 26th 
of December, 1775, at Dorchester, he received a 
certificate from the Secretary of State of Massa- 
chusetts as a soldier; and he was at the battle of | 
White Plains, where he was stationed at an out- 

ost. 
P Thomas Bacon, the uncle of the petitioner, 
served in the army, and was deprived of the use 
of his feet. The father of the petitioner died from 
wounds received in the service of the country, 
leaving her an orphan, her patrimony consisting 
of $1,800 of Continental money, which, from its 
depreciation, became wholly useless. On the 18th 
of April, 1777, her grandfather guided the troops 
to the battle of Lexington, and had five sons and 
five sons-in-law in that battle. ‘The report also | 
states that there is testimony to prove that she 
furnished supplies to the army by carding, spin- 
ning, knitting, and making clothes for the soldiers. | 

The committee recommended that the claimant 
should receive a pension; but thinking that a sum 
in gross would better meet her wants, they re- | 
ported a bill for that purpose. i | 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to inquire how | 
much was appropriated by the original bill. | 

Mr. WALKER. I think the amount was some- | 
thing like $1,800. 

Mr, BRIGHT. 


I should like to hear the re- 


Then there is to be interest ; 


for seventy-five years, at three per cent., allowed | 
I do not wish to be considered as op- |i 
Atl 
he chairman | 


on $1,800. lered 
posing the claim, but I shall vote against it. 
the time I had the honor of being i : 
of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, I ex- | 
amined and reported against it. I never could | 
find facts to sustain the original allowance, to say | 
nothing of interest. . 
Mr. TOOMBS. I have had no opportunity of | 
looking into the facts, to see whether the original | 
allowance was right or not; but if it was, I think | 
this joint resolution is certainly right, though it; 
i 


is upon a principle which has not been very gen- 
erally accepted on the part of some gentlemen 
here. Itis precisely the principle of the Galphin | 
claim—-the allowance of interest on a demand | 


i 


I 
| 
i 
| 
| 


i 
H 
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originating in the Revolution. forthe particular or | 


general defense. There was a great clamor in 
regard to that claim made by small. politicians, 


and Í believe it is continued still in some pretty | 
respectavle quarters; and it is contended that .in- : 


terest ought not to be allowed on that class of 
cases. I hold that it ought to be allowed in such 
acase. I hold that it was just in that case, and 
I hold that itis so in this. But I desire to state 
the principle on which that case rested. 

It was a debt assumed by one of the States of 
this Union for the particular or general defense 


during the Revolution, and on that ground it was | 
L believe : 


contended that it should bear: interest. 


Virginia got one or two millions on the same prin- | 
If the original ; 


ciple by an act passed in 1832. 
debt in this case be right—and of that I know 


nothing but from the fact of its  allowance—it | 


seems to have been a debt created for the general 
or particular defense of the United States during 
the Revolution. That is the basis of it; and if it 


be such a case, interest ought to be allowed. A |) 


great deal of clamor was raised about the appli- 


cation of the principle in the case to which | have | 


referred. l believe that many gentlemen even in 
the public councils joined in it. Inasmuch as | 
consider the principle to be a sound. one, | shall 


support this joint resolution, but 1 do not wish i 
anybody to vote for it with a misapprehension of į 


the principle upon which it is based. 


Mr. BAYARD. The original bill, as I under- 


stand the report of the committee, ({ heard nothing | 


of it before,) rested on a state of facts, which are 
rehearsed by the committee. They recommended 


the granting of a pension to the daughter of a rev- | 


oluuionary soldier, and then they recommended, 
in lieu of that pension, that a gross sum should be 
allowed. That bill passed, and the sum, of course, 
is payable, and I suppose has been paid. Now 
the attempt is to allow interest on that sum from 
1778 down to the time of the passage of that bill. 
Since I have been in this body, |} have known, 


repeatedly, cases where the allowance of interest ! 


was rejected on claims quite as meritorious as this 
in every respect. This is not the case of a debt. 
itis a case where a pension was recommended to 


be allowed to a party, and. it is purely a gratuity. į 


I cannot see how, in such a case, there is any 
principle which would justify the allowance of in- 
terest for seventy-five years. I shall, atall events, 
ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. EVANS. 
interest on this claim, as proposed to be allowed 
by the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, will amount to $4,050. So far as I have had 


anything to do with these ancient claims since I | 


have been here, | can say that interest has not 
been allowed. 

Mr. WALKER. 
United States provides that private property shall 
not be taken for public use except upon the pay- 
ment of a just and adequate consideration. I 
cannot, for my life, see the distinction between 
depriving a citizen directly of a thousand dollars 
worth of property for the public use, and doing 
it indirectly, by using a sum which would, in in- 
terest, equal that amountthrough a given number 
of years. The report which has been read was 
made by a Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
James, ] under the direction of the committee, some 
two years ago. The committee, in examining 
the case, found in its details some very peculiar 
circumstances attending it. There seemed to be 


a disposition on the part of this family to make |] 


sacrifices that actually left them destitute, as it 


i were, of the means of support, for the time being. 


I think that the detail of the case will snow that 


there was as great an amount of patriotism and | 


devotion shown as could be exhibited in the Rev- 


: ate aes 
olution. ‘I'he advance of provisions, the manning: 


of boats, the taking of provisions, everything of 
the kind entered into the case. No part of the 
money was paid until the passage of the bill which 
this resolution proposes to explain. Then I can- 


not see why we may not, in justice in this case, | 


under all the circumstances, allow this small sum 
of interest, which would have been allowed if the 
debt had been subscribed, as it might have been, 
under the funding system. 

“Mr. BAYARD. Whether interest should be 


| allowed on this claim or not, the committee give 


no reasons for the allowance of it. Take their 
report: it presents a state of facts which justified 


I desire to say merely that the l 
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the passage of the-original. bill, andino more; and 
that in the shape cf a gratuity. The result of 
their judgment was that a pension ought to beal- 
lowed to the child of a revolutionary officers but 
| they substithted, in lieu of that, the recommenda- 
|| tion. of an allowance of a gross sum of money, and 
‘in that shape the bill passed. ‘Phey. give no reas 
i| son why interest should beallowed. ‘That question 
|| is not touched. In regard to the resolution before 
you, which..claims the allowance of interest, I 
il take it for granted that the reason ought to be 
given why no application was made to the Gov- 
| ernment before fora pension, You are now'asked 
‘| to allow interest. for a period of nearly seventy- 
i five years, without any evidence whatever on 
; which to base it. Why did not the party apply 
|i before, during the whole of that period of time, 
| forthe paymentof the money? The Government 
|| of the United States was amply capable of paying 
‘}any sum, even if it were a gratuity, ‘Surely there 
has always been ample disposition to extend to 
| revolutionary soldiers'and their descendants every 
i relief which could be rightfully claimed for them. 
|! have never seen any indisposition to do that. 
|! And if the neglect of the parties themselves pre- 
vented the application being made to the Govern- 
| ment for the payment of the claim, either as a 
gratuity or a debt, on what principle can they 
come forward, and ask for seventy-five years’ in- 
terest, while the money was lying in the Treasury, 
out of which they might have been paid, if it had 
not heen for theirown negligence? No reason 
is given on the face of the report why interest 
|| should be paid in this case. 

The amendment was agreed to; the resolution: 
i| was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

On the question of ordering the joint resolution 
to be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Bay- 
i arp called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
| ordered, atrd being taken resulted—yeas 13, nays 
| 25; as follows: : 

j YUAS—Messrs. Dodge of Wisconsin, Foot, Gillette, 
[i Houston, James, Rockwell, Rusk, Sebastian, Thom pson 


of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, 
jį and Watker—13. 


I| NAYS—Mesers. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, 


Brigh 
| Brown, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of Towa, A 
i| Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hamlin, 
|| Hunter, Johnson, Norris, Pearce, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toucey, and Williams—25. . 
|| So the joint resolution was rejected, 
j ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT. 

Mr. GWIN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill in ad- 

dition to an act approved March 3, 1837, entitled 
i ec An act supplemental to an act entitled ‘An ac- 
to amend the judicial system of the United 
States; ” which was read, and passed to a second 
i| reading, 
Mr. GWIN. The bill is to establish another 
| judicial circuit, composed of the State of Califor- 
nia, and the Territories of Oregon and Washing- 
ton. Inasmuch as the Committee on the Judiciary 
have acted on the subject, 1 move that the bill be 
| printed, and it can go on the Calendar. I give 
notice that I shall, at an early day, call it up for 
consideration. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


JOSHUA CHAMBERLAIN. 


| On motion by Mr. WADE, the Senate, as in 
|| Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
‘the bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain 
|| Joshua Chamberlain, deceased. 
lt proposes to direct that there be paid to the 
‘i heirs of Joshua Chamberlain, deceased, late a 
; captain in the Army of the Revolution, an amount 
| equal to the half pay of a captain from the end of 
the war to Chamberlain’s death, on the first of 
i January, 1812; and also to authorize the issue of 
iia warrant to his heirs for such bounty land as 
i| they are entitled to in virtue of his services. 
‘| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
; amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. BAYARD. I move that when the Senate 
iadjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
| next. 
t 


Mr. DOUGLAS. [trust not. I hope we may 
| get through to-morrow with the discussion of the 
i| veto message, so as to go on with the’ homestead 
i| bill, and other matters of importance. 
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Janel: 


Mr. BAYARD... I make the motion, and. ask: 
for a vote upon it, 

Mr. ADAMS called for the 
which were ordered, and being 
yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, į 
Brodbea!, Clay; Dawson, Evans, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Ham- | 
lin, Johnson, Norris,, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, | 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toneey, and Wade—22. | 

NAVS—Mesers. Adams, Brown, Chase, Dodge of Wie- | 
consit, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, ‘Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, ; 
Gillette, Houston, Mallory, Rockwell, Seward, Shields; | 
Stuart, Summer, Walker, and Williams—18. 


So the motion was.agreed to. 
BENJAMIN ROWE.” \ 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the House bill for the i! 
relief of Benjamin Rowe. tise os H 

This bill. was at first reported on adversely by 
the, Senate Committee on Pensions, for these || 
reasons: Rowe, in his petition, alleged that he en- 
Jisted in the twenty-first regiment, United States 
infantry on the 10th March, 1812-713, and con- 
tinued in the service until he was honorably. dis- | 
charged at Fort Erie, on the 12th. of Qctober, | 
18145. that.he was. taken prisoner, with his com» | 
pany, by. the British, while on the march to Sack- | 
| 


i 
| 
$ 
yeas and. nays; | 
taken resulted— l 

i 


ett’s Harbor, and transported to Quebec, a prisoner | 
of war; that in consequence of his hardships while 
a prisoner his health was broken, and he was put 
ashore from the prison-ship by order of the Brit- 
ish surgeon; that he is now totally. disabled (by 
ill health, resulting from his. treatment while a | 
prisoner) from procuring a support, and he there- | 
fore prays a pension, This petition was first pre- | 
sented to Congress in 1942, and had been several | 
times reported against for want of sufficient evi- | 
dence. Among the papers accompanying thé bill, 

the committee could not find any evidence of an | 
official or record character to prove his enlistment, | 
service, or discharge, as a soldier ofthe United | 
States, neither was the absence of such proof 
accounted for, or any indication shown in the 
papers that the case had ever been referred to the 
proper office for investigation. In the opinion of 
the committee, the alleged facts of enlistment and 
discharge could, if true, be proved by the rolls of 
the war office; and if not, some reason could be 
shown why it was necessary to resort to the fugi- | 
tive certificates (not one of them properly authen- 
ticnted) which accompany the petition. 

The bill was subsequently recommitted with 
additional papers, among which the committee 
found the proof before wanting amply supplied 
in a copy of the discharge of Rowe, properly cer- 
tified by Hon. F. Bart, Third Auditor of the 
Treasury; in which the facts of his enlistment, 
captivity, &e., are fully and satisfactorily stated. 
With this addition to the evidence, they were 
satisfied to concur in the views of the committee 
of the Elouse, and recommended the bill pass. 

The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Benjamin Rowe on 
the pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, to commente January 1, 1854, and to con- 
tinue during his natural life. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read a third time, 
and passed. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. SLIDELL. [| ask the Senate now to pro- || 
ceed to the consideration of the bill for the relief | 
of the claimants of the private armed brig General | 
Armstrong. ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection | 
being made, the bill is under consideration, as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WALKER. When it was proposed to | 
call up that bill before, some one said that it | 
would Jead to a lengthy discussion. | 

Mr. SLIDELL. If that be the case, it is a | 
stronger reason for taking it up now. 

Mr. WALKER. I merely made the sugges- | 
tion because it is late in the day. | 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then I should prefer to have it | 
first on the Calendar next Friday. I have no sort | 
of objection, if that course should be preferred By | 
the Senate, to have this bill continued until next: 
Friday, if, by general consent, it be considered as | 
first for discussion on that day. | 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Louisiana | 


| to this matter, I have been governed by a sense of 


will allow me to suggest, that if I now move an! 


adjournment the bill will come up as theunfinished 
business on next Friday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thebill is now. 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BADGER. We cannot get through with 
it to-day, and J therefore move that the Senate 
adjourn. : : : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, June 16, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wirisam H. MILBURN. 


The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. . The-business first in order 
is the consideration of a bill of the following title: 

A hill further to amend the act entitled ** Anact 
to reduce and modify the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other purposes,” passed 
March 3, 1851; and the act amendatory thereto; 
passed March 30, 1852. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 

A motion was made that the bill and amend- 
ments be laid upon the table. 

Mr. SKELTON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. “I would ask the unanimous 
consent of the House for leave to report from the | 
Committee of Ways and Means “a bill reducing 
the duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
that it may be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASEBURNE, of Hlinois. I object. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, when reports were 
called for last Saturday I was absent, and | now 
ask the unanimous consent of the House for 
leave to report a private bill from the Committee 
on the Judiciary;that it may be referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and | 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, a bill of the following title; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole Fouse, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Senate bill (No. 146) for the relief of Samuel 
H. Hempstead. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back Senate bill No. 300, 
being “ An act for the relief of Thomas Rhodes,” 
with a recommendation that it do pass; which 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Prayer 


POSTAGE BILL. i 


The House then proceeded to consider the | 
postage bill. 
Mr. HAVEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio į 
(Mr. Orns] yield me the floor a moment? 

Mr. OLDS. 1 will, if it does not come out of 
my time. 

Mr. HAVEN. [Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit an amendment to the bill, 
otherwise I cannot do so, as the previous question 
has been called and seconded on the bill and amend- į 
ments. In whatever I may have said in reference 


the propriety of this legislation, [I desireto move 
to strike out the first four sections of the substi- 
tute—that part relating to the franking privilege. 
The residue, as l read it since my remarks made 
yesterday, will then be acceptable to me. 


Mr. OLDS. 1I have no objection to the enter- | 


tainment of the gentleman ’s proposition. 


There was no objection, and the amendment was |i 
-pubmitted to be acted on in its order. i 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I would ask unanimous | 
consent to move an amendment to those sections 
before the vote is taken on striking them out. | 
desire the first section carried out, and the frank- | 
ing privilege abolished. | 

Mr. OLDS. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. OLDS. Then the gentleman must excuse 
me for not yielding further. 


Mr. Speaker, I never felt in all my life the same i! r 
li Department from insolvency? 


necessity for being able to make a good argument | 
as Í do at this time, and on the bill under consid- | 


I! 


If this comes out of my time, I į: 
object. ji 
It does. i 


Ji 


eration; for I think it is an important measure, 
demanded alike by the necessities of the Post Office 
Department and the exigencies of the mail service 
of the country. I am aware that the bill may not 
be perfect in allits parts. Itmay not be such a bill 
as will meet the wishes of every gentleman upon 
the floor. It is a dificult matter for a committee 
to frame.a bill so perfect that gentlemen shall raise 
no objection to it. I was a little surprised, how- 
ever, on yesterday, and, I must confess, a little 
mortified, to hear the learned gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanpirr,] when the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Smiru] introduced 
the proposition to abolish the Post Office Depart- 
ment, say that he expected the tinkering of the 
postages by the Post Office Committee would lead 
| to such a result. 

What does the gentleman mean by tinkering 
with the postages of the country? The tinkering 
of the system commenced under Benjamin Frank- 
lin. It has continued to be tinkered with by just 
such men, from his day until the present time, It. 
has been tinkered with, sometimes for good, and 
sometimes for evil, until it bas become the com- 
mendation and the praise (as 1 shall show here- 
after) of the most enlightened Government in the 
world. It has been tinkered with until it has 
become so perfect that it may be considered the 
boast and the pride of the nation. Still, lam 
free to admit that it hasits defects, some of which 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
seek to remedy by the bill under consideration. 

Under the law of 1845, in which you fixed your 
rates of postage at five and ten cents, you had a 
good postage system. And you were enabled to 
give such mail facilities as the country demanded. 
During the six years continuance of those rates 
of postage, you accumulated a surplus of more 
; than $2,000,000. 
| In 1851 the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
| Cuaxpier} and myself, for I plead guilty to the 
| charge, voted for a reduction of postages; that 
tinkering has made the Post Office Department 
insolvent at this day. It was the tinkering at that 
| time that has led to all the tinkering which has 
taken place since; and the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania [Mr. Cuanpier] must plead guilty to 
the charge of having tinkered the Department into 
insolvency. Under the five and ten cent postage 
system you accumulated a surplus of more than 
$2,000,000. The moment you reduced your post- 
ages from five and ten cents to three and five cents, 
you brought your Post Office Department in 
debt. The estimated deficiency for this year was 
i $1,800,000. The actual deficiency will be over 
$2,000,000. The estimated deficiency for the next 
; fiscal year is over $2,400,000. It is reasonable 
to suppose, judging the future by the past, that 
the actual deficiency will be more than $2,500,000. 
This deficiency does not include, or only in part, 
the expenses of your ocean mail steamers, This 
does not include the sum of more than $800,000 
that you pay the Liverpool steamers; nor does 
this sum include the amount of. nearly $800,000 
which you pay the San Francisco line of steam- 
ers. If you add the appropriations required for 
these two lines, it will make a deficiency in the 
revenues of the Post Office Department for the 
next fiscal year of more than $4,000,000. The 
deficiency in the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, atthe present rates of postage, is in- 
creasing at the rate of more than $500,000 a year 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuann- 
| Ler] rightly apprehemis the condition of the Post 
Office Department, as the following extract, which 

I read from his speech, will show: 


«“ The cause of the deficiency, sir, is patent. We have 
i agreed to pay, and have paid, more money tor conducting 
the Department and conveying the mails than we have re- 
ceived for doing the work for those who employ us. This 
is the ordinary cause for insolvency.” 


| The gentleman from Pennsylvania acknowl- 
| edges the fact that the Post Office Department is 
insolvent, and this House will acknowledge, when 
they are called upon to appropriate two and a 
‘ half millions of dollars to relieve the Post Office 

Department for the next fiscal year, that it is 
badly insolvent. Insolvent, sir, not through the 
bad management of the Postmaster General, but 
| by the legislation of Congress. 

: Now, then, Mr. Speaker, is it not the duty of 
Congress to repair its legislation, and save this 
Was it not the 
| duty of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


1854. 
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Roads to endeavor to do something which might | 
restore this Department of Government to a | 
healthy and solvent condition? And yet, because 
the committee have undertaken to do this, the gen- 
tleman says that the proposition to abolish the Post | 
Office Department is the result of this tinkering 
with the postage of the country. 

Let me read again.an.extract.from the speech 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania: 
Cu Mr. Chairman, the scheme of the Post Office Commit- } 
tee for repairing the income.of the Post Office Department, 
isoue that does not- reflect that credit on their sagacity 
which we all admitis so generally deserved by their propo- 
sitions.” i ti 


The proposition, then, of the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, or, inother words, the | 
bill under consideration, in the judgment of the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, is not sagacious. | 
If the gentleman’s sagacity can detect and oint 
out our want of sagacity, he must be sagacious 
enough to point out a remedy for the insolvency 
of the Post Office Department. He has doneso, 
and I will endeavor to run a comparison. 

Now, what are the two plans that have been 
proposed to save the Post Office Department from 
insolvency; the one proposed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, which the gen- 
tleman says is not sagacious, and the one pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
sagacity of which is yet to be examined and made 
manifest? The committee proposes, in the first 
place, to abolish the franking privilege. True, it 
ts not a direct abolition of the frunking privilege, 
but it is that the Government itself shall pay to 
the revenue of the Post Office Department that 
amount of money which will be equal to the ser- 
vice performed by the Post Office Department in 
carrying that matter which the Government itself 
orders to pass through the mails of the United 
States. This is the first thing proposed by the 
Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads: itis, | 
that everything passing through the mails of the | 
United States shall pay the Department the cost 
of transportation and delivery, the same as letters, | 
newspapers, and other mailable matter. The com- | 
mittee desire to make the revenues of the Post ; 
Office Department equal to what they would be i 
if everything passing through the mails paid its ! 
proper tribute to that revenue, The gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania, however, objects to this. He | 

i 
H 
| 
| 
| 
| 


thinks the proposition wanting in sagacity. Let 
me read what he says on the subject: 


“lam aware, Mr. Chairman, that since these remarks 
have been digested, the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee has presented another bill, which looks to the reduc- 
tion of post office expenses, rather than an augmentation 
of its income; a retention of the three cent. postage, but 
an abolition of the franking privilege: itis all one scheme. | 
The plan goes to deprive the people of certain advant- | 
ages, in order that the Government may have an income 
from the Post Office Department. F will not speak of the 
franking privilege as a benefit to the Representative. You 
Know, sir, every active member of Congress knows, it is 
only a borden cast upon him, in the labor and in the: 
cost. Itis not worth while to argue that point; you ali 
know it, all feel it; but you also feel that the privilege is 
one secured to the people to enable you to correspond with 
your constituents, and to disseminate practical valuable in- 
formation, and fill them with this bread of republican doe 
trine, to Keep alive the spirit of national feeling. and the 
uses of national knowledge ; to cireulate between his cen- 
ter and the vast extremities of the nation the vital fluid of 
truth; and thus enable the humblest to know and appre- 
ciate the action of Congress, and connect by the most 
effective ties the Representative with the present constitu- 
eney, the future constitueut here with the future Represen- 
tative at home. 

«c f hoped to hear no more of this reform of franking priv- 
ileges, or rather franking duties. We are Republicans, and 
in a representative Democracy itis the right of the people 
to know promptly, and to know thoroughly, what itis their 
Representatives are doing; and this right of franking is the 
means, the true means, and the best means, by which that 
knowledge can be disseminated.” 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania, then, may 
be set down as opposed to the abolition of the 
franking privilege. The movement does not meet | 
with his approbation, and he ‘hopes to hear no 
more of it.” i 

But, Mr. Speaker, there happens to be another | 
very sagacious statesman who differs widely from | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I refer, sir, 
to the truth-telling, the order-loving, the mob- 
hating, the Constitution and law abiding, the patri- 
otic and the Union-loving Horace Greeley. He, | 
too, abuses me for tinkering with the postages. As 
he has set up for a reformer, and has long been | 
associated in party ties with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, {could really wish that they agreed | 
‘in sentiment about this franking privilege; for.’ 


i 
| 


| Of its own members į just as our business would not pay if | 


ii myself in the unfortunate condition of the miller; :į 


I 


Í should really like to have them both satisfied |; 
with- all reforms in the Post Office Department. 
Then, sir, to say the least of it, this Capitol would 
be saved from the ‘ torch of the incendiary,” 
and we should not be catled upon to surrender ap 
our precious lives ‘* beneath its crumbling ruins,”’ 

This great reformer. has: his peculiar notions 
of what should be done in order.to save the Post 
Office Department from insolvency and ruin. 

Let me read what Mr. Horace Greeley says 
upon the subject of the franking privilege. 1 read, 


“Mr. O. told Congress that our present rates will not 
support- the Department; that they must be increased, or 
$2,000,000 taken from the Treasury to pay for mail ser- 
vice ; but he willfully suppressed the fact that this apparent | 
deficit ts Caused by the immense amount of matter carried :; 
free in the mals, mainly under wie (rank of members of į 
Congress.” i 


l stop reading this extract for the purpose of |! 
saying that this is utterly false. Every member | 
will recollect that, early in the session, | avowed j: 
myself in favor of abolishing the franking privi- 
lege. At that time, and subsequently, | informed | 
the House that $1,500,000 in the deficiency was | 
caused by use of the franking privilege. But 1 | 
will continue my reading from the Tribune: 


| 
| 
5 ‘ | 
«The Post Office doesn’t pay, simply because Congress || 
divertsits righttul sow ces of revenue to the aggrandizement ; 
i 
| 
| 
lj 
| 
i 
i 


we gave away one third of our issues to favorites. Make 
everything that enters the mails pay its own way, and there ji 
need be ucither increased rates of postage, nur an annual | 
deficit; bat woe to that Congress which maintains the 
franking privilege, yet nearly doubies the charge tor carry- 
ing Jetlers Lo those who pay Weir way! Such partiality 
would not be tamely borne.” 


How in the world, Mr. Speaker, am I to please | 
these two great reformers? ‘The one says abolish |: 
the franking privilege, and the other says do not |: 
abolish it. I find myself in great difficulty in this |, 
matter. If I undertake to please both these genue- | 
men, I shall be in the predicament of the miller and | 
his son; and if the [Louse will pardon me, 1 will į 
read from Æsop’s Fables. j 

Several MemBers. Yes! Yes! 

Mr. COBB. ‘They are not orthodox. : 

Mr, OLDS. ‘The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Benton] introduced them upon the Ne- 
braska bill the other day, and 1 do but use the 


“A miller and his son were driving their ass to a neigh- 
boring tair to scll him. ‘They had not gone far when they | 
met with a troop of girls returning from the town, talking ii 
and laughing. * Luok there P cried one of them, did you 
ever see such fools, to be trudging along the road on toot, 
when they might be ridiog!? Phe oid wman, hearing this, 
quietly bade his sou get ou the ass, aud walked along mer- 
miy by the side of him. Presently they came up toa group | 
ofold men in earnest debate. (There? said one of hem, | 
‘it proves what 1 wasasaying. Whatrespect is shown to 
old age in these days? Do you see thatidle young rogue 
riding, whiie his old father has to walk ?—Get down, you 
scapegrace! and Jet the old man rest bis weary limbs.’ į 
Upon this the father made bis sou disinount, and got up 
himsel. in this manner they had not proceeded tar when +, 
they met a company of women and children. ¢ Why, you | 
lazy old fellow 1? cried several tongues at once, é how can | 
you ride upon the beast, while that poor little lad there can | 
hardly keep pace by the side of you.’ ‘The good-natured | 
miller stood corrected, and immediately took up his son be- | 
hind bim. ‘hey had now almost reacted the iown. ‘Pray, į 
honest friend,’ said a towns ‘is that ass your own ?? | 
© Yes,’ says the oldman. Oh! one would not have thought | 

| 
| 
t 
l 
| 
i 
i 
i 


sO,’ said the other, ¢ by the way you load bim. Why, you | 
two fellows are better able to carry the poor beast than he 
you!? t Anything to please you,’ said the old man; *we 
can but try? So, aligtting with his son, they tied the ass’s 
legs together, and by the help of a pote endeavored to carry ; 
him on their shoulders over a bridge that led to the town. 
This was so entertaining a sight that the people ran outin | 
crowds to laugh at it; üli the ass, not liking the noise nar l. 
his situation, kicked asunder the cords that boundbim, and, 
tumbling off the pole, fell into the river. Upon this the old , 
mau, vexed and ashamed, made the best of his way home į 
again—couvineed that by endeavoring to please everybody, | 
he bad pleased nobody, and lost bis ass into the bargain.’ |: 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I fear already that in my i 
efforts to please these gentlemen, to reconcile | 
everybody with my postage bill, I have placed 


and that,in the end, I shall find that F have pleased 
nobody, and lost my bill in the bargain. 

Well, sir, E have, it seems to me, in the spirit 
of compromise—for thatis the spirit which appears 
to pervade the country—split the difference be- 
tween the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Cuanover]} and the gentleman from New York, | 
{Mr. Greeiey.] I have not made a perfect aboli- ; 
tion of the franking privilege, but have provided | 
that the postages of members upon documents | 
and letters received and sent shall be paid out of || 
the contingent fund of the House. 


i 


| 
| 
sir, from the New York Tribune: |l 
f 
| 
| 
f 
i 


| the contingent fund of the House. 


| 
| 
same authority. | 
| the Department will warrant. 
i 
| 


I agree most cordially with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. CRANDLER,] that the franking 
privilege is a tax upon members of Congress; 
and f would much rather see it abolished; for it 
ould relieve us from much labor imposed upon 
s under its use. We would not have one half 
f the letters to answer, if those writing us un- 


to a most serious tax on our time and our labor. 

{am confident that more than twothirds of the 
public documents published by- order of the Gov- 
ernment are not worth to our constituents what 


they cost the Government for sending them free 
i through the mail. The gentleman. says these doc- 


uments givethe book-makers employment. . That 
is true; but the gentleman must remember that all 
documents worth the reading would still ‘be pub- 
lished by the book-makers—the book-makers of 
the people, instead of the book-makers of the 
Government. The book-makers would still have 
the employment. 

"This bill requires that any member sending a doc- 
ument, or aletter, shall indorse hia name upon it, 


| the sameas now. He mustindorseitas official, and 


then it passes through the mail free to him as now; 
but the postage is charged to’ him,and paid out of 
i It does not 
make any difference in its cost upon the Treasury 
whether the money is paid the Department in the 
way of postage, or whether it is appropriated 
direct from the Treasury to save the Department 
from insolvency. But if the Department must 


| sustain itself, and it performs labor for the Gov- 


ernment, and is paid for that labor, it gives the 
Department no excuse for denying such mail fa- 
cilities as itcan afford, and as the necessities of 


i the country demand. 


If the Government will pay to the Post: Office 
Department the amount which it costs to carry 
the matter sent through the mails by the order 
of the Government, it will enable that Department 
to furnish such facilities as the proper revenue of 
lt will also have 
the effect of showing. to the country how much 
mail matter is sent through the mail under the 


‘franking privilege; and, in my judgment, it will 


result, in the end, in the final abolition of the 
franking privilege altogether. When the people 
of the country come to understand that they are 
to pay $2,000,000 a year for the mater which 
passes free through the mail; when they come to 
understand that they are to be taxed indirectly, if 
not directly, for the payment of this amount, they 
will demand of their Representatives the abolition 


_ of this franking privilege. 


The postmaster of this city has, at my request, 
furnished me with an estimate of the amount of 
wail matter which is sent out from this office 
under the franks of the members of Congress. 
The accounts are kept for one month, and upon 
these accounts an estimate is made for a year. It 
proves fully what I have repeatedly said. about 
the amount of free matter passing through the 
mail. 

Ciry Posr OFFICE, 
Wasurneron, D. C. , May 27, 1854. $ 
Sim: In compliance with your request, | have the bonor 


Hi to juciose herewith a statement exhibiting the frankedinait 


matter forwarded from this O 
January, 1854. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BERRET, Postmaster. 


To Hon, E. B. Oups, Chairman Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 


fice during the month of 


Statement exhibiting the quanti'y of mail matter sent from 
this office during the month of January, 1854, upon which 
no postage is collected, and showing the amount of revenue 
that would accrue if the same was chargeable with postage 
and prepaid : 

Number of letters franked by members of Congress, 


1E7127. 


Weight of letters franked by members of Congress, 3,440 
pounds. . x . 

Amount of postage on the same if prepaid, $4,653 62. 

Weight of public documents franked by members of Con- 


| gress, 693,508 pounds. 


Amount of postage on the same if prepaid, $L10,961 20, 

Weight of letters franked by the Execuuve.offices, 7,055 
pounds. i 

Amount of postage on the same if prepaid, $6,782 40, 

Weight of newspapers, 11,002 pounds. 
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Morakamoúñt for oie month, $122,407 22.: 

Total amount for twelve montis, $1,468,886. 64. : 

otal amount if unpaid twelve months, $2,931,049 20. 

This exhibit shows that $1,468,886 for free mat- 
ter leaving Washington under the franking privi- 
Jere would be added to- the revenue.of the Post 
Office Department, if the.change contemplated by 
the-bilt be made. . It is not unreasonable to sup- 
nose; sir, that, taking the whole free matter pass- 
ing through ‘the ‘mails of the United States—the 
exchange.of newspapers, and the franks of.mem- 
bers .during.-the recess of Congress, and during 
their absence from Washington city—that the 
revenue derived from the. abolition of that privi- 
lege,.or the payment, by the Government, would 
be $2,500,000. 

The second .proposition of the committee, Mr. 
Speaker, is to abolish so much of the act of 1853- 
as makes.a deduction of fifty per cent. for the pre- 
payment of postages upon newspapers and peri- 
odicals. Thelaw ostensibly requires a newspaper 

assing through the mail to pay one cent postage; 
pat in fact, itpaysonly halfa cent, Letme illus- 
trate: Tuke the New York Tribune, which paper 
weighs two and a half ounces. Under the law of 
.1852 the postage on it going from New York. to 
“New. Orleans,.or-San Francisco, is nominally one 
cent; but you havea proviso in the law that where 
prepayment shall be made at the office where 
mailed, or delivered quarterly or yearly, there 
shall be a reduction of fifty per cent. Under this 
„proviso there is received as postage for carrying 
“that paper from New York to New Orleansa half 
cent, and to Sun Francisco onlya half cent. One 
half of this goes to the postmasters in the way of 
commission, and there is then left to the Govern- 
ment only a quarter cent for carrying the Tribune, 
weighing two and a half ounces, from New York 
to San Francisco. You pay for transportation 
acrosa the Isthmus alone twenty-four cents per 
pound. Now, lask,isthis right? Isitright that 
you. should only receive one quarter of a cent for 
‘earrying.twoand a half ounces, when you pay one 
and a half cents an ounce for transportation across 
the Isthmus alone. Now, if you do away with 
this reduction of fifty per cent. on newspapers and 
periodicals for prepayment, a revenue of $500,000 
would be brought into the treasury of the Post 
Office Department. 

In order that I might speak by the book, and ex- 
hibit facts and figures on this matter, I requested 
the Postmaster General to write to the postmaster 
at New York city to furnish him with the circala- 
tion through the mails of certain of the papers of 
that city. The following is the reply of the Post- 
master General, giving the information } desired: 

Posy Orrice Department, May 8, 1854. 

Sur: J herewith inclose the reply of the postmaster at 
New York, to the letter of inquiry of the 2d instant, request 
ing information as fo the number of newspapers mailed at 
that of}ce, accompanying Which ‘are statements furnished 
by the Tunes and Tribune ottices, * x + * 

Lam, very respecttully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES W. CAMPBELL. 
Hon E. B. Oups, Chairman, §c., fe., House of Represent- 
anwes. 


a 


i Posr Orricr, New Yorn, May 6, 1854. 

Sin: In compliance with the request contained in your 
letter of the Qdinstunt, T directed Mr. Clark, of the newspa- 
per department, to apply in person at the offices of the 
Pribune, Times, Herald, Express, and Courier and En- 
quirer, and to obtain, if possible, in a direct manner, the 
infortmation desired by Mr. Olds, Chairman of the House 
Conmittee, &e. The proprietors of the Tribune and Times 
readily furnished such information as is melosed, whilst 
the others gave 9o satisfaction inthe premises, tbe “Herald 
declining to give the information.” 

Respeetfully, your obedient servant, 

ISAAC V, FOWLER, Postmaster. 
per Ws, CALDWELL, Secretary. 

Horario Kine, Req., First Assistant Postmaster General, 

Washington, DiC. 


Mr. Greeley, of the Tribune, and the publishers 
of the Times, furnished the information in refer- 
ence to their papers; but the Herald, Courier and Í 
Enquirer, and Express refused to do so. flere 
is Mr. Greeley’s statement: 


Ornice oy tHe Tripune, New Yoru, May 5, 1854. 

Sin: According to your request, we inform you that we 

send through the mails 5,950 copies Daily Tribune, 11,900 

copies Semi-Weekly Tribune, 103,900 copies Weekly Fri- 

bune. Aggregate circulation through the mails, 121,750. | 

Very respectfully, — | 

GREELEY & MeELRATH, 

per 3. SINCLAIR. | 

The postage on the above, for one year, at the present | 
rate, halfa cent each, is 942,484, 

Sromas CLARK, Esq. 


The circulation of the Tribune alone, through |! per cent., of which are unpaid. It is a sagacious i 


‘of his letter, yields a. revenue to the Department 


| 


the mails, under the present postage system, ac- 
cording to Greeley’s own calculation at the bottom 


of $42,484. If the reduction of fifty per-cent. be 
done away with, it would be increased to $34,968. 
Mr. Greeley objects, however, to this. lt comes 
too near home for him. Abolisk the franking privi- 
jege, says Mr. Greeley, but do nottouch newspa- 
per postage. Efe says leave newspaper postage 
as-it is now, and make everything which. passes 
through the mails pay its ‘proper expense for 
their transportation. 

fs a charge of three cents upon a letter weigh- 
ing half an ounce, and half a cent upon a paper 
weighing two and a half ounces, paying equaliy 


ley! oh! Mr. Greeley! A charge of three cents 
upon his paper would bring $500,000 revenue to 
the Department, provided the circulation should 
be the same as it is now. S 

A great deal has been said, Mr. Speaker, about 
the postages in England. Mr. Greeley constantly, 
when urging cheap postage, refers to it, We are 
constantly referred to the low postages existing in 


that country, and weare constantly asked to have | 


the same rates established in this country. Do 
gentlemen. understand that every newspaper pass- 
ing through. the mails of Great Britain pays the 
same postage that a letter pays? Yet this 1s so. 
Unless it is printed upon stamp paper, which pays 
a duty of a penny to the Government, it must 
pay a postage of. a penny in passing through the | 
mail. If you pnt Mr. Greeley’s newspaper at | 
the same rate of postage that they would charge | 


upon his. paper in England, the revenue derived j 
from it would be $168,000, instead of $42,000. 


And yet Mr. Greeley himself says that every- 
thing ‘passing through the mails should pay its 
proper proportion of the cost of transportation, 
Oh! Mr. Greeley! Mr. Greeley! In England a 
newspaper must not only pay a stamp duty of a 
penny, but even then it cannot pass through the 
mails within three miles of London unless it pays 
an additional postage stamp duty of a penny. 
Take one of the London papers printed upon 
stamp paper, and if itis mailed seven days after 
it is issued, it must pay an additional penny post- 
age. 

N 
per centum for the prepayment of postage upon 
newspapers and periodicals sent to actual sub- 
scribers, the free postage being below the actual 
cost of transportation and delivery? ls the Govern- 
ment so embarrassed that it must have this money 
three months or more in advance? Does the Gov- 
ernment save anything in consequence of prepay- 
ment of postage by regular subscribers? Why 
is this reduction of fifty per centum made? Is it} 
nota bonus given to these newspapers and peri- 
odicals which is not understood by the country?) 
Was not the proviso sought to be repealed slipoed 
into the postage law of 1853, almost unknown and 
clandestinely? 1s a postage of one cent too much 
for a paper to be carried from New Orleans to 
New York? If it is not, do away with this re- | 
duction of fifty per centum, and you will thereby 
bring.$500,000 into the revenues of the Post Office 
Department. 

The third proposition of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanpven] says is not 
sagacious, is, that all letters be prepaid. I think 
that it is sagacious, and. recommends itself to the 
consideration of the House; because it establishes 
the most perfect system of checks and balances 
between the Post Office Department bere and the 
deputy postmasters in the country that you can | 
possibly devise. You have no system of checks 
and balances now. If all your postages were pre- 
paid by stamps, then you would bave a most per- 
fect system—one that would at once detect the | 
slightest fraud upon the revenues of the Depart- 
ment. ‘I'he proposition possesses some sagacity 
also, from the fact that it will be a great saving of 
labor in the distributing offices, and, in fact, to all 
the deputy postmasters of the country, By this 
system you can do away with post-bills. This 


| 
alone will be a saving of nearly one half of the || 


labor of the deputy postmasters of the country. 


letters, the greater proportion, fifty-two and a half 


4: 


the cost of their transportation? On! Mr. Gree-7) 


ow, I ask, why make this reduction of fifty |; 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


proposition from another fact, that you get pre- 
payment upon these dead letters, the unpaid poste 
age upon which amounts to about $100,000 annu- 
ally. Is there no sagacity in that? 

But, Mc. Speaker, there is another good effect 
to be derived from this prepayment of our post- 
ages. Itis this: The moment you do away with 
the system of sending letters on which the post- 


| age is not prepaid, you can:dispense with the duty 
| of advertising dead letters, the cost of doing which 


s an enormous expense to the Post Office: Depart- 


iment. There are very few dead letters taken'out 


of the various post offices in consequence of being 


| advertised. 


‘A Member. You mean uncalled for, not dead 
letters. i 
Mr. OLDS. Yes; therearefew, I say, of those 


i undelivered letters, which are advertised, ever 
| called for. 
| they are returned to the dead-letter office. 


Letters are not technically dead until 


The law requires that at the beginning of every 


i month every letter remaining in the post office is 
| to be advertised. 


Suppose, asan illustration, that 
a letter reaches a post office on the 3istof March; 
it will be advertised as an uncalled-for letter on the 


| pext day, the Ist of April, at the expense of one’ 
| cent to Government, equal to one third of its 


whole postage. 1 would be in favor of abolishing 


‘this advertisement of these letters which are not 
| prepaid, from this fact, that those men who take 


and read newspapers, and who’ see the advertise-- 
ments of uncalled:for letters, are the men who call 

regularly at the post office to get their mails; and 

those men who do not call regularly at the post 

office for their letters are the men who do nottake 

the newspapers, and cannot see the advertise- 

ment, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the three improve- 
ments—or what we consider improvements— 
which the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads desire to make to the postal laws of the 
country. ‘These, sir, are the propositions which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks are not 
very sagacious. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio allow me to make one remark? 
It is this: that so faras regards the prepayment 
of letters, I entirely concur with the committee, 
and am ready to vote for that part of the bill. 

Mr. OLDS. I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman for restoring the committee thirty-three 

er centum of its sagacity. 

Mr: CHANDLER. Oh, that is a very small 
quantity. {Laughter.] 

Mr. OLDS. Measured, of course, in the gen- 
man’s bushel. Now, what does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania propose as a remedy for this 


insolvency of the Post Office Department? Let 


i 


| us contrast his sagacity with the sagacity of the 


Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads. The 
comparison, I trust, will not be injurious to the 
committee, 

Fortunately for the committee and the country, 
the sagacious gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
the plenitude of bis wisdom, has discovered the 
sine qua non. lt is to make the Department a 
charge upon the Treasury. That I may not mis- 
represent his sagacity, | will again read from his 
recent speech. He says: 

«Are we then to visit the Post Office Department with 


-eensure and restrictions, becanse it has exceeded its special 


income, while we conf that publie good has resulted 
from the extraordinary efforts ofits officers, and the enlarged 
cost of their service? Or are we to say that since these 
measures of public goog in the Post Office Department 
exceed in cost their direct retur therefore we will tax 
the community directly for their support, while we refer 
the deficiency of the other Departinents 10 the ingenuity of 
the Scereiary of the Preasury? Shaill we say, while the 
head of every other Department leans upon the ways and 
means of the Treasury, that Mr. Campbell and Mr. Guthrie 
shall have no intercourse ? 

t Sir, the whole argumentin favor of increasing the rates 
of postage is founded on the assumption that the Post Office 
Department must sustain itself. With your permission, 
Mr. Chairman, and the patience of the House, f purpose 
looking at that assumption, and I do it now because all the 
Postmasters General, as well as the Post Office Commit- 
tees, seem to have taken it for granted that such should be 
the ease. Why should the Post Office Department be called 
on to sustain itself more than any other Department of this 
Government? Why should Mr. Campbell be compelled to 
keep his official. bands out of the Treasury more than Mr. 


| Dobbin? And why should Judge Campbells name and bis 


Department be excluded from the benefits of the deficiency 
bill, while that of the Department under General Davis 
is amply and carefully provided for therein? Thatis the 
question.” 


The gentleman’s sagacious proposition to re- 


TH 


lieve the Post Office Department from insolvency 
is to fasten iton the Treasury of the United States. | 
itis truly a wonderful discovery; one for which 
the gentleman is surely entitled to receive letters | 
patent. Iam now ready to acknowledge the corn, | 
and say the gentleman is wondrous sagacious. 
But an undutifal son who, perhaps, expends five | 
hundred dollars a year more than his father would 
allow him, might have the same sagacity,and still 
draw upon his father’s funds to’ pay the deficiency, 
and save himself from insolvency. The gen- 
tleman’s patent, I think, will meet with ready 
sale. ` or 

But, sir, the moment you fasten the Post Office 
Department upon the Treasury of the United 
States, what will be the result? The deficiency | 
will increase just as they have in the Army and 
Navy Departments of the Government, until you 
run up the expenses of the Post Office Department, 
as you have those others, to more than $10,000,000 
a year. 

But, sir, how-is this deficiency to be met? We 
must have increased mail facilities for the country. 
Wearea growing people. This very Congress 
has already added two Territories to the United 
States. And you must extend the mail facilities 
to them. [n 1850 you had to extend them to Cal- 
ifornia, and Utah, and New Mexico. Wearea 
mighty and a growing people, and our mail facil- | 
ities must increase as the population and com- 
merce of the country increases. How is it to be 
done? The gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
fasten it upon the Treasury of the United States. 
But how is the deficiency to be met there? By a 
tariff, I suppose, will be the answer. The gen- |! 
tleman from New York [Mr. Haven] talked feel- 
ingly and affectingly the other day about the 
correspondence of the servant girls and servant 
men, and I might add, too, the laboring men of | 
the country. Ay, it would not do, he said, to | 
taxthem. But fastenthis system upon the Treas- 
ury, and the servant girl, when she goes to the | 
store to buy a dress, must, under the tariff oper- | 
ation, pay indirectly a tax to supply the deficiency 
in the Post Office revenue? You fasten it upon the 
Treasury of the United States, and you fasten the 
taxes upon those who do not use the mails of the 
country. You fasten it, in spite of all your pro- 
testations, upon those articles of dréss which 
the servant girls and servant men must use and 
have, 

Mr. HAVEN, (interrupting.) I will say to 
the gentleman that if he had only allowed the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report the tariff bill 
this morning, he would have seen that we propose 
to raise our revenue upon iron, silks, and such 
articles, of which servant girls and servant men do 
not use much. 

Mr. OLDS. Who write the letters of the 
country? Not the servant girls; who only, per- 
haps, now and then write a letter to make known 
their affections to parents in the old country. The 
same is true as to servant men. TI repeat, sir, who 
write the letters, and carry on the large corre- 
spondence? 

Again, sir, hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr, CHANDLER] upon that subject. He 
says: 

« A gentleman of extensive correspondence says, in reply | 
toa note from me: € As for letter postage, I pay to the De- { 
partment now certainly $200 per annum more than I did | 
when the postage was five and ten cents.’ ” 

By this precious morceau we see that it is not 
the serving girls and serving men who use most 
extensively the mails of the country, but quite a 
different class of society. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has a corre- ; 
spondent who pays $200 more postage under the 
three cent rate, than he did under the five cent 
rate. What must be the amount of his corre- | 
spondence, when compared with that of the servant 
girls and servant men of the country? And yet 
under his proposition, that very correspondent 
might not pay any more revenue, under the oper- | 
ation of the tariff, than that of the servant girl or | 
servant man; perhaps not as much. 

To illustrate it again, a little further. It isa 
notorious fact, that one of the messengers about 
this Hall has been asking the members of the 
House, for their document books, that he may 
obtain the list of names of those to whom wesend | 
documents. For what purpose is this? A gen- 
tleman in Baltimore pays him thirty cents a hun- 
dred for copying those names, with their post office | 


spondence with that of the servant man or girl; and 
yet he may not pay more revenue, under the 
tariff, than do these latter upon the goods they are 
compelled to purchase. ` . 

I must refer again to the remarks ofthe gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. In speaking of the 
bill, and the arguments urged in its support, he 
says: 

“ But, Mr. Chairman, if the plan is wrong—if the bill is 
unworthy the acceptance of Congress—still more is the 
leading portion of the argument of its able advocate un- 
worthy his fime and his position. 

‘<The honorable gentleman who is at the head of the 


! Post Office Committee demands. that the postage be raised 


from three to five cents prepaid, and this, among other 
reasons, upon the ground that the West, the agricnitural 
regions, must otherwise be made to suffer by the eupidity 
of the commercial portions of the country, and be com- 
pelled to pay for the conveyance of the mail along the sea- 
board. Such an argument, or an argument thus founded, 
sounds Strangely from the mouth of a statesman; and, 
conceding that @haracter to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, I profess myself astonished at the error into which 
his feelings have betrayed him.’ 


Why, sir, it seems to me, if I understand my- 
self, that the gendeman from Pennsylvania has 
entirely misunderstood my remarks. ‘{ do not 


suppose that the interests of the people of com- | 


mercial New York, in respect to correspondence, 
are different from those of the agricultural portions 
of the West. 1 suppose the merchant in New 


York has just as mach interest in having commu- | 


nication with the farmer in Ohio as the farmer in 
Ohio has in holding communication with the mer- 
chantin New York. ‘They are equally interested 
in having mail facilities kept up between them, and 
you cannot, in this respect, separate the interest 
of one from that of the other. 

My remarks were based upon the supposition 
that low postages must result in denying increased 
mail facilities; and that in the Atlantic States their 
mail arrangements were perfected; they needed no 
increase of mail facilities, but that in the West and 
South, in short in almost all the rural districts, 
we needed largely increased mail facilities; that 
consequently low postages operated against the 
interest of the South and West. 

Again, the gentleman talks about the expres 
carrying letters from Boston to Baltimore for a 
penny each, and that, upon every letter passing 


between these cities upon which three cents are | 


paid, two cents are paid, for the establishment and 
maintenance of mail facilities for the West. Now, 
sir, Í repeat, that the commercial men in New 
York, or Philadelphia, or Boston, or Baltimore, 
are as much interested in having mail facilities at 


| the West as are the people of the West them- 


selves; and therefore this two cents of which the 
gentieman speaks goes to maintain the mail facil- 
ities in which the man who pays them directly is 
interested. 

Sir, the postal system of the United States is a 
system in which all are alike interested. New 
York is as much interested in having such mail 
facilities as will enable letters to pass from New 
York to Minnesota or Nebraska, as are the peo- 
ple of these Territories. The gentleman from 


New York (Mr. Haven] read from the report of | 
the Postmaster General, to show that after paying | 


for their own mail facilities, his State paid a large 
amount towards defraying the expenses of the 
Post Office Department in the sparsely settled 
regions of the country. Now, sir, {£ hold in my 
hand an exhibit, furnished me by the Auditor of 


the Post Office Department, showing the cost of | 


transporting the mail, and the revenues of the 
Department collected in different States of the 
Union. The results differ most materially from 
those furnished by the gentleman from New York. 
They are of such importance that I will read 
them: 
Avpiror’s OFFICE, Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
May 2, 1854. } 
Sır: In compliance with your request, I have the honor 


| to send herewith astatement of that portion of the expendi- 
| tures of the Post Office Department charged in the several 


Compare his corre- į 


States and Territories, and the amount of postages colected | 
3 it s H 


in the same, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, g 
WM. F. PHILLIPS, Auditor. 


; Hon. Epson B. Otps, House of Representatives. 


For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1853. 


: Tort” | peg 
States and Territories. amount of | ieee eoh, 

` , expenditure. | oe i 
Màihen oann ie "| 112.654 24 | 125,194 94 
New Hampshire 67,310 33 |  8r,703 53 


78.638 -86 
453,966 80 
47,377 79 
146,364 50. 
1175518 06 
“89,074 17 


Vermont... 26. 
Massachusetts.. isee 
Rhode Istaud........ 

Connecticut., 
New York.. 
New Jersey. 


96,880 47 
294,366 56 

30,817 35 | 
121,365 55 | 
829,421 34 
109,913 91° 


Pennsylvania. 414,043 85°) 488.308 30 
Delaware... (16,3857 74.) 16,310 71 
Maryland. 299,953 54 | 152,158 VË 
Distriet of Colu creer] 33,006 27 | 37,832 89 
Virginia... ..see00- 398,769 32| 183,472 19 
North Carolina. 204,806 14:1 60,751 51 
South Carolina... 157,578 29 | © 82.985 75 
GOLA. eee ceees 279,441 15 142,800 14° 
Floridas.ccaecseceee 16,878 83 


9609185 
73,108 Qt 
128,170 18 

25,103 89 
| “47,164 46 

85,701 10 
112,542 60 
375,759 72 
96,757 19 


Michigan 
Indiana. 
IHinois 


182,872 60 
174,351 72 
964,993 92 


Missouri. 188,041 81 98,781 82 
lowa... 55,385 24 40.9280 22 
Wisconsin 78,606 55 73,570 83 
California... 242,043 QL} 123,152 00 
Oregon Territory... 52,282 38 9,797 35 
Minnesota Territory 3,848 56 3,529 86 
New Mexico Territory : 19,995 43 517 22 
Utah Territory. osses ssacss os 33633 54 955 66 
Nebraska Territory.... saeed 237 93 i - 


Now, sir, if the gentleman would charge New 
York upon the same rule that he has charged the 
other States, he must charge her for the transpor- 
tation of the mail from New York to Liverpool, 
which would make $800,000 in one lift. Again: 
the transportation of the mail from New York to 
San Francisco should be charged to New York, 
which will give another lift to that State of 
$800,000. When you come to place these charges 
to the account of that State, the gentleman will 
find that the balance is over the left—it is greatly 
against that State. 

Sir, it is impossible to make any calculation by 
which the proper amount of debt and credit can 
be fixed for any one State. Ifa letter is to be 
sent from New York to New Orleans, the postage 
is paid in New York; but the expense of transpor- 
tation through the State of New Jersey is charged 
to that State; the transportation through a portion 
of Pennsylvania must be charged to Pennsylvania, 
and in like manner through the States of Mary- 
land, Delaware, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, before it reaches 
New Orleans, ‘These facts must all betaken into 
consideration in estimating the expenses and re- 
ceipts of the Department in any one State.  I-say, 
therefore, that it is utterly impossible to arrive. at 
anything like a correct conclusion in this respect. 
Neither js the solution of the question of the least 
practical importance. Our postal system is not a 
local, a State institution, but it is, in every sense 
of the word—in usefulness, in importance, and in 
interest—a national institation, : 

The exhibit of the Auditor shows some States 
and Territories in which but a tithe of the expense 
of the mail facilities is collected in such State or 
Territory. This, sir, illustrates the utter futility 
of abandoning the postal system to private enter- 
prise, as proposed by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Smrru.J 

The carrying the mail must, from necessity, 
bea monopoly. Shall it be a Government mo- 
nopoly, or shall it be individual monopoly? For 
one, sir, I prefer a Government monopoly. Gox- 
ernment carries the mails where they do not pay, 
as shown by the letter of the Auditor of the Post 
Office Department. Private enterprise would not 
care for such regions of country. The Govern. 
ment does. That is the difference between a Gov- 
ernment monopoly and private enterprise. When 
gentlemen talk about the destruction of our postal 
system, they talk about destroying that which is 
the admiration of the Old World, Let me read an 
extract from the London Morning News of May 
17th, to which I call the attention of gentlemen: 

“AMERICAN PosTaL Staristics,—Some time since a 
paragraph appeared in the Daily News on the American 
post office system, containing some interesting statistics, 
derived from documents presented ia Congress. Since that 
other documents from the same source have been published, 
containing more particulars and charges against the British 
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Government of illiberality and unfairness. Nothing con- 
tribotes to throw more light on the social progress of a nation 
than posta] statistics, and in the United States these statis- 
tics are given with much greater fullness and clearness than 
they are in Europe. The reports of the American Post Office 
Department are, in fact, valuable State papers, not an- 
worthy the attention. of English statesmen, as they may see 
therein the sources by which national enmity may be kept 
alive. K 

.& Some idea of the rapid progress andinereased extent of 
the great moderns Republic may be formied from the fact 
that in 1853 nearly two thousand new post offices were es- 
tablished in thé United. States; that duriig that year the 
length of the mail routes. had increased four thousand miyes, 
and. thé. annual transportation of mails to three millions 
of miles... We boast in England of the post-office accom- 
modation we get, and of the gigantic machinery of our 
Post Ofice Department. On the first of December, 1853, 
there were twenty-two thousand six hundred and eighty- 
eight, post. offices in ihe United States, three times as 
many as there are in the United Kingdom. The number 
of miles the mails travel over railways in the United States 
is twelve times the number they travel over In this country, 
und in steam packets seven times thé number. The United 
States Post Office Department has engagements with nearly 
six thousand contractors, for conveying mails by coaches, 
steamboats, and railways; and the annual transportation 
of mails in that country is sixty-one millions eight hundred 
and ninety-two thousand five hundred and forty-two miles, 
two thirds the distance of the earth from the sun. 


* a * * * * * * * 


* 


“The postal report says: _- T í 
stehe failure of the revenue from letter postage to re- 
cover, during a period of alinost unexampled prosperity and 
commercial activity, with the same rapidity under the act 
-of 1851, ag it did under the act of 1845, may be accounted 
for upon the supposition that the Jatter act had already 
stimulated the correspondence of the country nearly to the 
highest point of which it was capable, and that therefore 
the act of 1851 afforded but litle further inducement to use 
the inails.? 
* * 


* * 


“Fifty thousand persons emigrate to the United States 
from the German dominions yearly. The best portion of 
the industrial popmation of the latter country has been es- 
eaping from the leaden and stupid despotisins there to get 
elbaw room and breathe the air of liberty in the colossal 
western Republic. The vast. tide of enigration emerges 
from Europe at Bremer-Haven, and the American Govern- 
ment have reduced the postage between the United States 
and Bremen, in consequence, to Sd. All the States of the 
German Austrian Postal Union bave the advantage of this 
reduction, when their postage to and from Bremen for let 
ters to and from the: United States is 2d. a letter, or less, 
Austria, Prussia, and Saxony have made the requisite re- 
duction to get the benetit of the five- penny rate, and the 
Whole ofthe German States will, it is expected, soon come 
into the arrangement. 

The following paragraph, copied from the United States 
‘Postmaster Generals report, deserves to be written in let 
ters of gold tor thy sanction it gives to ocean pos al reform, 
aud for jts consideration of the feelings and interests of emi- 
grants: 

«ethe reduetion of the letter postage by the Bremen line 
to one half the former rate, offers greatly unproved facilities 
for the correspondence to and from the comtiuentof surope. 
‘She propriety ofthis reduction will be apparent in view of 
the fitet that the sea postage on aif correspondence between 
this country and Europe has generally, and, in my Opinion, 
most justly, been considered as quite too high. it is, 
morcover, as Welbour inte as our duty to extend to the 
Jarge and incrensing German populations of the United 
States, and to their friends at home, tue most liberal means 
of communication practicable.’ 

“Phe complaints of the American Post Office against 
the British Government are, that the British pack 
nnduly favored with the carriage of the closed im 
Canada, &e., and that the British Government charge 
higher proportionate transit dues for the passage of Ameri- 
can mails through Mngliad than the United States Govern- 
ment does for the passage of Buglish maiis through the 
United States territory. Morvover, the British Government 
Das refused ali the overtures from the American Post Office, 
to reduce the exorbilant rates on pampblets and magazines. 


w * x * * * 


A final attempt to obtain liberality and fairness was to be | 


made by submitting the whole matter again to Lord Clar- 
endow 

‘To thecredit of the American Governmant, it manifests 
the utmost kindness and consideration for the Post Office 
officials, of whom there are upwards of thirty thousand. A 
Jarge portion of these ure in humble eapacities, and cannot 
be afforded Jucrative emolutoents, but they can and do re 
ceive great attent}on and kindness as rewards for the exer- 
cise of intelligence and trustworthiness. ‘The Post Office 
authovities in America seem to be fully aware that to carry 
out such a departneut of their own with advantage to the 
public, requires a cordial cooperation of the whole staff of 
Officials, and that such cooperation cannot coexist with 
chronic discontent. 

“The American Post Office documents reveal the rapid 
growth and amazing extent of the great modern Republic, 
and manifest great industry and administrative eapacity of 
its subordinate Government oficials, No matter bow wide 
the territory or scattered the populauon of the i 
States, the Government of that country, taking the initi 
promplly, bind ali together by social advantages calcu 
to promote internal trade, general education, and affection- 
ate intercourse, While Jooking abroad on Europe, and 
witnessing the misery arising from present and previous 
kingly ambition and dynastic quarrels, one cannot bul 
envy the freedom from overwhrluing debt and trouble en- 
joyed by the United States Government.”” 

While gentlemen are constantly referting us to 
the postal system of Great Britain, let me remind 
them that on the other side of the water our sys- 
tem is held up as a model system, worthy of ad- 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| everybody, L shall be compelled to see my bill, 


| the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse 


miration, and as worthy the model Republic. In 
this country we have three times the number of 
post offices, and twelve times the amount of rail- 
way, and seven times the amount of steamboat 
transportation. Annually in the United States | 
the mail is carried two thirds the distance of the 
earth from thesun, Truly, sir, our postal system 
may be called gigantic. Truly, it may challenge 
the admiration of the world. Notwithstanding 
all our tinkering, the management of our postal 
system calls forth the laudation of the mother 
country., Toa i 

Adopt the recommendations of the committee— 
for they are also the recommendations of the Post- 
master General—-and our postal system, as a self- 
sustaining department of the Government, will 
continue to challenge the admiration of the world. 
Pass the bill introduced by the committee, and 
what do you do? You derive from the free matter 
passing through the mails more than $2,000,000 
of revenue to the Post Office Department. Pass 
this bill, and you derive from the postages upon 
periodicals $500,000, making $2,500,000 that ean 
be appropriated to increase the mail facilities of 
the country. If you bring the railroad compa- 
nies down toa reasonable compensation for the 
transportation of the mails of the country, you 
save $600,000 more, making an increase in the rev- 
enues of the Post Office Department of $3,000,000, 
without any increase of postage whatever. 

These are some of the measures sought to be 
attained by the Post Office Committee, which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania calls tinkering with 
the postages of the country. I feel that the com- 
mittee has discharged its duty, and I feel that I 
have discharged mine. I have given much atten- 
tion to this matter, and with what poor ability I 
possess i have presented my reasons to the 
House. My argument may notappear as perfect 
as it would, had | not endeavored to avoid any 
thing like a repetition of what I said at the time I 
introduced the bill in April last. I have convinced 
myself, at least, that the amended bill is one of 
vital importance to the country, [ trust that 
the substitute may be adopted in the place of the 
original bill, and that it may speedily become the 
law of the land. But if, in my desire to please 


like the ass of the miller, tumbled into the river, 
I shall console myself with the thought that | 
have discharged my duty, and that those who, 
afier me, are placed at the head of the Post Office 
Committee, will be able to devise such plans as 
will be worthy the reputation bestowed by an 
admiring world upon the Post Office Department 
of the United States. 


The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon 
the following amendment, proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York, {Mr.S»urn,] to come in at 
the end of the bill: 


And be it further enacted, That this aet shall continue in 
force two years, aud that at the expiration of that time the 
Post Office Department shal} he abolished, and individuals 
and associations shall thereafter be as {ree to carry letters 
as to carry anything else. 


The question was put; and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Haven to the substitute for the bill. 


Strike out the four first sections of the substitute, as 
follows : 

That from and after the commencement of the next 
fiseal quarter after the passage of this act, the franking 
privilege be, and the same is hereby, wholly and entirely 
abolished; and the third section of the act of Congress, 
entitled ¢ itled ‘An act to reduce 


t An aétto amend the act enti 


of the franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
on the revenues of the Post Otice Department,’ passed 
Mareh 1, 1847,” and all other acts, and parts of acts, gr 
ing and conferring upou any person whomsoever the right 
or privilege to receive and transinit through the mail, free 
of postage, letters, packets, publie documents, newspapers, 
periodicals, or other matter, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. i 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That ail letters, pack- 
ets, publie documents, newspapers, periodicals, or other 
matter, sent or received through the mails, free of post- 
age, under existing laws, by the several heads of Depart- 
ments, bureaus, and offices, shall be charged with postage 
according to the rates now existing, or whieh may hereafter 
be established by Jaw ; and the postage so charged shall be 
paid quarterly, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, upon the requisitions of the Postinaster 
General made upon accounts audited and Ct rtified by the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Department. 

Sec. 3. and be if further enacted, That all letters, 
packets, public documents, newspapers, periodicals, or 
other matter sent or received through the mails, free of i 


postage, under existing laws, by members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, shail be 
charged with postage according to the rates now existing, 
or which may hereafter be established by law, and paid out 
of the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress, 
upon accounts audited and certified by the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post Office Department. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That, to entitle any 
letter, packet, public document, newspaper, periodical, or 
other matter to be charged upon the Treasury of the United 
States, or. upon the contingent fund of either House of 
Congress, as hereinbetore provided, it must be addressed 
to or indorsed by the proper person or officer in the same 
mannefas is now required by law to entitle the same to 
pass through the mails free of postage. 

Mr. HAVEN. The first four sections of the 
bill relate, I believe, entirely to the question of 
franking, charging the expense of the transporta- 
tion of franked matter to the Treasury. The 
other sections of the bill relate to the legitimate 
business of the Post Office Department, and should 
be, in my opinion, retained. 

Mr. BENSON. Would it be in order to amend 
the amendment, which has been just reported, at 
this stage of the question? ; 

The SPEAKER. It would bein order to amend 
only by the unanimous consent of the House. The 
previous question having been ordered, cuts off 
any new amendment. As the proposition of the 
gentleman frora Maine would be in the nature of 
an amendment, it is not in order, unless by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BENSON. Then I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to allow me to move to 
amend the amendment, by striking out all that 
portion of the bill, or substitute, which does not 
relate to the abolition of the franking privilege 
simply, without charging it over to the Govern- 
ment. IfI understand the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Hlaven,] it is-—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Itis proposed 
to amend the amendment, and this can only be 
done by the unanimous consent of the House. 
The gentleman from Maine will see that the 


! House must determine whether or not his propo- 


sition will be entertained. 

Mr. BENSON. J have asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to enable me to move to 
amend the amendment by striking out all of it 
except the first section, if I understand it aright. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] proposes to amend the sub- 
stitute by striking out the first four sections of it, 
It is now proposed to amend that amendment so 


i as to strike out the second, third, and fourth sec- 


tions of the bill, leaving only the first. That 
amendment can only be entertained by the unani- 
mous consent of the Fouse. 

Mr. KEITT. {T object. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move to lay the billon 
the table. 

Mr. PECKEIAM. 
nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SAGE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Corwin and 
Bocock were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported thirty-nine in the affirmative, (not a 
sufficient number.) 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question then recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Haven to strike out the first four sectionsof 
the substitute. 

Mr. BENSON. Is not that question divisible, 
so as to meet the object I desire to attain? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because to divide 
isto amend; and the previous question, which has 
been seconded, cuts off all amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know if the 
morning hour has expired? > 

The SPEAKER. It has; but the House has 
determined that the main question shall be now 
put; and it must be done, because it is the order 
of the House. It sets aside all others. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 74; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Ben- 
son, Benton, Bacock, Boyce, Bronks, Bugg, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chandicr, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, 
Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Eddy, 


I demand the yeas and 
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Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Ewing, 
Fiagier, Giddings, Goodrich, Aaron Baian, Haven, Hilt, 
Houston, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, 
Kerr, Knox, Lamb, Lily, Lindley, McCulloch, Mace, 
Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Morgan, 
Murray, Norton, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Robbins, 
Russell, Sabin, Sage, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, Richard H. Stanton, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Trout, Vail, Wade, Walley, ENihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, and Tappan Wentworth—79. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, |} 


Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Barry, Belcher, Bliss, | 
Bridges, Chamberlain, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, | 
Clark, Colquitt, John G. Davis, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dun- | 
ham, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Flor- 
ence, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hastings, Henn, Hillyer, Hughes, Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Latham, Lindsley, MeDougall, 
McMullin, Macy, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, Nichols, | 
Olds, Andrew Oliver, Orr, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, 
Reese, Thomas Ritchey, Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Skelton, William Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, 
John J. Taylor, ‘Thurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, Van- 
sant, Walker, and Daniel B. Wright-—74. i 


So the first four sections of the substitute were 
stricken out. 

The question thenrecurring upon the substitute, 
as amended, 

Mr. HAVEN demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. CameBELL, and Jones of 
Louisiana, were appointed. | 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 51, noes not counted. 

So the substitute, as amended, was rejected. | 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that the 
bill do lie upon the table. ; 

Mr. BENSON. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon Mr. WAsHBURN’S 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 94, nays 51; as follows: 


YEAS—Meusrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, David J. Bailey, Ball, Belcher, Benson, Bridges, 
Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chamberlain, Chandler, Cor- 
win, Crocker, Curtis, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, 
Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Eddy, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, Engtish, Ether- 
idge, Everhart, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Aaron Har- 
lan, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer, Howe, Hunt, 
Johnson, Knox, Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, 
Mace, Macy, Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Peekham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, Prin- 
gle, Ready, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rus- 
sell, Sabin, Sage, Shannon, Shower, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, 
Samuel A. Smith, Straub, John J. ‘Taylor, John L. Tay- | 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, 
Vai, Vansant, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Wasbburn, Wels, and Tappan Wentworth--94. 

NAYS—Messrs, Abercrombie, ‘Thomas H. Bayly, Bar- 
ry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Caskio, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Dowdell, Duybar, 
Edmundson, Florence, Fuller, Goode, Hamilton, Wiley 
P. Harris, Hill, Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, McDou- 
gall, McMullin, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller,{Millson, Olds, | 
Orr, John Perkins, Powell, Puryear, Reese, Ruffin, Shaw, 
Singleton, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Hestor L. 
Stevens, David Stuart, and Daniel B. Wright—51. { 


So the bill was ordered to lie upon the table. 


Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the vote by which the bill was laid upon the table 
be reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider 
do lie upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 


Mr.CHANDLER. ` Some timesince there was 
referred to the Library Committee of this House a | 


resolution which had passed both Houses of Con- |! 


gress, supplying books for new members, with a 
view of determining the proper construction of that 
resolution, as regards the understanding of the 
House. I am instructed by that committee to re- 
port back that resolution, with a recommendation 


that it be adopted by the House. As F presume), 


the Committee of Ways and Means will desire to 
provide the ways and means for executing the 
original order in the civil and diplomatic bill now 
before the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, I ask the consent of the House to 
make.the report now. 

The resolution was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved, That, in adopting the joint resotution from the || been considered by the House for months, and | : 


jected to. . 


jected to, the report is not in order. | 
1 

| 

{ 

i 

| into a Committee of the 
eral, &c., have passed through the committee. 


| ought to 


| of the appropriation bill. It was my desire to 


| into a Committee of the Whole House, so that | | 


Senate, authorizing the distribution of books among the 
new members of the two Houses of Congress, the House 
of Representatives intended that when the publisher of any | 
such books is unable to supply them, the Clerk of the House | 
shall be at liberty to purchase them of any other person: 

and that when such works as have been distributed to mem- | 
bers are notto be readily obtained, other books of a similar 
character may be supplied to them : Provided, That no more 
shall be paid therefor than has been- paid for the books for 
which those shalt be substituted: Provided also, That the 
new edition of the Opinions of the Attorneys General of 
the United States, contained in four volumes, and having 
an index, be substituted for the imperfect edition hereto- 
fore distributed, provided the cost thereof shall not exceed 
fifteen dollars per copy: And provided also, That no more 
than one copy of any one work shalt be furnished for any | 
member. i 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Is it competent for me 
to object to the reception of that report? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. [| object; and move that 
the fTouse resolve itself into a Committee of the | 
Whole House, with a view of taking up such 
eases upon the Private Calendar as are not ob- 


Mr. HAMILTON. 


day? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 1 
Mr. CHANDLER. There must be some! 
mistake in reference to this matter. ‘This reso- | 
lution does not propose to deprive members of | 
their books. It proposes go to construe the law H 
that no member shall receive more than one copy | 


Lask if this is objection | 


of the same book. TheSenate have so construed , 
it as to give members one hundred and sixty copies 
apiece of some of those documents. othing 
more is required than that the Clerk of the House 
may be allowed to take other books, if he cannot 
get the very ones the others had, and provided the |i 
expense is not greater than what it has been. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That is all objected to. 
Before the question is taken on the motion to go 
into a Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, I would move the usual resolution 
to close debate on the Meade case, which is now 
in the way in Committee of the Whole House | 
of the consideration of all other private busi- | 
ness. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let my resolution becon- 
sidered first. This, in my opinion, is no ordi- 
nary report. The matter was referred to us for 
investigation. Unless the resolution be adopted, 
the Clerk cannot go on with the business. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution being ob- 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcannot be done to-day. | 

Mr. DISNEY. 


I move a suspension of į 


I hope that the motion to go. 
hole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar will be withdrawn for the reasons 
which I now proceed to give. ‘Territorial bills 
providing for the survey of the public lands in Utah 
and New Mexico, the creation of surveyor gen- 


The appropiiations to execute these objects 
ein the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill. Thatthey may be, it is necessary that 


these territorial bills should be passed in advance 


t 


embrace in these bills provisions to extend the 
surveys to Kansas and Nebraska, so as to open 
up these Territories at once to emigration; but in | 
the present position of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, itis desirable andadvisable that 
we should content ourselves with the present bills, ij 
and resort to the Senate for amendments, so as to | 
extend the surveys to Kansas and Nebraska. , 
Thus will beat once settled all questions connected 
with these Territories. l 

Now, what I desire is this: Let the gentleman |) 
withdraw his motion that the House resolve itself | 


may be enabled to ask the House to take up those |i 
territorial bills, and put them on their passage. || 
Then I can offer an amendment to the civil and | 
diplomatic appropriation bill making the necessary | 
appropriation. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Private bills have not į 


think that it is due that we should consider them 
to-day; therefore, | insist on. my motion. © 

The SPEAKER. The motion to close débate 
hag precedence. In what time does thé gentleman 
propose to close the debate on the Meade case? 

Mr. HAMILTON. In five minutes after ‘its 
consideration shall be resumed. ae 

Mr. CHANDLER, That will be doing great 
injustice to the case. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hamitron’a res- 
olution, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 demand 
tellers on going into a Committee of the Whole 


i| House on the Private Calendar. 


_ Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Evuiorr, of 
Kentucky, and CAMPBELL, were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
*ported—ayes 70, noes 61. 

So the motion was agreed to. ` 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a- 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. SxeLrtow in the chair,) and pros 
ceeded to consider the bills thereon. 

RICHARD W. MEADE. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first bill in order is 
House bill (No. 58) ** for settling the claims of the 
legal representatives of Richard W. Méade, de- 
ceased.’? 


Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the bill. be 


i| laid aside to be reported to the House, with a rec- 


ommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that the motion made to the House was, that de- 
bate upon this bill should close in five minutes 
after the Committee of the Whole should have 
proceeded to the consideration of it. As no gen- 
tleman seems to be disposed to occupy the floor 
for these five minutes I believe that I am placed in 
the predicament of making a motion that the com- 
mittee do now rise, or else that it pass this bill 
over informally, and let other business come up, 
as I am unfortunately here without the papers on 
the subject. My design was, after the debate 
which, the Chair will recollect, occurred. some 
months ago, to hear such objections as gentlemen 
might have to the claim, and then to be prepured, 
in my closing remarks, to respond to those objec- 
tions as well as ì could. Lam now, by the mo- 
tion that has been carried, placed in the awkward 
position of being here without the papers relative 
to this case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1f the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanpier] will yield to 
me his five minutes, and if five or ten minutes more 
be accorded me, I wish to make a few remarks in 
explanation of what I said on a former occasion; 
or rather in correction of some errors into which 
a gentleman who replied to me had fallen in his 
remarks, 

My. CHANDLER. Thegentleman from Ten- 
nessze will see at once what an awkward position 
I would be placed in, If the committee agree to 
pass this bill over informally, and let other busi- 
ness be taken up which can be acted on, I have 
no objection to complying with the gentleman’s 
request. 

Mr. JONES. There can be no objection to 
passing over the bill. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then [ move that bill 
No. 58 be passed over informally, and that the 
committee proceed to other business. 

Mr. COBB. Why not have this bill considered 
now? We have had it all the session, and it is 
time it were disposed of. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I think it is time that this 
question were passed on. We ere as well pre- 
jared to vote on it now as we ever shall be. I 

ope, therefore, the committee will not pass it 
over informally. I think it ought to be voted on 
at once. 

The question was put on Mr. Cuanoier’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 


SAMUEL COLT. f 
The CHAIRMAN. The nextbill on the Cal- 


endar is House bill (No. 59) ‘for the relief of 
Samuel Colt.” Z 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I understand’ that 
there is some: difficulty about this case of Meade. 
Members.do not>seem to: understand’ what has 
been done with it... I would beglad to know what 
has been the action of the committee upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. | It_has been passed over 
informally. ` 

Mr. SMITH. Well, what does that mean? 
There has been no vote upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been a vote 
taken upon it, and it hasbeen passed over inform- 
ally. -- 

“Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The meaning of 
that action is, that the bill will retain its place on 
the Calendar. f ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. There has been objection 
made, and | think the committee cannot pass it 
over informally, because the House had just made 
an order about it, i 

Mr“ SMITH, of Virginia. Certainly; I was 
not aware that any vote had been had upon the 
question of passing it over. 

* The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been passed 

over, and bill (No. 59) ‘for the relief of Samue 
Colt ” is now under consideration. 

The bill, which was read, provides thatthe Com- 

«missioner of Patents be authorized and directed 
tò grant to Samuel Colt, his heirs, executors, 
administrators, and assigns, from the 25th of 
February, 1857, for the term of seven years there- 
after, the full and exclusive right and privilege of 
making, constructing, using, and vending to others 
to be used, his improvement in fire-arms, a de- 
scription and specification whereof are contained 
in the schedule annexed to letters patent issued to 
said Samuel Colt, on the 25th of February, 1836, 
and extended to the 25th of February, 1857, by 
the Commissioner of Patents: Provided, That the 
Government of the United States shall have at all 
times full right to make and manufacture the said 
fire-arms, according to said patent, in all of their 
own armories, for military and naval purposes. 

Mr. PECK. {move to strikeout the enacting 
clause of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is a debata- 
ble question, and a vote cannot be taken upon it, 
as long as any gentleman wishes to speak, until 
the House has ordered debate upon the bill to be 
closed. 

Mr. THURSTON. I call for the reading of 
the report which accompanies the bill. 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that Samuel Colt made his invention before the 
year 1832; but from difficulties experienced in 
reducing it to successful practice, and from pov- 
erty, he wasunable to procurea patent until 1836; 
that he, in the same year, assigned his patent to 
the “ Patent Arms Manufacturing Company,” of 
which he became the manager; that Mr. Colt de- 
voted five years after the date of his patent to the 
object of establishing his repeating-arms, but that 
the company and he both tailed, losing about 
$200,000, and many yearsoftimeand labor. At 
this time the invention had fallen into such disuse | 
that none of the arms were made in the country, 
and the whole thing was considered a failure. The 
Mexican war created a demand for the arms, and 
at once established them as the most valuable im- 
provement in fire-arms which up to that time had 
ever been made. ‘The patent, however, had been 
assigned to the Patent Arms Company, and Mr. | 
Colt was very largely in debt, resulting from his 
former efforts to bring bis invention into use. 
Under these circumstances, Mr. Colt applied to 
the court of chancery to settle the affairs of the 
Patent Arms Company, and the result was, thatin 
1850 his patent was assigned to him by a receiver | 
in chancery. At the same time, the Commissioner 
of Patents extended the patent, so that Mr. Colt, 
in February, 1850, began to enjoy the privilege 
which the general act intended meritorious in-! 
ventors to have, but which, for fourteen years, he 
had been deprived of by no fault of his own. 

Mr. Colt, before the expiration of his patent, 
commenced himself to manufacture his arms. 


Their great success depends as much upon the 


i 


manner in which they are constructed as upon 
the peculiarity of their organization. So compli- 
cated a machine can only be made valuable by: 


great accuracy and perfection in its manufacture; f 


and that can oniy be done by perfect and expen- |; 


sive machinery. 'To procure that perfection has 
been Mr. Colt’s constant effort; and as rapidly as 
profits arose from the sale, he reinyested them to! 


increase and. perfect his machinery. By this 
means he has brought his arm to great perfection, 
and at great cost. Mr. Colt is confident that an 
extension of seven years will enable him so to 
increase and perfect his manufactory, and so to 
| subdivide and cheapen his processes, that at the 
end of that time he will be able to furnish the 
consumers the most perfect arm, whichis capable 
of being made at so small a cost, that manufac- 
turers of spurious imitations will: not find the 
profit sufficient to encourage the business. i 
In order to protect himself from the destructive 
effects which would follow the introduction of 
these spurious arms into use in England, where 
he has no patent, and in Europe generally, Mr. 
Colt has established an armory in London, to 
| which he has carried American machinery, and | 
which is operated entirely by American mechanics, 
and where he is now engaged in the attempt to 
demonstrate the superiority of his arms over all 
imperfect imitations of them, in the hope that the 
! European consumers will discourage the manu- 
| facture of any except such as are perfect. In that 
! undertaking, however, it is evident that he can 
| make no money, but must control the market for 
| the present by supplying the demand at the same 
| price that inferior arms can be sold for, even at a 
! loss. Already the English armory has exhausted 
! all the surplus which had been accumulated in this 
| country, and is, even now, a constant drain on 
the resources and energies of the inventor. 
| The great object to be attained in the manufac- 
ture of fire-arms is perfect certainty under all cir- 
cumstances; compared with that, the price is of 
no consequence. The public wou!d not be bene- 
fited if such arms as these, manufactured in an 
imperfect and inaccurate manner, could be fur- 
| nished gratuitously to every applicant; but the 
: public will be greatly benefited by the supply of 
reliable, perfect, and effective weapons, at any 
cost. The experience of the past has demon- 
strated that Mr. Colt, above all others, has sup- 
plied the great desideratum; and the constantly 
diminishing price at which the arms are produced 
and sold proves that his anticipations are reason- 
able, and that he will be able to manufacture them 
at such rates as to exclude all arms constructed | 
on the same principle, of an inferior quality, from 
‘the market, to the great advantage of the pub- 
i lic. 
The money which was lost during the first term 
; of this patent, if applied to any ordinary business 
| of manufacturing, would have given to Mr. Colt 
more than has ever been realized out of the entire 
proceeds of manufacture; and as all that has been 
realized has been invested in the manufacture itself, 
and must share its fate, the whole of the proceeds 
| of the manufacture have been thus far invested, 
f in this country and in Europe, in the machinery, 
tools, and property fitted exclusively to the pro- 
| duction of fire-arms; and the perfection and ex- | 
| pense of this machinery are exhibited by the fact 
that the separate parts which compose the arms 
i are thrown promiscuously into heaps, and are so 
| perfect, that, when assembled into a pistol, they 
| exactly fit each other, and any other part to which 
| they may be properly applied; so that in using į 
these arms, new ones may be at once constructed 
out of the broken ones left on the field of batue 
without altering the shape or size of the parts. 
He has made his plans for the purpose of con- 
structing an armory at Hartford of such propor- 
tions and capacity as to enable him to manufacture 
these arms in their greatest. perfection; but he hes- 
itates to involve himseif in so heavy an expendi- 
ture, unless he can be protected from the compe- 
tition of inferior and worthless arms; and he would 
scarcely be able to finish his armory before the 
expiration of his patent. For these reasons, it is 
important to him, and to the whole country, that | 
he should now receive the assurance of safety | 
| which the extension of this patent will afford him. 
i 
| 


But in addition to this, the great service which 
| Mr. Colt has rendered this Government, and which 
the people have derived from the use of these arms, | 
as is evidenced by the common approbation of all : 
i the officers in the Army and Navy,and among all : 
classes of our citizens who have used them, or | 
seen them used; the truly American spirit and en- - 
terprise which Mr. Colt has exhibited in carrying : 
this branch of manufactures into the heart of the ` 
great armory of the world; the high marks of; 
consideration which the military governments and | 
scientific bodies in Europe have shown him, en- i 


i} have b 


title him, in the opinion of the committee, to this 
evidence of the approval of the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor. 

Mr. THURSTON. Notexpecting thatthis case 
would come up to-day, I am not prepared to 
go on with it. I hope it will be passed over in- 
formally. 7 

Mr. JONES. I do not propose to make an 
argument on this case; but I desire, in order to’ 
have it fully and fairly before the committee, 
that the Clerk shall read the decision of the Com- 
missioner of Patents on the last application of 
this patentee for extension. It will be found, in 
my judgment, satisfactory and conclusive to the 
House that this patent, at least, ought not to be 
extended by special act of Congress. Mr. Colt, 
I believe, has had two patents for fourteen years; 
first, for his revolving pistol, and then for improve- 
ment in some part of it. In addition, he has had 
an extension of one of these patents for seven 
years, 

Mr. THURSTON. Thopethe gentleman from 
Tennessee will not interpose objection to the post- 
ponement of thé bill, as we are not ready for its 
consideration at this time. The decision of the 
Commissioner of Patents to which he refers, it 
seems to me, would be better understood if its 
reading were delayed until discussion began on the 
whole matter. 

Mr. JONES. The report of the committee has 
been read. Now let the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents be read, and go out with our 
proceedings, and I shall have no objection to pass- 
ing over the case for the present. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island, who has reported the bill, desires 
the postponement of its consideration to another 
oiy, I hope that his request may be complied 
with. 

Mr. JONES, Ihave no objection to the post- 
ponement after the decision of the Commissioner 
of Patents has been read. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I would rather hear the 
decision read when we are called on to vote. 
Then it would receive more attention, 

Mr. JONES. 1 prefer its reading now. 

The Clerk then read the decision, which is as 
follows: 


Application of Samuel Colt for an extension of Patent, 


In 1836 the applicant obtained a patent for rotary cham- 
ber for fire-arms. Fn 1839 a second patent was granted for 
improvement thereon, the most important of which was the 
loading lever. In 1850 the former of these patents was ex- 
tended for seven years; and he now asks a like extension 
for the latter. 

The statute requires the applicant in such cases to fur- 
nish a statement of his receipts and expenditures, “ suffi- 
ciently in detail toexhibit a true and faithful account of loss 
and profitin any manner accruing to him from and by reason 
of said invention.” This requirement has not been duly 
complied with in the present case ; bat as the decision wilt 
turn upon another point, this defect will be no further con- 
sidered. ` 

The applicant avers “that he never has in any way, 
directly or indirectly, derived any reward for his said inven- 
tion patented in 1839.7? This statement certainly grows 
out ofa mistaken basis of computation. 

The testimony shows that the applicant has manufactured 
upwards of one hundred thousand pistols, of various sizes. 
‘Taking into account the prices at whieh they have been 
sold, the cost of manufacture, and the commissions allowed 
for selling, the net profit on these pistols will not fall far 
short of 31,000,000. 

This testimony stands wholly uncontradicted. No op- 
posing evidence was offered. Even the witnesses by whom 
these facts were proved, were not cross examined by the 
counsel for the applicant, although he was present at their 
examination. The fact, then, may be taken as conceded 
and indisputabie. 

Now, the expenses of the applicant, together with his 
losses, and the valne of his time and services, are estimated 
by hits at $60,000, which certainly leaves a very handsome 
balance in his favor. But he takes the ground that all these 
profits are due to his first patent, and nome to the second. 

Therein consists the mistake. All the pistols téstified to 
sa above stated, were constructed with the improvements 
embraced in the second patent. Are these improvements 
of no value? Jf so, there is no ground for an extension, 
But if they are valuable, they certainly augmented the value 
of the pistols to which they were attached. 

Rut it wijl be said that the price of these pistols was not 
increased in consequence of the addition of these improve~ 
ments. This may be true, but it does not follow that they 
in productive of no benefit. The vender of a com- 
modity often finds it advantageous to diminish its price in 
order to augment the amount of his sales. Adding to the 
worth of the commodity while the price remains unchanged 
produces the like effect. 

At all events, the pistol, with all its improvements, was 
manufactured and sold asa whole. Large profits have heen 
thereby realized. The applicant cannot be permitted to say 
these profita have all accrued from the manufacture and 
sale of the rotary chamber. They result from the. whole 
pistol, as improved, with all its parts. The improvements 
embraced in the patent now sought to be extended gave an 
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enhanced value to the arm. This caused its general intro- 
duction, and enabled the patentee to dispose of the vast 
number, which has changed his early losses into such 
abundant profits. A reasonable share of these should be 
credited to his last invention. 

Such a course will appear the more just, when itis rec- 
ollected that the applicant.charges.the invention we are 
now considering, with the early losses to which he was 
subjected in the endeavor to bring his pistol into general use. 
He even goes back, in this reckoning, to a time anterior to 
the date of the present invention, and makes up an account, 
in the totat of $60,000, to caver his expenses, and losses of 
time and money. ‘This debit accrued in the endeavor to 
introduce the whole pistol, ineluding the -subjects of both 
patents. But it would seem, further, as though the appli- 
cant intended the whdle of this debit against the subject of 
the second patent. Atal events, there is no doubt but he 
intended a fuil proportion of that eharge to stand against 
the patent now sought to be extended. Why, then, should 
not the subject of this patent be credited with its share of 
the profits? 

But the applicant avers, under oath, that the patent now 
sought to be extended has. thus far been of no service, 
“and that for the purpose of his manufacture, and the 
profits thereof, he would have beeu as well off ifthe im- 
provements described in the patent of 1839 had been public 
property. If this is correct, it furnishes a strong argument 
against the extension now sought. 

The reasons given by the applicant for the conclusion 
above stated, are, that the patent of 1836 bas till this time 
protected the improvements patented in 1839, and that 
therefore the whole benefit of those improvements could 
have been monopolized thus far without a patent. 

Now, the patent of 1836 has been extended to 1857. If 
the first patent has protected the subject of the second up 
to this date, it will do the same thing—for aught that ap- 
pears—for four yearsJonger. The profits already received 
have all accrned within the last six years. From the in- 
creased extent of the manufacture and use of these pistols, 
the profits, in the four years to come, will probably equal 
those for the six years past; so that the aggregate amount 
Of profits resulting from the inveutions embraced in his two 
patents—even without an extension of the patent of 1839 
—will probably amouut to near $2,000,000. 

The view evidently taken of this subject by the appli- 
cant is, that he is entitled to an extension of his patent un- 
less he has derived from the patent already granted a suffi- 
cient compensation for his invention, Such is not the law. 
To justify an extension of this patent, the Commissioner 
must he satisfied that the applicant, without negleet or 
fault on his part, has failed to obtain “ from the use and 
sale of his invention” a reasonable remuneration for the 
time, ingenuity, and expense bestowed upon the same. 
[Act of 136, Section 18.] 

It mattera not, then, whether the applicant has realized 
one dollar in consequence of the patent of 1839, provided 
the invention has given him a fair remuneration. If the 
patent of 1836, which has been extended to 1857, has pro- 
tected the subject of the patent of 1839, and thereby enabled 
the inventor to reap the full benefit of this latter invention, 
he is no more entitled to an extension than though the 
whole advantage had grown ont of the patent of 1839, 

The burden of proof to show that a proper case for an 
extension exists is thrown upon the applicant. In this 
respect he has wholly failed. Neither his sworn statement, 
nor the testimony of the witnesses who were sworn in the 
case, shows that he has not received from his invention a 
sufficiently liberal compensation; but, on the contrary, a 
degree of success and prosperity is shown, which I can 
only wish were more generally realized by the authors of 
all other useful iyventions, 

The extension is therefore denied. 

CHARLES MASON, Commissioner, 

Unrrep Srares Parent OFFICE, August 29, 1853. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Ihave herea 
reply to that document, being the correspondence 
between the chairman of the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Commissioner of Patents, which I 
desire to have read. 

The Clerk read the correspondence, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, January 7, 1854. 

Sm: An application has becn made to Congress, by 
Samuel Colt, for an extension of his patent, dated Febru- 
ary, 183G, and a statement of the profits resulting from his 
manufacture has been laid before the Committee on Patents 
án the House, showing the fact that all of the profits which 
Colonel Colt has realized have been invested in machinery 
and tools for the manufacture itself, 
reported to Congress, my attention has heen called to ade- 
eision made by you, on the application of Colonel! Colt, for 
the extension of another patent for some improvements to 
his origina) invention, last sammer, in which yon state, io 
substance, that Mr, Colt had realized a million of dollars 
out of his invention; and that this fact had been proved by 
witnesses in the presence of Mr. Colt’s counsel, who vir- 
tually conceded the point. 

As this statement differs entirely from that which Colo- 
nel Colt has now laid before Congress, and shows a profit 
of more than twice as much as now appears, and as the 
decision of the Commissioner of Patents carries with it the 
weight of judicial sanction, I have called upon the counsel 
of Mr. Colt for an explanation. He assures me that you 
have been deceived, by some means, into making the 


statements that the testimony was taken in the presence of 4 fal i 
| Thereportaccompanying the bill was then read. | 
I discover that Mr. FAULKNER, | 


counsel, and that the profits had been a million of dollars. 


He assures me that all the testimony which was taken on || 


the question of profits was taken during his absence from 
New York, and entirely ex parte, and that he never knew 
of it till too late to correct it; and, further, that the evidence 
was given by workmen who had been employed in making 
cheap infringements of Colts patent for a company which 
had been enjoined by him, and that their estimates were 
formed on the basis of their own spurious imitations, with- 
out any Knowledge of the facts or cost of production. 
this be so, as I have no doubt itis, justice requires that the 
error should be corrected. The facts are simple, and there 


Since the committee į 


if} 


should be no confusion about them. Mr. Colts counsel 
informs me that Mr. George Gifford, of New York, who is 
the counsel for Young and Leavitt, the opponents of Colt’s 
extension, is now in the city, and knows the truth of the 
matter; and that Mr. Gitferd’s character is such that he 
would not hesitate te do justice to his opponent in any 
matter where wrong has been done. The most effectual 
way in which this matter could be set right would be to write 
to Mr. Gifford and request an answer to two questions: 
First. whether the testimony in the extension case relative 
to the profits of Colonel Colt was not taken ex parte en- 
tirely? and, second, whether the estimates on which the 
decision was made were not given by workmen who had 
been employed in infringements of Colt’s patent, and who 
estimated by the cost of producing imitation arms? And 
I respectfully suggest that au inquiry of this sort coming 
from you, whose decision is cited to prove what is thus 
solemnly denied, would be the proper way to arrive at the 
truth. Respectfully yours, 
B. B. THURSTON, Chairman. 
Hon, C. Mason, Commissioner of Patents. 
Onirep Srares Parent OFFICE, January 9, 1854. 
Sie: Yours ofthe 7th was received this morning. Iim- 


he would reply to the interrogatories therein suggested, and 
I herewith forward you his reply. 

The statement made in my decision of the application 
for an extension of Colonel Colts patent, was fully war- 
rauted by the testimony before me—the magistrate having 
certified that the applicant’s counsel was present at the 
examination of the witnesses, and declined asking any 
cross interrogatories. 

I will state further, that the counsel of Colonel Colt 
seemed to rest his case on the points of Jaw alluded to in 
my decision. If these had been decided in his favor, it 
will readily be seen that the testimony would have been 
immaterial. 
and apparently paid no regard to that subject. 
| I remain yours, very truly, 

CHARLES MASON. 
Nationa HOTEL, 
WASHINGTON, January, 1854. } 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 7th instrant, I have 

to say that it will give me great pleasure to make any state- 


Hon. B. B, THURSTON. 


especially in regard to any proceeding in which I have been 
engaged as counsel, In relation to the matter on which 
you desire information, the facts are—that the testimony 
which was taken in that case, to prove the profits of Mr. 
Colt, was taken in the absence of Mr. Dickerson, Mr. Colt’s 
counsel, and, therefore, without cross-examination. The 
proper and legal notice had been given to Mr. Dickerson to 
attend, but he was engaged in the argument of a cause out 
of town, and the time for taking testimony had so nearly 
expired as to not admit of postponement. A clerk from 
Mr. Dickerson’s office attended the examination, and stated 
the fact of Mr. Dickerson’s absence, and declined to cross- 


had no authority to do so. 

In regard to the second question propounded, E have only 
to say, that I was informed that the witnesses which were 
examined on the cost of manufacture had been engaged in 
the manufacture of arms, which were adjudged by the 
courts to be an infringement of Mr. Colt’s patent, and in 
consequence of which I considered them the better quali- 
fied to speak of the cost of production, Whether the arms 
which were made by them were as good or as expensive as 
those made by Mr. Colt, I do not know. My questions to 
| these witnesses were based upon the assumption that they 
had all the proper machinery with which to operate, and 
| on that assumption I inquired what, in their judgment, it 
would cost to make the arms. 

i Very respectfully, yours, 
GEORGE GIFFORD. 
Hon. Cartes Mason, Commissioner of Patents. 


Mr. PECK. I understand that the chairman 
of the committee who reported this bill is not pre- 
pared to speak on the subject now; and he makes 
the request that I shall withdraw my motion. As 
| an act‘of čourtesy to him I do so. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move that 
the committee pass over the bill informally for the 
present. 

The motion was agreed to, 


CHARLES LEE JONES. 


The next bill on the Calendar which came up 
for consideration was House bill (No. 63) ‘ for 
i the relief of Charles Lee Jones.” 


the Secretary of War to cause the claims pre- 


to exceed $2,000; and to be in full for said claims. 


Mr. MACE. 


The motion was agreed to. 

| HENRY LEWIS. 

|| "The next bill in order upon the Calendar was 
i| House bill (No. 98) “ for the relief of Henry 
| Lewis, of Clinton county, Indiana.” 


mediately inclosed it to Mr. Gifford, with a request that | 


He took no testimony on the point of profits, | 


ment of facts which will prevent injustice to any one, and | 


examine, as he said he knew nothing of the subject, and | 


The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs | 


expenses incurred and services rendered in rais- | 
| ing, subsisting, and transporting three companies | 
of volunteers mustered into the service of the Uni- |} 
ted States, during the war against Mexico, to be > 
settled according to the principles of equity, not | 


| sented to that Department by C. Lee Jones, for | 
i 


| the gentleman who reported this bill, is absent. I; 
fi therefore move that it be informally laid aside. 
i 


The bill provides that Henry Lewis, of Clinton 
county, Indiana, be authorized -to-enter, free of 
cost, except the fees to the land officers, forty 
acres of land, out of any lands subject to private 
entry, at any land office in the United States, or 
the territories thereof, in full of his claim for 
money paid.Charles Tyler, register of the- land 
office at Crawfordsville, Indiana, on the 18th of 
January, 1837, being fifty dollars. © 

From the report which was read it appears that 
the petitioner, on the 18th January, 1837, went to 
the Crawfordsville land office for the purpose of 
purchasing the northeast quarter of the southwest 
quarter of section five, in township twenty-three, 
north of range one west; that at that time the 
office of receiver of public moneys was tempora- 
rily vacant; but the register of the land office, 
Charles Tyler, told petitioner to leave the money 
with him, and he would see thatthe land was 
duly entered so soon as the office of receiver was 
filled. The petitioner being not well versed in 
such things, and supposing one land officer as re- 
sponsible as another, left his money with said 
Tyler, to wit, fifty dolars, and took from hima 
receipt, as follows: ne 

CRAWFORDSVILLE, 18th January, 1837, 

Received of Henry Lewis, fifty dollars, to be applied to 
the purchases of the northeast quarter of southwest quarter 
section five, twenty: three, one west, when the receiver is 
in commission. CHARLES 'TYLER. 

That said Tyler marked said land as entered on 
the plats in his office. The petitioner, believing 
that he had in fact purchased said land, took pos- 
session of it, and remained in possession, making 
valuable improvements, for ten years, when he 
was informed that his land had been purchased by 
one Rufus A. Lockwood. He then had a full.in- 
vestigation of all the facts, and found that said 
Tyler had pocketed his money, and that he had 
no title whatever for said land; but that the title 
was fully invested in said Lockwood, to whom 
he surrendered possession. 

Mr. MACE. If the committee will give me 
their attention for one moment, I will explain fully 
the nature of this case. A gentleman by the name 
of Lewis, a poor man, had accumulated the sum 
of fifty dollars, and went to the Crawfordville 
land office for the purpose of entering forty acres 
of land. A vacancy had occurred in the office of 
receiver, in consequence of thedeath of that officer. 
The register of the land office, Mr. Tyler, told 
him to leave his money with him, and that the 
moment a receiver was appointed he would. see 
that the forty acres should be entered according to 
his application. Lewis being an ignorant man, 
left his money with Mr. Tyler, supposing, as a 
matter of course, that his purchase would be made 
complete, and the title of the lands placed in his 
hands. Well, sir, he located upon the lands,.and 
made improvements to the amount of $700 or $800. 
It was ascertained that his lands were still vacant, 
and, as is the practice, a resale took place. All the 
vacant lands in that district were resold, those 
purchased by Lewis included. He then came 
here and asked Congress to refund him the money 
paid by him to Tyler; and also to pay him for the 
improvements he had made. His petition was 
laid before the Committee of Claims during the 
last Congress, and again during the present ses- 
sion. We thought it would hardly do to pay him 
for the improvements; but inasmuch as a Govein- 
ment officer had defrauded him out of his money, 
we thought it would be proper to allow him to 
locate forty acres of land free of cost, upon any 
lands in the United States subject to entry, and 
we have reported a bill to that effect. 

I move that the bill be reported to the. House, 
with a recommendation that it do pass; and upon 
that motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HENDRICKS 
and Minison were appointed. : 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
ayes 79, noes 7; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion is not now 
in order. No quorum having voted, the roll must 
be called. 

The roll was then called, the committee rose, 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, the 
Chairman reported that the Cormmittee of the 
Whole House had had the Private Calendar gen- 
erally under consideration, and finding itself with- 
out a quorum, had caused the roll to be called, 
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and had directed him to report the names of the 
absentees to the House. 
The following is the list of the absentees: 


Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Banks, Barksdale, Bell, Bennett, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, 
Boyce, Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Caruthers, Chand- 
ler; Chase, Chrisman, Clingman, Cook, Cox, Craige, Cul- 
lom,Cumming, Cutting, Dean, Dent, De Witt, Disney, Dun- 
ham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Jobn M. Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Ewing, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Florence, 
Franklin, Gamble, Green, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Andrew 
J: Harlan, Sampson Ws Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 


Henn, Hibbard, Hiester, Hill, Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, |: 


Roland Jones, Keitt, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Letch- 
er, ‘Lindley, Lyon, Macdonald, McDougall, McMullin, 
MeNair, McQueen, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall, Meacham, 


Middleswarth, Morrison, Noble, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mor- | 


decai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Peckham, Pennington, Phil- 
lips, Powell, Preston, Richardson, Rogers, Rowe, Sapp, 
Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Simmons, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Sollers, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. 
Taylor, Tweed, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, 
John Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, Witte, Hendrick 
R. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sonus, of 
‘Rennessee.) The Chair reports only one hundred 
and fifteen members present—no quorum. | 
. Mr. HAVEN. 1 move that there bea call of 
the House. 

* Mr. FLAGLER. 
now adjourn. 


Į move that the House do 


Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the yeasand nays ! 


on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
There was no quorum on the last vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is 
not in order. Less than a quorum cannot adjourn 
over. 


The question was taken on Mr. FracLeR’s | 


motion; and it was decided in the negutive—yeas 
32, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrg, Abercrombie, Bridges, Carpenter, Cor- 
win, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Flagler, Puller, 
Giddings. Goode, Haven, Hill, Iiughos, ifunt, Johnson, 
Knox, Murray, Norton, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Per- 


kins, Riddle, Sabin, Skelton, William Smith, Riebard HH. : 


Stauton, Thurston, Upham, Wade, aud Walker—-32. 
NAYS—Mesers. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Barry, Bel- 
cher, Benson, Bliss, Bocock, Bugg, Caskie, Chambertuin, 
Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Croeker, 
John G. Davis, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dram, Dunbar, Eddy, 
sdmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Ewing, Goodrich, 
Greenwood, Aaron Tartan, Hastings, Hendricks, Hillyer, 
Houston, Daniel T, Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Lamb, Latham, Lindsley, McCulloch, Me- 
Dougall, McMallin, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Muy, Middles- 
warth, John G. Miller, Sisith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, 
Peckham, Jolm Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, 
Ready, Reese, David Ritchic, Thomas Kitchey, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Russell, Sage, Seward, Shaw, Shower, George W. 
Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David! Stuart, John J. 


Taylor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G, Taylor, Trout, Vail, | ‘ 
ron Aiha. Set terne A > the committee had ordered to be reported to the 


Vansant, Walley, Bhihu B. Wasburne, [srael Washburn, 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, and Daniel B. Wright—-90. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

A quorum being now present, the Committee 
ofthe Whole House resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


tu the House, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. MACE. 
sent the motion will be agreed to without tellers. 

[Cries of © Agreed !''] 

No objection being made, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with x» recommendation that it pass. 

CAPTAIN GEORGE SIMPTON. 
The next billin order on the Calendar was a 


bill (No. 99) * for the relief of Captain George 


Simpton, of Galveston.” ; 
The bill proposes to pay the petitioner in this 


ease the sum of $1,600 in full payment of his claim |; 


l move that | 


i 3 à 2 i 
The motion is notin order. į 


: [ The motion pending is | 
to lay aside bill No, 98, that it may be reported |: 


General Twiggs. 
the French bark, Jeune Nelly, was captured as 
a prize by the United States steamer Hunter, com- 
| manded by Captain McLaughlin, while attempt- 
| ing to violate the blockade of Vera Cruz. After j 


the captare, Captain Simpton, of the schooner 
Alert, who was a skillful and experienced pilot, 


employed by Captain McLaughlin to take the 
Hunter with her prize into port. After he 
had been thus employed, and after the French 
bark had been taken in tow by the schooner to- 
gether with the steamer, a severe ‘‘ norther,”’ 


the vessels were driven upon a.reef by the vio- 


|! officers and men escaping with great difficulty. 


| schooner, asks that he may be compensated for 
itis loss. 


$3,000, but the committee thought the valuation 
too high, and agreed upon the sum of §1,600as an 
indemnity for the loss sustained by the claimant. 
I believe myself that the owner of the vessel ought 
to be allowed more than was reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
tleman from Missouri whether this vessel was in 
the voluntary service of the Government, or 
whether it was pressed into the service? 


: mand of General Twiggs; and he was ordered to 


steamer ELunter, that captured the French bark. 
Mr. TAYLOR. 


|. mendation that it do pass. 

i Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. 
| eall for tellers on that motion. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. 
| rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


passed over informally, and bill No. 98, which 


House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


of the following titles: 


Majesty the King of Sweden; 
: Birdsall; 


river; and 


An act (No. 401) for the relief of William Duer. | 
{ move that when the House 


Mr. KEITT, 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
I ask for a division. 


nouncement of the vote 


June 


| common to the gulf, sprung up, and all three of 
| lence of the storm, and entirely destroyed, the 
|| Captain Simpton, who was the owner of the 


From the proof before the committee, 
the vessel was estimated by witnessesto be worth 


Mr. MILLER. Theclaimant in this case was : 
! employed by the Government for the purpose of | 
transporting supplies to our Army under the com- |, 


| perform the service in which his schooner was 
destroyed by the officer in command of the; 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
‘resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that 
| the Committee of the Whole House on the.Pri- 

vate Calendar had had under consideration bills 
i Nos. 58, 59, and 63, which the committee had 


li gress to the acceptance by Lieutenant M. F. 
i Maury, of the Navy, of a gold medal from his | 
I hope that by unanimous con- | 


On that question 


and who was acquainted with the currents, was |: 


j 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
1 
i 
i 
i 
i 


BUSINESS BEFORE THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is on ordering the following bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time: House bill (No. 98) 
*¢for the relief of Henry Lewis, of Clinton county, 
Indiana.” It is the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House yesterday. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I desire to make a 
i motion that the House proceed to the regular 
| order of business. 

Mr. FULLER. Will the gentleman from Or- 
! egon yield me the floor for a moment? 
: Mr. LANE. Certainly. 


THE NICARAGUA LINE OF STEAMERS. 


| Mr. FULLER. Before proceeding to the rég- 
| ular order of business, I desire to report to the 
House, from the Committee on Commerce, a bill 

passed by the Senate, authorizing a new issue of 
i registers to the steamers plying between New 

York and San Francisco. It is a matter of pri- 
vate business, and I hope there will be no objec- 
| tion to the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the following bill was 
reported back: 

S. No. 180. An-act to authorize the issue of 
registers to vessels owned by the Accessory 
; Transit Company. 
>- Mr. FULLER. lask to have the letter of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury, which accompanies 
| the bill, read by the Clerk. It is a short letter, 
‘and is explanatory of the object of the bill. 


{ would inquire of the gen- 


| 
1 


I move that the bill be laid | 
i aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- i! 


i i 


I move that the committee do now | 


A message was received from the Senate, by | state of the Union some weeks ago, and as are 
‘Mr. Diexins, their Secretary, informing thej 


; House that they had passed a billand resolutions | 
d 


Resolution (No. 17) giving the cousent of Con- `; 


Resolution (No. 19) for the relief of Rebecca i 


Resolution (No. 20) relating to the raft of Red | 


The House was divided, but before the an-| 


The letter was read, as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, January 25, 1854. 
Sin: I have the honor to return herewith the petition 
which accompanied your letter of the 18th instant, and in- 
close a draft of a bill authorizing the issue of registers to 
steamboats and vessels owned by the Accessory Transit 
Company, with such conditions and restrictions as seem 
to me advisable for the protection of the intorests of the 
United States. 
1 am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES GUTHRIL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. H. Hamun, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading; and being engrossed, was read a 
third time, and passed. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I now move that the 
House proceed to the regular order of business, 
which is the consideration of bills on the Speaker’s 
i table, and that we take up such territorial bills as 


i 
ji 


| Whole on the state of the Union, and reported to 
| the House. s ” 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, 
| the regular order of business is the consideration 
of private bills. 

Mr. LANE. Then 1 withdraw that motion, 
and move to take up such territorial bills as were 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the 


{ 

{ 

: 

| have been considered in the Committee of the 
i 

H 

| 


now on the Speaker’s table. 
‘| will indulge me in this motion. 
© Mr. HENDRICKS. l dislike very much to 
| object to anything which the gentleman from Or- 
egon asks; but this day is set apart by the rules 
of the House for the consideration of private bills. 
We have not acted upon them for some months, 
and it is but right that we should now insist on 
their receiving consideration. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
i; gentleman from Indiana will withdraw his objec- 
tion, There are but few territorial bills, and it 
will take buta few moments to pass them. I hope 
that, by general consent, they will be taken up 
and passed. They have all been agreed to by the 
Committee of the Whole. 
|. The objection was not withdrawn. 
i, Mr. LANE. Then I will ask the House now 


I hope the House 


for indemnification for the loss of the schooner i: 
Alert, while he was engaged in the publie service |; 
in the war with Mexico. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move that the bill; 


Mr. KEITT withdrew his motion, and moved |: to set apart a day when they will consider terri- 
that the House do now adjourn. l. torial business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House, The SPEAKER. Ifthe Chair may beallowed 
r. TA thereupon (at twenty-five minutes past three! a single suggestion, perhaps it may lead to an ac- 
be laid aside to be reported to the House, with a | o’clock, p.m.) adjourned to to-morrow at twelve | i If it betrue that these 


t i O ; commodation of all parties, 
recommendation that it do pass. ; o’elack, m. i territorial bills will give rise to no debate, it will 
Mr. MACE. I hope that some explanation ; ce dew aioe eet ae ` take but a few moments to pass them, If it be 
will be piton oi Miis ease by the gentleman who i HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. $ the pleasure of the House, by general consent, 
reported the bill. ; : ; ; ' to take up and pass such territorial bills as will 
Mr. MILLER, of Missouri. {do notknow that | BAT ORDET, June 17, 1854. i| not give rise to debate, the Chair will have those 
I can makea more clear and succinct statementthan | The House metat twelve o'clock, m. Prayer |' bills reported. 
: by Rev. Wintiiam H. MILBURN. | 
i 


iscontained in the report accompanying the bill; | | Mr. HENDRICKS. 
but T will stateas briefly as I can the factsofthecase || TheJournal of yesterday was readand approved. ii draw my objection. 


I 


To that extent I with- 


. 


Ed 


429. 


which, perhaps, has not suggested itself to gentle- 
men. ‘There are some two or three of those bills 
which apply to the extension of the -surveys of | 
the public lands in those Territories. i 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the Chair | 
will first direct that the bill reported from: the | 
committee yesterday be taken up, and will ‘then 
proceed to such territorial bills as have been re- | 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, and | 
which will not give rise to debate. - i 

Mr.. HAMILTON. I desire to have it under- | 
stood that the proposition is confined to such bills | 
only as have been reported from the Committee | 
ae Whole, and shall not be extended to any | 
other, 


HENRY LEWIS. | 

The following bill, reported from the committee | 
yesterday, was then taken up: 

A bill for the relief of Henry Lewis, of Clinton 
county, Indiana. i 


The question being,‘ Shall the bill be engrossed, t 


and read a third time?” 
Mr. COBB called for tellers upon the question; | 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Wanker and : 
Vail were appointed. | 
The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 
~-ayes 79, noes 50. j 
So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and j 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SALARIES OF OFFICERS IN TERRITORIES. 


House bill (No. 162) ‘to increase the salaries | 
of the Executive and judicial officers in Oregon 


and New Mexico,” coming up next in order, was li 


read in extenso. i 

It provides for increasing. the salaries of the | 
chief and associate judges of Oregon and New | 
Mexico to $2,500 per annum; for increasing the | 
salary of the Governor of New Mexico to $3,000 | 
per annum; and for increasing the salaries of the | 
Secretaries of Oregon and New Mexico to $2,000 
per annum. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the |: 


Union proposed to amend by including the judges | 
of Utah and New Mexico at the same salary. È 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
The committee further proposed to amend by 
making the salaries of said judges $3,000, instead | 
of $2,500. | 
r. HENN. I demand tellers upon that amend- | 
ment, | 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WALKER 
and Var were appointed. | 
The question was taken on the second amend- į 
ment; and it was rejected, forty-four only voting | 
in the affirmative. i 
The third amendment was read, and agreed to, | 
as follows: 
After the word ‘t Oregon” insert the words “ Washington 
and Utah,” so that the paragraph will read: “And that of | 


the secretaries of Oregon, Washington, Utah, and New > 
Mexico, (be inereased,) to the sum of $2,000 per annum.”? 
The fourth amendment was read, as follows: 
Add 
“And be it further enacted, That the annual salaries of : 
the chief justice and associate judges of the Territory of : 
Minnesota be increased to $2,500.°? i 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wlinois. 
tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 


I demand | 


Mr. PHELPS. I move to strike out “ $2,500,” |; 


and in lieu thereof to insert ‘* $2,000,’ so as to ` 


make the salaries of the judges in Minnesota the || 


same as those provided for the judges of Kansas | 
and Nebraska, in the bill which we have recently | 
passed. i 

The question was put on the amendment to the | 
amendment; and, on a division, there were—ayes - 
seventy-two. 7 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 


I'demand | 


There are some . 


gentlemen, perhaps, who are laboring under the || hat) 
| the salaries of all the Governors of the Territo- |; 
| ries are left at $2,500 per annum, except that of | 


impression that the salary is now $2,500 a year; | 
as I understand it, the House have rejected the | 
$2,500 amendment proposed by the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and if we | 
reject the amendment moved by the gentleman ; 
from Missouri, the salaries of those judges will ` 
remain as at present. : 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman. is in error | 
in his understanding of the condition of the ques- | 
tion. The House have not rejected the report of 


proposin. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


not put the affirmative of the question, and report 
the number rising in favor of the salary of $2,500 
to be twenty-one. Tellers were called for, and 
the Chair reported ‘only thirteen rising in the 


ii affirmative, and then it was that the gentleman 


from Missouri moved his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had notannounced 
the result, otherwise the amendment would not be 
-in order. 

Mr. JONES. There were twenty-one gentle- 
men voting in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The indication was very 
clear as to the result, but the vote was not an- 
nounced. 

Mr. BRIDGES. {£ would inquire what the 
salaries of the judges are now? 

Mr. PHELPS, The salary of these judges is 
now $1,800. The Committee of the Whole on the 


| be increased to $2,500. I propose that their sala- 
salaries of the judges of Kansas and Nebraska. 


judges in Minnesota over what they now have. 
ellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPRELL. 


and Davis were appointed. 


The question was then taken; and the tellers 


i 


|i reported—ayes 90, noes 27. 
| ‘The Speaker voting in the affirmative, to make ! 


| a quorum, the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


| and the Speaker announced seventy-six members 
voting in the affirmative. 


| and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
| The negative vote was then counted; and the 
question was decided in the affirmative. 
So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed and read a. third 


time. 

Mr. COBB. Imovetolay the whole matter 
on the table. 
i Mr. LANE, of Oregon, t know well that the 
| motion to lay the bill on the table is not debata- 
ble; but Í would ask the House to do justice to the 
partion of the country which I represent in this 
case. 

Mr. COBB. I object to the gentleman’s dis- 
; cussing the question, unless I be allowed an oppor- 
tunity to answer him. 

Mr. LANE. Iam not discussing it, but I ask 
the House to pass the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. 
and nays on the motion of the gentleman trom 
| Alabama. 
| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The 
| to lay the bill on the table was not agreed to. 


{ 


Mr. HAVEN. 
lation to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
decides that the bill must go over. 


The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House, the Chair will allow it. 
Mr. HAVEN. I do not want to debate it. 


‘| only desire to make a single statement. 


TheSPEAKER. Thatis debate; but the Chair 
hopes the House will indulge the gentleman. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. HAVEN said: I only desire to say that 


| the Governor of New Mexico, which is $3,000. 


| That ought to be changed to $2,500, and I ask 
| that the bill may be so amended, by unanimous | 


! consent; that is, so as to make the salaries of all 


| the Governors the same. l propose to put them | 


i all upon the same level. 
Mr. LANE, of Oregon. 
} mistaken in the facts. 


The gentleman is 


state of the Union recommended that the salary `| 
i! of the judges of the Territory of Minnesota should 


ries shall be $2,000, making them equal to the `; 


It is an increase of $200 merely to each of the; 


The question being on the adoption of the, 
amendment, as amended, the House was divided, |! 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas | 


I ask for the yeas 


question was then taken; and the motion | 
The question recurred on ordering the bill to be 
‘| engrossed and read a third time. : 
I wish to say one word in re- : 


If debate arises, the Chair ; 


Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make one statement. | 


} r 


I ask for: the 


| ' T move the previous 
| question. ~ ea 
|) Mr. MeMULLIN, I desire to debate the bill. 
i). Mr. PHELPS, I will say to the gentleman: 
‘| from New York, [Mr: Haven,] that. the salary- 
i of the Governor for New Mexico is fixed at 
1! $2,500 in the bill. cet : 
Mr. HAVEN. I think that cannot. be sd, asg 
I just came from. the Clerk’s desk, and there read 
the provision myself, and the Clerk also'read it to 
j| me. But I shall vote against the bill any way, 


i 
H 

} 

t 
i 
t 
H 
t 


‘| and against the previous question. 
| Mr. PHELPS. I was mistaken, i 
ment. I turned to the wron 
and was misled thereby. 

Mr. McMULLIN. | I desire some information 
before I vote. ».1 desire to know. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object to debate. 
|| The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman from 
"| Virginia rises to a question of order. The Chair 
will hear what he has to say. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know if all the 
Governors of the Territories get $7,500 perannum, 
| except the Governor of New Mexico? ; 

: Mr. COBB. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was accordingly again read. 

i The SPEAKER.. The previous question ia. 
demanded. . ; i 

| Mr.ORR. If Lunderstand the state of the 
| matter, I rise to a privileged question. ` It jis, to 

: move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
| rejected the amendment reported ‘from the Com- 
i mittee of the Whole. Jn that way we can accom- 
it plish the object which the gentleman from New 
| York, [Mr. Haven,] and the rest of us, have in 
view. : 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 understand that 
it there is no objection to the amendment suggested 
| by the gentleman from New York. 

: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [desire to ask the 
gentleman from Oregon if the salary proposed to 
‘| be given to the Governor of New Mexico by this 

| bill is not the same as that received by the Gov- 

‘| ernor of Oregon? . 
| Mr. LANE, of Oregon. F take pleasure in 
| stating, in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
| that the salaries of the Governors of Oregon and 
| Washington Territories are fixed at $3,000 each 
‘| per annum. ae i 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I now desire to ask 
|, the gentleman another question. Is not the Gov- 
+ ernor of New Mexico also made the superintend- 
i| ent of Indian affairs for that Territory? 

H Mr. LANE. He is. In addition to the duties 
‘| imposed upon him as Governor, he also discharges 
‘| those. of superintendent of Indian, affairs for the 
‘| 
il 


n my state- 
g section of the bill, 


H 
if 
a$ 
i 
if 
i 
i 
I 
i 
' 
i 
| 
| 
i 


| Territory of New Mexico. D 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And the Governor 
of Oregon does not discharge the duties of super- 
intendent of Indian affairs? 
Mr. LANE. He does not, gh 2 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I object to the 
reduction of the salary of the Governor of New 


! Mexico to $2,500. 
| . Mr. ORR. The motion to reconsider is de- 
H batable, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that if 


the bill, or any proposition connected with it, be 
debated, the bill itself must go over. But aside 
from that consideration, the previous question 
has been demanded, which, of course, makes the 
| proposition not debatable. 

Mr. HAVEN. l now ask that the clause of 
the bill providing for the salary of the Governor 
of New Mexico may be read, and that the sec- 
tion of the billin which it occurs may also be 
i| read, in order that the House may see the dis- 
H tinction between the salaries of these different 
: officers. 

: ‘Phe clause and section referred to were read. 

‘i The SPEAKER. The Chair must inform the 
: gentleman from New York, that the salary of no 
Governor is provided for in this bill exeept that 
| of the Governor of New Mexico. 

| Mr. HAVEN. Then I was laboring under a 
mistake, and withdraw my objection to it. 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw my motion to recon- 
sider. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
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athird time; and being engrossed, was read a 
third time. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I demand. the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. {propose to debate the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not recog- 
nized the gentleman. As a matterof duty, he has 
allowed the conduct of the bill to be placed in the 
hands of its friends. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put. | 
Mr. McMULLIN. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill. i 

he yeas and nays were ordered. h . 

The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 49; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, | 
Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Barry, Belcher, Breckin- | 
ridge, Bridges, Bugg, Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Chas- 
tain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Colquitt, 
Corwin, Crocker, Culiom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, 
Dick, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Bdmands, 
Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, 
Everhart, Fuller, Goode, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, 
Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Lamb, Latham, Lilly, 
Lindley, McDougall, Macy, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Milt- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pennington, Phelps, | 
Pratt, Ready, Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rogers, Rus- | 
sell, Seward, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A, Smith, 
George W, Sinyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander If. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
Jolin L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, 
Upham, Vail, Walker, Walley, Eilihu B. Washburne, and 
Daniel B. W right—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Boyce, Carpenter, 
Cobb, Dickinson, Ellison, English, Fenton, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Hamilton, Hastings, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kid- 
well, Knox, Kurtz, Lindsley, McCulloch, MeMultin,Mace, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, John Perkins, Powell, Prin- 
gic, Thomas Ritchey, Ruffin, Sage, Shaw, Skelton, John J. 
Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Wade, Israel Washburn, and Witte | 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latt& motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
amend the title of the bill by adding the words 
“ Washington, Utah, Minnesota,” so as to make 
it read: i 

A bill to increase the salaries of the Executive | 
and judicial officers of Oregon, New Mexico, 
Utah, Washington, and Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the title, as 
amended, passed. 


EXPENSES OF THE CAYUSE WAR. 


House bill (No. 232) “ to settle and adjust the 
expenses of the people of Oregon from attacks and 
hostilities of the Cayuse Indians, approved Au- 
gust 21, 1852,” coming up next in its order, was | 
read by its title. | 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommend to strike out all after the | 
enacting clause, and to insert a substitute, which | 
provides for authorizing the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to settle and adjust the expenses in- | 
curred by the provisional government of Oregon, | 
in consequence of hostilities of the Cayuse In- | 
dians, in the years 1847 and 1848, provided that 
the amount shall not exceed $75,000; to make | 
such allowances for adjusting claims from that 
amount, ata rate not exceeding five dollars per 
day; to pay so much as may be necessary of said | 
amount for settling the claims awarded by the; 
committees appointed for that purpose by the Gov- | 
ernor of Oregon; and that no such claims shall be | 
allowed which are not presented within the next | 
fiscal year. ! 

The second section provides “that all of said | 
claims and accounts not heretofore adjusted shall 
be settled and adjusted at such place, and in such | 
manner as the Secretary of the Treasury may | 
prescribe; and the Secretary of the Treasury is. 
empowered to reéxamine any award that 


has | 
been, or may be made of said claims, and to re- 
duce the amount if, in his judgment, founded on | 
proof, it should be too much.” 
The substitute was adopted. 
The bil! was then ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 
subsequently read a third time, and passed. | 
Mr. HAVEN. I move to amend the title by | 


substituting for the present one the following: 


An-act making appropriations in reference to 
the Cayuse war in Oregon. eee 
The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


SURVEYOR GENERAL OF NEW MEXICO. 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill; as fol- 
lows: 

H. R. No. 315. A bill to establish the office of 
surveyor general of New Mexico, to grant dona- 
tions to actual settlers therein, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The first amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union is as follows: ` 


Strike out ail after the word ‘¢ Mexico,” in the first sec- 
tion, and in licu thereof insert the following: 

Whose annual salary shall be $3,000, and whose power, 
authority, and duty shall be the same as those provided by 
Jaw for the surveyor general of Oregon. And heshall have 
proper allowances for clerk hire, office rent, and fuel, not 
exceeding what now is, or hereafter may be, allowed to the 
said surveyor general of Oregon. And he shall locate his 
office, from time to time, at such places as may be directed 
by the President of the United States, 


—so that the section will read: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point a surveyor general for New Mexico, whose annual 
salary shall be $3,000, &c. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Thesecond amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was as follows: 

Strike from the second section the following words : 

“That, to every white male American citizen of the 
United States, or who has declared his intention to becoine 
such, over the age of twenty-oue years,” and in lieu thercof, 
to insert so that the section will read as follows: 

That to every white male citizen of use United States, 
orevery white mate above the age of twenty-one years, Who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen, and who re 
moved to, and was residing in, said Territory prior to the 
ist day of January, 1853, there shall be, and hereby is, do- 
nated one half section, or three hundred and twenty acres 
of Jand, if single; but if married, one section, or six hun- 
dred ard forty acres, &c., &e. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD. 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Exot, of 
Massachusetts, and Hown, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 54, noes not counted, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam satisfied that if the House 
understood the amendment upon which the vote 
is being taken, there would not be any objection 
toit. The bill, as originally reported from the 
committee, provided for the donation of three hun- 
dred and twenty acres of land to each head of a 
family who had settled in the Territory within the 
time prescribed. The amendment reported by 
the Committee of the Whole reduced the quantity 
of land to be given to settlers from half a section 
to a quarter of a section, giving them one hundred 
and sixty instead of three hundred and twenty 
acres of land, 

Mr. HAMILTON. Let us havea recount. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. f withdraw the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, a 
recount will be had, and the tellers will again re- 
sume their places. 

The tellers resumed their places, and the House 
having been again divided, the tellers reported— 
ayes eighty-seven, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


I demand tellers on that 


The third amendment was reported, as follows: | 


Yn the fourth line of the second section strike out the 
words “ removed to and. ”? 


The section, as amended, will read: 


That to every male American citizen of the United 
States, or who has declared his intention to become such, 
over the age of twenty-one years, who was residing in said 
Territory, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The fourthamendment was reported, as follows: 

In the second section, after the word “three,” in the 
sixth line, insert the following words: ‘and who may be 
still residing there.?? 

The section, as amended, will read as follows: 


That to every white male American citizen of the United į 


States, or who bas declared his intention to become such, 
over the age of twenty-one years, who was residing in said 
Territory prior tothe Ist day of January, 1853, and who 
may be still residing there, there shall be, and hereby is, 
donated, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The fifth amendment was reported, as follows: 


In the sixth Jine of the same section strike out the word 
‘halt?’ and- insert the word “ quarter ;?? and in the sev- 
enih line strike ont the word “ three,” and insert ‘ one p”? 
and strike out the word “twenty,” and insert ‘sixty ;” in 
the seventh and eighth lines strike out the words “if sin- 
gle; but, if married,. one section, or six hundred and forty 
acres, 


The section, as amended, will read as follows: 


There shall be, and hereby is, donated one quarter sec- 
tion, or one bundred and sixty acres of jand. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The fifth amendment was reported, as follows: 


In the ninth line of the same section strike out the word 
teach’? and insert the word “every ;°? after the ‘word 
« male” strike out the word “ American 3”? after the word 
“citizen” insert the words “ ofthe United States, or every 
white male above the age of twenty-one years, who has 
declared his intention to become a citizen, and.’? 


The section, as amended, will read as follows: 

And to every white male citizen of the United States, or 
every white male above the age of twenty one years who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen, and who 
shail have removed, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The seventh amendment was reported, as fol- 
lows: 

In the fourteenth and fifteenth lines of the same section 
strike oul the words “if a single man ; or, if married, one 
half section, or three hundred and twenty acres.’? 


The section, as amended, will read as follows: 


There shall, in like manner, be donated one quarter sec- 
tion, or one hundred and sixty acres, on condition of actual 
settlement, &c. r 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The eighth amendment was read, as follows: 


In the first line of the third section, after the word “of,” 
insert the word ‘the,’ and in the second line strike out 
the word 66 as.?? 


The section, as amended, will read as follows: 


That on proof of the settlement and cultivation required 
by this act, Ke. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The ninth amendment was read, as follows: 


In the sixth section, line seven and eight, strike out the 
following words: “ And to be disposed of as said Legisla- 
ture shall direct”? 


The section, as amended, will read as follows: 


That, when the lands in said Territory shall be surveyed 
as aforesaid, a quantity of land equal to two townships 
shall be, and the same is hereby, reserved for the establish 
ment of a university in said Territory, and in tbe State 
bereafier to be created out of the same, to be selected, un- 
der the direction of the Legislature, in legal subdivisions 
of not less than one half section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. There being no further amend- 
ments to be disposed of, the question is on ordering 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HENN. At the request of the Committee 
on Public Lands, } propose to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill, providing for the making of sur- 
veys through the Territories of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, l will send the amendment to the table 
to be read. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point, by and with theadvice and consent of the Senate, a 
surveyor general for the ‘Territories of Nebraska and 
Kansas, who shall Jocate his office at such place as the Pres- 
ident of the United States shall, from time to time, direct, 
and whose duties, powers, obligations, responsibilities, and 
compensation shall be the same as those of the surveyor 
general of Wisconsin and Iowa, and who shall be allowed 
the game amount for office rent, fuel, incidental expenses, 
and clerk hire, as, is allowed to said surveyor general of 
Wisconsin and Towa. 

SEC, —, And be it further enacted, ‘That said surveyor 
general shall cause the necessary surveys to be made in 
said Territories, of standard meridian, base, and parallel 
ines, and of township and subdivision lines, under such 
rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Src. —. And de it further enacted, That all the Jands to 
which the Indian title has been, or shall be extinguished, 
within said Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, shall be 
subject to We operation of the preémption acts of 4th Sep- 
tember, 1841, and under the conditions, reservations, and 
stipulations therein mentioned: Provided, however, That 
where unsurveyed lands are claimed by preémption, no- 
tice of the specific facts claimed shall be filed within three 
months after the survey has been made in the field; and 
on failure to file such notice, orto pay for the tracts claimed 
before the day fixed for the public sale of the lands by the 
proclamation of the President of the United States, the 
parties claiming such lands shall forfeit all right thereto: 
Provided, Said notice may be filed with the surveyor gen- 
eral, aud to be noted by him on the township plats, until 
other arrangements shall have been made by law for that 
purpose. 

Sec. —, And be tt further enacted, That the publiclands 
in the Territory of Nebraska, to which the Indian title shall 
have been extinguished, shall constitute a new land district, 
to be called the Omaha district; and the public lands in the 


% 


1854. 
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Territory of Kansas, to which the Indian title shall have 
been extinguished, shall constitute a new land district, to 
be called the Pawnee district: the offices for each of which 
districts shall be established at such points as the President 
may deem expedient; and he is hereby authorized to ap- 
point, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
register and a receiver of publie moneys for each of said 
districts, who shall be required to reside at the site of their 
respective offices; and they shail have the same powers, 
perform the same duties, and be éntitled to the same com- 
pensation, as are or may be prescribed by law in relation to 
other land officers of the United States; and the President 
is hereby authorized to cause the surveyed lands to be ex. 
posed for sale from time to time, in the same manner, and 
upon the same terms and conditions, as the other public 
lands of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That, sir, is anew 
bill of itself. It creates several offices, and pro- 
vides for the survey of lands in a very extensive 
region of country. Ithas never been printed; and 
this is the first time that it has been presented to 
the House. In order that we may have an oppor- 
tunity to examine it, and to propose amendments, 
ifany should be desirable, I move to recommit the 
bill, with the proposed amendment, to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be printed. 

Mr. DISNEY. l trust the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw the motion he has just 
made. To carry out this system of survey, it 
will require an expenditure of money; and in or- 
der to make that appropriation, a clause must be 
inserted in the civil and diplomatic bill. Conse- 
quently, this bill ought to pass in advance of that 
bill, as I stated yesterday. 

Pass this bill now,and the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands will then be prepared, when the civil 
and diplomatic bill comes up, to offer an amend- 
ment to appropriate the sum necessary to carry 
out the provisions of this bill in regard to extend- 
ing these surveys. 

The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonss,] 
and the House generally, well understand that the 

*Territories of Kansas and Nebraska must remain 
a sealed book, practically, to the people of* the 
United States; and all this commotion about the 
organization of those Territories will exist, in 
point of fact, upon paper only, unless you pass 
this. provision, which is now before the House. 
These provisions are necessary, in order to open 
up the country to emigration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels compelled 
to remind the gentleman that, if debate arises, the 
bill goes over. 

Mr. DISNEY. I am aware of that, and I do 
not desire to debate the proposition, but only to 
make the remarks I have, to call the attention of 
the House to the fact of the importance of passing 
this bill before the civil and diplomatic bill is dis- 
posed of, 

In regard to the amendments to which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] referred, I 
say that there is not a provision in those amend- 
ments except such as are already existing upon 
the statute-book in relation to the survey of: the 
public lands—not a word. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
least. 

Mr. HENN. I desire'to make a single state- 
ment in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee. 
This bill was reported in lieu of two bills which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
It was framed after consultation with the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. They have 
adopted this plan in order to have it disposed of 
before the passage of the civil and diplomatic bill, 
that the proper appropriation may be inserted in 
that bill. ` 

Mr. JONES. [do not doubt the correctness 
of the gentleman’s statement; but I wish to have 
the amendment printed, in order that we may 
examine it, and ascertain what its provisions are. 
I do not believe that it is wise for us, in all cases, 
to vote for laws similar to those now upon the 
statute-book. There is one provision which struck 
my ear whilst the bill was being read, which I 
should be very much pleased to have altered, not- 
withstanding there are similar provisions upon 
our statute-books in reference te the other Terri- 
tories. 

I should be pleased to see that portion of our 
general laws in reference to the public lands, which 
requires them to be put up at public sale, to the 
highest bidder, stricken out. I should be glad to 
see a provision adopted by which the public lands, 

` when surveyed, and brought into market, should 
bé subject to entry by actual settlers in limited 


There is one, at 


i 


|| of the Whole on the state of the Union, with two 


parcels, by actual cultivators, and no other per- 
sons, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must again an- 
nounce to the gentleman from Tennessee, that if 
discussion arises, the bill must go over, 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 desire to make a single state- 
ment in regard to the provisions of this amend- 
ment. : 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot. de- 
bate the bill. . 

Mr. DISNEY. Iwill not debate the bill. I 
wish to state a solitary fact, and will not say one 
| word by way of argument. I wish to say that 
this amendment contains nothing but these pro- 
Visions: 

First, that the lands in the Territories of Ne- | 
braska and Kansas shall be surveyed; | 

Second, that the office of surveyor general in jj 
those Territories shall be created, and the officers | 
appointed; iI 

Third, that the arrangements for the disposal ; 
of the public lands in the said Territories shall || 
conform to existing laws; and | 

Fourth, that a land office shall be created. 

These provisions are all the amendment con- | 
tains. i 
| 
| 


The question now being upon the motion to re- | 
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, it was put; and the mo- | 
tion was disagreed to. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I demand the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr.ORR. I ask for tellers upon seconding the |; 
demand. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Corwin and 
Vari appointed, H 

The House was divided, and the tellers re- ; 
| ported—ayes 94, noes 37. | 

So the previous question received a second. | 

The main question was then ordered to be now ; 
put. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and || 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was read | 
a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENN. I move to amend the title by | 


adding the words t Kansas and Nebraska.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion 
| to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It was the unanimous un- 
Gerstanding of the House, and, therefore, tanta- 
mount to a suspension of the rules, that the ter- 
ritorial business reported from the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union that did 
not give rise to debate should be disposed of. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw my motion. 

SURVEYOR GENERAL OF OREGON. 

The bill next in order was House biil (No. 316) 
| to amend the act approved September 27, 1852, 
to create the office of surveyor general of the pub- 
lic lands in Oregon, &c., and also the act amend- 
atory to the act amendatory thereof, approved 
| February 19, 1853,” reported from the Committee 


| amendments. 

i The first amendment was as follows: 
| At the end of the third section add the following pro- i| 
viso: j 

| Provided, That no sale shall be deemed valid, unless the 
vendor shail have resided four years upon the land. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The second amendment was as follows: 
In section four strike out the word “ granted,” and in- || 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ reserved ;” and strike out 
the words “and applied to,” and insert in lieu thereof the | 
word “ for 3”? i 
So as to make it read: i 
Thatin lieu of two townships of land reserved to the | 
Territory of Oregon by the tenth section of the act of 1850 
for universities, there shall be granted to each of the Terri- | 
tories of Washington and Oregon two townships of land, 
of thirty six sections each, to be selected in legal subdi- 
visions for university purposes, under the direction of the 
Legislatures of the said Territories respectively. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 


| 
' 
| 
i 
i 
! 
i 
} 
i 


read a third time; and being engrossed, was read | 
} the third time, and passed. ij 


SURVEYOR GENERAL OF UTAH. .. 

The following bill was: reported .by the Com- 
mittee of the-Whole on the state of the Union, 
with a recommendation that it do not. pass: - 

A bill to establish. the office of surveyor, gen- 
eral in Utah, and to grant donations to actual. set- 
tlers therein, and for other purposes. gfe d 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to make a statement 
of facts in regard to this matter, Sade 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dis- 
NEY] be allowed to makea statement to the House. 

Objection was made. ip 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to offer some amendments 
to this bill, which are precisely the same as those 
which have been adopted to the bill that has just 
passed the House, The House will see the im- 
portance of passing on so much of this bill as pro- 
vides for the survey of Jands in the Territory. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman: from 
Ohio send up his amendments, that they may be 
read ? 

Mr. DISNEY. They are in the precise terms 
of those adopted to the bill which has just passed 
the House. : i 

Mr. WALLEY. 
pose to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. Then, according to the order 
of the Honse, the bill must go over. 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 desire simply to submit to 


I object to the bill, and pro- 


| the House the reasons which induce the commit- 


tee to endeavor to have these amendments adopted 
by the House. , i 

The SPEAKER. ` The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr, Warte] objects to the considera- 
tion of the bill, and proposes to debate it. That 
being the case, itis the duty of the Chair, under 
the order of the House, to pass the bill over. 

Mr. WALLEY. There is one provision in the 
bill to which I object; and if the gentleman from 
Ohio will consent to have that provision stricken 
out, and if the House consent to it; 1 will with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. DISNEY. What provision does the gen- 


! leman from Massachusetts refer to? 


Mr. WALLEY, To the provision with regard 
to polygamy. 

Mr. DISNEY. I would state to the House the 
necessity that there is for the House to pass this 
bill in advance of the civil and diplomatic bill, in 
order that an appropriation may be made in that 
bill for paying the expenses of the survey of this 
Territory; and hence the postponement of the bill 
at this time is equivalent to its defeat. Well, 
now, the House has gut into this condition with 
regard to this matter, that if they will not permit 
me to make an argument or explanation on the 
subject, but pass over the bill, that action involves 
the destruction of the bill. : Ti 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will bë compelled 
to pass the bill over, being objected to, unless 
under the operation of the previous question, if 
the House should choose to vote that way. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to appeal to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to withdraw 
his objection to the bill, simply for the reason that 
there is actually no difference between it and other 
similar territorial bills, We ought not certainly 
to abandon the public lands which have been in- 
trusted to our charge; and the great object sought 
by the chairman of the Committeé on Public Lands 
is to provide for the appointment of a surveyor 
general of Utah. . ; 

Mr. WALLEY. Iwill withdraw my objection 
if the provision as to polygamy be stricken out 
of the bill. j 


Mr. DISNEY. I find that there isa wrong im- 


i; pression on the minds of members in reference to 


this matter; the question of polygamy has no con- 
nection whatever with this bil, I have already 
stated to the House that the Committee on Public 
Lands have cautiously avoided al! participation in, 
orconnection with, this question. Nordoesthe bill, 
in my judgment, at all affect, in one way or other, 
this institution of Mormonism. If gentlemen 
object to granting donations of land to settlers in 
the Territory of Utah, let them make a proposi- 
tion to strike out that part of the bill, and I shall 
not oppose it. But I appeal to the House to pass 
so much of the bill, at all events, as provides for 
the survey of the lands of the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. WALLEY. If the gentleman from Ohio 
agree to strike out the proposition about polyg- 
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amy, I will maks no objection to the cons 
of the bill at this time. o > 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will allow me, I think I will be able to show 
how we may get on with the bill. The bill, as 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands, 
makes an exception to this Mormon institution of 
polygamy; that is, it excepts those who are hus- 
bands of more than one wife from a participation 
in the benefits of the public lands. If we desire 
to pass the bill with this exception in it, all that 
we have got to dois to disagree to the report of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the ‘Union rejecting the bill, and then, when 
the bill comes up for consideration, we can vote 
for its adoption, if we are so inclined. 

A Memper. What is the exception in the bill? 

Mr. COBB. ‘The exception is that a man 
having more than one wife shall not be entitled to 
a grant of land as donated in the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. What is the 
question now before the House? « 

The SPEAKER. It is upon. a bill, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] 
submits a series of amendments which have not 
been read. Hestates, however, that they are pre- 
cisely such as were attached to, and passed with 
the bill, in reference to New Mexico, this morn- 
ing, 
ka Mr. STEPHENS. Then the first question is 
“upon agreeing. 

TheSPEAKER. [f it is insisted upon, the first 
vote must be upon the recommendation of the 
committee, that the bill do not pass. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
bill be p 
before the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill; 
and I ask the Hlouse to take the question without 
debate, 
ee COBB. I object to the consideration of the 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. Both upon the rightand left 
gentlemen object to the consideration of the bill, 
and the Chair must pass it over. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would inquire of 
the Chair if itis not the duty of the House to 
pass upon the recommendation of the committee, 
whether objection is made or not? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made upon the 
right and left, ande- 

Mr. TAYLOR. But, notwithstanding, is it 
not the right of the House to pass upon the rec- 
ommendation of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has, for half an 
hour, endeavored to bring the House to action 


ideration 


without debate; but he has indulged gentlemen in | 
their disposition to debate, beyond the limits pre- 


scribed by the understanding this morning. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ call the previous 
question. 

Mr. COBB. I propose to debate the bill; but 
still, if the Louse will take it in the shape in 
which it came from the committee, I have no 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question arises whether 
the gentleman has the floor for that purpose. 

r. COBB. I rained my objection some time 


ago, and before the previous question was called. 
The SPEAKER. 


over. 

Mr. DISNEY. 
House, that they should vote down the recom- 
mendation of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentlenian from 

“Alabama (Mr. Cosa] rises in his place, and says 


he has objections to the bill, and proposes to debate | 


it, if acted upon at all. 
Mr. DISNEY. 
gestion, that--—— 
Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. 
that the gentleman from Ohio is out of order. 


Mr. DISNEY, Fam not aware that ] am out 
of order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- |. 


tleman is debuting the proposition. 

Mr. DISNEY. I do not offer any argument. 
_ The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Cons] proposes io debate the bill, and the 
bill must go over; and the Chair further decides 
that the bill has gone over. [Langhter.} 


I submit that whether the | 
assed or not, we ought to act upon it |! 


If, then, the gentleman pro- |! 
poses to debate the proposition, the bill muat go | 


I desire to suggest to the | 


I was about to make this sug- |! 


l submit | 


i PRE-EMPTION LAWS IN MINNESOTA. 
The bill next in order was House bill (No. 333,) 

t“ to extend the right of preémption over the unsur- 

veyed lands in Minnesota, and for other purposes. 
Mr. RICE. I move thé previotis anestion. 


Main question was ordered to be now ae 

The bill was read in extenso by the Clerk. 

It was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and having been engrossed, was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
f 
į 
j 
i 
| 
! LANDS OF THE SIOUX INDIANS. 


| 


the Territory of Minnesota belonging to the half- 
breeds or mixed bloods of the Dacotah or Sioux 
nation of Indians, and for other purposes, coming 
up next in order, was read in extenso by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICE. I movethe previous question upon 
the engrossment of the bill. 

‘The previous q 
main question sidered to be now put. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
ii and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
‘laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ROAD-—-ROGUE RIVER WAR. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, were read the third time, and 
passed: 

H. R. No. 119. A bill to provide for the con- 
tinuation of a military road from Myrtle Creek 
to Scottsburg, in Oregon; and 


the Rogue river war. 
MILITARY ROAD IN UTAH. 


in the Territory of Utah.” 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We do notknow 
what kind of a road this is to be—whether a turn- 
| pike or railroad. 

( Mr. BERNHISEL. Itis to bea military road. 
Mr. JONES, Yes, sir, a ‘‘ military road.” I 


|! move that the bill be laid upon the table. 
Lo Mr. BERNHISEL. l hope that motion may 
ii not prevail. The road is very much needed. 
ji The question was taken, and the House refused 
: to lay the bill upon the table; there being, on a 
: division—ayes 24, noes not counted. 
4 Mr. McMULLIN (unanimous consent being 
li given) said: I would like very well to have some 
explanation of this bill. 
r. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 

the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
l ginia has the floor by unanimous consent. 
> Mr.McMULLIN. 
egnte from Utah that it is a wagon road. 


lam 


: me that we ought not to pass a bill in this way, 
ii without any kind of explanation. 


yead a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was read the third time. 


and nays upon the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


|i the affirmative—yeas 83, nays 55; as follows: 


: Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Bugg, Campbell, Chamber 
: Jain, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Corwin, Crocker, Curtis, 


: Coodrich, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Har, 
: ris, Harrison, Haven, Heudricks, Henn, Hill, Howe, Hughes, 
: Hunt, Ingersoll, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Me- 


The previous guestion was seconded, and the | 


uestion was seconded; and the | 


without amendment, were next read, severally | 


H. R, No. 339. An act to authorize the Secre- | 
tary of War to settle and adjust the expense of 


A bill (H. R. No. 338) to authorize the Presi- :| 
| dent to cause to be surveyed the tract of land in | 


The bill next in order was House bill (No. 340) |! 
“ to provide for the construction of a military road | 


ĮI understand from the Del- | 


Jobn G. Ravis, Dawson, Disney, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmands, : 
: Thomas D. Eliot, Btheridge, Evcrbart, Ewing, Florence- |, 


' jection, provided I can do.so. 


‘| the Union, which is adverse to the bill. 
YRAS—Messrs, Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, | 
Willis Allen, David J. Baily, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bell, ʻi 


' Dougall, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. ji 


| Miler, Smith Miller, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 


Preston, Ready, Reesë, David Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, 
Shower, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, George -W. Smyth, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Bte- 
jhens, Hestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Vail, Walker, Watley, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washbutn, and Westbrook=-83. 
NAYS—Messrs.. Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Carpenter, 
Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Cobb, Dick, Dowdell, 
Dunham, Edmundson, John M. Biliott, Elson, Flagler, 


! Goode, Greenwood, Hamilton, Hastings, Hillyear, Hous- 


ton, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J Glancy 
Jones, Kidwell, Knox, Kurtz, Lilly, McCulloch, McMul- 
lin, Mace, Millson, Morgan, Murray, Orr, Peck, Penning- 
ton, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sage, Seward, Shaw, 
Samuel A. Smith, John J. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Witte, 
and Daniel B. Wright—55. 


So the bill was passed. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN UTAH. 


The next bill that came up for consideration 
was “A bill to refund to the Territory of Utah 
the expenses incurred by said Territory in sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 


| a third time; and having been engrossed, it was 


subsequently read the third time, and passed. 


SURVEYOR GENERALIN NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER. The business next in order 
is Senate bill No. 220, being “ An act to establish 


| the office of surveyor general in New Mexico, to 


grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 
other purposes.” ind, 

Mr. HENN. I presume it is unnecessary to 
take any action upon this bill,as we have already 
passed a bill of a similar character. 1 move that 
It be laid upon the table. 

The motion wasagreed to. 


CIVIL OFFICERS-——MILITARY GOVERNMENT 
OF NEW MEXICO. 


The bill next in order was House bill (No. 2943 
‘ for the payment of the civil officers employed in 
the Territory of New Mexico while under mili- 
tary government,” which was reported hy the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was then read, as follows: 

At the end of the first section, add the following 
proviso: 

Provided, Phat under the provisions of wis act no com- 
pensation shall be made to any officers of the Army of the 


United States, for discharging the duties of any civil office in 
the Territory of New Mexico. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The second amendment was to strike out the 
following section: 

Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay to such agent 
as may be appointed to receive the same on behalf of the 
Territory of New Mexico, the sum of $12,098 64, the 
amount advanced from the treasury of said T'erritory in 
part payment of the salaries of the civil officers aforesaid, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
was subsequently read the third time, and passed. 


UTAH BILL AGAIN. 


Mr. COBB. I dislike the one-man power, 1 
have been always opposed to it. Andas I have 
had the power, perhaps, to impede or stop the 
progress of legislation on a certain bill here—lI 
mean the bill which proposes to grant land and 
establish the office of surveyor general for the 
Territory of Utah—I desire now to correct what 
I have done in that regard. By my objection to 


, egate, oN 9) | the consideration of that bill, I have, perhaps, 
‘not disposed to make opposition; but it seems to |} 


defeated it; and l propose now to withdraw my ob- 
The bill, I believe, 


i 1 ii as amended, provides that the benefits of the act 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | shall not extend to any person who shall now, or 
iat any time hereafter, be the husband of more 
ii than one wife, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas | 


Now, as I am desirous that the 
majority shall always govern, I am willing to 


| withdraw my objection, provided the House will 


: Š : _ |) take a vote on concurring in the recommendation 
. id : i 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
That 
being done, then Jet some gentleman make a mo- 
tion to strike out that provision. Ifit be the de- 


' sire of the majority of the House to strike out the 


objectionable provision, why, then we ought to 
yield to the majority. That is my opinion. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if there be no objec- 
tion, the vote will be first taken on the report of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
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ferred to be re 


|| 
I premise by saying, that it is not as to this par- || 
if 


_ When resented to the | 
jection is made to its consideration, | 
and. when the House passes from the considera- | 
tion of such bill hécause of the objection, it is not | 
tompetent, I contend, ata subsequent period, for 
the gentleman making the objection to withdrawit. 

The SPEAKER. The;Chair at once compre- | 
hends the force of the gentleman’s point of order. 
The gentleman is certainly correct with regard to | 
the rule. A bill so objected to, and passed over, |! 
cannot be. considered, except by the unanimous |! 
consent of the House. -Hence, the Chair, in put- Hi 
ting the question, used the words ‘if there be no | 
objection ;”? by which he meant that it required the | 
unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. MILLSON. That is, so far as the bill i 
concerned, But my point goes a little further 
What I contend foris this: There may betwent 
gentlemen in the House intending to object to a | 
bill, and when one of them objects, the rest may i 
leave the House, assured that the question cannot 
come up again, and may be absent atthe time the 
first objector withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that fact |! 
does not affect the principle; for it is competent |: 
for the House to set aside its rules by unanimous | 
consent, Hence, in this case, the Chair decides | 
that if it is the unanimous pleasure ofthe House, | 
the bill may be taken up; and in that case the first `' 
vote will be upon the report of the Committee of | 
the Whole. i 

Mr. DISNEY. My desire is to avoid all difi- | 
culty. 1 anticipated the objection, and I concur | 
in the view presented by my colleague upon th 
Committee on Public Lands, [Mr. Cons.] 
there is a difficulty yet in the way which I desire |! 
to get rid of. Ifthis bill should be taken up, under |: 
the arrangement made by the House this mornisg, | 

cand debate should arise, it must go over. The bill | 
is upon the Speaker’s table, and there are but a few |. 
bills ahead of it. In order to accomplish the ob- |! 
ject I have in view, and the common object of all, || 
I move that the House proceed to the business |; 
upon the Speaker’s table. That will bring up the |; 

if 


matter. i 

The SPEAKER. Inreply to the remarks of | 
the gentleman, the Chair states that it is the duty || 
of the Chair, no motion being made, to go to the į; 
Speaker’s table, and dispose of the private bills 
upon it, this being private bill day. It is the reg- į 
ular order of business. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Are there 
not some other territorial bills to be acted upon? 

The SPEAKER. There are not. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I understand that at the |; 
last time the House had under consideration ter- || 
ritorial business, there was a bill reported making |; 
a grant of land to aid in the construction of a |: 
railroad in one of the Territories. i 

The SPEAKER. It was not reported from the || 
Committee of the Whole at all. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. There certainly was 
such a bill before the House. | H 

The SPEAKER. There is such a bill upon |: 
the Speaker’s table; but it belongs to the morning || 
hour. It is not a private bill, however, and would | 
not come up during the morning hour to-day, this '' 
being private bill day. |i 

Mr. DISNEY. I make the motion that the 
House proceed to the business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not necessary to make 
the motion, as that is the business before the 
body. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following Senate bills were then taken from |; 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time 
by their respective titles, and referred as indicated | 
below: i ! 

S. B. No. 400. An act for the relief of William į 
Duer. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. . : | 
. 8. R. No. 19. An act for the relief of Rebecca i 
J. Birdsall. Referred. to the Committeethe on | 
Post Office and Post Roads. $ 

S. R. No. 17. A resolution giving the consent | 
of Congress to the reception, by Lieutenant M. ii 


ji 
i 
It 


| F. Maury, of the Navy, of a gold medal from his 


sai 7 i | 
| considering bills upon the Private Calendar. f 3 À x ie of 
i House by discussing the bill further at this time. 


i that they wish to have them withdrawn. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 think copies had |; 


i the next bill in order upon the Speaker’s table? 


; into a Committee of the Whole House, which 
; must be first disposed of. 


| DRIcKs’s motion; and it was disagreed to. 
` now adjourn. 


; proceed to the consideration of the business on 
i: the Speaker’s table. i 


, Service between the Atlantic States and San Fran- 
i cisco. i 


© man from Tennessee [Mr. CHURCHWELL] brought | 


Majesty the King of Sweden: 
_ Mr. ORR. I ask that the last reported résolu- 
tion may be put upon its passage. 
` The resolution was read. . 

Mr, SKELTON. I desire to inquire of those 
better acquainted with the proceedings of Con- 


SS < ATE 
gress than | am, whether this resolution is not in 


; contravention of the Constitution of the United | 
' States? 


Mr. ORR. It is to remedy that very difficulty 
that the resolution is introduced, e cannot 
accept the medal without the consent of Congress, 

Mr. SKELTON. Can the majority of this 
House, or of Congiess, authorize an act in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States? 

The SPEAKER. The language of the Con- 
stitution is; if the Chair may be permitted to state 
it, ‘without the consent of Congress.” It is 
therefore competent for Congress to give their 
consent. There can be no doubt of that fact. 

Mr. HAVEN. [I hope the resolution will be 
passed without further objection. 

The resolution was then read a third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
a Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. LILLY. I ask the consent of the House 
to withdraw from its files the papers in the case 
of Mary R. Adrian. 

Several Mempers. For what purpose? 

Mr. LILLY. If the House will permit me, I | 
will stats the reason, ‘The papers were presented | 
here for thepurpose of perfecting the proof in the 
case. The application for relief, however, has | 


been rejected by the committee to which it was |! 
|i referred. ‘The applicants do not, so far as I am 


aware, intend to renew the claim; but these papers 
are valuable family relics, and it is for that reason 


I move that the rules be | 


| mail service to the Pacific coast, which so much 


| needed it. No objection was made, except. to the 
| terms of the gentleman’s bill. After discussion 
| on the measure, the Committee on the Post Office 
‘and Post Roads took the subject under considera- 
ition.. They prepared a bill—the one now before 
| us—to meet the express views of the body, which 
| they unanimously directed me to report. 

1 will state that the Postmaster General, in his 
| annual report, said that this service was required. 
| It is Known, and it is unnecessary to debate the 
| question, that the present mail service to Califor- 
| nia is inadequate to the necessities of the country. 
: Between the Atlantic cities we have a daily mail 
i service; between the Pacific and those cities there 
‘is only a tri-monthly mail, It is true that a large 
| amount is about being expended for the purpose 
‘of carrying a semi-monthly mail to California. 
| The call for this weekly mail service is not only 
i made by the people of the Pacific, but it is also 
| made by the people of the Atlantic States. It is 
essential for proper intercourse between the two 
; sections of the Union. I shall not discuss the 
question. My only object is to have the measure 
` understood. 

The bill now presented simply proposes that 
ithe Postmaster General shall advertise for pro- 
i posals, and that he shall give the contract to the 
| lowest bidder. I will not consume the time of the 


Mr. FULLER. I wish to ask the gentleman 


|| from California what proportion of the expense 


| now incurred by the Government is reimbursed 
| by the vessels already organized for the mail ser- 
i vice? 

| Mr. MeDOUGALL. I cannot state exactly. 
| I will say that the amount of letter carriage is 
i nearly double by the Panama route that carried 
| by the Collins line to Liverpool. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to ask the 
| gentleman from California, whether the bill which 
: he proposes, and which is now under considera- 
i tion, will interfere with the present mail contracts 


better be left with the House. 


i between the eastern cities and California? 
Mr. McDOUGALL. Notat all 
i| Mr. TAYLOR. Ihave no objection to the bill 


Mr. LILLY. Certainly; that will be done. 


There being no objection, leave was granted for |! 
' the withdrawal of the papers. 


Mr. HAVEN. I would like to inquire whatis 

The SPEAKER. Itis the Senate amendment 
to the resolution for an adjournment. 

Mr. HAVEN. I hope that resolution will be 
taken up and disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. A motion is pending to go | 


The question was then taken on Mr. Hen- 


| then, and hope it will pass. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I demand the previous 
| question, 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hopethe gentleman 
| from California will withdraw the demand for the 
| previous question so that I may offer an amend- 
| ment, 

| Mr. McDOUGALL. I understand the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, and I 
| would like to oblige him very much, but I cannot 
| withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
| His proposition has already been considered and 
voted down. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I think this House 
has done as much business as can be profitably | 


performed to-day, and I move that the House do | 


The motion was not agreed to. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL. | move that the House | 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, |: 


from the fact that the morning hour has not com- | 
menced. 

Mr. JONES. Then I insist that the morning | 
hour shall now commence. | 
WEEKLY MAILS TO THE PACIFIC COAST. i 
The SPEAKER. The consideration of a bill | 
of the following title is the first business in order | 
during the morning hour, which has now com- } 
menced: | 

H. R. No. 333. A bill to provide a weekly mail į 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it in order to move that | 


i the House now proceed to the consideration of the | 


business upon the Speaker’s table? | 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, and it will not be 
in order until the morning hour has expired. 

The bill was then read through. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. It will be remembered 
by the House, that some six weeks ago the gentle- į 


forward a proposition for weekly mail service to 
California. At that time it seemed to be the almost į 
unanimous wish of members to secure that weekly | 


Mr, CHURCHWELL. I hope my friend from 
| California will allow the amendment to be read for 
' the information of the House. 
'” TheSPEAKER. The previous question having 
| been demanded cuts off all amendments; but if no 
| objection is made the amendment of the gentle-. 
‘man from Tennessee will be read for information. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope the amend- 
i ment will be entertained by unanimous consent. I 
| desire it to come in at the end of the sixteenth 
section. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: ~ 

Provided, That the contract shall be according to time, 
and not to exceed fourteen days from port to port. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I object. 
, The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question ordered to be now put. f 
| The question then being on ordering the bill to 
: be engrossed and read the third time, 
: Mr. TAYLOR, of -Ohio, demanded tellers; 
: which were ordered; and Messrs. CHURCHWELL 
:and Varn were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 

; ported—ayes 68, noes 53. 
| So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
| was subsequently read the third time. 
| The question being on the passage of the bill, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As the. previous 
| question has not been moved on the -passage of 
ithe bill, it is in order, I presume, to make some 
| remarks upon it. : 


i 
i 
H 
| 
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The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
not been moved, and the gentieman from Ken- 
tucky has a right to address the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from California, (Mr. McDoveatu}, if 
he is able to answer me, for my own recollection 
is not very accurate on the subject—-what is the 
amount which we now pay for the transportation 
of the mails between the Atlantic coast and Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. We pay about $384,000 
on this side of Panama, and $342,680 on the other 


side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What is the whole 
amount? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. About $716,000. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. Lama friend to this; 
bill, and will give a single reason for my being so. 
We are paying now about $716,000 annually for 
the transportation of the mails between the Atlan- 
tic coast and California, and that is for a semi- 
monthly mail. This bill proposes to double the 
service, making it a weekly mail, which I think is 
little enough between the Auantic and Pacific coast, 
and to pay therefor $250,000 per year. We would 
thas get double as much mail service for $250,000 
as we now get for $716,000, which shows the ad- 
vantage of putting out these contracts to the lowest 
bidder; for | presume that the gentlemen from 
California, (Messrs. McDoueat, and Larnan,) 
who ore chiefly interested in this arrangement, 
are confident that the service can be performed 
at that price. 

Now, I believe that we ought to have a weekly 
mail service between the Atlantic and Pacific coast, 
and Tam willing to vote for this bill per se. But | 
1 call the attention of the House to the fact, that 
consequent on the passage of this bill, we ought to 
break up the existing arrangements for the bi- 
monthly transportation of these mails, and put 
that service up to the lowest bidder, so that we 
may get the service which now costs us something 
about $716,000 annually, performed for $250,000. 
By this means, we will get the weekly service at 
a good deal lesa than that which we now pay for 
the bi-monthly service under the old arrangement, 

My, LATHAM. I wish to say a word in reply | 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Breen: 
wiper.) There is a bill now pending before this 
body contemplating the rescinding of the present 
mail contract via the Panama route. This bill 
was introduced by the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, (Mr. Oros) 
and will no doubt be acted uppn this session. 
am in favor of such rescinding, provided it can 
be done with justice to the contractors, and in ac- 
cordance with the dignity of our Government. 1) 


anything which she would not be compelled to do 
by strict legal and equitable principles. Bat if it} 
can be done honorably to all parties, then this | 
contract ought to be annulled. The mail can be 
carried, in my opinion, weekly, for half a million 
per annum, That would give us a weekly mail 
service for $300,000 less than is now paid for a 
“semi monthly service. 1 believe, at this time, the 
present company which has the large contract, if 
the bids were to be received again, would carry 
the mail weekly for $500,000 per annum. Andi: 
further believe that there would be competition | 
among the different companies. While here, let 
me say that, when this subject was up a few days 
since, in considering the bill of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Cuurcnwex.,] 1 said that the 
Nicaragua line was far more expeditious than 
the Panama line, and that the latter was invariably | 
behindhand from three to five days. Iam satisfied | 
I did the Panama line injustice; and I have a table | 
here which shows correctly, as | am informed, the | 
time made by these two routes since September, : 
1853: i 
Comparative Statement. i 
Nicaragua Arrival at Panama Mail 
Steamer, New York, Steumer. 
Star of the West. Sept. 9,53 Hhinois..... eee SE 
Northern Light. Sept. 26, °53 Crescent City.. *Oet. 
Star ofthe West. Oet, 9,53 Minois... 
Northern Light, .Ocrn 27, ‘St Osere 
Starotthe Wesr, Nov. 9,53 George Law. 
Prometheus..... Nay. 29,753 Minois... 
Star ofthe West. Dec. 13, 53 George Law 
lilinoia.... 
8,754 George La 


Arrival at ; 


New York. | 


Star ofthe West. Jan. 
Northern Light. Jan. 24,64 Ohio......... + 29, % 
Star ofthe West.Feb. 9,754 George Law... Feb. 10, 5 
Nortkern Light.: Feb. 23,54 Empire City....dMar. 4, °54 


H 
i 


a k 


would not be in favor of the Government doing | ‘° OVS $100,000, which makes it $838,000. 


| mail, 


| doubled it. 


Star of the West.Mar. 13, 954 George Law...Mar. 14, °54 
Northern Light..Mar. 25,54 Ohio... eere Mar, 29, 54 
Star of the West. April 9, 754 George Law... April 9,754 | 
Northern Light.. April 25,54 Hlinois...-... -April 25, 234 | 
Star oftne West.May 9,754 George Lay May 9,54 | 
| 


Northern Light..May 25, 54 lilinois.........May 25, 54 


* Caused by the break-down of the Georgia. 

} Loss of the Winfield Scott on the Pacific, immediately 
replaced by another steamer, brought six days later news. 

{ Accident to the Georgia. 


New. York, May 31, 1854. 


This table was given to me by a gentleman 
connected with the Panama route, who vouched 
for its correctness; and } feel bound in honor to 
correct my previous error. 

Į feel deep anxiety in this bill, Mr. Chairman, 
as do my colleagues and our constituents. There 
has been no bill before Congress of so much im- 
portance to the present commercial prosperity and 
wants of the Pacific coast as the one now under 
consideration. Sir, if there had been a weekly 
mail between the Atlantic and Pacific coast, much 
of the ruin and commercial prostration which has | 
occurred from the trade between the same would 
have been obviated. The supply and demand in 
trade between the Atlantic cities and San Fran- 
cisco has been almost always disproportionate, 
and great loss has necessarily ensued. Every 
member within the sound of my voice has con- 
stituents who are interested in this matter ina 
greater or less degree, and I do trust they will co- 
operate in carrying out this measure. 

This bill stands on its own merits, and should 
not be made to rest on the merits or demerits of a 
contract made in 1849, when it was difficult to get 
any one to accept a contract to carry the mail | 
between New York and San Francisco. It was | 
difficult to find the capital, and still more difficult | 
to find men willing to hazard it in an enterprise at | 
that time fraught with danger and vicissitudes. į; 
‘These things should be considered. 


And it also i 
should be considered that the present people of | 
California, and the commerce of that country, had į 
nothing to do in making the present contact, and 
ought not to suffer from bad legislation, over which 
they had no contol, I sincerely trust the bill will 
pass, and an act of simple justice be done to Cali- 
fornia. tyield to the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Barry.] 

Mr. BARRY. I entirely agree with the gentle- ; 
man asto the importance of a frequent mat! com- | 
munication between the two oceans, But we | 
have a contract already on hand, by which we 
pay $750,000 for a semi-montbly mail, Itis pro- 
posed to let that stand, and add $250,000 for an- 
other semi-monthly mail. 

Mr. OLDS, (interrupting.) We pay $738,000, 


besides the Isthmus transportation, which amounts 


Mr. BARRY. Then it will all amount to 
over $800,000. Now, sir, Lam not anxious to 
reduce the mail facilities between the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts one particle. On the contrary, 
L would vote to give them every dollar they now 
have, if we could not get the mails transported 
without it. Bat we can provide California with a 
semi-monthly mail for $250,000, by rescinding 
this contract. Therefore we ought, before we 
vote one dollar more to increase the burden of the 
Post Office Department, to rescind the contract 
already in existence. lt would be unjust in the 
last degree to pass this bill in the present state of 
the finances of that Department of the Govern- 
ment, without the certainty of the rescission of 
the other contract. If you can rescind that con- 
tract, you can get, for the $850,000, a communi- 
cation between the two oceans, not only by a | 
semi-monthly, but, perhaps, by a semi-weekly 


Weall know that contracts never go backwards. |: 
The Coliins line, while making a fortune by its 
contract with the Government, obtaining interest || 
beyond what could be obtained by any other in- 
vestment in the country, came here and asked an | 
increase of that compensation, and Congress nearly 
‘These railroad and steamship com- 
panies cannot be restrained by this House, except | 
by keeping them where they now are, and getting 
from them all we are entitled to, before listening to 
their demands. They have an influence upon this 
House which will overwhelm it, unless resisted; `! 
and as you have them not in your power, you can- |j 
not induce them to yield one dollar of the money |; 
which they have extorted from you, either by 
fraud, persuasion, or in any other manner. Un-! 


less you have them in your power, it is an abso- 
lute absurdity to expect it. 

If there is a way by which we can abrogate this 
$750,000 contract, thea I think we had better de- 
lay the passage of this bill until we can act upon 
that proposition. Let us dissolve this contract at 
once, and the question will arise as to how much 
we shall pay a new contractor. If that be done, I 
repeat, that I do not see any necessity for dimin- 
ishing the amount paid fer this service. I ah 
willing that this amount should be paid for secur- 
ing proper mail facilities with California, and I 
think by adopting this course the gentleman from 
California will be able to secure a better bargain 
than he will get by this bill. I am willing and 
anxious to see the expenses of the Post Office 
Departinent reduced in many particulars, but not 


l inthis. Ido not think the public interest requires 


that any reduction should be made in this instance. 
I would like to have it ascertained what power we 
have over thiscompany. If, therefore, this bill be 
laid aside informally for the present, I will vote 
for abrogating the present contract, if it is in our 
power to do it. Letus dispose of that matter first, 
and then 1 will vote for appropriating the same 
amount of money to secure a proper mail service 
to that State. I would be willing to accede to such 
a proposition, and I believe a majority of the 
House would so vote. 

Mr. MACE, I willsay to my friend from Cal- 
ifornia, inasmuch as this bill has been connected 
with the other mail service to California, which 
the committee, of which I am a member, have 
under consideration, that I am decidedly in favor 
of it. It will be recollected that near the com- 
mencement of the present session, the House 
raised a special committee to inquire into the ex- 
penses and frauds growing out of our mail steamer 
service. In consequence of the business in which 
the House has been engaged, we have been unable 
to bring our report before them for their consider- 
ation; But, sir, I will state to the House that m- 
vestigations have been prosecuted by that com- 
mittee sufficiently to enable them to understand 
the true condition of that service. We shall be 
enabled to present to the House in a few days— 
especially if the House should grant us a clerk 
for the committee—some astounding facts in refer- 
ence to the frauds and swindles which have grown 
outof this whole service from its inception down 
to the present time. After that shall have been 
done—and I pledge myself that it shall be done 
most effectually—the very proposition which that 
committee will present to the Efouse will be the 
means of enabling the gentleman from California 
to pass this bill perhaps without a dissenting voice. 

And I will say to the gentleman from California, 
further, that if the Collins steamer system shall 
be continued, so far as the service between New- 
York and California is concerned, I undertake to 
say that this House will not appropriate $250,000 
in addition, as is contemplated in this bill, for this 
service. Asa friend of the bill, therefore, I would 
suggest that it be passed over informally for the 
present, and let the House investigate this sub- 
ject, which they have referred to our committee, 
to the bottom. Let them ferret out all the frauds 
which have been perpetrated from the inception of 
this mail service down to the present time. It 
will be shown that these companies have con- 
stantly been receiving money from the Govern- 
ment outside that which they properly receive 
under the contract, for which they have never ac~ 
counted to the Government. 

Mr. ORR. I would ask the gentleman from 
Indiana, who is the chairman of the committee to 
which he refers, whether that committee has con- 


| sidered how the Government is to be relieved from 


the existing contract with this company for carry- 


‘ingthe mail between New York and California? 


As I understand the law, the original contract was 
made for ten years, and the price stipulated to be 
paid was to be continued for that time, unless the 


‘| Government took the vessels belonging to the 
! company ata valuation. 


There were certain pre- 
requisites which it was necessary should be com- 
plied with by the company. The-company were 
to build a certain number of steamers of a par- 
ticular description. I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, whether his committee have 
investigated the question as to how far the con- 
tractors have complied, on their part, with the 


| contract? J take it, that if they have not complied 


with it, we may at once rescind the contract. If 
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they have complied with the contract, then the 
only way in which we can get clear of it is by 
taking the steamers at a valuation. ; 

Mr. MACE. 1 take great pleasure in inform- 
ing the gentleman, that with no requirement of the 
contract has the company complied, neither as to 
the tonnage of the steamers, the time of service, 
nor anything else. In no particular has the law 
been complied with, from its enactment down to 
the present time. 

Mr. HOUSTON.. I should like to ask the 
gentleman a question at that point. Has not the 
Government accepted all the vessels, and thus 
waived any rights it may have had in consequence 
of a non-fulfiilment of the requirements of the 
contract ? 

Mr. MACE. In answer to the gentleman from 
Alabama, I will remark, that so far as the action 
of Congress is concerned, I find nothing of accept- 
ance. Í find a commodore, lieutenant, or captain, 
has made acceptance, but 1 do not think that 
acceptance binds the Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand that 
the contracts are required to be submitted to Con- 
gress. It is submitted to the Navy Department. 
If the steamers are built in conformity to the law 
and the contract, the Secretary of the Navy re- 
ports as to that fact, and then the Postmaster Gen- 
eral does or does not make acceptance. + 

Mr. MACE. In regard to that point I will 
inform the House that propositions were made to 
the Government of the United States to construct 
steamers of certain dimensions, for the perform- 
ance of certain mail service. T'he first contracts 
expressly specified that the requirements oneand 
all, should be fulfilled by the contractors. Some 
modifications were made afterwards, and the Col- 
lins Steamer Company was relieved from acertain 
portion of their original contract. As I have 
already remarked, if Í had time, I could most con- 
clusively show that in almost every essential, as 
to size of the vessels, tonnage, value, commence- 
ment of mail service, number of trips, &c., these 
companies have all violated the law every six 
months, since the making of the contracts down 
to the present time. I can demonstrate, I think, 
beyond all controversy, and to the satisfaction of 
the House, that Congress has the indisputable 
right to annul all these contracts, and at any time. 

Mr. BARRY. I would ask permission of the 
gentleman to submit an amendment. When he 
concludes I may not be able to get the floor. 

Mr. MACE. I yield to the gentleman for the 
purpose indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The bill having been ordered 
to be engrossed, amendment is not now in order. 
The amendment will be read, by unanimous con- 
sent, for information. 

There was no objection, and it was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Add the following proviso: t 

Provided, That this act shall nat take effect until the 
present contract for carrying the mail between New York 
and California is rescinded. 

Mr. BARRY. If there be no objection, I pre- 
sume the amendment can be received. 

The SPEAKER. Itcan be received by unani- 
mous consent only. 

Mr. McDOUGALL, 1! object. 

Mr. MACE. I would again remark that it 
would be an advantage to the Pacific mail service 
not to press the consideration of this bill at the 
present time. I do know that there are facts con- 
nected with this service which should be laid be- 
fore the House and country. When we are in 
possession of those facts, and ascertain theground 
upon which we stand, there will be no difficulty 
in affording California much better facilities than 
she now has. I feel as deep an interest in afford- 
ing increased mail facilities to that region of coun- 
try as any gentleman possibly can; but I think it 
entirely premature to appropriate $250,000 for 
that service at thistime. I think that such an ap- 
propriation, under the circumstances of the case, 
would be wrong; and I do not believe that the bill 
ought to pass at present. 

Mr. McDOCUGALL. 1 wish to reply to the 
gentlemen who have made objections to this bill, 
and to give thereasons why I have thought it pru- 
dent and wise to bring the measure forward now, 
without waiting for the action of Congress upon the 
measure abrogating the present contract. I took 
pains toascertain whether, if those contracts were 
abrogated, we could then contract for a weekly 


ut 


| 
i 


| also for bi-monthly service; thus providing weekly ; 


; lantic and Pacific is of the first importance to these 


| passes abrogating the present contract ? 


| first, the tribunal of this House for the question || 


| lieve it will not pass the body at the other end of 


a spirit of friendship to this measure, and to the 
proposition for additional mail facilities between 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. I-tell my friend 
from California that I believe itis hopeless for him 
to expect the House to vote this $250,000 a year 
for additional mai! facilities beween the two coasts 
unless there is a pretty distinct: and clear. under- 
standing that the existing contract will be abro- 
gated. Because while we now pay some $740,000 
annually forsemi-manthly mail service, the House 
will not be willing to add an amount which would 
make it about $1,000,009, especially after having 
made the discovery that the same sort of service 
can be got weekly, at $250,000 per annum, less 
than one third of what is now paid for semi- 
monthly service. 

I believe that the existing contract can be abro- 
gated. The slight examination that I have given 
the subject, leads me to that belief. And 1 make 
this suggestion to the gentleman from California 
and the touse, as well for the benefit of the coun- 
try as for that of the gentleman’s constituency. F 
suggest to him that he move to postpone this 
question to a day certain, and that he make ar- 
| rangements, in the mean time, to connect with 
this bill a proposition for abrogating the existing 
contracts, and to put the mail service on a perma- 
nent footing by which we will be able to get weekly 
service for $500,000 per annum, instead of getting 
it, as under this bill, and the other contracts, for 
upwards of a million of dollars; which would thas 
cut down the expenditure of the mail service be- 
tween the Atlantic and the Pacific, more than half. 
a million of dollars, and give them exactly the 
same service which they expect to get under this 
new contract. I believe, if the gentleman does 
that, he will succeed in getting the facilities which 
he desires. If my friend declines to do it, | take 
the liberty of saying, I do not think this bill will 


service to California; and Í find that no one of the 
companies organized and now running steamers 
to Aspinwall or San Juan, can do more than make 
bi-monthly trips, and there can be no competition. 
A weekly service would require four trips a month 
both ways, and therefore It would be necessary, 
if this contract were abrogated, to provide for two 
bi-monthly contracts. If we are to have weekly 
service, it will in no respect interfere with exist- 
ing ‘contracts, or the making of new ones. No 
contract can be made for weekly service with 
any company except the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company; they have both ships, capital, and 
power to perform such service. e propose now 
a bi-monthly service; and, on the abrogation of |} 
the present contract, a new contract providing 


service. 

Now, I want to say to the House, that the ex- 
isting contract was made some years since. Cali- 
fornia was not then a State of this Union, and had 
no Representatives upon this floor. If that con- 
tract is nota wise and provident one, the Pacific 
coast is not responsible for it. We are entided 
to this service. We ask it as a matter of right. 
It was the duty of this Government to furnish us | 
with proper mail facilities. You have not done 
it. This weekly mail service is demanded alike 
by the entire commercial interests of the Atlantic 
coast as of the Pacific coast. We are fh no sense 
responsible for the mal-legislation of Congress 
years ago, and before we had any voice in this 
Capitol. But, because an improvident contract 
was made bya previous Congress, we are told by 
gentlemen, Representatives here, that our rights 
are to be withheld from us—our necessities over- 
looked. I think that it would be an injustice to | 
us. The decision is unjust, and the reasoning | 
unsound, ¢ 

Mr. Speaker, we of California are not princi- || pass. 
pally interested in this question. Thegreatcom-!| Mr. OLDS. I believe we ought to have a 
mercial interests of the AUantic sea-board are more į! weekly mail service between the Atlantic and 
deeply interested in it than ourselves, That we |; Pacific coast; and the only question at this time 
should have intercommunication between the At- || is this: whether the proposition of the committee 
shall be postponed until you abrogate the existing 
contract, or whether you will give these additional 
mail facilities without reference to the existing 
contract. 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads reported a bill some months since, not only 
abrogating the existing contract for the transpor- 
tation of the mail between New York and San 
to pass, and there is then the tribunal at the other i| Francisco, but also the contract for the transpor- 
end of the Capitol, and then there is the President, | tation of the mail between New York and Liver- 
and after all there is an appeal by this company to || pool. ‘They are connected in one bill: 
the courts of law. Sir, 1 have examined thiscon-:; Now, l believe we have the power, under the 
tract, and Lam not very clear, from the present i| contracts, and by their terms, to abrogate them. 
state of facts, that it can be abrogated in`one year, |} It is true, sir, that the steamships put upon the 
or in two years. And are we sull to have only p line between New York and Panama, and also 
this bi-monthly mail service to California up to the || between Panama and San Francisco, have been 
year 1859? For the reasons that are alleged now ‘| accepted by the Secretary of the Navy. But not- 
against this bill will hold as good all that time as :' withstanding they have been accepted, the very 
they do to-day. erms of the contract, it appears to me, permit us 

Gentlemen say that individually they are in || to abrogate them by taking the ships at an ap- 
favor of this abrogation of the existing contract, .' praisement, one appraiser to be selected by the 
They wish to see it abrogated if it can be justly | company, one by the Secretary of the Navy; and 
done, but for my part lam not certain that we) if those two cannot agree, they are to select a 
have the power to abrogate it; and moreover I do :| third. p 
not believe that any law abrogating that contract Perhaps it will be recollected by the members 
will pass Congress. If it pass this body f be-i' of this House, that some two months ago the 
president of the Aspinwall and Pacific Coast Mail 
Steamship Company—I am not sure that such is 
: the title, but it makes no difference—placed upon 
the tables of the members of this House, a memo- 
rial in which he claims that we have. no power to 
abrogate this contract. We have the power, he 
ays, to take the ships, if demanded for the ser- 
vice of the United States; but he claims that the 
power to take those ships does not give the 
power to abrogate the mail contract. He says 
they have other ships, and that if we take 
the ships now in service, they will still perform 
their contract for carrying the mail. He also 
claims that there is no power given in the contract 
itself to abrogate it. He predicates that upon 
a modification of the contract, in which he says 
Congress reserved to itself the power to abrogate 
it by a certain time. It seems to me that. he 
wholly misapplies the terms of the second. con- 
: tract, in that it does not have reference to the 

abrogation by Congress of the contract itself, but 
the candor with which he expressed his opinion : an abrogation within a certain time or a certain 
with regard to the existing contract. And I now :: portion of the services. f $ 
make a suggestion to him and the House, stillin © A bill has been reported by the committee, and 


commercial interests. Now, gentlemen say to us, 
we must wait till the existing mail arrangements 
are canceled. But, L ask, why wait till the law 
Who is 
there on this floor that has the right to say that j 
that contract can or will be abrogated? There ia, 


the Capitol. No one will deny that it would be 
an injustice, where the necessities of commerce 
call for these increased mail facilities, to compel | 
us, because we cannot pass a law abrogating these | 
contracts, to wait till its expiration. Now, | wish 
the House to understand that this bill in no way 
interferes with the existence of this contract or 
with its abrogation. The bill provides that the 
contracts for the weekly mail service are to be let | 
to the lowest bidder for cash. The contracts for | 
the bi-monthly service have not been made in this | 
manner. At any rate, if the present contracts are ` 
not fulfilled new ones have to be made. There is | 
no difficulty about passing this law whether you | 
sustain or abrogate the present contract. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I made some re-: 
marks just now in a spirit friendly to this bill, but : 
at the same time looking to the abrogation of the 
existing contract. The House is indebted to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. McDoveatt] for 
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I believe we have the power to take those vessels. 
We are paying over a quarter of a million of dol- 
jars More annually fora semi-monthly mail service 
than we should be required to pay, if this contract 
were abrogated, for a weekly service. We could 
get a- weekly- service for half a million of dollars, 
while we are paying more than half a million. for 
a semi-monthly service. Although. the: United 


4 
States might lose by taking these ships at an ap- | 
praisement, yet | think the Government had better | 
take them, even if they had to sink them in the | 

| 


ocean, and bring the contract to an end. 


I know the feeling seems to be that it would be 


better first to act upon the proposition to abolish 
the existing contract. But; sir, independent of 
that proposition, I think we should have a weekly 


mail service between the Atlantic and Pacificcoasts. | 
I am in favor of establishing that service, whether || 
the original contract is abrogated or not. Hi 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I have but one 
word to say. Some gentlemen, in the course of 


this discussion, have told us that we had better ab- | 


rogate the existing contract before we act upon 
this bill to establish anew one.. Now, sir, to my 
mind there is a very clear reason why we should 
act upon this measure before we take any steps 
toward theabrogation ofthat contract. If wetake 
the latter step without {first entering into a new 
one, we shall find ourselves without any provision 
for the transmission of the mail to California, and 
the result may be that we shall be compelled. to 
pay a much higher price for doing the same 
service, to either the same company or a new one, 
than we now pay. Let us commence, there- 
fore, with a semi-monthly mail, and then abrogate | 


the olt contract, and we sball be as well off as we | 
were before. | 
I wish to ask the gen- ; 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Brecxinries,] | 
who wishes us to make the passage of this bill | 
dependent upon the abrogation of the old contract, | 
whether the mail service for California does not | 


. Mr. McDOUGALL. 


require the establishment of a weekly mail? 
r BRECKINRIDGE. 


munication between 
States is such, that a weekly mail ought to be 


established; but I did not say at any additional | 


expense. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. Now another question. 


If the wants of the service require the establish- | 


ment of a weekly mail, is the fact that there has 
been previous mal-legislation any good reason for ; 


denying that weekly service? | 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Lrepeatthat I think | 


nia and the Atlantic coast, and a daily mail be- 
tween the important cities of the United States; 
but 1 am not prepared to say that it should be es- 
tablished at any cost. ‘Uhat is an element that 
should be taken into consideration. Iam willing 
that a liberal compensation should be allowed; I 
would not be willing to:pay five or ten millions | 
a year for that service. Suppose we were paying 
$10,000,000 for a semi-monthly mail, and the gen- : 
tleman from California should come forward and ; 
ask for $300,000 or $400,000 to establish a weekly | 
mail, would not the amount we were already pay- | 
ing be a good reason for not appropriating more? 
The admission that the service is needed, is not: 
an admission that we should pay whatever may | 
be demanded for it. ; 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The gentleman has not ` 
replied to my last query. Suppose that, in pro- 


curing the establishment of a mail to California, | 


we had sunk inthe sea $5,000,000 five years ago, 
would that be any good reason why we should 
not now have a proper mail service for California? 
And if, for the last five years, by improvident 
legislation, you have drawn heavily on the Treas- | 
ury, that is no reason why we should not have 
proper mail facilities. 

-E would say, further, to the gentleman from 


Georgia, [Mr. Srepyens,] that [think his sug- | 
If we commence `! 


gestion is a very pertinent one. 
by abrogating this contract, we shall then be: 


I will answer the | 
question with pleasure. I think the increased com- | 
California and the eastern 


| 
| 


| Giddings, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 


thrown without service, and a larger amount may `! 


be exacted than that now paid. You say that this 
Congress has the power to abrogate these con- | 
tracts. Very well, Then, as a matter of course, 

whenever Congress sees fit to abrogate them, the | 


Government will be absolved. fror all obligations : 


in respect to them. 
But I protest agai 


dependent on that abrogation. It is not,in my | 


judgment, just or right to do so. I wish as wel 
as others to see these contracts abrogated. I 
desire to see the present burden removed; but 
there is no justice or right in making the proper 
mail service required by the country dependent 
on the abrogation of bad legislation of past times. 

As it seems to be the disposition of the House, 
I move that this bill be postponed till next Tues- 
day week, when it can be better considered. Then 
I shall insist that it shall not be dependent on 
anything but its merits. The persons who have 
control of these other matters may, if they choose 
bring them forward in the mean time. If they do 
go, very well. 

The question was taken; and Mr. McDovcaLi "5 
motion was agreed to. 

So the further consideration of the bill wa 
postponed to next Tuesday week. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that we now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table, so that action may be had on the 
resolution fixing the time of the final adjournment 
of this session. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has the morning 
hour expired? If it has not the gentleman’s mo- 
tion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
yet expires]. There are still two or three minutes 
left of it. 

Mr. ORR. 
journ. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 


I move that the House do now ad- 


I demand tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Parker and |: 


Vai were appointed. 


The question was put; and the tellers reported— + 


ayes 68, noes 70. 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 68; as fol- 
lows: 


YUAS—Messts. Aiken, James C. Alien, Willis Allen, | 
David J. Bailey, Barry, Beleber, Bell, Benton, Boyce, | 


Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooke, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chas- 
tain, Churehwell, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Curtis, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dun- 


| ham, Eddy, Edmundson, Joha M. Elliot, English, Flor- 


ence, Fuller, Goode, Samilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
Hendricks, Henn, Nill, Houston, Ingersoll, Jobneon, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kidwell, Lilly, Lindsley, MeMullin, Macy, John G. Mil- 
ler, Millson, Nichols, Olds, Orr, John Perkins,Pratt, Ready, 
Riddle, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Bingle- 
ton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, George W. Amyth, Hestor L. 


Stevens, John J. Taylor, Vail, Walker, Wells, and Daniel | 
| B. Wright—77. 
NAYS-—Mesars. Abercrombie, Appleton, Bail, Banks, ' 


we ought to have a weekly mail between Califor- || Benson, Campbel, Carpenter, Chandler, Chrisman, Cor- 
| 
i 


win, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, ‘Thomas 
D. Eliot, Biison, Mtheridge, Everhart, Ewing, Flagler, 
Harlan, 
Harrison, Haven, Hilyer, Howe, Hunt, Daniel ‘C. Jones, 


Kerr, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, McCulloch, Mace, i 


Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Preston, Prin- 


gle, Reese, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, © 


Samucl A, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G, 


Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Bliihu B. : 


Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Witte—68. 
And thereupon (at ten minutes before four 


o'clock, p. m.) the House adjourned till Monday | 


at twelve o’clock, m. 
IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 19, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Winaiam H. MILBURN. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 


made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- ` 


ate, in relation to the establishment of a naval 


depot at or near the town of Beaufort, in the State | 
of North Carolina; which was ordered to le on ` 


the table. 


Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior : 
communicating information, in compliance with a `; 
resolation of the Senate, in relation to the employ- | 
ment of Luther Blake to remove the Indians from ; 
| Florida; which was ordered to lie on the table, 


and be printed. 


Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, | 


ade in compliance with a resolution of the Sen 


ate, in relation to the establishment of a naval | 
i depét at Newport, Rhode Island; which was or- | 
nst this legislation being made i 


dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


. PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of Stew- 
art Sanderson, of Waterport, New York, propos- 
ing a plan for harbor defense by means of a floating 


T 


i 
| 
‘| 
i| battering ram, thirteen of which he says would be 
i| capable of guarding the coast of the United States 


i from Maine to Texas against all the fleets of Eu- 


ui 


rope, without firing a gun or losinga man; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
: Mr. HUNTER presented a petition of citizens 
|| of the United States professing the Jewish religion, 
| praying that measures may be taken to secure to 
American citizens, of whatever creed, traveling or 
residing abroad, a just degree of civil and religious 
|| freedom; which was referred to the Committee on 
i Foreign Relations. 
i| Also, a petition of inhabitants of Portsmouth, 
| Virginia, praying a reduction of the rates of ocean 
| postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
| the Post Office and Post Roads. x 
i 
i 
| 


| of Portsmouth, Virginia, praying relief from Con- 
| gress, in view of sacrifices by reason of having 
i been incarcerated in Dartmoor prison during the 
‘| Jast war with Great Britain; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Claims. 

| Mr, FISH presented resolutions of the corpo- 
ji rate authorities of the city of New York, remon- 
! stratingagainst the renale a material change in 
| Ihe plan of the assay office in that city, now estab- 
H lished by law; which was ordered to lie on the 
“table. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a memo- 
rial of citizens of Memphis, Tennessee, praying 
the repeal or suspension of the duty on railroad 
iron; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
| nance. 

| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of J. J. Dyer and others, trustees of the Du- 
buque Female College, Iowa, praying a grant of 
land for the endowment of that institution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented a memorial of 
owners and occupants of lands within the Bastrop 
grant, in Louisiana, praying to be protected in 
their titles to said lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented a 
petition of inhabitants of Newport, Kentucky, 
| praying the reduction of the rates of ocean post- 
i age; which was referred to the Committee on the 
; Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WADE presented the procecdings of a 
large meeting of citizens of Columbus, Ohio, in 
favor of a reduction of the rates of ocean postage; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of inhab- 


New York, praying the exclusion, by the consti- 
tutional power of Congress, of slavery from the 
: District of Columbia, and the Territories of the 
United States, and the repeal of the fugitive slave 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, praying 
|, that the public domain may be granted in limited 
| quantities to actual settlers; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, 

and a memorial of citizens of Bridgeport, Mich- 
igan, praying an appropriation of public land for 
the construction of a ship canal around the Falls 
of Niagara; which was referred to the Committee 
i on Commerce. 
Also, a petition of Gabriel Denton, praying that 
‘| farther relief may be extended to the soldiers of 
the war of 1812; which was referred to the Com- 
: mittee on Pensions. : 

Mr. BELL presented the memorial of James 
Selkirk, praying the settlement of his claim against 
the Mexican Government, for the forcible seizure 
and destruction of his vessel by the authoities of 
that Republic; which was referred to the Com- 
-~ittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the memorial 
of J. R. Powell, mail contractor in Alabama, pray- 
ing compensation for extra services; which was 
‘| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. CASS, it was 


: Ordered, That the memorial. of Edmund M. Evans be 
j withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
i Committee on Claims, 


Also, the memorial of John Freeman and others, - 


à 


itants of the counties of Monroe and Livingston, , 
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D, it was 

Ordered, That Gibbons & Kelly have leave to withdraw 
their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 

Ordered, That Ann Dudly and Margaret Chandler have 
leave to withdraw their petitions and papers.« 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, to whom. was referred the memorial of Town- 
send Glover and others, praying Congress to pur- 
chase Glover’s collection of artificial fruits, now 
on exhibition at the United States Patent Office, 
submitted a report.on the subject; which was or- 
dered to pe printed, : 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives, for the relief of Jesse 
R. Faulkner, of Missouri, reported it back with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John Reddin, late a 
soldier in the Army, and discharged on account of 
a disability, praying a pension, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be | 
printed. | 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a resolution of the | 


Senate instructing that committee to inquire into |; 


the expediency of creating an additional collection 
district in the State of California, reported a bill 
creating a collection district in the State of Cali- 
fornia; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 


Mr, SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs, to whom were referred five petitions 
of widows of officers of the Army who have died 
in the service since the war with Mexico, and 
most of them of disease contracted during the 
war, praying to be allowed half pay for five years, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions; which was agreed to. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 

_Mr. BRIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of discon- 
tinuing all further appropriations for the erection or repairs 
of bridges across the Potomac river on the sites heretofore 
recognized as such, and of fixing upon some one or two 
sites, either of which would better accommodate all of the 
parties benefited by the existence of a bridge across that 


river within and opposite the said District, and report to ii 


this body at the earliest day practicable, such site or sites, 
and the requisite plans for the erection of such bridge or 
bridges, and the expenses thereof, respectively, as would 
combine safety, suitableness, permanency, anid ultimate | 
economy to the publie T'reasury. 
E. A. F. LAVALETTE. 

Mr. MASON. lam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred a 
bill from the House of Representatives for the 


relief of Captain E. A. F. Lavalette, of the Uni- l 
i 


ted States Navy, to report it back, and recommend | 
its passage. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to have the bill considered now. It is to 
refund to this officer $246 which he paid while civil 
and military Governor at Mazatlan, during the | 


Mexican war, to an interpreter whose services || 
I think there can be no objection |) 


were necessary. 
to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 


to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read a third time, and passed. 
ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 

Mr. BROWN. 
by which, on Friday last, the joint resolution ex- 
planatory of an act entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of Abigail Stafford” was rejected. J will not ask 
for the consideration of the motion now, but 
merely that it be entered on the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT. lt will be so entered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed the joint resolu- 
tion of the Senate giving the consent of Congress 
to the acceptance, by Lieutenant M. F. Maury, 
of the Navy, of a gold medalfrom his Majesty 
the King of Sweden, and the Senate bill to au- 
thorize the issue of registers to vessels owned by 
the Accessory Transit Company. : 


| 
I 

No amendment being proposed, it was. reported | 
| 


i 
| 
i 


Ta 
È 


i 
Jj 
i 


‘ from the Committee on Naval Affairs ‘to improve 


i; made; and the grade of passed midshipman shall be abol- | 


I move to reconsider the vote |i sentatives and Delegates thereof respectively; two from 


i: President at large. i 
Ho Bec. 3, And be it further enacted, That before any | 


_ Also, that they had passed the following bills, || 
in which they request the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

| Bill for the relief of Henry Lewis, of Clinton 
county, Indiana; 

Bill to increase the salaries of the Executive 
and judicial officers of Oregon, New Mexico, 
Utah, Washington, and Minnesota; 

Bill making appropriations in reference to the 
Cayuse war in Oregon; 
| ill to establish the office of surveyor general 

of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, to grant 
! donations to actual settlers therein, and for other 
purposes; 

` Bill to extend the right of preémption over the 
unsurveyed lands in Minnesota, and for other 
| purposes; 
| Bill to authorize the President to cause to be 
i surveyed the tract of land in the Territory of 
; Minnesota, belonging to the half-breeds or mixed 
| bloods of the Dacotah or Sioux nation of Indians, 
| and for other purposes; 
| Bill to provide for the continuation of a military 
| road from Myrtle Creek to Scottsburgh, in Oregon; |} 
| Bill to authorize the Secretary of War to settle 
| 


and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River In- 
dian war; 

Bill to provide for the construction of a military 
' road in the Territory of Utah; 
| Bill to refund to the Territory of Utah the ex- 
| penses incurred by said Territory in suppressing 
i Indian hostilities; 

Bill for the payment of the civil officers em- 
ployed in the Territory of New Mexico while 
| under military government; and i 
| Bill to amend the act approved September 27, 
| 1850, to create the office of surveyor general of 
| 


i the public lands in Oregon, &c., and also the act 
: amendatory thereof, approved February 19, 1853. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE NAVY. 


| Mr. MALLORY. I ask the indulgence of the 
i Senate to take up this morning the bill reported 


| the naval service.” It is a brief bill, and l think 
: we can readily get through with it before the 
morning hour is finished; and unless it be taken 
up in this way I doubt very much whether we 
shall be able to get it before the Senate. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 

second time, and considered as in Committee of 
i the Whole. 
The bill originally reported from the Committee 
; on Naval Affairs, prescribed the number and pay 
| of the officers in each grade, provided for a retired 
j and furloughed naval list, for an increase of the 
| Marine Corps, for the establishment of a Bureau 
| of Equipment, Orders, and Detail, and for the 
| appointment of a judge-advocate for the naval 
service. It also made provision for the details 
| necessary to carry out these objects. 

Mr. Marrory, on the 31st of May, by direc- 
tion of the committee, submitted an amendment 


clause, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


i i 
| 
| to strike out all of the original bill after the enacting |! 
i i 
i 
| That the grade of flag officer is hereby established, and |, 
| that there shall be twenty flag officers, sixty-eight captains, ! 
i and seventy commanders in the naval service, and the pay |! 
| of flag officers shall be as follows: On sea service the same i 
s now allowed to the senior captain. All other pay allowed |} 
hem shall be the same as that of other captains. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no appointment 
| Of masters not in the line of promotion shall hereafter be 


|! ished. One hundred and seventy-five of the masters now 
inthe line of promotion, and of the passed midshipmen, 
| shall be commissioned as masters. Midshipmen and acting |i 
' midshipmen, inctuding those at the academy, shall not ex- 
| ceed three hundred and thirteen, of whom one shall be H 
: appointed from each congressional district and Territory of i 
: the United States, upon the recommendation of the Repre- i 
4 
1 


each State upon the recommendation of the Senators 
thereof respectively, and ten shall be appointed by the 


: change of the grades aforesaid shall take effect, the Seere- |! 
| tary of the Navy shall cause cach captain, commander, |! 
į lieutenant, medical officer, and purser, to report, under |; 
: such regulations as be may prescribe, the officers of their |; 
| respective grades who are qualified to perform efficiently all |i 
| their duties ashore and afloat; and trom his scrutiny of jj 
: such reports as may be filed in the Department within six |i 
|! months after notice issued to said officers, the Secretary, |! 

i 

i 


with the approval of the President, shali retire, or perma- 
nenily furlough, or drop from the service, ail officers who, 
in his Judgment, are not so qualified. And of the officers i 
so furloughed or retired, those on the retired jist only shall |) 
be entitled to wear the naval uniform. Retired and per- |! 
| manently furloughed officers shall, from the date of their i| 
i retirement and furlough, be out of the Navy, and their | 


| places shall be supplied by regular promotion by seniority 


; bea bure: 


į mittee to offer some amendments to it. 
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ofrank. The Secretary of the Navy may, upen the appli- 
cation of any officer of the Navy, place him upon the re- 
tired or permanent furlough list, if, in bis judgment, he 
deem it consistent with the interests of. the.serviee. 5 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted,. That it, shall be 
duty of every officer in command of any vessel of the Navy. 
of the United States; upon the termination of his ervise; to 
makea special report to the Secretary of the Navy upon 
the general conduct of the petty officers, seamen, ordinary: 
seamen, landsmen, and boys, under his command on said 
cruise, and to designate by name those who are ‘entitled, 
from their good conduct, to- special notice ; and, upon 
such reports, the Secretary of the Navy may annually 
select ten of said boys who may appear to him most de- 
serving, and send them to the Naval Academy for educa- 
tion as midshipmen. And to each petty officer, seaman, 


the 


| ordinary seaman, landsman, and boy, so reported for good 


conduct, (provided that the number ‘so reported from each 
ship shall not exceed one tenth of the crew thereof,) the 
Secretary shall cause to be issued a certificate of con- 
duet and character, in such form as he may prescribe, 
which certificate shall entitle every petty officer to three 
months’ extra pay, and an appropriate medal, to be devised 
by the Secretary, and every seaman, ordinary seaman, 
landsman, and boy, to three months? extra pay, provided 


| he shall reënlist within three months. 


Sec. 5. “ind beit further enacted, That an increase of 
ten bundred men shall be made to the Marine Corps. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted. That, in addition to the 
bureaus now attached to the Navy Department, there shall 
au to be called the Bureau of Orders and Equip- 
ment, to which shall be assigned the duties of equipping 
the vessels, and of supervising, registering, and detailing 
the officers and men of the naval service, and such other 
duties pertaining to the service as the Secretary of the Navy 
may direct; and the orders of such bureau shall be con- 
sidered as emanating -from the Secretaty of the Navy, and 
shall have full force and effect as such, and all the duties 
of said bureau shall be performed under his authority and 
supervision. 

Bec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the President.of 
the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint a judge-advocate for the naval 
service, who shall not be a naval officer, who shal] be learned 
in the Jaw, and who shall be attached to the Bureau of 
Equipment, Orders, and Detail, and who shall receive for his 
services three thousand dollars per annuin and his travel- 
ing expenses; itshall be his duty to prepare, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, all charges and 
specifications of charges to be preferred before naval courts- 
wartial and courts of inquiry, and to Keep accurate records 
thereof; to prepare specific instructions in each case to the 
acting judge-advoeate to be designated by him, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy ; to codify and ar- 
range all the laws of Congress, and the rulings and decisions 
of the district, circuit, and Supreme Courts of the United 
States, touching courts-martial and courts of inquiry; and 
to compile and submit to the Secretary of the Navy general 
instructions, forms, and principles applicable to them, and 
the manner of conducting them, and to preserve perfect rec- 
ords of all such courts, and of the cases heard or tried be- 
fore them: Provided, That nothing herein shall preclude 
commanders of squadrons on foreign stations from ordering 
such courts, when, in their opinion, the exigencies of the 
publie service may demand them, under such rules and 
regulations as said judge-advocate genera}, with the appro- 
bation of the Secretary of the Navy, may preseribe. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enucted, That the chief of the 
bureau established by this act, be allowed the same frank- 
ing privilege as that conferred by law on the chiefs of the 
other bureaus; and the President of the United States, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, may here- 
after appoint as chief of any bureau attaclied to the Navy 
Department, excepting the Bureaus of Provisions and 


| Clothing, and Construction, and of Medicine and Surgery, 
: any officer at his discretion. 


Mr. MALLORY. The substitute was 


pre- 


| pared by the committee, under the eye of the Sec- 


l am directed by the eom- 
The first 
is to strike out the second section of the substi- 


retary of the Navy. 


| tute, and insert, in lieu of it, the following: . 


And be it further enacted, That no appointment of masters 
ł pl 


| notin the line of promotion, shall hereafter be made; and 


the recognition of passed midshipmen as a distinct: class 
or grade is hereby abolished, and so much of all acts or 
parta of acts as recognizes such distinction, or. allows to 
passed midshipmen any different pay than that of midsbip- 
imen is hereby repealed, from and after the time when 


! the provisions of the next section hereof shall be carried 


into effect. The masters now in the line of promotion, 


; and the passed midshipmen who shall remain in the ser- 
: viee and not be promoted to the rank of lieutenant after 


the retirement provided by the next section, shall be com- 
missioned as masters according to their present rank; and 
if there thus remain more than seventy-four such officers, 


i no new master shall be commissioned until the number. 
|} shall be reduced below seventy-four, which number shalt 


thereafter constitute the said grade of master. The duties 


: of the said grade shall be such as ihe President of the Uni- 


ted States shail prescribe. The number of midshipmen 
and acting midshipmen, including those at the Naval Acad- 
emy, shalt be determined as follows, to wit: one shail be 


| appointed from each congressional district of the United 
i States on the recommendation of the Representative thera. 


of, two from each State on the recommendation of the Sen- 


; ators thereof respectively, ten to be appointed by the Pres- 


ident atlarge, and those authorized by this act to be selected. 


| from the boys of the Navy. 


The next amendment was to insert in the third 
section of the substitute, after the provision that 
the officers on the retired list shall be entitled to 
wear the naval uniform, the words “and shall 
have their names borne on the Navy register, but 
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as out-of the line. of promotion and of command, 
and shall not be counted as the number limited 
by law of. their respective grade.” 

-The next-amendment was so to alter the fol- 
Idwitte provision, “ retired and permanently fur- 
loughed: officers ‘shall, from the .date. of. their 
retirement and furlough,-be out ofthe Navy, and 
their’ place shall be supplied by regular promotion 
by seniority of rank,” as to make it read, teper- 
manently furloughed officers shall, from the date 
oftheir furlough, be oat of the Navy, and the 
place of retired and permanently furloughed flag 
officers, and other officers, shall be supplied by 
regular promotion by seniority of rank.” 

The next amendment was to add at the end of 
the third section the words: 

The Secretary of the Navy, with the approval of the 
President, shali also retire or drop from the service the 
masters, passed midshipmen, and midshipmen who, in his 
judgment, are not qualified to perform efficiently all their 
Quiies. 

The next was to insert, as a new section, after 
section three, the following: 

And be it further enacted, That officers on the retired 
list shall receive three fifths, and those on the permanent 
furlough list shall receive two fifths of the sea-service pay 
to which they were entitled when retired or furlougbed, and 
that the pay of the masters authorized to be commissioned 
by thé provisions of this act shall be the pay of sailing 
masters as established by the “act to regulate the pay of 
the Navy of the United States,” approved Mareh 3, 1835. 

: The next-amendment was in the fifth section 
in the provision authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to select ten boys from the vessels of the 
Navy as midshipmen, to strike out “ ten ’’ and 
insert “not exceeding five;’’ and, also, to insert 
after the word “ boys ” the words * not over six- 
teen years of age.” 

The next amendment was in the same section 
in the provision allowing the Secretary of the 
Navy to issne a certificate of good conduct to 
those reported from each ship as deserving it, to 
insert after the word ‘ certificate,” “ provided the 
person to whom the same shall be issued, shall 
reénlistin the Navy within three months from the 
date thereof,” and to strike out a similar proviso 
in another place. 

The next amendment was in the seventh sec- 
tion, to strike out the words * Order and Detail” 
wherever they occur, so that the bureau there pro- 
vided for shall be “the Bureau of Equipment.” 

The next amendment was to insert after the 
provision allowing traveling expenses to the judge- 
advocate of the Navy the words ‘as allowed to 
officers of the Navy;” and to strike out the words 
u to be designated by them,” occurring in a sub- 
gequent part of the section, 

‘The next amendment was to strike out the pro- 
VIRO- 

tt Provided, That nothing herein shall preclude command. 
ers of squadrons on foreign stations from ordering such 
courts”? [courts of inquiry and courts martial, ] “when, in 
their opinion the exigencies of the publie service may de- 
wand it, under such rates and regulations as such judge- 
advocate general, With the approbation of the Secretary of 
the Navy, may prescribe.” 


And to insert in lieu of it the following: 
` Provided, That nothing herein shall preclude commanders 
of squadrons on foreign stations from ordering such courts 
as now authorized by law. 

‘These amendments to the amendment reported 
by the committee as a substitute were agreed to, 
and that amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr, HAMLIN. Lask thatthe question on the 
passage of the bill be not put at this moment. 
There is an amendment which I wished to have 
incorporated in it. I am very sure it has been 
made, but still I desire to look at it; and I wish 
the Senator from Florida to consent to allow the 
guestion on the passage of the bill to be postponed 
until to-morrow. lt can then be passed during 
the morning hour. 

Mr. MALLORY. Very well. 

So the further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned until to-morrow. 


ANNUAL MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


The bill to appoint a day different from the first 
Monday in December for the annual meeting of 
Congress, was read a second time, and on motion 
by Mr. Doveras, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

it proposes to enact that after the expiration of 
the present Congress, the annual meeting of Con- 


3 


| risk of prolonging the time of our services here? 


| which the people probably could not well gather 


| which is intended to be a part of this, and which 
| meets the objection. which he presents. 


gress shall commence on the first Monday in Oc- 
tober. i ; 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the first Monday in October isa little | 
too soon for our meeting. I will suggest to the | 
Senator from Hlinois whether the first Monday in 
November will not be better. ar 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think that would not equal- 
ize the sessions enough. We should hardly get 
through with our business by the summer holi- 
days. By meeting on the first Monday in Octo- 
ber, we should be able to get through with our | 
business by the holidays, without increasing the 
time which is now taken up by the two sessions. 
A great deal would be gained by it; and I think | 
wehad better adopt the time | have indicated; howe 
ever, Í wish to submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. In many of the States of this | 
Union the month of October is a very busy 
month both with farmers and lawyers, who con- 
stitute a large proportion of the members of both 
Houses. li seems to me that it would be better 
to meet on the first Monday in November instead | 
of the first Monday in October, and 1 propose an 
amendment to that effect. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I think, sir, there is prob- | 
ably nota month in the year in which lawyers 
| are not busy, and as to farmers, they are occupied 
in November. as well as in October, The object 
of the bill, I suppose, is, as far as possible, to 
equalize the sessions of Congress—to make the 
long sessions shorter, and the shortsessions longer. 
I think that object would be better attained by the 
bill of the Senator from Illinois as it stands. I 
would prefer October to November. In that way 
you could gain two months, virtually, to the short 
session; and I suppose there is no other object 
for which the bill is intended. 

Mr. MASON. {should prefer very much the 
first Monday in November to the first Monday in 
October; but | am utterly unprepared to meet at 
an earlier day thannow fixed bylaw. [fear that 
the only effect of it would be to prolong the short 
session,without at all diminishing the duration of 
the long session. 
ment—and the practice of it—that our labors here | 


| 
| 
i 
| 
l 
| 
| 
t 


‘our private business. 

The compensation which is given to members ; 
of Congress, everybody knows, cannot be in- i 
creased. [think it would be idle to attempt it. 
Everybody equally knows that what they now 
receive is nota remuneration for their services. 
Why, then, I respectfully ask, should we run any 


Weall have our occupations, and we areali obliged 
to abandon them to a very great extent. Cer- 
tainly gentlemen who come here from a great dis- 
tance have to abandon them almost altogether. 
Now, we know thatthe experience of the Gov- 
ernment is—and it may be a very proper experi- 
ence—that members of both Houses of Congress 
indulge themselves in most protracted debates, 
either upon matters relating to the public policy | 
or upon matters which tend to diffuse information 


from other sources than from the public debates. 
The debates jast here, and must continue to last, 
upon interesting topics, not for weeks only, but | 
for months, and nothing drives us home at last 
| at the long session, but an utter physical inability 
to continue here longer. 

I fear, therefore, if we adopt an earlier day for | 
our meeting at the long session, we shall remain | 
| here just as long as we should if we met on the! 


i that all the business of the session, if we mean by | 
business the legislation, the actual voting—-is, 
either at the long or short session, crowded into 
the last two or three weeks. 


atan earlier day, and for one, I would be grati- , 
| fied if the Senator who has introduced this propo- | 
| sition would reconsider it, or the Senate reject it. 
i Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Virginia 
| has evidently overlooked another proposition, 


It isa 
proposition which I submitted at the same time ` 
that I introduced this bill—to fix the adjournment | 
of the long session of Congress by a joint rule, on | 
the first Monday in May. i 
Mr. MASON. I do not understand that we 


It is the theory of our Govern- || 


at Washington are not to interfere seriously with |! 


i first Monday of December, and we know—the | 
practice of both Houses of Congress proves it— | 


I do not think, there- 
fore, any practical good will result from meeting || 


have the power to limit the term of Congress. by 
law. The day of adjournment is fixed at any 
time during the session which is most convenient 
toa majority. I ask the Senator how he is to 
limit the term, because the Houses of Congress 
may at any, time, during the long session, pass a 
joint resolution fixing a day of adjournment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We ‘have no power, [am 
satisfied, to limit the term of the session of Con- 
gress, by Jaw. I am inclined to think that.the ob- 
jection which was taken by President Jackson to 
the bill which passed during his administration 
was valid—that we could not fix the time of ad- 
journment by law; but we can fix it by a joint rule 
of the two Houses, subject to the disapproval of 
either House. If we adopt a joint rule fixing the 
time of adjournment on the first Monday in May, 
| we shall then come here with reference to adjourn- 
ing at that time. We shall arrange our business 
for that adjournment. 

The day will be fixed during the whole session, 
unless there are special reasons at the end of the 
session for changing it; and it is not probable that 
| it would be changed by a vote of either House, 
unless some emergency arose at the time render- 
ing it absolutely necessary to prolong it. In such 
a case the power ought to exist. 

If there should be an emergency, some stern 
necessity arising just at the end of the long ses- 
sion of Congress, and requiring the prolongation 
of the session, of course it would be made longer 
in order to cover that necessity; but unless such 
an emergency did arise, it is evident that we 
should adjourn on the day fixed by the joint rule 
| of the two Houses, 

Looking, therefore, at the two propositions 
j together, it will amount to this: We shall meet 
on the first Monday in October, and the first ses- 
sion will adjourn on the first Monday in May, 
and the second session on the 4th of March. 
That would make the short session about five 
months long, and the ‘long session about seven 
months, which would be less than we now have. 

My object is to shorten the session, and at the 
same time do the public business. I believe we 
can accomplish much more by this arrangement 
than we can do now by meeting three months at 
one session, and nine months at another session, 
and then we avoid the hot weather of the summer 
months by it. I bring forward the proposition 
for the purpose of inviting the attention of the 
| Senate to it. Whatever disposition is made of it 
! of course will be acceptable to me. If another 
day than the first Monday of October suits the 
Senate better, I shall be entirely willing to ac- 
quiesce in it, although I think the first Monday 
in October will be the best time. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I ask the Senator from 
Illinois, what he supposes would be the effect of 
the joint rule, in relation to the time of adjourn- 
ment, in the event, at some future Congress, of 
one House passing a resolution changing the day 
of adjournment, and the other House not receiv- 
ing it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of course it would stand 
precisely then as if there were no joint rule of the 
two Houses to that effect. The two Houses must 
concur in such a case in another day of adjourn- 
ment, or, in the event of their disagreeing, the 
| time must be determined by the President. 

Mr. ADAMS. I shall vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia, and then, if that 
succeeds, I shall vote against the bill. In addi- 
tion to the consideration that I am of opinion that 
as much public business is done at the short ses- 
sion as at the long session, the convenience of the 
State which [have the honor, in part, to repre- 
sent, is a matter which will control my vote on 
this question. We elect our Representatives upon 
the first Monday in November, in reference to the 
meeting of Congress as fixed by law at this time, 
and as it existed at the time of the adoption of our 
Constitution. 

The effect of this law would be to deprive Mis- 
issippi of her representation in the other branch 
f Congress entirely until some two months after 
he two Houses met. This would place her in 
uch a condition that her Representatives would 
ave no chance to be put upon the committees of 
i the other }fouse. It would be effectually disfran- 
‘chising herin the other branch of Congress, or 
| forcing her to change her constitution so as to 
| bring on the election atan earlier day. Her people 

have not thought proper to do so, and I should 


j 
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f 
not feel authorized to vote for bringing onthe ses- 
sion of Congress a month before the election of 
her members for that Congress. ! 

But | am convinced that, by meeting on the first | 
Monday in October, no more business will be done 
in five months than is now donein three. Wedo 
no morein the nine months of the long session 
than we do in the three months of the short ses- 
sion. If we should fix the time now to adjourn 
in: the middle of July, we should do as much, 
according to my observation, as we should by. 
sitting to the first of September. Until the time 
of adjournment js fixed, somehow or other—no- 
body is disposed to delay, but we do nothing 
until the last days of the session. | 

I do not think any practical. effect would result 
to the country from the change proposed by the 
bill, but great inconvenience would result to the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent, 
as well as to other States. There are others in 
which their Representatives are not elected in time 
to meet on the first Monday in October, They 
would, therefore, be required to change their con- | 
stitutions, or they would in effect be disfranchised || 
in the other branch of Congress. for some time 
after its meeting. 3 

Mr. BAYARD. If I supposed that this bill 
were calculated to equalize the sessions of Con- 
gress and produce an earlier adjournment, I would 
cheerfully vote for it; but it seems to me it does 
not meet the source of the evil. By the bill you 
propose to extend the length of the short sessions, 
but it would never curtail your long sessions. 


i shorten them, a vast amount of cases which are 


of Congress to transact all its business within a 
far less period of time than it does now. There 


1) are a great variety of ways in which the sessions | 


of Congress might be shortened, if that rule were | 
adopted as to the compensation of members, and 1 
it is the only way in which you can accomplish it. | 

A much higher result which wouid be, derived | 
from that, independent altogether of shortening | 


į the sessions of Congress, would be that in order | 


to shorten them, all the mass of ‘private claims | 
which are foolishly heard here—probably foolishly | 
is a strong term, but certainly not properly inves- | 
tigated here—would, by a general law, be placed | 
before a proper tribunal by which justice would | 
be done to all properly and speedily, and Con- 
gress would disburden itself of a class of business | 
which it is incompetent to investigate and decide | 
upon, 

You would accomplish, therefore, in my judg- | 
ment, an immense benefit to the country, inde- 
pendent of shortening the sessions, for, in order to 


kept up here, and which otherwise would not be! 
kept up, would be transferred to another tribunal, 
where the public and the individual would be rep- | 
resented, and where there would be notice and 
publicity in regard to the case, and something like | 
evidence would be received. I think you can 
reach that result; I do not think you will reach it, 
by establishing such a tribunal, until you do abol- 
i$h the per diem compensation. Unless that be 
i done, 1 do not believe the result will be reached, | 
but when it is done, I have no doubt that the effect 


As to the idea of the honorable Senator from 
Illinois to pass a joint rule providing that Con- 
gress shall adjourn on the first Monday in May, 
at the long session, such a rule would be perfectly 
nugatory, if either House were to differ from it. 
I do not suppose that it would have any practical 
effect at all; but my objection to it would be that | 
the Constitution evidently intends, and the char- | 
acter of the business to be transacted implies it— ` 
that each Congress shall determine the time of ad- | 
journment for itself. The'public business of each | 
Congress may differ, and the subject is evidently | 
left, in my mind, to each to determine for itself 
when it shall adjourn. Ido not think it is prop- 
erly a subject for a joint rule by a preceding Con- | 
gress at all. I object to it, therefore, on principle. | 

But I do not think it would have any practical 
effect; because on the terms of any such rule, or of 
any law which should be passed, either House of 
Congress, without assigning any reason, could, 
refuse to adjourn on the day fixed, and Congress 
then would not stand adjourned on that day. 
There is no power by which you could impose any | 
obligatory terms upon them to stand adjourned, 
if either House chose to dissent from it. 

I do not think, therefore, that the object of | 
equalizing the sessions would be accomplished by 
this bill. I believe, however, you may accom- 
plish that object. L believe you may reach the re- 
sultof diminishing the length of time during which 
Congress may continue in session. 1 believeyou 
can do it in but one way, and that is by changing 
your per diem compensation into an annual salary. | 

Do that, and Congress will not sit beyond the 
first Monday in May. Do that, and all the public 
business will be transacted as well in three months 
as it would be in a session of five months, or as it | 
is now done in your sessions of nine months and | 
three months, You will have to do that before | 
you reach this evil connected with the prolonging 
of the sessions of Congress. You may, by this 
bill, in this way, lengthen the short session, but j 
you would find that in the long session, you 
would not adjourn by the middle of July, and it 
would gradually creep up as it has been in former 
times, until you would get into the first of Sep- |; 
tember, which has been the ordinary time of ad- 
journment for several sessions past. As long as 
the per diem compensation exists, which is the 
source of the evil, you will find that you cannot | 
shorten the session of Congress, but there will be 
an eternal tendency to prolong it. 

There will be no difficulty about it if the per 
diem is changed into an annual compensation. 
Interest—[ speak of the masses, not of individ- | 
uals—lies the other way; and the object will then 
be to transact the business and go home. There- 
fore, it being the interest of members of Congress 
to do that, according to all reasonable inferences 
of human action, they will necessarily do the 
business sooner. Ihave ne doubtof the capacity | 
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| this subject. 


| with a view to an Executive session. 


will follow, because, in point of fact, the period į 
of time which we occupy in matters really of pub- | 
lic importance—I do not speak of private bills 
merely—is but little indeed. | 

My own belief is that Congress would transact : 
all its business in three months in each year under ; 
the system of annual compensation to its mem- | 
bers; and it would get rid of a vast mass of busi- | 
ness which is nòt proper to it; and what is proper | 
to it would be done far better than itis now done. | 
i itis true we might not have the same Jenghty | 
| speeches made that are now made; it is true that | 
we might not have a political excitement in every 
Congress—but I think the general interests of the 
country would be subserved by that course of ac- 
tion. l hope that at some day, at all-events, | 
Congress will adopt the principle of annual com- 
pensation. fam very sure, in reference to the! 
| particular matter now before you, the sessions | 
will never be shortened until that principle is 
adopted. 

Mr. FOOT. I hope the Senator from Illinois | 
will consent to the postponement of this question 
until to-morrow, in order that the Senate may now 
proceed to the consideration of the special order, | 
which is the bill returned to the Senate by the 
President of the United States, with his objec- 
tions. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If it is the desire to go on 
with the special order, | have no objection to letting 
| this go over until to-morrow. 

The further consideration of the bill was ac- 
cordingly postponed until to-morrow. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

The Senate resumed the reconsideration of the 
bill making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of the indigent 
insane persons which had been returned by the 
Presidentof the United States with his objections: 

Mr. SEWARD addressed the Senate for more 


i 


to the objections made thereto by the President. 
His speech will be found in the Appendix. 
Mr. CLAY. I wish to address the Senate on 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. If the honorable Senator | 
from Alabama will give way, I will move to 
postpone the further consideration of this subject, 


Mr. CLAY. I am willing to accommodate 
myself to the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. ThenI move to postpone 
the further consideration of the subject before the | 
Senate until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ISSUE OF A REGISTER. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will defer his motion for an Executive ses- | 
sion, I should like to make a report from the | 
Committee on Commerce, That committee have 


\ 
i 
| 
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than an hour in support of the bill, and in reply | 


instructed me, upon the petition of Chatles Par- 
sons, to report a bill.“ to authorize the issuing of 
a register to the brig Amelia by the name of Abby” | 
Frances;”? and I wish to ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate ta put the bill on its passage 
now, I will say. in a word, that this'is a foreign 
vessel on which it is proposed to add repairs _ 
equivalent to three fourths of the valuation of the 
vessel. The general Jaw provides for issuing an 
American register under those circumstances 
where a vessel has been wrecked. This case does 
not come within ‘the letter, though it does come 
within the spirit of the law. The vessel is a for- 
eign vessel, requiring repairs to the extent of three 
fourths its value, although it has not been wrecked. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read a first 
and second time and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to authorize a register 
to be issued, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Navy, for the Russian-built brig named, if 
it shall be proved to his satisfaction that the cost 
of repairs made in the United States since its pur- 
chase, is equal to three fourths of the value of the 
vessel at the time of the repairs, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


COMPENSATION OF PENSION AGENTS, 


Mr. BELL. I hope the Senate will allow me— 
Iam sure my friend from Arkansas will not object 
to it—to call up the bill which has been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, ‘ making 
provision to compensate agents for paying pen~ 
sions, and prescribing the time and manner of 
settling their accounts.” It is to compensate a 
class of pension agents who served the public for 
a long time without any remuneration whatever. 
I am sure there is no Senator who has heard of 
the subject, that is not fully convinced this is an 
act of justice, I hope the bill will be taken up 
and passed now. I move that the Senate proceed 
to its consideration. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
make suitable compensation to agents for paying 
pensions, (in no case exceeding three per centum 
on the amount of moneys annually disbursed by 
each agent,) to be paid out of the fund appropriated 
for the payment of revolutionary pensioners. This 
compensation is to be in full for all services and 
contingent expenses of the agency, except for 
books, printing, and stationery. The amount al- 
lowed to any one agent is not to exceed $1,500 a 
year. Each agent ts to state his account quarterly 
and transmit it to the proper accounting officer of 
the Treasury for settlement,and a duplicate to the 
Commissioner of Pensions. He is algo to trans- 
mit semi-annually to the Commissioner the names 
of all pensioners on the lists m his agency at the 
commencement of each half year, to whom he is 
liable to make payments, the names of such pen- 


i| sioners as have been inscribed on the lists, or 


transferred to his agency during that time, and the 
names of those he has paid, those who have died, 
those whose pensions have terminated, those who 
have not demanded their pensions for fourteen 
months, those who have been transferred to other 
agencies, and the names of the female pensioners 
who have married. 

The Secretary of the {nterior is to regulate the 


| . . 
‘| remittances of funds to the agents for the pay- 


ment of pensioners, in such manner and at such 
| times as to prevent any accumulation of balances 
in their hands, 

It further provides that the provisions made by 
the bill for the compensation of pension agents 
shall be extended to those persons who served as 
pension agents prior to February 20, 1847, and 
subsequent to April 20, 1836, when no compensa- 
tion was provided by law for such services, 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the chairman of 
the committee that reported this bill, whether there 
is really any necessity for it? whether there is not 
an existing provision of law for the compensation 
of pension agents? 

Mr. SHIELDS. There is a system of pay- 
ment now in operation. This bill regulates that 
system according to the recommendations of the 
| Department; and it also provides for payment to 
those pension agents who performed the duties for 
a number of years without any compensation. 
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The bill itself states distinctly on its face what is 
to beits operation. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope this bill will not be 
passed. 1 take it ihat the provision in the last 
section of the bill will allow compensation for 
alleged services rendered twenty years ago. Often- 


- times, I know, officers of banks in different States || 


took upon themselves the duty of paying these 
pensions for the purpose of getting the deposits in 
their banks of the money for that purpose. They 
took the office without compensation, with that 


understanding for their own advantage. Now, it | 


is proposed to go back and pay people who ren- 
dered service in that way twenty or twenty-five 
years ago. It does seem to me that it is one of 


the most unreasonable and unnecessary wastes of | 


the public money which could possibly be con- 


ceived of. ‘The fourth section of the bill, if I un-. 
derstand it, provides for payment to all persons į 


who served as pension agents before 1847, and 
who were not compensated. If that be the pro- 
vision, we may have to go back forty years per- 


haps, and we may have accounts rendered under | 


that provision to the extent of how many millions 
we can have no knowledge. 


over, so that we can look into it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. There isa report accompany- 
ing the bill which explains the whole matter. I 
do not take any particular interest in it, but I hope 
the bill will be passed. 

Mr, BELL. The interest which I feel in it is, 
that there is a very worthy gentleman, who wasa 
faithful officer of the Government, and acted in 
this capacity for a number of years without any 
compensation. He is not, and never was a poli- 
tical friend of mine; but 1 should like to see him 
paid for his services. Ifthe Senator from Georgia 
will look at the bill, he will find that the provision 
about which E feel most concern, goes back only 
to 1486. Ido not distinctly perceive whether it 
includes the deposit banks or officers of those 
banks who assumed the duties of paying pension- 
ers in place of the old United States Bank. Its 
benefits are intended for a class of agents who 


were appointed in different parts of the country, |; 
especially where there were no deposit banks, ‘j 
when the United States Bank went down, and. the | 
pension moneys were withdrawn from that insti- || 


tution. Those men actually served for a number 
of years without the slightest compensation what- 
ever. I always attributed it to the difficulty which 
the party then in power felt in making compensa- 


tion to these agents, because it had been alleged | 
and argued in favor of sustaining the United | 


States Bunk, that that institution acted as theagent 
of the Government in every quarter of the coun- 
try, without any extra compensation, and they 
did not wish to create any feeling in favor of that 
institution. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator will find that this 
bill covers banks as well as individuals. 

Mr, BELL. If it be proposed to pay the de- 
posit banks subsequent to 1836 for disbursing 
these moneys, from the use of which they derived 
large profits, L should wish to have that portion 


of the bill stricken out, because they were amply || : 5 
i| case, which (suggested, of an unincorporated bank i- 


compensated for any duties of that description by 
the advantage which they received from the Gov- 
ernment deposits. 


agent, to my recollection, from that time forward, 
and he continued to labor on without compensa- 
tion under the assurance which he received from 
time to time, that by-and-by the Government 
would see that he was paid. He wasa very faith- 


ful man—my colleague knows him very well— È 
Mr. Joel L. Smith.. As I have already stated, Ii; 


considered that the point of difficulty with the 
then Administration in not coming forward and 
proposing to give compensation to these agents, 


was that it had been an argument in favor of up- | 
g 


holding the old United States Bank, that there was 
a vastamount of service rendered to the Govern- 
mentin the disbursement of the publie moneys, 
and the payment of pensions in every portion of 
the Union, without any extra compensation from 
the Government—that they did it merely in virtue 
of being the depositaries under the United States 
Bank law of the public moneys, anà considered 
the circumstance of holding the public moneys in 
their vaults, as sufficient compensation for the 
services of the clerks, and officers employed by 


But in Nashville, where there i! 


was a deposit bank, I know that bank did not | add to my amendment the words of the honor- 


act as pension agent, but there was a distinct |; able Senator: “unincorporated bank or private || 


them for the Government business. Now, sir, 
what can be more equitable-and just, than to go 


were employed to pay pensions after the United 
States Bank wentdown. I do not care for paying 
any of the banks. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The report gives the law and 


appears that on the 20th of April, 1836, Congress 
repealed 
the United States to pay pensions, and at the 
same time enacted that all such payments should 


tions as the Secretary of War might direct, and 


this act, the report says, many of the pension 
agents tendered their resignations, but were in- 


Congress would speedily compensate them for 
their services. Numerous efforts were made from 


was done in the matter until February 20, 1847, 


since. There ig, therefore, but a short period to 


But after all, the Senator from 


will apply. r from 
aink i 


Georgia is correct in one particular, and I 


section should not apply to banks. 


insert an amendment of this nature: 


li banks acted as such agents. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


that they had better give us a little time to exam- 
ine this subject. The amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Ilinois will not reach the evil, 


crimination taken in the departments between 


who had all the benefit of the deposits, to charge 
a commission. 


bank was made an agent, and not the bank itself. 

Mr. BELL. 
. Senator from Virginia agree to take it up on some 
morning? 

Mr. HUNTER. I only ask a day or two to 
look into it, and when I have examined it, I shall 
be willing to take it up and dispose of it. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hope the Senate will 
dispose of this bill now. It strikes me as being 
eminently just and proper to be passed; but in 
|! order to obviate the objection raised by gentlemen, 
as respects the compensation to be allowed to the 


| amendment: 


attorney. 


Mr. HUNTER. That would not reach the 


| 

| or a private banker. 
| Mr. DODGE, of Towa. 
i 


: banker.” 


| will pass the bill now. 
| Mr. HUNTER. 
|| poned, but now I move that it lie on the table. 


pone it? 

Mr. STUART. 
| table, it can be taken up at any time. 
' Mr. BELL. Very well. 
The motion was agreed to. 


URBAN STOLL. 


i. second time, and, on motion by Mr. HAMLIN 
_, the Senate 
| tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte 


Fi 


present pension was allowed. 


to 1836, and make compensation to the agents who 


the whole facts of the case. From the report, it 


the law which authorized the Bank of 


thereafter be made by such persons or corpora- 
that no compensation or allowance should be 
made for such service. Soon after the passage of 


duced to withdraw them on the assurance that 


time to time to fix their compensation, but nothing 


and then a general law was passed, and they have 
i! received compensation according to its terms ever 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope the bill will be laid | 
which the provisions of the last section of the bill ! 


would be better to insert a provision that tha}! 
It was not. 
intended to include them; but in order to avoid 
all difficulty, it would, perhaps, be as well to! 


Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed where | 


I wish to suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee and the Senator from [llinois, 


because in old times there was a technical dis- 
private bankers and incorporated banks. The 


amendment of the Senator would reach incorpo- 
! rated banks but would still leave private bankers, 


Mr. TOOMBS. Frequently an officer of the | 


If the bill be postponed, wiil the | 


|} banks who acted as agents, I will move this | 


i 
j 
| 
f 2 al 
i| Provided, That no payment ba alowed, under the pro- | 
i visions of this act, to any bank or bank ficer, agent, or 


Then I will agree to |F 


| 

1 

| 
Į will take it as a favor, if the Senate ji 
I asked to have the bill post- | 


' Mr. BELL. Would it not be better to post- i 


If it be ordered to lie on the 


The bill for the relief of Urban Stoll was read a | 
roceeded to consider it as in Commit- |! 
| rior to pay to Stoll, now a pensioner of the United | 
i States, a sum equal to seventy-two dollars per || 


‘annum, from July 4, 1845, to the time when his | 


| Stoll, who was a soldier of the regular Army, li 
‘and served faithfully and with distinction in the || 


Florida war, and was disabled by a serious wound 
in the thigh, in the battle of hitlacoochee, in 
July, 1845, made application to the Pension Office 
for an invalid pension, and forwarded to the office 
certificates of Captain Drane and Surgeon Abadie, 
showing his services and disability. Hearing 
nothing from his application, he went in person 
to the office, and was informed that no such papers 
as those he had forwarded could be found, and 
that it would be necessary for him to send dupli- 
cates, and make a new application. Owing to the 
distant service and circumstances of his former 
officers, he was not able to obtain duplicates until 
within this year, when, upon a reéxamination of 
his case by a medical board, he was placed on the 

ension rolls, at the rate of six dollars per month. 
He claims that he was deprived of his pension, to 
which the late action of the Pension Bureau proves 
he was entitled, by the carelessness of the clerks 
or employees of the office, in 1845, and from that 
year to the present time, The fact of his papers 
having then been duly forwarded in 1845, is 
proved by affidavit of John Hammond, accompa- 
nying the papers, and that opon those papers, if 
properly examined, he would have been allowed 
a pension, is proved by the recent action of the 
Pension Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
i| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 

REFERENCE OF HOUSE BILLS. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Henry Lewis, of Clinton county, In- 
‘| diana, was read a first and second time by its title, 


‘and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The House bill, to authorize the President to 
cause to be surveyed the tract of Jand in the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota, belonging to the half breeds, 
or mixed bloods of the Dacotah or Sioux nation 
of Indians, and for other purposes, was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. s 

The following House bills were read twice by 
their titles, and referred tothe Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands: ; 
| Bill to establish the offices of surveyor general 
l of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, to grant 
1, donations to actual settlers therein, and for other 


i, purposes; 
| Bill to extend the right of preémption over un- 
i surveyed lands in Minnesota, and for other pur- 
! poses; and 
| Bill to amend the act approved September 27, 
! 1850, to create the office of surveyor general of 
|| the public lands in Oregon, &c. ; and, also, the act 
| amendatory thereof, approved February 19, 1853. 
| The following House bills were read twice by 
| their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
| itary Affairs: 
|| Bill to provide for the continuation of a military 
| road from Myrtle Creek to Scottsburgh, in Ore- 
i! gon; 
| Bill to authorize the Secretary of War to settle 
| and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River Indian 
| war; 

Bill to provide for the construction of a military 
road in the Territory of Utah; 

Bili to refund to the Territory of Utah the ex- 
| penses incurred by said Territory in suppressing 


i 
i! Indian hostilities; and 
| Bill for the payment of the civil officers em- 
| ployed in the Territory of New Mexico while 
| under military government. 

; The House bill to increase the salaries of the 
i Executive, and judiciary officers in Oregon, New 
| Mexico, Utah, Washington, and Minnesota, and 
! House bill making appropriations to defray the 
| expenses of the Cayuse war, were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
: on Territories. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
|| and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reoponed, and f 
i The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 19, 1854. 


i, The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. MILBURN. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Prayer 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order | 


is the motion made by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. HıuLyeER] to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of introducing a bill ‘to change the day 
for the annual assembling of Congress.” 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, by permission of the 
House, then made a personal explanation, grow- 
ing out of a speech made by Senator BELL, in 


reference to the Nebraska question. [The speech 


will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the consent of the 
House to make a personal explanation. 

There being no objection, ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL proceeded. Mr. Speaker, 


in the course of my five years’ service l have | 


never before asked the consent of the House to 
make any personal explanation. Grievances of 
a purely personal nature have always seemed to 
me better settled outside this Hall. But, sir, I am 
induced this morning to change my usual policy, 
because there is, perhaps, a pertinency in my 
doing so just now, the gentleman from Tennessee 
having brought before the House matters con- 
nected with his speech on the Nebraska question. 

I shall bring to the notice of the House some 
remarks personal to me, which purport to have 
been made by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. CRURCHWELL,] upon this floor, on 
the subject of the Nebraska bill. It is with great 
regret that I feelit necessary to advert now to any 
of the occurrences which took place during that 
memorable struggle. So far as any personal dif- 
ficulty which I may have been connected with 
during that struggle is concerned—I am very hap- 
py to say to the House that I had only one—to 
use the stereotyped expression, ‘* which has been 
amicably adjusted on terms, I believe, entirely con- 
sistent with the honor of both parties? [Laugh- 
ter. 

But I hold in my hand the speech of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, who has just taken his seat. 
I find that I am alluded to in that speech as an 
“& Abolitionist.’’ Now, sir, I listened to thatspeech 
with great attention, and I did not hear my name 
mentioned atall. T will read the extract, and then 
I will ask the honorable gentleman whether he 
uttered these remarks upon the floor of the House, 
or whether he followed the somewhat usual cus- 
tom in the House, and inserted them in revising 
the notes for the purpose of perfecting his argu- 
ment? He says: 

% So, it will be seen by this vote, that both the Whig Sena- 
tors from ‘Tennessee [ Messrs. Jones and BELL) voted for 
the repeal, while four of my colleagues (Messrs. CULLOM, 
ETHERIDGE, Tay or, and Buae]in this end of the Capitol 
are found voting with such Abolitionists as Gippines and 
CAMPBELL, and with the Free-Soilers, against it.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, Lask the gentleman whether 
he uttered this language upon the floor of the 
House or not? ; 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. My recollection does 
not serve me whether I used those words in the 
Hall or not; but Lam responsible for them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; I have no doubt 
the gentleman is responsible. I have no question 
of his responsibility at all. 
propounded was this: Did you utter that language 
onthis floor? The gentleman evades the ques- 
tion, and says he is responsible. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
yield me? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not unless the gentleman 
can answer my question. That is the purpose I 
am driving at. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then the gentleman | 
i in the meanwhile I never voted any other than a 


will allow me to answer? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. My colleague [Mr. 
Smiru] tells me that he heard me use the language 
referred to, s 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I have to say, Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman has done me injustice, and 
thereby, I think, he has done injustice to his col- 
leagues. Ido not care what position the gentle- 
man may give me where his speech will be circu- 
lated. Icare but little for the name, whether the 
gentleman calls me an Abolitionist or Free-Soiler, 


9i 


The interrogatory I j 
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Whig or Democrat, in Tennessee. 1 have always 
avowed here, sir, on all proper occasions, without 
fear, I think 1 may be permitted to say, my prin- 
ciples in relation to the institution of slavery, and 
every other great question which came before this 
House. 
_ And I have this to say—and I say it in connec- 
tion with another passage of the gentleman’s 
speech, to which I will call his attention in a mo- 
ment—that I know a very great effort was made 
on the eve of the last presidential election to brand 
the supporters of General Scott as Abolitionists 
throughout the South; and as it was well known 
that the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Cutiom] and 
myself united in his support, on the eve of that 
election there was published in this city, in the 
organ of the Administration, the Union news- 
paper, a base and infamous forgery over my sig- 
nature, in which it was alleged that I knew, from 
private conferences with General Scott, that, if 
elected, he would use his influence to repeal the 
fugitive slave law. I know that that document 
thus published, that forgery thus issued from this 
city and that press, over my name, was circulated 
broadcast throughout the State of Tennessee; and 
I appeal to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ZoLLICOFFER] whether such was not the fact? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (in his seat.) That is 
true. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I discovered the fact but 
a few days before the presidential election, at my 
tome in Ohio; and I immediately telegraphed to 
all the leading Whig papers in the South that the 
paper was a forgery. Among other gentlemen, I 
think that I telegraphed to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. ZoLuicorrer. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (in his seat.) That is 


rue. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Having thus created the 
impression, by this forged document, in the South, 
that I am an Abolitionist, the gentleman comes 
here and assumes that I am such, and classifies 
his colleagues with me in order that they might be 
affected by itin Tennessee. And it is not on my 
own account, sir, asl said before, that I make 
this correction; but for the reason that I am un- 
willing any friend or foe of mine shall have in- 
justice done him by means of this kind, if 1 can 
prevent it. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of course. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. If] mistook the gen- 
tleman’s position, I presume it is for him to define 
now what his position really is. I do not desire 
to misrepresent the gentleman. If I misunderstood 


him, I would be glad to know where the misun- | 


derstanding was. I judged of the gentleman by 
his associations on this floor, and by his votes; 
finding him always voting with the Abolitionists, 
I think I had aright to view him as such. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to correct the gen- 
tleman. I am not charging that he has madea 
willful misrepresentation; but I am charging that 
by these statements, and by this particular asso- 
ciation, he has done gross injustice to his own 
colleagues. Now, sir, my antecedents and my 
principlesare known here, and you may call them 
what you please. 

My antecedents are these: My first vote was 
given for Henry Clay. I voted for him always 
when he was a candidate, and used all my ener- 
gies and power, and not a little money, to secure 
a triumph for him. My last vote upon the presi- 
dential question was given for General Scott, and 


Whig ticket. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? Did he not vote 
against the fugitive slave law? . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Did [ not vote against the 
fugitive slave law? To be sure I did, and so did 
every Whig from the North upon this floor, except 
three. I might say in relation to the measures of 
1850, that a great many southern mén voted 
against the admission of California. I now come 
to another part of the gentleman’s speech, and to 


i 


{ 


which I wish to invite the attention of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. In speaking of the speech of 
hig colleague (Mr. CuLLom] upon the Nebraska 
bil, and of those who had congratulated him, he 
says, “such men as Guopinags, of Ohio, did so.” 
I desire to ask my colleague (Mr. Gippines] 
whether, at the time the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. CuLLom] made his speech upon the Ne- 


‘braska bill, he did come up and congratulate him? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I cannot speak as to the 
time the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. CuLLom] 
made his speech, otherwise than by reports in 
the newspapers. At the time the gentleman made 
his speech upon the Nebraska bill I was in Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Did you congratulate him 
by telegraph? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I did not. [knew nothing 
of the speech till some time afterwards, and could 
not have had any communication upon the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Again, he says Gerrit 
Smyrn congratulated him. I would ask the hon- 
orable gentleman from New York [Mr. Smitu] 
whether he came upon that occasion and con- 
gratulated the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SMITH. | I did not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itseems, then, that neither 
of these gentlemen congratulated the gentleman 
from Tennessee. Now comes the point to which 
lask the gentleman’s particular attention. He 
says that “Mr. Camper, who is of the same 
stripe with these gentlemen, did congratulate the 
gentleman from Tennessee,” (Mr. CuLLom } I 
sat in my seat closely observing and listening to 
the debate between the two honorable gentlemen 
from Tennessee, and I never heard a syllable of 
the statement which the gentleman has published. 


| T now ask the gentleman from Tennessee whether 
; he uttered those remarks upon the floor of the 
| House, or did he 


print them subsequently in his 
speech, merely? ; 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. ‘The gentleman from 
Ohio is indeed jealous of the reputation of my 
honorable colleague. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Notatall. He is able to 
take care of that himself. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. When I made allu- 
sion to the fact that my colleague was congratu- 
lated by the Abolitionists of the North, I hadno 
ideaof making any personal allusion, or indulging 
in any personal disrespect tothe gentleman. Nor 
did | know before that the gentleman considered 
it disrespectful to be congratulated by such menas 
the gentleman from Ohio. My object was to show 
who seemed to admire most the sentiments uttered 
by my colleague. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have not said that it was. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I referred to these : 
honorable gentlemen congratulating my colleague, 
because they were the most prominent men on that 
side of the question. I believe I said, in the first in- 
stance, that men of such stamp as Gipvines, of Ohio, 
congratulated him. 1 did not say he (Gippines) 
congratulated him, and I repeat the same now. 

I alluded to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Saurx,] as next in my mind upon the Abolition 
side of the question. I referred to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Ginpinas] first. I now accept 


| the correction, but I believed that the gentleman 


from Ohio [Mr. Campsexy] congratulated my 
colleague (Mr. CuLLom;] it matters not, others of 
the same stripe did. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The point is, did the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee say that? 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. My recollection is 
that I did. Itis here in the speech. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not ask anything 
more than the gentleman’s recollection. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. But one thing more. 
Task the gentleman from Ohio whether he con- 
siders himself an Abolitionist or not? Did he not 
say in a speech made by him at the last session of 
Congress ‘* That if a law were passed respecting the 


i fugitive slave law, General Scott, if elected to the 


Presidency, would not veto it ?’’ 
Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman shall not 
find me either evading any question that he pro- 
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pounds, or going afterwards and inserting in my | 
printed speech any other remarks than those 
which I actually make use of when thus inter- 
rogated. i 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Nor will the gentle- 
man find any remarks in my speech for which I 
will not hoid myself responsible. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘That is another thing; I 
ami not questioning the gentleman’s responsibility | 
at all. It was as to a matter of fact that I inquiréd. 
Did he utter this sentence on the floor? 

, First, then, I have never voted the Abolition 

ticket; and I reply- to the gentleman’s question 

that 1 did say that I believed General Scott was a | 
Whigthat he entertained Whig doctrines in re- 
gard to the exercise of the veto power; and that I 
believed, if he were elected President, and if the 
Congress of the United States should repeal the 
fugitive slave law, he would not veto the bill; and 
I believeso still, Ifthe gentleman desires to know 
anything further on the subject of my opinions of 
the fugitive slave law, I can tell him that I not 
only voted against that law, but I spit on plat- 
forms” which approved its details, and I am op- 
posed to it now. He will see by this confession 

that there is no evasion of the question on my part. į 

But, Mr. Speaker, I propounded the question to 
the gentleman as to whether he made use of the 
terms which appear in his printed speech? He 
says his impression is that hedid. Now,I would 
appeal to the honorable gentleman, his colleague, | 
{Mr. Cutrom,] who was watching every remark 
that he made at that time, as will be seen by his 
response I did myself, whether he [Mr. Cururcu- 
wELL] did make this remark, and charge in his 
speech, when he delivered it, that ] had congrat- 
ulated him ? 

Mr. CULLOM. In relation to the question | 
raised by my honorable friend from Ohio, (Mr. 
Campzen.,] touching the discussion on the Ne- 
braska bill, in which my colleague from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Cuurenwenr) took part when that 
question was pending, it will be seen, by reference | 
to the speech of my colleague, that he referred to 
me, making certain accusations against me, and 
that the main thread of the speech turned upon 
the positions which I had taken in my speech on 
this question, and the course of my honorable 
colleague in the Senate, [Mr. Bee. } In the course | 
of his speech, my honorable colleague said that | 
my speech was received with much Gclé by north- | 
ern Abolitionists, and announced that, onthe con- 
clusion of it, £ was congratulated by the Aboli- 
tionists of the House. 1 was met, he said, by 
such Abolitionists as Gippinas, of Ohio. 1 then 
rose and said to my friend that that was untrue; 
and that Mr. Ginpines never had congratulated 
mie, but was in the State of Ohio when my speech 
was delivered. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL, (interrupting.) When 
my colleague rose on the occasion he refers to,l 
said~as the House will recollect, and as my | 
speech will show—* such men as Gipvines, of | 
Ohio,” I repeat the same now. 

Mr. CULLOM.. He charged me, as I un- 
derstand it, with having been congratulated by 
avowed enemies of our institutions, such as Gin- 
pines, of Ohio. I then told him [ was not con- | 
gratulated by him. Then he said that he meant 
men of that stamp; Gerrit Samira and others, con- 
gratulated me, F told him that he was equally 
unfortunate in that charge; that Mr. Smiru had j 
never congratulated me upon thespeech, from that | 
day to this. Then he said that } was congratu- 
lated by men of such stamp; but did not mention 
the name of my friend, [Mr. CamPBELL, of Ohios] 
and had he done so, I should have told him that 
he was also, in that charge, incorrect, because he 
never congratulated me upon this floor in refer- 
ence to my speech. i 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. The honorable gen- | 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camrseti,] who raises 
this question of veracity, is very jealous of the 
reputation of my colleague, and perhaps thinks 
him not capable of defending himself. He calls 
upon men directly interested, and makes witnesses 
of them, to state what wag said, Now, I havea) 
colleague here who says he heard me in every | 
remark I made; and he says I did make the re- 
marks in my printed speech. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Theremark of my colleague, 
when I told him that Mr. Gropives did not con- | 
pratulate me, was that Mr, Gerrit Smira did. 1 | 
told him he was in fault in that. Then he said if 


that gentlemen of like political sentiments did, 
without specifying any name. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. “Ofthat stamp” were 
the words. Such was the fact, andi repeat it 
now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I told my colleague those 
gentlemen did not congratulate me, and that Mr. 
Smiru did not. ; 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Did not the Aboli- 
tionists congratulate you upon the occasion? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam glad my colleague has 
asked the question. I have seen it charged, in 
the Union newspaper of this city, that ] was con- 
gratulated by Mr. Gironines and the Abolitionists, 
who hung around me like a cloud. I say here, 
in my place, that if any Abolitionist upon this 
floor congratulated me upon the occasion I do not 
know him as such to-day, nor did I then. But 
men of both political parties, and both sections of 
the Union, did congratulate me in great numbers, 
as all saw and know, among whom were ex- 
treme southern men, announcing that though they 
differed with me in opinion upon the question, 
they congratulated me upon the effort. Among 
them was the distinguished -gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Presron,] and my worthy friend 
from Virginia, now no more, [Mr. Snoperass,] 
Governor Aiken, of South Carolina, Mr. REESE, 
of Georgia, Mr. Kerr, of North Carolina, several 
of my own colleagues; and many other gentlemen, 
whose names I need not repeat, who differed 
with me in reference to the bill, would, if neces- 
sary, do me the justice to say the same thing. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. They did not con- 
gratulate you upon the sentiments of the speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course not; but I felt it 
was the greater compliment. f positively deny 
that 1 was congratulated by a single Abolitionist 
upon the occasion; and the gentleman should 


| learn to be a little more particular in making those 


sweeping and random charges, intended to affect 
{= D 2 


| others, without the semblance of truth or fact to 


sustain them. Being untrue, these charges all fall 


i to the ground, 


Mr. OLDS. I rise to a question of order. I 
submit that the adjournment of Congress is now 
under consideration, and that this debate is not 
applicable to that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Ohio asked, and obtained leave, to make a 
personal explanation. And therefore, what he is 
saying is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not intend to have 
my attention diverted from the issue that is made. 
l assert that, although I paid the closest attention 
to the honorable gentleman during the delivery of 
his speech, I did not hear him make any allusion 
to me. His colleague [Mr. CuLLom] says he did 
not hear him. I now ask his other colleague on 
my right, (Mr. TayLor,] whether he heard him 
say any such thing. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order, 
I want to know what is the question before the 
House? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 


before the House is the personal explanation of || 


the gentleman from Ohio, for which the House 
have given unanimous consent. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, I objectto his pro- 
ceeding upon the ground that this is not personal 


| explanation, 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. IL hope the gentleman 
will not object to my colleague answering the 
question which the gentleman from Ohio has put. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ido object. This is not the 
place to settle matters of this kind. I move that 
the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order, and decides that the 
gentleman has not the floor to make the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. JI now ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Taytor,] to say whether 
he heard his colleague use the language to which 
I have referred. 

Mr. HILLYER. I rise toa question of order, 
and { place it upon a ground which | think will 
be sustained by the Chair. The gentleman from 
Ohio has the floor to make a personal explanation, 
but I hold that consent does not give him the right 


to interrogate members about the House in rela- || 
tion to a controversy respecting the speech of a || 


brother member, That does not come within the 


privilege which has been extended to him by the || 


i House. Task thathe may be confined to the priv- 
| ilege allowed him by the House to make a per- 
| sonal explanation. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
| state that the House, by unanimous consent, gave 
the gentleman from Ohio the privilege of making 
la personal explanation, and that he must be the 
i judge, to a very great extent, of what that expla- 
| nation shall be. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Having been 
called upon to state what is my recollection as to 
the point of difference between the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Camppett,} and my colleague from 
Tennessee, [Mr. CourcHweE 1, ] all thatitis neces- 
sary, I presume, for me to say is, that my recol- 
lection of what occurred between my colleagues, 
[Messrs. CHURCHWELL and CuLtom,| on the oc- 
casion referred to, is precisely as stated by my 
colleague, (Mr. Cuttem.] That is my recollec- 
tion. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Now, I hope the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will ask the same question of 
my other colleague near me, [Mr. Smrrn,] who 
was close by me when I made the remarks alluded 
to. 3 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to bring this matter to a close. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Ilhopethe gentleman 
will allow my colleague (Mr. Smitu) to make a 
statement in justice to me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Very well, propound the 
question to him yourself, 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. No, sir; I will not 
ask it, but in justice to myself I ask you, sir, to 
propound it. f 

Mr. SEWARD. I now renew my point of 
order. The House will perceive that this is not 
| a proper personal explanation. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. [hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon his objection until my col- 
į league has made his statement. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I apprehend that the gen- 
| tleman from Georgia cannot prevent the statement 

from being made. 
| Mr. SEWARD. I insist upon my question of 
j order. The object of this discussion is evidently 
i to arraign the gentleman from Tennessee upon 
! the charge of falsehood. [A laugh.] 
| Several Mempers, ‘Oh, no!” 
| Mr. CHURCHWELL. l do not so under- 
; stand it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly I have no such 
purpose. 

Mr.SEWARD. Well, sir, this is a question 
in which the gentleman from Tennessee is only 
| concerned. 1 want to know how the gentleman 
‘from Ohio is personally interested in the mat- 


| ter? 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 


overrules the question of order raised by the gen- 
| tleman from Georgia, 

:' Mr. SEWARD. Then I appeal from the de- 
| cision of the Chair. 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
| unanimously permitted the gentleman from Ohio 
| to make a persénal explanation. The gentleman 
i from Georgia raises the question of order that the 
i gentleman from Ohio is not confining himself to 
The Chair overrules the ques- 


| man from Georgia takes anappeal. The question 

| now is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House??? 

| Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope, in justice to 

| myself, that the gentleman from Ohio may be al- 

| 


Mr. SEWARD. At the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Caurcnwe.y,] I 
withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am very far from ar- 
raigning the gentleman from Tennessee on the 
charge of falsehood. I wish that understood. 
What I do undertake to say is, that there are 
things printed in that speech which, whether said 
or not, are not true. Ido not say that the gentle- 
| man from Tennessee has wilfully and deliberately 
> uttered untruth; but he has uttered,if what is 
printed was uttered, an untrue statement of several 
| things. 
| Mr. CHURCHWELL. Point them out. 

i Mr. CAMPBELL. Whether they were said 
i or not the allegations are not correct, the first that 
| is untrue, and thegentleman will understand me to 
| use the term in no disrespectful sense, is that his 
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colleague was congratulated by my colleague, Mr. 
GIDDINGS. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 
that the gentleman must, in his explanation, con- 


fine himself to the portions of the speech referring |i 


to himself. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. So closely am I associated 
in all these matters that I cannot explain without 
referring to them, 

The gentleman is next mistaken as to the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Geratr Smuts] 
and thirdly, as to the charge that I congratulated 
the gentleman ’s colleague [Mr. CuLLom} upon this 
floor, | know that itis not correct. The gentle- 
man will so recollect himself. It is untrue, and I 
know it, and so pronounce it, for thereason which 
1 shall now proceed to give. I purposely and 
studiously avoided turning my face to the gentle- 
man when he was delivering his speech, and | 
purposely and studiously avoided going to him, 
shaking hands and congratulating him, as the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Axen] and others did. I did so for the reason 
that I believed an effort would be made in some 
quarter or another to put these personal friends of 
mine [Messrs. Cutom, ETHERIDGE, Taybor, and 
Buee] in a false position at home. Now, I say, 
in the face of God and the country, that the gen- 
tleman is mistaken when he says in this speech 
that I did go up and congratulate his colleague. 

I have but a word more to say. Iam actuated 


in this matter by no unkind feeling towards the |; 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. CHURCHWELL,] 
for | think thata harsh word has never passed 
between us since the commencement of our inter- 
course here. I did not rise because I felt that any 
injury was done me by classing me with the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen to my right, (Messrs. Giv- 
pines and Smiru;] not at all; for do not know 
but what they have been more in the right than I 
have. I have never acted with their party. | 
arose for the purpose of correcting this matter, 
for the benefit of the gentleman’s colleagues, sup- 
posing that, by reason of the forged papers which 
have been used heretofore to stigmatize me in 
Tennessee, and the means used to associate these 
gentlemen with me now, their constituents might 
-be led to indulge in erroneous opinions in relation 
to their associations and their action here upon 
great national questions. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
reply. 

Mr. HILLYER. IT must object. We have 
already taken up a full hour with this matter, and 
I object to the gentleman’s proceeding. 

Mr.CHURCHWELL. I hope thegentleman 


I ask but a word in 


from Georgia will allow me to reply to what the || at he 
|| to defend any gentleman who it might be thought |! 


gentleman from Ohio has said. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. [hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee may be allowed to proceed with his 
remarks. 


Mr. ORR. l move to suspend the rules for 


the purpose of enabling the gentleman from Ten- | 


nessee to go on. 

Mr. HILLYER. At the earnest request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Iam indeed thank- 
ful for the speech just closed by the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camrsrtu.}] The 
point which he rose to make was, that] had said 
that the Abolitionists and Free-Soilers had con- 
gratulated myscolleague, [Mr. Cuntom]—men of 
such stamp as Mr. Gippines, of Ohio, Mr, 
Smtru, of New York, and Mr. CAMPBELL, of 
Ohio. 
tleman makes is,—and he says he means it in 
no disrespect,—that I used his name in connec- 


tion with men of such stamp as Gippives and |; 


Smirn as congratulating my colleague. Í have 
been informed by several gentlemen, particularly 
by my colleague, (Mr. Smiru,] that I made use 
of the language contained in the speech, as pub- 
lished by me. If I was then incorrect, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. CuLLom] should 
have corrected me. There was a crowd of north- 
ern Free-Soilers around my colleague, [Mr. Cur- 
Lom. Imay have been mistaken as to Mr. Camp- 
BELL being among them—I am not mistaken as 
to the point of fact, that he was congratulated by 
Free-Soilers and Abolitionists. 

There is one thing about which there is no mis- 
take: that the speech of my colleague contained 
sentiments which made it popular at the North. 


The direct point which the honorable gen- | 


{i 


l! since the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 


|; people—because they all believe it—that he enter- | 


|! saying that I had congratulated his colleague; an 


| Mr. CHURCHWELL. 


L find Abolition names upon the record, or list of | 
those who subscribed for the honorable gentle- | 
| man’s speech—Sumner, Sewarp, and others of | 
i like stamp. i 
|} Mr. SEWARD. Say Sewarn, of New York, |! 
; [Laughter.] | 
: Mr.CHURCHWELL. With pleasure, sir; all | 
know it is the Abolitionist I allude to. 

Mr. CULLOM. A much larger number of my 
speech was circulated at the South than at the 
North, 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I do know that fif- 
| teen thousand of this speech, which the gentleman 
i from Ohio [Mr. Gampreii) rises here and at- 
‘tempts to justify, were circulated at the North, 
: and that five thousand were subscribed for by one 
: gentleman, (Mr. Marreson, of New York,] who 
: 18, L believe, a known Abolitionist, and known to 
' be an intimate friend of Sewarn, of New York. 
: The gentleman’s own statement makes a worse 
; case for my colleague than anything said by me. 
! What does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camr- 
! BELL} say to-day? Heassigns asthe reason why || 
he did not congratulate my colleague, that he was | 
afraid that it would do him an injury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. l hope the gentleman | 
: from Tennessee will not misstate what I said. 1 | 
| was then alluding to the assertion which the gen- | 
tleman made, that I did congratulate his colleague, 
{Mr. CuLLom.]. X said I did not congratulate him, | 
and I gave as a reason for it that I had under- 
stood from other sources that 1 was charged with | 
having made an effort to sway the opinions of the | 
' gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Curtom.] | par: i 
posely and studiously, therefore, avoided con- 
gratulating him, because F did not desire to have 
any suspicion of that kind entertained by gentle- 


men. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to say that he studiously avoided 
congratulating my colleague for fear that he might 
i do him an injury with the people of Tennessee. 
And why, why, I would ask, was he under that : 
apprehension? 
: Mr. CAMPBELL. I will answer the gentle- || 
|! man why it was. It was for the reason which I | 
have given—that I knew tens of thousands of || 
' forged documents, purporting to have been written i 
; by me, and over my signature, had been scattered | 
i over the State of Tennessee, charging Abolition | 

sentiments, and so forth, on me. Thatis the reason | 
t 
Tennessee. | 


why I feared to injure him with the people of 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. It is the first time, | 


| CamereLL] has been a member of this House, that į 
I have ever heard of the fact that he has attempted ; 


| would be injured by an association with him. The | 
| honorable gentleman need not get up and tell the | 


tains Abolition notions. They know that he isan | 
enemy to the fugitive slave bill. What better |i 
| evidence do they want of his being an Abolition- || 
ist? Why, he answers that by saying that allj 


i the Whigs of the North are equally Abolitionists. | 
This makes his case stili worse, and is, indeed, || 
poor palliation ! H 
But [ shall detain the House only a few mo- :! 

i ments longer. I have been astonished at the ex- 
; traordinary position assumed by these gentlemen || 
: this morning. It wasadeep-laid scheme that was || 
| laid to entrap me, in which the honorable gentle- || 
man from Ohio [Mr. CamPeBELL] set the triggers, H 

| which my colleague from Tennessee was to pull. i| 
| 

| 

f 

{ 

| 


i 
ii 
id 


Beautiful association that, [Mr. CvuLLom and Mr. i 
| CamPBELL.} It will make my colleague popular f 
| in Tennessee! f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I expressly stated that I: 
i did not mean to charge that the gentleman from | 
! Tennessee (Mr. CnurcuweELL] had made his mis 
| statements willfully, or for the purpose of misrep- | 
i resenting me. What Í stated emphatically was, | 
i that the remark of the gentleman was not true, wa 
| not correct; that the gentleman was mistaken i 


I have proven that he was mistaken. 
l accept the gentle 
| man’s explanation. Hehasa right to correct me 
and I accept his correction. But I hold to what 
| did say, that my colleague was congratulated b 
| Abolitionists. He [Mr. CuLLom] does not deny 
| that, but he says that gentlemen alike from North ! 
| and South, congratulated him; and he mentions |] 


the names of some two or three southern. men 
who did so. But, sir, I am well satisfied thatthose 
gentlemen congratulated the ability, and not'the 
sentiment of his speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course. ; 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Of course—the gen- 
tleman says. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Let my colleague state the 
Abolitionist on this floor. who congratulated me 
onthat head. > 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I said that Free- 
Soilers and Abolitionists congratulated him. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isay that not one Abolitionist 
or Free-Soiler congratulated me, as faras I. know. 

Mr.‘CHURCHWELL. So far as.the gentle- 
man knows of. 

Mr. CULLOM. I deny that they did, and I 
require proof of the fact, 

Mr. SAGE. Give the names. : 
$ Mr. CHURCHWELL. f would name you 

rst, K 7 

Mr. SAGE. As the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. CrurcuweLL] has made allusion to me 
as-one of those who congratulated the gentleman 


| from Tennessee, {Mr. CurLom,] and as being a 


Free-Soiler, | want to state that the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

.Mr. CHURCHWELL. f did not say that 
you did. [ stated that the gentleman from New 
York approved of the sentiments of that speech, 

Mr. SAGE. I will state to the gentleman my 
position. I haveever been a Whig of the Henry 
Clay school, and one of the few who supported 
him in the Philadelphia convention, until General 
Taylor was nominated, and that, too, when a 
porion of the Kentucky delegation voted against 

im. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I wish to ask my 
colleague if Messrs. Marreson and Morsan did 
not congratalate him? 

Mr. CULLOM. I presume they did. I can- 
not speak with certainty; but I presume they did. 
I do not know the fact whether they did or not, 

Mr. MATTESON. Did the gentleman ask 
whether I congratulated him? 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. I did. 

Mr. MATTESON. I was at Utica, New 
York, at the time the speech was made; but had 
L been here I should have done so. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. Then nobody con- 
gratulated the gentleman. [Laughter.] j 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to answer? 

Mr. HUGHES. [I rise to a question of order. 
It is this: whether, when any question arises in 
the Efouse, it is in order for any one member to 
poll the members of the House? 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Has the morning 
hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not yet commenced. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will now answer the gen- 
uleman’s question. I am called upon to state 
whether I did not congratulate the gentleman’s 
colleague [Mr. Cu.tom] at the close of his speech ? 
I thank God I had the opportunity of congratula- 
ting a good and honest man from the South. 

Let me say to the gentleman, that I never be- 
longed to a Free-Soil or Abolition organization, 
but always to the old-fashioned Whig, Henry 
Clay school, until he [Henry Clay] abandoned us 
on the fugitive slave law. [Laughter.] 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Asnury Dicxins, their Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had passed 
ills of the following titles: 

S. R. No. 380. An act to authorize the coin- 
ge of gold pieces of the value respectively of ten 
agles and five eagles, and for other purposes; and 

S. R. No. 398. An act for the relief of the 
heirs of Captain Joshua Chamberlain, deceased, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

House bill No. 178. An act for the relief of 


Q 2 


Benjamin Rowe; and 


House bill No. 266. An act for the relief of 
Captain E. A. F. Lavalette, of the United States 
Navy, severally without amendment. | 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 1 have at last agcer- 
tained that he was congratulated by at least one 
Abolitionist, [Mr. W astiserye, of Ilinois.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Miinois. I did con- 
gratulate the gentleman, and 1 shall ever congrat- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


E. 


1444 


June 19, 


ulate such noble. sentiments, by whomsoever ut- 
tered. . p : S 
- Mr. EWING. I should like the gentleman 
from Illinois to state whether he, too, is of the 
Henry Clay school? ‘{Laughter.] — 

Mr. WASHBURNE. lam. Iwil state that 
I was a member of the convention at Baltimore, 
and helped to nominate Henry Clay, in 1844. 

‘Mr. CHURCHWELL. One word, and I will 
close. The points, and, as I understand it, the 
only points which have been made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio upon me, is simply whether I 
used the expressicn to which he has referred in 
my: printed: speech, in my remarks in the House, 
and whether he did congratulate my colleague 
upon his speech. The gentlemen have presented 
their evidence. Now, sir, I come in with rebuttin 
testimony. I will present affirmative evidence. 
ask my colleague, (Mr. Smrra]—and I might bring 
other witnesses to back him, if necessary—to state 
to the House whether he did not hear me use the 
language contained in my printed speech to which 
the gentleman from Ohio has referred ? | 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. It will be recol- 
lected that I occupied a seat near my colleague 
during the delivery of his speech. Atthe portion 
of his speech now in controversy, I was handing 
my colleague an extract which he had desired me 
to turn to for him, and as Í handed it to him, he 
turned to me, and while finishing a remark, I dis- 
tinctly heard him use the name of Mr. CAMPBELL. 
ldo not think he said it loud enough to be heard 
by the House generally, but I heard him dis- 
tinctly. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Now, I think that 
matter is settled; and now E want the gentleman 
distinctly to understand that I accept his correc- 
tion, but that he has not entrapped me, as was pre- 
meditated, and as he desired. I have done. 

` Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I now rise to 
a question of privilege. 

r. CULLOM, [ask the gentleman to allow 
me to say a word. I will not occupy the time of 
the House but a moment. 

Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that enough 
has been said upon this matter; but as the gentle- 
man desires to make an explanation in reference 
to himself, I will yield to him, hoping that he will 
make his remarks as brief as possible. 

Mr.HILLYER. I must object to any further 
personal explanation. I gave notice some time 
since that I would. 


HON. MIKE WALSH=-CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. On Saturday 
last there was presented to this House a petition 
signed by George W. Isaacs, of the city of New 
York, and others, protesting against the right of 
the Hon. Mire Warsa to hold a seat upon this 
floor. As that memorial is short, E send it to the 
Clerk, and ask that it may be read. 

The memorial was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


To the Honorable the House of Representatives: 


The petition of George W. [saacs and others, whose | 
names are hereunto appended, of the city of New York, | 
respectfully showeth : à 

That early in the present session, a petition was pre- | 
sented to the House, alleging, and offering to sustain by 
evidence, the faet that Mike Walsh, now holding a seat in 
the House, from the fourth congressional district of the 
State of New York, was incapacitated to retain the same, | 
by reason of his being an alien. "The petition was reported 
back by the Committee of Mlections, because no proofs 
accompanied it. A further petition was subsequently pre- 
sented, with two affidavits annexed, of respectable wit- | 
nesses, taken before a United States Commissioner, estab- 
lishing the faet of Mr. Walsh’s ineligibility, with an offer 
to produce additional testimony in support thereof, in such 
manner as the House or its Committee of Etections might 
order and direct. Repeated etiorts have been made by per- 
sonal correspondence with some members of the commit- | 
tee, to ubtain a hearing of the matter; but thus far it has 
been without success. We now desire to bring this ques- | 
tion directly to the attention of the House, and to ask, as |! 
we respectfully do. that some order shall be promptly made, | 
by means of which your petitioners shall be enabled to lay ; 
before you their proofs, which we are ready to adduce 
whenever au opportunity shali be afforded to us; and in 
guch manner as shall be directed by you. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. 

G., W. ISAACS, 
JOUN GRIFFIN, 192 Hester street, 
WILLARD PHELPS, No, 16, First avenue, 
PATRICK HURLEY, No. 82} Chatham street. | 
WILLIAM P. POWERS, 76 Prince street. 
JOHN KETCHUM, 271 Elizabeth street, 
New Yor, May 30, 1854. 


Mr. STANTON. ‘The memorial just read was i 
gent to the Speaker of this House, accompanied ; 
by the letter which I hold in my hand, with the |l 


| withdraw my objection. 
| s0; but I think that the paper ought not to have 


| now to be read. 


request that it be read to this body. The letter to 
the Speaker goes on to say that the first memorial 
to the House was sent at the commencement of 
the session, to Mr. Ewina, one of the Committee 
of Elections, who ‘‘has played the traitor and 
coward in stifling its contents from the country.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee, in the chair.) The gentleman had bet- 
ter have the letter read from the desk. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not intend to have the 
whole of the letter read. I only wish to refer to 
those parts which cast censure very unjustly, I 
think, upon members of the Committee of Elec- 
tions. . 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I claim that the whole 
paper ought to be read. ; 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; if that be the 
wish of the House, it must be so; though I prefer 


! it should not be done. 


The Clerk then proceeded to read the letter as 
far as Mr. Sranron had stated its contents. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) I object to the read- 
ing of a document which reflects in the manner 
this does on a member of this House. 

Mr. EWING. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his objection, and let the letter be read. It 
would be doing me great injustice to stop its read- 
ing now. 

[Cries of “ Read it!’’] : 

The SPEAKER. The paper will be read. 
Connected with the right of a member to a seat 
in this body, and introduced on a privileged ques- 
tion, it must, in the opinion of the Chair, be read, 
if desired. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not assent to the correctness 
of the proposition that everything submitted here 
as a question of privilege must, of necessity, be 
read. The gentleman from Kentucky asks me to 
In justice to him I do 


been presented when it reflected in the manner it 
does on a member of this House. 

Mr. STANTON. I have no desire that the 
paper should be read. J intended simply to read 


| a few lines of it, in order to show to the House 


that the Committee of Elections have been very 
much censured in consequence of their not having, 
as these persons suppose, taken proper action on 
their petition. These letters are addressed, one 
to the Speaker, and ‘the other to the honorable 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Smiru,] and 
reflect on the committee and the honorable mem- 
ber whose claim to a seat here is contested, in very 
gross and vulgar language. My object in obtain- 
ing the floor this morning, was simply to present 
this matter to the House, and to ask it to take 
some action on the subject, which | shall indicate 
in proper time. [ hope that the further reading 
of the papers will be dispensed with, and that Í 
may be allowed to go on with my statement. 

(Cries of ** Read !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
to dispense with the further reading of the papers? 

Mr. STANTON. I merely suggested that 
their further reading be dispensed with, on account 
of the nature of their contents; and as that seems 
to be the desire of some gentlemen, I submit the 
motion now to dispense with the further reading, 


| if that be necessary to get rid of the reading. 


Mr. EWING. I would ask it now as a favor 
from the House that the letter be read. F think, 
in justice to me, that its further reading should 
not be dispensed with. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Enough has been 
read to make the reading of the remainder neces- 
sary. i 

Mr. HUNT. I think that the entire letter ought 
lt brings a charge of dishonor 
against a member of this House. The whole 
letter, when read, will show the- temper in which 
it has been communicated to the body. As an 
act of justice to the gentleman from Kentucky, it 
ought to be read. 

Mr. SFANTON. Permit me to say, that the 
remarks inclosed in brackets are only those which 
relate to the committee. The balance of the let- 
ter refers to the honorable gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Waxsu,] and treats him quite as 
badly, if not worse, than the committee. 

Mr. PRESTON. I hope the letters will be 
read. 


The question was thentaken whether the letters | 


should be read, and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 


The letters were 
Clerk. 

Mr. STANTON, It will be seen that the au- 
thor of these letters refers to former memorials 


then read through by the 


| which have been sentto this House, one of which 


was sent to my honorable colleague, [Mr. Ewine,] 
and by him regularly presented to the House, and 
referred to the Committee of Elections. The 
committee met, and took up the question; but 
found that there was no proof submitted by these 
memorialists which would justify their taking any 
action on the subject; and, after waiting a reason- 


i able time, they. reported the memorial back tothe 


House, and asked to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. 

Subsequently another memorial—the one which 
I hold in my hand—was presented to this House. 
I believe by myself, at the request of one of the 
parties. It contains two affidavits, which purport 
to be. the proof on which this whole charge 
against the honorable gentleman from New York 
rests. One of these affidavits states that on a 
certain occasion the affiant met the Hon. Mr. 
W ausu either in Albany or in New York, and 
that in a conversation with him, the Hon. Mr. 
Watsu said he would not acknowledge himself 
to be an Irishman born, because at some future 
day he might be called upon to become Presi- 
dent of the United States, [laughter;} and the 
Constitution, said he, would forbid him to occupy 
that position. 

The next affidavit is that of a person who calls 
herself Charlotte Malony. She says she was 
once on a visit to Ireland, or happened to be in 
Ireland, when she met the mother of the Hon. Mr. 
W aus, and her son Mike, who was then a child 
of six or eight years of age; and that when there 
the mother told her that Mike was bornin lre- 
land. That subsequently she had met the mother 
and child herein New York, and recognized Mike 
as the same one she had seen in Ireland. That is 
the whole of the testimony presented by this me- 
morial, and which has come before the committee. 
Some time after the memorial was referred to the 
committee, I received the following letter from the 
gentleman who signed it: 

New York, May 9, 1854, 

Sır: Can I ask the favor to be informed if any proceed- 
ings are likely to be soon taken by the Cominitiee of Elec- 
tions, in reference to the petition of myself and others in 
your possession, or in that of the committee? 

I dislike to be troublesome; but your prompt and cour- 
teous reply to my former note warrants me in again calling 
your attention to the subject. ‘Those who have united with 
me in this matter have been daily expecting to receive 
some notification from your committee, and are constantly 
importuning me with inquiries. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

G. W. ISAACS, 
No. 141 cust 27th street. 
Hon. Ricnary H. STANTON. 


When I received that letter, (which is from one 
of the persons whose names are attached to the 
memorial presented on Saturday,) 1 called the 
Committee of Elections together. laid the matter 
before them; and, under their instructions, I re- 
plied to the letter, assuring the gentleman who 
wrote it that the Committee of Elections would 
take up the matter whenever the papers and proof 
substantiating the case were laid before them; that 
the testimony then before them was not sufficient 
to justify any action on their part; that it scarcely 
made out a prima facie case; and that the com- 
mittee could go no further, unless they were put 
in possession of more and stronger testimony. 
said to him, also, that if heand his friends desired 
to produce more testimony on the point before this 
committee, it was for them to have it taken in the 
city of New York, and sent here tosome member 
of the New York delegation, so that it might be 
presented to the House, and regularly referred to 
our committee; and that when they made outa 
case in this way, the committee would be prepared 
to act upon it, and to act promptly. Atleast such 
is my recollection of the contents of my reply, as 
I kept no copy of the letter. 

I am satisfied, from the correspondence which 
I have had with this gentleman, and from the let- 
ters which have been presented here to-day, that 
this whole crusade against the honorable gentle- 
man from New York, grows out of some personal 
ill-will entertained towards him by, atleast, some 
of the persons who have signed the memorials. 

I am satisfied thatthe matter ought not to en- 
gage the attention of this House further; and for 
this reason I intend to move, before I close my 
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remarks, that the Committee of Elections be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
subject. 

I omitted to say that in my letter to Mr. Isaacs, 
I stated to them, as well as I now remember, that 
the Committee of Elections had no power to send 
to New York to have testimony taken, or to go 
there for that purpose. They seemed to think 
from their letter to me previously to the one that 
I have just read, thatthe committee would come to 
New York and sit there and take testimony, or,else 
send a commission for that purpose. I informed 
these gentlemen that, under the rules ofthe House, 
the committee had no such power; and now, if the 
House think that the matter ought to be further 
considered, let them, instead of voting affirmatively 
on my proposition that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject, reject that proposition, and give the commit- 
tee the power to send for persons and papers, or 
to send a commission to New York; and I am 
sure there is not a single member of the committee 
who will not discharge his duties in the premises 
promptly. These persons have no right to com- 
plain of the course of the committee, as every dis- 
position has been shown to hear and consider 
whatever testimony might be furnished them; and 
the committee had no power to take or consider 
any testimony which did not come to them through 
the House by regular reference. 
they did not send further testimony, and pursue 
the course which I indicated, is not explained by 
their last memorial, in which they censure the 
committee. I move that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will suggest to 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron,] 
that in my opinion the proper course to be taken 
in this matter is to suspend the rules, so as to en- 
able us to reconsider this vote by which these 
papers were referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, They were so referred; bat they never 
ought to have been; and I am sure it was a mat- 
ter of inadvertence on the part of che Speaker, 
that they were so referred; because the reference 
of them was in direct violation of one of our stand- 
ing rules. They are not respectful to this body, 
or to its members. 

Mr. STANTON. The letters which I read 
were not referred to the committee. 

Mr. EWING. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia to withhold his proposition in ref- 
erence to this matter until I can make a very few 
remarks. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ishall finish my remarks in a 
moment, and then the gentleman will have an 
opportunity to submit what he has to say. 


l suggest to the House that the appropriate mode |’ s } 
{ it was unaccompanied by any proof, we waited 


of getting rid of this whole matter is to reconsider 
what has been done. My own opinion is, that 
the proper course is not to receive these papers at 
all. They are disrespectful to the House, and 1 
am sure, as Í said before, it was an inadvertence 
on the part of the Speaker that the papers were 
ever referred to the committee. 

A Memser. They have not been referred. 

Mr. EWING. Idid not suppose that I should 


be called upon to make any personal explanations | 


this morning. I was overtaken by this necessity 
in unconscious innocence, 
have been. abundantly satisfied, and even to be 
satiated with them. 
begin my explanation in the usual form used this 
morning; and will state, therefore, that I have 
been a Clay Whig all my life; but I have never 
been congratulated by an Abolitionist, [laughters] 
and that Henry Clay never did abandon me, as he 
was unkind enough to do with the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Morcan;] but adhered to me 
in all the vicissitudes of my changeful life. 

In reference to this very grave matter, which 
has been brought before this House—with all due 


respect to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. i; 


Sranron,] and with a conviction that his motives 
were perfectly correct—I must say, I think he 
erred in bringing it before the House at all; and I 
think he further erred, if he will allow me to say 
so, in laying it before the House, without giving 
me some notice that he was going to do so, and 
without exhibiting to me those documents so in- 
teresting to me. {Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. 
from Kentucky, that I did not do it solely upon 


i before the House. 
: few words the reasons which have influenced my |! 


The fact that |) 


: man. 
| letter, (holding it up before the House.) The 
| characters seem to swell and grow larger, as the 


The House seems to |: 


: thography, taking great liberties with our good | South Carolina will allow me tosa 
| remarks which I made were predicatad on the 


It seems to me that if anything | supposition that these letters had been referred 


: is to be done in this matter, the first step ought to || with the memorial. 


But I may, perhaps, as well |: 


ain, 


I will say to the gentleman f 


my own suggestion. It was first suggested in a 
conversation with the Speaker of this House, and 
I afterwards consulted some members of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and from the result of such 
consultation | determined to do it. 

Mr. EWING. l do not intend to find fault 
with the course which has been pursued; but I 
will only say, that it is my opinion, as I have a 
right to say, interested as I am in it, being a 
grave political controversy, which may perhaps 
result in my political death, [laughter,} I will say 


| I think he erred. 


Well, they say I have smuggled this matter out 
of the way. I may, perhaps, be allowed to say, 
that I did not think it proper to have it brought 
it may be proper to state in a 


course upon this matter; and I do not suppose that | 
any gentleman upon this floor will think that I 
have not acted upon good reasons. 

An ex-member of the last Congress, an eminent 


: and worthy gentleman, asked me if I would pre- 


sent a petition or memorial of the character re- 
ferred to, from the city of New York, if signed 
by respectable gentlemen in that city. [told him 
I would not hesitate to do so, as the gentlemen who 
should sign it were constituents of the member 
whose seat was sought to be contested, and must 
seek some other organ of communication to the 
House. Upon that assurance the memorial was 
sent, and it was referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. I did not read it before it was so referred, 
The memorial was shown to the gentleman from 


| New York most interested in it, and he told me 


the character of each and every signer of that 
paper; and he painted their character in by no | 
means favorable colors. 

Subsequently, in confirmation of his representa- 


| tions, we received a most delectable document, 
| somewhat similar in its character to those which 
: have entertained the House at my expense. I 


hold in my handa letter from the same gentleman— 


| for it seems to be in the same hand writing, and 


written by one—but signed “ more than one Irish- 
” Jt is an anonymous letter. Here is the 


writer swelled in indignation; and by the time that 
he reached the close of the page, he makes such 
characters as I have no doubt the Speaker can see 
from his chair. 
acters, ‘‘ Ifthe has papers, let him suow tHEm’’—in 
characters large enough to make a sign for a 
wholesale commission store. [{Laughter.] 

I, of course, could make no reply to that, and 
I showed it to my friends. From these, in con- 
nection with other facts, taking in view the fact 
that it was couched in unusual terms, and asked 
that a committee be sent to New York, and that 


some little time; the committee met; I was not | 


present; but they determined to ask the House to || 
discharge them from the further consideration of |; 


the memorial. i 


quested that I should make the report of the com- 
mittee. I did so, having originally presented the 


: memorial, concurring, as I did, in the conclusion 


of the committee. 

I afterwards received another document, even 
more interesting than either of the others, abusing 
me and the committee in the most delectable or- 


names and characters, and still greater with the 
Queen’s English. 


be taken by her Majesty the Queen of Great Brit- 


the outrage which has been committed upon her 
Majesty’s language. 


| tions at all, 


He says, in such swelling char- |Í adhere to my original purpose, and insist that 


! eration of the memorial. 


The chairman came to me and re- || 


I have been waiting for her to first avenge | 


{Laughter.] He ought not to have done it. It is 


not. 
icably adjusted. 


k-i-l, [great laughter,] and of the superfine stamp. 
A Member. Read it. 


kil.” He signs himself, ‘‘ A Hard Shell Demo- 
crat.” Now, sir, I confess, to the charge the gen- 
ileman—as my colleague upon the Committee of 
Elections [Mr. Sranron] is pleased to call him— 
a gentleman, Í suppose, by way ofa joke, [laugh- 
ter]—-1 confess to the truth of the charge that I 
did wish to “smuggle” the matter from the House; 
or, rather, to be more accurate in the expression, 
I did not think it worthy to occupy the attention 
of even one member of the House. The whole 
affair seems to be founded in malice, from the-fact 
that, in the first communication it is said that 
they would not haye published this—that is, that 
Mike was an Irishman—but for the fact that, ina 
rivate correspondence, Mike had given them an 
insult, He says he would ‘sometimes say, 
‘Never mind; it takes us (meaning us Irish) to 
come the shy over the Yan-k-e-y Softs.” ” [Laugh- 
ter.] f 
It seems from this letter thatif there were any 
fraud, these people were confederates in the fraud; 
and now they want to turn State’s evidence, and 
revenge themselves upon the honorable member 
from New York on account of some fancied or real 
insult. [Cries of “That’s clear! That’s clear.’’] 
OFf course, | had no other interest in the matter 
except that | should very much regret to lose so 


; useful and industrious a member from this House. 


He is, I believe, now present, as he almost always 
is, as well as my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Kerrr,] and myself. (Laughter.] I say the ser- 
vices of so industrious a member could not well be 
dispensed with; and I could, therefore, of course, 
have no feeling in common with those gentlemen 
who wish to pursue this prosecution. Ihave no 


; other explanation to make further, save that I wish 


it borne in mind that I am a Whig of the Henry 
Clay school, and that he did not forsake me when 
the slavery question came up, as he did the gentle- 
man from New York. With these remarks, sir, 
I will not trouble the House further with an affair 
so unimportant. [ do not doubt that you will 
concur with mein the propriety of pursuing the 
course I did. 

Mr. ORR. I agree with the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Barxy,] that this matter 
should never have been brought before the House. 
But, upon subsequent inquiry, | learn that these 
letters were never sent to the Committee of Elec- 
I regret exceedingly that I did. not 


these papers should not be read. But I think the 
House ought now to dispose summarily of the 
matter. A motion hasbeen made to discharge the 
Committee of Elections from the further consid- 
In order to close debate, 
I will move to lay the memorial upon the table. The 


| motion of the gentleman from Virginia would ac- 


complish the purpose, but we would have to goa 
round-about way toaccomplishit. It would require 
a suspension of the rules; and there is a motion to 
suspend the rules already pending; and as the 
memorial was presented and referred under the 
rule, there may be some doubt as to whether we 


i| have the right to reconsider the reference. I 
| think, with the gentleman from Virginia, that it 
| should never have been received; but the best 
| way we can dispose of it now is to discharge the 
| committee from its further consideration, and lay 
j it upon the table. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. My friend from 


aword, The 


Otherwise I could not con- 
ceive why they were brought here. My remarks, 


| I distinctly say, were predicated on the supposi- 
: hae. beer i tion that those matters had been referred. If they 
eted ok aveire een inat inu t has have |: had not been referred, then I adhere to my former 
: been amicably adjusted, I may then feel myself | 
: called upon to hunt up Mr. Jobn Griffin, and |: 


hold him responsible for charging me with lying. i 


i remark that they were introduced through inad- 
. vertency, but very improperly. 


The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair une 
derstands that the letters were not referred, either 


i: in the House or under the rule, and that the me- 


simply a question of veracity between him and | morial was the only paper referred. 


myself. He says 1 lied in my throat; I say I did | 
{Laughter.] I hope the matter will be am- |! 
{Renewed laughter.} But he |; 
takes greater liberty, even, with my friend from |) 


New York than with myself. He calls hima ras- |, unanimous consent to exclude these letters from 


Mr.BAYLY. Ihave no further suggestion to 
make. 


Mr. LETCHER. Ihope that there will- be 


the Congressional Globe. They have come im- 


i properly before the House, and Í donot think that 


Mr. EWING. No, I will not read the letter. | they should be allowed a place there. 


: His language is, that “ Mike is a superfine ras- | 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ken- 
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tücky uses them as part of bis speech; and he has 
the power to suppress them, if he chooses. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The House 
will recollect that I did not desire the reading of 
more than a single paragraph of the letters—no 
more than four or five lines—and that portion 
going to censure the Committee of Elections. I 
shall not publish the letters, as a matter of course, 
in my printed remarks. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. Then no motion is neces- 
sary- ; : 

* ‘The question was taken; and the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial, — 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the memorial upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. | 


- The SPEAKER. The pending question is on 
a motion made by the gentleman from Georgia, ; 
[Mr. Hrzver,] that the rules be suspended in 
order that he may introduce a bill to change the 
time for the meeting of Congress. | 
- Mr. HILLYER. The billis short, and I would 
ask its reading. . 
The bill was read. It provides that hereafter the 
day appointed by law for the meeting of Congress 
shall be the first Monday in November of each ; 
year, instead of the first Monday in December. 

Mr. HILLYER. I demand tellers on the mo- 
tion for suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BRIDGES called for the yeas and nays, 
but subsequently withdrew the call. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, I renew the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
115, nays 48; as follows: 


VRBAS—Messrs, Aiken, James ©. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas If. Bayly, Ban, 
Banks, Belcher, Rell, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Rocock, | 
Boyce, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chamber, 
Jain, Chandler, Chrisman, Clingman, Colquitt, Corwin, 
Crocker, Caris, Joba G. Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dick, 
Disney, Bdimands, Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, 
Plagler, Puller, Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, |} 
Grow, Aarou Harlan, Andrew J. Purkan, Sampson W. Har- | 
yis, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, 
Howe, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, 
Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley. McCulloch, 
Matson, May, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith 
‘Miller, Millson, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, | 
Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, | 
Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, | 
Shower, Samael A Smith, William Smith, Frederiek P. 
Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, Ale: der H., Stephens, 
Straub, Jobn J. Paylor, Nathaniel G. "Taylor, Thwston, 
Tracy, ‘rout, Tweed, Upham, Vansant, Wade, Walker, 
Walley, Blihe B. Washburre, Tsrael Washburn, John | 
Wentworth, and Zollicoier-—115. } 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Barksdale, Barry, Bridges, Caskie, | 
Churebwell, © » Cobb, Cox, Cullom, Dickinson, Dow- | 
dell, Dantam, Bastwan, Bddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. 
fliot, Bhison, Etheridge, Florence, Goode, {Tamilton, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hill, Houston, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Kurtz, | 
‘Leteher, Lilly, McMallin, Murray, Noble, Andrew Oliver, | 
Packer, Peek, Peckham, Phelps, Powell, Ready, Robbins, | 
Raffin, Sapp, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, | 
George W. Swyth, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, John | 
A Taylor, Vail, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright— i 
vs 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the ; 
rules were not suspended. 


MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. HAVEN. I wantthe ear of the chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, while I| 
have that of the Speaker. Task for the unani- 
mous consent of the Elouse to enable the chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means to report 
a bill reducing the revenue and adjusting the | 
tariff, ; 
Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania, J object. | 
Mr. HAVEN. I move to suspend the rules | 
for the purpose indicated. | 
Mr. ROBBINS. As a member of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, 1 


j desire to submit a || 
minority report. If one report be submitted, so || 
ought the other. Will the gentleman include in l 
his motion the minority as well as the majority | 
report? ie 


The SPEAKER. The minority report would i 


Mr. HOUSTON. I hope that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Rircure) will withdraw 
his objection. The bills are merely asked to be 
received for reference, and that they may be 
printed. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
nays. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers and yeas and nays were both refused. 

The question was then put, and (two thirds 
voting in the affirmative) the rules were suspended. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bill; which 
was then read a first and second time by its title, 
as follows: 

A bill reducing the rates of duty on imports, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to state that I have 
accompanied the substitute drawn up by aminority 
of the committee with a report, which I desire to 
have printed with the bill. 

The bill and substitute were then referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, together with the report presented by the 
minority of the committee, ordered to be printed. 


TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that there was a mistake upon the 
former vote upon the motion made by the gentle- 


I demand the yeas and 


I demand tellers on the 


man from Georgia (Mr. Hitiyer] to suspend the | 


rules. The vote being 115 to 57; and that being 
two thirds, the rules are suspended. 

The bill was then read a first and second time 
by its title, as follows: 

A bill to change the day for the annual assem- 
bling of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now will be upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read the third time. 

Mr. HILLYER. Ido not intend to make a 
speech to the House in support of the bill 1 have 
introduced; and I only desire to say just one word 
in reply to the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] the other day, in 
relation to the proposition that Congress should 


meet prior to the first Monday of December. ‘The | 
position taken on that occasion by that gentleman | 


was, that Congress, upon assembling on the first | 


Monday of December, would do nothing until after 
Christmas; and if Congress assembled at an earlier 
day than the first Monday of December, that still 


no business would be done until after the Christ- | 


mas holidays were passed, [ merely wish to say, 
by way of reply to the position taken by that 
gentleman, that the very object I had in view in 
introducing this bill was to avoid the force of 
the gentleman’s objection, I know it has been 
the general practice of Congress to do but little 
business before Christmas, for the obvious reason 
that the first week of the session, and even more 
than that, is consumed by the members in draw- 
ing their seats, in the organization of the House, 
the appointment of committees, in providing 
themselves with rooms, and in making arrange- 
ments to remain here during the winter. 

After these necessary preliminary arrangements 


are completed, we are come to the middle of De- | 


cember, and are approaching the Christmas holi- 
days; and generally but little business has been 
transacted before the expiration of that time. 
My object, then, is, that the House should meet 
earlier, at least about the first Monday in Novem- 
ber, thereby adding another month to the short 
session, so that members could make the necessary 
arrangements, &c., and then proceed to the busi- 
ness of the session in good earnest—thus giving 
us time to act upon the vast amount of the busi- 
ness of the long session that may remain undis- 
posed of. And also to act more judiciously and 
properly upon the questions appropriately arising 
for our consideration during the short session. It 
is within the experience of every man that has 


any experience on this subject, that three months | 


is too short a time to be allotted to the short ses- 
sion of Congress. It ought to be extended at least 
one month. 

I shall not pursue the discussion of the subject 
any farther, but yield the fluor for the purpose of 
enabling the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Pecxsam] to make a motion to amend. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I move to amend the bill 
by striking out “‘ thé first Monday in November,” 
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| given by the Secretary of State 


| qualified electors voting for me 
Í shall have voted for the proposed change 
| amendment, then it shall be inserted, hy the nex 


| inj 


| constituents, an 


| petual. 


: sired to have my 


and insert in lieu thereof “the first Monday in 


| October;’? and upon that 1 move the previous 


question. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman from 


| New York withdraw his call for the previous 


question, and allow me to say one word? 

Mr. PECKHAM. Certainly; 1 withdraw the 
call for the previons question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 would state to the House, 
that unless they fix the day of meeting on the 
second Monday in November, the State of Mary- 
Jand cannot be represented in this House at the 
commencement of the next Congress. By the 
constitution of Maryland, the day of the general 
election for that State is fixed on the first Wednes- 
day in November. We must therefore either have 
a special election for members of Congress, or we 
must at times be unrepresented in the organiza- 


| tion of this House, or we must elect a year inad- 


vance; all and either of which will be wrong and 
urious in operating upon us. 

I think it wrong, and [ think that the people of 
Maryland will consider it wrong to resort 40 the 


‘Jatter alternative, believing that Representatives 


should be elected as soon before the convening of 
Congress as they well can; because then will 
they more likely reflect the sentiments of their 
d then they are more immediately 
responsible to public sentiment. 

Mr. GOODE. What is the time of the assem- 
bling of Congress provided for in the original bill ? 
And what would be the effect of the previous ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill as it 
now stands, as introduced by the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Hinryer,} provides that the future 
meetings of Congress shall take place on the first 
Monday in November. The gentleman from 


| New York proposes to strike out the words ‘ first 
; Monday in Nove 


mber,” and insert in lieu thereof 


the words * the first Monday in October.” If 
the previous question be demanded and sustained, 
it will bring the House first to vote on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, and then 
on the engrossment of the bill, and ordering it to 
a third reading. 

Mr. GOODE. I desire to say that the original 
bill proposes to lengthen each session of Congress 
one month, so as to add sixty days to the legisla- 
tion of the country, and sixty days additional 
expense to the country, It proposes thirty days 


addition to each session, which will be sixty days 


| for the two years. 


The amendment proposes to double this addi- 
tional time, by adding sixty days to each session. 
Let the country understand that fact. The object 
is, or, at least, the result will be, to prolong the 
sessions of Congress. The tendeney is—and the 
fact has been declared frequently by distinguished 
statesmen—to make our sessions of Congress per- 
Sir, the evil of this age is excess of legis- 
lation, and weare providing, by this bill, toadd to 
that evil. These remarks are designed simply to 
justify my vote in opposition to this bill, and 1 de- 
grounds of opposition recorded. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. By the provision of the 
constitution of the State of Mississippi, our State 
elections are required to be held on the first Mon- 
day and day following in November. The act of 
the Legislature passed in 1833, providing for the 
election of members of Congress, conforms to this 
provision in our constitution; and since that pe- 
riod our State and congressional elections have 
been held at the same tirne—on the first Monday 
and day following in November. The Legisla- 
ture of the State convened on the first Monday in 
January last, and adjourned in March; and will 
not meet again until January, 1856. 

The constitution also contains the following 
provision: 
sof each branch of the Legisla~ 
or amendment ue- 


“Whenever two third 
ture shall deem any change, alteration, 


i cessary to this constitution, such proposed change, altera- 


tion, or amendment shall be read and passed bya majority 
of two thirds of each House, respectively, on each day tor 
three successive days 3 public notice thereof shall then be 
at least six months preced- 
ing the next general election, at which the qualified elect- 
ors shall vote directly for or against such change, alteration, 
or amendment; and ifit shall appear that a majority of the 
mbers of the Legislature 
, alteration, of 
t succeed- 
ing Legislature, as & partofthis constitution, and not other- . 
Wise.?? ‘ 


The House wili see at once that the period for 


4 


prescribed by it, according to the above clause. 
The bill under consideration provides that Con- 
gress shall meet on the first Monday of Novem- 


ber, the very day of our election. The Legisla- 

ture may alter the time of electing our members of 

Congress without any change of our State con- 

stitution; but the Legislature will not meet-again 

until January, 1856, two months after the meeting 

f Congress, according to the time specified in the 
ill. 

The Governor would be compelled then to call 
anextrasession of the Legislature, at considerable 
expense to the State, to provide for the election of 
members of Congress, or the State of Mississippi 
would be disfranchised by this bill for an entire 
month, because it would require atleast that length 
of time for the members to reach the capital after 
the election. It would also require us to separate 
our State and congressional elections, until our 
constitution could be altered so as to unite them 
agai 

The act of our Legislature, prescribing the time 
for electing members of Congress, was passed 
in conformity to the Constitution of the United 
States, fixing the time of the meeting of Congress 
onthe first Monday of December; and | contend, 
sir, it would be palpably unjust and oppressive 
vow to change it, without giving all the States due 
notice of your intention to do so. Sir, I do not 
believe that this law should be imposed on any 
State in this Union, when its effect will be to dis- 
franchise that State from any portion of the ses- 
sion of Congress. During the period when the 
Representatives from Mississippi could not be 
here, questions deeply affecting her rights and in- 
terests may be before this body, and she would 
have no voice in their decision. lam opposed to 
the passage of this bill. It was introduced to- 
day,and is being hurried through the House, 
without any time whatever for reflection or delib- 
eration upon it. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I do not rise 
either to advocate or oppose the passage of this 
bill, but I do mean to say a word or two in reply 
to the argument of my friend from Maryland, (Mr. 
Flamivron,] and others, in respect to the effect of 
the State constitutions upon the mode and time 
of electing members of Congress. 

Mr. HAMILTON. [ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to allow me to explain in reference to 
the provisions of the constitution in the State of 
Maryland. Itsays nothing about the election of 
members of Congress. 
gislature to provide for. But alaw has been passed 
specifying the time of the election; and unless this 
bill is altered, there will have to be a special elec- 
tion called before the commencement of the next 
Congress. 

Mr. BAYLY. What I was proceeding to say 
was, that so far as the State constitutions which 
contain provisions in reference to the mode and 
time of holding elections for members of Con- 
gress are concerned, paradoxical as the remark 
may appear, these constitutions are unconstitu- 
tional; for the Constitution of the United States, 


which is the supreme law of the land, any con- | 


stitution or law of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding, provides that “the times, places, and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and Rep- 
regentatives shall be prescribed in each State by 
the Legislature thereof;’’ and not by their consti- 
tutional conventions, or by any provisions of fun- 
damental law. It goes on to say: +‘ Bat the Con- 
gress may,at any time by law, make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing 
Senators. ’’ 

Only the first part is applicable. The whole 
authority in fixing the time and place of the elec- 
tion for members of Congress is committed by 


the Constitution of the United States to the Legis- | 
latures of the States, and not to their conventions, | 


Well, as to the present Congress, its members 
are already elected; and the Legislatures of the 
States have nothing to do with the time for the 
meeting of Congress, nothing whatever. Their 
next election will take place ata period subsequent 
to the expiration of this Congress; and the Legis- 
latures in the meantime will have ample opportu- 
nity to change their laws; not their constitutions, 
because their constitutions on this point, as | have 
already said, are unconstitutional. 

Mr. HAMILTON. With the gentleman’s per- 


That is left for the Le- | 


| 
| 


Mr. BAYLY. I commenced what I had to 
say by stating that I did not rise to support this 
bill. ‘Phe case which the gentleman from Mary- 
land states is one of the strongest I have heard. 1 
do think, and have always thought, that the elec- 
tions for members of Congress ought to be sep- 
arated from all the State elections, whether they 
be for Governor, sheriff, constable, or anything 
else; because it breaks up all chance of combina- 
tions of parties. They ought to be elected by 
themselves. f have always thought that that 
would be the best mode of legislation. 

W hat the gentleman has stated would be good 
argument, so far as his State was concerned, for 
changing the law; but 1 am not arguing in favor 
of this law. H that thing could be done which 
General Jackson thought could not be done, and in 
respect to which 1 believe that he was right, 
though I am sorry such is the law; if by law we 
could limit in advance the first session of Congress 
and prolong the second, so as to equalize the two 
sessions, | think that it would be one of the wisest 
things that we could do. But I agree with Gen- 
eral Jackson, that you have not the power by law 
in advance to limit the first session of Congress. 
And the question before the American Congress 
is, whether we cannotapproach equalization of the 
sessions of Congress under the pressure of hot 


| weather in summer, with the prospect of a five- 


months session ahead ? 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, I am opposed to 
the billintroduced by the gentleman from Georgia, 
because its provisions conflict with the time fixed 
for the elections in my State. Our elections come 
off the first Monday of November. That time 
was fixed because experience in that State has 
shown that elections cannot be held there before 
that time, so as to secure a full expression of the 
public sentiment. Formerly we had our elections 
in Louisiana during the dog-days, and the conse- 
quence was that, owing to the sickness which 
prevails in that State, and upon our streams in 


the southwest, a very large proportion of gente- | 
men who were away could not get back to attend | 
It is well known, I presume, to a! 


the elections. 
very large number of gentlemen here, that the 
yellow fever prevailed there Jast year very early 
in the spring, and quite late in the fall—so late 
that it is known to some of my friends here that 
{ was detained at home twenty days after the ses- 


| sion commenced, hecause of the sickness of my 
_ wife, who was prostrated by the yellow fever. j 
i The elections in Louisiana have been fixed in 


November, as the earliest period in the season al 
which citizens would return to their homes to 
deposit their votes. Í say it would be doing 
injustice to the State of Louisiana to fx the time 
for the commencement of the sessions of Congress 
at an earlier day, and thus force her to hold her 
elections for members of Congress twelve months 
in advance. I believe that no elections for mem- 
bers of Congress take place in December in any 
part of the United States. In nearly all the 
months preceding December, elections for mem- 


bers of Congress take place in some of the States 
: of the Union. 


I appeal to gentlemen to give us a 
chancein Louisiana, in Mississippi, in Maryland, 
and elsewhere where elections are beld in Novem- 
ber, so that we may go home, and defend our- 


selves, if necessary, and not compel elections to | 
be held twelve months before the term of service | 


commences. 


Mr.McMULLIN. My colleague {Mr. Barty] | 
has satisfied this House that it is perfectly com- | 
petent for every State in the Union to fix the time | 
of its elections by law. I would remind the House, | 
and my worthy friend from Mississippi, [Mr. | 
BarkspALe,} of the fact, that they can, in that |) 
State, elect their members of Congress as they do | 
in Pennsylvania, New York, and Ohio, so that the |: 


argument of my friend must fall to the ground. 


But, E desire to call the attention of the House i; 


to the fact stated by my friend from Louisiana, 


[Mr. Jonus.] He has told the House that they | 


could not kold their elections in that State, unless 
in the fall of the year, because of the sickness; 


| we do in Virginia, to avoid the sickly season of 
1 

But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to notice very briefly, 
and to answer the argument of my friend from 
Virginia, on my left, [Mr. Goops.] We have 
been told by that gentleman, that we have too 
much legislation. Task my honorable colleague, 
if the work of thirty-one States can be done ag 
easily as that of thirteen? ‘This Government con- 
sists of thirty-one States, while originally—and 
when the terms of holding sessions of Congress 
were fixed—it consisted of but thirteen; and, of 
course, a greater amountof legislation is required. 
Now, what are the facts as to the business before 
this Congress? There have been before this House 
a munber of bills, both of a public and private 
character, which have been here for years, and 
have not been disposed of, because you have had 
legislation on subjects which have agitated, not 
only the minds of members of Congress, but 
which have agitated the minds of the people. I 
i particularly refer to the negro question which is 
| continually brought forward, and, in the discus- 
sion of which, the time of the American Congress 
| is unnecessarily and improperly consumed, until 
l it has become the cry of the presses throughout 
| the country that we do not attend to the business 
l in which the private interests of the community, 
fand their private fortunes are invoked. And yet 
| we are told by my colleague, that we have too 
| much legislation. J grant you that we have too 
i much legislation of an improper character; but it 
tis necessary, it is absolutely necessary, with a 
view to the consummation of the public business, 
that there should be more time allotted for the con- 
sideration of the business of the country. 

And while fam opposed to our taking a recess 
for this session, for Lam not prepared to say here 
|, to-day that I shall be a member of the next Con- 
iÍ gress, and certainly if much reliance is to be 
j! placed on the threats of the party designated by 
| the significant cognomen of Know Nothings, I 
| would seem to have but little chance of returning 
| here, Lam in favor of the principle of this bill. 
| 1 know the fact that there are bills of a private 
character in which my own district is interested, 
which have been before Congress for many years. 
There is a bil from western Virginia in reference 
to the judiciary, which was reported five years 
ago, and which cannot be reached this Congress. 
The bill is simple in its character, proposing to 
j allow the judge to hold his terms in western Vir- 
: ginia, and to increase his salary. That bill, I 
: say, cannot be reached, and the same is true of 
an immense mass of private matter, and yet the 
gentleman, my colleague, [Mr, Goopr,} says to 
the House and the country, that we have too 
much legislation. Jagree with him that we have, 
but it is of an improper character. Let us equal- 
ize the length of the two sessions, and for that 
purpose Jet us pass this bill, and my word for it, if 
gentiemen will go home and present the facts to 
their constituents, they will be borne out in their 
action. I hope the House will pass the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I will not delay the 
; House by any extended remarks. Isimply wish 
o express my opposition to the bill, as also to 
he amendment, for the reason that, in my humble 
udgment, it is entirely unnecessary. "And why? 
l say here, that notwithstanding we have ex- 
hausted so much of the present session in discuss- 
ing a question which has touched the heart of the 
nation, if members will agree this day, to meet at 
eleven o’clock, for a month hence, and sit five 
hours each day, we can act upon every important 
bill presented to the House. I, for one,am willing 
to take that course. If gentlemen will content 
themselves with short and sensible explanations 
of the matters before us, business can be dis- 
patched with great rapidity. I think we ought to 
confine our remarks to five minute speeches. They 
are quite as effective as longer ones. f think at 
unwise to extend the Jength of what is called the 
: short session. ‘The Constitution prescribes: the 
| first day of December as the day upon which the 
i: sessions of Congress shall commence, unless 
changed by a law of Congress: The fourth sec- 
i tion of the first article of the Constitution de» 
i| clares: 5 
il That Congress shall assemble at least onee in every 
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year, and such meeting shall be on the first Monday in De- 
cember, unless they shall by law, appoint a different day.” 

I think the long session of Congress ought 
never to last beyond the first of July; and, in my 
humble judgment, from seven years’ experience 
here, there is no necessity for it. I can name to 
you a single measure, and one which ought to be 
adopted by Congress, which would curtail the 
length of the long session at least one third. I 
mean the establishment of a board of accounts, to 
pass upon private claims. That measure was 
presented in the Senate a few years ago, by a dis- 
tinguished gentlemam’ from Virginia, (Mr. Hun- 
TER,] and it was recommended to our considera- 
tion. You cannot act upon private claims in so 
large a body as this. If you should establish a 
board of accounts, you would find no necessity 
for a longer session than four or six months ata 
time. ` 


I am opposed to a recess of Congress, and still || 


Ido not wish to stay here during the months of | 
August and September of this year. The cholera 
prevails all over the country, and is said now to 
be in our neighborhood; and I do not think there 
is any necessity of our remaining later than the 
Q0th of July, or the Ist of August. By meeting 
at eleven o'clock daily, we can do all our business 
by that time. We can take up the Calendar, and 
go through with it from the beginning to"the end, 
and pass upan every bill upon it, if members will 
meet at an early hour, and content themselves | 
with making five-minute speeches in explanation | 
ofthem. 1 trust the Honse will not pass the bill. 

Mr. GIDDINGS | It appears to me, as I view | 
this subject, that there can he but one sentiment. 
The question is, whether we will sit here in dog- 
days or in November. The whole matter resolves 
itself into that. At the commencement of our 
Government the three winter months afforded 
abundant time for the legislation of Congress. 
We then had five millions, or less, of population. 
‘We now have twenty-three millions; aud we all 
know that business has increased in proportion 
to population. 

ow, sir, I would not, as one member of this 
body, urge anything which would promote a dis- 
regard or inattention to business here; but we 
know that, for ten years, we have sat here during 
the dog-days at great inconvenience to ourselves, 
and with but little advantage to public business. 

By adding one month at the beginning of a 
session, you would take off atleast a month at the 
close of the first session of a Congress in the hot 
weather, when we do not, and cannot, labor as 
we doin cooler weather. Gentlemen will not at- 
tend to business during the dog-days. They 
have not the energy to do it. Their health wiil | 
not permit of it. We all of us feel disinclined to | 
labor during the hottest of the summer months, | 

Now, why not meet on the first Monday in No- 
vember instead of December? I can see no rea- 
son why it shall not be done. It is a better time 
for ourselves, and for our own convenience, as 
well as for our constituents. When I say ‘ our- 
selves,” I speak of members of Congress gener- | 
ally; for we ought to legislate as though we were 
to be here forever; we ought to do by those who ; 
are to come after us as we would ourselves be 
done by. It seems to me there is every consider- 
ation in favor of our meeting at that time, 

As to the objections of the gentleman over the | 
way, (Mr. Barxspa.e,] it is very evident that the | 
elections in‘the States can be made to conform to 
the time fixed by Congress for our meeting. It 
is very easy for them to tale the necessary action 
to accomplish that end. 

I am very happy to say that I most heartily 


the table; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 71, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James U. Allen, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Benton, Bliss, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
“Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Col- 
quitt, Cox, Cullom, John G. Davis, Dowdell, Dunham, 
Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Johu M. Eliott, Ellison, 
English, Etheridge, Ewing, Goode, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hill, Houston, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Lilly, Mattesou, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Murray, Noble, 
Orr, Packer, Pheips, Powell, Pratt, Robbins, Ruffin, Sapp, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, George 
W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
David Stuart, Jobn L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Vail, 
Vansant, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, David 
J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bell, 
Benson, Boyce, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
| Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Wiit, Dick, 
i Dickinson, Disney, Edmands, ‘Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, 
Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hast- 
ings, Henn, Hillyer, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel F. 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lind- 
fey, Lindsley, McCulloch, McMulliv, Mace, Macy, May, 
Middleswarth, Jobn G. Miller, Millson, Morgan, Nichols, 
Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Preston, 
Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Kussell, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Shannon, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Straub, Johu J. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Wash- 
burue, Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Zollicotler—104. 


5o the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
i table. 

The question recurred upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. KEITT. I ask the gentleman from Maine 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. For what purpose does 
the gentleman wish it withdrawn; fdr the purpose 
of discussion, or to move an amendment? 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to move an amendment, 
and merely to explain its effect to the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the gentleman does 
not wish to make a speech, I will withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, and allow him 
to move his amendment. 

Mr. KEITYT. I desire, Mr. Speaker, if this 
bill is to pass, that it may be amended, and put 
| in such a shape that it shall not go into operation 
until the various State Legislatures shall have an 
opportunity to so modify their laws as to provide 
for the election at the proper time of members 
from such States as would otherwise be disfran- 
chised, or be under the necessity of ordering 
special elections. In South Carolina the time of 


ij election is fixed at such a day that we should suf- 


fer no inconvenience from the proposed change— 
i members of Congress are elected fourteen months 
! before their term of service commences, 

That, however, is no reason why I should press 
this on other States where such is not thecase. We 
are now in session twelve months of the twenty- 
four. J apprehend that we shall be in session here- 
after no longer, if we pass this bill fixing the meet- 
ing of Congress at the first Monday of October or 
the first Monday of November. ‘The only differ- 
ence will be that we shall be in session during the 
winter instead of the summer months, It will be 
practicable for us to do more business then than we 
do now. In other words, we shall be in session 
thirteen months instead of twelve, thus enabling 
| the House to do more business, and ata time more 
This is the 


approve of the bill which is now under consider- 
ation. I approve of it in every respect in which | 
T have been able to view it. | desire to say that, | 
as one member of the House, I am willing to take | 
all the responsibility that may attach to it. I re- 
peat, sir, that I wish to throw no responsibility 
upon the majority of the House. I am willing | 
to take my portion of it. I do hope the majority 
will give this to us at an early day, so that it may | 
apply to the present session, and so that we may 
adjourn without the necessity of continuing this 
session into the dog-days. I am willing to assume 
my portion of the responsibility at once. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I donot pro- 
pose to make a speech at this time. I move the 
previous question. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I move to lay the bill upon 


ous State Legislatures have fixed the time accord- 
i ingly; and if you pass this bill, you come in con- 


| flict with their laws passed in obedience to the 


| requirements of the Constitution of the United 


i 
| States. I desire to see the bill so amended as to 


{ 


| be adapted to the machinery of State legislation. 


1 
i In order to do so, I move to amend the bill so as 
| to postpone its operation to the first Monday of 


| previous question. 
Mr. HILLYER. I ask the gentleman to with- 
| draw the call for the previous question? 


i October, or November, which ever may be here- | 
i after adopted, 1856. I now renew the call for the 


ae KEITT. My friend from Maine has it in 
charge. 

Mr. HILLYER. As I introduced the bill, it 
would be but courtesy to allow me a word of re- 
ply to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 withdraw 
the call, if the gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. HILLYER. I will renew it. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina moves to amend the 
bill by postponing its operation to a day so distant 
as not to affect the present Congress. I see no 
reason for this postponement; and the arguments 
which have been urged by the gentlemen from 
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Maryland, in oppo- 
sition to the bill, have, on my mind, strong and 
powerful force in support of it. The Constitution 
of the United States authorizes the President, 
when, in his opinion, the public interest may re- 
quire, to convene both Flouses of Congress in 
extra session. The official term of every mem- 
ber expires on the 4th March next. L hold, then, 
Mr. Speaker, that it is the intention of the Con- 
stitution and the policy of the Government, that 
members of the next Congress should be elected 
prior to the 4th March next. In other words, 
that members of Congress should be elected prior 
to the day at which their term commences, so that 
if an extra session should be required, a Congress, 
or rather a House of Representatives, would be 
in existence, to assemble on the call of the Pres- 
ident. The constitutions of the States of Mary- 
land and Mississippi, and the laws of Louisiana, 
which require their elections to be held a few days 
or weeks prior to the meeting of Congress, and 
long after the time at which their official term 
commences, are in contravention of the policy of 
our Government and the meaning of the Consti- 
tution. 

Now, it will be perceived that if the bill which 
I have introduced should pass, one of its great and 
salutary effects would be to bring the legislation 
of the whole country within the meaning of the 
Constitution and the policy of our Government. 
The States of Maryland, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and I may add Georgia, perhaps, will be required 
to alter their Jaws in relation to the election of 
members of Congress. This alteration will be 
salutary, and will have the effect, in the event of 
the call of an extra session by the President of 
the United States, that Congress can assemble at 
any time, and every State will be fully represented, 
which is not the case under the present legislation 
of the different States. The position of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Goons,] that the ten- 
dency and effect of this bill will be to make the 
session of Congress perpetual, can be replied to 
by the simplest statement. Under the law, as it 
now stands, this House, and every subsequent 
House, can prolong the first session of each Con- 
gress just as long as they choose. That is all that 
the House can do under the bill now under con- 
sideration. And this is a power, of which, under 
the Constitution, the House cannot be deprived; 
so that the only effect of this bill will be to add one 
month more to the short session; and leave the 
House with the same power which it now has, 
and which, under the Constitution, it must have, 
to regulate and determine, my joint resolution, the 
length of the first session. This view of the sub- 
ject, to my mind, is a conclusive reply to every 
objection which has been urged by gentlemen who 
have argued in opposition to this bill. [renew 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES of Louisiana. I hope the gentle- 
man from Georgia will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. HILLYER. The day is already so far 
advanced that I most respectfully decline to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr JONES, of Louisiana. 
upon the previous question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That question 
has just been taken, and no business has been 
done by the House since. 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the previous question; and there were—ayes 105, 
noes 29, 

So the previous question was seconded. 


I demand tellers 


I move that the 
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Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The main question was ordered to be now put, 
being first upon the amendment of the gentleman 


from New York, [Mr. Pecxuam,] to strike out. 


the “first Monday of November,” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘* the fiest Monday of October.” 
Tellers were called for and ordered; and Messrs. 
Pennincron and Bocock were appointed. 
The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 77. 
Mr. FLORENCE demanded the yeasand nays. 
Mr. ORR demanded tellers upon the yeas and 
nays. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. JONES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 
‘The motion was not agreed to. 
Messrs. Dawson and McMurry were then 
appointed tellers. 5 
‘The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-six in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 59, nays 110; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Benson, Bugg, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Corwin, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Disney, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Green, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Henn, 
Hughes. Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Latham, 
Lily, McCulloch, MeMullin, Mace, Matteson, Morgan, 
Orr, Parker, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prin- 
le, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Sabin, Shannon, Skelton, 
iliam Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Straub, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, Upham, Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Wash- 
burme, Israel Washburn, and Tappan Wentworth—sy. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James ©. Allen, 
Appleton, David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bel- 
cher, Bell, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Breck- 
inridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chand- 
ler, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Crocker, Cullom, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dun- 
ham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, Thomas D. 
Eliot, John M, Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, 
Faulkner, Goode, Goodrich, Greenwood, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Hendricks, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kidwell, Knox, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macy, May, 
Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Milter, Millson, 
Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Ruffin, Russell, 
Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. 
Stevens, David Smart, John L, Taylor, Trout, Vail, Van- 
sant, Wells, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicofter—110. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Keirt. 

A Member. Iunderstand that amendment has 
been withdrawn. 

M#@KEITT. I would most cheerfully with- 
draw the amendment, if the members from Mis- 
sissippi had not told me that my amendment meets 
their case exactly. Therefore l cannot withdraw 


it, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the 
power to withdraw it, as the main question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
upon its adoption, : 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Iask for tellersupon 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the House 
now adjourns, will not this be the first business in 
order to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
not prepared to say. This comes up under a sus- 

ension of the rules; and, as it has heretofore been 
held, the Chair thinks that business coming up 
under such circumstances goes over until next 
Monday. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will it not be the first 
business in order on Monday next? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HILLYER. I understand that where the 
revious question has been ordered, it is the first 
usiness in order upon the succeeding day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House 
should adjourn now, that question will be for the 
Speaker to decide to-morrow. 
the correctness of the position of the gentleman 
from Georgia, but states that it has heretofore been 
held that business coming up under a suspension 


I call for the yeas and nays 


of the rules on Monday, and the Elouse adjourn- į 


The Chair admits ; 


i 


| 
| 
l 
i 
i 
Í 
| 
{ 


l 
1 


ji 


| it is not in order. 
The question being first upon the demand for | 


| bill to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- | 


| Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, 


| inridge, Bridges, Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Cbriswan, | 


Í Eliot, Jobn M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, | 
| Florence, Goode, Grow. Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Haven, | 


| move to reconsider the vote by which the bill pro- fi 
| viding facilities for the mail service to San Fran- į 
| cisco was postponed. 


ing without disposing of it, goes over until the 
next suspension day. This does not come before 
the House by a report of a committee, or as busi- 
ness from the Speaker’s table. 

As to the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. SrerHens,] that the House do now adjourn, 
the Chair will state that no business has been done 
since the last motion adjourn, and consequently | 


tellers upon the yeas and nays, tellers were re- 
fused. n 

The yeas and nays were also refused. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 


ment; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Imove that the House 
do now adjourn. 


ordered; and Messrs. Jones, of Louisiana, and || 
Erneniwce, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 
thirty-one in the affirmative, a further count not 


being demanded. y 


So the House refused to adjourn. i 
Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the bill upon į 


the table. . |! 
Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. “I call the yeas and || 
nays upon that motion. i 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. i 


The question was taken; and the House refused 
to Jay the bill upon the table. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire whether the bill 
has been engrossed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairis not 
able to inform the gentleman. He will, however, 
remark that the House have not yet ordered the | 
bill to be engrossed. | 

Mr. DAWSON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, | 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question again recurred upon ordering the 


ing taken, was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
89, nays 81; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, Ball, 
Banks, Belcher, Bell, Benson, Boyce, Brooks, Campbell, 


Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, Everhart, Far- 
ley, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Giddings, Good- | 
rich, Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Har- 
Jan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Henn, Hill, 
Hillyer, Hughes, Ingersoll, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Lamb, 
Lindley, McCulloch, MeMullin, Mace, Macy, Middle- 
swarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Packer, Parker, Peck, Bishop Perkins, John Per- 
kins, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Richard A. Stanton, 
Staub, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walker, Walley, Etlihu B, 
Wasiburne, israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Zollicoffer—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, David 
J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry Beuton, Bliss, Bocock, Breck- 


Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, John G. Davis, Dickinson, Dow- | 
dell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. 


Hendricks, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Joues, 

George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, | 
Kartz, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindsley, Matteson, Max- į 
well, May, Smith Miller, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Noble, |; 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Pennington, Phelps, Pow- | 
ell, Pratt, Robbins, Rufin, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, į 
Skelton, George W. Smyth, David Stuart, Jobn L. Tay- | 
lor, Vail, Vansant, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright 


tt 


81. | 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read i 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 
ingly read the third time. l 


CALIFORNIA MAIL SERVICE. j 
Mr. COBB. Irise to a privileged question. Ij 


1 do not desire to cali up 
the motion now, but merely to have it entered. 

The motion to reconsider was entered, and the 
consideration of the bill changing the time for the 
meeting of Congress again resumed. 


H 


| 


Mr. HILLYER. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered to be now. put. 


F 
|| 
| 
|| 
| 
te 
|| 
Ji 


Mr. HAMILTON. 
nays upon ine ea of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MATTESON. 


Į demand the yeas and 


I move that the House do 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides the motion to be out of order. The House 
have just refused to adjourn. 

The question was then taken upon the passage 
of the bill; and it was decided in the affirmative—- 
yeas 8], nays 77; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, 


| now adjourn. 


; Benson, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Crocker, 


‘'Fhomas Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, 
Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Henn, 


q . | Hill, Hillyer, Hughes, Ingersoll, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox 
i” Upon that motion tellers were called for, and \; n e $ i À e : 
į 


Lamb, Lindley, McCulloch, MecMullin, Mace, Macy, Mid- 
dieswarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Norion, Olds, Mordecai 


i! Oliver, Parker, Bishop Perkins, Johu Perkins, Pringle, 


Puryear, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, 
Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Straub, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walker, 
Walley, Elliha B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 


: Tappan Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—81. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, David J. 
Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bliss, Bocock, Bridges, 
Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, 
Colquitt, John G. Davis, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dunham, 
Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, Etlison, English, 
Stheridge, Ewing, Florence, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, 
Wiley P. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Houston, Hunt, John- 
son, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitf, Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, 


| Lindsicy, Matteson, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, Morgan, 


Murray, Nichols, Noble, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Pen- 
nington, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Robbins, Ruffin, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Skelton, George W. Smyth, Hestor L. 
Stevens, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, 
Vail, Vansant, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B, Wright—-77. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. HILLYER. I move that the vote by 
which the bill passed be reconsidered, and that 
the motion to reconsider lie upon the table. 


Mr. LETCHER. Uponthat motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. KEITT. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
not agreed to—ayes 40, noes 95. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The motion to lay upon the table the motion 
to reconsider was then agreed to. 


Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend the title of 
the bill by substituting for the present one the fol- 
lowing: 

An act to add thirty days to each session of 
Congress. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
following: 

An act to equalize the sessions of Congress. 

A Memper. Is the latter amendment in order 

Mr. McMULLIN. I withdraw it. 

The question was taken on Mr. Lercuer’s 
substitute, and it was rejected. 

The title was then agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the title was adopted; 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MARTHA WASHINGTON CASE. 


Mr. BLISS. J ask the unanimous consent of 
the House for leave to introduce a bill of the fol- 
lowing title: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary to appoint an agent to investigate and bring 
to justice certain offenders against the laws of 
the United States, and making appropriation of 
$15,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. HAVEN. I object. 

Mr. BLISS. J would ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his objection until I make a short ex- 
planation. , 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no objection to the ex- 

lanation, bat I cannot withdraw objection to the 
introduction of the bill. 

Mr. BLISS. I move a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Thereupon (attwenty minutes past four o’clock) 
the House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve, m. 


I move to substitute the 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, June 20, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m., 

` The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 

: Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 

Bills, reported as correctly -enrolled bills of the 

following titles; which thereupon received the sig- 

nature of the Speaker: 

H. R. No. 266. An act for the relief of Cap- 
tain E. A. F. Lavalette, of the United States 
Navy; and 

H. R. No. 178. An act 
jamin Rowe, : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The business first in order 
is the consideration of “A bill granting lands 
equally to the several States to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads and for the support of schools.’’ 
The pending mation is to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands, on which the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Hamitron] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, The gentleman 
from Maryland, in.consequence of the absence of 
the author of the bill, (Mr, Bennerr,] yields the 
floor, that | may submit a motion that its further 
consideration be postponed to this day two weeks. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to: 


JUAN M. LUCO AND JOSE L. LUCO. 


Mr. HILLYER. Ihold in my hands Senate 
bill No. 330, being a bill for the relief of Juan M. 
Luco and José L. Luco, which has been referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. Un- 
less the bill passes this session of Congress, the 
petitioner will lose his right. Itis fall of merit; 
and if any gentleman objects to the passage of the 
bill, I pledge myself to withdraw itat any moment. 
In order to do justice to the pacties interested, and 
prevent irretrievable wrong, I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that Í may be permitted to 
report this bill, 

Mr. DAVIS. 
menced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. DAVIS. J must objeet, because there are 
a thousand bills that ought to receive considera- 
tion, 

On motion by Mr. WELLS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 239, for 
the relief of Sylvester Pettibone,” and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. COBB. 
business, 


FULLER’S SURVEY OF THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. BALL, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
cause to be furnished to this House, as soon as practicable, 
a copy of Fatler’s survey of the Ohio river, made in 1853 

vat, and in the vicinity of Marietta, together with any re 
ports, estiinates, explanatory notes, or other papers on file 
in his Department adapted (o illustrate the same; also, with 
a copy ot any papers emanating from the City Council of 
Marictta having reference to the improvement of the Ohio 
Tiver at that point. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 
regular order of business. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I ask the nnanimous 
consent of the Flouse simply to change the refer- 
ence of two propositions that have been pending 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
make the following report: 


for the relief of Ben- 


Has the morning hour com- 


I insist upon the regular order of 


? 


1 demand the 


The Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, | 
to whom was referred the memorial and bill of |: 


this House for the erection, in the city of Indian- 
apolis, in the State of Indiana, a United States 
circuit court-house, have directed me to report the 
eame back to the House, and recommend its ref- 
erence to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I object. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I have another re- 
quest of the same kind to make. 

The SPEAKER. This proposition is objected 


to also. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. 
whom is objection made? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ular order of business is the call on committees. 


When the committees have been called, thea the 


fam instructed by that committee to | 


i 


gentleman from Indiana can report back the bills, 
and give them the right direction. It will take up 


| less time in this way than asking unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. kt will not take one 
minute to have them referred as I desire. And I 
therefore hope that the gentleman from Tennessee 
will withdraw his objection. 

The objection was not withdrawn. 


MINNESOTA LAND BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The business next in order 
is the consideration of the following bill: 
Bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in the 
construction of a railroad therein. 
The SPEAKER. Objection was made to the 
second reading of the bill; and on the question 


whether the bill be rejected, the previous question 
The question now is on second- 


was demanded. 


‘ing the call for the previous question. 


Mr. ORR. And on that i call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 


: Alabama, and Cox, were appointed. 


The House was divided; and thetellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes not counted. : 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main questien was ordered to be now put; 


: which was, ‘Shall the bill be rejected ?” 


Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 
tion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihope that the bill will be 


‘read for information; for if I understand it aright, 


it is the same old bill that was rejected here before. 
{tis the 
(Cries of ** Order !? “ Order !??] 
Mr. STEVENS, It is not the same old bill. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is notinorder. The 
bill will be read. 
The Clerk read the bill in extenso. 
The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 65, nays 95; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Belcher, 


Bovock, Boyee, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chas- || 


taio, Chrisman, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dick, Dickinson, 
Edmundson, John M. Biliott, Mtheridge, Ewing, Faulkner, 
Feuton, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Hast 
ings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, 


Murray, Peek, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Puryear, 
Ready, David Ritchie, Rufin, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, 


{ Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Sinith, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 


| 
i 
i 
i 
1 
I 
{ 


G. Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Witte, and Zollicoffer—65, 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, Ball, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Benson, Bliss, Breck- 
inridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, 
John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dowdell, Dun: 
ham, Kastman, Edmands, ‘Thomas D. Eliot, Rogtish, Far- 


| ley, Florence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, 


Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, La- 
tham, Lindley, MeMutlin, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Mayall, 
Jobn G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mc 
Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Pen 
nington, John Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, 
Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sahin, Sapp, 
Seward, Singleton, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard UH. Stanton, Alexander II. Stephens, Hestor 


On that ques-* 


a, Nichols, Noble, |i 


| Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 


' the previous question. 


L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracey, Upham, | 


Walker, Walley, Eliha B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Hendriek B. Wright—95. 


So the House refused to reject the bill. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Srxvens] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. He had the floor before the yeas 
and nays were called, but has not now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides other- 
wise; and the gentleman from Michigan is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Michigan 
does not seek the floor. 

The SPEAKER. o 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] 

Mr. JONES. I now move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 


I believe I am 


į entitled to the floor. 


4 


The SPEAKER. The Chair paused to hear 


the gentleman, but he did not respond at all, and | 
i he then recognized the gentleman from Tennessee, 
I ask the Chair byi: 
i: bill to the Committee of the W hole on the state of 
I object; the reg- | 


(Mr. Jorrs,} who made the motion to commit the 


the Union. 
Mr. STEVENS. I understood that I had the 
floor, but I was taken up for a moment in conver- 


Then the Chair recognizes | 


g 


| Mr. CHURCHWELL. 


Oo Mr. CHURCHW ELL. 
George W. Jones, J. Gtaney Jones, Kritt, Kerr, Kidwell, | 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, MeCatloch, Middleswarth, Millson, | 


sation. Iwas about to make a motion in reference 
to the bill, and I hope I have not lost the oppor- 
tunity of doing so. 

The SPEAKER. The history of the matter 
is this: Before the bill was read the second time 
the gentleman from Michigan addressed the Chair. 
The bill was read a second time, and, without the 
gentleman from Michigan again addressing the 
Chair, the Chair announced that he was entitled 
to the floor. The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
Jones] addressed the Chair, and claimed that he 
was entitled to it, for the reason that the gentle- 
man from Michigan addressed the Chair before 
the bill was read a second time, and was not enti- 
ued to it after it was read. The Chair decided 
differently, and that the gentleman from Michigan 
was entitled to the floor. The gentleman from 
Michigan was engaged in conversation with some 
gentlemen, and the Chair twice, he thinks, cer- 
tainty once, with great distinctness, and consider- 
able pause after it, said that the gentleman from 
Michigan had the floor. The gentleman did not 
| respond, and the Chair then recognized the gen- 
‘ tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,}] who made 
i the motion to commit to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. ‘The Chair 
thinks he cannot alter the state of the case. 

The gentleman from Michigan is now recog- 
nized as having the floor, if he desires. 

Mr. CHURCEIWELL. Will the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Stevens] yield me the floor 
for a moment? 
| Mr. STEVENS. Ewit. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
personal explanation. 

[Cries of **Oh, no!”} 

Mr. HENDRICKS. F object. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I ask the unanimous 
| consent of the Llouse to allow me to do so. 
` Mr. BRIDGES and others objected. 

i 1 will state simply 
| what it is for. The point made upon me yester- 
day was, that I had inserted—— 

| [Cries of ‘Object!’ and ‘ Order!’?] 

| TheSPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
| 


I desire to make a 


| Chair is bound to enforce the rules. 
I hope, at least, gen- 
tlemen will hear me state the point, without enter- 
ing into its discussion. 

[Cries of ‘*Object!’?] 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Gentlemen would not 
object if they could hear the circumstances, 

Mr. BRIDGES. J object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
gentleman cannot proceed. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. What gentleman ob- 
jects? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bripaes,] and two or three others, 
object. 


I now move 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. T appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan to allow mea moment of 
his time, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan cannot do that, for the reason that he is not 
now upon the floor—he having moved the previ- 
ous question, which cuts off all debate. 

Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw the previous 
question, if the gentleman will renew it, 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I will renew it. I 
feel compelled to throw myself upon the charity 
of the House for one moment. It will be recol- 
lected i 
| Mr. BRIDGES. Is that in order? I object to 
' the gentleman’s proceeding, upon the ground that 


li the matter he wishes to introduce is irrelevant to 


; the bill under consideration. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Has not the gentleman 
from Tennessee the right to proceed, the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Stevens] having yielded 
him the floor ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
 igan is not entitled to the floor. The gentleman 


|: from Tennessee is, however, entitled to the floor 


i to speak upon the bill under consideration. 

Mr. McMULLEIN. I hope the gentleman from 
| Tennessee will allow me one moment. Task the 
| Speaker whether it isnot competent, upon motion 
submitted to the House, and acquiesced in by the 
House, for the gentleman from Tennessee to pro- 
ceed with his personal explanation ? 


The SPEAKER. It ig not competent, under 


| 
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the rules, to submit any such motion, unless it be 
a question of privilege affecting some member of 
this body, or the body itself. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
a question of privilege. 
House will consider it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. F hope the 
House will allow the gentleman from Tennessee 
to proceed, because, provided that privilege is ac- 
corded to him, I wish to ask him a question arising 
out of the debate of yesterday, as reported in the 
Globe of this morning, in which he speaks of me 
as an Abolitionist. | 

Mr HENDRICKS. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is entitled to the floor, and has the right to 
address the House upon the subject of the bill be- 
fore the House. The gentleman, however, was | 
proceeding to submit remarks which, in the opin- | 
jon of the Chair, are notin order; and being called 
upon to enforce the rule, he decides that the course 
of remark indicated by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is not in order, and cannot at this time 
be pursued. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I ask the Speaker 
whether | can have a better opportunity to make 
this explanation any other day than to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frem Ten- 
nessee must be aware, the Chair presumes, that it 
is competent for the House to indulge these per- 
sonal explanations atany time, by unanimous con- 
sent, but that they are not in order except by | 
unanimous consent. i 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I have but one single | 
object in view. It is not to speak upon the Min- | 
nesota bill; it is to reply to a point made upon | 
me in this House, in the course of that peculiar 
debate. Afterwards my colleague [Mr. CuLLom] 
inserted, in the report, language which he did not 
utter in the House, and which I pronounce false 
—infamously false—— i 

The remainder of the sentence was lost amidst į 
shouts of ‘Order! and the confusion which | 
immediately ensued. 

Mr. CurLom rose from his seat and rushed 
towards Mr. CnurcuweLL with threatening ges- 
tures. Members crowded around both gentle- 
men and interposed between them. Amidst loud 
shouts of ** Order!’ and the greatest confusion, 
Mr. CvLLom was heard to exclaim, ‘It’s a lie.” | 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will | 
restore order. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms thereupon proceeded 
with the mace of the House to the scene of the 
difficulty, and after some minutes succeeded in | 
partially restoring order. - | 

Mr. SEWARD. Imove that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear any ; 
motion until order is restored in the Hall. | 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Mr. Speaker—— | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume 
his seat. 

Many members still standing in the area and 
around Messrs, CuurcHWELL and CuLLom. 

The SPEAKER. Can it be possible that the 
Chair must so often admonish gentlemen to resume | 
their seats and preserve order? | 

Order being restored, i 
Mr. CHURCHWELL said: In compliance | 

| 
| 
| 
| 


4. l consider this to be 
Ido not know how the 


with my promise to the gentleman from Michi- | 
gan, l renew the call for the previous question. 

[Cries of **Order!’’] | 

The SPEAKER. Tn calling for the previous | 
question, the gentleman from Tennessee is in | 
order. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. I prefer, Mr. Speaker, : 
to yield the floor to the gentleman from Michigan, | 
that he may call for the previous question. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I demand the previous | 
question? . | 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to submit an amend- | 
ment to the bill, and I hope that the demand for | 
the previous question may not be seconded. ! 

Mr. STEVENS. I demand tellers on second- | 
ing the call for the previous question. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Housron were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the demand for 
the previous question received a second, the tellers | 
having reported—ayes 77, noes 52. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 demand the yeas | 


i Bliss, 


and nays on ordering the main question to be now 
put. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 93, nays 74; as follows: > 


¥EAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis Al- 
len, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Beli, Benton, Bliss, 
Breckinridge, Brooks, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, John 
G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Disney, Dowdell, 
Eastman, Eddy, Edinands, Ellison, Farley, Florence, 
Goodrieh, Greenwood, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hofston, Hughes, Johnson, Roland Jones, 
Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, 
Matteson, Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Nichois, 
Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Penning- 
ton, John Perkins, Phelps, Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Russel, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Singleton, Samuel A. | 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Aiexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
‘Tracy, Tweed, Upham, Walker, Walley, Evihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israet Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, 
Westbrook, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. 
Wright—93. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Belcher, Benson, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpen- į 
ter, Caskie, Chastain, Corisinan, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Dick, Dickinson, Edmundson, John M. Esiott, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Goode, Grow, Hamil- 
ton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Howe, | 
Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, 
McCulloch, MeMullin, May, Middleswarth, Millson, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Bishop 
Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, 
David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, Gerrit 
Smith, William Sinith, John J. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Van- 
sant, Witte, and Zollicofier-—74. 

So the main question was ordered to be now 
put, being upon the motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. Upon that question I demand 
the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided | 
in the negative—yeas 72, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. | 
Bayly, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, | 
Caskie, Chastain, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dick, 
Dickinson, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, Faulk 
ner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Ham- 
ilton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Howe, 
Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Me- 
Julloch, Matteson, May, Middleswarth, Milison, Morgan, 
Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, 
Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, 
Shaw, Shower, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, 
Jolm J. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Witte, and Zoli- 
cofier—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James G. Allen, Willis 
Alien, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Benson, 
Benton, Bliss, Breckinridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Cham- 
berlain, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Croc 
er, Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, DÐ 
ney, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Etli- 
son, Ewing, Farley, Florence, Greenwood, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, 
Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Macy, Mayal, John 
G. Miller, Smith MiHer, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Pennington, Phelps, Preston, 
Pringle, Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, 
Sapp, Seward, Singleton, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander F. Stepbens, Hes- 
tor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John L. ‘Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, ‘Shurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, HI 
Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, it 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, Daniel | 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennegsee. I move to lay the | 
bill upon the table. l 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Upon that motion I i 
demand the yeas and nays. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Belch- |; 
er, Benton, Boceck, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, : 
Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Craige, Curtis, Dick, Dick- 
inson, Etheridge, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gid- | 
dings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, i 
Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George | 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, į 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, Middleswarth, Mill- i 
son, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peck- į 
ham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Puryear, Ready, David į 
Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. H 

| 
1 
| 


Smitb, Wiliam Smith, John J. Tayior, Nathaniel G. Tay- 
lor, Trout, Vail, and Vansant-—66. ae. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C, Allen, Willis \i 
Allen, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Benson, |i 
Breckinridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, }| 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, Cul- | 
De Witt, Disney, ji 


| 


Chandler, 
lom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, 
Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Ellison, English, Farley, Florence, Goodrich, Green- 


: pare the biil as engrossed with the original, an 


wood, Andrew J. Harlan; Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Benn, Houston, Howe, 
Hughes, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, Latham, 
Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, John 
G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pennington, Phelps, Pratt, Reese, Rid- 
die, Thomas Ritehey, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Sin-" 
gleton, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L, Stevens, 
Straub, Davia Sruart, John. L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Tweed, Upham, Waiker, Walley, Eltihu B. Washburne, 
Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Rate HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I then move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Jones, of 
Pennsylvania, in the chair.) The Chair will 
state, that the main question having been ordered 
to be now put, it must be disposed of before that 
motion can be entertained. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide that 
my motion is out of order? 

The SPEAKER pro‘tempore. The present in- 
cumbent, of the chair is informed that the prac- 
tice has been such as he has stated. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was sub- 
sequently read the third time. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to a question of order. 
L object to the reading of the bill, unless it has been 
engrossed, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has 
been engrossed, and has been already ordered to 
a third reading, and read a third time. The Chair, 
therefore, overrules the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haven.] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | would like to 
know how the Chair can tell whether the bill is 
engrossed? Certainly, there has not been time to 
compare it with the bill since it was ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. ORR. Oh, it is just the same with this 
bill as with bills which we pass every day. 

Mr. JONES. That may be the custom; but it 
is not proper. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was engrossed 
before the House met this morning. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 

previous question. 

Mr. HAVEN. But asto the question of order 
which I raised: | am not through with it yet. T 
have not been heard fully. I do not want to de- 
bate it. I raised the question of order previously 
to the reading of the bill, The Chairman over- 
ruled it, on the ground that the question came too 
late. Now, I desire to have that corrected; for L 
addressed the Chair previously to the Clerk read- 
ing the title of the bill the third time; forI had the 
subject in my eye all the while. 
` As to the question of fact as to whether the bill 


I move the 


has been engrossed or not, J, of course, am unin- 


formed; but a moment or two ago | saw the bill 
unengrossed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
state to the gentleman from New York, that at 
the time the Chair heard his point of order raised 
he was informed by the Clerk that the bill had been 
engrossed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) But 
when has it been engrossed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And being so 
informed, the Chair overruled the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from New York, 

Mr. JONES. Time ought to be taken to som 
to see whether the engrossment is right or not., Í 
now ask whether the decision of the Chair has not 
been made on a false assumption? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was 
informed by the Clerk that the bill was engrossed 
before the House met to-day. Such was the in- 
formation the Chair had on the subject, and on 
that he made his decision. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it now in ogder to move 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? If so, Í 
wish to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question has been called for. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Before the question is put 


The previous 
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on seconding the call for the previous question, I 
move that the rules of the House be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. [rise to a point of order. 
E hope that we will have a uniform rule of prac- 
tice In-transacting the business of the House. 
The previous question has been demanded on the 
passage of the’bill, and, besides, a motion is now 


made to go into: the Committee of the: Whole on |; 


the state of the Union.” Now, it will be recollected 
by the House, that some time ago, when I had 
occasion to look up the precedents in this body, 
I made the point to the Speaker, when we were 
considering the Nebraska bill, that I had found | 
decisions of his in the last Congress—with which 
he was satisfied—that when the previous question 
had been demanded, and when subsequently a 
motion was made to go into the Committee of the 
Whole, the question on seconding the call for the 
previous question would have to be first put, be- 
fore the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole was disposed of. I can turn to these 
precedents. The Speaker became satisfied with 
them. I hope that a uniform rule of practice will 
be established on this point. Ido not care what 
the rule is, but I do think it ought to be a uniform 
one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
state to the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
the temporary occupant of the chair must be gov- 
erned by what he is informed have been the de- 
cisions of the Speaker; and his information is, 
that the Chair has held, that when the previous 
question has been called for, and’ when, at the 
Bame time, or subsequently, a motion is made to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the latter question is one of higher 
privilege than the former, and takes precedence 
of it-— 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I can show 
decisions the other way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And from that 
information, the temporary occupant of the chair 
decides that the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. Hamuroy] is in order, and must 
take precedence of the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the question is put 
on the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union—which I suppose 
will lead to the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill—I[ ask permission to pre- 
sent to this House a report from the Committee on 
the Library, in the form of a resolution, which 
was referred to that committee for a construction 
of the joint resolution of the two Elouses touching | 
books for new members. | 


The SPEAKER. pro tempore. 
consent the gentleman can do so. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, I object. I 
want to vote down the motion to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, in order that we may pass this bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the House will go 
into committee now. Let the morning hour have 
its own business, and let the other business of the | 
House have the balance of the time. I will vote | 
for the bill in the morning hour, but [ am unwill- | 
ing that it should rule out everything else. | 

Mr. COBB. If the House goes into committee i 
now, does not the bill go upon the Speaker’s | 


By unanimous 


table? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
of the Chair it does, 

Mr. COBB. Very well; 
the bill to understand that. i 

Mr. HAMILTON. L[eall the gentleman from | 
Alabama to order, f 

The question now being upon the motion that | 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the i 
Whole on the state of the Union, i 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

he question was then taken; and it was de- 


cided in the negative—yeas 70, nays 99; as fol- 
lows: % 


t 


Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matte- 
son, Middleswarth, Millson, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, 
Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Preston, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Skel- 
ton, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, and Zolicoffer— 
70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, 
Benson, Bliss, Breckinridge, Brooks, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, 
Crocker, Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, Ewing, Farley, Flor- 
ence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson 
W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, 
Howe, Hughes, Hant, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, 
Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, 
Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, 
Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, 
Pennington, Phelps, Pratt, Reese, Thomas Ritchcy, Rus- 
sell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Singteton, William R. Smith, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Hestur L. Stevens, Straub, David Swart, Thurs 
ton, Tracy, Tweed, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Whee- 
lér, and Daniel B. Wright—99. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put, being 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN demanded the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 71; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Benson, Benton, 
Bliss, Breckinridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, John 
G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Dowdell, 
Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Hilison, Farley, Florence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, 
Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, 
Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
Smith Miller, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Parker, Pennington, John Perkins, Phelps, Pringle, Reese, 
Riddle, Thomas Ritehey, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, 
Singleton, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Afexander H., Stephens, 
Bestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, Walker, Walley, EBllihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Went- 
worth, Westbrook, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—99, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Belcher, Bocock, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, 
Chastain, Chrisman, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dickin- 
son, Edmundson, Jobn M. Eliott, Etheridge, Ewing, Faulk- 
ner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Anron 
Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, May, 
Millson, Morgah, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Packer, 
Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, 


i Ready, David Ritchie, Rufin, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, 


Gerrit Smith, William Smith, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Witte, and Zollicoffer—71. 


So the bill was passed. 
Pending the call of the yeas and nays, 


Mr. BOYCE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Maya upon the bill, and that otherwise 


| he should have voted against it. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was then agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the title was adopted, 
and also to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. ` : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire now to offer the 
resolution which Í have made several attempts to 
bring before the House; and with a view of hav- 
ing settied a question which proposes to prevent 
a large expenditure. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That, in adopting the joint resolution from the 


| Senate, authorizing the distribution of books among the 
: new members of the two Houses of Congress, the House 
: of Representatives intended that when the publisher of any 
i such books is unable to supply them, the Clerk of the 
| House shall be at liberty to purchase them of any other 
| person; end that when such works as-have been distrib- 
‘| uted te members are not to be readily obtained, other books 
| of a similar character may be supplied to them: Provided, 
i! That no more shall be paid therefor than has been paid for 


the books for which those shall be substituted: Provided 
also, ‘That the new edition of the Opinions ofthe Attorneys 
General of the United States, contained in four volumes, 
and having an index, be substituted for the imperfect edi- 
tion heretofore distributed, provided the cost thereof shal! 


| 


not exceed fifteen dollars per copy: And provided also, 
‘That no more than one copy of any one work shall be fur- 
nished for any member. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I trust the gentleman will 
not object. We cannot get on with the appro- 
priation bill without having something of the sort 
done, Its passage will save $25,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The general appropriation 
bill certainly has nothing to do with that resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Unless this resolution be 
passed, it is the duty of the Clerk to purchase 
immediately one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution for each new member gf 
the House. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
received. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move toamend the resolu- 
tion by striking out the last proviso, which is as 
follows: 


Provided also, That no more than one copy of any one 
work shall be furnished to any member. 


I now call upon the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to explain the necessity of that proviso. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The gentleman from 
Georgia calls upon me to explain that proviso. Í 
will do it. In the joint resolution which passed 
some time since, it was provided that the members 
of each House should be furnished with all those 
books which had been previously furnished to the 
new members by other Congresses. The Senate 
decided that the resolution must be so construed 
as to give each new member of each House one 
hundred and sixty copies of the Constitution which 
nowlies upon your table, Thatconstruction would 
involve a cost of $25,000. That part of the reso- 
lution seemed to the committee as plain as any 
other portion of it, but because it has been con- 
atrued differently, they have reported this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. SEWARD. The object which I have in 
view in making the motion to strike out this 
proviso is, that the new members of this House 
may be entitled each to one hundred and sixty 
copies of the Constitution, the same number as 
is given to Senators. That is the construction 
which has been given in the Senate. That is the 
construction which has been given it by the 
Clerk of the House, and that is the construction 
which I think should be given to it. If this pro- 
viso should be adopted, the effect would be that 
the Senators would get one hundred and sixty 
copies each for distribution, and the members of 
the House will be denied the same number which 
we should be entitled-to by a similar construction. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I would ask 
‘the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the 
old members of this House have ever received 
more than one copy of this work? It has never 
been furnished to them for distribution. If the 
construction which is provided for in this resolu- 
tion be'given, each new member will receive one 
copy as heretofore. If not, each new member 
will receive one hundred and sixty copies. 

Mr. SEWARD. In answer to the gentleman, 
I have only to say this: If the old members do not 
think proper to take care of their rights, and pro- 
vide themselves with the same number of copies 
under joint resolution that Senators take, it is not 
the fault of new members. So far as I am myself 
concerned, I propose to take care of my individual 
rights, and the rights of my constituents, in the 
distribution of copies of the Constitution. Old 
members have legislated for themselves heretofore, 
and I cannot go back on the record te correct the 
mischief which may have been done. J hope that 
the new members here will protect themselves and 
get what Senators take. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend by striking 
out the following words: 

And that when such works as have been distributed to 
members are not to be readily obtained, other books of sim- 
ilar character may be supplied for them : Provided, That no 


more shall be paid therefor than has been paid for the books 
for which those shall be substituted. 


The SPEAKER. There is an amendment now 
pending to strike out that last proviso. The 
Chair will, however, entertain the amendment of 
the gentleman. 


Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me that this 


; provision of the resolution ought not to be here, 


even if the House determine to adopt the balance. 


1854, 


Heretofore, the House has supplied members as 
they come into the body with books, or so many 
as had been received by their predecessors on this 
floor. When they are exhausted, itis proposed to 
go into the market, at the instance of the member 
himself, and to select literary or miscellaneous 
books of one sort or the other, in order that he 
may supply to himself the amount of books pre- 
scribed by the resolution. In. other words, he 
may go there and purchase a literary library, so 
far as the expenditure of Congress will enable him 
to do so, for hisown private use. I hope that por- 
tion of the resolution may be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, to strike out the last proviso, 
being first made, is the first in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, the object of 
presenting these books to members, in the first 
instance, was to supply them with political works 
connected with the discharge of their duties here, 
to afford them facility in acquiring the requisite 
knowledge to enable them to discharge those duties 
in a satisfactory, or at least a more satisfactory 
manner to their constituents and the public. Now, 
it seems to me thatthe portion of the resolution to 
which I refer can have no such effect; on the con- 
trary, it can be regarded in no other light than as 
a matter of personal favor to members, by which 
their personal interest and their convenience are 
alone to be consulted. I hope that we shall not 
enlarge the rule at any rate; but that we shall 
confine the distribution of books to the limits 
heretofore assigned. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The matter in 
reference to which the Committee on the Library 
now report, was a joint resolution of the two 
Houses to furnish the new members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the present Con- 
gress such books as had heretofore been distrib- 
uted to members. It was understood at the time 
to be one copy of each of the works which had 
been heretofore distributed for new members use. 
And why, sir, was it necessary to pass the joint 
resolution? Heretofore the Senate have adopted 
a resolution for the distribution of books among 
its members. The House have also adopted a 
similar resolution in reference to its members; but 
at the last Congress, with an appropriation to pay 
for the books then directed to be distributed by 
the respective Houses, it was enacted that there- 
after no other book should be distributed, except 
such as should be ordered by the Senate or the 
House. Then, sir, in order to distribute books 
similar to those usually distributed, it was neces- 
sary to pass a repealing law to be approved by 
the President. 

Congress, I believe, have never authorized, by 
joint resolution, any number of books to members 
of either House for distribution. If you now pass 
the resolution giving to each of the new members 
of this House one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution, you give them a greater 
number of books than any members of the House 
have ever heretofore received. The Ilouse of 
Representatives have never distributed, or author- 
ized to be distributed to its members, Hickey’s 
compilation of the Constitution, other than one 
copy for each of its members. The House passed 
a joint resolution, and estimates were submitted to 
the committee, in order to make an appropriation 
for the payment of these books, and a list of such 
books as each member is entitled to accompanies 
those estimates, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 would ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] if we do not 
pass any resolution now explanatory of the jo'nt 
resolution, what construction will the Clerk give 
to it? 

Mr. JONES. The Clerk puts this construc- 
tion upon the joint resolution, that each member 
is entitled to but one copy of the Constitution. 
The Clerk has submitted his estimates under that 
joint resolution of the cost of books for the new 
members, and he makes the cost of a full set of 
books for each member $1,043 85. If you say 
that the true construction of the resolution is that 
he shall purchase one hundred and sixty copies of 
the Constitution for each member, it will make 
$1,202 00 as the cost of books to be distributed to 
each new member at this session. 

The Senate haveat different times ordered copies 
of the Constitution for distribution through the 
country, sometimes a larger and sometimes a 
smaller number; but the House have never ordered 
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more than one copy of the work for each mem- | 
ber. I do not believe the House would have passed 

this joint resolution, if they had believed at the 

time that it was intended to order books for gen- | 
eral distribution by members of the House. It! 
was merely intended to give to each member one | 
copy of such works as have heretofore been dis- 
tributed to members for their own use. I do not 
know what proportion of these books can now 
be had. The editions of many of them have been 
exhausted, and I believe, in every resolution here- 
tofore passed by this House, there has been a 
clause inserted that nothing in the resolution should 
be construed to authorize the reprinting of any 
of these works; but now it is proposed that the 
works that have been exhausted shall be sup- 
plied by an equal amount in value of other works, 
to be selected by the member himself. I will in | 
ae sonnecugn read the estimate submitted by the 

erk: 


CLERK’s OFFICE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, i 
June t4, 1854. 

Sir: T have the honor to transmit, herewith, estimates : 

of additional appropriations for the expenses of the House | 


i 
H 
1 
i 


| of Representatives, made necessary by existing orders of | 


the House and its committees, for the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1855. l 
J. W. FORNEY, | 

Clerk of Ho. of Reps. United States. | 

Hon. Linn Boyp, | 
Speaker of Ho. of Reps. United States. | 
= i 

Amended Estimates of Appropriations for the contingent | 
expenses of the House of Representatives for the year | 
ending 30th June, 1855. | 


For furniture and repairs, three thousand eight hundred | 
and seventy-five dollars.....cccceceue cece $3,875 00 


The above is in lieu of the $3,000 now in the printed bill. ; 
The addition of $875 is made necessary by the order ofthe | 
House for a new set of light chairs for summer, the contract } 
price of which is $875, 
For horses and carriages, four thousand seven hundred and ; 

forty-five dollars. ........05 34.745 0V | 


bee e eae coos eens 


This is in lieu of the $2,920 in the printed bill, the addi- | 
tion of $1,825 being made necessary as follows : i 
Additional mail carriage, allowed by the Committee on | 

Accounts.... sao $730 | 
Horse and wagon for heavy documents, allowed by 

Committee on ACCOUNTS.. seso asrerrssee or 
Carry-all of Sergeant-at-Arms, omitted in former 

estimate, for SX MONEDS....... cece ress eereee ence 


365 


| 
$1,825 | 
i 


For newspapers for members, twelve thousand five hun- | 
dred dollars .....0 cee. eee Soi iwe esnea as BL2,500 00 
This is in lieu of the $10,000 in the printed bill. The ! 

addition is made necessary by the resolution of the House 

which allows to each meinber $50 for newspapers, instead | 

of $40, as heretofore. i 

For books voted to the new members of the House of the } 
Thirty-Third Congress, one hundred and fifty-one thou- | 
sand nine hundred and forty-nine dollars and cighty-seven i} 

j 


. B15 
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The foregoing estimate is made up as follows: There | 
are in the present House one hundred and fifty-four new | 
members, of whom one hundred and forty. three are entitled ; 
to full sets of books, and eleven to partial sets. The fol- i 
lowing list gives the cost of a full set of books for one mem- į 
ber: 


Register of Debates oo... css ceceeeeeeeeeee eens $145 00 | 
Revised Statutes and Index 3s 00 | 
Globe and Appendix........ 155 00 ; 
Contested Elections 5 00 | 
Senate Land Laws., 10 00 | 
| Constitution.. ... 1 00i 
Etliott’s Debates. ....... 16 00 : 
American Archives, (9 vols.). 151 60 | 
Diplomatic Correspondence 15 00) 
American State Papérs 235 50: 
Opinions of the Attorneys Ge 5 15 00 | 
Finance Reports...........06 os 24 005 
Annals of Congress, (40 vols. . 200 
Adains’s Works ssessssaseo 20 00 
Hamilton’s Works... ce sese savesrescaasoeacoe 15 75 
1,043 
143 full sets, at $1,043 85. ssesuserssssreses ++ e $149,270 
11 partial Sets... cece cece ee cece recess eesees 2,679 32 j 
151,949 87 | 


For Annals of Congress for the House Library under reso- | 
lution of the House of September 28, 1850, one hundred | 
sets of each volume, from the twenty-third to the fortieth, | 
both included, in ail seventeen hundred volumes, at five | 
dollars per volume, eight thousand five hundred dol- | 
Tars.. cae cee $8,500 00 | 


eines | 


For Annals of Congress for one hundred and forty three 


forty three sets of twenty-four volumes each, from the 


members of the Thirty Seeond Congress entitled to them il 
under the resolution of July 26, 1852, one hundred and || 


i| man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Upuam,] he pro- 


sixteenth to the fortieth, inclusive, in all three thousand 
four hundred and thirty-two volumes, at five dollars per 
volume, seventeen thousand one hundred and sixty dol- 
arse... sess $17,160 00 


The resolution, it seems to me, was certainly 
framed with the design of giving to each new 
member one copy of each work which I have read 
from that estimate submitted by the Clerk; and 
this thing of including one hundred and fifty-nine 


i copies of Hickey’s Constitution, to be distributed 


to the new members, is, in my opinion, an after- 
thought for the benefit of the author or compiler 
of that work. And, to say nothing about the 
wrong in itself, it would be doing injustice to those 
districts—not to the members themselves, but to 
their districts—which have been represented on 
this floor, and whose Representatives have never 
received one solitary copy of that work for dis- 
tribution among their constituents. This work 
has never been taken by the House since it was 
first compiled. It has never been ordered since. 
And it was, in my opinion, clearly not the inten- 
tion or understanding of this House, at the time 
this resolution was adopted, that they should go 
beyond the copies for the members of the works 
that are now in use. ` 

Mr. BOYCE. J merely wish to say that I think 
the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanpurr] a very proper one. 
The object of buying these books, if I understand 
it, is that members may have the means of inform- 
ing themselves upon political subjects. What 
then do they want with more than one copy o 
any one work before them? This whole thing o 
the distribution of books is one upon which the 
country is somewhat sore, Let us proceed, then, 
with some degree of regard to public opinion. If 
there is any doubt of the meaning of the original 
resolution, let us adopt the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, which is designed to 
explain it. 

Mr. UPHAM. I understand that the present 
difficulty arises from the circumstance that the 
original joint resolution, was so interpreted in the 
other branch of the National Legislature as to 
give a large number of one of the books to the new 
members of that body. Lalso understand that if 
that joint resolution shall receive the same interpfe- 
tation here, it would give the same large number 
of books to each of the new members of this House. 
E understand that the old members of this House 
never received that large number. I learn, also, 
from the statement made by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library, [Mr. CHANDLER, ] that 
the Opinions of the Attorneys General, in the edi- 
tion which he proposes to provide for new mem- 
bers, are in a form and shape vastly more valu- 
able than in the previous edition, which edition 
the old members received. 

l rise, therefore, to give notice that ifthe motion 
of my friend from Georgia [Mr. Seward] to strike 
out the last proviso of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania shall prevail, I propose 
to move an additional proviso, as follows: 

And provided further, That the members who have not 
received the books contemplated herein, shall be provided 
therewith. á 

The object of the proviso is, that the old mem- 
bers of this body may have an equal number of 
the work upon the Constitution to circulate in 
their districts, and among their constituents; and, 
also, that the old members may have the advant- 
age of the very superior recent edition of the 
Opinions of the Attorneys General. 

Allow meto say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not 
at all sympathize with my friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] in the argument which he has made 


‘| to the House in enforcing his. views, that this res- 


olution operates, and ought to, exclusively to the 
personal benefit of members. I should rejoice to 
have the resolution, in its final form, assume such 
a shape that it will be valuable, not only to us, but 
to our constituents. And I maintain, sir, that 
there is no book which we order, in large num- 
bers, more appropriate to be circulated among our 
constituents than that book on the Constitution. 
[tis a book whieh we should rejoice to be able to 
deposit in every county, in every town, and in 
every village in our respective districts. 

With these views, I shall offer the proviso which 
I have read to the House. 

Mr. SEWARD. If | understand the gentle- 


we 
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poses to offer his 
motion is adopted. 
Mr. UPHAM. 


proviso in the event that my 


if it will be in order to do so. bd 
The SPEAKER. It is in order to move to 
strike out and insert. 
Mr. SEWARD. I will not object to that. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I myself have never 


been in favor of the policy of publishing books : 
by Congress for circulation, either among mem- |, 
bers or their constituents. 


has long prevailed, and I suppose that this reso- 


lution involves a simple construction of a resolu- | 


tion heretofore adopted. It is true the discussion 
has been extended to embrace the general policy 
of voting books to members; but the objections 
which have been urged. to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania have been confined 


to the ordering of but one copy of this particular | 


work for distribution by the members. 


Now, if l understand it, it has long been the |! 


practice to distribute largely many works; for in- 
stance, the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the Patent Office report. 
is the object in ordering large numbers of these 
works printed? Undoubtedly it is that mem- 
bers may act as trustees for their distribution. 
Every member who receives these books is bowid 
to distribute them among his constituents in the 
manner best calculated to promote the object in 
furnishing them to him. No member has the 
right to sell or dispose of them for bis own per- 
sonal advantage. No member, lam sure, willso 
dispose of them. 


The Constitution of the United States, it is true, | 


is all over the country. It is contained in the 
editions of the constitution and laws of most of 
the States. It may be found in many of the 
school books. Tt is found in all the books con- 
taining the laws of the country. But the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts thinks that itis not sufi- |! 


ciently cireulated. Well, sir, F concur with him 
in the opinion that a proper knowledge of it is 
wanting in many portions of the country. E dare 


say that he speaks knowingly when he makes the | 


observation. I haveno doubt he has seen a man- 


ifest want of it in the State which he so ably rep- |: 


resents upon this floor. We have had a startling 
illustration of the utter want of knowledge of the 
provisions of this instrument on a recent occasion, 
In carrying out the laws of the Federal Govern- 
ment, in the far-famed city of Boston. 

l have no doubt the honorable gentleman speaks 
from what he has seen, and that the eieeulation 
of the Constitution is really necessary in that 
portion of the country from which he comes. I 
have generally voted against the largest number of 
these publications, but lam almost constrained, in 
this particular instance, to go against the construc- 
tion advocated by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and in favor of that of the Senate. Ido 
not know that E will vote in favor of that proposi- 
tion, but I shall be strongly inclined to do so, I 
hope, sir, that this question will be brought to 
a close without further discussion. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


it as muchat the South as anywhere. [tis needed 
North, South, East, and West; our whole people 
need it. 

Mr. UPHAM. 
mentin reply to the remarks which have fallen 
from the honorable member from Virginia, who 
has just taken his seat, bearing upon myself and 
upon my State—the venerable, enlightened, and 
illustrious Commonwealth which I have the honor 
in part to represent upon this floor. The gentle- 
man from Virginia says, if I understood him—my 
attention having been to some degree interrupted— 
that the State of Massachusetts needs to have the 


Constitution of the United States circulated among |! 


its people. 


Sir, the Representatives and the faithful and a 


patriotic citizens of that State intend that the Con- 


stitution of the United States shall be kept fresh in jj 


. Yes; and I. shall offer it in a 
case themotion of my friend from Georgia fails, 


But, sir, the policy — 


Well, sir, what |! 


i; There may be portions of this Confederacy, 
| which.took a great part, too, in the formation of 
that Constitution, where its original and funda- 
mental principles need particularly to be reén- 
‘orced, and among whose people they need to be 


ji portions of the Confederacy, I would particularly 
|| suggest to my honorable friend from Virginia, it 
| surely is of even greater importance that every 
‘; member on this floor should be provided with the 
l: means of conveying to his constituency a correct 
knowledge of the Constitution, so that errors 
which may have grown up, and heresies which 
may have thriven in the minds of the people they 


| 

t 

| 

[i they may be brought back to the knowledge of 
| those- primitive sentiments and truths in support 
| of which the fathersof Virginia and the fathers of 
‘| Massachusetts were united. And if we do our 
| duty, and recall those who have strayed into 
i| error, to the grounds on which the Constitution 
|! was established, their sons will again come to- 
ji gether, and be united in the maintenance of those 
(| same great first principles. 

i Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam happy, really 
| very happy, sir, to agree with the gentleman from 
l; Massachusetts in the opinions which he has ex- 
pressed. In all sincerity, from very slight ac- 
quaintance with that gentleman, [ entertain for 
him really a great respect. I speak this now as 
con amore. l did not yenture to say that the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts needed additional informa- 
tion on the subject ofthe Constitution. 1 remarked, 
it will be remembered, that I supposed it was in 
all their school books. But 1 was very much grat- 
ified at the testimony of the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetis on this subject, which -was 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
t 
t 
j 
i 


which occurred in Boston, from which it would 
seem, in fact, that additional information on this 
| sacred instrument was necessary. Tam told that 
it is in every common prayer-book. 

Ladmit that Virginia and Massachusetts once 
| united cordially in the construction of this instru- 
|| ment. They moved together harmoniously for a 
|| season, but they soon diverged; different construc- 
|| tions prevailed in the two Commonwealths—wise- 
| ly Twill not say as to both; for I could not say so; 
| but patriotic as to both Iam willing to admit. 
| Still, sir, they have differed; they at present differ; 
and I am sure that the gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts will admit that a want of knowledge of the 
|| Constitution—for it is not to be supposed that there 
|! is want of patriotic purpose to observe its provi- 
| sions—has been strikingly manifested in the great 
| emporium of New England. 

As the gentleman anderstands the subject well, 


| circulation of the Constitution among his constit- 
| uents, I bow in submission to his opinion, I 
| agree with him in opinion, and may perfaps unite 
i with him when we are called on to vote. I do 
|i not promise, however, to do so. 

; , Mr. SEWARD, 

j tion. . : 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question was ordered to be now put. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. f ask for the 
| yeas and nays, and tellers upon the yeasand nays. 
i Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jones, of 
| Tennessee, and Perkins, of New York, were 
| appointed. ? 

| The House was then divided; and the tellers 
| reported only twenty. gentlemen voting in the 
| affirmative. 

| So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| Mr. STUA RT, of Michigan. 

| House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to anticipate another 
| motion to adjourn, and therefore Í take this op- 
i portunity to give notice to the House that on to- 
morrow I shall call their attention to a question 
of privilege connected with the recent violation of 
|| the order and decorum of the House. 

{Cries of ‘Good!’ ‘Good! and ‘That’s 


right !?7] 


Į move that the 


ion of this question is in order? ; À 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. PueLPs oc- 
i cupying the chair.) Under the rule of the House 
ii a motion to strike out and insert is not divisible. 
The question now being on the adoption ef the 


epeated and revived. And, in reference to such | 


represent, may be corrected and removed; and that | 


very much strengthened by a recent circumstance | 


‘land thinks that there ought to be an additional | 


I call for the previous ques- | 


‘Mr. GOODE. I ask the Chair whether a divis- | 


| 
| 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
and CuAMBERLAIN were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 


; ayes 90, noes 47. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LETCHER. I now present to the House 
the amendment to which 1 called the attention of 
the House some time ago, and which is on the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has 
sustained the demand for the previous question, 


and ordered the main question to be now put. 


The present occupant of the chair was not pre- 


i siding when the amendment of the gentleman from 


Virginia (Mr. Lercuer] was offered; but as he 
is informed, it was not entertained by the Speaker. 

Mr. LETCHER. It was entertained and 
debated for some time; and then the Speaker re- 
marked that he must give priority to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia, which was 
first made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would state one 
fact to the Chair, that exactly the same occurrence 
took plage yesterday on the bill of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Hittyer.] There wasa mo- 
tion submitted to strike out the day at which the 
session of Congress should commence. Then 
another gentleman moved to amend the prior part 


‘of the bill, by inserting a provision as to when the 


act should take effect. The previous question was 
called, and sustained. ‘The question was then 
taken upon theamendment first offered, and which 
was to come in at the latter part of the bill. Then 
the question was taken upon the amendment last 
offered, and which was to come inat the first part 
of the bill. 

Here the Spraxer resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Lercuer) first submitted his 
amendment, as it was to come in at the first or 
second proposition in the resolution, the Chair 
did indicate to him, at that moment, and for that 
reason, that he would entertain it. The Chair 
afterwards corrected it, and said—no doubt, cor- 
rectly—that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Szwarp,] having been first 
made, the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
was not in order until the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia was disposed of. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then the Chair decides now 
that the previous question cuts off my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It cuts off all amendments. 

Mr. LETCHIER. Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the mam question was ordered, 
that we may get back to my amendment. 

Mr. KERR. T move to lay the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. How did the gentleman get 
the floor to make that motion? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. No doubt the gentleman has 
the right to the floor, because nobody can make a 
speech, and 

Mr. LETCHER. 
sider? — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 


Not upon a motion to recon- 


| Carolina [Mr. Kerr] moves to lay the motion of 


the gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 
Neither motion is debatable, and therefore the 
gentleman from North Carolina was in order in 
making his motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. T was upon the floor, and 
made the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman could not 
retain the floor, because he had no right to debate 
his motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. No right to debate a motion 
to reconsider ° i 

The SPEAKER. A demand for the previous 
question is not debatable. Thequestion of recon- 
sidering the main question is not debatable; and 
the gentleman from North Carolina was in order 
in moving to lay the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihave no desire to delay 
the action of the House, or to embarrass the 
House in any way. | offered the amendment in 
good faith, and desire to have a vote upon it. I 


proposition correctly. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr, Sewanp] submitted the amend- 
ment which has already passed. Afterwards the 
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gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercnen] sub- 
mitted his amendment, which was to come in at 
an earlier part of the resolution, and, at themoment, 
the Chair said he would entertain it. 
thereafter, however, the Chair stated that the 


amendment of the gentleman from Georgia was | 


first in order, and, until it was disposed of, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia was 
not in order. 

Since that time the Chair understands that the 
House has ordered the main question to be now 

ut. 
pateidler the ordering of the main question by the 
House. That is the proposition under consider- 
ation. The gentleman from North Carolina 
moves to lay the motion ta reconsider upon the 
table, 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihaveasked that my amend- 
ment may be read to the House, in order that 
members may know what it is, 

The SPEAKER. 
will be reported to the House. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I object. 


The question then being upon the motion to lay | 


the motion to reconsider upon the table, it was 
put; and the motion was agreed to—ayes eighty- 
eight, noes not counted. 

The question was then upon the passage of the 
resolution, as amended, 

Mr. HENDRICKS, 
nays. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, I move to lay the 
resolution upon the table; and upon that motion 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I demand the yeas and 


The question was taken upon Mr. Davis’s mo- |! 


tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 47, 
nays 107; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Thomas H, Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Caskie, Churchwell, 


Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, John G. Davis, Eddy, Edinund- lj 


son, Ellison, Ewing, Faulkner, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, 


Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Mendricks, Henn, Uillyer, į 
George W. Jones, Kidwell, | 
Letcher, Smith Mitler, Millson, Murray, Orr, Bishop Per- | 


Houston, Daniel T. Jone 


kins, Phelps, Puryear David Ritehie, Rufin, Shaw, Single- 
ton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, David Stuart, 
Traey, and 'Trout—47. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Alien, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, David J. Bailey, Banks, Belcher, Bell, Benson, 
Bliss, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Cor- 
win, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, 


Dickinson, Dowdell, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, | 
John M. &iliott, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Florence, | 


Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Harrison, Hill, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, 


Lamb, Latham, Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, MeCulloch, Me- i! 


Mullin, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, May, Mayall 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Powell, Pratt, |i 
> 2 3 3 ? > 


Preston, Pringle, Ready, Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Shower, Samuel A. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, John J. Taylor, John L. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, 
Vansait, Walker, Walley, Biha B. Washburne, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, Witte, and 
Hendrick B. Wright—107. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 


{Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on En- ! 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a bill į 
and joint resolution of the following titles; which | 


were signed by the Speaker: 

An act to authorize the issue of registers to 
vessels owned by the Accessory Transit Com- 
pany; and 


A resolution giving the consent of Congress to | 


the acceptance, by Lieutenant M. F. Maury, of 
the Navy, of a gold medal from his Majesty the 
King of Sweden.] 

Mr. HILLYER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. IT appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HILLYER. I cannot. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


I move that the House do 


The question-then recurred upon the passage of | 


the resolution, upon which the yeas and nays had 
been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the resolution 
was passed, 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was passed; and 
that that motion be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Very soon: 


The gentleman from Virginia moves to re- || 


If it is not objected to, it : 


| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A. message was received from the Senate, by 
| the hands of Asnury Dicgixs, Esq., its Secretary, 
i notifying the House that the Senate had passed 
f bills of the following titles: 

1, S. B. No. 404. An act to authorize the issue of 
i| & register to the brig Amelia, by the name of Abby 
l Francés; and 

| S. B. No. 357. An act for the relief of Urban 
| Stoll. 

i CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

|! Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the unanimous con- 
i sent of the House for leave to have the record 
| 

| 


| was under consideration, I voted against laying 
ii the first four sections upon the table. At that 
moment | was called from my seat by a gentle- 
‘man who desired to communicate with me. On 
| my return the yeas and nays were being called. 
The question I presumed was on the fifth section 
i| of the bill, I voted, as l understood, against lay- 
| ing that section upon the table. By examination 
i Of the record, however, it will be seen that the 
|| question was on the bill originally introduced by 
|| the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 1 desired to vote to lay that bill 
upon the table, because I was opposed to an in- 
| crease of the present rate of postage. [ask that 
|! the Journal may be corrected. 
There was no objection; and the correction was 
‘| accordingly ordered to be made. 


MARY P. FRANCISCO. 
On motion by Mr. EDMUNDSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Mary P. Fran- 
cisco be withdrawn from the files of the House, for refer- 
ence to the Pension Office. 

H CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

|| Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I ask unanimous 
|; consent for leave to change the reference of two 
| bills now before the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object; and move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
|| Mr. INGERSOLL. 
tion. 


I rise to a privileged ques- 


| ilezed motion than that to adjourn. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I wish to make a correc- 
tion of the Journal, and hope that the gentleman 
will withdraw the motion to adjourn, so that I 
may be allowed to do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 insist on the motion toad- 
journ. 


| 
| 
i} TheSPEAKER. There can be no higher priv- 
| 
| 


jiaiThe SPEAKER, The question arises whether 


or not the gentleman from Connecticut has not the 
|| right to submit his motion, at least, this being the 
| only day during which he can do so; but not to 
| interrupt the House in its disposition to adjourn. 
Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw the motion to 
i| adjourn. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
|| Mr. INGERSOLL. I find myself recorded as 
‘| voting against laying upon the table the bill re- 
ji ported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. {intended to vote, and I believe that 
I did vote, in favor of laying it upon the table. I 
wish to have the Journal corrected. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only 
|j effect his object by unanimous consent. 
i} Mr. INGERSOLL. 
| grant it to me. 

There was no objection; and the correction was 
accordingly ordered to be made. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House adjourned (at four o’clock, p. m.) till to- 
| morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 20, 1854. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


i ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads. 

| Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Thomas 
| W. Mather, of New York, and William R. 


I hope the House will | 


Mr. WADE presented a memorial of inhabit- | 
l ants of Ohio City, Ohio, praying a reduction of 
i the present rates of ocean postage; which was re- f 


Glover, of Kentucky, merchants trading in Mex- 


| ico, praying indemnity for property forcibly seized 


by officials of that Republic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, - 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Jobn 
S. Pendleton, praying compensation for services 
on a special mission to negotiate a treaty with the 
Oriental Republic of Uruguay, in 1852 and 1853, 
under instructions received from the President of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of a com- 
mittee appointed by the corporation of George- 
town, to represent its interests ‘before Congress, 
praying the erection of a bridge across the Poto- 
mace river at the point known as “ The Three 
Sisters,” according to the plan of Charles Ellet; 
which was referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, twenty-three memorials of citizens of 
Washington and Georgetown, District of Colum- 


| bia; and counties of Alexandria, Loudon, and 


Fairfax, in the State of Virginia, praying the erec- 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac river, on a 
site near Georgetown, known as “ The Sister 
Islands; which were referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DIXON presented a memorial adopted at 
a meeting of the inhabitants. of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, praying a reduction of the present rates of 
ocean postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office arid Post Roads. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have had placed in my 
hands the petition of the Friends Aid Society of 
Washington, District of Columbia. They state 
that their object is to establish Sunday schools in 
this District, which has been partially done; and 
that they desire to establish free day-schools 
within the limits of the District. ‘They state that 
they do this with the concurrence of every denom- 
ination, there being nothing sectarian at all con- 
nected with it. They say they also wish to estab- 
lish an asylum, providing employment for the idle 
and instruction for the ignorant; and a house for 
the protection of females who deserve the inter- 
ference and support of the better portion of crea- 


| tion, in order to rescue them from eertain habits 


calculated to bring evil upon society. I present 


| the petition, and ask that it be referred to the 


Committee for the District of Columbia. T hope 
that committee will take it into consideration, and 
if possible make a report which will carry out 
these worthy purposes. 

The petition was so referred. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented the 
memorial of Edward D. Tippett, praying that an 
appropriation may be made to enable him to test 
the cold water safety steam engine, of which he is 
theinventor; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the proceedings of 
the fourth anniversary of the White River Arkan- 
sas Baptist Convention, held in Izard county, 
Arkansas, in favor of the adoption of measures 
for securing to American citizens in foreign coun: 
tries the same degree of religious liberty that is 
enjoyed by the citizens of those countries emi- 
grating to the United States; which were ordered 
to tie on the table. 

A. motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN to print the 
above proceedings, was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. ' 

HOOSAC TUNNEL. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I present the 
memorial of the Troy and Greenfield Railroad 
Company, acorporation of Massachusetts, which 
represents that they are engaged in the enterprise 
of tunneling the Hoosac Mountain, on the air 
line between Troy and Boston, and on the most 
direct route between the great West, New Eng- 
land, the British Provinces, and Europe; that this 
tunnel will advance the value of the public lands 
by rendering them more accessible, their occu- 
pants more prosperous, and their productions 
more valuable; that it will strengthen the bonds 
which hold the Union together, and will secure 
the speedy transmission of the publie mails, wilt 
facilitate the quick transmission of fresh fish from 
the sea-coast to the interior, promote intercourse, 
stimulate commerce, and contribute to the de- 
fense of the country. They further represent 
that this is not merely a State work, for it lies 
near the junction of three States, Massachusetts, 
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Vermont, and New York, and will facilitate. the 
commerce not only of New England, but of New 
York, Canada, Pennsylvania, and the West. 
They conclude, Mr. President, by asking Con- 
gress to grant to them, or to the State of Massa- 
chusetts, in aid of the tunnel, one million acres of 


public land, or its equivalent in land- scrip, upon | 


such terms as shall seem to Congress just and 
proper. For precedents in this matter they refer 
to the liberal grants made by Congress for. the 
canal around the falls of the Ohio; for the canal 
at the Sault Saint Mary; for removing impedi 


ments in the. Ohio, Wisconsin, and Mississippi | 


rivers; for the Aroostook and National roads; for 
artificial harbors and breakwaters, both on the 
lakes and thesea-board. I ask the reference of this 
memorial with the accompanying papers, to the 


Committee on Public Lands; and I beg leave espe- | 


cially to commend it to them, as entitled to their 
best attention, from the eminent worth of the gen- 
tlemen from whom it comes, and from the char- 
acter of the enterprise in which they are inter- 
ested ~-an enterprise which, in its very conception, 
reflects credit upon our age, and which, if accom- 


plished, will constitute an epoch in the achieve- | 


ments of science. 


'F'he petition was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 


tion of Moren Moore, praying to be allowed the | 
difference between the pensions paid his father | 


and mother, and that to which they were entitled, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions; which was agreed to. 


Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was | 
referred the memorial of Rebecca P. Stansbury | 


and others, children of Thomas Peters, deceased, 


praying to be allowed an amount of money equal | 
to the pension their father and mother would have | 


been entitled to for the services of the former during 
the war of the Revolution, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred a report of the Sec- 


retary of the Interior, as to the fulfillment, on the | 


part of the Government, of the stipulations of a 
treaty made with the Pottawatomies on the 26th 


of October, 1832, asked to be discharged from its | 


further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills from the House of Representatives, 
reported them back without amendment: 

Bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause to be surveyed the tract of land 
in the Territory of Minnesota, belonging to the 
half breeds, or mixed bloods of the Dacotah or 


Sioux nation of Indians, and for other purposes; | 


and 

Bill to authorize the Secretary of War to settle 
and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River Indian 
war. 


Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Patents | 


and the Patent Office, reported a bill to amend the 
several acts now in force relating to the Patent 
Office; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of the heirs of Stephen Morrell, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill to pay the heirs 
of Stephen Morrell, deceased, the amount due 
their father for a pension; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on | 
Claims, to whom wae referred the bill from the | 


House of Representatives for the relief of Henry 
Lewis, of Clinton county, Indiana, asked to be 


discharged from its further consideration, and that ! 
it be referred to the Committee on Private Land į 


Claims; which was agreed to. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to regulate navigation 
to the coast of Africa, in vessels owned by citizens 
of the United States, in certain cases. 


| priation bills last year, but it was the first ot the |} 


; much under the rules of the House as from the 


| a day or two; and as yet I have not been able to 


| unwilling to permit the session to close without | 


| prepared under the eye and with the aid of the 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MALLORY. [move that the bill for the 
improvement of the naval service, which was yes- 
terday ordered to its third reading, be now taken 
up for consideration. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. ls that bill now open to 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT. Tt is not. It has been 
ordered to be engrossed for.a third reading. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I must submit a motion 
to reconsider- the vote by which the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 1 think 
the bill requires some amendment. l think it 
requires amendment in various particulars. It 
creates an additional bureau. | see no necessity for 
that. Iam opposed to this provision. Besides, |} 
the bill virtually-gives the appointment of officers 
ofthe Navy to members of Congress, and I doubt |! 
whether we have any right to do that. I know |j 
some such provision crept into one of the appro- 


kind, and l believe it was improper. 1 think we |! 
should retrace our steps in that regard. | 

Nor is that the only particular in which the bill 
may needamendment, It certainly requires expla- 
nation to my mind. It proposes two retired lists— 
one to receive one grade of pay, and the other an- 
other—one to wear the naval button, the other to 
be refused that privilege. If l understand it, upon 
one of them a sort of stigma is to be cast, and that 
is to be done atthe mere discretion of the Secretary 
ot the Navy. Now, sir, | admit the propriety of |! 
one list, and it may be that when Í hear the ex- 
planation I shall feel the force of the proposition 
to have two; butfrom all I have as yet heard I | 
am not satisfied that this distinction and discrim- 
ination should be made. 1 think there is danger 
that injustice may be done by it. Suffering may |! 
be occasioned, and for that reason 1 am disposed, | 


unless | can hear some good reason for it, to ji 
reduce the two lists to one, i therefore move to [i 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered |; 
to be engrossed, | 

Mr. MALLORY. Lam very glad that my friend |! 
from Virginia has made these remarks, because | 
they render the explanation which I was prepared || 
to give, more pertinent and proper; and I should || 
dislike to see the bill pass without securing for |} 
itself, not only his approbation, but that of every 
member of the Senate. j 

The bill comes before this body at so late a 
period of the session that it is incumbent on the 
committee to explain the delay, and to show that 
it has not been unmindful of the important duties 
devolved upon it. Atan early day of the session, 
as early as February last, it had a conference 
with the corresponding committee of the House, 
and with the Secretary of the Navy. The result 
of that conference was an agreement upon certain || 
important principles, and upon many details of a |! 
thorough naval organization, The Senate had, 
at its previous session, passed a bill for the organ- |! 
ization of the Navy, which had gone to the Flouse | 
and was therelost. Expediency, therefore, seemed 
to dictate, that on this occasion, the bill should j! 
emanate from the House; and theableand accom- 
plished chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs there (Mr. Bococx] undertook to bring it 
forward. Circumstances, however, which I am 
not able to explain, but which arose, perhaps, as 


pressing character of the business which has so 
long and earnestly engrossed its attention, have 
deferred the introduction of that bill until within 


get a copy of it. 
Under these circumstances your committtee, 


an attempt to obtain some legislative action where 
so much is manifestly necessary, has deemed it 
proper to bring forward this brief bill, embracing 
a few provisions, and such only as are deemed of 
special moment to the service. ‘They have been 


f 
| 
j 
| 
| 


Secretary of the Navy, whose general concur- | 
rence in them I feel at liberty to state. They by | 
no means embrace all which the service requires; | 
but Í am convinced that much improvement must | 
be the work of time and detail. Among other | 
features which the committees of both Houses |: 
regarded as essential, was that of the establish- |! 
ment of the relative rank of the several grades of || 
the service. The committee of the House is in |} 


i 
i 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 


! first or last Jeave no other option. 


possession ‘of ite details, and I trust they will be 
engrafted upon this bill, believing as I do, that they 
are generally acceptable, and that they will have 
a beneficial influence upon the intercourse, and 
consequently, upon the efficiency of the whole 
corps. It seems to be no less expedient than just, 
that the rights and privileges, no less than the 
duties, of every officer should be clearly defined. 

Though many important additions might be 
made to this bill, the committee did not suppose 


| that it contained a single provision liable to seri- 
; ous objection. It aims only at the improvement of 


the personnel of the service; and depend upon it, sir, 
that if the present state of things is permitted to con- 
tinue—while the naval Powers of the Old World 
are straining every nerve to attain the highest state 
of naval efficiency—we may build and equip the 
finest ships that float, but the time will come when 
their guns will but serve to salute the triumphs of 
their adversaries. Sir, I will not occupy the time 
of the Senate with remarks of my own upon the 
policy and national importance of sustaining and 
fostering this great branch of the public services 
bat it may not be unprofitable to recur to the 
counsels which the fathers of the Republic have 
solemnly and impressively left us, under circum- 
stances which give them peculiar interest. Wash- 
ington, in his eighth annual message, in reference 
to the Navy, says: 

«To an active external commerce, the protection of a 
naval force is indispensable. This is manifest with regard 
1o wars in which a State itself is a party. But, besides this, 
it is in our own experience that the most sincere neutrality 
is not a sufficient guard against the depradations of uations 
at war. To secure respect toa neutral fing requires a naval 
force, organized and ready to vindicate it from insult and 
aggression, This may prevent even the necessity of going 
to war, by discouraging belligerent powers from committing 
such violations of the rights of the neutral party as may 
These considerations 
invite the United States to look to means, and to set about 
the gradual increase of a Navy. Will it not, then, be ad- 


| visable to begin, without delay, to provide and lay up the 


materials for the building and equipping of sbips- of war, 
and to proceed in the work by degrees, in proportion as our 


! resources shall render it practicable withoutincouvenience, 


so thata future war of Europe inay not find our commerce 


| in the same unfortunate state in which it was found by the 


present??? 


General Jackson, in his memorable farewell 
address, speaking upon the same subject, says: 
“ But no nation, however desirous of peace, can hope 


į to escape collisions with other Powers; and the soundest 
i dictates of policy require that we should place ourselves 
‘in a condition to assert our rights, if a resort to force 
| should ever become necessary. Our local situation, our 
I| Jong line of sea-coast, indented by numerous bays, with 


deep rivers opening into the interior, as well as our ex- 
tended and stil] increasing commerce, point to the Navy ag 
our natural means of defense. lt will, in the end, be found, 
to be the cheapest and most effectual; and now is the time, 
in the season of peace, and with an overflowing revenue, 


| that we can, year after year, add to its strength, without 
| increasing the burdens of the people. It is your true potiey. 
! Por your Navy will not only protect your rich and flourish- 


ing commerce in distant seas, but enable you to reach and 
annoy the enemy, and will give ty defense its greatest effi- 
ciency by meeting danger ata dis from home. It is 
impossible, by any line of fortifications, to guard every 
point from attack against a hostile force advancing from 
the ocean and selecting its object, but they are indispensa~ 
ble to protect cilies from bombardment; dock-yards aud 
navy arsenals from destruction; to give shelter to merchant 
vessels in time of war, and to single ships or weaker 


, squadrons when presséd by superior torce”? 


Such, sir, were the views of these illustrious 
men; and let us see how the actual condition of 
our naval service accords with them. 

Naval strength, (or weakness,) from the char- 
acter and design of the service, is altogether rela- 
tive, and must ever be measured by that of its 
probable adversaries; and in determining what the 
condition and strength of our service should be, 
we have first to ascertain those of tbe only naval 
Powers whose ability to contend with us upon the 
sea is unquestioned. 

Perhaps the following comparative view may 
best illustrate the relative force of our Navy in 
1846, (see Sen. Doc. 187, 20th Cong., Ist sess.,) 
before the three great Powers of Europe had put 
in commission many of their ships, which have 
since been sent to sea: 

Great Britain, for every 100,000 tons of commerce, had 


afloat and efficient... seres errs 588 guns. 
Franee had... + 1,063 4 
Russia. ......ees . oo 2466 “E 
And the United States had but........ sasse 39 EE 


The British Navy has at no period been so for- 
midable as at this moment, as will appear from a 
glance at Steel’s list of the Royal Navy for 1853. 
itis stated at 545 effective ships, mounting 13,754 
guns, many of them of the heaviest character, 
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The list of screw steamers gives: 2 of 120 guns; 
1 of 101 guns; 5 of 90 guns; 2 of 80 guns; 8 of 50 
to 70 guns; 6 of 21 to 40 guns. 

The screw steamers in course of completion 
were: 3 of 100 to 120 guns; 6 of 90 guns; 3 of 80 | 
guns; 1 of 50 guns. 

The application of the screw to the ordinary 
ship of the line, giving her an auxiliary speed of 
from four to seven knots, is the salient improve- 
ment where the British have excelled the French. 
Even while we are writing, we learn that the 
Cressy, a ninety-gun ship of the Baltic fleet, was 
driven from her moorings, and only saved from 
going ashore on the Swedish coast by her screw. 

Some idea of the formidable character of the 
British Navy may be obtained by a glance at the 
following force, which sailed from Spithead on the 
11th of April last, and which constitutes only the 
first division of the Baltic fleet: 


SCREW LINE-OF-BATTLE SHIPS. 


Ships. Guns. Men. H. P. 
The Duke of Wellington...........-..08. 131 2100 780 
‘The Royal George....... ese.. 120 990 400 
The St. Jean PACIO sss cece ce osora +101 900 600 
The Princess Royal....cceceeseeecees . 91 850 400 
The Cressy...... Oa Si see bee Racers whe . 80 750 400 | 
The Edinburgh... ..ccscceccecseneeeseneee 60 600 450 
The Blenheim ...... ccccccesencveenevecs 60 600 450 | 
The Hogue .... 60 600 450 i 
The Ajax.....0e. 3 600 450 | 
The Impérieuse.. 530 360 
The Euryalus... 530 400 | 
The Arrogant.... 450 360 
The Amphion..... 320 300 
The Dauntless. cess secceeeesssseeeeee ress 83 320 250 | 
PADDLE-WHEEL, f 
The Leopardsirscccccsseresrsrececeeesss 18 300 560 | 
EETAS Ta E E 6 200 560 | 
The Valorous.... PTET l6 220 400 | 


Total: 17 ships--1,017 guns—9,870 men—7,570 horse- 
power. 

I will not institute a comparison between our 
naval force and those of the maritime Powers 
of Europe. I design only to state enough to 
show that the subject is fruitful in suggestions of 
the gravest national consequence. It is not our | 
interest, it has never been our policy to maintain 
an expensive naval establishment; but I submit 
to the consideration of this body, whether the 
condition of the Navy, as disclosed by the Secre- 
tary’s late report, is adequate to the wants, or con- 
sistent with the honorand character, of thecountry. 
But, sir, in rising upon this occasion to speak for 
the Navy, [ designed not to refer at any length to 
its ships, its ordnance, or any of its material; for 
legislation upon these points ıs not contemplated 
by the bill; but 1 came here to speak of its soul, 
its spirit, by which the service moves and has its 
being; and for these—for the men who sustain 
your flag, and represent your spirit upon the sea, | 
who hold their lives in their hands whenever her |; 
interests or the honor of their country demand 
their sacrifice: who, from Decatur, Somers, 
Wadsworth, and Israel, to Stewart, Stockton,. 
Morris, and Ingraham, have identified themselves 
with your growth, your glory, and your great- 
ness—for these sir, in behalfer the committee, do 
I invoke your action. 

And, sir, disposed, as this body ever is, to bejust, 
nay, to be generous, I know that I have but to 
direct your attention to the Navy, to secure for it 
your cheering and sustaining hand. In doing so, 
then, sir, let me briefly remind you that, though | 
inseparably connected, as it is, with national char- || 
acter, national rights, and even national greatness, || 
disclosing, as it does, so many heroic deeds and |! 
memorable examples of devotion to country, it $ 
has received less attention from the fostering legis- | 
lation of Congress than any other branch of the il 
public service, ; 
Let me remind you, sir, that the gallant spirits | 

$ 
i 
i 
f 
! 


who composed our Navy at the beginning of the | 
present century, curbed the barbarous princes of || 
Northern Africa, compelled them to respect our flag || 
and its commerce, abolished the tribute, planted și 
the stars and stripes for the first time upon a for- į 
tress of the Old World, and drew from the then | 
existing Pope the declaration that infant Ameri- ji 
ca had done more for Christianity in one year | 
than Europe had done ina century. And let me |i 
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‘| rights, not a single frigate was added to oyr Navy; 


i of our forts, and suffered to rot in cowardly in- 


‘| we, in my judgment, owe the character which the 
service won; and whether we regard Morris in a 


remind you, too, sir, that our Navy, feeble in 
ships, arms, and men; feeble as it was in every 
thing but character, courage, discipline, and devo- 
tion, was the first that ever dispelled the charm of 
British invincibility upon the sea, and taught their | 
country the fact—a fact whose moral power trans- 
cends all armies and navies—that in an equal con- 
test with any people upon earth the honor of our 
flag might safely be intrusted to the Navy. | 

Sir, in one hour after his official notice of the | 
declaration of the war of the 18th of June, 1812, 
Commodore Rodgers, with his squadron at New 
York, was under weigh. With his own hand ke 
fired the first gun of the war, which, ominous of 
success, struck the enemy, and the triumphs which 
followed in quick succession not only cheered and 
animated our own people, and awakened a public 
spirit of confidence and enthusiasm hitherto un- 
known, but did more to elevate our character | 
abroad and enforce respect to our just pretensions | 
than we can now readily understand. No single 
combat on land or sea ever produced happier re- 
sults to a just cause than did the action between 
the Constitution and Guerrier. 

Our inability to cope with Britain upon the sea 
had been regarded as an axiom that it was folly to 
question. It was commonly said that France built 
and equipped ships and sent them to sea only to 
fall into the hands of England, and that we should 
profit by her example; and hence we see that from 
the reduction of the Navy in 1801 to the war of 
1812, during which period scarcely a day passed 
without some insolent violation of our neutral 


and it is questionable whether it was as efficient 
as it had been in the Tripolitan war. 

It seems that the Administration relied but | 
little upon it in the contemplated struggle with | 
Great Britain; for when war was declared, not 
only were our few ships so scattered as to be un- 
ableto actpromptly and vigorously against the ene- 
mies’ commerce before it should have had knowl- 
edge of hostilities, but there can be little doubt 
that it had determined to dismantle our ships and 
retain them in port, and that this policy was only 
averted by the interposition and earnest arguments 
and representations of two naval officers.* Happy 
was it for the country, sir, that.this policy was 
averted; for had our ships—instead of that bold 
ard dashing career upon the sen which won the 
admiration even of their gallant foes—been igno- 
miniously dismantled and moored under the guns 


action, the moral power awakened by its achieve- 
ments, and the vast resources of our country as a 
naval power, might still have remained unde- | 
veloped. i 
Sir, some of the naval men who figured in your 
Tripolitan war, and in the war of 1812, still adorn | 
the service, linking it with its past glories, and 
their own deeds and renown; men who, to all 
that forms the skillful, bold, and finished seamen, 
unite rare capacity and judgement, ripened, bu 
unimpaired by years; men upon whose acknowl- | 
edged ability and courage the country would in- | 
stantly call in any naval emergency. i 
Sir, such men make themselves the property o 


| merit has enabled him to carve out of every re- 
| sponsibility devolved upon him, an honor for his 
| country, and a leaf upon her records for his own 
| fame. And who does not see with pleasure these 
| men still maintaining their places at the head of 
| their profession, performing its active duties with 
| warm hearts, zealous industry, and unclouded in- 
| tellects? 
| In this brief mention of these gentlemen I trust 
lit is unnecessary for me to disclaim any invidious 
| discrimination against others. Ijcite them not 
| exceptions to, but rather as types of, those gal- 
i lant spirits who freely shed their blood to sustain 
| the honor of the country in the war of 1812, while 
thousands of their countrymen, in security at 
| home, were denouncing it. 

Sir, we cannot, at this day, review the declara- 
tion of war of 1812 without regarding it as one 
| of the most heroic acts of any age. We made it 
i against greater odds, infinitely greater odds, than 
i opposed Napoleon when Europe was arrayed in 
| arms against him; when our foe had annihilated 
| his gigantic navies; when Duncan at Camperdown; 
| Howe on the Ist of June, 1794; Nelson at the 
| Nile; Cochran in Basque Roads; Parker at Copen- 
| hagen, and Nelson again at Trafalgar, had filled 
| the world with Britain’s fame, and united its belief 
‘in her invincibility. The naval flags of Europe 
| were at her feet; she emphatically “ruled the 

waves,” and her post captains were the high con- 


|, stables of the deep. Against such a foe, and in 
ithe exultant hour of her unexampled triumph, 


‘our naval men sallied out upon the sea to strike 
‘for its freedom. They went out, as Mr. Rush 
has expressed it, with but a sling in their hands. 


il And well did they demean themselves in the un- 


equal struggle. In all latitudes, at all times and 
eas they, oven the enemy, ‘Traversing the 
| East and West Indies, the Atlantic and Pacific 
j oceans, and even the British channel, they not 
| only captured or destroyed thousands of her mer- 
| chant tonnage, but some of her ablest captains in 
i her finest ships, in equal combat, lowered to the 
i stars and stripes of the untried Republic that ban- 
iner which Britain proudly boasted had braved 
| unconquered, for a thousand years, “the battle 
{and the breeze.” 
i Itis difficult, as I have said, at this distant day, 
to comprehend fully the bearing of such a naval 
career upon our national character. While our 
own people, with one universal acclamation hailed it 
with surprised and exultantgratitude, Hurope—that 
Europe whose cause we were also sustaining, and 
which had gazed with folded arms upon the une- 
qual contest, anticipating our destruction—yielded 
its astonishment and admiration. Even Great 
Britain, when she found her merchants complain- 
ing of the countless tons of shipping destroyed 
or captured, her insurance policies commanding 
exorbitant premiums, her West India trade cut up, 
| her whalemen nearly annihilated, and her ships of 
war sunk in equal contest, no longer spoke, through 
her public prints, of our ‘* boards nailed together for 
ships, sailing under a bit of striped bunting;’’ but 
with that noble instinct which ever impels the 
Briton’s heart to do justice to the courage and 


conduct of a gallant foe who stands squarely up 


the nation; and I feel that in my place here, 1 can | 
speak as justly as I can impartially of Stewart 


| 
and of Morris, having never seen the one, and f 
having but slight personal acquaintance with the |: 
| other, and looking at our public records alone. |; 

ersonal and earnest intercession | 
‘| there is no sea on the globe visited by our com- 


To Stewart’s ; i 
with the American Cabinet in 1812, no Jess than 
to his brilliant courage and matchless coolness 


| during the war—more than to any living man—do | 


we cannot but regard him as a man whose rare 


| 
the Guerrier, lashed the enemy’s ship to his own, | 
| 


*Stewart and Bainbridge. 


to the fight, she Loo confessed and admired the true 


|| character of our Navy, finding some balm for her 


wounded pride in the declaration that if she had 
sustained defeat, it took her own children to ac- 
complish it. 

From the war of 1812 to the present moment, 


merce, that has not witnessed the services of our 
naval officers in the protection of thelife and prop- 
: erty of our people. Educated and trained for 
war, still their noblest conquests are achieved 
_in times of peace; and as pacificators, negotiators 
| of treaties, and protectors of our citizens and com- 
merce in distant seas, ournaval men are constantly 
‘called upon to perform duties of national moment. 
: Every American naval officer of rank who has 
| performed his due routine of sea service, 1 will 
‘undertake to say, could furnish from his own ex- 
i perience, instances of the kind alluded to, many 
i of which are of public notoriety, and others are 
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only known to the files of the State or Navy De- 
partment. Commodore McCauley, at Valparaiso; 
in 1851; Commodore Downs, at Qualla Batou; 
Commodore Jones, at the Sandwich Islands; 
Commodore Reid, at Canton, in 1839, when the 
American and other foreign residents were bar- 
ricaded in their houses, amidst a general popular 
tumult, and all intercourse and trade with the 
Chinese were suspended; and Commander Glynn, 
at Japan, in the recovery of fifteen American sea- 
men from long and painful captivity—all rendered 
important services, which were acknowledged by 
the country at the time. And, sir, at this very 
moment, intelligence is reaching us that another 
energetic officer, in the execution of a most im- 
portant and peaceful mission, has impressed our | 
national character upon the rulers of Japan, and 
opened to American enterprise a trade for which 
the Old World has vainly struggled for two cen- 
turies. | 

I have deemed it but just to the Navy to ad- 
vert, even though thus briefly, at its great public 
services, and its important agency in creating and 
maintaining our national character. But, sir, let 
me here state what must be evident to all who will 
look at its past history, that not only the mainte- 
nance of the character and esprit du corps of the 
Navy, but its mere existence has been due, not 
so mach to our legislation as to the Navy itself. 
Though the war of 1812 was declared in June, 
so little confidence had Congress in the ability of 
the Navy to sustain itself, that nothing of moment 
was done for it throughoutt he year; and from 
that day to the present hour it has always been | 
found necessary for naval men to demonstrate, | 
from faet to fact, its ability to maintain the honor 
of the country, and to apply the means intrusted 
to it properly, before Congress would confide to 
it the necessary means | 

Ready as we have been to legislate, and some- 
times to legislate unduly, for all other important į 
public interests, the Navy seems to have escaped | 
our attention; and the consequence is, that, with 
a corps of officers greater in number and eminently 
superior in mental training and culture to those of | 
the war of 1812, and fully equal to them in zeal- | 
ous devotion to the fag, our Navy is far less efli- | 
cient at this moment, in comparison with those of | 
Great Britain and France, than it was to the Navy jj 
of Great Britain at the close of that war. | 

In saying this, 1 do not refer to our ships, nor | 
to officers or men as individuals, but to the corps | 
as an organization, Our ships, our ordnance, and | 
our naval officers, as individuals, are equal to any 
upon earth; but Congress has failed to array and | 
organize these elements in the most judicious and | 
efficient manner. I will now, sir, briefly state 
the provisions of the bill reported by the commit- 
tee, and the objects which they are designed and |i 
expected to accomplish; and in doing so, I will | 
frankly say, in the first place, that, though it re- 
duces the aggregate number of officers now in the 
grades of captains and commanders by seven, the 
committee does not deem it expedient to reduce 
the higher grades beyond this. 

Complaints, based, perhaps, upon a partial , 
knowledge of the Navy, are frequently made, that | 
a certain number of these officers is always to | 
be found unemployed on shore; and it is contended | 
that this number, be it what it may, is super- || 
fluous, and should be dispensed with. in reply | 
to this, it may be said that a naval officer on a 
three years’ cruise, not only does duty every day | 
and night of those three years, but that throughout j 
this period, he is separated from his country, his | 
home and his family; and that it is not only just || 
to the officer, but it is wise and just for the coun- | 
try, that at the termination of his cruise, he j| 
should have relaxation from duty. A military | 
profession which implies constant absence from | 

i 
j 


country, and precludes the holiest affections which ; 
cluster around the heart, must be unworthy the | 
ambition of honorable minds. i 


The true interests of the Republic, looking alone | 
at the greatest efficiency of theofficer, require that | 
he should, in common with her citizens, nourist 
the ties which cling around the family altar, and 
feel, upon whatever distant sea or service he may | 
be, that his home and his affections are in his own il 
loved land, and that like a fettered prisoner, how- | 
ever far he roams, he can butdrag a greater length | 
of chain. Teach your naval officer, sir, that he | 
cannot wander so far but that sympathizing hearts || 
and watchful eyes are tracing his track upon the | 


| do to render him invincible. 


deep; teach him that when he strikes, not only the 
honor of his flag and the interests of his country, 
but the welfare, nay, perbaps, the liberties, of 
wife, children, and friends are in every blow, and 
you will have done all that human wisdom can 
This I deem suff- 
cient in refutation of a position which would re- 


; sult, if adopted, in reducing the naval officer to the 


condition of a wandering Arab. 

The first section creates the grade of flag officer, 
and limits its number to twenty. The propriety 
of this measure is apparent to every Senator who 
has given much attention to the intercourse of our 
naval men with those of foreign services; and who 


|| will not hesitate to acknowledge that their useful- 


ness must always be more or less modified by 
their ability to mingle with and meet them upon 
equal terms in all official intercourse. Foreign 
services have several grades, higher in official rank 
than our grade of captain, each of which has its 
appropriate flag, designation, rights, and privi 
leges; and although an American captain, in com- 
mand of a squadron, holds a_position equivalent 
to that of a British, French, Russian, Dutch, or 
Spanish admiral—for it is the highestgrade known 


| to has service—still it is ever found difficult, and 


often impossible, to obtain a recognition of such 
equality in those particulars, which a military 
officer is not permitted to disregard; and painful 


| embarrassments, really impairing the usefulness 


of the service, have been, and must coutinue to 
be, the frequent result. 

We are all familiar with the nautical title of 
commodore; a title which is unrecognized by law, 
and which we have borrowed from the British 
service, where it is applied to temporary com- 


| mands only, and never signifies more than a cap- 


tain temporarily in command of more than his 
single ship. 
The designation of flag officer, it is believed, 


will obviate all uncertainty and embarrassment, | 


and convey to foreign services the idea of a grade 
equivalent to the highest of their own. 

The second section of the bill, the one to 
which the honorable Senator from Virginia has 
adverted, provides forthe appointment of nudship- 
men. J will say here, Mr. President, in expla- 
nation, that in 1842, if I remember correctly, mid- 
shipmen were regularly distributed among the 
congressional districts of the United States. That 
is, it was directed that they should be taken from 
each district, in rotation, as justly as possible, as 
appointees to the Academy mightbe wanted. This 
went on for sometime, until the members of the 
House of Representatives finding, as they sup- 
posed, or as I understood they supposed, that 
Congress, in giving the appointments of midship- 
men to the districts, designed that they should be 
made upon the recommendation of the Representa- 
tive from the district, tacked on to an appropria- 


ition bill, a provision that when a midshipman 


went to the Academy, he should go there upon 
the recommendation of the Representative of the 
district only. 

I, among others, disapproved that provision 
atthe time. I did not believe that the power of 
appointment to the Academy could rightfully be 
taken from the Executive. 
now. But it seems that a large majority in the 
House of Representatives favors this state of 
things; and upon reflection { have considered that, 
as the Representative of the district is the organ 


through which its people may best make their | 


wishes known, we have a chance, perhaps, of 
getting a better class of youths in the service by 
permitting the Representatives to appoint them 
than we should have if the appointment were in- 
trusted to the Executive patronage at large. It 
multiplies watchfulness and the means of getting 
a better cadet from each congressional district; 
and, sir, the rule has worked sometimes in this 
way: In some particular district the son of indi- 
gent parents displays peculiar precocity; he be- 
comes distinguished by studious habits, and gives 
evidence of aptitude for sea service. A generous 
community comes forward and unanimously gives 
up its preference for others, and asks the ap- 
pointment for that youth to the Naval Academy. 
Under ordinary circumstances such a youth 
would not be chosen. «He would have scarcely a 
chance of going to the Academy when political 
interests constitute the only element by which he 
could approach the Executive power. Thus, un- 
der the working of this clause in the appropria- 


I do not believe it | 


| 


| from their respective States. 


i them adrift to beg or starve. 


tion bill, I have no doubt the Academy is much 
better supplied with the requisite talent than it 
otherwise would be. This bill proposes an amend- 
ment to this manner of appointment. We find 
that, in the present condition of the Navy, there 
are too many midshipmen; the Academy is be- 
coming crowded, and in a short time they will 
have to be reduced to perhaps half their present 
number. 

This amendment does not, as the Senator from 
Virginia supposes, confer the appointment of the 
officers on Congress, but it gives to Senators a 
voice in the selection of some of the midshipmen 
ft reduces the ap- 
pointment of midshipmen from two in each con- 
gressional district to one, and then provides for 
the appointment of two from each State, upon the 
recommendation of the Senators from that State re- 
spectively. This was supposed by the committee 
to introduce a just modification of the present sys- 
tem of appointment. I have no expectation that 
the House will ever recede from its position, 
though I trust it may agree to this modification. 

{ will now, sir, reply to theobjection made by 
my honorable friend from Virginia to the provis- 
ion for two retired lists; and first let me say, sir, 
that | regard alllegislation for the Navy, without 
a retired list, as radically wrong. All improve- 
ment in the service must date from this important 
feature; and in advancing this opinion, which is 


| the result of some reflection and observation, L 


believe that I but express the convictions of the 
great majority of your efficient officers. In fact, 
J have never yet heard an officer express a dis- 
senting opinion upon this point. 

The naval services of Europe all provide and sus- 
tain retired lists; and the British Naval Register 
for February, 1854, gives, besides the two thou- 
sand one hundred sea officers, from admirals to 
lieutenants inclusive, the following list of inactive 
officers: 
Reserved admirals 
Retired admira 
Retired captains 
Retired comunanders ceeeeesevere 
Retired lieutenants... 


Total... 


ede 7a7 


The mighty ocean castles which our officers 
control, constructed as they are of variant mae- 
rials, of unequal strength and durability, require 
frequent examination and repair to preserve them 
in the highest condition of efficiency; and thus the 
personnel of the Navy, composed as it is of every 
variety of mind, character, and qualification, mod- 
ified by age, experience, length of service, and 
physical ability, requires thorough scrutiny to 
discriminate between the useful and the worthless; 
and this scrutiny must be instituted periodically, 
or as circumstances may dictate. 

I am aware, sir, that there are those who op- 
pose the retirement of naval or military officers 
upon pay, in all and every form; those who would 
tax the brains and the sinews of their fellows for 
a bare subsistence, just as long as the limited 
powers of nature would enable them to be worked, 
and, when worn out, and no longer able to labor 
for the country, or to sustain themselves, turn 
I envy not the hu- 
manity, the justice, of any gentleman entertaining 
such views. If practiced upon, itis easy to foresee 
the effects upon the Navy, and to understand the 
class of men who would seek to wear its livery. 
The faithful devotion of youth, manhood, and all 
the useful years of life to his country’s service for 
a mere support, deprived of the opportunity of 


| providing for his declining years, imposes upon 


the country the duty of sustaining the old age of 
the naval servant. 

But, sir, my friend from Virginia (Mr. Hunter] 
desires me to explain why the bill provides for 
the permanent furlough, as well as for the retire- 
ment of officers; and hefears that men placed upon 


the former may be regarded as having a slight 


| cast upon them. The motive of the committee in 
| framing this provision, was to draw a distinct line 


of demarkation between the gallant old seaman 
whose soul is still in his profession, whose heart 
beats but for his country, but who, by long, faith- 
ful, and honorable service, or by wounds or dis- 
ease contracted in the active discharge of his duty, 
is disqualified for further service, and the man 
who has uniformly and ingeniously contrived to 
evade his sea duties,and devolved them upon 


1854. 
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f 
others; who has succeeded by political influence, | 
or other resorts to which his noble profession 
should be a stranger, in passing the best of his 
days upon shore; the man, in short, who has be- 
come unserviceable from his own unworthy con- | 
duct, or who never had any merit. 

l concede to the Senator from Virginia that 
placing an officer upon permanentfurlough would 
be a slight; and I maintain that the country should 
not place the two classes of men to which I have 
thus adverted upon the same level in her public 
estimation; and I trust that my friend will recog- 
nize the distinction, and the necessity of preserv- 
ing it. 

The necessity for retiring officers will appear 
with much force from an examination of our Naval 
Register, where so many of the older officers are 
shown to be unemployed on shore, receiving large 
pay, while their juniors are performing their ap- 
propriate duties afloat upon less pay. A principle 
which should never be lost sight of is, that as the 
importance, the hazard, and responsibilities of 
naval enterprises increase, the chances of obtain- 
ing the necessary talent, energy, character, and 
ability, should also increase. But our system pro- 
duces results the very opposite; and the longer a 
man has been in the service, the more do his 
chances for such commands increase. I do not 
wish to be understood as indicating that inability 
to command is the necessary consequence of age; | 
for I conscientiously believe that we have old post 
captains who would adorn any service, and who 
are equal to any naval emergency; and that we 
have lieutenants who could hardly put a ship in 
stays, or conduct her routine of duty twenty-four 
hours. 

I regard seniority of rank as the only and the 
rightful element in naval promotion; and Heaven 
forbid that, under our institutions, I should ever 
see this principle surrendered; but, in saying this, 
I say, at the same time, that the Navy should be 


rigidly and frequently scrutinized, and that retire- || 


ment and the Executive’s power to furlough and 
dismiss must be promptly used, to the end that every 
commissioned officer shall be fully competent for all 
ee every duty which the country may devolve upon 
vim. 

The services of Europe promote not alone by 
seniority; but family, rank, connection, wealth, or 
favoritism, are permitted to have their due influ- 
ence; and a youth of small experience not unfre- 
quently commands the veteran officer whose life 
has been passed upon the sea in all its perils and 
vicissitudes. Suppose we attempt to introduce 
‘merit’ as an element of promotion, who is to 
judge of merit? It must be dependent upon the 
judgment of those having the power to promote; 
and this judgment, in a Government like ours, 
will be too often guided by the character of the 
political microscope through which merit may be 
scanned, 
multitudinous offices by the claims of merit? And 
do we not too often see dullness and stupidity, | 


vice and imbecility, occupying public places? We |! 
are all meritorious men, sir, quite enough so for i 


promotion. Lam not awarethat seniority of rank, 
as the sole element of promotion, has ever been 
departed from, except in the two instances of De- 
catur and Morris; and these, though in reward of 
the conspicuous gallantry of the men, have ever 
been considered of doubtful propriety. 

Instances of personal gallantry, or conduct spe- | 
cially conspicuous in the face of an enemy or 
otherwise, where every member of the corps is 
equally ready and anxious to gain a laurel, are 
frequently rather the result of accident than of 
merit. I would reward an officer who thus ren- 


ders himself conspicuous, and such has been the |) 


policy of the Government; but | would not pro- 
mote him over the heads of his less fortunate peers, 
to whom the chances of war have denied a golden 
opportunity. 

At this time we have sixty-eight captains, the 


] 
youngest of whom is fifty-six years ofage; ninety- i 


seven commanders, seventy-four of whom are be- 


tween fifty and fifty-five, and the youngest of |: 


whom is forty-six; three hundred and twenty- | 


geven lieutenants, from thirty to fifty; one hun- | 


| 
dred and ninety-eight passed midshipmen, from 
twenty-one to thirty-seven years of age; and after | 
carefully examining the rates of promotion in the | 
several grades, and the average age of officers, we | 


find that, under the present system, lieutenants, 


Why, sir, do we not profess to fillour |, 


7 
and commanders, when promoted to captains, | 
seventy four years of age. | 


The second section secures an act of justice to 
the passed midshipmen by providing a commis- 
sion and increased pay. Their present pay, which | 
was barely sufficient for their support when es- | 
tablished, is now, under the great increase of all | 
j the expenses of living, wholly inadequate; and | 
many of them have families to maintain upon it. | 
Among other means designed to promote the | 
esprit du corps and efficiency of the Navy, a pro- | 
vision is introduced for rewarding naval sea- | 
men, ordinary seamen, landsmen, and boys with 
extra pay, and the petit officers with extra pay 
; and a medal, for good conduct; and the Academy 
is opened to the naval boy whose conduct and 
character may entitle him to the distinction. 

I am anxious to conclude these remarks, sir, 
to enable my friend from Alabama, who has the ! 
floor, to proceed; but before doing so, I deem it | 
but an act of justice to a young officer of the | 
most distinguished merit, Lieutenant Dahlgren, 
to say, that under his zealous and scientific re- 
searches and attention, our naval ordnance at this 
i time is unsurpassed by any in the world; a fact 
which gentlemen may satisfy themselves of by a 
visit to his station at this navy-yard. 
| I desire, sir, to append to these remarks a paper 
| which I will not occupy your time by reading, 
but which is an official explanation, of the correct- 
| ness of which I feel satisfied, of the circumstances 
| under which the brig Perry sailed from the United 
| States, the vessel alluded to in the first draft of the 
| Naval Committee’s report. It is due to the pres- 
| ent chief of the Bureau of Ordnance to say that 
he was in no wise responsible for the circum- 
stance, which occurred before he assumed charge 
of it. Phe account, as given in the committee’s 
report, was from an officer of the Navy in every 
respect reliable, but whose subsequent account is 
modified by more detailed information.* 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope the bill will be per- | 
mitted to go over until to-morrow. We cannot | 
| dispose of it to-day. The hour has arrived at | 
| which the special order comes up, on which the į 
i Senator from Alabama [Mr. Cray] has the floor. 

Mr. BADGER. i would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Florida, that I think it would be better 
to let the question be taken on the motion to re- 
consider the vote ordering the bill to be engrossed 
| for a third reading. I make this suggestion the | 
i more readily because Iam a friend of the bill, and 
| wish it to pass. 

Mr. MALLORY. 


| 

t - 

| *The vessel referred to in the paragraph of the 

| first draught of report of the Naval Committee of | 
| the Senate, as having been sent to sea with thirty- 

| two pounder guns and forty-two pounder shot, 
| was the brig Perry, carrying thirty-two pounder 

, guns and carronades., | 
| This vessel sailed from Norfolk for Chagres in 

| 

| 

| 


I have no objection to that, 


May, 1846, (when Mr. Bancroft was Secretary 
of the Navy, and Commodore A. S. Wadsworth : 
chief of the Bureau of Ordnance,) with a bearer of | 
| dispatches communicating to the squadron in the | 
| Pacific the existence of war with Mexico. She 
‘was fitted out under an order from the Navy 
' Department to be ready to sail the day after the 


l| but I ask my friend from Virginia, whether his 


objection to the bill, in view of the explanation I 
have given in answer to it, still remains in his 
| mind ? 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam not satisfied in regard 
toit. I should liketo havea chance to make some 
motion to amend the bill. I think it requires 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris 
in the chair.) The question is on the mation to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BADGER. Let that motion be agreed to 
by unanimous consent. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
sostponed until to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
stating that the House had passed a bill to change 
the day of the annual assembling of Congress. 

The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed sundry enrolled bills. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 


On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill making a 
grant of public lands to the several States of the 
Union for the benefit of the indigent insane per- 
sons, which had been returned by the President of 
the United States with his objections. 

Mr. CLAY addressed the Senate at considerable 
length upon the subject of the Presidential veto. 
i [See Appendix for his speech. ] 

Mr. TOUCEY. I move that the further con- 
sideration of this question be postponed until to- 
morrow. 
| Mr. STUART. J hope we shall go on to-day 
with this bill. If we are ever to dispose of this 
question we ought to spend more than an hour a 
day upon it. 

Mr. HUNTER. It has been postponed for 
other gentlemen. The Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. Toucey] desires to speak on it to-morrow, 
and I hope it will be postponed for him. 

Mr. BELL. | hope this bill will be post- 
poned. We are every day discussing, while it is 


other bills behind this, as, for example, the thome- 
stead bill. I take it that whatever discussion is 
had now upon points involved in this question 
will apply to that; so that, in fact, by continuing 
this subject we are not materially postponing other 
measures. f trust the Senate will agree to the 
motion of the honorable Senator from Connecti- 
cut, and give him time to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. I donot make objection be- 
cause I wish to interfere with the courtesy due to 
a Senator. I simply wish to have this question 
proceeded with to-day. If the Senator from Con- 
| necticut is not ready to go on with his remarks 
i now, some other gentleman undoubtedly is. F 
submit, too, that the question ought to be disposed 
of. Itconsumes the whole time ofthe Senate. We 
hear a speech of half an hour, or three quarters 
of an hour, or an hour upon it, and then adjourn 
from day to day. There is other business before 
the Senate that ought to be disposed of, and in 


receipt of the order; and, in compliance with that 
order, did receive on board all her shot, powder, 
provisions, and other stores, and hauled into the | 
: stream the day after its receipt. She, however, 
| received on board two thirty-two pounder carron- | 
i ades the day after. Immediately after getting to | 
sea, all her guns were loaded, and in doing this ; 
a very few shot were found rather too large; but | 
this fact was not considered sufficiently important | 
: to require any general examination of the shot, or | 
: any official report, and no difficulty occurred with | 


i 
| 
i the shot at any other time during the cruise. i 
| After landing the bearer of dispatches at Chagres, |; 


the Perry visited Port Royal, in Jamaica, for | 
the purpose of filling up her water before joining | 
our squadron off Vera Cruz, and not with any | 
reference whatever to the condition of her shot. | 


! 
‘ any possible wants. : | 
|! These appear to be all the material facts con- | 


ii nected with this subject, and are derived from the į] 


i files of the Department, the log of the Perry, and! 


i h 
when promoted to commanders, will be fifty-three, li the recollections of the commander. | 


& 


order to reach it we should get rid of this: 


Mr. TOUCEY. If any other gentleman de- 


i| sires to address the Senate now, 1 will yield. 


Mr. CASS. Itis rarely that the Senator from 


i| Connecticut makes known his‘sentiments to the 


Senate, and still more rarely that he asks a cour- 
tesy. I for one am not only willing but anxious, 
that he should have an opportunity of presenting 
his views upon this question, whilst at the same 
time Lam as desirous as my colleague to bring 
| the discussion to an end. If any Senatoris ready 
to go on now, Í trust he will be permitted to do 
so; but if not I hope we shall accede to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Connecticut. 
| Mr. TOUCEY. [If there is an indisposition on 
the part of any gentleman in the Senate to have 
the subject postponed, I wiil proceed to-day, and 
say now to the Senate what Í wish to say. 

Several Senators. F hone not. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hone the subject will be 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Į will not be involved in any 
question with any gentleman with regard to the 
propriety of postponing any business before the 


under consideration, principles which relate to . 


i! 
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Senate. Iregret, sir, that it has fallen to my lot |; 
to address the Senate at so late a period in this 
debate, and at so late an hour inthe day; but { |; 
have to perform a duty—one that I regard as an 
urgent duty, and which I cannot permit myself to 
forego 

Mr. MASON. I submit tothe honorable Sen- 
ator that he had better not proceed now. It is 
against the usage of the Senate, and; that usage 
ought to be preserved. There is now an abund- 
ance of other subjects before the Senate that can 
be brought up. 1 move to postpose the further 
consideration of this bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, this isa very 
fit occasion to make a few observations in relation 
to the manner in which we dispose of the public 
time. The Senate of the United States is nota | 
debating body, as we all know. Now, it seems 
we are to have the usage of the Senate established 
as the custom of the country. Whatis that usage? 
A separate day is taken for every gentleman in the 
Senate, who chooses to do so, to deliver his views 
upon a subject. When one is done, another rises 
and makes a motion to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the pending subject, and some other 
gentleman says, ‘1 hope the subject will be post- 

oned till to-morrow;’’ and so it goes on. Sir, I 
intend to vote for this postponement, because I 
think it would be unkind to my friend from Con- 
necticut, under the circumstances, not to do so; 
but I fear we shall go on in this way, and we 
shall never hear any discussion on any single point, 
but shall have presented to us general views upon 
the Constitution of the country; and when the 
people read the whole of the arguments connected 
with the discussion of any question, they can come 
to fo conclusion, for it will take them hours to 
read two speeches, between which there is scarcely 
any conflict. They are presented in such a man- 
ner that it is very difficult for the people to ascer- 
tain the points of difference between us. But if 
we had a running debate, the case would be dif- 
ferent. Then a Senator, with the powerful mind 
of the Senator from Connecticut, could rise up at 
once and reply or add to the speech of the Senator 
from Alabama as he chose. The public mind 
would see what we were at;as soon as he got 
through, gentlemen anxious to meet him, on the 
points he wished to present to the country, would 
rise and goon. Thatis not the case now. As 
things are now conducted, speeches here are 
essays. l have had something like eighty essays 
upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill laid on my 
table. Ican hardly find discussion between any 
two members of the House of Representatives, or 
the Senate, upon a single point involved in it. I 
have had to read through a number of pages to 
ascertain the character of the speeches, and I found 
they covered the whole subject of power over the 
Territories, the Constitution of the United States, 
and the nature of the Government generally. 

Now, sir, for one, I know I have not the capa- 
city to write these long speeches, and make these 
constitutional arguments, and quote from every 
speech delivered from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment to the present time. I want to be taught. 
I wish to see the Senate act from principle, and 
discuss the questions before them. | want to pre- 
vent, if I possibly can, this body being turned 
into a mere machine by which periodicals are to 
go oul to the country, I know of six gentlemen, 
I think, who desire to express their views upon | 
this subject. Each one of them will consider || 
himself as not having occupied as full a share of | 
the attention of the body, and as profound a po- |! 
sition as others, if you do net give hima day. | 
How many more may spring up l do not know. | 
Then, when will yon end the debate? Now, we 
are in the 20th day of the month of June, and we || 
have passed, as yet very few bills of importance. || 
What is the reason? It is because of the kind of | 


‘us, but write essays upon them. 


| from Georgia, that there is a very attractive sub- 


| question as to when we shall meet hereafter. We 


| have a bill of our own of a similar nature. 


| been indulged by the Senate with an opportunity 


discussion into which we have fallen. When we | 
have heard a speech, a motion is instantly made 
to adjourn, or to postpone; and we have a very 
good way of getting out of the responsibility of | 
an adjournment before the country, by moving to i 


į bot pa 


go into an Executive session, and then closing | 
the doors, and very soon going out of Executive 
Session into the Avenue. 

I make these observations with no purpose in 
the world to complain, but merely for the purpose 
of bringing ourselves to the true grounds which | 
we occupy, and which the country should under- |: 
stand. Alithe fault grows out of the fact that | 


t 
i 


we do not debate the questions which are before 


Mr. MASON. I will suggest to the Senator |; 


ject which is lying upon our tables, one upon 
which I am sure there will be a running debate 
and a running debate only. It is the interesting 


received a short time ago a bill from the House of 
Representatives relating to that subject, and Re | 
will therefore, with his permission, if the Senate 
will pass over the present subject, call up that 
bill, and we can have a running debate on it. 

Mr. DAWSON. Very well; let us have a run- 
ning debate. 

Mr. RUSK. I think, Mr. President, that it is 
proper to pursue the usual course of the Senate; 
but it does not follow that we need waste time by 
doing so. I have had an experience of a few 
years here, and I believe nearly as much time has 
been consumed by gentlemen delivering their 
views as to how time was to be saved, and the | 
business to be done promptly, ag we have in the 
long discussions, which I adinit are perhaps too 
long; but that is a matter of taste, and ifit be an 
evil it isone which will correct itself. As soon 
as the people of the country are not satisfied with 
reading what the Senator from Georgia chooses 
to designate as essays, that soon they wil] pay no 
attention to them, and then the evil will correct 
itself, and wecan go on with the running debates 
which he desires. ft seems to me that we have 
spent just about as much time in debating prop- 
ositions to save time and do business quickly, as 
we have in listening to long speeches. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, after having 


of delivering my own views on this question, I 
certainly shall not insist upon compelling any 
gentleman to address the Senate when he is not 
entirely ready; but some of us feel an anxiety to 
have the homestead bill taken up, and 1 simply 
wish to say now to the Senate that, if there is a 
proposition to-morrow, or at any subsequent da 
to postpone the further consideration of this bill, 
I shall insist on taking up the homestead bill and 
discussing that. I know there area number of ; 
gentlemen who desire to be heard upon that ques- 
tion. I wish to be heard myself; and I would as 
soon speak in the evening as at any other time. 
I would perhaps do so now, if I were prepared to 
go on to-day. To-morrow I will be prepared; and 
if the postponement of this question is then fur- 
ther insisted upon, I will call for the consideration 
of the homestead bill, and make my speech on 
that. i 

Mr. WALKER. Can we not now come to 
some understanding among ourselves as to when 
we shall take the vote on the bill under consider- 
ation? I feel very anxious that we should have 
some understanding on the subject, that we may 
know when it is to be decided. The custom of |, 
the Senate has been spoken of by the Senator 
from Virginia. I think it has become equally a |) 
custom in the Senate that we never do come to any || 
determination upon an important matter without 
“ sitting it out,” as itis termed. Now, for one, 
Tam prepared to fix any early period when we 
shall take the vote on this bill. I am willing, 
with others, to sit it out and obtain a vote. Iam 
willing to do so to-day, if others are, or I should 
be willing to-morrow or any other time. 

Sir, like the Senator from Mississippi, I am 
anxious to take up the homestead bill, and have 


that commodity, I hope we shall sit that bill out 
and dispose of it. I trust an early day may be 
fixed when we may tuke a vote on this bill, and 
get it out of the way. 
pated that it will be passed. 
therefore, is all unprofitable. 
end. We may ta 
he bill. 
Senate a constitutional majority for it. 
bate upon it is simply for the sake of debate, | 
whilst the homestead bill, or the bill mentioned 
by the Senator from Virginia, has in itsomething 
practical, ; 
I merely make these observations that we may, |: 
if we can, individually, and at last collectively, | 
come to a conclusion that we shall end the debate |. 


ke the vote sooner or later and 
m a ae P e 
There cannot be found in the 


sat 
SS t 


‘in the Senate. 


I believe it is not antici- ;| 
This discussion, || 
It is to no practical |: 


The de- | 


upon this billat some time, and atan early period, 
and that we may then take up something of prac- 
tical utility and importance. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, this is a very 
interesting question. It is exactly of that class 
of questions which the honorable Senator from 
Georgia suggests as the most proper ones to exer- 
cise the talents and powers of the members of 
this House, and it is one upon which all members 
ought always to be ready, and I call him now into 
this race which he has got up. Icallhimup. I 
want to see him run. (Laughter.] I wonder why 
he holds back? The drum beats, but he does not 
appear at the race. I want to know his views on 

this subject. 
i Mr. DAWSON. I do not enter into a race 
among kept nags. {Laughter.] I should like to 
| see a general race, and no doubt the Senator could 


| enter into that. There are various terms on which 


we haveto run. Perhaps the Senator is more 
qualified than myself to run a race of this sort. 
But what I meant to do when I was up before—and 
all that I said was in perfect good humor towards 
the body—was, to bring gentlemen’s minds to 
the necessity of closing the argument at some 
time. 1 knew the suggestion would have to be 
made when some one was entitled to the floor, and 
l thought this was the most appropriate way in 
which I could do it, by calling the attention of the 
body to the propriety of debating, instead of reg- 
ular essay writing or speech making. Now, sir, 
since I made the suggestion, the Senate have 
shown a wonderful capacity for a running debate, 
and have demonstrated that they can very well 
engage in it. I have thusshown all that I wanted, 
and Í am now satisfied to let them go on in any 
way that they may desire. 

Mr. STUART. 1 wish to say now what I 
tried to say some time ago to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, but I was then‘ prevented 
by two or three Senators, that if he desires to 
speak to-morrow, and not to-day, I will waive any 
objection 1 might have had. If that is the Sena- 
tor’s desire, I will not object to a postponement 
of this question untilto-morrow. But, sir, I will 
take this occasion to say something in respect to 
the method in which business has been treated. 

Along time ago—almost so long as to have 
passed out of my memory—on a Monday, I 
moved to postpone the consideration of this bill to 
the following Wednesday. I was then told by 
several Senators that it would be out of all parlia- 
mentary custom and order to do so. I was told 
that this was a message coming from the President 
of the United States, and must be disposed of at 
once, to the exclusion of allother business. That 
was several weeks ago. 

Now, when to-day I simply suggest that we 
ought to be able to devote more than one hour in a 
day to the consideration of this subject, which it 
was said five or six weeks ago was soimportantthat 
it ought to be disposed ofat ance, it is said to be en- 
tirely out of allorder that has ever been established 
Sir, T confess myself to he utterly 
unable to follow all these senatorial customs. We 
cannot. consider the homestead bill, because the 
President’s veto message must take precedence;and 
we cannot consider the President’s veto message 
because it is not entirely convenient for us to do 
so! But noone Senator isto blame. No gen- 
tleman wishes to talk to empty benches, and yet 
I do not believe there is a gentleman in the Sen- 
| ate who, on this subject, can secure twenty-five 
: senatorial hearers, although the best talent in the 


i| country is here in some individuals. 
that discussed--to have either a running debate or |' 
| set speeches upon it, | do not care which—and 
il as soon as we get out a reasonable quantity of 


Having said thus much, let me add to what has 


‘been said by the Senator from Wisconsin that 


‘there are many Senators on this floor who are 
desirous to bave this question disposed of, and 
i who would be very glad if the Senate, by com- 
! mon; consent, would set aparta day when we 
should take a vote and end the matter. Many of 
us are particularly anxious to do this, because we 
wish to consider the other subject which has been 


|! referred to, (the homestead bill,) which is a spe- 


cial order, and was made so before this veto mes- 
sage was brought here, and have that also dis- 
posed of. 

Now, sir, what have we been doing? Just pre- 
` cisely what the honorable Senator from Virginia 


‘suggested. One day we spend an hour in consid- 


ering the President’s message; and then, on the 
next day we consider whether we shall take a 
recess, or whether we shall adjourn without day. 
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Every other day we devote to business, and the 
intermediate days we devote to considering wheth- 
er we shall do anything or not. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will my friend allow me to 
ask him what Senator has made all the motions for 
the various recesses which we have recently taken 
at this session? 

Mr. STUART. I know what the Senator from 
Mississippi means, and [ will reply to him. ‘There 
was a common understanding a few weeks ago, 

_ that the Senate should take a recess for the pur- 
pose of cleaning out the Hall, taking up the car- 
pets, and changing the winter for the summer ar- 
rangements; and it was the general understanding 
that there should be no business done during the 
succeeding week. Nobody objected to it but my 
friend from Mississippi, and he called for the yeas 
and nays; but the Senate agreed to take the recess. 
Senators all around me—the Senators from New 
York, the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] 
and I think I can say half the Senate—applied to 
me personally, for what reason I know not, to 
ascertain whether } would be here, and whether 
the understanding that, during the following week 
there should be no business of importance done, 
would be really carried out? In obedience to that 
general understanding I made the two motions for 
adjourning over to which the Senator refers. 

Mr. ATCHISON. And I seconded them. 

Mr.STUART. As the honorableSenator from 
Missouri says, he seconded the motions. Now, I 
may fairly ask, if I am chargeable with neglect 
of duties in the Senate? I have made no visits to 


my home; I have not been out of the city during | 


the session. I claim no particular credit for it. 
I only wish to justify myself against the inference 
that might be drawn from the remark of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. l have been found always 
in my seat and never in a hurry to adjourn. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
yeas 23, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Brod- 
head, Cass, Clay, Dawson, Dixon, Fessenden, Fish, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Hamlin, Johnson, Mason, Norris, Rockwell, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Toombs, and Wade~-23. 

NAYS—~Messrs. Adams, Allen, Benjamin, Brown,Chase, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Geyer, Gil- 
lette, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of Tennessee, Pettit, 
Pratt, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, Walker, and Williams—21, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespar, June 21, 1854. 
Prayer by Rey. Winniam H. MILBURN. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The PRESIDENT signed the enrolled bills 


ES 
yesterday received from the FIouse of Represent- 
atives, for the relief of Benjamin Rowe; and for the 
relief of Captain E. A. F. Lavalette, of the United 
States Navy. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. EVANS presented the petition of Robert 


Mills, in relation to a central route to the Pacific | 


ocean; which was referred to the Select Committee 
appointed on the subject of the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the 
memorial of Mary Kinner and Mary E. McCoy, 
praying indemnity for losses sustained by them 
in the depreciation of their property, in conse- 
quence of delays interposed by the land officers 
in perfecting their titles; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of Henry F. 


Ryan, and twenty-two others, citizens of Knox | 


county, Tennessee, praying that the soldiers who 
served in the Creek war of 1814, may be placed 
on the same footing as to pensions and bounty 
land with the soldiers engaged in other wars of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of P. C. Miles, 
praying to be allowed an increase of pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


State, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

_Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Sarah 


Harmon, formerly widow of Timothy Murray, | 
who was killed in the military service of the United | 


States during the last war with Great Britain, 
praying to be allowed half pay and bounty land, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of the children and heirs 
of Uriah Jones, a soldier in the Revolutionary 


war, praying a pension, submitted an adverse re- | 


port thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Cyrus H. McCormick, pray- 
ing the extension of letters patent granted him 
on the 2ist June, 1834, for improvements in the 
machine for reaping all kinds of small grain, sub- 


mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his | 


relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- |! 


merce, to whom were referred the following peti- 
tions, &c., asked to be discharged from’ their 
further consideration; which was agreed to: 


Petition of steamboat officers and engineers at | 


Cincinnati, praying that measures may be taken 


to make Evans’s safety-guard against the explo- | 
sion of boilers free to the public, by the purchase | 


of his patent right, or otherwise; . 
Petition ofsteamboatinspectors, engine builders, 


| and others, citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 


representing the importance of Kvans’s safety- 
guard for preventing the explosion of steam- 
boilers, and praying the purchase of the patent 
right, or the adoption of some other means of 
making the same free to the public; 


Memorial of owners of tug or towing steam- 


boats, employed in the revenue district of New 
York, praying that all such boats not carrying 


passengers may be exempt from the inspection į 


required by the act of August 30, 1852; 


etition of citizens of Alabama and other south- | 


ern States, praying that restrictions in regard to 
the transportation of turpentine and the various 


other products of the pine tree, on board of steam- | 


boats, may be repealed; 


Petition of Hammond Howe and others, praying | 
that the late law providing for the better security ti i Li ope 
ji of so much of the ninth section of the original act 


of the lives of passengers on board vessels pro- 


pelled in whole or in part by steam, may be | 


amended; and 

Petition of John Thomas, praying an appropri- 
ation to enable him to test certain improvements 
made by him in the iaclined-plane ox mill. 

Mr. 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of William Gunton and others, praying 
a further allowance for the bridge across the East- 


ern Branch of the Potomac river, near the Navy- i 
| Mr. HAMLIN. 


yard, sold to the Government, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. SUMNER gave notice of his intention to 


Bale leave fe introduce a bill Taking agrint of. so remote, however, that it is found utterly im- 


land warrants to the State of Massachusetts to 


AWSON, from the Committee for the | Q l 
ij for, shall be repealed; and that the inspections 


i| required by that act shall be made by the inspect- 


i 
| 
i 
t 
i 
i 


aid in the construction of a tunnel under the | 
Hoosac mountain, and providing for the convey- ; 


ance of mails, troops, and munitions of war | trict upon the Pacific coast. 


through the same free of toll. . . 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, gave notice of his in- 
tention to ask leave to introduce a bill to provide 
for the transportation of the mails. 


FALLS OF NIAGARA. 


Mr. SEWARD. The Committee on Com- `: 


merce, to whom were referred sundry memorials 
from citizens of the United States, praying for an 
appropriation for the construction of a ship canal 
around the Falls of Niagara, or in aid of that 


I 
l 


The motion was agreed to. 


AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

Mr. SEWARD. In pursuance of notice given 
yesterday, I ask leave to introduce a bill to regu- 
late navigation to the coast of Africa, in vessels 
owned by citizens of the United States in certain 
cases. it becomes necessary, in my judgment, 
that such a bill should be brought to the considera- 
| tion of the Senate. After giving the notice yes- 
terday, I learned that the honorable Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Cuayron,] at some time during 
my absence, had expressed a purpose to introduce 
such a bill, and I learned also, informally, that he 
had been instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a bil to that effect. I merely 
ask leave to introduce this bill, and have it laid 
on the table, as my object is not to embarrass 
him but to codperate with him. 

Leave to introduce the bill was granted, and it 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

AMENDMENTS OF THE STEAMBOAT LAW. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
; Merce, reported a bill supplementary to an act enti- 
tled ‘* An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the better security of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board vessels propelled in whole or 
in part by steam, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved August 30, 1852; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is desirable that this bill 
should receive an early passage; and as I appre- 
hend it will meet with no objection I ask the 
| unanimous consent of the Senate to have it acted 
upon at this time. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It provides for the appointment of an additional 
supervising inspector, to comprehend that portion 
of the United States lying upon the Pacific ocean, 
who is to receive a compensation of $3,000 per 
annum, and a like allowance for expenses of 
travel, as is provided for the other supervising 
inspectors. It also provides for two local inspect- 
ors, for the collection district of Puget’s Sound; 
one as the inspector of hulls, and the other as in- 
spector of boilers—at an annual compensation of 
| $500. 

It further proposes to enact that the operation 


of 1852, as requires the use of alloyed metals fusi- 
| ble by the heat of steam, shall be suspended until 
| the 3d of March next; and that so much of the 
j act of July 7, 1838, as authorizes the appoint- 
ment of persons to make inspections of steam- 
boats and boilers, and receive compensation there- 


l ors provided for by this bill, and by the act to 


which it is a supplement. 

The first section of this bill 
provides that the State of California and the Ter- 
| ritories of Oregon and Washington shall compose 
| a district for the inspection of steamboat hulls and 
| boilers. They now constitute a part of the same 
| district with Louisiana and Arkansas. ‘They are 


practicable for the supervising inspector who 
resides at New Orleans, to discharge the duties of 
that office. It therefore provides for a new dis- 
The second section 
| of the bill provides for the supension of the ninth 
| section of the original act, which provided that 
a certain kind of alloy should be used in the con- 
! struction of all steamboat boilers The supervis- 
i ing inspectors are now making experiments by 
| which it is believed greater security will be at- 
| tained in the construction of steamboat boilers. 
! The proposition is to suspend the absolute provis- 
| ion of that section until the 3d of Marchnext. I 
i think no further explanation is necessary. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


JAMES DIXON. 


Mr. DAWSON. The Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of James Dixon, praying compensation for 
extra work done on the court-house in the city of 
Alexandria, District of Columbia, have directed 
me to submit a report, accompanied by a bill 
making an appropriation to the petitioner. I will 
state to the Senate that Mr. Dixon isan old man. 
He did the work many years ago, and has never 
been paid for it. The subject has been referred 
to the committee for several years, and has been 
reported upon favorably. I will ask the Senate 
to take it up, and consider it at this time. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to pay James Dixon $487 23 for the 
work done by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senate now to 
take up the bill, which was under consideration 
yesterday, to improve the naval service, for the 
purpose of putting it upon its passage after making 
several amendments which have been agreed upon. 
The Senator from Virginia (Mr. Honrer] has 
consulted the Secretary of the Navy, and some 
amendments have been agreed upon. I believe 
there is now no objection from any quarter upon 
the subject, and with the permission of the Senate 
1 will read the several sections of the bill as they 
are proposed to be amended. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr.MALLORY. tn accordance with the sug- 
gestions of the honorable Senator from Virginia, 
Í move to strike out of that part of the second sec- 
tion, which relates to midshipmen, the words ** on 
the recommendation of the Representative there- 
of,” and the words ‘on the recommendation of | 
the Senators thereof, respectively.”? This obvi- | 
ates the objection made yesterday, which presup- | 
posed thatit vested the power of appointing the | 
officers in Congress instead of the Executive. 

Mr. BADGER. LT will ask the Senator what 
effect that amendment will have on the law already 
in force? 

Mr. MALLORY. 
the Jaw as it 1s, 

Mr. BADGER. Then I am opposed to the 
amendment, ddo not see why there should be 
one set of midsbipmen appointed upon the nom- 
ination of the members of the Lfouse and another 
set not appointed upon their nomination. L was 
opposed to this system at firsts but having | 
adopted it, we ought either to carry it out and ex- 
tend it to this body, as well as to the House, or | 
abolish it altogether. 1 hope the Senate will not | 
agree to that amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. The luw as it is now ex- 
plained here is an amendment to an appropri- 
ation bill, and gives the nomination of midship- 
men to the Naval Academy to the Representatives | 
from the particular congressional districts, and | 
withdraws those nominations from the Senate. | 
Now, the House when itadopted that amendment 
did not consider the midshipmen as officers, but | 
as cadets only, and got rid of the constitutional | 
objection by that means. The committee were not 
disposed, in this matter, to pronounce any opinion 
uponthatatall. Lhold that itisa mere matter of Ex- | 
ecutive regulation. The Executive may sanction | 
that course or he may not. I propose, therefore, | 
in this section, not to legislate upon that subject, | 
but simply to say, that instead of there being two | 
cadets from each congressional district, there shall || 
be one, and that there shall be two at large from | 
each State without saying upon whose recom- | 
mendation they shall beappointed. understand ! 
the Senator from North Carolina objects to that. | 

Mr. BADGER. 1 object to it for the reason I| 
1 think the members of both Houses | 


It will have no effect upon 


i 
| 
| 
I 
t 


i 
| 
j 
j 


| ics, and chief enginecrs 


Florida will read the section as he proposes to | 
amend it, the Senator from North Carolina will ji 


observe that both Senators and Representatives 
are put upon the same footing. 
Mr. MALLORY. They are put upon pre- 
cisely the same footing. It makes no difference. 
Mr. BADGER. But they are not upon the 
same footing as to the midshipmen directed to be 
appointed. 
r. FISH. They are as to all hereafter to be 
appointed. 
r. MALLORY. I will read that part of the 
section as it will stand if amended: 

“The number of midshipmen and acting midshipmen, 
including those of the Naval Academy, shall be determined 
as follows, to wit: one shall be appointed from each con- 
gressional district of the United States, two from each 
State, ten to be appointed by the President at large, and 
those authorized by this aet to be selected from the boys of 
the Navy.” 

These will constitute the midshipmen of the 
Navy, and both Houses in this respect stand alike. 
This is the first amendment proposed. 

The next amendment, suggested also by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, contemplates the 
striking out of the bil the retired list, called the 
‘permanent furlough list,” and leaves but two 
modes of getting rid of officers; one to place them 
upon the retired list, and the other to drop them 
from the Navy entirely. The third section is made 
to conform thereto, by striking out the words ‘‘or 
permanently furlough,” and the words “and of 
the officers so furloughed or retired, those on the 
retired list only shall be entitled to wear the naval 
uniform;”? and the words relating to such a list 
wherever they occur. 

The third and last amendment, which the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia sugyested—and I 
understand he suggests it now at the instance of 
the Secretary of the Navy—is to strike out all of 
the seventh section after the word ‘ assigned,” as 
follows: 

“The duties of equipping the vessels, and of supervising, 
registering, and detailing the officers aud men of the naval 
service, aud such other duties pertaining to the service as 
the Seeretary of the Navy may direct; and the orders of 
such bureau shal be considered as emanating from the 
Secretary of the Navy, and shall bave full force and effect 
as such, and al) the duties ef said bureau shall be periormed 
nudec bis authority and supervision,’? 

And to insert the words, 


such duties as pertain to the equipment of vessels and 
detailing of officers and men as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

I think that is a mere verbal amendment, which 
is of no importance either way. These are all 
the amendments suggested by the Senator from 
Virginia yesterday. here was one which 1 
desired to offer upon the subject of the assimilated 
rank of the Navy. lt was agreed upon in a con- 
ference of the committees of the two Houses, but 
1 was unable to obtain a copy of its details until 
this morning. I now propose it with a slight 
alteration. ‘Lhe assimilated rank, | will remark 
here, has been a subject of very considerable vex- 
ation in the Navy, and it is highly important that 
every officer in the service should have not only 
his rank and duties but his privileges all distinctly 
legislated upon and fixed. ‘The amendment which 
1 propose is to add the following: 


Src. 10. Andheit further enacted, Thatthe assimilated 
rank between the line and staff officers of the Navy, shall 
hereafter be determined by the following provisions: 

1, Surgeons, pursers, chaplains, professors ofmathemat- 
ies, and chief engineers of over twelve years standing in 
their respective grades, shall rank with commanders. 

2. Surgeons. putsers, chaplains, professors of mathemat- 
under twelve years’ standing, 
shall rank with lientenants. 

3. Passed assistant surgeons shall rank with commis- 
ers. 

sistant surgeons and first assistant engineers shall 
rank next after commissioned masters. 

5, Second assistant engineers shall rank with midship- 
men, and third istant engineers next after midshipmen.* 

6. ‘This a 
officer the right to command, 

7. Commanding officers of whatever grade shall take 


de 
precedence over all staff officers attached to their command 
while on military duty; under other circumstances, preced- 
ence shall be regulated by length of service, as heretofore 
set forth. 


I will observe, in regard to the third provision, 
that the words ‘commissioned masters °’ are put 
in, because it is contemplated by the bill to confer 


H 


imilated rank shall in no case confer on a staff | 


a commission upon the rank of passed midchip- 
men. The Senator from Maine asks me if we 
have chaplains in the assimilated rank? The first 
provision reads: 

Surgeons, pursers, chaplains, professors of mathematic 
and chief engineers, of over twelve years standing in their 
respective grades, shall rank with commanders. 


Mr. PRATT. I will inquire of the Senator, if 
the amendment which he has just proposed does 
not conform to the bill of the House which we 
have seen printed in some newspapers, with the 
single exception pointed out by him? i under- 
stand it does. 

Mr.MALLORY. [understand distinctly that 
it does. My design was to makeit so. The ex- 
ception is this: There was found in the published 
report of the bill of the House a provision that 
on trials by court-martial, at least one third of the 
! members composing the court should be of the 
grade of the officer arraigned for trial. I consider 
that an anomaly in military practice. | believe it 
does not exist in any military service. 

Mr. PRATT. I will further inguire of the 
Senator, if I understood him correctly tn our inter- 
view, that the privileges of staff officers in the 
Army are similar? 

Mr. MALLORY. That is my understanding. 
The chairman of the Military Committee, per- 
haps, has better information than i have on the 
subject. By the unanimous consent of the Senate 
| I propose that the question be taken on the first 
i three amendments which I have offered, and sep- 
ately upon that which relates to the assimilated 
rank. 

The question was taken on the first three amend- 
ments, and they were agreed to; and then, on the 
last amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 

It was read a third time; and passed by a vote, 


| on a division—ayes 24, noes 11- 


TEXAS DEBT. 
Mr. GWIN. A bill was reported the other day 


‘from the Committee on Finance in regard to the 


Texas debt. It does not meet with my approba- 
tion. Tam sure it does not meet with the appro- 
bation of that committee, and I therefore move to 


| recommit it, because ] believe we can so frame a 
| bill and bring it before the Senate as to meet its 


approbation. I move to take up the bill so that f 

may submit the motion to recommit it. 

| The motion to take up the bill was agreed to, and, 
On the motion of Mr.G WIN, it was recommit- 

ted to the Committee on finance. 


HALF PAY TO SURGEONS’ MATES. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to offer the following 
joint resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the United States in Congress assembled, That the re: 
lution of the L7th of Jimuary, 1781, regulating the allowar 
during life, in Hen of half pay to the officers of the bos- 
| pital department and medical staff, shall be so construed 
as to extend to surgeons? mates, who shall be entitled to 
receive the same pay as by said resolution is allowed to 
hospital physicians and surgeons. 
| The resolution of the 17th January, 178}, pro- 
vides as follows : 

* Resoly 
| and med 


ed, That all officers in the hospital deparuneut 
al staff hereinafter mentioned, who shall con- 
j tinue ins c to the end of the war, or be reduced be fore 
(hat time as supernumeraries, shall be entitled to, and re- 
| ceive during life, in dieu of half pay the following allow- 
ance, Viz + 

«The director of the hospital e 
Jieutenant colonel. 

“Chief physicians and surgeons of the Army and hospi- 
tal, and hospital physicians and surgeons, purveyor, apothe- 
surgeons, each equal to the half pay 


| 
{ 


qual to the half pay of a 
i 
! 
t 
| cary, and regimental 
i of a captain,” 
Notwithstanding this broad language used in 
| that resolution, I understand that the accounting 
i officers of the Treasury, following the rule which 
- was established shortly after its passage, have de- 
| termined that it does not include surgeons’ mates; 
‘so that all the surgeons’ mates of the Revolu- 
i tionary war have not received that compensation 


‘| which it was the manifest design of Congress to 


| allow them by this resolution of 1781. f 
Į state further, that in every case in which appli- 


li cation has been made to Congress by surgeons’ 


mates, and where Congress has acted definitively 
upon them, they have had allowed the compensa- 


i; tion which is here allowed to the hospital sur- 


' geons. The resolution, then, which I have the 
honor to propose, is merely to direct the Depart- 


il ment so to construe the original resolution as to 


make it extend to surgeons’ mates. I] may say 
that I am sure there will be no difficulty as to 1t 
nthe mind of any one here; and, therefore, I 
ask that the resolution may now be considered 


i 
1 and passed. 
rt 

4 
| 


| Mr. BAYARD. I must move the reference of 
i the resolution to the appropriate committee. 
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The PRESIDENT. 
in order. The resolution cannot be introduced 
except by unanimous consent. After it has been 
introduced and read twice, that motion can be 
made, 

Mr. BAYARD. I object to its consideration, 
unless for the purpose of reference. 

Mr. PRATT. f ask for the reference of the 
resolution, if one objection be sufficient to prevent 
the consideration, 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the joint resolution will have its second reading. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object, unless the second 
reading is for the purpose of reference. 

Mr. PRATT. That is the object. 

a Mr. BAYARD. Then! withdraw my objec- 
ion. 

The joint resolution was read a second time, and, 

On motion by Mr. PRATT, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a bill to aid the 
Territory of Minnesota in the construction of a 
railroad therein. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

Mr. STUART. { move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order—the 
bill making a grant of land to the several States of 
the Union for the benefit of indigent insane per- 
sons, which has been returned by the President 
of the United States, with his objections. I think 
we can dispose of that question to-day. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to reconsider the bill. 

Mr. TOUCEY delivered his views in opposi- 
tion to the bill, and in defense of the President’s 
veto message. 


Mr. BELL followed in support of the bill and | 


in opposition to the veto. 
i {These speeches will be found in the Appen- 

ix. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will give way, 
f desire to move for an Executive session. With 
his permission, I will move that the further con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until to- 
morrow, 

Mr. BELL. E intended to conclude my re- 
oe to-day, but if the Senator desires it, | will 

ield. 
4 The further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

EXECUTIVE SES3ION. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 


eceded to the consideration of Executive business, 


and after some ume spent therein, the doors were | 


reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 21, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev, Wituiam H. Mivpurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I beg leave to report back to 
the House the amendments of the Senate to the 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and printed. 


ony 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 


lowing communication from the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives: 


CLERK’s OFFICE, Jone 21, 1854. 


Sir: The action of the House of Representatives yester- |! 


day, reported from Library Committee, explanatory of the 
joint resolution voting books, &c., approved 24th February, 


1854, makes it obligatory upon the Clerk to coustrue the | 


latter so as to furnish te the new members of the present 


House, in addition to the boc 


scription of books as were voted to the members 
Senate in the last Congress, and not heretofore voted 


members of the House. These books, and the numbers of 
Hic k 


theim so voted in the Senate, are as follows: Con- 
stitution, one hundred and sixty-one eop 
Moultow’s Pension and Bounty Land Law 
Mayo’s Treasury Regulations, two copies 

The last proviso to the resolution of the House of t 
instant, Votes these books in the same numbers to the 
members as well as to the new members of tie Ho 


Ce 
There will, therefore, be needed for the purchase of il 


s estimated for in my com- i! 
munication of the 14th instant, te same number and de- jj 
of the | 
to the |! 


i 
| books, in addition to the estimates transmitted to the House 
} on the 14th instant, $45,171. 

The details of the above amount are as follows: 

| For Hickey’s Constitution. 

239 members and delegates, 

161 copics to each. 


| 38,479 copies at $1 per COPY. ieseeesee eee wee eeee $38,479 
: For Mayo & Moulton’s Pension and Bounty Land 
Laws. 
! 239 members and delegates. 
8 copies to each. 
1,912 copies at $3 50.........006 PORER reseso 6,692 
i $15,171 


I therefore beg leave to recall my estimate for books 
transmitted on the lth instant, and to substitute the fol- 
lowing: 

For books to the members of the House of the Uhirty- 
Third Congress, by the joint resolution, approved on the 
21th of February, 1854, aud by the resolution of the House 
of 20th June, 1854, $199,510 87. 

There will also be needed to comply with the resolution 
of the [Louse of the 28th of September, 1850, the following: 

For Congressional Globe and Appendix of the Thirty- 
Third Congress, for the House library, one hundred sets, 
at nine dollars per set for the Congress, $900; and for 
binding the same, 600 volumes, at sixty cents per volume, 
8360. Respecetfally, 

J. W. FORNEY, Clerk Ho. Rep. U. S. 
Hon. Linn Boyn, Speaker House of Representatives, 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
communication was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
PER DIEM AND MILEAGE TO MR. SNODGRASS. 


Mr. LETCHER. I ask thé consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 


Virginia, the per diem and mileage due to him at the time 
of his death. 

The resolution was received by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. I desire to 
‘ present a resolution of the same character in rela- 
tion to my predecessor, the Eon. Zeno Scudder. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House he directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund to the Hon, Zeno Scudder his 


per diem and mileage as a member of the Thirty-Third 
Congress, to the day of his resignation. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Why, the gentle- 


| and I suppose is not entitled to mileage. 
| Mr. WHEELER. Henever was ableto come 


l; shall receive his per diem allowance 


! here. 
Mr. JONES. I believe it is the custom of this į 
' body—— 


Mr. PRATT, (interrupting.) I was about to 
whether Mr. Scudder ever took his seat in this 
House? If not, I doubt whether he is entitled to 
: mileage; not that I have any doubt of his being 
entitled to receive compensation for his time. 
Mr. JONES. Itis the custom, I believe, and 
perhaps the law, that a member who has been 
detained from his seat in consequence of sickness, 
That, I 
| think, is thelaw. But it certainly is not thelaw, 
| nor the practice of the House, to pay mileage 
| when a member elect never comes here, never 
makes his appearance in the Tlouse, and never 
performs the travel. This will be a new preced- 


| 
t 
i inquire of the gentleman from Massachusetts | 
i 
| 


! one which I think ought not to be set. 

| Mr. LETCHER. I hopethat the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will not encumber my reso- 
| lution with his, which is leading to debate. Jt 
jis a distinct matter altogether, and I hope the 
House will proceed to take a vote upon my reso- 
: lution. 


| vote taken by division, I suppose. 
The SPEAKER. ‘Then the vote will be first 


taken on the amendment. 
' Mr. ELIOT. I shall he glad to have an op- 
portunity to reply to the inquiry proposed by the 
gentleman from Conneciicut, (Mr, Prarr.] | 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interrupting.) 
Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow me 
| to ask him a question for information ? 

Mr. ELIOT. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The inquiry I wish to 
make is this: Whether Mr. Scudder was not de- 
ained from his seat by an injury received in 
i coming here? 


Mr. ELIOT. Yes, sir; he was. 


Resolved, That the Speaker be authorized to direct the | 
ènt to the widow of the Hoa. John F. Snodgrass, | 
d, late a member of this House from the State of | 


man {Mr. Scudder] never performed the travel, į 


Indian appropriation bill, that they may be referred || ent, if the resolution be agreed to, and it will be | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. There may bea separate ; 


| 


Mr. STEPHENS. I understand that Mr. 
Scudder was coming to take his seat here, but ° 
was prevented by injury received on the way. 
He was thus detained at home for some time, and 
finally concluded to resign his seat in Congress. 
I trust, therefore, that the House will pass the res- 
olution submitted by the gentleman from Massa~ 
chusetts. Whether it will or not encumber the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Virginia, 
is another question. 

[Cries of ** Question 1”? Question!” 

Mr. ELIOT. I wish to say to the Chair that 
I did not offer my resolution as an amendment to 
that of the gentleman from Virginia, butas an in- 
dependent resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is not in order at 
this time; and is not before the body. 

Mr. ELIOT. [ withdraw my resolution 
with pleasure, until that offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia is acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair first understood 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts was proposed as an amendment to that of 
the gentleman from Virginia. ‘That is the only 
form in which it can be considered at this time. 
The question, then, is on the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was put; and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ELIOT. 
olution. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Futter] was on the floor, and yielded it 
through courtesy to the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Lercuer.| The gentleman from Maine is 
still entitled to the floor, 

Mr. FULLER. I yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 


PER DIEM AND MILEAGE TO MR. SCUDDER. 


Mr. ELIOT. I now ask leave to offer the res- 
olution which has been read a few moments since 


I now ask leave to offer my res- 


Mr. LETCLIER, (sugyesting.) Strike out the 
words ‘contingent fund.” 

Mr. ELIOT. I have no objection to adopt 
the suggestion made to me by the gentleman from 
Virginia, who is better acquainted than myself 
with the form in which the resolution should be 
proposed. 

The SPEAKER. 
cation proposed ? 

Mr. ELIOT. {tis to make my resolution the 
sane as the other; that is, to strike out the 
words * contingent fund.” 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, as amended, 
will read as follows: 

Resolved, Uhat there be paid to the Ton, Zeno Scudder 


In what form is the modifi- 


| his per diem and mileage as member of the Tbirty-Third 
| Congress, to the day of bis resignation. 


Mr. HILLYER. I desire to make an inqui- 


: ry of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
: Enor. 


The SPEAKER. Wil the gentleman from 
Georgia allow the Chair to interrupt him for a 
moment? The Chair would inquire out of what 
fund he is to order this money to be paid ? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Out of the 
fund appropriated to pay the mileage and per diem 
of the members of this Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In the same way 
as the present members are paid. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The fund is already ap- 
propriated; and if Mr, Scudder had come here, he 
would have drawn his pay from that fund. It 
should be paid in the same manner as if he had 
been here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubted, at the 
moment, whether the fund could be drawn from 


iin that way. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I do notthink there is any 
doubt about it. 


Mr. HILLYER. I did not hear, and I am 


| sure that many others on this side of the [louse 
_did not hear, the response made by the gentle- 


| man from Massachusetts (Mr. Error} to the in- 
_quiry of my colleague, asto the reasons why Mr. 


Scudder never appeared here to take his seat? My 
colleague inquired if Mr. Scudder was hurt, or 
was taken sick upon the road. T heard no response 
to that interrogatory, and F think it is Import- 
ant. 

Mr. ELIOT. Iwill reply to the remarks of 
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ig still there. 

[Cries, ‘* That is enough P? and “ Question !” 
“ Question !”7] 

The question was then taken on the resolution; 
and it was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL REVENUE CUTTERS. 


Mr. FULLER. I ask the permission of the 
House for a moment to permit me to call up bill 
No, 242, relating to revenue cutters. I wish to 
state to the House—and I invite the particular 
attention of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cops] to my apology for calling the attention of 
the House to this matter now—that, at a very 
early day of the session, the Committee on Com- 
merce reported a bill—which is the bill in ques- 
tion—authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase or contract for four additional revenue 
cutters; one for the Charleston station, to supply 
the place of the Efamilton, which was unfortu- 
nately lost; one for the Texas coast, and two for 
the Pacific coast. The committee are in posses- 
sion of information which they regard it their 
duty to lay before the House, and which shows 
that the public interests of the country are suffer- 
ing now for the want of these cutters. It will 
necessarily take a good deal of time to prepare 
them before the commencement of the fall season, 
and for these reasons I desire to have the atten- 
tion of the House to the bill at this time. The 
public service requires it. 

Mr. COBB. J should have no objection to it, 
if its consideration did not come out of the morn- 
ing hour. The committees want to report, and 
they have reports in which the public is as much 
interested as they are in those revenue cutters. 

Mr. FULLER. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man, that for three months I have been making 
ineffectual efforts to get the bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
bill cannot be taken up. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

On motion by Mr. CRAIGE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition and papers of Charles Wilkes and others for dam- 
ages to certain lands ; and also from the petition and papers 
of certain citizens of Ludianapolis, in reference to a court- 
- house in which to hold the United States courts, &e, 3 and 
that the same be referred to the Commiuec on the Judicjary. 

Mr. OLDS. I am directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, to report back 
Senate bill (No. 344) for the relief of James Jef- 
fries and Jeremiah M. Smith, with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB. I will withdraw my objection to 
Aropo of the gentleman from Maine. 

r.r 


Alabama has become satisfied of the importance 
of this matter. 


Mr. COBB. 


to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. OLDS. I abject to the gentleman’s prop- 
osition 

Mr. O. then, frora the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back Senate bill 
(No. 365) for the relief of John W. Kelly; which 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole Elouse, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EWING. ‘he bill for the relief of James 
Jeffries and Jeremiah M. 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, been referred 
to a Committee of the W hole House, is one which 


was before the House some months ago, and upon | 


which there is a necessity of immediate action. 

Mr. OLDS. I would suggest to the gentleman 
that the course I have given to the bill will accom- 
plish his object. Next Friday is objection day; 
and as it isa plain case, there will be no objection 
to it. 

Mr. EWING. 1 do not agree with the gentle- 
man as to this br ug the best disposition of the 
bill. I move to reconsider the vote by which it 
was referred toa Committee of the Whole House. 
1 do not propose to call up the motion at this 
time, but to haveit entered. It will be recollected, 


ULLER. [am glad the gentleman trom | 


Udo not withdraw the objection | 
for any such reason, but as a matter of courtesy || 


Smith, which has, on : 
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mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and it 
was decided in favor of the bill that it should 
not go toa Committee of the Whole. But, sir, 
by the direction which has now been given it, it 
will be placed in a still worse position than if it 
had then been referred to a Conimittee of the 
Whole. After having gone through an investi- 
gation by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and by their direction referred to a 
Committee of the Whole, it will be placed lower 
down on the Calendar, and, therefore, in a worse 
position than if it had been so referred when it 
was, on a former occasion, before the Flouse. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I rise to a question 
of order. I submit that this debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has the right to submit the motion to recon- 
sider, and have it entered; but not the right to 
take the floor from the gentleman from Ohio to 
speak upon the motion. The Chair desires to 
know whether the gentleman from Ohio gives up 
the floor for that purpose? 

Mr. OLDS. No, sir; I prefer to finish the re- 
ports I have to make. f am instructed by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
report back Senate resolution (No. 19) for the re- 
lief of Rebecca Birdsall. 


the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OLDS. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


last, at the usual compensation allowed to clerks of Com- 
mittees. 

I wish to state to the FIouse that, from the date 
mentioned in the resolution, I have not had an 
opportunity to offer the resolution. 
aultation at the Post Office Department—and I 


in the same way—our committee have determined 
ito bring up the existing post routes which are 
| scattered through the laws from the time of the 
, establishment of the Post Office Department down 


_ bill, so that when an application for the establish- 
| ment of a new route is presented, we shall not be 
i compelled to go over all the laws to find out 
| whether it has been before established. We pro- 
pose to have them arranged in alphabetical order, 
‘anda clerk from the Post Office Department is 
now employed upon that work. Such things are 
continually occurring. Why, sir, a single route 
in the State of Indiana has been at least seven 
‘ times enacted. 

Well, now, we propose, for the convenience of 
the Post Office Department and that of the Com- 


will be but little trouble,—to have them enacted in 
one bill in alphabetical order for each State. We 
should need the clerk even were we not to do this; 
but having the clerk, we can do it also. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the gentle- 
; man’s permission, I will make an inquiry. I 
understand him to say that there is one route 
which has been enacted seven times. 
put a mail on that route for every time a law was 
H passed ? 

Mr. OLDS. No, sir; your law requires the Post- 
; master General to advertise every time these routes 


was already on the route, but there was expense 
ji 


|! be saved. fn addition, E wish to say that if we 


| would have need for the clerk. 
| Me, COBB. I wish to suggest a modification 
of the gentleman’s resolution. Iam, and always 
have been, opposed to giving these clerks to com- 
{i mittees. If it were necessary, I could give the 
| House satisfactory reasons for that opposition. 
i Let me only ask why committees of this House 
should have clerks when the condition of business 
is such that these committees are standing here 


f 
j 
t 
i 
1 


The resolution was referred to a Committee of | 


Post Roads be allowed a clerk from the 6th day of May i 


Upon con- | 


think it will strike the good sense of the Elouse | 


| to the present time, and to reénact them all in one | 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads,—and it į; 


Did they |! 


hare made; and, asa matter of course, before he | 
put on the service, it was ascertained that service ji 
| the table. 
of advertisement every time the route was enacted. |: 
i If there was some such plan as that now pro- || 

posed by the committee, and recommended by the |: 
i Department, all that trouble and expense would | 
|; appointed. 
did not propose this new arrangement, still we |; 


| 
i 


i 
} 
i 


1 
1 
| 


i 


H 
i 
f 
f 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 
t 
j 
| 
| 


| 
| 


‘| discharged? 


| spiritual clairvoyance which I have not, 


which the clerk is to be dismissed. I think it 
highly improper to allow standing committees of 
this House clerks from the beginning to the ter- 
mination of Congress. Many of them do not 
perform one hour’s service during a month. I say 
that such a system is wrong. It is growing into 
a system, and unless we puta stop to it by the 


| limitation of time for which clerks shall be allowed, 
¡and let committees discharge their duties and 


hen their clerks, we shall, in less than five years, 
have a clerk for each and every committee of this 
House. I was opposed to the system from the 
beginning. I believe that it is wrong. In my 
judgment, the country is suffering from the wrong. 
I am here now, and always, to oppose it. 


Mr. OLDS. 1 call the gentleman to order. I 


; do not permit the gentleman to ask mea question, 


and then to answer it himself. Now, as I claim 
to bea Yankee by birth, I will answer the ques- 
tion of the honorable gentleman of the Committee 
on the Public Lands, by asking him when that 
committee proposes to discharge its clerk ? 

Mr. COBB. I would doitto-day. I am ready 
to answer all such questions. 

Mr. OLDS. Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is not out of the usual course to ask for a clerk 
for the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. In the last three preceding Congresses, 
the committee had a clerk. Indeed, sir, | might 
have come here at the commencement of this ses- 
sion and been justified by precedent in asking for 
this clerk; but I have delayed to do so for five 


: months, because we did not need him. It is only 


at this late day when we so need his services, 
that we come forward and ask for him; and are 


; we, because we have not asked for theclerk until 


we need his services, to be met with opposition 
from the gentleman of a committee which now 
has a clerk, but which never had one before this 
session of Congress—a committee which has not 
one fourth the business for a clerk that our com- 
mittee has. 

The gentleman asks when is our clerk to be 
Why, when are clerks for commit- 
tees generally discharged? When our post route 
bill is completed we shall have no further use for 
a clerk, and I am willing then to discharge him. 

Mr. COBB. I think that J can settle the difi- 
culty between us. I believe that the gentleman’s 
committee ought to have a clerk to make up this 
post route bill, It will not require longer than a 
week to do so, and for that time 1 am willing to 
allow a clerk. 

This alphabetical matter is all humbug, the 
whole of it. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman may have some 
Hig in- 
formation may come to himinthat way. Iam not 
supposed to have such spiritual manifestations. I 
act from sober reality, and say that this matter is 
no humbug. We need a clerk. If the House 
give it us, we shall be grateful; and if it does not, 
I shall employ one at my own expense. I now 
demand the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. OLDS. The matter has been sufficiently 
discussed, and I think that I had better adhere to 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Jongs’s mo- 
tion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 


The question now being upon the demand for 
the previous question, 

Mr. OLDS demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Cox and Greenwoop were 


The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 75, noes 43; no quorum voting. 

Mr. OLDS. It would be better, perhaps, to 
have a recount, than to have a call of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. [ object to a recount. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that there be a call of 
the House? 

A call was not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present. 


1854. 
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After a count, the Speaker announced that there 
were one hundred and fifty-eight members in their 
seats; and the tellers resumed their places. 

The question was again taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 92, noes not counted. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

Mr. WHEELER. Icallforthe yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. COBB. I call for tellers upon the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Perrins, of 
New York, and Marrzson, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported twenty-nine in the affirmative, (a sufficient 
number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


THE OCCURRENCE OF YESTERDAY. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I rise, Mr. Speaker, 
to offer to this House an apology for a breach of 
decorum, and of its rules, yesterday. I believe, 
sir, that those with whom I have been associated 
for the last three years as a member of this body, 
will bear testimony that I have, at least, tried to 
be respectful in all my intercourse with its mem- 
bers, and to have a proper regard for the rules of 
this House; and I hope I shall always be found 
among those who desire, and make an effort to 
preserve, the order and decorum of this body. 

Mr. CULLOM. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that 
the unexpected and unprovoked attack made upon 
me yesterday may have precipitated me into any 
violation of the rules and order of this House. 

I have endeavored, during my service here, to 
maintain kindly relations with the members of the 
House, and to observe punctilliously the rights 
of all, and the honor and integrity of the body of 
which I am a member. 

Circumstances yesterday, over which I had no 
control, and which I had contributed nothing to 
provoke by word or deed, elicited from me lan- 
guage which, perhaps, I should not have uttered. 
Lf I have violated the rules of this body, I ask the 
House to be assured that it was out of no disrespect 
to this high forum. But, Mr. Speaker, the ebul- 
lition which I displayed upon that occasion was 
elicited by the exhibition of a deadly instrument, 
which was exhibited in connection’ with the re- 
marks that were made, and I felt constrained to 
pursue the course which I did. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I do not wish to interrupt 
the gentleman from Tennessee, but I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has resumed his seat. 

Mr. McMULLIN. ThenI withdraw my ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. MILLSON. The announcement which 


has just been made by the two gentlemen from |, were very indulgent to him by their resolution, 


Tennessee was somewhat unexpected to me; 
though I do not mean to say that I had not in- 
dulged the: hope and expectation that both these 


gentlemen would see that it was due, as well to their |! 


own character and honor, as to that of the House, 
that they should tender to the House the apologies 


which they have just made for the disorder of j! of these disorderly occurrences, that they would | 


yesterday. But,as I have given notice of my 
purpose to call the attention of the Flouse toa 
question of privilege in connection with this mat- 


ter, it is due to myself that I should indicate the | 


course I had intended to pursue; and that my re- 
marks may be perfectly in order, [ beg leave to 
present the following resolution: 

Resolved, Thata select committee of —— be appointed to 
investigate the disorder which occurred yesterday in the 
House, in the use of warm words and threatening gestures, 
between Mr. Courcuwe.t and Mr. CuLLOM, members of 
this House, and to report thereon to the House. 

No one, Mr. Speaker, can regret more than I 
do the scenes of yesterday. No one would feel 
more than I the unpleasantness of the necessity 
for bringing the subject to the notice of the House. 
But, sir, holding, as 1 do, very friendly relations 
towards both these gentlemen, | feel that I could 
do so without subjecting myself to the suspicion 
of being moved by any unworthy considerations. 

That the use of warm words and threatening 
gestures is a breach of t 


portance, not merely to this body, but to the 
country at large, that debate here should be per- 
fectly free, and that all those gentlemen who are 
capable of shedding light upon our deliberations— 


and there are many such here—should be en- ! 


|| House.” 


i: two members from Tennessee in the year 1838, j; 


| Carolina, in the year 1841. 


e privileges of the House | 
cannot be doubted. Sir, it is of the greatest im- | 


| couraged to offer their views. There are, doubt- 
| less, occasions when gentlemen of sensitive minds 
| would be restrained from an expression of their 
| judgment upon matters before us from an appre- || 
| hension that they may be involved in heated de- | 
bate, and subjected to contumely. 

It was well said by a member of the British 
Parliament, that a blow struck in the House of 
| Commons was a blow struck at the whole Com- 
mons of England, and everything that is at all || 
calculated to prevent freedom of debate, to de- 
| stroy the consciousness, the assurance, that dis- |; 

cussion may be full and free, without subjecting 
the member engaging in it to personal risk, or to || 
reproachful epithets, isa wrong done to the whole i 
| people of the country. i 
While, then, sir, it is clear that the useof such |! 
language as was employed yesterday is a breach 
of the privileges of the House, and ought not to 
be passed without notice, there is more embar- 
rassment, perhaps, in determining as to the pre- 
| cise manner in which these violations of order and ! 
privilege should be treated by the body. I find, 
on a very cursory examination made this morn- |) 
ing, some cases in the British Parliament, occur- |! 
| ring nearly two centuries ago, where disorderly |; 
| conduct upon the floor of the House was brought 
i to the notice of the body, and the parties offend- |! 
| ing required to make atonement. fn the parlia- 
| mentary debates I find that where hot and pro- 
| voking discourses and gestures occurred between |: 
| Lord Cavendish and Sir John Hanmer, the mat- || 
| ter was ended by requiring every member to pro- | 
| ceed no further in anything that had happened in 
i the unfortunate disorder in the Grand Committee. ! 
| In another case, it appears that Lord O’Brien į 
: and Sir Thomas Chickley were ordered into the || 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms for, a quarrel that |! 
had happened between them, on a division of the 
House, in which blows were given. In another 
| case, in the year 1678, blows passed between Sir 
| Jonathan Trelawney and Mr. Ash. The Speaker 
| having observed the blows, promptly called the 
| attention of the House to the matter.” After dis- 
| cussion, in which propositions were made to send || 
the offending parties to the Tower, and to expel | 
| 
| 
Í 
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| them from the House, Sir John said: “I hum- || 
bly ask the pardon of the House forit.” Mr. |! 
| Ash said: “ I do acknowledge thatl have done a 
great fault, and 1 humbly ask the pardon of the 
Another case occurred in 1690. Sir 
Thomas Mompesson, in his place, asked pardon 
of the House for assaulting Mr. Okedon, in the |! 
lobby; an account thereof being given by Mr. 
Piper and Colonel Trelawney, members of the 
: House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
_ keeper; and the Speaker acquainted Sir Thomas 
Mompesson ‘that the House had considered 
that he was an ancient member, and therefore 


' which he acquainted him with, and required him 
| to ask pardon accordingly, which he did do.” 

| It will be observed, then, Mr. Speaker, not- 
withstanding the diatribes of our transatlantic 
i friends against the American Congress, and other | 
| legislative bodies in the United States, on account į 


! 
$ 
| not look in vain for such precedents of disorder ji 
lin their own parliamentary history. In these | 
; cases it will be observed that the House was sat- | 
i isfied with the tender of apology by the offending |; 
i members. In our own Congress, too, I observe i 
that there are several similar cases in which no | 


| A case of the kind referred to occurred between i 
land a resolution was introduced that these gen- f 
i tlemen do apologize to the House for violating its į; 
| privileges and offending its dignity. After the | 
| introduction of the resolution requiring the tender |: 
| of this apology, both gentlemen rose iu their places |; 
‘and made ample acknowledgments. E 
| A case of like character occurred between a | 
; member from Virginia and a member from North : 
Finding then that, į! 
‘in similar cases, the House has forborne to take | 
| any further action after the tender by the offend- | 
ng members of ample and satisfactory apologies, | 
or the violation of its order and rules, 1 had, after ;: 
eliberation and consultation with friends around į; 


; me, come to the conclusion to withdraw the reso- i 
i lution upon the tender of apologies. I am noti 
i unaware of the importance of preventing the ii 


: tainly, now. 
i which I suggest for the adoption of the House. 


recurrence of these disorderly scenes. I do not 
know that any alteration or amendment of the 


| rules of the House is necessary to secure this de- 


sirable end. If it be, I trust it will be soon made. 
I observe that the Manual——. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) Will the gentleman 
from Virginia allow me to suggest an additional 
tule, which I hold in my hand, as necessary to be 
adopted by the House? It will settle a contro- 
verted question, and will be the means hereafter, 
in collisions between members upon this floor, if 
they should unfortunately occur, of bringing the 
question directly before the House, and investing 
the Speaker, beyond a doubt, with sufficient 
power to suppress the dificulty upon the foor. 

he Speaker does not possess that power, cer- 
I ask the Clerk to read the rule 


The rule was then read, as follows: 

If any member, in violation of the rules of the House, 
shall refuse to obey the order of the Speaker, made in con- 
formity therewith, it shall be the duty of the Speaker to 
order the member so offending into the custody of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, to be dealt with as the House may direct. 


Mr. ORR. 
the rule which I have offered. 


I would suggest a modification of 
It is, that the 


i Speaker shall be “authorized,” instead of that 


‘it shall be his duty.” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will my colleague 
allow me to ask the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina a question? Can it be possible that there is 
any doubt that that is the law now? 

Several Members. None at all. 

Mr. BAYLY repeated his question. 

Mr. ORR. There isa very serious doubt on 
the subject; so much so, that the present, and, I 
believe, the former Speakers, have not felt them- 
selves authorized to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
arrest a member violating the rules of order and 
decorum. The Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole Elouse certainly has no such power, and 


i it is extremely doubtful whether the Speaker has. 


When there is disorder of this sort, and the mem- 


| ber refuses to obey the order of the Presiding Offi- 


cer, it is the duty of the House to take the power 
of ordering his arrest into its hands; but there 
should be a more summary remedy. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido not think so. 

Mr. MILLSON. I was on the point of stating 
to the FEouse that I do not know that any amend- 
ment to the present rules is necessary. According 
to the Manual, which, by one of our rules, is 
made the law of the House in all cases in which 
it does not come in conflict with the standing rules 
and orders, 

“ Whenever warm words or an assault have passed be- 


| tween Members, the House, for the protection of their mem- 


bers, requires them to declare, in their places, not to prose- 
ute any quarrel: or orders them to attend the Speaker, 
who is to accommodate their differences, and report to the 
House, and they are put under restraint if they refuse, or 


| until they do.” 


I am inclined to think, then, that under the ex- 
isting rules, and under the law of the Manual, the 
Speaker and the House may now exercise this 
authority. 

But, however this may be, I have a reason, 
which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] will appreciate without my indicating it, 
why I prefer that the resolution which he has just 
now introduced should not be considered to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to 
understand whether or not the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mizsoy] yielded the floor to the gen- 


| tleman from South Carolina, for the purpose of 
‘allowing him to introduce his resolution, and 


whether, therefore, the proposition of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina is now to be considered 
before the body? 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir; I stated that I 
yielded to have the resolution read for informa- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER. Then the proposition of the 


i gentleman from South Carolina is not before the 


body. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman from South 
Carolina could not, even with the consent of the 
gentleman from Virginia, present a proposition to 
amend the rules of the House. 

Mr. MILLSON. I gave notice to the House 
yesterday that I would call its attention to this 
subject to-day. It was my purpose, however, 
after conferring with gentlemen of ability and ex- 
perience, to withdraw the resolution which I in- 
tended to offer, if the two gentlemen should do 
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what they have done—tender suitable apologies to 
this House. 

I have not thought it necessary to say anything 
in reference to the merits of the original contro- 
versy between the two gentlemen. I know nothing 
about it, and the House has nothing to do with it. 
We should confine ourselves to what occurred 
in our presence, and not inquire into the merits 
of any controversy which may unfortunately exist 
between these gentlemen. 

Considering, then, Mr. Speaker, that heretofore 
legislative bodies in this country and in England 
have seemed to be satisfied with the atonement 
offered by the members offending; in view of the 
fact that similar cases of disregard of the rules and 
order of this House have occurred even in the 
present Congress, and have been passed by alto- 
gether unnoticed by this House; in the hope, too, 
that some means may be soon devised by which 
these occurrences may be prevented in future, and 
by which members may be apprised of the re- 
sponsibilities they may incur, and in consideration 
of the fact that both thesegentlemen have tendered 
apologies, which | must regard 

Mr. WHEELER, (interrupting.) I wish to 
ask the gentleman a question. I understand from 
one of those gentlemen that deadly weapons were 
drawn yesterday. Has that ever been done before? 

Mr. MILLSON. I know nothing personally 
of the fact. E will, however, state, as the gentle- 
man asks me- the question whether it was ever 
done before, that —— 

Mr. WHEELER, (interrupting.) Have you 
found any precedent of that kind ? 

Mr. MILLSON. In some of the cases which 
T have already alluded to, some of the parties 
drew their swords on the floor of the House of 
Commons. 

l beg leave to withdraw my resolution. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. [object to the withdrawal 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
new it. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. f rise to a ques- 
tion of order. l desire to inquire of the Chair 
how this resolution got before the House? t un- 
derstand the resolution has been withdrawn by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Murtson;] 
and if itis not in order for the gentleman [Mr. 
MeMunatn] to introduce it again, | object to the 
introduction of it, and insist upon the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution itself involves 
a question of privilege, and it is in order, 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I rise for the pur- 


pose of inquiring whether the resolution was pre- 


The gentleman has the right 


Then I beg leave to re- 


j 


sented to the [LLouse, or whether it was only read |! 


at the Clerk’s desk for information? 1 did not | 
understand that it was presented to the House. | 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia 
presented the resolution, and withdrew it, as he 
had the right to do. 

Mr. MILLSON. My own purpose in offering 
it was to enable me to address to the Flouse, in 
order, my remarks, which would otherwise have 
been out of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia stated that his purpose, in offering it, was 
that he might address the House in order. The 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MeMuxitj has | 
the floor. 

Mr. ORR. If the gendeman from Virginia 
will allow me, I would say that f hope he will not 
renew the resolution. ‘The scene of yesterday 
was a painful one; but the gentlemen have come 
forward this morning and tendered an apology to | 
the House, and { think, looking to the precedents | 
set many years ago, that the House would per- 
haps be chargeable with treating those gentlemen | 
harshly, if it were to carry this investigation any | 

| 
i 


further. 

I think the House is disposed to let the matter į 
rest at the point at which it has now arrived. 1: 
shall on Monday make an attempt to introduce a į 


rule, which, if adopted, I think will operate, to à |: 


certain extent, as a corrective in future in refer- 
ence to the occurrence of such difficulties. I hope 
my friend from Virginia will not press his resolu- 
tion at this time. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iam not clear as to the | 
correctness of my views upon this question. T; 
am free to confess that } did not hear—although, 


| committee, 
| the House longer by any further remarks. Having | 


ter. 
that the matter should have been referred to a com- 
mittee for investigation. 
sir, that I am not entirely satisfied with the ex- 
planations which have been made by these gentle- 
men. lam the last member in this House who 
would desire to see the rules of this House vio- 


| lated. 


„I am free to admit that I am liable, from the im- 
pulsiveness of my nature, to become involved in 
such difficulties as much as any other member of 
the House; but, sir, if I violate the rules of the 


House, I desire to be dealt with by the House in | 


the same manner that I wish to see any other 
members dealt with. 


But, sir, I find there is a difference of opinion | 


among the members around me in reference to the 
policy of withdrawing the resolution first offered 
by my colleague from the Norfolk district, and 
now renewed by me. Many gentlemen concur 
with me in the opinion that the matter between 
the gentlemen from Tennessee. ought to go to a 
But | will not consume the time of 


expressed to the House my views upon the sub- 


ject, I will relinquish my purpose of pressing a, 


consideration of theresolution, and, atthe instance 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, withdraw it. 

Mr. BROOKS, I ask the House to allow me 
a single moment. I wish to give notice that if the 
resolution which my colleague (Mr. Orr] has 
indicated, is introduced, I shall ofter the following 
as an amendment: 


Resolved, That any member who brings into the House į 


a concealed weapon shall be expelled by a two-third vote. 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms shall cause to be í 


erected a rack in the rotunda, where members who are ad- 
dicted to the earrying of concealed weapons shall be re 
quired to place them before entering this Hall, and that 
they shall be exposed to the inspection of the curious as 
long as the men are employed in legislation, 

‘The reading of the resolutions was greeted with 
much applause and laughter. 


ANOTHER PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Hinois. I ask the 
attention of the House for a single moment to a 
matter of personal explanation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | object to any further per- 
sonal explanations. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Just one word. 

Mr. SEWARD. L object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I trust the gentleman 
will do me the justice to withdraw his objection, 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; I do not withdraw 
my objection. 

(Cries of “Oh! withdraw itt?) 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw my objection, if 
the [louse seems curious to hear the personal ex- 
planation. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. T renew the objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. By whom ıs objection 
made? 

The SPEAKER 
to put such an interrogatory to the Chair. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I make the objection, sir; 


| and for good reasons. 


SUPERINTENDENCE NATIONAL ARMORIES. 


Mr. KEITT, by unanimous consent, from the | 


special committee on the superintendence of the 
national armories, submitted a minority report 
on the subject; which was referred to the Commit- 


| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 


ordered to be printed. 
CLERK FOR POST OFFICE COMMITTEE. 


I confess, very frankly, | 


The gentleman has no right 


The SPEAKER. On the resolution allowing | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads | 


a clerk, the main question has been ordered to be | 


now put. The yeas and nays have also been or- 
dered on its adoption. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in |, 


the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 51; as follows: 


Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Bennett, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler. Chastain, Churchwell, | 


Clark, Clingwan, Cook, Curtis, Dawson, De Witt, Dow- | 


dell, Drum, Eddy, Edmands, Edevndson, Thomas D. 
Elot, Everhart, Farley, Florence, Giddings, Goode, Good- 
rich, Greenwood, Grow, Wiley P, Barris, Hastin 


Hill- : 
gS, 
yer, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Damel 'F. Jones, J. Glancy | 


Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, į 


Latham, Lindicy, McDougall, Macy, Maxwell, Millson, | 
Nobie, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Par- | 


ker, Powell, Puryear, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rowe, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, David Stuart, Jobn J, Taylor, 
Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Walker, Walley, Ellibu 
B. Washburne, Wels, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hen- 
drick B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—g6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Chrisman, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Cuilom, 
Cumming, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dunham, Bast- 
man, Eltison, Etheridge, Flagler, Fulter, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hayison, Haven, Hendricks, 
Henn, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Knox, MeCulloch, 
MeMallin, Mayall, Middieswarth, Morgan, Peck, Penning- 
ton, Phelps, Pratt, Pringle, Ready, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, 
Seward, Skelton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, rout, Van- 
sant, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler—dL. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. BENTON, by unanimeus consent, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill, 
which was read a firstand second time by itstide, 
as follows, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Don Juan Vigil, of New 
Mexico. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended; and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union. 

{Here several messages were received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Sroney 
Wensster, his Private Secretary.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I suppose these messages 
ought to be disposed of at once, and I therefore 
withdraw the motion to go into committee. 

THE GADEDEN TREATY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, then 

laid the following message before the House: 


To the House of Representatives : 
[have recei 


rived information that the Government of Mex- 
ico has agreed to the several amendments proposed by the 
Senate to the treaty between the United States and the Re- 
publie of Mexico, signed on the 30th of December last, and 
has authorized its Envoy Extraordinary to this Government 
to exchange the ratifications thereof, The time within 
which the ratifications can be exchanged, will expire on 
the 30th instant. 

There is a provision in the treaty for the payment by the 
United States to Mexico of the sum of $7,000,000 on the 
exchange of ratifieations, and the further sum of 83,000,000 
when the boundaries of the ceded territories shall be set- 
ted, To be enabled to comply with the stipulation, ac- 
cording to the terms of the treaty relative to the payments 
therein mentioned, it will be necessary that Congress 
should make an appropriation of $7,000,000 for that pur- 
pose, before the 30th instant, and also the furtber siu of 
$3,000,000, to be paid when the boundaries shall be estab- 
lished. F therefore respectfully request that these sums 
may be put at the disposal of the Executive. 

Lherewith transmit to the House of Representatives a 


copy of the said treaty. 
FRANKLIN PIERCE. 

WASHINGTON, June 20, 1854. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I moveto refer the commu- 
nication to the Committee of Ways and Menns, 
and that it be printed; and upon that motion I de- 
mand the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. ` 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
Ton’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

EXPULSION OF THE GREEKS FROM CON- 
STANTINOPLE. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the Secretary of State, 
with accompanying documents, in compliance with 
a resolution of the House introduced the 30th ul- 
timo, and containing the speech of the American 
Minister at Constantinople upon his presentation 
to the Grand Turk, and the correspondence of the 
Minister touching the expulsion of the Greeks at 
Constantinople. 

The communication, on motion, was referred to 
the Commitiee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


FOREIGN INTERVENTION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


: : be 
YVEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis | Message from the President of the United States, 


Allen, Appleton, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. | 


transmitting a report and accompanying papers, 


; from the Secretary of State, in answer to a reso- 


lution of the House introduced the 24th of April 
last, requesting the President to communicate to 


| the House, if, in his judgment, not incompatible 


with the public interests, the instructions referred 
to by President Monroe in his annual message, 
as to the right of foreign nations to interfere in 
the affairs of this continent. 


Lae 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The communication, on motion, was referred 


dered to be printed. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now renew my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House | 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orr in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 48, ‘ making appropri- 
ations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1855.” 

_ The CITAIRMAN. The pending question 
is upon the following amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Presron:] 


For completing the custom-house at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$100,000, 

For completing the custom-house at Mobile, Alabama, | 
365,000, 

For completing the custom house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$43,000. 

For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, $40,000. 

For completing the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000. 

For completing the custom-house at Bath, Maine, 
$20,000, 

For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $12,000. 

To purchase a site for the custom-house at Providence, 
Rhode Island, $24,000. 

Debate on the amendment having been ex- 
hausted when the committee was last in session, 

Mr. BENTON moved a pro forma amendment 
to increase the appropriation one dollar, and 
said: 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, containing 
these various items of appropriation, has been 
before the Flouse several times; and I think the | 
objects of the appropriations are well understood 
by the [louse. They come recommended by as 
many titles as have ever been given in favor of 
any appropriations put into any bill. In the first 
place, they come recommended by the Govern- 
ment, in the annual message to Congress. In the 
next place, they have received the sanction of the 
House in separate and distinct votes. They have 
also received the sanction and the vote of the Sen- 
ate; and they have likewise received the approba- 
tion of the Committee of Ways and Means. But 
we have been very unfortunate in not finding a 
suitable place in which to put this amendment, 
Weare like the guest whom every one is willing 
to see brought to the feast, only that there is no į 
chair for him. Let him sitdown in whatever chair 
he may, he finds that the place is preéngaged. 

At last we have got now to the civil and diplo- 
matie bill; and that is precisely the place where 
the original appropriations were made, and is also 
the place in which they have been sometimes con- 
tinued. 
putting the appropriations into this bill where they | 
originated; and if we lose this chance, we are de- 
feated altogether. We can hardly expect to get a 
separate bill through for this purpose at this late 
period of the session. [have only to say, Mr. 
Chairman, tbat it requires almost forty-one pages 
of printed matter to comprise these appropriations 
for all parts of our America, except the great 
valley of the Mississippi—except the Mississippi 
river itself—with t 
now yielding more revenue than is collected in | 
some of the custom-houses of the Atlantic board, | 


hese custom-houses which are :; 


for which large appropriations are made without 
the slightest hesitation. 

We hope, Mr. Chairman, that we will not lose 
this last chance of doing a little for this great Mis- 
sissippi river, which, in the present improved ; 
state of navigation, is actually a prolongation 
of the sea; actually a communication with all 
parts of the world, in carrying our foreign com- 
merce, as well as our domestic commerce, We 
hope that that consideration will be sufficient to 
induce the committee to legislate these appropria- 
tions, which have so often received the deliberate 
judgment of the House and of the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I did no 
hear the gentleman’s amendment read, nor do I 
know whatitis. lam, however, opposed to any | 
amendment putting in these custom-houses. The 
matter has been discussed so thoroughly here, that | 
I presume the House understands the merits of it ! 


' $900,000; and the interest of California at $300,0 


c 1 k i |:as completely as it is possible for it to do. Jam 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- |! i 


exceedingly anxious to get along with this bili, 
and therefore | hope the House will come to a vote 
on this matter as soon as possible. 

Mr. BENTON, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment to the amendment. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Presron,] ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Prarr and 
Cask were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
made reports by installments, understood to be— 
ayes 68, noes 66. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for a recount, if 
there is any doubt as to how the vote stands. 

Mr. PRATT, (one of the tellers.) There were 
sixty-eight in the affirmative and sixty-six in the 
negative, as near as I can make it out. 

Mr. PECK. I understand the tellers do not 
report positively. 


Mr. PRATT. 


I will say to the House that it 


so long as members, after the votes in the affirm- 
ative and negative are announced, continue to come 
up and vote, one in the affirmative, another in the 
negative, and a dozen at a time; some on one 
side, and some on the other. No man can keep 
an account under such circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to in- 
quire of the tellers if they are able to report? 

Mr. PRATT. I say that, as far as | can make 
it out, there were sixty-eight in the affirmative, 
and sixty-six in the negative; but l cannot swear 
to it. (Laughter. 

Mr. PRESTON. 
have not reporied ? 

The CHAIRMAN. They have made an 
equivocal report. {Laughter.] 

Mr. CASKIE, (one of the tellers.) F will state 
to the Chair that we did agree in our count; but 
that, in consequence of the confusion, we were 
not so absolutely certain as we should otherwise 
have been. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the vote stands 
sixty-eight in the affirmative, and sixty-six in the 
negative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.LATHAM. {| offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For purchasing a Jot on which to build a custom-honse 
in San Francisco, California, $150,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I will say, in advance, that itis 
a matter of great economy for the General Gov- 
ernment to buy a lot on which to build a custom- 
house in San Francisco. The Government is 
now paying $117,600 per annum for rent of the 
custom-house in San Francisco—as follows: for 


J ask the Chair if the tellers 


custom-house proper, we pay $2,000 per month | 
rent, for aporaiser’s office, $1,800 per month, and | 
: for three warehouses we pay $6,000 per month, | 


Wie Wish, then; 2 seve this chante. of amounting in all to $9,800 per month,or $117,600 : 


per annum in the way of rent, to collect the reve- 
nue in San Francisco. | 
Now, then, Mr. Chairman, there has been some 


' difficulty connected with the title to the lot in San 
! Francisco on which it was proposed to build the 
: custom-house. 


I am pleased to say that such dif- 
ficulty is now removed, and the General Govern- 
ment can secure a valid title to it by paying 
$150,000 to the State. The State set up a title to 
it, and [think there is no doubt entertained by any 
one that she had a large interest in it. ‘The Legis- 
lature of California have recently passed an act 
ceding its interest to the General Government, 
upon the payment of the one half of its assessed 


land commissioners, have fixed the value of the 
entire block proposed to be ceded as follows: The 
value of entire block at ¢500,000; the value of 
the leasehold interest of the United States an 


Upon this question of the value of this block, let 


i me cali the attention of the House to the follow- 


ing message of the Governor of California, and 
two assessments inclosed to me by the Governor: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, ? 
BENICIA, January 16, 1854. 5 


|! To the Senate and Assembly of California: 


have the bonor herewith to transmit a Copy of a com- 
munication from the Board of California Land Comunis - 
sioners, in rciation to the present actual value of certain 


i 
i 
i 
i 


is impossible for tellers to keep a correct account, | 


HEI 
|i property in the city of San Francisco, known as the ‘‘Cus- 
tom House Block.” 

The commissioners, it will be seen, estimate the value 
of the property, on which the Geueral Government desire 
: toereet a custom-house, at $500,000. 

it is proper bere to state that this estimate is deemed by 
many well intonned citizens as very reasonable, and that 
the property atany time would command a greater amount 
in cash al public sale. 

Five hundre d thousand dollars is certainly a large amount 
to be at this time diverted from the means relied upon to 
liquidate the debt of the State, and relieve our people from 
burdensome taxation, and F tberetore hope that the State’s 
interest in this valuable property will not be released by 
her agents, until it can be done without prejudice to the 
credit of the State of California and wellare ot the people. 

In view, also, of the fact that this property, by solemn 
acts of the Legislature, stands pledged for existing State in- 
debteduess, it is atieast questionable whether, jn justice to 
the creditors of the State, it can be donated to the Generat 
Government until the debt for which it has been pledged 
shall have been paid. 

A large amountof the existing debt, as is well known, 
was incurred by the State in defcuding her people in the 
years 1850 and 1851 against hostile Indians, the annual in- 
terest upon Which now amounts to we sum of $67,495 69. 

"his debt, principal and interest, itis maintained, should, 
in justice to Calitornia, be assumed, in some form, during 
the present session of Congress. 

The assumption of the war debtand the restoration of the 

«civil fund ?? would, itis believed, place the finances of the 
State in a condition to justify the donation of this property 
to the General Government, and still preserve inviolate the 
pledged faith of the State. 
' But should Congress fail or refuse to sanction the just 
claims of the State, the agents of California, although anx- 
| jousin this matter to favor the General Government, and 
facilitate the erection of public buildings, will be compelled 
to carefully husband and judiciously apply all her resources 
until her entire indebtedness shalt have been paid. 

it is true that other States of the Coufederacy have un- 
i conditionally released to the General Goyerument their title 
to property for similar purposes, but there is no evidence 
that the property so released, as in this case, was of great 
vajue, or that circumstances existed imperatively requiring 
the State to guard carefully her sources of revenue, and 10 
apply the proceeds in payment of liabilities previously 
| iveurred. 
| The history and condition of California are, indeed, pe- 
culiar. Uerexigencies have hitherto been without parallel; 
and in legislating for her wants, it is, therefore, clear that 
we cannot be guided, in all cases, by precedents established, 
iu the common course of events, in the other States of the 
Confederacy. 

Itis deemed proper, in this conncetion, to state that the 
correspondence from the Secretary of the Treasury, in re- 
gard to the property in question, addressed to the Execu- 
tive, as stated in a communication presented to the Senate 
on the 13th instant, has never been received by me. 

JOHN BIGLER, 


San Francisco, CALIFORNIA, January 18, 1854. 

Sin: General Deuver’s favor, of date 16th January, is 
received, and we take pleasure in replying. 

Judging from the prices offered for similar property to the 
block bounded by Washington, Jackson, Sansome, and 
Battery streets, in this city, we think that bloek, with title 
undisputed and the iminediate possession, would be well 
worth from five hundred and fifty thousand ($550,000) to 
six hundred and fifty thousand (650,000) dollars. 

We are, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 

PALMER, COOK & CO, 
Hon. Joun Bicier, Governor of State of California. 
San FRANCISCO, January 16, 1854. 

Sır: In answer to your inquiry as to the value of the 
block in this city bounded by Jackson street on the north, 
Battery street on the cast, Washington street ou the south, 
and Sansome street on the west, we have to say, that, from 
actual sales, with perfect filles, around this property, it is 
worth at present, in round numbers, six hundred thousand 
dollars. Of course, if sold now, it would not bring the State 
{hat amount, in consequence of the Jease of Palmer, Cook 
& Co. Remove all conflicting claims, and it will readily 
bring the above-mentioned sum. 

Very respectfully, SELOVER & SINTON, 

Real Estate Auctioncers, 


Governor Bic er. 


From these communications, it will appear that 
the assessmentof theappraiser general of the Uni- 
ted States, and president of California land com- 
mission, is not atall large or extravagant. A more 
liberal donation has not been made by any State 
of the Union to the General Government for build- 
ing a custom-house. Why, sir,in 1832 the Gen- 
eral Government paid $19 35 per square foot for 

alot on which to build a custom-house, in the 
|; city of New York; in Boston $17 85 per square 
j! foot was paid, in 1837; and in Charleston, for the 
|| same purpose, in 1839, there was paid $6 68 per 
square foot. But in this instance the State of 
California gives to the General Government a 
valid title to a lot for building a custom-house, at 
the rate of less than two dollars per square foot. 
Why, but recently, for purchasing an assay office 
in New York city, we paid $535,000 for a lot 
|, but thirty-five feet on Wail street by eighty-five 
feet deep, or at the rate of $118 per square foot. 
| Now, then, here is a lot in the very heart of the 
: metropolis of the Pacific, amounting to an entire 
il block, and facing on four important streets, and in 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
l 
; 
i 
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| 
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value. Well, sir, the United States appraiser | 
general, and the president of the board of State |! 
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the very midst of the business portion of that city, | 
for which the Government will have to pay less 
than two dollars persquare foot. Ina few years 
it will be worth to the Government $3,000,000 or | 
$4,000,000. Will this House refuse to pay this 
small, beggarly sum tothe State of California, for 
its interest in this lot, so generously conceded by 
the terms of its legislative act to the Government? 
Why, we pay now a larger revenue in the Treas- 
ury than any State of the Union, excepting only 
New York. it is probable that Massachusetts 
may exceed us, but I doubtit. Is the Pacific 
coast, then, to be denied this custom-house, be- 
cause California will not give all its interest to the 
General Government, after the lucid statement 
made of the case by the Governor in his message. 
You have already expended near $100,000 in 
piling this block; and, in addition to this loss, | 
the General Government must continue to pay | 
$117,600 per annum rent to collect the customs in 
San Francisco. Let us see if even this sam will 
be denied us. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. [t seems to me 
that it would be better for the gentleman to mod- | 
ify his amendment so as to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to ascertain whether a lot in San 
Francisco can be purchased or not. The difficulty, 
I understand, in erecting a custom-house there, has 
been in procuring a site for it. Until we do know 
what it is we can do, it seems to me that we are 
acting in the dark in making this appropriation for 
a site. The information, I suppose, could be ob- 
tained by the next session of Congress, which is | 
now very close at hand. When we receiveit, we | 
can act understandingly. It is important that 
there should be a custom-house there, and there 
will be one there, no doubt, on a pretty large scale. 

Mr. LATHAM. We can act advisedly now, 
because the Legislature of California has passed 
a law ceding all interest in the lot to the General 
Government on payment of $150,000. That law | 
has been signed by the Governor, and is now in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. There- | 
fore jt was I made this motion of amendment. | 
The interest in the lot can only belong tothe Gen- 
eral Government, or the State, because it is below | 
high water mark, lt comes within purview of 
the law of Congress ceding overflowed lands to 
the State. There is no doubtof title in the world. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. l move to reduce 
the appropriation five dollars, 

Mr. Chairman, | know something of this sub- 
ject. This particular lot is one about which there 
is not the slightest difficulty, so far as the title is | 
concerned. It was recently appraised, by persons | 
appointed for the purpose, at $300,000. The | 
committee will understand that the State govern- 
mentof California has had some little difficulty 
about the title to thissite. {twas claimed by some 
that that State ought to give the General Govern- | 
ment a site for the erection of this edifice. Cali- | 
fornia could not see any justice in that claim; nor ! 
do 1; but the Legislature, after fixing the title to 
the lot selected, agreed that the Federal Govern- | 
ment should haveit. It was appraised, as I have | 
said; and to show the liberality of that State, the j; 
Legislature agreed that the General Government | 
should have the Jot for half its appraised valua- | 
tion. 

Is California to have no custom-house? Already 
an attempt to purchase a lot for the purpose of | 


building a custom-house there has resulted in| 
heavy loss, in consequence of defective title. Now, | 
when everything is perfect and complete; when the | 
sum is half the valuation of the property; when it}: 
is indispensable to public uses that there should || 
be an establishment of this description there above | 
all other places in the country, wil this committee | 
refuse to appropriate the sum requisite to secure |; 
the site? 
1 will state, further, that the Federal Govern- 
ment at this particular time is paying for build- 
ings for its necessary uses an amount of rent. 
which would in two years complete this establish- `i 
ment. As a matter of economy and finance—I | 
speak advisedly, as having been there, and as |! 
having daily Knowledge of what was passing | 
j 

li 

d 


there—it is important that we should make dispo- : 
sition of this matter. I do trust that this committee į 
will not hesitate to adopt the amendment of the | 
gentleman from California; and I desire to with- || 
draw the amendment which I have submitted. || 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire || 
of the gentleman from California if the Secretary || 


tary of the Treasury in relation to this subject, 
and it was in pursuance of my understanding 
of these conversations that I have offered this 
amendment. In a conversation which f had 
about two months since, in connection with my 
colleague, with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon this subject, he expressed the desire at that 
time that the State should relinquish her interest, 
in order that we might go on with the building of 
a custom-house at San Francisco, if Congress 
would make the appropriation. Since that time 
the Legislature of California has passed a law 
ceding its interest to the General Government, 
upon condition that she receives $150,000. The 
law has been approved by the Governor, and I 
received an official communication by the last 
steamer that such is the fact. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ do not choose 
myself to throw any obstacles in the way of the 
erection of a suitable custom-house at San Fran- 
cisco. But Ido think, that we should proceed 
upon some recommendation, some data furnished 
to us by the Treasury Department, as to what 
they can do, and what it is desirable they shall 
do. itis desirable at least that we should have 
something by way of data from the Secretary, 
upon which to base our action, that might go into 
the documents of the country. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
my amendment. 

The question recurring upon Mr. LATHAM’S 
amendment, 

Mr. LATHAM demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of Indiana, and Per- 
KINS, of New York, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes forty-eight; not a majority of a quorum. 

[Cries of ‘Count the other side !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
precedent set him, will ascertain whether there is 
a quorum in the Hall or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is not 
the legitimate way of doing so. The roll should 


I now withdraw 


| be called. 


ae of ‘* Count the other side!’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The tellers will resume 
their places, and take the vote. 

The tellers proceeded with the count, and re- 
ported—ayes 59, noes 46; no quoram voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The roll was called; and the Speaker pro tempore 
(Mr. Jonrs, of Tennessee) having resumed the 
chair, the Chairman of the committee reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the civil and diplo- 


matic appropriation bill, and having found itself | 


without a quorum, had ordered the roll to be 
called, and directed him to report the following 
list of absentees: 


Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. 
Bailey, Ball, Banks, Bissell, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Bugg, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Clingman, Craige, Cullom, Cat- 
ting, Dean, Dent, Dick, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, 
Dunham, Edgerton, Edmundson, John M. Eliott, Etheridge, 
Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Green, Grey, Grow, Sampson 
W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hiester, 
Howe, Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kid 
well, Kittredge, Lamb, Lane, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Mac- 
donald, McNair, McQueen, Maurice, Maxwell, Meacham, 


Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Olds, Packer, John Perkins, ʻi 


Phillips, Richardson, Robbins, Rogers, Sage, Seymour, 
Shannon, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Alexander 
H. Stephens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, 
‘Tweed, Vail, Wade, Walbridge, Walsh, Warren, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Yates, and Zollicofter. 

One hundred and forty-eight members having 
answered to their names, the committee resumed 
its session. 


Mr. LATHAM. [ask the unanimous consent | 


of the House to permit me to alter the verbiage in 
the amendment which I offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has a right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. lalsoask leave of the House 
to have the letter of the Secretary read, which I 
send up to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Chair, pursuing the į 


Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. Here is a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury to the Finance 
Commitee of the Senate which I ask may be 
read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
allow the amendment to go in, and have it acted 
upon in the House. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. LarHam was 
then read, as follows: 


For purchasing a site for the custom-house at San Fran- 
cisco, California, a sum not exceeding $150,000. 


Theletter of the Secretary of the Treasury was 
then read, as follows: 


i TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 12, 1854, 

Sır: I have the honor to inclose, for the information of 
the Committee on Finance, copies 

1. Ofa letter from Governor Bigler, of California, with a 
certified copy of an act of that State, providing for the re- 
| Jinquishment to the United States, on certain conditions, of 
! the title of the State to the square of ground in San Fran- 
cisco which had been selected for the site of the new cus- 
tom-house, and on which a large sum has been expended 
by the United States to prepare the ground for said building. 

2. A letter from R. P. Hammond, collector of the district 
of San Francisco, on the subject of the expediency of the 
Govermment’s taking the property on the terms demanded 
by the State, and paying the swns necessary to quiet the 
title and obtain immediate possession, 

3. Aletter from S. J. Bridge, general appraiser for the Pa- 
cific coast, and also one of the arbitrators named in the act 
of the State, giving his opinion of the value of the square, 
and ofits adaptation to the uses of the Government. 

In this connection I must ask your attention to my letter 
to youof the 22d March last, in which I alluded to the large 
outlay already made on this ground ; the doubt existing as 
to the title, under which the work was directed to be sus- 
pended; the delay which thereby results to the contractor, 
for which he may claim compensation, and the annual 
| reuts now paid in San Francisco, for Government pur- 
poses. Under the impression, at the date of that letter, that 
California would not release her title to this property, E sug- 
gested the propriety of an appropriation sufficient to enable 
the Bepartment to purchase another property, with build- 
ings already upon it, for the accommodation of the custom- 
house, and other public establishments. The two propo- 
sitions are now before the committee, and they will be able 
to determine which it will be most judicious to adopt. 

‘The condition in the act of California which subjects the 
! grouud to perpetual appropriation as the site of the customn- 
house and other Government bnildings, and forfeits it to the 
State if otherwise disposed of, or sold, is a grave objection 
to the terms prescribed, and would, moreover, prevent the 
| Department, under the joint resolution of 11th September, 
: $841, from making the purchase unless special authority be 
given for such purchase. Looking, however, at the sub- 
jectin every point of view—the delay which has already 
taken place, the need of the accommodation proposed, and 
the perhaps larger expenditure which must be incurred if 
the Government abandon the contract, and goes elsewhere, 
I feel bound to say that F think it will be for the publi¢ ad- 
vantage, notwithstanding the objectionable restriction re- 
ferred to, to accede to the terms demanded, and go on with 
the custom-house as it has been commenced. 

I must refer, also, to my letter to you of the 29th Decem- 
| ber last, which inclosed a letter from Messrs. Hammond 

and Bridge, recommending an appropriation of $75,000 for 
! building an appraiser’s store on the custom-house lot. 
It will be perceived that Mr. Hammond reeommends an 
! appropriation for the purpose of compromising with certain 
persons who claim title to or occupy portions of the lot, and 
hereby quieting the title and obtaining present possession. 
' But I cannet think—as these claimants are merely lessees, 

and the terms of the lease will expire in November next~- 

that anything more is necessary than to pay for the improve- 
|; ments of those who may have taken possession without 
; claim to title. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


i 
| 
t 
t 


! Hon. R. M. T. HUNTER, 

Chairman Committee on Finance, U., S. Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I withdraw all 
objection to the amendment. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. La- 
THAM’s amendment; and it was agreed to. 


Mr. SINGLETON. Loffer the following amend- 


ment: 


building a marine hospital at Vicksburg, State of 
ppi, $55,000, 

: Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
_ withdraw that amendment until we get through 
with the custom-houses. I believe there are three 
/more items yet to be disposed of. Let ua get 
! through with them first. 
, Mr. SINGLETON. 
|: ment for the present. 
Mr. PRESTON. I desire to move an amend- 
| ment, but before doing so I will, with the consent 
of the committee, state its substance. It is a 
' proposition reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means in their bill recommending appropria- 
tions for custom-houses, and placing guards around 
the expenditure of the money contained in the 
i said appropriations, making certain rules and 


| 
| 


I withdraw the amend- 


i 
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regulations to be observed in such expenditures. 
I have no desire to prevent these guards from 
being thrown around these appropriations; but, on 
the contrary, I desire to see the proviso reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means added to the 
amendment which has just been adopted, by 
which these custom-house appropriations have 
been ingrafted on thebill. I presume this amend- 
ment will meet the views of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, because I un- 
derstand he has been instructed to report such a 
proviso to the appropriation for the Richmond 
custom-house. I myself see nothing objectionable 
in this proviso, and I therefore offer the amend- 
ment which 1 send to the Clerk’s desk, andask to 
have read. 


The amendment was read as follows: 


Provided, That none of the moneys appropriated for any 
building in and by this act, or by any former act, and now 
remainng unexpended, shall be used or applied for the pur- 
poses mentioned in this act by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, until a valid title to the land for the site of such building, 
in each ease, shall be vested in the United States, and until 
the State in which such building is to be completed shall in 
due form, and in a manner that shall bind such State, re- 
lease and surrender to the United States jurisdiction over 
the site of such building; and shall also duly release and 
relinquish to the United States the right to tax or in any way 
assess said site, or the property of the United States that 
may be thereon, during the time that the said United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. And that none of the 
said moneys appropriated for any building by this act, or 
heretofore appropriated for the purposes mentioned, and 
now remaining unexpended, shall be used or applied for 
the purposes for which they are appropriated, unless the 
same shall be sufficient in each case to complete the build- 
ing in such case fully, and entirely accomplish the object 
for which the appropriation in this act is made. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby prohibited from using 
or applying any of the moneys aforesaid in any one case, 
until he shall have made a contract with such security as 
he shall approve for the completion of the entire building 
and work in such case, at a sum not exceeding the sum of 
the moneys appropriated and unexpended in such case. 
And the said Secretary of the Treasury shall enter into no 
contract, either conditional or final, for the purposes men- 
tioned in this act, which shall involve an expenditure in 
any one case beyond the sums appropriated and remaining 
unexpended for such case; and in all cases where such un- 
expended appropriations shall be insufficient to complete 
the entire work in such ease, the said Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall suspend all action in reference thereto, and shall 
report to Congress on the first day of its session, the condi- 
tion of the work in such case, and shall at the same time 
lay before Congress such plans and estimates as, in his judg- 
ment, shall be proper for the completion of the building 
and work in such case. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to amend the bill by 
adding as follows: 


For improving and repairing the room in the custom- 
house at Savannah, used as the post office, $1,000. 


Mr. 8. said: In explanation of the amendment, 
I ask the reading of the letter which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, June 19, 1854. 

Sir: In answer to your note transmitting a letter from 
the postmaster of Savannah, Georgia, T have to state, that 
it has, as I am informed, been usual in fitting up buildings 
to serve the double purposes of custem-houses and post 
offices, to finish the interior portions designed for each pur- 
pose, and to place in them all the permanent fixtures suit- 
able for each branch of business, including desks, counters, 
tables, and letter and paper cases. The part of the building 
assigned to the post office in Savannah, so far from having 
been furnished with the permanent fixtures above-men- 
tioned, was not even floored, and it is now without a floor, 
although all the rooms occupied by the custom-house have 
been floored. This, the postmaster has justly complained 
of, and it has not been in the power of the Department to 
aid him. 

The only fund provided by law for the administration of 
the respective post offices, is derived from commissions 
and box rents. At Savannah, these are insufficient to af- 
ford the maximum compensation to the postmaster which 
the Jaw permits ; and he could not, therefore, floor and fitup 
his office, without diminishing his compensation to the ex- 
tent of his outlay. He estimates that one thousand dollars 
would be sufficient for the purpose, and [ think it just and 
reasonable that that amount should be reappropriated out 
of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for the 
Savannah custom-house, which passed into the surplus 
fund. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES CAMPBELL, 
Postmaster General. 
Hon. James L. Sewarp, House of Representatives. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
bill, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move, by instruction of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to amend by 
inserting after the custom-house appropriations 
the following: 

To complete the custom-house at Richmond, Virginia 
$150,000. 


The balance of the amendment is similar to the 


i with these custom-houses that are 


me. 
Mr. PRESTON. 
not repeat the amendments in the same lan- 
guage. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
ron’s amendment; and it was agreed to. 


I think that we had better 


Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. 1 offer the 


following amendment: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to apply such swn as in his opinion may be 
necessary to complete the building for the custom-house, 
post office and court house in the city of Pitsburg, Penn- 
sylvania, to furnish sueh building in a manner appropriate 
to its uses, and to the improvement of the grounds attached 
to said building ; and also to pay the two commissioners 
who superintended the construction of the said building 
such compensation as the said Secretary shall deem just, 
not to exceed three dollars a day each, provided that the 
sum as aforesaid to be so expended by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury shall not exceed the sum now remaining unex- 
pended of appropriations heretofore made on the said 
building. 

This amendment has passed the committee 
every time it has been introduced hitherto. It 
asks no additional money whatever. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Does it give the 
Secretary of the Treasury power to expend as 
much money as he pleases? 

Mr. RITCHIE. It confines the Secretary 
within the original appropriation; and after all 
this has been done, there will still be a large bal- 
ance left in the Treasury unexpended. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Rircme’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 


The following clause was then read: 

For tbe annual repairs and fixtures of custom-houses of 
the United States, $25,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: After the word ‘States,’ to 
strike out ‘$25,000,’ and insert in lieu thereof 
«430,501 59;’? and, at the end of the clause, to 
insert the following: 

For alteration and repairs of the custom-house at Balti- 
more heretofore made, and for rent of rooms during the re- 
pairs on said building, such sum as may, by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, be deemed reasonable and proper, said 
amount not to exceed $5,501 59, 

The amendment I have offered explains itself. 
It is to pay for repairs that were made upon the 
custom-house at Baltimore, and to pay for rent of 
a room used while repairs were being made upon 
that building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAVEN. I propose to offer an amend- 


: ment, for which, however, | have not the sanction 


of the Committee of Ways and Means. All that 
l desire to say in regard to it is, that it is for the 
purchase of the assay office in the city of New 
York. Ihave no particular desire about it, but I 
think it right that it should be disposed of along 
before the com- 
mittee. I desire to offer my amendment now, 
without making any argument about it, one way 
or the other. 
Mr. HENN. Before the gentleman from New 


| York offers his amendment, Í would ask him to 
| yield me the floor, to enable me to offer an amend- 
ment, which it is proper should come in along | 


with the custom-houses. 

Mr. HAVEN. I withhold my amendment for 
a moment, 

Mr. HENN. Then I propose the amendment 
which I send tu the Clerk’s desk. 

‘The amendment was reported, as follows: 

To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
$25,060 ; A 

To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, 

10,000 ; 


To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, IHinois, į 


Bo 
$8,000 ; ee 

To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, Kentucky, 
$12,500 ; 
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ie romplete the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, 
“To complere the marine hospital at Evansville, Indiana, 
Po complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, $40,000; and 

To construct a marine hospital at Burlington, Iowa, 
$15,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I raise a question of order 
so far as this amendment is concerned. It is this: 
the latter part of the amendment of the gentleman 
from lowa-applies to the commencement of anew 
marine hospital. Therefore, it is not in order in 
this bill, there not being authority of law to initi- 
ate such works. 

The CHAIRMAN. That being the state of 
facts, the Chair decides that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa is outof order. Thiscommit- 
tee has no right to originate the building of any 
new marine hospital. 

Mr. HENN. I would reply that this is merely 
an amendment containing appropriations passed 
by the Senate in the deficiency bill 

The CHAIRMAN, Willthe gentleman from 
fowastate whether there is any new building pro- 
vided for in his amendment? 

Mr. HENN. I must confess there is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair rules the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire now to offer my 
amendment. 

Mr. SINGLETON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] has the floor. He only yielded 
it temporarily to the gentleman from lowa. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ifthe amendment which the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Sine.eron] de- 
sires to present has reference to custom-houses, 
it is proper that he should have the floor first. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Itrelates to a marine hog- 

ital. ; 
P Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman’s amendment 
does not relate to custom-houses. Therefore I 
desire to offer my amendment here. 

Mr. HENN. Lunderstand that the Chair has 
entertained a motion just now which provides for 
the purchase of a lot at San Francisco to build a 
custom-house thereon. There was no provision 
of law previously to this time for the purchase of 
that lot. Now, I want to know by what authority, 
under the rules, that amendment was presented 
and entertained, while that submitted by me is 
ruled out of order? 

The CIIAIRMAN. It is sufficient for the 
Chair to state in reply to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, that there was no question of 
order raised on the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. Laraam,] but 
that there has been a question of order raised on 
that introduced by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HAVEN. Inow submit my amendment. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 

“Yor the purchase of the lots or parcels of land, with the 
appurtenances and the buildings thereon belonging, the one 
thereof to the Bank of Commerce, and the other thereof to 
the Bank of the State of New York, and particularly re~ 
ferred to and described in two contracts, one with each of 
said bauks, for the leasing and right to purchase the same, 
hearing date the [9th of August, 1853, $530,000: Provided, 
That before the said purchase is completed, the State of 
New York shall cede to the United States jurisdiction over 
said land and property, and shall by law exonerate the same, 
and the property of the United States thereon, from all 
taxes, levies, and assessments thereon, whilst the same re- 
mains the property of the United States”? 

Mr. HAVEN. I think that the committee 
understands this matter sufficiently well, without 
any suggestions from me. It is, therefore, unne- 
cessary that I should take up the time of the 
committee in relation to this matter. Itis fully 
explained in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who has asked for the appropriation. 
The committee has not forgotten what has taken 
place heretofore on the subject, nor has the com- 
mittee, I presume, overlooked what is stated in 
the little book which is on the table called “ Fi- 
nances.”’ | understand that the granting of this 
appropriation will be a clear gain to the Treasury 
of some two or three hundred thousand dollars. 
The rent we are now paying, $56,000 a year for 
the two houses, is more than the interest at six 
per cent. upon the amount here proposed to be 
appropriated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would ask the gentle- 
man from New York if the Committee of Ways 
and Means have recommended this appropriation? 

Mr. HAVEN. In answer to the question, I 
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will say that I stated to the House when I first 
rose, that | was charged with the recommenda- 
tion from no committee, although, when it was 
offered to the deficiency bill, 1 was instructed to 
do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

art of the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. That is for this committee to 
judge, Itis in order as an amendment to this bill, 
if it is in order to legislate upon the subject at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I asked the honorable 
gentleman from New York whether the amend- 
ment was recommended by the Committee of 
Ways and Means? He answers that it was not. 
I think the matter had better be passed over, as 
no inconvenience will result from doing so. 

Mr. HAVEN. | appreciate the advice of my 
friend from Pennsylvania, and have no doubt itis 
well intended, but I much prefer to follow the dic- 
tates of my own judgment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was not advising the 
gentleman, but the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBBINS. I entirely concur with my 
colleague, (Mr. CHANDLER. ] 

Mr. FLORENCE. And I apprehend that this 
committee will do so too. 

Mr. DE WITT. 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment by reducing the amount five dollars. | have 
listened to the debate upon this subject with a 
great deal of attention, but, thua far, in silence. 
Sir, ] regret only the necessity of this debate, be- 
cause I regret that there is a custom-house upon 
the face of the earth. But still, sir, while it is 
the policy of this Government to raise its revenues 
by imposts, I shall vote for the erection and main- 
tenance of suitable custom-houses, wherever they 
are necessary. I have learned that when the act 
was passed ‘at the last session of Congress for 


It does not belong to this 


the establishment of an assay oflice in the city of | 


New York, and which was approved by the Presi- 
dent a year ago last March, the Seeretary of the 


effect. 
and economy which was manifested by that ofii- 
cer in carrying that act into eflect, and, as a prac- 
tical man, Fam ata loss to understand why the 
appropriation is withheld. Certainly economy 
does not prompt it. 

To what part of the city of New York can you 
go where you will find a location so well fitted for 
the purpose of an assay office as this which has 
been selected hy the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and for so little money? If an assay office is to 
be established in the city of New York at all, the 
location chosen is a good one. 1 wish the assay 
office were to be located in this city. But Con- 
gress has thought proper to locate it elsewhere; 
and, therefore, I do hope, from motives of econ- 
omy, and in view of the wants and condition of 
the great commercial city of New York, and in 


view of the benefit which is to accrue to the peo- | 


ple who have so much to do with the assay office, 
that this appropriation will be made, and that the 
great work will be carried forward. 

i admire the location; I admire the plan pro- 
posed by the Secretary of the Treasury, because 
iL saves money. Sir, we are paying much more 
than the interest upon the money it is proposed to 
expend in the purchase, The rent which you are 


paying would, in the fifteen years, amount to, 


much more than the cost of the site. The prop- 
erty will sell at any times it would sell to-day at 
a profit. T took the pains, the last time Twas in 
the city of New York, to go and see this location; 
and [think the Secretary of the Treasury has 
done right in making the selection. F hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HAVEN. Did | understand the gentle- 
man fram Massachusetts as being in favor of the 
adoption of my amendment? 

Mr. DE WITT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then 1 will not make any re- 


marks in opposition to the gentleman’s amend- | 


ment, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, because I do not see any necessity of re- 
ducing this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must state to 
the gentleman from Virginia that the gentleman 


I am opposed to | 


| in the House, because I suppose the matter will 
| be disposed of there under t 
i previous question, | take this opportunity of 


i upon the money necessary to purchase the prop- 


| propriety of the original contract, I hold it to be 
Treasury was authorized to carry that act into || 
confess Í have admired the skill, care, | 


| fess, however, that | am opposed to my colleague’s 


| ment which hes been adopted by the committee, 
i Lam perfectly willing to vote legitimate appropri- i 
‘ations to Cincinnati, Louisville, and St. Louis; | 
| but X cannot yield my assent to appropriations for 


,marble, at an enormous expense. 
| buildings can be constructed of brick, and there 
‘is no necessity for the hauling from a great distance 
| of marble, or granite, for their constraction. 


from New York has approved the amendment of |: 


the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. SMITH. [think the Chair is mistaken. 
The gentleman from New York rose to oppose 


| 
{ 


| 
i 


i 
| 
i 
i 


| the custom-house at St. Louis. 
has not been laid, and there is only an excavation 


the amendment; but when he found the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was in favor of the original 
amendment, he did not oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must decide 
that no further debate is in order. The gentleman 
from New York rose in apposition to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetis, and it 
was not necessary that he should have spoken five 
minutes to have exhausted the privilege of debate 
under the rule. 

Mr. SMITH. I understood the gentleman 
from New York as being in favor of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAVEN. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was to reduce the appro- 
priation, and certainly I was opposed to it. 

Mr. DE WITT, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. SMITH. Inow moveto amend, by in- 
creasing the appropriation one dollar. 

Mr. Chairman, I have made up my mind to go | 
for the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York; and as | shall probably have no oppor- 
tunity to state why I have thus madeup my mind 


e operation of the 


stating now the reasons why I shall go forit. 

We havea very large amount of money on hand 
in the Treasury, which is lying unproductive— 
paying us no interest whatever. Now, sir, un- 
der the contract which T understand has been made, 
for the lease of this property for fifteen years, we 
shall pay annually interest equal to ten per cent. 


erty. If this amount be appropriated, the prop- 
erty is purchased, and the interest is at once ex- 
tinguished, instead of paying ten per cent., as we 
are now doing, As a financial measure, therefore, 
whatever may have been my opinion as to the 


our duty to support the amendment. Looking at 
the matter in this light, | shall vote for the amend- 
ment, and [ hope it will be adopted. 
Mr.McMULLIN. I am not disposed to attack 
the Administration, or any member of it. I con- 


amendment, as well as to the custom-house amend- 


the construction of buildings merely to beautify 
and adorn those cities. Let me tell the committee 
a fact within my own knowledge. There was made 
an appropriation of $50,000 to purchase a site, and 
erect a custom-house at Norfolk, and that amount 
was amply sufficient for the purpose. 

I am told by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means that the whole amount ap- | 
propriated to the Norfolk custom-house, was 
$110,000. The last appropriation was $50,000. 
Perhaps I may bein error; but the argument is 
the same. If $110,000 be sufficient to purchase a 
site, and construct a custom-house at Norfolk, 
why is it necessary to appropriate $200,000 each 
to Cincinnati, Louisville, and St. Louis for cus- 
tom-houses ? 

Gentlemen have the idea that it is necessarv 
your custom-houses should be built fire-proof. 
Let them be fire-proof; but to make them so it is 
not necessary that they should be built of fine 
Fire-proof 


But I must say, in all candor, that I think the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his estimates on 
these custom-houses, has far exceeded what was 
required for the completion of buildings. Go to 
The foundation 


there; yet Congress is called on to make most exor- | 
bitant appropriations, more extravagant than eve 
before made, in reference to this particular class of 
buildings. My word for it, that gentlemen on 


i this side of the House, who support these ap- |; 
| propriations, will perceive, when it is too late, that 


hey are held responsible for them. 


propriations in the House, that they may be voted 


down. Their adoption will hazard the bill, and ji 


thus stop the wheels of the Government. Ifor, 
one am willing to shoulder the responsibility of į 


T hope when we are called to vote on these ap- j; 


! defeating the bill, if it is to be loaded down with 
| these amendments. Gentlemen around me say 
that they are willing to do so also. This legisla- 
tion does not suit me or my constituents. When 
gentlemen come to give a record vote, I think these 
appropriations will all be voted down. They de- 
feated the deficiency bill;and they will jeopardize 
the passage of the one under consideration, if 
adopted. I hope on the record vote every gentle- 
man may be in his place. With a full House we 
can vote them down, and with a full House I hope 
we may do so. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, then withdrew his 
amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
rise. 

[Cries of “ Oh, no!??] 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move then to reduce the 
appropriation one dollar. 

Pae not desire to make factious opposition to 
this large appropriation. The sentiment of this 
committee, and of the House itself, has been ex- 
pressed already this session against this amend- 
ment. I made a motion that the committee rise, 
and { desire the committee to understand that my 
object in doing so was, that we might take up this 
subject to-morrow morning, when we may have 
a fuller expression by the committee upon this 
subject than we can get at this time. 1 would 
have greatly preferred that the appropriation had 
been submitted under a recommendation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. Thatis another 
reason, independently of the reasons before given, 
with which this House and committee are familiar, 
why this appropriation ought not to be made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Frorexce] will not submit 
the motion that the committee rise. If gentlemen 
do not take up the time in offering too many 
amendments, we may beable to get to a vote upon 
| the bill by yeas and nays to-morrow morning. 
| The Committee of Ways and Means at one time 
recommended the amendment now offered by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Elaven,] and at 
that time I voted for it. 1 believe it is the best of 
the alternatives presented, but I do not intend to 
move it again in this bill. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Fior- 
eNncr’s amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. HUGHES. I propose to increase the ap- 
propriation one dollar. 

It was not my intention to have made any re- 
marks upon the subject of this appropriation. I 
| should have left it for gentlemen representing the 
city of New York to speak upon this subject. 
Living, as I do, far in the interior, and in a re- 
mote district of that State—one of those districts 
in which residents of the city of New York say 
the citizens scarcely know enongh to dodge the 
omnibuses that thread the streets of New York, 
l feet no immediate or particular interest in this 
appropriation. I am eminently national, so far as 
my feelings are concerned; and if gentlemen of 
the city of New York do not see fit to take care 
of their interests in this particular, I am willing 
| to aid them in doing so. 

I do not see the necessity of the overweening 
anxiety manifested upon the part of my friends 
| from Pennsylvania upon this subject. I cannot 
understand it at all. Every time any one has 
spoken in favor of this assay office in New York, 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania have seen fit to ob- 
ject. Is there to be a monopoly in these matters? 
Lf there is, it is time the country knew it, and it 
is time that New York knewit, and acted accord- 
ingly. 1, for one, am willing, in all the great 
interests of Pennsylvania, not to call upon the 
gods for assistance, but to put ourown shoulders 
to the wheel and assist her in the matter, and ex- 
! tend to her the same kindness and courtesy which 
| I would see exercised towards the State of New 
; York. 
| It has been said that this amendment does not 
come as a recommendation from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. But this matter is not 
| brought before the committee now for the first time. 
; It was recommended to this committee by the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means. Jt was acted upon 
: and received the indorsement of the House, as it 
has also received the recommendation of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury. It has been called 
|an eminently wise and just appropriation. Why, 
| then, do the gentlemen of this committee hesitate 
| in approving it? Is it because Pennsylvania puts 


I move that the committee 
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in a protest against it? In whose name, and by 
what right, does Pennsylvania protest against this 
appropriation ? | 

‘This building for the assay office in the city of 
New York is now held by lease. It is an object | 
of wisdom and economy that the Government } 
should ewn it; own it not only for the purposes | 
of this assay office, but also for other purposes 
connected with the interests of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, Economy points the way, and the ques- 
tion is, will this committee follow? Or will they 
use the misguided judgments of those who, I fear, 
for selfish ends, seek to have an assay office in 
Philadelphia, and in Philadelphia alone? 

I call on this committee, then, to look upon this 
matter as one which has been recommended by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and which 
has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Look upon it in-the light of a wise | 
economy, and pass this appropriation. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rejoice, Mr. Chairman, | 
for the sake of his people, that the honorable gen- | 
tleman on my right {Mr. Hucues] has uttered, on 
this floor, the word “ economy,” “true econ- 
omy.” Te says there seems to be a monopoly 
for Pennsylvania. A monopoly! Why, sir, the 
money which is spent by the National Govern- 
ment on the city of New York would have real- 
ized the promise of the Incas of Peru to the Span- 
ish conqueror; it would have paved Broadway 
with goid ingots from the harbor up to its ex- | 
tremest point. 

And while they talk of this monopoly, Penn- 
sylvania has voted that the city of New York 
should have an assay office. Pennsylvania does 
not ask to recall the vote which the last Congress 
gave for the assay office; but she asks gentlemen 
of this Fouse, she asks gentlemen who speak here 
as national Representatives—as my honorable 
friend [Mr, Huanes] says he does—to look a lit- 
tle to economy. 

We were told, on the floor of this House, that 
this building should not cost more than $100,000; 
and when it was stated that the Mint in Philadel- 
phia—a large marble building—had cost $250,000, 
we were sneered at as a sort of spendthrifts. An 
appropriation of $100,000 was asked for this New 
York assay office; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury~-whose economy has been lauded by my | 
friend on my left, [Mr. De Wirr,] and hinted at 
by my friend on my right, [Mr. Huenes]—has 
gone and taken the ground—though he has not 

et built the house—at an annual expense of the 
Interest of more than two millions of dollars. 
And we are talked to of economy, of monopoly, | 
of national feeling! 

Sir, I say let them keep what they have got; ; 
Jet them keep their assay office, and all that per- 
tains to it; but let the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States know that this Congress does 
not sit still without expressing one word of re- 
proof, or—what is more fora man of feeling— 
without a silence which condemns such an as- 
sumption of power; that they cannot sit still and | 
thus appear not to rebuke him for his interference 
in behaif of a monopoly which should pour the | 
treasures of the nation, as it does the influence | 
and patronage of the nation, into the lap of one! 
city. [come here to ask nothing for Philadel- | 
phia; I ask nothing for her; but I ask not to be | 
sneered at, when millions of the public treasure 
are wasted on that city. i 

And we are told that the question of economy j 
is involved in this measure. I should blush upon 
the floor of this House if I could stand here, 
or sit here, and hear such sentiments as those | 
offered, and not denounce them in tones such į 
as my feeble voice can give utterance to. We 
should let the Secretary of the Treasury of the : 
United States know that Congress is not to he! 
made the mere recorder of his will and contracts. | 
Nothing can take away the establishment of the | 
assay office from New York; and no one desires | 
to do it. But men on this floor do desire to 
say to that public servant, ‘“ You have gone, 
far beyond the law, far beyond the customs of : 
the Department, far beyond what was spoken of : 


by the friends of the measure, or denounced by ij 


its enemies, far beyond what you were author- | 
ized to do by Congress.” And now, sir, I say | 
let the matter rest for a time asit is; let theamend- - 
ment be rejected; let things stand as they are; let ; 
the country see that a wrong has been done, and | 
though we cannot stop it now, though we cannot | 


undo the work, we can prevent an extension or 
repetition of the evil. There must be some limits 
to this extraordinary exercise of power. We 
can say, ‘ Thus fur shalt thou go, and no further.” 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hucues’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to, 

Mr. ROBBINS. [ desire to offer an amend- 
ment in the shape of a proviso. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 

Provided, however, That no part of this appropriation is 
to be used, until the Secretary of the Treasury has entered 
into a negotiation with the lessors of the lot in question to 
get rid of said lease, aud also has ascertained upon what 
terms said lease can he disposed of, and has reported the re- 
sult of said negotiation to the next session of Congress. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I do not desire to discuss 
this question in an improper spirit. I will only 
state, what is well known to this body, that at the 
last session of Congress $100,000 was appropria- 
ted for the purpose of establishing an assay office 
in the city of New York. Not only has that sum 
been expended, but a contract was made to ex- 
pend $560,000 more for the purpose of purchasing 
buildings and grounds. 

The object proposed to be accomplished by my 
amendment is to require the Secretary to inquire 
and see if he cannot dispose of this contract, and 
purchase a site somewhere else at a much more 
reasonable rate. If that proviso is adopted, it will 
save some two or three hundred thousand dollars to 
the Government. 

I wish to say that it is not from any selfish feel- 
ing in reference to New York that | have offered 
the amendment, but because I desire to save this 
money to the ‘Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. CUMMING. | do not consider this a sub- 
ject for the display of eloquence upon either side; 
for gentlemen will have better opportunities for 
that purpose. 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the lease which 
he took in New York. I think if we can get rid 
of it we ought to do so. But itis a mere matter 
of dollars and cents. 

This lease, of which so much has been said, is 
for fifteen years, at an annual rent of $56,000. At 
the end of the fifteen years, according as the mat- 
ter stands now, we would have neither the land 
nor the buildings we might put upon it. If we 
should purchase this property for $520,000, which, 
I believe, it is oftered for, we shall not only have 
it for fifteen years, but we shall have it for all 
time to come. If the appropriation be not made, 
we shall not only pay more than we are asked to 
appropriate now, but at the end of fifteen years 
we shall have to pay hundreds of thousands of 
dollars more to secure the property. It is a mere 
matter of dollars and cents; and I do not see how 
any man who wishes to consult economy can 
object to the amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. But the Secretary had no 
authority to make the contract. 

Mr. CUMMING. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had full authority to lease a lot of ground for 
the purpose of an assay office. 

Mr. DAWSON. For how long? 

Mr. CUMMING. For an unlimited time, or 
at least for fifteen years. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I ask for tellers upon my 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dawson and 
CAMPBELL Were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 63, noes 56. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 1 move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
(Mr. Orr) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Aspury Dicxins, Esq., their Secretary, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles: 

S. No. 376. An act to improve the naval ser- 
vice; . 

S. No. 408. An act supplementary to an act enti- 
tled an ‘Act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the better security of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board vessels propelled in whole or in 


For my own part, I do not. uphold | 


| part by steam, and for other purposes,’ approved 


| 
i 
|i August 30, 1852;’? and 


S.No. 410. An act for the relief of James Dixon. 

In which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. ] 

Mr. MURRAY. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at half past three o’clock) adjourned till 
; to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 22, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a peti- 
tion of the half and mixed breed Miami Indians, 
praying that their annuities, which have been dis- 
continued, may be restored to them, with the 
arrearages which have accrued; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of inhabitants 
of Huntsville, Alabama, praying a reduction of the 
rates of ocean postage; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented resolutions passed 
at a meeting of citizens of New Castle county, 
Delaware, remonstrating against the ratification 
of any treaty with Great Britain, by which the 
agricultural interests of the country would be 
sacrificed; which were ordered to lic on the table, 

Mr. GWIN. I present the memorial of John 
| Charles Frémont, representing that he furnished 
certain beef, in 1851, for the use of the Indians in 
California, for which he has never received any 
compensation, and praying that a Jaw may be 
passed authorizing the settlementof his accounts 
therefor, upon principles of equity and justice. L 
move that itbe referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; and as it gives a very succinct account of 
a matter of great importance to him, and requires 
immediate attention, I move, also, that it be 
printed. 

Both motions were agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred documents in support of 
the claim of Sarah Morey, late the wife of James 
Morey,a soldier in the revolutionary war, for a 
pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu» 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred a bill to 
amend the act approved August 31, 1852, entitled 
“An act making further provision for the satis- 
faction of Virginia land warrants,” reported it 
back without amendment, together with a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred five petitions of widows of 
officers of the Army who have died in the service 
since the war with Mexico, praying to be allowed 
half pay for five years, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, on the ground 
that a general bill had already been reported, 
which would embrace all their cases. It was so 
ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam instructed by the Com: 
mittee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, to whom 
| were referred a bill to establish a line of steamships 
from San Francisco, via the Sandwich Islands, to 
Shanghai, in China, and also a biH to provide for 
the transportation of the United States mails, in 
steamships, between San Francisco, California, 
via the Sandwich Islands, and China, and for 
other purposes, to report them back with an 
amendment in the form of a substitute. I am 
also instructed by that committee to say that, on 
Monday next, during the morning hour, they wilt 
ask for the consideration of the bills. 

Mr. RUSK. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred a bill to provide for the transportation of 
the mails of the United States upon railroads, to 
report it back with an amendment. As thisis a 
very important bill, F desire to give notice that at 
an early day I intend, during the morning hour, 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


f 


i if convenient at no other time, to ask for it the 


l 

$ 

|i consideration of the Senate. i 

i Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee on 
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Military Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- |, 
tion of Jesse D. Carr, a sutler in the second regi- `i 
ment of Tennessee volunteers, in the war with | 
Mexico, praying compensation for property de- ! 
stroyed by the enemy on the 24th of February, | 
1847, asked to be discharged from its further con- | 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the į 
bill from the House of Representatives, to provide | 
for the construction of a military road from Great 
Salt Lake City, in the Territory of Utah, to the 
eastern boundary of the State of California, re- | 
ported it back without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, to provide for the continuation of the | 
military road from Myrtle Creek to Scottsburgh, | 
in Oregon, reported it back without amendment. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, for the payment of the civil officers | 
employed in the Territory of New Mexico, while | 
under military government, reported it back with- | 
out amendment. |i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom |j 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to authorize the Secretary of War to ; 
settle and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River į 
Indian war, reported it back without amendment. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- ; 
sentatives, to refund to the Territory of Utah the. 
expenses incurred by said Territory in suppressing | 
Indian hostilities, reported it back without amend- | 
ment. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Senate, directing | 
them to inquire into the expediency of allowing | 
the States to return the flint-lock guns distributed | 
by the law of 1808, to the Government, and take | 
others in their stead, asked to be discharged from | 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives providing for the distribution of arms | 
to the several States and Territories, reported it | 
back without amendment. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on | 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of | 
Catharine Dickerson, widow of John Dickerson, : 
a revolutionary soldier, praying a pension under 
the act of 1838, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for her relief; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the me- 
morialof Phineas M. Nightingale, legal repre- 
sentative of General Nathaniel Greene, praying | 
indemnity for losses sustained by General Greene į 
becoming security for an Army contractor in the 
Revolution, submitted a report, accompanied by | 
a bill for his relief; which was read,’and passed | 
to a second reading. ‘The report was ordered to 
be printed. ii 

AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was ` H 


Ordered, ‘Vhat the bill to regwiate navigation to the coast i 
of Africa, in vessels owned by citizens of the United States, 
in certain cases, be printed. i 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SUMNER, agreeably to previous notice, | 

asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill making ; 


a grant of land warrants to the State of Massa- | 
chusetts to aid in the construction of a tunnel : 
under the Hoosac mountain, and providing for 


i| postponed until to-morrow. 


i! under that charter has obtained the means, and is 


‘| road to terminate on the opposite side of the river, 


| Bridge a like temporary railroad through the city 


ito pass through such streets in the city, and to 


the conveyance of mails, troops, and munitions of i| 
war through the same free of toll; which was | 
read a first and second time by its title, and refer- | 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 7 

| 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. President, I present 
the petition of two thousand nine hundred citizens :] 
of the State of Massachusetts, asking, in the most | 
brief and direct terms possible, for the repeal of | 
the law known as the fugitive slave law of 1850. © 
This petition is signed by persons of all profes- 
sions and occupations, principally from the city | 
of Boston and its vicinity. It is subscribed also | 
by alarge number of persons who have been in | 
favor of the compromise measures of 1850. By: 


! ties of the city of Washington may agree upon. 


| which will be but six or seven miles long, will be 
: completed by the close of the year. 


this charter was granted at the last session of the | 
i Jooked into it, but did not read it through. 
|| now for the first time its character, and I think 
i that these gentlemen of Georgetown, who have 
|| signed it, when they come to reconsider what they 
i! have done, will find that they have done really an 


reason of the altered position of those questions, 
on account of the passage of the Nebraska and 
Kansas bill of the present session, they have come 
to Congress with this petition for the repeal of the 
fugitive slave law. I ask, sir, that it may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, which, 
I believe, is the appropriate committee. ` 

Mr. DIXON. Í hope the vote will not be taken 
now on the proposition to refer the petition, which 
has just been presented by the Senator from Mas- 
gachusetts, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 1 
desire myself to make some remarks upon the 
proposition which is contained in it, and 1 know 
that there are some other Senators here who de- 
sire also to be heard upon it. I hope its further 
consideration will be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the further consideration of the petition will be 


Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest that the pe- 
tition take the ordinary course, and be referred 
now. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let it lie over until to-mor- 
row. A Senator wishes to speak on it. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be objection, the 
Chair will put the question on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky, to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam very anxious to give 
the Senator from Kentucky every opportunity to 
discuss the question, but it seems to me the natural 
course with regard to this petition, is to refer it 
according to the motion of my colleague. 

Mr. DIXON. I do not object to the reference; 
I merely wish to have the question on it post- 
poned until to-morrow. | 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


ALEXANDRIA AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. | 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I am instructed 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
report back the bill authorizing the extension of 
the Alexandria and Washington railroad into the 
District of Columbia. 1 am directed by the same |! 
committee to ask that the Senate will, by unani- 
mous consent, consider and pass the bill now, 
the great object being to get legislation upon the | 
subject at this session, in order thatthis road may 
be constructed. 

I will say to the Senate, in a few words, that 
there is now, as is probably known to most gen- 
tlemen here, a continuous railroad communication | 
between Alexandria, which lies six or seven miles 
below Washington, and the city of Richmond, in 
Virginia, and from Richmond to the extreme 
South. This interval of six or seven miles be- 
tween Alexandria and Washington is the only 
part of the communication between the North and 
South that is now required to be filled up bya 
railroad. The Legislature of Virginia, at its last 
session, granted a charter to construct a road 
from the town of Alexandria to some point to be 
designated, opposite to the city of Washington; 
and | am informed that the company formed 


prepared to construct a road. But to construct a 


opposite to the city of Washington, would not be 
by any means to form an intercourse by railroad |) 
between the town of Alexandria and the northern |! 
cities,or between the extreme South and the extreme | 
North. ‘That company, therefore, asks permis- 
sion, by this bill, to lay a temporary railroad across |! 
the Long Bridge, as it is called, and from the Long 


of Washington to connect with the depot of the 
Baltimore and Washington railroad, in this city, 


construct their depot in such a place as the authori- 


„l am further informed, and believe, that 1f this 
bill is passed at this session of Congress, that road, 


It is there- 
fore desirable that the law should be passed. 
1 would further state to the Senate that, although 


Legislature of Virginia, during the last winter, 
the presentation of this bill has been delayed up 
to this time, because the Virginia company have 
been endeavoring to get some bill agreed upon in 
the House of Representatives, which would be 


satisfactory to the corporations of Georgetown i 


| some air of durability to that bridge. 


and Washington. The town of Georgetown, it 
seems, is opposed even to laying a temporary 
track across the Long Bridge, or to bringing in the 
road to the city of Washington; but the committee 
of the House of Representatives at last agreed 
upon a bill which they are prepared to report to 
that House as soon as the rules of the House will 
permit the report to be made. The bill which I 
now report back to the Senate from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia is a copy of that 
House bill. Í 

The bill proposes further that this, which is in- 
tended to be a temporary arrangement, shall not 
be understood to commit the action of Congress 
in any way as to any future structure that ma 
be authorized across the Potomac river, by whic. 
a permanent communication can be had between 
the North and South. Itis, so far as the passage 
of the river is concerned, strictly temporary in its 
character. 

Now, with all my respect for the town of George- 
town, which is really very great, I cannot but con- 
sider it a little unreasonable in that town that it 
should object to this temporary arrangementunder 
the apprehension—for it seems to be under that 
apprehension alone—that if this temporary track 
be laid upon the existing Long Bridge, it will give 
The Long 
Bridge has been there for more than forty years. 
It has been a source of serious annoyance and of 
serious injury and loss to the town of Georgetown, 
and yetitremains. Whether it willever be deemed 
wise, on the part of Congress, to remove it, I do 
not know; but I am sure the Senate wil! agree with 
me that it would be extremely unwise to defer this 
most important communication between the North 
and South until we can decide between the District 


' cities as to whether that bridge shall remain or not. 


‘This ‘bill was read twice, and referred to the 
committee. I now reportit back without amend- 
ment, and ask that it be put upon its passage. At 
the same time, at the request of the Mayor of 
Georgetown, | ask leave to present a memorial on 
the subject, and to have it read with the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 


i Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the bill. 1t proposes to authorize the Alexandria 
and Washington Railroad Company, incorpo- 
rated by the Legislature of Virginia, on the 27th 
of February, 1954, to construct a railroad from 
Alexandria to Washington, to extend their road 
from any point on the Virginia side of the Poto- 
mac river into the District of Columbia, and to 
lay their railroad track or tracks over the Potomac 
bridge, and up to such point or points in the city 
of Washington, connecting with the Baltimore and 
Washington railroad by the most direct and prac- 
ticable route, through such streets or avenues as 
the corporate authorities may provide, with the 
understanding that the permission thus granted 
may be revoked by Congress at pleasure, and is 
not to be considered as an expression of opinion 
by Congress that the present location of the Po- 
tomac bridge is the proper one. 

It further proposes to authorize the company 
to construct a bridge over the Potomac river, on 
or above or west of the aqueduct of the Alexan- 
dria Canal Company, but if it be built on or over 
the piers of that aqueduct, it must be done with 
the consent of the Alexandria Canal Company, 
and in constructing the bridge and crossing the 


| Chesapeake and Ohio canal, the bridge and rail- 


road shall be so constructed as not to injure or 
obstruct the use or navigation of the canal. 

It also authorizes the company to extend their 
road from the point where it shall cross the Po- 
tomac river, to such point or points Within the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown as may be 
respectively approved of by the corporate author- 


ities of these cities, and makes other provisions 
' which are usual for carrying on the business of 


railroad corporations. 

Mr. MASON. At the request of the Mayor of 
Georgetown, I now ask that the memorial, to which 
I have referred, be read. 

The memorial was accordingly read. 

Mr. MASON. That memorial was putinto my 
hands afew moments before I reported the bill. I 
Hearn 


nnfortunate act—an act unfortunate to the interests 
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of their town. Sir, the statement in that memo- 
rial that this application is insidiously made, is one 
that ought not to have come from Georgetown. 
I do not know whether it is aimed at the Virginia 
company, which proposes to construct the road, 
or at the assumed rival of Georgetown, the city 
of Washington. But let it be aimed at either, itis 
uncandid, and unfortunate that it was made. 

The foundation for the charge of insidiousness 
contained in the memorial is, that it is not to be 
expected—I think, in the language of the memo- 
rial—that men who knew the value of money, 
would expend the amount required to construct a 
railroad eight miles long for purposes only tempo- 
rary. Now, sir, that is uncandid, because all 
who know the country, know that a railroad 
coming to Washington city across the Potomac, 
with a view to unite with the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad, must, for the far greater portion of its 
length, go in the same direction, whether it crosses 
the river opposite to the city of Washington, or 
whether it crosses it at Georgetown; so that it is 
uncandid to declare that the alleged purpose of this 
bill is to make a temporary road from the city of 
Alexandria to the city of Washington. What I 
stated was, that it was intended to make it tem- 
porary, to diverge from the main stem to connect 
with the Long Bridge, and then to come to the 
city of Washington. I am informed that a rail- 
road passing from Alexandria across the Potomac 
will, whether it comes to Georgetown or comes 
into the city at the Long Bridge, go across some 
mile, or little more than a mile, of these cities. 

I do not mean to be at all harsh in any strict- 
ures upon Georgetown; but this will not tend to 
conciliate opinion, when the question really pend- 
ing between the two cities comes to be determined 
by Congress, whether the bridge shall be con- 
structed where the water is broad, or where the 
water is narrow. 

I suppose, upon the question of economy, that 
if it is for convenience and fitness to construct a 
road to pass through Georgetown, they will adopt 
it, because it would require a shorter bridge, the 
water there being narrower. They would be very 
unlikely to construct a bridge opposite the city of 
Washington, where the river isa mile or more 
wide, at a proportionate increase of expense. But 
the object to be attained by the present bill, is to 
enable this company to bring their road at once 
into connection with the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
road, and they can only do that by means of a 
bridge that is made; and the attempt on the part of 
Georgetown is to prevent that great public conve- 
nience being adopted at once, lest indoing so they 
should give an air of support to the existing bridge 
between the two sides of the river. 

I am free to declare that my sympathies always 
have been with Georgetown in this matter; be- 
cause the Long Bridge, erected at the expense of 
Government, as I stated, has been one of serious 
loss and injury to that city. It has obstructed 
the channel and filled the river with mud and flats, 
so that at low tide it is difficult to tell where the 
channel is, or whether there is any channel atall. 
I believe it is due to that city, in some way, that 
the nuisance to them should be removed; but I 
say again, that they have not come here with this 
memorial in a form likely to conciliate public opin- 
ion, when it charges insidious motives on the 
proposition. 

Mr. PRATT. I understand the honorable 
Senator, in the speech which he has made, to 
state the fact that the bill is to give an air of per- 
manence to the Potomac bridge. 

Mr. MASON. The allegation of the memo- 
rial is that that is their apprehension. 

Mr. PRATT. Well, sir, that is not an appre- 
hension which they unreasonably indulge. The 
Senator has correctly said, that the existence of 
this bridge is of great detriment to the commerce 
of Georgetown; and we all know that to a great 
part of Washington it is also very detrimental, 
inasmuch as disease is produced in that part of 
the city, occupied by the President's House, and 
the vicinity, coming within reach of the miasma 
occasioned by some seventy acres of land being 
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exposed to a hot sun, an exposure which is made 
consequent upon the existence of this bridge. 

Mr. President, I understand the Mayorand the 
citizens of Georgetown have held, or intend to 
hold, a public meeting upon this subject, and their 
papers connected with it fave been given in charge 
to the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
who is not now in his seat; and itis the desire of 
the Mayor of Georgetown, if it meets with the 
approbation of the Senate, that the Senate should 
consent not to vote upon the bill to-day, so that 
their views upon the subject may be expressed 
intelligently to the body. 

In reference to this matter, as a question of 
practical importance, I will ask the attention of 
the Senate, and the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, to what I state. There is a railroad, as we 
all know, from Baltimore city to within sight of the 
Capitol. Theobjectis to make a railroad connect- 
ing the Virginia road with the Baltimore road at 
that point. How is that connection to be formed? 
Not by locomotives passing through the streets of | 
Washington, but by simply substituting railroad 
cars drawn by horses, for the omnibuses which 
now carry the passengers from the depot to the 
Virginia road. 

I cannot imagine that that is a question of great 
public convenience which should induce the Senate 
to pass the bill against the unanimous desire of the 
people of one of the cities of the District under our 
exclusive legislative jurisdiction. I do not sup- 
pose we will act upon this bill precipitately, when 
the convenience to be answered by it is the simple 
substitution of railroad care, drawn by horses from 
one part to another, in the place of omnibuses or 
carriages which are now supplied for the conveni- | 
Indeed, I do not know but 
that it is just as convenient a way for the people, 
who are traveling from one point to another, to be 
transported from one depot to another in omni- 
buses, as in the way proposed by the bill. This 
does not present, then, that case of great public 
interest or importance which should induce the 
Senate, representing, as we do, the whole power 
of legislation over the part of the District which is 
unanimously opposed to it, to pass the bill to-day | 
without permitting them to have their views pre- | 
sented to the Senate. I move, therefore, that the 
bill lie upon the table. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT. That motion is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. PRATT. I will withdraw the motion, if, 
after the remarks which I have made, the Sena- 
tor desires to submit his views now. I have said 
that the Mayor of Georgetown sent his papers, 
with the information which that corporation de- 
sire to present to the Senate, to the honorable Sen- 
ator from North Carolina who is not now in his 
seat; and my only object was to ask the postpone- | 
ment of the subject until that Senator should be 
present. 

Mr. DAWSON. So I understand. 

Mr. PRATT. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DAWSON. As one of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to which this subject 
was referred, I desire to say that we have had it 
under consideration, and as far as the Mayor and 
Aldermen of Georgetown were concerned, they 
were before us yesterday, and we appointed to- | 
day to hear them in relation to the passage of | 
this bill. After the granting of that application | 
the request has been withdrawn, and, instead of | 
the papers necessary to communicate the inform- | 
ation to this body being still in the hands of | 
the committee appointed to take charge of the in- 
terests of the District, they have been submitted to 
a gentleman having nothing to do with the com- 
mittee; and now, in consequence of his absence, 
they claim a postponement, and thus indirectly to 
prevent action upon the bill. 

Now what is the proposition here? No man, | 
Mr. President, can have a stronger desire to sus- 
tain the rights and interests, in every point of} 
view, of Georgetown, than I have. Whatis the | 


1 


proposition now presented? [t is whether the | 
right of way shall be granted to connect the rail- 


road from Washington city to Baltimore with 
Richmond, Virginia, and the entire South, by 
passing over the Long Bridge, and making a depot 
here, to connect with the. Baltimore depot? 

The objection presented by Georgetown is this, 
and no more: that they fear, if you suffer the 
railroad to be run over that bridge temporarily, it 
will be a reason why the bridge shall be made per- 
petual; and their object is to have that bridge re~ 
moved, and one constructed at Georgetown. That 
is the object; and the question now presented is 
this: whether this great public convenience, this 
connecting link, shall be suspended so as to pre- 
vent its being executed before the winter shall 
come on? ‘The railroad companies from Boston, 
round to New Orleans, are exceedingly anxious to 
have this link filled up; and the only reason which 
is given why it should not be filled up, is this ar- 
gument against the Long Bridge. 

I have proposed to the city of Georgetown and 
the city of Washington, that, at the proper time, a 
motion should be made to destroy the Long 
Bridge, and build another in a different place; 
but Georgetown says ‘ No, notwithstanding that, 
we do not want the public to be benefited by fill- 
ing up this link, for fear that the bridge will not 
be removed hereafter.” Shall this apprehension 
of Georgetown postpone this great convenience to 
the public from one end of the Union to the other? 

My friend from Maryland puts it upon this 
ground: Where is the difference between a con- 
necting link across the bridge by omnibuses or by 
railroad cars? My friend well knows that the 
connecting link in the city of Baltimore and in the 
city of Philadelphia, is all by railroad cars drawn 
by horses. Now, he says, what is the differ- 
ence? Why, sir, I pass through this place fre- 
quently as an individual coming to this city, and 


i| 1 land upon the other side of the water ina storm, 


when rain or snow is descending. I must get out 
there, find an omnibus, carry my baggage from 
place to place, and be exposed in every form and 
shape, If there was arailread there, the baggage 
would be brought over according to the plan 
adopted at Baltimore and Philadelphia, and we 
should all get into the cars and come secure to the 
other depot, without getting into A, B, C or D’s 
omnibus, at nine, ten, or twelve o’clock at night, 
or four in the morning. 

l consider this attempt of Georgetown as a most 
extraordinary effort to go against public conveni- 
ence, and not for the benefit of a single individual 
of the country. It is to suspend the public con- 
venience merely to prevent an apprehension on the 
part of Georgetown that it may operate as a rea- 
son wherefor the bridge shall not hereafter be re- 
moved. Sir, the bill says that this is merely a 
temporary arrangement; and those who undertake 
to fill up this link say that it shall be done by the 
next session of Congress. Georgetown would 
consent to the bill for the railroad as soon as the 
bridge was removed. And what was the reply of 
the committee? I believe the reply was unani- 
mous—my friend happened to be absent at the 
time—that we will have the road built now, not 
for the purpose of transporting produce, but as a 
mere temporary arrangement to test the practica- 
bility of this form of railroad going over hill and 
dale without grading. The bill says that when 
Congress says it shall be stopped, it shall be 
stopped. If this can be done by the time Con- 
gress meets again, and the railroad cars can be 
drawn by horses and pass through the city without 
obstructing anybody’s rights, how can it injure 
Georgetown? It cannot do it. Georgetown con- 
tends for a new bridge above, and she says that, if 
one should be built below, it would destroy the 
channel. In reply to that, I say that I will move 
to remove the Long Bridge at the proper time. 
They say we cannot consent to this. I submit 
to Congress whether the North and South— 
whether the public convenience—the convenience 
of every man traveling from the North to the 
South, and from the South te the North, shall be 
suspended upon such a consideration, and whether 
the bill shall be postponed after the papers have 
been withdrawn from the Committee on the Dis- 
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trict of Columbia, and put into the hands of an in- 
dividual Senator, who is to appear partially, in 
all probability, to argue the question as a law- 
er? 

Z In opposing this practical measure, which ought 
to be granted under the circumstances, George- 
town is going against her own interests. My 
friend from Indiana [Mr Baicur] and myself, 
both, whenever we have had an opportunity, have 
déclared that we should be willing to go for a 
bridge at the ‘Three Sisters.” We have done 
all that men can do. But Georgetown is now 
going against her own interest in thus opposing 
the public convenience. I hope the bill will not 
be ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. PRATT. J was very unfortunate in the 
remarks which I made, or certainly my friend 
from Georgia did not correctly understand them, 
and has not replied to them. He distinctly ad- 
mits, as does the Senator from Virginia, that he 
is in favor of removing the Long Bridge as a nui- | 
sance in point of health to the citizens of Wash- 
ington, and as a great inconvenience and positive 
injury to the citizens of Georgetown. They are 
both in favor of removing the bridge. Now, their 
proposition is to authorize a railroad to be made 
over it. | apprehend, Mr. President, that it would 
bea better policy to suffer the present mode of | 
communication to continue asit is, in view of their 
own opinion that the bridge ought to be removed. 
If it be a nuisance in point of health to the people 
of Washington, if it be an injury inflicted by the 
legislation of Congress upon the people of George- 
town, it ought to be removed at once, and we 
ought not to give to the public the idea that the ! 
bridge is to be continued, by authorizing a rail- 
road to be made over it. My friend from Geor- 
gia, as well as my friend from Virginia, points 
to the great importance of having the road con- 
structed, I ask the attention of the honorable 
Senator from Georgia, and | ask the attention of 
the Senate to what | stated before in reference to 
this question of convenience. Whereis the public 
importance of this connection? My friend from 
Georgia says that in Baltimore they have, through 
the streets of the city, a connection by railroad 
cars, and that they have the samein Philadelphia, 
My friend is undoubtedly mistaken with reference 
to both those places. . They goin omnibuses from 
the terminus where the passengers are carried in 
railroad cars, both in Philadelphia and Baltimore, a 
longer distance than they are now carried in om- 
nibuses between the two points here. 

Mr. MASON. I ask the Senator whether both 
in Baltimore and Philadelphia, for several years, 
the cars brought to the city by locomotives were 
not taken into the city by horse power, until they 
were enabled to perfect an arrangement to carry 
their locomotives into the city? That is the very 
thing which is proposed to bedone here—that the 
company shall be allowed to bring the same cars 
across the bridge into the city of Washington, to 
connect with the Baltimore road, by horse power, 
until the two cities and Congress can agree where 
they will build a permanent bridge to bring the 
locomotive in. 

Mr. PRATT. Prior to the recent change of 
the depot in Baltimore, the railroad cars were 
drawn by horse power down Pratt street from the 
intersection with Light street, in the center of the 
city. That depot was changed; and I say now, 
from all the business portion of the city, from 
that portion of it to which my friends from Geor- 
gia and Virginia go to their hotels, they are obliged 
to go in omnibuses or carriages just as far as pas- 
sengers coming now from the North would be 
obliged to go to this bridge to connect with the 
southern railroad in Virginia. As 1 understand, 
it is the same at Philadelphia; it is certainly so in | 
Baltimore to my own Knowledge. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 would inquire whether pas- 
sengers going to Philadelphia ds not go through 
the city, from the Washington depot to the Phil- 
adelphia depot, in cars? 

Mr. PRATT. Going to Philadelphia? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. I am speaking 
of the passengers going to Philadelphia. 


Philadelphia; but I speak of going from this point 
here. My honorable friend from Georgia spoke 
of the delay and inconvenience which is caused to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the traveling community here. I ask any gentle- 


man whether he would not prefer, after riding for il 


i involved in it. 


| the omnibuses or carriages drawn, by the horses | 
| will go. 


| bill to lie on the table, and shall vote for the bill 


| place, to extend a benefit to any such monopoly 


| up the streets, across Pennsyvania avenue, and 


Mr. PRATT. That may be so in going to |i 


a day in a railroad car, the change from the cars | 
into a carriage or omnibus, to travel a mile or half 
amile. I certainly should. It isa matter of taste; 
but there is certainly no great public convenience 
The use of the horse cars does 
not make the passengers go more rapidly from 
one depot to another. The cars are undoubtedly 
to be drawn by horse-power alone, and they will 
not go any faster from one depot to the other than 


Public convenience, therefore, whether 
on account of the mails or of the passengers, ex- 
ists, | humbly apprehend, only in the taste or 
imagination of my honorable friend. 

Mr. RUSK. Ishall vote against ordering the 


very cheerfully. I shall do so on two grounds. 
One is, that ıt proposes to make an experiment, 
without any cost to the Government, of a new in- 
vention, by which great grades can be overcome 
with safety. There are many persons who be- | 
lieve this can be effected by the plan proposed by 
the gentleman who is to build this road. After 
investigation, | happen to be one of those who 
think it will be successful; and if it should turn 
out to be so on this experiment, without cost to | 
us or damage to anybody, it will be a matter of | 
vast importance to the public generally in refer- 
ence to railroads, 


bill. It is for the benefit and convenience of the 
traveling public. I think that one of the greatest 
mistakes which railroad companies have made, 
and one of the greatest abuses to which travelers 
by railroads are subjected, is the influence that 
particular cities and towns have in being made 
stopping places. It is the cause of the loss of 
time and money. Every inducement is held out 
to the passengers for the purpose of inducing the 
spending of money. 

The question, in my mind, presented by the 
bill, is betweena great public benefit on the one 
side, and the interests of Georgetown on the other; 
and if you will accomplish only the great public 
benefit, and throw in not only the interests of 
Georgetown, but the interests of Washington, 
and the interests of Baltimore, and half a dozen 
other cities, think we should look io that benefit 
which will result from it, in preference to a local 
benefit to a particular city. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not think I shall be able 
to vote for this bill; and I wish to state the rea- 
sons why Ishall not. I do not think that these 
railroad companies would have any great desire 
for the connection, unless it werea benefit to them- 
selves. I feel entirely indisposed, in the first 


as that which constitutes the road from here to 
Baltimore. I think there is no greater imposition | 
upon the community than that which it is enabled 
to practice. Until very recently, we had to pay 
for traveling from this city to Baltimore, on this 
railroad, the very highest rate of stage fare. For 
along time, the fare was six anda fourth cents 
per mile, and more recently, we have had to pay 
four and a half cents a mile. The company then 
reduced the fare to $125; but, when one of the 
Senators from Delaware and myself had occasion 
to pass over the road, not long since, and when 
we made application for our tickets, we found, if 
not to our gratification, at least to our surprise, 
that the company had been so gracious as to pop 
the fare up to $1 50, making it three and three- ; 
fourths cents per mile to Baltimore. If there is 

any way to restrict that company in that species 


of oppression and imposition, and they can be | 
brought to it, I shall be willing to give them favors; 
but ] am not willing to extend to them favors for | 
practicing such egregious impositions. i 

This road may not be the one particularly in- | 
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come that grade in any way, unless it is by some 
new plan which has been discovered. 

Mr. RUSK. A plan has been discovered, 

Mr. WALKER. kH has been discovered then 
by the person of whom the Senator speaks; but, 
in my opinion, the cut will have to be made there, 
and continued from that point until you reach the 
canal, thus utterly ruining that street. You will 
then have to cross Pennsylvania avenue. Any 
one who will take the least trouble, if he does not 
already know it, to inform himself of the topog- 
raphy of the city, will see that what Í say must 
be the result. 2 

But, sir, suppose the cars stop” at the further 
end of the Long Bridge, the transportation by om- 
nibus would not then, I believe, exceed one half 
the distance which the passengers in Philadelphia 
in theevening train at least, have to travel to go 
to the New York depot, as they take the omnibus 
atthe Broad street or Schuylkill depot, and are 
taken clear up to Kensington, I believe, about six 
miles. 

Mr. CHASE. Five miles. 

Mr. WALKER. Five, the Senator from Ohio 
That is the way Philadelphia manages. 
When you get to Baltimore, you stop at the 
Washington depot, within sight of the city, to 
leave the cars and pass into horse cars which take 


| you clear from the city limits to the Philadelphia 
‘There is another reason why I shall vote for the |: 


depot, where you again take the cars. Either of 
them is a greater distance, I should think, cer- 
tainly that at Philadelphia is nearly twice as great, 
than the distance from the Baltimore depot in this 


| city to the further end of the Long Bridge. Then, 


taking into consideration these three points, the 
injury to the streets of the city, the gratification 
it will afford to an already turbulent and over- 
bearing corporation, and the fact that the mode of 
conveyance through the city now subjects the 
passengers to no greater inconvenience than they 
experience anywhere else, I shall vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The question of maintaining 
the Long Bridge has been a subject of debate in this 
body for years past. I have uniformly voted 
against appropriationsto maintain it, on theground 
that I regard itasa public nuisance. f recollect 
that some two years ago we voted down a prop- 
osition to repair it, on the ground that it was 
a public nuisance, and that, in justice to the citi- 
zens of Georgetown and others interested, it 
ought not to be maintained. Subsequently, how- 
ever, the vote was reconsidered, and an appro- 
priation made, which prepared the bridge for 
travel for the time being. Sir, I am familiar with 
this question, for T speak asa member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. When we 
met yesterday morning four were present; three 
of whom were in favor of this proposition, and 
one against it. I opposed it on the ground that 


| if this company should have the privilege pro- 


posed to be granted under the bill, it will, toa 
certain extent, exclude the ordinary travel of the 


| country. That bridge is insecure now for the or- 


dinary travel of the country. I submit it to the 
commissioner who lately repaired it, whether it 
is not an unsafe bridge, saying nothing about the 
additional wear and tear which will be put upon 
it by giving a railroad company the privilege of 
passing their cars acrossit, You cannot give that 
company the privilege without, as it were, ex- 
cluding, to a certain extent, the travel which goes 
over it now. It is not wide enough, or strong 


: enough, to admit both, 


i 


terested in this connection, but it is evidently į. 


interested to a considerable extent. When that | 


corporation is willing to do right, it may then, |. 


with clean hands and with better grace, ask that i 


Congress may extend favors toit. But let us look | 
at this matter again, This road isto be permitted 
to pass through Washington city. Itis to pass 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


then to the Baltimore depot. Any person who i: 
acquainted with the topography of the city in the 
vicinity of the Long Bridge, will know that to 
construct a railroad there, one street of the city 
at least must be ruined as a street, for there will 
have to bea deep cut made. They cannot over- 


There is another insurmountable objection in 
my mind. Why give to this company privileges 
which we do not extend to others everywhere ? 
Why should we, outof the public Treasury, fur- 
nish to this company a bridge? There js no rea- 
son for it. The practical view of this subject in 
my mind is this: A bridge may be built at a point 
above Georgetown, where the distance will not 
exceed three hundred or four hundred yards at 
the furthest, aud the Long Bridge is something 
like a mile in length. By passing to a point three 
miles above this, a bridge can be had that will an- 


; swer the wants of this road, and the wants of the 


company. Ifthe company are willing to deal 
fairly, if they are anxious about a permarfent 


i: bridge, I have no doubt that the public Treasury 


could be employed in defraying a portion of the 
expenses, The railroad would be accommodated, 


| the ordinary travel of the country would be ac- 
i commodated, and we could do what we ought to 
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have done a long time ago—remove the Long 
Bridge which is, and has been for years, a nui- 
Barice. 

The objection presented by the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Georgia, amounts, in my mind, to no 
objection. No greater inconvenience or embar- 
rassment exists here than in Pittsburg. There 
the western cars go to Alleghany City, cross a 
bridge nearly as long as this, penetrate to the heart 
of the city, or, indeed, go to the eastern limits of 
the city, before they reach the depot of the east- : 
ern roads. The case is similar in Philadelphia, 
and also in Baltimore. From the western depot, 
in Baltimore, the passengers are carried in omni- 
buses to the eastern depot, for New York. 

A Sewaron. By cars. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I say there are no cars from 
the western depdt. I speak of the depot connect- ; 


ing with Pittsburg, not the depot of the Balti- jj 


more and Ohio Railroad Company. From the | 
western depot, connecting with the Pittsburg road, 
passengers are carried by omnibuses to the east- | 
ern part of the city, for the New York train. So : 
it is in the cities all over the Union. No greater ; 
inconvenience exists or results here, than exists | 
at various other points; and there is no reason, in į 
my mind, why this nuisance should be kept up. | 
One of the principal objections to the passage of | 
the bill is, as I stated before, that it will be main- | 
taining, for the time being, a bridge that ought to | 
be removed; and in proportion as you give it con- | 
sequence now, and throw around it railroad in- | 
fluence, which is generally potential, so far as 
regards legislation, in that proportion it will be 
maintained from time to time. For that reason | | 
am against any further appropriation, saying | 
nothing about my unwillingness to give up the 
streets of this city for railroad purposes. 

Mr. MASON. There need be no hesitancy in 
passing the bill in its present shape. The honor- | 


able Senator who has just taken bis seat says || ) i 
| expressed the opinion which [ have entertained | 


that he can do nothing which will give counte- 
nance, or even apparent countenance, on the part | 
of Congress, to the continuing of the present | 
bridge. Why, sir, at the present session, when 
that bridge was injured by fire, it was repaired, 
and cost some four or five thousand dollars, and I 
have no doubt the Senate is prepared to vote the 
appropriation necessary to defray that expense. 
Within the last two years it was broken down by 
a freshet, and both Houses voted an appropria- 
tion to repair it; and so they will continue to do 
until they shall determine to substitute some other 
bridge in place of it. The honorable Senator, and 
those who act with him, ask that we shall wait to | 
form this connection between the North and'South 
by means of the railroad, until this litigated ques- 


tion between the two cities, as to where a perma- :| 
nent bridge shall cross the river, shall be decided. || 


I submit, most respectfully, it is a little unreason- i 
able, I have said, and I repeat, i believe George- . 
town has great cause of complaint because of the | 
construction of that bridge; but I am not prepared | 
to say, as the honorable Senator is, that F should į 
vote to-morrow to removeit. Public convenience | 
is too deeply interested in having a bridge com- | 
munication across the river, to remove that bridge | 
until another is substituted for it. Iam satisfied į 
that public opinion on both sides of the river will | 
sustain me in that view. Although it beinjurious - 
to Georgetown, you must construct some other ; 
bridge before that is removed. | 

All that is asked by this bill is, that you will | 
enable this company, which is about to construct į 
a railroad between Alexandria and one or other of | 


the District cities, to use that existing bridge asa |! 


temporary mode of crossing the river until yot 
determine where you will make a permanentone. | 
Suppose the policy of the Senator should be! 
adopted, what would be the result? From year 
to year, for five, ten, or twenty years, the ques- 
tion would be debated between the two cities, as 
to where the permanent bridge should be con- 
structed; and in the mean time, this gap, highly | 
inconvenient and. injurious to the community, 
would be left between the District cities and Alex- | 
andria. As to the experience of other cities, we | 
know that they have been employed from yearto 
year in endeavoring to overcome the inconvenience |: 
of having a gap between two roads that ought to |! 
connect. Take the city of Baltimore. Until |: 
within the last two years, I think, the cars went: 
from the outside of the city limits into Baltimore 


i 
i 
j 
| 


i lives on a structure which was not designed for 


| evant the privilege of running railroad cars, with | 
Tami! 


by horse power; but they found the public con- i! not for conferring upon the corporation of the city i 


venience was implicated and would be promoted 
by changing the route of the railroad to carry it 


nearer thecity. The honorable Senator said they i 
go in omnibuses in passing from the North to the | 


South, He is mistaken. ‘They have adopted 
there what we ask the Senate to adopt here—from 
where the railroad stops with its locomotives, to 
allow a track to be made to bring the same cars, 
by means of horse power, to communicate with 
the other depot; and all that is asked inthe world 
is that, until the important question to the two 
cities, as to where the permanent bridge shall be 


built, is decided, the railroad company may be: 


aliowed to use the existing bridge for temporary 
purposes. That is the whole of it. 
As to what is said by the honorable Senator 


from Wisconsin [Mr. Waker] about interfering | 


with the streets of Washington, E will not givean 


opinion. He has given an opinion. Hesaysthat i 


anybody familiar with the topography of the place 
will find that, to carry out.the purpose of the bill, it 


will be necessary to cut down and destroy one of |, 


the streets. 1 do notknowthat fact. [have been 
informed here by somebody, that Maryland ave- 
nue is already graded and cut down suitably for 
this road. How the fact is, I do not know. Ido 
notaverit. Itis said to beso, Buti do know 
that the ingenuity of engineers, when it is import- 
ant to makea railroad, will overcome any obstacle, 
and without serious injury to the adjacent coun- 
try. The bill provides that the company shall 
bring their road through such streets as the city 
of Washington shall allow; and it provides the 
further safeguard that Congress may, at any time, 
revoke this legislation. I do not want to detain 
the Senate, but I trust the bill will not be ordered 
to lieupon the table, but will beacted upon at once. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, some years 
ago, when a portion of the Long Bridge was carried 
away by a freshet, and it was proposed to make 
an appropriation for its repair, | entertained and 


since, for I haveheard nothing as yet to changeit, 


that so long as Congress should make appropria- | 
| tions to patch upghat bridge, we never should be 


relieved from the nuisance which it now presents 
to the river, and the unjust encumbrance and ob- 
struction which it offers to the commerce of the 
neighboring city; that so long as the bridge was 
patched up, we should get no other bridge; and | 
then expressed the wish, which I still entertain, 
that the freshet, instead of carrying away a part, 
had swept from the river the whole of the struc- 
ture. So far, we have seen nothing done towards 


i the erection of anew bridge. There stands the 


old structure; years have passed away; another 
accident has destroyed it partly, and it has been 
repaired without application to Congress, or with- 
out taking the judgment of Congress upon the 
question whether they were willing to make a 
further appropriation for its repair. 

This bill, if [ understand it—for | knew nothing 
about it until I came to the Senate this morning, 
some time after the discussion commenced—pro- 


poses to give toa railroad company the right to |i 
| run its cars across the river on that bridge, and 


also to give to the company the right to run its ! 
cars through some of the streets of Washington. | 
Mr. MASON. By horse power. | 
Mr. BADGER. By horse power. Now,Tam i 


: : ; : i 
for conceding neither. I object to granting them | 


the privilege of transporting their railroad cars i; 


across this bridge. 
why it should be conferred; but E see, according 
to my view of the case, a strong reason why it 
ought not to be conferred. The more appliances 
thatare employed to make that nuisanceserviceable 
to anybody, or in any respect, will tend still more 
to perpetuate it—to putfurther and further off the 
time, which I hope to see, when it shall be re- 
moved, and a suitable bridge erected. ! 

Fn the next place, E would not give my consent 
to authorize the running of railroad cars across | 
that bridge, because it must be manifest thatit was 
not made for such a purpose. It is not adapted 
for such a purpose. I cannot see how it could be 
otherwise than throwing outa trap, on the part 
of Congress, to railroad travelers, to trust their: 


the end for which it is now urged to be used. 
Then, Mr. President, 1 am not disposed to 


horses, through the streets of Washington. 


I do not see any reason || 


| the power to grant any such privilege, Sir, Lrecol- 
| fect that when, some years ago, | was passing by 
: railroad to the North, we used to be carried, at 
i Baltimore, from the depot, a little way out of 
|; town, by horse power, to the interior of the city, 
|, and thence by horse power through the city; and 
| the cars, after leaving the city, were attached to the 
i, locomotive. I find this changed. J find that, as 
ji Soon as we reach the first depot in the city, we 
: have to take a hack or carriage to bring us to the 
f other depot. I find that neither in the city of 
f Richmond nor in the town of Petersburg, on the 
railroad on which I am in the habit of traveling 
ito and from this place, any such privilege is 
accorded, We have to pass through there in 
| omnibuses. There must be some reason why 
this privilege is refused; and why, having been 
: once granted in one place, it is withdrawn in 
‘another. I am not prepared to make such an 
; experiment. I want to see introduced no addi- 


fp 
i 
{ 


: gress directly, or to give the authority to the city 
of Washington to confer it, 
| Ihave seen nothing to satisfy me that the ar- 
: rangements which we have made for the temporary 
| patching of this bridge, from time to time, have 
i: done anything else than to retard the accomplish- 
|| ment of a great good for the sake of preventing a 
i small, inconsiderable evil. I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that lam not disposed to let this 
question rest until Georgetown and Washington 
|, Settle it; not at all. I do not want ten years to 
i| pass away while they are settling the question 
: where the permanent bridge shall be made. I 
wish to confer the power upon the President of 
i: the United States to select the location. I wish 
i to-make an appropriation to erect abridge. I 
wish him to select the plan. I wish him to select 
|: the place, and have it constructed in such a man- 
ner as he shall deem best for the general good of 
ii the country. Certainly, Mr, President, under the 
present circumstances, | cannot feel disposed to 
i vote for this bill. 
| Mr. ADAMS. I desire to move to postpone 
| the further consideration of this subject until to- 
: morrow, for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
| sideration of the special order, which is the indi- 
| gent insane bill, and upon which the Senator from 
| Tennessee [Mr. BELL] has the floor. Itis now 
| past the usual hour for taking up the special order, 
| and t therefore submit the motion to postpone. 
|| Mr. BELL. I have no anxiety about having 
i| the subject postponed for my convenience. 
| Mr. STUART. I hope that will be done. The 
i; Senator from Tennessee has the floor on the indi- 
| gent insane bill, and it is certainly desirable that 
|, We should dispose of that bill to-day. There is 
|; also another advantage which will result from 
i postponing this subject. We shall have the bill 
i! printed, and can look at it and see what its pro- 
i! visions are. I hope, therefore, the Senate will 
ji agree to the postponement. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Perrir in 
he chair.) "Phe question is on postponing the 
urther consideration of the subject until to-morrow, 

Mr. PRATT. And let the bill and memorial 
be printed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to; and the 
bill and memorial were ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives, to 
ald the Territory of Minnesota in the construc- 


ii 
ji 
Í 


| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 


i 


‘ ond reading. 
i PENSION LAWS. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate take 


: up the joint resolution relative to the administra- 


‘i tion of the pension laws, for the purposeof having 


it recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was recommitted. 
SURGEONS’ MATES OF THE REVOLUTION- 
ARY ARMY. 
Mr. DAWSON. The Committee on Military 
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Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
introduced yesterday by the Senator from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Prarr,} ‘in relation to surgeons’ 
mates of the Army of the Revolution,” have 
nnanimously directed me to report back the reso- 
lution, and request its immediate passage. It 
contains a principle which has been long estab- 
lished, and it merely seeks to destroy the distinc- 
tion between a surgeon’s mate and an assistant 
surgeon, which at present exists, according to the 
construction now placed on thelaw. I ask for 
the consideration of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution. 

No amendment being proposed, it was reported 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, 
and passed. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT MADISON, INDIANA. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom were referred two memorials of 
citizens of Madison, Indiana, praying the estab- 
lishment of a port of entry at that place, have 
directed me to report a bill ‘constituting Madi- 
son, in the State of Indiana, a port of delivery.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of that bill; it will take but a moment. 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The bill is in the usual form 
of all the bills creating ports of delivery; and J 
move, therefore, to dispense with its reading. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read a third time, and passed 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

The Senate resumed the reconsideration of the 
bill making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of the indigent 
insane persons which had been returned by the 
President of the United States with his objections. 

Mr. BELL resumed and continued the speech 
which he commenced yesterday. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, it is now 
pretty late in the afternoon. The industrious 

enators, I confess, are all here, and therefore, 
this would be a very proper time for me to make 
my speech on this subject, because l can now 
address my peers. 

Mr. BADGER. I will suggest to my friend 
from Pennsylvania, that as those of us who are 
industrious are here, it ia not worth while that the 
really useful men of the country should be broken 
down by too much labor. I wish, therefore, that 
he would allow me to move an adjournment. The 
country will have need of him hereafter. 

Several Senators. Move a postponement. 

Other Senators. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iwill yield to the wishes 
of the Senate. understand that there are many 
Senators desirous to know what is contained in 


the Executive message, which has just been re- 
ceived from the President of the United States. 
Perhaps that will be more interesting than to hear 
my speech, but I confess I would rather proceed 
this afternoon. There are so few Senators pres- 
ent, and so few persons in the galleries, that I 
could proceed without interruption. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
evinces so rare a feeling, that I think we ought to 
indulge him with going on now. 

Mr. NORRIS. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. [ understand that to-mor- | 
row is private bill day; and perhaps, therefore, I 
had better say now what little I have to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pertir,) 
being about to put the question on the motion to 
postpone—— 

Mr.STUART. The 
willing to go on. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I think that is a very un- 
reasonable proposition. Although the Senator 
may be willing to proceed, we are not willing, at 
this hour of the day, to listen to him. We prefer , 
to listen to him at a more propitious time; and, 
therefore, I move an adjournment. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereare sev- | 


Senator, I understand, is 


i 
i 
i 
i 
H 
{ 
| 
t 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


if 
i 
H 


eral Executive messages on the table. 


Mr. ATCHISON. Then | hope the motion to | 


postpone will be agreed to, and that we may have 

an Executive session. ; 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. 
SURVEYORS GENERAL IN OREGON AND 


WASHINGTON. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred House bill ‘to amend the act approved 
September 27, 1850, ‘to create the office of sur- 
veyor general of the public lands in Oregon,’ &c., 
and also the act amendatory thereof, approved 
February 19, 1853,” to report it back with an 
amendment, and recommend its passage. This 
pill is one of great interest to the people of Oregon 
and Washington Territories; and on that account, 
and because it will have to go back to the House 
if the amendment of the committee be adopted, 
I hope the Senate will now act upon it. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STUART. The bill has been prepared at 
the General Land Office; and the Senator from 
Iowa can state the objects in a much shorter time 
than it will take to read it. I hope he will do so 
for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. The most important 
provision, and that which requires the return of 
the bill to the House, is the amendment which the 
Senate committee report. Jt providesa surveyor 
general’s office for the Territory of Washington, 
which was inadvertently omitted by the House. 
The provisions of the bill, as it comes from the 
Flouse, make some amendments to the donation 
laws which were passed for the benefit of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon, now composing the Territories 
of Washington and Oregon. The bill is long, 
but if there is any objection it can be read. Per- 
haps it would be better to have it read, as it is an 
important bill. 

Mr. STUART. It certainly is not necessary 
to read the bill at length. I move to dispense 
with its reading. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public 
Lands was to add the following @ditional section: 

Seo. T. And be it further enacted, That the Territory of 
Washington shall be erected into a separate surveying dis- 
triet; and the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to appoint a surveyor general for the same, who 
shall hold his office at sueb place as the President may 
direet; and the location thereof may be changed from 
time to time, if, in the judgment of the President, the public 
interests require it; and the powers, daties, obligations, 
responsibilities, and emoluments of the said surveyor gen- 
cral shall be the same as are now prescribed by law for the 
surveyor general of Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. The amendment was 
ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time; and the bill was read a third time, 
and passed. 

It provides that the donations hereafter to be 
surveyed in Oregon and Washington, claimed 
under the provisions of the act of September 27, 
1850, shall, in no case, include a town site, or 
lands settled upon for purposes of business or 
trade, and not for agriculture; and that all town 
sites shall be subject to the operations of the act 
of May 23, 1844, “ for the relief of the citizens of 
towns upon lands of the United States, under cer- 
tain circumstances.” It also proposes to extend 


|| the preémption privilege, granted by the act of 


September 4, 1841, to lands in Oregon and Wash- 
ington, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, not 
rightfully claimed, entered, or reserved, under the 
provision 


amendatory. It further proposes to grant to each 


of the Territories of Oregon and Washington, two | 


townships of land, in legal subdivisions for uni- 
versity purposes, in lieu of the two townships 
granted to Oregon by the act of 1850. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. ; 

On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tronspar, June 22, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. 


The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 


s of the bill or the act to which it is | 


Prayer | 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 

is the call of committees for reports. 
MEXICAN TREATY. 

Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported a 
bill; which was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill to enable the President of the United 
States to fulfill the third article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Repub- 
lic of 30th December, 1853, as amended by the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. FULLER obtained the floor, but yielded 


to 

Mr. HOUSTON. By the gentleman’s permis-- 
sion, J will submit a proposition to the House, 
and it is this: To-morrow is private bill day, and 
being objection day, as I understand, it will be 
proper for us to give that business some attention 
when we can do so much good work. If the civil 
and diplomatic bill is not concluded to-day, the 
presumption is that its consideration will go over 
to next week. If gentlemen would agree to it, I 
would like that the morning hour of to-day be de- 
voted to the consideration of that bill in committee. 
If the proposition be agreed to, we may finish the 
bill before our adjournment. 

Mr. OLDS. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, I wish to say a word. I de- 
sire that committees should have the morning 
hour, during which they may submit reports reg- 
ularly. When it has terminated, we can go into 
committee, and there remain until we can bring 
the civil and diplomatic bill out with us. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not ask more. I do 
not want to-interfere with the regular business of 
the morning hour. All I desire is to have the 
civil and diplomatic bill finished to-day. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 
bring forward a question as to the privilege of this 
House in reference to the bill which has been re- 
ported this morning from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. I want an opportunity to plead the 
privilege of this House before we vote on that bill. 

am not ready this day. The matter comes all 
of a sudden and by surprise on me; and I want 
opportunity of pleading the privileges of the House, 
the Constitution of the United States, and the 
people of the United States, before we pass to that 
appropriation. I ask it, sir, in the name of the 
Constitution, of the House, and of the country. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman submit 
any distinct proposition for the action of the 
House? 

Mr. BENTON. I propose that we do not con- 
sider that appropriation until we shall have an 
opportunity of inquiring whether the privileges 
of the ELouse have been invaded in the negotiation 
of that treaty. This I will be ready for to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman misunder- 
stands the condition of the bill. It is a distinct 
bill to be taken up and considered in Committee 
of the Whole, and is there open todebate. There 
is no proposition to incorporate it with the civil 
and diplomatic bill. Indeed there is an express 
rale which requires all bills appropriating money 
to carry out treaties to be referred to and discussed 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. | did not propose to take up the bill 
to-day. 

ADDITIONAL REVENUE CUTTERS. 

Mr. FULLER. I desire, before the House 
proceeds to the business of the morning hour, to 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to take 
up bill No. 242, relating to revenue cutters, which 
I brought up yesterday morning. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. [ rise to a 
privileged question. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the minority of the select 
committee on the superintendence of national 
armories was yesterday referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. Ido not propose now to 
take it up, as the gentleman who presented it is 
absent; but I ask that it may be entered. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN, it was 


1854. 


1477 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition for a mail route from Hudsonville, Illinois, and 
Bel-Air, Also, tor a mail route from Marshall to Charles- 
town; and also from Greville to Charlestown, and also 
from Charlestown to Sullivan, 


[The object of Mr. A. is to-lay them before the 
Post Office Department.] 


MODIFICATION OF THE POSTAGE LAWS. 


Mr. OLDS. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to report the 
following bill: 

A bill further to amend the act entitled “An act 
to reduce and modify the rates of postage of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” passed 
March 3, 1851. 

_ The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and was then read by the Clerk in extenso. 

Mr. OLDS. I desire merely to say to the 
House that this is the fifth section of the substi- 
tute for the postage bill, acted on by the House 
the other day. It makes the postage of letters for 
distances under three thousand miles three cents, 
and requires prepayment, and that that prepay- 
ment be by stamps. It puts ocean postage at five 
cents for distances under three thousand miles, 
and at ten cents for distances over three thousand 
miles. That postage is now ten and twenty cents. 

Inasmuch as I do not propose to say a word 
myself in reference to this subject, supposing that 
the bill is perfectly understood by the House, I 
propose now to move the previous question on its 
passage; and let the bill be either lost or passed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw his motion, simply for the 
purpose of enabling me to ask him a question in 
reference to this bill, to which I have no hostility ? 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to know if this is what 
was left of the substitute the other day after the 
House had stricken out the sections respecting the 
franking privilege, and that which proposed to in- 
crease the postage on newspapers ? 

Mr. OLDS. This is the fifth section of the 
substitute. It contains nothing about newspapers 
or the franking privilege. It is precisely the fifth 
section of that bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman from Ohio will 
excuse me for making another observation. To 
me this bill is entirely unexceptionable, as I think 
that the prepayment of postage at the rate of three 
cents is a desirable thing, and it will save a great 
deal of intricate machinery in the Post Office. 

Mr. OLDS. I now move the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, that we may, if possible, get clear 
of the civil and diplomatic bill to-day; and on that 
motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Parker, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes 54, 

Mr.OLDS. I call for the yeasand nays. But 
if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. J onus] will 
withdraw his motion for a moment, to allow me 
to make a motion to recommit the bill, and that 
it be printed, I am willing that it should go over 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the motion. 

Mr. OLDS. Otherwise the bill will go to the 
Speaker’s table and be lost. I therefore ask the 
yeas and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will allow the motion to recommit to 
be entertained. 

Mr.JONES. You havealready voted it down. 
It was done the other day. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the Chair 
allow me to make an inquiry? If the House re- 
solve to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union now, what will be the con- 
dition of the bill of the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER, Itwillgo upon the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If a motion is made now 
to recommit the bill, will it not come up to-mor- 
row morning? 

The SPEAKER. 
morning hour. 


I cannot withdraw 


it will come up during the 


Mr. STEPHENS. Then I hope the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman’s making the motion. 

Mr, OLDS. Then I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a privileged question. 
I desire to make a personal explanation in con- 
nection with the resolution which I offered yester- 
day; and I desire the consent of the House to do 
so before the House resolves itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. BROOKS proceeded. To guard against 
misapprehension, misrepresentation, and misre- 
porting, | have put what I desired to say in 
writing. What I have to say is this: 

It has been intimated to me that the resolutions 
of which I gave notice on yesterday might be | 
fairly construed by some, and designedly so by 
others, into a censure upon my friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. CuurcuweE..] I now declare that 
to censure that gentleman, even by implication, 
was no part of my design. No one knows better 
than himself, that my sympathies were with him 
because of political association; and many with 
whom [am most familiar, know that, impressed | 
as I was with the belief that there was a concerted | 
pian by some of the opponents of the Nebraska 

ill to embarrass the gentleman, I had avowed my 


purpose to sustain him under every circumstance, | 


and had made animated efforts to produce in them | 
a like determination. 
They also know that it was my intention to 


man [Mr. CuLLom] now before me, that I should 
say, as I do now, to the House and the country, 
that he had nothing to do, directly or indirectly, 
with the personal explanation which I made before 
the House on that day, in relation to the use of 
my name in the speech of the honorable member 
[Mr. CuucH wet] on the Nebraska bill. He had 
i no knowledge of my design to do so at that time. 
And let me say, that I had no intention of bring- 
ing the matter up at the time, when I entered 
the Hall on Monday morning. I did not think 
of such a thing until the gentleman from Tennes- 
see himself brought the matters connected with 
his speech before the House. 

It is certainly due, Mr. Speaker, to all parties, 
that I should here, in this open way, before the 
House, acquit all those who participated in the 
discussion of Monday last of anything like a 
combined or premeditated design to assail, in any 
way, the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Cuurcnwer. i 

Mr. BROOKS. [am unwilling, sir, to hold to 
the belief expressed in my previous remarks, 
after the assurance of the gentleman from Ohio. 
When I am assured, as has been done by the gen- 
tleman on his honor, that no such combination 
existed, I am, as a gentleman, bound to believe 
that none existed. I do so believe, and am glad 
of having given the opportunity to the gentleman 
from Ohio for explanation. I knew that suspi- 
| cion of combination was entertained. I knew that 
it was entertained generally; and gentlemen on 
that side must admit that there were circumstances 
of a suspicious nature connected with the mat- 
i ter. 

Mr. MILLSON, 
The SPEAKER. 


I desire to say a single word. 
Ig there unanimous consent 


|| to the gentleman’s proceeding with his explanation? 


Mr. RUSSELL. I object. 


move to lay on the table the resolution of which 
notice was given by the gentleman from Virginia, | 
[Mr. MiLLson,] and which I, in common with i 
others, fancied, at the time, to be a maneuver of a | 
combination. 


Virginia, I have to say, I am now satisfied that I 
was in error, and did him injustice by the suspi- 
cions I entertained. I now know that they were 
unfounded. 

In respect to my resolutions I have this to say. 
It had been openly asserted on the floor, in reply 
to a manly and tasteful apology for violating the 
decorum of this body, that a ‘deadly instru- 
ment ” had been angrily exhibited in this House. 
This announcement would go to the country; and 
without intending to support or deny the asser- 
tion as to the exhibition of a weapon, it occurred 
to me that there was a manifest propriety in tem- 
pering so grave an announcement, by coupling 
with it an assurance to the public that this House | 
would reprobate, whenever it might occur, con- 
duct so at variance with its decorum, and detract- 
ing from the dignity of the American Congress. 

The first of the resolutions I presented is founded 
in propriety, in honor, and in wisdom, and I shall 
insist upon its being added to the rules of the 
House. 

The other was intended to ridicule an unmanly 
and pernicious habit, and to restore by a jest the 
harmony of the House, which was fast becoming 
excited and divided. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to allow mea single word. 

Mr. BROOKS. With pleasure. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say, in connec- || 


tion with the remarks submitted by the honorable 
member from South Carolina, in relation to his | 
impression that there was a preconcerted plan to í 


| 
In regard to the action of the gentleman from | 
| 


Mr. MILLSON. I have the floor by the con- 
sent of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the 
impression that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina yielded up the floor altogether. 

Mr. BROOKS. I yielded for explanationto the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MILLSON. One word only. Itis matter 
of surprise to me, sir, that any gentleman in this 
Hall would suppose that, in introducing the reso- 
lution yesterday, l could have been influenced by 
any other motive than to vindicate the dignity of 
the House. I wish only to say, that whatever 
have been the impressions of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, either in his original suspicion or 
his present belief, they have been derived from 
no word that I have uttered to him; for I have 
had no conversation with him on the subject. 

Mr. HUNT. I desire to call the attention of 
the honorable member from South Carolina, whom 
I know to bea man of honor, to an expression of 
a general character made use of in his remarks. 
He said: “And many with whom I am most fa- 
miliar know that, impressed as I was with the 
belief that there was «a concerted plan by the oppo- 
nents of the Nebraska bill to embarrass the gentle- 
man,’?&c. As a gentleman, I am incapable of 
doing wrong to any man. When offended on 
just cause, I will hold the wrong-doer to an ac- 
count. I knew that the gentleman never meant 
to apply such an observation to me. As the ex- 
| pression was general, however, I felt bound to 
bring it to his attention. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, to insert in my remarks the 
word ‘‘ some.” I acknowledge that I entertained 


|| suspicion; but I do not now. With the consent 


of the House, I shall insert the word ‘* some.”’ 


embarrass the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. CuurcuweE tu,] that it is due to 
others, and especially to those involved in the 
trouble, that I should say, as I do now, that there 
was nothing like a preconeerted plan on my part 
with others in bringing up the matter which I 
brought before the House connected with the ex- 
planation of the honorable gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee [Mr. Caurcnwett] on Monday. And,! 
sir, | avail myself of the courtesy of my friend | 
from South Carolina, because I have understood : 


| 
| 


from other sources that it has been asserted that || 


{ had made a prearranged or premeditated combi- | 
nation for the purpose of putting him in a false | 
position. i 


itis especially due to the colleague of the gentle- | 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion the House then resolved itself into 
he Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Orr in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose, they had under consideration the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
| {Mr. Haven,] which is as follows: 


| 


For the purchase of the lots or parceis of land, with the 
appurtenances and the buildings thereon belonging, the one 
| thereof to the Bank of Commerce, and the other thereof to 
| the Bank of the State of New York, and particularly re- 
ferred to and described in two contracts, ove with each of 
said banks, for the leasing and right to purchase the same, 
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hearing date the 19th of August, 1853, $530,000: Provided, 
That before the said purchase is completed, the Siate of 
New Yark shall cede to the United States jurisdiction over 
said land and property, and shalt by law exonerate the same, 
and the property of the United States thereon, from 
levies, and assessments thereon, whilst We same remains 
the property of the United States. 


And-that said amendment was, on motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Ronsts,] 
amended by the addition of the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That no part of this appropriation 
isto be used, until the Beeretary of the Treasury has eutered 
imo a negotiation with the Jessors of the lot in question 10 
get rid of said lease, and also has ascertained upon what 
terms said lease can be disposed of, and bas reported the 
result of said negotiation to the next session of Congress. 


Mr. PECKHAM. 1 wish to offer the follow- 
ing substitute for the amendment 
from New York, [Mr. Haven:] to insert after 
the words “land and property ” the following: 


Reserving the right of the State to serve civil and crim- 
inal process. 

Mr. HAVEN. Do I understand my colleague 
that he desires to offer my amendment precisely 
over again, with the addition of the words he 
suggests? 

Mr.PECKHAM. 1 mean to offer what I have 
gent up to the Clerk’s desk as a substitute for the 
whole amendment and the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Peckaan] is not 
in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon what ground 
does the Chair rule that the amendment is out of 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground that it 
is proposed to strike out and insert the very same 
matter already contained in the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. 1 had supposed it to be different 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is precisely the same 
matter, The change which the gentleman from 
New York desires to make he can make by pro- 
posing it in the form of an amendment to the 
amendment offered by his colleague, but not as a 
substitute. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ha- 
ven’s amendment, as amended; and it was agreed 


to. 
Mr. FARLEY. I offer the following amend- į 
ment: 


To complete the custom-honse at Waldoboro’, in the 
State of Maine, the sum of $13,000, which, in addition to 
the sum heretofore appropriated, shall constitute the eutire 
cost of the purchase of the site, and the erection and com- 
pletion of the bullding. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
in this place? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has there been a 
site of a custom-house got there yet? 

The CHAIRMAN. So faras the place in the 
bill is concerned at which this amendment comes 
in, itis in order, The Chair would inquire of the 
gentleman from Maive (Mr. Faruuy| if any ap- 
propriation has yet been made for the erection 
of a custom-house at this place, or if there has 
been any Jaw heretofore passed authorizing the 
construction of a custom-house there? 

Mr. FARLEY. There has been. If I can 
have the attention of the committee for a few mo- 
ments, I will endeavor to explain the matter to 
their satisfaction. fn the general appropriation 
act of 1852, an appropriation was made in the fol- 
lowing language: 


‘erect the said building, it shall first be his duty to procure a 
proper site or lot of ground, and [0 wake a contract or col 
tracts for the erection of said building and furnishing t 
game, ata siun or sums which shall not, in the whole, €x 
ceed the sum of $19,000, inclusive of said lot, which said 
contract or contracts shall be secured by good and sufficient 
sureties, to the satisfaction of the said Secretary of the 
‘Treasury and President of the United States.” 


In pursuance of this appropriation, and under i 


the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, an 


boro’, the title of which was secured. 


all taxes, | 


of the gentleman | 


Is that amendment in order ; 
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missioners appointed to supérintend the erection 
of this custom-house: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, May 21, 1853. 

GentLemen: The supervising architect of this Depart- 
ment, after examining the proposals received for erecting 
the Waldoboro’ custom-house, reports that after making 
such modifications in their amounts as they require, he 
finds the lowest bid to be $22,816 95, while the amount of 
the appropriation (to which by the Jaw the whole building 
and furniture is restricted) now available, is only $9,753, 
consequently no contract can now be awarded on the pró- 
posals; but as the present design for the building is appro- 
priate for the purpose, instead of resorting to an interior 
one, which could be erected for the funds at the disposal of 
the Department, it has been decided to suspend action in 
the matter until the meeting of Congress, when the facts 
will be reported to it, and an appropriation recommended 
sufficient to meet the cost of construction. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Messrs. Jons G. Brown and WILLIAM A. SCHENCK, Com- 

missioners, Waldoboro’ custom-house. 


Under that letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury 
pended. ‘This Congress assembled. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury did not send in a report upon 


this subject, for the reason, which does not ap- 


pear in the papers, that it had been suggested that 
it would be better to change the port of entry in 
that district; and that if the change should be 
made, it would appear, in the report of Judge Bar- 
rett, to be made under the Jaw of the last session 
of Congress, for revising the revenue laws of the 


| United States. The Department, however, has 


come to the conclusion to let the port of entry 
remain at Waldoboro’, because itis a central point. 
That is the reason why no report was made of the 
facts by the Department at the commencement of 
this session. I to-day called upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury in relation to the matter, and Í 
have a letter from him, which I ask may be read. 


The letter was read, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 22, 1854. 
Sır: In reply to your letter of this date, | have the honor 
to state that of the sum of $12,000 appropriated by the act 
of August 31, 1852, for buildiug a custom: house at Watdo- 
boro’, $2.247 were expended in the purchase of a site, 
and other incidental charges, leaving a balance of $9,753 
applicable to the erectiou. A suitable plan of the building 
was devised, and proposals invited, the lowest of which 
was for $22,816 95. The Departnent, under the law, was 
unable to proceed upon this bid, and is indisposed to put 
up such a building as can be constructed for the $9,753. 
Fhe subject has, therefore, been suspended, until Congress 
shall determine upon the expediency of appropriating the 
further sum necessary, namely, $13,000. 
J have the honor t» be your obedient servant, 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
lion. E. W. Faruey, House of Representatives. 


Mr. FARLEY. [do not ask for this appropri- 


ation on the ground that a large amount of reve- 


nue is collected in the district of Waldoboro’, an | 


objection which I anticipate will be made; but for 
the reason that the business of the district, inde- 
pendent of foreign importations, requires the ergc- 
tion of a permanent fire-proof building. Gentle- 
men living remote from the sea-board districts, are, 
perhaps, not familiar with the duties imposed by 
law upon the officers of the customs, and which are 
yearly increasing, from the growing tonnage of this 
and other districts in Maine. All vessels built hav 
to be measured and furnished with the papers re- 
quired by law—those under license have a yearly 


renewal of their papers. ‘The duties required by |; 


your hospital laws; the recording of bills of sales; 


| the prevention of smuggling; the monthly returns 


: and record 


of the lot and charges amounted to $2,247. That li 


was in the fall of 1852. 
tary of the Treasury writes as follows to the com- 


In May, 1853, the Secre- |: 


to tbe Treasury Department, besides other duties, 


i too numerous to mention, and entirely discon- 
i! nected with the collection of revenue, require a 
i force of officers sufficient to discharge them, and | 
suitable buildings for the preservation of papers 
s. The performance of these duties is | 
+ attended with expense, itis true, butitis so trifling 


that it should not be mentioned in connection with 


| the importance of the great commercial interests 


intended to be protected by our revenue laws. 
I say, further, that the Government is interested 
in having suitable buildings erected at the ports of 


| entry of the important collection districts in Maine, 


whether large amounts of revenue are collected 
atthem or otherwise. The Secretary of the Treas- 


i ury has taken an intelligent view of this subject, | 
: and recommends an app 
agent of the Department selected a Jot at Waldo- | 


The cost}: 


the Department in this instance. 

Į present this subject as an independent meas- 
ure, free from the objection of being connected 
with any schemes of a log-rolling character, and 


5 


|i desire to have it decided upon its merits. 


proceedings on the building were sus- j 


lication of the policy of |: 


June 22, 


This district of Waldoboro’ has a population 
of about forty-five thousand inhabitants. Within 
its limits were built, in 1853, forty thousand tons 
| of shipping; during the present year there wili be 
built fifty thousand tons of the first class, What 
is true of the Waldoboro’ district, in this respect, 
is equally applicable to most of the other districts 
in Maine, in proportion to their population and 
capital, Of the total amount of tonnage owned 
within the several collection districts of the United 
States, Waldoboro’ ranks as the ninth. During 
the year 1853, there were built in the State of 
Maine, as I ascertain from sources not official, 
yet of a reliable character, one hundred and sev- 
enty thousand tons of shipping, worth at least 
$10,000,000. A portion of the tonnage yearly built 
is retained by her. The remainder is sold to citi- 
zens of other States. She builds nearly one half of 
the tonnage of the sea-going vessels of the country. 
Every dollar the Government has expended for 
custom-houses in Maine, and aids to navigation 
along her coast, has been well invested, and has 
been returned over and over again, She is the 
great ship-building State of the Union; and our 
foreign commerce, to which Maine contributes so 
important an element, is doing more to spread a 
knowledge of our institutions and government 
throughout the world, and giving an influence to 
the American name in other lands, than perhaps 
any other great interest of our country. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would inquire if that let- 
ter is dated to-day? 

Mr. FARLEY. Itis. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is very singular, for there 
is no estimate for it at all. 

Mr. LETCHER. if the House can stand this 
custom-house, I shall begin to despair; and I 
think they will then be ready to swallow any- 
thing which may be proposed here for the expen- 
diture of the public money. 

Now, sir, at this place called Waldoboro’, in the 
| State of Maine, there is collected revenue amount- 
| ing to $1,740, and that ata cost to the Govern- 
| ment of $4,871. Now, in that state of the case, 
| the Secretary of the Treasury comes here with a 
letter, and states that he cannot build this custom- 
house with the $9,000, which is the balance of the 
appropriation; but that he must have $22,000 to 
expend upon that point, where the expense of col- 
lecting exceeds the revenue by $3,131. 

Now, sir, I ask if this House is prepared to 
| stand that? If they are willing to uphold, by their 
action, recommendations of this sort, and to make 
expenditures of money upon works of this kind, 
i| wherever and whenever people choose to come 
forward and ask for appropriations, there will 
probably be found a dozen other places where the 
Government collects revenue, and where the dis- 
parity between the amount collected and the cost 
of collecting it is not so great as is it at the place 
under consideration, where they could, with equal 
propriety, make an expenditure of $20,000 to build 
custom-houses, court-houses, and post offices. 
hope the House will put á stop to this thing; and 
if the Secretary of the Treasury is disposed to 
| make such expenditures, that they will give him 
to understand that he cannot get the money here 
to carry out the plan. 

Mr. FARLEY. I would inquire if I can move 
i to increase or reduce the amount of my amend- 
ment, in order to enable me to reply to the gen- 
| tleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot do 
that. 

Mr. FARLEY. Cannot I withdraw it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. LETCHER. Tobject. 

Mr, FARLEY. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
CuurcnweLL were appointed. 

The qnestion was taken; and the tellers reported 
: ayes 64, noes 55. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 offer the following 
amendment: 


i 
1 


i 
| 
| 


i 
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To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, in the 
State of Ohio, $25,000; 
|: To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, in the State 
|, of Missouri, $10,000 ; 
i To complete the marine 
! of Illinois, $8,009; 
i To complete the marine hospital at Louisville, 
t State of Kentucky, $12,000; 


hospital at Chicago, in the State 


in the 


1854. 
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To complete the marine hospital at Paducah, in the said i 
Srate of Kentucky, $5,906; 

To complete the marine hospital at Evansville, in the 
Stare of Indiana, $2,000 ; | 

To complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, and | 
to inclose the site and drain the same, and for the necessary | 
out buildings, $44,000. i 

] offer the amendment at this point to expedite | 
the progress of the bill. 1 fiad that the amend- 
ment was submitted some time since by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Brecxtnripes,] | 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. The 
committee will recollect that some weeks ago each 
of these items of the proposition was fully dis- 
cussed here, and adopted by the House. Each 
and every one of these items has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. They 
have also obtained the sanction of the Committee 
of Ways and Means; and my only object in 
offering it now is to expedite the progress of the 

il. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. The subject has been so fully discussed, 
that itis hardly worth while to say anything now. 
We are now expending on these marine hospitals, | 
in the purchase of sites, double what we collect 
from seamen. Besides appropriations for building 
these marine hospitals and keeping them up, our 
expenditures annually double the amount of our 
receipts from the tax on seamen’s wages. If we 
are to continue the system of building these 
houses, it seems to me those places which have ! 
received appropriations of $50,000 and $100,000, 
ought to stop, and let those places which have | 
received nothing at all get as much before they | 
go further. The buildings are substantially com- | 

| 
i 


pleted now. All that is needed is fencing, or the 
fixing up of the lot. The appropriations are not | 
for the substantial comforts of the hospitals, but 
for decoration; so L think that we had better vote 
them down. If we are to keep up the system, let 
those points for which no appropriations have 
been made, or, if any, small ones, get enough to 
build hospitals suitable for the care of sick sea- 
men, 

Mr. PRESTON. I move pro forma to reduce 
the appropriation five dollars, 

Mr. Chairman, so far as the hospital lying in 
my district is concerned, and which is included in 
the amendments submitted by the gentleman from 
Ohio, I have a letter from the resident physician 
there, which goes to show the remarks of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means | 
have no application to it. He said these appro- 
priations were only for ornamental work. In this 
case the appropriandi is to furnish necessary fur- | 
niture for the establishment. The resident phy- | 
sician writes as follows: 

UNTED Srares MARINE HOSPITAL, 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY, April 2, 1854. } 

Dear Sir: You are, perhaps, aware that the Government | 
hospital and grounds at this point are in a condition that i 
calls loudly for an apprepriation by Congress, and I respect- | 


fullyask of you the favor to interest yourself, as E doubt |: 


not it will be your pleasure to do, in getting the requisit 
sum silowed, if possible, at the present session. The hon 
orable Secretary of the Treasury, some time since, called 
for estimates for the improvements judged to be necessary, 


which were duly made out and forwarded. The amount | 
called for was about $12,000. A less sum, F am sure, 
would be altogether inadequate upon the most economical 
figures, if it be desirable to have things appear at all decent. 
With your permission L will state what is the condition 
of things, and leave you to form your own opinion as to 
what may be needful to be done in the premises. The house 
itself will do, save that the supply of furniture is very in- 
adequate, both as regards amount and quality, the bed- 
steads and bedding excepted. For instance, on coming 
here, [ was under the necessity, as my worthy predecessor 
had been, of furnishing, in principal part at my private cost, 
the apartments assigned to, or set. apart for, the resident 
medical officer, which was never contemplated by the laws 
regulating our hospitals, Not only so; I have to some ex- 
tent supplied tables, chairs, &c., for the public part of the 
house, rather than do without. There is not, I may say, a 
dozen good chairs, or seats of any kind, in all the wards of 
the hospital. The number of chairs originally furnisbed 
was very liniited, and the quality very inferior, indeed, in- 
somneh that, with ordinary usage, nearly the whole of 
them are now fallen to pieces. {could go on thus to par- 
ticularize, but must come to the main point, which is the 
state of the grounds. We have a nine acre lot; and, if we 
except the hospital building, wilh the indifferent pavement į 
about it, a cistern, a couple of dry wells, and a crazy board | 
fence that furnishes nu protection against the hogsand cattle ; 
that graze on the common around, the lot is wholly without 
improvement. The grounds are ungraded; uo walks of 
any kind; no shade trees, except an old locust or lwo; no 
shrubbery; no gateway or entrance of any kind, in front 
or rear—in short, nothing but heaps of unworked stone, £ 
and abundance of mud. in winter, and a luxuriant growth 
of unsightly weeds in summer, Every one who visits the 
premises has sumething to say about the sad lack of need- 
ful improvement, and all agree that the state of things is | 
disgraceful to the Government that allows it, and a perpet- | 


ual eye-sore to all passers-by. I hope, then, Colonel, that 
you will give your efficient aid in procuring the necessary 


| appropriation to put thingsin something like a decent fix. 


Of the amount originally appropriated for supplying this 
hospital with furniture, as I learn from Mr. Taunebill, the 
steward, some $1,000 or upwards were returned to the 
Treasury. I imagined that the like allowance for other 
hospitais was not found too large, It is very certain that 
there was need here for the whole of it. If there was not 
at first, there is great need of it now, I assure you. Per- 
sonally, of course, I can have little interest in this matter; 
but realty, for the credit of the Government and of our town, 
F should like to see things here wear a less repulsive aspect. 
I see there is a bill pending in Congress concerning custom- 
houses and hospitals, which, E suppose, provides for our 
institution. I hope it will not fail to pass; and it certainly 
cannot, if all the items embraced are as defensible as this 
of ours. 
Tain, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. N. HUGHES, 

Resident Physician United States Hospital. 

Hon. W. C. PRESTON. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. Irise not so much 
to reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Presron,]as | do to answer some of the argu- 
ments urged by the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Housrox.}] Ido not pretend to say that Iam 
in favor of the general amendment that has been 
offered to this biit. When the time comes for 
voting upon the distinct proposition, I shall then 
choose the position which I wish to occupy. The 
gentleman from Alabama urges as an argument 
against these appropriations, that the number of 
persons in the hospitals is very little proportionate 
to the amount of money invested in them; or in 
other words, that the expenditure upon these hos- 
| pitals is very largely in advance of the money 
received from the seamen. Suppose it is, what 
| shall we do? What does the gentleman from Ala- 
; bama propose to do? Shall we break down all 
our marine hospitals, because the money expended 


|| upon them is so greatly disproportionate to the 


į amount received from seamen, and which I might 
say is wrung from them ? What are we to do with 
them? Shall weturn theseseamen adriftupon the 
cold charities of the world? Does the gentleman 
from Alabama propose to repeal the tax levied 
upon seamen? 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana will allow me I will tell him; and if he had 
pad attention to my speech, he certainly would 

ave discovered that 1 was in favor—and [ ex- 
pressly said I was—of stopping the appropria- 
tions upon these buildings, upon which enough 
already had been expended, and to apply them to 
those buildings upon which very little money had 
been expended. 

Mr. JONES. How are we to determine in re- 
gard to this matter except upon estimates from the 
proper officers, or from individuals acquainted 
with the facts, whether these points have received 
sufficient appropriations or not? Shall we apply 
to the gentleman from Alabama, or to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or the gentlemen who rep- 
i resent the particular localities where these hospi- 
: tals are situated? Are we to leave them in a 
dilapidated conditton, and only halfbuilt, because 
the expenditures upon them have been heretofore 
extravagant? Shall we permit them to go to de- 
cay? And are these seamen who may be left at 
these points, to be thrown on the charity of the 
community because these hospitals, which have 
cost so much money, are not in a condition to re- 
ceive them? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Red river, the dis- 
i trict watered by which I have the honor to rep- 
resent, almost entirely, from the point at which 
| it enters into the State of Louisiana, to the point 
at which itenters into the Mississippi river—the 
Red river, with a magnificent navigation of twelve 
hundred miles—the Red river, through whose 
mouth nearly one fourth of the whole cotton crop 
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single marine hospital from its mouth to its 
source. And these seamen, who have to pay this 
tax, are deprived of all the advantages which 
should result to them from that tax. I have in- 
troduced a bill here this session to supply this 
want. It is now before the Committee on Com- 
merce, but as yet the committee have not reported 
it, and | fear they may not report it. But it is 
nothing but simple justice to my section of the 
| country that they should do so. But because this 
i bill has not been reported, and because there is no 

law establishing a marine hospital on the Red 
| river, I am debarred by the rules of the House 
; from offering. ap amendment which I should offer 
| to this bill, were I not so prevented; giving $25,000 


of the United States passes to market, has nota} 


aa 


| receiving. 


! than the buildings will have cost. 


i 
| 
i 


| 


| 
f 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


i 


| or $30,000 for the establishment of a single ma- 
irine hospital for the whole coast of the Red 


river. 
Mr. PRESTON, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment, 


The question recurred on Mr. Taynor’s amend- 
ment. 


Mr. WADE. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to the appropriation for the marine 


| hospital, at Cleveland, five dollars. 


T offer that amendment for the purpose of call- 


| ing the attention of the committee for a single 


moment to the condition of this hospital, which [ 
had the honor, at an early part of the session, to 
bring before the notice of the House. I want to 
say only that I have got here a letter from the 
Register of the Treasury, showing the amount of 
money that has been collected from seamen at the 
port of Cleveland, and the amount of revenue 
and imports collected at the port of Cleveland. I 
have also the statement of the collector of the port 
of Cleveland, showing the number of seamen who 
entered into that port during the last season. 
There were forty-six thousand seamen who en- 


| tered the port of Cleveland during the last season, 
| and an equal number who sailed from that port in 


the same time, making the number of seamen who 
entered and cleared ninety-two thousand. The 
amount of money which has been collected—hos- 
pital money as it is called—from seamen entering 
the port of Cleveland for the last four years, as 
appears from the Register’s letter, was upwards of 
$1,200 per annum. 

It has been said here that we are paying away 

much larger sums for this purpose than we are 
But there will be an end to these ap- 
propriations after a little time, when these hospi- 
tals shall have been finished, while the collec- 
tions for seamen will continue through all time; 
and as the numbers of these seamen increase, as 
they are yearly increasing on the lakes, it will be 
found that there will have been collected from the 
seamen at that port more, immeasurably more, 
And now the 
Government of the United States possesses a plot 
of ground in Cleveland, lying in one of the most 
beautiful parts of that beautiful city on the lake 
shore, which, by the increase in the value of 
property, is worth more than all that has been 
expended on the hospital. ‘That hospital is in 
a condition which is absolutely a disgrace to the 
Government of the United States. It is reared 
up, and some portions of the gables have been 
left open; some portion of the roof is tinned, and 
some portion is left untinned; the cornices are left 
open in some parts, allowing the storms to drive 
in, and some portions of the wards are left unfin- 
ished. 

There has been an average of seamen in this 
hospital of twenty-eight during the year before 
this; and there has been an average of more than 
forty-eight during the last season. That is the 
average of every day. And yet, Mr, Chairman, 
at this season, indicating, as it does, a’ season of 
great sickness and calamity to seamen, there is no 
opportunity at all to receive the number that apply 
there for reception; and there are little advantages, 
therefore, to the seamen, and no chances of sus- 
taining them in comfort at that point. . 

Now, it seems to me, that if this House is not 
disposed to take the position of the gentleman 
from Alabama, the honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, which is to leave 
these works in a state of dilapidation, and allow 


| them to go to decay, as a monument of the folly 
| of this Government in throwing away its money 
lin this manner, then we have nothing to do but 


simply to make these appropriations and finish all 
these buildings, thereby giving to the poor gea- 
man the opportunity for some little comfort in 


| the course of a life which, at best, is one of dis- 
j comfort, adventure, and much suffering on his 


art. 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, then with- 
rew his amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Taryzor, of Ohio; and it was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I offer the amendment 
which I send up to the Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


For the construction of, a marine hospital at Vicksburg, 
in the State of Mississippi, the sum of $58,000. 


June 22, 


of January last. 
estimate made by that officer, whose peculiar prov- 
ince it is to investigate the situation of these sev- 
eral works, and the amounts necessary to carry 
them on. I suppose him to have had correct in- |! 
formation on the subject, and therefore think his 
opinions entitled to consideration. In the third 
place, Mississippi, under the operations of the 
present tariff, is one of the largest tax-paying 
States of this Union; and but few, and very small 
favors, have been dispensed to her in the way of 
appropriations by the General Government. If 
money is to be appropriated for objects of this 
kind, there can be no good reason why a part of 
it should not be expended in her borders. Did 
this appropriation redound alone to the interest of 
the citizens of Vicksburg, or even of the State, I 
doubt whether she would have ever made applica- 
tion to Congress for any amount; for our people 
feel fully able to take care of themselves without 
gratuities from Government. But, sir, Vicksburg 
is a place of vast commercial importance upon the 
great thoroughfare of the southern and south- 
western States, where boats are ascending and de- 
scending the Mississippi; continually land their 
sick and dying, who never fail to meet with proper 
attention at the hands of the generous and humane 
citizens of Vicksburg. 

New Orleans, and all the cities below Vicks- 
burg, are annually, I may say, visited by de- 
structive epidemics; and at such times the citizens, 
as well as Government employees, officers of the 
Navy, sailors and others, seek a higher latitude. 
Many of them land at Vicksburg, and become a 
charge to its citizens, bringing with them diseases 
which spread and carry off many of her most |; 
valuable citizens. See with what violence the 
yellow fever prevailed there last year, and witness 
with what liberality her citizens, and the sur- 
rounding country, met the wants of the aillicted 
who were attacked in their midst. See with what 
personal hazard, and, in many cases, with the loss 
of estimable citizens, unremitting attention was 
given to the sick. Is it right, because they would 
not see the stranger and the poverty-stricken 
sulter and die for want of attention; because their 
hearts were touched with sympathy, and their 
purses open to relieve, that the whole burden of | 
this thing should fall upon their shoulders? Ij 
think not. There is certainly no paramount ob- | 
ligations upon them to do so. Build a marine 
hospital for the stranger, for our sailors, and | 
others who may be in the employment of the | 
Government, as you have done elsewhere. Again, 
I see, in looking over the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury above referred to, that he enu- 
merates the appropriations already made to eight 
different marine hospitals, besides Vicksburg, as 
follows, viz: to Cleveland, Ohio, $71,909 38; to 
St. Louis, Missouri, $82,274; to Chicago, Hi- 
nois, $49,712; to Louisville, Kentucky, $50,000 33; 
to Paducah, Kentucky, $51,625; to Evansville, 
Indiana, $45,000; to San Francisco, California, 
$180,000; to Portland, Maine, $30,000; to Vicks- 
burg, $10,000. I do not intend to find fault with 
the appropriations made to those different works; || 


for if I had ever supposed any objections could be | 


made to the action of Congress in these matters, 
it is new too late. : 

But what I wish to say is this: there can be no 
good reason offered why Congress should give 
liberally to others, and dole it out with such a 
miserly hand to Vicksburg. I hope a spirit of 
liberality will prompt the House to make this 
appropriation, and thus place Vicksburg upon the 
same footing with other places having no larger 
claims upon Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi is one which | 
had in my mind in the remarks I made some little 
time since. The Committee of Ways and Means, 
however, agreed to strike it out, with others, from 
the appropriations. My own impression is—and 
I so voted in committee—that the marine hospital 
at Vicksburg ought to be built. The committee, 
however, concluded to strike it out of the appro- 
priation; and one of these reasons was, Í recollect, 
that there are already a large number of marine 
hospitals upon the Mississippi and Ohio rivers; 
perhaps enough to accommodate all the sick sea- 
men upon those rivers. I will also state that we 
have made a general appropriation for taking care 
of sick seamen at places where there are no ma- 
rine hospitals. These are the reasons why the 
committee refused to recommend the appropria- 
tions. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DISNEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

To provide accommodations for sick and disabled seamen 
at Cincinnati, 60,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irise toa question of order. 
I ask if that amendment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it 
is not in order. 

Mr. DISNEY. Upon what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground that it 
is not embraced in the class of cases indicated in 
the 8lst rule, with which the gentleman is, no 
doubt, familiar. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thereis no law authorizing 
the appropriation. There is a general appropria- 


tion in this bill, providing for taking care of sick || 


seamen where there are no marine hospitals. But 
there is no law authorizing this appropriation, 
Mr. DISNEY. I till do not understand the 
point upon which the Chair rules thisamendment 
out of order. I desire to be advised upon that 


oint. 
p The CHAIRMAN. The Chair referred the 
gentleman to the 8lst rule, and remarked, as he 
now remarks, that it is not embraced in any one 
of the three classes of business indicated by that 


rule. 

oa DISNEY. I would like to have that rule 
read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would like to pre- 
sent, for the consideration of the Chair, the fact 
that this appropriation has been recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It will be found 
upon page 11, Ex. Doc. No. 5. He there pro- 
poses to establisha marine hospital at Cincinnati. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands | 


the rule of the Senate to be to incorporate into 
a general appropriation bill any item which has 
been recommended by any Department of the 


| Government, whether there is a previous law au- 


thorizing it or not. Such, however, is not the rule 
of the House. The 81st rule says: 


“ No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 


propriation bills, or he in order as an amendment thereto || 


for any expenditure by law, unless in continuation of ap- 
propriations for such public works and objects as are already 
in progress, and for the contingencies for carrying on the 
several departments of the Government.’? 

Under this rule the Chair decides the amend- 
ment to be out of order. Does the gentleman 
from- Ohio appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. DISNEY. I appeal from that decision, 
and I desire to submit one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is not debata- 
ble. The gentleman can only state the grounds 
upon which he takes it. 

Mr. DISNEY. Why is it not debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Because general debate is 
closed under the order of the House. 

Mr. DISNEY. Debate, then, is limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate at all can be 
allowed on the appeal. 

Mr, DISNEY.. | desire to state a fact. There 
is no law on the statute-book specially authorizing 
the construction of any marine hospital in this 


everything has been constructed by appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. He is making an argument on the appeal, 
if the gentleman will consult the legislation on the 
subject, he will find that all these appropriations 
have been inserted in the other end of the Capitol, 
and not here. That is so at least since the present 
occupant of the chair has been in Congress. 

Mr. DISNEY. My recollection of the facts 
is as 1 have stated it. . 

The question was taken; and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

Mr. SKELTON. IT move to amend by insert- 
ing the following after the seven hundred and 
forty-ninth line: 

For the better protection of life and property from ship- 
wreck on the New Jersey coast by the establishment of 
station houses, life-boats, and other apparatus, and toem- 
ploy suitable persons to take charge of such property, and 
to see that the object named is faithfully executed, $10,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I present the same question 
of order in reference to that amendment. 

Mr. SKELTON. ‘he Chair will perceive that 
the amendment is proposed to be inserted after 
appropriations for similar objects. 
he CHAIRMAN. Is there any law author- 

such an appropriation? 

r. SKELTON. There have been appropria- 
tions heretofore made for this object; and life- 
boats are on that coast now rotting for want of 
some person to take charge of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
amendment in its present shape is not in order. 

Mr. SKELTON. I must take an appeal from 
that decision, for humanity demands this appro~ 
priation. My constituents and the country de- 
| mand that I should appeal. 

i The CHAIRMAN. The question then is, 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee?” . 

Mr. SKELTON. I would like toask the Chair 
one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest 
Í to the gentleman that debate is not in order. 

Mr. SKELTON. I do not want to debate, but 
merely to ask a question of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is debate. 

The question was then taken on it; and the de- 
cision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. BRIDGES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
| Atthe end of line eight hundred and fourteen insert the 
following words: 
givo. office rent for the consul at Zurich, Switzerland, 
| The amendment is merely for office rent for the 
i United States consul at Zurich, Switzerland. I 
hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. HAVEN. Isubmitto the Chair that that 
amendment is out of order here. It should come 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I will say to the gentleman 
that this consulate was established in 1852. The 
present incumbent was appointed in 1853; and I 
presume that the Committee of Waysand Means 
were not aware of the existence of that consulate. 
Thesum of $100 has been appropriated for office 
rent in Basle, and the amendment only asks the 
same appropriation for Zurich, which is a more 
! important consulate than thatat Basle. There is 
more business transacted at Zurich than there is 
! at Basle, and I therefore hope that the committee 
' will not refuse to appropriate this sum of $100. I 
: may also add that the consulate at Basle will soon 
i 


izin. 


i be abolished by the President, as it is considered 
| to be altogether unnecessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is in order under the last 
| clause of the 81st rule, as it is ‘* for continuing 
| and carrying on the several departments of the 
| Government.” 


| Mr. BRIDGES. It is as much in order as the 


|i appropriation of $100 for office rent for the con- 


sulate at Basle. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would, however, submit to 
the Chair, that I do not know why custom-houses 
should not be considered in the same category. 
They are certainly for carrying on the revenue 
department of the Government. If appropria- 
tions for them are in order, 1 would like to take 


| a hand at them. [A laugh.} 


1854. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is in order, on the ground that he has stated. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: 

After line eight hundred and twenty-nine, insert the fol- | 
lowing words: 

To defray the expenses incurred, and to be incurred, in 
complying with the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 14th December, 1853, calling for a statement 
of the privileges and restrictions of the commercial inter- 
course of the United States with all foreign nations, and a 
table exhibiting a comparative statement between the tariff 
of other nations and that of the United States, $10,000. 

To enable the Secretary of State to pay to the persons 
employed to protect the property and persons of citizens of 
the United States at San Juan de Nicaragua, $12,000, orso 
much thereof as may be necessary to defray the expenses 
so incurred. 

__ Here is a detailed statement of these expenses, | 
if the House desire to have itread. The necessity 
for the appropriation of the first $10,000 arises in | 
pursuance of a resolution of the House; and the 
expenditure could not be avoided. The appro- | 
priation of $12,000 is for an amount contracted by | 
the Minister to Central America, the necessity for | 
which is explained by the papers which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. If the House desire to know 
further about it, they can permit the papers to be 
read. 

[Cries of ‘* It is not necessary !”} 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Iam instructed by | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to offer several | 
amendments to this part of the bill. I send the 
first amendment to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

For the payment to James B. Holimans, for services ren- 


dered as secretary of legation in Santiago, in the discharge 
of clerical duties left unperformed by his predecessors, $500. 


Mr. BAYLY. The facts of this case are 
these. There were two secretaries of legation 
appointed before Mr. Hollmans, and there was 
an accumulation of business upon the hands of the 
minister. When this gentleman went there as 
secretary of legation, he had to do more than to 
keep up the current business of the legation. He 
had to bring up the arrears of business, and we 
have appropriated ta him a sum less than those 
who had preceded him would have received, had | 
they arrived at their places and performed their 
duties. The Committee on Foreign Affairs were 
unanimous in the recommendation. j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ihave another amendment, which 
I will send to the Clerk. 

The amendment was reported as follows: 

For the payment to Henry Savage, at the rate of 81,500 | 
per annum, for diplomatic services rendered to the United į 
States during the several periods he has been in actual į 
correspondence with the Government of Guatemala and 
with the Department of State of the United States, $15,750, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs did not undertake to ascertain the precise 
amount which ought to be appropriated to this | 
gentleman; but we recommend to appropriate an 
amount that will certainly cover the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary of State. Mr. Marcy ad- | 
dressed a letter to the committee, in which he 
inclosed a letter of Mr. Buchanan, showing that 
this gentleman had rendered most meritorious 
services to the country, and recommending, in 
the strongest terms, the remuneration named in 
the amendment. We have putin a sum which 
will certainly cover it, and we leave it to the State 
Department to adjust the precise time during which | 
he was acting in a diplomatic character. It is 
recommended by the Department of State. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to inquire of my | 
colleague, if this proposed compensation is in addi- 
tion to that which is allowed to him as a foreign 
representative? It is a subject, which I confess 
I do not understand. 

Mr. BAYLY. This gentleman, Mr. Savage, 
was not officially in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment. That is, he had no commission from 
the President, and confirmed by the Senate. But | 
he was in constant correspondence with the State | 
Department, from Mr. Buchanan’s time down to | 
the present time. The Secretary of State recom- | 


mended an allowance of $2,000 per annum; but |! 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs placed it at | 
$1,600. If I could read the letter which I have | 


before me from the Secretary of State, which I 
have not time to do under the five minutes rule, [ 
could show, upon the authority of the Secretary 
of State, that this gentleman performed the most 
meritorious services, and that both Mr. Buchanan 
and Mr. Marcy recommended in the strongest 
terms that he should be remunerated. I said he 
was not in the official employ of the Government; 
but he was an intelligent, enlightened American 
citizen, who performed important diplomatic ser- 
vice, for which he ought to be paid. That is not 
only the opinion of the Executive, but it is the 
unanimous opinion of the committee of this House 
over which I am proud to preside. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I have the utmost confi- 
dence in the judgment of the committee over which 
my colleague presides. But, sir, it seems to me 
that this is rather a novel proposition. This gen- 
tleman was not officially employed by the Gov- 
ernment; and how do we know that he was not 
there upon his own private business, and, at the 
same time, carrying on a correspondence with the 
Government, thus “ killing two birds with one 
stone.” I am not disposed to make opposition to 
this amendment; but it seems to me that it is set- 
ting a bad precedent. 1 think we had bétter 
not sanction any Secretary of State, whether Mr. 
Buchanan, Mr. Marcy, or anybody else, in cloth- 
ing any individual with diplomatic authority in 
violation of law; and, therefore, notwithstanding 


the confidence which | have in the judgment of 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I hope this 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope my colleague will allow 
ie have the letter of the Secretary of State 
read. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iwill give my time to my 
colleague for that purpose, certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginta (Mr. McMuturn] had concluded his re- 
marks, and yielded the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I want the five 
minutes rule to be strictly enforced. 

ue CHAIRMAN. Then the letter cannot be 
read, 

Mr. BAYLY. Oh, I hope the gentleman will 
not object. 

Mr. JONES. If there is any gentleman on this 
floor whom I.would accommodate, it is the gen- 
tleman, but I do not want the rule to be violated. 

Mr. BAYLY. f then move to increase the ap- 
propriation one dollar. 

The CHAIRMAN: The gentleman cannot 
move to amend his own amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move to increase 
the appropriation five dollars. 

I offer this amendment for the purpose of giving 
me an opportuniry of asking the gentleman from 
Virginia a question. J ask the gentleman what is 
the amount of the apppropriation ? 

Mr. BAYLY. Fifteen thousand dollars. I 
now ask for the reading of the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, February 13, 1854. } 


Sır: T have the honor to reply to that portion of your | 


letter of the 8thinstant, which refers to Mr. Henry Savage’s 


claim for compensation for diplomatic services in Guate- | 


mala, since 1830, by the following statement: 

From early in 1830 until toward the close of 1833, Mr. 
Henry Savage corresponded with this Department, ina dip- 
Jomatie character, and as, during that period, there was 
no chargé d’affaires of the United States to that Republic, 
he assumed the functions of that agent. 

It also appears, that from the spring of 1842, say Aprilor 
May, until the 17th November, 1848, Mr. Savage acted as 
chargé, in the absence of any accredited agent, to Ventral 
America. 

He has also corresponded with this Department from the 
10th May, 1856, until the present time, during which period 
there has been no accredited representation of the United 
States to the Republic of Guatemala, and the archives and 
property of the former Jegation in Guatemala have been 
almost constantly in his care. The only communication 
on record addressed to him in relation to his diplomatic cor- 
respondence, is by Mr. Buchanan, under date of June 3d, 


1848, which acknowledges the receipt of letters from 18th i 


June, 1842, to 20th March, 1848, and adds: ‘* These let- 
ters have furnished the Department with most acceptable 
information upon the subject of Central American affairs, 
within the periods mentioned, for which I offer you my 
hearty thanks.” i 

It may be proper to state further, that the information 
communicated to the Department by Mr. Savage, has al- 
ways been interesting and important. In view of these 
facts, and of the services rendered by Mr. Savage to the 
interests of the United States, and of their citizens, the 
Department, though not prepared to recommend that these 
services should be remunerated at the rate of a chargé’s 


i show to be an error. 


salary, is still of the opinion that an allowance, at the rate 
of $1,500 or $2,000 per annum, might, with entire propriety, 
be made for Mr. Savage’s diplomatic services during the 


; several periods he has been in actual correspondence with 


the Government of Guatemala, and with this Department. 

The memorial of Mr. Savage’s representative is here- 
with returned. 

I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe~ 
dient servant, W. L. MARCY. 

Hon, Tuomas H. Bayiy, 

Chairman Committee Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. BAYLY. It will be perceived, Mr. 
Chairman, that, although the Secretary recom- 
mends that this gentleman be paid during the time 


| he was actually employed, from $1,500 or $2,000 


a year, the Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
taken the smallest sam. They have taken $1,500, 
and leave to the State Department to adjust the 
time he was actually employed in the diplomatic 
service of the country. Here are two Secretaries 
in succession approving his services and recom- 
mending this compensation. I cannot conceive 
how there can be a doubt about the propriety of 
the amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. It seems to me that the 
amendment is a most extraordinary one. Here 
is a gentleman who assumes the authority of our 
Minister abroad, representing the sovereignty of 
this Union, and corresponds with the Secretary 
of State; and we are now called ou to compen- 
sate him for so doing. If he were entitled to pay 
atall, E think the amount named is a little too 
much for this Congress to appropriate. 

I am opposed to the principle recognized by this 
Congress of making the Representatives of the 
people the mere machines of the heads of Depart- 
ments. Itis becominga fixed factin the legislation 
of this country, thatno money can be appropriated 
unless a man dwarfs himself into a sycophant, 


;and makes appeals to the heads of Departments 


to recommend appropriations. It is an outrage 
on the rights of the people, and I want to see it 
arrested, 

This claim goes back to 1833. I do not know 
that it is dishonorable sometimes to plead the 
statute of limitations against these claims. 

Mr. McMULLIN. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, | would inquire whether, this being a first 
claim, it ought not to have gone for consideration 


| to the Committee of Claims? 


Mr. SEWARD. I did not yield the floor to 
the gentleman to make a speech. It is no claim 
atall. This man was not in the employ of the 
Government. The Secretary of State had no right 
to make the employment. ie he did so we should 


| repudiate all such contracts. 


When public functionaries overleap their pow- 
ers, and act in violation of the Constitution of the 


: country, by recognizing those as foreign ministers 


who have not been appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, we cught to repudiate 
their acts, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I renew it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. l make the point of order, 
if it is not too late, that this is a private and indi- 
vidual claim. The party to whom the money is 
to be paid, was not in the employment of the 
Government and was not a public officer, and in 
no respect then can this claim be considered other 
than as a private claim. 

Mr. BAYLY. Upon that point of order I beg 
leave to say, that the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means assumes what the papers 
The gentleman for whom 
this appropriation is asked was in the employ- 


j ment of the Government. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Housron] does not come too late, 
and the Chair decides that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Barty] is 
not in order, upon the ground that it is a private 
claim. The Chair will state this, that wherever 


: amendments are recommended by committees of 
i the House, it is his practice, if he has any doubts 
i upon the subject, to rule them in order; but heap- 


plies the rule more strictly when amendments are 
offered by individual members. The Chair, in this 
case, has no doubt that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia is a private claim, 
and therefore rules it out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. It has been the universal rule 
here that one committee cannot overrule another. 
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The Committee on Foreign Affairs recommended 
the adoption of this amendment, and te Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
cannot rule an amendment out of order which 
another committee has recommended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment out of order. 


Mr. BAYLY. With all respect to the Chair, | 


I must appeal from that decision; because one 
commitiee cannot overrule another upon a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of appeal is 
not debatable. If the Chair had any doubts 
about the matter, he would decide that the amend- 


ment was in order. Any claim which had under- | 


gone an investigation by a committee of this 


House comes with more to recommend it to the | 


consideration of the House than any claim offered 
by an individual member, The Chair has no 
doubt that the amendment embraces a private 
claim, and therefore rules it out of order, From 
this decision the gentleman from Virginia appeals; 
and the question now is, ‘* Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” 

Mr. PRESTON. Can I be indulged in making 
a single statement to the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. PRESTON. I would refer the Chair to 
the case of John Bosman Kerr, where money was 
superadded in the deficiency bill. 

Several Mempens. The question is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I object to this statement, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The question is, ‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?” 

The question was taken, and the decision was 
sustained, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Aifuirs to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

To Peter Parker for services as chargé d'affaires in 
China, from May 24, 1852, to January 24, 1654, tne day of 
the arrival at Canton of the Ton, H. Marghall—eight 
months and seven days-—91 ,J70 78. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Parker is in China 
as secretary of legation, and in the absence of the 
commissioner, who is the minister there, he as- 
sumed diplomatic relations, as he had done fre- 
quently before. 

Mr. LETCEIER. Trisetoa question of order. 
Jask whether that is nota private claim? Is there 
any law authorizing that appropriation ? 

Mr. CHANDLER, ft isa claim which has 
been frequenily admitted in this kind of bil, and 
it comes to us sanctioned by the State Depart- 
ment. I was only induced by the request of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to withdraw this amendment when I offered it to 
the deficiency bill. He said it belonged to this 
bil, and there is no doubt that it does. 

Mr. LETCELER, [to Mr. Cranpier J Was 
Peter Parker ever appointed chargé d’affaires by 
the United States Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then why did he not get 
payment before this time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He comes here now for 
it. There has been no appropriation made for 
him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, if this 
individual was appointed minister? {s there any 
law appointing him? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is the custom of the 
country, and it has always been so, for secretaries 
of legation to discharge the duties of ministers, 
in their absence. This gentleman was appointed 
secretary of legation in China, and the minister 
went away and left him in charge of the legation. 
I am instructed by the State Department that this 
is the invariable custom. 1 believe that this gen- 
tleman has been so left in charge several times; 
and he has been invariably paid in this way, by a 
special appropriation. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the Chair 
allow mea remark at this point, because it will 
refer to other amendments. It is in relation to 
these things being authorized by law. We have 
not only a law, a statute on the subject, but we 


have the Constitution, which authorizes the Pres- | 


ident to inetitute missions; te appoint commercial 


agents, to appoint every description of foreign 
representatives. That is the law. And the only 
necessity for coming to Congress at all, in relation 


to foreign missions, is for an appropriation to pay 


ii them. 


‘Chere are many other amendments here in- 
volving the same principle. The law authorizes 
the appointment of ministers, by the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; and 
the only thing that the House has to do with the 
question at all, is to provide the appropriation to 
pay for their services. The question does not 
pertain to the House at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the case before the 
committee for consideration—the one brought for- 
ward by the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CruanpLer]—the services have been rendered. No 
appropriation had been made up to the time of the 
execution of those services. The case, therefore, 
in the judgment of the Chair, cannot be other- 
wise than one of a private claim against the Gov- 
ernment, and on that ground the Chair rules it to 


i be out of order. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair will allow me 
to take an appeal from that most strange decision, 
I wish to say that-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Remarksare notin order. 

Mr. LEECHER. Before the question on the 
appeal is taken, l desire to have a clause in the 
appropriation bill of the last Congress read. It 
relates to Peter Parker. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido not propose to debate 
the matter, but only desire a clause of a former 
appropriation bill read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair looks upon 
that as debate. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object to the reading. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. í have no objecuion 
to hearing the clause read, if the gentleman from 
Virginia will allow me to make a suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

The question then being, ‘ Shall the decision of 


the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” 


Mr. INGERSOLL called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MiopLE- 
swarrtH, and Harris of Alabama, wereappoimted. i 

‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported | 
—ayes 74, noes 46. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state, in 
addition to what he has already stated, that this 
amendment would properly come in as an amend- 
ment to a deficiency bill, but not as an amend- 
ment to the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I have another 
amendment, which L am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to offer. Itisas follows: 

For compensation to Joseph Graham, while acting as 
chargé Waftaires at Buenos Ayres. 

Mr. LETCHER. I raise the same question of 
order in reference to this amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is not in order for the same reason | 
as the last. 

Mr. BAYLY. Is not the question of order 
debatable ? i 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, will the Chair allow 
me, who have had some experience in this House, 
to make a single explanation in reference to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very 
happy to hear the gentleman, if there be no ob- 

ection. 

Mr. SKELTON. I object, as the same privi- 
lege was denied me just now. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I am exceedingly 
embarrassed by these proceedings 

Yhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair must interrupt 
the gentleman. The question of order is not de- 
butable, and objection has been made to his pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. PRATT. I appeal to the gentleman to 


withdraw his objection to the explanation of the || 


entleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
will throw this question open for all of us to dis- 
cuss? i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, This question of 
order, as I understand it, is not debatable under 
the five-minute rule. I must object. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, cir, I shall offer no more 


I want to know whether it ; 


| amendments from the committee over which 1 
| have the honor to preside, though thereare a good 
į many which I have been instructed to offer. “This 
| decision is in violation of the whole course of pro- 
ceeding in this House—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not in order. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I appeal to the gen- 
tleman to aliow me to say a single word upon the 
question of order. 

Mr. JONES. If thereisany onein this House 
I would do it for, it is the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia; but, sir, if we commence this discussion 
where is it to stop? I think we had better adhere 
to the rules, and confine ourselves to debate upon 
questions on which it can legimately take place. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee has been permitted to make 

remarks upon this question, L presume the Chair 
| will not rule me out of order in replying to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as debating 
the question of order: he only atated the reasons 
why he would not withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, | shall offer, as itis 
my duty to do, the amendments which have been 
intrusted to my care by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and let them be ruled out of order, if 
that is the decision of the Chair. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

For the payment to Anna S. P. Chew, execnirix of Wil- 
liam W. Chew, for his outtit as chargé d'affaires to Russia, 
$4,500. 

Mr. LETCHER. I make the same point there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
decision. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
ment: 

For the payment to Charles D. Aspendson, while he 
Í acted as chargé (affaires at Stockholm, $1,681 25. 

Mr. LETCHER. I raise the same point of 
order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
decision. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
ment: 

For the payment to Ferdinand Coxe, for his services as 
chargé Wattaires at Brazil, G672 95. 
| Mr. LETCHER. 1 raise the same point of 
| order there. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
| decision. 

Mr. PRESTON. Iappeal from that decision. 

The question was put on sustaining the decision 

| of the Chair; and, ona division, there were—ayes 
| 61, noes 39. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand tellers. 
| ‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER 
j and Aswe were appointed, 
| ‘The question was taken; and the decision of the 
; Chair was sustained, the tellers having reported— 
ayes 67, noes 54. 
i Mr. BAYLY. 
| offer: 
l For compensation to Francis Daines for the discharge 
| of the United States consular duties at Constantinople, 
| from the 16th of May, 1849, to the 20th December, 1852, in 
i conformity to tbe act of Congress approved the llth Au- 
i gust, 1848, $3,794 50, 

I desire to say, in respect to this amendment, 
that I hold in my hand the Congressional Globe, 
from which it appears that this was offered as an 
amendment to the deficiency bill, and entertained 
by the then Chairman of the Committee of the 
i Whole on the state of the Union. lt was passed 
|, by this House, and stricken out of the bil in the 
| Senate solely upon the ground thatit did notbelong 
| to the deficiency bill, but to the civil and diplo- 
|! matic bill. I say, afteran examination of the sub- 
i! ject, that the Jaw provides forthe payment of this 
|i sum to this man, and the only reason upon the 
|| face of the earth why it has not been paid, is, that 
i there is no appropriation provided for that pur- 
j pose. In that respect it stands precisely upon the 
| game footing with the other amendment, 
| Mr. LETCHER. If this money is actually due 
| to this man, and Congress ought to pay it, why 
does not the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs introduce a bill here, accompanied by 
| a report, showing the fact, and let that bill be 
! considered upon its merits? 
| The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
| 
| 


I offer the following amend- 


I offer the following amend- 


I have one more amendment to 


| 
| 
H 
i 
ji 
1 
i 
{ 


i 
i 
li 
it 

l 
iF 


| 


| stand the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercner] 
as raising a point of order upon the amendment? 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will answer 
the question of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Lercner] Jtis the duty of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to report a bill making appro- 
priation for all that is due under existing laws. 
if tney omit anything zas in this case, it is neces- 
sary that some other committee should offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. This is a case which ori- 
ginated in the year 1839. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say to my friend 
from Georgia that this is not in pursuance of law 
as | understand it, at least it is not an estimate 
that was ever before the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BAYLY. Tundertake to say, after an ex- 
amination of the case, that it is made in pursuance 
of law and of a recommendation of the Depart 
ment of State. There is no difficulty about the 
payment, except that we want the appropriation 
necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. In deciding the question 
of order raised by the gentleman from Virginia, 
the Chair adheres to the decision which he made, 
and which has been twice affirmed by the commit- 
tee, that the bill which isnow under consideration 
is a bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending 30th June, 1855, and that these amendments 
are notin order to it. The Chair states that if he 
had been presiding over the committee at the time 
when the deficiency bill was under consideration, 
he would have entertained these amendments, be- 
lieving them to belong to the deficiency bill; but 
he cannot do so to the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr.SEWARD. Iofferthe following resolution: 


For books voted to the members of the Thirty-Third Con- 
gress by the joint resolution of 24th February, 1854, and by 
the resolution of the House of 20th June, 1854, $199,510 87. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I have an amendment to 
offer, which is connected with the paragraph pre- | 
ceding that to which the gentleman from Georgia 
proposes his. 

Mr.SEWARD. I have no objection to hear- 
ing the gentleman’s amendment read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My amendment comes in 
after line eight hundred and ninety-seven. 

Mr.SEWARD. ‘1 object, then, to his amend- 
ment being offered now. 

The object of my amendment, as the House 
will perceive, is to provide the necessary amount 
of money to pay for the books we have ordered 
for the new members, in addition to the one hun- 
dred and sixty copies of Hickey’s Constitution. 
It is not necessary forme to make any remarks 
upon the subject, as the House is familiar with 
the question. The amount I proposed to appro- 
priate covers the entire cost of the books for the 
new members, and the one hundred and sixty 
copies for the old members. The amendment is 
drawn up in conformity to the resolution which 
has been passed by this House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I offer the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the amendment: 

And it shall be the duty of the Clerk of the Honse to | 
purchase of any person offering the same at publishers? 
prices, any ofthe works herein appropriated for, which ean- | 
not be furnished by the respective publishers. | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish the gentleman from 
Georgia would withdraw his amendment, and 
allow it to come in under the next head—miscel- 
laneous. It properly comes in under the head 
« miscellaneous.” F have an amendment which I 
desire to offer, and which is connected with the 
survey of the public lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands | 
that the amendment of the gentleman fram Geor- 
gia comes in after the first clause, under the head | 
© miscellaneous.’? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not so understand it. 
If that is so, {| have an amendment which I am 
instructed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to offer before the head “ miscellaneous” is taken 


up. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was misled ; 


as to the place where the gentleman desired to 
have his amendment come in, from the fact that | 
he indorsed itto come in at line eight hundred and 
ninety-eight instead of line eight hundred and 


1 Mr. DISNEY. 


! For the salaries and incidental expenses of the commis- 
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| sion appointed under Ihe act of March 30, 1851, for settling | 


laud claims iu California, $105,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment ofthe gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
| Jones] to the amendment of the gentleman from 
: Georgia, (Mr. Srwarp.] 

Mr. DISNEY. | desire to offer an amend- 
ment before that amendment is acted upon, to 
come in before the head ‘* miscellaneous.” It is 
in pursuance of the estimates made by the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, to carry out the 
provisions passed a few days since for extending 
the surveys of the public lands. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

For surveying the necessary base, meridian, standard, 
| parallels, township and section lines, in New Mexico, 
© B30 AO. 

for surveying the necessary base, meridian, standard, 
parallels, townsbip and seetion lines, in Kausas and Ne 
| braska, $50,000. 

For the salary of the surveyor general of New Mexico, 
i and cle:ks in his office, ¢7,500. 

For salary of the surveyor general of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, and clerks in his office, $2,000 

For office rent, fuel, aod incidental expenses, in New 
Mexico, $3,000, 

For clerk hire, office rent, fuel, and incidental expenses, 


rent, fuel, and incidental expenses, ) $4,300. 

l simply desire to say that 
| this amendment is offered by direction of the 
i Committee on Publie Lands. It has been pre- 


| the General Land Office. 


It is necessary to carry 


| providing for the survey of the public lands in 
these Territories. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Jones’s 


| SEWARD. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
| this amendment, if adopted, will have no influence 
and no effect upon the books that members are to 
| receive; but it is merely applicable to the Clerk, 
| who is charged with the duty of purchasing these 
| books. If the publishers have these books, he 
will take them at the publishers’ prices; but if 
| they do not have them on hand, and cannot fur- 
nish them, the Clerk then, under the present ar- 
rangement, may procure them of other persons, 
at any price he can get them for, and furnish them 
to us at the 
i which I have in offering this amendment, is to 


i and thus making the Government pay for them at 
the publishers’ price. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lam somewhat surprised that 
the gentleman from Tennessee should undertake 
to provide for such an emergency as he speaks of, 
and which he seems to contemplate. 


bers would be deprived of their books altogether; 
for I understand him to be opposed in toto to this 
whole appropriation. 

Mr. JONES. Iam. 


sir, I am not disposed to argue that question wit 
him at this time. I might do it, if the origina 


hundred and sixty copies of the Constitution to 
each member is a matter of no personal concern 
to the members themselves. 


selves. 
ulterior object in offering his amendment which 
he has not disclosed. I hold that the Clerk of this 
House is not compelled to go into the market and 


purchase them for whatever they are worth, and 
|! furnish them to the Government at the price he 
pays for them. 7 
the gentleman from Tennessee desires to accon- 
plish. He has some ulterior purpose, that does 
not appear upon the face of the amendment, which 
he has not the frankness to disclose. 


ninety-seven, The amendment is properly in! 


i 
| 
! 


ublishers’ price. The sole object | 


prevent the Clerk from purchasing these books of | 
| other persons at less than the publishers’ price, | 


proposition were now before the committee. Ij 
will simply say that the furnishing of these one 


They are furnished | 
for distribution, and not for the members them- | 
Bui, sir, I think the gentleman has some | 


purchase the books at any given price. He is to | ; lear ; 
‘| that estimate is right, the whole amount paid to 


in Kansas and Nebraska, ($8,000 beiug allowed lor office | 


| pared in accordance with estimates furnished by | 


| out the provisions in the various territorial bilis į 


amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. | 


Sir, if the | 
gentleman from Tennessee were to have the man- | 
agement ofthe matter himself, | imagine the mem- | 


Mr.SEWARD. The gentleman from Tennes- i 
see believes the whole system to be wrong, Well, | 


But I do not believe this is what j 


i 
i 
{ 
| 
i 
f 
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mistaken in toto. No such purpose exists, except 
iu the imagination of the gentleman. The amend- 
ment is plain and simple, It speaks for useif. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then why 1s it that the gen- 
tleman insists upon this amendment? Is it because 
he thinks the Clerk of the House will purchase 
these books at one price, and sell them to the Gov- 
ernment at another price? 

Mr. JONES. I want the Clerk to procure 
them at the publishers’ prices, and the Govern- 
ment to pay for them at he publishers’ prices, 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. H is to prevent 
the Clerk from practising a fraud upon the Gov- 
ernment. Under the resolution, as it now stands, 
itis the duty of the Clerk to purchase the bouks 
upon the best possible terms, and subserve the 
interests of the Government as best he can. [ 
think the amendment unnecessary, and | hope 
the committee will vote it down. Lask for tellers, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was taken; amd the amendment 
was rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 47, 
nes 80. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to reduce 
the amount of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, $99,000. 1 have no hope of the 
adoption of the motion for reduction; but | move 
it simply for the purpose of making a brief expla- 
antion. 

The gentleman from Georgia said that members 
were not interested in the copies of Hickey ’s Con- 
stitution, ordered yesterday. Í concede that they 
are not, beyond a very slight electioneering distri- 
bution of them. 

Mr. SEWARD. Has not the gentleman been 
in the habit of electioneering in that way ever 
since he has been in Congress? 

Mr. JONES. I have distributed what books 
were voted me among my constituents. 

I was going to remark, that there is one indi- 
vidual who is peculiarly interested in this matter, 
and he is the compiler of Hickey’s Constitution, 
There have been furnished the Senate heretofore, 
with those now ordered, thirty-nine thousand 


i| eight hundred and sixty-six copies of that book, 


ata cost of $40,366. The first two thousand were 
at $1 25 per copy, the rest at $1 each. 

Mr. SEWARD, Irise to a question of order. 
I think that the gentleman ought to confine his 
remarks to the character of his amendment, He 
is discussing the general question. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; I have moved to re- 
duce the appropriation, 

The CHAIRMAN. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee will be in order, if he pro- 
poses to apply them by showing that the appro- 
priation should be less than that contemplated, 
because the books can be purchased cheaper. 

Mr. JONES, The House has had furnished 
| it heretofore four hundred and ninety -six copies, 
i which itis reported to me from the Clerk’s office 
cost two dollars each. The first of thera did cost 
two dollars; but | ask the House 

Mr. SEWARD. | call the gentleman to order. 
He is not in order in talking of the past transac- 
tions of the Clerk of the House in reference to the 
purchase of these books. ʻ 

Mr. JONES. {am going on to show, Mr. 
Chairman, that these booke ought not to cost as 
much as is proposed. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the gentleman confine 
his remarks to the present cost. 

The CHAIRMAN. [If the gentleman’s object 
be as he states, the Chair is of the opinion that 
he is in order. 

Mr, JONES. The four hundred and ninety- 
six copies heretofore furnished the House, at two 
dollars each, would amount to $992. The num- 
ber ordered for the present House is thirty-eight 
thousand six hundred and twenty-two, which, at 
one dollar, will cost €38,622; making, with what 
the Senate have taken, $79,970. It is estimated, 1 
believe, by those who know something about what 
the cost of this work is, that it ean be published 
ata cost of forty cents a volume, leaving some 
sixty cents clear profit upon each volume. if 


i Mr. Hickey will be $79,970; the profit derived by 
him from the sale of the work will be $47,982; 
and he is all the time in the emaloyment vf the 
Government as one of the officers of the Senate, 
and his salary has been increased within the last 
year to $1,800 or $2,000. If we strike out the 


Mr. JONES. Tho gentleman from Georgia is |) amount named in the amendment; and have thees 


1484 


June 22, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


books printed by the public printer, they would 
cost us about forty cents per copy, and it would 
save some $25,000 to the Government. 

Mr.SEWARD. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether Mr. Hickey has not secured the 
copy-right of this work? 

Mr.JONES. 1 donot know, indeed. It is the 
Constitution of the United States, Washington’s 
Farewell Address, the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, and some few other things of that kind. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SEWARD. I understood the gentleman 
from Tennessee, yesterday, to take the position 
that these books, when published, are put into 
the market, and that they are sold for a price less 
than the publisher’s price. I do not see how it is 
possible that these books can be sold for a less 
price than the Government pays Mr. Hickey for 
them, unless the gentleman intends to make a 
general charge against members of Congress that 
they intend to take the one hundred and sixty 
copies of the Cunstitution and put them into the 
market. I hope the gentleman will state where 
these books are to be found, what private indi- 
viduals have them in their possession, and how 
they can get into the market? If the publisher | 
can sell more than he has published, to the Gov- 
ernment, as that amendment contemplates, I de- 


sire to know how it is that private individuals can į € } 
|| sometimes at a less proportion of the original price. 


get them at sixty cents a volume. | 

Mr. JONES. The amendment which I offered | 
before, about the purchasing of books, could not 
apply to Mr. Hickey’s book, because he can fur- 
nish you as many as you want, 

Mr. SEWARD. {understood the amendment 
as contemplating that the Clerk could make the 
purchase of the books for less money from private 
individuals. I desire to know how these books | 
get into the hands of private parties, so that they 
can sell them for a less price than the publisher. 
l have heard it said in private circles that mem- 
bers of Congress sell the books they receive from | 
the Government. 
gress to expel any member who shall be guilty of 
such a thing. 

Mr. JONES. As I before stated, Mr. Chair- 


man, it is these books which are out of print, in į 


the hands of the publishers, and not Mr. [lickey’s 
work on the Constitetion, Itis your ** American | 
Archives,” your “State Papers,” and someothers; 
and Task if they are in the hands of the pubiish- | 
ers? If'so, why put into the resolution yester- 
day that provision, that if any of these books can- 
not be procured they may buy other books in 
lieu of them to the same amount? Thatis the pro- | 
vision of the resolution; and I would ask again if | 
many of these books which are distributed have 
not been redistributed, by being purchased, and 
given out again and again? There have been more 
copies of them distributed by Congress than ever į 
were printed in the country. | 
Mr.SEWARD. If that betrue, all that T have | 
to say in relation to it is, that if the gentleman 


I hold itto bethe duty of Con- | 


j 
from Tennessee has information to that effect, he | 
ought to place it before the House. | 

Mr. JONES. I can tell the gentleman from ° 
Georgia that one of his colleagues told me here : 
that he had bought, some years ago, a full set of | 
books, which had been voted toa member of Con- , 
gress, costing some $500 or $600, at $125. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I understand the 
gentleman from Tennessee to object, because 
these books are sometimes found in the hands of | 


individuals to whom they were not assigned by | 
Butifa member of Congress die, what | 


Congress, l 
use would his family have of his statutes, or of | 
his law library, or of his cougressional docu- 


ments? They may, of course, in such a case, be | 


sold. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. JONES. I would wish to alter that by 
reducing the appropriation to $38,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. The gentleman cannot mod- | 
ify the resolution. : 
_Mr. JONES, I can modify my own proposi- | 
tion, i 
$38, 424. i 

Mr. SEWARD. TI object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can mod- | 
ify his proposition under the rules of the House, | 
though he cannot withdraw it, 


I move to reduce the appropriation to | 


The question was taken on the motion to re- i 


duce the appropriation to $38,424; and it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BARRY. I propose to offer the same 
amendment as that offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jonzs,] a few moments since, 
with the alteration of a word or two. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lobject. If it is the same 
amendment as that offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, it has already been decided by the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order 
to offer the same amendment. The Clerk will 
read it, that the committee may decide whether 
it is the same. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


And it wil} be the duty of the Clerk of the House to 
purchase from any person offering the same, at not more 
than publishers’ prices, any of the books herein appropri- 
ated tor, which cannot be furnished by the respective pub- 
lishers. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. BARRY. The object of my amendment 
is simply this: It is well understood that after 
the order for the distribution of these books has 
been made by the House, the publishers „send 
round the country and buy the books as best 
they can, at onë half, one quarter, and even 


They then bring these second-hand books and 
sell them to the Congress of the United States at 
the original price at which they were sold. The 
amendment which I offered will, if adopted, enable 
those who possess books which we desire to 
procure to offer them to Congress at less than 
publishers’ prices. This will prevent publishers 
from having a monopoly, as they have under the 
present system. This thing, as everybody knows, 
has grown into an outrageous abuse. Every man 
here is aware of it, although it is not susceptible 
of proof. There is not a gentleman on this floor 
who would question or dispute the fact that books 
which have been voted to members of Congress 
are sold half a dozen times over, and may again 
be sold half a dozen times over. Members of 
Congress die, whose libraries are sold as private 
property. Members of Congress dispose of these 
books, or they fall into the hands of those who 
dispose of them; and then publishers buy them 
again. 

There is no excuse and no palliation for the 
course of voting these books to members to such 
a large amount, except the single fact that former 
members of Congress have received these books, 
and now they must be voted to new members, as 
they had been voted on former occasions to old 
ones. Thus it goes on in constantly increasing 
proportion; and there will be no limit to it but 
the continuance of the Government and the want 
of means by Congress to buy these books. It 
originated, as abuses generally do, in a small be- 
ginning. It set out, at the start, with voting to 
members a few books which they could not pur- 
chase, which were only published by the Govern- 
ment, and which, consequently, could not be had 
by those even who were willing to spend their 
money forthem. Thenext step was to add books 
which every man could buy, and which every 
man, who needed a library, was bound to buy. 
Thus it was that the Congress of the United States 
placed itself in the condition of voluntarily going 
into the market and purchasing books for them- 
selves. For this there is no apology except their 
own feelings of economy, and their desire to save 
their own money and to spend the money of the 
people. 

Now, the one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution, which you have voted to 
yourselves, will not go to the people who are not 
able to purchase them for themselves, but they 
will be sent by members of Congress to their par- 
ticular friends throughout the country, who are 


men of influence, activity, and energy, and who | 


will use them to aid these members of Congress 
in their canvass. I say they will not go to indi- 
viduals who want the information, but are desti- 
tute of the means to purchaseit. They will go 
to those who can purchase the book; and the ap- 
propriation of the books will turn out to be a 
mere gratuity to men of character and fortune 
throughout the country. Every man must know 
this. You will find in the next canvass this 
Hickey’s Constitution, sent by members of Con- 


gress, on the center tables, and in the most expen 
sive libraries 

Mr. SEWARD. [rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is not debating the merits of the 
question. The gentleman talks about distributing 
these books for the benefit of individual members. 
It must be that the gentleman intends to distribute 
these one hundred and sixty volumes for his own 
benefit. 

Mr. BARRY. If I were to doit, I should have 
illustrious precedents; and it would only be doing 
what forty-nine out of fifty members will do. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Mississippi is taking a great deal 
of latitude in his remarks. 

Mr. BARRY. Itmay be; butI am illustrating 
the abuse of this system; and my amendment 
proposes to remedy that abuse, so far as it can be 
done. I propose to enable the Clerk of the House 
to purchase those books from any man who will 
sell them to him, provided he does not ask more 
than the publishers’ prices. The resolution, asit 
passed the other day, requires him to give the 
publishers’ prices, although they may be second 
or third-hand books. 

I understand there was a resolution offered 
some years ago, that each member’s name should 
be put upon every volume voted to him, so that 
it could not be resold, without its giving evidence 
of the source from which it came. Such a course 
ought to be adopted now; and if adopted, there 
would be an end of all this reselling of books by 
members. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Al which that amend- 
ment contains is in the resolution as adopted. 

The imputation which the honorable gentleman 
has cast upon members of Congress may be de- 
served or may not be deserved. Self-respect will 
lead us all to suppose that each man upon our 
right and upon our left is as pure as ourselves. I 
trust, therefore, that no resolution will be adopted 
of the kind which implies that members of Con- 
gress are, instead of being honorable, dishonor- 
able gentlemen; instead of being in the reception 
of valuable documents for the purpose of distri- 
bution, are vending out their wares to clerks or 
somebody else. If such a misfortune should 
befall any of us, it will be time enough then for 
gentlemen to come forward and make personal 
explanations. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish 
gentlemen of the committee to suppose that I 
make any imputation upon them for selling their 
books. 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is not arguing against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Cranner] was, and Iam speaking 
in his time. I believe that when the House votes 
books to a member he takes them as private prop- 
erty, and he has as much right to sell them in 
market, and to do what he pleases with the money, 
as he has to appropriate his per diem and mileage 
as he chooses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only remark I shalt 
make in reference to that amendment is, that all 
of it that is valuable is contained in the resolution 
introduced a few days since explanatory of the 
joint resolution. We cannot alter that resolution 
with propriety; and it is hardly necessary for us 
to undertake it. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the original amendment offered by Mr. Sew- 
ARD; and being taken, the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MURRAY. T am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to offer the following amend- 
ment: ` 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
purchase from the publishers, Messrs. Lippincott, Grambo 
& Co., two hundred copies of the second and third volumes 
of Schooterati’s History, &e., of the Indian tribes of the 
United States, to complete the sets of new members of the 
House of Representatives, at three dollars and fifty cents 
per volume, $1,400: Provided, That the said volumes shall 


be of the same style and quality of those heretofore fur- 
nished. 


The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MURRAY. 1 am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to offer the following: 


1. Fer the completion of the printing of the first session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress, $20,000 ; 
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2. For the purchase of paper for the completion of the 

punting of the first session of the Thirty-Third Congress, 
543,000; 

$ 3. For deficiency in the estimates heretofore submitted 

for the printing of the second session of the Thirty-Third 

Congress, $10,000 5 

4, For two additional clerks in the office of the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing, authorized by the joint res- 
olution approved February 6, 1854, at $1,500 each, $3,000; 

5. For rent of wareroom for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1855, $250 5 

6. For cartage and labor, in storing and transportation of 
paper from warcroom and office of Superintendent to the 
offices of the public printers, $550. 

Here is a letter from the Superintendent of Print- 
ing, which will explain the necessity of the appro- 
priations, which Į ask the Clerk to read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

‘í Ttems 1 and 2.—These two items are rendered neces- 
sary by the largely increased orders of both Houses of Con- 
gress for additional numbers of the usual annual documents, 
as well as their increased size; by the reprinting of large 
editions of documents which had been printed at the preced- 
ing session; by the order for a large edition (one hundred 
and fifty thousand copies) of a Compendium of the Seventh 
Census; and also by the clause in the deficiency bill, just 
passed, amending the printing act of 1852, by which the com- 
position of all documents hereafter ordered by both Houses of 
Congress is to be paid for twice instead of but once, as here- 
tofore. This office was aware, during the preparation of 
the deficiency bill, that a considerable deficiency would 
occur in the uppropriations for the printing and paper for 
the present session of Congress; but, at that early period 
of the session, it was impossible to make an approximate 
estimate of the extent of the orders for printing. 

«c Item 3.—An addition of $10,000 to the estimates here- 
tofore submitted for the printing of the two Houses of Con- 
gress ($5,000 to each) is made necessary by the amend- 
ment to the printing act of 1852 above referred to.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. The last two items, for the 
rent ofroom, $250, and for cartage and labor, $550, 
were contested here, and rejected when the defi- 
ciency bill was under consideration. They were 
ultimately agreed to, on the ground that the Com- 
mittee on the Public Printing of the two Houses 
had authorized the Superintendent to provide for 
these objects. The argument used there does not 
apply here. This is an appropriation for another 
year. There is no necessity for these two items, 
in my opinion. That is the opinion of the commit- 
tee, who have given them thorough examination. 
Contracts with the paper manufacturers have been 
heretofore, and ought to be hereafter, that they 
should deliver paper in such quantities and at such 
places as the Superintendent designated. That I 
may vote for the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman, I move to strike out the last two items. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, No further amendment 
is in order. | 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend what is 
proposed to be stricken out. I wish to add one 
dollar to the appropriation. Cannot I do that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
would be an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. STANTON. My amendment has prece- 
dence. Ihave the right to amend any portion 
proposed to be strieken out before the question is 
taken on striking out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to reply to the gen- 
tleman in reference to the necessity for these two 
items. The same necessity exists now which 
existed at the time the Joint Committee on the 
Public Printing gave its assent to the Superintend- 
ent. It grows out of the fact that an immense 
amount of labor is thrown on the hands of the 
Superintendent. It is true that the contractors 
are required to deliver the paper wherever he 
directs, In the absence of a warehouse, he would 


| will not allow what has been erected to go to 
j ruins. 


direct that it be sent to the printers. The printers 
say that they have not room for it. [t is not a 
part of their duty, they allege, to take care of this 
property, and to insure its safety. All they want 
is a sufficient quantity to do the various jobs that 
are sent to them. 

Mr.PRATT. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Sranron] allow me toask him aques- į; 
tion. Is not the surplus paper stored within this | 
building, and is there not room for ten times as |; 
much as is ever on hand at any one time? 

Mr.STANTON. A very small portion of the || 
paper intended for printing is stored in the room || 
occupied by the Superintendent of the Public i 
Printing. But the gentleman asks if the surplus |, 


Mr. PRATT. It is stored in this building, | 
and is seen as we are passing through it. 


{ 

i 

| 
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paper is not stored within this building. i 
i 

! 

j 


: commodated with a bridge above Georgetown 


| other persons, that this crossing of the Potomac 


Mr. STANTON. Where? 

Mr. PRATT. Just below the rotunda. 

Mr. STANTON. Does not the gentleman | 
know that the paper to which he refers is that | 


used for packingand folding? There is notroom |j 


enough in this building for storing the paper used 
for printing. I withdraw the amendment I of- | 
fered. 

Mr. PRATT. I object to the withdrawal of 
the amendment. I consider this proposition to be 
on a par with a good many others that are made 
here, the object of which is to procure appropria- 
tions of money by the General Government for the 
benefit of private individuals. l mean to attribute į 
no improper motives to the Committee on Print- 
ing, or to any gentleman upon this floor. But L 
do know that there are individuals prowling about 
this Capitol who manage to sponge money from 
the General Government, and they doit in a man- 
ner which I cannot approve. IT do not believe 
that it was proper to make the appropriation we 
did for last year for storing and carting paper, 
and all that kind of thing. 1 do not believe, be- : 
cause we concluded to pay the expenses of last 
year incurred in this way, that it is any reason 
why we should do itanother year. I am opposed, 
in fact, to the whole proposition. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question then recurring upon Mr. Hovs- 
ron’s amendment, it was taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected. | 

The question was then taken on Mr. Murray’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DISNEY. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to offer the following 
amendment: 

For compensation to draughtsmen and clerks employed 
on the maps of the public lands, under the resolution of 4th | 
May, 1848, $7,500. 

lt is hardly necessary for me to state to the 
committee that the amendment is to provide com- 
pensation to the clerks and draughtsmen employed 
on the maps of the public Jands, in pursuance of 
the order of the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 


For the completion of the bridge at the Little Falls, in the 
District of Columbia, $75,000: Provided, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be expended exceptin Cultitiment of 
a contract which the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby 
required to make, if in bis power to do so, for the comple- 
tion of said bridge for the amount hereby appropriated; | 
and it shall be, and is hereby “declared to be, the duty of | 
said Secretary to require the contractor or contractors to 
give bond with ample security for the fulfillment of his con- 
tact. 


Mr. SMITH. The subject has been so much 
before the committee that it is hardly necessary 
for me to speak upon it. This Government has 
exclusive jurisdiction over the District of Colum- 
bia, and it is bound to promote its interests, I 


at the Little Falls was owned by a joint stock į 
company, and that their interest in it was pur- | 
chased up by the Government. The improve- 
ment for which this appropriation is proposed, is 
necessary to the commerce and trade of the sur- 
rounding country. A large sum has been already | 
expended on the bridge; and I suppose Congress 


This appropriation, according to the evidence 
which I have here, will put it in a complete con- 
dition; and I hope, therefore, it will be the pleasure ; 
of the committee to pass it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move to increase the appro- 
priation $100. 

I make this motion simply with a view to state 
that all of us here who have listened to the debate 
some time ago in relation to the bridge above 
Georgetown, and the manner in which it happened 
to fall while being raised under the supervision of 
the gentleman designated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, on my right, [Mr. Sranrow,] must 
have a desire to see the people of this District ac- 


some way or other, 

T understand, from the remarks of the gentle- į 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Smir, } that this $75,000, į 
if appropriated, would complete that bridge, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. And | 
I also understand from him, and from various 
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would state, however, that originally the bridge |) 


ee 


is one of the main thoroughfares to this city, by 
which the people from the surrounding country, 
hundreds of miles round, bring their produce to 
the market, in the cheapness and good supply of 
which we are all interested. 

Therefore, as a member of Congress, I feel my- 
self called upon by the sixty thousand people in 
this District who are without a vote, for a mem- 
ber of Congress, without the privilege of voting 
for a President, while we are their exclusive legis- 
lators; I feel myself bound, I say, to take care of 
their interests as far as I can. 

I think it isa public duty we owe to them, and 
I cheerfully vote for this appropriation, under the 
assurance that a bridge can be built there, sub- 
stantially and properly, under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Interior, or under his direc- 
tion, which will greatly promote the interests of 
this District and neighborhood, and that of the 
public men who are obliged to assemble here. 

Mr. SMI'TH, of Virginia, The gentleman from 
Ohio proposes to increase the amount contained 
in this amendment $100. Well, sir, lam opposed 
I object to increasing it, because it is 
wholly unnecessary. Of course, I am very much 
obliged to the gentleman for his support of the 
particular views which the amendment involves; 
but, inasmuch as $75,000 will accomplish all the 
objects I have in view, I think an increase is un- 
necessary. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Then I will withdraw my 
amendment. ; 

Mr. SMITH. Oh, no, no! T beg the gentle- 
man’s pardon. That is the foundation of my 
speech. [Laughter.] I want to make some re- 
marks in opposition. 

{ beg this committee to understand that the 
amendment which I have offered does not bind the 
Secretary of the Interior to go on with the plan 
heretofore adopted. I drew it up directly with a 
view to avoid that consequence, because there are 
gentlemen upon this floor who are opposed to iron 
bridges. Believing that, and keeping in view, also, 
our recent experience with another iron bridge, I 
leave it entirely to the judgment and intelligence 
of the Secretury of the Interior to make such a 
contract as he may see fit. 

I say to this committee that, with the stone piers 
which are already up, $75,000 will give us a noble 
structure, one that will be a credit to the District, 
and fully and completely satisfactory to the wants 
of the District. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. Where is the 
bridge? 

Mr. SMITH. It is across the Potomac at the 
Little Falls, some ten or a dozen miles from here. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Four miles. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the gentle- 
man will allow me to interrupt him a moment, I 
will merely state, in order that the gentleman may 


| indicate the fact to the [ouse, that at this point 


there has been a bridge, which was carried away 
the flood, 

Mr. SMITH. I have already stated to the 
committee that forty years ago there was a private 
toll bridge there. I stated, also, that Congress 
bought out the proprietors, upon the ground that 
it was their duty to provide a bridge for the use 
of the people of the District and the neighborhood. 
I stated that there wasa chain bridge there which 
was swept away by the flood. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Will the $75,000 
fully complete this bridge? 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly; entirely complete it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Let us vote it, then. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope and trust the House will 
pass it. 

5 Mr. FLORENCE. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I will say that lam acquainted with a 
party of gentlemen who have a very excellent 
plan of a bridge which can be put up for $75,000. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Philadetphians? 

Mr. FLORENCE. No, but Washingtonians. 

Mr. BARRY. I understand the gentleman 
from Virginia to say that this bridge can be com- 
pleted for $75,000. I suggest to him, while I do 
not intend to vote for the proposition, that he 
had better incorporate in the amendment a pro- 
vision that the work shall not be undertaken un- 
less a contract shall be entered into that it shall 
be constructed for that sum. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ali that is expressly 
set forth in the amendment. k 

Mr. CUMMING. Ishall vote for the appro- 


148 


BE. 


June 23, 


priation for this bridge. But 1 desire to inquire 


of the gentleman if he knows what has become of | 


the last iron bridge which was constructed there? 

Mr. SMITH. itis lying there now. 

Mr. CUMMING, Lam going to vote for the 
amendement, | only wished to know what had 
become of that bridge. 

Mr. SMITH. Oh, it is all there. 

Mr. BARRY. I move proforma to increase the 
appropriation fifty dollars. I move it for the purpose 
of giving me an opportunity of explaining to the 
gentleman from New York, and to the committee, 
the condition of that bridge, and the circumstances 
connected with its fall, which were not explained, 
or not understood, when the matter was before the 
committee on a former occasion, The gentleman 
who attempted to build this bridge did it on a spe- 
cifie private contract. He contracted with the 
Government to build it at a specific price; and he 
being the contractor, the Government had no more 
control over the work, except to see that the ma- 
terial used in its construction was sound and prop- 
er, than it has over the work of any other private 
contractor. And when it was proposed to raise 
the bridge, the contractor said he would do itupon 
his own responsibility. He made the attempt, 
and the bridge fell, but not in consequence of any 
defect in the iron of which it was constructed, 
but because of the breaking of some straps or of 
some portion of the machinery used in raising it. 
When it had been raised six inches, it fell and 
broke all to pieces. 

Yhe breaking of the bridge, under these cir- 
cumstances, was no indication that it was not con- 
structed of the proper material, The same thing 
happened in raising the bridge across the Menai 
Swraits, in Great Britain, under the supervision of 
Mr. Stephenson, the first civil engineer in the 
world. Some part of the machinery broke, and it 
fell one inch, destroying the whole bridge, because 
a structure of that length cannot bear such a jar 
without great injury, if not entire destruction. 

But, sir, this gentleman did receive money from 
the Government as the work progressed, as | be- 
lieve is usual in such cases, and at the same time he 
gave security to the Government upon property in 
this city. The seedrity, I believe, amounts to 
about $4,000. J understand the wrought iron and 
other materials, the remains of the bridge, are 
worth, perhaps, as much'as $4,000 more; so that 
there is renson to believe that there issecurity tothe 
Government to the amount of about $8,000 for 
the $12.000 which had been paid by the Govern- 
ment. The contractor agreed, for the considera- 
tion which he was to receive, to complete the 
bridge; but the money paid by the Government 
Will bea total loss, with the exception of the se- 
curity given by the contractor—Mr. Rider, lbe- 
Hieve—and the fragmenis of the bridge—the 
wrought tron, &e., which remain. 

Mr, SMIPH, of Virginia. If t understood the 
genileman from Mississippi, who has just taken 
his seat, he has gone into a calculation to see how 
much money the Government can make out of this 
contractor——this meritorious contractor in the city 
of Washington, 

Mr. BARRY. If the gentleman will allow me, 
Į will state my purpose in doing it. When this 
matter was before the committee some time ago, 
the objection was made that no one could tell how 
much had been lost on the other bridge. No 
member then could furnish the information; and 
since that time t have taken the trouble to inquire 
into the matter. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I hope the House 
will give us a bridge. 

Mr. BARRY, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move to reduce the appro- 
priation to $38.000. 

Mr. Chairman, f make the motion for reduction 
in good faith, and to test the sense of this com- 
mittee on the important question involved in the 
amendment ag to the construction of bridges. 
The bridge proposed to be constructed is of as 
much interest and advantage to Virginia as to the 
District of Columbia. 
making such appropriations even for the District 
of Columbia. 
make these appropriations, because we are the 
guardians of this District. Lthink itis hardly 
proper to make such appropriations for the State 
of Virginia, if theamendment be adopted, I shall 
move to require the State of Virginia, before the 


I doubt the propriety of |; 


It is asserted that we ought to} 
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money is expended, to make an equal appropria- 
tion for the same purpose. The bridge extends 


from the Districtto the Virginia side. That State | 


being as much interested and advantaged, should 
pay half the expense. E 

Mr. SMITH. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SKELTON. The gentleman will have 
chance for reply. I object to these appropriations 
for another reason. Weannually expend millions 
of dollars for this District. I should not be inclined 
to find fault with them, were it_not that they so 
impoverish the Treasury that it cannot afford 
$10,000 to save four hundred human lives on the 
coast of the State of New Jersey. They exhaust 
the Treasury, and prevent the provision of $10,000 
to save those shipwrecked on our coast. In the 
latter appropriation the whole country is deeply 
interested. For this, and various other reasons, 
which I shall not now detain the committee by 
repeating, I have moved to reduce the appropri- 


ation. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
a grave and good point on which to rise. 
the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; there bein 
diviston—ayes 66, noes 39. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Orr) 


It seems to me that this is 
{ make 


gona 


| reported that the Committee of the W hole on the 


state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half past three o'clock, p. m.) the Elouse adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m, 


I move that the House do 
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Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDEN FE pro tempore, by unanimous į 
consent, this being private bill day, presented a ji 


report from the Secretary of the Treasury, in an- 
swer to the Senate’s resolution of the 13th instant, 


communicating copies of the quarterly and other į; 


accounts of the expenditures of the Mint; which, 
On motion by Mr. FISH, was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. ; 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ALLEN, I wish to ask theconsent of the 
Senate to allow me to withdraw from the files of 


j 


carried but seven guns and ninety men. Aftera 
defense unparalleled iv the history of naval war- 
fare, the Americans sustained a loss of but two 
killed and seven wounded, while the loss in killed 
aad wounded on the part of the enemy was be- 
tween twoand three hundred. The squadron 


; was detained ten days at Fayal in repairing dam- 
| ages. They were occupied three days in burying 


their dead. The sloops-of-war, the Thais and 
Calypso, which arrived a few days afterwards, 
were taken into requisition to carry home the 
wounded men. The latter sailed for England on 
the 2d, and the former on the 4th of October, 
1814. 

On the representations afterwards made of the 
facts of the case by the Portuguese Governor of 
Fayal to his Government, the Prince Regent of 
: Portugal, on the 22d December, 1814, instructed 
his Minister at London to demand an apology 
j and indemnification from the English Government 
for the outrage committed. England promptly 
replied by an apology for the loss of Portuguese 


the Senate the papers of John O’Leary, a pen- | 
sioner. Among those papers is a certificate on |; 


which he draws his pension. Without. it, he can- | 


not receive the money. ‘The papers are on the 


files of the Senate, and he is, therefore, not able | 


to draw his pension. I move that he have leave 
to withdraw the papers. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


resumed the consideration of the bill—reparted | 
trom the Committee on Foreign Relations—for the | 


relief of the claimants of the private armed brig 
General Armstrong. 


By the bill the Secretary of State is authorized ` 


and directed to examine and adjust the claims of , 
citizens of the United States growing out of the | 
| the arbitrator. 


destruction of the private armed brig Genere 


Armstrong, belonging to the port of New York, 
destroyed by a British force in the neutral port of 


Fayal, in September, 1814, and to settle the same 
upon principles of justice and equity. 

On the 26th and 27th of September, 1814, the 
American private armed brig General Arm- 
strong, commanded by Captain Samuel C. Reid, 
while at anchor in the neutral port of Fayal, be- 
longing to the dominions of Portugal, was at- 
tacked by the gun-boats ofa large British squad- 
ron, commanded by Captain Lloyd, in violation 
of the laws of neutrality. The squadron consist- 
ed of his Britannic Majesty ’s vessels, the ship-of 
the-line Plantagenet, of seventy-four guns, the 
frigate Rota, of forty-four guns, and the brig Car- 
nation, of eighteen guns. The General Armstrong 


property occasioned by the firing of the British 
vessels, but refused to pay for the destruction of 
the brig General Armstrong. 

On the 14th of March, 1818, Mr. J.Q. Adams, 
Secretary of State, called the attention of the Por- 
tuguese Minister at Washington tothe claim, and 
urged its payment by his Government. It seemed 
to have been overlooked for a period of sixteen 
| years afterwards; and in 1834, Mr. McLane, Sec- 
i retary of State, informed Captain Reid that the 
| situation of Portugal was such as to render that 
| an unsuitable time for presenting any claim, how- 
ever just, against that Government. On the 20th 
of May, 1835, Mr. Dickins, acting Secretary, and 
on the 14th of April, 1840, Mr. Forsyth, Secretary 
of State, instructed our chargé at Lisbon to urge 
the claim. Under President Tyler’s administra- 
tion, Mr. Webster renewed the demand, and a 
reply in writing was received from the Portuguese 
Minister, Señor de Castro, in which the liability 
of Portugal was for the first time denied, and it 
was boldly asserted that the Americans and not 
the British had violated the neutrality of the port 
of Fayal. Under the administration of General 
Taylor, Mr. Clayton, Secretary of State, strongly 
urged the claim; and in the final instructions to 
Mr. J. B. Clay, then chargé at Lisbon, on the 8th 
of March, 1850, a peremptory demand was made 
; on the Portuguese Government, and twenty days 
allowed for a reply. The demand was backed by 
the presence of an American fleet in the river Ta- 
gus. Intheseinstractions, Mr. Clayton said that 
a reference of the claim to arbitration would never 
receive the sanction of the President. The Gov- 
ernment of Portugal, instigated by that of Eng- 
land, continued to resist payment; and on the 


f Atb of July, 1850, Mr. Clay demanded his pass- 


ports, and left the country. In the mean time, the 
Portuguese Minister here urged an arbitration; 
but it was peremptorily declined by our Govern- 
ment, 

During the administration of President Fili- 
more, the claim was, without the knowledge of 
the claimants, on the proposition of Portugal, 
submited to the arbitration of Louis Napoleon, 
President of the Republicof France. The caim- 


i ants were not allowed to submit an argument in 


the case. On the 29th of November, 1852, (more 
than a year afier the case was submitied,) the arbi- 
tral decision was rendered, and it was transmit- 
ted to the two Governments interested, through 
their Ministers in France, without our Minister, 
Mr. Rives, having received any intimation of its 
nature, and without his having been permitted to 
make any statement in behalf of the claimants to 
lis, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, a well-settled principle of law, that the 
olerance by a neutral Power of such a violation 
of its territory, as took place in this case, ren- 


| ders it responsible to the Government, whose eiti- 


| zens have suffered, not only for apology, but for 


pecuniary indemnity, This Government having 
submitted the case to arbitration against the re- 


! monstrance of the claimants, is responsible to 


them, for they had a right to expect from the pre- 
vious conduct of our Government, that it had no 
doubt of the justice of the claim, and would press 
it until paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and the President put the question, 
‘Shall the bill be engrossed, and read a third 
time?” and the noes appeared to have it. 
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Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, I h 
posed that the mere reading of the report in this || 
case would Le sufficient to command for the bill |! 
almost the unanimous sanction of the Senate. { || 
miust think that perhaps it has not been listened 
to or read by a large portion of Senators who are 
present, because | think, if the facts of the case : 
were understood, and the principles involved in it 
were examined, it could not fail to commend itself 
to the favorable consideration of a large majority | 
of the Senate. i 

It is unnecessary for me to recapitulate the 
facts which are stated in the report of the com- 
mittee, but I will trespass on the indulgence of 
the Senate for a few moments, to make a very |; 
brief statement of them, and to state what I con- 
sider ought to have some influence on the deliber- 
ations of the Senate in connection with this case. 
lt was very fully investigated by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I am authorized to 
state that the report and the bill which accorfpa- 
nies it, meet the unanimous sanction of that com- | 
mittee. It was under their consideration at more 
than one seasion, and although some of the mem- 
bers of the committee approached the case with | 
great doubts as regards the correctness of the |; 
principles on which the liability of the Govern- | 
ment was sustained, these doubts yielded to a |. 
more mature examination of the question. 

Sir, Lam very far from contending that it is || 
under ordinary circumstances the duty of a Gov- 
ernment to enforce even all the just claims of its | 
citizens by war, or that, in the event of its declining | 
to have recourse to belligerent measures for the 


| 
i 
i 


ad sup- fl aggressors; and this idea rests u 


purpose of enforcing those just caims, a respons- `: 


ibility is thrown on the Government, and it is; 


bound to pay the citizen that which it failed to / 
exact from the foreign nation. In the report ; 


which i have had the honor to make on this sub- | 


ject, | have rested the rights of the claimants upon ; 
the peculiar circumstances of the case. 


I will | 


state them very briefly. [i 
During the war of 1812-°15, the brig General || 
the first place, if it were not refuted by the facts 


Armstrong was lying in the neutral port of Fayal, 
and entitled to the protection of that neutral port. 


She was there attacked by several British cruis- |: 


ers, and after a most gallant defense, was de- | 
stroyed. {think it was one of the most brilliant | 
achievements of that war. Certainly, the annals |! 
of naval history cannot show anything more he- | 
roic. The Government of Portugal, at that time, | 
recognized the fact that there had been a gross | 
violation of the rights of neutrality, on the partof | 
the British Government, and it remonstrated in | 
earnest terms against that violation. Application : 
was made by our Government for redress. i 
It is useless to recapitulate the various negoti- 
ations and correspondence which have been had | 
on the subject. Suffice it to say, thatat one time, ; 
I believe under the administration of General |, 
Taylor—but the Senator from Delaware [Mr. | 
Craytoy] can state under what Administration— 
a peremptory demand was made for satisfaction, 
Mr. CLAYTON. It was under the adminis- 
tration of General Taylor, and I think there was 
something similar before. i 
Mr. SLIDELL. A squadron was then sent to f 
the Tagus, for the purpose of enforcing thiselaim. | 
In the mean time, in consequence of the death of f 
General Taylor, the Fillmore administration came | 
into power. The belligerent ground was there- : 
upon abandoned, and recourse was then had to | 
negotiation. A proposition which had previously |: 
been made by Portugal, aud rejected, for the sub- | 
mission of the claim to the arbitration of a third | 
Power, was accepted. [am authorized to state, | 
and I can state it without fear of contradiction, | 
that this acceptance of arbitration was made with- | 
out the knowledge or consent of the claimants. | 
The arbitrator chosen was Louis Napoleon, who, | 
at that time, was President of the French Repub- 
lic. The case was pending some time before him 
and at the period of his decision he had made him- 
self Emperor. The partiesimmediately interested 
in the case had not only complained that the refer 
ence to a third Power was made without thei 
knowledge and assent, but that they had no oppor- |; 
tunity of advocating their rights, or pleading their 
cause before the arbitrator, : 
He evidently made a gross mistake in point of 
fact in the decision of the cause. His decision is: 
based upon the presumption that, in the conflict i; 
which resulted in the destruction of the General | 
Armstrong, the crew of that privateer were the |: 


li case, 


: General Armstrong. 


: coming from what quarter? 


tion of the collateral fact thar the crews of the 
boats who approached the General Armstrong in 
the night, were not armed. The fact of their 
being armed is abundantly demonstrated by the 
circumstance of the first lieutenant and two or 
three of the officers and crew of the General Arm- 
strong having been killed or wounded in the 
melée, 

i think, and the committee thought, that great 
injustice was done to the claimants in this case in 
the first instance, in submitting their claims to the 
arbitration of a third Power without their knowl- 


: edge gr assent, and next a still grosser injustice 
was committed in depriving them of the means of | 
: advocating their case properly before that tribunal. | 


It appears from the statement of the claimants, 


' that they never were consulted or advised in re- 
; gard to the prosecution of their claim before the 
_ urbiter. 


If that opportunity had been afforded to 
the parties, if Mr. Reid had been authorized to 
make a resumé of the testimony in the case, and 
to urge its application on the Ministers to whom 
the Prince President deputed the examination of 
the facts—for I presume he did not attend to it 
personally—I think no such great error would 
have been committed as was committed by Louis 
Napoleon in the decision, The error to which I 


_ allude, is the statement on which he bases his 


decision, as follows: 


“ Considering that if it be clear that on the night of the 
27th of September, some English long boats, commanded 
by Lieutenant Robert Fausset, of the British Navy, ap 
proached the American brig the General Armstrong, it is 
not certain thatthe men who manned the buats aforesaid 
were provided with arms and ammunition, That itis evi- 
lent in fact, from the documents whieh have been exhib- 


ited, that the aforesaid long boats having approached the || 
American brig, the crew of the latter, after having hailed | 


them and summoned them to be off, inumediaiely fired 


upon them, and that some men were killed ou board of | 


the English boats, and others wounded—some of whom 
mortally—-without any attempt having been made on the 
part of the other boats to repel at once force by foree.” 


This is a most extraordinary presumption. In 
in the case, which are proved beyond all contra- 
diction, the presumption that boats in time of 
war, at night, would approach an armed vessel 
ofan enemy for the purpose of reconnoissance, with- 
out being armed themselves, is one that no rea- 


sonable man could entertain. But we have some- 


thing more than a counter presumption in this 
We have the fact that these boats ap- 
proached so closely as to invite the fire of the 
The first lieutenant, as I 
said before, and some three or four of the crew of 
the General Armstrong, were wounded by a fire, 
It could come from 
no other quarter than those boats; consequently 
the crew of the boats must have been armed; and, 
therefore, the whole ground on which the decision 
of Louis Napoleon was based, is falsified by the 


| testimony in the case—uncontradicied testimony, 


in regard to the facis, admitted on all sides by 
the Portuguese Government, in its dealings with 
this Government, ever since the inception of the 
affair. 


I will state further, that every Administration } 


of our Government, on all occasions, under ail 


circumstances, from the time of Mr. Madison | 


down to that of General Taylor and Mr. Fillmore, 
until the case was finally decided by arbitration, 


ii asserted, in the most unqualified terms, that we 


had an absolute right to call on Portugal for in- 
demnity. 

Now, I come to the question in this case which 
in fact is the only legal question involved. I say 
this, admitting that the Government may, if it 
please, not assert the right of its citizens by arms, 
after all attempts at peaceable negotiation have 


' failed— E say that, although the Government may 
: not be under obligation to have recourse to that 


sovereign remedy in vindication of the rights of its 


; citizens, yet it has no right to submit them to the 


arbitrament of another power unless with the con- 
sent of the parues. 

They have avother remedy, and a very simple 
one, and that is a remedy which the administra- 


ition of Mr. Fillmore ought to have applied in 
ii this case—time. They should have waited until 
: a more auspicious opportunity occurred to have | 


urged this claim upon the favorable consideration 
of the Portuguese Government. They thought 
proper to pursue another course; and I say the 
effect of the pursuance of such a course, without 


pon the presump- | 
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| having at first obtained the consent of the claim- 
i ants in the case, or without subsequently having 
| received their assent and permission to the action 
| of the Government, put the Government of the 
|| United States in the position of Portugal towards 
the claimants, and madeit Hable for all the damages 
they sustained. 
| Jd submit to the Senate that it is very clear 
that if Captain Reid and his crew had not de- 
fended the General Armstrong, but had suffered 
themselves to be captured by the British cruisers 
in the portof Payal, no doubt would have been 
entertained of the necessity of the Portuguese Gov- 
ernment making a remuneration for their losses. 
Shall they, then, be in a worse position because 
they defended themselves? That is the sole ground 
upon which the case rests. The arbiter says, 
and says, as I think I have shown, withoat any 
warrant for such an assertion, that the commander 
aud crew of the General Armstrong were the ag- 
gressors in the case, He bases that upon the other 
assertion, that the boats of the reconnoitering 
frigates were unarmed, I think that that is proved 
very conclusively notto have been so;and afterall, 
there is but one question in this case. Ltis aques- 
tion which, perhaps, may have some light thrown 
upon it by drawing an analogy from law. 

A Government has the right to enforce, in the 
ordinary way, the rights of its citizens, and may 
not then be liable for the non-user or mis-user of 
its rights; butit has always been understood that 
a principal, unless he havesome express authority, 
has no right to transact for his client. I consider 
that the Government of a nation occupies an anal- 
ogous position. Jt may have recourse to all ordi- 
| nary usages and remedies to enforce the claim of 
l 


its citizens; but the moment it travels cut of the 
| beaten track, the moment it attempts to compro- 
I| mise, and transact, and refer to arbitration, then, 
| I say, failing in that arbitration, it makes itself 
liable to its client—the citizens, in this case—for 
ij any damages which they may have sustained, 
and which the Government, by its act of submit- 
| ting to arbitration, made itself liable for. These 
i people have no claim now on the Government of 
(| Portugal. They have lost their claim on that 
i} Government, Lthink, by the laches and forts of their 
own. They come now to this Government to get 
relief. I trust it will be granted. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Criayron] is much more familiar with the facts of 
this case than Lam. He had it under his control 
while in the Department of State, and E hope that 
he will give to the Senate the advantage of his 
information on the subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hold in my band, sir, the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the House of Representatives, made at this ses- 
sion on this claim. H appears that the committees 
of both Houses agree that the claim should be 
paid. The report of the committee in the House 
is unanimous. I will not read it. The main 
points which are enforced in it have been well 
presented by the honorable Senator from Louisi- 
ana, and are there well enforced by some author- 
ities. 

I rise, sir, for the purpose of stating very briefly 
the grounds on which, as I think, the Govern- 
ment should pay the claim of these claimants for 
the loss of this vessel at Fayal, in Seotember, 
1814. There was nothing in the annals of the 
last war with Great Britain, there has been nothing 
in the annals of the naval warfare of the Unired 
Sates, there has been nothing in the annals of the 
naval warfare of any other mation, that has ever 
exceeded the gallantry and bravery of the men in 
charge of the brig General Armstrong at the time 
she was attacked. f 

The privateer, mounting only seven guns, with 
a crew of ninety men, went into the harbor of 
Fayal, about the 20th of September, 1814, for the 
purpose of obtaining water. While lying under 
the guns of the Portuguese battery, a part of the 
British expedition which was intended for the cap- 
ture of New Orleans, appeared off the port, con- 
sisting of the Plantagenet of seventy-four guns, 
the frigate Rota of furty-four guns, and the brig 
Carnation of eighteen guns. They were to ren- 
dezvous at Jamaica, with the other portion of the 
expedition. They were detamed ten days, at 
least, as appears from the testimony, in conse- 
quence of the attack which they made on this brig; 
and they, by reason of that very attack, failed to 


li reach New Orleans until a very considerable time 
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after the day on which it was intended they should 
have reached there. Indeed, sir, a critical exam- 
ination of this affair—an examination of the time 
at which that portion of the expedition that made 
the attack on this brig in the harbor of Fayal 
arrived at Jamaica, and the time when General 
Jackson arrived at New Orleans with the troops 
necessary for the defense of the city—I think will 
satisfy you that it is highly probable that the city 
may have owed its safety on that occasion to the 
very circumstance of the attack on the privateer. 
Various estimates are made of the loss of the Brit- 
ish onthatoccasion. Two or three hundred men, 
at all events, were killed or wounded. On the 
next day after the battle, two ships-of-war—the 
Thais and Calypso—arrived on the station, des- 
tined also for Jamaica, and they returned with the 
wounded, amounting to more than one hundred 
and fifty men, to England. So much of the ex- 
pedition for New Orleans was cut off in their ar- 
rival at Jamaica, and the others were delayed for 
a long period. 

I shall not dwell on this longer. It is very well 
worthy the curious examination of the historian. 
But I now come to the merits of the matter. 

In my judgment, sir, on high principles of State 
policy this claim ought to be paid. I do not wish į 
to go into an examination of all the negotiations 
in regard to the claim, on the part of the Govern- 
ment. I assuame—and I suppose every man will 
admit it—that the Government of the United States 
owed it to the brig to make a demand against Por- 
tugal for the loss sustained by the brig while it 
was under the protection of Portugal in her neu- 
tral port. Portugal admitted her liability with all 
dispatch to Great Britain, and demanded within 
two or three months, at least, after the vessel was 
captured, satisfaction for the violation of her har- 
bor. For a period of twenty years the claim was 
neglected, and various reasons operated upon the 
Department of State to lead the gentlemen at the 
head of that Department not to interfere at par- 
ticular times. But, at last, when the claimants 
were expecting that the Government of Portugal 
would pay the money, it was referred to arbitra- 
tion, as it appears, without their consent, and 
without their knowledge. It further appears that 
no representations whatever were made in their 
behalf before the Prince President of France, who 
was the arbitrator. Mr. Rives shows that he 
made none. Tt does not appear that he received 
instructions to make any. The claimants, then, 
never had an opportunity to present the justice of 
their cluim to the arbitrator; and the result was, | 
what I think every man will be surprised to find, | 
that the facts as admitted by the Government of | 
Portugal herself, and as always understood by 
the United States, were misrepresented or misun- 
derstood. In the award, the arbiter assumes the | 
fact that the attack was commenced by the Ameri- 
can privateer. If you will look at the correspond- 
ence of the Governor of Fayal, you will see that 
for many hours before the attack was made, he 
was perfectly apprised that the fleet intended to 
make that attack on the privateer; and letter after 
letter, (which are all published, ) remonstrating | 
against such an outrage upon a Portuguese port, 
and demanding, in the name of the law of nations, | 
that it should not be made, were sent by the Gov- | 
ernor; but they all met with a most contemptuous 
answer from the British admiral, who, when the | 
night came on, prepared for the attack first with 
four boats; and the pretext is set up that the pri- 
vateer, with only ninety men, commenced the 
attack upon the boats of this British squadron, 
composed of all these ships, for the purpose of 
getting up a fight in a neutral port. 

Sir, the privateer had demanded of the Governor 
of Fayal his protection, What motive or inter- 
est under heaven could induce the Americans to 
commence the attack? It is, to my mind, the 
most preposterous idea that I ever heard advanced | 
by any arbitrator, that the privateer should com- | 
mence an attack upon that fleet, an attack which 
would necessarily result in her destruction. My | 


opinion, sir, is, that it was the most absurd decis- 
ion that could have been made. | 

Look at the facts. If you will not believe the | 
American sailors, who all swear that these boats | 


were armed, that they hailed them, that the boats | 


refused to keep off, that they were coming down 
so closely that they could easily have boarded the | 
brig if they had got alongside the privateer, and | 


perhaps have captured her before her guns could 


: l 
have been brought to bear upon them, if you even 


reject the testimony of these American sailors, 
there is other evidence which is conclusive that 
the alleged ground on which the decision of the 
arbitrator rested, is absolutely false 

Under these circumstances, you do not, by pay- 
ing this claim, decide that your Government is 
bound to pay a claim when it hasin good faith 
prosecuted that claim for one of its citizens, and 
has by consent of the party, who should always 
be consulted in such a case, referred his case to ar- 
bitration, or even has referred it without his consent 
if he unreasonably refuses to giveit, buthas granted 


him an ample opportunity of being heard before | 


the arbitrator. his case can never furffish a 
precedent for any claims of that sort. In cases of 
that kind, the Government would-not be bound to 


pay; but here what would be the effect of refusing | 


to grant this paltry sum of money to these gal- 
lant men? The effect of paying it willbe to stim- 
ulate our countrymen, in all future wars, to imi- 
tate the gallantry and heroism of the men who 
fought for the honor of the American flag on that 
night. There was not, I have already said, and I 
repeat it, anything in the history of the war to 
equal the daring and courage evinced by Reid and 
his men on that night. 

There was a second attack by the British, and 
the Governor of Fayal gives a most extraordinary 
account of it. He says that, for the space of a quar- 
ter or half an hour, the American brig was a per- 
fect sheet of flame. The British crowded up her 
painter, her stern, and every part where a vessel 
could be assailed. The American seamen stood 
by with their cutlasses, and cut off the hands and 
arms of the assailants as they climbed up the side 
of the brig, and those who reached the deck, 
reached it only to fall in a hand-to-hand struggle 
with our brave men. Both the attacks made that 
night were repulsed. Several hundred men were 
killed and wounded on the part of the British, and 
they drew off. 

There is another fact in this case which ought 
not to be forgotten. There were over thirty Amer- 
ican seamen in the port of Fayal at the time. 
When they found their countrymen were about 
to be attacked, and that the Portuguese batteries 
did not intend to defend them, they sent a depu- 


tation to the Governor, and begged that they | 


might be permitted to go on board the American 
brig to assist in the defense of their countrymen. 
Fle refused to permit them to go. They stood on 
the shore during the fight. They were not allowed 
to participate in the struggle where the odds were 
ten to one against their countrymen. But in the 
spirit of true American sailors, they witnessed 
the whole battle, and whenever a British boat, 
wrecked in the struggle, reached the shore, they 
stood by, prepared with their hatchets and axes 
to cut it to pieces. The refusal of the Governor 
to allow them to go on board that night was an 
instance of enforcing the neutrality of the port. 
The neutrality was enforced against us, but not 
against the British. Nota gun was fired against 
them. Our countrymen were not permitted to go 
on board and assist the crew of the General Arm- 
strong; but the British were permitted, without 
the slightest demonstration of force to repel them, 
to make the attack again and again. 

The attack was renewed thenext morning. At 
that time the brig Carnation was worked in near 
enough to bring her guns to bear against the pri- 
vateer. A final desperate struggle was made by 
Reid and the men who were left on board not 
wounded to defend her still. After two or three 
discharges from their cannon, they shot away her 
main topmast, and disabled her so that she was 
compelled to retire. The struggle then appeared 
hopeless. 
determined, as there was no longer any possible 
chance of getting relief from the batteries under 
which they were lying, that they would scuttle 
their ship and go on shore. They put the long 
gun down in the hold, and then retreated to the 
shore. The British boarded the brig, and set her 
on fire. 

Our men went upon the island, but they were 
persecuted there. Reid retreated with his men 
(for the British threatened to take them on the 
island) to a convent and fortified it, and defied the 
British in the convent with his sailors. 
them, however, were captured, not by a bold, 
manly attack on them in the convent, but they 


A consultation was held, and it was | 


| 
| 
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Some of |! 


| 
i 
i 
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were carried to Dartmoor, and’ there they under- 
went great hardships, as we all know. I saw one 
of them who was shot through the neck cloth in 
the Dartmoor prison, after having been captured 
at Fayal. 

Sir, as I said before, I do not base my vote in 
favor of this bill upon the ground that this Gov- 
ernment has not the right to dispose of the claims 
of its citizens when they are intrusted to it; but I 
say that when the Government does undertake 
the charge of a claim like this, if it will refer the 
case to arbitration without the citizen’s consent— 
and I very much doubt its power to do so—it is 
bound, at least, to give him an opportunity to be 
heard in his defense, or in defense of his claim. 
That was not furnished here. 

Again, sir, without reference to any technicali- 
ties, I should hold that we could not better dispose 
of this amount of money in the Treasury than by 
paying this claim. It will teach our naval officers 
andpsailors, in future wars, that they shall have 
| T E of neutral ports; that this Govern- 
ment will enforce it from neutral powers; or, if it 
fails to do that, will pay the damages itself. Sir, 
I need not quote the authorities which are cited in 
the report. Any gentleman who will look into the 
subject will find them amply sustained. It seems 
from them, though I have not investigated them 
with any degree of care, that this question has been 
decided in favor of the claim; but without any 
reference to what anybody else has decided, I must 
act on my own feelings of true State policy. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, Í have, with 
some care, looked over the report in this case, 
and I have listened attentively to the speeches of 
the Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from 
Delaware in support of the claim; and I have come 
to the conclusion that there is not a single princi- 
ple on which the Government is bound to pay this 
claim. The Senator from Delaware has enter- 
tained the Senate with high and well-deserved en- 
comiums on the bravery displayed by the crew of 
the General Armstrong at Fayal. I think it is 
clear that the attack was made on them by the 
British, There appears, however, to be some 
doubt on that point, and J do not wish to pass on 
the fact. I have merely stated my own impres- 
sion, 

The English committed an aggression upon the 
neutral rights of Portugal, but it is upon an ex- 
ceedingly doubtful principle that even Portugal is 
bound to pay at all for the damage. She has a 
right to demand reparation from the nation making 
the aggression. She had a right to make war 


| for this violation of her sovereignty and rights. 


Portugal might have compelled Englund, who did 
this wrong, for she committed the attack, to do 
justice to these people. But when the neutrality 
of a weak Power is violated by a strong one, it is 
a very hard rule, and it is not consistent with nat- 
| ural justice, that she should pay atall. I know 
| England has enforced such principles occasionally. 
But in this case Portugal did us no wrong at all, 
England, a powerful nation, violated her neutral- 
ity, attacked one of our vessels in her neutral port, 
and yet we called on Portugal to pay for it! I 
think it is a hard rule to make her pay for it in 
any event. But we have held her to the rule that 
she should go and compel England not only to 
make an apology, but to pay the damages, and 
that if she did not do it, she should pay them 
herself. We went to Portugal and demanded rep- 
aration. She could not get it from England. She 
refused our demand ontwo grounds, one was that 
she was not bound by the law of nations to pay 


i, us damages, and the other was that the American 


brig was the aggressor. 
i The American Government, from time to time, 
fairly and honorably prosecuted this claim in be- 


i| half of the claimants. We were injured by the 


| 

| action of the British, but when the treaty of peace 

i took place with England, we demanded no satis- 
faction from her; we could not afford to do it. 

| She had committed the outrage, and she was lia- 

i ble for the damages; but when we made a treaty 

of peace with her, we did not demand payment. | 


This Government, after pursuing the rights of 


‘these citizens for years, after forty years had 
i That was a legitimate, just, and proper mode of 
deciding it. ‘The arbitrator has decided the ques- 
tion against the claimants, and now we are called 
upon to pay them their claim. Ido not wish to 


| A $ 
|| passed away, referred the case to arbitration. 
i 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 


were captured straggling about the island, and jj see the principle of settling national difficulties by 


OFFIC 


THE 


ae 


. RIVES, WAS 


very nearly came to that point when he was Sec- 
retary of State. A subsequent Administration 
agreed to refer it to a third Power, of eminent 
ability in Europe, which was a wise, a just, and 
Proper course.. Now, these people say it was 
done without their knowledge and consent. If} 
they did not like it, they made no protest against | 
the reference. They stood by. Again, they 
say they wished to be heard, but were not heard, 
These are mere pretexts; they are not reasons. 
We referred the case to an arbitrator, and he de- 
cided that the claimants were entitled to nothing. 
I hold that arbitration is a proper and just way | 
for settling such difficulties among nations. The- 
umpire decided against the claimants; and now 
they have the effrontery, for ] can call it nothing 
else,to come here and say the American Govern- 
ment is liable, I want to know. the principle on 
which we are liable. The Government has done 
‘ite full duty, and’ has taken a legitimate and proper 
mode of enforcing the claim. {t has been decided 
by the arbitrator thatthe claimants have no 
rights in the premises; and in the face of this decis- 
ion they turn round and call upon the American 
Government to compensate them in damages. It | 
is unjust. There is no principle of international 
law; there is no principle of national justice, which 
authorizes them to call on the Treasury of the 
United States for the payment of this élaim. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, if the “hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia were perfectly cor- | 
rect in all his facts, I should have nothing to say | 
as to his inferences; but he discusses the case 
without reference to the facts. Is it true, does the ! 
testimony show that. this Government did its 
whole duty in this case? Why, sir, the report į 
shows that, for a period of twenty years, the case 
was utterly neglected, in despite of all the efforts 
of the claimaats to call the attention of the Gov- | 
ernment to it. Was that performing the duty of | 
the Government? Did the Government owe no | 
better protection to its citizens than that? | 

Again, sir, the report and the testimony show 


the fact, not only that the matter was referred |} 


without the congent of the claimants, but that they 
never had an opportunity of presenting and en- | 
forcing their claim before the arbitrator; while, on 
the other hand, the agents of the Portuguese Gov- 
ernment, and the British Government, were both 
active up to the last moment, when they procured | 
the decision. Was that doing justice to the claim- 
ants? Have they, indeed, under these circum- | 
stances, no right to complain of their Government? | 
I differ from the honorable Senator entirely on 
that point. : | 
There is another point on which I differ from į 
the honorable Senator. He says that we have 
made a treaty of peace with England; that she | 
was answerable to us for the damage, and not 
Portugal; and that we turned from a strong and 
powerful nation to a weak one. Sir, England 
never was answerable for these damages. The 
damages. committed. by her. were committed in 
open war against us. She was answerable to 
Portugal, but never answerable to us for one 
dollar of the claim. We had no'right to look to i 
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Why, sir, the British paid them a part of the 
claim. In firing into the privateer they fired into 
the town, and did a great deal of damage. All 
that was actually paid for; but they determined to 
avoid the question of paying for this privateer. 
By paying for the damages done to the town they 
acknowledged that they were bound to pay Por- 
tugal for the privateer; but they urged Portugal— | 
and they always had immense influence with 
her—not to pay for the vessel. They were en- | 
| gaged in exerting themselves in prevailing on Por- 
lugal, up to the last moment, not to pay us. If 
Portugal had been compelled to pay us, does any 
man doubt that England would have had to pay 
i her? Certainly not. 


derstood this question vest, that there waa a per- 

fect assurance on the part of the British Gov- 

ernment that this claim should be paid to Portugal 

whenever Portugal should pay us. Indeed, it | 
was believed by many at one time, that England | 
had actually paid her part of the claim for this | 
vessel, but how that was I neverknew. Surely, 

there is nothing in the idea that we had a claim 

on England. No, sir, we enforced against Eng- 

land all that we ought to have enforced, and we 

made a final treaty of peace, which settled all dis- 

putes between her and us. 

A word now in regard to the principle which 
the honorable Senator announces, that Portugal 
was a weak nation, and therefore we should not | 
make a claim on her. If that is our rule, what 
will be the consequence? If we should ever have 
another war with Great Britain, she would treat 
us constantly as she did during the last war. 
Take, for instance, the case of the Essex, which 

ran into the harbor of Valparaiso, belonging to a | 
| weak nation. According to this idea, we shall ! 

obtain no damages for that or any other case of | 
the same sort; and if any of our ships, in a future 
war, run into the harbors of a weak nation, and | 
the world is full of weak nations, we can never | 
enforce the neutrality of its ports. | 

Sir, although England would not have had to į 
pay us out of her own pocket, if we had succeeded | 
in making Portugal pay, the blow we aimed was | 
at England, and we knew she would be compelled 
to pay Portugal; but if we are to pursue the prin- 


tt 


il 
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Sir, it was always believed by those who un- |! 


i done its duty: 
| table; which: the Senator appears to have read 

| carefully, for:his speech ig very much @ recital’ of 
the facta stated in the teport, that we'attempted, ” 
immediately after the occurrence; to obtain com: 
pensation from Portugal. Itis true the claim was 
| not. continuously à 


i why it was not continuously urged. . ‘The condi- 


this continent of the royal family, 
j troubles of. Portugal,’ äre some. of the ‘reasons 
i given in the report, why the representatives. of 
j our Government did not persist in enforcing. the . 
| Claim at all times. It seems, in the end; that there” 
| was.nothing to: press. The result of the transacs 
| tion has been that there was no claim. °°. LE 
i The Senator lays down the principle of vatiora 
| law, I presume, much ‘broader than he intends, 
| hold that it is one of the legitimate objects of war.” 
to get reparation forall the damages. doneto the 


forced to go to war. I take issue with the gentle- 

| man on that point, I say that this is one of the 

| most uniform and best established laws of nations; 
which has been recognized from the foundation of * 
| the world. ‘The party in the wrong is bound;‘ae-* ` 
| cording to natural justice and the laws of nations, . 
; to compensate forall damages done inthe war. If 

| the injured power'is strong enough, it makes the 

| other do this. {tis a principle very well known.’ | 
| That is the object of war, as laid down by all the 
publicists; and this ought to be the only object, to 

| make the party in the wrong pay the damages, 


l; Whenever you have a war with the Indiana ‘you 


| make them do this. Why, sir, the other day we. . 
i had a claim before the Senate, the foundationief 
i Which was the supposition that General Jackson, ` 


1 deny that the Senator has laid down the sound 
principles of national law in. the speech which ‘he: 


England pay the damages.’ She committed the 
wrong, and there was natural justice in compelling 
her to pay for it, and it was against natural justice 
to make Portugal pay. A wrong was done to 
Portugal, and to us, in the ports of Portugal, She: 
| hada right to make war with England for that 
į cause; but I say there is no natural justice:in 
i making her pay damages for an act which was: 
| itself a violation of her rights, and from‘ which’ 
| she derived no benefit. S 
Suppose that, in the war raging between Russia 


| other, a Russian vessel should happen to be in one 

| of our ports on the Chesapeake, where we have no 
naval armaments, and no vessels of war; suppose 
two or three vessels of the other side came into 
the same port, engaged in contest with the Russian 
ship, and destroyed it--[ would not pay Russia: 
i for it. I am not bound to pay her for it. Itig 
hot natural justice, Lt bave done her no wrong, ` 

| but the nation at war with her has done me wrong, 


ii and has done hera wrong, and I might unite with 
ij her in obtaining justice from the other nation, if. 


ublic considerations allowed it, but I would not 
ay Russia to-morrow in such a case: Ít would 
ot be sound morality or sound international Jaw, 
: to require me to do it; and, therefore, I say Por- 
tugal ought not to have paid the claim in this cage, 


ip 
ip 
in 


ciple, that, because a nation is weak, when our | 
ships run into the ports of that nation, we will not ; 


trality, we shall have no protection at all against 
| British cruisers in any futare war. Iam notdis- 
| posed to press this case any further. f have sub- 
| mitted my views in regard to it. lam satisfied o f 
its justice, and [ shall cheerfully vote for the bill. | 
Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I supposed | 
that the Senator from Delaware was going to cor- | 
rect me on some point of fact, from the manner in | 
| which he commenced his remarks. It seems, | 
i 


| however, to result in a mere difference of opinion 


between us, as to whether this Government has 


hereafter enforce payment for the damages done |: 
us by the failure of that nation to enforce its neu- |} 


} 
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| She might have paid it, and might have demanded 
| damages from England, but we had no right tó go 
: to war with her because of it. 

I think, as | said before, that this Government 
i did its whole duty towards these claimants.  { 
| wholly disapprove the mode in which the negoti-: 


himself, as Secretary of State. He was carrying 5 
his notions of rights of war and national law tò 
; an extent which could not be maintained; ~The 
administration of Mr. Fillmore, in abandoning the” 
: ground which he assumed, and’ submitting the 
| efise to arbitration, didwwhat was just and humane. 
| 


We ought not to have gone.to war for any. such 
i cause. Why, sir, at this very moment we have 


Tt appears from the report on the. ë 


tion of the House of Braganza, the emigration to, 
and the internal. o4 


asmadeon this question. Weonght to have made. 


j on one side, and Turkey and her allies on the =” 


ation was carried on by the honorable Senator... 


€ teased. There were various.» 
; circumstances, which are disclosed in the report, 


"pas 


private property, or public property ofthe nation“ . 


; 


took a very unreasonable amount of thè Jandsof. 
certain Indians, as indemnity for the expenses of >. 
the war. Nan ate 


‘ 
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‘o elaims for-injuries. done to our citizens by the 
British Government, which are being settled by a 
commissian in-England;-and we have provided 
“for-an umpire to. settle differences. which arise 
between the respective commissioners. | suppose 
that if..we’ allow. this: claim, those. of our people 
whose: claims are decided against by that com- 
“mission will come to the House of Representatives 
-andthe Senate, and get their claims paid here. I 
say that this Government must assert the claims 
and. rights of..its citizens in such a manner as 
“to. it seems most wise, just, and proper. We have 
_ a gréat many, interests to look after, and we are 
“not:to go to war because some one imagines he 
has. -been.cheated out of $10 or $10,000 by a for- 
eign Government. We have a right to go to war 
for.such a cause, but we are not bound to do it. 
In this case, we have gone on and submitted the 
~elaim to arbitration. This was a legitimate, just, 
and humane mode of settling it, and one which 
gught rather to be encouraged than discouraged; 
and, therefore, on that principle, t think this claim 
ought to be driven from the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States. We referred the claim to an umpire, 
aman of ability, and he decided against it. 
There ‘is. a paucity of facts in support of the 
claim. We are not told why.the claimants did 
not. go and argue the case. The Senator states 
what does not appear in the case, when he says 
the British and Portuguese were there arguing 
before the arbitrator. I find nothing of that sort 
substantiated by the report. The facts on which 
I have been arguing this case are inthe report. I 
take what is there stated to be true. I say, from 
what. there appears, that this Government has 
taken a legitimate and proper mode for adjusting 
the claim; and it has been decided that the claim- 
ants have no rights against. Portugal, and could 
have had none. Of course, we might have made 
England pay; but, as the Senator properly states 
the rule of international law, the treaty of peace 
with. England in 1815, closed up all grievances 
against her. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. President, the Senator 
has twice said that which is entirely destitute of 
foundation, when he has said that, under the nego- 
tiations which | was conducting for the recovery 
of damages for this vessel, we were going to war. 
There is nothing to justify that assertion in a. 
pact of the correspondence which I had, or whic 
was had by General Taylor during his time, or by 
anybody. under hig authority, There is nothing 
of the kind. The only thing which he contem- 
plated doing, was this: In the event of the refusal 
of Portugal to pay the claim, he intended to sub- 
mit the whole facts for the consideration of Con- 
gress, with an assurance to the Portuguese Govern- 
ment that he would abide any decision which 
Congress should choose to make in regard to the 
matter. I know very well what is stated in the 
report; but I say there is nothing in the corres- 
pondence to show that there was a determination 
on the part of this Govenment to go to war with- 
out the consent of Congress, It was only intended 
that the Executive should transmit to Congress 

“all the correspondence connected with the subject, 
and should abide the decision which Congress 
might make. We did it. So far as related to 
myself, I am proud to say I would not have hesi- 
tuted at all to enforce this claim against Portugal, 
and compel her to pay it if we possibly could. It 


was a most outrageous piece of conduct on the |! 


partof Portugal, She always has been the ally of 
England. Her wishes and feelings have always 
been with England, and on that occasion she took 
sides with England in the controversy about this 


privateer. She enforced her neutrality against us, | 


but she did not attempt to enforce it against Great 
Britain. 

With regard to what the gentleman said as to 
England being responsible to us for all the dam- 
ages of the war, I have nothing to say. He admits 
that when the treaty of peace was made, there 
was an end of all our claims upon England. It 
would have been a rare thing, indeed, if the nego- 
tiators at Ghent had sat down to make an estimate 
of the damages suffered on both sides, and of 
every ship and vessel captured in that war. They 
never thought of such a thing. We could have 
made no peace on such terms. Neither party 
contemplated making a peace on the basis of mu- 
tually compensating each other for all the dam- 
ages that were done. It was agreed on both sides 
that we bad done them about as much damage ag 


they had done us; and then, on certain high prin- 
| ciples long connected with the subject of peace and 
war, the treaty of peace was made and ratified. 

J trust, sir, that the Senate will not lightly re- 
ject this claim. The effect of doing so, in my 
| judgment, will be to say to our citizens hereafter, 
inall cases of this description, when they seek 
„protection under the guns of a neutral port, and | 
they fail to obtain it, “we will not demand and 
not enforce it; and ceasing to demand, or certainly 
to enforce, we will not pay. the damages our- 
selves.”?. These men owed obedience to the laws 
of their country, and were compelled to observe 
them. Their country owed to them protection in 
return. Their country has not givethem the pro- 
tection which it was bound to give. 

The honorable Senator contends that the Gov- 
ernment has done all it could. Why, sir, if you 
will look to the facts, you will find, as I said before, 
that, for a period of fully twenty years, nothing 
was done in regard to the claim. lt was entirely 
overlooked, and why? Part of the time, it was 
said by one of our Secretaries, because of the 
embarrassing circumstances in which Portugal 
was then placed; this prevented our Government 
from enforcing the claim. The Government of 
Portugal was then distracted by internal dissen- 
sions, and we, therefore, did not press this de- 
| mand. ‘This Government was undoubtedly at 
liberty, on considerations of this kind, to assume | 
this high ground; but it should do it at its own 
| expense. You could afford to be magnanimous, 
| but you ought not to be magnanimous at the ex- 
pense of those citizens who had just claims. 

Sir, I say again, thatin my humble judgment 
the expenditure of this amount of money from the 
Treasury could not be better made for the interests 
of the country than by paying this claim. You 
need not pretend that this will set a precedent. | 
You have never had such a case before; you will | 
never have such a one again. You may have, in 
future wars, instances of gallantry and devotion to 
the country as great as we find here; you ma 
have as much true American feeling manifested; 
you may have a vessel cut out under the guns of 
a neutral, or even a hostile fort; but you will not 
have such a case as this again presented to you. 
j Here, after having referred the matter—with or 
without the consent of the parties, I care not— 
the Government furnished the claimants with no 
opportunity whatever to vindicate their claim. 
Whenever a case of that sort’ presents itself dis- 
tinctly to the honorable Senator from Georgia, 1 
trust he will concede that the Government is bound 
to pay it. In this case it appears to me the Gov- 
ernment is bound to pay, because it has not done 
its duty, in not furnishing the individual with | 
ample opportunity of obtaining remuneration. 
Mr. Reid says that he was not allowed to Jay his 
grounds before the arbitrator; and it does not ap- 
pear that our Minister at Paris was instructed to 
make any representations whatever upon the sub- 
ject to Louis Napoleon. Nothing was done, I 
believe, but to send a»Mr. Shattuck with the | 
papers to France. I think that while the British | 
and Portuguese Ministers were laboring with 
i Louis Napoleon, we, if our own Minister did not 
labor the case with him, should at least have given 
notice to the claimants that they stood defenseless | 
before the arbitrator. If they had appeared before 
the arbitrator, is it possible that he could have 
rested his decision on such a ridiculous pretext as 
it is rested upon in his report, that the Americans, i 
and not the British, commenced the attack? 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I do not know | 
f that I very correctly apprehend the principle in- | 
| volved in this bill; but if I do, I think the argu- | 
| ments of my learned and distinguished friends | 
from Louisiana and Delaware will present very 
| anomalous results. The honorable Senator from 
Louisiana contends that this Government could | 


i 
to this claim without the assent of the claimants. | 
i| The honorable Senator from Delaware contends | 
|i that if our Minister should treat, without giving | 
to the claimant an opportunity to present the 
i facts upon which his claims are predicated, this | 
| Government becomes answerable. The result of | 
i either proposition is the same; it places in the | 
| hands of the claimant the power of making war, | 
| or imposes upon this Government the obligation : 
i to pay the claim. I think I can make this palpabl 
ito the common-sense view of every member of į 
i the Senate. j 


} 
i 


neither treat, negotiate, nor arbitrate in reference || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


t cerned. 


z : 
F concede, for the purpose of this argument, 


| the law of nations to be, that a neutral nation is 


obliged to protect the vessels of a friendly bellig- ` 
erent within its port from the attacks of an enemy. - 
That is the extent for which either of the honor- 
able Senators has contended. Conceding that to 
‘be sound international law, it imposed upon Por- 
tugal, provided this attack was made without 
justifiable. provocation on the part-of our vessel 
within a neutral port of Portugal by the vessels 
of Great Britain, the obligation to pay. That is 
the argument of the Senators. Now, I concede, 
for the sake of the argument, these two principles, 
The obligation to pay,, according to Senators’ 
argument, would depend on the fact whether this 
attack was made with or without sufficient cause. 
If we made the first attack, as was contended by 
Portugal, then, undoubtedly, the British vessel 
had aright to resist, and, if the stronger, had a 


| right to take our vessel, without any violation of 


the neutrality of Portugal, so far as we were con- 
That is clear. 

Then, sir, we negotiated in reference to this 
claim. Failing to obtain a successful result by 
negotiation, we referred it to arbitration, and the 
referee has actually decided that the first attack 
was made by our people, and that consequently’ 
there was no offense against tht principle of inter- 
national law contended for by the honorable Séna- 
tors. They bad a right to make the attack; they 
had a right to take the vessel, according to the de- 
cision of the referee, because our people made the 
first attack upon the crews of the British boats. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask the attention of my 
honorable friend from Louisiana, and also of my 
honorable friend from Delaware, to answer this 
proposition. Assume this to be the law. Then, 
although an arbitration has taken place, although 
the referee has decided that our people made the 
first attack, and that consequently there was no 
offense against the law of nations in the conduct 
of the British; although that has been the decision, 
they say we aré answerable, because, according to 
the argument of ohe, the claimants did not consent 
to the arbitration; and, according to the argument 
of the other, because the Minister of the United 
States neglected his duty in not giving notice to 
the claimants, that they might bring forward their 
arguments. 

r. SLIDELL.. Will my honorable friend 
from Maryland permit me to explain ? 

Mr. PRATT. Certainly. 

Mr. SLIDELL. [ certainly did not advance 
any pretension so utterly untenable ag that which 
my friend from Maryland has done me the honor 
to ascribe to me. I admit, unequivocally, that if 
that fact were conceded, if it were true beyond 
dispute that the first attack emanated from the 


|| crew of the General Armstrong, I should say that 


the claimants here presented themselves without 
any just claim. I would. beg leave, however, to 
refer the Senator from Maryland to the fact which 
appears, perhaps, not in the report, but certainly 
does appear on the papers on file, and which f 
assert cannot be contradicted, that, in the first 
instance, the Government of Portugal expressly 
recognized that there had been a gfoss violation 
of the neutrality of the port of Fayal on the part 
of the British squadron, and remonstrated against 
it in the most earnest and indignant terms, and 
demanded satisfaction. After the lapse of many 
years, a change came over the spirit of their 
dream. They found they could obtain no satis- 
faction from England. 'Their relations with Eng- 


| land, as the Senator well knows, were of the most 


amicable character. After the lupse of years, 
their game was entirely changed. They then, 


|| far from admitting that the attack proceeded from 


the British squadron, attempted to prove directly 


| the reverse of what they had admitted on all pre- 


vious occasions, and asserted that the attack had 
been made, in the first instance, by the’ crew of 
the General Armstrong. 

If the case were unfounded, I should say that 
the claimants had sustained no damage by the de- 
cision of the Emperor of France in the merits of 
the case; but I assume this principle: that where 
a citizen does not assent to the reference of his 
claim to a third Power, and when that third Power 
decides his case upon the assumption of a false 
statement of facts, if ] may use that expression; 
and when the party, not only never assented to 
such a reference, but never had an opportunity of 


il being heard in support of the principles he advo- 
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cated; then, I say, these facts being affirmatively 
proved, they take such a claim out of the ordinary 
principle that the citizen is bound by the act of 
-his Government, and place the Government of the | 
United States in the same position in which Por- | 
tugal was before—responsible for this act, and 
bound to indemnify the sufferers. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I understand 
the principle, as explained by my honorable. | 
friend, to be the same which I stated it to be be- 
fore. This is a question of fact as to the liability 


of our Government. He says that if our Govern- | 


ment treated without giving these. parties notice, 
and without having the facts before them, they 
were answerable to the claimants; and he also | 
says they would be answerable if they referred 
the case to arbitration without having the facts 
which the'claimants could bring to the notice of 
the arbitrator, brought before him. The Senator 
states, and no doubt correctly, that the arbitrator 
has decided against the weight of the evidence. 
He says the arbitrator has rejected the claim 
against the weight of evidence. That may be s0; 
but still the broad principle contended for is, that 
our Government,*having made a reference, and 
having made that reference in good faith, because 
the decision of the arbitrator is against the claim, | 
weare answerable for it! That, at last, is the broad 
proposition. We are not bound to go behind 
that arbitration for the purpose of inguiring- into | 
the facts. The question of obligation upon us | 
cannot depend upon the existence of any state of 
facts whatever, provided we had the right to make 
the reference; because, if we bad power to make | 
the reference without the agreement of the claim- | 
ant, the decision of the referee is binding on the | 
claimant, and binding on us, and imposes no 
obligation on us to pay the claimant, if the decision 
was wrong. 

I think the doctrine assumed by the Senator 
from Delaware is still more untenable. We have 
Ministers abroad intrusted by our Constitution į 
with the conduct of negotiations between this 
Government and foreign nations; and he contends 
that this Government is unanswerable to all pri- 
vate claimants for the consequences, if one of our 
Ministers does not present such arguments as the 
claimant may think ought to be presented, or if 
he does not present such facts as the claimant 
could have produced if he had been notified. The 
doctrine of the honorable Senator is, that the neg- | 
lectof the Minister so to act would impose on the | 
Government an obligation to pay the private 
claimant, or go to war for it; and that if you do 
not get his claim paid, or do not go to war for it, 
you will be obliged to pay it yourselves. I can- 
not concede this. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator permit me 
to explain again? 

Mr. PRATT. 


I have finished. 


Mr. SLIDELL. ‘lhe report expressly admits || 


that the citizen has not a right to call on the Gov- 
ernment of his country to pursue the extreme 
remedy for the enforcement of his rights. It may 
abstain from war. What is complained of in this 
case is, that the Government, when it had the fac- 
ulty and the right of folding its arms and remain- | 
ing idle, chose, without the knowledge or assent 
of the claimant, to submit the claim to arbitration. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable 


Senator from Georgia has argued this question, and || 


so have others, as if it were altogether a question 


whether the Government was bound to pay this |! 


claim, and, arriving at the result that the Govern- 
ment is not bound to pay it, they express, in em- 
phatic language, their opinion that the claim ought 
to be driven out of Congress. Now, I am sure 
that almost the first lessons which those honorable 
Senators, like myself received in the history of 
the country, was the contemporaneous fact of the 
brilliant achievement of Captain Reid, in the com- 
mand of the privateer General Armstrong during 
the last war. Remembering that, I think they will 
agree with me that the light in which we ought | 
to view the question is rather this: not whether 

we are bound to pay this claim, but whether it is | 
right to pay it. If they shall come to the con- 
clusion that it is not-right to pay it, even then,’ 
instead of driving it out of Congress, I hope they 
will dismiss it, if obliged to do so, with regretand 


sorrow. I certainly come to the question in that 
apirit. x $ . , 
I do not intend to go into a full review of all 


the facts. The report is very full, very express, 


|i prosecution of this claim. 


It seems to be discussed as if this were a mere 
i case of an ordinary private claim of-a private citi- 
zen, who had had a vessel lying in the harbor of 
Fayal in atime of war, which the public enemy | 
had assailed and destroyed. Then, upon that as- į 
sumption of facts, that this is a mere private case 
of private property destroyed by a public enemy 
i in a neutral harbor, it is argued. that we have done 
lall that we were obliged to do, and all that was 
| just and necessary to do, when we prosecuted 
| that claim against the neutral Power. Sir, this 
was a privateer, an armed vessel, a belligerent | 
vessel, called into service as a part of the naval 
power of the country, to prosecute the war in | 
which we were engaged against England. She; 
necessarily provoked the very hostilities by which 
she suffered, which hostilities she would have 
escaped if she had been the ordinary property of | 
a private citizen, and not a belligerent vessel. 
Now, then, when a private citizen, at the invi- | 
tation of his country, embarks his property in a 
public war, I think that citizen has a right to ex- | 
| pect that the Government of the United States will 
insist, for his protection, upon the observance of 
the laws of nations by neutral Powers. If she, 
by her belligerent demonstrations, exposes herself 
to attack in the port of a neutral Power, he has a 
right to expect that the Government will enforce 
protection so far as itis due by the law of nations. | 
If this vessel had been a public vessel, the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States would have had no | 
question about it, but could have released the neu- | 
tral Power from any claim for damages which | 
were sustained. Butthis is private property, and 
| private property which the orenintent procured | 
to be used for its own safety. I think, then, it 
was bound to exercise peculiar diligence in the 
I think that the mo- | 


Yes ` 
| not to be addressed by 


i| ment the nation failed to compel respect, by a 
|| neutral Power, to the Jaws of nations, and so to 
enforce the protection which was due to this ves- 
sel, from that time this privateer became. entitled 
to relief from the Government of the United States | 
directly. The Government has neglected, and 

has refused to grant this relief. It has contented 

itself with. referring the- question to arbitration. 

An award has been obtained against these citizens. | 
The question is now asked, whether that is not a 

| discharge of the obligation of the Government to 

them. I answer thatit is, if the award is just and 

| right upon the merits of the case; but if it is not, 

| then the claim of the citizens upon this Govern- 

| ment remains, because it is a claim which was 

good and perfect, in the first instance, against the 

| Government. The Government sought for its | 
indemnity by reclamation upon Portugal. It had 
aright, and F think it would have been just, to 
make good the damage to those of its citizens 
before seeking reparation from Portugal. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 wish to ask the Sena- 
| tor from New York a question. Suppose this 
Government had gone to war with Portugal to 
obtain redress, and for want of power had failed 
to get it, would it then have heen bound, would it 
have been under any obligation of morality or 
justice to pay the claim? If not, why should it: 
be so after having submitted to arbitration? 

Mr. SEWARD, It would depend altogether 
| upon the ability of the Government in that case. 
The Government having resorted to wax pr arbi- 
tration, does not change the nature of the case at 
all. It was bound to pay, if it was able. If it 
was not able to pay, these individuals must suf- | 
fer, in common with all the other individuals who | 
| suffer by war; but if the Government was able to 
pay, it was bound to pay in the first instance, and | 
its resort to war or arbitration does not affect the | 
| case. i 
The Government now pleads the award; but the || 
| award is founded upon a state of facts which the |! 
Government itself admits is false. If, then, the | 
award is founded upon a false state of facts, it is 
unjust, and the Government cannot be thereby 
discharged from its obligations. It is true, the 
argument is enforced very strongly by the con- 
sideration that the Government, without the con- | 
| sent of the parties, undertook to refer to a foreign | 
|i Power the question whether it would pay the 
i claim.. ln doing so, it chose a Power which was 


the: citizen, and before 
whom it failed to prestnt the claim, but left the 
decision to be made in error, either from gross 
mistake or partiality on the part of the arbitrator. 
It strikes me, therefore, that there are abundant 
reasons why we can rightfully pay ‘this claim, 
That is all J contend for, and that is enough for 
me. K 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my sympa- 
thies ledd me to vote for this claim, and Iam not 
sure that I shall not be compelled to do so, There 
is but one ground, however, on. which I suppose. 
the claim can be sustained, and that is a question 
on which my mind has not been brought to bear 
at all, and, therefore, I do not yet feel certain as 
to the result at which I ought to arrive. 

I have no doubt that the Government of the 
United States, acting on behalfof acitizen,and in 
erder to prosecute a claim against a foreign Power, 
has a right to enterinto a reference, if it see fit so 
to do, with or without the consent of that citizen, 
When they represent him, everything must be 
left to their discretion, The doubt which arises 
in my mind as to the non-liability of the United 
States is this: The claim was referred toa foreign 
Government, and the decision was against the 
claimants; but in making that reference, the Uni- 
ted States entered into no stipulation whatever 
that the citizens or the Government of the United 
States should not be heard before the arbitrator, 
It would have been contrary to the first principles 
of justice if they had entered into any such stip- 
ulation as that the arbitrator should take the case 
and decide it without any hearing whatever, either 
on the part of the Government of the United 
States or the individual claimants. 

I have looked at the words of the treaty by 
which the arbitration was agreed to be made, and 
I find pothing to restrict the right of the party 
to be heard, if his Gowernment chose to adduce 
further proof or further argument, The claimant 
in this case, after this treaty had been ratified by 
the Senate, applied to the Secretary of State in 
order to have a written argument in supportof his 
claim go before the arbitrator—before the Govern- 
mentselected to make the decision as to the liability 
of Portugal. 

OF the liability of Portugal on the facts stated by 
the committee, I can entertain no doubt. Of the 
error of the decision of the Emperor of France, | 
have no doubt. The only question in my mind 


‘as to the liability of the Government, is, whether 


the act of the Government of the United States, 
in refusing either to Jet the party, who wished to 
be heard, have a hearing through his own written 
argument before the arbitrator, or in neglecting 
themselves to instruct their own Minister to make 
proper representations before the arbitrator so that 
the case might be fully heard, and not be decided 
either ona careless or an ex parle examination, 
does not amount to’such gross negligence on the 
part of the Government, after having chosen to 
enter into this arbitration, that we have a right to 
look behind the award, and if we are satisfied the 
award was wrong, then to say that we ought to 
make the claim good. 

I am not disposed to push too far the principle 
of the liability of the Government on account of 
such negligence; but the refusal of the then Secre- 
tary of State, distinguished as he was and able as 
he wag, under the terms of that treaty, either to for- 
ward the written argument of the party to the arbi- 
trator who was to decide on his rights, and on his 
rights alone, or to instruct our Minister to attend 
to the matter, seems to me to be extraordinary. 
Recollect, this was a peculiar case; it was not the 
case of the Government referring aclass of general 
claims to an arbitrator. They settled everything 
else, and referred the individual case of the brig 
General Armstrong to the then President, and sub- 
sequent Emperor of France. They referred this 
case by itself. There was, then, peculiar propri- 


eyin asking that the party, who alone stood 


interested in the decision, should be heard.’ Under 
these circumstances, he applied to our Secretary 
of State, the proper person, and he submitted to 
him his written argument, and the Secretary of 


| State declined to let that argument go before the 


arbitrator, on the ground that the treaty prevented 
it. Ican find no such provision in the treaty. 
On the contrary, the treaty requires all the pre- 
vious correspondence between the two Govern- 
ments to be laid before the arbitrator. There is 
no exclusion of the right of hearing; and I cannot 
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conceive it possible that the Senate of the United 
States, in such a case, acting on behalf of a citi- 
zen, on a proposition relating to his single claim 
alone, would refer the decision of that claim to a 
foreign Power, and provide in the convention that 
he should not be heard in support of his rights. 
There is no such provision in the treaty; and, | 
therefore, I think there was a plain mistake in law, | 
a gross mistake in Jaw, on the part of the Secre- 
tary of State of the United States when he refused 
either to instruct the Minister of the United States 
to appear and urge the claim before the arbitrator, 
ahd vindicate the right of his own fellow-citizen, 
or, in lieu of that, to suffer the argument which that 
citizen had drawn up in support of his claim, to go | 
before the arbitrator. Under these circumstances | 
it does look to me like a case of gross negligence | 
on the part of the Government of the United | 


States, in prosecuting the right of a citizen after”); 


it had referred it to arbitration. For this reason, 
and as I have strong sympathies with the claim | 
otherwise, and as there is a great deal more than | 
this to commend it to allowance; and as I believe, 
beyond all question, that this is a case in which, 
owing to that neglect, the party has lost his claim, 
I believe | shall vote for the bill. $ entertain no 


heen held responsible, 
a nation is strong enough to exist as a nation, 
and to claim the rights of a nation, she is bound 
by the obligations of a nation. She is bound to 
protect the neutrality of her own ports, and if she 
cannot protect them she is bound to pay the dam- 
ages which are incident to her own want ofability 
to do so, And there can*be no other doctrine 
under the laws of nations. T hold, therefore, that 
Portugal was unquestionably liable. This has | 


never been doubted in any of the correspondence || 


on any pretext whatever, except on the ground 
alleged by Portugal, for the first time in 1843, that 
the American vessel had herself, by her own con- 
duct, been the cause of the attack of the British. 

This assumption is against the whole facts o 


the case, Jt is against the admission of Portugal f 


and the conduct of Great Britain at the time when 
the transaction took place, and subsequently to 
that time. 
mitted as a matter of right; and at the time of the 
transaction no pretense was set up by Portugal 
that the American vessel was the aggressor. On 
the contrary, a demand was made by Portugal 
on Great Britain, never on this country, on the 
ground that Great Britain had violated the neu- 
trality of Portugal, and, therefore, was responsible 
to her; and as far as Portuguese interests went, 
Great Britain admitted that it was so. ‘Phe path 
for Portugal to pursue would have been plain if 
this assumption were correct. If the American 
vessel had been the aggressor, Portugal would 
have come here and said, ‘* the Government of the 
United States caused this aggression; the Govern- 
ment of the United States by the act of one of 
their private armed vessels caused all the difficul- 
ties which arose here by. making an attack on the 
boats of the British squadron, and, therefore, we 
look to you for’ reparation.” Instead of doing 
anything of this sort, Great Britain admitted her 
liability to Portugal, so faras regarded Portuguese 
interests; and I say the admission of that ability 
is absolutely inconsistent with anything else than 
the fact that the British boats were the 
upon the American cruiser. 

J have a strong and absolute conviction that the 


decision of the President of France was wrong, | 
and perhapswnder all the circumstances, you could | 


hardly have expected anything else from him; ' 
but I think there was also a neglect of duty on 
our part—not merely a slight neglect, but a gross 
neglect of duty. We violated the first principles 
of justice when we suffered the case to be decided 
by a foreign Power without a hearing and without 
a representation on the part of the claimant, who 


l 
ji 
i 
i 
t 


alone was interested in it, when he had preferred |: 


to us his argument in support of his claim. On! 


that ground, and on that ground alone, (and still | 


not with positive certainty that itamounts to sufi- 
cient negligence to make the Government Hiable,) 
but with a strong inclination of opinion that way, : 
I shall be compelled to vote for this bill, 


i 


i Orleans. f 
|! fact, which I will mention, appeared as a justifi- 
It was said on ope side that the |: 


other vessels they had would not answer. 


| Mr. CLAYTON. I rise now only for the pur- 
| pose of bringing one fact connected with this mat- 
| ter to the attention of the Senate. It appears that 
‘there was a controversy between the friends of 
| Admiral Lioyd and Admiral Cochrane in relation 
ito this very transaction. A gross charge was 
| made against Lloyd, who commanded the British | 
| squadron off Fayal, of malfeasance, improper 
| conduct, and a gross violation of his duty in de- 
| laying the advance of his squadron to the aid of 
: the Jamaica fleet, which was about to take New 
In the progress of the controversy, a 


| 
i 
4 
f 
i 


‘cation of Lloyd. 
i game was not worth the candle; that he lost sev- | 


| eral hundred men, and crippled the expedition so | 


| that finally the attack on New Orleans failed. It 
| was said that this was a thing for which Lloyd | 
‘ought to be answerable. In his defense, it was 
i stated that the object of attacking the privateer 
| General Armstrong was, to capture her without f 
i destroying or crippling her, in order that she might į 
| be used, in consequence of her light draft of water, | 
in the Mississippi, for purposes for which the 
That 
i was the reason why this vessel was attacked in 
į the way she was, An attempt was made to carry | 
cher. by boarding. They knew she had ninety | 
men, or less than a hundred, and only seven guns, | 


actually going to war in defense of his claim, and 
concluding a treaty without reference to it, this 
Government would still be responsible. Irtis only 
sufficient to state these propositions to see the con- 
i sequences to which they lead, and to secure, I 
| trust, the judgment of the Senate against them. 
The Senator from New York [Mr. Szwarp} 
seemed to feel the weakness of all arguments 
| drawn from law and usage, in defense of this 
| claim, and he placed it upon the simple ground of 
„some general equity—that this vessel was a pri- 
vateer, a part of the naval force of. the country; 
that she had sustained injuries as part of the naval 
service, and that we were therefore bound to in- 
demnify her owners. That may be an appeal to 
patriotic feeling; but if we acknowledge such ap- 
peals, there is no limit to the demands which they 
would create on the Treasury. Ido not feel dis- 
posed to detain the Senate on this question; but as 
i itis one of very considerable importance, I ask 
| for the yeas and nays upon the question of or- 
i dering the bill to be engrossed for a third’ reading, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. BAYARD. Mer. President, the honorable 
Senator from Ohio and myself agree as to the 
| points in this case, except in one respect. We 
| differ in opinion as to the plain intent of the third 
article of the convention between Portugal and 
the United States, by which this claim was sub- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| and they supposed they could capture her in a); mitted to the arbitration of the late President, 
i few minutes. They failed; and there was nothing | now Emperor of France. I admit he has the 
in the annals of naval warfare, ancient or modern, |! 


The claim was then undoubtedly ad- |! 


aggressors |i r f 
il and cannot arbitrate without the consent of the ii 


| to exceed the glory of this transaction. Sir, I do jj 
| hope that the Senate of the United States will re- i 


flect upon the consequences which will flow from 
the payment of this sma!l sum out of the Treas- 


| 
| fight the battles of the country. 
i 


Bayarn,] if it were valid, would subject the Gov- 


Secretary of State of the United States should 
| form a wrong opinion upon a treaty stipulation 
' between this and a foreign Government, and in 
i! consequence of it a loss should be sustained. by 
ia private citizen, That is the principle of his 
argument. It seems to me that it would be going 
very much too far.to sanction a principle which 
| would be fruitful of such consequences. On a 
| cursory examination of the report and the clause 
of the treaty, it would seem to me that the sub- 
mission of this claim to the arbitrator, was in the 
nature of a submission, or an appeal to a superior 
court, that the whole case might be reéxamined, 
but not on new arguments or new testimony; 80 
| that, in my judgment, the late Secretary of State, 
Mr. Webster, to whose opinions upon the con- 
| struction of treaties,and upon ail legal questions, 
every member of the Senate will be disposed to bow 
with very great deference, was not erroneous in 
the opinion which he gave. 


ment of the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Prarr] 
seems to me to be entirely unanswerable. There 
are three modes in which satisfaction for private 
i claims can be obtained from a foreign Govern- 
ment. One of those modes is by negotiation and 
treaty, resulting in satisfaction or a compromise; 
! another of those modes isalso by arbitration; and 
the third is by war. Now, sir, if we cannot arbi- 
| trate without the consent of the claimant, we can- 
i| not compromise; we can make no adjustment that 
does not,secure to the claimant everything that he 
i; claims, É the whole- extent of the indemnity 
which he requires. If we cannot compromise, 


‘claimant, then it irresistibly follows, as was 
shown by the Senator from Maryland, that the 
private claimant has in his hands, in every such 


and foreign nations, or an abandonment of his 
i claim. We are driven to that necessarily. In 
| every case we must either abandon the claim, or 
| else we must resort to war in its enforcement, at 
! the will of the claimant himself. 
Sir, itis by no means clear that these doctrines 
! would not involve a still further consequence. If 
| we cannot resort to arbitration without the con- 
sent of the claimant—if we cannot resort to the 
mode of compromise without the consent of the 


j 
i 


remedy without his consent? and if wecannot do 


i that, the result will be that, in the event of our 


| ury, and its effect on the men who shall hereafter |i 


Mr, CHASE. Mr. President, the argument ii 
submitted by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. : 
which he would otherwise have given it. 


ernment to responsibility in all cases in which the | 
i 
i 


i 


Upon the other points in this case, the argu- 


case, the question of peace and war between this - 


claimant—how can we resort to the great last | 


authority—and very high authority it is—of Mr. 
Webster in support of his construction. I can 
only account for what I consider the palpable 
|! mistake in the construction of that article, made 

by the Secretary of State, because of the multipli- 
city of the transactions to which his mind was 
drawn, and the probable fact that this being a case 
relating simply to the affairs of a private individ- 
val, did not receive from him that consideration 
l will 


iy 


| 
| 
i 
Vj 
i 


| read the language of the article: 


i} “So soon as the consent of the sovereign potentate, or 
:| ehief of some friendly nation, who shall be chosen by the 
ii two high contracting parties, shall be obtaines to act as 
‘| arbiter in the aforesaid case of the privateer brig General 
1i Armstrong, copies of all correspondence which has passed, 
ii in reference to the said claim, between the two Govern- 
! ments and their respective representatives, shall be laid be- 


| fore the arbiter, to whose decision the two high contracting 
parties hereby bind themselves to submit. ?? 
| I cannot understand that this is more than a 
| stipulation that the correspondence between the 
| two Governments shall be produced. 1 cannot 
ʻi sanction the idea that, in defiance of what is the 
|, only principle of justice for all purposes, whether 
| between nations or individuals, that the party has 
ta right to be heard before a decision is made 
| against him, this article excludes his right to be 
| heard, or even the right to adduce testimony 
! beyond this correspondence. When an argument 
in support of the claim was presented by the sole 
party in interest to the agent of his own Govern- 
ment, a refusal to present it to the arbiter was 
given, on the ground of the treaty not allowing it. 
n this case, if we examine the facts, we find that 
he decision is manifestly-—I had almost said atro- 
iously—wrong on the part of the arbitrating 
Power. In view of all the circumstances, | must 
‘| impute that erroneous decision to the neglect on 
| the pert of the Government in letting the case be 
|| properly presented before the arbitrator. 
i} Lhotdto the responsibility of the Government, 
‘| therefore, but noton the ground imputed to me by 
| the honorable Senator from Ohio, that in every 
4 case of slight mistake, of difference of opinion as 
i; to whether one course or another, or one argu- 
ment or another would have been more advisable 
in sustaining the claim of an American citizen on 
‘a foreign Government: not on any ground like 
‘ that do I place the liability of our Government in 
this case; but on the ground thatthere was here— 
"and every lawyer understands the term—a plain 
' mistake in law, a gross mistake inlaw. In conse- 
quence of this mistake, the great principle of justice, 
that every party shall be heard, was refused in this 
! ease, when the claimant’s rights alone were under 
` arbitrament. It is on that ground of gross mis- 
Yake in law, which deprived him of the highest 
l right of man, to which he should be always en- 
| titled in transactions of this kind, that my opinion 
in favor of this claim is founded. 
i Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I am strongly in- 
“ clined to vote for this bill; and I rise for the pur- 
i! pose of throwing out a few suggestions in support 
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of my views. I believe the argument in opposition 
to the bill, on the ground of obligation, is sound; 
except, perhaps, the exception taken by ihe hon- 
orable Senator from Delaware, who spoke last, 
{Mr. Bayarn,] in regard to the omission or neglect |! 
of the Government in not permitting the parties : 
to be heard, or in not providing that they should 
be heard before thearbitrator. I am not sure that | 
some neglect may not be fairly attributed. to the | 
Government on that ground; but that is not the 
principle on which [ base my support of this 
claim. asf 

I think the argument. against the obligation of 
the Government to pay the claim is complete and ! 
sound; but this case is one of peculiar features, and | 
it seems to me, in some other respects, it has pecu- | 
har grounds for allowance on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. 


| 


i 
i 
l 
i 


Well, sir, there is not a pretense thatthe resist- l 
ance offered by the brave commander of this pri- 
vateer and his gallant seamen at the port of Fayal, 

‘was made upon any mercenary motive whatever. | 
They could scarcely have any hope of ultimate |) 
success, What could have animated them, under | 
the circumstances, but the sense of pride, and || 
chivalry, and bravery, which should always actu- | 
atethe commander and seamen of an American | 

rivate or public armed ship? According to the 
faw of nations, they had a right to carry on pri- 
vate war, but they were also placed in such cir- : 
cumstances as required of them to exhibit that || 
degree of gallantry and chivalry which would ` 
show that the United States of America could con- || 
tend successfully against the extraordinary supe- | 
riority of the British power, especially on the | 
ocean. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Carron] | 
has thrown out some suggestions in regard to the i| 

ossible accretion of force which was intended to | 

e acquired for the attack in New Orleans, by the :! 
violation of neutral rights in this transaction. [| 
leave that entirely out of view, and I look to the ; 
extraordinary gallantry and daring that these men ' 
displayed, without hope on their part of making ; 
any prize, and in a contest the inevitable result of ; 
which they must have known, particularly when | 
they found they would not be protected by the | 
guns of the neutral Power in whose port they d 
wereanchored. {t is an exhibition which I re- |; 
gard as extraordinary, if the facts ‘stated in the; 
report be true, and I believe they have not been li 
denied. i 

Mr. CLAYTON. No one ever doubted them. | 

Mr. BELL. Sir, it cannot often happen that |) 
neutral rights will be invaded in the daring man- i| 

. ner in which they were invaded on this occasion; 
but they are liable, it is true, to be so invaded i 
whenever an inferior maritime Power is engaged | 
in war with a domineering, arbitrary Power, such || 

as Great Britain, who feels the consciousness of | 
her superiority on the sea. Sir, 1 look at the 4 
spirit, the noble gallantry and daring displayed on | 
this occasion, to the total exclusion of any idea | 

. of mercenary results; for there could have been 
no expectation of making a prize of an enemy’s 
ship, either a war vessel or a merchantman., 
Our men stood upon their own defense, and ex- 
hibited a daring and bravery seldom equaled in| 
the course of that, or any war, which ever took 
place. Then | say this is not likely to bea pre- ! 
cedent. Iam not disposed to put the case on the ! 
ground of obligation; but as this is not likely to į 
be drawn into a precedent, and as itis not likely ; 
that it will lead to any drafts on the Treasury of: 
the United States, i am inclined to vote for the ; 
bill. 

Then, Mr. President, I want to know—although 
there is no strict obligation on the part of this 
Government to vote this appropriation under the || 
circumstances—may wenot consistently and prop- |i 
erly doit? Why, sir, on what principle do we : 
grant numerous pensions and bounties? Hun- i 
dreds of thousands of acres of the public lands |: 
have’ been granted in bounties to men who never |; 
heard an enemy’s gun. Take the late war with |} 


i 
{ 
| 
i 
i 
| 


i 


! Delaware has said, on a principle of State policy, 
| tuity, as a bounty to stand upon the records of 


i such circumstances, how can you refuse this? 


| gation; bat Í consider that we are under just as 


; marines, in time of war. 


i like to ask a question for information; for I do not! 


i rectly the positions assumed by them, concede : 


! admitted, as } understood him, that the Govern- 


i right and obligation were reciprocal; and if the 


i ment was bound to pay it. 


: by saying that we were not bound to pay it, but. 


granted bounty lands or pay to them? 
no obligation, for they did not serve; they were 
only prepared to serve. What is the difference 
in principle between that case and this? Here is 
the same principle; and” here is an extraordinary 
and noble example and exhibition of gallantry 
under peculiar circumstances; and when you 
know you have voted to volunteers hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, or, what is equivalent to 
them, bounties in land, and that for a war in 
which a large portion of those volunteers did no 
service—on that principle, as the Senator from 


as an encouragement to gallant conduct, as a gra- 
the Government of the United States, given under | 


That is the query 1 make. : 
{ concede the correctness of the argument of 
gentlemen against the bili on the ground of obli- 


much obligation to pass it as we were to grant 
gratuities of hundreds of thousands of dollars’ 
worth of property, as has recently been dene with- 
out any opposition being made to it. It cannot 
be drawn into aprecedent. It can form no great 
draft on the Treasury; and I think, under the cir- 
cumstances, it will be an acknowledgment of the 
estimation in which the Government and the coun- 
try hold meritorious and gallant services. [tis in 
the exercise of the war power to encourage the 
spirit of gallantry, chivalry, and devotion to the 
honor, and character, and interests of the country, 
in our troops and soldiers, and in our seamen and | 
I know honorable gen- 
tlemen cannot justify the extraordinary pension 
system which we have reared up in this country 
without any previous obligation, except on that 
principle for which I contend. On an occasion of 
this kind, when it is not likely to be drawn into a 
precedent, or form any great draft on the Treasury | 
at any time, why may you not, in the same spirit, 
in the exercise of the same privilege, under the 
grant of the war power in the Constitution, vote 
in favor of this claim? That is my inclination, 
feeling, and sympathy, without disputing at all: 
the correctness of the argument of the Senators | 
who have said that we are under no strict obliga- | 
tion to pay it. 

Mr.MALLORY. Thehonorable Senator from 
Tennessee has alluded to the encouragement which | 
the payment of this claim will give to the gallantry |: 
and bravery of the seamen. lask him, for inform- |i 
ation simply, whether the seamen who fought | 
the battle on board the General Armstrong will : 
receive any money under this bill? i 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELL. ldo notknow anything aboutit. | 
I have read the report of the state of the case i 
merely. i 

Mr. SLIDELL. Itis forthe officers and crew. | 

Mr. MALLORY. Are they mentioned ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. CLAY. | understand there is a letter of i 
the Secretary of State, Mr. Marcy, on file, on this ; 
subject. I should like to hear it read, and I should į 


plaintiff made out his case, which was a claim for 
a considerable amount of money. After the plain- 
tiff’s proof had been given in, the judge said to 
the defendant’s counsel: ‘* This seems to be all 
right; shall we order a verdict?” ‘No, if your 
honor pleases; I have a defense to make.” “ Oh} 
you have a defense; what is it? Let us hesr it” 
“+ Well,’* said the counsel, ‘ if your honor pleases, 
our defense is, that the defendant was a minor 
' when this account was rendered.” ‘That is 
your defense, is it?’ said the judge, ‘that the 
defendant was a minor—an infant?” ‘ Yes, and 
I believe,” said the counsel, ¢* that that is a good 
defense in this court, is it not??? “Oh, yes,” 
said the judge; ‘1 think it isa good defense; but 
I must say, at the same time, that it is a very 
mean one.” [Laughter.] So, if the honorable 
Senator had my note, which was given six years 
| ago, I might plead the statute of limitations. 
Then 1 would not be bound to pay it; but still I 
should have a right to do so, and it would be 
right for me to doit. Amd so | think with regard 
to this. Whatever it is right for a man to do, he 
should do, whether he is legally bound to-do the 
| right or not. : 

‘Vhere is a moral right and a moral obligation 
resting on the Government to pay, at least to the 


H 


j amount of indemnification, for extraordinary ser- 


vices performed ,and extraordinary lossesincurred, 
in the defense of the country, at extraordinary 
risks, and with extraordinary sacrifices. 1 know 
no other reason upon which I could ever have 


| voted for the bounty land bills, for which I have 
i voted, to give extra compensation to all the sol- 
i diers of the last war with Great Britain, to all the 


soldiers of the Mexican war, and to all the soldiers 
of all former wars. I was under no legal obliga- 
tion, Congress was under no obligation to do it; 
but Í had a right to do that which was equitably 
and morally just. Now, I do not know any rea- 
son why we should pension officers and soldiers of 
the Army over and above paying them in full of 
their compensation, and give them bounty lands 
besides; and when a privateer, consisting of officers 
and crew, as brave and true, and patriotic as any 
| others, come here and represent to us that they 
were ruined in the most gallant naval exploit of 
the whole war, say that we are under no obliga- 
tion to pay them for the losses they sustained. 

Mr. CLAY. Enow understand what the hon- 
orable Senator meant; and I discover, as I sup- 
posed from the beginning, that my embarrassment 
resulted from a misapplication of words. He 
meant to say, as I suppose, that the party had 
not a legal right—that is, a right existing by virtue 
of public law, or by treaty, or by constitutional 
law—but a moral right; and that there was a 
moral obligation on the part of the Government 
to pay, but no legal obligation, in the common 
acceptation of the word ‘‘legal.”” I wish to know 
if that is the position assumed by the other advo~ 
cates of this bill? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Most assuredly not. If my 
friend from Alabama had read the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, (which, I now 
repeat, was a unanimous report, made after very 
fuil investigation of the subject, and very mature 
reflection upon it, and after various consultations,) 
he would have seen that they considered that on 
grounds of right—I am not speaking of any 
appeal to the generosity of Congress-—there was a 
legal obligation existing on the part of the United 


ise to make a speech. 1 want information to di- | 
rect my vote. According to the re ks of the 
honorable Senator from New York, [MF Suwarp] | 
all the advocates of the bill, if he presented cor- 


hat there is no obligation on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to pay the claim. He said that it was | 


ment was not bound to pay it, but that it was : 
right to do so? IL should like him to explain to : 
me what that means; for | confess I do not com- | 
prehend its force. I have always supposed that. 


party had a right to make this claim, the Govern- 
But the Senator has 
refined in ethics or law beyond my comprehension, : 


it was right to do so. 


a court in Ohio, when it wasa new State. 


States to compensate these men for the losses they 
sustained by the destruction of the privateer Gen- 
eral Armstrong. In addition to that, the Senator 
from New York, with great force, and with great 
truth, has urged grounds appealing to our equita- 
ble considerations. 

Gentlemen may very well vote for the bill on 
either principle. I can vote for it on both. I 
think it is one of the most meritorious claims that 
ever has presented itself to Congress. I think it 
appeals more strongly to the chivalry of the na- 
tion, to the generosity of Congress, than almost 
any other I have ever heard made. But putting 
that aside entirely, I can vote for it on purely legal 
grounds. I think the course of conduct of the 
Governmentof the United States has been suchas 
asto substitute itself for the Government of Por- 
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“pay the whole amount of the loss sustained by the | 


claimants, 

Having lost their recourse to the Government 
‘of Portugal by what I conceive to be, if not the 
illegal, at least the very injudicious act of the | 
Government of the United States, | think they 
anpeal now to Congress on legal grounds which, 


‘to my mind, are impregnable. [regret that I can- 


hot- convey the same conviction to the minds of 
honorable Senators. J can vote for the bill on 


“both grounds mentioned. Stripped of all legal 


grounds, I could vote for it on the ground of a 


compensation for the gallant men who served 


their country. 

Mr. SEWARD. I onght, perhaps, to explain 
to the honorable Senator that Í forbore entering 
into the other views of the case because they were 
entered into fully by other hdnorable gentlemen. 
‘I stated that there were other views which pré- 
sented themselves to my consideration; but I 
agreed with those gentlemen in the grounds they 
took. F 
` Mr. CLAY. Now, I should like to have the 
letter of Mr. Marcy on this subject read. I un- 
derstand itis here. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, February 11, 1854. 

Srv: Your letter of the 7th instant, requesting that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations may be furnished with 
any evidence on file in this Department going to show that 
the case of the General Armstrong was referred to the arbi- 
trament of the President of the French Republic, either 
against or without the consent of the claimants, together 
with any suggestion which T may think proper to make in 
relation to the justice of the claim, or the propriety of its 
being allowed, has been received. 

From an examination of the files of the Department, it 
appears that, pending the negotiations which terminated in 
the convention with Portugal of 1851, two letters were ad- 
‘dressed to the Secretary of State on the subject of the ref- 
erence of the Armstrong claim to the arbitration of a third 
Power, one dated August 26, 1850, by S. C. Reid, “late 

-eommander of the privateer General Armstrong,” and the 

other dated September 5, 1850, by S, C. Reid. jr., ‘sole 
and only authorized agent of the claimants” in the case. 
Copies of these letters, and of the replies thereto, are here- 
with inclosed, 

There tire several other letters from the last-named gen- 
Ueman, on the same subject, and of subsequent dates, 
among the files of the Department, from which it would 

“appear that the claimants in the case had acquiesced in the 
decision of their Government to agree to refer their claim 

oarbitrament. If a different opinion was entertained by 

them, itis, al least, certain that their authorized agent did 

not, in‘any letters to this Department, protest against that 

pra or intimate doubts as to its propriety or expe- 
jeney. 

Regarding the claim ahove alluded to as definitely settled, 
go far as this-Department is concerned, by the decision of 
the arbiter to whois, by mutual agr ent of the contract 
ing parties to the convention of 1851, it was referred, F 


conceive that | cannot, without neglecting very important |! 


and, pressing business, devote sufficient tine Lo the case to 
enable me ta understand all the frets in regard to it. 

I cannot countenance the principle, that where this Gov- 
ernment is called on by a citizen of the United States to | 
imerpose for the purpose of recovering clainis against any | 
other Government; proceeds in good faith for that purpose, 
and tils in its object, or obtains what may be regarded as | 
an inadequate indemnity, it places itself ina situation to be | 

| 
| 


called on to pay the claims, or to satisfy the expectations of 
claimants. Our Government is butan agent in such êa 
and unless it acts against the expressed or Known wishes | 
of those who have invoked its interposition, it does not, as 
I conceive, incur any liability whatever to the claimants. | 
_Uhave the honor 19 be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- | 
dient servant, W. L. MARCY. | 

Hon. J. M. Mason, Chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, United States Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish merely to make one 
remark in regard to that. This acquiescence, as | 
it is termed—that is to say, the not remonstrat- | 
ing—occurred after the treaty was made. After 
the reference, the matter had been settled and de- 
cided by the Government, and it was not within 
the power of the claimants to resist any longer. 
The arbitration was made without their consent. | 
After the Senate of the United States had ratified 
the treaty, and the arbitrator had been appointed, | 
they addressed the Department; and what they ! 
said in the address then | suppose must consti- | 
i 
| 


tute ‘the acquiescence”? from which thé infer- | 
ence is drawn that they accepted it. 
conclusion, | think, can be drawn. 
‘Phe question being taken by yeas and nays on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- | 
ing, resulted—yeas 12, nays 21; as follows: i 


No such j 


NAYS~Messrs. Allen, Chase, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of |; 
Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Gever, Gillette, ` 


4 


Wisconsin; Evans, Fossi A 
otk wéll, Stuart, 


Hallion, Pratt, 


} 


Sunaner, "Phompson of |! 


Ka ntucky, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, Walker, and Williams 
—21. R 


So the bill was rejected. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 
Ordered, That-when the Senate adjourns to-day, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday neat. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


A message having been heretofore received 
from the House of Representatives, announcing 
that the Speaker had signed a joint resolution 
giving the consent of Congress to the acceptance, 
by Lieutenant M. F. Maury, of the Navy, of a 
gold medal from his Majesty the King of Sweden; 
also, a bill to authorize the issue of registers to 
vessels owned by the Accessory Transit Com- 
pany, they were signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

DAVID MYERLE. 


Mr. GWIN. A bill passed the Senate some 
eveeks ago for the relief of David Myerle, and 
was sent to the House, but on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Baicur,] we requested 
its return to us, and a motion is now pending to 
reconsider the vote by which it was passed. I hope 
that motion will be considered, and the bill finally 
acted upon now. This is probably#the last day 
this session on which we shall act on private bills. 
I therefore hope it will be taken up and voted on. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from California 
will see that the Senator from Indiana, who made 
the motion to reconsider, is not present. 

Mr. GWIN. He made it at the request of 
another Senator. He does not wish to participate 
in the discussion. 

Mr STUART. That is a very different state- 
ment from what the Senator gave me. He stated 
to me that he moved the reconsideration with a 
view to oppose the bill. 

Mr. GWIN. He voted for the bill, and moved 
the reconsideration. 

Mr. STUART. I know he did. 

Mr. GWIN.’ Some years ago, he made one 
of the best speeches in favor of the claim that | 


' ever heard; and I do not think he is a gentleman 


who generally speaks on both sides. I wish to 
have the question decided. I wish to have the 
bill sent to the House at this session. My col- 
league upon the Committee on Naval Affairs, who 
reported the bill, (Mr. Tuomson, of New Jersey, ] 
who is now absent, requested meto call it up, and 
have it acted upon. I have not a word to say 
upon it. Tt is well known to the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. I really hope the Senator from 
California will not press his motion in the absence 
of the Senator from Indiana. I am certain, from 
a conversation I had with him, that he desires to 
say something concerning the bill, 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Indianais not 
absent from the building. I will send to his com- 
mittee room for him. I move that the motion to 
reconsider be taken up. 

Mr. STUART. Then I shall have to move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GWIN. Task forthe yeasand nays upon 
that motion. Hereis a question that has been 
discussed time and again in the Senate. Reject 
the bill or pass it; itis not material with me which. 
I hope the yeas and nays will be given on the 
adjournment. 

. The yéas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. GWIN. [call for a division then. 

The 
affirmath 
noes 1]; 

And the Senate adjourned to Monday. 


by avote,on a division, of ayes 23, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 23, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 


TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. After the consideration of 


stion being taken, it was decided in the | 


ab 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ig 


cannot postpone the consideration of private bills 
till then? 
The SPEAKER. Therules recognize Fridays 


„only as objection days. 


_ Mr. HOUSTON. I am exceedingly anxious 
to get through with the civil and diplomatic bill 
this week. It being objection day, I shall not 
object to the consideration of private bills, but 
shall try and get a meeting of the House to-mor- 
TOW: so that we may finish the civil and diplomatic 
bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that gentlemen having private 
bills may report them for the purpose of refer- 
ence, and if reached to-day, considered in the 
Committee of the Whole. .* 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Henpricxs] proposes that reports of private 
bills, such as will give rise to no debate, be re- 
ceived now. | j 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it intended to put the 
bills so reported upon their passage to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair remarked that 
such bills only as gave rise to no debate would 
be received. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that this is objection day, 
and we cannot consider bills to which objection is 
made. 

BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were then taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second times by 
their title, and referred as indicated below: 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Captain 
Joshua Chamberlain, deceased. Referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

An act to authorize the issue of a register to the 
bark Amelia, by the name of Abby Frances. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

An act for the relief of Urban Stoll. Referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

An act for the relief of James Dixon. Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HENN. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution 
in reference to the establishment of some post 
routes in the State of Iowa. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be requested to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post roads in the State of Iowa: 

rom Dubuque, via Fort Dodge, to Sargent’s Bluffs ; 

From Adell, via Panora and the county seats of Audu- 
bon and Shelby counties, to Magnolia ; 

From Quincey to Clarinda ; 

From Lewis+o Clarinda ; 

From Boonsboro’, via Homer, to Fort Dodge 5 

Troin Boonsboro’ to Adell; 

From Fort Des Moines to Marietta 5 

From Quincy to Adair. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, IJ object. 
On motion by Mr. PHELPS, it was 


Ordered, That the pension certificate in the case of 
Thomas Bronangh, on application for increase of peusion, 
be withdrawn from the fites of the House, for the purpose 
of being returned to the petitioner. 

REPORTS FROM, COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would inquire if all the 
bills on the Speaker’s table have been disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; and now, by the unani- 
mous order of the House, reports of a private 
character, not giving rise to debate, will be received. 

The Speaker then proceeded to call committees 
for reports of private bills, beginning with the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the followingbill; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to a 

Yommittee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill to remit the duties upon certain 


` 


oods 


i destroyed by fire in the cities of New York and 


San Francisco. 

Mr. DICK. I am instructed by the Committee 
for the District of Columbia to report a bill for 
the incorporation of an insurance company inthe 
city of Washington. 

- Mr. LETCHER, Is that a private bill? I 
think it is not. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object to the report. 

Mr. HAMILTON. This is a local bill, and 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
what is in the body of the bill, Jf it is for the 
benefit of a company, it is in order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, Itis for the benefit of a 
company. 


ieee. 
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The SPEAKER. The. Chair thinks it can 
hardly be regarded asa private bill, in the sense 
in which the rule is understood; but if there is 
no objection, it will be received. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 2 

The SPEAKER. Then it cannot be received. 


_ On motion by Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
the State of Wisconsin, asking for the payment of a certain 
claim far arresting and keeping a United States prisoner, 
together with the accompanying papers, containing an ex- 
tract from the records of the United States court in the case 5 
and that the same do lie upon the table.. 


Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported the following bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
-referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed: 


A bill for the relief of Thomas Underhill, exec- | 


utor of Thomas Underhill, deceased. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the 
relief of Stephen Lutz; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred toa Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. STANTON. The Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary have instructed me to report back Senate 
bill No. 153, ‘to relinquish the reversionary in- 
terests of the United States to a certain reservation 

therein mentioned, and to confirm the title of 
Charles G. Gunter.” 

This bill, I suppose, was referred to our com- 
mittee upon the idea that it involved a question of 
law. The committee are of the opinion that the 
‘elaimant has no legal claim to the titie. Itmay be 
consistent, however, with the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, in disposing of the public.lands, to per- 
mit him to enter the lands. ‘This question, how- 
ever, does not come within the jurisdiction of the 


-Committee on the Judiciary, and we ask therefore : 


to be discharged from its further ‘consideration, 
and that it may be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHOWER, from'the Committee ‘on Revo- 


‘Yutionary Claims, reported the following bills; į 


which were severally read a first and second time 
by their respective titles, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Everard Meade; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Larkin 
Smith; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Lieutenant Willes Willison. ` 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, made 


adverse reports on sundry petitions, and moved ; 


that said petitions be laid upon the table and 
printed. 


[A message was here received from the Senate, | 
ury Dicwims, Esg., their Secretary, noti- | 


by Assur ] 
. fying the House that the Senate had passed, with 
an amendment, the bill of the House (No.-316) 
«to amend-an-act- approved September 27, 1850, 
to create the office of surveyor general of the pub- 
lic lands in Oregon,” &c.; and also theact amend- 
atory thereof, approved February 19, 1853. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill and reso- 
lation of the following titles: : 

A bill (No. 413) constituting “Madison, in the 
State of Indiana, a port of delivery; and 

A resolution (No. 21) in relation to surgeons 
mates of the Army of the Revolution.] 

Mr. LETCHER. Thecaseson which adverse 
reports are 
may be sen 
may. have written reports. 


> 


reasons for theadverse reports, so that other com- | 8 


mittees may not be-worried.at the next session. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman submit 
a motion to recommit? 
Mr. LETCHER. 
with regard to adv 
written reasons. 


should accompuny their reports with their written 
reasons. 
The SPEAKER. “The motion tolay upon the 
tuble takes precedence of the motion to recommit. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I rise to a question of 
order, and it is this:.I understand that the order 


made without-written reports, I hope | 
t back to the committee, so that we | 
We ought to havethe | 


I do submit that motion | 
erse reports unaccompanied by | 
Lhope they will be sent back, I; 
think that it is due to the House the committee | 


ji 
1 
i 


{ 
| 
i 
{ 


| 
| 


A 
į 
; 
1 
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ji 
E 
i 


| 


j committees were to report only such matters of 


|| second time by their titles, referred toa Committee | 
!| of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


{John McVeigh and John F. McNeeley, and for 


| Senate, reported them back with a recommenda- | 


| of the House was, that reports of bilis should be 


Peceived. Idid not understand that adverse re- 

ports were to be received to-day. I thought it 

was the purpose to get bills on the Calendar. 
TheSPEAKER. The understanding was, that 


a private character.as would not give rise to de- 
bate. There can be no debate.on this proposi- 
tion; for a motion is made to lay upon the table. 
If the House refuses to Jay upon the table, and 
debate arises, the Chair will order the memorials 
back to the committee. In every case where there 
isa written report the Chair will order it to be 
printed. ; 
. Mr. SHOWER. Is there any rule of the 

House requiring written reasons for adverse re- 

ports? 

The SPEAKER. There is no such rule. Still, 
if the House refuse to lay upon the table, it will | 
be competent for it to recommit. 

Mr. COBB. I demand tellers on the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland. . 

Tellers were ordered; and Messré. Fenton and 
Cox were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the motion to lay 
upon the table was agreed to, the tellers having 
reported—ayes 68, noes not counted. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, made.adverse reports in the cases of Pierre 
Merod.and Joseph Bogy, heirs-at-law of Joseph | 
Placy; which were laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

Mr. MAY also, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the relief of Henry Gardner and 
George Mattingly; which were read a_first and 


i 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


Mr. SHOWER, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Nathaniel Reddick, administrator of Richard Tay- | 
lor, deceased; which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the | 

| 


Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
On motion by Mr. HUGHES, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims | 


of John Bilding, and that the same be referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS. | 


Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported bills for the relief of 


the relief of William Curran; which were read a 
first and second time by their titles, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. j 

Mr. HILLYER, from the same committee, re- | 
ported back the following bills; which were read į 
a first-and second time by their titles, referred to | 
a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to | 
be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Enoch S. More; 

A bil! for the relief of Patrick Gass; 

A bill for the relief of Rosale Caxillo; 

A bill for the relief of A. S. Laughery; 

A bill for the relief of Conrad Wheat and his 
legal representatives; and 

"A. bill for the relief of Sylvester J. Jerould, 
assignee of the interest of Henry Richards. 

Mr. HILLYER, from the same committee, to | 
whom were referred the following bills of the | 


tion that they do pass; and they were referred to | 
a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed: oe A 
Bill (No. 23) to confirm the claim of William: ; 
H. Henderson and the heirs of Robert. Hender- | 
son to five hundred acres of land in the Bastrop 
grant; . i 
Bill (No. 373)to ascertain and adjust titles to 
certain jands in the State of Indiana; and 
Bill (No. 26) for the relief of Ira Baldwin, 
Mr. H. also, from the same committee, made an 
unfavorable report in the case of the petition of | 
Benjamin C. Cook. : 
Ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
Mr. H. also, “rom the same committee, reported 
back-Senate bill (No. 297) for the relief of Syl- 
vanas Culver, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. n . i 
_ Laid upon the table, and, together with the re- 
| port, ordered to be printed. 


‘| the others into market. 


Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported 
back the following Senate. bills, with a recom- 
tmendation that they do pass; which were referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed: ` ` 

S. No. 329. An act for the relief of Thomas 
D. Jennings; and 

S. No. 330. An act for the relief of Juan M. 
Luco and José L., Luco. n 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of William J. McEthen- 
ny, E. P. Mathews, and Laurence Kribben, re- 
ported a bill for their relief; which was read a first 
and second time by title, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, from the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, reported back’ the 
following Senate bill, (No. 23,) with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass: 

An act confirming certain land claims in Louis- 
iana in the Bastrop grant. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. JT ask the indul- 
gence of the House to make a statement of this 
claim, which statement will not occupy more than 
five minutes. The Committee on Private Land 
Claims have recommended to the House that this. 
bill be now put upon its passage. T wish to make 
a statement to the House to show the importance 
of immediate action in regard to it. 

The Bastrop claim, in the State of Louisiana, 
was a grant made by the Spanish Government, 
when it owned that territory, to Baron DeBastrop, 
upon certain conditions; and among them was one 
requiring him to people that territory with a cer- 
tain number of citizens. He went upon the grant, 
and fulfilled the condition. Those persons who 
are now asking for relief are the persons who 
hold under the people whom the Baron De Bastrap 
earried there under this agreement with the Span- 
ish Government. 

It. will be recollected that the Government of 
the United States authorized a suit to be brought 
by the claimants of the British grant against the 


Government for this claim; that the Supreme 


Courtof the United States very lately decided. this 


be discharged from the further consideration of the petition | claim to be illegal, and that the land belonged to 


the Government. A bill has been passed for the 
relief of the actual bona fide :settlers. upon the 
grant. Congress authorized by Jaw, in 1851, 
commissioners, composed of the receiver and the 
register of the land office, at the town of Monroe, 
to examine the title of these people, and report 
upon it, Congress laying down certain principles 
by which they should be governed. The com- 
missioners have made their report. They have 
recommended, under the principles authorized by 
law, the confirmation of certain claims. 

The object of this: bill, which has passed.the 
Senate, is to confirm the report. of those commis- 
sioners. The effect of it will be to enable the 
Government to confirm such titles as the commis- 
sion have reported favorably upon, and bring 
the remainder of the lands into market. That is 
the only object; and permit me here to say, that I 
have examined the testimony presented in the 
report of the commissioners, and 1 have no doubt 
that every one of them ought to be confirmed, 
under the provisions of the act of Congress .of 
1851. A great many of the claims were rejected 
because they did not come within the provisions 
of that law, j 

I have no doubt that this bill ‘ought to pass at 
once, because it will enable the Government to 
convey those lands to the claimants, and to bring 
These lands are located 
in the richest portion of Louisiana, and will there- 
fore become very valuable to the Government. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I will not detain 
the House further than to confirm the statement 
of the gentleman from. Louisiana. This bill has 
passed the Senate, and should be passed by the 
House at once. I move the previous question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I want to know how this 
bill came before the House for debate? 

The SPEAKER. The House indulged: the 
gentleman from Louisiana in making a statement 
in reference to the bill. 

Mr. HUNT. J hope the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland will not object to the bili. {ris for the 
benefit of acommunity which is entitled to relief. 
We have fwland sufficient information in refer- 
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‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was 
read a third time. 

It was then read by the Clerk in extenso. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. - I move to recon- 
gider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
‘that that motion be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NICHOLS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land. Claims, reported the following bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows, referred to a Committee or ike 
. Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the inhabitants of school 
township forty-five, range one, in Warren county, 
Missouri. 


Mr. N. also, from the same committee, reported || 


back bills of the following titles; which were re- | 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed: 

H. R. No. 299. A bill for the relief of the Pine 
Grove Academy, in Louisiana; i 

S. No.-167. An act for the relief of Jošeph 

. Canpan; and 

S. No. 29 
Hernandez. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to reconsider the 
order of the House referring the bill reported by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Fenron,] 
to remit duties on certain goods destroyed by fire 
in the cities of New York and San Francisco, to 
a Committee of the Whole House, that the bill | 
may be committed to the Committee of the Whole ; 
on the state of the Union. It is a bill of a public 

‘and very important nature. It has heretofore 
been referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, and ought now to take the 
same direction. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rule, accord- 
ing to the order of the House, which was unani- 
mously made, thatif the motion to reconsider give 
rise to debate, it must lie over until another time. 

‘Several members proposed to debate it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object to all further 
debate. 

Mr. MILLSON. I should have objected in; 
time, had I known what the bill was. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
will be entered; it must lie over for the present. 

Mr. MILLSON. J do not know that it comes | 
within the order by which the House allowed pri- 
vate bills to be reported. 

The SPEAKER, The bill having been dis- 
posed of under the order of the House, the Chair | 
thinks that it can only be reached by reconsidera- 
tion. The motion to reconsider will be entered, | 
and may be called up to-morrow, or any other | 
time except the present. j 

Mr. FENTON. [I reported the bill under the | 
impression that it was merely of a private char- į 
acter. fam still of the same impression. 

_ . The motion to reconsider was entered on the 
Journal. i 

Mr. MAXWELL, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported adversely on the petition of | 
Simeon Buckre; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on: 
Military Affairs, reported back bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, with the recommendation that they į 
do pass; which were referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

S. No. 170. An act for the relief of Helen | 
Mackay, administratrix of Lieutenant Colonel | 
Eneas Mackay, late a deputy quartermaster in | 
the United States Army; f | 

S. No. 189. An act for the relief of Mrs. Celia | 
F. B. Cochrane, widow of the late Lieutenant | 
Colonel C. E. Cochrane, United States Army; and į 

8. No 206 An act for the relief of the execu- 
trix of the late Brevet Colonel A. C. W. Fanning, | 
of the Army of the United States. | 

No.250. An act for the reliefof William Claude | 
Jones; and t 

No. 285. An act for the relief of the heirs of | 

Brigadier General Richard B. Mason. | 
| 


6. An act for the relief of Manuel 


On motion by Mr. FAULKNER, the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs were discharged from | 
the further consideration of the memorial of the | 
Legislative Council of New Mexico, asking the į 
reéstablishment of Fort Atchison; and it was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. i 


|| Kerrr,] who a few days ago presented 


Mr. ETHERIDGE, ‘from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported the following bill, whic 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and į 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill to amend-an act entitled ‘ An act to pro- 
vide for the payment of horses and other property 
lost or destroyed in the military service of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1849. 

Mr. LINDLEY. | desire to put the bill just 
reported upon its passage. : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has already an- 
nounced its reference. By unanimous consent 
the bill will be put upon its passage. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Unanimous consent is 
not given. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
the proper destination of that bill is not the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had doubts as 
to whether it would properly come under the head | 
of private bijs. 


Mr. PHELPS. An improper direction has |; 


been given to this bill, and | move to reconsider 


the vote by which it was referred to a Committee |; 


of the Whole House. 
The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the 
bill may be returned to the committee. -» 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | think the proper |; 


direction would be to refer it to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and have it 
rinted, so that we may see what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was received and re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House. .Some 
gentlemen propose to return the bill to the com- 
mittee that reported it, upon the ground that it is 
not a private bill. Others suggest, that it should 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that it be printed. Is it 
the pleasure of the LLouse that the bill be referred | 
to the Committee of the Whole on thestate of the | 
Union? 

Mr. COBB. I object to that reference. 

The SPEAKER. Then it can be reached only 
by reconsideration. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I know nothing myself 


about the bill, as it is one which I reported at the | 


instance of Colonel Bissett, and which he handed | 
to me before he fell sick. As he is now unable to 
be in his seat, and as, perhaps, in view of some 


suggestions made by the friends of the bill, it would |; 


be better to have itre-referred to the committee, I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House, there- 
fore, to have it so returned. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr ZOLLICOFFER. Iam instructed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to report back the 
following bill from the Senate, with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass: 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Gonder, jr., and 
John Duff. 

Mr. FLORENCE. This bill involves merely 
a question of equity. I hope, therefore, it will be 
now put upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. Itin- 
valves the question of non-compliance with a con- 
tract. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I beg pardon, but the cir- | 


cumstance is a simple one. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The bill was referred to a Committee-of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. i 


Public Lands, l desire to ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up a bill, which has been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment, for 
the purpose of having it disposed of. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. That would be a devia- n 


tion from the rule; and I object to it. 

Mr. DISNEY. Itis merely a land bill in rela- 
tion to the Territory of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Indiana; and the bill cannot now be 
taken up. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. In the ab- 
sence of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
a minor- 
ity report from the select committee, I yester- 
day made a motion to reconsider the vote by | 
which that report was ordered to be printed and | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole. My} 
purpose in making that motion was simply to} 
afford the honorable gentleman an opportunity of 


J would inquire whether j, 


It is objected to by the gen- |: 
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| withdrawing a paper which he had filed and made 
i part of the report inadvertently. I understand 
| that he desires to withdraw the paper in question; 
| and if unanimous consent be given to him for that 
; purpose, I will withdraw my motion to recon- 
| sider. 

| There being no objection, the gentleman from 
‘South Carolina was allowed to withdraw. the 
| paper referred to. 

| Mr.STANTON. Then Task to withdraw my 
: motion to reconsider the vote by which that mi- 
i nority report was referred. 

| There being no objection, the motion to recon- 
i sider was withdrawn. 


i Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the Com- 
i mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported the fol- 
‘lowing bill; which was read a first and second 
| time by its title, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Rebecca Baggerly, widow 
of David Baggerly, deceased. 
| Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- 
i ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
| pass, the following Senate bill; which was referred 
: to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
! to be printed: 
; §. No. 108. A bill for the relief of Rebecca 
| Freeman. 


i Mr, CHURCHWELL, from the Committee 
| on Revolutionary Pensions, reported back, witha 
! recommendation that they do pass, the following 
| Senate bills; which were referred to a Committee 
i of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

S. No. 241. A bill for the relief of James 
Wormsley. 

S. No, 223. 
ton; and 
S. No. 340. An act for the relief of Sarah Cran- 
dall. ; 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were read a first and 
second time by their respective titles, referred as 
indicated below, and ordered to be printed: ` 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
i of Lieutenant Francis Ware, Referred to a Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House. 

A bill in addition to an act entitled “An act to 
continue half pay to certain widows and orphans.” 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union. 

A bill for an act in addition to certain acts 
granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
diers who have been engaged in the military ser- 
vice of the United States. Referred to the Com- 
i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. ROWE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made an adverse report upon 
the petition and papers of Mary Boyd, asking a 
pension as the widow of Johu Boyd, a revolu- 
tionary soldier; which, with the report, was or- 
| dered to lie on the table, and printed. 
| Mr. EDMUNDSON, from the Committee on 
i Revolutionary Pensions, reported the’ following 
| bill; which was read a firstand second time by its 
| 
| 
| 


An act for the relief of Mary Carl- 


! title, referred toa Committeeof the Whole House, 
: and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of James Capers. 

| Mr. E. also, from the same committee, made 
| adverse reports in the following cases; which were 


i laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed: 


: The petition of Martha Scott, widow of Samuel 


ij Scott; 
Mr. DISNEY. On behalf of the Committee on |i 


| The petition of Samuel Ross, of Ohio; and 
| The petition of the children of Robert McNeil 
‘and Sarah his wife. 


On motion by Mr. EDMUNDSON, it was also 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of Julian Belenger’s heirs, praying for bounty land under 
resolution of Congress of August 14, 1776, and resolution 
| of May 15, 1778, and that the same be referred to the Com- 
; mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MIDDLESW ARTH, it was 

Ordered, That the Commitee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of John Sherburn, heir of Sherburn Horton, of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, for a pension, and that the same do lie 
upon the table. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I was not present when the 
Committee for the District of Columbia was called, 
and I ask the unanimous consent of the House to 
report from that committee a bill to incorporate 
the Washington and Georgetown Railway Com- 
pany, in the District of Columbia. : 
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Mr. OLDS. That is not a private bill, i 

The SPEAKER. It can only be received by | 
unanimous consent, a 

There being no objection, the bill was read a! 
first and second time by its title, and referred to ': 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PARKER. I was not present when the H 
Committee on the Judiciary was called. I ask |: 
the unanimous consent of the House to report a 
bill for the relief of Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, |! 
surety for a former postmaster of Norfolk, Vir- || 
yma. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read | 
a first and second time by its title, referred toa | 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to į 
be printed. i 

Mr. GOODE. Task the unanimous consent of | 
the House to report from the Committee for the | 
District of Columbia a bill “t to prevent mischief, i! 


and to protect property in the District of Colum- 
H ” 


ia. ii 

Mr. HENDRICKS, That is nota private bill. || 
I object. il 
i 


i 
i 
i 


i 
if 


$ 
H 


Mr. GOODE. I hope the gentleman will with- '; 
draw the objection. I only desire to have it re- `i 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, | 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Well, sir, 1 will with- i| 
draw the objection in this case; but I give notice | 
thate will not in any other of alike character. | 

There was no objection, and the bill wasaccord- : 
ingly referred. i i 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. Task theunan- | 
imous consent of the House to report from the | 
Committee for the District of Columbia a bill to | 
incorporate the mutual Fire Insurance Company | 
in the District of Columbia. l 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Thatisnot a private bill. | 
I object to its reception, i 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object to anything that | 
is notin the regular order of business. 

On motion by Mr. LINDLEY, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the memo- 
rial of the heirs of Epaphras Ripley, of Vermout, an insane 
applicant for a revolutionary pension, and that the same | 
lie upon the, table. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill which; was read 
a first and second time, by its title, as follows, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be |! 
printed: \ 

A bill for the relief of James Wright, jr., of the 
State of Tennessee. 

Mr. H. also, frdm-the same committee, report- 
ed adversely on the following petitions and me- 
morials, which were laid upon the table: 

Petition of James Chambers, of Pennsylvania, $ 
praying for the correction of an error in the date || 
of the commencementof his invalid pension; i 

Petition of Charles H. Robinson; 

Petition of Isaac Plummer; H 

Memorial of William Guinard, who was a sea- |i 
man in the service of the United States, engaged |} 
in the war with Mexico, praying that an increase 
of pension may be granted to him, having lost his | 
right arm from the premature discharge of a can- || 
non on board the United States schooner Taney; |} 

Petition of Benjamin Cressey, praying for a | 
pension as an invalid seaman, from wou ads receiv- 
ed during the late war with Great Britain; i 

Petition of Eli Dontevy, praying for pecuniary ! 
aid in consideration of the loss of his eyes, while 
in the service of the United States, at the naval 
station of Brooklyn; . ne 

Petition of Stephen Connor, praying to be paid |; 
arrears of pension; íf 

Petition of Mathew Wieford, for increase of |; 
pension; : 

Petition of William Young, for additional com- 
pensation for injuries received in the war of 18123 | 

Petition of F. W. Raborg, of Captain Walker’s i 


j 


company of Mounted Rifles, who was wounde.l in i 
the battle of Huamantla, Mexico, for increase of | 
pension; ` 
Petition of Major William Keller, of Maryland, | 
for an increase of pension; a 
Petition of Washington Porter, for invalid pen- | 
sion; ! 
Petition of Edward Taylor, of Tennessee, pray- ;; 
ing Congress for back pension; and : 
Evidence in support of William Wilson’s appli- | 
cation for an increase of his pension as an invalid. i 


lie 


Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported | 
i back bill of the following title, with a recom- 
| mendation that it do pass; which was referred to 


a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed: 

S. No. 281. A bill for the relief of William 
Miller. 


Mr. ASHE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs, reported a bill; which was read a first and | 


second time by its title, as follows, referred toa 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the | 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed: 
A bill for the relief of Lewis E. Simonds. 


Mr. VAIL, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported bills, which were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, as follows, 
referred to a Committee of the W hole House, and, 
with ae accompanying: reports, ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Morse, of Essex, 
Chittenden county, Vermont; 

A bill for the relief of fra Call; and 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Sigler. 

Mr. V. also, from the same committee, reported 
adversely on the following petitions; which were 
laid upon the table, and, with the accompanying 


|; reports, ordered to be printed: 


Petition of Samuel Cieveland; and 

Petition of George Blake, of Niagara county, 
New York, a soldier in ihe war of 1812, for in- 
valid pension. 

Mr. EWING. I wish now to call up the mo- 
tion tg reconsider the vote by which the bill 
“ for the relief of James Jeffries and Jeremiah 
M. Smith’? was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The first question in order 
will be, “ Shall the bill be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House?” 

Mr. OLDS. Have | the power to withdraw 


! the motion to commit? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not. If 


| no objection is made, the motion to commit will be 


withdrawn. . 

Mr. OLDS. The reading of the report made 
upon the bill in the Senate will explain the whole 
matter. 

The report was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. OLDS. The whole matter is stated very 
simply and briefly in the report just read. These 
gentlemen bid for several routes in Texas. Among 
the number of routes which they received were 
three routes, which proved to be about fifty miles 
longer than they were advertised at, in consequence 


| of which they refused to perform service upon 


them. The Department withheld payment for 
their services upon other routes because they 
did not perform services upon these three routes. 

Mr. GROW. I move that the bill be referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I call for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; being ‘Shall 
the bill be referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House?” 

Mr. HENDRICKS. On that question I call 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is not a 


| quorum present. , f . 
“Che SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain | 


whether there is or not. 
Mr. PERKINS, of New York. 

vote of the other side. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 


I call for a 


mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


After acount, the Chair announced that there 


were one hundred and twenty-one members in | 


their seats. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Al! those who sit 
till in their seats, and do not vote at all, are 
counted for the negative. That is not right. 
Members may be in their seats, and not vote at 


If it is in order, I move ; 
‘| that the House do now resotve itself into a Com- | 


The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. į 


| 
| 


| 
| 


i 
t 


‘the nature of the motion. 


j other; but there area few 


get the House to act upon it. 


be this contest were it not for my motion; and as 
lam extremely unwilling to- cause it, i could in 
une moment, if permitted, explain to the. House 
Half the House seems 
to misunderstand the matier; and if no gentleman 
objects, f will briefly explain it. I simply wish to 
remind the Fouse that the House, as many. will 


; remember, referred this bill, because they desired 


to have itinvestigated.. The question was, whether 
it should go to the Committee of the Whole, or 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. Those who were present will remember 
that the House desired only that the Committee 
on the Post Officeand Post Roads should examine 
it and make a feport, there then being no report. 
It was a Senate bill, and had passed that body 
twice, but was lost in the last Congress in conse- 
quence of delay of business. The House decided 
that it should go to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, instead of toa Committee 
of the Whole House. Well, now, while | was 
absent the chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads had it referred toa Corm- 
mittee of the Whole House. Being informed of 
that, | made a motion to reconsider that reference, 
which was agreed to, and, by unanimous consent, 
leave was given for the withdrawal of the motion 
to refer. The friends of the bill would: stilt be 
defeating their own purposes if they were now to 
refer it to the Committee of the Whole House, 
after first sending it to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

I have had no conference with that committee, 
or with any member upon it. I left the proof in 
their hands, and they considered that there was 
no valid objection to the bill; and I simply wish 
the House now to carry out the general under- 
standing then had, and to act upon the bilt now. 
It makes no appropriation, butonly provides for 
the remission of a fine.’ A 

Mr. GROW. I wish to ask the gentleman if 
this is the same bill which the House defeated 


+ once this session? 


Mr. EWING. I have tried fortwo Congresses 
to get the House to act upon it in some shape or 
) gentlemen who seem to 
persist in putting it off. i wee 

Mr. GROW. Is it the same bill to which Mr, 


I| Sace made objection some time since? 


Mr. EWING. Itis the same bill; but the gen- 
tleman will recollect the history of that matter, 
and that, contrary to my wish, it was referred to 
a committee, the House refusing to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole. I had rather have the 


i| paternity of half a dozen Nebraska bills than one 


private bill for the remission ofa fine, Jt passed 
through the Senate twice, and has come here. I 
have been laboring for no other purpose than, 
after having it investigated by the committee, to 
But it is moved 
now to recommit it to a Committee of the Whole 
House; but I hope it will not be recommitted. 

Mr. COBB. I wish simply to say, that Mr. 
Sacre, who seemed to understand this matter when 
it was under discussion before, had a letter from 
the Postmaster General read. Perhaps that letter 
might throw a little light upon the subject. 

Mr. EWING. In answer to the gentleman, I 
will say, that those who compose the Commitee 
of the Whole House are the same individuals 
who are now here. Gentlemen will rememper 
that this bill was thoroughly discussed when it 
was last before us, and occupied more of the 
attention of the Honse than I desired. ‘Phat letter 
was then read; and I will state to the House: its 
contents, as briefly as possible, if the gentleman 
will allow me; and I shall thereby save the time 
of the House. The Post Office Department ad- 
vertised the routes shorter than they proved to be. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sace] goes 
to the Department, and gets some information 
from the clerks, and also gets a letter from the 
same Department. The letter states that, accord- 
ing to the then present information of the Depart- 
ment, the routes are not so Jong as the proof in 
the case shows them to be; but it allows that they 
area good deal longer than was stated in the ad- 
vertisement. That is the substance of the letter. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] 
was kind enough, on a former. occasion, to call 
the previous question upon the matter, afier he 
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had made a speech, and thereby cut: me off from | 
making an explanation. prt 

Mr.GROW.. Itistrue that when this bill was : 
up some time ago, | -had-a word to say upon it. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Before the gentle- | 
oman from Pennsylvania submits his remarks, I 
desire to suggest an amendment to the gentleman 
from Kentucky: to streike out, inthe second line, 
the words ‘and directed,” and insert ‘in his 
discretion.” It now reads: 

That the Postmaster General be, and he. is hereby, au 
‘thorized and directed to cause James Jeffries and Jeremiah 
M. Smith, &e. : 

If amended, it will read: a 

That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, au- į 
thorized, in his discretion, to cause, &e. i 

Lask the gentleman from Kentucky to accept | 
that amendment, $ j 

Mr: EWING. Task the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if that will removeall objection to the bill? 

Mr. JONES. If that amendment be made, I 
will not then object to the bill. £ 

Mr. EWING. Then I will accept the-amend- 
“ment, - ae 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair-will state that the 
-gentleman from Kentucky has no-power to accept 
-an-amendnfent; and that, at this stage of the pro- 
ceedings, it can only-be made by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. JONES. I take it for granted that if the 
gentleman from Kentucky does not object, no one 
else will. If the Postmaster General thinks the 
petition ought to be granted, I have no objection. 
~ There was no objection; and the amendment 
was accordingly inserted in the bill. 

Mr. GROW. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a 
single word to sa 

Mr. HENDR 
- debate, 

Mr. GROW. I thought I had the floor by the 
consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana comes too late, 

‘go faras the gentleman from Pennsylvania iscon- 
cerned. 

Mr. GROW. There are a large number of | 


loxs. { object to all further 


cases upon the Private Calendar of at least equal | 
merit with this. 

Mr. EWING. 
Pennsylvania obtain possession of the floor? 

The SPEAKER, The House accorded it to 
him by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EWING. Well, sir, if I had been aware 
of the fact-at the time, | should have objected. 
The gentleman made a speech against the bill the 
other day, and then moved the previous question, 
although I requested him to withdraw it. If it} 
is in my power to object, L do so. 

Mr. WHEELER, Then I shall move to lay 
the bill upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The geutleman from Penn- | 
sylvania is entitled to the floor, and it is too late 
to object. 

Mr. GROW. ‘When this bill was before the 
Elouse on a former occasion, the gentléman from 
Kentucky made a speech, and then called the 
previous question upon it. I appealed to him to 
withdraw it for a moment in my favor, and l; 

„promised to renew it. -He refused; but when I | 
had obtained the floor, and had called the pre- 
vious question, he asked of me thesame courtesy | 
that he had refused to extend to me. So that if! 
there is any complaint to be made, I think it is I | 

$ 


How does the gentleman from | 


yjio should make it. 

But, sir, can see no reason why this bill should 
be taken out of the usual course of proceedings. 
It has no more merit initthan a great many other | 
bills upon your Private Calendar. If these con- ; 
tractors have suffered, itis their own fault, and | 
not the fault of the Government. ‘They knew, or | 
they should have known, whatservice was required | 
before they took the contract. But I do not- pro- i 
påse to argue the merits of the claim. My great | 
objection ix to taking this bill out of its regular | 
order upon the Calendar, and giving it preference , 
in our action upon it over other bills there of equal | 
merit. í i 

Mr. EWING. Jost one word. This bill is- 
not upon the Private Calendar. It is before the | 
House, and-upon its passage. The remarksof thé | 
gentleman are therefore wholly irrelevant and in- 
applicable. Ls ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Withdraw the | 
tall for the: yeas: arid nays. | 


| motion; and it was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have || 


been ordered, and cannot be withdrawn, except by 


‘unanimous consent. 


Mr. WHEELER. I object 

The question now being upon recommitting the 
bill toa Committee of the Whole House, it was 
taken; and the motion was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 34, nays 90; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Thomas H. Bayly, Rall, Belcher, Car- 
penter, Crocker, Culiom, Dick, Ellison, Fuller, Giddings, 
Grow, Hastings, Houston, Daniel T. Joues, Kuox, Letcher, 
McCulloch, Matteson, Miitson, Norton, Parker, Penning- 
ton, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Pringle; Ready, Rowe, 
Ruta, William R. Smith, Trout, Wade, Ellinu B. Wash 
burne, and Wellts—34. 

NAYS —Messts. James C. Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, 
Barry, Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chandier, Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, 
Cobb; Corwin, Cox, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Edmundson, 
Thomas D. Bliot, English, Etheridge, Ewing, Farley, . 
Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Greenwood, Andrew, J. Har- 
Jan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, 
Heun, Hill, Dillyer, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, 
Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McDougall, “Macy, 
Maxwell, Mayall, Middieswarth, Smith Miller, Morgan, 
Nichols, Noble, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, 
Powell, Preston, ‘David Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sapp, 
Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, 
Willian Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Vail, Walsh, John Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, 
Yates, and Zollicotfur-—90. 


The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 


Mr. EWING moved that the vote by which 


ithe bill was passed be reconsidered; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be lasd upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I now move that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HILLYER. Before that motion is put, I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to report 
from the Committee of Claims a bill for the relief 
of John Frazer, and the administrator of theestate 
of John G. Clendenin, deceased. 

‘There was no objection; and the bill-was read 


‘a first and second time by its title, referred toa 
|| Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 


be printed. 
The question was then put on Mr. Henprick’s 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 


I| Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Disney in the 


chair,) and proceeded to consider private bills in 
the order in: which they stood upon the Calendar, 

This being “objection Friday,” no discussion 
was in order, and no bill could be considered to 
which objection was made. 


HEIRS OF BARON DE KALB. 


The CHAIRMAN. The first bill before the 
committee for consideration is entitled *“ A bill for 
the relief of the children and heirs of Major Gen- 
eral Baron De Kalb.’’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Why does 
the Chair commence on page eleven, and not at 
the commencement of the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is objection day, 
and the Chair has commenced where the commit- 
tee left off last objection day, in accordance with 
the uniform practice of the committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I think the Chair 
one commence at the beginning of the Calen- 

ar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that 


all bills before the one, the title of which has been | 


stated, have been objected to heretofore. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That may be true, but 
they may not be objected to now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has commenced 
the call of the Calendar, this being objection day, 
where it was suspended the last ‘objection day. 
On private bill days, when debate is allowed, the 
call is commenced with the first bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

The bill was then read through. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York, objected, and 
the bill went over. * 


NEW YORK VOLUNTEERS. 


Senate bili (No. 17) ‘to reimburse to the com- 
mon council of New York city expenditures made 
for the first regiment of New York volunteers.” 

The bill provides that the Secretary of War, in 
the settlement and-adjustment (under the act of 
Congress of June 2, 1848) “of the claims of ‘the 


common council of New York, for expenditures 
| made in organizing, transporting, clothing, and 
subsisting the first regiment of New York volun- 
teers, commanded. by Colonel Ward B. Burnett, 
prior to the mustering of said regiment into the 
service of the United States, shall be authorized 
and required to allow such of those claims as may 
be supported by satisfactory vouchers, showing 
that.such expenditure had been fairly made, and 
was necessary and proper for the service, not- 
withstanding that such vouchers may be informal 
and defective for want of particularity, provided 
! the amount allowed shall not exceed $3,672 90. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MAJOR CALEB SWAN. 


Senate, bill (No. 33) “for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Major Caleb Swan.” 
| Mr. LETCHER. 1 object. Let the bill go 
over. 
The bill was accordingly laid over. 


W. D. PORTER. 


House bill (No. 265) “ for the relief. of W. D. 
Porter, of the United States Navy.” 

The bill, which was read, provides for the settle- 
ment of the accounts of W. D. Porter for moneys 
expended by him in defraying the expenses of 
bringing Amin Bey and suite to the United States, 
in compliance with the request. of the Hon. ®. P. 
Marsh, United States Minister at Constantinople; 
the amount not to exceed $2,024 32. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It was ina vessel 
of the Navy of the United States that Amin Bey 
‘and his suite were brought here. At a former 
session of Congress, and at the time when he was 
here at the Capitol, we, appropriated $10,000 for 
paying his expenses. I therefore object to this 
bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I canexplain to my 
| friend from Tennessee, if the committee will allow 
me, how it was that Captain Porter did not happen 
to be paid out of the appropriation which he al- 

udes to. 

‘This bill was reported by the gentleman from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Persiys,] who, 1 thought, was 
not in the House to-day, but whom I now see in 
his seat. At the Jast Congress I was on the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and was instructed by 
that committee to report this bill, Captain Porter 
was in command of the United States‘ship which 
| conveyed Amin Bey and suite to this country 
Mr. JONES, (interrupting.) I have objected 

to this bill. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Jean explain in one 
instant how it- was that Captain Porter was not 
paid out of the appropriation of:$10,000. 

Mr. JONES. But I should like to know why 
it was that he was to be paid atall, when it was 
a Government vessel that he was in command of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would explain that, 
if the committee would allow me. 

Mr. JONES. I must insist on my objection. 


MOSES OLMSTEAD. 


House bill (No. 117) “ for the relief of Moses 
Oimstead.”’ 

The bill, which was-read, authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to place the name of Moses 
Olmstead upon the roll of invalid pensioners, and 
to pay him,during his life a pension at the rate of 
eight dollars a month, commencing on the 20th of 
January, 1853. ` 

From the report, it appears that the claim rests 
upon the alleged fact that the claimant, while in 
ithe service of the United States, in the war of 
1812, and while stationed at Harlem. Heights, re- 
ceived an injury in one of his legs, which at the 
time did not prevent him from serving to the end 
of his term. Ele was discharged on the 26th of 
|i November, 1814. It would appear, however, 
ithat the injury was of a permanent nature, and 
| increased from year to year, until, as shown by 
| the statements of two highly respectable and weil 
| known surgeons, he is rendered wholly unable to 
|i obtain a subsistence by manual labor. The evi- 
‘| dence in support of the claim is not sufficient to 
|, justify the Commissioner of Pensions in placing 
i his name on the roll of invalid pensioners. But 
i; that officer, in a letter to the chairman of. the 
Í Committee on Pensions, dated 20th January, 
| 1853, says: 
|l «-Aithough the papers domét afford such evidence asdur 


1854. 


ma-a $ 


esd 


rules require, yet from his own statement of his case, and 
the evidence afforded by the papers of his high character 
for truth, morality, and religion, I feel no hesitation in 
recommending his claim to the favorable consideration of 
Congress. ”? 

It is shown that, since that time, by the advice 
of eminent surgeons, the injured limb has been 
‘amputated. 

No objection being made to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DAVID TOWLE. 


House bill (No, 269) ‘for the relief of David 
Towle.” 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
name of David Towle, of the town of Oxford, in 
the State of Maine, be placed on the pension roll 
en dollars a month, from the 5th of April, 

From the report, it appears that the petitioner, 
on the 14th of April, 1813, enlisted for one year as 
corporal in the company of Captain Noah Haley, 
in the thirty-third regiment of United States infan- 
try, commanded by Colonel Isaac Lane, and on'the 
25th of May joined his regiment at Saco, in Maine, 
and was afterwards marched to Boston, Massa- 
chusetts; thence, on the 14th of August, was or- 
dered for Concord, a march of eighty miles in 
excessive hot weather. During the march, the 
petitioner became so exhausted and worn down 
by the fatigue-and heat, that an inflammation of 
the kidneys and stoppage of urine was produced, 
which eventuated in a chronic disease of the kid- 
neys and ureter, by which -he is wholly disabled 
from obtaining a living by manual labor. 

No objection being made to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS PORTER. 


House bill (No, 270) “ to provide a pension for 
Captain Thomas Porter.” 

The bill, which was read, provides that Thomas 
Porter, a deputy quartermaster in the war of 1812, 
‘be placed on the roll of invalid pensioners at twenty 
dollars a month, commencing on the 2d of March, 
1831, deducting: such'sums:as heretofore have been 
allowed and paid to him as pension money. 

From the report, it appears that Thomas Porter 
entered the service,in Captain James A. McClel- 
land’s troop of volunteer light dragoons, in the 
month of October, 1812; continued in said service 
for one year; was severely wounded at the battle 
of Missinoway on the 19th December, 1812. So | 
severe was his wound, that he had to be carried 
on a litter from the battle-ground to Dayton, 
Ohio, and from thence to Lebanon, Ohio, in a 
sleigh. His horse was killed in said battle. Par- 
tially recovering from said wound, he joined his 
troop in the following spring, and marched to 
Fort Meigs; was in the first stege of said fort, at 
which place he was slightly wounded by a cannon 
ball, the same killing a second horse for him while 
in the attitude of mounting. He continued in the | 
service till the close of the campaign, partaking in | 
all the engagemeits of his squadron, and termina- 
ting with the battle of the Thames; after which he 
was discharged. * Shortly after leaving the volan- 
teer service, he received, without solicitation on his | 
part, the appointment of ensign in the sixteenth 
regiment United States infantry; and:soon there- | 
after, without solicitation, the additional appoint- į 
ment from President Monroe of assistant deputy | 
quartermaster general, with orders to repair to | 
Carlisle, in the State of Pennsylvania. Heaccepted | 
the appointment, and promptly repaired ‘to ‘the | 
post assigned him, and there continued in the full 
discharge of his duties until peace was made. In 
the winter of 1814 and 1815 he felt serious incon- 
venience from the wounds he had previously re- 
ceived, and was confined to his bed for some weeks 
in consequence thereof. From the month of Oc- | 
tober, 1819, in consequence of said wounds, he | 

$ 


has been confined to his bed, his crutches, and his | 


staff. 

f Wie ATENDRICKS. l ask if there is not an; 

‘amendment pending to the bill? f 
The CHAIRMAN. There is. | 
Mr. HENDRICKS, Fask that it may be read. | 
The amendment was reported, as follows: 
Insert after the word “ money,” the words ‘and 

that the amount found due under the provisions | 

of this act shall be.paid to the children of Cap-! 

tain Thomas Porter.” f 


Mr. HENDRICKS. { will state to the com- 
mittee, that the state of this case has somewhat 
changed since the report was made. Thomas 
Porter was wounded while a private. That wound 
was almost cured when he was promoted; and he 
| Services which he rendered in the Army after his 
promotion made his former wounds become in- 
curable. In 1831, by a special act of Congress, 
| he was pensioned at the rate of eight dollars a 
month. This pay was not according to his rank, 
and he declined to receive it; but afterwards be- 
coming poor, he concluded to accept it. The 
committee were of opinion that the pension should 
have been according to his rank, and they have 
accordingly reported a bill to that effect. Receiv- 


sion, according to his rank, at the Pension Office, 
i Since the bill was reported, Captain Porter has 
died of the wounds which he received in the ser- 
| vice, and my colleague reported the amendment 
which has just been read. 1 think that it ought 
| to be adopted. This is a back pension, which he 
| ought to receive. 3 
Mr. JONKS, of Tennessee. I will inquire of 
the gentleman whether he did not get a full dis- 
ability pension for the rank he held in the service 
at the time he received the injury? 
Mr. HENDRICKS. If that were so, the 
| committee would have reported against the case; 
for the committee have in no case reported a bill 


at the time of receiving the injury. This injury 
became permanent and incurable while he was 
captain. That is the finding of the report. 

r. JONES. Was not the wound received 
while Captain Porter was a private? 

Mr. HENDRICKS: í tried to state that to 
the committee. His first wound was received 
while he was a private. It was nearly cared 
when he was promoted; and, by the labor incident 
to the discharge of his last service, the wound 
was made incurable. That is the report of the 
physicians. 


was agreed to. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was then 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


HEIRS OF DANIEL BEDINGER. 

House bill (No. 272) ‘for the rélief of Daniel 
Bedinger’s heirs.” 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know from the gentleman who reported that bill 
: why this claimant did not get his commutation pay 
| under the general laws authorizing its payment? 
| 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
| North Carolina, [Mr. Rocrrs,] who reported the 
bill, is not present, 

Mr. JONES. Then let the bill go over until 
| he is here to give us some explanation of the bill. 
| Mr. FAULKNER. I did not report the bill, 
but I am somewhat acquainted with the facts of 
the case. The proof is conclusive that Mr. Bed- 
inger never received the commutation pay. Why 
he never called to receive it, is a question which 
cannot be determined at this day. That he was 
entitled to it is cértified to by all the other officers. 
It is certified by the officer of the Government that 
he never received it. All these certificates are 
: before the committee. 
| Mr. JONES. Let it go over. 


have some explanation from him. 
Objection being made, the bill was passed over. 


PRISCILLA C. SIMONDS. 


t 

| 

| C. Simonds.” f 

: The bill provides that the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury be directed to pay to 


the United States on the 12th June, 1847. 


| giving larger pension than that of the rank held | 


The question was taken; and the amendment į 


ing, as he did, a pension, he could not get a pen- | 


7 
property and effects, consisting. of. two horses, 


| 
H 
ii clothing, and military equipage, &c., valued, hy 
|| Lieutenant Cannon, of said- company, under oath, 
ii at $418, were taken possession of by Major Rey- 
i| nolds,.of said regiment, agreeably to. the ninety- 
fourth paragraph of the rules and articles of war, 
but never accounted for by him, either to the rep- 
resentatives of the deceased officer orto the Gov- 
ment, 

It appears by the papers that the major of the 
regiment (Reynolds) did, on the decease. of Cap- 
tain Simonds, immediately secure all his effects, 
as provided by law; and it further appears, upon 
examination at the Adjutant General’s office, that 
i| he failed to send any inventory to the War De- 
partment, as provided for by law. Major Rey- 
nolds is also dead; and there does not now appear 
to be any means of recovering the property, or its 
value, from that quarter. 

No objection being made to the bill, it was iaid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL M'KNIGHT. 

House bill (No. 319) ** for the relief of Samuel 
McKnight of the State of Kentucky.” 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be directed to place the name of Samuel 
McKnight, of the State of Kentucky, on the list 
of invalid pensioners of théetUnited States, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, tocommence Jan- 
nary 1, 1853, and to continue during his natural 
ife. 


I|- The report shows that on the 24th day of April, 


1847, the petitioner enlisted in company B, of the 
sixteenth regiment of the infantry in the Army of 
the United States, to serve during the war with 
Mexico, and was honorably discharged at the 
close of the war; ‘that whilst the petitioner was in 
the service in the line of his duty, near Monterey, 
in Mexico, his eyes became diseased; that this 
disease was caused by the climate and the hard- 
ships of the service, and not by any fault on the 
part of the petitioner; that the disease has con- 
stantly been growing worse, and that he is now 
almost blind; that his eyes cannot be cured, but 
| that inashort time he will be entirely blind. The 
petitioner is a stone mason, but has not been able 
‘to labor at’ his business:since his return from Mex- 
ico. .His money has been expended in securing 
‘surgical treatment for his eyes: He isnow wholly 
‘disabled, and destitute. 

No objection being made to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM WALLACE. 

House bill (No. 320) t‘ for the relief of Wil- 
liam Wallace, of Hlinois. ” 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the In- 
terior be authorized and directed to place the name 
of William Wallace, of the State of Illinois, on 
the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, 


The gentleman | 


who reported it is absent, and I should like to | ne “be j i 
p ` :| from the wound, but remains in the limb at. this 


‘| time, and that the injury has within a few years 


Senate bill (No. 54) “ for the relief of Priscilla 


Priscilla C. Simonds the sum of $418, being the |! 
value of the property of the late Captain Moses || 
| H. Simonds, which was taken possession of by | 
| authority of the United States. 

From the report, it appears that Moses H., 
Simonds, the son of the petitioner, was captain of ; 
company Ħ, third regiment of Missouri mounted : 
volunteers, and was mustered into the service of | 


That. 


! while in the discharge of his duty, and en route for i 
| Santa Fé with his company, Captain Simonds 
sickened and died at Council Grove, on the 25th | 


1 
$ 


iday of July, 1847. That after his death, his 


at the rate of six dollars per month, from March 
4, 1854, and to continue during his natural life. 
The report shows that the petitioner served as 
a corporal in Captain Whiting’s company, of the 
twenty-third regiment of United States infantry, 
from the 26th day of February, 1813, during the 
war of 1812; that on the 25th day of July, 1814, 
at the battle of Bridgewater, he was wounded in’ 
his left thigh, by a musket shot; that he was car- 
ried from the field and remained in the hospital 
for several months; that the ‘ball was not taken 


so increased, as three fourths to disable him from 
obtaining his subsistence by manual labor, 

The petitioner made application at the Pension 
Office, but was refused a pension, because he could 
not produce the testimony of a commissioned offi- 
cer, or of more than one private of the company 
in which he served, to establish his claim, which 
was required under the law and regulations gov- 
erning that office. 

No objection being made to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recqm- 
| mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE M. BENTLEY. 
House bill (No. 320) “for the relief of George 
M. Bentley, of the State of Indiana.” 
The bill provides that the Secretary-of the In- 
terior be directed to place the name of George M. 
Bentley, of the State of Indiana, upon the: list of 
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invalid pensioners of the United States, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month, from January 1, 1854, | 
and to continue during his natural life. 

From the report, itappears that the said Bentley 
was a private in company H in the third regiment 
of Indiana volunteers, and in said company served 
in Mexico during the war with that country; and 
with his company fought gallantly at the battle of 
Buena Vista. During the first part of the month 
of November, 1846, the said regiment was en- 
camped near Matamoras, upon the Rio Grande. 
On-or about the 10th day of that month, said Bent- 
ley, with the written permission of the colonel of 
the regiment, went into the city of Matamoros, 
and whilst there, by accident, sprained his right 
ankle. Upon his return to camp in the evening; 
his ankle was swollen, and he was so disabled by 
lameness as to be unable to perform military duty 
for a “considerable length of time.” Before the | 
limb was wholly restored, he returned to the dis- 
-charge of ‘his daty; the swelling returned, and 


continued until incurable ulcers broke out upon p 


the limb. The said Bentley is now wholly disa- 
bled trom providing for himself and his family by 
manual labor. 

Before entering the service of the United States, 
the said Bentley was a sound and very robust 
man. Whilst in the service he was temperate and 
very attentive to hisguties. This claim was sub- 
mitted to the Pension Office and rejected, for the 
reason that there is not the testimony of any per- 
gon who was immediately present when the injury 
war first received, | 

No objection being made to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ZADOC C. INGRAHAM. | 

Senate bill (No. 249) “for the relief of Zadoc 
C. Ingraham.” 

‘The bill provides that the Postmaster General 


be directed to cause Zadoc C. Ingraham, late post- |; hia 
iri & , P. i| was also retained by the Postmaster General, and | 


master at Wapello, lowa, to be released from a 
judgment obtained against him by the United 
States in March, 1849, for $318 87, and all interest 
and costa. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD. 
may be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that there is no report. 

Mr. JONES. Well, sir, the courts have deci- 
ded against this man, and L think the bill had bet- | 
ter go over. 

Mr. OLDS. There is a Senate report some- 
where; but if the committee will allow me, I will | 
state the facts of the case in halfa dozen words, 


I ask that the report 


"This is the case of a postmaster who paid over |; 


the amount of his postages to the contractor, but 

the money was stolen, A suit was brought | 
against him, and the amount recovered from him. 
But since that time it has been proven satisfacto- 
rily that the money was stolen. These are the | 
facts of the case. | hope there will be no objection, 

There was no objection; and the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LLEWELLEN WASHINGTON, 

Senate bill (No. 283) “ for the relief of Llewel- 
len Washington ” 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Liewellen Washington $205 62, for 
services performed“ by him as clerk in the Post | 
Office Department, from May 1, 1851, to July | 
14, of the same year. 

‘Lhe report of the committee was read, from ! 
which it appears that, according to the statement 
of the Assistant Postmaster General, Liewellen 
Washington was employed as temporary clerk in | 
the Post Oflce Department, during the time above 
specified, at the rate of $1,000 per annum; that: 


the Postmaster General, in his estimate sent to i! 


the Treasury Department, asked for $205 62 for 
his payment; but, from some cause, no appropria- 
tion was made. The committee report that they 
believe the claim to be entirely just. 

There being no objection to the bil, it was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


i 
i 
i 
t 
I 


IRA DAY. * a 


Senate bill (No. 209) ** for the relief of Ira Day, 
of Vermont.” 

The bill authorizes and requires the Postmaster 
General to pay to Íra Day, out of the funds of | 
the Post Ofice Department, the sum of $1,008 90, | 


} 


in fall for the balance due him for transporting 


i 
i 
ithe mail from Royalton to Burlington, in Ver- 


li mont, from January, 1833, to July, 1837. 
i| From the report it appears that James Barker 


; and others were contractors for transporting a 
| daily mail for four years from Boston, in the State 
! of Massachusetts, to Royalton, Montpelier. and 
Burlington, (the great depot of navigation on Lake 
Champlain;) being the great mail route from Bos- 
ton to Montreal, for the sum of $12,250 per an- 
num, commencing on the Ist day of January, 
1833, and ending in January, 1837.. In the month 
of October, 4834, the Postmaster General ordered 
the mail to be discontinued one day in a week on 
that part of the route from Royalton to Burling- 
ton; which part of the route, for the transporta- 
tion of the mail, was assigned by the contractors 
to the petitioner. Under the order aforesaid of the 
Postmaster General, thé mail from Boston arrived 
at Royalton on Saturday evening, and remained 
over until the Monday morning following. 

The inconvenience to the public by this order 
appears to hate been so great, that the postmas- 
ters on the route and other citizens solicited and 
urged the petitioner to continue the transportation 
of the mail-every day, notwithstanding said order 
of the Postmaster General. 
so doing the line was continued unbroken, and 
the mail was transported regularly from Boston 
to the capital of Vermont, and thence to Burling- 
| ton, and vice versa, every day in the week. The 
petitioner therefore claims the sum of $1,008 90, 
being the sum withheld from him by the Postmas- 
ter General on account of the order for discontin- 
| uing the transportation of the mail aforesaid. 

it also appears that the mail was carried by the 
petitioner, at the request df the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, after the contract had expired, to wit: from 


same year. ‘The one seventh part of the amount 
| of the original contract for performing that service 


is included in the bill. 

There was'no power vested in the Postmaster 
| General authorizing him to make the order of 
| October, 1834, discontinuing the mail one day in 
| the week on that part of the route from Royalton 
| to Burlington. 
Mr. UPHAM. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 

No objection. being made to the bill, it was laid 
‘aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

| Mr. CHASTAIN. | move that the committee 
| do now rise. 

| The motion was not agreed to. 


WILLIAM G. HOWISON. 


| House bill (No. 356) “ for the relief of William 
| G. Howison.” 
The bill provides that William G. Howison be 


Treasury $167, in full for all services as a mem- 
ber of the Auxiliary Guard of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

From the report, it appears William G. How- 


|, ison was a member of the Auxiliary Guard for j 
the city of Washington, and that whilst acting in | 


that capacity he became sick; that he remained 
i 
| on account of it, he was discharged the service; 
i that whilst sick be was docked in his pay, which 
he maintains was not right, and not justified by 
precedent. 


aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 
CAPTAIN MaTHEW JACK. 


House bill (Nò. 360) ‘ for the relief of the heirs 
of Captain Mathew Jack, deceased ae 
The bill and report were read. 


extra pay to which Captain Mathew Jack was 
entitled by virtue of resolation of 1778. 


aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. * 
LOT HALL. 
Honse bill (No. 365) “ for the relief of the heirs 
of Lot Hall, deceased.” 
The bill provides that the proper accounting offi- 


| 
l 


He did so; and by j: 


the Ist of Januury, 1837, to the Ist of July of the | 


I move to amend the bill by |i 
inserting after the name ‘Ira Day ” the words | 
‘| “or his legal representatives.” 


allowed by the proper accounting officers of the |) 


so for one hundred and sixty-seven days, when, |; 


No objection being made to the bill, it was laid |: 


The bill provides for the payment of one year’s | 


There being no objection to the bill, it was laid || 


cers of the Treasury shall settle and pay to the heirs 
and legal representatives of Lot Hall, deceased, 
who was a lieutenant of marines in the service of 
the United States during the Revolution, $1,906, 
together with the interest thereon, at six per cent, 
per annum, from May 25, 1840, for the pay of a 
lieutenant of marines, due to the said Lot Hall, 
and for the subsistence of the said Hall whilea 
prisoner of war, and also for the share of prize 
; money due to him, under the resolutions of Con- 
: gress, for the proceeds of the vessels captured by 
Lieutenant Payne, while the said Hali was under 
| his command. 
it appears, from the report made in this case, 
that Lot Hall entered the service of the United 
States in May, 1776, as a lieutenant of marines, 
: under Lieutenant Elijah F. Payne, of the ship 
: Randolph, of twenty guns, then lying at Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, under the command of Rob- 
‘ert Cochran; that said Hall entered the service 
‘under the regulations of Congress, and the direc- 
i tions of General Washington, in Massachusetts, 
‘ where he enlisted twenty-nine men and a boy, 
i whom he transported'to Providence, Rhode Island, 
| and placed, as well as himself, under the command 
: of Lieutenant Payne; from Providence they sailed, 
in the month of June, 1776, with a design to make 
a cruising voyage to Charleston, South Carolina, 
i to join their ship, the Randolph. On their passage 
they took four prizes, the last of which Hall was 
put on board of as prize-master, with orders to 
take the prize into Boston; but she was retaken 
by a British vessel, and. Hall carried a prisoner of 
. war to Glasgow, in Scotiand, where he was de- 
‘ tained about a year, when be was enabled to take 
passage for Virginia, where he arrived about the 
: Istof January, 1778, as an exchanged officer; and 
through the munificence of Patrick Henry, then 
Governor of Virginia, he was enabled to reach his 
home in Massachusetts, February 22, 1778, stop- 
_ ping at Philadeiphia on his route, and petitioning 
Congress, then sitting there, for employment, 
which petition is” dated January 23, 1778; and 
after setting forth his adventures and sufferings, 
: concludes as follows: 
“T now beg of your honors to consider my sufferings, 
; and if you think me deserving any office on board a Conti- 
nental vessel, and will bestow it upon me, I am willing to 
enter a second time, or at least | bope your honors will 
supply me with money sufficient to carry me to the State of 
Boston, the State of my nativity.” oF 
Upon this state of facts the claimants ask for 
the pay and subsistence of said Hall while a 
| prisoner; for one year’s pay as a supernumerary 
: exchanged officer, and for his share of the prize 
| money, with such interest as Congress may deem 
i jast and right. 
There being no objection to the bill, it was laid 
aside to be reporjed to the House, witha recom- 
mendation that-it pass. 


HENRY HOFFMAN. 

House bill (No. 366) ‘ for the relief of the legal 
"representatives of Henry Hoffman.” 
The bill, which was read, provides that the 
| Secretary of the Treasury pay the sum of eighty 
: dollars to the legal representatives of Henry Hoff- 
; man, being on account of a reward provided in 
certain cases, by resolution of Congress of the 16th 
| of May, 1778. 
From the report, itappears that, by the original 
| papers in.the office of the Commissioner of Pen- 
; sions, Henry Hoffman enlisted on the 5th of Sep- 
tember, 1782, for, and served until the end of, the 
: war, in the second regiment Pennsylvania line. 
: The Third Auditor of the Treasury Department 
; also states that the records in his office show that 
| he received his monthly pay tothe end of the war, 
but did not receive a certificate for the eighty dol- 
lars gratuity promised by resolution, of Congress, 
passed May. 15, 1778, which provides a reward 
: of eighty dollars for each non-commissioned offi- 
: cer or soldier who had enlisted, or might thereaf- 
` ter enlist, and serve to the end of the war, The 
. case of Henry Hoffman clearly comes within the 
: provisions of that resolution. 
: No objection being made to the bill, it was laid 
: aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
i BILLS OBJECTED TO, 
' House bill (No. 273) “for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Colonel John H. Stone.” 
i {Objected to by Mr. Sxetton.]} 
|! ouse bill (No. 274) “ for the relief of the legal 
i representatives of Colonel Wilis Riddiok, de- 


i 
ji 
} 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
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York.] 

House bill (No, 281) “for the relief of Briga- 
dier General John E. Wool,” [Objected to by 
Mr, Lercuer.] 

House bill (No. 282) “ for the relief of the legal 
representatives af Colonel Francis Vigo.” [Ob- 


jected to by Mr. HamiLToN.] 

House bill (No. 323) “ for the relief of J. C. 
Buckles.” 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. ROWE. I object. 

Mr. PRESTON, ‘fhe gentleman who reported 
this bill is not present; but l trust it will not be 
objected to. This case has been here continually 
from year to year, always reported favorably 
upon, and always lost for want of action upda it 
by the House. I hope the objection will be with- 
drawn, ‘ 

The objection: was not withdrawn. 

House bill (No. 324) “ for the relief of McAtee 
& Eastman.’? [Objected to by Mr. Hasrines.] 

House bill (No. 335) ‘for the relief of James 
S. Graham, and Walker H. Finnall.” (Obdjected 
to by Mr. Rowe.] 

House bill (No. 327) ‘to authorize Robert 
Graham to locate six thousand nine hundred and 
ninety-three acres of land, in lieu of one undivided 
half partof certain lands patented to John Edgar 
and John Murray St. Clair, by the Governor of 
the Northwestern Territory.” [Objected to by 
Mr. Reapy.] 

Senate bill (No. 303) “for the relief of James N. 
Goggin.” [Objected to by Mr. Hasrtines.] 

Joint resolution (No. 24) + forthe adjustment of 
the accounts of John D. Colmesnil.”’ 

The bill and report were read through. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 object. í 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the objec- 
tion will be withdrawn. The bill places the mat- 
ter in the hands of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, and | had rather trust to his judgment | 
than that of this House. 

The objection was not withdrawn. 


Senate bill (No. 147) “ for the relief of the legal 
representatives of the late Thomas Chapman, for- 
merly collector of the port of Georgetown, South 
rolimes”* [Objected to by Mr. Jowes, of New 

ork, 

FHodse bill (No. 359) “ for the relief of the heirs 
of Captain Nehemiah Stokely, deceased.” (Ob- 
jected to by Mr. Miztson.] 


House bill (No. 361) “for the relief of the 
widow anti children of Ezra Chapman, deceased.” 
[Objected to by Mr. Mixtson.] 

House bill (No. 362) ‘for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Joseph Savage, 
deceased.” [Objected to by Mr, Miuison.] 

House bill (No. 363) “ for the relief of the heirs 
of Thomas Parks, deceased.’’ (Objected to by 
Mr. Sxexron.]} 

House bill (No. 364) “ for the relief of William 
A. Duer, Jonn Duer, and Beverly Robinson, 
trustees of the estate of Sarah Alexander, widow 
of Major General William Alexander, commonly 
known as Lord Sterling.” [Objected to by Mr. 
Hamicron.] 


Mr. RUSSELL. 
now rise. 

The question was put; and there were, on a 
division—ayes 39, noes 41; no quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES. lask thatthe roli be called. The || 
rule requires it. 

The Clerk commenced calling the roll. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is itin order to call for tellers? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
too late to call for tellers. 

The CHAIRWAN. The Chair thinks not. 
The committee found itself without a quorum upon 
a division, and they have a right to a recount. 

Mr. JONES. The Chair announced that the 
committee had refused to rise; and the committee 
were proceeding to take up another bill, when the 
attention of the Chair was called, to the fact that | 
a quorum had not voted. | think it is clearly too 
late to call for tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon that ground the 
Chair will decide that it is too late. The Clerk 
will call the roll. 

The roll was then called. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Disney] | 


I move that the committee do 


I submit that itis 


| had, according to order, bad the Private Calendar 


| morning. 


under consideration, and having found itself with- 
out a quorum, had caused the roll to be called, and 
had directed him to report the facts to the House, 
with the names of the absentees, as follows: 


Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Al- | 


len, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Banks, 
Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Bugg, Caruthers, Chamberlain; Chase, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clark, Clingman, Cook, Cox, Craige, Cullom, 
Cumming, Curtis, Caiting, Johu G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dent, De Witt, Dick, Diekinson, Drum, Dunbar, Dunbam, 
Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, John M. 


Elion, EHison, Engiish, Etheridge, Everhart, Ewing, Fen- || SY i ` : 
. y È K $ b i, of the House discharging the Committee of the 


ton, Flagler, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Grow, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hibbard, Hiester, Hill, Hughes, Ingersoll, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keit, Kiur dge, Karz, Lamb, 


Maurice, Maxwell, Mayall, Meacham, Jobn G. Miller, 
Smith Miiler, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Olds, 


Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Peck, Bishop | 


Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Ready, Reese, Richardson, 


Riddie, Rogers, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Seymour, | 


Simmons, William R. Smith, George W, Smyth, Sollers, |! 


Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 


Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, | 


David Stuart, Thurston 
Walsh, Warren, Israel 
Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Yates. 


The SPEAKER announced that one hundred | 


and one members—less than a quorum—had an- 


| swered to their names. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten minutes to four o’clock) the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the House do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpbay, June 24, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 

The Journal of yesterday was in part read. 

Mr. COBB. I understand the Journal is a very 
long one. l move that the further reading be dis- 
pensed with. 

By unanimous consent, the motion was agreed 
to, and the Journal approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a cot- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a statement prepared by the Register 
of the Treasury, exhibiting an account of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the United States for 


Prayer 


the year ending 30th June, 1853, in pursuance of | 


a standing order of the House. 
The communication was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The House, while in 


| Committee of the W hole on the Private Calendar, 


yesterday, passed a number of bills, but the com- 
mittee, finding itself without a quorum, could not 
report them to the Efouse 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House 
may be discharged from the further consideration 
of those bills, and that they may come before the 


| House for their passage. ‘They are the bills which 


were considered in committee yesterday to which 
no objection was made. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


bills which were laid aside in committee yester- 


i day, to be reported to the House, should be con- | 


sidered as having been reported, just as if the com- 


mittee had reported them regularly; but I hope ; 


my friend will allow them to go over for the pres- 
ent, and not call them up for their passage this 
Let them remain upon the Speaker’s 
table, and come up some other time. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. 
minutes to pass them. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


the bills should pass, every one of them: but it is ; d | tins 9 
very important that we should dispose of the civil | grossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 


i hope on Monday -| 


and diplomatic bill to-day. 


next to beable to get up in committee the bill |: 
making provisions for carrying out the late Mex- | 
i! cil of the city of New York for expenditures made 


ican treaty. Itis absolucely necessary that that 
bill shouid pass before Friday next. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. 


they will be passed in gross, 


I now ask unanimoas | 


lt will take but a few | 


Tweed, Watbridge, Walley, | 
Washburn, Westbrook, Wiue, | 


I desire to say to my friend || 
from Indiana,and to the House, that I think those ; 


I am perfectly willing that | 


I have no doubt that!) 
these bills can be disposed of in less time than we | 
have been occupied in talking about them. I hope | 


i} say So. 


charged from their further consideration 


s unless 


objection be made. 


W hole House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's motion to 
| reconsider will be entered. It cannot be consid- 
ered now in connection with the unanimous order 


Whole House from the private bills to which no 


‘ objection was made yesterday. The gentleman 


Lane, Lilly, Lindley, Lyon, Macdonald, McQueen, Mace, ean call it up any time afierwards. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. At the request of the’ 
Speaker, L wish, to bring before the House one 
other matter. In calling the Private Calendar yes- 
terday, House bill (No. 362) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph Savage, was called; but the Clerk, 
atthe moment, could not find the report accom- 
panying it. The report abundantly sustains the 
|i case, but merely because it could not be found, 
though it was among the papers, the bill was 
passed over. I ask that the report be now read. 
It is very short; not half a column inlength. If 
there be objection, of course I shall notask action 
on the bill.. If no objection be made, then I shall 
ask that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman from Vir- 
il ginia (Mr. Minison}] made the objection, to the 

bill yesterday. , 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The objection, I under- 
stand, was because there was no report in the 
| case. . . 
The SPEAKER. TheChair understood, at the 
|i time the bill was passed over, that the objection 
ii was because there was no report. If there be 
|| Other objection, the bill of course goes over. 
; Mr. HENDRICKS. As there seems to be 
other objection to the bill, I now ask that all the 
: bills to which no amendment has been made, be 
put on their passage en masse. 
The SPEAKER. Thatcourse will be pursued, 
unless objection be made. ‘The titles of the bills 
| will be read, and if any member desires a sep- 
arate vote on any one, he will rise in his place and 
First will be considered a bill to which 
amendment was made. 

The Clerk read the title of the first bill, as fol- 
i lows: 

House bill (No. 270) “to provide a pension 
for Captain Thomas Porter,” 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
House was read and concurred in, as follows: 

Add: 

And the amount found dune under the provisions of 


this act shall be paid to the childreu of the said Captain 
Thomas Porter... 


r 


The question was put on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and there were— 
ayes 61. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ewing and 
Vain were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
į ported—ayes 99, noes 18. 

The Chair voting in the affirmative, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read a third time, and 
: subsequently passed. 
| The SPEAKER. The following bill is re- 
į ported with an amendment: 


> 


‘| A bill for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont, 


The amendment is to insert afler the words 
i“ ira Day,” the following words: “ or his legal 
representatives.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
| engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 


i The following Senate bills were then taken up, 
read a third time, and passed: 
No. 17. Anactto reimburse the Common Coun- 


i for the first regiment of New York volunteers; 
No. 54. An act for the relief of Priscilla C. 

Simonds; 
No. 117. 


: An act for the relief-of Moses Olm- 
: stead; and ` 


1502 


Washington. 


The following bill having been also read by its |; 


a: 
title: 


No. 249. An-act for the relief of Zadoc C. In- || 


ghram, - 

Mr: OLDS said: I have one word to say with 
regard tothe Inghram case. I am reported in the 
Globeof to-day as having said, yesterday, as fol- 
lows: 

< 'Fhere is a Senate report somewhere ; but if the com- 
mittee will allow me, 1 will state the facts of the case in 
half a dozen words. This-is the case of a postmaster who 
paid over the ainount of his postages to the contractor, but 
the money was stolen. A suit was brought against him, | 
and the amount recovered from him. But since that time 
it has been proven satisfxetorily that the money was stolen. 
These are the facts of the case, I hope there will be no 
objection.” 

Sir, the statement which I made yesterday was 
not that the money was stolen. The case is this: 
The postmaster paid over the money to the con- 
tractor for carrying the mails, and his vouchers 
for the payment were sent to the General Post 
Office, and were burned when the Post Office. build- 
ing was burned, in 1836. A suit was commenced | 
against him, however, for the money, inasmuch 
as the vouchers were lost. The contractor to 


whom the money had been paid being dead, the |! 
evidence before the committee is from the brother į! 


of the contractor, who certifies under oath that the 
contractor did receive his money. And the peti- 
tioner asks to be discharged from this suit against 
him. This makes a much stronger case than that 
aa reported in the Globe. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio if the contractor was charged with 
the money in the settlement of the accounts of the 

. Department? x 

Mr. OLDS. The contractor’s account still ! 
stands open atthe Department. Butitis in proof | 
by the brother of the contractor, under oath, that | 
the contractor did receive this money from the 
postmaster. 

Mr. JONES, In what year was the money paid? | 

Mr. OLDS. Iam unable to say now, the Sen- 
ate report having been mislaid. I believe, how- 
ever, it was in 1836. ; 

Mr. JONES. And the statement is, that the 
accountis still open at the Post Office Department. 
I should suppose it would be settled before this 
time. i 

Mr. HENN. I would state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that the account has been kept 
open for this very purpose, of giving the post- 
master an opportunity to prove this fact. He has 
never been able to do it till within the last six 
months. 3 

Mr. JONES. Then certainly the Department | 
ought to have been able to close the account within | 
six months, if it is proved that the contractor got 
the money. . t 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and was subsequently read a third time, and | 

assed. | 
. The following House bills were then ordered to | 
be engrossed and read a third time; and, being en- 
grossed, were read a third time, and passed: i 

House bill (No. 269) “to create and provides | 
pension for David Towle,” i 

House bill (No. 319) “ for the relief of Samuel 
McKnight, | 

House bill (No. 320) ‘‘for the relief of William | 
Wallace, of the State of [linois;’* 

House bill (No. 321) ‘‘for the relief of George | 

-M. Bentley, of the State of Indiana;” 

House bill (No. 356) **for the relief of William 
G. Howison;” | 

House bill (No. 360) “for the relief of the heirs | 
of Captain Matthew Jack, deceased,” | 

House bill (No. 365) ‘for the relief of the heirs 
of Lot Hall, deceased; and i 


House bill (No. 366)“ for the relief of the legal || 


representatives of Henry Hoffman.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. [now hope that the House 
will resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, with a view to finish 
to-day the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. I ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to yield to me for a moment. There is a 
bill in relation to the survey of the public lands | 
of Oregon, which has come back from the Senate 
with a single amendment. I ask the unanimous į 
consent of the House to take up that bill, and | 
agree to the amendment. j| 


il and Means, what he proposes to take up in the 


1 with that bill to-day. 
l 
i 


i| chair,) and resumed the consideration of the, bill 


Hea contract which the Secretary of the Intenog is herehy 


of Kentucky,” li 
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is to increase offices. If so, l object to it. 

Objection being made, the bill was not taken up. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 move that the House 
regolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, 
the motion to go into Committee upon the Private 
Calendar takes precedence of the motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. HENN. I wish to ask thegentleman from 
Alabama, thechairman of the Committeeof Ways 


Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union? 
Mr. HOUSTON. My object is to take up and 
finish the civil and diplomatic bill, in order that on 
Monday we may take up the bill to appropriate 
$10,000,000 to carry out our recent treaty with 
Mexico. 
Mr..McMULLIN. We cannot get through 


tion day, or ‘will discussion be in order? 
: The SPEAKER. It will not be objection 
ay. 

The question being upon Mr. McMoutiin’s 
motion, 

Mr. CARUTHERS called for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PeckHam 
and Vairu were appointed. f 

‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 49, a further count not being demanded. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and being taken, 
the motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended. The 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Orr in the 


| making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1855. 

When the committee last rose, Mr. Smrti, of 
Virginia, had offered the following amendment: 

For the completion of the bridge at Little Falls, in the 
District of Colunibia, $75,000: Provided, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be expended exceptin fulfillment of 


required to make, if in his power to do so, for Me comple- 
| tion of said bridge for the amount hercby appropriated ; aud 
it shall be, and is hereby declared to be, the duty of said 


bond with ample security for the fulfitiment of his contract. 


Mr. Sxeiton had moved to amend the same 
by reducing the appropriation to $38,000, and the 
pending question was upon the latter amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not propose to make 
anything like a speech; but there Is one part of 
the amendment of my colleague which I want 
stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that there is already an amendment 
pending—one offered by the gentleman from New 
Jersey—upon which debate is exhausted. 

Mr. LETCHER. [thought that the question 
was taken on the amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. Sxe.ton’s. 
| amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to strike from the 
| amendment the words “if in his power he can do 
so.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Taccept the gentle- 
man’s amendment as a modification of my own. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation to $25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, it is at all times unpleasant 
for me to differ with my colleagues on any ques- 
tion before this committee; but it is more painful 
for me to differ with my friend than any other 
colleague of mine upon this floor. itis my desire 
now to call the attention of the committee to the 


Secretary to require the contractor or contractors to give |; 


j facts in this case. In the first place, I have, and 


| all; and I doubt very much the policy of recom- 


lf 


mencing the work now completely prostrate. 


|| it be determined to build a bridge, then I insist 


that the one suggested is not the proper point. 
You have a bridge across the Potomac river now 
which is called the Long Bridge. There is before 
Congress a proposition to build a bridge across 
the same river at Georgetown, the object of which 
will be to accommodate the traveling community, 
both by carriage and railroad. This bridge is 
located some three or four miles above George- 
town. Now, all that will be necessary to accom- 
modate the community will be to construct a turn- 
pike from Leesburg, down alongside the river toa 
point opposite Georgetown, where the bridge ought 
to be built. The building of that bridge will then 
supersede the necessity for the building of this 
one. Now, I put it to the committee, whether it 
be the desire to build one or two bridges? I give 
gentlemen notice to-day, that if my colleague’s 
amendment ve adopted for the building of a bridge 


| at Little Falls, very soon they will be called on to 


provide for the construction of another one oppo- 
site Georgetown. I insist that two bridges are 
not necessary. By building the bridge opposite 
Georgetown, you will accommodate the travel by 
the road provided for in my colleague’s amend- 
ment, and also the travel of Alexandria and the 
whole South. You must build a bridge to connect 
the northern and southern railroads. The building 
of the one at Georgetown will accommodate. all 
interests, 

I appeal to my colleague, and more strongly 
because I look to the interests of his constituents, 
whether he ought to hesitate a moment to with- 
draw his amendment, and to let a proposition be 
introduced for the building of a bridge at George- 
town. Let the citizens of Georgetown extend 
the turnpike three miles, to that place, and one 
bridge will accommodate all interests. - I hope, if 
my colleague will not withdraw his amendment, 
that the committee will vote it down; for, sir, I 
repeat, you must have a bridge to connect the 
northern with the southern travel, either at George- 
town or below that point. That place 1 under- 
stand to be the proper and appropriate one for a 
bridge. 

Will the committee, then, under these circum- 
stances, having heretofore purchased this bridge 


. 


i from the company, and having appropriated 


$30,000 for this purpose, which has been all lost, 
now appropriate $75,000 more when Congress 
may in future, as it doubtless will, be called upon 
to build another bridge at Georgetown? Jt would 
be doing injustice to every interest of this great 
country. Í ask you to look at this question in its 
truecharacter. There ought not to be two opin- 
ions upon this subject; and I hope the amendment 
will be rejected. 

Mr. MAY. I hope the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman who has just taken his seat will 
not prevail. I think that the one presented by 


! the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Smitu] deserves 


the favor of the committee. The site of the bridge 
at Little Falls is one that has been selected for 
more than fifty years; and the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. McMutiin] is quite mistaken that 
it is not, by nature, in a favorable position for a 
bridge. It is the best, in my opinion, within fifty 
miles above that place, and down to the mouth of 
the river. The channel of the river is confined 
there within the narrowest space to be found any 
where for fifty miles above. The Government, 
when it agreed to purchase the bridges across the 
eastern branch of the Potomac, that the commu- 
nication between this District and Maryland might 
be free, thought that it would be just to the people 
of Virginia that the same privilege should be given 
to them. They accordingly purchased the old 
suspension bridge which swung across the river 
at this place. That is the origin of the purchase 
of this bridge. . 

Roads constructed at great expense converge to 
this point upon both sides of the river. The com- 
munication to that point has been established by 
fifty years’ use of the bridge; and it will bea most 
serious disappointment and injury to the people 
upon both sides of the river if that communica- 
tion should be interrupted. ‘The Government had 
undertaken to build this bridge. They purchased 
it, and it is an act of justice to the people of Vir- 
ginia, as well as the people of the District, that 
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the communication upon both sides should be free 
and open. I submit, therefore, whether the Gov- 
ernment shall now retreat from this sort of under- 
taking? Shall an accident, such as happened to 
this bridge, and which has been explained by the 
gentleman from Virginia to have been caused by 
the breaking of a strap of iron, prevent Congress 
from. fulfilling its engagement to complete: this 
work. The gentleman describes the piers as being 
solid and enduring. [ wish to observe, that itis the 
opinion of a hridge-builder, who, at my instance, 
went and examined those piers—I speak of Mr. 
Wendell Bollman, a man of learning, whose opin- 
ion is entitled to great weight, and who built the 
bridges upon the Baltimore and Ohio railroad— 
that there never was a work more judiciously 
planned than this’ bridge. I do trust that the 
amendment proposed by the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia will be adopted, so that the people 
of Virginia, residing in that part of the State, may 


have free access to this city. The position is a | 


good one, and, as I said before, one long selected, 
and, by a sort of common user, has become the 
ferry at that point of the river. I trust that the 
committee will give their support to the amend- 
mient proposed by the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I want to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Smrra,f which I will read as I go 
along. I do not propose to. reduce the appropri- 
ation, but to provide how itis to be expended, and 
how the contract shall be made. It seems to be 
conceded on all hands that this bridge ought to be 
built. That seems to be the universal sentiment 


of the cammittee; and the only suggestion now | 


which applies most intimately to the minds of all 
the members here is, that the work shall be satis- 
factorily performed. f 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will be pleased to state what amendment 
he proposes. 
he amendment was reported, as follows: 


For the erection and completion of a bridge near the 
Littie Fatls, on the Potomac river, $75,000 ; to be expended 


under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 
vided, That the construction and supervision of the same 
ve placed in charge of a civil engineer of experience and 
ability, and that the whole cost shall not exceed the amount 
herein appropriated: a contract to be made with the most 
responsible bidder after first inviting plans and proposals 
for thirty days in six or more daily journats of the United 
States. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, I submit 
the amendment without desiring to detain the 
committee any longer with observations upon it. 
It is comprehensive; it is clear; it is plain; it 
guards the Treasury; and it secures the erection 
of a perfect structure. 

Mr. PECKHAM,. The difficulty which ap- 
pears to be in the amendment is, that it orders the 
contract to be given to the richest man in the com- 
munity—to ‘the most responsible.” 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, let the amendment 
be altered, so as to make the contract be assigned 
to the best bidder. I meant the most responsible 
architecturally—professionally the best bidder. 
And I do not know, after all, but that the most 
responsible bidder would be the best bidder. It 
is a matter of very great consequence that the con- 
tractor should be a man of responsibility; because 
if he be not responsible, we have no assurance that 
the bridge will be properly constructed. I think 
it was for want of responsibility—mechanical 


responsibility or skill—that the other structure | 
fell. I therefore desire to present the amendment, | 


and I think if the committee listen to the reading 
of it again, there will be no objection to its adop- 
tion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire the attention of 
the committee for a few minutes, to get the facts 
fairly before them. As to the correctness of the 
site for the bridge—as to its being a most advant- 
ageous one, as stated by the gentleman from Ma- 


ryland, [Mr. May,] l shall not controvert that | 
i I concede the fact; itis a good | 


point with him. f 
site. The river is narrow, and it is a very good 
place to build the bridge. But that is not the issue 
which I tender to my colleague, [Mr. Suiru,] and 
to the gentleman from Maryland. What, sir, is 
the issue? [ say that itis better that we should 
not build a bridge there at all. And why? I say 
that bat one bridge ought to be built from this 
District tothe Virginia shore. Isay, further, that 
the building of a bridge at Georgetown will super- 
sede the necessity of building a bridge at Little 


NAL GLOBE. 


Falls. I beg the House to remember that you can | 
construct a bridge at Georgetown, on the aqueduct, | 
which will accommodate, as Í before remarked, | 
not only the traveling community which comes | 
from Little Falls, bat it will do move; it will ac- 
commodate the traveling. community of Alexan- 
dria, Fredericksburg, Petersburg, and the whole 
South. 

Since I had the floor upon this subject, the other 
day, I have been informed that various petitions: 
have been presented at the other end of the Cap- 
itol, asking the attention of Congress to this sub- 
ject. Now, sir, I say in my place that you can 
construct a bridge at Georgetown upon the piers 
already there, which were built at the expense of 
the General Government. Over those piers you 
can construct a bridge which will answer the pur- 
poses of the gentleman’s constituents, by simply 
extending the turnpike road. Is Congress prè- 
pared for an expenditure of $75,060, when you can 
save the most of it by constructing two or three 
miles of turnpike road? Can it make any differ- 
ence with the people of Fredericksburg, and of all 
that country, whether they travel on the north 
side of the river, or go the same distance on the 
south side? 

l beg the learned gentleman from Baltimore 
(Mr. May} to look at the matter as a practical | 
question. Will you build two bridges or one? 
lam one of those who will not uphold this ex- 
travagant system of legislation. And I beg the 
committee to remember, that if they vote down į 
the amendment now; if the object is just, right, 
and proper, it will be competent for my worthy, 
intelligent, and illustrious colleazue who offered 
it, or for his friends, to offer the amendment, and j 
attach it to the bill, in the Senate. But t tell him 
and the Senate that it is unnecessary. 

I hope the committee will vote down his amend- 
ment. I have endeavored to show that one bridge 
only is necessary, and that such bridge must be 
built. There are constituents of mine who ask 
the privilege of constructing a railroad from Alex- 
andria to Washington city, the work to be allowed | 
to pass over the Long Bridge. A bridge will be 
built for that purpose, either by the Government 
or by rivate enterprise. But I hope the time will 
soon arrive when the General Government will 
cut itself loose from all public improvements. A 
bridge can be built by private enterprise for one 
third less than it can be constructed by the Gov- 
ernment. i 

But | repeat, that two bridges are unnecessary. 
The one at Georgetown is all that is necessary; | 
and if | vote for the amendment at all, it will be 
for the bridge at Georgetown; but I cannot con- 
sistently vote for the amendment offered by my 
colleague from Virginia. ! 

Mr. FLORENCE. With the consent of the 
committee, | will modify my amendment, so as to 
make it read ‘‘the best bidder,” instead of ‘ the 
most responsible biđder.”? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman, that he modify it so as to 
make it read ** the lowest and best bidder.” À 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 will accept that amend- 
ment. | 

‘The question was taken'on Mr. Frorencer’s | 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Smiru’s amend- | 
ment, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Before the 
“question is taken, | move to amend by increasing 
the appropriation one dollar, i 

I move that amendment for the purpose of 
saying a word upon the amendment of the gen- | 
tlemen from Virginia, [Mr. Smirnu] and in reply | 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MceMuxtin. ] 
The gentleman seems to think that a bridge at this | 
point will not be needed, because one can be built | 
at Georgetown more conveniently. Now, sir, a} 
bridge cannot be built at Georgetown without cost- | 
ing at least four or five times as much as will be 
necessary to build it at the Little Falls. A bridge 


} 


ginia, opposite, are in constant communication j! 
with the cities of Georgetown and Washington. į 
As was remarked by the gentleman from Mary- : 
land, [Mr. Mavy,] they have been accustomed to | 
take this direction for the last forty or fifty years. H 

If you make the bridge at Georgetown, it will j; 
evidently be intended to do away with the one i 
opposite Washington. There are two or three f 
railroads centering at Alexandria, all the travel i 


i 
is needed at this latter place. The people in Vir- 
| 
| 


by which passes up to and overthe Long Bridge, 


| to the city of Washington, thence off to various 


portions of the Union. . If youmake the bridge.at 
Georgetown, you increase the travel from Atex- 
andria to that place to thirteen miles; whereas, 


iby the Long Bridge, the distance ig only six 


miles. . 

On the eastern branch of. the Potomac the” 
Government has thought proper to buy out two 
or three bridges located within a mile or two of 
eachother, Why did it buy them out? Because 
it wanted to make the travel between Maryland 
and this District convenient—open and ‘without 
expense. The people of Virginia are as much 
entitled to this convenience as those of Maryland. 
The citizens of Washington and Georgetown ‘are 
as much entitled to convenience in going into 
Virginia as in going into Maryland. 

The Little Falls bridge crosses the river at a 


: point where the distance is only one hundred and 


twenty feet. Itis about three anda half miles 
above Georgetown. Every part of the structure 
will be within the District of Columbia, its jurisdic- 
tion extending to the othershore. We havea firm 


and substantiakabutment on the Virginia side. 


Besides, the Government has there two piers now 
constructed, and which will bea total loss if this 
site is abandoned. Et will be necessary to build 
two other piers in order to reach the high ground 
on the Virginia side. J understand that it is in- 
tended to erect these two piers, and to put up @ 
wooden structure which can there be made cheaper 
than at any other point of the river. At George- 
town the distance across the river is four, five, or 
six times as much, and the cost of the structure 
will be four, five, or six times as great as the 
amount now proposed to be appropriated, 

I have not the slightest doubt that the appro- 
priation now proposed will meet all the expense 
of putting up a complete and substantial structure 
at that point. I think it ought to be done, and 1 
shall vote for it cheerfully. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Iam opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, but for the original amendment, moved by 
the gentleman from Virginia, 1am also for voting. 
{ think that the committee understand this question 
very well. {It is needless to consume more time 
on it. Il think thatthe gentleman from Kentucky, 
who moves to reduce the appropriation, has 
given us most conclusive reasons why we should 
not abandon the bridge at Little Falls. I do not 
suppose that anything Í can say will give the 
committee more information on this subject than 
it now has. The question simply is, shall we 
abandon this bridge after, the expenditure of 
so much money? That is the whole question. | 
I take it for granted that the House does not in- 
tend to abandon it. I do notthink there is a ma- 
jority for abandoning it. If I did, I would take 
more time to argue the question. Í hope that we 
may have a vote on the amendment without fur- 


i ther discussion, 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, by unanimous 
consent, withdrew his amendment. 

Tellers were ordered on Mr. Smuirn’s amend- 
ment, and Messfs. Hamimron and Hastines 
were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 71, noes 58. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture to offer the following amend- 
ment: g 

For the collection of agricultural statistics, and the pro- 
curement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, $25,000 ; 
to be paid ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 

I have received a communication from the Com- 
missioner of Patents, which [send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

The communication was then read, as follows: 


Uxrrep Srares PATENT OFFICE, 
June 21, 1854. ? 

Sır: I understand that the Committee of Ways and 
Means, inthe civil and diplomatic bill, about to be acted 
apon by Congress, have neglected to provide, as has been 
the custom heretofore, any appropriation for the collection 
of agricultural statistics, and the procurement and distribu- 
tion of cuttings and seeds. f 

I beg leave to inform you that, in anticipation of such 
an appropriation, to be expended under: the direction of 
this Bureau, we have aiready collected much valuable sta- 
tistical and other agricultural juformation, intended to be 
embodied in our next annual report, which, if properly car- 
ried into effect, will require additional means. 
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Should it be the pleasure of Congress that anything should | 
be done inthis respect, beyond the reach of the means now | 
at our disposal, a further appropriation will be necessary; || 
and if it be intended to supply, in any reasonable degree, q 
the wants, and to. comply with the wishes, ofthe agricuita- | 
raj portion of the community, it will require an appropria- 
tion for that purpose, of not less than $25,000. ` t 
- [ have no doubt that such a sum couid be very advant- | 
ageously employed in furtherance of the general objects of | 
the agricultural branch. of this office. i 

Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

A C. MASON, Commissioner. 


To Hon. Joux L. Dawsox, Chairman of Committee ; 
on Agriculture, House of Representatives, United Stutes. 


Mr. HOUSTON. . I think that there are two į 
points about this amendment on which I ought to | 
say something. In the first place, the letter just 
read would seem to convey the impression that 
the Committee of Ways und Means had inten- 
tionally neglected to include that appropriation in 
this bill, [tis a singular fact, that notwithstand- 
ing the phraseology used by the Commissioner of 
Patents in that letter, he presented no estimate to 
the committee for this purpose; although he seems 
to endeavor to cast upon us the reflection—or what 
he thinks the. reflection—of having omitted or 
failed to include this appropriation in the bill. But, 
in truth and in fact, it is entirely a neglect of his 
own, orof gome.one else in the Patent Office. No 
estimate for this was sent to the Committee of 
Ways and Means; and we are not in the habit of 
traveling out of estimates, sent from the Depart- 
ments in one shape or the other, with a view to 
make appropriations. 

Thereisanother thing, The phraseology of this 
amendment, in its present form, is unusual; and 
Lthinkitis wrong. Until the deficiency bill which 
passed the House the other day, we have always 
appropriated that money out of the Patent Office 
fund. We did not do it in that deficiency bill, and 
for the reason that the Patent Office was without 
funds. But we gave them $10 000 in that bill. 
Wegave them $40,000 or $45,000 to furnish a 
room in which to keep. their models. We have | 
given them from $50,000 to $60,000 in this bill, 
with a view to enable them to meet these expenses 
thereafter. That amendment ought to provide 
that the moneys, appropriated by it, should come ! 
out of the Patent Office fund. Itis for the next 
fiscal year; and it is to be presumed, that they will 
have a Patent Office fund next year out of which 
to pay these appropriations. We have paid all 
the deficiencies this year. We have furnished 
their room for models, which is the first appro- | 

riation of the kind that we have ever made. We 
[ave done all this, and now it is asked to pay this 
appropriation out of the Treasury. 

Now, f think the proper mode would be to | 
amend the amendmerft so as to make the appro- 
priation be paid out of the Patent Office fand; and 
if they have no fund, I think itis time for them | 
to let us know that, and to let us take such steps | 
to supply them as may be necessary. In the | 
mean time, and considering the fact that the appro- | 
sriations contained in this amendment will not ij 
have to be expended until the next fiscal year, f į 
move to amend the amendment by striking out | 
these last words, ‘ out of any moneys in the | 
Treasury. not otherwise appropriated,’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘ out of the Patent Office 
fund,” 

Mr. LILLY. Lam opposed to the amendment ! 
to the amend meant aubmitted by the gentleman from i 
Alabama, (Mr. [Lousron,] for the reason that he || 
has already given. He says this money should 
come out of the Patent Office fund. Now, Iam | 

- opposed to any such amendment. I am opposed | 
to the great agricultural interests of this country i| 
being made to play second-fiddle to any other in- : 
terest. ‘Take this appropriation from the funds | 
of the Patent Office, and you tax the mechanics ij 
and inventors of this country for the benefit of the || 
farmers, although itis very little that they get from | 

this Government. Again, he says the money ji 
will not be wanted until after the expiration of | 

the present fiscal year. Now, the great object of ii 

having this appropriation made now is, that they || 

ean predicate upon it their conduct and caleula- ii 

tions in reference to purchasing these seeds, and || 
in order that they can get and distribute them || 
within the fiscal year, as they ought to do, andin |! 
order that ve may uot have to supply a deficiency | 
for this object in the next deficiency bill. f think |! 

the proposition a reasonable one, and that the j 

Patent Office can expend this money with great | 

benefit to the country. 


i 
| 
ij 
i 
i 


If it is appropriated now, || 


out of the general fund, the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents can go on and make his contracts for these 
seeds with more confidence, and at a greater ad- 
vantage, than he can do if we fail to appropriate 
it. L hope, therefore, that the ameadment of the 
gentleman from Alabama will not prevail, but 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan will be adopted. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 


| ment to the amendment; and it was rejected, 
I move to increase the amount 


Mr. BENSON. 
contained in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Crarx] five dollars. 

l make that motion, Mr. Chairman, for the pur- 
pose of saying a word in reply to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,} as 
well as maintaining the importance of a liberal 
appropriation for the object under consideration. 
It is well known that there is a large number of 
the members of this House who believe that some- 
thing more ought to be granted to the great in- 
terest ofagriculture than what is obtained as a-gort 
o 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) I 
rise to a point of order. It is, that the gentleman 
is talking about the propriety of buying the seed, 
and not to the importance of buying five dollars’ 
worth more, as proposed in his amendment. 

Mr. BENSON. I will endeavor to keep as 


| near to the line of propriety, in my remarks, as 


the gentleman usually does, and as near to my 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman should 
keep as near to the explanation of the necessily 
of his amendment as he can. Some latitude has 


! been heretofore allowed; but the gentleman will see 


thenecessity of confining himselfto hisamendment. 

Mr. BENSON. J take it, thatif my argument 
goes to show the necessity of expending the 
amount proposed by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, together with the addition which | propose, 
it will be pertinent and in order. 

It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that itis enough 
to say that there are those, and they are numer- 
ous, in this House who believe we ought to ex- 
pend at least the sam which is proposed by the 
gentleman from Michigan, together with the sum 
which I have proposed to add thereto, in the ad- 
vancement of this great interest. Sir, I believe 
the judgment of the country is, that there ought 
to be a separate and distinct. Department of the 
Government devoted to the cause of agriculture, 
And it is nota new idea. Washington presented 
it in his various messages while he was President 
of the United States; and in March, 1797, writing 
to Mr. Sinclair, says: 

& I am sorry to add, that nothing final in Congress has 
been decided respecting the institniion of a national board 
of agriculture, recommended by me at the opening of the 
session. J think it highly probable that next session will 
bring this matter to maturity.” 

From that day almost every President of the 
United States has presented the distinct proposi- 
tion that there ought to be, in behalf of the great 
interest of agriculture, a department peculiar and 
devoted toit. But all that agriculture has yet re- 
ceived, is simply that which it gets as a sort of 
adjunct to the Patent Office. 

Allow me to say, however, that the agricultural 
part of the Report of the Patent Office is a valu- 
able contribution in aid of this great cause. Itis 
a document which is more demanded by my con- 


stituents, and by almost every agricultural portion: 


of the country, than any document which is pub- 
lished by-the order of this House. And, sir, it 
seems to me that we ought notio be dependent 
upon any particular fund, such as the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Houston] suggests, contin- 
gent in its character, to furnish the necessary 
means for supplying the information to give value 
to the only book which is peculiarly interesting to 
thefarmers of the country. 

It should be a separate and distinct fund. I 
think we ought to expend at least the amount 
asked for in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan; and if we spend more than that, I will 
venture to say our constituents will not find fault 
with us for that, whatever they may do in refer- 


ence to buying Hickey’s Constitution, valuable | 


as that is, and various other publications which we 
are scattering broadcast over the land. Let us 
do something for this interest. Let us adopt the 


| amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, and 


I will not ask for more. 


| amendment, 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to the amendment 
being withdrawn. I have no objection at all to 
making the usual allowance from the Patent Office 
fund for the purpose specified in this amendment; 
but I do object to saddliog the Patent Office, the Post 
Office, and every other Department of the Gov- 
ernment, upon.the National Treasury, and thereby 
creating the necessity for keeping up the tariff, 
and preventing a reduction of the duties. 1 find 
that those men who are the most interested in the 
passage of such propositions as this, are generally 
men who belong to the tariff party; that they are 
generally those who are the most interested in 
keeping up a high protective tariff, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that he must confine himself to 
opposing the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. LETCHER. I am confining myself to 
that amendment. I resist that amendment 
upon the ground, and for the reason, that it is 
throwing additional burdens upon the general 
Treasury, and thereby creating a necessity for 
imposing high tariff duties upon the people. It 
strikes me that that is a perfectly legitimate and 
fair mode of argumentin opposing the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine. I say I object to 
measures of this kind being resorted to for the pur- 
pose of keeping up the necessity of a high tariff, to 
prevent our reducing the duties-upon imports. 

Now, sir, so far as those expenditures are con- 
cerned, let the Patent Office pay them out of its 
ownfund. Let those who come here with their 
inventions pay for these expenses out of the funds 
which they have-contributed. I have no objection 
to this allowance being made out of that fund, to be 
expended in this way, or in any other way which 
Congress may think proper. [Í repeat, sir, that Í 
hope the burdens of this expenditure will be 
borne by the Patent Office itself, and that that 
Department will not be saddled too upon the gen- 
eral Treasury. 

‘Mr. BENSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Crarx; and being taken, the 
| amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EWING. I presume this is a very good 
piace to offer an amendment, which I holdin my 

and. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It seems to me 
this is rather an irregular way of proceeding. I 
think it will be better if the gentleman will allow 
the miscellaneous items contained in the bill to be 
read before he offers his amendment. We have 
commenced offering these general amendments at 
the head of the miscellaneous class of items con- 
tained in the bill. 

Mr. EWING. Ifthe Committee of Ways and 
Means think that, it would be prettier at the bot- 
tom, very well. (Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE 
*¢ $200”? from the following: 

For compensation of inspectors of said penitentiary, 
(penitentiary of the District of Columbia,) $300, 

—and to insert as follows: 


Seven hundred and fifty dollars; and that the proviso 
contained in the act making appropriations for the support 
of Government, approved 12th August 1848, whereby the 
salary of the inspectors was reduced, be, aud the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report that amend- 
ment to this committee. The facts are briefly 
| these: A number of years ago a law was passed, 

embracing among other things the appointment of 
inspectors for the penitentiary of this District, 
fixing the salary of each at $250, and imposing 
on them some very considerable duties. The 
| compensation was not an extravagant one. Inthe 
civil and diplomatic bill of 1848 a provision was 
inserted, reducing the compensation of these in- 
spectors to $100 each. That is the proviso which 
the amendment proposes to repeal. On the repre- 
sentations made to the committee of the character 
of the duties of these gentleman, we thought that 
$250 a year to each was notan exorbitant salary. 
it is therefore proposed to restore the original sal- 
ary. The law originally gave them $750, or $250 
each. 

Mr. SEWARD. I should like very much to 


have some information in regard to this peniten- 


I move to strike 
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tiary. There are some $9,000 appropriated each 
year to keep up that institution. 1 should like to 
know whether the conviets are supported in ease 
and comfort, or whether they are required to labor? 
l think that they.ought to be made to work outa 
considerable part of the expense. I hope the 
committee may not adopt the amendment. 

A Memser. The expense of the penitentiary 
is $12,000: 

Mr.SEWARD. Iam told that the expense of 
the institution is $12,000. If this penitentiary is 
getting to be such a great tax on the Government 
we had better abolish it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I cannot answer the 
gentleman. I cannot give him a detailed account 
of the management of the institution. Our atten- 
tion was not directed to that. Our attention was 
only directed to the character of the duties which 
these inspectors had to perform, and the, amount 
of their compensation. We were satisfied the 
amount proposed in the amendment was proper. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Laminstructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: 


For payment to the city of Norfolk, for rent of rooms in 
the City Hall by the district court of the United States for 
the eastern district of Virginia, from the 30th of May, 1850, 
to the 30th of May, 1853, 8900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EWING. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
For mileage and per diem to William Carr Lane, for con- 
testing the seatof the Delegate from New Mexico, $2,868 80. 
Í presume that, with a brief explanation, there 
will be no objection to the amendment. I have 
been instructed by the Committee of Elections, 
and, l believe, if l am not mistaken, with perfect 
unanimity, to reportin favor of paying mileage 
and per diem to William Carr Lane for contest- 
ing the seat of the Delegate from New Mexico. 
l have been advised that the point in the bill which 
we are now considering is as good a place as I 
could find to offer the amendment. The Com- 
mittee of Elections unanimously, or, perhaps, with 
but one dissenting voice, reported against allowing 
the seat to Governor Lane. I myself concurred in 
the report of the majority of the committee, be- 
Heving that the sitting member was entitled to his 
seat. At the same time, however, that the com- 
mittee believed this, there was at all events plaus- 
ible ground amply sufficient to justify Governor 
Lane in contesting the seat. There were great 
bregularities—irregularities which, perhaps, ought 
to be overlooked in a new Territory, recently or- 
, ganized like that of New Mexico, comprising 
“such ajpopulation ag it does. I say, that there 
were great irregularities in the election, but there 


was no proof to satisfy us that there was fraud in | 


any case; and we felt bound, under the decisions 
of the courts, to decide against the petitioner. 
‘The committee are well aware that itis import- 
ant to pay the expenses of the contestants of seats 
upon this floor, in order to preserve the purity of 
elections, and guard the rights of the people and 
their Representatives. No man is willing to come 
here from such a remote constituency as that of 


New Mexico at very great expense, with his case. 


prepared at still greater expense, and remain here 
awaiting the action of the House at an additional 
expense; for weall know what it costs to live at 
hotels here, and it is bad enough with the per 
diem. It cannot be expected that a poor man 
would, and I know that a rich man would not, be 
willing—after going through the canvass, and per- 
haps incurring expenses there—to prepare his 
case, come to this great distance, neglect his busi- 
ness, and pay his board here, to contest a seat 
here. Itis on that principle that we recommend 


this appropriation, and I simply wish to remind ; 


the committee that it has always justified and in- 
duced the House to appropriate money to pay for 
the mileage and per diem of a contesting member. 
With this brief explanation, I presume the com- 
mittee will hardly object to the amendment, al- 
though I see my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Joxges] rising to oppose it. [A laugh.] 


l under the laws of New Mexico. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am opposed to 
this amendment, as I have been to every one of a | 
similar character since I have been here. I have 
one rule on which I act on subjects of this kind, 
and from which Ido not vary. It is this: that 
when a contestant succeeds in ousting the sitting 
member, | will vote to pay him the mileage and 
per diem up to that time, whether he succeeds in 
establishing hisown right to the seat or not. But 
I cannot vote to pay any contestant who has failed 
to satisfy the House that the sitting member is 
not entitled to his seat. 

(Cries of ‘“ Question!” “ Question !’’] 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I propose to 
amend the amendment by increasing the appro- 
priation one dollar. 

I desire to remark, Mr. Chairman, that this is 
a rather peculiar case, and one which does not 
ordinarily occur. When Colonel Lane left the 
Territory of New Mexico to come to Washington 
and claim a seat on this floor as the Delegate of 
that Territory, he certainly felt that he was the 
rightfully and legally elected Delegate. ‘The elec- 
tion returns that were then in the office of the Sec- | 
retary of the Territory showed that he had a large | 
majority of the votes returned. The certificate, 
however, was given to Señor GaLLeGos; or rather 
a complex sort of certificate was given to him, not 
deciding the right of either party to the seat. But 
as the certificate was given to Señor GALLEGOS, | 
Colonel Lane felt it to be his duty to contest the 
election at the instance of the people of the Terri- 
tory. He did give notice to Señor Gatuecos of his 
intention to contest his seat; and he authorized his | 
agent in New Mexico to take testimony in the 
case, before he left the Territory to come to the 
States. Subsequently, however, additional re- 
turns were sent to the Secretary’s office. These | 
additional returns were sent in time, not exactly | 
according to the requirements of the law, but 
really within the limitation allowed by law. And 
I suppose they were sent to the Secretary at the 
expense of the Government, and that he had 
authority to send out and get a correct report, the 
provisions of the law not having been complied 
with. Those additional returns to the Secretary 
changed the whole character of the matter, and, 
instead of showing that Governor Lane was enti- 
tled to a seat, it showed that Señor GALLEGOS was. 
There was no fraud in the transaction, and no 
attempt to show fraud There was a clear and | 
undoubted expression of the whole people in favor 
of GaLLecos, and of course he was, by the action 
of this House, permitted to tuke his seat here. 

But Governor Lane, when he left the Territory 
and came here, believed that he was justly enti- 
tled to the seat; and the returns, for the time 
being, showed that he was entitled to it. Iam 
satisfied that he came to Washington in good | 
faith; and { think, under those circumstances, he 
is entitled to his mileage and per diem. 


Mr. EWING. 


upon the same footing as those, in many other 
cases, where mileage and per diem have been al- 
lowed? 

Mr.STANTON. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. EWING. The committee will remember 
that if the grounds upon which his election stood 
had been as he supposed they were, he would 
have been occupying a seat here, and receiving 
mileage and per diem. But the facts turned out 
to be different from what he supposed. 

Mr.SEWARD. I put myself to some trouble | 
to examine the returns of that election, and I am 
unable to see any plausible ground upon which 
Colonel Lane could claim aright to a seat upon 
this floor. In truth, the whole ground of his 
objection to the election of his opponent was based 
upon a legal technicality, and that was, that the 
poll books were not properly kept and certified to 


My objection to this amendment is, thet it is 
setting a bad precedent. If I believed that the 
seat was contested in good faith, 1 would vote for 
the appropriation; but the whole ground upon 


acquaintance this winter wit Í : 
this city;*and I take great pleasure in saying, that 
I found him a high-minded, honorable gentleman, 
of singular modesty, and delicacy of feeling. Sir, 
he never presented a petition for pay and mile- 
| age to this House. i 
| in the sense of justice of members; and I hope the 
House will feel it its duty. to adopt it, 
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which he based his claim to a seat upon this floor 
was flimsy and technical... l 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (interrupting.) 
The gentleman. will allow me to say that the ex- 
ception taken to the poll books was not taken 
until after General Lane had left the Territory 
and had arrived here. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, it was the duty of that 
gentleman to have received a certificate of his elec- 
tion from the proper authority before he left for 
Washington; and if he came here in advance of 
the fact of his election being ascertained, he did so 
on his own responsibility. 

Let us examine this question. Hereisa gen- 
tleman who was occupying a public position in 
New Mexico, and his business in connection 
with that position called him to Washington. 
Now, it was very convenient for him, under such 
circumstances, to contest the election of his. oppo- 
nent, and set up a claim for mileage and per diem. 
The practice of allowing such claims is a bad one;- 
and in all our Territories the same condition of 
things may arise hereafter from the unsettled state 
they are in, their sparseness of population, and 
the want of well-settled laws of election; and: if 
this claim is allowed, others will come here, from 
time to time, and set up a claim for mileage and 
per diem whenever there is any ground, however 
slight, to justify it. 

Furthermore, when the matter was under inè 
vestigation before the committee, it was with dif- 
ficulty that we could get him before the Commit- 
tee to attend to it; and the House will remember, 
that after the committee had decided upon the 


*cage, and reported upon it to the House, he did 


not trouble himself to contest the right of his ad- 
versary when the report was made, and that we 
heard nothing of his claim for several days after- 
wards. [think the chairman of the Committee of 
Elections himself opposed a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of introducing a resolution to 
pay Mr. Lane his per diem and mileage when the 


attempt was made in the House, and I do not 
| think I can be mistaken when I say that at that 
time a majority of that committee were opposed 
to paying this gentleman his per diem and mileage. 


Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, then 


withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. HUNT. I move to increase the amount 


ten dollars. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 


(Mr. Jones] says he desires to maintain his con- 
sistency—that he has always acted in opposition 
to the allowance of such claims. 
House, on the other hand, to maintain ils consist- 
ency, and to continue the liberal policy it has 
heretofore pursued in cases like the present. 
i| desire that the representatives of the people should 
uphold that policy as a means of preserving the 
purity of the elective franchise. I desire them to 
keep the door open for the proper investigation 
by this Elouse of contested elections, and espe- 
i cially not to shut it against poor men who cannot 
afford to come here and press their claims and the 
claims of the people, when they know that, in the 
event of not succeeding, the expenses of the con- 
tests must fall exclusively upon themselves. 


Sir, I desire this 


I 


Mr. Chairman, 1 had the honor of forming an 
h Governor Lane in 


The present motion originates 


I do not propose to go into the question of the - 


justice of Governor Lane’s claim to a seat upon 


| this floor. 
ined, and 1 have no doubt justly, that he, was 


The Committee of Elections determ- 


not entitled toa seat. But the same committee, 


| thoroughly acquainted with all the circumstances 


under which he appeared before the House, have 
reported that he is entitled to the per diem and 
mileage usually allowed in cases of contested elec- 


tions. 
Mr. SEWARD. H the gentleman. will allow 
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me, I will say that, as one of the members of the 
Committee of Elections, L-never acceded to such! 
a proposition. 
Mr. HUNT. 
gentleman acquiesced in this report. 


of the allowance. a 
‘Mr. EWING. — If the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana will allow me, I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, that [ was under the impression he had 
given: his assent to this proposition. f was told 
that I was instructed unanimously to report it; 
and 1 presume the opinion of the committee is 
unanimous, with the exception of the gentleman | 
from Georgia. 
- Mr. HUNT. The gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. Mriter,] who had charge of this matter 
when it was before the House, is not now in his 
seat; and | will, therefore, add for him, that Gover- 
nor Lane did not come here of his own motion, or 
for any private purposes of his own, but that he 
canié at the instance of the people of New Mexico, 
and for a public purpose. Not, sir, té6 demand pay 
and mileage, but to insist, bona fide, upon what 
he and those who sent him here believed to be 
due to him’ and to them—his right to a seat on | 
this ‘floor: He came here under the honest im- | 
pression that he had been elected by the votes of 
the American portion, usually, if not properly, 
sti called, of the people of New Mexico, over the | 
Reels who received the votes of the Pueblo 
Mndians—a gentleman who does not speak our | 
language, and who does not choose to sit here 
among us. He came -here to contest his right to 
a sent upon this floor as an act of justice to the 
people; and, as an act of justice to that people, | 
I hope this House will accede to the proposition | 
to give him his per diem and mileage. ! 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I am very i 
well acquainted with De. Tiane,and have been for 
some thirty years. He has been an acquaintance, 
but nota political friend. I saw him frequently 
when he was here last winter; and I believe 
that he acted towards me as he did towards most 
of the other members of Congress, which was not 
to importune or to annoy them with his applica- 
tions for a seat here. L do not think that itought 
to be brought up in judgment against any man 
that he did not annoy us with applications. God 
knows we get enough of them all around! We 
should rather be thankful when any one will 
spare us, and be more disposed to do whatis right 
for them. i . 

Thad no particular acquaintance with this cage 
until it arrived here. I presented the memorial 
and papers of the sitting Delegate from New Mex- 
ico at his request. Allthe knowledge 1 have of the 
subject has been derived from the newspapers of 
New Mexico, and reports and information from 
that Territory during the time the election was in 
progress, and after it had finished. We are neigh- 
bors to Santa F'é—only twelve or fifteen hundred 
miles apart. There being nobody between, we 
are neighbors, and we can talk of each other’s 
affairs. Well, sir, from all I saw during the time 
the canvass was going on, and after it was fin- 
ished, I thought that Governor Lane had a fair 
claim to the seat. I do not say that it was better 
than the other, but it was fair; and, really, it 
seemed to me, from all I saw and heard from the 
Territory, that it was the better one of the two. 

The question seems now to turn principally on 
this: Is Dr. Lane asking this in good faith? Did 
he come on in good fath? Or was it a mere pre- 
tense to cover a different purpose? That is the 
question to which the case is narrowed down. 
‘With respect to that, it seems to me to all turn on | 
that point. I will say, in the first place, that having 
known Governor Lane long, 1 hold him to be in- 
capable, personally incapable, of acting in that 
manner. So much for his character. 

Then with respect to the circumstances of the 
case, From all that I saw in the newspapers of 
the country when the canvass went on—and I saw 
all the papers, English and Spanish—and from all 
I heard, I thought he had a fair claim to the seat. | 
1 do not say better than the other, but fair; and 
really, I thought he would be most ant to get it. 

_ Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, then with- 
drew his amendment. i 
The question recurred on Mr. Ewine’s amend- 

ment. 

Mr. FLORENC 
amendment. 


. 


tt 
ue 


E. I demand tellers on the 


I did not say that the honorable |! 
I stated | 
merely that the committee had reported in favor || 


| authority of an act of Congress; that the plans 
| were referred for approval to the President of the 


| ances necessary to carry on such a work, when 
the appropriation should have been made. 


| extravagant and unnecessary Character. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tayior of 
“Ohio, and Packer, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes 54. 


} 


So the amendment was agreed to. I} 


LER. J offerthe following azaend- plied daily. 


Mr. CHAND 
ment: : 

For continuing the aqueduct for bringing water into the 
city of Washington. agreeably to the plan adopted by the 
President of the United States, aceording to the provisions 
of the act of Congress, approved March 3, 1853, $500,000. | 

‘Some time since I addressed the committee at 
length upon the subject of this aqueduct. it had 
previously been discussed in Committee of the 
Whole upon another occasion. I do not intend 
now to enter into the merits of the case, or the 
necessities for such a measure. In the first place, 
the amendment calls for the appropriation of 
$500,000 in order to continue a work already 
begun, and well begun—to continue a work au- 
thorized by the act of Congress approved the 
3d of March, of last year—to continue a work | 
whose establishment was to depend upon the ap- 
proval of the Presidentof the United States, which 
approval this work has already received. A con- 
siderable portion of the work has been accom- 
plished, and a large appropriation made for. the 
continuance of the work. 

It is therefore deemed appropriate at this time | 
toask for this sum, that the work may be prose- ! 
cuted towards a conclusion as soon as possible. | 


1 
It is not necessary for me to represent to the !j 
} 


committee an argument which has. been already | 
enforced upon them—that the United States Gov- 


ernment is very deeply concerned in the prosecu- || 
tion and early completion. of this work, so far as || 


regards the preservation and safety of their pub- | 
lic buildings, and the repositories of their papers, 
on the security of which so much depends, as a 
matter of individual rights, as a matter of indi- 
vidual convenience, and, let me add, in addition 
to that, as a matter of public propriety. Why, 
sir, millions of dollars have been lost to claimants | 
by the destruction of one or two of the depart- į 
ments of the Government by fire. It cannot be | 
denied that at certain times this Government has | 
been compelled to pay perhaps millions of dol- ; 
lars on improper cluims, merely because they 
were unable to produce that testimony which 
would have shown that they had been paid. 

We require, therefore, some sufficient means to | 
preserve from the destructive elementall the rec- | 
ords of this nation, all the archives of this coun- 
try, which are hereafter to be- our vouchers for 
moneys paid, or the vouchers of our constituents 
for moneys claimed. The health of the people, 
our own convenience, and all these circumstances, 
will impress themseives on every individual as 
they may view'the subject. No man can be in- 
sensible to this. But I wish to impress upon the 
minds of this committee, and to ask them to con- | 
sider the fact, that this work was begun by the 


United States; that he did approve the plan that has 
been adopted; and that the money appropriated 
last year has been expended in the prosecution of 
this plan; and that, as a matter of course, the sea- 
son for contracts was not allowed to pass without 
providing the ways and means to continue the 
work; bricks, stong, laborers, and all the appli- 


I did 
expect and others expected, that this appropria- 
tion would have been granted in a former bill; but 
this matter was not deemed to be in order in it. 
It is now presented again. It is presented, I pre- 
sume, in the confidence that it cannot escape this 
committee; that such a measure is as absolutely 
necessary to the preservation of our national 
archives as itis to the convenience and comfort | 
of the national representatives. “Phe objections 
that have been urged to this appropriation are, i 
appears to me, irrelevant. I will not meet them 
now, because I cannot imagine that they will be 
pressed on this House at the present time. The 
simple question is as to the appropriation; the 
mode of disbursing it willbe a matter for after 
consideration. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am oppose 
to this appropriation, for the reason that the pian 


adopted, and the werk projected, is of the most | 
itis the 


? 
ect 


most magnificent that could have been devised. | 


| 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
| A 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


It proposes to bring tito the city of Washington 
no less than sixty-odd millions of gallons of water 
per day; when, at the present time, in the city of 
London, with two and a half millions of inhabit- 
ants, only forty-seven millions of gallons are sup- 
in the city of New York I am told 
that only about forty millions of gallons are 
brought per day. But into the city of Washing- 
ton, with forty or forty-five thousand inhabitants, 
it is proposed to bring’a daily supply of sixty 
millions of gallons. s 

Now, sir, if gentlemen will examine into the 
particulars of the report, they will find that the mil- 
itary engineer in charge of this work proposes to 
use, or rather, I suppose, he would ‘have to use, 
fifty-nine sixtieths of that water for manufacturing 
purposes. It is notso stated in terms in the report; 
but the appropriation of the water to manufactur- 
ing purposes is distinctly pointed out; and it must 
be used for that purpose, or it must be wasted. 
i have been informed—whether correctly or not I 
cannot say—that, should this water be brought in 
the quantity proposed, the portion of it which 
could be disposed of for manufacturing purposes 
would provide a water power equal to that at the 
city of Lowell. ‘The statement may be exagger- 


|| ated; but, sir, one of the gentlemen who has ex- 


amined into this subject, Colonel Hughes, the 
engineer who made a survey some years ago, 
states that the highest quantity of water proposed 
to be furnished to each individual inhabitant, in 
any city in the world, is thirty gallons a day. At 
that rate, for the present population of the city of 
Washington, only one million two hundred thou- 
sand gallons per day would be required. 

Now, we propose to provide water in so liberal 
a manner that it will supply a population more 
than sixty times as large as that of the city of 
Washington. What are we doing? What are 
we thinking-of? 1f you will appoint a board of 
engineers to examine the report of Mr. Meigs in 
reference to these water-works, I venture to say 
that it will be shown conclusively that the estab- 
lishment which he proposes to build cannot be built 
for three times the amount which he has esti- 
mated. But even if it could be built for the sum 
proposed, that is at least ten times as much as the 


| Government ought to expend for the people of 


Washington and Georgetown together, and a hun- 
dred times as much as the Government ought to 
provide for its own use. i 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Will the gentleman inform 
the House whether the original plan of iron 
pipes would furnish a suficient quantity of water 
for the city, or not? 

Mr. STAN'TON. I can tell the gentleman that 
that was the plan to bring the water from Rock 
Creek, which is purer than that of the Potomac, and 
that an abundance could be supplied for a pop- 
ulation five times as great as that of Washington 
city, and that the whole cost would be less than 
a million of dollars, while the probability is that 
the plan under discussion will cost eight or ten 
times as much. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to in- 
crease the amount proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania $100,000. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] 
argues that this plan which has been adopted by 
the President of the United States, pursuant to 
the law of the last Congress, is upon too extrav- 
agant a scale, and will bring too much water into 
the city. I do not know what plans were sub- 
mitted to the President, nor do I know how far he 
exercised a wise judgment in coming to his con- 
clusion; but, for one, I am inclined to believe that, 
whether right or wrong, we should not go behind 
that decision. 

So far as the bringing of too much water into the 
city is concerned, if that is considered any ob- 
jection, I am against the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. You cannot have too much. I want no 
Lowell privileges here for manufacturing pur- 


|: poses, but I want a plenty of water, good water, 


and pure water, and I should not care if the entire 
stream of the Potomac were turned into the city. 


| I would not care if ita whole current were turned, 


| to-day, in the city; and if it were, it would not 


i 
i 


| be too much to wash out the filthy streets and 


lanes, alleys and avenues, we see around us. I 
want an abundance of water. We cannot have 
oo much; there is no danger of error on that 
side. à 

But, Mr. Chairman, T wish to call the attention | 
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of the committee to the facts connected with the 
history of this matter. 

At the last session of Congress we adopted the 
following provision in the appropriation bill: 

“To be expended under the directian 6f the President of | 
the United States, for the purpose of bringing water isto the 
city of Washington, upon such plans, and from sach places, 
ashe may approve, $100,009: Provided, That if the pian 
adopted by the President of the United States should re- 
quire water to be drawn from any source within the limits 
of Maryland, the assent of the Legislature of that State 
should first be obtained.” 

Upon the adoption of that provision the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in pursuance of the 
authority given him, accepted the plan which he 
considered thebest one. All the plans were before 
him. He exercised the power conferred on him 
doubtless to the best of his ability and judgment. 
The gentleman from Tennessee is opposed to that 
plan approved by the President. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gen- 
tleman will allow me, I will ask him if he is in 
favor of bringing into the city of Washington 
thirty or forty millions gallons of water per day 
for manufacturing purposes? 

Mr, STEPHENS. Certainly not. ., 

Mr. STANTON. Well, sir, that is included 
in the project. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, sir, I do not know 
what may bein the project, but this plan was ac- 
cepted by the President of the United States. 

Mr. STANTON. The report of Captain Meigs 
contains this among the other items of the pro- 

ect. 

Mr. STEPHENS, Well, sir, 1 do not propose | 
to-go into the particular merits or demerits of either 
of the plans or projects; these were all before the 
President, to whom Congress submitted the mat- 
ter. The gentleman objects to the one adopted by 
the President, because it provides too much water. | 
I repeat, that I do not care if. it brings the broad 
Potomac itself into the city. Ido not care how 
many gallons, or how many millions of gallons, 
it brings. The whole river, in my opinion, would 
not be too much. But we gave the President the 
power to adopt a plan. He has done it, and lam 

ound to believe he acted as wisely and prudently 
with all the facts before him, as we could: have 
done, or can now do. I have no evidtnce to the 
contrary. No man has risen to impeach the in- 
tegrity of the President, or that of the engineer. 
Well, then, what are we to do? Are we to under- 
take to decide anew upon these several conflicting 
plans? I say no; go on and complete the work 
according to the plan decided upon. Let us go 
on and provide the necessary means for carrying 
it into effect, and supplying the city with the 
greatest abundance of water at the cheapest rates, 
and in the most practicable way. From the Great 
Falls it will cost very little more to bring a large 
supply than a small one. And when the supply 
is furnished, I care not whether the surplus, after 
the legitimate wants of the city are satisfied, be 
used for manufacturing purposes or not. If this 
additional advantage will accrue from the larger 
supply from the Great Falls at a small increase of 
cost, it is no objection, in my opinion, to the plan 
adopted by the President. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. The honorable 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] said, 
Go on!”? Isay, stop! Í have not risen to op- 
pose this plan, or to advocate any other. I have 
nothing to say in disparagement of deriving the 
water from the Potomac; and nothing to say in 
praise of deriving it from Rock Creek. I am op- 
posed to the execution by the Government of any 
plan, whatever, for supplying this city with water. 

In my judgment, sir, we are on the threshold 
of a vast expenditure of money. Government 
had better retrace its steps than go forward. If 
it goes forward, it will find itself involved, not only 
in a great loss of money, but in difficulties that 
will call for legislation, and that will consume 
much of the costly time of Congress. And that 
it will find its execution of the werk the occasion 
of no little corruption to itself and to others, is 
what all experience in such matters teaches us to 
expect, 

This work can be done, and be kept in repair, | 


by individual enterprise, at one half the expense | 
it would be to Government. Why, then, should it | 
not be entrusted to individual enterprise? 
Government offer half a million, or, if proper, a 
million of dollars, to the responsible association 


Let i 


; : 

and the offer will be promptly accepted. But it 
is said, that there is not enterprise enough among 
the people of this city to get up such an associa- 
tion—not wealth enough to accomplish the object 


i 
t 
| 
t 
i 
| 
| ton. But if either will not, or cannot, do the 
| 

i not only Yankees enough, but people enough in 
| every part of the country, who will do it. 

in return for its grant to the proposed asséciation, 
the fullest liberty to use the water for all possible 
governmental purposes. And I would have Gov- 
ernment prescribe the general plan of the work— 
at least, some of its main features. 

. LT hardly need say that Í am willing, more than 
| willing, to have Government pay for the water 
| in full proportion to the value of its buildings and 
their precious contents, and to the value of its 
various great interests here, among which is the 
importance of preserving the health of its numer- 
ous servants coliected here. Indeed, I would have 
Government bear more than such proportion of 
the expenses for the common welfare of the city. 
It is the misfortune of our nation that its capital 
is in the midst of a people who cannot be a self- 
subsisting people. To a great extent Government 
must ever carry and sustain the people of this city. 

Tam not of the number of those who think it 
| would have been unwise to establish the capital 
in one of our great seats of commerce. A people 
who support themselves are quite as virtuous and 
intelligent and ‘safe a people as are they who lean 
largely upon. others for their living. 

But itis said, that if Government does this work 
it will derive a great income from it. 
believe that it will derive any income from it. 
will be too much out of harmony with its dignity 
for Government to be peddling water. If Govern- 
ment does the work, the people of this city will 
never be taxed for their water. The whole tax, 
in that case, will rest upon the whole people of 
| the country. You might as well expect that Gov- 
ernment should erect toll-gates on the bridges it 
owns around this city, and stop passengers for 
their pennies, as expect that it will descend to the 
little business of selling or leasing water. 

This city should be supplied with water, both 
abundantly and speedily; and, as I have said, I 
am willing to have Government contribute liber- 


must be ina way consistent with the office of Gov- 
ernment. Not for the sake of doing any good 
| may Government exceed its province. Govern- 
ment may do nothing that its citizens can do; 
least of all may it do anything that they can do 
better than it can, 

I love the city of Washington. Iloveit, because 
it was founded by the greatest of all great names. 
-I love it, because it does itself wear that greatest 
| name. I Jove it, because it is the capital of our 
nation—the seat of Government of our beloved 
country. I love it for its great natural beauty, 
that marks every part of this broad and magniti- 
cent amphitheater; and all the more do Í love it 
because this beauty is heightened by the embel- 
lishments of art. It is true there are two plague- 


upon its beauty 

[Here the haminer fell.] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, then, by unani- 
mous consent, withdrew bis amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, 
propriation five dollars. j 

Mr. Chairman, I deem it my duty to speak in 
behalf of this appropriation for many reasons. 
It is entitled to my support and advocacy, not only 
because of the past action of Congress, but 
because of the great necessity for the work. It 
is needless for me, at this day, to urge the necessity 
for water in thiscity. Every member knows and 
can appreciate it. Your publie buildings and 
| grounds, your dusty streets and filthy gutters, all 
| strongly attest it. Tf a member, even in this cty, 
i magnificent as it is claimed to be, takes a walk 
1 
j 


| from the Capitol gate to the Treasury building, he 


Í is met and sickened each step by most foul and ! 
‘| diseusting odors from accumulating filth along 
> a 2 


the avenue. 

While upon this point, I cannotaveid condemn- 
ing the city authorities for the manner in which 
i they allow the avenge tobeleft. Butyet, with- 


that shall undertake to- supply the city with water, 


| out water, how can it be cleansed, and how can 


of it. | think better, however, than this of both the | 
enterprise and ability of the people of Washing- j| 
work, there are Yankees enough who will; and | 


~ Of course, I would have Government require, | 


I do not | 
It} 


ally toward the expense of it; but its contribution | 


spots upon its health—two blemishes and blots | 


1 move to increase the ap- 


your parched. public gardens be ‘refreshed? Go 
down to the pool near the western front.of this 
Capitol, where rises a monument dedicated to.the 
heroic bravery of your seamen in the Mediterra~ 
nean, and see the filthy water there; hardly. able 
to subsist a hundred fish, and trickling down asif 
il water drops were as scarce as diamonds: We 
ii should have water: here, either by authority of the 
United States or by the éity authorities. It is a 
|| disgrace that the capital of. this Republic, contain- 
ing as it does a population of forty thousand in- 
habitants, should not be better supplied with 
water, that indispensible necessity of hfe. Who 
should supply the city with it? {f not the inhab- 
i| itants, who? If not Congress, who? 

i| Two years ago Congress solemnly passed a law 
i| authorizing surveys to be made for the purpose of 
bringing water into the city of Washington. A 
committee of conference, of which my honorable 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} was a mem- 
ber, agreed to the proposition, and it:passed both 
Houses. After that survey had been made, and 
after an examination of the three plans which 
i| were submitted, Congress agreed to appropriate 
$100.000 to supply the city with water. | was 
astonished at the remarks made by the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Srayron] the 
other day, when he said that this House would 
have recviled from making this appropriation of 
$100,000, if they had known what the plan was. 
The honorable gentleman from Kentucky must 
know that that plan was before the Senate, this 
House, and the country; and that it was discussed 
at-great length. Asa member of this House ‘I 
l| voted against the commencement of these. water- 
| works, upon the ground that they would costithe 
| amount enumerated in the plan. The work was 
commenced, and the honorable gentleman. from 
Alabama, (Mr. Housron,] upon that committee 
of conference, ratified the action of Congress. We 
made an appropriation of $100,000, and entered 
into a contract with parties for constructing these 
works, and shall we now abandon the work, and 
lose all we have expended? The city cannot long 
remain without water, Ifthe city authorities bring 
|| it here we shali have to pay more than $300,000 
|| for the use of the water. ae 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was a member of the 
committee of conference to which the gentleman 
from Maryland:alludes. I voted, as it was well 
known throughont, against the appropriation for 
these water works. But being overruled in the 
committee of conference, I did sustain the report 
of the committee in the House, because it was 
during the closing hours of Congress, when we had 
not time, if the bill to which that appropriation 
had been attached had been defeated, to originate 
a new one, pass it, and keep up the wheels of Gov- 
ernment. | desire to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land, if he supposed at that time that the appro- 
priation for the completion of these works would 
ran up tosome six millions of dollars? No. We 
made an appropriation that was intended to au- 
|| thorize surveys, and then the authority was given 
to the President to make a selection of a plan, but 
so far as I was concerned, and I presumethe same 
is true ofevery member of this Houseat that time, 
|| E did not suppose that we were to pay $3,000,000 
| or $6,000,000 for the completion of these works. 
Because I sustained the bill in which the appro- 
priation of $100,000 was made, I would like to 
! know why the gentleman from Maryland need 
refer to me as sustaining the course he sees fit now 
to pursue. If the gentleman has other grounds for 
his support of this appropriation, he had better 
occupy these other grounds, He does not. go for 
a billor for an appropriation, simply because I 
have recommended it. His votes here show that 
he selects bills and appropriations for himself. 
And if my honorable friend from Maryland is now 
| disposed to go for this appropriation, I put it to 
him that he ought to place his support of it on its 
‘own merits, if it has any, and not take shelter 
under any report of a conference committee of this 
House. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Itisa high sanction. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir, it isa high sanc- 
tion; and I wish the gentleman to consider that 
high sanction on other occasions, I shall remind 
| him, doubtless, before the session expires, of occa- 
| sions when he will have an opportunity of taking 
|i shelter under that high sanction for the purpose of 
i| stopping some of these improper appropriations. 
Mr. Chairman, this plan that has been selected 
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is, in my opinion, an injudicious one. 
is: wrong. Believing so, 1 feel just as much. at 
jiberty to vote against it asif I had voted for it 
as an original proposition, which I did not do. I 
endeavored to defeat it before. 


1,1 then sustained the bill containing it, as Í the 
other day. sustained the bill in which the appro- 

riations for the custonf-houses were contained. 
Ido not feel at liberty, when it was put in one of 
the leading appropriation bills of Congress at the 
expiring hour of the session, to give up that, bill 
simply because the conference committee saw fit 
to put in it an appropriation to which F objected. 


My duty is to get the appropriation bills passed. | | 


believed it was wrong to includethis appropriation ; 
but when a majority of the members of the House 
put it.in over my opposition, was it then for me, 
occupying the position which I do in the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to use the power in 
my hands to wreck and destroy the bill, and to 
bring confusion to the administration of the Gov- 
ernment? No, sir. 
of those bills, which have been loaded down with 
appropriations other than those recommended by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, | presume 
that, having the managementof it, ] would have had 
twenty modes by which I could have accomplished 
that end, almost in defiance of a majority of the 
House. But I did not feel at liberty to use the 
power which I possessed in such a way. 

And although this bill is loaded down with appro- 
priations to which | may object, though | may 
‘doubt the expediency or propriety of granting 
them, I shall not feel at liberty to wreck the bill, 
or endeavor to have it defeated, and thereby de- 
prive the Government of the means of carrying on 
the administration, simply because a majority of 
the members of the House did not agree with me 
in my view of the propriety or expediency of this 
appropriation. k 

Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment, 

Mr. BARRY. Mr. Chairman, there have been 
several propositions made with reference to this 
amendment. I now move to amend by increasing 
the appropriation five dollars. 

This particular plan, which we are discussing, 
has been adopted. ‘There are other plans which 
the advocates and friends of them desired to have 
adopted instead of this. It is a matter of fact that 
there never has been a plan adopted against which 
the friends and supporters of rejected contesting 
plans have not waved bitter war until the last mo- 
ment ofthe completion of the work.. It is a con- 
sequence in the nature of man; it. is the conse- 
qurace of disappointed pride, diappointed avarice, 

lisappointed ambition. And tife outside opposi- 
tion to this particular plan—I do not, of course, 
speak of the opposition in these [falls—the out- 
side opposition, has originated with men who had 
plans. of their own, which were fairly made, fairly 
considered, and as fairly rejected. And when we 
consider the influence which ought to be attached 
to opposition from that quarter, when we recollect 
the source from whence it has come—though I do 
not impeach the integrity or honesty of the oppo- 
sition within these walls—we ought to make lib- 
eral allowance for the fact that this judicious work 
is opposed and contested by disappointed persons. 

Now, sir, as I have stated before, there were 
several plans proposed, which I shall not discuss; 
but 1 want to allude to several objections which 
are made to this particular plan. One was made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.Sranron.] 
He thinks he knows of a plan which, he says, 
will not cost more than a million of dollars. Now, 


to judge his estimates upon the same principle | 


that he judges the estimates of others—for he says 
this work will cost three times the amount of the 
estimate, and you are to judge him in the same 
manner—his work will cost at least three millions 
of dollars. Now, the estimates which we present 
here are those made by a competent engineer 
upon good data, and there has been no criticism 
made here going to refute them. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) 
I have made no estimates, but have relied in my 
statements upon the estimates of an engineer ag 
competent as any that can be found. 


Mr. BARRY. We are bound to conclude that | 


the estimates we present are as correct as those 
of the gentleman, and that he can claim no supe- 
riority for his. We have commenced this work, 


I think it | 


. Bot when it was | 
put in above my head, go that I could not resist | 


If l had chosen to defeat one |! 


| and because it was impossible for this House to 
go into the details of the plan we referred it to the 
action of the President of the United States. But j 
now gentlemen propose to bring back to the: 
House the very difficulty which they sought to | 
obviate by that reference. They propose to bring | 
up for discussion the details of this matter, when | 
they are.of such variety, number, and extent as į 
would occupy the House for weeks together in | 
the consideration of them. ! 
One objection made by the gentleman from | 
Kentucky [Mr Sranron] to this work, was in| 
_ regard to some of the brick used in its construc- 
tion. I call the attention of the committee to the 
facts of the case, because | know the statement 
startled some gentlemen here. The statement was, 
that after the bricks were engaged for the Capitol 
extension at $5 88, and were condemned as un- 
worthy for the use intended, they were afterwards 
purchased at a higher price than they were to be! 
furnished for the Capitol, and used in the aque- | 
duct. 


remarks to his amendment. 

made was used. as an objection to the work, and 
gentleman relies, he said, upon the statement of 
for the Capitol; that hesold them to Mr. Meigs for 


the Capitol. 


sissippi is traveling beyond the legitimate ground 
which he may occupy. The gentleman wiil per- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels compelled | 
to remind the gentleman that he must confine his | 


Mr. BARRY. The statement which I have | 
! I am undertaking to correct that statement. The | 
Mr. Wendell, the contractor, to furnish those brick | 
a higher price than he was to furnish them for to | 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- | 


ceive that his remarks will lead to a reply,and the | 


collateral issue. 

Mr. BARRY. Iam showing that the reasons 
urged against the work are not good. Thegreat ob- 
jection is upon thegroand of its extravagance; and 
fam going to show that the charge of extravagance 
lis incorrect. I have here a copy of the receipt, 
signed by Mr. Wendell himself, in which he states 
that he sold six thousand brick for $5 25 per thou- 
| sand. l wish to state another fact, and that is, 
| that these brick were purchased to build the 
| chimneys and fire-places of the shanties of the 
workmen, and not to be used in the aqueduct at 
all. The gentleman from Kentucky was lead into 
an error in reference to this matter; but I hold in 
my hand the receipt Mr. Wendell copied from the 
records of the office, showing that the brick were 
sold for $5 25 per thousand, instead of at a higher 

rice. 
j Mr. PARKER. Lam opposed to this amend- 
ment, decidedly. Iam opposed to the appropria- 
tion;and thereasons which induce me to go against 
the increase are just as good against the appro- 
priation altogether. 

Mr. Chairman, | am no enemy of the city of 


liberal part towards providing for it an ample 
supply of good water. But I happened to be 
here during the last Congress, and I recollect the 
i} introduction into the appropriation bill, at that 


i| tion of water-works here. And I think I can 
safely say, that there was not one in ten of the 
members of that Congress who ever dreamed that 
they would come here at this session, and, under 
our action then, find a contract now made, involv- 
ing an expenditure of millions of money that are 
not counted. Sir, I have seen enough here to be- 
come satisfied thatthis kind of sharp legislation, | 
and still sharper action under it, is becoming one 
of the very greatest evils of the day. We are 
prodigal enough at best, God knows, when noth- 
ing more is done than we mean should be done. 
But how often is it, that when we intend to give 
only a dollar, ten is taken? 

I am sure it never occurred to me, when those 
half dozen lines were inserted in that bill, that we 
were then finally determining upon the construc- | 
tion of water-works for this city on a scale of | 
magnificence that the world has hardly, if ever, 
witnessed, and at a cost from the National Treas- | 
ury alone of untold millions of money; and F con- ; 
fess that there is no one subject of legislation | 
during the last Congress which has caused me, 
more chagrin than that of finding we are involved | 
l in this difficulty. I thought at the time of the 
J adoption of that act we were going a great way in 


Washington; but am ready and willing to doa | 


time, of the brief item looking to the construc- ; 


original amendment will be lost sight of in the | 


i 


i 


appropriating $100,000 for the purpose of procur- 
ing these ‘* plans’’~-predicated, of course, on care~ 
ful surveys and estimates. . Thatis ail I supposed 
we were then doing—that the determination to con- 
struct upon the plan that might be deemed the 
most feasible and expedient, and the contract to 
construct would all be matter for after considera- 
tion. Judge, then, of my surprise—and not of 
mine alone—when we came back here this Con- 
gress to find that the President had finally determ-~ 
ined upon one of his adopted plans, and that 
contracts. had been entered into for the absolute 
construction of these works at such an enormous 
cost. Yes, sir, fam quite sure very few, if any, 
of us here then contemplated such a result. 

It is all wrong any way it can be viewed; and, 
in my poor judgment, no such power can be fairly 
derived from the act. I do not think it can be 
extorted from it. And I now ask the attention of 
the committee for a moment to the simple provis- 
ions of this brief clause of the act. 

This is certainly no express power given the 
President to proceed. when he shall have pro- 
cured his “plans” from the different “places,” 
and enter into contracts for the final completion. of 
these works, at any cost that he might deem it 
expedient to incur. Plans and places, “for the 
purpose of ’’——that is to say, with a view to bring- 
ing water into the city of Washington—is all that 
he is authorized to turn his attention to. 

Bat I suppose | will be told the fair implication 
is that we have given the President the power to 
go on, if he can find a plan that he will approve, 
and let out the work at any cost he may see 
proper to incur, and call on us, again aod again, 
from time to time, ad libitum, to foot the bills. 
But let us see the precise language of the act. It 
is this: on 

“To be expended under the direction of the President of 
the United States, for the purpose of bringing water intothe 
city of Washington, upon such plans and from such places 
as he may approve, $100,000: Provided, That if the plan 
adopted by the President of the United States should re- 
quire water to be drawn from any source within the limits 
ot Maryland, the assent of the Legislature of that State 
shall first be obtained.» 

Now, sir, that is all there is of it—all upon 
which is predicated, not only the ‘plans’? ob- 
tained froth the diferent “places, and the adop- 
tion of one of them by the President, but the let- 
ting of contracts for a large quantity of material 
and labor for the construction of the work, and 
the actual execution of a considerable amount of 
the labor. . Pray, sir, where do you find the au- 
thority for all of that? The alacrity with which 
all this is done, during the interval between two 
Congresses, is remarkable, when contrasted with 
the protraction of all our public works, when once 
fairly begun ! 

If this be all right, will gentlemen tell me upon 
what ‘plans ’’—that is the language—is it pro- 
posed to bring the water here? It is upon but 
one plan. “Such plans ” is what we talk of in 
the act. Again, the actsays from ‘such places. ”? 
From what places. is it proposed to bring the 
water? Is it from Rock Creek and the Potomac? 
Or is it from the Potomac and any other place, or 
from Rock Creek and any other place thet may 
be found available? Not atall. But it is from 
one place—the Potomac aione—and on one plan 
alone. While the President’s agency in bringing 
the water to the city isto be upon such * plans 
and from such places as he may approve.” 

Sir, the whole language shows that the act never 
contemplated giving the President the power to 
contract for bringing the water into Washington, 
after he had adopted the plans and places upon 
which it might be done. That was to be after- 
wards done by us, if deemed expedient at all, on 
view of the facts. In my judgment, that is the 
only proper and sensible construction that can be 
given to the law of the last Congress. 

Who could have supposed that, in giving the 
President power to expend this specific sum of 
$100,000 on “plans,” we were giving him the 
power to fix and involve the nation, certainly, in 
the expenditure of another indefinite sum, ranging 
surely from two to three millions of dollars—and, 
as some tell us, even three or four times that 
sum; and that, too, with all the care and charge 
of supplying this city with water forever! 

The construction I contend for must be the 
trueone. And that would have saved us from 
the difficulty in which we are now involved. 

Butam | told that I am attacking the President; 
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that lam charging him with exceeding his powers? || 
Well, sir, thank God, he is not above legitimate | 
attack from this quarter. I cannot help who or 
where a just construction of this law may hit. 
But I am vot necessarily required to-suppose the | 
President did not act in good faith in this behalf, 
I would give him credit for so acting. I suppose 
he has been compelled to confide this matter, in a 
great measure, to- others. Such is usually the || 
result in this mischievous class of legislation. | 
And thus, 1 would hope, he has acted as-he || 
deemed himself authorized to do. But that he 
has acted upon a false construction of this act I 
must believe, let others look upon this law as they | 
may. And I venture to repeat, that nine out of 
every ten of the members of the last Congress | 
will bear me out in saying, that they never dreamed 
such consequences were to follow the appropria- 
tion then made. 

But, sir, suppose the President has given the 
proper construction to the act, and has but carried 
out the intention of the last Congress in what he || 
nas done, the question remains whether we shall 
go on or retrace our steps: 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BARRY, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. EWING moved, pro forma, to increase the 
appropriation six dollars, and addressed the com- | 
mittee for five minutes. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I should cer- 
tainly fail if I were to attempt to answer the ar- 
guments of the gentleman from Kentucky. I | 
shall content myself, therefore, with endeavor- 
ing to oppose the amendment which he has pro- 
posed. Now, { beg this committee to remark, || 
what cannot have escaped the observation of any 
gentleman upon this floor, that my statements in 
reference to the quantity of water proposed to be 
brought here have not been denied, and cannot be 
denied. {hold the report of Captain Meigs in 
my hand, in which he states the capacity of this | 
work to bring sixty-seven million five hundred 
and ninety-six thousand four hundred gallons of 
water daily into the city. Sixty-seven million 
gions of water, when Colonel Hughes states in 

is report that the largest quantity he ever knew 
estimated for each inhabitant was thirty gallonsa 
day. Then, on this largest estimate that Colonel 
Hughes has ever known, one million two hundred |; 
thousand gallons will be required for the present 
population of Washington—twelve millions for | 
ten times the population. We have five times as || 
much provided by this work as would suffice for jj 
ten times the present population of Washing- |j 
ton. 

Tread from Captain Meigs’s report, and I desire 
gentlemen of the committee seriously to consider 
whether they are prepared to adopt his ideas: 


source ; the extentand capacity of the reservoirs, by which i 
ample supplies are gained to guard against accidents and || 
great emergencies, and which, allowing space and time for |) 
getiling, secure the delivery of a supply clear and free from || 
mud; the height at which it is delivered—fourteen feet ij 
above the upper floor of the Capitol; its adaptability to man- 
ufacturing purposes; the great quantity it wiil supply, while 
it takes from the river only what it delivers in the cities, } 
not drawing off, as when machinery is used, seven or eight | 
times as much to drive the wheels as those wheels and 
pumps raise for use. This enables us to use the water more 
freely than from either of the others. ‘The streets, in hot | 
weather, may be flooded every morning by hose. Every | 
particle of dust or of offal prej dicial to health or comfort | 
would thus be wasked into the sewers, The most magnif- ji 
icent fountains could be kept constaatly Howing; and the 
city of Washington, unrivaled in grandeur and beauty of 
plan, would, in a few years, refreshed by living streams, 
and beautified by sparkling jets and towering cohimns of 
water, become a place of summer resort, aud the admiration | 
of our whole people.” . 
That is the magnificent plan of Captain Meigs, | 
not only to bring five times as much water as ten | 
times the population of Washington would re- 
: : i 
quire, but to have a surplus for manufacturing | 
purposes. f cannot dwell as long upon this mat- 
ter as L would wish, for my time is too limited. I 
have looked through the estimates of Captain jj 
Meigs, and unless I am greatly mistaken, I have || 
not found any estimate for the foundation of this fi 
structure; and I should judge, from the reading of |; 
the report made by him, that he proposed to put 
it upon the ground without any foundation. E| 
say that when this work comes to be constructed, | 
it will necessarily cost two or three times as much |; 
as Captain Meigs has estimated for, if his figures | 


} 
i 
j 


and statements are worth anything at all. Ihave 
a copy of Captain Meigs’s plan here before me, 
and he not only proposes to bring water from the 
Great Falls, but he proposes to bring. water from 
Rock Creek. I do not hesitate to state here that 
his estimate of the coat of the work at Rock Creek 


i is studiously exaggerated, while, on the other 
| hand, his estimate of thecost of bringing the water 


from the Little Falls of the Potomac is studi- 
ously diminished from what it would really cost. 
Mr. EWING then withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. PERKINS, of New York. i move to 
amend the amendment by reducing the appropria- 
tion to $100,000. 


Mr. Chairman, I believe it has been found to be | 


the universal experience in this city, and in every 


other place where Governments have carried on | 


works, that the estimates of engineers have never, 
or if ever very rarely, come up to one half of the 
amount which the work has actually cost. I have 
no doubt that the same experience will be found 
verified in this instance. There is a peculiar 
faculty in builders all over the country getting the 


| Government into undertaking the building of cus- 


tom-houses and other works by the appropriation 
of $10,000 or $50,000, which they say will cover 
the whole cost, and then after the work has been 
commenced, we find ourselves called upon to sup- 
ply deficiencies m the appropriation, year after 
year, for a period of ten years, until finally the 
originai sum is doubled, trebled, and in many in- 
stances quintupled. f do not believe that there 
can be found a single instance of engineers ever 
having made an estimate for the Government of 


| this country, the amount of which proved to be 


in the end more than half the sum that the work 
has cost. Nota single instance of the contrary 


| can be found, | believe, in the past. history of such 


works. 

Well, now, what is this particular proposition? 
It is a proposition to expend millions of dollars on 
the work of supplying the city with water. For the 
benefit of what and of whom is this outlay to be 


made? They say here that the Government of | 
| the country has a large amount of public property 


here; that its buildings are of immense value. To 
be sure the Government does possess a large 
amount of buildings here. it has parks in the 
city which it is constantly surrounding with iron 
fences, and expending vast sums of money upon. 


| It expends large amounts annually in adorning 


this city, which draws upon the Treasury of the 
United States every day and every hour. This 
expenditure is lavished for no other purpose save 
to adorn the city. This is the character of the 


property, with the exception of the national ar- | 


chives, which it is sought to protect and improve 
at this immense expense. And importance is 


sought to be attached to this matter from the fact ; 
that some public buildings have been burned here. | 


But, sir, it was not from any want of water that 
they were burned. They might have any quan- 
tity of water here without the aid of an engineer, 
or a greater achievement of engineering skill than 
a reservoir. Water enough runs to waste every 


day to supply all the public buildings of the city | 


if they were constructed with reservoirs. 
Mr. CHANDLER. You arc mistaken in that. 
Mr. PERKINS. Well, if I am mistaken in 
that, certainly I am correct in stating that enough 
of water runs to waste about this Capitol to supply 
it with any quantity it might require. If we want 
water for the protection of this building from fire, 


| we can have it in any quantity without going to . 
the Great Falls for it. 


Well, Mr. Chairman, when we have got this 


water introduced into the city, when we have spent | 
five or seven millions of dollars upon it, for whose | 
When the Government of this coun- | 


benefit is it? 
try has got to pay the interest of the money that 
will be spent on this enterprise, for whose benefit 
will it all be? For that of the property holders of 
the city of Washington. Ifthis aqueduct is built, 
and water conveyed to the city, what will be the 
effect of it? The effect will be to make property 
more valuable, and to make rents higher. And, 
Mr. Chairman, let me ask who pays the high 
rents in the city of Washington? itis the Gov- 
ernment clerks that pay them; it is the members 
of Congress; it is the persons who live here tran- 


'giently, and who cannot get adecent room ina 


boarding-house even in the fourth story, for which 
they have not to pay from twenty dollars to thirty 


dollars a week. And all this is owing to the ex- li 


penditures of money here by the Government. in 
improving the value. of property. : i 

Mr. VANSANT. This is no new question 
sprung upon this House, As early as- 1849 an 
appropriation—a homeopathic one to be sure 
was made by Congress for the purpose of survey= 
ing these different routes, with a view to thein- 
troduction of water into the city of Washington, 
The $500, which was the amount. appropriated, 
being found inadequate to the survey òf even one 
route, the city corporation appropriated. $1,000 in 
addition. That $1,500 enabled the engineer, Mrs 
Hughes, to make a survey of one route, over 
which the water was to be taken, and that was 
‘| from Rock Creek. Subsequently the matter was 
ij taken up again, and $5,000 was appropriated by 
ii Congress for the purpose of making another sur- 
vey. Surveys were then madefrom Rock Creek, 
from Little Fails, and from the Great. Falls, and 
a report of these surveys was made to the Con- 
gress of the United States. They were first pre- 
sented to the Senate on the 2lst of February, and 
the report was printed in the daily papers. The 
Senate appropriated $150,000 for the work. . It 
| came to the House, and was sent to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
it was passed as it came from the Senate; but the 
sum was stricken out in the House, but by a 
committee of conference it was restored, and made, 
$100,000. 

Now, when the matter was. presented to the 
Senate it was fully discussed, and a report was 
made of the cost of the construction of the differ- 
ent lines. Since it has been introduced here, 
this session, every eflengwhich human ingenuity 
could devise has been resorted to for the purpose 
of shaking the confidence of this committee in 
the capacity of the engineer who has charge of the 
execution of the work; and, in my judgment, the 
more theories they have set vp, and the more facts 
they have asserted, the, more has the tendency 
been to strengthen his reputation as an engineer. 

The most startling facts, and the most wonder- 

ful theories, have been sprung upon this House., 
We were told, in the beginning, with an air of 
authority. which seemed to carry conviction, and 
which startled those who have been somewhat 
familiar with the subject, and that, too, by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Srawron,] that 
the work for the excavation of the earth was con- 
tracted for at $7 50 per cubic yard. Those who 
| have examined the report upon the subject, are 
aware that the excavation of earth is estimated at 
from twenty to thirty cents a cubic yard at the 
highest. Well, certainly the declaration of such 
a fact as that I have referred to was most start- 
ling—the fact that it should notecost more than 
thirty cents, and that it did cost $7 50 per cubic 
yard. 
: Mr. STANTON. I wish to correct the gen- 
tleman. I know he does not intend to misrepre- 
i sent me; but he does not understand what | said. 
Í never said that the excavation ef earth cost $7 50. 
I spoke of its being rock; and said, at the same 
time, that if it had been cast iron it could not have 
cost more, 

Mr. VANSANT. I am sure the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky does not believe that I 
would wilfully misrepresenthim. . 1 heard his re- 
marks, but have no recollection of his havingsaid 
anything about rock excavation, The impression 
made upon my mind at the time was, that he 
referred to the excavation of earth. : 

The question was then taken upon Mr. PER- 
xins’s amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING offered a pro forma amendment, 
and addressed the committee in favor of Mr. 
Cranpier'’s amendment, and in reply to Mr. 
i Sarre, of New York. [The remarks are with- 
‘i held. 

Mi GOODRICH. Iam disposed, Mr, Chair- 
man, to be as liberal to the city of Washington 
as most members of Congress, J] am disposed to 
go as far as I possibly can, consistently with a 
conscientious discharge of the duty which 1 owe to 
others. If I could see my way clear, | might be 
quite willing to vote for this appropriation; but E 
cannot do so while it is in the shape it is now. 

| agree entirely with the views which have been 


|i presented by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr.. 
‘| Panxer.} Í was in the last Congress, and had 
|| no more idea then than the gentleman had, that 
i| we were doing anything, by which we were com- 
mitting ourselves to apy plan which. would be 
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brought here, or any contract which should be pre- | 
senied tothis Congress. But 1 cannot go inte that | 
matter in a five-minute speech. 

1 say that this appropriation ought never to be 
made, in my judgment, unless it is done upon 
some’ principle of division between the United 
States and the city of Washington. If the appro- 
priation be made, and the water be brought into 
the city, it will become a matter of great personal | 
interest to the inhabitants of this city. I have no į 
doubt at all that the effect will be to increase the | 
value of private property in this city more than the 
sum which itis estimated the work will cost. My 
friend from Ohio [Mr.Tay Lor] asks how much will | 
it increase the value of the public property? Very | 
well; as much: as he pleases. Admit it increases | 
the value of the public property $3,000,000, and į 
my principle is the same. Suppose this Capitol 
was in the city-of New York, and you were to | 
bring water there at a cost of two, three, five, or 
ten millions of dollars! I want to know on what 
principle you can justify this that would not jus- 
tify giving water for the whole city of New York. 
Sir, if you adopt this principle, you will have to į 
continue the supply of water for the benefit of pri- 
vate property- so long as the city lasts, however 
much it may increase in size and population. 

I say that | cannot consent to vote to do that 
unless you will go on some principle of division. 
Tf you will say that the corporation here shall pay 
one fourth, so I can save my principle, I am will- 
ing to be exceedingly liberal. Iam sure no man 
ean say that the inhabitants of the city of Wash- | 
ington, now numbering some sixty thousand— 
shortly to be more—ougtd!not to pay for the ben- 
efits to be derived at least one fourth the expense. 
Do that, and to some extent the objection of the 
gentleman from New York will be obviated. It. 
will be done much cheaper in that way. Theinhab- | 
itants of the city are interested in the work, and | 
let them bear the burden, and the werk will be | 
done better and cheaper that way. But that is 
not the point I desire to make. I do not feel au- 
thorized to vote an appropriation for a work so 
much of which shall inure to the benefit of pri- 
vate property, without asking those who own the 
property to bear one cent of the burden. 1 there- 
fore cannot vote for this appropriation. 

{Here the hammer fell.] i 

The question was taken on Mr. Ewina’s | 
amendment; and it was rejected. | 
| 
| 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move to increase | 
the amount proposed in the amendment $100. 

Having made some remarks a few weeks ago 
upon this proposition, f would not trouble the com- ! 
mittee now, were I not desirous of saying some: | 
thing in reply to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. ; 
Paxrken,] in reference to the action of the last | 
Congress. [Te argues as if the appropriation of | 
$100,000 was only to enable the President of the ‘| 

nited States to select the plan for the work, and | 
the place from which the water was to be brought. 
For one, as a member of the last Congress, I 
state that I had a very different impression. 

I hold in my hand Executive Document No. | 
48, made February 22, 1853, being a message ; 
from the President of the United States, commu- ` 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the | 
Senate, a report of Lieutenant Meigs, with sur- 
veys, plans, and estimates for supplying the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown with water. I 
examined these surveys, plans, and estimates; 
and, when I voted at the last Congress to make 
this appropriation of $100,000, I did it with the 
distinct understanding that the President of the; 
United States was empowered to adopt one of: 
three plans that were submitted to Congress. I 
trast gentlemen of the committee will bear with | 
me for a moment, while [make a reference to this | 
report, to show that there were, at that time, three 
plans submitted to Congress, and that the differ- 
ence in the expense of each was very immaterial. į 
T find, on the second and third pages of this re- 
port, a recapitulation of the communication from || 
the President of the United States, of the report 
of General Totten of the surveys made by Cap- 
tain Smith, Lieutenant Meigs, and the engineers, | 
and a recapitulation of the probable expenses of! 
bringing water, by the three plans, from Rock! 
Creek, Little Falls, and the Great Falls: 

“The aqueduct from Rock Greek, complete, to the Cap- i 
itol, navy-yard, and public buildi gs, inclading the high | 
service in Georgetown, will cost $1,258,863. Advantages } 
over the others, cheapness; supply in winter and spring, 


diminished to 9,860,000 galions. 

“Phe Little Fails work, complete, will cost $1,597,415. 
Advantages over the Great Falls project, cheapness ; 
Rock Creek, steadiness of supply; which, at the above 
cost, Will be 12,600,060 of gallons, to be increased in time, 
by another pump aud wheel, to 18,000,000. Disadvantages, 
a doubt as to the sufficiency of ihe water power for a 
greater supply than 12,000,000 of gations, and, by some en- 
gineers whom I have consulted, even for this amount in 
very dry seasons; want of simplicity; use of machinery 
always, however weli constructed, liable to injury and in- 
terruplion; want of reservoir space for settling the water ; 
liability to interruption, for a time, during floods. 

* The Great Falls project will cost, complete, 81,921,244. 
Constant and everlasting daily supply, 36,015,400 gallons. 
Advantages, simplicity and durability ; perfect security and 
inexhaustible, and unfailing source; lavish use, which can 
be indulged in in consequence of abundant supply; power 
of street washing, cooling the air, and embellishing the 
cily by great fountains; use for driving small machines, 
lathes, printing presses, and the like; great space for set- 
Uing and purifying in reservoirs, and great quantity in store 


for emergencies; small expense of kceping up the works | 


when once established, and consequent low price of water 
delivered in houses or factories.” 

The statements in this recapitulation show a 
comparatively small difference in the estimates of 
these eminentgentlemen. The report of Lieuten- 
ant Meigs now before the members of the com- 
mittee shows the probable cost of the ‘aqueduct 
from the Great Falls to be $2,300,000. 1 have a let- 
terin my hand from Mr. Meigs, dated the 25th 
of May last, in which he says that, so far from 
the cost of this work exceeding the estimate of 
$2,300,000, as stated’ by gentlemen here, there 
are responsible men now proposing and willing 
to contract for the execution of the whole work at 
$2,300,000. Any gentleman desiring to look at 
the letter may see it, And he says, also, that so 
far from the cost of the work exceeding his esti- 
mates, instead of paying fourteen dollars per cu- 
bic yard for excavating rocks, he has had it done 
for seven dollars, and from that down to three dol- 


lars and one dollar and fifty cents, showing that the | 


work can be done for even less than the estimated 
cost, 

Now, then, let me say a few words more in re- 
lation to this matter. In this report, which Mr. 
Meigs cites, it is stated that the Croton aqueduct 
in New York cost $12,000,000; the aquednet in 
Boston, $5,000,000; that it cost $600,000 to supply 
Jersey city with water, and 

[Elere the hammer fell.] 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Lam opposed to the amend- | 


ment of my friend from Ohio to increase the ap- 
propriation for this work $100. I think that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Crranpter] is the proper one, and that the 
sum indicated init is just enough for the purpose. 
1 was some time since opposed to the appropria- 
tion in this form; but Í have great confidence in 


the judgment of my colleague over the way, [Mr. | 


Craice,] the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, whom, however, I do 
not now see in his seat. i know him to be an 
economical man in his public character; a strict 
constructionist, and all that. He has investi- 
gated this subject thoroughly, and he is of opin- 
ion—and I rely very much on-his judgment—that 
the plan adopted had better be carried out. Every 


gentleman admits that we need water much in the | e tt 
; no more, under this provision; than he was fully 


District, for the purpose, as my friend on the left 


suggests, of making it Washing-town in fact, asi 


well as in name. [A laugh.] 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from North Carolina speaks of the opinion of his 


colleague, thechairman of the Committee on Pub- | 


lic Buildings and Grounds. Let me ask himif the 
matter has ever been before that committee? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. The chairman told me he 


had investigated the matter thoroughly; and I un- | 
| derstand, in fact, that it was referred to that com- | 


mittee. As I said, I have great confidence in his 


judgment, as I consider him to be a safe man in | 


all respects, and opposed to all sorts of lavish ex- 
penditure. I was about to say, that it has been 
conceded by every gentleman who has spoken on 
the subject, that we very much want water in this 
city. These gentlemen, who have adopted and 
had charge of the execution of this plan—the 
President and our committee—seem to think it the 
right one. I admit that it is a large sum; but I 
have made up my mind to vote for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

I rose, however, not for the purpose of making 
a speech on the subject, but to appeal to the friends 
and foes of the measure to let us vote upon the 
question at once. Itis now after three o’clock, 


26,732,300 gallons, but liable, in the heats of summer, to be 


over | 
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. the day that I do not wish todo so now. 


and the day is Saturday. I am very anxious to 
get this bill out of the way as soon as possible. 
i believe there is but one page more of the bill to 
be read after we shall have disposed of this 
question. J hope we shali take a vote upon it now, 
and adopt or reject it, so that we can go on and 
read the other page. i 

The question was taken on Mr. TayLoR’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I propose the following 
amendment to the amendment: . 

Provided, That no portion of the foregoing amount shall 
be applied untess the corporations of Georgetown and Wash- 
ington shall appropriate and pay a sum equal to one fifth of 
the amount, to aid in the construction of the water-works 
proposed. 

When this.question was being considered, a few 
days ago, in committee, a similar amendment, Et 
believe, was moved tothe deficiency bill. I felt 
called upon at that time to move an amendment 
a little different to the one now proposed. I be- 
lieve that the amendment | offered provided that 
the corporations of Georgetown and Washington 
should defray one fourth of the cost of the work, 

l have thought proper to modify the amend- 
ment, and to present it in the present shape. I 
would not be understood, in moving the present 
amendment, as entertaining any prejudice against 
the citizens of Washington. 

It occurred to me that an amendment of this 
character would be equitable. The citizens own 
a large portion of the property of the city. Itis 
true that the Government owns a very large 
amount of property, and it is necessary that the 
Government should be provided with a sufficient 
supply of water. But hold that while we are 
making appropriations which will have the effect 
of enhancing the value of the property of the cit- 
izens of the District, they ought, at least, tocome 


| forward and say to Congress: ‘ You are bringing 


water into the city, by which we are to be bene- 
fited, and we will aid in the matter.’ 

If this appropriation should be made, and the 
corporations of Washington and: Georgetown 
should think proper to make an appropriation, in 
accordance with this amendment, to aid in the 
work, and the water should be brought into the 
city, I would then be willing to vote for a law 
which should give those corporations the entire 
control of the water, with the exception of as 
much as should be required for the purposes of 
the Government, in order to enable them to make 
such disposition of it as. they choose, for the 
purpose of deriving an income from it, to reim- 
burse them for aiding to bring it in. 

Certainly, sir, it was never the intention of 
Congress, when the appropriation of $100,000 
was made, to pay that amount simply for a plan 
of the work. That certainly would have been a 
very extravagant amount to have appropriated fer 
a pian. And I take it for granted that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means never would have 
sustained the report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence, had they believed that the $100,000 was 
appropriated simply for the purpose of procuring a 
plan for the construction of water-works. 

Then, sir, | take it that the President has done 


authorized to do by it. 

If, then, this sum is to be appropriated for the 
purpose of constructing these water-works, | think 
the amendment which [have submitted should be 
adopted with it, and thereby give the corporations 
of Washington and Georgetown the opportunity 
of coGperating with the Government in bringing 
water into the city. That water is needed, judg- 
ing from the remarks of gentlemen upon this floor, 
cannot be questioned. And I am told by my 
friends around me that we ought to have better 
water, or better whisky; and that if the water 
was better, we should not want so much whisky. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to address the 
Howse upon the amendment; but it is so late in 
I there- 
fore move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee then rose; and the Speaker 


i having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
| Orr) reported that the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
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now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
three o'clock and thirty minutes, p. m.) the House 
adjourned unul Monday next at twelve o’ciock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, June 26, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
. The Journal of Friday was read and approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 


announcing that they had passed the following | 


bills from the Senate without amendment: 

A. bill confirming certain land claims in Louisi- 
ana, in the Bastrop grant; 

A biil to reimburse the Common Council of the 
city of New York, for expenditures made for the 
first regiment of New York volunteers; 

A bill for the relief of Priscilla C. Simonds; 

A bill for the relief of Zadoc C. Inghram; 

A bill for the relief of Liewellen Washington; 
an 

A bill for the relief of Moses Olmstead. 

Also, the following Senate bills, with amend- 
ments, in which they requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill for the relief of Jamés Jeffries and Jere- 
miah M. Smith; and 

A bill for the relief of Tra Day. 

Also, that they had passed the following House 
bills, in which they requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill to create and provide a pension for David 
Towle; ` 

A bill for the relief of Samuel McKnight, of the 
State of Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief of William Wallace, of the 
State of [linois; 

A bill for the relief of George M. Bentley, of the 
State of Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of William G. Howison; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain Mat- 
thew Jack, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lot Hall, 
deceased; 

A bili for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Henry Hoffman; and 

A bill to create and provide a pension for Cap- 
tain Thomas Porter. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. TOUCEY presented resolutions passed by | 


the General Assembly of the State of Connecti- 
cut, in favor of a uniform rate of ocean postage 
reduced to the lowest sum practicable; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of inhabit- 


ants of the town of Northampton, Massachusetts, |; 
praying a reduction in the rates of ocean postage; ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Lewis || 


Dent, praying to be reimbursed the value of cer 
tain cattle supplied to the commissioners of In 
dian affairs in California, to enable them to form a 
treaty.with the Indiaus in that State; which, to 


gether with a document on the subject, was referred | 


to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 


Mr. BELL presented resolations of the General || 


Assembly of the State of Tennessee, in favor of 
the passage of a law suspending the duty on rail- 
road iron for two years after the works of a rail- 
road shali have commenced operation; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly o 
the State of Tennessee, in favor of a grant of pub- 
lic land, or a loan of Government credit, to aid in 


the speedy completion of a railroad to the Pacific, | 


and suggesting Memphis, in that State, as a cen- 
tral terminus for said road; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Tennes- 
see, asking the passage of an act to enable the 


State to levee the east bank of the Mississippi river | 
from the Kentucky line to the line of the State of | 


Mississippi, so as to keep that river within its 
channel, and thus to prevent the constant change 
which is occurring in the Mississippi between the 
mouth of the Ohio and Memphis; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


i Also, a resolution of the General Assemby of 
i; the State of Fennessee, in favor of the passage of 
:i alaw-allowing a pension to the officers and sol- 


ii diers who served in the war of 1812 with Great 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a resolution of the General Assembly of 
i the State of Tennessee, in favor of the passage of 
| an act that will secure to the mounted volunteers, 
| calied into the service of the United States during 
i the Mexican war, payment for horses and equi- 
| pages lost in that service; which was referred tothe 
i Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of 
| the State of Tennessee, in favor of the passage of 
| a law allowing Captain William Reed, of Sumner 
| county, Tennessee, such compensation as may be 
ust and reasonable in view of. the distinguished 
| services rendered by him in 1792-’93, prior to the 
|! admission of that State into the Union, during the 
| Indian wars of that period; which were referred 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a memorial of the General Assembly of 


| the Mexican war; but were ordered by the com- 


i the orders of the President; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Public Lands. 

| Also, a petition of inhabitants of the city. of 
| Nashville, editors of the various newspapers of 


Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Myles 


l 

f 

l 

praying a pension; which was referred to the 
i Committee on Pensions. 

| Also, additional documents in support of the 
i claim of Charles Neilson; which were referred to 
| the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

| Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- 
iing that a contract may be entered into with 
i Christian Hansen for carrying the mails in steam- 
| ers from Brooklyn, New York, to Bremen; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. se ; 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Thomas 
| Ap C. Jones, a captain in the Navy, praying the 
| restitution of his pay, suspended by the sentence 
| of a court-martial; which was referred to the Com- 
| mitteeon Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Wil- 


i 

|| Washington, praying to be allowed a commission 
|| on disbursements made by him as pension agent; 
|; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Petition of inhabitants of Cincinnati, Ohio; 


Greenfield, Ohio; 
Petition of J. S. Wright and other citizens of 
Chardon, Ohio; : 
Petition of J. S. Herrick and other citizen bf 
Ravenna, Ohio; aes 
Petition-of John J. Janney and other citizens 
of Columbus, Ohio; and i 
4 Petition of J. W. Chaffin and other citizens of 
|| Wilmington, Ohio. i 
Also, documents in relation to the claim of Moses 


ited with the register of the land office at Craw- 
fordsville, Indiana, for the purchase of public land, 
and by him converted to his own use; which were 
| referred to the Committee on Private Land Ciaims. 


& Bastos, merchants at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 
the memorial of Manuel A. T. Barboza, and the 


| Bentos Pacheco das Santos, praying indemnity 
"| for losses sustained by them in consequence of 
| the seizure on the high seas, by the officers and 
‘ crew of the United States brig Perry, Lieutenant 
| Davis, commanding, of the brig Susan and cargo, 
| for an ail ) 
hibiting the African slave trade; which were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims. ; . 
Mr. STUART presented a petition of inhabit- 


R 


{ 
| 
| 
‘| manding-general to return to their homes to await | 
f 
\ 
| 


T. Woolley, a soldier in the revolutionary war, | 


‘liam B. Scott, late Navy agent at the city of}; 


Petition of J. H. Rottnock and other citizens of |; i i 
ito the African slave trade in the Spanish West 


| Petit, to the repayment of certain money depos- | 


Mc. FISH presented the memorial of Amarul | p { ] 
ahd people, with the hearty concurrence of the 


| memorial of José da Cruz, Luis Vidal Cezar, and | 


eged violation of the act of 1800, pro- | 
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i the State of New York; an 


ants of Ann Arbor, Michigan, praying a reduc- 


i tion of the-rates- of océan postage; which “was 


referred to the Committee’on the Post Office and 


| Post Reads. - ; 


‘REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill for.the’ 
relief of the assignees or legal representatives. of 
Jacques Moulon, reported it back without amend- 
ment. on ae Ste 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred the. memorial of Mary Kinner and 


Mary C. McCoy, praying indemnity for Josses 
sustained by them in the depreciation of. their 
property in consequence of delays interposed by 


i the. land officers. in the. perfection of their Utles, - 


asked to be discharged from its further. consider- 


|i ation, and that it. be referred to the Committee on -~ 


Claims; which was agreed to. ... 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs,.to whom was referred: the petition of 
James Pool, praying the, reimbursement of; an 
amount of money paid by him: for supplies for 
the Shawnee tribe of Indians, asked'.to be. dis- 


| charged from its further consideration, and ‘that 


it be referred to the Committee on: Claims; which 
was agreed to. , . Is og 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee. on Pen- 
sions, to whom were-referred the. following bills 
from the House of Representatives, reported them 
back without amendment: ` seni 

A bill for the relief of James M. Lewis; 

A bill for the relief of Albro Tripp; 

A bill for the relief of Henry N. Halsted; . 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Hammond, of 


A bill to provide a pension for James K.. Welch. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Indian 


: Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the 


Creek nation of Indians, praying compensation 
for lands relinquished to the United States by the 
treaty of Fort Jackson, in 1814, submitted are- 


| port, accompanied by a bill for the relief of the 


chiefs, head men, and warriors of the friendly 
Creek Indians, engaged in the war of 1814; whic 


| was read, and passed to a second reading. “The 


report was ordered to be printed. $ 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
two thousand copies of the House Executive doca- 
ment relating to the seizure of the Black Warrior, 
reported in favor of printing the same, and the 


| report was concurred in. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG, 


Mr. GEYER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate refused to order the engrossment 
of the bill for the relief of the claimants of the 
private armed brig General Armstrong; which 
was entered on the Journal. 


SUPPRESSION OF THE SLAVE TRADE. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, 1 had the 
honor to submit a resolution to the Senate on the 


| 22d of May last, directing the Committee on For- 


eign Relations to make certain inquiries in regard 


Indies. That resolution was adopted by the 
Senate, and I am now instructed by the commit- 
tee to report a bill for the more effectual suppres- 
sion of the slave trade. 

I am happy to state, sir, that the committee 
unanimously agree that it is not less due to the 
honor of the United States than to the obligations 
of their Government and people to the cause of 
humanity, to continue our efforts to suppress this 
inhuman traffic. lH there be a single member of 
this honorable body who is insensible to the great 
duty imposed upon us asa civilized and Christian 
people in reference to the slave trade, T have yet 
to learn it. J assume it, that; with one‘heart and 
mind, the representatives of the American States 


American President, stand at all times prepared 
to perform their part of the great duty of sup- 
pressing the exportation of slaves from Africa by 
the most stringentand effectual means within their 
power. f ; 

But although such is and has been the settled 
desire of all branches of this Government, it is 
now apparent that the measures we have adopted, 
although aided by the Powers of the two great 
nations of Europe which stand foremost in the 
march of human progress and’ Christian civili- 
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zation, are inadequate for the purposes for which 
they were designed. Great Britain. and France, 
with their squadrons always cruising on the coast 
of Africa, acting in coöperation with an American 
squadron of eighty guns on that coast, have, it is 
believed, failed not only to suppress, but even to 
diminish this infamous trade. It is true, the im- 
portation of negroes into Brazil has nearly ceased 
since the year 1852, owing, l believe, to the ener- 
getic operation of the Brazilian Government in 
enforcing its treaty with Great Britain; but the 
importation into the Spanish West Indies has 
greatly increased, to the ‘disgrace of those who 
have administered the government of those islands; 
and this Government is called upon bya consid- 
eration of the possible danger to a portion of our 
own country, whose prosperity and safety may 
be thus imperiled,as well as by all the dictates of 
humanity, to arrest that growing evil so far as we 
have means to accomplish the object. ` 

Eam well satisfied that this traffic’is most suc- 
cessfully, though not exclusively, carried on in 
American-built vessels, and under the protection 
of the American flag. On a former occasion I 
endeavored to expose the means by which this 
shameful prostitution of the proud emblem of our 
national honor has been effected: Under the guard 
of the stars and stripes, the pirate has been enabled 
to renew all the horrors of the middle passage, and 
any man*who will peruse the volume on ** Africa 
and the American Flag, by Lieutenant Foote, of the 
United States Navy, who commanded the United 
States brig Perry, on the coast of Africa, during 
the years 1850 and 1851, will comprehend the 
means by which the worst of men have committed 
the worst of crimes, and escaped, unwhipped of 
justice, by the abuse of our flag. 

I have this morning received a letter on this 
subject from this able and efficient officer of our 
Navy, dated the 24th instant, which 1 will submit 
to the perusal of any Senator desiring it, and which 
is well worthy of u careful consideration. He 
says: 
et Thave before me a copy of *fustruetions for the senior 
offices of Her Majesty’s ships and vessels onthe west coast 
of Africa with respect to the treaty with the United States 
of America, signed at Washington on the 9th of August, 
1842, by the commissioners for executing the office of Lord 
High Admiral of Great Britain and Ireland,” &e., which say: 
“The commanding otlicers of Her Majesty’s vessels on the 
coast of Attica station will bear in mind, that itis no part 
ot their duty to capture, or visit, or in any way to interfere 
With vessels of the United States, whether these vessels shall 
have sluves on bourd or not, ? ” 

This confirms the statement I made to the Sen- 
ate when J originated this inquiry, that slavers 
sailing under the American flag are in all cases 
protected by it, unless they chance to be over- 
hauled by one of.our own cruisers. Other nations 
have resolved and E think wisely, that we shall 
have the sole responsibility of the traffic, if we are 
resolved that no others shall search our vessels, 
The fact redoubles the duty we owe hoth to’God 
and man to spare no effort to prevent the trade, 
and the necessary dishonor of our national char- 
acter which flows from it when conducted in Amer- 
ican vessels, 

The writer.of the letter to w 
wards adds: 

“The practice is, for American vessels to show their 
register Or sea-letter to the foreign officer, as proof of 
nationality; they then become inviolate, and eanuot be 
searched or detained. ? 

This, it will be remembered by the Senate, is 
precisely in accordance with the view I presented 
to the Senate on a former occasion when the com- 
mittee was instructed to direct their attention to the 
issuing of those papers commonly called sea-letters, 
and the restrictions which should be made when 
granting them, so as to prevent the abuse of the 
flag caused by them while the sale of American- 
built vessels in foreign ports should not be pre- 


hich I refer, after- 


` vented, Itis this sea-letter which enables every 


pirate engaged in this trade in an American bot- 
tom to escape all the cruisers of Great Britain and 
France. As soon as the slaver produces this sea- 
letter, the nationality of the vessel is established 
as American, and then if there be a thousand 
slaves in her hold, she passes unobstructed by the 
cruisers of all other 
age. 

Now, sir, it is just here, precisely at this point, 
that the committee propose.to make a blow at the 
slave trade. Toa clear understanding of the old 
law, the mischief and the remedy, let us ascertain 
first what this sea-letter is. 


nations on her piratical voy- ` 


By the fourteenth section of the act of Decem- 
ber 31, 1792, “concerning the registering and 
recording of ships or vessels,” it is enacted that 
when a registered ship or. vessel ‘shall in whole 
or in part be sold or transferred to a citizen or citi- 
zens of the United States,” &c., &c., ‘in every 
such case the said ship or vessel shall be. regis- 
tered anew, by her former name,’’&c., &c., * and 
her former certificate of registry shall be delivered 


up to the collector to whom application for, such 


new registry shall be made, at the time that the 
same shall be made, to be by him transmitted to 
the Register of the Treasury, who shall cause the 
same to be canceled.” Then, to procure a new 
registry, it is necessary, under the same section, 
that the paper, which is now known asthe sea- 
letter, shall be executed at the time of the sale. The 
provision is, “ And in every such case of sale or 
transfer, there shall be some instrument in writing, 
in the nature of a bill of sale, which shall recite, at 
length, the suid certificate, [of registry,} otherwise the 
said ship or vessel shall be incapable of being so regis- 
tered anew.” Every registry (without which no 
vessel can be entitled to any of the privileges or 
benefits of a vessel of the United States) contains 
a certificate under oath of the facts which estab- 
lish the nationality of the vessel, such as the name, 
occupation, and place of abode of the owner, the 
port to which she belongs, the name and citizen- 
ship of the master, and among other things that 
she isof American build. This sea-letter, or bill 
of sale, therefore, as it recites the certificate of 
registry at length, must always show the nation- 
ality of the vessel. 

Hence, it appears that these instruments of writ- 
ing substantially differ only from the sea-letters or 
passports required by the acts of Congress of 
June 1, 1796, and March 2, 1803, in this partic- 
ular, that the latter are required to be issued by 
the collectors to whom they are transmitted by 
the Treasury Department, after being signed by 
the President and countersigned by the Secretary 
of State, while the former is executed by the party 
transferring the vessel abroad, and by usage, in 
presence of an American consul. Both agree in 
certifying the nationality of the vessel, I can find 
nothing in the acts of Congress which requires the 
consul to authenticate such an instrument, or to 
issue it. Lis duties are prescribed by instructions 
from the State Department. But by another act of 
Congress of the 2d March, 1803, (not the act of the 
same date just referred to,) it is provided in the 


| third section: 


t That when any ship or vessel, which bas been or shall 
be registered pursuant to any Jaw of the United States, 
shall, whilst such ship or vessel is without the United 
States, be sold or transferred, in whole or in part, to a cit- 
izen or citizens of the said States, such ship or vessel, on 
her first arrival in the United States thereafter, shall be en- 


tiled to all the privileges and benefits of a ship or vessel of | 


the United States.” 


_ The time allowed for obtaining the new registry 
is “ within three days from the time at which her 


| master, &c., is required to make his final report 


upon her first arrival, agreeably to the act of 2d 
March, 1799.” This act does not repeal the pro- 


; Vision in the former act of 1792, requiring the 


instrument in nature of a bill of sale on the trans- 
fer of an American vessel in a foreign port, and it 


carefully abstains from fixing any period for the | 


return of a vessel so transferred abroad, to the Uni- 
ted States for a new registry. 

The consequence has been that vessels sold for 
slavers abroad have always been provided with 
these instruments in writing called sea-letters, 
though they are,in reality, nothing more than 
bills of sale reciting the old registry, which proved 
them to be American vessels. With this they’ 


; have sailed for the coast of Africa, and by it they 


have been protected against all foreign cruisers. 

This. abuse of our flag, by these means, has 
been much complained of by our consuls abroad 
in their correspondence with the Department of 
State. In November, 1846, Mr. Parks, then con- 
sul at Rio de Janeiro, requested the President’s 
instructions on the construction of theacts of Con- 
gress, and particulary whether a vessel so sold in 
a foreign port ought not, by law, to return home 
for a new registry before she could make a voy- 
age to the coast of Africa with this instrament, 
sometimes called, as I have before stated, a sea- 
letter. The Secretary of State having consulted 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as wellas the Pres- 
ident, replied to him in a dispatch dated May 26, 
1847, of which I hold a copy in my hand, that 


_ June 26, 


i es 

they were ‘‘ clearly of opinion that a vessel, un- 
der such circumstances, is not obliged to return 
to the United States for a new register.” 

Speaking of the act of 1792, the Secretary then 
| said: . 

“This act was passed in the infaney of the Federal 
Government, and does not seem to have contemplated the 
sale of Americgn vessels beyond the limits of the United 
States. When such sales weré made in a foreign country, 
it would therefore have been a reasonable construction of 
its provisions to require the vessel to return to the United 
States for a new registry with the least practicable delay. 
Between the years 1792 and 1803, however, there had been 
a great expansion of our-foreign trade. In consequenee of 
the wars between the Powers of Europe arising out of the 
French Revolution, we'had become, in a considerable de- 
gree, the carriers for the whole world. Congress, under 
these circumstances, deemed it necessary to provide ex- 
pressly for the sale of American vessels to American citi- 
zens in all foreign countries.” 


This, the Secretary said, they had done by the 
third section of the act of 1803, which I have read, 
| and he then added: 

“ Congress had the whole subject before them atthe time 
of the passage ofthis act. Had they intended that the vessel 
should return home immediately for a register, they wonid 
undoubtedly have expressed this intention. So far from 
this being the case, Meir language is indefinite in point of 
time. {t does not require the vessel to return immediately 
after the sale; butat whatever time she may return, jt 
recognizes her right to al the privileges and benefits of an 
American vessel.” 


He then proceeded to say that a different con- 
struction of this act*would prove extremely inju- 
rious to American citizens, in prosecuting our 
carrying trade between foreign nations, an objert 
always much cherished by the policy of the Uni- 
ted States, and would be detrimental to our ship- 
building interest. An American citizen could not 
then purchasean American vessel in China, or at 
| the Sandwich Islands, to prosecute a lawful voy- 
; age from thence to any foreign country; and an 
| American ship-builder could Wot send his vessels 
abroad with any hope of selling them to Ameri- 
can citizens beyond the limits of the United 
States. Besides, such a construction of the act 
would be contrary to the settled practice at the 
Treasury Department. And he finally concluded 
that the bill of sale, properly authenticated, and 
i reciting at length the certificate of registry, be- 
| comes the substitute on board the vessel for that certif- 
icale, until her first arrival in the United States 
thereafter.” : ; : 

In the decision thus made by the President, with 
the advice and concurrence of the Secretary of 
State and the Secretary of the Treasury in 1847, 
succeeding Administrations of this Government 
have fully acquiesced, and it may now be consid- 
| ered as the settled law of the United States. View- 
j ing it as such, and desiring to prevent the evils of 
the slave trade, President Taylor in his annual 
message of the 4th December, 1850, thus pressed 
the subject on the consideration of Congress: 

“ Your attention is earnestly invited to an amendment 
of our existing Jaws relating to the African slave trade, 
with a view to the effectual suppression of that barbarous 
trafic, Tris nat to be denied that this trade js still, in part, 
carried on by means of vessels builtin the United States, 
and owned or navigated by some of our citizens. The cor- 
respondence between the Department of State and the 
minister and consul of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, 
which has from time to time been laid before Congress, rep- 
resents that it is a customary device to evade the penalties 
of our laws by means of sea-letters. i 

“ Vessels sold in Brazil, when provided with such papers 
by the consul, instead of returning to the United States for 
a new register, proceed at once to the coast of Africa, for 
the purpose of obtaining cargoes of slaves. Much additional 
information of the same character has recently been trans- 
mitted 10 the Department of State. It has not been consid- 
ered the policy of our laws to subject an American citizen 
| Who, ina foreign country, purchases a vessel built in the 
| United States, to the inconvenience of sending her home 
! for a new register before proceeding on a voyage. Any al- 
| teration of the laws whieh might have a tendency to impede 
the free transfer of property in vessels beiween our citizens, 
or the free navigation of those vessels between different 
: parts of the world, when employed in lawful commerce, 
| should be well and cautiously considered ; but I trust that 
your wisdom will devise a method by which our general 
| policy, in this respect, may be preserved, and, at the same 
| time, the abuse of oar flag by means of s¢a-letters, in the 
| manner indicated, may be prevented.” 

Had the suggestion thus made been followed by 
an act of Congress, in the spirit of the message, 
the exportation of more than one hundred thou- 
sand slaves would probably have been prevented. 
But Congress, engrossed by the political struggles 
of 1850, made no attempt to adopt the recom- 
mendation, It is. the object of the bill I hold in 
my hand to adoptit now. It will not obstruct 
| the transfer of American vessels in a foreign port 
fur the purposes of lawful commerce, but will pre- 


” 
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vent the abuse of our flag by means of these sea- | 
letters in future. f 

In this connection, suffer me to say, that the | 
committee do not believe that the African slave | 
trade will ever be arrested by the operation of the 
eighth article of the treaty of the Sth of August, 
13842, called the Websterand Ashburton treaty, by 
which about one eighth of our whole naval force || 
afloat has been employed on the African coast, at. || 
an annual cost of about $800,000, having captured | 
only twelve slavers in twelve years. A portion of | 
that squadron might always be advantageously 
kept on that coast to protect our commerce, and 
put down piracy. But the greater part of all our 
disposable force for the suppression of the slave 
trade should be employed in the Spanish West In- 
dies, and it should not consist merely of one or | 
two heavy frigates, or sloops of war, but chiefly | 
of small steam propellers, of light draft, mounting || 
a heavy gun on a pivot, and with men enough to |! 
enable them to carry any pirate by boarding. We. 
should faithfully fulfill the stipulation in the treaty | 
of Ghent, by always using our best endeavors to 
promotethe desirable object of the entire abolition 
of this barbarous traffic; and, as a suitable meas- 
ure to effect. that great object, the committee now 
report this ‘* bill for the more effectual suppression 
of the African slave trade in American-built ves- 
sels.” 

The bill was read a first time, ordered to a sec- 
ond reading, and ordered to be printed for the use | 
of the Senate. | 


SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CHASE gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to prohibit slavery in the 
Territories of the United States. 


» FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. i 
The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
made by Mr, RockwELL, on the 22d instant, to | 


refer to the Committee on the Judiciary, the peti- | 
tion then presented by him from twenty-nine hun- | 
dred citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the | 
repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, addressed the Senate 
at considerable length, in a speech in which he re- | 
viewed an address recently issued by several Sen- | 
atorsand members of the House of Representatives | 
on the passage of the Nebraska and Kansas bill. || 

[The speech of Mr. Jonzs will be found in the |} 
Appendix, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. President, it is to | 
only a few of the remarks which have fallen from jj 
the honorable Senator from Tennessee [Mr. | 
Jones] that I have at this time any reply to make. 
Those remarks relate to a petition which I have 
introduced into the Senate, asa Senator of Massa- ! 
chusetts, and they have been of such a character | 
that I deem it necessary to make some brief reply. | 
I regret, sir, that this duty has fallen on me ji 

F 


at this time. I regret that it has fallen on meat i 
a time: when my distinguished predecessor [Mr. 
Everett] has been so recently compelled, by the | 
pressure of, I trust, temporary ill health to relin- || 
quish his.seat on this floor. I regret that it has | 
not fallen on some other and worthier successor | 
to him, whom our Commonwealth might have des- : 
ignated. ar 
It is now scarcely three weeks since, while in | 
the pursuance of my humble avocations I received || 
the behest of my Stateto take my seat upon this | 
floor, I had resigned every office which had ever | 
been conferred on me, and I had chosen to remain ! 
in the walks of private life; but it was the com- 
mand of the State of Massachusetts that I should: 
come here, and no citizen is, in my judgment, at 
liberty to disobey her commands. 
The first public act which I had to perform on | 
entering the Senate, was to present the petition 
which has been made the subject of the remarks | 
of the honorable Senator from Tennessee. It is; 
a petition signed by two thousand nine hundred 
men of Massachusetts. They are principally | 
from the city of Boston, and its vicinity. Itisa 
fair representation of the bone and sinew of the 
active business men of the city of Boston. In- 
claded in the signatures to the petition are many | 
others. The signers of this petition are lovers of 
this Union. They are lovers of the peace and | 
quiet of this Union. They send their petition for ;; 
the repeal of a law which has been but four years |; 
on your statute-book. They ask for the repeal | 
of a law, which was in addition to a law that had | 
been more than fifty years upon your statute-book, | 


4 feeling. 


and under which law, without this additional act, 


this great country had achieved its greatness. In 
the year 1854, they come to this Congress, and 
say that.a law passed in the year 1850 ought to 
be repealed, Is there treason in this? Is it not a 
law of Congress? Is it treasonable in the people 
of this country to ask for the modification or even 
for the repeal of any act of Congress? 

Bat it is said that the source from which this 
application comes is one that is worthy of cen- 
surable remark; and this is said, too, ina speech 
which deprecates agitation, and which is so ad- 
mirably calculated to allay agitation! It is said 
that the time and the circumstances are to be re- 


garded in this matter. What isthe time, and what | 


are the circumstances surrounding it? The time 
chosen is after an agitation in this Congress which 
is unprecedented, I believe, in the history of the 
Government. I can confidently say that the feel- 
ing created by it in the free States of this Union 
is utterly unprecedented, and will be felt to be so 
for long years to come. It was immediately upon 
the passage of a bill, which was resisted here in 
every constitutional form, and in forms which have 
been branded.as- unjustifiable and unconstitutional, 
that this petition arose. 
twenty-nine hundred meg that they think, under 
the. circumstances of the country, and the recent 
passage of the measure to which I have referred, 
that the fugitive slave law of 1850 should be re- 
pealed. 

It is true that, immediately after the passage of 
the bill, which occasioned such great excitement, 
which filled all the arteries and veins of this coun- 
try with excitement, as all know, a fugitive slave 
was arrested in the city of Boston. It did so 


į happen that there was a popular feeling on the 


subject. It did so happen that, on a certain even- 
ing, there was an outbreak, an affray, a riot, if 
you please, and a homicide. It did so happen, 
also, that the constituted authorities of Massa- 
chusetts, and of Boston, took this matter into their 


hands, and the law which had produced so much |) 


agitation and so much feeling, was executed. 
The constituted authorities of the United States 
in Boston, telegraphed to the President of the 
United States that they wanted no further aid 
from him; that the authorities of Boston and 
Massachusetts were amply sufficient for all. pur- 
poses; and that quiet and order existed. i 

Sir, it was at or about that time that this peti- 
tion originated. Do you think that if the hearts 
of the three thousand men who sent you this peti- 
tion had been filled with riot and with murder, 
they would have sent it to you? Do you think 
they would have drawn it out and laid it up in 
their Merchant’s Exchange for everybody who 
chose to sign it, and everybody who did not so 
choose to pass it by? Do you think they would 
thus express their feelings to Congress if their 
hearts had been full of riot and murder? There 
is no ground for this charge against the citizens 
of the city of Boston. Affrays and homicides 
occur in other portions of this country. They 
occur upon occasions of great popular excitement, 
and they cannot always be avoided. This peti- 
tion is, however, itself a proof, and should be a 
conclusive proof as to all who presentit here, that 
they have no connection whatever with any pro- 
ceedings of violence. Sy a 

But, sir, I have said, and I say again, in con 
nection with that portion of the Senator’s re- 
marks in reference to this subject, that there is a 
feeling throughout the free States of this nation 
the like of which has never existed before. There 
have been debates in Congress in relation to the 
character of some of those who have presented 
petitions and memorials here. Whole classes of 
men have been denounced for that. I tell you, 
gentlemen, that, whatever you. may say in rela- 


tion to the propriety, the duty, or the personal | 


character or the profession of the clergy, the min 
isters of the Gospel, they havea right to present 
their petitions, and you should regard their peti 
tions not merely as the expression of their own 
sentiments, sentiments as pure and disinterested 


s those of any class, but the expression of the; 
Sentiments of the population in which they are; 


situated—the index and the exponent ofa general 
It is so; it will be- found to be so. 


there cause for it? I think there is, and that 


cause I will explain. oS Sess 
Four years ago my most distinguished prede- 
cessor, Mr. Webster, stood upon this floor, and 


It is a declaration of | 


Isi 


i advocated the compromise measures. of that pe- 
ij riod. Among the rest he acquiesced. in the pas- 
| sage of the fugitive slave law. Ha said, at that 
time, and the words which fell from his lips were 
regarded by himself and by all others as: words 
to be entirely relied upon,as fixed facts that could 
never be changed, that the state and condition of 
the whole territory of the United States, inthe 
matter of freedom and slavery, was fixed. by. irre 
| pealable law.: Underlying the acquiescence which 
ij followed upon those compromise. measures of 
| 1850, was that belief on. the part of the whole 
| population of the free States, that the condition of” 
j the Territories was fixed by an irrepealable law, 
If it had not been for that, there would have been . 
no such aequiesvence; and proof of itis found in 
the very petition I have presented here. Ap- 
| pended to it are the names of a great. many per- 
| sons who were actively engaged in reconciling the 
| public opinion to a support of and acquiescence 
| in that system of measures. ; 

| When this Congress met, all was quiet, When 
| the measure proposing the repeal of the Missouri 
| compromise was introduced, it was impossible for 
men to believe that it was to be carried cut; but 
it proceeded, and day after daythe conviction was 
forced upon our people that it was to be carried 
out. Then this excitement was occasioned. Sir; 
i I will say now, that it has proceeded further than, 
a mere requisition for the repeal of the fugitive 
slave law. lt does proceed, as is stated in thead- 
dress on which the Senator has commented, to a 
| requisition to repeal the provision of the Kansas 
jj and Nebraska bill which repeals the Missouri, 
compromise. It goes upon the ground, and it will 
| proceed upon the ground, that there are no sacred 
compromises outside of the Constitution of the 
| United States—that there are no laws which can- 
| not be repealed—that’ there is nothing in the na- 
| ture of law or compromise which Congress cannot, 
i and may not be asked to repeal. 
| 


This petition asks simply and directly for the 
repeal of the fugitive slave law. lt does not ask . 
| for a modification of that law. It expresses the, ` 
|, opinions of the petitioners, that something should 
j| be done; and they have not stopped. to weigh their. 
| words, but they say distinctly and directly that 
| they want that law repealed. They undoubtedly 
wish its repeal for two prominent reasons—be- 
cause it does not recognize the. right of trial by 
| jury, and because it-does not recognize. the writ 
of habeas corpus. They ask for a repeal of the 
law, because it contains a denial of those. provis- 
ions. This is an expression of their dissatisfac- 
tion with the law. 
|. Mr. President, I have shown that there is no 
| difficulty between the Government of the United 
i| States, and the government of the State of Mas- 
|, sachusetis, but there is a difficulty between the 
|| Government of the United States and a large por~ 
i tion of its people. A large portion of the people 
| of the United States are dissatisfied with the meas- 
|i ures of Government. What course do they take? 
‘I am not undertaking to say here, and I do not 
i| say that there may not hereafter be a party even 
j! in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 
|| will sustain these measures. I know there are 
ii members of a party there who now sustain them. 
|| | do not know but that there may be more of the 
| members of that party who will hereafter sustain, 
| them. But I say that any party which sustains 
| them there or in any. of the free States will, in my 
| judgment, ‘grow small by degress, and beauti- 
i fully less.”? I say there is such a pervading pub- 
| lic sentiment that this must be the result. 
} 
| 
i 


Now, sir, when there is a difficulty between the 
Government of the United States and a portion of 
its people, what is the duty of that portion of the 
people? Is it not to address the Government, to 
state the cause of the grievance, and to ask for spe- 
cificredress? Is not this done? It has been truly 
! said by the honorable Senator that this is not the 
|; only petition that has been presented or that will 
l be presented. Jt is true, that the same feeling per- 
i! vades great masses of the citizens of this country, 
| and the same feeling will exhibit itself hereafter. 
Now, what I ask, is, that this petition shall be 
referred to the appropriate committee, and receive’ 
its respectful and attentive consideration. .1 say 
i| the Government of the United States is bound to 
i do that, and no less, with such a petition. 
© Sir, in regard to the remarks of the honorable 
ii Senator from Tennessee, in relation to the effect 
li which the repeal of the fugitive slave law may 


| 
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have ‘even upon the continuance of this- Union, 

_ Lhave this to say, for | will speak here as freely 
as I. would speak under the arches of Faneuil 
Hall,—I say that the time has gone by when 
anything like a threat of the dissolution of this 
Union consequent upon the action of the people 
of the free States will have any influence upon 
them-—not because of a want of devotion to the 
Union on their part—not because they have not 
signified in the past, and will not signify in the fu- 
ture, the depth of that devotion by their lives, but 
because that threat is not to be used for the pur- 
pose of influencing the free exercise of their judg- 
ments. 

Threats of disunion are no longer to be regarded 
as arguments for or against any measure of this 
Government. We look upon the dissolution of 
this Union asan impossible thing. We are willing, 


as wealways have been, wherever it is extended, || 


to go with it. We are willing to do that; and I 


ask here to-day, why is it that the measures are | 


not in progress to unite the Pacific with the 
Atlantic? Why is ‘it that this old commercial 
Atlantic ocean is not to-day in progress of being 
connected with the Pacific? Why do you not in- 


vigorate the great ideas that you sometimes utter, 


of “tan ocean-bound Republic,” of the whole of 


North America? Why do you not invigorate 
them with the great achievements of science? 
Why is it that we may not know here to-day 
what has taken place in California this morning? 
Are not the power and’ resources of the Govern- 
ment sufficient? Wherearethose measures? Why 
are they not followed up? Why are they not 
brought before the Senate, and passed by Con- 
gress? Let us be bound together in links of iron, 
and no question or debates upon any ‘subject, can 
ever sever them. This has always been the sen- 
timent of Massachusetts; and when I had the 
honor of a seat in the other House of Congress 
it was always the principle that animated my 
heart. ‘The Atlantic and the Pacifie! Let them 
*be together. This day the Pacific, for all practi- 
cal purposes of transportation, is not as large us 
the Adantic was twenty years ago. Its borders 


are nearer together than the borders of the At- |i 


lantic were twenty years ago. Yours is the path 
that Omnipotence has pointed out for the transit 
of the commercial products of the earth, Why 
is it not carried out? Was there ever a richer 
Government? Do, you say that there are dificul- 
ties as to the routes, and as to the modes of con- 
struction? Commence the work, and all the difi- 
culties, as to the routes and modes of construction, 
will vanish away. Give us the West, give us the 
South, give us free opinions, and we shall be with 
you forever, and neither you, nor I, nor all men 
together can prevent it. 

Mr. President, I desire to speak in words of 
truth, of sincerity, and in the calmest and plainest 
possible manner. There is an excitement in the 
free States of this Union such as has never before 
been seen; it is more powerful by far than any- 
thing that has preceded it. [t is increasing every 
day. It must be respected, it must be heard, it 
must be considered, and I trust it will be. I trust 
that this petition will receive the calm consider 
ation and attention of the committee to whom I 
have proposed to entrust it. Letit be argued, let 
it have a fair and full consideration. Whatever 


of argument connected with it is brought forward |; 


by the eminent standing committee to whom it is 
referred, let it come before us. Let the public 
opinion be heard and respected. 


Mr. President, the honorable Senator from |! 
Tennessee siated, at the commencement of his} 


speech, that he did not arraign the motives of any 
Senator. [Hehas treated me, personally, with the 


courtesy which belongs to his character. It is not | 


my province to reply to that portion of his speech 
which relates to the address. Lam quite too young 
in the Senate, to presume to do that, under any 
circumstances, in the presence of older. Senators; 


but it happens that I have had noconnection with |; 


the preparation of that address, and therefore I 
am not qualified to speak upon it. Uf I were the 
proper person, however, I would willingly under- 
take its defense. + 

{ am of the same opinion expressed by the hon- 
orable and experienced. Senator from Georgia, 
{Mr. Dawson,] a few days since, that the true 
course of debate here is for each Senator to ex- 
press bis opinions and arguments, at this late 
period of the session, in as brief and direct a man- 


t 
! ner as possible. 1 will, therefore, no longer detain 
i the Senate. 7 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I shall detain the 
: Senate but a few minutes in reply to the honor- 
lable Senator from Massachusetts, Thereare only 
| one or two points in his address upon which I feel 
called on to speak. He seems to think that I 
| arraigned the signers of that memorial with more 
|| harshness than they deserve; and heannounces to 
į the Senate and the world that they constitute the 
| bone and sinew of Boston and Massachusetts. 
; Well, sir, I am not personally acquainted with all 
the persons; but I respectfully submit to that 
onorable Senator to tell the Senate and the world, 


i the memorial comes here surcharged with treason 
and with blood, how many of those who aided 


signers of the memorial? Will the honorable 
| Senator pretend to say to the country that many, 
very many-of the signers, were not of that class 
iof men who dared, with treason in their hearts, 
; and with knives in their hands, to resist the con- 
i stituted authorities of the country ? 

Mr, ROCKWELL, I will state that I did not 
| positively affirm that not a single person who 
‘signed the address was engaged in the transac- 
| tion to which he refers. That is not what 1 un- 
i dertook to say. All that l said was, that 1 had 
i no reason to believe that they were. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator says 
that he does not know. Well, Mr. President, I 
i should like to know whether such men as Wendell 
i Phillips and Theodore Parker, and others of that 
: class, who had not the courage personally to stand 
‘in the fight, but urge on a band of infatuated and 

ignorant men to do that which they have not the 
| courage to do, are not responsible before God and 
‘the country for this? 


i 
1 
į 
f 


‘they have a right to petition. 
; honorable Senator did not point that remark at me. 
| He will do me the justice to say, that 1 conceded 
i, the very largest possible latitude to petition; that 
| L extended it to his Satanic Majesty himself. Lam 
i willing that they shall petition here upon all sub- 
| jects; but when their petition does come, lam not 
|; rec 
| merits or its purposes. 


The honorable Senator 
‘says that we need not deceive ourselves; that 
| there is a feeling in the North that is going on con- 
i quering and to conquer; and that the excitement 
l and the agitation will go on until these great things 
| be accomplished, Will that honorable Senator, 
i for whom 1 have respect, although I have not the 
į honor of a personal acquaintance with him, upon 
| his responsibility as a man and a Senator, tell us 
: whether he believes this Union could last a single 
day under the repeal of the fugitive slave law? 
Will the honorable Senator answer that? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Ihave to answer that I 
| do not apprehend that any act of that kind would 
|: dissolve this Union. 
|. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Jam very sorry that 


| I can tell him that we differ toto celo. If he sup- 
| poses—and I infer from his remarks that he does— 
i that the South will stand tamely, submitting like 
'eravens to an invasion upon its rights, he mis- 
takes its character. If he supposes thatthe South 
will stand and see their property, which the guar- 
/anties and protection of the Constitution secure 


; southern character. When that Senator says that 
he has seen and beard enough of these threats and 
taunts about the dissolution of the Union, so that 
i they have no force left; that they do not alarm 
‘him; that it does not disturb the equanimity of 
! his heart to be threatened with a dissolution of 
ji the Union, i must say that I used no threat. I 
|; utterly disavowed anything likea threat. I am 
‘| not of that class of men who make threats. And 
i as for the threats to which he alludes, he cannot 
find them in‘anything that I said. 
him that he need not lay the flattering unction to 
his soul, or communicate the intelligence to his 
i constituents, that we of the South are ready t 

: bear everything that the North may suggest. He 
; need not tell his constituents that we will tamely 
: submit to any invasion upon every right that we 
enjoy. He need aot mislead his constituents by 
an argument addressed to them to go forward and 
‘| do all that they may to destroy the last vestige of 


i) equality between the North and the South, and 


while he is finding fault with me for alleging that | 


in resisting the laws of the country in Boston are | 


But, sir, this is not all, The Senator says that | 
fam sure that-that | 


quired to swallow it without inquiring into its | 


' I cannot concur with the honorable Senator in that. | 


i to them, carried away, he knows, very little of the į 


But I can tell || 


tell them, ‘* Gentlemen, do not be alarmed.. You 


Union; they are afraid to do it? Weare, sir, 
afraid to dissolve this Union without cause; but 
when it comes as an alternative between the 
Union on the one hand, and dishonor, disgrace, 
and infamy, and being trodden upon by men who 
are but our equals, on the other, I say that if I 
had a torch I would apply it myself, and be con- 
sumed in the conflagration, before [would submit 
to it; and I speak the sentiments of the South. 

if we are to hold our place in this Union at the 
expense of honor, and virtue, and equality, the 
Union is not worth having, and you can take all 
the glory you can find init. Wedo not seek to 
place you in such a position. We have never 
| sought to do it; and when you seek to place us 
in such an attitude, you misinterpret the character 
of the South if you suppose it will submit to it. 
Why, sir, we hold our servants under the Consti- 
tution—whether this is right or wrong, you have 
no right toinquire. Ifthey go to Massachusetts, 
we have a right to reclaim them; and when wego 
there to reclaim them, instead of finding every 
man in Boston, as he ought to be, standing by the 
law, you find heartless, odious hypocrites in the 
pulpit, preaching sedition and treason; and yet 
you tell us we may talk as we please about the 
ministry, they are a mighty power—as much as to 
say, take care lest you fall beneath their execra- 
tion. Iam not going to make war upon the min- 
istry. I leave that to the Senator from Hlinois, 
{Mr. Doveras.] I think his argument is about 
equal to the three thousand and fifty ministers; 
and when they have destroyed him, they will 
probably find some other victim to satisfy them, 
| L do not expect to say anything about them or 
the piety of their hearts. They are stot to be 
alarmed about that. I have great respect for the 
ministry. I do not seek to get into a quarrel with 
them. | would rather take the men they send 
here; and I suppose the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is their representative. lam willing to dis- 
cuss with him; but I do not mean to get off ona 
false track. With women and preachers I never 
quarrel; you cannot get me off on such a track. 

But, sir, the Senator says very frankly—and I 
take ithe is a very honest man, but think he 
has partaken of that fanaticism that will lead him 
astray—that I am right; that repeal is the watch- 
word. They intend to agitate until the fugitive 
| slave law is repealed, and until the Missouri re- 
| striction is restored to the statute-book. Then, 
| my honorable friend, Jet me say to you that you 

havea lifetime before you, and you may sit out 
i here for your term, and the term of your success- 
| or, and the term after that, but I do not think 
; you will live to see the day when thë one or the 
i other can be done. But if you do live to that in- 
i auspicious day, let me tell you ‘that you will have 
| nothing todo, The work will already have been 
| accomplished; and then, sirs, the proclamation 
| that has been issued by some of your allies, that 
: the incendiary had better come and apply the 
torch tothe Capitol of the country, will be useless. 
That thing has been done once before, Mr. Presi- 
dent." The Capito] wasonce the scene of a confla- 
i gration—and by whom? by whose hands? By the 
| enemies of the country. And we are told now by 
| one of the leaders of this war upon the institutions 
of the country, that it is better to see the Capitol 
of his country in flames, than to see the South 
brought to stand upon an equality with the North. 
| Oh! sirs, if there be a curse preserved in all the 
i armory of Heaven that is deeper than all others, 
let it descend upon the infamous wretch who could 
: have such a feeling; and if I had the power of 
! Omnipotence, | would dr thunderbolt from 
p e, 1 would draw some thun o 
_ its armory, and hurl such a wretch into annihila- 
ition, Rather see this Capitol itself in flames, these 
; marbled columns tumbling to ruin, and the repre- 
i sentatives of the States and of the people crushed 
i in their fall, than to see an equality of rights be- 
jj tween the members of this Confederacy! Ah! 
sir, in the better days of this Republic, m the days 
of Washington and the patriots of the Revolution, 
i the man who should have uttered such a sentiment 
| would have been hung as high as Haman; and he 
deserves it to-day. ' 

You taik about the rights of the South, and 
about trampling upon them, and you say she will 
submit. Jt may be that we shail; but may the 
God of Heaven forever blast me and all mine, if 
they ever submit to infamy, degradation, and dis- 


need not be alarmed about the dissolution of this . 


. 
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honor. Lay not that flattering unction to your 
souls; she will not do it. You say “give us iron 
bands to bind us together. Give us the West; 
give us the South; give us trade; give us com- 


merce.” You have gotnearly all, aud, not satis- 


fied with that, you want our negroes; you want `i 
our property; you want to dishonor us; you want |! 


to disgrace us; you want a servile war, that our 
wives and daughters may be degraded and dis- 
honored. Do not make a fuss about this thing. 
Talk more reasonably. Talka little more patri- 
otically. Talk about the authority and the rights 
of the country. Give us what the Constitution 
gives us. Weask no more. We will give you 
all that it secures you. We seek not to encroach 
upon you, and will never, no, never, submit to 
encroachments from you. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This, Mr. President, is a 
controversy between old friends. I believe that 
for the last. twenty years Tennessee and Massa- 
chusetts have stood shoulder to shoulder in presi- 
dential elections; and if this controversy is to 
result in a change of the policy, I hope it will go 
on. 
with Massachusetts in polities, in the presidentjal 


elections at least, against the national men of the | 
country. When General Cass declared himself | 
against the Wilmot proviso, did not Tennessee | 
prefer General Taylor who declined to declare him- | 
: And why did he decline to do so? | 


self against it? 
Because the Whigs wanted Massachusetts. Mas- 
sachusetts and Tennessee were together during the 
last presidential election, and I rather fear they 
will be together hereafter. 
this unpleasant controversy will cease, and that, 
the morning hour having gone by, we shall pro- 
ceed with the regular business of the Senate. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I begin by 
answering the interrogatory propounded by the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] 


act be repealed, this Union can exist?’? To which 
I reply at once, that if the Union be in any way 
dependent on an act—I cannot call it a law—so 
revolting in every regard as that to which he refers, 
then it ought not to exist. To much else that has 
fallen from that Senator I do not desire to reply. 
He has discussed at length matters already handled 


‘again and again in the protracted debates of this | 


session. Likethe excited hero of Macedonia, he 
has renewed past conflicts, 


“ And thrice he routed all his foes, 
And thrice he slew the slain. ?* 


Of what the Senator has said on the relations of | 
Senators, North and South, of a particular party, | 


it is not my province to speak. And yet [ cannot 
turn from it without expressing, at least, a single 
aspiration, that men from the North, whether 
Whigs or Democrats, will neither be cajoled or 
driven by any temptation, or lash, from the sup- 
port of those principles of freedom which are in- 
separable from the true honor and welfare of the 


country. At last, I trast, there will be a back- | 


bone inthe North. ` : À 
My colleague has already remarked, that this 
memorial proceeds from persons of whom many 
were open supporters ofthe alleged compromises 
of 1850, including even the odious fugitive slave 
bill. 
as Lecan judge, find this to be true. And, in my 
opinion, the change shown by these men is typ- 
ical of the change in the community of which they 
constitute a prominent part. Once the positive up- 
holders of the fugitive slave bill, they now demand 
its unconditional repeal. . 
There is'another circumstance worthy of especial 
remark. This memorial proceeds mainly from per- 
sons connected with trade and commerce. Now, it 
is a fact too well known in the history of England, 
and of our own country, that these persons, while 


often justly distinguished by their individual char- | 


ities and munificence, have been lukewarm in 
their opposition to slavery. Twice in English 
history the “ mercantile interest’? frowned upon 
the endeavors to suppress the atrocity of Algerine 
slavery; steadfastly in England it sought to bafle 
Wilberforce’s great effort for the abolition of the 
African slave trade; and, at the formation of our 
own Constitution, it stipulated a sordid compro- 
mise, by which this same detested, Heaven-defy- 
ing traffic was saved for twenty years from Amer- 
ican judgment. But now it is all changed—at 
leastin Boston. The representatives of the ‘‘ mer- 
cantile interest?’ place themselves in the front of 


I believe that Tennessee, since 1836, has been | 


I¢therefore, hope that | 


7 _ He asks, | 
“í Can any one suppose that, if the fugitive slave | 


1 have looked over the long list, and, so far | 


if 


Mr. President, this memorial-is interesting to 


| slave bill, and secondly, as it comes from Massa- 
|i chusetts. That repeal { shall be glad at any time, 
i now and hereafter, as in times past, to sustain by 
| vote and argument; and I trust never to fail in any 
; just regard for the sentiments or interests of Mas- 
| sachusetts. With these few remarks, I would 
| gladly close. 


i wealth which I represent. To ail that has been 
said against myself or the Commonwealth—so far 
|, as it is an impeachment of either—so far as it sub- 
|| jects either to any just censure, I plead openly, for 
| myself and for Massachusetts, ** not guilty.” Bat 
pardon me, if Ido not submit to be tried by the 
Senate, fresh from the injustice of the Nebraska 
bill. In the language of the common law, I 
throw myself upon “ God and the country,” and 
claim the same trial for my honored Common- 
wealth. 

So far as the arraignment touches me person- 
ally, I hardly care to speak. It is true that. I 
have not hesitated, here and elsewhere;to express 
my open, sincere, and unequivocal condemnation 
of the fugitive slave bill. | have denounced it as 
| at once a violation of the law of God, and of the 
| Constitution of the United States. In violation 
i| of the Constitution, it cominits the great question 
of human freedom—than which none is more 
| sacred in the law—not to a- solemn trial, but to 
|; summary proceedings. 


tribunals of the land—but to the unaided judgment 
of a single petty magistrate. 
[t commits this question to a magistrate, ap- 


the Senate, but by the court; holding his office, 
not during good behavior, but merely during 
the will of the court; and receiving, not a regular 


! 
| It authorizes judgment on ex parte evidence, by 
affidavits, without the sanction of cross-examina- 
tion. : 
It denies the writ of habeas corpus, ever known 
as the palladium of the citizen. 

Contrary to the declared purposes of the framers 
of the Constitution, it sends the fugitive back ‘* at 
the public expense.” 


tution, it bribes the commissioner by a double fee 
to pronounce against freedom. 
ji man to- slavery, the reward is ten dollars; but, 
|| saving him to freedom, his dole is five dollars. 


| do I oppose this act as unconstitutional; first, as 
/it is an assumption by Congress of powers not 
| delegated by the Constitution, and in derogation 
| of the rights of the States; and secondly, as it takes 
i| away that essential birth-rignt of the citizen, trial 
i| by jury, in a question of personal liberty and a 
i suit at common law. ‘Thus obnoxious, 1 have 
|| regarded it as an enactment totally devoid of all 


‘and the age. 


|! act practically inoperative, and should press, with- 
l out ceasing, upon Congress for its repeal. 
i} that I have said on this head, I have no regrets or 
| apologies; but rather joy and satisfaction. Glad 
‘| Eam in having said it; glad I am now.in the op- 
Thus much 


| portunity of affirming it all anew. 
for myself. 


her history. 


i 
li law of God.” Here, also, spoke James Warren, 
|| inspired by the sentiment that ‘death with all its 
|| tortures is preferable to slavery.” And here, also, 
tbe 

| that‘ consenting to slavery isa sacrilegious breach 
i of trast.” Not far from this venerable hall-—be- 


ii tween this temple of freedom and the very court- 


me, first, as it asks a repeal of the fugitive! 


But there has been an arraignment [| 
; here to-day, both of myseif and of the Common- i 


It commits this question—not to one of the high | 
pointed, not by the President with the consent of | 


salary, but fees according to each individual case. | 


Adding meanness to the violation of the Consti- |! 


If he dooms a! 


| Butthisisnotall. On two other capital grounds | 
| 


| constitutional obligation, as it is clearly devoid of | 
i| all moral, while it is disgraceful to the country || 
And, sir, I have hoped and labored | 
i| for the creation of such a public opinion, firm, | 
|, enlightened, and generous, as should render the | 


For all | 


| 

| è 

i In response for Massachusetts, there are other |; 
| things. Something surely must be pardoned to | 
| In Massachusetts stands Boston. |) 
| In Boston stands Faneuil Hall, where, through- |; 
| out the perils which preceded the Revolution, our | 
patriot fathers assembled to vow themselves to ! 
| freedom. Here, in those days, spoke James Otis, | 
| full of the thought that ‘ the people’s safety is the | 
i 
i 
| 


thundered John Adams, fervid with the conviction | 


|; Lexington and Concord. Amidst these scenes‘a 
jį Slave-hunter from Virginia appears, and the'dis- 
|! gusting rites begin by which a fellow-man'‘is to be 
| doomed to bondage. ‘Sir, can you wonder that the 
ii people were moved? ; . j 
H Who can be wise, amazed, temperate, and furious, * 
! Loyal and neutral, ina moment? No man. i 
It is true that the slave act was with difficult 
|! executed, and that one of its servants perished in 
ithe effort. On these grounds the Senator from 
| Tennessee charges Boston with fanaticism. 1 ex- 
| press no opinion of the conduct of individuals; but 
; Í do say, that the fanaticism which the Senator con- 
|i demns is not new in Boston. tis thesame which 
|| opposed the execution of the Stamp Act, and 
|| finally secured its repeal. It is the same which 
| opposed the Tea Tax. It is the fanaticism which 
| finally triumphed on Bunker Hill. The Senator 
i says that Boston is filled with traitors, ‘That 
| charge is notnew. Boston, of old, was the home 
j of Hancock and Adams. Her traitors now are 
i,those who are truly animated by the spirit of the 
| American Revolution. -In condemning. them; in 
condemning Massachusetts, in condemning these 
remonstrants, you simply give a proper conclu- 
sion to the utterance on this floor that the Decla- 
ration of Independence is ‘a self-evident lie.’ 
Here I might leave theimputations on Massachu- 
setts. But the case is stronger yet. I have referred 
to the Stamp Act. The parallel is of such aptness 
and importance, that, though on a former ocea- 
sion I presented it to the Senate, I cannot forbear 
from pressing it again. As the precise character of 
this act may not be familiar, allow me to remind 
the Senate, that it was an attempt to draw money 
from the Colonies through a stamp tax, while the 
determination of certain questions of forfeiture 
under the statute was delegated, not to the courts 
of common law, but to, courts of admiralty with- 
out trial by jury. This act was denounced in the 
Colonies at once on its passage, as contrary to the 
British Constitution on two principal grounds, 
identical in character ‘with the two chief grounds 
li on which the slave act is now declared to -be un- 
i! constitutional; first, as an assumption. by Parlia- 
| ment of powers not belonging to'it, and an, in- 
! 


| fraction of rights secured to the Colonies; and, 
secondly, as a denial of trial by jury in certain 
j| cases of property. . On these grounds the Stamp 
| Act was held to be an outrage. ° 

The Colonies were aroused. against it.  Vir- 
ginia first declared herself. by solemn resolutions, 
which the timid thought  treasonable;’? yes,'sir, 
‘treasonable;’’ even as that word is now applied 
i to recent manifestations of opinion in Boston, But 
| these “ treasonable’? resolutions soon found a 
| response. New York followed.. Massachusetts 
‘came next. Inan address from the Legislature to 
: the Governor, the true ground of opposition to the 
“Stamp Act, coincident with the two radical objec- 
tions to the Slave Act, are clearly set forth, with 
the following pregnant conciusion: 

« We deeply regret that the Parliament has seen fit to 
pass such an act as the Stamp Act; we flatter ourselves that 
the hardships of it will shortly appear to them in such a 
ght as shall induce them, in their wisdom, to repeal it; 
, the meantime, we must beg your Excellency to excuse 
: us from doing anything to assist in the execulton of it? 

The Stamp Act was welcomed in the Colonies 
by the Tories of that day precisely as the uncon- 
‘| stitutional Slave Act has been welcomed by im- 
| perious numbers among us. Hutchinson, at that 
i time Lieutenant Governor and judge in Massachu- 
i setts, wrote to Ministers in England: 


«The Stamp Actis. received with as much deeeney as 
i: eould be expceeted. It leaves: no room for evasion, and 


will execute itself?’ - 


{ 

| Like the judges of our. day, in charges to grand 
t juries he resolutely vindicated the act, and: ad- 
ij monished ‘*the jurors and the people” to. obey. 
if Like Governors in ougday, Bernard, in. his speech 
| to the Legislature of Massachusetts, demanded 
i unreasoning submission. ‘* I shall not,” says this 
| British Governor, “ enter into any disquisition of 
i| the policy of theact. I have only to say it is an 
j, act of the Parliament of Great Britain.” Like 
| marshals of our day, the officers of the customs 
|| are recorded as having made ‘ application for a 
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f 
military force to assist them in the execution of | 
thejr duty.” The elaborate answer of Massachu- 
setts—a. paper which is one of the corner-stones | 
‘of our history—drawn by Samuel. Adams, was 
pronounced “t the ravings of a parcel of wild enthu- 

siasts,’? even as recent proceedings in Boston, | 
resulting in the memorial before you, have been | 
characterized on this floor... Was I not right in | 
adducing this parallel? | 

The country was aroused against the execution | 

of the act. And here Boston took the lead. In | 

formal instructions to her Representatives, adopted Í 
unanimously in town meeting at Faneuil Hall, | 

the following rule of conduct was preseribed: ! 
4“ We, therefore, think it our indispensable duty, in jus- i 
tice to ourselves and posterity, as itis our undoubted priy | 
ilege, in the most open and unreserved, but decent and | 
respectful terms, to declare our greatest dissatisfaction with | 
this law. And we think it inewmbent upon you by no means | 
to join in any public measures for countenancing and assist: | 
ing in the execution of the same. But to use your best en- | 
deavors in the General Assembly to have the inherent in: | 
alienable rights of the people of this province asserted, and | 
vindicated, and left apon the publie record, that posterity | 
may never have reason to charge the present times with the 
guili of tainely giviug them away.” 

The opposition spread and deepened, and one | 
of its natural tendencies was to outbreak and vio- | 
lence. On one occasion in Boston it showed itself | 
in. the lawlessness of a mob, of a most formidable! 
character, even as is now charged. Liberty, in 
her struggles, is too often driven to force. But the 
town, at a public meeting in Faneuil Hall, called 
without delay, on the motion of the opponents of 
the Stamp Act, with James Otis as chairman, con- 
demned the outrage. Eager in hostility to the 
execution of the act, Boston cherished municipal 
order, and constantly discountenanced all tumult, 
violence, and illegal proceedings. On these two j 
grounds she then stood; and her position was 
widely recognized. In reply, March 27, 1766, to 
an address from the inhabitants of Plymouth, her 
own consciousness of duty done is thus expressed: 

« Ïf the inhabitants of Boston have taken the legal and 
warrantable measures to prevent thut misfortune of all 
others the most to be dreaded, the execution of the Stamp 

| “tet, and, axa necessary means of preventing it, have made 
any spirited applications for opening the custom-houses 
and courts of justice; if, at the same time, they have borne 
their testimony against oulrageous tumults and illegal pro- 
ceedings, and given auy example of the love of peace and 
good order, next to the consciousuess of having done theit 
duty is the satistaction of meeting wilh the approbation of 
any of their tellow-countrymen,” i 

. Thug was the Stamp Act annulled, even before 

its actual repeal, which was pressed with assi- 
duity, by petition and remonstrance, on the next 
meeting of Parliament: Among the potent influ- 
ences was the entire concurrence of the merchants, | 
and especially a remonstrance against the Stamp 
Act by the merchants of New York—like that 
now made against the Slave Act by the merchants 
of Boston. Some asked at first only for its modi- 
fication. Even James Otis began with this mod- 
erate desire. The King himself showed a dispo- | 
sition to yield to this extent. But Franklin, who 
was then in England, when asked whether the | 
Colonies would submit to the act, if mitigated in 
certain particulars, replied: “No, never, unless 
compelled by force of arms.” The great Com- 
moner, William Pitt, in an ever memorable speech, 
uttered words which fitly belong to this occasion. 
He said: 


“ Sir, I have been charged with giving birth to sedition in 
America. They have spoken their sentiments with free- 
dom against this unhappy act, and tliat freedom has become 
their erime. Sorry I am to hear the liberty of speech in 
this House impated as a erime, But the imputation shall | 
not discourage me. [tis a liberty I mean toexereise. No } 
gendeman ought to be afraid to exercise it. Eris a liberty | 
by which the gentleman who calumniates it might and ougbt | 

| 
f 
t 


to have profited. The gentleman tells us Amerien is ob- 
stinate; America is almost in open rebellion. i rejoice 
that Ainerica bas resisted ; three millions of people so dead 
to all the fectings of Jiberty, as voluntarily to submit to be 
slaves, would bave been fit instruments to make slaves of! 
ali the rest, F would not debate a particular point of law 
with the gentleman; but I draw my ideas of freedom from 
the vital powers of the British Constitution—not from the | 
crude and fallacious notions too much relied upon, as if we 
were butin the morning of liberty. [ can acknowledge no | 
veneration for auy procedure, law, or ordinance that is į 
repugnant to reason aud the first elements of our Constitu- | 
ton, The Americans have been wronged. They have j 
been driven to maduess, Upon the whole, I will beg leave | 
į 
| 
| 


to tell the House what is really my opinion. It is that ihe 
Stamp Act be repealed, absolutely, totally, and immediately, 
and tbat the reason for the repeal be assigned, because it | 


was founded on an erroneous principl 


, Thus spoke this great orator, at the time tute- 
lary guardian of American liberty. He was not 
unheeded, Within less than a year from its ori- 


| 


ginal passage, the Stamp Act—assailed as uncon- 
stitutional on the precise grounds on which we 
assail the existing slave act—was driven from the 
statute-book. : 

But, sir, the Stamp Act was, at most, an infringe- 
ment of civil liberty only, not of personal iiberty. 
It touched questions of property only, but not the 
personal liberty of any man. Under it no freeman 
could be seized asa siave. There was an unjust 
tax of a few pence, with the chances of amerce- 
ment by a single judge without jury; but by this 
statute no person could be deprived of that vital 
right of all, which is to other rights as the soul to 
the body—the right of a man to himself. As liberty 
is moze than property, as man is above the beasts 
that perish, as Heaven is higher than earth, so 
are the rights assailed by an American Congress 
above those once assailed by the British Parlia- 
ment; and just in this proportion must be our con- 
demnation of the Slave Act by the side of. the 
Stamp Act. And this will yet be declared by his- 
tory. 

I call upon you, then, to receive the memorial, 
and hearken to its prayer. All other memorials 
asking for changes in existing legislation are 
treated with respect, prompuy referred, and acted 
upon, This should not be ao exception. The 
memorial simply asks the repeal of an obnoxious 
statute, which is entirely within the competency 
of Congress. {t proceeds froma large number of 
respectable citizens whose autograph signatures 
are attached. It is brief and respectful in form; 
and, in its very brevity, shows that spirit of free- 
dom which should awaken a generous response. 
In refusing to receive it or refer it, according to 
the usage of the Senate, or in treating it with any 
indignity, you offer an affront, not only.to these 
numerous petitioners, but also to the great right 
of petition, which is here never more sacred than 
when exercised in behalf of freedom against an 
obnoxious statute. Permit me to add, that by 
this course you provoke the very spirit which you 
would repress. There is a certain plant which is 
said to grow when trodden upon. It remains to be 
seen if the Boston petitioners have not something 
of this quality. But this I know, sir: that the slave 
act, like vice, is of so hideous a mien, that ‘to 
be hated it needs only to be seen;”’ and the occur- 
rences of this day will make it visible and palpable 
to the people in new forms of injustice. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to 
know, as L came into the Senate Chamber since 
the discussion commenced, what is the proposi- 
tion before the body? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norrisin 
the chair.) The question is on the motion to refer 
the memorial to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, It becomes me, then, as chair- 
man of that committee, to say one or two words. 
I have never had any very great confidence in 
what is called the fugitive slave law. It became 
my duty certainly, as the organ of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to reporta bill outof which grew 
the present act known as the fugitive slave act. 
My opinion always has been, however, that, pri- 
marily, there ought to have been no fugitive slave 
act atall, but that, under the Constitution of a Con- 
federacy of slaveholding States—for these were 
slaveholding States at the time of the formation of 
the Constitution—each State was bound to perform 
its own duty in carrying out the mandates of 
that Constitution. The Constitution contained 
obligations of States as parties to see them per- 
formed; and if each State would do its full duty— 
the duty of compact-stipulation—in good faith, 
Congress, as the representatives of the States, 
would never have been ealled on to provide such 
a measure as the fugitive slave act. 

Now, I must be permitted to ask the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rockwett,] 
who has spoken in a temper that I somewhat 
commend, with his solemn declaration that the 
feeling which has been excited at the North by 
the passage of the Kansas and Nebraska bill can- 
not be extinguished; that the fires which have been 
kindled are to continue; does he suppose that any 
report made by the Committee on the Judiciary 
could appease a sentiment which has been ex- 
pressed, and, I believe, exaggerated by the speech 
of his colleague; aspeech whose whole style, tone, 
and character does not become a Senate, especially 
a Senate representing a constitutional Confeder- 
acy;a speech that I regard asa poor edition of 
his other speeches on the same subject? It might 


have suited for the 4th of July, which comes on 
in a few days. Do gentlemen. suppose, after the 
declarations which they have made, that any act 
or any measure, recommended by the Judiciary 
Committee, could satisfy the feelings of which 
they have given us such notice? Sir, { will not 
go into this matter; but there is one thing which 
| L wish to say in reply to the honorable gentleman 
who sits near me, (Mr. Sumyer.] When Faneuil 
Hall was illustrated by eloquence, and immor- 
talized by. patriotism; when Otis spoke, and John 
Hancock acted, and John Adams made the dec- 
Jarations which have been so much applauded by 
the gentleman, they were the representatives of 
i slaveholding States. They represented Massa- 
chusetis as she was—hardy, slaveholding Massa- 
chusetts. Sir, wheu,blood was shed upon the 
plains of Lexington and Concord, in an issue made 
by Boston, to whom was an appeal made, and 
from whom was it answered? The answer is found 
in the acts of slaveholding States—animis opibusque 
| parali. Yes, sir, the independence of America, 
| to maintain republican liberty, was won by the 
arms and treasure, by the patriotism and good 
| faith of slaveholding communities. 

Sir, the Senator has chosen to exhibit a good 
deal of sensibility upon abstract questions of lib- 
erty; but he knows that this Confederacy could 
not have been formed without a Constitution made 
by practical statesmen, in which New England’ 
entered into a compact with slaveholders. If the 
sentiments which he entertains now be the general 
sentiments of Boston and Massachusetts, itis a 
Commonwealth which ought not to belong to a 
| Confederacy of slaveholders, That ought to be 
their feeling. If they cannot associate with us, 
under a common Constitution, let them say so. 
Sir, the gentleman has made his declarations with 
much pomp, and, I must say, not with his usual 
taste; with a species of rhetoric which is intended, 
| suppose, to feed the fires of fanaticism which he 
has helped to kindle in his own State—a species 
of rhetoric which is not becoming the gravity of 
this body. Tet me tell him that when all those 
distinguished acts took place, to which he has 
alluded, they came from the organs of a public 
opinion representing peaceful wisdom—those who 
made compacts to observe them—those who could 
have their own, but could respect and conform to- 
the opinions of others. They were gentlemen. 

Perhaps, sir, I have said more than I ought to 
have said on this subject; but when gentlemen 
rise and flagrantly misrepresent history, as that 
gentleman has done, by a fourth of July oration, 
by vapid rhetoric, by a species of rhetoric which, 
I am sorry to say, ought not. to come from a 
scholar—a rhetoric with more fine color than real 
strength—I become impatient under it. | speak 
very differently of the other honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. RocrweLL.] He spoke 
; with cahnness, gravity, and dignity; and I at- 
tended to him. [lis warning would give me some 
understanding of the state of feeling which I would 
be inclined to respect. J respect a man who speaks 
under the sanction of responsibility which seemed 
to pervade that Senator’s bosom. He was the 
selected representative to. present the petition. 
He has discharged the office, and has spoken in 
i the soberness of one expressing conviction; and 
in that spirit—notas arhetorician, playing a part— 
I must regard his representations. If they shall 
be the prevailing sentiments of those for whom he 
has spoken, they make the issues of separation. 

I have never made a threat on this floor; but I 
will tell him that if these agitations go on, the con- 
sequence will be that an issue will be made be- 
tween the North and the South. Each section 
will become united—maintaining the position of 
units, Ido not undertake to indicate those things; 
but will say, if sectional agitation is to be fed by 


| 
i 
! 
| 
| 


|| such sentiments, such displays, and such things 


las come from the honorable gentleman near me, 
| [Mr. Sumver,}] I say we ought not to be in a 
| common Confederacy, and we should. be better off 
'withoutit. In such a state of things, I might well 
entertain feelings of respect for the gentleman—as 
representing a different confederacy. { will not 
suppose a hostile confederacy; but even if such 
should be its character—if I do not mistake the gen- 
tleman—he would extend to me the protection of 
an honorable and respected flag.” My condition is 
different when I am assailed by a confederate, 
j making war upon me under the covering of a co m- 


: S. 
i mon camp. In one, and a plain word, if the pro- 
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ceedings of this Senate are to be made the vehicle of 
denunciation or assault, the thing cannot be toler- 
ated. Sir, Í am understood to be somewhat an 
excitable man, but I have never here, on any occa- 
sion, made any remark which Lam not willing to 
qualify, and make conformable to the judgment 


which my responsible position would require of | 
me. I can, as I do, entertain strong feelings, but | 


they shall not find expression in violent threats. 
Such, I may well appeal to the Senate, has not 
been my habit. I have been betrayed into remarks 
not intended. i 

l rose, however, simply to say that, so far as 
regards myself, I am perfectly willing that this 
memorial shall be referred. If we respond to it 
by saying that the law should not be repealed, I 
do not think it is going to appease the feeling at 
the North, according to the expressions made-by 
honorable gentlemen; and if we say it shall be 
repealed, that certainly will not satisfy the coun- 
try. Then if the object be to make the issue be- 
tween the North and the South, let the issue come. 
Let it come with dignity; let it be met in calmness 
of spirit. I do not want any of these flaming 
speeches here, calculated to excite merely—to feed 
a flame without seeing whereit shall extend. No, 
sir, do not let us involve the country-in a contest 
to be decided by mobs—infuriated by the flaming 
speeches of servile orators. Let the proud civili- 
zation of the country never be committed to the 
chances of anarchy, let us live together under a 
constitution, or let us separate with purpose and 
dignity. 

l have said I am perfectly willing, so far as I 
am concerned, to let the memorial be referred; 
but I wish to ask the honorable Senator from 


Massachusetts, who presented it, [Mr. Rocx- || 


WELL,} a question; and I believe, from the.impres- 
sion which he made on me to-day, that he will 
answer it. If werepealthe fugitive slave law, will 
the honorable Senator tell me that Massachusetts 
will execute the provision of the Constitution with- 
out any law of Congress? Suppose we should take 
away all laws, and devolve upon the different 
States the duties that properly belong to them, I 
would ask that Senator whether, under the preva- 
lence of public opinion there, Massachusetts would 
execute that provision as one of the constitutional 
members of this Union? Would they send fugi- 
tives back to us after trial by jury, or any other 
mode? Will this honorable Senator [Mr. Sum- 
NER] tell me that he will do it? 


Mr. SUMNER. Does the honorable Senator | 
ask me if 1 would personally join in sending a fel- | 


low-man into bondage? ‘Is thy servant a dog, 
that he should do this thing?” : 

Mr. BUTLER. Theseare the prettiest speeches 
that I ever heard. [Laughter.] He has them 
turned down in a book by him, l believe, and he 


has them so elegantly fixed that I cannot reply to | 


them. ([Laughter.] ‘They are too delicate for my 
use. [Renewed laughter.] They are beautiful 
things; made in a factory of rhetoric somewhat of a 
peculiar shape. But, 1 must be permitted to say, not 
of adefinitetexture. Now, what does he mean by 
talking about his not being a dog? 
laughter.] What has that'to do with the Consti- 
tution, or the constitutional obligations of a State? 
{Laughter.] Well, sir, it was a beautiful senti- 
ment, no doubt, as he thought, and perhaps he 
imagined he expressed it with Demosthentan ab- 
ruptness and eloquence. [Laughter.] F asked 
him whether he would execute the Constitution 
of the United States without any fugitive slave 
law, and he answered me, is he a dog 


Mr. SUMNER. The Senator asked me if I 


would help to reduce a fellow-man to bondage? | 


1 answered him. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then you would not obey 
the Constitution. Sir, [turning to Mr. Sumyer,] 
standing here before this tribunal, where you 
swore to support it, you rise and tell me that you 
regard it the office of a dog to enforceit. You stand 
in my presence, as a coequal Senator, and tell me 


that itis a dog’s office to execute the Constitution | 


of the United States? 

Mr. PRATT. Which he has sworn to sup- 
port. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know you do not. But 
nobody cares about your recognitions as an indi- 


: eS i 
vidual; but as a Senator, and a constitutional rep- ii sure, 


[Continued | 


I recognize no‘such obliga- |. 


t; 
i 
i 


i 
ti 


resentative, you stand differently related to this | 
body. But enough of this. | 
Mr. MASON. ` I wish to inquire if a motion | 
has been made to refer this petition? i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending | 
question is on the motion to refer it to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. i 
Mr. MASON. I desire most respectfully to | 
know from what quarter that motioncame? What ! 

honorable Senator made-the motion? 
Mr. PRATT. - The honorable senator from 
Massachusetts who first spoke, (Mr. Rocxwett.] | 
Mr. MASON. The Senator who introduced the | 
petition. I had hoped, Mr. President, after the | 
compact (if I may so express it) which had been | 
entered into between the various States of the Con- į 
federacy in enacting this law, that debate would 
not again have arisen upon it; and I had hoped, 
also, that the dignity. of the American Senate | 
would not have been subjected to theassaults made ! 
on it this day by one who is a Senator from i 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.] I say, sir, the 
dignity of the American Senate has been rudely, 
wantonly, grossly assailed by a Senator from 
Massachusetts, and not only the dignity of the 
Senate, but of the whole people, trifled with in the 
presence of the American Senate, either ignorantly | 
or corruptly—I do notknow which, nor do L care. | 
Sir, that Senator said that the law for.the recla- | 
| 


mation of fugitive slaves denied to a citizen the 
privilege of the habeas corpus, which was. secured | 
to him by the Constitution. ` [ repeat, such a dec- į 
laration in reference to that law was made, either ! 
ignorantly or corruptly, for corrupt purposes. | 
There is nothing like it inthelaw. The law does | 
not deny the privilege of the habeas corpus; and if 
it did, it would have been a dead letter. | 

Why, sir, the experience under the law ‘is, that | 
the habeas corpus issues, and there is nothing in: 
the law which says to the contrary; and yet.the | 
Senator, discharging what, I suppose, he considers | 
his duty to those who sent him here, has had the | 
temerity to declare that this law violated the Con- | 
stitution in refusing the habeas corpus. Sir, this: 
writ is to inquire only into the legality of the de- 
tention, and the law so recognizing it bases its 
provisions only upon the question of the legality 
of the detention; and if it 1s proved that the fugi- 
tive was held to service, or labor, and did escape, 
whether justly so held or no, under the Constitu- 
tion, he is to be returned whence he escaped. Sir, ! 


the proof establishes the legality of the arrest and | 


detention, and is an answer to the writ of habeas | 
corpus; and in this the fugitive slave law does not | 
depart from the policy regulating the administra- | 
tion of all penal law. One arrested as a fugitive | 
from justice is entitled, on his arrest, to a habeas 
corpus—for what? To determine whether he com- 
mitted the offense with which he was charged, at | 
the place whence he escaped? Certainly not; | 
but to determine only whether he was so charged | 
in proper form of law to authorize his detention | 
until a trial could be had; and proof that he was | 
so charged is then, also, an answer to the habeas | 
corpus, and he must be remanded without in- | 
quiring whether the charge is true or false. 
1 do not know whether the Senator claims to be | 
a jurist; | know not his position at home; but 1 | 
know something of his associations there from | 
his language here. Sir, he has denounced a gen- | 
tleman from Virginia who goes under the pro- 
tection of the Constitution, and the sanction of | 
the law into his State, to reclaim his property. | 
Efe has the boldness to speak hereof sucha man | 
as “a slave-hunter from Virginia’? Sir, my 
čönstituents need no vindication from me from 
such a charge, coming from such a quarter. The 
Senator from Massachusetts, in the use of such 
vulgar language here, betrays the vulgarity of his 
associations at home; and shall it be tolerated in 
the American Senate? Yes, sir, agentleman from 
the South, who goes under the protection of that 


| Constitution which the Senator has sworn to sup- ji 
| port, and which he just now declared he would be 
! a dog to execute or to recognize; a gentleman from | 


tion of the Constitution and the sanction of the 
law, to reclaim his property, may be subject to | 
vulgar denunciation, but only by vulgar men. i 


| 
Virginia who goes to his State under the protec- 
i 


Mr. President, I differ from the honorable Sen- | 
ator from South Carolina, (Mr. Burter,} who 
said, as I understood him, that this law had not | 
done its office. Sir, it has done its office. To be | 


f Š z | 
there are instances where it has been violated | 


by. brutal mobs, as there are: instances of other 
laws being evaded by ienavery, or silenced by 
brute force; but £ say the Jaw has done its office 
well, done iton a recent memorable occasion: in 
the very city of Massachusetts which the Senator 
claims so worthily to represent; but the enlight- 
ened patriotism of most of. whose. citizens, I be- 
lieve, think ofhimas! do. Inthat.city, within the. 


‘| last fortnight, it has done its office, and done itin 


the presence of a mob, which that Senator and-his 
associates roused and inflamed: to the ver} verge 
of treason, subjecting them to traitors’ doom 
while he and his associates sat here and kept them- 
selves aloof from danger. Yes, sir, it was executed 
under these circumstances, and executed by that 
power that is bound to execute it—the Govern- 
ment of the whole United States. 

Mr. President, | did not think I could have 
been drawn into a debate on this subject. F 
should not haveengaged in it but that I thought it 
right to vindicate the law from the misconstruc- 
tion which was placed on it by the honorable Sen- 
ator, before the country, in reference to the habeas 
corpus. But,.sir, I may say neither that law nor 
i any other law could require vindication from at- 
| tacks made by one mad enough to announce to 
the American Senate and the American people, 
that although the Constitution provides that fugi- 
tives from service shall be surrendered up, he 
would recognize himself as a dog were he to exe- 
cute that provision. He has said so in the pres- 
ence of that American Senate who witnessed his 
oath to support, protect, and defend that same 
Constitution, and his appeal to his God to witness 
the truth and sincerity of his purpose, Why, sir, 
am I speaking of a fanatic, one whose reason is 
| dethroned! Can-such.a one expect to make im- 
| pressions upon the American people from his 
| vapid, vulgar declamation here, accompanied. by 
a declaration that he would violate his oath now 
recently taken? 

Well, sir, that Senator attempted to institute a 
comparison between the StampAct, resisted by our 
common ancestry, and resistance to the fugitive 
slave law. Sir, he was well answered by the hon» 
orable and distinguished Senator from South Car- 
olina, that in those days the people he represents 
now were slaveholders. I cannot believe he rep- 
resents them now, although they are slaveholders 
no longer. Sir, | think-I might venture upon the 
office of vindicating his own people from the asper- 
sions their representative has cast on them. Let. 
the honorable Senator remember that he says he 
would be a dog to surrender a fugutive slave, 
although the Constitution imposes the duty on his 
States and he has sworn to obey it. 

Let me recall him to that page in our history 
which shows that, by the vote of Massachusetts, 
and the other New England States, the interdict 
was placed in this very Constitution: against pro- 
hibiting the African slave trade. Sir, the New 
England States at that day, with Massachusetts 
at their head, knowing. that the first.act of the 
American Congress would be to prohibit the 
African slave trade, voted, all of them, to take 
that power from Congress, so as to continue the 
slave trade for twenty years after its adoption, 
and up to the year 1808. These are the people | 
whom he dares now to say, before the American 
Senate, would be depraved, and sinful, and mean, 
and odious, and dogs, if they recognized even the 
existence of slavery! Whatmore did they do? 
Why, sir, they enjoyed that trade, as.the carriers 
of the ‘slaves from Africa; through those twenty 
years for which they. had stipulated in the Con- 
stitution. They brought the slaves over, and 
within a recent period suits have been brought in 
southern States on bonds executed on the pur- 
chase of slaves from these very New England siavé 
importers. r 

Now, Mr. President, I þelieve the Senate will 
agree with me that, unworthy as the occasion may 
be, it is difficult to be silent; yet, I confess, Í 
almost feel that I owe an apology to the Senate 
for having spoken in this debate. J] know I shall 
owe an apology to those who sent me here for 
noticing it from such a quarter and in such a 

resence. 


i 
H 
Mr. PETTIT. [have lived to witness:to-day 
| 


what I had hoped E should not live to witness. F 
had hoped that the silent clod would have covered 
me before I should hear fall from the lips of a 
Senator who had sworn to.support the Constitu- 
i tion of the United States, an avowal that he would 
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not support it; an avowal- that he disregarded all 
such obligations, that it-was as dross with him. 
Mr. President, I have no objection to the recep- 
tion, or the proposed reference of this petition. I 
have always maintained the unlimited right of the 
people to memorialize or petition Congress in any. 


form, for any object that might be constitutionally | 


acted upon. here.: That we may constitutionally 
repeal, or modify. the existing, or any other 
fugitive slave law, there can be no doubt. That 
the law as it is, is constitutional, I entertain-no 
doubt: That we have the constitutional power 
to make it less.rigid, or more rigid, or to:abrogate 
it entirely, there can be no question. The pro- 


osed reference of the petition is, E think, the |! 


egitimate one. However ready 1 may be to say 
that I would not grant the prayer of a petition 
which is sent here, I cannot be induced to throw 
the least, barrier in the way of the reception and 
proper reference of any petition in regard to any 
subject upon which we may constitutionally and 
legitimately act. 


Nay, sir, I go further. I believe that to-day, if | 


the people of Massachusetts, or the people of any 


other portion of this country, should send ina} 
petition, and it should be laid: upon your table, | 
and its reference moved to the Judiciary Commit- | 
tee, of which I have the honor to bea member, | 
praying that this body should expel a member | 


who had sworn to support the Constitution—the 
sacred. bond. of our Union—and in our faces, in 
open Senate, had disowned it, and positively as- 
serted that he would not enforce it, | should vote 
for its reception, I should vote for: its reference, 


but I will not say how I should report on it, though | 


Lam inclined to-think E should report in favor of 


granting their prayer and expelling that member. | 
Sir, Senators arc not to be tolerated here, who, | 


openly and boldly, in the face of the country and 
of the Senate, say that they would violate their 
oaths. Sir, (addressing Mr. Sumyer,] in stepping 
to that desk, laying your hand upon the Gospel 
of God, swearing that you would support the 
Constitution, and placing the book to your lips, 
giving sealand assurance that your heart as wellas 
your lips acquiesced in what you said, you made 
no reservation of any clause, any article, any sec- 
tion, any line, or any word. No mental reserva- 


tion could be allowed. You swore that you would |; 


support alland singular, each and every part from 
beginning to end, the commencement and the end- 
ing inclusive; and you now in the face of your 
peers—peers, did | say, E hate to use the word— 
are the first in the Senate of the United States to 
openly declare you would violate the oath you 
have taken, and the bond of Union your ancestors 
made for you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will addresa the Chair. 

Mr. PETTITT. Lam certainly not out of or- 
der. 
sent here, T should be willing to receive and refer 


it, and if referred ta my committee, I should be | 
willing to act on ity though I will not say how I | 
It is suggested to me that he could | 


would act. 2 
not have taken his seat if he had made such a re- 
servation at the time of taking the oath, and that 

he ought not to hold it after he makes the reserva- 
tion. s : 

Mr. President, I should have taken no part in 
this discussion, but for a reference made to me by 
tbe Senator from Massachusetts, an allusion un- 
derstood by every Senator, and by the country. 
I have not uttered here or elsewhere anything to 
retract. ‘I have nothing to withdraw. ‘I never 


tread backwards,” butalways go onward, unless I ji 


meet a barrier that stops me. That Senator has 
said that if those things go on, it will becomea 
common saying, as it has already- been said.on 


this floor, that the Declaration of Independence is |: 


a self-evident lie. $ 
Mr. President, Jet me for a moment turn you to 


that clause of the Declaration of Independence to |! 


“Web 


which reference is made. What is it? 
hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men 


are created equal’’—not born equal, as many say | 
and as many state it in the newspapers—‘‘ that | 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain : 


unalienable rigùts; that among these are life, lib- `: à enri 
i E had rather ask you, Mr. President, for I think į; 


and he might answer į 


erty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 


the Abolitionists of the country, made it a self 


I say if such a petition or memorial were Í 


In aspeech | 
which I made here some time ago, upon the Ne- | 
braska bill, T said that the construction put upon | 
this clanse of the Declaration of Independence by i; 


| evident lie instead of a self-evident truth. From 


i| that position 1 do not withdraw, but l boldly as- 


T 
ji 
i 


| sert it again. 


was.not talking aboutindividuals; he was not talk- 
ing of the Senator or his progenitors from Massa- 
' chusetts; he-was not talking about the white or 


| but he was talking about aggregated, congregated 
| bodies, collections, and associations of men. He 
| had reference to collectionsof men when they had 
| become sufficiently numerous to form independent 
| States. Then it was, according to his ideas, that 
| they, as collections and associations of men, had 
| equal political rights with all other similar associ- 
: ations or collections of men. In no other light 
| did Jefferson ever dream that he was speaking in 
| that portion of the Declaration. Will you say to 
me that Mr. Jefferson, himself a slaveholder, the 


by saying that his African negro slave, who was 
born his slave, created his slave, begotten his 
slave, who was his slave during the whole course 
of gestation, was created his, Jefferson’s, equal? 
He never dreamed of such a thing. 

Sir, the Senator named an African who was 


dom in the streets of Boston. I willnot pretend to 
say whether that African was the superior of the 
Senator. from Massachusetts, or the Senator his 
superior; but they. were not, in my judgment, 
| equals in life or equals in death. They were not 


equally beautiful in death. 


of Independence any other construction than that 
which I have given-it, is an evident, a self-evident, 
a palpable lie. Whatis the language? That ‘all 
men are created equal.” Are they created equally 
tall, equally broad, equally long, equally short ? 


ated physically equal? Are they created mentally 
equal? Are they created morally equal? 
in no one of these several instances are all men 
created equal. - You cannot go beyond the mo- 
ment when they first respire their native air. At 
that time you see presented to you the imbecile in 


him, the same day’s birth, 
| ness, strength, wisdom, and beauty. In no one 
instance, therefore, is there perfect equality among 
men, if you regard them as individuals. As na- 


perfect equality as to the formation of their govern- 
ment, and the rights and domestic duties that shall 
be established among them. [ask that Senator— 
you, who to-day have stultified yourgelf—you, 
who have said that the solemn oath which you 
took at that stand, administered by the President 
of this body upon the holy Evangelists of God, 


asseveration—you, who have said to-day that 
you would spit upon that oath, would disregard 
its obligations—— 

Mr. SUMNER, Never! never! 

Mr. PETTIT. You, who denied it; denied 
its power to bind you; you, who said you would 
‘not maintain the Constitution of the United 
| States 
| Mr. SUMNER. I said I recognized no obli- 
| gation in the Constitution of the United States 
|: to bind me to help to reduce a man to slavery. 

Mr. PETTIT. Task you, do you claim to be 
the equal of your revolutionary sires? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
li must address the Chair, not the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. PETTIT. 


! the Senator from Massachusetts, with this odium 


| on his lips, is the equal of his revolutionary sires? 
; I do not know that he had any, properly speak- 
: ing, but I take it m a State point of view. 


: was the first martyr in the great cause of liberty, 
i of freedom, and union; whose blood was the first 
+ to cement the union of these States, on Bonker’s 


_ of those men? Is he, sir, the equal of those men? 


you would answer “no,” 


‘© yes.” 3 
| Now, Mr. President, I come down to later 
il times. There is no distinction between moral, 


Sir, Mr. Jefferson, in penning that instrument, |) 


the black race, the Caucasian or the African race; | 


descendant of a European, would stultify himself || 


among the first that was slain in the contest for free- | 


harmonious and beautiful in life, nor will they be | 


Now, sir, to give this clause of the Declaration ; 


Are they created politically equal? Are they cre- | 


I say, | 


mind, weak in body, dwarf in size; while, beside | 
ou see power, great- | 


tions, as collections of men, they have a right to |; 


kissing the book, giving seal and sanction to your | 


The Senator | 


Task the Chair, then, whether į 


Is he; 
the equal of Adams, of Hancock, of Warren, who | 


hill, to which he has referred? Are you the equal i 


i man? When will the Senator get to himself the 
i proud reputation of the “ Expounder of the Con- 
| stitution,” ‘the Godlike Daniel,” the mighty 
| giant intellect of Webster? He will get to him- 
| self, instead, the odious, withering, blighting, and 
l! blistering name of ‘*contemner and despiser of 
i the Constitution, who refused to maintain, sup- 
| port, and indorse it.” Does: that. Senator pre- 
| 
{ 
i 


terid to say: that, mentally, there is no difference? 
” as 
 nolitically.”? You might as well say that all 
; men are created mentally equal as to say that all 
| men are created politically equal. Neither of 
| those words is in it; and, therefore, it. applies as 
much to mental as it does to political equality. 

Sir, men come to the earth, they make their ap- 
pearance upon it, with mental powers, but with 
no political rights, and I may therefore say with 
more propriety that Jefferson intended to say they 
were created mentally instead of politically equal.. 
At the earliest creation there are evidences of men- 
| tality without any political rights whatever, Then 
is the Senator the equal of Webster, who has lefta 
name, a monument, and a fame, I will not say un- 
surpassable, but unequaled in strength, and power, 
and durability by any other American Senator? 
{ believe that as a mere mental man—and I speak 
of him inno other capacity--Webster had not his 
equal on this continent, if he had in Europe, or 
upon any other continent. Ts that Senator his 
equal? He might as well say that the jackal is 
the equal of the lion, or that the buzzard is the 
equal of the eagle. 

When you, sir, {addressing Mr. Sumner] find 
no man beneath you; when those who are near 
you—your own class of men—can find no man 
beneath you; when you shall claim as your equal 
the man who roils in the gutter, whom God has de- 
prived in his own organization and creation of all 
mental power and capacity; when you shall claim 
that he who wallows in the gutter with the vilest 
and most worthless is your equal, then your inter- 
pretation of the doctrine is true. Let me go fur- 
ther. If the Almighty even intended to create the 
Senator the equal with the mighty and lamented 
Webster, | must:be allowed to say that He made 
a gross blunder and a most egregious mistake. 
How, then, is it that men are all equal, and are 
created equal? When we first see them, they are 
unequal. They grow up unequal. They have 
not equal political rights. Will that Senator say 
that this equality consists in political rights? 
Then he says that the serf of the Autocrat of 
Russia is his equal in everything and he the serf’s 
equal. If so, they ought to change stations, per- 
haps. I say they are not equal, and were not 
created equal. 

Was that Senator, created a free-born citizen of 
Massachusetts, created as such a member of this 
: great Republic and Confederation, and yet was 
he created no more than equal with the southern 
slave upon a southern plantation? Was he created 
precisely equal with the most ignorant of the ig- 
norant hordes that inhabit any portion of the hab- 
itable globe? Was he created only equal with the 
veriest and lowest serfs of the Emperor Nicholas ? 
When the time shall come when he avows that 
there is no degradation, no weakness of intellect, 
no physical, moral, or mental development beneath 
his own, then he may assert the truth of his dogma 
ii and his declaration. Sir, l am inclined to believe 
that, ina moral point of view, that Senator cannot 
i find one beneath himself, taking his own, declara- 
tion to-day. He who will swear here in this body, 
if appealing to God for the truth of what he says, to 
support the Constitution of the Union, and then 
boldly proclaim that he will not do it, has sunk, 
in my estimation, to a depth of humiliation and 
degradation which it would not be enviable for the 
|. veriest serf or the lowest of God’s creation to oc- 
cupy. It may bein that point of view the Sen- 
i: ator regards all others as his equal; but there are 
ii some who are not willing to regard that Senator 
as their equal, and who will never be coerced into 
ii any such admission. 


i You might as well interpolate ‘mentally 


| 
| 
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Mr. DIXON t 
the solicitation of several Senators; and |i 
The Senate adjourned. i 


1854. 
obtained the floor, but yielded a qi 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Monday, June 26, 1854. I 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m) Prayer || 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. f 
The Journal of Saturday was read andapproved. || 


MARTHA WASHINGTON CASE. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is a motion to suspend the rules, laying over from 
Monday last, for the purpose of allowing the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Briss] to introduce a bill 
“to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a special agent to investigate and bring to 
justice certain offenders against the laws of the | 
“United States, and making an appropriation of 
$15,000 for that purpose. ?”? 

The bill, which was read for information, pro- || 
vides that, whereas, there is probable cause” to || 

t 


believe that an extensive combination exists in 
the western States, having for its object the com- 
mission of crimes against the laws of the United 
States; and in pursuance of which, such crimes 
have been committed; therefore, the Secretary of | 
the Treasury is authorized to appoint a special | 
agent, af such cornpensation as he may deem | 
proper, to investigate and bring to justice the said 
offenders, and for that purpose the sum of $15,000 
is appropriated: Provided, That the said duties of 
said special agent shall determine on the Ist of 
July, 1856, and that the Secretary shail report to | 
Congress an account of the disposition of said 
sum, 

The question was fhen taken upon the motion | 
to suspend the rules; and it was decided in the | 
negative—two thirds not voting in favor thereof. [| 


SURVEYS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following joint resolution; which | 
was read a first and second time by its title: 

Joint resolution directing the connection of the 
public surveys in Alabama with the boundary 
line between the States of Alabama and Florida. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. The object of the res- 
olution is to have surveyed the lands on the bound- 
ary line between Alabama and Florida. The line 
between these two States has been recently settled 
and acquiesced in upon the part of both States. | 
The section lines have not been extended to the | 
boundary lines upon the part of Alabama. On | 
the part of Florida, this work has been done. Ii 
now desire to give authority to the General Land į 
Office here to have these surveys made. There is 
no conflict of interests. There is no appropria- 
tion necessary to carry out the work. I have 
been written to by constituents to get these sur 
veys made, that they may be enabled to purchase 
a portion of those lands. { hope there will be no 
objection made to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HAVEN. ‘This resolution makes no ap- 
propriation. {tisonly to have surveys made. Í 
hope it will be passed. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

` THE LATE MEXICAN TREATY. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I propose now, if the House 
will indulge me, to move asuspension of the rules 
for the purpose of going into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, with a view 
of taking up House bill (No. 405) to enable the 
President to execute the third article of the recent 
treaty with Mexico. We have a very short time | 
in which we can act upon that bill, and I hope | 
that the House will act upon it in one way or the | 

i 
i 
i 


| 


other at the earliest possible moment. f 

Mr. PECKHAM. Before that motion is put, į 
I desireto ask the unanimous consent of the House | 
to offer the following resolution: i 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and i 
he is hereby, requested, if notinconsistent with the public j 
interests, to communicate to this House copies of all in- : 
structions to our Minister to Mexico, Mr. Gadsden, and of | 
all correspondence between this Government and him, | 
touching of concerning the treaty between this Govern- 
mentand Mexico, of the 80th of December last, and the 
subject-matter thereof. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object to that resolution. |; 
It comes here too late for the House to act upon it. i 


| territory, until it shall first have conside 
| was a breach of the privileges of this Mouse in negotiating į 


i! constitutional right and duty of the House of F 


; carrying such treaty into effect, and to dete 
thereon, as, in their judgment, may be most conducive to | 


Mr. PECKHAM. I move to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling me to offer it,- 
The SPEAKER. There is already a motion 
pending to suspend the rules to go into the Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, which 


will take precedence of the gentleman’s motion. |) 


Both motions being of equal dignity, the one first 


ji made must be first put. 


Mr. BENTON. T have a question to make 


| which, I think, will take precedence of both mo- 


tions. I propose now to make the motion of 


; which I gave notice some days ago, of the privi- 


leges of this House. It is one which, I appre- 
hend, takes precedence of all other motions, and 
especially does it take precedence of that now 


made, to go into Committee of the Whole for the | 


purpose of taking up this bill. IfI am right in 


my apprehension of the dignity and of the obli- | 
ations which attach to the privilege I shall plead, | 


o 
D 


l will go on and state my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman’s motion before he decides as to the ques- 
tion of privilege, 


Mr. BENTON. I have reduced to writing the 


: points of privilege which [ make to the House, 
¿in order to avoid any misconception or misap- 


prehension. 


Resolved, That the House will not consider the question 
of: appropriating $10,000,000 to carry into effect the Mexican 
treaty of December 30, 1853, for the acqui m Of foreign 
whether there 


and concluding said treaty; nor until after the House shalt 


| have obtained full information on the negotiation and con- 
t clusion of said treaty. 


Resolved, ‘hat the suid treaty, depending for its execu- 
tion on a law of Congress to be passed on asubject submit- 
ted by the Constitution to the power of Congress, it is the 
presenta- 
xpediency of 
ming and act 


tives to deliberate on the expediency ori 


the public good. 


That is copied from the resolutions adopted by 
the House of Representatives, in the year 1796, 
after President Washington had refused to com- 
municate papers to the House on that subject. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman is through 
with his question of privilege 

[Cries of ** Wait until he is heard on it !”] 

Mr. HOUSTON. As faras the gentleman has 
gone, I desire the decision of the Chair. 

(Cries of “Order !’?} 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am in order, and I know 
what I am doing. [havea right to state my point 
to the Chair. 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, sir, I want the de- 
cision of the Speaker whether the question of the 


i gentleman from Missouri is such a qitestion of 


privilege as will arrest the privilezed motion 
which | have submitted for the adoption of the 
House? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers first to |) 


hear the additional resolution. ‘There were three 
of them, as the gentleman from Missouri an- 
nounced. The Chair will then be able to decide 
at once. 

Under the circumstances, the gentleman from 
Missouri will excuse the Chair from indicating 
that remarks should be dispensed with until the 
question of order or privilege is presented. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, sir; good. The third 
resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That the admission of new States into the ! 


Union being a question exclusively granted to Congress by 


| the Constitution, any treaty stipulation for the acquisition 
; of foreign territory with a right to be admitied as a State, 


without authorization from Congress, is a breach of the 
privileges of that body, a violation of the Constitution, and 
itlegal and void. 

Resolved, Thata purchase of foreign*territory by the 
Federal Government not having been provided ior in. the 


Constitution, @ concurrence of the legislative and execu: | 


tive departments of the Government —the former by an act 


of Congress, the latter by a treaty stipalation—is necessary | 
to the consummation of the act, and has been so heldin 


the purchase of Louisiana, Florida, and California. 

Resolved hat the House of Representatives has a right 
to the information which would enable it to judge the 
merits of the Mexican treaty in its le; tive consideration 
thereof; and that the President be respectfully requested 
to furnish to the House of Representatives a copy of the 
Instructions under which the sune was negotiated, and of 
the correspondence to which it gave rise, and of ail other 
papers connected with the subject—th 
communicated confidentially, if, in the o 
ident, the public good may not admit of 
Heation. 


These are the points, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matter 


on of the Pres- 
eir preseut pub- 


id eòpies to be | 


introduced. by the gentleman from. Missouri is 
rather-for.the consideration of the body, in connec- 
tion with the bill referred to, than for the decision 
of the, Chair, as a question of privilege. If, for 
| any reason, the gentleman from Missouri should 
propose to impeach the President :of the United 
States, or any other officer, it: would not-be for the 
Chair to inquire into the validity: of. the- reasons 
given; but-the proposition itself would involve a 
question of high privilege, and would take preced- 
ence. The Chair, therefore, overrules tha ques- 
tion of privilege made by the gentleman from 
Missouri, being unable to.see in the papers pre- 
sented any question of privilege, as the gentleman 
from Missouri has done. ba 

The question now recurs upon the motion made 
by the gentleman from Alabama, that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GAMPBELL. Would it be in: order to 
move a suspension of the rules to enable the hon- 
orable gentleman from Missouri to submit his 
question of privilege? i 
| The SPEAKER. There is already pending.a 
| motion to suspend the.rules, which will take pre- 
i cedence of any motion to suspend for another 
i| purpose. 
i Mr. CAMPBELL. _I suggest, then, that after 
that motion is disposed of, a motion be made to 
l suspend the rules, tọ enable the gentleman from 
Missouri to submit -his question of privilege. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine... I. would in- 
quire whether it. would not be in order to move to 
| suspend the rules, to enable the House to consider 
| a resolution which may be offered ? 
| The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 


H 


The Chair, upon a former occasion, stated that a 
| motion to suspend the rales to go into the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and a 
motion to suspend the rules for the introduction 
of a bill, or for any othér purpose, were of equal 
j dignity, and would be so considered by the Chair, 
and put in the order of time in which they were 
i; made. eS 

: Mr. WASHBURN. I would ask the Chair if 
| he did not decide, that inasmuch as the rules of the 
| House could not be suspended except upon Mon- 
day, a motion for that purpose would take preced- 
ence? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair only indicated at 
the moment such a view of the subject, but cor- 
| rected it very soon after he made the decision. 


SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I desire the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] to yield me the 
| floor for a few minutes to makea statement. It 
| hasnorelation to the matter now before the House. 
il have received some information lately, which 
renders it necessary that { should go home at an 
| early day. What I desire to say will not occupy 
more than four or five minutes; and probably [ 
| may not trouble the House soon, if at all, during 
| the remainder of the session. 
| [Cries of “Agreed !?? “Agreed !”] 

‘(| Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave no objection to the 


i} 
| 


| ` 
| gentleman from Tennessee being allowed to make 
i the statement he desires to make, if it gives rise 
i 
i 


: to no debate, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
tatement. 

General assent was expressed by the TIouse, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I will 
tate to the House that I hold in my hand a paper 
which, had it been forwarded to me at an. earlier 
day, I should have taken. great pleasure in pre- 
enting to this body. It did not reach me, how- 
i; ever, until this morning. It is the memorial of 
‘i the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, adopted 
| in February, 1854. It relates to a subject which I 
‘| shall bring before the House whenever I can do so 
‘ consistently with the other public business which 
s now before us, and which, under the rules, will 
have to be first considered. f beg leave to state 
ii the contents of the paper very briefly, and let it 
go to the Clerk’s desk. I will not insist on its 
being read. 

The House will recollect that some time ago 
Congress ceded to the States of Missouri and 
(| Arkansas a vast quantity of low swamp lands. 
|i In consequence of such-ceasion, these States have 
|| leveed the right bank of the Mississippi river, and 
li ths result has been to increase the amount of 
|j overflow on the left bank of the river; In con- 


1 
1 


itis merely to make a 
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sequence thereof, a large number of my constitu- | 
ents have been materiaily injured by means of the | 
increased quantity of water thrown on their lands | 
in that portion of Tennessee. The Legislature of |; 
the State has therefore adopted a memorial pray- | 
ing Congress to take the matter into consideration. || 

1 will simply say that the action of Congress, in || 

ceding these lands.to Arkansas and Missouri, and | 
which led'to leveeing the right bank of the Mis- 
sissippi river, opposite the State of Tennessee, 
has:caused great injury to that portion of my con- 
stituents who own lands on the left bank of the 
Mississippi river; and at the proper time, when I 
ean do so consistently with the other public busi- 
“ness, I shall bring the matter before the House, | 
and shall most respectfully ask the House to take | 
the whole subject into consideration. In the mean 
time | content myself with simply presenting this | 
memorial, and asking that it may be printed, i 
and, for the present, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I would ask the Chair 
whether, afier we have got into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, either of | 
these resolutions. offered by the gentleman from | 
Missouri and myself can be introduced or adopted? ; 

The SPEAKER. Neither ‘of them can be || 
adopted after the House has gone into committee. į 

The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Houston; and it was agreed to. | 

The House thereupon resolved itself into the | 
Committee ofthe W hole on thestate of the Union, | 
1 
1 


~” 


(Mr. Disyey in the chair.) : 


THE MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I movethat || 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill be laid 
aside for the present, and that the committee take | 
up bill of this Flouse, No. 405, “to enable the 
President of the United States to execute the third 
article of the recent treaty with Mexico.” 

Mr. PECKHAM. 1 would inquire if that bill | 
is the bill next in order upon the Calendar after | 
the civil and diplomatic bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. PECKHAM,. Then I ask if it isin order 
for the committee to lay aside all the bills before | 
that one by one motion? | 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I inquire of 
the Chair whether it is in order to Jay aside this 
bill, and take up the bill indicated by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, without previously laying 
aside all the other bills, one at a time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, 
that it will be found that, according to the 80th rule 
of the House, appropriation bills have precedence 
over all other bills on the Calendar, They stand 
in the position of privileged bills. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that the rule may 
be read. 

The rule was read, as follows: i 

“ General appropriation bills shall be in order in prefer- 
ence to any other bills of a public nature, unless otherwise 
ordered by a majority of the House.” | 

Mr. WASHBURN, My inquiry is, whether | 
this bill is to be regarded in the light of a general 
appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesita- 
tion in deciding that it is. 

The Chair will hold, in the present case, that | 
the first question pending before the committee is 
apon the motion to lay aside the civil and diplo- 
matic bill. If that question should be decided in 
the affirmative, the question will then arise, accord- 
ing to the rule just read, upon laying aside such 
general appropriation bills as stand upon the Cal- | 
endar, intervening between the civil and diplo- j 
matic bill and the bill indicated by the gentleman 
from Alabama; and all other bills, being inferior 
bills, will be passed over as a matter of course. 
The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay aside the civil and diplomatic bill; and it 
was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. i 
| 
H 
i 


I now move to take up bill 
No. 405. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the ij 
impression that the true constřaction of the 80th i 
rule will require a special motion to dispose of the | 
bills intervening between:the civil and diplomatic |! 
bill and bill No. 405, to which the gentleman re- | 
fers. fi 


Mr. HOUSTON. I think if the Chair will re-4 
flect a moment he will agree with me in my view | 


of this matter. The chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or any gentleman who has 
the management of an appropriation bill, has 
been, by universal consent and the practice of 
this House, allowed to indicate the bill he de- 
sired to take up. Such has been the universal 
practice. The appropriation bills have precedence 
over other bilis; and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means has always. been al- 


i lowed the privilege of indicating the order in į 


which he desires to have them taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
what the practice has been; but objection being 
now made to such disposition of the bills upon 
the Calendar, the Chair is compelled to carry out 
the proper construction.of the rule, as he under- 
stands it. f 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Thelatter clause 
of the 78th rule settles that matter. The rule says: 

In preparing bills of appropriations for other objects, 
the Committe: of Ways and Means shall notinclade appro- 
priations for carrying into effect treaties made by the United 
States ; and where an appropriation bill shali be referred 
to them for their consideration which contains appropria- 
tions for carrying a treaty into effect, and for other objects, 
they shall propose such amendments as shall prevent ap- 
propriations for carrying a treaty into effect being ineluded 
in the same bill with appropriations for other objects.’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think there is no objection. 
Thope the Chair will put the question upon taking 
up the bill | have indicated. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


House bill (No. 405) ‘to enable the President | 


of the United States to fulfill the third article of the 


|| treaty between the United States and the Mexican | 
Republic, of the 30th of December, 1853, as | 
amended by the Senate of the United States,” | 


was accordingly taken up and read in extenso. 

It provides that $10,000,000 be appropriated, to 
enable the President of the United States to fulfill 
the stipulation ‘in the third article of the treaty 


j| between the United States and the Mexican Re- 


public, of December 30, 1853, as subsequently 
amended by the Senate of the United States; of 
which sum $7,000,000 are to be paid on the ex- 
change of the ratifivations of said treaty, and the 
remaining $3,000,000 as soon as the boundary line 
shall be surveyed, marked, and established. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to amend the bill 
by striking out all after the word “ treaty,” 


J A 
il the eleventh line, as follows: 


And the remaining three millions as soon as the boundary 
line shail be surveyed, marked, and established. 

Mr. Chairman, | offer this amendment for the 
purpose of opening up the bill, in the proper form, 
for discussion. The bill which has just been 
read, as well as the message of the President of the 
United States accompanying the treaty, were laid 
upon the tables of the members of the House on 
Friday or Saturday last; and, therefore, it would 
be useless for me to remind the committee that, 
according to the stipulations of the treaty itself, 
the ratifications have to be exchanged by the 30th 
of this month, thus leaving but a very few days 
for the action of this House in making the appro- 
priation proposed in this bill, if the House intend 
to make itatall. f offer these remarks for the 
purpose of claiming the indulgence of the House 
for a speedy action upon the bill. df they pro- 
pose to make the appropriation, it must be made 
before the 30th of June. 


I have the right, under the rules, to open the | 


debate on this bill, as well asto close it; but, con- 
sidering the circumstances, and as I desire to make 


an appeal to the House to terminate general dis- |j 


cussion on the measure so early as to-morrow 


morning, } shall forbear any remark now, in the |} 


commencement of any investigation which may 


grow out of this appropriation, intending to reply 
at the close of the debate to such objections as may | 


be presented by gentlemen opposed to thebill. f 
have moved the amendment; it is now in order to 
debate the bill, and 1 yield the floor to other gen- 


| tlemen. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
want to make one motion. 
make a speech on the bill; but I now submit the 


motion to strike out the enacting clause of it, not |} 


with any view of defeating the measure~—for I ex- 


pect to vote for it—but in order that no other |, 


motions may be made until we get through it. 

I said that { expected to vote for this bill, not, 
however, because | believe that I am bound to 
vote the money because the President and Senate 


in | 


Mr. Chairman, I |: 
l do not expect toj 


June 26. 
cal ai aoii f ei X = 
| of the United States have made a treaty with Mex- 
| ico, in which it is promised to be paid that nation. 
| I entertain no such doctrines. i hold that tam as 
|| free, thatevery member of this body, and that the 
| House itself, is as freein voting on this bill, to reject 
it if the treaty does not meet their approbation, as 
to reject the most trifling and ordinary appropria- 
tion which may be brought into Congress. I 
shall vote for it, not in consideration of the small 
amount of land that we are to get, but because the 
treaty abrogates the eleventh article of the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo of February, 1848, and 
releases us from all the obligations, real and sup- 
posed, and all the applications and harrassments 
for depredations committed by the Indians from 
our side of the line. Itis to get clear of our obli- 
gations under the eleventh article of that treaty of 
1848 that I shall vote for this bill, and not because 
| 1 feel myself at all bound to do it because the 
| treaty has been made. 

i) Mr. GROW obtained the floor, but yielded to 
Mr. BENTON, who said he thought the points 
presented were entitled to the greatest considera- 
f tion. He alluded to the fact that when the Federal 
|| Government was framed, many objected to the 
i Constitution. ‘The sagacious Patrick Henry said 
that it gave the sword and the purse to the Execu- 
tive. He meant the unlimited power of raising 
money, and navies, and armies. With respect to 
the purse, there is a constitutional clause which 
confides to this House the power of originating 
burdens on the people. This power has existed 
in England from the time of the Saxon invasion. 
|| He was free to say he knew nothing worth saving 


in the Constitution, if the President and the Senate 
' can take, when they please, the money of the 
i people. Nothing, so help him God, is worth 
| saving of the Constitution, if this power is taken 
i away, as the bill before the committee proposes. 
|: If anything he could say would induce the Rep- 
; resentatives of the people to think on this subject, 
he should think it one of the most glorious days 
of his political life, and should rejoice in the cir- 
cumstance which brought him here this day to 
plead the privileges of the people and the Consti- 
tution; to plead for the only thing which, being 
lost, he held nothing in the Constitution waa 

worth preserving. f 
He contended, in the course of his remarks, 
that when a treaty acts on a subject within the 
|| legislative power of the House, the House has the 
' authority and duty to examine all the circum- 
| stances, and consider into the expediency or inex- 
pediency of the treaty precisely as the public good 

: requires. 

He argued the constitutional power in relation 
i to treaties, severely commenting on the message 
| of the President communicating the recent treaty, 


j 


; saying the message did nothing in the world but 
aemand the check of the House for ten millions 

i of dollars, and that at brief notice and without 

| daysofgrace. Give me the money by to-morrow; 

i that is like “ stand and deliver.” He considered 

| that the President, in negotiating this treaty, had 

| invaded the privileges of this Houge. 

i} Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 

$ Mr. BENTON. I move an amendment in re- 
| 


lation to this $10,000,000. . 

| Mr. BAYLY. I believe I have the floor; but I 
| have every disposition to indulge the gentleman 
; from Missouri, if it does not come out of my time. 
I have no objection to his continuing his speech, 
|| always supposing a similar privilege will be ex- 
tended to me. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to that, 
similar privileges granted. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Has not the gentleman from 
; Missouri a right to move an amendment? 
$ TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 
„; souri has exhausted the hour allotted to him un- 
ii der the rules. 
ii Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Besides phat, there 
| is a proposition pending tostrike out the enacting 
clause of the bill, which supersedes all otheramend- 
ments, : 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as making 
ii that motion, but merely as indicating his intention 
| to make it hereafter. 
| Mr, JONES. I made the motion distinctly. 
i Mr. CAMPBELL, If that motion is pending, 
| I wish to raise a question of order. Į did not un- 
i, derstand the gentleman from Tennessee as sub- 
| mitting it. 


I want no 


t 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
H 
i 
H 
i 
H 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by 
the Clerk that the gentleman from Tennessee did 
make the motion. x 

Mr. JONES. I did make the motion, and I 
made it for the purpose of preventing any member, 
after making an hour speech, from moving an 
amendment, and thereby being enabled to go on 
and make another hour speech. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the motion is entertained, 
I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. ORR. This question of order cannot arise 
now. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 
is upon the floor, and the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] does not come up 
now for action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
point of order, and decide it upon its merits. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My point is, that that 
motion to strike out the enacting clause cannot 
be made in Committee of the Whole, because it is 
in conflict with an express rule which provides 
thata bill shall be read over, and be subject to 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that the point of order cannot be considered now, 
because the motion to which the gentleman alludes 
was made some time since, and the question is not 
now pending. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I did not rise to a ques- 
tion of order at the time the motion was made, 
because the Chair did not state the motion to the 
committee, and because it was understood that 
the gentleman from Tennessee only gave notice of 
it; and the Chair has this moment said that he 
did not understand that the motion was made. 
And now, the very first moment after the Chair 
announces to the committee that such a motion is 
entertained, I raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to 
add, that so far as the merits of the point of order 
are concerned, the Chair rules it decidedly against 
the gentleman from Ohio. By the rules of this 
House, as well as by the lex parliamentaria gen- 

~“ erally, motions to amend all matters under consid- 
eration are in order at the proper times. A motion 
to amend by striking out the first section is also in 
order in its proper time; and a motion to strike 
out the enacting clause, covering all other amend- 
ments, is privileged, because it embraces them 
all in one question; and thus the motion to strike 
out the enacting clause being considered and dis- 
posed of, if in the affirmative, precludes the neces- 
sity of considering all pending amendments; if 
decided in the negative, it leaves the pending 
amendments for consideration, and leaves the mat- 
ter open for discussion. Thus, in either case, 
motions pending are not prejudiced by first con- 
sidering the privileged motion to strike out the 
enacting clause. The Chair accordingly rules that 
such a motion is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I take an appeal from that 
decision of the Chair. I never have known any 
precedent for it, except upon the Nebraska bill, 
when the honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Sreruens] made the motion. _ I think it is an im- 
portant point to have settled, looking to the legis- 
lation of the future. I ask that the rule may be 
read which provides that bills referred tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall be read and considered 
section by section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, for 
the information of the gentleman, that the 119th 
rule provides, in express language, that a motion 
to strike out the enacting clause shall take preced- 
ence of all motions to amend. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I wish the rule read which 
provides that all bills-in the Committee of the 
‘Whole shall be read, and then considered sec- 
tion by section. I have it in my hand, and, with 
the consent of the committee, will read it myself; 
and then I will show that the rule just cited by 
the Chair refers to the action of the House proper, 
and not to the action of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman desires 
to debate the appeal, the Chair will first state the 
question. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


96 


should be decided that it may now bedone. This | 


Jones] moved to amend the pending bill by strik- 
ing out the enacting clause. The gentleman from 
Ohio takes exception to this motion, upon the 
ground that there are no precedents, and upon the 
ground that itisin conflict with another rule which 
he read to the committee. The Chair overrules 
the question of order, upon the ground thata rule 
of the House expressly declares that the motion 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee shall take 
precedence of all motions toamend. The gentle- 
man from Ohio appeals from this decision, and the 
question is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand | 
as the judgment of the committee?” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now read the 127th rule, | 
to which I have referred. It is as follows: 

t Upon bills committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House, the bill shall be first read throughout by the Clerk, 
and then again read and debated by clauses, leaving the pre- 
amble to be last considered : the body of the bill shall not 
be defaced or interlined ; but all amendments, noting the | 
page and line, shall be duly entered by the Clerk on a sepa- 
rate paper, as the same shall be agreed to by the committee, 
and so reported to the House. After report, the bill shall 


again be subject to be debated and amended by clauses, be- 
fore a question to engross it be taken.??— April 7, 1789. 


Now, I desire to propound to the Chair th, 
question whether it is not his duty, and the duty | 
of the House, in giving a construction to its rules, | 
to construe them so that all the rules may stand | 
when there isa seeming conflict between them? | 
Now, if the decision of the Chair, that a motion | 
to strike out the enacting clause of a bill isin order 
in Committee of the Whole be correct, I ask if it | 
does not amend and abolish the ruleI have just | 

| 
| 
| 


read? J maintain that the 119th rule is applicable | 
to the action of the House only, and not to that 
of the Committee of the Whole. ! 
Mr. SM@PH, of Virginia. I ask how this | 
discussion came before the committee? Is not | 
my colleague [Mr. Bayir] entitled to the floor? 
he CHAIRMAN, There is an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair pending. 
Mr. SMITH. ls the gentleman from Ohio in 
order in debating the question ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a 
right to debate the question. | 
Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, with the | 
permission of the gentleman from Ohio, I wish to | 
call the attention of the Chair to the connection in | 
which the rule just read stands with the original 
rule of which it was formerly a part. I regret | 
that this point has been presented to-day, although, | 
believing that it is of very questionable propriety | 
to allow the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union to strike out the enacting clause of a 
bill referred to them, and thus to cut off all amend- | 
ments, there was a consultation between some of | 
the members of the Committee on ‘Rules as to the | 
expediency of reporting a new rule forbidding any | 
such thing in Committee of the Whole, in case it | 


is not the proper time for stating the reasons for | 
our opinions. i ; 
But, sir, as the question is raised—a question | 
involving the correct construction of the rules of | 
the House—I beg leave to state to the Chair that 
the rule which was just now read was adopted as | 
early as 1822. He will find by referring to it that | 
the date of its original enactment is 1822. Now I 
shall read from Jefferson’s Manual, or rather from 
the rules of the House bound up with Jefferson’s 
Manual—the volume brought here by the honor- 
able gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Bewrow]—I | 
shall read, I say, the original rule, for the purpose | 
of showing that from the whole context, that part | 
of it relied on by the Chair was obviously in- | 
tended to apply only to proceedings in the House, | 


and not to the Committee of the Whole on the |) 


state of the Union. 
Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman—— TR. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield | 
to his colleague? : 
Mr. MILLSON. I wish first to read the rule į 
to which I refer. 
Mr. BAYLY. 1 beg to know how the floor 
was taken from me after I was recognized. = 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will explain. | 
By his inadvertence the pending question was! 


i} not to those in the Committee of the Whole. 


i 


'; be demanded in committee. 


| for t 


1 


i 
| 


in the exact language of the rule read from the 
Chair, but is in a different connection. I read it 
merely for the purpose of showing that when that 
rule was originally made in 1822, it was intended 
to apply only to proceedings in the House, and 
It 
is as follows: 

“When a question is under debate no motion shall be 


'| received but to adjourn, to Jie on the table, for the previous . 


question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or amend, 
to postpone indefinitely, which several motions shall have 
precedence in the order in which they are arranged. Andno 
motion to postpone to a day certain, to commit, or to post- 
pone indefinitely, being decided, shall be again allowed on 


i| the same day, and at the same stage of the bill or proposi- 
i| tion. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill 


shall have precedence of a motion to amend; and, if car- 
tied, shall be considered equivalent to its rejection.” 

Here, sir, it appears that the rule on which the 
Chair has just decided this motion to be in order, 
is found in immediate connection with provisions 
obviously applicable to the House, and not the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Let me analyze its provisions for a moment. 
When a question.is under debate, what is to be 
done? “No motion shall be received but të ad- 
journ; that cannot be done in committee. ‘To 
ie on the table;’’ that cannot be done in commit- 
“For the previous question;’’ that cannot 
“ To postpone toa 
day certain;’’ that cannot be done in committee. 
‘To conynit;”’ that cannot be done in committee. 
“ Toamend;” that may be donein committee, but 
in the House also. ‘‘To postpone -indefititely;” 
that cannot be done in committee. ‘* Which sev- 
eral motions shall have precedence in the order in 
which they are arranged.” And so the rule goes 
on: 

“A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall 
have precedence ofa motion to amend ; and, if carried, shall 
be equivalent to its rejection.” , 

It is clear to my mind that the rule contemplated 
proceedings in the House exclusively, unless we 
can suppose that it intended to authorize a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to adjourn, and demand the 
previous question, as well as to strike out the 
enacting words of a bill. 

For these reasons, L contend that it is not in 
order, in Committee of the Whole, to move to 
strike out the enacting clause of a bill; and it was 
so held some time during the last Congress, when 
I myself inadvertently submitted such a motion. 
ret that the question has arisen at this time; 
would prefer that the more important ques- 
tions involved in the bill under consideration 
should be discussed without interruption. Be- 
lieving, however, that the motion made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] is out of 


tee. 


‘| order, I shail vote to sustain the appeal which has 


been taken from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I should like 
to have the 34th rule read, which was adopted 
some twenty years after the 119th rule, and which 
seems to me to place this question beyond all 
doubt. 

The 34th rule was then read, as follows: 


t34. No member shall occupy more than one hour in 
debate on any question in the House, or in committee; but 
a member reporting the measure under consideration from 
a committee may open and close the debate: provided, that 
where debate is closed by order of the House, any member 
shali be allowed, in committee, five minutes to explainany 
amendment he may offer, after which any member who 
shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five 
minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be ne further 
debate on the amendment; but the same privilege on de- 
bate shah be allowed in favor of and against any amend- 
ment that may be offered to the amendment; and neither 
the amendment nor an amendment to the amendment shalt 
be withdrawn by the mover thereof, unless by the unani 
mous consent of the committee. ?? : 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Itseemsto me to be very 
clearly implied from that rule that any member in 
Committee of the Whole has a right to offer an 
amendment, and to speak upon it, which right he 
certainly cannot have if the 119th rule is to be 
construed ag the Chair has now construed it. It 
is clearly inconsistent with the 119th rule. I 
would like to call the attention of the Chair to this 
fact, that if the decision of the Chair is sustained 
now, it is competent for a majority at any time, 
whether in committee or in the House, to suspend 
all debate upon any question, ne matter how im- | 
portant it may be. In the House, the previous 

uestion can be called by a majority. In the! 
House, by a majority, debate may be terminated | 
at any time; and now, in Committee of the Whole, 
under this construction of the rules, all debate | 
may be terminated under the five-minute rule; so 
that it is competent. fora majority at any time, in 
the House or in committee, to stifle all discussion |} 


l 
| 
| 
| 


upon the most important questions that can possi- |; 
bly come before the House and the country. 
This is a question of that character—a question |i 
upon which many gentlemen, undoubtedly, desire 
to speak, and many to obtain information. I] 
would like to say something about it, and I do not 
- like the reflection that a new decision made here 
would deprive me, and those interested in the 
question, of the right of expressing our opinions |: 
in regard to it, or of the privilege of deriving in- 
formation from others. This treaty may be cor- 
rect. It may be one which I ought to vote for; 
but I want to know what it is; and I want to 
know something in relation to the reasons which 
have induced the President and Senate to make 
it, 


I have alluded to this thing, Mr. Chairman, not |! 
perhaps strictly in order, but as showing how 
Important questions—questionsof the deepest im- 
portance—-may come up, and, if this decision is 
enforced, we will have to vote upon them without 
an @pportunity being afforded to any man here'to 
say one word in relation to them. Questions in- 
volving the existence of the nation; questions of 
the highest importance; questions of the greatest 
interest to the whole country, may be, if this con- 
struction of the rule be sustained, carried through 
this House without affording an opportunity to 
any man to say a word. For this reason, I think ; 
that the decision of the Chair cannot be consistent | 
with the rules of the House—cannot be consistent 
with any rules which the House ever, at any time, 
meant to adopt, and cannot be correct. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The rule which 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasnsurn] 
cites—the 34th rule—has nothing to do with the 
merits of this case. That rule secures to every 
member, when in Committee of the Whole, the 
right to offer any amendment he may desire, which 
is in order, and make a five-minute speech upon 
it. It does not secare to him the right to offer 
any amendment which ts not in order. Well, if 
this be the rule of the House, that a member may 
offer an amendment when it is in order, of 
course it does not follow that any such right is 
thereby secured to offer an amendment and speak 
upon it when it is not in order. So much for the 
argument of the gentleman from Maine. But the 
gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Mitison] says it 
is not in order to move to strike out the enacting 
words ofa bill when in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. The 119th rale, he 
says, does not apply to the Committee of the 
Whole. This is his position. He admits that 
it does apply to the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I beg to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Virginia, and of this com- 
mittee, to the 134th rule of the House, which ex- 
pressly says that all the rules of proceedings in 
the House shall be observed ina Committee of the 
Whole House so far as they may be applicable, 
except the rule limiting the times of speaking. 
Here it is: 

134. The rules of proceedingsin the House shall be ob- 
served in Committee of the Whole House so far as they |} 
may be applicable, except the rule limiting the times of į; 
speaking, (April 7, 1789 ;) but no member shall speak twice l: 
to any question until every inember choosing to speak shall : 
have spoken.??— December 17, 1805. i 


This is one of the oldest rules of this House. 
Mr. WASHBURN. But-I ask the gentle- 
man from Georgia whether the 34th rule does not 


imply a right, on the part of any member, to move | 
an amendment which is in order? 


| 
l 


j; 


i the rule of the House. 


: ment, as all very well know. 


: properly administered. 
| this maiter to rest solely upon my argument that 
i the 119th rule, by virtue of the 134th, is applicable 


Mr. STEPHENS, It does, or at least it has 
nothing in it restrictive of such right. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then, if there is another 
rule which declares that no amendment shall be in 
order, are not these rules inconsistent? 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman will allow 
me to say, if a member gets the floor, and makes 
a motion, under the rules, in order, which, under 
the rules, cuts off any other motion to amend, 
and brings the House to a vote on the question, of 
course there is no inconsistency in the rules which 
provide for this proceeding. 
to the question of the gentleman from Maine. It 
would not be in order, aftera member had got the 
floor, and, under the 119th rule, made a ‘motion 
which would cut off a motion to amend, to make 


the latter motion, until the committee had voted | 


on the first one; and if a majority of the com- 


| mittee should vote in favor of the motion provided 


and motions to amend would be cut off. That is 
Any gentleman has the 
right to offer an amendment, so long as it is in 
order under the rules of the House; but he is not 
permitted to offer a single motion which is not in 
order, unless by unanimous consent. Now the 


| gentleman who preceded him in this argument 
Mr. CamPRELL] says, as did the gentleman from | 


Virginia, (Mr. Mitzson,] that the 119th rule is 
only intended to apply to the House, and not to 
Committee of the Whole. I am astonished at 

hat statement, Why, sir, here 1s the ]34tn rule. 

have read it. The 119th rule 1s one of the rules 
of this House. Why is it not applicable in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 


: Show the exception ? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. It is not for the reason 
that it conflicts with the 127th rule, and makes 
that void and of no effect. 


Mr. STEPHENS. The 127th rule does not 
apply to the point in this controversy at all, and 
in no way conflicts either with the 119th or 134th 
rules. I will read it. Here it is: 

“ Upon bills committed to a Committe@f the Whole 
House, the bill shall be first read throughout by the Clerk, 


and then again read avd debated by clauses, leaving the 
preambte to be last considered.” 


That only directs the usual order of proceeding; | 


what else? 


‘The body of the bill shall not be defaced or interlined, 
but all amendments, noting the page and line, shail be duly 
entered by the Clerk ona separate paper, as the same shail 
be agreed to by the committee, and so reported to the House. 
After report, the bill shafl again be subject to be debated 
and amended by clauses before a question to engross it be 
taken.??—April 7, 1789. 


This whole rule only points out the order of pro- 
ceeding in the Committee of the Whole and the 


House where no privileged motion under other | 


rules shall or may control otherwise. 
rule except the 119th rule? 
was adopted long after. 
conflict, as there is not, the old rule would have to 
yield to the new or later one. Why, sir, if the 
gentleman’s construction of the 127th rule should 


Does this 


| prevail, we could not move the previous question 


in the House on the report of the committee; for 
the rule says: “ After report, the bill shall again 


That is my answer | 


i for by the 119th rule, then all further amendments’ 


Why the 119th rule | 
And if there were any | 


be subject to bedebated and amended by clauses | 


before a question to engross it be taken.” 
And this is the legislative order of proceeding 


in this House, unless some other privileged mo- | 


tion, under the rules of the House, gives another 
direction to the proceedings—such as the previous 
question, moved and sustained by the House on 
the report—this would cut off debate and amend- 
And every member 
knows that, notwithstanding this 127th rule, it is 
always in order to call for the previous question 


| on the reportof the committee. So, notwithstand- 


ing this 127th rule, it is always perfectly in order, 


; when in Committee of the Whole, to move to 
| strike out the enacting words of a bill, under the 


119th rule, whichcuts off amendments. This, sir, 
is the whole of it. And this is my answer to the 
gentleman from Onio. 

The 127th rule has not in ita single word which 
conflicts with the 119th rule. Each one of them 


and harmonizes perfectly with themselyes when 
But, sir, I will not leave 


to the Committee of the Whole as well as the 


: has its appropriate action in its appropriate place, | 


House. We have direct.and positive authority, 
and proof upon this subject. 

Why, sir, the very history of the 119th rule 
leaves us without a shadow of doubt upon this 
point. What is that history? The note to the 
rule gives its history. It is this: 

fn 1814a Committee of the Whole struck out the first 
and only section of a bill, and so reported to the House. 
Mr. Speaker Cheves refused to receive the report, on the 
ground that it was tantamount to a rejection of the bill, 
which the committee had not power to do.” 


That was before the 119th rule was adopted. 
Under the parliamentary law the committee had 
done that. The note further says: 

“ After this, thut the merit of questions might be tested 
in Committee of the Whole, rule 119 was adopted.” 

Such is the history of the 119th rule. It was 
adopted to meet this very case. The Presiding 
Officer had heid that such a motion could not be 
made in committee. The House then (in 1814) 
had no such rule as the 119th, and it was after- 


| wards adopted for the very purpose of allowing 


such a motion to be made in Committee of the 


i Whole, expressly for this purpose. 


This 119th rule has been standing upon our 
book of rules, with this record of its history, for 
years, and yet members who have been here long 
enough, one would suppose, to have read the 


| rules, seem to have given it no attention; they 
| seem to have been sleeping over their rights, not 


knowing the rules by which they were governed; 
and now, as if waked from a trance, they raise a 


i ery against this rule, as if some new wonder had. 
: ‘been brought to light, or some new monster 
Where is it excepted? i brought into being, to oppress and crush them; 
| they have, sir, still to live to learn, the rule is a 


| good one—let it stand; the motion under the rule 


is a legitimate one; the decision of the Chair sus- 
taining that motion is right—let that also stand. 
Mr. JONES, of Vennessee. Gentlemen seem 
not to understand the effect of the motion J have 
made, it appears to me; and certainly they do not 
understand the object 1 wished to effect in making 
that motion. Sir, the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause does not affect the debate at all, 
because it is itself a debatable question; and as 
long as that question is pending, it is debatable in 
this committee. 
_ Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. ‘Will thegen- 
tleman allow meto inquire whether it is not com- 
petent for the committee to rise in one hour, and 
when in the House, to terminate general debate in 
five minutes; and whether, in that way, the gen- 
tleman does not accomplish the suppression of all 


|| debate upon this question? 


Mr. JONES. Notatall. The making of this 
motion cannvtprecludeany gentleman from making 
a speech here, until the Flouse first adopts a res~ 
olution to close the debate. 

When I made the motion, I distinctly stated 
that I did not make it for the purpose of defeating 
this bill, but that I intended and expected to vote 
for the bill. My object in making it was to pre- 
clude another motion, by which a speech might 
be doubled—by which, after a gentleman had made 
a one hour speech, he could move an amendment, 
and then speak a second hour. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
gentleman will now withdraw it. 

” Mr. JONES. No, sir, I will not withdraw it 
now; but I shall be willing to withdraw it whenever 
the debate is closed upon the bill. The motion 
is not amendable. It has the same effect in refer- 
ence to other motions being made that an amend- 
ment in the second degree has. The gentleman 


I hope the 


ii from Alabama moved to amend the last clause of 
ii the bill. 


If a motion to amend that amendment 
had been made, it would have had precisely the 
effect with regard to other motions being made as 
that which I have submitted. 

No motion to amend can be made while the 


| motion to strike out the enacting clause is pending, 
‘ag it could not, while an amendment to an amend- 


ment was pending, and, therefore, asecond hour’s 


speech could not be made by a gentleman upon 


i a motion to amend. 


Sir, that is the object I had in view in making 
the motion; and I so stated at the time [ made it. 


: Now, sir, if the motion to strike out the enacting 
: Clause be voted down, gentlemen can then go on 


with amendments and with debate, under the five- 


, minute rule, the same as if it had not been made; 
‘or, as I said, I shali have no objection to with- 
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drawing the motion when debate shall have been 
closed. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think no one would at- 
tempt to impugn the motives of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, on my right, in making | 
the motion which he has made. But, sir, the ; 
very reasons that have been assigned for making | 
it, are those which would fail in justifying the de- ; 
cision of the Chair, to which decision I always! 
bow with that respect which leads me to give up || 
a large portion of my own predilections. }, sir, | 
am one of those who have been “ slumbering” | 
over those rules, as the gentleman from Georgia | 
(Mr. Srernens] has indicated. I was notawak- | 
ened to their destructive force until a few weeks || 
ago, when the duties of the House of Representa- || 
tives were, by a decision of the Chair, confirmed | 
by the committee, transferred to the Committee |! 
of the Whole. Sir, these rules were made to ii 
defend the rights of the minority against the ty- |! 
ranny of the majority, on which side soever of the 
House that majority may be found—and I have 
seen it in its tyrannical forms, E believe, on both 
sides. | 

Mr. Chairman, if the intention of the gentle- | 
man was to prevent any amendment from being | 
offered, and that motion should be sustained by | 
the committee, we should at once become the | 
mere recorders of the high behests of the Execu- | 
tive. : How I should vote on that is a matter en- 
tirely different, so far as regards the merits of the | 
case; but so far as regards the dependence of this 
House, its position as mere sayer of yea or nay 
to the behests of the Executive, it becomes us all, | 
I think, to arrest, in some measure, the right ofa | 
Committee of the Whole to discuss the merits of | 
a case, and to offer amendments to every bill, so | 
long as any amendment may be suggested by any |; 
gentleman upon this floor. I have looked with 
some care at that rule which has been read here, į 
and, taken in connection with all the other ques- | 
tions which are associated with it, as represented 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mitison,] 
who spoke so clearly on the subject, | have come | 
to the opinion—which, indeed, I had always en- | 
tertained—that it had no reference to the Commit- | 
tee of the Whole. It belongs to the House. It | 
connects itself with other motions which belong | 
to the House. It is not competent for this com- | 
mittee to enter on any destruction of a bil in the 
forms set forth there. That is the privilege of the 
House. This, therefore, connects itself with the 
high privilege of destroying, of killing a bill. It 
becomes in itself a measure to destroy theindepend- 
ence of the committee, from which must emanate 
all those amendments which connect themselves 
with fiscal appropriations on which the House is 
to act. I have nothing further to say. H 

Mr. CAMPBELL took the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. IT object to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio proceeding. He has already 
spoken three times on this subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I did not finish what I got 
the floor to say. { yielded the floor for explan- | 
ation to your colleague, [Mr. Mituson,] and by 
some means or other | lost it entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not en- 
titled to the floor, if his occupying it be objected 
to. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague will allow 
me to say one word. 

Mr. BAYLY. I object to the gentleman’s 
speaking any more. 

Mr. TAYLOR. There seems to have been 
some misunderstanding in reference to this bill; 
for whenthechairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means asked us to appropriate $10,000,000 : 
without explanation of its purpose, he moved to 
amend by striking dut the last three lines. 
Whether that motion of amendment was enter- 
tained by the chairman of the committee, I do not Í 
recollect. If the motion was entertained, the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] was out of order. If not out of order 
here, there are two gentlemen of the Committee of; 
Ways and Means proposing amendments and get- 
ting us into difficulty, and squabbling about the | 
rules of the House and the rules of the committee, | 
while we are considering a matter of such vast 
importance as the one under consideration. It 
seems to me to be unusual to move to strike out | 
the enacting clause before the bill is at all consid- 


it, without something more than the chairman of | 


if most attentively to the reasons given for this ex- 


ered. I do not recollect such an instance during [| 
my short experience here. ` i 

{confess that lam a little troubled to under- | 
stand, after the lucid exposition of the genueman | 
from Tennessee, what is his object. 1 do not | 
understand it. I wish -he would withdraw his | 
motion, and let us have a free, fair, and full dis- || 
cussion of this subject. Í for one am ready to say, || 
that if I see the way clear, and feel it my duty, E 
shall vote for the money required by this bill; but: 
without sufficient exposition of the necessity for | 


H 
i 
i 
i 
| 


H 


the Committee of Ways and Means has given us, 
or than I have seen from the President, or any | 
of the Departments of the Government, I shall | 
feel constrained to vote against the allowance of 
$10,000,000 to carty out the treaty. 1 listened 


traordinary position of two gentlemen who hold a | 
most eminent position in this House, in making | 
two such motions before we discussed this ques- | 
tion atall. Ido not yet understand the object of | 
my friend from Tennessee, in moving to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill, unless it be from a | 
desire to prevent gentlemen from discussing it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man from Ohio allow me a word. | distinctly 
stated that the only object, and the only effect of 
the motion which I had made, was to preventa | 
gentleman, when he had made an hour speech, 
from getting some one else to make a mouon to 
amend, so as to enable him to have another hour 
upon that motion, thereby having two hours 
instead of one. 1 will say here, that whenever | 
we shall close debate upon this bill, and whenever | 
it may be the general wish to offer amendments, 
and to make explanations of them under the five- 
minute rule, I will withdraw the motion 1 made | 
to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | desire simply to respond 
to the gentleman from Tennessee by saying, that 

do not know that I should have raised the ques- 
tion I did, had the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
when he made the motion to strike out the enact- 
ing clause, given the pledge which he now does, 
to wit: that he will withdraw the motion, so that 
the rule authorizing amendments may be in force. 
But the manner in which it was presented was 
simply this—— 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman from Ohio that he can only make 
an explanation. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I cannot yield the 
floor longer. l shall not detain the committee 
long. 

Mr. BAYLY. Will my friend from Ohio— 
my ancient friend from Ohio—[Jaughter] allow 
me to make an appeal to him? He has given the 
floor to bis colleague; will he give it to me? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I must respectfully decline 
yielding the floor to my more ancient friend from 
Virginia, because he did not yield the floor to one 
still more ancient, the gentleman from Missouri, 
(Mr. Benron.] when he asked the gentleman from 
Virginia to give him five minutes of his time. I 
have very little to say upon questions of order; 
for, after having studied the rules of this House 
most diligently for seven years, I must confess 
that I know very little about them. I think the 
Chair is wrong in the decision he has made, and 
I must vote with my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Camr- 
BELL,] because there are two amendments offered 
by members of the Committee of Ways and 
Means pending. But I will not trespass upon the 
kindness of the committee longer. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I would ask the 
chairman, if it be in order, whether both of these: 
amendments—the one offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Houston,] as well as that 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Jowrs,]—are in order? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. The Chair, 
with the permission of the committee, will remark, 
that any gentleman at all familiar with the common | 
law, known as the parliamentary law, must be | 
aware of the fact that there is nothing novel or 
unusuäi in the pending motion as made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. Itisa motion known 
to ail parliamentary bodies; a motion known, I 
repeat, to the common law, as well as to the writ- 
ten rules of the House. Now, my colleague from 
Ohio, [Mr. CamPBELL,] who takes an appeal in 


Is this debate in 
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the present case, has laid down a true rule of con- 
struction with respect to “the rules. The only 
question, and the one which has to be examined 
now, is, has he (Mr. Camppexy} applied-his own 
rule—the rule of which he speaks—that is to con- 
strue these apparently conflicting rules together, 
and see what the meaning of them is? Let him 
apply that true ruleto the present difficulty. | One 
rule provides thata bill shall be considered. by gec- 
tions, and shall be open to amendment. . Another 
rule expressly gives precedence to a particular 
motion—to the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs.] Take the princi- 
ple, then, suggested by the gentleman who takes 
the appeal, and suppose the two rules to form but 
one rule, the first being the body of the rule and 
the last to have been added to it by way of a pro- 
viso. And then we have a rule providing that 
the question or subject-matter shall be open to 
consideration and amendment, section by section, 
provided that that amendment which proposes to 
strike out the first section of the bill shall have 
precedence over all other amendments. 

So stand the two rules when considered together; 
and the meaning and interpretation of them has 
been well illustrated by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Stepnens,} who has explained to the 
House that questions may differ in regard to rank 
and privilege, as between themselves, and yet 
that each, in its appropriate time, may be strictly 
parliamentary and in order. As thus: A motion 
to go to the business on the Speaker’s table, is a 
parliamentary motion, and in order; buta motion 
to go into a Committee of the Whole House, being 
also a parliamentary motion, and. one of higher 
privilege, it overrules and cuts off the other. 

There is nothing better known to parliamentary 
lawyers, than that privileged questions—as in the 
case before us, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is a privileged question—out- 
ranks and overrides other motions; and the Chair 
would remark that he believes no evil can result 
from the practice either; because it will be observed, 
if the motion to amend by striking out the first 
section of the bill prevail, it is the decision of the 
majority—lex majoris partis—ex pressed against the 
merits of the bill. Because, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Jones] has explained, the motion 
to strike out the first section of the bill opens up 
the whole merits of the bill to debate, and if the 
House should decide generally on the merits of 
the bill adversely to it, there is no propriety in 
wasting the time of the House in discussing amend- 
ments which, being subsidiary questions, are, of 
course, of minor importance. If, on the other 
hand, the House should decide adversly to the mo- 
tion to strike out the first section of the bill, then 
the committee can consider such amendments as 
may be proposed to it; and thus, in practice, all 
the benefits that can be derived from either of the 
rules will be obtained, and there will certainly be 
no conflict between them. 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mit- 
son,] who first addressed the Chair, quotes ancient 
rules of the House, in which he finds this rule 
giving precedence to the motion to strike out the 
first section combined with other motions which 
can be made in the House; but he omitted to state 
that there are also motions combined with it which 
can be made in committee as well asin the House. 
He quotes one of the ancient books to show that 
these motions can only be made in the House; 
and that, therefore, they are not intended to be 
applied to the Committee of the Whole. Now, 
one rule of the House expressly provides that the 
proceedings of the Committee of the Whole shall 
be governed by the same rules as those which 
govern the proceedings of the House, so far as 
they are applicable. But there are a variety of 
motions which cannot be made in the committee, 
to wit: a motion to adjourn, and so forth, as stated 
by the gentleman from Virginia. Butif he had 
given an examination to the very rule which he 
cites, old as it is, and of no authority, in the pres- 
ent case, because obsolete, he would have found 
connected with it, also, motions which could be 
made in committee, thus showing that this rule 
applied to matters in order in the committee, as 
well as in the House; and therefore that the rule 
was as binding in committee, as it was in the 
House. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I desire to know whether 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Joses] would have the effect of cutting off debate ? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
stated that it would not. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, took the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Iam entitled to the || 
floor, having only yielded it to the Chair. I will, 
however, yield it for a moment to my friend from 
Virginia. 

Mr. BAYLY. I want, before I commence 
what l have to say on the question before the 
House, to correct an’ unintentional misstatement 
made by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Tayror.] 

He stated that I had refused to allow any part 
of my time to the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
Benton.] Now, sir, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is within my hearing, and he will bear me 
testimony that I said that when a gentleman of 
his age and character came to ask me to yield to 
kim a portion of my time, I did not know how to 
refuse him, although the time which 1 should 
have to give up would be the time of my con- 
stituents; but that, trusting to that indulgence 
which I have always had extended to me by my 
constituents, I thought I could do it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I am glad I was laboring 
under a misapprehension, because I appealed to 
my friend to yield a part of his time to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, and I understood him 
distinctly to say that he could not do it. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman stands corrected, 
and I would suggest that it would be better, be- 
tween friends, to ascertain facts before making a 
statement of them. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I was laboring under a mis- 


take. 

Mr. BENTON here made a remark substanti- 
ating Mr. Bayy’s statement, which was inaudible 
to the reporter. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iwill not detain the commit- 
tee longer. I have tried hard to understand the | 
true state of the question, and I am constrained 
to vote against the decision of the Chair, because || 
I believe it to be contrary to the practice of the 
committee. 

Mr. SKELTON. I will only add two or three 
words to what has already been said upon this 
question of order. [ believe this question to be 
one of vast importance to the House, the commit- 

` tee, and the country. This motion was recently | 
made, if I recollect aright, for the first time since 
I have been honored with a seat upon this floor, 
in the Committee of the Whole upon the Nebraska 
bill, I believe, sir, that it strikes at the rights of 
the members of this Flouse, at the right of free 
discussion, and at the right of making amend- 
ments. 

I agree with the Chairman in his remark, that || 
the rules of this committee and of the House, !! 
must be taken collectively, and that we can only || 


i withdraw it upon the termination of debate. And 


| | would earnestly appeal to the gentleman from 


iin the House for the termination of the debatein. 


| upon striking out the enacting clause. If that vote | 


i| bill into the House, and, under the operation of the 


gain a knowledge of their meaning by comparing | 
one with another; and that this especially is the | 
case where there is an apparent clash of the rules | 
ofthe House. Now, sir, the rules of this House 
declare, that in committee a bill shall be read 
through by sections. That rule is absolute and } 
emphatic, and there is no other rule which abro- 
gates it. Why is this privilege given to the com- |j 
mittee? Why was this rule established at all? 
‘Was it not for the purpose of giving the members 
of the House, in committee, a privilege which can 
be denied them while in the House? This is the 
point upon which the case mainly turns. If this 
construction is correct, what advantage is therein 
having a Committee of the Whole? ‘The Com- 
mittee of the Whole is organized for the purpose 
of giving liberty to debate, full liberty to offer | 
amendments to bills pending, so that we may not į 
be compelled to vote in the dark, and without an | 
opportunity to offer amendments. I hope, sir, | 
that this decision of the Chair will be voted down. 
Another point. This committee has no power į 
to close debate, according to the rules of the House. | 
Now, sir, if this practice is established, you can 
close debate in committee; you can cut off amend- | 
ments; you can apply the previous question; and |! 
you can apply to the committee all the rules which 
apply to the House. Then what do we gain by 
going into committee? We gain no privilege of 
debate; we gain no more unrestricted privilege of 
expressing our sentiments; and hence the estab- 
lishment of this rule, as construed by the decision 
of the Chair, will have the effect of effectually 
placing a gag upon the liberty of speech; upon 
the liberty of members in expressing their views i 
upon questions which may arise. We haye alli 
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| his pledge that debate shall not be checked by his 
i withdraw his motion. 


| the gentleman to make that withdrawal; for he may || 
I notify that |, 


| His speech, withheld for revision, will be pub- || 
‘ lished hereafter. 
Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, obtained the |i 


of us felt the oppressiveness of the operation of 
the previous question in the House on many oc- 
casions. We have all of us, in many instances, 
been compelled to vote against bills because some 
provision in them did not meet the approval of our 
judgment, when, if some little amendment could 
have been made, we would have been glad to have 
sustained them. 

Why, sir, this Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union was established for the purpose 
of affording a larger latitude of debate, and of of- 
fering amendments, than the rules of the House 
would admit‘of. But if this decision is to be sus- 
tained, that privilege, which all of us cherish so 
much, will be crushed forever. It is for this rea- |! 
son that 1 shall be compelled ~to vote against the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MILLSON. 


CAMPBELL] to withdraw the appeal he has taken. 
I submit to him that‘this is a very unpropitious 
time for the discussion of this question. We 
have now a very important bill before the com- 
mittee. My colleague from Virginia [Mr. Bay.y] 
is waiting to make his reply to the gentleman 
from Missouri, or, at least, his remarks upon 
the bill. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] has already declared that it is not his in- 
tention to persist in his motion, but that he will 


since it is within the power of the House, atsome 
future time, when a bill of less importance is un- 
der consideration, to settle this question which I 
desire to see settled for the purpose, if necessary, 
of making some change in the rules of the House, 


Ohio to withdraw his question of order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If the committee will 


allow me for a moment to explain my motives, I |; 


will then withdraw my appeal. 

(Cries of ‘Go on!” ** Go on P?) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. When the motion wag 
made by the henorable gentleman from Tennessee 
to strike out the enacting clause of the bill, it was 
not accompanied by any pledge upon his part that 


he would withdraw it, so as to allow of amend- |; 
| 


ments and debate under the five-minute rule, and | 
therefore it followed, as a necessary consequence, | 
that it was bringing into practical operation the 
previous question in Committee of the Whole as |! 
efficiently as it isin the House proper. For the || 
gentleman from Georgia might have madea motion 


the committee in five minutes, which, if carried, | 
would have brought the committee toa direct vote 


was decided in the affirmative, it would carry the 


previous question, an important measure of this 
kind might be passed without any opportunity 
having been given for debate. It was for that 
reason that I deemed it to be my duty to raise | 
the question of order which I did. But inas- |, 
much as the gentleman from ‘Tennessee has given |! 


motion, and as I regard him as a man of honor, 
I doubt not that he will redeem his pledge and 
I therefore withdraw my 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Ido not wish |: 


afterwards be taken by surprise. 


gentleman, and this committee, that if hereafter, || 


in the progress of this bill, I shall find it necessary |; pe State of Indiana~—-Committee on Pensions, 


to get a vote on the bill to make the same motion | 


that I did on the Nebraska bill, I shall do so. ii 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I notify the honor- : 


able gentleman from Georgia, that if he attempts |i ° f 
Jants the pendency of thie bill, as hedid on ie i thew Jack, deceased—-Committee on Revolution- 
Nebraska bill, to cut off debate, and his motion is 
sustained by the Chair before discussion is had, 1 | 
shall renew the appeal which I now withdraw. |i 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, resuming the floor, | 
addressed the committee in reply to Mr. Benton, | 


floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON. With the consent of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker pro || 
tempore (Mr. Stanron, of Tennessee) having jj 


I rise for the purpose of ji 
| making an appeal to my friend on my right [Mr. |i 


resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and especially House bill 
No. 405, “ to enable the President of the United 
States to fulfill the third article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Re- 
public, of the 30th December, 1853,” and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. There is not a quorum present, 
and there is, therefore, no motion in order except 
a motion to adjourn. ` 

The SPEAKER pto tempore. 
ascertained that fact. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I take it for granted that 
it is so; and I make the motion that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The fact whether 
there is a quorum or not present can only be as- 
certained by the House proceeding to business; 
and whenever it appears that there is no quorum 
present, then, of course, the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee will be in order. 
| Mr. JONES. Is it notin order now to move 
an adjournment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when an- 
other gentleman [Mr. Curtis] has the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable me to introduce 
my resolution. 

Mr. JONES. I make the point of order, that 
the motion to suspend the rules is not in order, 
because there is nota quorum present. TheChair 
can make a count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. JONES. Then I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, and ask a vote upon that appeal. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the ques-- 
tion is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House?” à 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
; adjourn. 

Mr. JONES. Then the question on the appeal 
į cannot be decided; and, of course, the motion falls 
to the ground. 

The question was taken; and the motion of Mr. 


We have not 


| Dean was agreed to. 


The House thereupon (at ten minutes before 
four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 27, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the House of Repre- 


; sentatives were severally read a first and second 


time by their titles, and referred to the committees 
annexed: 
A bill to create and provide a pension for David 
‘Towle—Committee on Pensions. 
A bill for the relief of Samuel McKnight, of the 
: State of Kentucky—Committee on Pensions. 
A bill for the relief of William Wallace, of the 
| State of Iinois—Committee on Pensions. 
A bill for the relief of George M. Bentley, of 


: A bill for the relief of Wiliam G. Howison— 
: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain Mat- 


| ary Claims. 
| A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lot Hall, 
, deceased —Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
| A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of Henry Hoffman—Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

A bill to create‘and provide a pension for Cap- 
| tain Thomas Porter—Committee on Pensions. 


IRA DAY, OF VERMONT. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 


; ment of the Elouse of Representatives, to the bill 
| of the Senate, for the relief of Ira Day, of Ver- 
"mont, which was to add after the words * [ra 


Day,’ the words, “or his legal representatives,” 
so as to require the Postmaster General to pay to 
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On motion by Mr. FOOT, the amendment was 
concurred in. 
JEFFRIES AND SMITH. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill of thesSenate forthe 
relief of James Jeffries and Jeremiah M. Smith. 


The bill, as it passed the Senate, proposed to | 


enact that the Postmaster General be ‘ authorized 
and directed” to release the parties mentioned and 
their guarantors from the penalty incurred by their 
failure to carry the mail on routes 6268, 6269, 
6277, according to the bid offered by them and 
accepted by the Department; and to refund to 
them the amount of any fine which has been paid 
by them in consequence of any failure. 

The amendment of the House. was to strike 
out ‘directed,’ and insert after ‘* authorized’’ the 
words ‘‘ in his discretion,” so as to authorize the 
Postmaster General, in his discretion, to make the 
release and payment provided for. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the amendment was 
concurred in. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of John Shaw, praying compensation for his ser- 
vices as interpreter in the trial of certain Winne- 
bago Indians, charged with murder, at a special 
term of the United States circuit court, at Prairie 
du Chien, in the Territory of Michigan, in 1828; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, f 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of Andrew 
Allison and others, praying that measures may 
be taken to secure, in all treaties with foreign na- 
tions, a provision for referring to the decision of 
umpires, all misunderstandings that cannot be 
satisfactorily adjusted by amicable negotiation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Mary Martin, formerly 
widow of Robert Lindsay, be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, 

NEW POST ROUTE. 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
gent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads inquire into the expediency of establishing a post 
route from Hamburg, in Arkansas, to De Glaze, in Louisi- 
ana, via Woodville. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill from 
the House of Representatives, for the relief of 
Henry Lewis, of Clinton county, Indiana, re- 
ported it back with sundry amendments. Healso 
submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a bill from the House 
of Representatives, for the relief of Ilenry J. 
Snow, of Rome, in the State of New York, re- 
ported it back without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred documents in relation to 
’ the claim of Sherman Pierce, to a pension for mili- 
tary services in the last war with Great Britain, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition 


of Margaret Johnstone, widow of a soldier in the |: 


Army, who was accidentally shot by another sol- 
dier-while on duty, praying a pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of Knox county, 
Tennessee, praying that the officers and soldiers of 
the Creek war of 1814, may be placed upon the same 
footing with the officerg and soldiers who served 
in any other war, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, on the ground that the peti- 
tioners are fully provided for in the existing gen- 
eral laws. It was so ordered. P 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the petition of Eliza- |. 


f 
i 
t 


i 


| Government in selecting asite for the marine hos- | 


; work thereon not required by the contract, sub- 


i considered at this time. 


| reported, must lie over for one day, unless by į 


| maximum compensation of $2,000 


He also, from the Committee on Ciaims, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Charles Ho- | 


mer, praying remuneration for losses sustained || 


in consequence of the delay on the part of the į 
pital at San Francisco, and for the execution of 


mitted an adverse report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 


He also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, |; 


to whom was referred the memorial of Charles 
Stearns, praying to be allowed indemnity for ex- 
penses incurred by him in defending his title to 
certain lots of ground claimed by the United 
States, and for expenses incurred in two criminal 
prosecutions brought against him by the United 
States authorities at Springfield, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTION DISTRICT IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a memorial of citi- 
zens of New Mexico, praying for the establish- 
ment of a collection district in that Territory, or 
in the State of Texas, have directed me to report 
a bill “creating a port of entry at Frontera, in 
the State of Texas.” I ask that the bill may be 
There is no officer of the 
revenue now in that Territory. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 


unanimous consent, and considered as in Commit- |} 


tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to create the county of El Paso, in 
the State of Texas, and the Territory of New 
Mexico, a collection district, to be called the dis- 
trict of Paso del Norte, the port of entry for which 
is tobe Frontera. There is to bea collector of 
the customs, to reside at Frontera, at a salary not 
exceeding $2,000, including in that sum, the fees į 
allowed by law. 

The bill further provides that the district court 
of the Territory of New Mexico shall have, and 
exercise jurisdiction over all cases arising in the 


collection district of Paso del Norte, in the admin- || 


istration of the revenue laws, in the same manner 
as if the district were entirely within the Territory 
of New Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. STUART. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the House bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota 
in the construction of a railroad therein, to report 
the same back without amendment, and to ask for 
its present consideration. 

he PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michi- 
gan asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider this bill now. 

Mr. EVANS. I object. 

Mr. STUART. I suppose it is in. order for 
me to submit a motion to take up the bill, as it was 
twice read before being referred. 

The PRESIDENT. | Objection being made, it 
goes upon the Calendar. 

Mr. STUART. Is it not in order for me now 
to submit a motion to take up the bill? 

The PRESIDENT. The bill having just been | 


unanimous consent. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT IN CALIFORNIA. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate, as in į 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider | 
the bill reported from the Committee on Com- ! 
merce, creating a collection district in the State of 
California. l ! 

It proposes to constitute the counties of Hum- į 
boldt, Trinity, Klamath, and Siskyon, in Cali- 
fornia, a collection district, to be called the dis- | 
trict.of Humboldt; to make Union Town the port į 
of entry, and Crescent City a port of delivery. | 
The collector to be appointed for the district is to | 
be allowed $3,000 per annum, with additional | 
er annum, i 
should his emoluments and fees, provided by law, | 


i| sume the whole day if it be taken up. 


amount to that sum. A deputy collector is also — 
to be appointed, to reside at Crescent City, at a 
salary of $2,000 per annum. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McK gan, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a joint resolution 
directing the connection of the public surveys in 
Alabama, with the boundary line between the 
States of Alabama and Florida, in which they 
; requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


| ORDER OF BUSINESS--~WASHINGTON AND 
! ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 

Mr. MASON. I ask leave to present a memo- 
rial of the corporate authorities of the city of 
Washington, asking for the passage of the bill 
i now before the Senate ‘‘ authorizing the extension 
of the Alexandria and Washington railroad into 
the District of Columbia.” That bill was under 
consideration on Thursday last, and was then 
| laid over until the next day. There are reasons 
i which induce me to believe that the public interest 
| and the public convenience are involved in its 
speedy passage. I therefore ask the Senate now 
į to take it up and dispose of it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I submit to the Senator from 
Virginia to allow me to make another motion 
prior to his. i am called away by peculiar cir- 
cumstances from the city. 1 shall be obliged 
to leave this afternoon at an early hour. I am 
anxious before! go toinduce the Senate to take up 
a bill which has been for a long time in my charge, 
and in which my State is interested. It is a bill 
directing a reéxamination of the account between 
the United States and the State of Maryland. _ 

Mr. MASON. 1 am very reluctant not to 
agree to the proposition of the Senator; but I ask 
him whether on his return it will not do as wellto 
take up that bill? 
| Mr. PEARCE. I think it is very desirable it 
should be taken up now. It has been in m 
charge for about three months. I had hoped it 
would come up in its turn, but other bills have 
been taken up out of their turn, and now I am 
compelled to go away, and, therefore, I ask for the 
consideration of my bill. 

Mr. MASON. Iam sorry to decline acceding 
to the request, but I hope we shall have the pleas- 
ure of the Senator’s company back with us very 
soon, and the bill which 1 wish to take up ia really 
| a matter of pressing emergency in which his con- 


‘| stituents, as well as mine, are concerned. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the motion of the Sen- 


|! ator from Virginia will not prevail. It is very 


| evident that if that question be taken up, the day 
| will be consumed in discussing it, I should prefer 
that the morning business be disposed of, and then 
that the motion of the honorable Senator from 
! Maryland prevail. There is an urgent necessity 
| for his leaving the city, and I think it is due to him 
after the morning business shall be disposed of, 
that his bill be taken up. 

Mr. PRATT. After what has fallen from my 
colleague, I beg leave-to say that I do not appre- 
hend the bill which he asks to have taken up will 
| lead to debate. I think it will only be necessary 
| to state the grounds on which the Committee on 
Finance unanimously reported in its favor to in- 
duce the Senate unanimously to_pass it. Thebill 
which the honorable Senator from Virginia pro- 
| poses to take up, however, will undoubtedly con- 

It can be 
of no importance with reference to the Potomac 
bridge whether we pass to-day, or to-morrow, or 
next day, a provision authorizing a railroad to be 
i made across it. . 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I dislike to op- 
| pose motions made by my friend from Virginia; 
but I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate 
' to the fact that the House of Representatives, some 
| days since, passed a bill fixing the time for the 
| annual meeting of Congress on the first Monday of 
| November, in lieu of the time now fixed—the first 
l Monday in December. We amended. their ad- 
| journing resolution of this session, antl sent it back 
i to'them. They cannot act advisedly upon our 
| amendment to the adjourning resolution until the 

i see what the Senate does in reference to the bill 
| which they have passed changing the time for the 
: meeting of Congress. 
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{therefore desire that, in preference to all other 
business, we take up that bill and act upon it one 
way or the other, either pass it or reject it. For 
one, L-shall vote against it; but yet 1 know it is 
important that we should act upon that question 
in some shape or other. In my judgment it is 
more important that the sense of the Senate should 
be ascertained. upon that subject than almost any 
other before the body. 1 will not move to take 
up that bill now, because I am willing to accommo- 
date the Senator from Maryland, and take up the 
bill. which. he wishes us to consider, and.which I 


understand wiil not probably take any length of | 


time. But the subject which the Senator from 
Virginia proposes to take up will consume the 


morning hour, perhaps the whole day; and there- | 


fore, l feel constrained to vote against his motion. 
Mr. MASON. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Brigit} and the Senator from Maryland nearest 


me (Mr. Prarr] both object to taking up the bill : 


which I propose to call up, providing for extend- 
ing the Washington and Alexandria railroad into 
this District, for the reason, as I understand them, 
that they wish first to consider the bill proposed 
to be taken up by the Senator from Maryland 
who sits furthest from me, [Mr. Pearce.] Under 


the circumstances, I will withdraw my motion, | 
and yield that Senator the floor to enable him to | 


have his bill taken up, with the understanding that 
the Senate, with the concurrence of these gentle- 
men, willthen allow me to take up my bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Withtheunderstanding on my 
part that we shall take the sense of the Senate be- 
tween the two propositions, 


ACCOUNTS OF MARYLAND. 


The bill to direct a reéxamination of the account 
between the United States and the State of Mary- 
land, was, on motion by Mr. Pearce, read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It is designed to authorize the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to reéxamine the ac- 
count between the United States and the State of 
Maryland, as the same was, from time to time, 
adjusted under the act of May 13, 1826, entitled 
“An act authorizing the payment of interest due 
to the State of Maryland,” and on such reéxamin- 
ation, to assume the sums expended by that State 
for the use and benefit of the United States, and 
the sums refunded and repaid by the United 
States to the State, and the times of those pay- 
ments, as being correctly stated in the account, as 
it has heretofore been passed at the Treasury 
Department; but in the calculation of interest due 
under the act of 1826, the following rules shall be 
observed: Interest shall be calculated up to the 
time of any payment made. To this interest the 
payment shall be first applied, and, if it exceed 
the interest due, the balance shall be applied to 
diminish the principal. Ifthe payment fall short 
of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be 
added to the principal so as to produce interest. 
Second, interest shall be allowed the State of 
Maryland on such sums only on which the said 
State either paid interest or lost interest by the 
transfer of an interest-bearing fund. And if, 
upon such reéxamination of the account and appli- 
cation of the above rules, any money shall be 
found to be due to the State of Maryland, the 
same shall be paid. 

The State of Maryland, during the war of 1812, 
borrowed largesums of money to be applied to the 
purchase of arms and ammunition, and the equip- 
ment and pay of the militia called into service for 
the defense of the State. Of the sums thus bor- 
rowed, $279,626 54 were admitted by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to have been expended 
for the use and benefit of the United States, and 
were subsequently repaid to the State of Maryland. 
The State paid interest on these sums for a con- 


siderable time, and then discharged the debt by a , 


transfer of United States six per cent. stock, at 
that time held by the State; but no payment was 
made by the United States to the State, on account 
of the interest on the advances, until Congress 
passed the act of May 13, 1826, which directed 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to ‘‘liqui- 
Gate and settle the claim of the State of Maryland 
for interest upon loans on. money borrowed and 
actually expended by her for the use and benefit 
of the United States daring the late war with 
Great Britain.” 

This act prescribed sundry rules for the govern- 


| during the war of 1812, which advances are ac- 


ment of the accounting officers, the first of which 
was to consider the amount of principal already 
refunded to Maryland, as evidencing the whole 
principal of the advances so made by the State. 
The second rule was that no interest should be paid 
by the United States, except where interest had 
been paid by the State. The third directed that 
« where the principal, or any part of it, has been 
paid or refunded by the United States, or money 
placed in the hands of Maryland for that purpose, 
the interest on the sums so paid or refunded shall 
cease,” &c. 

The accounting officers so construed this act 
as to allow interest to the State of Maryland only 
where such interest had been directly paid by the 
State, and to refuse it where the State had lost 
interest, as by discharging the debt by the transfer |; 
of an interest-bearing fund. 

The injustice of this refusal has since been ac- j 
knowledged by Congress in the case of the State 
of Alabama upon the advances made by her tothe || 
United States in the suppression of Creek Indian || 
hostilities, and Congress has, by the act of Jan- || 
uary 26, 1849, provided for the payment of in- |; 
terest to the State where she had lost interest. 
This the State of Alabama had done by withdraw- || 
ing her active capital from her State bank with 
which she made her advances. The State of Mary- 
land lost interest by transferring to her creditors, 
in liquidation of the securities which they held, 
United States six per cent. stock, which the State 
then held, and on which she was regularly re- 
ceiving interest. i 


The mode of computing interest adopted by the || 
accounting officers, also, seems to have been man- 
ifestly unjust. The payments of the United 
States to Maryland were first applied by them to || 
the liquidation of the principal instead of the in- || 
terest accrued thereon. Whereas, in all transac- 
tions between individuals, or between the Govern- 
ment as creditor and an individual debtor, the 
rules of law require the payments to be first ap- 
plied to the extinguishment of interest, and what- 
ever remains of the payment, after discharging || 
the interest, is then applied to the reduction of 
principal. 

Mr. PEARCE. This bill, Mr. President, was 
recommended by the unanimous approbation of 
the Committee on Finance, and I trust thata very 
brief exposition of its character will equally sat- 
isfy the Senate of the United States that it should 
be passed. The claim is nota new one. The 
State of Maryland has persisted in it from the 
period named in the bill—13th May, 1826—down 
to the present time. Agents have been employed 
by her regularly to prosecute the claim before Con- 
gress during all that period. 

The claim is for interest upon advances made 
by the State of Maryland to the United States 


knowledged by the United States, and the principal 
of which has been paid by the United States. I 
may remark, that the State of Maryland claims of | 
the United States over $400,000, alleged to have 
been advanced by her, and applied to the purchase | 
of ammunition and the equipment and support of 
the militia called out for the defense of the State | 
during the war of 1812. In the settlement of her 
accounts at the Treasury, that sum was not al- 
lowed; but the accounting officers did allow a sum 
of over $279,000; and that sum was paid by the |j 
authorities of the United States to the State of 
Maryland, but interest was refused upon it. 

On the 13th of May 1826, Congress passed an 
act for the payment of interest to the State of | 
Maryland upon these advances, and- a portion of | 
the interest has been paid; but either the terms of 
the act were such, or the construction given to the |; 
act by the accounting officers were such, that the | 
State of Maryland has not received that interest í 
to which she thinks she was entitled as a jut in- 
demnity, and which is always exacted by the |, 
Government in every other case, and exacted by |; 
the courts between individuals. The mode of set- 
tement which was adopted I will explain. In the | 
first place, however, I should remark that the in- 
terest allowed to the State of Maryland was only | 
such interest as it was proved the State had paid. | 
Now, it appears that the State not only paid in- 
terest on these advances up to a given period, but 
that, at that given period, the State began to lose | 
interest, because she liquidated her own bonds, | 


which she had given for the moneys thus advanced |! 
by her for the use of the General Government, by i 


| principal. 


| account of the General Government. 
i to give her perfect indemnity, to place her in the 


: drawing interest, and paying it in cash. 


transferring to those creditors United States six 
per cent. stock—an interest-bearing fund—so that 
not only paid interest up to about the year 
, I think it was, but subsequently to that time 
she lost interest by liquidating those demands 
against her, by the transferring of United States 
six per cent. stock which she held, and on which 
she would have been continuously receiving inter- 
est but for the transfer. 
The construction given at the Department was 
such that, instead of allowing interest to the State 


| where she lost interest, they refused it, and only 
i allowed her interest where she paid interest. And 
; further, in making the calculations they adopted 
i another course which is never allowed between 
‘individuals, and never tolerated by the United 


States where an individual is her debtor; that is 
to say, when the payments were made by the 
State of Maryland, they were first applied to the 
The interest due to the State of Mary- 
land at the time of making the payments was set 
aside as a thing not to be recognized at all, and 
the payments made were applied first to the prin- 
cipal, and after the principal was liquidated in that 


| way, then such interest as they recognized to be 


due (that is interest which the State had actually 
paid, not that which she had lost by a transfer of 
her interest-bearing fundan was paid as if it had 
been part of the principal. Thus, instead of apply- 
ing the payments, as is universally done in other 
cases, first to the liquidation of the interest due, 


| and then to the reduction of the principal as far 
as it would go, they adopted another principal 


which, as I have said, is violative of the law be- 


; tween individual and individual, contrary to the 


practice of the Government when the Government 
has claims against an individual, and direetly in 
the teeth of the law as recognized in the decisions 


| of the Supreme Court of the United States. I 


have not put it in the bill, but I have stated in the 
report that the language of the rules which we 
have prescribed for the payment of interest in this 
case is precisely that which is used by theSupreme 
Court of the United States in a very well Known 
case in 13 Peters. We have adopted the precise 
language of those rules, and all we ask is that 
the United States shall adopt, in regard to her 
creditor, the State of Maryland, that rule which 
she inexorably applies to her own debtors, and 
which the authorities always enforce as between 
individuals. 

I know, sir, that some gentlemen think this 
matter of interest is to be looked at very differ- 
ently where the Government is the party to be 


| charged; but it is manifest that what the State of 


Maryland is entitled to from the Government of 
the United States is indemnity, full and perfect 


| indemnity. That cannot be given unless the State 
| be put in the same situation in which she would 


have been if she had not incurred these debts on 
To dothat, 


same situation in which she would have been if 
she had not incurred these debts for the benefit of 
the Government, itis necessary that she should 


‘ be allowed interest in cases where she has lost it, 


and the rule of calculation should be that which I 
have mentioned. It seemed to the committee to 
be so perfectly equitable that they did not doubt 


| the Senate would confirm their decision. 


1 beg leave simply to add, in conclusion, in re- 
gard to the payment of the interest, that, when 
interest has been lost, the Government has recog- 


| nized the principle of paying it by the act of Jan- 


uary, 1849. That was an act passed forthe relief 
of the State of Alabama. Alabama had made 
large advances for the benefit of the General Gov- 
ernment, in the suppression of Creek hostilities, 
and she had taken the money with which she 
made these advances out of her State bank, thus 
withdrawing so much from her active capital. In 
that way she Jost the interest, and the Government 
of the United States, at the period I have men- 
tioned, January, 1849, passed an act to pay in- 
terest to the State of Alabama for the interest 


| which she had lost. This is a legislative sanction 


of part of the principle of this bill. The sanction 
for the rest [ have already stated. 

Mr. CASS. I do not exactly understand this 
bill. I must confess, I do not see the difference 
between paying a debt of $100,000 in a bond, 
Į think 
the fact of paying a debt in a bond, drawing in- 
terestat the time, does not change the matter at ail. 
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Mr. PEARCE. Why, sir, I supposed that | 
principle would scarcely be disputed now, inas- į 
much as it has been solemnly recognized. I stated | 
that the State of Maryland borrowed money for i 
the benefit of the United States, and the United |! 
States has acknowledged it. The State paid in- | 
terest on what she borrowed, up to a given time, 
when she ceased to pay interest, but liquidated 
the claims against her by transferring to her cred- 
itors United States six per cent. stock. 

_ Mr. BADGER. Which was a fund-bearing | 
interest. . 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir; it was an interest- 
bearing fund, What we ask is, that we shall be |: 
put in the situation in which we should have been |: 
if we had actually paid interest instead of losing | 
interest, and that the mode of calculation shall be: 
that which is usual in all other cases. Why, sit, | 
it is very easy to illustrate this matter. Suppose 
$200,000 were due to the State of Maryland when 
the first payment of $40,000 was made. Suppose 
there was an accumulation of $40,000 of interest. 
T ask the Senator’s attention, inasmuch as he ob- 
jects to the bill. 

Mr. CASS. [did not object. I merely raised 
the question, and wished it explained. 


Mr. PEARCE. Well, sir, here is the illustra- 
tion: 1 say suppose that at the time the iirst pay- |! 
ment was made by the United States to the State | 
of Maryland, the principal had been $200,000, | 
and the accumulation of interest $40,000; and sup- |: 
pose the Government of the United makes a pay- |! 
ment®f $40,000, what is the ordinary and proper |. 
mode of applying that payment of $40,000? Un- 
doubtedly to the liquidation of the interest due. | 
No such thing has been done here, but the ac- 
counting officer applied the $40,000 to the re- | 
duction of the $200,000, the principal, so that the | 
interest ceased to be drawn upon the $200,000 of i 
principal and was-running on on the reduced |i 
amount of $160,000; and all the interest on the |! 
aad was kept aside until the principal was | 
iquidated by repeated payments, and then this | 


} 
Government paid such interest as it was willing || 
to pay, such interest as the State of Maryland i 
proved she had herself paid. I think that is per- i 
fectly plain. I think it is perfectly plain too, that || 
it is entirely unjust, and that it will not do to say ii 
that the State of Maryland is indemnified for her |i 
advances to the United States, when they thus |; 
refuse to apply the payment to the interest due 
to her, but thought proper to reduce the principal 
at the time of that payment. Between individuals 
there could be no question about it. 

Mr. CASS. I must confess I am not satisfied |: 
atall. If a man has a debt of $100,000 to pay, 
and be has $100,000 in cash in his strong box, or 
$100,000 in bonds or in bank stock, drawing ten |; 
per cent. interest, it is the same thing to him 
‘whether he pays the debt in one or the other. It 
is the same thing to him and to his creditor. If 
he chooses to convert his bonds into money and 
pay the debt in that way, very well. If he chooses 
to invest $100,000 of cash in funds, he can do 
that. But it seems to me that the mode in which 
he makes the payment makes no difference to the 
creditor. It strikes me that the interest stops at 
the time he makes the payment, whether it be | 
made in one species of funds or another. 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, Mr. President, if th 
observation of the Senator has any significanc 
which I can comprehend, it amounts to this, tha i 
however the State of Maryland might have paid || 
of these advances which she had made to the | 
Government, however she might have paid the || 
debts which she incurred in order to make these 
advances, she is entitled to interest, whether she |. 
paid in interest-bearing funds or in cash out of her ;: 
strong box. That, I think, is the fair deduction | 
from what the Senator said. The fact is, the |; 
Government has gone on the principle of not)! 
paying interest except where the party making || 
advances to her has either paid interest or lost | 
interest. That is the general principle. | 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator did not! 
understand me. L did not touch the question of |; 
interest at all; I did not speak of how it should be | 
paid. My difficulty is this: when a payment | 
was made, under the circumstances, by the State | 
of Maryland, no matter out of what funds it was | 
made, the interest, it seems to me, should stop at ;; 
that point. She cannot get up and say, “J hav 
lost ten per cent., or fifteen per cent., or sixt 


i 
R 


: upon that? 


|, the principle over and over again that the United 


i given shows the meaning of the language. 


i| an interest-bearing fund, that constitutes an equity 


| Pearce,] but l think 1 can answer the objection || 


: made certain advances to the Federal Government. 


| 
l tion would not have been imposed on the Fed- | 


per cent. by transferring to the creditors interest 
bonds which I held.” 

Mr. PEARCE. What payment does the Sen- 
ator suppose was made? 

Mr. CASS. 


stand it. 

Mr. PEARCE. The State of Maryland did | 
pay debts which she had incurred on account of | 
the General Government. First, she paid inter- į 
est for a series of years, and then she thought | 
proper to liquidate the whole. When she liqui- | 
dated it, she did it, not by a paymeut of money, 
but by a transfer to her creditors of six per cent. || 
stock which bore interest. Now, the principle | 
having been adopted by the Government of the | 
United States on various occasions, thatit will not | 
pay interest except where a State has either paid | 
or lost interest, it was necessary for me to show | 
that the State of Maryland had lost interest. ‘That || 
I have shown by proving that she had transferred 
an interest-bearing fund. 

Mr. CASS. And if she had $100,000 in her 
strong box, and paid the debt off the next day in 
cash, might she not be said to have lost interest 


_ Mr. PRATT. Would she not be entitled to || 
interest upon that? 
Mr. CASS. [do not touch that question. 
Mr. PEARCE. The statement of the Senator 
from Michigan may all be true. Í am not vindi- 
eating the propriety of the action of Congress 
heretofore; but l say that Congress has decided 


States will not pay interest to a State, except 
where that State either paid or lost interest. 

Mr. CASS. Ido not exactly understand what 
the word ‘* lost’? means as there used. 

Mr.PEARCE. Thatis the language of the 
law as itis on our Statute-books. 

Mr. CASS. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. PEARCE. Theillustration which I have | 
It 
means that when a State has paid money, not out j 
of her strong box lying idle, but has paid away 


which entitles her to the indemnity which the | 
State of Maryland asks in this case. | 

Mr. PRATT. Ido not suppose for a moment | 
that I can make the argument plainer than it has | 
been made by my honorable colleague, [Mr. 


of the honorable Senator from Michigan. | 
The State of Maryland, during the war of 1812, 


This Government has recognized the obligation 
to refund that money. Now, the Senator from | 
Michigan says he cannot see the difference between | 
the obligation of this Government to pay, if the 
State of Maryland at once paid in cash the debts | 
incurred by that State in advancing the money, or | 
immediately paid them in stocks bearing interest, 
or deferred the payment for a number of years. 
He can see no difference between the obligation of 
the Government, whether the State paid interest || 
on the debt for a number of years, and then paid | 
the principal, or at once paid the debt in cash, or || 
in a stock paying herinterest. 1 concede that he | 
is right. But here the United States concede the 
obligation to refund to the State the money ad- |, 
vanced. Then if the State at the time paid the |! 
money, she is entitled to interest from the Gov- 
ernment.. The course of the committee and 
the argument of my honorable colleague have 
proceeded out of the act of 1826, which provides 
that this Government should pay interest wherever | 
the State had paid interest. The Government i 
has only paid to the State of Maryland the inter- | 
est which the State showed she actually paid an- | 

j 


tecedent to the liquidation of the bonds which 
were given by the State for the obligations incurred | 
by her on account of the Federal Government. || 
Now, I submit to the honorable Senator from | 
Michigan, whether, if the State of Maryland 
had paid the money at once, the same obliga- 


p i 
eral Government to pay interest on the amount | 
so advanced as would have been imposed if the |, 


` . H 
State had neglected to pay the principal, but had | 
paid the interest on it for a number of years, and |! 
then came to the Federal Government to refund i 


that interest. She would have a right to do so, 


and the position of the Federal Government would 
not be changed. one iota in either case. 

The object of the committee, however, as I have 
stated, was to bring this claim of the State of Mary- 
land exactly within the principle of the act of 
1826. That act expressly declares that the Fed- 
eral Government shall refurid to the State the in- 
terest actually paid. Can there be ground for a 
distinction between the obligation to refund interest 
paid, and interest lost by the State? If the State 
of Maryland, instead of holding these bonds and 
leaving her indebtedness run on and paying the 
interest on it until the Federal Government had 
paid her, had transferred at once, for the purpose 
of liquidating the debt, the stock of the Federal 
Government, bearing an interest of six per cent., 
would not an obligation exist on the part of the 
Federal Government to return the six percent. 
thus lost by the State of Maryland? Is not that 
this case? fo. 

My honorable colleague correctly stated the 
principle. The broad principle recognized by this 
Government is, that the Federal Government is 


i} bound to indemnify a State, to give her fuil in- 


demnity. In this cafe the State of Maryland has 


i not only lost the principal which she paid, but she 
| has lost the interest which she would have received 
| on this stock of the Federal Government, which 


she transferred for the purpose of liquidating the 
debt acknowledged to be the debt of this Govern- 
ment. l apprehend, then, there can be no diffi- 
culty on the part of my honorable friend from 
Michigan, or any other Senator in agreeing to the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I should like 
to understand exactly the effect of the principle of 
this bill before I vote on it. Ido not know that 
[shall have any objection to it when I come to 
understand it, but I wish to know what it is. 

I consider that this matter of interest is purely 
a conventional one, and that you may establish 
any rule you please. It ought to be stable, it 


|| ought to be certain, it ought to avoid the danger 


of discretion, I grant. Butif I rightly understand 
the object of this bill, the effect of it will be to un- 
settle the account of every State which. has been 
settled by this Government for any lapse of time 
back. The mode in which interest has been cal- 
culated has been adopted partly under various 
laws of Congress authorizing the pay ment of inter- 
est toa State. 1 do not care in what manner the 
interest was to be paid, It makes no difference to 
me whether it was to be paid in cases when the 
State disposed of an interest-bearing stock, or 
when she paid interest herself, and not in other 
cases, That is immaterial to this question. Under 
the laws of Congress providing that the accounts 
of the States should be settled and they be indem- 
nified and interest be paid to them, a certain 
mode of settling their accounts has been adopted 
at the Treasury Department; and that mode has 
been carried through the account of. every State 
with which a settlement has been made by the 
United States. I believe that mode has not hith- 
erto been objected to by any State. The effect of 
this bill, however, istoapply a different rule of set- 
tlement in regard to the accounts of the State of 
Maryland from any that has hitherto obtained. 
The inevitable result is that if you changeit in 
reference to the State of Maryland, every other 
State will call upon you to do the same thing. In 


| other words, the object of this bill is to carry out 


what is called the legal mode of settling interest 
between debtor and creditor as individuals. 

I do not think there is any incumbent pressure 
upon this Government to adopt any of the analo- 
gies between the transactions of individuals or the 
transactions of a State government with an indi- 
vidual. There is no analogy between the cases in 
other respects. In the case of an individual, the 
debtor is always bound to seek his creditor, and 
if he does not seek his creditor and pay him 
promptly, he is bound to pay interest until the 
debt is discharged. In the case of a Government, 
nobody ever heard of such a principle as that, 
Nobody ever supposed that a Government waa. 
bound to seek its creditor. The Government must 
be sought by the creditor, and he has:no right to 
claim interest for his own negiect.. There is a 
great variety of other differences in the nature of 
things between the rules which are to govern the 
relations of a Government and its œtizen, and 
those which prevail between citizen and citizen. 

Now, sir, unless very strong reasons are ag- 
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posed to unsettle the accounts of all the States of 
the Union with the Federal Government. They 
have been adjusted on the principle of indemnify- 
ing them. I am not willing thus to reopen them. 
I am not willing to unsettle that mode in the case 
of one State, (for it leads to the same thing in all 
other cases,) unless very strong reasons are given 
showing the necessity of the change. To justify 
me in supporting it, Í must have something more 
“than a technical rule of law as adopted by courts 
between man and mah, which requires a particular 
mode to be pursued in the calculation of interest. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, the technical 
rule of the courts as adopted between man and 
man, is founded on the principles of justice, sheer 
justice; and if it is not, this Government is an ex- 
tortioner; and it exacts from individuals wrongly 
and meanly what it will be wrongful and mean in 
it to deny to a sovereign State which has advanced 
money for it, But, sir; it is not a mere techni- 
cality. Ido not put. this claim upon the ground 
of technicality; I put it upon the ground of indem- 
nity. You cannot indemnify us, unless you pay 
us what we have lost; and you cannot pay us 
what we have lost, unless you pay us according 
to the principle of this bill. 

It is said the Government must be sought. 
Well, sir, this Government has been sought and 
besought, for the last twenty-five years, but has 
been deaf to, every call we have made. Some 
years ago, | introduced a bill, proposing to settle 
with all the States under similar circumstances, 
not knowing how many there were, or whether 
there were any. I do not know that any State is 
exactly in the condition of the State of Maryland. 
I do not know that any other State has liquidated 
its debts, occasioned by such advances, by the 
transfer of interest-bearing funds. [donot know 
but that they have liquidated all those advances 
out of the money lying idle in their Treasury, in 
which cases the Government. refuses to pay in- 
terest. But, sir, I introduced a general bill pro- 
viding for payment in all cases. I was then told 
“let every tub stand on its own bottom.” A 
friend of mine, then a Senator from Alabama, a 
gentleman whom I much respected while living, 
and whom I honor now that he is dead, Mr. King, 

introduced in 1848 or 1849, a bill for the State of 
Alabama, and asked me not to mingle that up 
with the claim of Maryland; but to allow each 
State to stand by itself, and to let his bill pass sep- 
arately from everything else. I did so. «Now, I 
introduce a bill separately for the payment of 
Maryland, and I am told that it may open the 
door for all other States that have similar claims, 
Whatif it does? If other States have such claims, 
they have just claims which this Government 
ought to satisfy and adjust without regard to 
money. If it took every dollar in the Treasury, 
it ought to be done. It is no argument against a 
claim that we open the door to large claims of the 
same sort, if those claims are just in themselves. 

Now, sir, itis clear that this Government has 
not treated us with justice. It has refused to pay 
the interest which we have lost. In the case of 
the State of Alabama, the Government has paid 
her interest when she lost it, not by the actual 
transfer of an interest-bearing fund, in the nature | 
of Stocks of this Government held by her; but 
when she took the money out of her State bank, 
where it was active capital, on which interest was 
being made. ‘This was refunded on the principle 
of indemnity. That is all we ask. 
notions of the right of the Government to be above 


No technical || 
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| canon law, all interest was usury, and the taking 
, of it was absolutely forbidden, as an immoral 
transaction. In the progress of this commercial 
age, I am aware, courts and Legislatures have 
been disposed to extend the rule as to the payment 
of interest on money; but it is all conventional. 
After all, there is no obligation to pay interest 
beyond what the positive provision of law re- 
quires. Suchismy judgment. Therearea variety 
of cases in which it is never allowed now. This 
is what I meant by speaking of a technical obli- 
gation to pay interest. 

Why, sir, in all the States of this Union there 
is a great variety of rules as to whether debts bear 
or do not bear interest. In some it is a question 
partly left to the discretion of the jury. In others, 
debts are said to bear interest per se. All these 
things are the result of positive legislation in the 
particular State in which the rule exists. The 
general rule as regards Governments is, that they 
: do not pay interest. In my judgment, the wise 
| rule would be that they should never pay interest 
except based on express agreement, not implied 
contract. By adhering to this rule, we should 
get rid of a great many difficult questions con- 
nected with this matter. This was certainly the 
doctrine of Mr. Jefferson, in the celebrated letter 
which he wrote to Mr. Hammond, the British 
Minister, that the obligation to pay interest was 
| founded upon express agreement. That is the 


Then it comes to be a question, not of a moral 
obligation to pay interest, but it is purely a ques- 
tion of conventional law That is what Í contend 
for. According to the usage of this Government, 
it has agreed to reimburse the States for the ex- 
penditures made on its behalf; and in the settle- 
ment of accounts in such cases, there has been a 
practice in the Executive Department applied to 
all the States of the Union. Now, Isay lam not 
prepared to vote for this bill, which will unsettle 
that practice, and provide fora new mode of adjust- 
ing the accounts, unless some strong reason is 
given to me why the Government should alter its 
whole course of practice. 


atall; 1 speak of justice in the light of moral ob- 
ligation. There always must be difficulties con- 
nected with the allowance of interest. In many 
cases it might be asked that the Government 
should pay interest on interest. If you were to go 
through the whole of these accounts, you would 
easily see that might result from the alteration 
now proposed to be made in the law. Yet there 
is no question of justice aboutit. ‘There are cases 
in which men ought to pay interest on interest, 
and in which men are made to pay interest on in- 
terest, even in courts of equity, where there is 
fraud on the part of the trustee, in annual or 
semi-annual statements of accounts. The general 
idea of the community, however, is, thatinterest 
oninterest is an immoral transaction. Inmy view, 
it is a question purely conventional altogether. 
; The question, whether interest, as well as the 
i principal, should bear interest, is purely a con- 
ventional question, dependent on positive law, 
| There is no reason why it should not. There is no 
| difference in point of justice between thetwo cases. 


| When | owe a bond at the end of the year, and 
| interest is due on it, there is no reason why, if I 
: do not pay the interest when it is due, I should 


|| hot pay interest on that interest as well as on the 


| principal. Itis not a question of moral reason- 
ing; and I say there is no difference between the 


two cases; and yet, probably there is not a State 


the rule of justice which applies between individ- 
uais, and which is enforced by a State against in- 
dividuals, can preclude usin the demand which | 
we make. I trust the Senate will pass the bill. | 
Mr. BAYARD. Sir, | never for a moment 
meant to intimate, as an argument here, that, if} 
this claim were just, in the broad sense of justice, 
of moral obligation to pay, this Government ought i 


in my judgment, a question merely of conventional 


law. There is no question of moral obligation 


involved in it. According to the principles of the 


in this Union in which a contract to pay interest 
on interest would not be invalid. 

I mention this in order to show that the whole 
question of obligation to pay interest is a question 
of positive law altogether. As itis so, I am un- 
willing, on the application of a particular State, to 
change the mode of computing interest, or to allow 
interest in cases where it has heretofore been 
i refused. If I had time to look into this measure, 
{ might think the principle on which it is based a 


back. As yet, however, I have heard no sufficient 


|| necessarily lead to an alteration of the practice as 
to the accounts of all other States similarly situ- 
1 ated; for I believe it is not alleged in this case that 


gist of the doctrine contained in the whole letter. | 


I do not think there is any justice in this matter | 


| 

1 

| wise one, though it does go to unsettle all the | 
| State accounts which have been settled for years- 
1 


ence to interest. If there were any allegation 
that they did not apply to this case the same 
principles which they apply to all others similarly 
situated, I should not hesitate to vote for the bill; 
but nosuch allegation is made. The bill is based 
simply on the fact that the practice of the Depart- 
ment does not operate to allow interest in the legal 
mode which would be adopted én a court of justice 
between man and man. 

Why, sir, merchants vary on the subject of 
interest. In the mercantile mode of stating inter- 
est, they calculate it on both sides of the account. 
The reasons for this could be given; but it is un- 
necessary to go into them now. The legal mode, 
I admit, is different. But the question now is, 
whether you are to unsettle the established prac- 
tice of the Government in thé computation and 
allowance of interest. Without very strong rea- 
sons being given for it, I cannot agree to it. After 
examination, 1 might be willing to yield my ob- 
jections. I did not hear the first argument of the 
honorable Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Pearcx.] 
I should have to see a statement of the argument, 
and understand the operation of the bill, before I 
could make up my mind as toits propriety. But, 
at any rate, I am unwilling to alter.a general prac- 
tice which has obtained without objection to this 
day, unless some very potent reason be assigned 
for it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate yithout 
amendment. 

Mr. CHASE. ‘I desire to ask a question of the 
Senator from Maryland. If the State of Mary- 
land had paid in money instead of in stock, would 


; the Government of the United States, under its 


usage, have been bound to pay interest? 

Mr. PEARCE. According to usage, it would 
have refused to pay interest. It has paid no in- 
terest when a State, having cash lying idle in its 
vaults, paid out that. 

. Mr. CHASE. That is the point I wished to 
to get at. : 

n the question of ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, Mr. Bayarp called 
for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to submit a single 
eon to the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 

EaRCE.] I want to know precisely whether I 
understand the grounds on which the claim rests, 


|! If I understand it aright, if this bill be passed, 


Maryland will receive from the General Govern- 
ment just what she has advanced, with interest 
thereon, liquidated according to the rules of law, 
and no more? 

Mr. PEARCE. No more. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I shall vote for the bill. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 36, nays 7; ag follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Badger, Bell, Benjamin, 
Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dixon, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Poot, Geyer, 
Gillette, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of Lowa, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Norris, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, 
Rockwell, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Toucey, and Wade—36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Cass, Chase, Dodge of 
Iowa, Sumner, and Walker—7. 


The bill was read a third time, and passed. 
MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the bill from 
the House to change the day for the annual as- 
sembling of Congress. I wanta test vote upon 
that proposition. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I certainly should 
have no objection to the motion of the Senator 
from Mississippi at another time; but I under- 
stand the prior order of business is the motion to 
refer the petition presented on Thursday last, by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. ROCKWELL] 
praying for the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

Mr. GWIN. We can dispose of this bill in a 
very short time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If I am right in 
my impression, I ask that we may proceed to the 
consideration of that subject. 

Mr. MASON. I yielded the floor, at the time 
I made the motion to take up the railroad bill, as 
a courtesy to the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land, (who is obliged to leave the city,) for the 
purpose of allowing him to call up his bill, I 
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understood that I had the implied assent of the 
Senate to take up the bill giving the right of way 
across the Long Bridge to the Virginia railroad, 
when the other bill was disposed of. I hope it 
will be the pleasure of the Senate to take up that 
bill now. I hope that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi will allow us to do it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire a test vote on the two 
propositions: 1 understand the House wish to 

ave the sense of the Senate upon their proposi- 
tion to meet on the first Monday of November, 


before they can advisedly determine upon the ad- | 


journment resolution. l therefore desire a test 
vote between my proposition and that of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. lt is wholly immaterial on 
which the question is taken first. If one falls the 
other will be made. As mine is before the Senate, 
I desire a test vote upon it. 

Mr. WALKER. I haveno objection to taking up 
the bill mentioned by the Senator from Mississippi, 
or any other matter; but, sir, the subject which 
was hurrying the Senate so much. several weeks 
ago seems now to be forgotten—I allude to the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, vetoing 
the indigent insane land bill. I believe it is the 
special order. - The morning hour has passed, and 
I, for one, feel disposed to take it up so that we 
may have the discussion upon it concluded within 
some reasonable time. The Senator from Penn- 


sylvania [Mr. Bropugap] got the floor upon it | 
some five days ago, but still the subject has been | 


postponed, if not by the positive action of the 
Senate, by its negative action in refusing to take 
it up. 
Spesial order. 
Mr. SUMNER., 
was the unfinished business of yesterday ? 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER, (Mr. 


unfinished business of yesterday, which was a 
motion to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary a 
petition praying for the repeal of the fugitiveslave 
law; but the Senator from Mississippi moves to 


postpone the prior order of business for the pur- | 


pose of taking up the bill from the Fouse 
changing the day for the annual assembling of 
Congress. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


“upon. There are Senators here, doubtless, who 
desire to express their views upon it. I have 
something further to say myself. I think we had 
better proceed with it to-day. 


Mr. BAYARD. I have but a single objection | 
to the motion of the Senator from Mississippi. | 


I shall be compelled to vote against the House 
bill for convening Congress on the first Monday 
in November, if we consider it before the House 
act upon our amendment to their resolution in 
reference to the adjournment. The object of 


the bill is to lengthen one -session and shorten | 


the other, and | am free to say that I am unwill- 
ing to lengthen the short session unless I see a 
positive disposition on the part of the codrdinate 
branch of the legislature to shorten the long ses- 
sion. If they will pass the resolution adjourning 


on the 17th of July, E am willing to vote to take | 
the bill up; but I do not want to give my vote on | 
it now, for if I do, I shall have to vote against ìt, || 


though I should otherwise be for it. I wish the 
adjournment resolution disposed of first. 
Mr. GWIN. 


in the House. [have no doubt that if wepass this 
bill they will take it up.and act upon it, and meet 
the views of the Senate in regard to the adjourn- 
ment, leaving out the recess. cr 
Mr. BAYARD. I only state that if itis taken 
up now, | must vote against the bill. i 
Mr.GWIN. Ido not desire to interfere with 
the Senator from Kentucky, who has the floor on 
the petition from Massachusetts, 


does not, I wish to press this question. 
Mr. DIXON. I desire to submit to the Senate 


some remarks on the question which the memorial | 
brings before its consideration, but if the bill which || 
the Senator from Mississippi moves to take upcan | 
be disposed of in a very few minutes, I am willing | 


to wait. 
Mr. ADAMS. 


mind. 
Mr. GWIN. 


I insist, if it is in my power, upon the | 


I would ask the Chair what | 
|| place of acting upon it, they have sent to us a bill 
RIGHT in | 
the chair.) The special order of to-day is the | 


I suggest that the memorial | 
from the citizens of Boston be taken up and acted | 


I suggest to the Senator from 
Delaware that they cannot reach that resolution | £ i S i 
| and the lengthening of the session, tnan have | hon ) 1 
: which I have given utterance against the passage 


If he wishes | 
to go on, } have nothing further to say, but if he | 


I think we can dispose of it in | 
a very few minutes. Every man has made up his | 


If the Senator will give way we -i 


disposed to take it up or not. 
fere with the honorable Senator from Kentucky, |i 
but it is perfectly notorious that the question on |; 
which he is to speak is one of no practical benefit 
to the Senate or the country. It is a mere} 
wasting of the time of the Senate, but the question 
about adjourning at an early day is a practical 
question. I ask the yeas and nays on the motion | 
to take up the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. Avama’s motion was agreed to by a vote, 
on a division, of ayes 22, noes 15. 

The bill was accordingly read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to appoint the first Monday in No- 
vember as the day for the annual assembling of 
Congress. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to strike out “ No- 
vember,’’ and insert ‘* October.’’ 

Mr. BAYARD. Under the circumstances, I 
shall vote both against the amendment and the bill 
as it came from the House, and for this reason: 
We have made an amendment to the House reso- 
lution for adjournment, in which we gave to them | 
the guarantee of what our views were, viz: that 
we would adjourn from the 17th day of July to |; 
the third Monday in October. It was passed by |! 
a decided vote. The House of Representatives, 
therefore, have the evidence that the Senate is 
willing to prolong the next session of Congress 
by way of a recess—for it amounts to the same |! 
thing practically—that it is willing to throw in 
connection with the next session, a period of time || 
abstracted now from the hot summer months. |! 
We have sent that resolution; there it lies. In |} 


to lengthen the short session of Congress. They 
have an indication of what the view of the Senate 
is, but we have not got theirs; and, in my belief, 
you may pass this bill and have the present ses- 
sion extended as far as the 20th of September. |; 
If, therefore, the bill is pressed now, I shall vote |} 
against it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
the bill and theamendment. Now, sir, the meeting 
of Congress is on the day fixed by the Constitu- 
tion. 
has been settled since 1787. From 1787 to the 
present time there has rarely been an attempt to 
change it. There was an effort made to limit the 
long session, and to equalize the two sessions; but 
it was vetoed by President Jackson, on the ground |; 
that there was a want of constitutional power; and |; 
from 1787 up to the present, the first Monday in 
December has remained the day for the assembling 
of Congress. We have passed through many 
exciting scenes since that time. We havehad the 
war of 1812, the war with Mexico, and all the |! 
political wars which have been fought in both 
Houses of Congress; and now, in a state of pro- $ 
found peace, and when all the legislation of the | 
country has been made in reference to the meet- | 
ing of Congress, we are called upon to change the | 
day from the first Monday in December to the || 
first Monday in October, to suit the views of some, | 
and to the first Monday in November to meet the |: 


views of others. i 

{ would inquire what great pressing necessity | 
exists for this change? Has there been any call | 
throughout the country for a change of the day of |; 
meeting of Congress? Are there at thistime more |; 
absorbing subjects demanding its early assembling, |; 


existed at various periods: for about sixty-seven |; 
years? Ifthere are, they have escaped my abser- |; 
vation. With regard to the section of country | 
where I live, I have read pretty much all the pub- |; 
lic prints, and I have an extensive correspondence ji 
from that quarter; but I have not noticed that a |; 
word has been said about changing the day of the | 
meeting of Congress. I read the prints from other |. 
portions of the Union, which generally afford in- || 
formation from other sections, but not a whisper |; 
have I heard of the wish that Congress should | 
assemble earlier? What is the pressing necessit 
forit? Itseems to me that before Congress, in 
this hurried way, undertakes to establish an inno 
vation upon a usage sanctified by the length of | 
time which it has existed, the country should cali |; 
for it. If the public interests demanded it at the |! 
hands of their representatives, 1 should not hesi- |; 
tate to yield to that demand. | 


Sir, the legislation in several of the States is || 


i 
t 


i 
I believe the day on which we now meet 
| 
i 


| several of the States. 


i the order of business now? 


| made in reference to the time now fixed by law for 


the assembling of Congress; and by the proposed 
change you will unhinge the legislation of a large 
number of the States of the Union. My own Le- 
gislature assembles a week after the day proposed 
for the meeting of Congress. This change would 
be unexpected to my State, and I maysay the same 
thing of Mississippi, and perhaps of Louisiana. 
The population of Alabama ranges from the sea- 
coast to the mountains, and the representatives of 
a population thus situated cannot be expected to 
meet a day earlier than the second Monday in 
November. ‘Those from the higher latitudes in 
my State, I feel assured, would be unwilling to go 
south at an earlier period than that, as they would 
have to do to get to the seat of Government. It 
has been the custom of the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, never to elect her Sena- 
tors so long in advance as two years; and the 
proposed change would deprive Alabama of a 
Senator at the commencement of the next Con- 
gress, or subject her to the onerous expense of a 
called session. 

It seems to me that this matter has not received 
the due reflection which it should have received; 
and allow me to say to Senators from other por- 
tions of the country, that the bill, in its operation, 
will absolutely exclude every Senator and mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives who attends 
here from his right to vote at the election for 
President and Vice President of the United States; 
for we shall have to be here attending to our 


|| public duties when that election comes off, on the 
first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 


in every State throughout the Union, which is a 
period after the time proposed for the meeting of 
Congress. Have Senators thought of this fact— 
that at every second Congress, the public men 
will be withdrawn to attend to their public duties 
here at that time, and will not be permitted to 
exercise the right of voting at the election of those 
officers? It may be said that we may modify the 
law in regard to the time of their election. That 


i is true; but it only comes to what I have before said, 
I am opposed both to |i 


that we shall, by this legislation, derange every- 
thing; and we shall have to go to a new system 
of legislation. We shall have not only to do that, 
but I will venture to say, that if the modification 
takes place, if the bill becomes a law, you will 


| find that it will derange a large portion of the 
, legislation of the country. I know it cannot be 
| otherwise, and it would be onerous on a large 


portion of the public men of the country. 
Fora large number of members, whether en- 


‘gaged in professional or agricultural ursuits in 
the country where I live, October and 


ovember 
I know that to be a fact in 
It is true of Louisiana; it 
Itis 


are busy months. 


is true of Texas, and of many other States. 


| a busy season with the planter in my own State; 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
$ 
| 
| 
1 
} 
i 
f 
i 
i 


it is a season which engages the attention of the 
professional man. Adopt this amendment, and, 
as far as the agricultural interests are concerned, 
we could neither sow nor reap, nor gather our 
crops; and it willbe conceded that public men, 
as well as those in private life, should. not be un- 
mindful of their private interests, especially when 


: they can obtain spare time from their public duties. 


There are many other arguments which I could 
urge against the proposed change; bùt I did not 


' rise for the purpose of engaging in an extended 


discussion on this question. I, however, have 
deemed it due to myself, and those I have the 
honor in part to represent, to submit the views to 


of this*bill. 


Mr. GWIN. 1 do not intend to consume the 


: time of the Senate in the discussion of this ques- 


tion. I think it commends itself to every mem- 


| ber of the body, except those who are interested 


in not meeting at the period designated. It seems 
to be avery inconvenient time to some members of 
the Senate. Itis a very inconvenient time to me as 
it stands. I cannot vote at the presidential election 
now. lamas anxious as the Senator from Ala- 
bama to vote, but I shall never be able to do it, 
until the mode of communication be changed. 
When ihe great national railroad shall have been 
built, I hope to be able to leave California after the 
election, and be here in time for the assembling of 
Congress; but I cannot do so now. , 

As to deranging the order of business, what is 
We commence on 
the first Monday in December of the short session 
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and take up the Calendar precisely as we leaveit on 
the day of adjournment of the long session; and if 
the day of meeting should be on the first Monday 
of November, the order of business would be pre- 
cisely the same. By our rules, all the business 
matured this session, and not-disposed of, will be 
taken up in its order at the next session for con- 
sideration. This, therefore, willderange no order 
of business at-all. On that point, then, the Senator 
is entirely mistaken. We can commence business 
on the first Monday in November, as we now can 
on the first Monday of December. It is perfectly 
notorious. that no business matured at the short 
session, except the appropriation bills, stands any 
chance. At the short session we take up the 
Calendar as we left it at the adjournment of the 
long session. 

As to the old, fixed. policy of the Government, 
itis well known that when the day of meeting 
was fixed, the duties of the Government were 
not sogreat. They were not one—one hundredth 
part as great as they are now, What is the 
use of the short session? During the three 
months we do but little more than pass the ap- 
propriation bills. Owing to theagitation of a great 
question that has passed through Congress at this 
session, some of the most important questions 
connected with the future prosperity of the Gov- 
ernment have not been acted upon; and they can- 
not be acted upon during the dog days, when we 
can scarcely keep together a quorum of the two 
Houses. We want an additional month added to 
the short session for the purpose of considering 
these measures. Mr. President, I think every 
consideration that should influence a public man, 
should induce us to bring this session to an imme- 
diate close; and to accomplish that, we ought to 
pass this bill. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not like to change from old 
rules that have worked well, without some good 
substantial reasons, The meeting of Congress 
heretofore, since the formation of theGovernment, 
has been, as directed in the Constitution, on the 
first Monday in December. We are asked now, 
upon very short notice, and with very little delib- 
eration, to change the day to the first Monday in 
November, according to the bill, or to the first 
Monday in October, according to the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. What are the 
reasons that have been offered for it? One is the 
dispatch of the public business; another is the 
shortening of the long sessions of Congress, which 
are admitted now to run to entirely too greata 
length. Ido not think it will effect the first ob- 
ject. From the history of our legislation here, it 
is known that, at least in the Senate, in the early 
part of the session, here isa very thin attendance, 
and adjournments over take place from Thursday 
to Monday during the whole of the first month, 
so that, in fact, antil about the first of January, 
little or nothing either of the remaining business 
on hand, or new business, is transacted by the 
Senate. 

Then, I apprehend that, unless we should 
change this policy, which E do not see any reason 
to believe will be done, in place of consuming one 
month in doing little or nothing, two months 
would be consumed in that way; so that the idea 
is all imaginary that it would have any sort of 
effect in shortening the long session. It is true, 
there is upon your table a proposition to amend 
the joint rules of both Houses, by which to di- 
rect that Congress shall adjourn some time in 
May. That is a clear encroachment. Itis clearly 
unconstitutional. The Constitution gives the 
power expressly to both Houses of Congress to 
adjourn, if they can agree upon the day; and in 
case of their failing to agree upon the day, the 
President has the right to adjourn them over. 
That is a right incident to every Congress that 
convenes. We have it; and the next that sits 
here will have it in the same manner, under the 
Constitution. Then we can accomplish nothing 
by a joint rule, because we assumea power never 
guarantied in the Constitution to this Congress to 
prescribe a rule for the next Congress as to ad- 
journment; so that, so far as it is concerned, I 
apprehend it will result in nothing, or worse than 
nothing. It is mischievous. It igs an attempt to 
accomplish, outside of the Constitution, by a sort 
of agreement, that which the Constitution gives 
us no sort of power to accomplish. 

I can see no good to result from the change of 
the day of meeting, but I can see a great deal of 


! would be the result of this? To change the day 


mischief in it, and a great deal of confusion that 
will result to the country from making a change 
so suddenly, and without any discussion and re- 
flection upon the subject. All the legislation of 
the States has been had in direct reference to our 
meeting on the first Monday in December. Most į 
of them have adopted in their constitution a pro- 
vision only to meet biennially, and they have, 
therefore, arranged their meetings to conform to 
the regular meeting of Congress, on the first Mon- 
day in December. Their general election of mem- 
bers of Congress is regulated in thatway. What 


of meeting suddenly, and to require all the States 
to wheel into line-and follow you, and change 
their legislation. Perhaps some of them will have | 
to change their Constitution to accommodate | 
themselves to your day of‘meeting, when no good 
reason has been given why it should take place at 
an earlier day than it has done heretofore. 

I am not in favor of passing any law that shall 
require all the States to conform to it, unless there 
be some very good and substantial reason for it, 
and some great public benefit to be accomplished 
by it. Suppose they do not turn in at your beck | 
and call, and assemble a convention to change 
the Constitution, or assemble the Legislature. to 
change the law, what is the result? Some States 
would be unrepresented here. If you were to 
meet on the first Monday in November, the State | 
of Mississippi would be unrepresented for some 
time, and there may be questions arising as tothe 
right of Mississippi under the Constitution to be 
represented here. Itis the right of every State 
in the Union to be represented on the floor of Con- 
gress; and it is no answer to say that little busi- 
ness is done at the beginning of the first session. 
Vital questions might arise, and they, in fact, do 
arise at the commencement of the first session of 
every Congress, because the election of officers is 
a matter of vast importance. Mississippi, Lou- 
isiana, and several other States, would’ have to 
change their time of election. I have not exam- 
ined particularly, but I imagine most of them 
would have to do so; and they would be required 
to call a session of the Legislature to make the 
changes. It would put the whole country into a 
turmoil and confusion, and it would subject the 
people to a great expense; and for my life I can- 
not see the benefit to be derived from it. 

But that is not all the mischief. In reference 
to the election of Senators I have not examined, 
but I imagine it will be found, upon examining, 
that perhaps one half or one third of the States 
would have to do one of two things, in order to 
conform to this new day of meeting: either they 
would have to elect their Senators to represent 
them upon this floor a long time in advance, or 
they would have to be for some month or two 
without representation here. | 

It is very important, in my judgment, that the 
elections should take place as near as practicable 
immediately preceding the commencement of the 
service of the Senator or Representative. Under | 
such circumstances, this would, for a year or two, | 
to say the least of it, derange the affairs of the 
country; and it would do another thing. If Con- 
gress meets at the time proposed, the election of 
members of the House of Representatives would 
have to be held in the summer time, when it is 
known that a large portion of the population who 
have wealth and ability to do so are traveling, 
some North to the springs, others South to other 
places, and you would not be likely to get as full 
an expression of public opinion at the general 
election as you do under the present arrange- 
ment. There are innamerable objections to this. 
Another is, that if you pass the bill, Congress || 
will be in session ance in every four years on the ; 
day on which the presidential election takes place. | 
How much would be done during the excitement 
of a presidential election? How much interest | 
would a member feel in an election of that descrip- | 
tion? He would have to be away from his dis- | 
trict, if Congress was in session; and what would į! 

| 
i 
l 


you accomplish pending the excitement? On the 
whole, I can see no good reason for, but very 
many serious objections against, it. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I trust it will not be the į 
sense of the Senate to pass this bill. There are | 
numerous inconveniences attached to a proposi- | 
tion to changg the time of meeting, in addition to | 
those which have been urged by the Senators 
from Texas and Alabama. The object which |i 


| consideration. 


t months. 


gentlemen seem desirous of obtaining is to shorten 
the long session, and lengthen the short session 
of Congress; or, as the term is, to equalize more 
nearly the two sessions. It appears to me that 
the slightest reflection will make it obvious that 
that result will not be obtained by this bill. One 
thing is very certain that one month, under its 
operation is to be added to each session at its com- 
mencement. You begin them by adding two 
months to the sitting of each Congress—one month 
to the long session, and one month to the short 
session, at the beginning. How are you going to 
compensate/this additional time. It can only be 
done on the supposition that you will strike off two 
months from the end of the long term, and even 
then we shall sit the same Jength of time that we 
do now. Can any gentleman, experienced in the 
legislation of the country, suppose for a moment 
that that is going to be the effect of the bill? Does 
any gentleman suppose that the legislature of the 
country will be so conducted as invariably under 
its operation to shorten the long session by two 
months? Ido notthink any of us suppose that that 
will be the practical operation of the bill, Theresult 
then would be to add, in the first place, two months 
to the first session of each Congress, and impose 
that additional burden upon the people. They 
already think, and many of us are disposed to 
share the opinion, that we sit here too long; that 
a great deal of the time we are passing here might 


| be passed more profitably for the country at large 


if we were all at home. At all events, I believe, 
if the opinion of the American people were taken 
upon the subject, none would be in favor of 
lengthening the present terms of Congress. As 
regards almost the entire South, it is well known 
that the months of October and November, under 
the law as it now stands, are almost the only 
months during which gentlemen from that portion 
of the country have an opportunity of meeting 
their constituencies, and rendering an account of 
their action in this body. 

The proposition is to take away from us those 
two months, the only two we have in the year. 
it may be perfectly indifferent to gentlemen from 
the northern, middle, and eastern States, at what 
period of the year we meet here, but, sir, we do 
not find our constituencies in the months of July, 
August, and September. From us, who cannot 
travel at that season, and are opposed to any ex- 
citing exertion, from us, as I have said before, 
who bave no other period during which we can 
visit our constituencies, or attend to our private 
business, except the months of October and No- 
vember, the proposition is to take that time and 
leave us no time whatever. I appeal to gentle- 
men with whom a mere matter of convenience is 
no consideration, who can get to Congress at any 
time they please, and get back home at any time 
they please, from the facilities of travel afforded 
by northern railroads, to take this matter into 
If the meeting of Congress takes 
place upon the first Monday in November, I am 


| perfectly satisfied that during the first month of 


each session, barely one half of the southern del- 
egation in either body would be present. 

Take my own State—Louisiana. Afteran elec- 
tion, it takes something like three weeks before 


| the members in the western part of the State know 


whether they have been elected or not. Our elec- 


| tions now take place in the beginning of Novem- 


ber. They formerly took place in the summer 
it was found that an election at that 
period of the year had the effect of disfranchising 
a large number of the citizens of the State. They 
could not attend the election at that period. They 
could not travel to their precinets. It was incon- 
venient in every respect, and therefore it has heen 
found necessary to change the time of the general 
election to the first Monday in November. I be- 
lieve there is scarcely one of the southern States 
in which the election does not take place in Octo- 
ber or November. In order to be here on the first 
Monday in November, nearly every gentleman 
from the South would have to leave home in the 
middle of October. He would therefore have to 
leave home every year at the very period when 
the elections come on. 

I cannot conceive that gentlemen should attach 
so little importance to the objection raised by the 
Senator from. Alabama, that every four years, 
Congress would be in session while the presiden- 
tial election was going on. J for onedesire to see 
no such experiment as that; i for one would be 
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extremely loth to see Congress in session while 
the presidential election was going on. One of 
two things would result, either there would be no 
quorum, or those members who might be present 
would not only be deprived of the elective fran- 
chise, but they would also be deprived of that in- 
fluence which we may fairly consider that gentle- 
men, elected by their constituents to seats in 
Congress, exercise at home; and besides, sir, it 
may not, perhaps, be improper to advert to the 
fact that nothing would be more fearful, and more 
to be deplored, than the schemes of corruption 
which would take place in case Congress was in 
session while the election was. going on, giving 
room for the formation of cliques which are at all 
times detrimental to the morals of the public, and 
to the public interest. 

If you change the time of meeting of Congress 
for the mere purpose of adding one month to the 
beginning of each session, you do it at the expense, 
1 think, of something like twenty extra sessions— 
no, not twenty, but about sixteen—which would 
be required to be held in the different States of the 
Union. What is the cost to a State of an extra 
session of the Legislature? I do not know what 
it may be elsewhere, but in my State, I doubt 
whether it could be held for less than fifty or sixty 
thousand dollars. What is to be gained by this 
change? What is the great object which we are 
all to gain? Gentlemen who have had long expe- 
rience on this floor, assure us—and I believe we 


all know the assurance to be well founded—that | 


more business is done at the short session than at 
the long one. 
ration of the long session, making speeches to the 
country——not in conducting the legislation of Con- 
gress, not in passing laws, but, as my friend from 

eorgia said the other day, in writing essays 
upon political subjects, and putting them forth to 
the country. It is perfectly easy for us to write 
an essay at home, and address it to our constitu- 
ents. If that is all we are here for, we could do 
it at a great saving, at a great economy, in the ex- 
penditure of the public money. 

There are some other objections to this matter 
which have been touched upon by other gentle- 
men, Upon the whole, it seems to me that no 
one benefit which gentlemen expect to derive from 
it will be obtained. The sessions of Congress will 
not be shortened, We shall add, to a certainty, 
two months to the beginning of the two sessions. 
It is a matter extremely problematical whether we 
shall cut off a single week from the end of the long 
session, We shall throw the legislation of the whole 
southern country into confusion. We shall have, 
at the beginning of every session, barely a quorum. 
A large number of the Senators and Representa- 
tives from the South will be absent. 
impose a vast additional expense upon the whole 
of the southern States. 1 trust gentlemen will 


not insist upon the passage of the bill, or, at all į 


events, that the vote will not be taken until we 
can have a fuller delegation than at present. 

Mr. BADGER. I am in favor of passing the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 
If I could gratify my own personal wishes, irre- 
spective of other considerations, 
the proposition of my friend from Illinois; but the 
House has sent us a bill providing for the meet- 
ing of Congress on the first Monday in November 
instead of the first Monday in December. I wish 
to risk nothing as to the fate of that measure by 
incorporating any amendment upon it. Tam in 
favor of securing what I consider a great deside- 


ratum—-an earlier day for the meeting of Congress, | 


with a view to its effect first upon the short, and, 
secondly, upon the long sessions of Congress. 
Every one who has been a member of either 
House of Congress, knows the inconvenience 
which results from the meeting of the body on 
the first Monday in December. 
short until the Christmas 0 
ness of general importance is ever done until after 
the Ist of January; and we have then but two 
months in the short session left in which to con- 
sider, or to put by without consideration, every 1m- 
portant subject which engages our attention, with 
the exception of the appropriation bills. Those 
we cannot put by, because the carrying on of the 
Government requires 
the payment of our own compensation for attend- 
ance here requires that they should be passed. 
They are passed. How? They are thrust into 


the last two or three days of the session without ii 


We are busy during the entire du- 


And we shall | 


I should be for | 


The time is so} 
holidays, that no busi- | 


H 
| 


that they should be passed; || 


i 


| egation; 


any opportunity for an adequate consideration, 
and are passed in the dark, passed by a blind con- 
fidence. 


Then, with regard to the long sessions, we meet 


here in December. Business is accumulated upon | 


us, which we must dispatch. Then we are kept 
here during the hot and exciting summer months. 
Cui bono? Who is benefited by it? Nobody; not 
the country, not ourselves. What do we gain by 
it? Everybody realizes that it would be an ex- 


ceeding improvement in the system of congres- | 


sional legislation, if a month or six weeks could 
be added to the short session, for, by that pro- 


cess, we could more nearly approach an equaliza- | 


tion of the two sessions of Congress. What 
reason is there why we should not try and see if 
what everybody admits to be desirable in itself, 
cannot be accomplished? If it shall turn out that 
we do not shorten the long sessions by this pro- 
cess; if it shall turn out that we do not, in a better 
manner, satisfactory to ourselves, accomplish the 
transaction of the business at the short session, 
we can go back to the day fixed by the Constitu- 
tion, and submit to an inconvenience, which, by 
experiment, we have found, and, so far, everybody 
has felt, to be an inconvenience. No attempt at 
remedying it has ever been applied. Once Con- 
gress endeavored, during the administration of 
General Jackson, to fix an earlier day for the 
meeting of Congress; but they undertook, also, 
to fix, by law, the period of adjournment, and the 
President vetoed the bill, and vetoed it properly, 
because that provision was in plain violation of 
the Constitution. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I am in favor of an 
earlier day for our meeting. The House has indi- 
cated to us that they are willing to take the first 


Monday in November. 1 should be willing to i 


take an earlier day, but I have to take them at 
their word. What is the inconvenience? My 
friend from Louisiana has mentioned the difficulty 
that arises in regard to the southern delegation. 
Why,sir, I think he is unjust to the southern del- 


supposes that they will not have a sense of duty 
enough to bring them to the seat of government 
at whatever tine it may be their duty to come. 
For one, sir, if I may be considered as belonging 
to the category of southern representatives, unless 
in case of death or illness, I shall be, as I have 
ever been, here at the time appointed for the meet- 
ing of Congress. So will the others. 
talks about the difficulty that the elections are not 
held until November, and that the States would 
have to alter the time of holding the elections. He 
says that the States have regulated the time of 
holding their elections according to the meeting of 
Congress. What a strange argument is this! 
However mischievous, or however inconvenient i 
should say, it may be found, the time appointed 
by the Constitution for the meeting of Congress, 
according to this argument, we never can alter. 
Why? ‘The States have fixed the day on which 
elections are to be held in them respectively with 
a view to the meeting of Congress on the first 
Monday in December ! 
please, and you will interfere with some of the 
arrangements of some of the States. 
be done? Fix upon a day, and let the State Le- 
gislatures regulate the time of holding the elections 
accordingly. 

My friend from Louisiana says that formerly 
they held their elections in his State in the summer, 


but they found that it disfranchised a large portion | 


of the citizens. Very well, let them vote in the 
spring, and they will avoid all the inconveniences 
he has mentioned, and will also select a season of 
the year when every citizen of Louisiana will be 
in his place and exercise his elective franchise. 
I declare to you, Mr. President, I do not see any 
reasonable objection to the bill sent to us by the 
House. Let us try the experiment. Let us see 
if we cannot have one session of fourmonths and 
another of five or six months, instead of a brief 
session of three months, in which all is hurry and 
confusion, and when we necessarily break up as 
it were in a rout, and then a long, tedious, wearl- 
some, protracted session extending to the summer 
golstice,in which everybody is broken down in 
mind and almost in body—a session extending to 
the length of nine months of the year? Let us 


jj see if something cannot be done to equalize them. 


In connection with this subject, my friend from 
Illinois has submitted a proposed joint rule—for 


Select any day that you | 


1 think he is unjust to himself, when he | 


My friend | 


What is to | 


which I am inclined: to vote—to the effect that 
unless either House shall otherwise determine the 
long session, as we call it, the first session of Con- 
gress shall be closed by an adjournment by the 
Presiding Officers of the two Houges, in the 
month of May. Let us try it. It is said by 
gentlemen that itis the same thing in its operation 
as fixing upon a time of adjournment at each ses- 
sion by a joint resolution between the two Houses 
Mr. President, this is a mistake, and, in my epin- 
ion, a great mistake. It is one thing for the two 
Houses to agree“upon a day to terminate the ses- 
sion; and it is another, and very different: thing 
for one of the Houses to repudiate by vote a day 
fixed by a joint rule of the two Houses for that 
purpose, and I have no doubt that unless there be 
something extraordinary in the condition of the 
business before Congress, as an ordinary thing, 
under the operation of that joint rule, the Houses 
would regularly adjourn on the day named. At 
all events we suffer under an inconvenience. We 
have suffered under it from the commencement of 
the Government. We suffer under it more and 
more every year. Let us make an attempt to 
relieve ourselves from it. If we can, we shall 
have succeeded in a very desirable object. If we 
cannot we shall have but to fall back upon an 
inconvenience which we have honestly tried to 
get rid of, and found by experiment we are obliged 
to submit to; and, therefore, we shall have to en- 
dure with patience what we cannot get rid of. 
Mr. STUART. 1 shall not discuss this ques- 
tion at length, but I think, sir, it is one of those 
cases that will be found, upon examination, to 
multiply in difficulties. The more it is exam- 
ined the more will the evils increase that dre anti- 
cipated. And, sir, it seems to me we might in- 
quire for what object this is proposed? One 


| would suppose, by the argument of the Senator 


from North Carolina, that it was a matter of no 
possible consequence at all how much difficulty 
was, by anactof Congress, fixed upon the States. 
The Senator treats it as a matter of no considera- 
tion that the States may be compelled to change 
the time of holding their elections. He says that 
if they find it inconvenient to hold their elections 
in the fall, they can call their Legislatures to- 
gether and fix a day in the spring, and if that 
should turn out to be inconvenient. they could 
change it again I suppose. For what object? I 
wish emphatically to ask that question—for what 
great object? To accommodate what is to-day 
Supposed to be the convenience of members of 
Congress. That is all, sir. 

Mr. BADGER. ‘The Senator will allow me 
to say that I advocate it for no mere personal con- 
venience of mine. Personally, | care little whether 
we meet in October, November, or December. E 
shall be here at whichever time is fixed. 

Mr. STUART. So far as l have heard from 
Senators on the floor it is an inconvenience, 
greater or less, to every gentleman who has spoken. 
He admits that it is. Inconvenient to him person- 
ally; be admits that it is an inconvenience to the 
State he represents; and I say if there be no object 
in it, of course it should notbe passed. So far as 
I can understand any assignable object, it is to 
consult the convenience of members of Congress. 
Now, sir, suppose we could succeed in passing a 
law which consulted the convenience-of this Con- 
gress, is there any guarantee that it will consult 
the convenience of the next? If, therefore, the 
Legislatures of the respective States should be 
compelled to change their laws to suit this Con- 
gress, very likely the next would be. entirely dis- 
satisfied, and change again. Sir, the argument 
submitted by the Sevator from Louisiana is unan- 
swerable; that at every other Congress, under the 
law fixing the time of election of President and Vice 
President, you would be compelled to be at home 
on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in 
November, or else Jose the right of suffrage. 

I consider that a less evil, however, than that 
which will fall upon the States, the annual elec- 
tions of which take place on the first Tuesday in 
November. The whole domestic policy of the 
State is made to depend upon the vote of that 
year; and, sir, I apprehend that there is no mem~- 
ber of Congress who forgets or disregards the 
policy of his State at home, or is inclined, to dis- 
franchise himself, or jose all participation in fash- 
ioning its laws. : 

I wish to introduce an argument which was iñ- 
troduced by the Senator from Illinois (Mr. Dova- 
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LAs] before, and reiterated to-day by the Senator 
from North Carolina, for the purpose of showing, 
as I think, chat it is utterly without foundation. 
It is conceded by both those Senators, that the 
veto of General Jackson, on a former bill, was 
well founded, because one Congress does not pos- 
sess the power to determine when the next one 
shall adjourn at the long session. It is conceded 
that we have not that power; but, how is it 
sought to get over the difficulty? By a joint rule 
of the two Houses. Now, I will ask any consti- 
tutional lawyer, any gentleman who claims re- 


spect for his opinions, if he contends that the two | 


Houses of Congress can do, by. joint rule, what 
the Constitution prohibits both Houses and the 
President from doing by law? . I apprehend there 
is no gentleman who will hazard his reputation 
by venturing any such opinion as that. 

Mr. BADGER. If the Senator wants that 

vestion answered, 1 will answer it: by saying 
that, by a joint resolution or joint order, we every 
year fix a day when Congress shall adjourn, 
which cannot be fixed by law. 

‘Mr. STUART. That is an answer which will 
not meet the argument.. We are not denying but 
that, by a joint resolution, we can fix the time 
when this Congress shall adjourn; but the object 
sought to be effected by the Senator from Illinois, 
and that just advocated by the Senator from North 
Carolina, is by a joint rule, to fix the time when 
the next Congress shall adjourn. 

Mr. BADGER. Unless either House disa- 
grees to it. 

Mr. STUART. I will show, if Senators will 
indulge me one moment, that that is utterly im- 
practicable for that purpose. Every joint rule 
expirer with the Congress. 

Mr. BADGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir, a joint rule of this 
Congress expires with this Congress. 

Mr. BADGER. We did not readopt at the 
beginning of this session our joint rules. The 
joint rules of the two Houses of Congress are 
permanent. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr.STUART. They are permanent for this 
reason: that at every meeting of the House of 


Representatives a motion is made and agreed to | 


that the rules of the last Congress be the rules of 
this until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. BADGER. Not the joint rules, the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. STUART. But I say again, this Con- 
gress cannot pass a joint rule which can control 
the next Congress. Itexpires with the Congress, 


and if it remains, it only remains by toleration, | 


and not by force. Why, Mr. President, is it ad- 
mitted that it is not in the power of Congress by 
law, to fix a time when the next Congress at its 
first session shall adjourn? and yet is it contended 
that itis in the power of the two Houses by a 
joint rule to do it; that the Constitution can be 
made to fall before a joint rule. That cannot be 
contended for, for one moment. Whatis the con- 
sequence of this? ft is, as Senators have said, 
that we shall only add to the commencement of 
the session without taking anything from its close. 
Experience has been appealed to. 
a few years since it was customary to adjourn in 
June. It is but a very few years back that Con- 
gress sat later than June. Why is it that it is 
now continued until September? We can ask 
that question of,ourselves. It is only because we 
do not wish to close the session any sooner. The 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, as well 
as every other Senator, has answered the argu- 
ment by saying that all the business of each ses- 
sion is crowded into the last few days, and is then 
done or not done at all. Suppose we crowded it 
into the first days of the session. It is equally 
within our power- to do it. It could be done. 
there be objections to sitting here in the warm 


weather, those objections are relievable and re- | 


movable by ourselves, by just setting to work and 
doing the business, and adjourning before the hot 
weather. But Congress is not inclined to do it. 
There is not a Senator or Representative who is 
in a hurry to do the business. All are ready to 
put it off until a later day, until the close of the 
session; and the consequence is, that, at the last 
end of the nine months it is as true as at the last 
end of the short session of three months, that the 


appropriation bills go through the two Houses on | 


the last nights of the session; and if it was nine- 
teen months, I should not hope to see it changed. 


Ithas been but | 


if; 


Wherefore, then, I repeat—because | am not dis- 
posed toconsume thetime of theSenate—wherefore 
fix upon ourselves, individually, as members of 
the respective States, cherishing the right of fran- 
chise, wherefore fix upon the States themselves, 
so great an inconvenience as everybody admits is 
to grow out of this, for the mere purpose of. an 
experiment. It seems to me it should not be 
| adopted, unless the good to be obtained-can clearly 
be seen to be paramount. Itisa subject upon 
which I humbly submit there should be no exper- 
iment. [Ít should appearclear in the minds of the 
Senate before they pass this bill, that it will remedy 
the evils that are now complained of. Of all the 
subjects that can be brought before this body, I 
| respectfully submit it is the last one that ought to 
be experimented on. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to state simply the 
reasons which operate on my mind, as 1 appre- 
hend that, if they are equally potential with 
other Senators they will of course have the same 
effect. The other day I voted fora joint resolu- 
tion to adjourn the present Congress from the 17th 
of July, to the 16th of October. I am willing to 
agree to that now. The present Congress and 
each succeeding Congress will have the power to 
adopt such a resolution. Is not that much better 
than to pass a law by which we shall compel all 
subsequent Congresses, no matter whether the 
exigences of the public service require it or not, 
to meet upon an earlier day? Here we are now 
in the month of June. We know that we have 
many important bills which the short session will 
not give us an opportunity of acting upon. This 
Congress has the power, without any public in- 
j convenience, to determine whether we shall meet 
after a recess, at any day on which the public 
| business in our judgment may require us to meet, 
and that produces no evil. Is it not better, there- 
fore, to leave to our successors the same oppor- 
tunity, when they shall find as we do now, the 
|| necessity—looking to the public business—to meet 
ij at an earlier day, so todo? The House may or 
may not act upon the amendment to their joint 
resolution sent tothem. It is for them to act and 
decide whether in their judgment the public busi- 
ness will require at this session an earlier meeting 
i} than the usual day of assembling at the short 
session. 

Now, I come to the reason which will apply- 
to all the States, the sessions of whose Legislature 
are biennial. in Maryland, if this law be passed, 
it fixes not only for the next session, but for the 
|| sessions afterwards, that the meeting shall be in 
| November. The Legislature of Maryland is not 
elected until the first Wednesday in November, 
which is, I believe after the day proposed for the 
|| meeting of Congress under the bill. The result 
will be that Maryland must either be unrepre- 
sented here at the meeting of Congress after the 
next session, or the Executive must call together 
the Legislature at the expense of some $60,000. 
| That is the result in reference to Maryland. The 
|| same result must occur in reference to every State 
|! the sessions of whose Legislature are biennial, 
| unless the election takes place prior to the first 
| Monday in November. Is it worth while (when, 
i! already, without any inconvenience, either Con- 
|| gress will have the power of meeting before the 
short session, at an earlier day by a joint resolu- 
| tion, when they find the public business requires 
| it) to subject the States, the sessions of the Legis- 
| latures of which are biennial, to this expense of 
| $60,000 or $70,000, for the purpose of pening that 
l| in the shape of a law which we bave the power to 
| do now without inconvenicnce? 

Mr. President, with this view I shall be com- 
yelled to vote against the bill. Atthe same time, 
J beg leave to suggest that I can see the importance 


‘| of meeting here, after a recess, earlier than De- 


i cember. The bill of my honorable friend from 


ies of the country require we should act upon; 
nd Í hope the other House of Congress will fix 
or the next session an éarlier day of meeting, 
and agree to the amendment which we have sent 
to them. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I feel, certainly, very little 
interest in this bill. When I proposed that Con- 
gress should meet on the first Monday in October, 
it did not occur to me that there would be any 
serious inconvenience resulting from it. I think 


| 
| 


| 
| 
than real; but still I should press the bill wit 


California [Mr. Gwin] is one which the exigen- | 


those that have been stated are more ered | 


1 


| they want than they do. 
| shall vote to concur in the bill which the House 


| dered. 


some earnestness if I thought we could fix upon 
October instead of November. I am satisfied that 
we have to take the bill with the first Monday in 


' November, or lose it; and, therefore, I shall vote 


for it. 
Most of the objections that have been urged to 


j our meeting in November relate to the inconve- 


niences that would exist rather in the House of © 
Representatives than in this body. Inasmuch as 
this is a House bill, passed by that body first, I 
think it more respectful to them to leave them to 


judge for themselves of the inconvenience attend- 


ing their action than for us to amend it out of 
kindness to them,. because we know better what 
In that point of view, I 


has sent us. 

In regard to another point that has been raised 
in the discussion, I have a word to say. I sub- 
mitted some time ago a proposition to add a new 
rule to the joint rules of the two Houses, to direct 
the Presiding Officers to adjourn their respective 
bodies on the first Monday in May atthe long . 
session, unless each House should otherwise or- 
der and direct. -Although that proposition is not 
now before the body, it has been discussed in 
connection with this bill, and properly so, because 


| it relates to the same subject, and is intended to 


remedy the same class of evils. I do not see the 
force of the objection that has been urged by the 
Senators from Texas and Michigan against that 
rule. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Rusk] 
seemed to suppose that it was not competent un- 
der the Constitution to fix the adjournment by a 
rule of the two Houses, inasmuch as the Consti- 
tution has provided that each House shall agree 
upon the time of adjournment, and each may act 
for itself. I must remind that Senator that the 
only mode by whichthe two Houses can agree is 
by a vote of the one concurred in by the other. 
It then becomes a joint order of the two Houses, 
madein advance, and it becomes imperative upon 
the Presiding Officers of each, when the hour of 
the day fixed upon arrives to adjourn the two 
bodies. > : 

Mr. RUSK. Idesire to ask the Senator wheth- 
er the action of this Congress fixing the time at 
which the first session of the Thirty-Fourth Con- 


| gress should adjourn, would be of binding force? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. [can answer that very easily. 
The Senator would have got an answer to it by 
reading the proposition that he made his speech 
against, instead of making his speech against it 
without reading it. The proposed joint rule is to 


| the effect that, unless either House shall otherwise 


order or direct, the Presiding Officers shall adjourn 
them on the first Monday in May. That pre- 
serves to each branch the absolute control of 4ts 
own proceedings. Either may otherwise order; 
either may fix another time. If they do-not, the 
will adjourn on that day; if they do, they will 
adjourn on such other day as they may be able to 
agree upon in the mode prescribed by the Consti- 
tution. 

Whether this joint rule will bind another Con- 
gress or not, I say according to our proceedings, 


| and our usages, that when we adopta rule it re- 
; Mains a rule until repealed. 


In the House of 
Representatives it is usual, at the meeting of each 
Congress, to pass anorder that the rules of the 
previous Congress be adopted for the government 
of it until otherwise ordered. While that is the 
usage in the House of Representatives, there is no 
such usage here. When we meet here onthe first 
Monday in December of each year, we come to- 
gether with the rules in force. Taking it for 
granted that they are in force until repealed, we 
do not readopt them; they continue from year to 
year the rules of the Senate or the rules of the two 
Houses, as the case may be, until otherwise or- 
Then this joint rule once adopted, stands 
upon the record as the joint order of the two 

ouses, fixing the day of adjournment on the first 
Monday in May, unless one House or the other 
shall otherwise order. The objection of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, I apprehend will not be found 
tenable when you look into it. He raises the 
point that our rules cease at the end of each Con- 
gress. He finds himself mistaken when he comes 
to inquire into that fact. It is not so; but even if 
it were so it would not change the result, for in 
the House of Representatives the order univer- 
sally is that the rules remain untilchanged. That 
would continue this joint rule with all others. 
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Therefore it is utterly immaterial whether the rule 
expires once in two years or not, because the 
formal order entered in the House to continue the | 
rales until otherwise ordered would continue this. 
It would lead to the same result as if they re- 
mained permanent. 

_But, the Senator from Michigan has made a 
discovery, and he has amused himself exceed- 
ingly by it. That discovery is, that you cannot 
fix an adjournment by a joint rule; when it is un- 
constitutional to-do it by law; and he wishes to 
know how it is you can do a thing by a joint rule 
that you cannot do by law. He holds it-up as a 
discovery thatis to amaze the world, that any- 
body thought that it could be done. My answer 
is, you are to do it by a joint rule, for the very 
reason that you cannot do it by law. There are 
certain things that are to be done by law, and those 
things must be done by law, and in that mode only. 
There are certain other things which cannot be | 
done by law, but may be done by one House. 
There are certain other things that may be done | 
by the other House, and cannot be done by law. 

here are other things that can be done by the 
two Houses jointly, but cannot be done by law. 


prescribed by the Constitution. The adjournment 
is to be made by the agreement of the two Houses, 
in case they are able to agree; but if they are not 
able to agree they are to be adjourned by the Pres- 
ident. The objection then, to fixing the adjourn- 
ment by law is that you have no right to call in the 
assistance of the Executive to secure an adjourn- 
ment until a failure to agree between the two 
Houses. General Jackson vetoed the bill fixing 
a day of adjournment for the reason that Congress 
had nottried to fix a day, and had not come toa 
disagreement before the President was called upon 
to decide. He vetoed it upon that ground, and I 
think properly, but in this case, we propose by 
an order of each House, to fix the day when we 
shall adjourn. That is precisely what we do now. 
The two Houses have been at work two or three | 
weeks trying to agree upon a day when the Pre- 

siding Officers shall adjourn them. When we | 
effect that agreement by passing a resolution in | 
one and having it concurred in in the other, it | 
becomes a joint order with the same effect that a | 
joint rule of the two Houses would have. 

I think, when we come to look atit, there is no 
constitutional difficulty in the way of a joint rule 
for adjournment. Your. resolution, when it is 
agreed to, fixing a day now is a joint rule, a joint 
order, only it expires with the session. Why | 
could we not make it one of the joint rules as we 
do other rules until we find it necessary to alter | 
it? * 

Formerly, at the expiration of the long session 
of Congress, all business pending before it, and 
not acted upon, became void. We passed a reso- 
lution, a few years ago, that upon the expiration 
of the first session, the unfinished business should 
be transferred to the next session in the same 


order and condition in which it stood in each | 


rule stands from session to session. I believe it | 
has not been renewed from the time it was first 
adopted. It has not expired yet. Probably that 


f 
-House on the day of adjournment. That joint | 
| 


will never expire as long as the Government lasts, |! 
| 


because it is found to work well. So it will be 
with this joint rule. It will remain until repealed; | 
and the question is then, what will be its effect on 
our adjournment? I say that if we meet under 


the joint rule, with it upon the record, that we are f 


to adjourn on a given day, say in May, we shall | 
act up to that rule; and the consequence will be 
that we shall adjourn on that day, unless sufficient 
reasons occur just at the time of adjournment for 
prolonging the session. i 
a reason would occur once in ten years. I believe | 
it would be as imperative in its results as a law 

would be, if we had power to pass a law on such 

a subject. 


that we should fix the day of adjournment by a || 


whether we change the time of meeting 


joint rule, i 
er may become of the bill from 


or not; for whatev : 
the House fixing the first Monday in November | 
` for the meeting, I intend to press to a vote the | 
Í 


joint rule by which we shall determine the time of |! 
adjournment of the long session, If we meet in | 


November, I shall urge the joint rule in the shape 
in which I have offered it, to adjourn on the first | 
Monday in May. 


I have no idea that such | e nly 
| some surprise that my friend from Ilinois thought 


| of shortening the sessions of Congress upon such | 
(a process. No, sir, pass this bill, and the result 


| 
For that reason [deem it important i 


If we do not meet till Decem- | 


| to abstain from doing that which would promote | 
| a great public interest for the convenience of my 


|| goes by the board. Of what effect will it be? The 


ber, I shall modify it to adjourn on the first Mon- 


‘law, the election for members of Congress is 


| | political elections. 
Each of these things must be done in the mode || 


‘of all representation in the other House of Con- 


i day, and there isan end to the joint rule. Unlike 


| do, but by the toleration of each House for itself. | 


day in June in the long session. I shall ask the 
vote of the Senate on that rule, after the vote has 
been taken on the bill. ’ 

Mr. BROWN. I certainly, Mr. President, 
should not ask the Congress of the United States 


State; but if this bill passes, my State is not only 
to be put to a very great inconvenience, but to a 
very heavy expense. Our elections are fixed by 
our Constitution. J do not mean our election for 
Congress, but our State elections. They are 
fixed to take place on the first Monday in Novem- 
ber. We cannot change them, as a matter of 
course, without altering our constitution. By 


directed to be holden at the same time. We can 
change that election, but you see at once that it 
would devolve upon us the necessity of holding | 
two political elections in one year. Not only are 
we to be at the expense of first convening anextra 
session of the Legislature to change the time of 
holding the election for Congress, but we are to | 
undergo the additional expense of holding two 
t Our people are to be put to 
the inconvenience of being called twice from their 
homes in one year, to attend to the elections, and 
why is this? 


I say again, if there is any great public conve- i 


nience, any great public interest to be subserved by 

it, let it be done, let the inconvenience and the inter- | 
est of a single State be made subordinate to the 
interest and convenience of the whole Union; but 
if there is no great public convenience, no great 
public benefit to result from the passage of this 
bill, then, when my State, when the State of my | 
friend from Alabama, when other States come up 
and protest against its passage, I do hope the Sen- | 
ate will pause before they force itupon us. If it 

pass; it will either deprive the State of Mississippi 


gress during the first two entire months of the ses- 
sion, or else it wiil put us to the inconveniences I | 
have pointed out, and to the expense of certainly | 
not less than $100,000 in the first two years. 

These are matters to be taken into account, and I 

am by no means convinced by the argument of 

the Senator from North Carolina, and the Senator 

from Illinois, that there is any public convenience 

to be promoted by the passage of the bill, Iam 

yet to hear one single argument which carries with i 
it anything like weight to convince me that by | 
passing the bill you are going to shorten the Jong | 
sessions. I am wholly incredulous upon that | 
point. 

© As to the joint rule which the Senator from 
Illinois proposes to introduce, of what power will 
it be? It is not to be binding upon either House 
of Congress, if it simply dissents from it. All 
that the Senate or the House of Representatives 
has to do is to say we will not adjourn on that 


other joint rules it does not need to berescinded to 
be got clear of, because its own friends admit it | 
has no vitality; it will simply exist not by the | 
toleration of the two Houses as other joint rules | 


Í apprehend joint rules, which govern the action | 
of the two Houses, are binding until repealed by 
the order of both Houses; but this rule is to be 
so made that, if either House dissent from it, it 


time comes for adjournment. The Senate or thë | 
House says, “We are not ready to adjourn,” 
and there is an end of it. It does not require the | 
concurrent action of both Houses to get clear of 
it. 
secure an adjournment than any Í have heard | 
coming from any quarter. I can only express | 

| 

t 


will be, that the long sessions will be lengthened | 
out to their present period. Two months will be | 
added to the sessions of Congress, and those two | 
months will ordinarily be spent as they are now | 
spent, in passing the appropriation bills, and then | 
adjourning. A i . 
Justimagine that Congress were in session while 
the presidential election was going on? As my | 
friend from Louisiana has already said, what | 
would be done? You cannot even hold political į 
convention to nominate a candidate for the Presi- 


| dency without breaking up Congress. Who does | 


I do think there is iess in that proposition to |; kn r whi ) 
|; slight thing in regard to our business; for how 


No one knows when itis going to close. 


not know that during thesitting of the Democratic 
convention, and again during the sitting of the 
Whig convention, both Houses adjourned? Can 
you keepa quorum here? Can you transact busi- 
ness when the more important operation of. elect- 
ing a President is going on? Every four years 
you will have no quorum. Congress will not 
assemble. 

I know there are one or two Senators—the Sen- 
ators from California—who cannot get here now 
without leaving home so early as to be deprived 
of their vote for presidential electors; but pass this 
bill, and none of us cancome; and upon this point 
it is simply a question of convenience between 
two Senators and two Representatives and all the 
Senators and all the Representatives. I did not, 
however, rise to discuss this question; but simply 
to say what would be its operation upon my State, 
and to add my testimony to what other gentlemen 
have brought forward as to the inconvience that 
would result to the States if the bill should be 
passed. $ 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iam very anxious that this 
Congress should adjourn at an early day. Iam 
exceedingly anxious that the long sessions of 
Congress should be shortened. I think a major- 
ity of the Senate would be exceedingly glad to 
get home at the long session sometime within a 
period of seven. months, At the distance which 
some of us live from here, we must necessarily 
consume one month in going and coming. Take 
almost the shortest session that we can now have, 
under the present system, and we are nine months 


iin one year absent from home. Then in three 


months we are compelled to be back again at our 
posts. 

Now, sir, I see no way, with any kind of cer- 
tainty, by which this extraordinary long session, 
consumed, as itis, by long speeches and by dis- 
cussions, (to shorten which there is seemingly no 
moral or circumstantial coercion,) can be closed, 
and the business considered and transacted, un- 
less by adopting some such method as this. I 
feel that ifthe short session be lengthened by com- 
mencing earlier, we shall all of us be under the 
necessity of adjourning earlier at the long session, 
for the purpose of spending some little of our time 
at home. If this can be done consistently with 
the public business, why not do it? That it can 
be done, seems to me to be clear from this fact, 
that when we go to the short session, and con- 
template it as it now is, we see that the first month 
is entirely lost in the mere act of reorganization, 
and in anticipation of the holidays. The whole 
of that month is wasted away, so far as regards 
public business. ` 

I am asked, and I hear the Senate asked seri- 
ously, what object we have in view in this opera- 
tion? Why do you want to lengthen the short 
session? Do state some reason why this should 
be done. Mr. President, one reason is shortly 
this: that when you have given yourselves one 
month more anterior to the Christmas holidays, 
you will have secured, as I believe, two months 
of actual work in place of no work at all. Why? 
Because neither this branch nor the other branch 
of Congress will consent to waste two whole 
months; but the holidays being long off in the 
distance, they will not lose the whole month of 
December, but will work up to the time when the 
holidays themselves are to commence. We may 
lose one week then; but we shall lose no more by 
the operation. So that by giving ourselves one 
month more at that particular period of the session, 
we gain two months of time. This is no slight 
thing in regard to business, as gentlemen wish to 
know for what object we would do this. It is no 


are we now situated in regard to the long session? 
No one | 
will hasten any particular business. If a man 
does not understand a case, he says, ‘I do not 
understand it; I am against it, so lay it over for 
the present, until I can look at it.” There is no. 
particular necessity to look at it, and he does not 
look at it; and the time is wasted, and business is 
laid over, one thing after another, until we are 
forced by the hot weather, and by the necessity 
of spending some little time at home, to adjourn. 
But let them know that by shortening the first ses- 
sion they must go onat once and act upon business, 
and they will do so. Let them know that if they 
have not acted on it, and cannot act on it at the 
first or long session, there is a hope left that the 


business may be done in the second; when, in 
fact, as it stands now, we know that in the two 
months of the short session there is none at all. 
In that view of it, it seems to me that we gain 
in regard to the business which is transacted, and 
we escape one of the most serious objections 
brought up by the friends as well as the opponents 
of this measure: At the shart session, under the 
change, there will be some time for consideration. 
There may be some debate upon subjects; there 
will be some time for discussion; and intelligible 
votes can be intelligently given upon the particular 
subjects that may be before us; whereas now they 
are voted upon, as itis said, on confidence, for 
there is no time for consideration. That, sir, is 
an object to me. The object is twofold. I want 
some chance at the second session to do that 
business that is neglected or rejected at the first. 
I want that there shall no longer be any excuse, 
but that we may have plenty of time to go on ad 
libitum in transacting our business. I wantagain 
to escape the hot weather of July and August. 
1 have been here for the last six years; and I can 
say that in that time we have invariably sat out 
the month of July. [have never known an ad- 
journment at the long session during that time 
earlier than the 7th of August. There is no hope 
entertained here, I imagine no Senator entertains 
the hope, that we shall adjourn at this session 
before the first of August. I have no idea of it. 
T do not think it practical. [ dv not think that it 
can be done; and, sir, I have no certainty in my 
mind that this body will adjourn before the 15th 
or 20th of August. We should have adjourned 
on the first of August, if we had fixed the day at 
the proper time, because Senators must go home; 
they are bound to do so, and attend somewhat to 
private business; for every one knows that the 
compensation which they receive here, under the 
costs of living and of incidental expenses, is not 
only nothing, but if brings upon them, when they 
live as gentlemen, a dead loss. They must attend 
to business at home to sustain them here in the 
discharge of the public service. It is purely a 
service of honor that we have here; and some con- 
sideration should be given to the fact that gentle- 
men have to live, and have families that they are 
bound to support. 

I see no way in which coercion can be put upon 
that dilatory spirit which seems to afflict both 
Houses of Congress, but to compel them to come 
here at an earlier day, That will cause them to 
adjourn earlier in the Jong session, and we shall 
also equalize the two sessions, and afford at each 
very nearly an equal opportunity for the discus- 
sion of all subjects which will promote, materially, 
the public good. 

The inconveniences spoken of, so far as my 
State is concerned—and it is one of the extreme 
South—I do not think we shall feel at all. The 
case of Mississippi is cited emphatically. It may 
be a little hard upon that State; but Mississippi 
is a patriotic State, and 1 have no doubt she will 
cheerfully conform her regulations to the state of 
things that may be adopted by the sense of right 
of the Congress of the United States. 

But, sir, suppose that, as is alleged, the State 
ef Mississippi should be deprived of her repre- 
sentatives here for a time, would that be anything 
very extraordinary? Not at all. Look, now, 
around this Hall, sir, and see how many seats are 
now vacant, I speak not merely of seats whose 
occupants happen, at this moment, not to be here, 
but I refer to cases where Senators are absent from 
the city, as some are, and to cases where a State 
has but one representative here. Why, sir, there 
are two States in the Union which have only one 
Senator each to represent them here. And some 
gentlemen are called away to attend to business 
matters elsewhere, and remain out of the city for 
some time. Do they consider the injury which 
their absence inflicts on the interests of their 
States? But Mississippi, even under the circum- 
stances which have been cited, will not be com- 
pelled to be unrepresented, for she will have at 
least one Senator on this floor. The ground on 
which the argument that she will suffer in her rep- 
resentation is based, is that her Senators are to be 
elected after the time fixed by the bill for the ac- 
tual meeting of Congress. 

Mr. ADAMS. Her Representatives in the 
other House are elected after the day fixed by the 
bill, and that was what my colleague spoke of. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then it is said that, by this 


measure, Mississippi will suffer in her representa- 
tion in the other branch of Congress. That is to 
be regretted. 1 believe that is a serious matter; 
and, in all candor, I must say it is the greatest 
objection I have yet heard to this bill. But, sir, 
you can make no change of this sort without con- 
flicting with the interest of some State in the 
Union. If the result alluded to should happen, 
it would undoubtedly be an evil to the State of 
Mississippi; but that evil would only be tempo- 


rary, and the remedy could be applied by herself || 


at any time. For a temporary inconvenience to 
Mississippi, will she insist that the business of 
the whole nation shall forever be subjected toa 
practical inconvenience which is universally ac- 
knowledged? I think not., I think her people will 
not ask it; I believe her Senators will not. If 
other gentlemen entertained different views from 
them, if others prefer to carry out their honest 
convictions as to the general interest of the Gov- 
ernment and people, those Senators will justify 
them, surely they will not censure them for voting 
in accordance with their deliberate judgments. 
Another objection is urged to this bill, on the 
ground that by meeting on the first Monday of 
November we shall not be enabled to be at home 
at the period of the presidential election. Sir, the 
people of the United States have sufficient intelli- 
gence and virtue to know how to cast their votes 
for President of the United States, without the 


presence of Senators and Representatives to tell |! 


them for whom to deposit their ballots. Sir, our 
people do not®submit to dictation in such matters; 
they make up their minds upon the merits and 
the principles of the men presented to them for 
support, and i do not think the presence of mem- 
bers of Congress at the polls would influence the 
convictions of our free voters. 
holding the elections can be changed if necessary, 
so that, if this be an evil, it is one which can be 
easily remedied. The same may be said of the 
other evile said to be likely to result from this | 
measure. They are of such a nature as to be 

easily removed. 

For one, Mr. President, though I come from a 
southwestern State, though my home is a consid- 
erable distance south of this, I must say that I 
should prefer to be at home during the extremely 
hot weather. I do not look upon my home there | 
as a land of death to be escaped from in the midst | 
of summer. 
prefer to fly to the land of the South, sickly as it is 
said to be. It isa home, and ahealthy one to me. 
fam happy when | am there with my family. I 
wish to be relieved from what is the most uncom- 
fortable service on the face of the earth—attend- 


ance on congressional! duties during the months |; 


of July, August, and September. 1 have repeat- 
edly sat in this Capitol as a member of the other 
House during at least two of those months; and | 
I am sick and tired of them. I know that session 
during those months is of no benefit to the public 
service. I believe that if we were to adjourn reg- 
ularly on the Ist of July at every long session, 
the business usually done in July, August, and 
September, would be done in the months of May, 
and June. I think no one here would regret such 
a change. 

I hope the amendment to substitute October for 
November will be rejected. [ think it is rather | 
extravagant to commence our sessions two months 
earlier every year. I consider the one month pro- 
posed to be gained by the bill is sufficient for the 
public service. I hope that the amendment will 
be rejected, and that the bill will be passed pre- 
cisely as it came from the House. When that is 
done, I wish to see the proposition of the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. DoveLas,] to fix by joint rule 
the adjournment of the long session at an earlier 
period, adopted. 

Mr. WALKER. 


I offered the amendment to | 


strike out ‘* November ” and insert ‘* October,” |) 


because the distinguished Senator from Illinois 
gave us notice some days ago that he would intro- 
duce a proposition requiring Congress to meet an- 
nually on the first Monday of October, instead of 
the first Monday of December. But, sir, we 
heard from him this morning, and hedid not seem 
to defend his own proposition. As that is the 
case, and as other gentlemen seem to treat it with | 
disfavor, and as I do not wish to offer a proposi- | 
tion to be voted down, 1 will withdraw the amend- | 


ment, and vote against the bill as it came from the | 


Still the time of | 


After spending the winter here, I |! 


sm rae 


tend to detain the Senate, and I should not now 
say a word, but for the very disrespectful remarks, 
ias I think, which fell from the Senator from Illi- 
| nois, [Mr. Dovcias.] I hoped that the time had 
i gone by when that Senator, in discussing ques- 
lions in this body, would undertake, at least as far 
| as Lam concerned, either a dictatorial or censcrial 

course of argument. But, sir, it seems that a 
course of discussion which differs from his judg- 
ment cannot be carried on in the Senate without 
| everybody so differing from him meeting with 
denunciation. 

Now, why was it necessary for the Senator to 
seek to ridicule an argument which I had used, 
by saying that I had made a discovery, and had 
sent it out to the world? Sir, the ‘‘ discovery ”’ 
alluded to is one which every gentleman around 
me has made. It is a discovery in which almost 
every gentleman here participates. It consists 
simply in this: That the Constitution of the Uni- 
| ted States, having conferred upon each Congress 
the power to determine its own adjournment at 
the first session, you cannot, by any Jaw, rule, or 
| regulation, takeaway that right. Now, sir, with 
great deference, I would submit to any judicial 
tribunal—l would submit to the Presiding Officer 
| of this body—that if the joint rule proposed by the 
| Senator were adopted, no Presiding Officer of a 
| Congress would undertake to adjourn either House 
i 
| 


without some further action. Why? Simply for 
the reason that the proposed rule is palpably 
against the Constitution of the United States, and 
| therefore but as so much blank paper. 

| After the contemptuous manner in which the 
| Senator sought to treat this argument—an argu- 
ment which is conceded to be correct by every 
i gentleman whose opinion I have chanced to hear 
| on the subject—he undertook to tell the reason 
why it could be done, and he said that the reason 
; why you can do it by a rule is because you can- 
not do it in any other way. There, sir, is logic 
| for you! The Constitution of the United States 
prohibits this Congress from fixing atime of ad- 
j Journment for the next one. The Senator under- 
| takes to say that there is a power to override the 
| Constitution by a joint rule of the two Houses, 
; and that the reason of that power is because it is 
| unconstitutional! I admire the logic no more than 
| I do the manner in which it was given. 

Sir, I think a pretty good argument can be 


| made—and if it were an open question, I certainly 
| should venture, with great respect, to make it— 
| against the power of Congress to adopta joint rule 
lat all. The Constitution of the United States 
| Says that ‘* each House may determine the rules 
of its proceedings.” The question arose during 
ge last Congress, in the House of Representa- 
tives, in respect to the power of the Committee on 
Printing; and the settled judgment of the House, 
after a long debate, was, that the joint Commit- 


i tee on Printing had no power at all over the busi- 


ness of that House; but that the committee pro- 


j: vided for by the rules of the House held the 


| power of the House in respect to its printing, 
That decision was undoubtedly correct. The Con- 
stitution contains the provision to which I have 
i referred; but it nowhere confers on Congress 
power ta make a joint rule for the two Houses. 
Notwithstanding this, when it was suggested to- 
day, as I thought, with a proper degree of respect 
for the opinions of others—certainly it was so in- 
tended—that a rule thus made could not have 
force to override a plain provision of the Con- 
stitution, the Senator from Illinois saw fit, in a 
very pompous manner, to say the least, to treat it 
with ridicule. I must say, sir, that I dislike that 
course of argument; I dislike it exceedingly; and 
whatever other Senators may thińk on the sub- 
ject, so far as f am concerned, I will never submit 
to it. 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not mean 
; to continue this discussion any further. I agree 
with the honorable Senator from Michigan {Mr. 
Stuart] fully, that one Congress has no authority 
whatever to make any provision in reference to 
i the time of adjournment of another Congress; and 
; Lam not willing to violate the Constitution of the 
; United States in order to remedy what may be an 
| evil; I prefer to pursue the ccurse pointed out by 
the Constitution itself, and amend it if necessary. 
| Without going into an argument, I will say, that 
I am perfectly satisfied, from the whole Constitu- 


House of Representatives. 


i 
H 
| tion, from all its various clauses, that the power 
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of fixing a day of adjournment is left by the Con- 
stitution in each Congress in reference to itself at 
its first session or any session other than its last. 
The time of meeting may be prescribed by law, 
but the time of adjournment is left to the indi- 
vidual Congress itself, and is dependent on the 
agreementof the Houses, or, in case of their disa- 
greement, upon the act of the President of the 
United States. This seems to me so clear that I 
shall not enter into any discussion of it. 

But, sir, here is a proposition to lengthen the 
short session. So far as the other branch of Con- 
gress is concerned, we have had no indication 
whatever that its effect will be to shorten the long 
session; nor do I believe it will. As 1 said when 
this question was up before, I believe you never 
will bê'able to shorten the long session until you 
alter the mode of compensating members. Iam 
_ aware that there are difficulties about that. Iam 
* aware that the fact of the act of 1816, which did 
turn a per diem allowance into a fixed compensa- 
tion, having been the cause of the great unpopu- 
larity of the individuals who voted for it, has its 
influence over the minds of members of both 
Houses, and that probably such a law could not 
now be passed, though I have hardly met a man 
who, in ordinary conversation, did not admit it 
to be a proper law to pass. I think gentlemen 
over-estimate the causes connected with the un- 
popularity of the act of 1816; and [believe that 
ultimately such a law may possibly be attained. 
The unpopularity of that measure arose from the 
fact the existing Congress applied the compensa- 
tion to themselves, and, in so doing, actually 
doubled their own compensation. That was the 
reason why the people were against it. 

Sir, the people of this country will understand 
any question that is fairly presented before them. 
It is so palpable that the compensation of mem- 
bers of Congress should be paid in such a mode 
as would superinduce the transaction of the public 
business in the shortest time in which it could 
be justly finished—and, in my judgment, it could 
be transacted in a short session of three months 
and a long session of four or five months, every 
Congress, quite as well as, if not better than, itis 
now done—that, in my judgment, the people 
would sustain a law altering the mode of compen- 
gation. I have nothing now to do with what 
should be the amount of the compensation; that 
is an entirely different question. I believe that 
until you alter the mode of compensation, you 
never will shorten the long session; and until you 
do shorten the long session, | am unwilling to 
lengthen the short session. 

l do not know what may be the action of the 
Senate on this bill. It has already been passed 
by the House of Representatives. If, therefore, 
the Senate should adopt it, and the President 
should sanction it, as he undoubtedly would if 
presented to hin—it being a question affecting the 
two Houses of Congress alone—it would become 
alaw. If it is to become a law, I think another 
measure is requisite to be connected with it. Com- 
plaint has been justly made that, in some States, 
members of the other House are not elected until 
after the time fixed by the bill for the meeting of 
Congress; and, therefore, as that cannot be reme- 
died until the next meeting of their Legislatures, 
you put them to the serious inconvenience and 
great expense of having a special session of their 
Legislatures, or of remaining unrepresented for 
some period of time. Sir, as we have, by the 
Constitution, authority to fix the time for holding 
the elections of members of Congress, or to 
change the time fixed by the States, and as I think 
it is desirable that all Representatives in Congress 
should be elected on the same day, I have pre- 
pared an amendment, which I shall offer to this 
bill, lengthening the sessions of Congress, pro- 
viding that the time of electing Representatives in 
every State shall be on the first Tuesday of Octo- 
ber, 1854, for the next Congress, and that there- 
after every succeeding Congress shall be elected 
on the first Tuesday in October, bi-yearly. 


To carry out this provision, no State legisla- | 


tion will be required; but the election for Repre- 
sentatives will be on thesame day throughout the 
Union. Years ago, presidential electors in the 
various States were chosen on different days, pre- 


scribed by the respective States; but that has been | 


changed, and they are now elected on the,same 
day throughout the United States. If the argu- 
ment was good in regard to presidential electors, 


i shall be adopted. 


it is good in regard to members of the House of 
Representatives. The Congress of the United: 
States have an undoubted right, under the Con- 
stitution, to alter ‘‘ the times, places, and manner 
of holding elections for Senators and Representa- 
uves.’”’ By my amendment, the time of choosing 
Representatives is alone changed; and it obviates 
the necessity of calling together the State Legis- 
latures. I now offer the following amendment as 
an additional section: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Representa- 
tives in Congress from the several States of this Union 
shall be elected, in each State, on the first Tuesday in 
October, 1854, for the next Congress, and on the first Tues- 
day in October in every two years thereafter for each suc- 
ceeding Congress. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If we are to havea length- 
ening of the short session, 1 wish, at all events, to 
provide against a lengthening of the long one; and 
{ will therefore move an amendment to make the 
evil half as great as it will be under the bill as it 
l stands. l move to amend by inserting after the 


i word ‘* Congress” the words “at each second 


session thereof,’’ so as to make the first or long 
session of each Congress commence in December, 
as at present. 

Mr. BAYARD. I must object to the amend- 
| ment, 

Mr. BUTLER. It will not be adopted. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not know whether it will 
or not; but | am perfectly aware that these things 
are to be adjusted solely in reference.to the con- 
venience of certain States. Now, the effect of the 
amendment is directly to interfere with the elec- 
tion which takes place in my State during the 
present year, and every two years thereafter—in 
the even years 1856, 1858, &c. The effect of the 
amendment, ifadopted, is simply to apply to those 
States which elect Representatives anterior to the 
commencement of the congressional term, and 
not to affect other States which do not hold their 
elections until after the term has commenced, 

I am aware, of course, that the small States of 


| the Union can expect little regard in matters of 


| this kind from the vote of this body. Why, sir, 
| we even heard the honorable Senator from Illinois 
| [Mr. Doveras] urge as an argument on this floor 
| that, in a matter which has no more to do with the 
House of Representatives than with the Senate, 
or with the rights of any citizen of the United 
States, (the time for the meeting of Congress,) 
because that House, which represents numbers 
alone, has pleased to pass a billin reference to the 
time of the meeting of Congress, therefore this 
body, representing States, which was meant by 
the Constitution to operate as a check and balance 
in the Government, is to be entirely governed by 
the views of the House. Sir, I repudiate such a 
‘doctrine. I am unwilling that this amendment 
If other gentlemen look to the 
convenience of their States, 1 have a right to look 
to mine. There are other States, large as well as 
small, which hold their elections at a time when 
this amendment would seriously interfere with 


| them. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it to 
a third reading, Mr. Bayar» called for the yeas 


and nays; and they were ordered. 
Mr. DOUGLAS stated that he had paired off 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


| with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.] 


resulted—yeas 15, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brod- 
head, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Johnson, Jones of Towa, 
Jones of ‘Tennessee, Seward, Sumner, and Thompson of 
Kentucky—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Bright, 
Brown, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clay, Dixon, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Iowa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpat- 
riek, Gillette, Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Norris, 
Pettit, Pratt, Rockwell, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toucey, Wade, Walker, and Williains—33, 


So the bill was rejected. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, June 27, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Szicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LIGHT-HOUSES ON THE PACIFIC COAST. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


Prayer 


munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
i transmitting a copy of a letter addressed to the 
Treasury Department by Gibbons & Kelly, con 
tractors for building certain light-houses on the 
Pacific coast, and of a report and resolution 
adopted by the Senate upon the subject of their 
claim for extra work done, expenses incurred, 
and losses sustained, for which they claim to be 
|| entitled to compensation to the amount of $59,434. 
The Secretary submits the expediency of making 
the appropriation required. 

The communication and accompanying docu- 
| ments were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPEDITION AGAINST CUBA. 

( Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. [ ask the unani- 
; mous consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution: ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
| quested to furnish to this House, as fac as in his opinion 
| may not be incompatible with the public interests, such in- 
Í formation, relative to citizens of the United States and 
others, residing therein, being engaged in organizing and 
| fitting out a military expedition for the invasion of the 
Island of Cuba, as may have been in his possession on the 
| 3lst of May last, the date of his proclamation on that sub- 
ject. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 


TERMINATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I propose to the House a 
resolution to terminate debate on bill No. 405, 
the treaty bill, on the meeting of the House to- 
| morrow, so as to give the House the entire day 
to-day for debating it, if they see fit, to a late hour 
in the evening. And if I am allowed to do so, I 
desire to say this in relation to it, It is the gen- 
eral desire, expressed all through this House and 
the Senate, that we should terminate this session of 
Congress on the 31st of July next. l am as much 
iin favor of itas any member; and I say this to 
the House: on Monday next it will be in order to 
move to take up the resolution for adjournment; 
and if the business of the House shall progress 
from this time up to Monday, so as that I may, for 
a moment, believe it prebable that there is a pros- 
pect of getting through the public business by the 
day indicated, I, as far as Í am concerned, shall 
most willingly vote for that adjournment. 
| © l therefore introduce, at this time, the resolu- 
tion to close debate on the treaty bill; and on it I 
| ask for the previous question. pe 

Mr. EWING. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? Why not move to close the debate in 
five minutes? 

Mr. MACE. I desire to ask the House to 
allow the committee on ocean mail steamers a 
clerk for twenty days, at the usual rate of com- 
pensation. | would state to the House, that in 
order to get the report from that committee pre- 
pared, we have already a clerk actively engaged; 
and if the House will not allow us the clerk for 
twenty days, of course we shall have to make an 
appeal to them hereafter, or pay the clerk out of 
our own pockets. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will be in order after mine is 
disposed of. : 

Mr. MACE. Then I will not press it now. 
Mr. HAVEN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama to withdraw his demand for the , 
previous question, as 1 would like to say a word 
in reference to the closing of debate before the 

resolution is passed upon. 

TheSPEAKER. If no objection be made, the 
gentleman will be allowed tomake his suggestion. 

No. objection was made. 

Mr. HAVEN. I was going to say thf to the 
| House, that from the turn debate has taken upon 
| this subject, it is evident that if the House does 
| not call for the correspondence upon this subject, 


and for the instructions to our Minister who ne- 
5 4 
i| closed as not; for it seems to be conceded upon all 
h 
iJ 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
' 
i 
j 
l 


otiated the treaty, this debate may as well be 
i hands—by the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
i Joxes,] the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr, Bex- 
| rox.] who asked for the correspondence yester- 
i day, as well as by the gentleman from Virginia, 
i| (Mr. Baruy]—tbat this House has theright, con- 
| stitationally, and as a matter of expediency, if it 
| deems fit to do so, to withhold this appropriation. 
l It becomes, therefore, not a constitutional ques- 
| tion; for it seems that no one is desirous of raising 
| and debating that question. Everybody concedes 
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that it is the right of the House to withhold the 
money. If this is so, and if we are to dispose 
of this business upon the face of the treaty itself, 
let us proceed to do it at once. There is no use 
of talking about it, or of sitting here looking each 
other in the face. If the friends of the Adminis- 
tration, if the friends of the bill—and I do not 
desire to raise a political or party issue—are will- 
ing that the instructions to the Minister and the 
correspondence shall belaid before this House, so 
that we can act upon this subject as a matter of 
expediency and propriety, then the consideration 
becomes different, and debate ought not to be | 
closed for at least two days. 1 suppose the cor- 
respondence is in such a condition that it could be 
got at immediately. It has been sent to the Sen- 
ate; and I presume to get jt would take no more 
time than to go to the other end of the avenue, 
break the seals which guard it, and bring it here. 

I only desire to say to the House, and to the 
friends of this measure, that this treaty stands 
upon a little different footing from that of any j 
treaty which has come to this House for a series 
of years. Itis as well known as anything can 
be, though not before the House officially, that 
this treaty came here last winter, with a proyision 
in it, by which, for substantially the same con- 
sideration as is contained in it now, we proposed 
io agree to pay the sum of $20,000,000 instead of 
$10,000,000. 

It is well known that when the treaty was sub- 
mitted to the Senate for their ratification, they, 
with the correspondence and the instructions to 
the Minister before them, saw fit to repudiate that 
agreement, and amended the treaty by striking 
out that portion of it which agreed to pay thesum | 
of $20,000,000, and. instead thereof, for substan- 
tially the same consideration, as the country 
understands, substituted an agreement to pay | 
$10,000,000 only. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I regret to be obliged to 
interrupt the gentleman from New York; but I 
believe the House did not understand that the 
gentleman was to be permitted to make a speech 
in opposition to the treaty. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand that the gentleman from New York had a 
right to enter into the general discussion of the 
merits of the treaty. He supposed that the gen- 
tleman only desired and asked permission to make 
a few remarks in reference to the time of closing 
debate. 
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debate at once. 

Now, what I desire to say—and I intend to stop 
after having said it—is, that the indication seemed 
yesterday to be pretty clear that the House would 
not calor this correspondence. No renewed ap- 
plication has been made for it to-day, and itis 
useless for us to discuss the question whether the | 
House has the right to reject the appropriation; 
for that seemed to be universally conceded; and 
that is the only question left to discuss, if we are 
not going into the merits of the treat itself. I 
had avery few words in addition which I did 
intend to say when 1 rose, but as I make these 
remarks by the indulgence of the House, I will 
ue attempt, by indirect means, to accomplish my 
object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, if the gentleman from 
New York desires to submit an amendment short- 
ening the time mentioned, I named that time be- | 
cause, after having spent the morning hour in other f 
business, there will be only time for two or three ji 
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-If the gentleman wishes to offer an amendment, I 


i allow me. 
|| shail pay for the services of a clerk out of their 


iP i 
|! Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 


! see, mustered in obedience to the requisition of the 


speeches before the usual time of adjournment. 


will withdraw the call for the previous question. 
Several Members. Oh! no. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Very well; then I ask for 
a vote upon the resolution. A a 
The question was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered to be put. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 demand the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the resolution. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken; and it was đe- | 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 94, nays 58; ‘as fol- 
lows: f 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, Banks, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chas- 
tain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Craige, John G. 
Davis; Dawson, Dean, Disney, Eddy, Ellison, Etheridge, 
Everhart, Faulkner, Florence, Gamble, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, i 
Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, George | 
W. Jones, Roland fones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Latham, 
Letcher, Lindsley, McDougall, McMulin, McNair, Macy, 
Maxwell, Smith Miller, Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, | 
Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Preston, | 
Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Thomas Ritchey, | 
Robhins, Ruffin, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William 


! Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 


| 
H 
Alexander H. Stephens, | 
Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, | 
John L. Taylor, Thurston, Vansant, Wells, Witte, Daniel | 
B. Wright, and Zollicotfer—94. | 
NAY3—Messrs. Benson, Benton, Campbell, Carpenter, | 
Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, De Witt, | 
Eastman, Thomas D. Eliot, Farley, Fenton, Flagler; Gid- į 
dings, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Hiester, Howe, Hughes, | 
Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Knox, Lilly, Lindley, 
McCulloch, Mace, Matteson, Middleswarth, Murray, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, ; 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchic, Russell, Sabin, | 
Sapp, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, | 
Upham, Vail, Wade, Walley, Walsb, Elihu B. Wash- | 
burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, and Yates—58. 


So the resolution was passed. i 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote | 

by which the resolution was passed, and also 

moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

CLERK FOR A COMMITTEE. | 

Mr. MACE. [now ask the unanimous con- | 


i gent of the House to offer the resolution which I: 


indicated a few moments since. 
The resolution was read, as follows: i 


Resowed, ‘hat the select committee on ocean mail 
steamers be allowed a clerk for twenty days, at the usual 
compensation. 


Mv JONES, of Tennessee. I object to that 
resolution. 

Mr. MACE. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee a question, if the House will 
Does he desire that this committee 


|; own pockets? Because, if he does, I am ready to 
do it. i 
Mr. JONES. I will withdraw my objection to | 


| 
| the resolution, though I do not see the necessity | 
i] for it. | 
| December, 1853, as amended by the Senate of the 


The resolution was then received and adopted. 


Mr. ROBBINS. 
ended, and that the House resolve itself into the | 


I move that the rules be sus- | 


MEMORIALS FROM TENNESSEE. i 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Task the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania to allow me to present 
sundry memorials and joint resolutions from the 
Legislature of Tenvessee, merely for the purpose 
of having them referred and printed. | 

There was no objection, and Mr. S. presented | 
the memorials, &c.; which were referred as indi- | 
cated below: | 

1. Asking Congress to grant public lands for ! 
the benefit of volunteers from the State of Tennes- | 


President of the United States in 1836. 
to the Committee on Military Afairs. i 
2. For payment of horses and equipage lost | 
by the mounted volunteers called into service | 
during the Mexican war, from the State of Ten- | 
nessee. Referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. i 
ti 


Referred 


3. For pensions to the officers and soldiers who į 
served in the war of 1812, and in the various In- i 
dian wars. Referred to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Adfairs. i 

4. For the construction of a railroad to the Pa- | 
cific, commencing at Memphis. Referred to the | 


= 


Select Committee on the subject of a Pacific rail- 
road. 

5. In favor of repealing the duty on_railroad 
iron. Referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, 

6. For compensation to William Reed, of the 
State of Tennessee, for service rendered in the 
years 1792 and 1793. Referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to allow me to submit to the House 
a resolution. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The debate is closed upon the 
treaty bill at twelve o’clock to-morrow, and I can- 
not yield further. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the gentlemaf if he 
knows of a single gentleman who desires to speak 
upon that bill except his colleague, [Mr JongEs?| 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Well, sir, I desire to call 
the attention of the House to the necessity of fix- 
ing some day for the Army bill. There is a very 
great urgency for the more efficient organization 
of that branch of the public service. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia asks the unanimous consent of the House, 
and appeals to the gentleman from Penns Ivania 
to withdraw his motion to go into Committee of 


I| the Whole that a special order may be made in 


reference to a certain bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Last Saturday the gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Snower,] now absent, 
reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Willis 

ilson by mistake. That bill had not been con- 
sidered, and he has requested me to move its 
recommittal to the Committee on Revolutionary 


| Claims, which I now do. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I reported, last Saturday, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, a bill 
“for the relief of Helen McKay, widow and ad- 
ministratrix of Eneas McKay, late a deputy quar- 
termaster in the Army of the United States,” un- 
accompanied by a written report I desire now, 
with the consent of the House, to submit the re- 
port, that it may be ordered to be printed, and be 


‘| before the Committee of the Whole when the bill 


comes up for consideration. 
There was no objection, 
accordingly. . 
The question was then taken on Mr. Rogzins’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Disney in the chair.) 


THE MEXICAN TREATY. 
The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose, it had under consideration a bill 
‘to enable the President of the United States to 


falfill the third article of the treaty between the 
United States and the Mexican Republic, of 30th 


and it was ordered 


United States;’? and that the gentleman from 
Area kaa [Mr. Jones] was entitled to the 

oor. ` 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, said that the 
provisions of this treaty, being printed, were be- 
fore the House. They were few, and so explicit 
and clear, that every member of the committee can 
easily comprehend them. The first position in the 


‘| treaty is, that we are secured twenty millions of 
‘| acres of land. 


L This land is thought to be not of 
so much importance on account of its intrinsic 


‘i value, but because it secures us now what, we 
|| supposed was secured by the former treaty; that 


is, the right of a southern route for a railroad to 
our Pacific possessions. 


| ovens 
‘| Another provision is, the treaty releases us from 


the eleventh article of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, which stipulates that the United States 
| shall restrain the Indians from making incursions 
on Mexican territories; and, further, that in the 


{ : i 
‘| event of being unable to do so, then the United 
| States will punish the Indians, and exact compen- 


sation and justice to the Mexicans for the damage 
done. 

Two different constructions had been put on 
this clause of that treaty. We contend that it 


| stipulates nothing more than that if the Indians 


shali make incursions on Mexican soil, the United 
| States, by an armed force, shall punish the Indians, 
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and then exact from them precisely the same 
amount of justice we would eXact for ourselves in 
similar cases. But this is not the construction 
of the Mexican Government, which construes the 
treaty to mean that where damageis done to them? 
we are to be held responsible for the damage, and 
make compensation out of the National Treasury. 

It is known that the Mexican Government has 
already preferred claims to the amount of sixteen 
millions, and that ex-President Fillmore was will- 
ing to makea payment of six millions, to settle 


this very question. And not only sixteen millions, | 


but rumor says claims have been made by the 


Mexican Government to the amount of forty mil- | 


lions. He did not say anything about their validity. 
According to his idea, Mexico has no claim at all. 
But by this treaty we got rid of the difficulty. 
Another point this treaty settles forever, atleast it 
is hoped, is the question of boundary; and it pro- 
poses a perpetual peace. This should be an in- 
ducement for anti-war men to vote for it. 

He then proceeded to reply to the remarks of 


Mr. Benton, delivered yesterday, denying that | 


a breach of privilege had been committed on this 
House by the negotiation of the treaty. 
pendix for his speech.] 


bama, [Mr. Paitiips,] who desired to get the floor, 
to feel assured that, so far as I am concerned, he 
shall soon be gratified; for I do not intend to ad- 
dress the committee at length upon the merits of 
the question before it. My only reason for ad- 
dressing the committee now atallis, for the pur- 
pose of finishing a few sentences which I com- 
menced communicating to the House this morning 


before we went into committee, and in which [| 


was arrested (for which I make no complaint) by 
my friend {Mr, Hamiror] at a point which I 
fancied he thought they sat rather too closely 
upon the friends of this bill. 

J also desire a few words, by way of explana- 
tion, in regard to the statements and suggestions 
made by. the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Jones,] who has just resumed his seat. 

In what I may say, I beg the committee to un- 
derstand that. I intend to cast. no censure upon 
any one in reference to this treaty; my difficulty 
is, that without the instructions to, and corres- 
pondence with, the Minister who negotiated this 
treaty, I have no knowledge upon which Í can 
vote this money, or approve or censure any per- 
son connected with this transaction. I have noth- 
ing, sir, but the bare text of the treaty on which 
Tcanact. Ishall not censure the President or the 
Department of State; for there is nothing on the 
face of the treaty, or in this very brief message 
of the President, which indicates whether the in- 
structions to the negotiator were right or wrong. 


I shall not censure the Minister who negotiated: 


the treaty, because his acts have been adopted and 
ratified by the President; and { shall not censure 
the Senate, for it is a codrdinate body, having 
functions in some respects higher than the House 
of Represntatives in reference to treaties—cer- 
tainly much higher in reference to treaties which, 


in their consummation, do not require legislative | 


action, as this does. Like all fair and honorable 
men, all the parties referred to are entitled to the 
presumption that they have properly discharged 
their official duties in respect to the matter now in 


controversy. But, sir, whilst I intend to speak in | 
this spirit, I also intend to press upon the com- | 


mittee, as: well as I may, certain questions of ex- 
pediency, of good faith, and of fair legislative 
dealing, which I think every true friend of the Ad- 
ministration, of the Senate, and the gentleman 
who negotiated this treaty, will do well fo observe. 

I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to take the same ground on the question of the 
constitational rights of this House to grant or with- 


hold this appropriation, which every other mem- | 
ber has taken who has as yet addressed the | 


House or this committee on this subject. He 
concedes the right of this House to withhold this 
appropriation if, in their judgment, if, in their 
good sense, if, in the exercise of their best discre- 
tion for protecting. the interests of the country, 
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[See Ap-1 
Mr. HAVEN said: I beg my friend from Ala- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


they should think they ought to withhold it, or 
that it is inexpedient to grant it. f 
Now, sir, that being so, | do not propose to say 


a word upon the constitutional right of the House 


in this regard; but I will assume what the House, 
so far, unanimously claims and insists to be its 
prerogative. Assuming the House, then, to be 
right in this claim, the only question left for it to 
consider is the question of expediency—an ordi- 
nary question in legislation; and the only informa- 


tion which we have to guide us on this subject, on | 


which we can properly act as legislators, is that 
which we have on the face of the-treaty, with the 
very elaborately short message which the Presi- 
dent has seen fit to lay before us. In addition to 
the information contained in the text of the treaty, 
we find that it refers to two antecedent treaties; 


| the one the treaty of peace after the late war with 


Mexico, called and known as the treaty of Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo, and the other the treaty of amity, 


commerce and navigation, concluded between the | 


two countries on the 5th of April, 1831. Now, 
what I desire to say, by way of explanation to 
what has been said by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


! vania, is particularly in relation to the treaty of | 
And in saying this, I wish ; 


Guadalupe Hidalgo. 
to call the attention of the committee to the lan- 
guage of the eleventharticle of that treaty, because, 
so far as that is concerned, almost every man on 
this floor, who undertakes to justify the pay- 


ment of this large sum of ten millions, agreed | 


to be paid by this treaty now sent us by the Pres- 
ident—L do not now say whether it is proper or 


improper—puts it upon the ground that the claims | 


which our sister Republic of Mexico has upon us 
by virtue of that eleventh article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo are here provided for, and we 
are forever released from the same. 

Sir, 1 deny any particular pecuniary obligation 
on-the part of the American Government under 
this eleventh article. And'in this every gentleman 
who has so far addressed the committee seem in» 
clined to concur. I have always understood that 
article substantially as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Jones] says he understands it; 
substantially what the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Benton] claims the proper construction of 
it should be, and is. Such was always, so far as 
L have known, and so far as I have been able to 
infer from documents, or otherwise, the construc- 


| tion put upon it by the last Administration, and 


by all statesmen who have expressed an opinion 
upon the subject. Now, the material words of 
that eleventh article I will read. They are as 
follows, and will be found in the ninth volume of 
the Statutes-at Large, page 930. Tt commences: 


“ Considering that a great part of the territories, which, 
by the present treaty, are to be comprehended for the future 
within the limits of the United States, is now occupied by 
savage tribes, who will hereafter be under the cxelusive 
control of the Government of the United States, and whose 
incursions within the territory of Mexico would be preju- 
dicial in the extreme, it is solemnly agreed, that all such 
incursions shall be forcibly restrained by the Government of 
the United States, wheresoever this may be necessary ; 
and that when they cannot be prevented, they shall be pun- 
ished by the said Government, and satisfaction for the samé 
shall be exacted.” 


Now, let me ask gentlemen to notice partic- 


ularly the precise language of the remainder of the | 
The rest of the language measures the | 


article. 
punish i 
satisfaction it 1s to exact. 


ment this Government ts to inflict, and the 
The rest of the lan- 


guage gives the precise measure by which our i; 


exertions shall be controlled, and the extent to 
which we have agreed to- carry them; and gentle- 
men will see that it was an argument in reference 


to good neighborhood and good feeling between | 


the two countries. Here it is: 

« AU in the same way, and with equal diligence and en- 
ergy, as if the same incursions were meditated, or committed 
within its own territory, against its own citizens.”” 


which is unjust to him and. to the gentlemen of 
the Senate who ratified it. It was a treaty of 
good neighborhood, and it was an undertaking. 
with Mexico to do, in relation to the Indians who 
troubled her citizens upon the borders of the Mex- 
ican territory, precisely what we would do in ref- 
erence to the Indians who troubled. our own citi- 
zens in that vicinity; that we would use reasonable 
diligence in preventing their incursions into Mex- 
ican territory; that we would exact indemnity 
from the Indians—net pay it ourselves, but exact 
it from thern; and do it all precisely as if the dep- 
redations were upon our own citizens, 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Jones] suggested that the’ last Administra- 
tion took a different view of this eleventh article. 
1 know the gentleman has no desire to make an 
improper suggestion in regard to that Administra- 
tion, any more than I have in reference to the one 
which preceded it—Mr. Polk’s Administration— 
or the present one. Who supposed, who ever be- 
lieved, when the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was 
made, that this eleventh article of it would force 
this country into a position where we might be 
called upon, as stated or intimated by two gentle- 
men upon the other side of the Flouse, to pay to 
Mexico a claim of $40,000,000. 

Both the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] 
who addressed the committee yesterday, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Jongs,] who 
addressed us to-day, put forth some kind of indef- 
inite and shadowy suggestions that Mexico has for- 
mally claimed of this Government, as indemnity 
under this arucle, $40,000,000. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentlemen both handled this point very cautiously ; 
for they saw it was a Dethocratic Administration 
(Mr. Polk’s) who got us into these magnificent 
| difficulties of $40,000,000 under the eleventh clause 
i| of a Democratic treaty, And that was a rather 
dangerous foil to be used in favor of the present- 
Administration, in professing to buy us out of them 
cheaply by the payment of this $10,000,000. 

But, sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

(Mr. Jones] thinks he has heard it said that Mr. 
Fillmore’s Administration recognized the validity 
of this claim, and: offered Mexico $6,000,000 to 
be released from it. I believe the gentleman is 
wholly at fault in his supposition. I am not 
aware any such offer was ever made whilst Mr. 
Fillmore was President. I am quite sure it was 
not his opinion, nor was it the opinion of his 
Cabinet, that any pecuniary liability rested: upon 
this Government under that eleventh article. 
Whatever he would have been willing to see paid 
to Mexico in that behalf, to settle a controversy 
likely to arise between the two Governments, as 
an honorable man will sometimes: buy his peace 
from a litigious neighbor, 1 have no doubt that 
he and his cabinet thought Mexico had no just 
or equitable claim to any pecuniary indemnity 
under this article. 
Since the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
| Jones] made the insinuation, I have sent for the 
|| message and accompanying documents of 1851-52, 
nd I find what I suppose'to be the views of Mr. 
Fillmore’s Administration on’ this subject, very 
: pertinently stated in the report of the Secretary of 
War. 

{ desire to read an extract from it, in reference 
to our duties and the rights of Mexico under this 
eleventh article; for it appears to me to contain 
‘about the whole argument on my side of this 


| Mr. Conrad, after detailing with proper partic- 
ularity the operations and results of the Amy 
stationed in western Texasand New Mexico—for 
gentlemen will remember the’ vast trouble, diffi- 
culty, and cost of keeping up that frontier service, ` 
ii and to what an unfashionable strictness and res- 
|| ponsibility we held the Secretary of War then, 
| and how by his aid we reduced the extravagatices 
|| that preceded that Administration in that regard— 
| goes on to say as follows; and i ask attention 
i} to tts 
i «The United States have thus endeavored to fulfill to 
i 


l 

ti 

ji d 

|| question. 
i 


i} their fullest extent the obligations imposed upon ‘them by 


TH 
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c It surely was never contemplated that. the entire €x- 
pense and responsibility of defending her territory against 
these inevrsions should devolve upon us. The ‘language 
of the treaty admits of no such construction, and if it did 
it would require of us what it would be obviously impos- 
sible for us to perform. 

«c As the United states have no right to station their 
troops within the limits of Mexico, how is it possible for 
them entirely to protect her against tribes, most of whom 
occupy the vast desert lying between the two countries? 
‘All that we can do is to make common cause with her, to 
make her wrongs our own; to chastise, if possible, the 


tribes by whom they are committed; to compel them, when- |: 


ever it is possible to do so, to make restitution of Mexican 
prisoners and property: and finally, in our treaties with 
them, to guard the interest of Mexican citizens as carefully 
as those of our own, and to punish any violation of the one 
as severely as we do that of the other. 

c It is manifest, too, that whatever efforts we may make 
for the protection ‘of Mexico, will not only be fruitless, but 
absolutely prejudicial, unless they are aided by correspond- 
ing efforts on her part. The number of onr military posts, 
the vigilance, activity, and courage of our troops, all teud 
to drive ‘these marauders from our border towards that of 
Mexico, where they can carry on their depredations with 
almost certain impunity.’? 


That, sir, was the view taken by the last Ad- 
ministration in reference to this subject. That was 
the view taken by Mr. Webster, and it is the view 
I have always heard put forth by the friends of the 
last Administration in reference to the pecuniary 
and binding obligations of that treaty. I never 
heard any other view taken of the subject by any 
well informed American gentleman until now, 


when some reason or pretense is sought for, as | 
an excuse or justification for appropriating this | 


$10,000,000. But, sir, [ am bound to do the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania the justice to say, that 
whilst, likean adroit counsellor, he insinuates that 
others may take such a view of the eleventh article, 
he boldly and honorably disclaims any such con- 
struction for himself, and declares he holds the 
same opinions I hold on the subject. 

Now, sir, I shall not discuss this treaty further 
upon its merits or its obvious demerits. I have 
not, this House has not, any of the information 


necessary to such a discussion; it is withheld from | 


us. Pretty much all the-value that any gentleman 
here perceives, or pretends we get by the treaty, is 
the release from the eleventh article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. Some gentlemen, it is true, 
pretend to see value in the territory as a route for 
arailroad to the Pacific. Asto the value of thesoil, 
the formation of the country, and its eligibility as 
a railroad route, I know but very little. I know 
that Colonel Cook, who led a regiment through the 
country from El Paso on the Rio Grande to the 
Pacific, but a few years ago, was entirely unable 
to get over the almost interminable deserts and fear- 
fuk mountain ranges himself with his regiment or 
his teams, without going into Chihuahua and Son- 
ora, south of the line fixed by this treaty, several 
miles from the Guadalupe Pass, by a circle sweep- 
ing south of this line, and striking San Bernardino, 
and coming back north on to this line again at 
about the one hundred and tenth parallel of longi- 
tude west of Greenwich. North of that route he 
could not pass with his wagons or mules; so that 
any railroad track upon this newly-acqnired territo- 
ry, must run up square against, or directly into, 
mountains that a brave and enduring man, skillful 
in expedients, could not drive his mules or wagons 
over. 

Where, then, sir, is there any consideration in 
our favor, on which we can justify ourselves in 
voting this immense amount of money, under 
these extraordinary circumstances? Still, Mr. 
Chairman, I do not undertake to say, acting in 
the dark as I am, that circumstances may not 
exist which render thisappropriation of $10,000,000 
proper. But Ido say, and here I plant myself, 


that this House has no means of determining | 


whether it is proper or not. We are left entirely 
in the dark. Weare required to vote this large 
amount of money upon a blind confidence, and 
without a reason rendered to us, or that we can 
render to the country. 
this treaty, if it is a fair one, made without fraud, 
and not controlled by stock-jobbers, land sharks, 
and speculators. Sir, for one, L want to see the 
instructions to the negotiator, and the corresponde 


t 

ence with him, which this House has, in my | ; 
l desired to sayin the morning, when I had the l 
No, sir, this treaty does not i 

l 


judgment, most improperly refused to call for 


What I might do if I could peruse that, I cannot | 


say; but I can say, if I found it all correct and 

fair, I would cheerfully vote for this appropria- 

tion, 
Mr. 


|| House has refused to give.a call for this informa- 


ption, 
| 
| 


I will vote cheerfully for |: 


j: 
|, many presumptions in its favor. On the contrary, 
| we know, and we know this as well as we know i 
HOUSTON. The gentleman from New |; anything which is going on in this country; and if jj 


j been made to procure it. 
i colleague [Mr. Pecxuam] to make an effort to | 


| have called for it at the time the treaty was sent 


| Mr. HAVEN. Iam glad that my friend from 


i 

i 

that he begins to feel the impropriety. of being so 
| 


i on the next day, being only Thursday last, he 
| 


Mr. HAVEN. Ishall be very glad to listen || 
to any suggestions upon that subject; but certainly | 
the gentieman from Alabarna does not intend to | 
say this House has made the call; nor does he | 
intend to say that very strenuous efforts have not | 
| 
i 
1 
l 
i 


1 did understand my | 


| obtain the passage of a resolution calling for this ! 
‘information, and I understood, also, the gentle- 
: man from Missouri [Mr. Benton] to makea very | 


! decided demonstration for the purpose of obtain- | 


ing this correspondence. 

Mr. HOUSTON, That is true, and ata time | 
which they themselves knew had been set apart for | 
the discussion upon this measure. If they really 
desired to have this correspondence, they should 


to the Elouse; and that is the time they would 
have called for it, if they had really wished to | 
| have it. 


Alabama manifests. some little desire to set him- 
self right in reference to thistransaction. It argues 


| far wrong. 

Sir, does not the gentleman know that the mes- 
sage communicating the treaty to this House bears 
date only one week ago this very day, on the 20th 
instant; that it was not received or opened here 
until Wednesday the 21st instant, and that when, 


| reported this bill, the gentleman from Missouri 
i (Mr. Benron] instantly arose and informed the 
| House that he wished to be heard in the matter, 
| and that, in his opinion, the privileges of this House | 
! had been violated? Did the gentleman not know 
| then, sir, that this correspondence was wanted 
i here by the gentleman from Missouri? And does 
| he not now know that yesterday only, Monday 
only, sir, was the very first day when, by the 
rules of this House, it was in order to offer the 
resolution calling for this correspondence? Nay, 
more, sir; has he forgotten in one day that almost 
‘immediately upon the House convening on Mon- 
day, he took the floor and moved to go into com- 
mittee on this bill, and that then, which was the 
first moment in order, my colleague [Mr. Peck- 
nam] and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
Brnron] offered their resolutions, and desired him 
to withdraw his motion to enable the Flouse to 
adopt them; and that he himself refused to with- 
draw his motion to go into committee; and holding 
the power in his own hands, absolutely used it to 
exclude the call? But sir, I leave this subject. 

I do not know what I ought to do in reference 
to thig treaty and this appropriation. I cannot 
| know without some further light. Iam told by 

gentlemen here, the most learned in constitutional 
law, both Democrats and Whigs, that this House 
has the power to grant or withhold this appropri- 
i ation as it sees fit; that it is a question of expedi- 
| ency, which we inust decide in good faith to the : 
| country and to our constituents. But, sir, the $ 
i only information 1 can get, upon which to base 
my action, is the simple, single, solitary text of 
| the treaty, and the message which the President 
| has just sent to us in relation to it. Now, sir, here 


let me say that, under ordinary circumstances, I 
| would take that and be satisfied, if I had heard 
nothing against it; for I have no sectional or other 
i jealousies or feelings to gratify in reference to this 
‘matter. I say Í would take that and be satisfied, 
| if there were no suspicions in connection with it. 
‘I do not know what disclosures may be made in 
reference to it by the correspondence, if we had it. 
‘I do not know but such disclosures may yet be 
made as will lead me to vote for it. But, sir, 
most unfortunately, it does not standalone. Most 
unfortunately, it comes to us with a knowledge 
` on our part of certain facts which throw grave 
' suspicions upon it, which attack its honesty and 
‘ good faith, and which most strongly tend to sap 


| 
| 
| 
{ 


| with the transactions. i 


floor in ihe House. 
come before us unaffected or unassailed, or with 


York certainly does not intend to say that the || I trespass or go too far in reference to this matter, | 


| 


j 


1 hope gentlemen will correct me: we do know, 
sir, that this treaty came here in January last, 
with a provision for the payment to Mexico of 
$20,000,000 instead of $10,000,000. Wedo know 
that, for certain reasons, but for what reasons we do 
not know, the Senate refused to pay $20,000,000; 
that it struck off $10,000,000 of the $20,000,000, 
and made some other alterations in the treaty; and 
that, as fast as post-horses and expresses could 
carry the negotiator back to Mexico, he went 
there, and submitted this new concern, this treaty, 
to Santa Anna, who, without one word of question 
or remonstrance, so far as we know or are in- 
formed, accepted half of what he was to have 
under the treaty, as originally ratified by him. 
With the same fearful haste it is then posted and 
expressed back to this place; and all we certainly 
know further about it is, that here itis for the pay- 
ment of $10,000,000, instead of $20,000,000, on 
the thirtieth of this month. I will not stop to 
philosophize upon, or to discuss these strange 
diplomatic maneuvers. I will not say that itis 
wholly unexplainable, although it certainly is to 
me somewhat unaccountable. It may be one of 
those contretemps which will sometimes happen 
in diplomacy; but, in connection with certain other 
facts I am about to mention, it ought to have 
some explanation; and before plain men, likemy- 
self, can yield their assent to this appropriation, 
it seems to me that it must have some satisfac- 
tory explanation. - 

But, sir, although we know so much about this 
treaty, as I have mentioned, yet there is reason to 
believe ‘the one half has not’ been told us’? 
Certain things have leaked out here—things which 
are whispered in this Hall,and which have found 
their way into the newspapers. The atmosphere 
is loaded with them; and it is known that certain 
persons connected with the treaty-making busi- 
ness are proverbially leaky. These things, sir, 
which have so leaked out are anything but credit- 
able to some of the parties concerned, and they 
throw great suspicion on this treaty. I put it to 
gentlemen whether they had not better call for 
this correspondence now, and clear them-up at 


l once and forever; or, if the correspondence will 


not clear them up, then reject this bill, and repu- 
diate the treaty. f 

Sir, I will recount some of these leading points; 
and I ask, in behalf of this House, light upon 
them. 

We are told that the negotiator went out to 
Mexico with his instructions properly framed, and 
was making progress in negotiating a proper 
treaty, and with no unusual appliances. Weare 
further told, that after he had gone, and whilst he 
was so engaged under his instructions, certain per- 
sons—certain sets or cliques of men here and in the 
United States—stock-jobbers and hungry politi- 


| cians, who are interested in some way in the Garay 
| and Sloo grants, which are considered by many 


as iraproper things to control our foreign inter- 
course—made a descent upon the Administration, 
and placed their affairs before it in such a light 
that it became willing the negotiator might agree 
to pay, on account of these men—some of whom 
are well and personally known in this Hall— 
$10,000,000 of money, provided Santa Anna 
would acknowledge it as paid to him, or to his 
order, as an indemnity for pretended or prospect- 
ive losses under these Garay and Sloo grants; and 
provided further, that it could be done in such a 
way that no hand at this end of the line could be 
traced in doing it. 

To accomplish this purpose, we are told that 
some gentleman from Pennsylvania (a Mr. Ward, 
I have heard; but in all this we may be mistaken) 
was selected to go out to Mexico as a kind of se- 
cret special agent, and to carry verbal instructions 
to the negotiator how to act in the premises. 
These instructions are said to have been verbal, 
and outside of any record. We are further told 
that this secret special agent was instructed to tell 
the negotiktor at Mexico that he might add 
$10,000,000 to what was provided in his regular 
instructions, for the purpose of making the indem- 
nity I have mentioned. We are further told—it 
is in the atmosphere about us; I do not know 
whether itis true or not; but I ask gentlemen to 
give us the correspondence, that we may determ- 
ine the fact—we are further told, I say, that the 
negotiator, a gentleman and an honorable man, 
said at once he would not do himself dishonor by 
undertaking to negotiate outside of his written 
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found thatthe plan must fail unless he had written 
instructions, we are told that the special agent un- 
dertook to, and did commit to paper, and say on 
paper what he had been told here he should only 
verbally communicate to the negotiator there; that 
this became satisfactory to the negotiator, and 
acting upon these instructions of the special agent, 
the negotiator put on the indemnities for the job- 
bing companies of Garay and Sloo. Now,! do 
not know that this is so. We are told when it 
came back, the Senate, looking at the correspond- 
ence—and it is well known that the correspond- 
ence went into the Senate—the Senate, the friends 
of the Administration, honorable men—as the 
Administration is composed of honorable men, 
and I am speaking on their behalf to-day, and not 
on my own or that of the opposition here—the | 
Senate at once put the knife to the treaty, andcut 
off these excrescences, f 

Mr. BOCOCK, I want to know of my friend 
from New York, as he seems to insist so much 
on a call for this correspondence, how the corre- 
spondence and papers will enable us to see that the 
verbal instructions conflict with the written ones; 
for the verbal instructions are those which do not 
appear in the papers? My friend ought to know 
that calling for the papers will do no good. 

Mr. HAVEN. The inquiry is a pertinent one; 
and though I do not claim to know anything more 
than what is reported and circulated here and in 
the newspapers, yet I will answer the gentleman 
how that is stated to be. I endeavored to unfold 
it in what I have already said. 

The instructions to this secret or special agent, 
it is said, werg verbal instructions, and verbal 
only; that he went out to Mexico to the negotia- 
tor and told him verbally what he was required 
todo. The negotiator, as I have already said, re- 
fused to act upon these verbal instructions. The 
agent then, to induce the negotiator to act, puts 
in writing and delivers to the negotiator what he 
was directed here that he should communicate to 
the negotiator only verbaily. The negotiator then 
having the writing from the secret or special 
agent, concluded to act upon it as authority; and 
his subsequent correspondence with the Govern- 
ment here referred to these instructions, as well as 
to his original ones, in such a manner that, upon 
the Senate’s call, they could not be separated 
without making an awkward show; and so the 
whole had to be sent in together. Does my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] understand it now? 
Whether all this is true or not, I do not know— 
I have no means of knowing; but I will venture 
to say that many, if not most of the members on 
this floor, has heard it over and over again. 

Having said what I have said, I desire to say 
this further, that I wish to do no injustice to any 
man or set of men; and I ask my friends in all 

_ parts of the Hall if it is not due to all those gen- 
tlemen who are engaged in this transaction, more 
particularly if it is not due to that eminent gen- 
tleman and citizen from South Carolina who nego- 
tiated this treaty, that this correspondence should 
be laid before the public, or before this House in 
confidence, if not before the public, so that the 
names of honorable men who are connected with 
these rumors and reports may be saved from dis- 
honor and reproach, and these slanders, if not 
true, may be put to everlasting silence, or, if true, 
that this treaty may receive the unqualified repro- 
bation of this House? 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
from New York allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAVEN. I will with great pleasure, al- 
though I fear by so doing I shail be obliged to 


trespass a little more upon the time of the com- |! t i oftered 
|| ican Government, in a negotiation in respect to | 


i the question which we are now to settle, the sum 


mittee than I intended to do when I commenced 
my remarks. H 
Mr. BAYLY. Does the gentleman from New 
York know of a case where the correspondence | 
in respect to a treaty has ever been made public? 
If he will inform me of a single case, it will give 
me information which I do not now possess. 
Mr. HAVEN. A reference to the gentleman’s 
own knowledge is much better for him than any | 
reference to knowledge that I may have upon this 
subject. He has more experience than I have in 
regard to questions of this kind. F donot know, 
nor do I profess to know, much about it. If the 
inquiry was for information, I cannot enlighten | 
the gentleman. If it was by way of reply to the 
argument I was making, then I desire to say to 


Will the gentleman |} k 
| ablefriend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones] to assert 


| speaks for itself. 


i ther remark? I think the treaty speaks for itself 


; mote the schemes of stock-jobbersand speculators, 


i itself upon its face? 


argument, made on 
yesterday, was conclusive that, where a treaty 
trenched upon legislative ground, it could not be 
binding and operative until the Legislature had 
acted upon it. If it cannot be binding until we 
act, I would like to know if the House of Repre- 
sentatives must act, are compelled to act, in the | 
dark?—if we must act upon the message of the 
President only, in which the only material fact 
stated is that he must have the money, and this 
treaty must be exchanged by the 30th instant? 
Mr. BAYLY. Will my friend allow me a fur- 


in connection with the history of our diplomacy 
connected with Mexico. If it does not, the call 
unquestionably ought to be made for a confiden- 
tial communication. But I do not think there is 
any occasion for that, for the reason that the treaty 


Mr. HAVEN. I would like to know what 
legislative discretion this House exercises when it 
undertakes to say that | have the right to vote for 
or against the appropriation of this money, but 
that Í have not the right to know anything of the 
grounds upon which I give my vote. I may vote 
one way or the other, but I am not to know why; | 
Lam not to tell the country why. Here is the 


i| State Department, or the President, sending down | 


their decree here, to be registered in this House. 
We are ordered to act upon it; and all we can do 
is to register it according to order. Sir, can pre- 
sumption go further? I would put it to my friend 
from Virginia, (Mr. Bayty,]—for I have great 
confidence in his judgment, in his patriotism, and 
discretion in these cases—if he had good reason 
outside of the message to believe that the treaty 
was fraudulent, and that it was adverse to the best 
interests of the country, and calculated to pro- 


would he vote for it, notwithstanding it spoke for 


Mr. BAYLY. Does the gentleman desire a 
reply? 

Mr. HAVEN. I do. 

Mr. BAYLY. I believe, in the negotiation of 


a treaty, that the explanations which are given to 

it by correspondence are to be considered rather 

in the light of arguments of counsel, and not as 

the judgment of the court. Knowing the terms | 
of the treaty, and if my judgment was satisfied as 

to its antecedents, it would be all the information 

I should desire to construe it. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, I knew that 
my friend from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] would agree 
with me in such a case. So will [ vote for it, 
after my judgmentis satisfied. But, in addition to 
the treaty, I, too, would have the antecedents of 
the treaty; in addition to the text, [ would know 
what the protocols were, what the instructions 
were, what the correspondence preceding it was. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have said more than I 
intended to say on this subject. | did notintend 
to hold the attention of the committee more than | 
five minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. ‘Will the gentleman 
from New York permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman from Ohio will 
excuse me one moment 

Mr, TAYLOR. I wish to ask the gentleman 

uestion before he concludes. 

r HAVEN. Very well. 
that purpose. i) 

Mr.TAYLOR. In the debate, to which I have 

listened very attentively, I understood my honor- 


I give way for 


that he believed, or that he had some intimation 
of the fact, that President Fillmore, within the term 
of the last Administration, had offered to the Mex- 


of $6,000,000, to get rid of the obligations of this 
Government under the eleventh article of the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo. | may have misunder- 
stood him. I have no official information of the | 


subject; nothing further than the declaration of my 
friend from Pennsylvania. And therefore I wish 
to ask the gentleman from New York, whose 
relations to the late President are well known, 
whether he ever understood, officially or other- 
wise, that such offer had been made by President | 
Fillmore, for the purpose of getting rid of the ob- l 
ligations of the eleventh article of the treaty of | 
Guadalupe Hidalgo in an honorable way if we | 
could? for | havealways stood for the honor of the 


| country. On so important a piece of information 
i as that which the gentleman from. Pennsylvania 
asserts, 1 suppose he has some official informa- 
tion, either from the present Secretary of State or 
from the President, or from somebody else. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no hesitation.in com- 
municating to my friend from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] 
all the information that i am in possession of; but 
| he will excuse me if I state that | know no secrets 
of the last Administration. One of the merits of 
that Administration was, that it always remained 
sole master of its own purposes. President Fill- 
more had no kitchen Cabinet, and no way into hia 
office by the back door. Hence I was never pos- 
sessed of any of his peculiar secrets, nor of any 
revelation of its negotiations with foreign Govern- 
ments. But I can truly say, sir, that 1 never 
heard it officially, I never heard it secretly, and I 
never heard it openly, or in any way alleged, that 
such an offer was ever made or contemplated; and 
I do not think or believe that such an offer was 
ever made. In this I may be mistaken; but! feel 
quite confidentthat [am not. I have already read 
to the committee the opinion of one member of 
Mr. Fillmore’s Cabinet on that subject, officially 
addressed to Mr. Fillmore himself as President. 
It repudiates all idea of our obligations under the 
eleventh article. 

{ have said all that I intended to say on the 
subject as to the propriety of our knowing more 
in regard to what my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Bary] calls the antecedents of this treaty—the 
correspondence and the negotiations that took 
place. Now, I desire to say 

Mr. BAYLY. I dislike to interrupt my friend 
from New York, because I do not like to be inter- 
rupted myself, When I spoke of the antecedents 


|| of this treaty,! did not meanto speak of the diplo- 


matic correspondence between the two Govern- 
ments; but 1 meant the relations which existed 
notoriously and openly between the two Govern- 
ments. I took it for granted that my friend from 
New York understood me in that light. F 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, { see I did 
misunderstand the meaning of the gentleman. 
And my judgment is, that my friend from Vir- 

inia had better have left the case standing where 
it stood before. So far as he is concerned, he has 
sufficient information on all matters connected 
with the subject to enable him to vote understand- 
ingly, without getting any more; whereas I have 
not. I want to know, not. only what I understood 
him to speak of in regard to the antecedents of the 
treaty, but I want to know all the correspondence 
—all the concomitant circumstances, and every- 
thing connected with it, to enable me to vote intelli- 
gently; and such, I think, are the wishes of many 
other gentlemen here. ‘I‘here are many men who 
are able to vote without any additional informa- 
tion—men of experience, who, like the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] has been long in 
public life; who has been at the head of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, transferred there from 
the head of the Committee of Ways and Means 
of a former House, and who may be well sup- 
posed to have more information than perhaps the 
entire negotiating force of the Government on such 
matters. Such men may have sufficient knowl- 
| edge, but I want some other explanation. I must 
vote, to some extent, on my own judgment, and 
not on his, 

But I now go back to the point from which I have 
been drawn, by these kindly meant interrogatories 
and suggestions. With the atmosphere of this 
Hall, and of the rotunda and avenue, loaded with 
these detailed and pointed rumors and reports that 
I have mentioned against the fairness and good 
faith of this treaty; and with the papers here and 
| abroad giving them publicity and circulation more 
or less; and with the other suspicious circum- 
stances I have detailed, I ask my friends upon 
the other side of the Hall—for, if | know myself, 
Iam no enemy to this Administration in its proper 
and just endeavors to discharge its great and dif- 
ficult trust and duties—I ask them if it is not due 
from them to their friends at the other end of 
the avenue, that this correspondence should at 
once be ealled for and produced, and these charges 
be thereby put at rest forever; and that honorable 
men may be vindicated; or, on the other-hand, if 
they should unfortunately be proved true, that this 
i treaty shall receive the seal of the reprobation of 
| this House, and be put to rest? Sir, secrecy is 
a badge of fraud. If a man stands silent when 
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he is arraigned in any court, (except in capital 
cases,) and refuses to plead, it is equivalent to a 
plea of guilty. Do not Jet it be said in this case 
that the silence of the Administration, when called 
upon under these circumstances to speak, is an 
admission of these charges. 

Mr. Chairman, I have confidence and faith to 
believe that if this correspondence is called for, 


and comes out, the public mind will be put into | ; t 
i| sent the dispatch had no authority from him to 


a state of peace; and had | the control of this 
matter, as the friends of this treaty and this 
appropriation have, certainly it seems to me I 
could not perform a wiser or a better service for 
all parties connected with this transaction, than to 
ask to persuade them to put this correspondence 
and information before the country, or.in the con- 
fidential possession of this House, and let the Ad- 


ministration justify itself upon its record, and put |} 


its slanderers to shame. Letitnot be said that an 
opportunity has not been given to bring forward 
those papers. The gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. Bewroy,] with thirty years legislative ex- 
perience upon his head, has beseeched, 1 had 
almost said beseiged, this House to Jet him have 
this correspondence. Yes, sir, that gentleman, 
with more experience and energy than any other 
legislator I can call to 
papers. He asked for this information, and he 
told us what results would be likely to flow from 
their production,in his judgment; whether right or 
wrong, I do not know. But | do know, that after 
gentlemen concede our power to legislate here, 
and legislate with a wise discretion, it does seem 
to me they take a most indefensible course in re- 
fusing this correspondence. Sir, we must vote now; 
we must vote by yeas and nays; we cannot have 
the correspondence; we cannot know the circum- 
stances; we must vote blindfolded, and in the dark 
at that; and we must take the responsibility of 
justifying ourselves to the country and our con- 
stitutents, and to our own consciences, for our 
votes so given. Sir, I cannot vote for this treaty 
without this required information. I would be 
glad to vote for it; but I dare not without the ex- 
planations and justification that the correspond- 
ence may show, but which, if refused, 1 shall 
fear does not show. I did not intend to say half 
T have said. I should not have said it, had itnot 
been for the fact that gentlemen in various parts 
of the Hall desired to call me to account as I went 
along. I thank the committee for their attention, 
and yield the floor. 

Mr. PHILLIPS rose to reply to the remarks 
of Mr. Benton, delivered yesterday. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Missouri declared that he could not 
vote for this bill, because it would be sanctioning 
an invasion of the privileges of this House. Ele 
[Mr. Purtiirs] was struck with the use of the 
word “ privilege,” especially as employed by the 
gentleman, who is notoriously particular and 
choice of the terms which he selects in discussion. 
He denied that the House has any privileges to be 
invaded. This House possesses certain constitu- 
tional rights. „The Constitution imposes on the 
House certain functions and duties, which we are 
obligated to perform; but he denied that we have 
any privileges, used as the word is with regard to 
the legislation of the country. Where do we find 
those privileges? By looking at the British au- 
thorities, we find that the King is the fountain of 
honor, office, and of privilege. He then pro- 
ceeded to argue that no constitutional right of the 
House has been invaded, and replied generally to 
the speech of Mr. BENTON. {See Appendix for 
his speech.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON called the attention of the 
committee to a matter personal to himself, and 
reflecting upon him, and charging him with a 
transaction for which, were he guilty of it, he 
should be expelled from the House. There was 
circulating throughout the entire North a tele- 
graphic dispatch purporting to have come from 
this city. He referred to the following dispatch 
in the Weekly Times, of New York, of the 14th 
instant: 

«An astounding fraud has just been discovered by CANT- 
BELL, of Obio, Bexos, Mace, and others, in the Nebraska 
pil. Itseems that RicwaRpson stated to the House that 
his substitute Was the Senate bill, simply without the Clay- 
ton proviso, when, in fact. he had inserted a clause provid- 
ing that no person other than a citizen of the United States 
should. hold office and vote, until he had sworn to support 
the principles of this bili.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL (interrupting) said that he 
regarded the passage of the bill as a great fraud, 


mind, called for those | 


and thought that its passage had been procured in 


had he charged the gentleman from, Illinois with 
having perpetrated a willfal fraud. He thought 
the gentleman’s course on the Nebraska bill was 
open, frank, and manly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON expressed himself per- 
! fectly satisfied with the statement of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and was sure that the person who 


make thischarge. He desired now to brand the 
authors and indorsers, whoever they might be, 
and wherever they might be, as base, and infa- 
| mous liars, and proceeded at length to prove it. 
[See Appendix for his speech. ] 

Mr. SMITH, òf New York, obtained the floor, 
but yielded it to 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Chairman, [ regret the 

; Necessity of making any remarks upon this sub- 
ject. 1 intended to quietly give my vote when 
the bill was put upon its passage; but some of the 
| remarks of the gentleman, from New York [Mr. 
i Havex] induce me to trouble the House with an 
i observation or two in reply to him. Whenever 
i the character of my State, or the official character 
jof any of her public men, is assailed, 1 will 
promptly repel it.. Sir, the character of a State is 
invaluable; and the character of her public men is 
| a large portion of her wealth, 
i The gentleman from New York (and I may 
| here say that | acquit him of intentional misrep- 
| resentation) uttered to the House certain newspa- 
; per rumors to the effect that General Gadsden had 
| written and specifte instructions from the Presi- 
i dent, limiting him to the offer of $10,000,000 for 
the negotiation of a treaty; and that, upon decla- 
| rations. made by an individual, a bearer of dis- 
patches, he violated his instructions, and gave 
$20,000,000. 1 believe this rumor to be unfounded 
in fact; and, although not so intended, it is calcu- 
lated to injure the official character of General 
Gadsden. I repel this newspaper gossip, and 
i state the impression on my mind, from a casual 
| conversation with General Gadsden, that he did 
not violate his instructions. Of course I had no 
conversation with him about the character of his 
instructions, or the conduct of the negotiation. 
Nothing more was said than any one could legit- 
imately infer from the fact itself, viz: that he had 
not violated his instructions, 

Sir, I know General Gadsden to be a man in- 
capable of a dishonest act; and a man. of too 
much intellect to be the tool of any ambidextrous 
intriguer, With full confidence in his character 
and ability, l repel these vagrant rumors; and I 


| regret that they have acquired an accidental re- 
spectability by their enunciation upon the floor of 
this House. The gentleman from New York 
says that the atmosphere is charged with these 
rumors. Well, sir, what if itis? Whoever car- 
ries about an alembic to dissolve newspaper ru- 
mors,.in times fruitful in important events, will 
engage in an impracticable undertaking. I knew, 
! sir, that when all the facts of the case were made 
public, these rumors would either be verified, and 
thereby live, or that they would collapse and 
| putrify in their dishonor. T'o that ordeal I was 
willing quietly to sudjectthem. | regret, sir, that 
they have been galvanized into a mimicry of life. 
l do not mean to debate the provisions of this 
i treaty. ldo not mean to discuss the constitu- 
| tionality of acquiring territory under the treaty- 
| making power. If it were a case of novel. im- 
| pression, 1 should not hesitate to express my 
| views; but repeated acts and decisions foreclose 
the argument. I shall vote for this bill for the 
| following reasons: l 
: It secures the right of way across Tehuantepec, 
| for which I understand Mr. Polk offered fifteen 
į millions. It reacquires from seventeen to twenty 
i millions of acres of land, embracing the Mesilla 
i Valley, which Mr. Fillmore relinquished. He 
: relinquished it by recognizing the act of the com- 
| missioner against the surveyor, by which act our 
| claim was abdicated. Ivabrogates also the eleventh 
i article in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, for 
| which abrogation, | am credibly informed, that 
| Mr, Fillmore offered the Mexican Government 
i five millions of dollars, and subsequently, it is 


4 affirmed, seven millions. 


| Now,sir,1 recommend to gentlemen who, with 
| knightly courtesy, volunteer to utter newspaper 
| rumors upon the floor of the House, in order 


| that the Administration may. have a chance to 


violation of the rules of the House; but at no time j 


| I wage no partisan warfare. 


defend itself against vagrant gossip, to call for the 


| papers connected with this alleged offer of Mr. 


Fillmore, and see whether it be a fact or not. 


| When I say that | believe Mr. Fillmore did make 
| this offer, I do net mean to disparage his Admin- 


istration or his services. He has been truer to 
his own State than his State has been ‘to him. 
I opposed his election, and I opposed his Admin- 
istration; but, sir, that cannot cloud my sense of 
justice. I apply to his, what I apply to every 
‘Administration, the standard of right and wrong, 
in my own judgment. If right, I will support the 
measure, irrespective of party auspices; if wrong, 
Į will reject it in the same spirit. 

Thus, sir, I will notsay that Mr. Fillmore was 
wrong in offering five millions for the abrogation 
of a harassing and embroiling stipulation in the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 1 do not know 
that he was, and ] make norandom charges, and 
Į] shall discuss now 
no question about railroad routes, nor shall I com- 
ment upon. sectional issues. W hoever pleases 
may raise the red flag of the amphitheater and 
plunge into the contest; but {will enter into no 
barren fight. Sir, I do not profess the broad sym- 
pathies which many gentlemen here delight to 
vaunt, No, sir; f am a southern man, and I 
always mean to be true to the South, covered all 
over as she is by the Constitution, To my own 
State first and foremost I shalt ever stand, whether 
she be right or wrong. But, sir, I do not conceive 
that any sectional issue is properly involved in this 
question. 

Mr. HAVEN. I know that my. friend from 
South Carolina [Mr. Knirr] does not intend to 
impute anything intentionally wrong to me. 
What is more, | am quite certain that what he 
has said does not contravene the remarks | made 
this morning. This thing works very well so far. 
Light is gradually dawning upon us. ft seems 
that there is another gentleman in this House who 
is willing, from the knowledge he has obtained 
from personal intercourse with the negotiator of 
his. treaty, to vote for this appropriation. Let 
me ask the gentleman from South Carolina if he 
will join me in giving the remaining members of this 
Elouse information in reference to all these mat- 
ters? My friend undertakes to say, upon good 
authority, what the Administration of Mr. Fill- 
more offered in reference to this treaty; I will join 
him in getting the papers. This information is 
altogether new to me. it may be true; the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina may have sources of 
information upon that subject which to me are 
wholly inaccessible. 

I desire to say to my friend from ‘South Caro- 
lina, in all good feeling, that E do not want to put 
him or others to the trouble of hiding behind Mr. 
Fillmore in voting for this treaty. Give us the 
documents, and let us see, when we get them, 
whether they will sustain the gentleman in what | 
it has been doing, without going behind a previous 
Administration for protection. l say, this in. no 
offensive sense. I believe my friend from South 
Carolina will join me in undertaking to shed light 
upon this transaction. Let me say one thing fur- 
ther and I am done. I did not intend to attribute 
any thing wrong to General Gadsden. I think I 
did not attribute any thing wrong to him. I 
thought I was doing him but justice, when I said 
that a special agent was sent to Mexico with 
verbal instructions, and that General Gadsden, 
like an honorable and high-minded man, refused 
to act upon them; refused to compromise his good 
name and standing asa gentleman, I said more 
—that the special agent committed the instruc- 
tions to writing, which had been trusted to him 
verbally by the Administration at this end.of the 
line, before General Gadsden would condescend 
to regard them. And I appealed to my friends on 
the other side of the House, that, in justice to an 
honorable man from South Carolina, who was 
engaged in this negotiation, they should jom me 
in having this information laid before the House, 
so that General Gadsden might be fully acquitted 
and sustained in reference to this negotiation; and 
those who are endeavoring to do him injustice 
might be put to shame. Or, if the correspondence 
did not justify the parties to this negotiation, that 
then this House might put its seal of reprobation 
upon the treaty, and withhold the money. 

Mr. KEITYT. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me one minute in order to put my- 
self right? 
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Mr. SMITH. ‘Certainly. 

Mr. KEITT. I said, Mr. Chairman, that I 
had no connection with any of the Departments. | 
T said that i had had a conversation with General | 
Gadsden, which, however, was casual, and had no | 
relation to his instructions. Lam giving no vote i 
upon any information communicated to me by 
that gentleman. f merely gave his declaration, that 
he had not violated his instructions, against the 
newspaper rumor that he had. If I had not had 
his declaration, | should as quickly, and to me 
as satisfactorily, have given his character as a 
pledge against this scandal. Sir, General Gadsden 
communicated nothing to me about the character 
of his instructions, or the negotiation of the treaty. 
Nor have | said anything which would authorize 
any one to infer that General Gadsden violated 
his official honor or his diplomatic functions by 
gaving me any private information. 
none such; nor did I say that I would vote upon 
any such information. I have no sources of in- 
formation which other gentlemen have not. Sir, 
I simply repelled a newspaper rumor, that he had 
violated his instructions, by his declaration that 
he had not. I then stated that I had three grounds 
for supporting this bill. 

The first of these grounds was the Tehuantepec 
route; the second, the twenty millions, or there- 
abouts, of squaré acres of land given to us under 
the treaty; and the third the abrogation of the 
eleventh article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo, for which Mr. Fillmore had offered, as 1 
was informed, $5,000,000 or $7,000,000. These 
were the three grounds on which 1 said I would 
vote for the bill. General Gadsden and his friends 
hide behind no man. { appealed. to the act of Mr. 
Fillmore, only to show that the $10,000,000 was 
not given for the land embraced in the treaty, not 
to show that Mr. Fillmore had done wrong. Sir, 
whenever General ‘Gadsden and his friends hide 
behind any man, hot even wewspaper gossip shall 
say it was behind a political opponent. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, then addressed the 
committee for one hour. His remarks will be 
published in the Appendix. 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PECKTTAM. Iask the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow mea single moment? 

Mr. GIDDINGS, { will, certainly. 

. Mr. PECKHAM. It has been suggested here 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Houston,] 
that the resolution submitted by me, and that sub- 
mitted by the distinguished gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Benton,] were not submitted in earn- 
est; that they were not intended in sincerity to 
-obtain the correspondence; that we really did not 
wish it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I said no such thing. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Oh! there is no occasion 
for the interruption. I do not mean to impute 
anything wrong to the gentleman. But I desire 
distinctly to say that I offered the resolution for | 
no other purpose than appears upon its face. I 
offered it for the purpose of obtaining information 
which should guide this House in its action, and 
for no other purpose whatever. And I now will 
renew the proposition, if I can get the floor for 
that purpose, and will ask that the committee 
rise, solely to enable me to submit that resolution; 
and I will then immediately move again to go 
back into committee. It isnot too late, even now, 
to gèt the information, 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is due to myself that I| 
should say, because the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Bewrow] is not in his seat, and my remarks 
applied as much to him as to the gentleman from 
New York, that I- meant to say, if I did not do 
it, that it was an indication that the papers were 
not desired, the proposition was made at so late a 
period. It was an induction which I suppose 
that I had the right to draw. 

Mr. PECKHAM. This correspondence has, 


beyond all question, been laid before the Senate; |: 


and, therefore, it would require but ten minutes 
to send it here. I make the motion that the com- 
mittee do now rise, so that we may.go into the 


‘We can then have the correspondence to use to- 
morrow in the five-minute debate, with. the same 
force and effect as if we had it before. 
that this motion, founded on rumors of wrong and 


j 


fraud, is met and answered simply by rumors; i 


and thus is this House engaged, instead of having | 


He gave me |: 


House and pass.the resolution which I introduced. | and explain the reason why } made the motie 


: that the House resolve itself into the Commitiee | 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union. I regard || 
Į will say |: we; 
i have a right to call for the correspondence relating | 


| not become the House, when the fact is conceded 


i that we have the right to exercise our judgment ! 


In- 


‘in voting or withholding this appropriation. 


‘deed, it seems to me to be wholly improper, that : 


i fact being conceded, for us to say that we shall 


i blind our eyes; that we shall have no sort of light; 


| that we shall go on in darkness on the question, 
| and that we shall vote without knowing one word 
i of the grounds or reasons of our vote. I am not 
| prepared to go for this appropriation as a matter 
| of faith. 
| ministration. 
t Mr. KEITT. Will 
| Mr. PECKHAM. 
i that it is for the benefit of the country. 
i the committee will rise, and the resolution calling 
i for the correspondence may be adopted, so that 
; we may have it to use to-morrow. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I yield for that purpose, and 
i with the understanding that I shall not lose my 
right to the floor. 


you go for it at all? 


tleman from New York yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from Ohio, to occupy the remainder of 
his time. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
man from New York. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Pecxuam’s 
motion was agreed to. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and especially House bill 


States to fulfill the third article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Re- 


come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested, if not inconsistent with the public 
interests, to communicate to this House copies of all in- 


all correspondence between this Government and him, 
tuuchipg or concerning the treaty between this Govern- 
mentand Mexico, of the 30th of December last, and the 
subject-matter thereof. 

Mr. McMULLIN. There is no House here, 
and J move that we do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLSON. There is no quorum here, 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 
Mr. PECKHAM. 
takes precedence. 
The SPEAKER. The introduction of theres- 


I submit that my motion 


House. If objected to by any single member, it 
i cannot be offered under the rules. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Ido not understand any 
gentleman as objecting to the introduction of the 
resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to the consideration 
of this resolution, because the President is not in 
the city. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I do not design by the res- 
olution to postpone in any degree whatever the 
passage of this appropriation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is utterly impracticable 


at this late period of the session, 


seeking. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made substan- 
tially, by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
: Mirison,] who moves, as he has a right to move, 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. MILLSON. I desire to say a single word 


this as a very important question, and I think we 


to this treaty, if we please. I certainly shall never 


i surrender this right, if ever this question is put to 


facts; when facts are within our reach. It does 


| a vote, and I désire that a full vote shall be taken 


I have not sufficient faith in the Ad-! 


1 shall go for it if satisfied |: 
T hope’ 


Mr. MeMULLIN. I understood that the gen- || 


I only yield to the gentle- į 


No. 405, “ to enable the President of the United | 


public, of the 30th December, 1853,” and had | 


strnetions to our Minister to Mexico, Mr. Gadsden, and of | 


and I move that the House resolve itself into the | 


olution depends upon the will of the whole} 


| to get that information and not delay the business 


Mr. PECKHAM. The resolution can do no}; 
ossible harm. If the information is not obtained, || 
we shall have been heard, at least; and if it is ob- | 
tained, why, then we shall have the light we are | 


that the House resolve itself into the Committee of . 
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| by the yeas and nays. In any question.connected 
| with these points raised here, 1 should like to have 
a full vote upon the yeasand nays. But we should 
not proceed to a vote upon the resolution now; for 
| the result will be to break up the committee, and 
| bring this debate to a sudden close; and unless we 
| now return to the committee, we shall be com- 
j! pelled to adjourn. 
|! Mr.McMULLIN. In casting my eye around 
the Hall, [ saw that there was hardly a quorum 
present, and consequently 1 moved that the House 
adjourn. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not know 
whether there isa quorum present or not. If there 
| is, and’ we can get the information, let us have it; 
| but if we cannot get it, let us return to the com- 
mittee, and resume the consideration of this sub- 
ject. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
the House adjourn. : 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the 
gentleman would not be in order; for there is a 
motion pending that the Flouse resolve: itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Miir- 
son’s motion; and there were—yeas forty-four, 
noes not counted. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The motian to adjourn is 
now in order. E 

Mr. PHELPS, (at half past four, p.m.) Then 
I move that the Fouse do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 18, noes 41. 

So the Hause refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HAVEN. i hope the House will consent 
to go quietly into committee, and that the chair- 
mun of the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
other members of the Elouse, wiil withdraw their 
opposition to the motion to return into committee. 
If they will not give us information, we had better 

o back into committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from New 
York certainly needs information when he makes 
such a statement. I voted to go back into com- 
mittee. If the gentleman had paid attention, he 
would not have charged me with a violation of 
the rights of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Giv- 
pines.] I insisted on my friend from Virginia 
[Mr. MeMo] withdrawing the motion to ad- 
journ, for the parpose of our going back into com- 
mittee, and allowing those members who desired 
to speak to do so; and I voted to go back. 

The SPEAKER. The discussion is not in 
order. 

The question was taken on the motion to return 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Union, and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly again resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Disnxy in the chair.) 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Amidst the general anxiety 
of gentlemen on both sides of the House to ex- 
plain the reasons which are to govern. the votes 
they intend giving on this important question, it is 
my intention to occupy no more time than to as- 
sign briefly one or two points which will control 
my own action. f 

Í had supposed the doctrines which control the 
different departments in negotiating, approving, 
and sanctioning treaties under our Government, 
well settled and well understood. On this point I 
can add very little to what was so well said by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] 

It is the duty of the President, by his commis- 
isioners appointed for that purpose, to negotiate 
treaties with other nations. When that is done, 
it becomes an inchoate treaty, of no validity what- 
i ever, until sanctioned by a two-third vote of the 
Senate. z 

The Senate in approving the treaty are as in- 
dependent of the President as the President is of 
the Senate. They act their judgment; and having 
approved the treaty, it may be perfected by such 
approval, and it may not. Ffit bea mere release 
of claims, or rights over which this House have no 
coutrol, it becomes the supreme law.of the land 
at once upon iis ratification by the Senate. 

But if it depend on the payment of money by 
| this Government, it can have no effect until the 
appropriation be made by this: body. - Nor can 
any hardship attend this rule; forthe Constitution 
j provitles that all approprigtions shall originate in, 


T 


I submitted a m®tion that 


&. 
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and pass, this body. And our Constitution enters 
into, and constitutes a part of, every national com- 
pact. In such case this body must act; we must 
grant the money. In doing this, we must act 


from knowledge, and not from the want of know- | 


ledge. 
At this point I take my departyre from my ex- 


cellent friend from New York, [Mr.Smitn.] He: 


says that the treaty becomes the supreme law of 
the land when approved by the Senate; that it 
is binding upon the nation, I surely so under- 


stood him. Although, before he closed, he seemed | 
to say that we must pass upon it, and, that he | 


would in this case vote against it; and to use his 


own words, would render it null and void. But he | 


surely declared the treaty to be perfectand binding 
on us, as soon as the Senate approved it. Why, 
sir, will he admit that we come here to carry out 
the behest of the President, or of the President 


to freedom; he discoursed eloquently upon the lib- 
erty of our people, and then he seemed to admit in 
his remarks that we were the legislative servants 
of the President. 1 cannot think he expressed 
his views as he intended; for he afterwards sub- 
stantially admitted the doctrine laid down by the 
gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Benron.] 

To me, nothing can be plainer than the princi- 
ple that when we are called on to act, we are to 


the dictates of surrounding circumstances. This 
is a treaty for the purchase of territory. Is the 
territory needed by us? What use do we wish to 


appropriate it to? What benefits can we derive | 


from it? Why, the gentleman from New York 


said he would’ not vote for more than $5,000,000 | 


for all the benefits we shall derive from this treaty. 
Now, as it was originally negotiated, we were 
bound to pay $20,000,000. Butthat sum shocked 
the conscience of the Senate. They let it down 
one half,and agreed to pay $10,000,000; and now 
my friend from New York would divide it again, 
and pay 45,000,000. But I would not pay $10,000 
for all the benefits we are to derive from it. But 
perhaps I am not possessed of all the information 
necessary to act upon the subject. Indeed, | know 
such to be the fact. I am called upon to vote for 


or against the treaty; but the necessary informa- | 


tion to enable me to act understandingly is with- 
held by the Executive. 
The gentleman over the way [Mr. Peckaam] 


moved a resolution to obtain the information, but | 


the friends of the Administration objected and 
defeated it. They say we should have called for 
this information at an earlier day. It was the 
President’s duty to have sent us all the necessary 
intelligence in his office when he sent us the treaty. 
The papers should have come to us at the same 
time. But it is quite certain we have not the 
proper intelligence, at least I have not. It is said 


that one great object of this treaty is to rid our- | 
selves of the eleventh article of the treaty of Gua- | 


dalupe Hidalgo, which binds us to protect the 
Mexican frontier from Indian incursions; but no 
one, it would appear to me, could suppose us liable, 
under that article, to do more forthe protection of 
the Mexicans than we do for the protection of 
our own people, and that we have done; yet the 
friends of this bill insist that there were large 
claims presented by the Mexican Government on 


account of our failing to protect their people, Well, 


sir, of those claims I know nothing; but I see the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
{Mr. Hovsron,] who reported this bill, in his 
seat. I will ask him if he knows the amount 
claimed ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know the precise 
amount that is claimed. 
to be very large. I understand that Mexico 
originally demanded as much as $30,000,000 or 
$40,000,000 for our release from liability under 
the article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, to 
which the gentleman alludes. My information, 
however, is not authentic. 


public. I suppose anybody could ascertain by 
going there, and I think, perhaps, I will to-mor 
row. F understand, however, that as much a 


100,000,006 have been presented under that arti- | 


cle of the treaty. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman know 
the number of claimants who call for indemnity ? 
Mr. HOUSTON. 1 do not. 


The claims filed are said | 


I have not examined : 
the papers, which I suppose are on file in the State | 
Department, and open for the inspection of the 


i 


al 


: i || it is, 1 know nothing on the subject; the honor- 
and Senate combined. He paid a glowing tribute | 


jand when my friend from New York shall return 
exercise our own judgment—that we act upon | 


|| I verily believe that if we were now to divide it 


| supposed, sir, that that heresy was exploded more 


|| men of this country of that day—the cotempo- 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Does he know the amount || 
claimed by any individual ? i 

Mr. HOUSTON. [| do not. ! 

Mr. GIDDINGS. This shows the degree of | 
intelligence possessed by the committee who re- 
ported the bill. We cannot act upon the under- 
standing of that gentleman, although | admit him | 
to be usually very accurate. He says we might | 
all have obtained the same intelligence which he 
possesses. True; but l really would not be will- 
ing to vote for $10,000,000, upon the same vague 
understanding which he appears to possess. It 
would not have been very convenient for two 
handred and thirty-four members to have thronged 
the Department for information, and then we 
should have obtained nothing on which we could 
have safely acted. Why, sir, we want official 
data; we want the documents to consult. Butas 


able chairman knows nothing definite; nor, so far 
as 1 can learn, does any member of this body 
possess the requisite intelligence to act under- | 
standingly. In short, sir, we appear to be a po- || 
litical convention of ** Know-Nothings,”’ so far || 
as this treaty is concerned. $ 

I repeat, I see nothing in this treaty that would 
induce me to vote $10,000, much less $10,000,000, | 
to carry it into effect. This is the people’s money, 


to his constituents, they will inquire for what did | 
you vote away $10,000,000 of our money? He 
may be able to answer the question. 1 should 
not. Nor shall I place myself in a situation to | 
have that.interrogatory propounded to me. 

„But it is said we get from seventeen to twenty 
millions of acres of land. Had the word territory 
been used, it would have been more appropriate. 
We get that quantity of land and rocks, volcanic | 
mountains, precipitous bluffs, &c., &c., but we get | 
very little land that is capable of cultivation. But || 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Suir] says 
he would be willing to purchase lands for that j 
purpose, either North or South. Why, sir, a 
railroad through that region will be as much an 
object of solicitude to the Mexican Government as 
to ours; for they will derive the same benefit from 
it that we shall. That Government would be glad | 
to furnish the land for such a road. Indeed the 
Mexican Government, by her treaty of ‘“ Guada- | 
lupe Hidalgo,” was bound to aid in such a road, 
provided one could be built along the valley of the 
Gila. The Mexican commissioners who nego- 
tiated that treaty, thought it a great object to get 
such a road, and so did the Mexican Govern- 
ment; and no one can doubt that they would un- 
hesitatiagly have given what territory they cede 
to us by this treaty, could they have obtained a 
road through that country by so doing. We have, 
however, by the present treaty, released Mexico 
from this obligation, and have agreed to pay her 
$10,000,000 for the privilege of ‘performing that 
act of generosity. Now, sir, for these reasons I 
shall not hesitate to vote against the appropriation. 

It has been remarked that when this treaty was 
before the Senate, there were such evidences of 
fraud and corruption that the Senate refused to 
ratify it until the amount was diminished one half. 


again the Mexican Government would accept it 
just as quick as they would in its present shape. | 
But we must leave it for time to develop the true 
character of this treaty. At this moment we can | 
only say that wesee no justice or propriety in it. | 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, said: Mr. Chair- 
man, I listened to the remarks which fell from the | 
distinguished and learned gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Gerrit Smirnu] with astonishment, 
He undertook to show that this House was bound | 
to vote, withoutinvestigation and without question, į 
any money necessary for carrying out a treaty 
entered into by the President and the Senate; that | 
a treaty formed by the President and Senate was | 
perfect and complete in its obligations; that the 
House had nothing to do in regard to it, except to 
vote the money; that it had no right, moral or 
legal, to question or inquire concerning it. l had | 


than fifty years ago, in the discussion which took 
place in the House of Representatives on Jay’s 
treaty. The position was taken by Mr. Madison, 
Mr. Gallatin, Mr. Livingston, and other able an 

distinguished gentlemen, among the first states- 


raries of the Constitution—that in all cases where 


|| meets with but little favor in this Hall. 


treaties connected themselves with the legisiative 
power of the Government, there should be legisla- 
tion by Congress; that where money was to be ap- 
propriated, or where the revenue, the trade, or the 
commerce of the nation was in question, then 
the consent of Congress must be obtained, other- 
wise it would be very easy to deprive the House 
of Representatives of nearly allits power in the 
Government. lt would be easy for the President 
to form alliances, treaties, and conventions with 
foreign Powers in relation to duties on imports, 
taxes, in relation to comimerce generally, and so 
take away from the House all right to legislate in 
reference to these great questions. It would not 
be difficult for the President and treaty- making 
power to form alliances with foreign nations, by 
which this nation would be bound to furnish them 
arms, aid, and supplies, in all their wars, and thus 
compel us to make appropriations annually withe 


i| out other cause or reason for an indefinite term of 


years. Although the Constitution provides that 
ho appropriation for the support of the Army shall 
be made to continue for more than two years, 
yet, sir, under the gentleman’s construction, it 
may be in the power of the President and Senate 
so to involve this country in alliances with other 
nations as to bind us to make appropriations for 


! an indefinite period of time—not for two years 


merely, but for ten or twenty; years. Sir, the 
doctrine is a heresy, from the beginning to the 
end. We are under no such obligation. We 
have a right, in all these cases, to inquire, and 
are bound jo decide upon our own judgments, 
formed upon the best information we can obtain. 
But, sir, the gentleman seems to deny his own 
doctrine, when he says that he will not vote for 
this bill. Why? Because the treaty provides for 
the payment of too large a sum. So he exercises 
a discretion, acts upon his own judgment, at the 
same time denying the right of the House to call 


|| for information which might satisfy him that the 


amount to be paid to Mexico is not unreasonable. 
The House of Representatives are the immediate 
representatives of the people. They hold the 
purse strings of the country, and they are directly 
responsible to the people for the manner in which 
they hold them. he House of Representatives 
is now the conservative branch of the Govern- 
ment. It is the great branch, I may say THE 
power, in the American Government. Strip it of 
this right to examine into treaties, and deny it the 
power to refuse to make appropriations, and you 
practically annihilate it. I listened with amaze- 
ment to the doctrine—I will say the monstrous 
doctrine—of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Smitx.) {am happy to know that that doctrine 
I believe, 
with the distinguished gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Bavy,] who is at the heard of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, when he gave us his 
construction of what the right of this House was 
in connection with treaties—if I have been cor- 
rectly advised in relation to what he said, for I 
did not hear him—a doctrine consistent with the 
republicanism of the better days of the Old Do- 
minion, 

Believing that we have a right to investigate this 
matter, that we have a right to all the information 
the Executive can give us concerning this treaty, 
that we are not bound to vote upon a measure of 
this importance and magnitude, without we know 
all about it, without we know all the circumstan- 
ces attending it; have the aid of the correspond- 
ence, the papers, the documents, and every thing 
which can shed light upon it, I am not prepared 
to vote for it upon the mere text of the treaty. 
For one, as I must vote upon my own judgment, 
I require information upon which to give my vote. 
I do not know how it is. This treaty may be 
right, may be proper, and just, and fitto be made. 
If the correspondence and papers in the case shows 
it to be so, Í will vote cheerfully for it; but it may 
be otherwise. There may have been frauds—l do 
not charge that there were—there may have been 
corruption permeating it through and through. I 
do not charge that there was. I do say, however, 
that Ihave a right to know whether there was or 
not. [know that there have been charges of this 
kind made in the streets and through the papers, 
that the air is full of rumors upon the subject, and 
I want to know whether there isany foundation for 
them. This information is in the Senate, and it 
may be sent to us if gentlemen please to ask for 
it, Will they not, then, give us that information 


4. 
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so easy of access? If it is impfper to give 


iteto us in open House, let them give it to us | 


confidentially. We may, I hope, be trusted with 


the secrets of the State as well as the Senate upon || principle on which the Revolution was success- 


questions where Our action is as, necessary as 
theirs. -If I had the information, 1 could then 


7 
| 


i 


ii 


know whether there is any truth in the suspicions | 
in connection with this treaty, which have been | 


given to the winds, and are floating through these 


Halls. [f there have been any frauds—if this work | 


is full of jobs, and the creature of infamy—we || are bound to construe the Constitution so as that 


had better know it at once, and we ought to know 


it; and we would, in such case, reject the treaty. | 


When there are suspicions abroad of a most se- 


rious character, coming, it is said, from quarters | 
which should be well informed, can I, and ought | 
1, to give a vote of which Ishall be ashamed here- | 


after, and for which I can give no excuse except 
P 


that I had no knowledge in the premises? No, : 


sir. For that reason, and until I have inform- 
ation which can be readily, given, and which, if 
not given, leaves strong implication in favor of the 
suggestions and suspicions, l shall refuse to give 
my vote for this bill. And yet the treaty may be 


just, expedient and wise; butit isnot of that trans- | 


cendent interest—the advantages to be secured 
by it, or to be lost in ease it fails, are not of that 
hich and controlling character—so far as I believe, 
which can justify me to overlook the objections 
which, I fear, exist, or to give any possible sane - 
tion to this sweeping and blindfold manner of 
voting away the peopie’s money. 

Mr. BOYCE. This is a subject of great im- 
portance in two points of view. First, in refer- 
ence to the power of this [louse over the subject 
of ee vane required by treaties; and second, 
in regard to the expediency of passing the appro- 
piiadon bal for 410,000,000, naw before the coms 
mittee. The first question is, what degree of discre- 
tion has this House the right to exercise when a bill 
comes here asking an appropriation to carry outa 


treaty? I have no doubt but that the House has a | 
right to exercise a full discretion, a free and entire | 
L have no doubt but | 


discretion on the subject. 
that we are at liberty, if we think proper, to 
reject the bill, and to refuse the appropriation. 
Mr. Chairman, it has been well said that ours 
is a Government of checks and balances. Its 
whole organization is such. The House of Rep- 
resentatives represent the people; the Senate rep- 
resent the States; the President represents both 
the people and the States. By one form of elec- 
tion he is elected" by the people. In the event of 


a choice not being made at first, he is elected by | 


the States. Therefore, I say, our whole political 


system is one of checks and balances. In con- | 
struing the Constitution, we are not to construe į 
any one clause by itself, but to construe it as part | 


of a whole. We are to look at all the clauses, to 
put them all together, and, if possible, endeavor 
to draw a harmonious conclusion. Let us do 
that in this instance. 
the Constitution, with regard to the House of 


Representatives, two important provisions: that | 


In the first place, we find in | 


. no revenue bill shall originate except in the House : 


of Representatives, thereby giving to the Repre- 


sentatives of the people the full, absolute, and ; 


entire power to place all pecuniary burdens on the | 


people. Then, again, itis provided that no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury but in conse- 
quence of an appropriation to be made by law, to 


the passage of which the action of the House of | 
Representatives is, of course, absolutely neces- | 


sary. Therefore no money can be taken, first, || 


from the people but by the action of the House; | 


and secondly, no money can be drawn from the 
Treasury but by the like aetion of the House. 
If there is any principle in the Constitution 


more important than another, more characteristic” 


of the whole tenor of our Government, more es- 
sentially American, it is the great principle that 
the Representatives of the people are to act on all 


subjects involving the raising of money or the | 


appropriation of money. I take it, then, that this 


is the great principle which is impressed on the | 


Constitution. And if we examine thatinstrument 


by the light of history, we see the importance of : 


this principle. Our ancestors derived it from 
England. 
liberty of the English people. it was the great 


principle which they had struggled for for cen- 


Tt was the principle which secured the | 


turies—the right of the Commons to decide upon >: 


the pecuniary, burdens ef the people, and whether | 


they should give money to the King or not. We 


| money of the people; and the construction | contend 


derive that great principle from the history of 
England; and it is the same for which our fathers | 
struggled in the American Revolution. ft is the 


fully carried out, and on. which its battles had 
been fought—the right of the Representatives of | 
the people to tax in the first instance, and to ap- 
propriate the rnoney from the Treasury. With- | 
out it, liberty cannot exist. Therefore it is the 
fundamental principle of our Government; and we 


this principle shall at any rate have its full force. 
However any other principle may suffer disregard, 
this principle must have efficacy. Let us now 
construe the Constitution in that light. We find 
another clause in the Constitution with regard to 
the treaty-making power. The President and 
Senate are authorized to make treaties. Well, 
cannot these two powers stand together? Un- 
doubtedly they can. When the President and 
Senate make treaties which do not require the le- 
gislative action of the House, and are not prohib- 
ited by the Constitution, they are the law of the 
land; but any treaties which they make involving 
appropriations of money require the legislative 
action of the House, and cannot be operative and 
in full force until the House passes the necessary 
appropriation. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that we transpose these 
different clauses of the Constitution. Suppose we 
put this clause which restricts any other body than 
the House of Representatives from raising money 
in the first instance, and that clause which requires 
appropriation bills to be passed through both 
Houses. Suppose, 1 say, we put these clauses 
together, alongside of the clause giving the treaty- 
making power to the President and Senate, how 
will it read then? 

“ He (the President) shall have power, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties; provided two thirds of the Senators pres- 
ent concur,” “but”? or “and”. 


—use either con- 
junction, or neither—‘‘all bills for raising revenue 
shall originate in the House of Representative;”’ 
‘No money shall be drawn from the Treasury, 
but in consequence of appropriations made by 
law.” Certainly if the clauses stood in this juxta- 
position in the Constitution, the construction J 
contend for would be conclusive; but the effect of 
the various clauses of the Constitution are in no 
degree dependent upon their local position in the 
Constitution, nor are they in any degree affected 
by it.. To all intents and purposes the money 
clauses I have just referred to are as efficacious 
where they now stand as if they had a local posi- 
tion in immediate connection with the treaty power 
clause. 

The President, with the Senate, two thirds con- 
curring, have the right to make treaties; but where 
any money is to be drawn from the Treasury, the 
bill for that purpose originates in the House of 
Representatives; and no money can be drawn 
from the Treasury but by appropriation made by 
alaw, in which both Houses must concur. If 
both clauses of the Constitution which govern į 


this matter stood together, side by side, there j; 


would be no doubt about this question. If these 
clauses were in juxtaposition, there would be no 
room for doubt. 

But there is no locality in the Constitution. | 
One clause has as much force as another, as far 
as construction is concerned. I take it, then, that 
there is no doubt that this House has the right to 
pass and act freely upon money bills which come 
before it for its action, whether that money is to 
carry out a treaty or not. À TR 

In construing the Constitution, I think it is 
proper that we should endeavor to throw around 
it every possible security in relation to the expend- 
iture of the public money. If we secure the 
public money against beiag wasted, we accom 
plish a great result. The construction which T) 
contend for does accomplish that purpose, as far 
as it can be done. If treaties are the law of the | 


i 
land, and obligatory upon the House without its |i 


action, we have no discretion, but must make the 
appropriation from the public Teasury; and the 
President and Senate may determine how much 
shali be expended in that way, and for what pur- 
poses. , 

We are, therefore, bound to give that construc- | 
tion to the Constitution which will secure the | 


i : F SE 
Again, we should so construe the Constitution 
| as to be in harmony with the genius of our insu- 
| tutions. “The whole genius of our institutions 
looksto the fact that the money of the people shall 
be expended bat by the consent of the Represent- 
atives of the people. That fact has been alluded 
to by every one who has written upon the Con- 
stitution and laws of England, as the great. safe- 
guard of the English people; and they maintain 
the doctrine that the Commons, who are the rep- 
resentatives of the people, havé a right to pass 
upon all queations involving the expenditure of 
the money of the people. And that is the spirit 
of our institutions. It cannot be supposed that 
we have fallen behind England in that respect, and 
that we are placed in a less favorable position than 
the people of England occupy. 

I beg leave here to read a few lines from the 
celebrated work of De Lolme on the Constitution 
of England, who, considering. the powers of the 
House of Commons, says: 

“ Fn Yeading the foregoing enumeration of the powers 
with whigh the laws of England have intrusted the King, 
we are at a loss to reconcile them with the idea of a mon- 
archy which, we are told, is Jimited. The King not only 
unites in himself all the brauches of the Executive power 5 
he not only disposes, without contro}, of the whole military 
: power in the State, buthe is, moreover, it seems, the mas- 
ter of the law itself, since he calls up and dismisses at his 
will the legislative bodies. We find him, therefore, at first 
sight, invested. with all the prerogatives that ever were 
| claimed by the most absolute monarchs, and we are ata loss 
to find that liberty which the English soem. so confident 
they possess. : 

“ But the representatives of the people still have—and 
that is saying enough—tbey still have in their hands, now 
thar. the Constitution is fully established, the same power- 
ful weapon which has enabled their ancestors to, establish 
it. Itis still from their liberality alone that the King can 
| obtain subsidies; and in these days, when every thing is 
rated hy pecuniary estimation ; in these days, when gold 
is become the great moving spring of affairs, it may be 
| safely affirmed that he who depends on the will of other 
; men with regard to so important an article, is, whatever his 
| power may be in other respects, in a state of real depend- 
| ence.” * * * * * * 

“ The King of England, therefore, has the prerogative of 
commanding armies and equipping fleets ; but, withoutthe 
concurrence of his Parliament, he cannot maintain them. 
He can bestow places and employments ; but, without his 
Partiament, he cannot pay the salaries attending on them. 
He can declare war; but, without bis Parliament, it is im- 
possible for him to carry iton., Ina word, the royal pre- 
rogative, destitute, as it is, of the power of imposing taxes, 
is like a vast body which cannot, of itself, accomplish its 
motions ; or, if you will, it is like a ship, completely equip- 
ped, but from which the Parliament can, at pleasure, draw 
| off lhe water and leave it aground, and also set it again 
afloat by granting subsidies.?? 5 

Sir, that is the great basis of the English Con- 
stitution—the right of the Representatives to de- 
termine the pecuniary burdens that shall be im- 
posed upon the people. And shallit be said that 
the Representatives of the American people have 
less power than the Commons of England? Cer- 
tainly not. 1 consider, then, this right of the 
House of Representatives to pass upon all money 
bills as the very corner-stone of this.Constitution, 
and the great safeguard of our liberties; and, I for 
one, will never consent to abandon it. I cannot 
agree with the opinions on this subject expressed. 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Prusuirs.] 
I know that some of the ablest writers upon consti- 
tutional Jaw have held different doctrines—Federal 
doctrines which were promulgated by the earlier 
fathers of the Federal school—that this. House 
have no right to pronounce upon appropriations 
required by a treaty—that the treaty-making power 
is absolute and unlimited; and that, after a treaty 
has been ratified, this House is under an absolute 
and peremptory obligation to make the appropri- 
ations required. That. is, I think, the doctrine 
set forth by the gentleman from Alabama. But, 
sir, | hoid that the House has a perfect, full, 
and free discretion; that we are to do as we think 
best according to our honest judgments; not that 
we are wantonly to reject a treaty appropriation 
without a sufficient cause, but that we have the 
right to exercise a sound discretion as to whether 
we will pass or reject it, i 1 

Why, sir, what was the practice of the British 
i Government at the time our Constitution. was 
formed? for the practice of that Government. at 
Bhat time is of much importance in giving. the 
; proper interpretation and meaning to our own 
Constitution in reference to this subject, because 
it was from that source our ancestors, In a great 
degree, derived their ideas of government. It was 
from that source they drew the very life-blood of 
our institutions. 


foris the one best adapted toaccomplish that object. 


Now, sir, what was the practice in England at 
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House of Commons. 
“Well, sir, our ancestors, in framing our Consti- 
tution, could’ not but have been governed, in a 
great degree, in framing the treaty-making power, 
Dy the practice then in existence in England, and 
which is still in existence there. With the practice 
then existing, that all propositions involving the 
‘appropriation of money must be submitted to the 
House of Commons, is it to be supposed that our 
ancestors were ignorant of that practice? Or, 
supposing them to be acquainted with it, is it to 
be supposed they were blind to its force? Sir, 
when they, in imitation of the practice in Eng- 
Jand, constituted the President and two thirds of 
the Senate the treaty-making power, and when 
that practice gave to the House of Commins the 
right to refuse appropriations if they*thought 
proper, it cannot be supposed that the founders of 
our institutions would endow our House of Rep- 
resentatives with less power, with less authority, 
than was given to the British House of Commons 
—a body which nominally bad a very large con- 
stituency, but which really had a very small one. 
J must conclude, then, from these circumstances, 
if from none other, that the true interpretation of 
the Constitution is to give to this House the power 
for which I have contended. I cannot conceive 
that our fathers, in forming our institutions, 
would have given to this House fewer rights and 
privileges than was given to the corresponding 
ody iv England, but I must conclude that while 
they gave to the President and Senate the power 
of making treaties, they gave to this House the 
right to grant or refuse appropriations. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution says, in 
one clause, that Congress shall have power to pass 
all laws necessary and proper to carry into effect 
the expressly enumerated powers conferred on 
any department. It does not say that they shall 
pass such laws, but that they shall have power to 
doso. Well that meets this particular case. The 
treaty-making power is conferred on two depart- 
ments of this Government. {t comes, then, ex- 

ressly under this chuse of the Constitution. 
Chis clause of the Constitution then grants to 
Congress, which includes this House, the power 
to pass such laws as may be necessary and proper. 
It does not say that they shall pass such laws, 
but it says they shall have power’? so to do. 
This implies discretion. They are at liberty to 
pass these laws or not, as they think proper. If 
they have any discretion on the subject, they 
must have a full discretion. You cannot havea half 
discretion. Such a thing is metaphysically impos- 
sible. You cannot draw a line of 360 30’, or any 
other line, through a discretion. It must be an 
entire discretion, or no‘discretion. It ig an unlim- 
ited discretion. A reasonable discretion, I grant 
you—one to be exercised under a just sense of the 
responsibility weighing on this House. It is an 
unlimited, but rational discretion; and it is for 
that discretion I now contend. 

There is another clause of the Constitution 
which, it seems to me, is full of meaning on this 
subject. It is the clause which has been just al- 
luded to by the gentleman from Maine, who pre- 
ceded me in this debate, that all appropriations for 
the support of the Army must be renewed every 
two years. So jealous were our ancestors of a 
standing army, or permanent military establish- 
ment, that they required appropriations for the 
support of the Army should pass before the peo- 
ple every two years, which was the limit of the 
term of the members of the House of Represent- 
atives; so that every time the Representatives of 
the people come fresh from the people, with the 
ideas and instincts of the pecple, they should have 
the right to pass on the subject as to whether the į 
Army should be longer continued or not. If we 
were to admit this unlimited power in the Presi 
dent and Senate to pass. treaties, and we were 
bound to make the appropriations, what would 
become of this great power by which our ances- | 
tors intended to preserve their liberties and to put 
it out of the power of any ambitious general or [i 
chieftain, at any future time, to have a standing 


! undertake to provide for the payment of money. 


| ing of the word “supreme,” in this connection. 


| State constitutions. 


army. If you permit this absolute power, con- 


power shall be supreme over the legislative power; 
and that the action of the Senate and President, 
upon the subject of a treaty, shall be supreme 
over this House, where it concerns any matter 
over which this House has legislative discretion. 
No such thing. Suppose the ground contended 
for by the honorable gentleman from New York, 
is correct, that treaties are supreme, and that we 
are bound to execute them under all circumstances, 
what limit would there be to the power of the 
President and the Senate in making treaties? 
They would have a carte blanche to do whatever 
they might think proper to do, there would be no 
barrier to their discretion; and where there is no 
limit to discretion there is no liberty. 

The object of free constitutions is to throw 
around Governments the barriers of laws and re- 
straints. | think there is danger that this treaty- 
making power may be carried too far. It is the 
tendency of power constantly to increase; it is 
continually stealing from the many to the few. 
The tendency of this treaty-making power is to 
absorb all other powers, and it behooves us, the 
Representatives of the people, to see that it does 
not trangress beyond its proper limits. Take the 
instance of this treaty. If the treaty-making 
| power can appropriate money, and we are bound 
to carry out their will, what limit will there be to 
the treaty-making power? None, none whatever. 
For there is no legislative power in all the grants 
of the Constitution so closely hedged in, so care- 
fully protected, as the money power. That is 
expressly confided to this House. They are the 
tribunes of the people. They stand between the 
people and all pecuniary oppression, or extrava- 
gance, or prodigality. 

If, therefore, the treaty-making power can in- 
vade this great principle, where is it to stop? 
Who can place bounds to it at all? Weare at 
sea, then, without chart or rudder. I say, then, 
that we are bound to take our stand upon this 
point; that the House has a right to exercise a 
fair, rational, and reasonable discretion on this 
subject, and to say whether they will or will not 


consequences, _ 

Again, may not this House refuse to make ap- 
propriations which have been commenced by a 
previous Congress? Suppose laws were passed 
by a previous Congress by which it was enacted | 
that certain appropriations should be made for 
certain works, or any particular purpose, has not | 
every House of Representatives, as it comes here, 
the right to determine whether it shall carry out 
those appropriations or not? Undoubtedly they 
have. The law requiring them to do so isthe law of 
the land. Treaties can be no more at the utmost | 
than the laws of the land; but the law of one Con- 
gress is not irrevocably binding on another. One 
Congress may enact that there shall be appropri- | 
ations, but the next Congress may refuse to make 
these appropriations; if, therefore, we have the 
right to refuse to make apprapriations, though 
called for by the President, House of Represent- 
atives, and the Senate, how much more have we 
the right to refuse to make appropriations under 
a treaty ratified by the Senate and the President? 
I think this view of the subject is conclusive, for 
even admitting treaties to be laws in reference to 
all the subjects of which they dispose, yet this 
House would not even then be absolutely bound 
to make treaty appropriations. ` But I cannot and 
do not admit that treaties are laws where they 


They are not fully operative and efficacious on | 
this point until they have been affirmatively acted 
upon by the House. 

I would beg leave to call the attention of the 
committee to this important fact, that the restric- į 
tions upon the powers of the Government con- 
tained in the Constitution, are restrictions on the 
legislative powers of the Government, not on the 
treaty-making power. The Constitution, for |! passany appropriation bill which may be required 
instance, prescribes that Congress shall pass no bill | to carry out the provisions of a treaty. The 
of attainder, and that no preference shall be given || power of the House on this subject is not an in- 
to the ports of one State over those of another, || jurious power, as has been said by some. Itmay 
and that no laws shall be passed concerning the || be said, as it has been said by some of the ele- 
establishment of religion. All these great principles || mentary writers on this subject, that if the House 
ofliberty whichareenbodied in the Constitutionare, || of Representatives have a right to pass upon the 
in form; restrictions only upon the legislative power || subject of treaties which come before them in 
of the Government. They are not restrictions || their legislative capacity, that the business of 
upon the treaty-making power. What follows, |; making treaties would be greatly perplexed and 
then, as a consequence?. If the legislative author- || entangled, that the President and Senate would 
ity granted to this House to lay taxes and pass jį be shorn of their strength, and that the treaty- 
appropriation billsis no restriction upon the treaty- |) making power would thereby lose much of its 
making power, much less would the exceptions to |! efficiency and force. No such thing. The power 
the legislative authority of this House be any re- || of the House in this regard is simply a negative 
striction on the treaty-making power. And thus | power. The House cannot initiate a treaty. No- 
you would arrive at this monstrous result, that || body pretends that it can do any diplomatic act. 
the treaty-making power was an unlimited power, || It cannot take the first step in such a matter. It 
and the President and the Senate might do what || may express an opinion, but it can do nothing in 
they thought proper, without being bound: by the || the way of action. The House may pass resolu- 
limitations of the Constitution, It is impossible || tions which may induce the President to make 
that such a construction of the Constitution can be || treaties, but it can do nothing in the way of open- 
sound. And, therefore, we must admit what I have || ing negotiations or closing them. Its power is 
been contending for, that the legislative powers || simply a negative power; and a most useful power 
granted to this House over the purse are limita- | itis. It is a beautiful illistration of the workings 
tions on the treaty-making power. of the concurrent majority principle on which Mr. 

I was surprised to hear the gentleman from |) Calhoun constructed his profound theory of gov- 
New York [Mr. Smirn] give the treaty-making | ernment. The very fact that the Llouse of Rep- 
power so broad a construction as he did; but his j; resentatives have this negative power to refuse to 
conclusion is entirely at variance with his argu- || make appropriations, if they, in the exercise of 
ment. After assuming that treaties place us under || their best judgment, think that the appropriations 
a moral necessity to vote the money they require, | ought not to be made, may be used asa very 
he tells us he will not vote for this appropriation. || powerful weapon of negotiation, by the President 
It is contended by some that the Constitution | and Senate, because, if foreign Governments 
imparts a peculiar sanctity and vigor to treaties, || require too much money in the treaties we are 
when it declares they shall be the supreme law of || forming with thera, they may say to them, ‘we, 
theland. Butin what sense does the Constitution | ourselves, might be willing to accept your offer, and 
say that? Supreme over what? Not over Con- | give this amount of money, but this treaty has to 
gress, and not over the House of Representatives, || pass through the ordeal of the House of Repre- 
but they shall be supreme—I mean in the last || sentatives. The representatives of the people have 
instance, when they become laws—-supreme over || to be satified on the subject; and they are a little 
State laws and constitutions. That is the mean- | particular about the money of the people. They 
|| might refuse to pass the appropriation bill to en- 
For instance, after this treaty shall have been | able us to comply with the terms of the treaty, 
passed upon favorably by this House, if it is so | and thus the treaty would become null and void.”” 
favorably passed upon, it is to become the supreme | So far, then, from the power of the House of 
law of the land in reference to State laws and |’ Representatives to pass upon this point being in- 

The word “supreme,” asi jurious, it is a power which might be of the greats 
it is found in this connection in the Constitution, | est benefit, as it can be used by the President and 
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Senate as a powerful argument to resist the de- 
mands of a foreign Power for an exorbitant sum 
of money, in the negotiation of a treaty. On all 
these accounts, then, { conclude that the House 
of Representatives, on the question of appropri- 
ating money which is required by a‘treaty, has an 
entire and free discretion in the exercise @f asound | 
judgment. They are not bound to appropriate | 
money, unless in the exercise of a reasonable dis- 
cretion, they think that the best interests of the 
country require that they should. 

On this point I beg leave to read a passage from 
Mr. Madison, as embracing very fully my views 
on this subjeet. Mr. Maiison says: 

"He came next to the fifth construction, which left with 
the President and Senate the power of making treaties, but £ 
required at the same tine the legislative sanction and co- į 
operation, in those cases where the Constitution had given i 
express and specific powers to the Legislature. It was to ; 
be presumed, thatin all such cases the Legisiature would 
exercise its authority with discretion, allowing due weight | 
to the reasons which led to the treaty, and to the cireum- | 
stances af the existence of the treaty. Still, however, th 
House, in its Jegislative capacity, must exercise its reason 5 
it must deliberate ; for deliberation is implied in legislation. 
If it must carry all treaties into effect, it would no longer 
exercise a legislative power; it would be the mere instrit- 
mentof the will of another department, and would have no 
will ofits own, Where the Constimtion contains a specific 
and peremptory injunction on Congress to do a particular | 
act, Congress must, of course, do the act, because the Con- 
stitution, which is paramount over all the departments, 
has expressly taken away the legislative discretion of Con- 
gress. The case is essentially different where the act of 
one deparuneut of Government interferes with a power €x- 
pressly vested in another, and no where expressly taken 
away: here the latter power must be exercised according 
to its nature; and if it be a legislative power, it must be | 
exercised with that deliberation and discretion which is | 
essential to the nature of legislative power.” 

i have said thus much upon this branch of the | 
subject, not so much because I considered it ne- | 
cessary upon the present occasion, as because | 
desired, for one, to put upon record my opinions 
of the power of this House over the appropriation 
of money where it is required by treaty; and be- 
cause I cannot foresee what may occur hereafter, 
and I do not want to act blindfold upon this sub- 
ject. 

I will now, for a few moments, turn my atten- 
tion to the consideration of the particular treaty 
now before us, and give the reasons which induce 
me to vote for this appropriation. 

In the first place, the fact that the treaty has 
been negotiated by the President, with the con- 
sent of two thirds of the Senate, is a strong rec- 
ommendation in favor of the treaty. So far as 
the President himself is concerned, I have much 
respect for his judgment, and great confidence in | 
the correctness of his purposes. I repeat, then, | 
that the fact that it comes with the recommenda- 
tion of the President, is an argument to my mind 
in its favor. The fact that it has received the 
approbation of two thirds of the Senate—a body | 
composed of men as patriotic and intelligent as 
can be found in the country—after mature delib- 
eration; and the further. fact that the treaty is of 
their own" making, they having refused to adopt 
the first treaty, which they rejected and sent 
back to Mexico. I say that these facts afford 
a strong argument in its favor. But while I say 
this, I do not say I would yield my views to any 
such authority when they come in conflict. 

{look to the treaty itself in the next place, and 
I find enough in that instrument to satisfy me that 
I ought to vote for the appropriation. The first 
point I notice if it, is, that it settles the Mesilla 
Valley difficulty. There is no doubt that aserious 
difficulty exists between this country and Mex- 
ico in regard to that territory. In running the 
boundary line between the two countries, accord- | 
ing to the terms of the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
daigo, our commissioners and surveyors did not | 
agree. Our Government contended for one bound- | 
ary, and Mexico for another. The American 
commissioners did agree with the Mexican com- 
missioners in the first instance. 

I have read, with some degree of care, the views 
of those who understand this subject, and I must 
confess the argument, to my mind, is strongly in | 


favor of the American claim. And Iso look upon | 
it, not because it is the American argument, but |) 


because it is based upon the rules which should 
have governed the commission in settling the 
boundary. But, sir, we do not want to go to war 
with Mexico. {would rather, much rather, give | 
up the Mesilla Valley than to go to war with that | 
nation in her weak and distracted condition; much | 
rather would I yield to her demands, unreasonable ! 


H 
|| in a manner honorable to both parties; which will | 


though they may be, than to go to war with her. | 
1 would shun war at any time by all honorable | 
means, but if we must have it, let us go to war | 
witha nation from which we may win glory, with 

a nation equally powerful with ourselves, and not | 
a weak, distracted, convulsed, and tottering power | 
like Mexico. Sir, I am glad of the oppertunity 
to settle, by treaty, our difficulties with Mexico, 


satisfy the demands of that nation without too 
great cost on our part. . 

Further, [ think we have gained an important 
point in obtaining a release from our obligations 
on account of the eleventh article of the treaty ' 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo. I think, on referring to | 


the language of that treaty, it will be found that | 


there is strong ground for giving it the construc- | 
tion which the Mexican Government claim for it. 
Here is the language: j 


“Arr. I1. Considering that a great part of the Terri- f 


tories which, by the present treaty, are to be comprehended 
for the future within the limits of the United States, isnow | 
occupied by savage tribes, who will hereafter be under the | 
exclusive control of the Government of the United States, ; 
and whose incursions within the territory of Mexico would | 
be prejudicial in the extreme, it is solemnly agreed that all j 
such incursions shall be forcibly restrained by the Govern- 
mentof the United States whensoever this may be neces- : 
sary; and that when they cannot be prevented, they shall | 
be punished by the said Government, and satistaction for | 
the same: shall be exacted, all in the same way, and with | 
equal diligence and energy, as ifthe same incursions were | 
meditated or committed within its own Territories against | 
iis own citizens.” 


Now, sir, this is the language selected by the 
Mexican commissioners who made the treaty. | 
And, Lask, what could be more apt, more full, 
more comprehensive, in conveying the idea of | 
obligation upon our part to protect the citizens of | 
Mexico to the fullest extent? Weare to extend | 
to them the protection which, if placed under like 
circumstances, we should extend to our own citl- | 
zens, And what degree of protection isnecessarily | 
implied in this idea. Why, sir, when we con- | 


twenty-five millions of people, able to send one } 
million of soldiers into the field to protect the 
rights of our citizens—what sort of protection is 
it to be supposed they would afford? Why, sir, 
the most perfect the wit of man could devise. 
And the Mexican commissioners, when they in- 
serted this clause into the treaty, meant to stipu- 
late for the utmost possible degree of protection 
that human power could afford. And this is the} 
provision of a treaty extorted from that nation | 
when they were prostrate in the dust; when their | 
energies and means had all been exhausted; when | 
our victorious armies traversed their country in | 
every direction, and their beautiful capital itself | 
was in our hands; when Mexico lay under our | 
feet, bleeding at every pore, this was the treaty | 
we forced upon her. And the question now is, | 


| 
| 
į 


that treaty by a mere play of words? On such, 
a play of words as the honorable member from 
Missouri [Mr. Benron] used yesterday, that we | 
were not bound to extend to them any more pro~ | 


tection than we had extended to our own citizens; | 
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we shall use our own want of duty to our own; 
citizens ag a reason why we should not do a| 
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against that sort of morality. 
morality in such a school. I say, those words | 
bind usin the strongest way in which language | 
can bind us, to have protected the border provinces | 
of Mexico. And if we have failed to do so—a fact i 


! had we performed our part of tbe treaty. 
is what [ contend for. I would perform a treaty 
| with the weakest as with the greatest power, and of | 
| all powers the Mexican the most—that weak, that : 
| distracted, that discordant power, which has been | 
| in a state of chaos since it first struck for liberty; 
| the Government of which has been oceupied by one | 
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sider the power of this Government—a nation of | 


shall we screen ourselves from the obligations of || 


military despot after another; which has been torn 
and convulsed with civil discord, and whose ‘ruin 
has been almost completed by our own arms.. I 
say that if there is any power on earth for which 
I would go. further to perform treaties with than 
another, it is this Mexican Power. J would act 
towards her with generosity, good faith, justice, 
and magnanimity. if we adopt the construc- 
lion which the member from Missouri puts on 
this treaty, and say that we are not liable, the 
name of America will become a by-word. Amer- 
ican faith will be worse. than Punic faih. One 
will be ashamed to acknowledge that he was an 
American, if we thus play on words witha weak 
and defenseless Power. 

On the ground of obligations under this treaty 
and the liabilities which we assume under its 
eleventh article, I am in favor of voting this ap- 
propriation, in order to get rid of them. It is an 
article which, so Jong as it exists, may subject us 
to great expense, and what is more, if we refuse, 
to perform itobligations, we shall strike'a blow at 
the reputation of our country, which should be 
dearer to us than money. There is a clause in 
the treaty, too, which says, that on any violation of 


|| it, in any particular, either Government shall have 


the right to refer the matter to arbitration, with 
the exception that the other Government may re- 
fuse to do so if it deems it utterly inconsistent 
with its safety or interest. Then we should be 
bound to refer this matter to arbitration. Who 
would we refer it to? | doubt whether there could 
be found a Government who would go into that 
arbitration, who would not go into it with all its 
sympathies on the side of Mexico, and we would 
come out of the arbitration with ten, twenty, or 
thirty miilions of dollars due to that nation. Lam 
unwilling to run the risk of that arbitration. I 
think it wise to settle the matter by the treaty. 

It has been said that the late Administration 
offered $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 for the abrogation” 
of that eleventh article of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo. If that be true, then we have an addi- 
tional reason for this treaty. That would be an 
interpretation of our own on the treaty, and we 
would be estopped from denying our own liability. 

There is one remaining view of this treaty that 
recommends itself to my mind. It secures a rail- 
road route to the Pacific. J do. not desire this 
route simply because it is a southern route, for L 
am willing to see a road established at the North 
and in the center. I look upon the prosperity of 
the country with pleasure, and the making of 
these great improvements, as so many indications 
of the progress of the country. The Legislature 
of the State of Texas have granted immense 
tracts of land to enable a railroad to be run through 
that State from the Louisiana line to El Paso, and 
to secure its construction, From El Paso to the 
head waters of the Gulf of California, or the navi- 
gable waters of the river Gila, is not more than 
four hundred and fifty miles. The construction 
of this road would connect the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific, but of course this road would pass on to 
San Diego and eventually to San Francisco. I 
think, therefore, that the southern route is the best 
route for a railroad to the Pacific, for this reason, 
among others which could be given, that it would 
be the shortest route. This treaty is really valu- 
able to the whole country because it secures this 
great route. And for the reasons I have thus 
hastily given I shall vote for the appropriation to 
carry out the provisions of this treaty. 

Mr. PECKHAM then obtained the floor and 
addressed the Committee. Hus remarks will be 
published in the Appendix. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not in the habit of taking up the time 
of the committee in repeating what has been said 
by others; and if any gentleman desires to speak 
upon this subject, I will yield him the floor in ten 
minutes. I merely wish to assign the reasons— 
though they have been for the most part assigned 
by gentlemen who have spoken before me—which 
induce me to voie against the bill. 

It has been denied in some quarters,and partic- 
ularly in the Union, which claims to be the mouth- 
piece of the Administration, that when a treaty 
is made it is the law of the land, and that we are 
bound to carry it out. Whether the Administra- 
tion has authorized ‘or directed the Union to make 
an announcement of that kind I do not know. If 
it hag, that would be a sufficient reason with me 
to resist this treaty, unless it be one indispensable 
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to the security of this Government. But I trust 
the Administration has. not authorized the Union 
to make any such statement, and to advocate the 
treaty upon that ground. 

The position has also been taken by one gentle- 
man (Mr. Purnirrs] in this House, that we have no 
right, or, at least, we ought not to reject the treaty 
unless we have a clear conviction that it is wrong. 
Now, my position is, that when the Government 
brings forward a measure for us to act upon, by 
appropriating as in this case $16,600,000, it is for 
them to show that itis right, and not for us to 
show that it is wrong. 

But, it has been said here that weget twenty mil- 
lions of acres of land by this treaty. Now, sir, I 
submit that we have no knowledge of that fact. 
You do not know that you are getting one acre of 
land. All weget by the treaty is sovereignty over a 
certain tract of lund; but is there a particle of evi- 
dence that it has not, every acre of it, been granted 
saway long ago? So far as the Mesilla Valley is 
concerned —and thatis all, or most of all, this treaty 
comprises, of any value from theaccounts we have 
—itis a settled country, and, ifsettied, it has passed 
from the ownership of Mexico. Now, sir, all the 
right we acquire over it, is that held by Mexico; 


and, I ask, is there a particle of evidence, is there | 


an allegation even, that every foot of this Mesilla 
Valley has not been sold out? Or suppose it has 
not. All the right Mexico ever had in or over 
it was that of eminent domain, and is there a 
particle of evidence that she has ever extinguished 
the Indian titte to one single foot of it? | there- 
fore say that, so far from being certain that we 
are to get this land, the facts before us are prima 
facie evidence that.we shall not get one foot of it. 

Mr. HAVEN. Why a man served a notice to 
every member of the House that he had a mort- 
gage on the whole of it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, that would be some 
‘sort of evidence that it had passed from the In- 
dians. [Laughter] Now, sir, in relation to this 
call for information, I appeal to the opponents of 
this call. They tell us we are too late, that we 
did not call for it in time. J desire to make a 
single remark upon that subject. My colleague 
(Mr. Haven] has already alluded to it, and I shall 
not present the facts as strongly as he did, but I 
think there are one or two considerations which 
did not present themselves to his mind. Sir, this 
treaty was formed with a stipulation that the rati- 
fications shoald be exchanged within a little more 
than a week. I do not tecollect the precise time, 
after it could have arrived here. 1 do not remem- 
ber how long it was before the Senate. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I dislike very much to inter- 
rupt the gentleman, but I desire, in good faith, to 
make a statement upon this point. The treaty 
came here some months ago, when the time for 
exchanging the ratifications were fixed. The 
Senate had it under consideration for a very long 
time, made sore alterations in it, and sent it back 
to Mexico, where the Senate amendments were 
accepted, and the treaty returned without changing 
the time for its ratification. That is the reason 
why it comes here so near the time fixed for the 
exchange of ratifications. The time itself was 
fixed some months ago. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
the gentleman infers; what he imagines was the 
fact. Of course, he does not know. 

Mr, BOCOCK. How, do not know? Do not 
i know that this is the treaty which came to the 
Senate several months ago, that the Senate put in 
an amendment, that it was sent to Mexico, and 
returned as I have stated? If I do not know that, 
how did the gentleman and his colleague (Mr. 
Haven] know all they have told the committee 
about it to-day ? 

Mr. PECKHAM. Did the gentleman ever see 
the treaty before it came to this House? 

Mr. BOCOCK, fask the gentleman if, with 
all his sophistry, he does not believe the facts I 
have alluded to as much as he believes anything? 

Mr.PECKHAM. The gentleman puts a gues- 
tion to me instead of answering the one I put to 
him. lask him if he ever saw the treaty before 
it came to this House? 

A Mr. BOCOCK. I never saw it before it came 
ere. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman from New York, I will 
make a single suggestion. This treaty was com- 
municated to the House on Wednesday last. I 


That is, of course, what | 


suggest to the gentleman whether, if the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, or the 


had been disposed, as they would seem to imply, 
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and Means would egpecially seem to imply in his 
Haven] to-day, that the House should have the 
knowledge if there was time, 
i been competent for either o 
| Wednesday last for unanimous consent for the 
adoption of a resolution calling for these papers; 
and whether he believes that anybody would have 
objected under their call? 

Mr. BOCOCK. May I answer that question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, sir. 


|: subject when he wasup. My friend, here, from 


does my friend remember that those upon whom 
i; he imposes this responsibility do not want this 
| information ? 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Nor do they want any- 
body else to have it. . 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman says, why did 
not the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
| Means offer the resolution? Why does he not 


Suppose that he saw enough on the face of the 
treaty to satisfy him that it was right. Suppose 
that he saw_on its face that the United States ac- 
quired from Mexico enough to justify us in pay- 
fing this money, and was satisfied to pay the 
| money, why should the gentleman from Alabama, 
| on his own motion, have asked for the informa- 
tion? f : 

But let me notice another thing. The gentle- 
| man has suggested that Monday was the first day 
| on which this resolution could have been offered. 
| Well, how does it come that he has offered it to- 
day? Why could he not have offered it as well 
Wednesday. Why could he not have asked the 
unanimous consent of the House Thursday, Fri- 
| day, or Saturday, as well as to-day? Did he wish 
| to sit still, say nothing, and expect the gentleman 


call for the information? He comes to-day and 
asks unanimous consent, excusing himself for not 
| doing so on Wednesday last. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
until Saturday or Monday, I think not until Mon- 
day; but I was perfectly satisfied that if { offered 


| 
| . H . ` . 
j enough to justify him in voting for the money, to 


i that it would have been, beyond all question, ob- 
i jected to by some gentleman. Acts of the House 
‘satisfied me of that. Hence I offered it at the 
| first moment l could move to suspend the rules. 
| Then, if gentlemen had thought proper, we would 
i have had most abundant time to have got the in- 
. formation. 

| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. One word. 

| Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I cannot yield 


i when I have finished. 

This call for the correspondence is the only 
other matter on which I amto speak. 1 desire to 
address myself to itbefore it is exhausted by other 
igentemen. Asl have already said I never intend 
| to get up on this floor, and repeat over and over 
‘in a different language ideas already expressed. 
I have not done it as yet. 1 therefore cannot yield 
| further for fear they may exhaust the subject, 
i and leave nothing for me tosay. [Laughter.] 


but I beleve I have one or two ideas yet left upon 
j! the subject. I stated that this treaty was sent to 
| us at a time when, by the rules of the House, we 
| could not offer resolutions calling for information 


i it was on Monday last, without unanimous con- 
i sent. The gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Bococx] 
i 
| months ago. i 

Mr. BOCOCK. Upon its face it appears that 
it was. 
| Mr. PERKINS. I should not dare if the gen- 
| tleman had not already done so, to have referred 
i| to what took place some three or four months ago 
| in reference to this treaty. It is true it was pub- 
i lished in the Herald, an 
| been improperly obtained. If what was published 
| in the Herald was true, we have the strongest 


chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, | 
or as the chairman of the Committee of Ways | 
| answer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


it would not have | 
f them to have asked | 


| 

| $ 
! Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman from New 
|| York, over the way, made some allusion to that 


Maine, has suggested it two or three times, but | 


ask for information? Did my friend ask for it? | 


| from Alabama, who saw on the face of the treaty | 


I did not see the treaty | 


the resolution calling for the correspondence then, | 


| further. Gentlemen may cross-question each other | 


Now they have the matter pretty well exhausted, į 


| upon the subject, and get to a vote upon it without | 


i Says that this treaty was negotiated months and | 


d it was said to have! 


reason under heaven fora call upon the Government 
to know something aboutthis treaty. According 
to thestatements published in that paper, we were 
to pay $20,000,000, but the Senate sent it back 
to Santa Anna, striking out one half of the sum, 
and Santa Anna signed it immediately. If the 
commissioner was grossly imposed upon, or 
wheedled into this thing by speculators, 1 would 
like to know why it was he was wheedled into 
giving just as much as Santa Anna was willing to 
take. I have the strongest conviction upon my 
own mind, that it was never intended that this 
House should have access to these papers, and that 
|| the parties concerned in it believed, if we obtained . 
that’ information, that it would be the means of 
|| defeating the treaty. I predicate that belief upon 
this fact: that this treaty was sent here in the mid- 
die of last week, and the day, or the next day after 
|| it was sent here, the President had business to Old 
| Point Comfort. The rules of the House do not 
|| permit us to introduce a resolution calling for in- 
i| formation, unless by a suspension of the rules on 
Monday, except by unanimous consent. ‘What 
has transpired here to-day, whatever conviction it 
may have upon other minds, satisfies me, beyond 
all possible doubt, if a resolution of that character- 
had been offered the day the treaty was sent here, 
that objection would have been made to its recep- 
tion. | have not been accustomed, either ig the 
Legislature of New York or here, to vote ap- 
propriations of money blindly, and in the dark. 
If I do not understand them, and cannot inform 
myself about them, I either will not vote at all, or 
I will vote against them. If E should vote to give 
away money without a just conviction that it was 
right, I should consider myself as thieving in the 
pockets of the people. 

Then, sir, I do not know the occasion which 
called out from the Union the declaration and ar- 
| sument that it was absolutely incumbent on this 
House to grant this appropriation. But I havea 
sort of conviction that it grows out of, and iscon- 
nected with, a similar declaration to the effect that 
if Spain does not want to sell Cuba to us, we must 
declare wat and take it. Now,I do not know 
anything about what price will be offered for 
Cuba, but I do not think that Lam going to vote for 
paying Spain two or three hundred millions for it 
without my knowing thoroughly the reasons 
calling for that appropriation. And in this case 
I am not going to set a precedent which will give 
the Government an excuse for refusing such in- 
formation as the Housemay deem necessary. So 
far as I am concerned, | say, give me the inform~ 
ation necessary to enable me to act intelligibly, 
i| or else, I will not, in this way, put my hands into 
the pockets of the people. 

Mr. MILLSON. Upto one minute ago, Mr. 
Chairman, I had no purpose of addressing the 
committee; but a remark which just now fell from 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Pecguam,] 
and a similar one made by his colleague, (Mr. 
Perxins,] render it necessary that I should say a 
|| word or two for the purpose of explaining to them 


l 
j 
i 
H 


i| that [, at least, was no party to any understand- 
ling which both gentlemen say prevailed in com- 
mittee, in regard to offering the resolution calling 
for correspondence, and that L had nothing to do 
with violating it. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I, for one, did not intend 
to intimate anything of the sort. F did under- 
stand, from the chairman of the Committee of 
i| Ways and Means—and | think he so stated to 
| the committee—that he had no objection whatever 
i| to this information being laid before the House; 
and with the view of procuring it, and with that 
|| understanding, I made the motion that the com- 
i| mittee rise, 
|| Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman said that there 
i| was a general understanding of the sort through- 
|| out the committee. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I meant my remark to be 
in the shape I have mentioned. 

Mr. MILLSON. When the motion was made 
! that the committee rise, it was evident to me that 
| the object which the gentleman had in view could 
not be accomplished, as there was no quorum 
present, there being not more than thirty or forty 
gentlemen then in committee; and it immediately 
occurred to me that if the committee rose, objec- 
|| tion would be made to the offering of the resolu- 
i tion; and that if opposition should also be made 
| to returning into committee, which I thought prob- 
il able, the debate which was then going on would 
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be abruptly terminated. For that reason, I voted 

against the motion that the committee rise; and as 

soon as we got into the House, I moved to return 

into Committee of the Whole, because, as Í then 

stated, no quorum was present. And certainly, | 
in doing so, my purpose was not to violate any 
understanding; for 1 was party to no such under- 
standing myself; but my object was to enable the 
gentleman who then had the floor, [Mr. Gippives,] 
and other gentlemen who | supposed would seek 
the floor, to continue the debate, which I saw would. 
be brought to an abrupt close through the efforts 

of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Prcx- 
HAM.] 

And besides, I never would have agreed to 
allow the gentleman from New York to introduce 
his resolution under the circumstances then exist- 
ing.. I never would have consented that a res- 
olution which, considering its bearing and ob- 
jects, involved so high and important a principle, 
relating, as it did, to the constitutional rights and 
privileges of this House, should be voted upon 
while there were only some thirty or forty mem- 
bers present; or in any other way than by yeas 
and nays. 

It was from no disposition to prevent the intro- 
duction of the resclution under proper circum- 
stances, or to defeat the call for information, but 
because I saw that at the time it was offered, it 

. was impracticable to obtain it, and because I felt 
certain that the House would find difficulty in 
returning into committee, as they afterwards did, 
that I made the motion that the House should 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and I requested that no 
division might be called for on that motion, in 
order that the want of a quorum might not be 
made apparent. 

Mr. HAVEN. I understood that the gentle- 
man from Virginia wanted the information him- 
self, and that he could not get it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I did not say that 1 wanted 
the information, nor did I express any opinion 
whether the failure to call for it would, or would 
not, be any surrender of the constitutional rights 
of the House. What I did mean to say was, 
that the resolution’ itself presented,a very high 
and important question, and that I, for one, would 
not consent that this question should be voted 
upon, except by yeas and nays, and in a full 
House. 

I do notintend to enter at large into the argu- 
ment of this subject. I shall only state a few 
general principles that seem to belong to it. fam 
exceedingly gratified that nearly all the gentlemen 
associated with me in political communion have 
expressed views which meet my hearty approba- 
tion. 

Sir, it is an‘unquestionable right of the House 
of Representatives to call for information, and to 
exercise its own free and independent judgment in 
reference to the execution of any treaty which re- 
quires the agency of this House. I entirely dis- 
sent from the opinion expressed by some gentle- 
men, that, because the President and Senate alone 
are the treaty-making power, a treaty approved 
by them becomes instantly the law of the tand, 
and imposes an obligation upon the other depart- 
ments of the Government to carry it into effect. 

The President and the Senate, it is true, arethe 


treaty-making power; that is to say, they have |! 


the sole right to negotiate treaties. But it is not 
an unqualified and absolute right. In the initi- 
ation of treaties, their jurisdiction is exclusive, 
but not unlimited. i : 

In the first place, a treaty imposes no such obli- 
gation, when made in violation of the Constitu- 
tion; and even when itis not inconsistent with 
any provision of the Constitution, it does not fol- 
low that in every such case it must necessarily be 
carried into effect. When it stipulates for some- 
thing that lies within the peculiar province of 
some ot f the € } 
assent of that department is indispensable to its 
validity; and it cannot be commanded by what is 
called the treaty-making power. 

But, sir, let me first consider the case ofan un- 
constitutional treaty. I know it has been con- 
tended by some—I hope very few are now charge- 
able with this heresy—that every treaty is the 
supreme law of the land; for that while the Con- 
stitution declares that the Jaws of the United 
States which shall be made in pursuance thereof, 


her department of the Government, the || 


| impose this condition upon treaties, but provides | 
| that “all treaties made, or which shall be made, 
under the authority of the United States, shall be 
the supreme law of the land.” They infer from 
this that a treaty need not be made-in pursuance | 
of the Constitution; but if made by the Presi- 
dent, with the concurrence of two thirds of the 
Senate, it would be the supreme law of the land, | 
though it might undertake to nullify an express 
provision of the Constitution itself. | 

if this were so, it would involve the absurdity 
of supposing that there may be two inconsistent | 
supreme laws of the land, —tke Constitution itself | 
directing one thing, and a treaty directing an- | 
other, and yet both of them being the supreme 
law of the land, according to this fanciful method 
of argumentation. i 

It would also involve the still greater absurdity | 
of supposing that the Constitution authorizes a | 
| 


subordinate agency to destroy itself, and that this 
treaty-making power, brought into existence only 
by the Constitution, may survive the destruction 
of that by which alone it lives. 

But, sir, the language of the Constitution leaves 
no occasion for this argument. For it does not 
recognize all treaties that may be made by the 
President and Senate as the supreme law of the 
land, but only such as may be made under the 
authority of the United States. What these States 
may have prohibited in this Constitution, which 
is the work of their hands, cannot be done under 
their authority. A treaty, then, if unconstitu- 
tional, has no validity, and we ought not to carry 
it into effect. 

And so, too, when a treaty contains a stipula- | 
i tion which, though not unconstitutional, relates to 
a matter confided by the Constitution to some other 
department of the Government, or withheld from 
all, it does not transfer to the treaty-making power | 
the control over this matter. The rights of the 
parties having the proper control over the subject 
cannot be impaired or disturbed by the making of 
such a treaty. Without their assent it can have | 
no validity. The inability to perform such an } 
engagement might lead to embarrassing conse- | 
quences; but the engagement itself would impose | 
no obligation, other than a persuasive one, upon | 
the party to whom the right to determine the ques- | 
tion properly belongs. | 

Suppose a treaty should be negotiated with | 
Great Britain, stipulating that the free blacks of 
Jamaica should be allowed to remove to, and re- | 
side within, the limits of the State of South Caro- | 
lina. There would be nothing unconstitutional in | 
it; I mean to say the treaty would not be in vio-} 

l 
H 


lation of any provision of the Constitution. But į 
it must be ratified by the State of South Carolina | 
before it could go into effect. Andif South Caro- | 
lina should refuse to ratify it, then all that could 
be said would be, that the President and the 
Senate had negotiated upon a subject which was 
not within their jurisdiction, and had not been con- 
fided to those branches of the Government. 

And, sir, whenever the President and Senate 
make a treaty, the stipulations of which impose 
burdens upon the people which the Constitution » 
requires to belaid by the House of Representatives, | 
in conjunction with the other branch of Congress, | 
then the President and Senate cannot, of them- | 
selves, lay such’ burdens. It would requiré the | 
concurrent action of the House of Representatives | 
| in that case, in the same manner that it would | 
need the assent of the State of South Carolina in , 
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| tion of the Senate, would the foreign Government [ 


i 


‘havea right to say: “We will hold you respon- | 
| sible for the treaty. We know nothing about | 


shall be the supreme law of the land, it does not 


| your Senate, and have had no negotiation with | 


them. . We know nothing of your Constitanon, 
and it is not our part to understand it, It is 
enough for us to know that: the treaty has been 
made by the Chief Executive Magistrate of the 
Union, and we hold the whole people bound by 
its terms??? Why, sir, our reply would be, that 
is a matter of which you are bound to take no- 
tice. The President cannot make a treaty which 
shall be obligatory upon the United. States; with- 
out’the concurrence of two thirds of the Senate. 
Sir, that answer would be sufficient. They could 
not insist upon the execution of a treaty made by 
the President alone. ; 

In the same manner, if it be the right of the 
House of Representatives, as I have endeavored 
to show it is, to withhold their assent from treaties 
involving an appropriation of money, foreign 
nations cannot plead their ignorance of our Con- 
stitution. ‘They are bound to understand, that 
though a treaty be made by the President, and 


|| concurred in by the Senate, it still cannot be car- 


ried into execution until it has received the sane- 
tion of the law-making power. Mexico, there- 
fore, would, in the present instance, haveno right 
tocomplain of any want of good faith should the 
House refuse this appropriation; because she was 
bound to inform herself of the powers of our ne- 
gotiators, and is presumed to know that the treaty 
could not be of perfect obligation upon the United 
States without the assent of this House. 

But, sir, while these are my views, and while1 
am gratified to know that nearly every gentleman 
who has spoken in this debate has insisted: upon 
these constitutional rights of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, it is another question, on what oc- 
casion we should exercise this privilege of defeat- 
ing a treaty. Here isa treaty sent to us for our 
inspection. By the conditions of that treaty, the 
ratifications are to be exchanged within six months 
of the 30th of December last. We are now within 
some three days of the expiration of that term. 
Sir, it is, I think, unfortunate that so little time 
has been allowed the House of Representatives for 
the consideration of this question. We all under- 
stand the reason. We all, personally and individ- 
ually, know why we are called upon thus hastil 
to act on so importanta subject. We understand, 
as my colleague [Mr. Bococx] has stated, that this 
treaty went some months ago to the Senate; that 
it underwent a very protracted investigation there; 
that important alterations were made; that it was 
sent back fo Mexico, and that it has lately been 
agreed to by that Government in its amended 


|| form. I say we all, individually and unofficially, 


know these facts. I regret, to be sure, that the 
facts themselves were not stated, or, at least, that 
some allusion to them was not made in the mes- 
sage of the President accompanying the treaty. 

Í regret that the President did not, in the com- 
munication which he recently sent to us, state why 
it was that so importanta treaty, and so important 
a message, were not sent to the House atan earlier 
period. We know, indeed, that it could nothave 
been sent at an earlier period; and J am not im- 
puting any sort of blame to the Administration 
for the delay that has occurred. As thetreaty has 
just been received from Mexico, it could not have 
been sent here sooner. Still, it would have been 
well to insert in this State paper some allusion to 
these facts, which may not be so generally known 
at some future period as they now are.to the mem- 
bers of this House. I think it would have been 
only a proper submission to the constitutional 


li rights of the House of Representatives to give, in 
| the message itself, some explanation of the reason 


why it was withheld till so late a period; and I 
think it unfortunate that it was notdone. I donot 
doubt that it would have been done, had the atten- 
tion of the President been directed to. the subject. 


|! I feel sure that he does not entertain the opinion 
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I 
investigation of its nature, or of the circumstances | 
unger which it was formed, and that the House 
submitted to this interpretation of their duties. 

If this investigation weve practicable now, I | 
should be inclined to insist upon it, before we 
made.a-final disposition of the bill. But as it is | 
not, I am unwilling to defeat the treaty merely 
because it might turn out to bea bad one. Even | 
if slight objections should appear upon its face— | 
even if any should suppose the benefits secured 
hot altogether answerable to the price required to | 
be paid—something is certainly due to the delib- | 
erate judgnient of the President and the Senate, | 

Mr. BOCOCK. next addressed the committee. |! 
His remarks: will be found in the Appendix. i 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I | 
desire to state what I understand to be some of | 
the facts in regard to this treaty. i understand i 
that this Gadsden treaty has been the subject of | 
eonversation in this city for the last five or six jj 
months. Lunderstand, also, that a document pur- 
porting to be acopy of the original treaty was pub- 
lished in same of the New York papers, and that 


\ 
| 
i 
| 


H 
j 


it isin some respects the same with the official | 
But this matter has been || 
| for the very purpose on that day. 


copy now before us. 
sufliciently explained by my colleague, and I will 
not make further aliusion to it. 

On the 2lst of the present month, the President 


of the United States sent a message to this House | 
asking an appropriation of $10,000,000 to carry | 
The treaty is pfain and in- | 


this treaty into effect. 
tellizible,and was published inall the papers of the 
city on the next morning, the 22d, on which day 
a copy of it was in the hands of every member 
of this House. These are undoubted and unmis- 
takuble facts. Those who are hostile to the ap- 


propriation asked for, and are opposed to this | 
particular treaty, desire light, they say, upon the.| 


subject. If they were true to themselves, if they 
really desired to obtain the information which they 
deem so important, most assuredly they ought to 
have availed themselves of the earliest opportunity 
for obtaining such information. 

But what is the fact, sir? The sharp, shrewd 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasnpurn,] who 
puts questions, and answers them himself, who 


seems to have been deeply impressed with the | 


necessity for information on this subject, is as 
calm asa summer morning. Not a whisper is 
heard, not an effort made, not an attempt origin- 
‘ated in this House, for the purpose of obtaining 
information. None whatsoever. It hes over till 
Monday, on which day the gentleman from New 
York, on my right, (Mr. Peckxiam,] offers the 
resolution referred to in this day’s debate. That 
resolution sought for information which the gen- 
teman says the Executive might or might not 
have communicated. tdo not now recollect the 
terms of the resolution; but that is, | understand, 
his construction of it. 

Suppose, however, the call for information were 
an imperative one, the gentleman knows, and this 
committee knows, perfectly well—and no one can 
pretend to ignore the fact—shat the Executive 
ought not to have communicated the information 
sought, unless a due regard for the public interests 
permitted him to do so. Suppose that the devel- 
opments in that correspondence were of a charac- 
ter injuricusly to affect our public interest, and 


our relations with foreign Powers, is there a! 
member of this committee that would now say ij 


such information ought to have been communi- 
cated? Suppose that, upon, such a call as that 
proposed in the resolution, the Executive should 
reply that, in his judgment, the public interests 


| 
would not justify the communication of the in- | 
J it 

| 
| 


formation asked by this House. I ask the com- 
mittee what would have been the consequence 
then? How would the enlightened gentleman 
from Maine have acted? How would the gentle- 
man from the Albany district [Mr. Pecruam] 


have acted; when he would have to sit down in | 


darkness, seeking information which it was incon- 
sistent with the public interest to communicate? 
W ho would have then ventured to suppose that a 
codrdinate branch of the Government—entrusted 
by the Constitutidh with power to negotiate trea- 
ties—had not wisely exercised their trust for the 
good of the country, and that it would be unwise 
and improper for the House to appropriate the 
requisite sum of money for the execution of the 
treaty? And yet we would have acted then in the 


dark, just as we will probably act now, with no || The friends of Jay, however, and of the treaty, 


| resolution of the gentleman from New York. 
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| Mr. SMITH. 


i| and sincerity on the part of gentlemen here, when 


a 
|i compliment their intelligence. 


|} treaty, the Spanish treaty, the British treaty, and 


l 
general knowledge possessed by us all. Now, I 
ask this committee, was there any real desire to 
get the information? 1 put the question to the 
gentlemen here, whether, in the efforts that have 
been made by them, and the neglect practiced, 
they were seeking for ight? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. We did want 
the light, and i would have made the call for 
information last week if I did not know very weil 
that the resolution would have been objected to 
by the same gentlemen who have objected to the 


Mr. SMITH. My dear sir, there isa way of | 
getting over such objections. 

Mr. WASHBIRN. in what way could ob- 
jection have been gat over last week? 

Mr. SMITH. Why, by appealing to the gen- 
tleman objecting, or to the House. | suppose the 
rules might have been suspended. f 
| Mr. WASHBURN. On what day last week 
could they have been suspended ? 

Why, on any day after the 
| subject was introduced; and it might have been 
done even on Monday. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The motion was made 


Mr. SMITH. Exactly; I know it was. And 
! hold that it was perfectly right to object to it. 
Permit me to say, that when gentlemen who are 
always on the look out here for information, as 
they say. neglect to use all the means at their com- 
| mand to procure it, the fact of such neglect leaves 
it to be inferred that they have other purposes in 
| view than those which they profess. ‘The gentle- 
| man from Maine infers a good deal himself in ref- 
| erence to the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who is not here to take care of him- 
| self; and he appeals to the candor and frankness 
of my colleague (Mr. Bococx] to admit his infer- 
ences. I do not wish to infer any want of candor 


I say that some-of us may have very different con- 
ceptions as to what constitutes candor and frank- 
ness. Some gentlemen, when their candor is 
appealed to, might, in the fullness of their heart, 
answer witha frankness from which others under 
like circumstances might shrink; and so there 
might be no reciprocity in this species of political 
| dialectics. 

1 advert to this bêcause I cannot understand 
what was meant by the gentleman from the Buf- 
falo district, [Mr. Haven,] and by the gentleman 
from Maine, Mr. WaAshsury,] if they really 
mean what they profess. ‘They are certainly gen- 

*tlemen of very high intelligence, and of large ex- 
perience here. And Į mean no reflection when I 
Yet, sir, they he 
still—and the gentleman from New York is the 
first to move—they lie still and allow themselves 
to wait, and submit their application for informa- 
tion at so late a period, that they must know that, 
if granted, it could not be done without hindering 
and delaying the action of the committee and of 
the House. Suppose this résolution had been 
| adopted. We know very well that a voluminous į 
and very extensive correspondence must have pre- 
ceded the treaty, the subject of negotiation for 
months; and if all the information in connection 
with that subject—as the character of the resolu- 
tion would seem to imply—was to be communi- 
cated to the House, could it have been sent bere | 
within an hour, as the gevitleman says? No, sir; 
no man ought to pretend that it could be; and 
the effect of passing the resolution at this late hour, 
would be to postpone thè action of this House 
until a time when it would be too late to execute 
the treaty, which requires the money asked to be 
paid in New York by the 30th day of the present | 
month, : 
But a contrast here strongly presents itself to 
my mind. We all recollect the Jay treaty. It) 
was about the years 1794, 1795, and 1796. Well, : 
‘at that very time there were three other treaties 
| before the House. A resolution was offered to 
unite them all. They were, I think, the French 


| the Indian treaties. Those upon. my side of the 
| House—I think I may say my side of the House, 
| for i hold that I ama descendant of that schoo! | 
| of politicians—those upon my side of the House 

| demanded information, when called upon*for an | 
| appropriation to carry Jay’s treaty into effect. | 


othr information than the treaty itself, and that |! interposed much more emphatic opposition than | 


that which has been made here from any quarter. 
New York men then were standing up against the 
cali; New York men now stand up for the call. 
Bat the State has been enlightened since that 
day. Parties have changed. Tempora mulantur, 
et nos mitamur in illis. A different state of things 
existsnow. Wohy,sir, this House was then called 
upon to act, and to appropriate money for the pur- 
pose of executing that treaty, without other in- 
formation than the treaty, and in the dark, or, at 


Jeast, with only a few scraps of information drawn 


from the Senate;“or which, from the sécrets of 
the Administration, had found their way to the 
House. 

With this and many such precedents before 
them, why do gentlemen take on as they do, and 
why have they postponed their requirements for 
information to so latea period, that, if granted, 
would produce the loss of the treaty. Let me tell 
the gentleman that the House will not allow such 
aresult to arise from their action; and the coun- 
try will not countenance a movement which will 
embarrass an important acquisition of territory by 
any such prétenses. 

Bat one thing more. I stepped into the Hall 
when the venerable geiitleman from New York 
(Mr. Perxixs] was upon the floor, and just as he 
was saying that he would not vote away the peo- 
ple’s money unless he had light upon the subject. 
Sir, it seems to be the fashion of the day to put 
questions to the candor of others. Now, I put it 
to the candor of the venerable gentleman io say 
whether that is the only reason of his opposition 
to this bill ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I willanswer the gentleman. 
My opposition is based on the ground that we 
have not the information on which to act. I want 
the basis of these negotiations; and 1 would have 
voted for a résolution calling for them. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I will ask another 
question, though 1 will not press for an answer. 
i should like to know whether the gentleman from 
New York has not some other reason for his 
opposition ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not bélieve that I have. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, 1 called the gentle- 
man out for an explanation, and 1 am bound to 
accept the one he gives. | was under the im- 
pression, however, that there were some other 
reasons which actuated the course of the honor- 
able gentleman. 

Mr, PERKINS. Will the gentleman state 
what he means? 

Mr. SMITH. I understood that, in conversa- 
tion, he took the ground that this was a result of 
the policy of the South. J shall be glad to know 
that Lam mistaken; and I am, of course, bound to 
take the answer given by the gentleman himself, 
But I did understand that the gentleman had ex- 
pressed it as his opinion that the South were 
steadily pursuing a policy by which they would 
enlarge their own territory until they were satis- 
fied, with a view of their dissolving the Union 
and establishing themselves as a great southern 
Republic. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not say that; but I will, 
at the proper time, tell the gentleman what I said 
in the conversation to which he alludes, Whatl 
said had no relation to this bill. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, am glad to know 
the gentleman did not; for | have, in many re- 
spects, participated with others in forming a very 
high impression of him. But I had heard that he, 
and perhaps others, were acting upon this ques- 
tion from sectional motives; and | have, therefore, 
sought the opportunity to set thèm thus distinctly 
before the House. There is, I think, or ought to 
be, no difficulty upon this subject. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. If the gentle- 
man from Virginia will allow me, Did 1 under- 
stand the gentleman from New York to assert 
those as his opinions upon which he had acted ? 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. No, sir. I 
will tell the gentleman what I did say. Texpressed 
the idea that in the event of the acquisition of a 
large section of country to the southern section of 
the Union, that { believed a portion of the people 
of the South had that result in contemplation. In 
reference to this little strip of land, however, it is 
too insignificant to be spoken of in such a con- 
nection. f have no sort of objection to it from 
any such ground. But in reference to the annex- 
ation of large tracts of country, E believe that is 
the policy of nullification from beginning to end. 


TH 


Mr. 
to do with the matter before us. 
all due respect, it does seem to me that it does 
not become gentlemen, who. are setting their faces li 


But really, with 


against the laws of the Union, to speak of nulli- 
fication. You have certainly had most lamentable 
displays of nullification out of the slave States— 
to wit, in the free-negro States. 

Sir, whatever passes, under our constitutional 
forms, and under the authority. of the Constitu- 
tion, is the law of the land, and it becomes every. 
true man to give it his entire and undivided. sup- 
port. Practical nullification is found nowhere ex- 
cept in the free States—nowhere else. Resistance 
to the laws have alone been there developed. The 
clause of the Constitution which enjoins on the 
Federal Government the duty. of suppressing do- 
mestic insurrections has never been. calied into 
exercise, except in the free States. 

Mr, PERKINS, of New York. 1t was called 
into exercise in Georgia in reference to. the In- 
dians. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 am not speaking of the In- 
dians at all. { repeat, sir, that it is a remarkable 
fact, that that clause of the Constitution which 
imposes on the Federal Government the duty of 
suppressing domestic insurrection has.never been 
called into execution, except in the free States. In 
Shay’s rebellion in Massachusetts, in the whisky 
insurrection in Pennsylvania, in Rhode tsland, in 
the case of Dorr, and in other cases of less im- 
portance, we have seen the power of the Fed- 
eral Government, at a heavy tax on the public 
Treasury, called into exercise; but at the South it 
has never been called. into exercise—never. Our 
own conservative character, our own self-reliance, 
the perfect law and order which prevail among us, 
have secured a quiet, faithful, and true execution 
of the laws there. I mention this because it is 
proper that gentlemen should not forget it; for we 
are frequently taunted with that provision of the 
Constitution which northern gentlemen say binds 
them to suppress domestic insurrection. 

The question now comes up; and God knows 
that I have no feeling of ill-will—I never nurse 
my wrath to keep it warm; for I would rather 
laugh at any. moment than to scowl—the question 
comes up, shall this treaty, which secures to the 
American Union the right of way acrogs this con- 
tinent fora railroad, be carried into execution by 
the requisite appropriation or not? Louisiana is 
now constructing, in the northern part of her ter- 
ritory—— 

Mr. PECKHAM. If the gentleman refers to 
the eighth article, it does.not. secure a railroad to 
the Government. 

Mr. SMITH, It secures a track for one, 

Mr. PECKHAM. No; but toa chartered, in- 
dependentcompany. 

Mr. SMITH. I am speaking of a railroad. 
It isin the family; and, therefore, what the gen- 
tleman states does not matter, even if so. 

Mr. PECKHAM, _ Itisnoteven in our family. 

Mr. SMITH. In Louisiana? 

Mr. PECKHAM. Iam, speaking of the Te- 
huantepec route, 

Mr. SMITH. Lam not. I was going on to 
say. that Louisiana was now, engaged in building | 
a road in the northern part of her territory to the 
line of Texas, and that the. State of Texas had 
already appropriated most munificently to secure a 
railroad in continuation through her territory of 
eight hundred miles,to the territory near El Paso, 
ceded tous by this treaty. And thence a distance 
of about six hundred. and fifty miles, a consider- 
able portion of which is through the State of Cal- 
ifornia, to the Pacific. 

Mr. PECKHAM. That right of way was se- 
cured to the Government by Mr. Walker long 
before this treaty. 

Mr. SMITH. 
the way. 

Mr. PECK HAM. 
of the Government. 

Mr. SMITH. We know nothing about that, 
except what we see in the newspapers. Even 
conceding that Mr. Walker had secured the right į 


You have got that from over 


I gotit from the documents 


of way, did it secure to the American people the i 
No, | 


right of eminent domain over that territory? 
sir, without this treaty the first railroad from our 
own territory that would connect the two oceans, 
would still have to pass through a foreign land, 


owned, if not occupied, by the most worthless | 


population of the earth, Does.the gentleman de- 


i 
| its gigantic consequences, under the control of for- | 
| eigners, and foreigners such as those of Mexico? | 
i 
i 


i I know his own. patriotism. and good feeling would | 
| recoil from the idea, if such a result couid be | 
avoided in any reasonable way. | 

| By this treaty, also, there is a right of way | 
i secured to. us. over a route of undoubted value, if f 
we are to believe the current history. of the times; | 

| and for which My. Buchanan, when Secretary of q 
| State, authorized -Mr. Trist to give $15,000,000. | 
| I mean the Tehuantepec route. Then, too, by this | 
| treaty we are released, from that unbappy provis- | 
‘ion, the eleventh article of the treaty of Guadalupe 
| Hidalgo. And now, when such. substantial and | 
] 

| 

| 

t 


important advantages are secured, gentlemen | 
pause, and complain that they are denied- inform- į 
ation upon this subject. Gentlemen talk about the |; 
correspondence relating to this treaty being confi- ! 
dentially communicated. to this House—confiden- : 
tially communicated to two hundred and thirty-six 
men! Why,sir,inabody of sixty-two men only, | 
composed of Senators, complete confidence and, 
secresy.is out of the question Then, whatchance 
is there in a body like this of keeping anything 
confidential ? It is too late now to call for the 
information; and the question is really, independ- | 
ent of all outside considerations—will this commit- 
tee. refuse to. report to the. House, for its adoption 
or rejection, a bilt which shall enable the Presi- | 
dent to execute this, treaty.’ If the appropriation || 
is to be made, it must be made without delay, | 
or the treaty may not be executed at all. Will | 
gentlemen, hesitate what course to adopt when 
they take into consideration the comparatively i 
small sum asked, when compared with former | 
sums demanded by the. Mexican Government? I 
do not believe they can hesitate a single moment 
under the circumstances, and lam quite confident, ‘i 
that the appropriation now asked to carry into | 
effect the provisions of this treaty will be readily |, 


granted. f 

Mr. HAVEN. I amabout to make the motion | 
that the committee rise; but before doing. so, | | 
wish to make a single remark. I have listened 
| with great pleasure and interest to the speeches of | 
the last two gentlemen who addressed the com- j 
mittee, wherein they have undertaken to. show | 
that it was not of any importance that this House | 
should: heve information. upon the subject of this | 
treaty. They will excuse me for saying that I 
cannot concur with, them; and I believe this House 
and the country would rather have ten minutes 
perusal of the correspondence upon this subject, 
than two hour speeches from the gentlemen them- 
selves, eloquent as they are. I now move that 
the committee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the temporary. Chairman of the 
committee {Mr. Jones, of fennessee,] reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the state of the | 
Usion generally, and particularly bill of the House | 
(No. 405) to ‘enable the President of the Unid j 
| States to carry out the third article of the recent | 
i treaty with Mexico,” and had come to no resolu- 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the ; 
| House do now adjourn. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

The House thereupon (at ten minutes before i 
i eight o'clock, p. m.,) adjourned to to-morrow at |j 


| 
i 
| 
| twelve o’clock, m. 
i 
| 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 28, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. # 
| The Journalofyesterday was read and approved. i 
| PETITIONS, ETC. | 
| Mr, SEWARD presented the petition of Wil- | 
‘liam Brown, praying compensation for services i! 
| and losses in the war of 1812; which was referred || 
| to the Committee on Claims. aH 


Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Gaston 
! Tumer Raoul, of Livingston, Louisiana, praying |! 
‘to be allowed the right of locating a floating claim | 
| of six hundred and forty acres of land, held by | 
‘him, in the Greensburgh istrict. of Louisiana; |} 
i which was referred to the Committee on Private į 
| Land Claims. , 
Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Jane i 


Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented. the. memorial of 
Anne S. P. Chew, executrix of W. W. Chew, of 
Pennsylvania, deceased, praying that a claim for 
outfit of her testator, as chargéd’affaires to Russia, 
preferred by him during histtfetime, may beatlowed’ 
to. his estate; which was referred to. the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. BRODH BAD, it was 

Ordered, That Phineas Nightingale, adinjnistrator of Na- 
thaniel Greene, deeeased, have leave to withdraw his peti- 
tion and papers. : 
“REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom. was referred: the petition of Abra» 
ham Cutter, praying the payment of. a balance due 
him for his services,as.a lieutenant in the late war 
with Great Britain, and that he may be allowed a 
pension for injuries received: while in the discharge 
of his duty, submitted, a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was: read, and passed to 
a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to. whom 
wag referred the petition of Gabriel Denton, pray- 
ing that further relief may be extended. to the 
soldiers of the war of 1812, submitted. an. adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to. be. printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee, on. the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred a memorial of 
Clements, Bryan & Co., praying indemnity for 
losses sustained by the rescinding of a. contract 
for furnishing supplies, asked to. be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which, was 


; agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 
Mr. PETTIT. Mr. President, I ask the con- 
sent of the Senate to make a short explanation, 


; which will only take afew minutes, in reference 


to the publication of the remarks made by me on 
last Monday. 1; did:not desire to proceed to the 
explanation until the.Senator from Massachusetts 
came.in, as he is somewhat involved init, 1 see 
he.is now in his seat, and’ 1 shall therefore: pro- 


| ceed. 


It will be recollected’ that on last Monday I 
made some remarks, which. were published on 
Tuesday. morning in the Globe, in which F, in 
terms not very complimentary, spoke of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. having publicly avowed 
that he disregarded the obligation of the oath he 
had taken to support the Constitution. In those 
remarks. of mine I find the following words, pub- 
lished as a.response from that Senator: 

“Mr, SUMNER. J said T recognized no obligation in the 
Constitution of the United States to bind me.to help to 
reduce a man to slavery.” 

Mr. President, these. remarks. were not made 
by that Senator at all during my remarks. If 


| they had. been made they would have,been falee, 
i and would have been promptly pronounced so by 


me. 

| Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I call the 
‘| Senator to order. 
i to my 
| there were not. made by me at that time. 


The Senator states with regard 
self that certain remarks attributed to me 
To 


i| that, | reply they were made. 


Mr. PETTIT. I will prove in his teeth that 


| itis what l have stated—utterly false. 


Several Srwators, Order! Order! 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator must confine 


E himself within the rules of order. 


Mr. PETTIT. Mr. President, I charge in 
this place, and I will establish it before [sit down, 
that the Senator did not make those remarks upon 
this foor, but that he went to the reporter of the 
Senate, and got him to interpolate them and. put 
them in-after the Senate adjourned. I will not 


| Jeave any doubt upon that point, for E shall clearly 
‘establish it. I say, further, that he made no such 


remarks; and that if he had made them, they. 
would have been untrue, and I should haye re- 


i plied to them promptly. 


Now, sir, before proceeding further, let me say 
a word in reference to the propriety of reports 
and their publication. F hold that no Senator can 
be reported. unless. he has the oor. He. mast 
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speech, or utter a senatorial word, until he has 
the floor of the Senate for that purpose. 
garbled would be your reports, if a Senator-was 
at liberty to go to the reporter of the Senate, after 
remarks were made, and tell him that ‘here, at 
this point, 1 said so-and-so; I pronounced the 
speaker as uttering a falsehood; I pronounced him 
base; I pronounced him a coward; I pronounced 
him a liar;” and all that should be published the 
next day without any remark in response to it. 
I say, therefore, as a matter of parliamentary fact 
and usage, the Senator could not have uttered the 
words. He had not the floor on any occasion for 
that purpose at all. 

Sir, an instance occurred between myself and 
the Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewanrp,] 
which may illustrate this matter very well. That 
Senator, when the Nebraska bill was returned to 
us from the House, during the course of his re- 
marks upon it, asked me diréctly, whether I ex- 
pected, by a repeal of the Missouri compromise, 
that there would be a better law and a better policy 
established for the Territories of Nebraska and 
Kansas, than their then law? That Senator gave 
me the floor to reply. He took his seat; he de- 
sired to have me answer. I gotup. The Presi- 
dent recognized me. The Senator yielded me the 
floor. I responded to him in words which I rec- 
ollect distinctly, and which he recollects. 1 said, 
I did not expect they would get a better law; but 
that I did believe they would get precisely the 
same law, and that my object in repealing the ex- 
isting law, and allowing them to make their own, 
was that it should be the result of their own be- 
getting; that it would come from their own loins, 
and they would love and cherish it as the father 
did his legitimate offspring. That Senator, not- 
withstanding I had the floor, and had the right\to 
make that response, saw fit, in the publication of 
his speech to leave it out entirely. I made no 
complaint. ‘The Senator, after his speech was 
published, came and mentioned ittome. I should 
never have read his speech to see whether it was 
published or not. It was possible that the Sena- 
tor was not willing that my reply should go with 
his question. It was possible that he was unwill- 
ing the historian hereafter, in hunting up the rec- 
ord of his life and actions, should find my name 
in juxtaposition with his, However that may 
be on his part, perhaps I sheuld be as reluctant 
to have it found there as the Senator himself. 

Mr.SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me 
the floor? ‘ 

Mr. PETTIT. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. I called upon the Senator the 
next day after the publication of my remarks, and 
explained to him that the report was deficient in 
the omission of his remarks, owing to the fact that 
the report was printed from my own notes of the 
speech, and not from those of the reporter. I 
explained the case to bim briefly, and told him 
that, if he desired, | would have his remarks in- 
serted. 

Mr. PETTIT. Certainly the Senator said all 
that; and I said to him that it was wholly imma- 
terial; but there wasan instance where the remarks 
of the Senator, who was called to the floor, and 
who had it legitimately, were left out of the pub- 
lished official proceedings; but, sir, this is a dif- 
ferent case. ‘This is a case of putting in that which 
was not uttered upon the floor, and that which 
would have been untrue if it had been so uttered; 
and I will establish it, 

But in laying out the premises, I have a further 
complaint to make. I went to the printing office 
to see the first impression, the proof sheet as it is 
called, of the remarks which I made. I went at 
a late hour. ft was about eleven o’clock at 
night. They were furnished me at the office of 
the Globe. {took them to my room, promising 
to return them by eight o’clock the next morning. 
On reading them over, I was never more surprised 
in my life than [ was to find in my speech the 
remarks which I have read, as purporting to come 
from the Senator from Massachusetts, and to 
which I made no response. 
response, for I did not hear them. 
none, b ; 


a and st 


I could make 
se they were not uttered. I teok my 
pen wk them ont entirely. F said th 
were never uttered, that they formed no part of 
the procedings during my remarks upon that day. 


How |! 


I could make no i; 


ey |: 


| I carried them back at one o’clock that night, with 
; a witness with me, to the printing office. I told 
the foreman of the official printer of the reperts of 
the Senate that they formed no part of the Senate 
proceedings whilst | was making my remarks, 
and that they should not be published. Despite of 
that, I see that your official reporter has reinstated 
them; remarks which were never made, and which 
the Senator who was speaking at that time for- 
: bade to be published. So far I have a complaint 
i against the official reporter. It is not personal 
against Mr. Rives, for although I saw him when 
' I got the first impression I did not see him when 
| I returned it, but his foreman was there. I do 
| not know his name,-and I do not know that I 
| should recognize him if ‘I were to see him again; 
| but such is the fact. A gentleman of this city 
was with meat the time. 

Sir, l have said that these remarks were not | 
| made upon the floor of the Senate Chamber, that 
they could not be made technically when the Sen- 
ator was in his seat. . He could not speak without 
rising and addressing the President of the body; 
but, as a matter of fact, they were not made, as I 
will establish now. I shall be compelled to read 
what [ was saying in connection with this matter. 


Here is what t was saying: 

“Task that Senator—you, who. to-day have stultified 
yourself—you who have said that the solemn oath which 
you took at that stand, administered by the President of 
this body upon the holy Evangelists of God, kissing the 
book, giving seal and sanction to your asseveration—you, 
who have said to-day that you would spit upon that oath, 
would disregard its obligations. 9 

Then, according to the report, the Senator 
broke in with the exclamation ‘* Never! never!”’ 
| I suppose this meant that he did not say techni- 
| cally what I attributed to him, that he would spit 
| upon his oath and the Constitution. Then I pro- 
! ceeded thus: 
| You, who denied it; denied its power to bind you; you, 
| who said you would not maintain the Constitution of the 
United States——” 

According to the report, at this point comes in 
the Senator from Massachusetts, thus: 


“Mr. Sumner. I said T recognized no obligation in the 
Constitution of the United States to bind me to help to re- 


By my remarks which immediately follow, it | 
will be seen that l did not answer this. Why? 
Because no such thing was uttered. I went on to 
say: 

“Mr. Pertrr. [ask you, do you claim to be the equal 
of your revolutionary sires? 
|! & Tbe Preswine Orricer. The Senator must address 
the Chair, not the Senator from Massachusetts.”? 

Thus you see, sir, I went on without paying 
the least attention tothe alleged denial of the Sen- 
ator. Now, I wish to turn to what was said while 
the Senator from South Carolina was speaking, 
and we shall see that the Senator from Massachu- 


whilst I was speaking, it would have been untrue. 
He did not say it at all, and I had no opportunity 
to respond to it. Now, letus turn to what did take 
place whilst the Senator from South Carolina was 
speaking. Hesaid the Senators from Massachusetts 
proposed to repeal the fugitive slave law, and he 
wished to know whether they would send back 
fugitives slaves, under the provision of the Con- 
stitution, if that law were repealed. Here is the 


or any other mode? Will this honorable Senator (Mr. 
Sumner] tell me that he will do it? 


age”? 


Mark, that even if this is not an interpolation 
by his order to the reporter, it is not a question 
put by the Senator from South Carolina, but it is | 

a $ 
a question put to himself by the Senator from 


duce a man to slavery.” i 


setts said no such thing, and that if he had said it | 


report, as published: j 
“ Would they send fugitives hack to us after trial by jury, | 


“t Mr. Sumner. Does the honorable Senator ask me if | 
I would personally join iu sending a fellow-man into bond- | 


Massachusetts. There is no response. The Sen- | 
ator from South Carolina does not say that he; 


ator from Massachusetts say? “fs thy servant | 
a dog that he should do this thing.’’ Sir, the; 
| history of Hazael may well have been applied to | 
_ the man who uttered these words, for he proved | 
; himself to bea dog. The prophet—the man of. 
God told Hazael that he should be the murderer | 
i of his master the king of Syria; that he should | 
oppress and persecute the Jews; that he should : 
slay and destroy them;that he should putto death | 
: thelr men, women, and children. 


asked that question, but what then does the Sen- || 


Then it was} 
| that Hazael said ‘is thy servant a dog that he || after my making this statement, came in the alleged 


replied to the query, as to whether he should recover 
his health, he lyingly told him that the prophet 
had said he should surely recover and not die. 
Sir, the words of Hazael used by the Senator from 
Massachusetts as classic, came from Hazael the 
murderer, the ingrate, the usurper. On the very 
next day the Senator’s prototype smothered his 
master, the king, with a wet blanket, put him to 
death, ascended the throne, and spread bloodshed 
and destruction throughout the land. Sir, the 
Senator’s response was very illy chosen. 

But what further istherein this? Immediately 
after-the statement of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, the Senator from South Carolina went on, 
and the report thus proceeds: 

“Mr. Burer. These are the prettiest speeches that I 
ever heard. [Laughter.}. He has them turned down ina 
book by him, í believe, and he has them so eJegantly fixed 
that [cannot reply tothem. [Laughter.] They are too deli- 
cate for my use. [Renewed langhter.] They are beautiful 
things; made in a factory of rhetoric somewhat of a pecu- 
liar shape. But, I must be permitted to say, not of a defi- 
nite texture. Now, what does he mean by talking about 
his not being a dog? {Continued laughter.} What has 
that to do with the Constitution, or the constitutional obli- 
gations ofa State ? [Laughter.] Well, sir, it was a beauti- 
ful sentiment, no doubt, as he thought, and perhaps he 
imagined he expressed it with Demosthenian abrupmess 
andeloquence. [Laughter.] Lasked him whether he would 
execute the Cunstitution of the United States without any 
fugitive slave law, and he answered me, is he a dog 

“Mr. Sumner. The Senator asked me if I woutd help 
to reduce a fellow-man to bondage? I answered him. ?? 


Now, the Senator from South Carolina asked 
no such question. No such question was put by 
him. He asked the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether he would abide by the Constitution, and 
return the man already a slave. Fle did not speak 
of reducing a man to slavery. There is no man 
in the country North or South who could be got 
to reduce a fellow-being, who is nota slave, to sla- 
very orbondage. There is no one for whom] would 
have a greater contempt than he who would seek 
to reduce a man from the condition of freedom to 
the condition of slavery. But that is a very dif- 
ferent thing from controlling a man who is already 
so reduced, and is already a slave. But we find 
that immediately after the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts made this statement, the Senator from 
South Carolina, thus proceeded: 

“Mr. BUTLER. Then you would not obey the Constitu- 
tion. Sir, [turning to Mr. Sumner,] standing here before 
this tribunal, where you swore to support it, you rise and 
tell me that you regard it the office of a dog to enforce it. 
You stand in my presence, as acoequal Senator, and tell 
me thatit is a dog’s office to execute the Constitution of the 
United States ? 

“Mr. PRATT. 

“Mr. SUMNER. 

That is the languages “I recognize no such 
obligation.” What obligation? Why, sir, the 
Constitution and the oath which he had taken to 
support that instrument. At the point where the 
interpolation of which I complain comes in my re- 
marks, I am using no smooth or honeyed terms, 
I confess, in reference to the Senator, for I admit 
it was the most abhorrent thing I had ever heard 
in or out of the Senate, in reference to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and the obligations 
of its officers under it. What, sir, are Senators 
in high official position to publicly declare that 
they disregard the Constitution and the oath they 
have taken to support it? Suppose the President 
of the United States should make that declaration, 
how soon would the other House present articles 


Which he has sworn to support. 
I recognize no such obligation.” 


| of impeachment against him, and how promptly 


would this Senate pronounce judgment of expul- 
sion or removal from office against him? What 
is the consequence ? If the President, his Cabinet, 
your military commanders, the judges of your 
courts, your Senators and Representatives, may 
repudiate the obligation to perform the oath to 
support the Constitution, al] is chaos, all is wild- 
ness; and so far from the Government being stable, 
in which the rights of individuals are fixed and 
chaotic secure, it is a mass of confusion, with- 
out form, unshbapely, and uncomely. All the hor- 
rors of anarchy and civil war must necessarily 
ensue. 

No annunciation, therefore, could have greeted 
my ears so harshly as to hear a fellow-Senator 
say that he disregarded the obligation of his oath 
to support the Constitutionof his country. Then, 
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remark of his. Thus hetook my speech and altered 
it in the hands of the reporter, after it was written 
down, and he put in whatever he pleased. The 
Senator said he called me to order because he did | 
use those words. I say he did not, and I will : 
prove it, It is never worth whileto go to wa 
until you have the guns loaded. I have the Paix- | 
hans charged. 
Mr. President, I need not repeat that the Sena- ; 
tor had not the floor, and therefore could not-have | 
used the words; and if he said them in an under 
tone, they had no right to go in the report at all. 
How was I to answer them? He might have | 
said anything else, ever so offensive to me, in the 
same manner, and with the same propriety that | 
he claims to have said this. But I have said he | 
did not use the words in point of fact, and I now 
proceed to prove it. Not only did I not hear 
them, not only had he no right to utter them, but 
he, iñ fact, did not utter them, as I will show. 
This morning Í addressed a letter to the reporter, ! 
Mr. Sutton, asking him whether these remarks | 
were in the report when I had concluded my 
speech—whether they were in the stenographic 
notes--whether the Senator from Massachusetts | 
did not go to him, after the adjournment of the į 
Senate—for it will be recollected that immediately | 
upon the conclusion of my remarks the Senate 
adjourned, the only intervening business. being | 
the obtaining of the floor by the Senator from | 
Kentucky, [Mr. Drxon.] I asked him whether | 
the Senator from Massachusetts did not go to him į 
and have those words interpolated, or have what 
he is reported to have said, altered and changed. | 
I have Mr. Sutton’s letter in reply, dated this | 
morning, addressed to me, and I will read it for | 
i 


| 
i 
i 


: 
the benefit of the Senator: 
«fn answer to the several inquiries in your note of this ! 
morning’s date, I beg to state that. the words reported ; 
to have been delivered by Mr. Sumner, ‘J said I recog- ; 
nized no obligation in the Constitution of the United States | 
to bind me to help to reduce aman to slavery,’ were not | 
in the short-hand notes of that day’s debate.” | 
They were not in the notes. He says, ‘Mr. 
Sumwyer called upon me after the adjournment.” | 
What right had he to call on the reporter, and | 
interpolate into my remarks things which he did | 
not say—things that should have been promptly 
answered, and would have been by me promptly 
denied, as not containing the truth? He went 
and called on the reporter after the Senate ad- | 
journed, and told him to insert this, as being what 
hesaid. It was false, because he could not have 
said it, “It was false, because he did not say it. 
Mr. Sutton’s note proceeds: 

« Mr. Suaver called upon me after the adjournment 
to revise the remarks he had delivered, which is a right 
reserved to Senators.” 

The words are, ‘revise the remarks hè deliv- 
ered.” I say he had delivered no remarks. He 
had hot the floor, and could have made no sen- 
atorial remarks. He had not. the floor to make 
any remarks, and therefore had none to revise; 
but his object designedly was to put me in the 
position of not contradicting that statement, which | 

_was entirely the reverse of what I was saying. 
He went to revise his remarks. I went to the 
official printer’s to revise my remarks, and I said 
distinctly that the alleged remarks of the Senator 
from Massachusetts were not made. I took a: 
pen and blotted them entirely out, as falsehood | 
oughtalways to be blotted out; and yet the printer 
reinstated them. Sucha course of conduct will. 
not doin an official printer, or in his subalterns. | 
The letter goes on: 


* As the notes had been transcribed, and the transcript 
sent to the printing office, at his request the short-hand 
notes were read to bim, and he dictated the changed form 
in which they appear.” 

He dictated the changed form! Did he utter 
these words? He cannot get even a reporter to 
say that he used them in ever so silent a tone. 

«He dictated the changed form in which they appear. 
As originally written, that part of your speeeh and Mr. 
Sumner’s observations stood thus.?? 

His observations had no right in the debate, for 
had he not the floor to make them. But the re- 
porter says that, as written out originally, they : 
* stood thus:”’ i 

“1 ask that Senator—you, who to-day have stultified | 
yourself—you, who have said that the solemn oath which | 
you took afthe stand, administered by the President of this 
body upon the holy Kvangelists of God, kissing the book, | 
giving seal and sanction to your asseverations—you,; who : 
have said to-day that you would spit upon that oath, would | 
disregard its obligations—— i 


pies Gee ES 


t“ Mr. Sumner. Never! never! 
“Mr. Pettir. You who denied it; you who denied its 
į power to bind you; you, who said you would not maintain 
the Constitution of the United States. 

“Mr. SUMNER. 
tive slave.”? 

Thus it seems that as the Senator’s alleged 
remark stood in the reporter’s notes, it was “1 
| said | never would surrender a fugitive slave.” 
is that what he has interpolated here? Even if 
that had. stood, he had no right to have that in- 
serted. I did not yield him the floor for the pur- 
pose of saying that. He was. not on the floor. 
He could not have uttered those words sena- 
torially. But are those words the same as pub- 
lished? . How changed is the whole of it? Who 
asked that Senator, what man from the North or 
the South asked him, or any other Senator, to 
| reduce aman to slavery? Noone. His remark, 
as interpolated in my speech, in violation of all 
propriety, courtesy, and truth, reads thus: 

“Mr. Sumner. I said I recognized no obligation in the 


i Constitution of the United States to bind me to help to 
reduce a man to slavery.” 


The original notes, as taken down, were: 
és I said £ never would surrender a fugitive slave.” 


_It is evident, from my remarks, which imme- 
diately follow, that | did not hear this at all, and 


these words, to say: 


“Mr. Pertir. I ask you, do you claim to be the equal 
of your revolutionary sires ? 7? 

This runs on in connection with what I was 
saying without interpolation of any kind, original 


|| or suppositious. Then we find this: 
The Senator must address | 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Chair, and not the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Perrir. 
ator from Massachusetts, with this odium on his lips, is the 
equal of his revolutionary sires??? 


said, in his response to the Senator from South 
Carolina, that he disregarded all such obligations as 
maintaining the Constitution which he had sworn 
here to support. 
ally, that he disregarded all such obligations, 
Then, as I have said, after my speech was over, 
and after we had adjourned, he sent to the reporter 
and interpolated what he did not say, and what 


Now, sir, how a man can reconcile such a course- 


of propriety left, I do not know. I leave that 
Senator to reconcile it. J only say, that if he ut- 
tered any such words, I should have promptly 
said then, as I say now, that he did not make any 
such response to the Senator from South Carolina; 


directly say—that he disregarded the obligation. 
A few words now, sir, before 1 sit down, in 
reference to the rights of Senators to have the 


The resolution employing the Senate official re- 
porter secures to each Senator, expressly, the right 


that purpose I went to the printing office. For 
that purpose I was courteously presented, Mr. 
Rives himself being there, with the first impres- 
sion of my remarks. I took them to my room, 
and, as I have said, was utterly surprised to find 
that any such thing was reported in 
i with them. I pronounced it false. I took the 
| sheet back to the office with that interruption 
| utterly obliterated, saying it was false, and should 


| speech entirely in two, 
| did not and could not have taken place at all, In 
porter and printer of the debates reinstated those 
remarks, and published them in all their obnox- 
| ious form. It is time that the Senate inquired into 
| this matter. 


office is to determine what is to be put into a Sen- 
ator’s speech. } f 
inserted that that Senator said I was a liar, 


offensive words, as to have inserted what 1 have 
alluded to. The words were not uttered; they 


I said 1 never would surrender a fugi- : 


that, therefore, these words were not spoken sen- | 
atorially. The report goes on, immediately after | 


I ask the Chair, then, whether the Sen- | 


Of course, I meant the odium of his having | 


He said, directly and emphatic- |) 


he could not say, and what I have shown he did | 
i| not say in any form or in any manner whatever. 


to his own sense of propriety, if he have any sense |, 


but, on the contrary, did say what I was charging | 
him with, and what the report shows he did | 


control of that which is to be printed as theirs. i 


of revising his own remarks—his own speech. For | 


connection ! 


not be published with my remarks, cutting my | 
and inserting that which |: 


| violation of that, the employee of the official re- | 


We must know. whether we do, or, 

op 
| do noteontrol our remarks, or whether the caprice | 
ofa man who may be temporarily employed in that | 


As well might the printer have | 
that : 
I falsified the truth, that I was not-to be believed, | 
that 1 was traducing or abusing him, or any other | 


| could not have been uttered in form or in fact, of 
i that I informed the printer; but despite of that 
notice, he has put them in. Sir, it is time some 
step were taken to know what is to go into our 
‘ official reports. Is every side-bar, or undertone 
ji remark which maa be made here, to be inserted? 
: Shall I find published to-morrow morning, with 
j; these few desultory remarks of mine, statements 
j of that or any other Senator disrespectful, con- 
; tradictory, abusive, or anything else? Shall any 
| Senator go to-night to the official reporter, and 
| tell him that during my remarks he said so and 
| so, which would have been the grossest indignity 
and insult to me? Is what he so tells the reporter 
he said, to-be printed with my remarks, not by 
mistake, but after they have been stricken out and 
obliterated by me, and their publication positively 
forbidden? Is he to publish them under such cir- 
cumstances? The Senator from Massachusetts 
can alter his own speeches, but cannot touch mine. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I do not un~ 
dertake to determine the proper rule for the re- 
porters, but I content myself with simply repeating 
that the remarks in question were made by me 
substantially as reported. On calling upon the 
reporter with the notes of the speech delivered by 
me in the Senate on that day, he read to me, at 
my request, the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Buruer,] so far as 
they especially related to me, and also my inter- 
ruptions of those remarks. I had not supposed 
that anything from me during the speech of the 
Senator from Indiana would find a place in the re- 
port; but the reporter himself kindly volunteered 
to say that he had, in his report, notes of, some- 
| thing that I said during the speech of that’ Sena- 
tor. ‘Read them, then,” said I. He did so. 
The first was the exclamation ‘ Never! nev- 
er!’ in reply to one of the charges of the Senator. 
The second was still another and larger inter- 
ruption, which being read, I said to the reporter, 
‘These remarks were made from my seat, and I 
did not suppose that they reached your ear. The 
latter remark is nottaken down precisely as it fell 
i from me. It was substantially as follows.’? And 
with his pencil he wrote down what I then said, 
and I left him. That is the last I saw of the re- 
porter in connection with this affair. Idid not 
see the remarks in print until T read them in the 
| Globe, nor did I express to the reporter or printer 
| any further request with reference to them. The 
| Senator says he told the printer not to publish 
| them; and that, notwithstanding this injunction, 
i 


|i they afterwards appeared. Of that I know noth- 
| ing. With regard to all else that has fallen from 


| the Senator from Indiana, l have nothing to say. 


SURVEYS IN ALABAMA. 

The joint resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives directing the connection of the public sur- 
| veys in Alabama with the boundary line between 
the State of Alabama and Florida, was read a first 
ii and second time by its title. 
| Mr. FITZPATRICK. J ask the Senate to con- 
l; sider that joint resolution now. Itis to permit a 
small survey in my State, to connect with the 
Florida line, which cannot now be done, because 
i; there is no surveyor general in my State. The bill 
was prepared by the Department, and passed the 
House without opposition. 1 do not think it will 
| be necessary to refer it, 


i, By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Com- 
‘i mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. q 

It proposes to resolve that the connection of the 
public surveys in Alabama with the boundary line 
of the States of Alabama and Florida, shall be 
made under the direction of the General Land 
Office, and shall be executed as early as practic- 
|i able. 
© The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 


| without amendment, ordered to a third reading, | 
: read a third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

| A message was received from the. House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
' announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
` lowing enrolled bills: 

A bill confirming certain land claims in Louisi- 
ana, in the Bastrop grant; 

A bill to reimburse the Common Council of the 
city of New York, for expenditures made for tae 
first reziment of New York volunteers; 

A bill for the relief of Priscilla C. Simonds; 


en 


ii 
i 
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A bill for the relief of Zadoc C. Inghram; 
A bill for the relief of Llewellyn Washington; 
and : 
A bill for the relief of Moses Olmstead. 
RAILROAD IN MINNESOTA. 
Mr. STUART. 


therein.” The. Delegate from. that Territory is 


exceedingly anxious: that the bill should be-dis- | 
posed: of, in order that the-interests of that Terri- | 


tory may not suffer. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from. 
Kentucky [Mr Dixon] had. the. floor yesterday: 
upon another subject, and, he came here then: pre- 
pared. to.speak, but, in deference:to whatseemed to 
be the wish of’ a: majority of the Senate, he gener 
ously yielded-the floor. I submit to the. honor- 
able Senator from Michigan now. that. it would: be 
unjust to impose on that Senator another post 
ponement to-day. 1 think courtesy: to: him, as 
well as the.usual form of transacting the business 
of the Senate, requires that we should. take up the 
unfinished business, and hear him on-that subject. 
I hope, therefore, the Senate will not take-up. this 
bill. 

Mr: CLAYTON, 


I desire.to.offer a resolution 


to submit it. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa. The consideration: of 


this-bill will not take as much time as.the reading | 


of that resolution, Í care not what it is. This 
bill, or orfe similar to it, passed the Senate some 


time ago, and wag sent tothe House. The House | 


has passed the same bill with aslight amendment, 
asa House bill, and sent it to: us. lr will not 
consume five seconds, unless there be objection to 
it, and [ do not think. there can. be objection, be- 


cause we have passed twenty bills of the same | 


character at this session. l hope the Senate will 
take up and pass-the bill, 
= Mr. CLAYTON. During the morning busi- 
ness, resolutions are in order, and, therefore, I 
submit that the resolution which I wish to offer 
ought to have priority. I have no objection at ali 
to taking ap the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. SfUART. If the Senator will allow the 


bill to be taken up, I will consent, with great | 
pleasure, that his,resolution shall then be disposed | 


of. 


ceeded to consider the bill. 


Mr. GEYER. 


for itis in the usual form. 
Mr. STUART. Itis in the usual form of all 
the railroad bills which. have been passed at this 
gession. 
Mr. BAYARD. I prefer to have the bill read. 
It certainly is not in the same form as the other 
bills which the Senate have passed. 


selection atany distance, 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. No, sir, only fifteen 
miles back. i 
« The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
Lts object is to aid in the construction of a rail- 


road from the southern line of the Territory of | 
Y 


Minnesota, commencing at a point between town- 
ship ranges nine and seventeen, by way of Stu 


Paul, to the eastern line of the Territory, in the di- | 


rection of Lake Superior. For this purpose it pro 
poses to grant to the Territory every alternate sec- 


tion of public Jand, designated by odd numbers, {| 
for six sections in width, on each side of the road. | 
If, whenthe route is definitely fixed, it shallappear | 


that the United States have sold any section, or 
part of a section thus granted, or that the right 
of preémption has attached to it, the proper terri- 
torial authorities may select, in alternate sec- 
tions, nearest to the tier of sections granted, but 
within fifteen. miles from the road line, lands 
equal to those sold, and to which preémption 
rights have attached. The lands granted are to 
be exclusively applied in the construction of the 


road designated, and are to be disposed of only | 


as the road progresses, Alllands along the route 
heretofore reserved to the United States: by com- 
petent authority, are exempted from the opera- 


I move to dispense with the ; 
prior orders, in order to take up the bill from the | 
ouse of Representatives “ to aid the Territory | 


of Minnesota in the: construction. of a railroad |! the ‘Territorial Legislature, for the purpose of 


aiding in the construction of the road: and are not j; 


The motion of Mr. Sruanr was-agreed to; and j 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- | 


l think it is unnecessary to || 
consume the time of the Senate in reading the bill, 


These only | 
allowed lands nine miles back from the line of the | 
road to betaken, but this, I understand, allows a | 


He 


tion of the bill, except that the right of way is 
granted over such lands where it may be neces- 


i sary. 


The lands reserved to the United States: within 


! six miles of each side of the road, are not to be 


i: 
li 


f 
it 
i 


I 


: portation 
| States. 
_ported over it. at such price as Congress may 


i sold for less. than double the minimum price, nor 


are they to be subject to ptivate entry until first 


! offered at public sale-at the increased price. The | 


lands granted are to be subject to the disposal. of 


to. inure to the benefit of any.company heretofore: 
organized. The railroad when built js to be a 
public. highway: for the use of the United States: 
Government, free from toll or chargeon the trans- 
of any: property or troops:of the United 
The United: States: mail is. to be trans: 


direct, but until the price- is: fixed by-law, the 
Postmaster General is-to determine: it. 

No title is to vest in the Territory of Minne- 
sota, nor is. any patent to. issue, for the lands 
granted, until a continuous length of twenty miles 
of road: shall be completed: through the lands 
granted. Then a patent shall issue for a: quantity 
of land not exceeding one hundred and. twenty 
sections, included within a continuous length of 
twenty miles, and so on at the completion of each 


| additional twenty miles; but if the road be not 


which can take but a moment, and I askthe con- | completed within ten years, no further sate is to be 


sent of the Senator from. Michigan to allow me | 


made, and the land unsold is to revert to the Uni- 
ted: States- i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and- passed. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 
Mr. BADGER. 


ness, 


The PRESIDENT. It isthe petition of men of 


I call for the unfinished busi- 


|: Boston, Massachusetts, praying for the repeal of 
The pending question is | 


the fugitive slave law. 
on the motion made to refer the petition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
as-much.as-is-‘within the compass of my power; 


| and presuming that next Saturday will bea leisure 


day as we have been in-the habit of adjourning 


over Saturday, I desire to give notice that I will. 


on that day, in my place, make a personal expla- 
nation, l make the announcement in order that 
the Senate may, if-it pleases, not adjourn over that 


day. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. The floor was assigned tome upon 
the bill which has been vetoed by the President of 
the United: States, at some time last week, I be- 
lieve before this petition from men of Boston was 
presented: I wish to know whether this. petition’ 
has precedence of that bill? 

The PRESIDENT. This petition takes pre- 
cedence during the morning hour. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
any obstruction in the way of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, but. t desire to say to him, 
and to the Senate, that I should like to havetwenty 
minutes before we adjourn, tomakeafewremarks 
on the bill which has been vetoed. I desire to leave 
town to-morrow, and I should like to make those 


remarks to-day. Any time before or after three || 


or four o’clock will suit me. 
Mr. DIXON proceeded to. address the Senate 


upon the subject-matter of the petition. [A report || 


of his speech will be found in the Appendix.) 

Mr. CLAYTON. f propose that by unani- 
mous consent this subject be now passed over 
until to-merrow. If that be done, { desire to 
submita proposition to take up Senate bill No. 316, 
which will occupy the aitention of the body but 
a- very. short time. 

Mr.GWIN. [hope-that the Senator will move 


; that-it ie upon the table. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GWIN. | move then that it lie on the 
table; and upon that motion I call forthe yeas and 
nays. I want to stop the debate altogether. 

Several Sexarors. Oh, no. 

Mr. GWIN. My object is to stop the debate 
which will lead to no practical result, 

Mr. SUMNER. I rise to a question of order. 


I ask whether it is in order, when a motion to |! 


refer a memorial is before the- Senate, to move 
that that memorial lie on the table? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. 


Į- wish. to forward: business. 


{ do not wish: to throw |; 


| mit such a motion at any time: It is aprivileged 
| question. 

i Mr. SLIDELL. I hope that the Senator from 
| California will withdraw his motion. Į trust that 
there will beno more debate upon the question. 
But by making his motion now, he will place a 
number of us in a very false position. lam de- 
| cidedly in favor of the reference 
Mr. GWIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This question 


| is not debatable: 
| Mr. @WIN. I desire to say why I make the 
| motion; f - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest’ to the Senator, then, to withdraw his: 
motion. 

Mr. GWIN. L withdraw my motion, then, for 
: a moment. 

i | desire to give the reason why I made the mo- 
tion that it lie upon the table. Ishall not go into 
‘its merits. I look upon the reference of the sub- 
ject to the Committee on the Judiciary, for the- 
purpose of.taking into consideration the propriety 
| of repealing that law, as being just like a propo- 
| sition to refer to that committee the question of 
| the propriety of dissolving: the Union. We all 
know, that by the repeal of the fugitive slave law 


ii the Union will be dissolved. Now, Mr. Presi- 
H dent, we are 


Mr. BADGER. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him? I wish merely to suggest to him 
that, before the subject-matter of the petition is 
disposed of, I desire to submit a few remarks: to 
the Senate. I think it is due that that subject- 
matter should be considered. 

Mr. GWIN. Then { will move to postpone 
its consideration until next Monday, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
i from Delaware has submitted a proposition that, 
by unanimous consent, the subject be postponed 
until to-morrow: Ts there objection to 1t? 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 trust my proposition will 
beagreed to. 

Mr. CHASE. I objeet. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. | 1 desire to inquire if the 
proposition offered by the honorable Senator from 
Delaware be taken up, and it leads to a debate; 
whether he will consent to let it go over for the 
purpose of taking up the special order—the indi- 
gent insane bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware has: been ob- 
jected to, and therefore cannot be entertained. 

Mr. BADGER. Then moveto postpone the 
farther consideration of the question until to- 


i; morrow. 


Mr. CHASE. I think, with great deference, 
i that we had better proceed with this matter until 
i itis disposed of. There are severalSenators who 
| yh 3 ` 

| desire to address the Senate upon it; and if we 
|, postpone ituntil to-morrow, it will take up agreat 


i part of the day, and may occupy a great portion 
| of the time of the Senate for a week or more. I 
i think it would be decidedly better to proceed with 
| it to-day, and close the debate. 

| Mr. CLAYTON. The whole of this debate is 
| out of order. lt interferes with the fixed order of 
| the Senate. The Senate was proceeding with the 
i regular debate on the special order, when upon 
| the mere presentation of a memorial, theresprung 
| up a debate which would asually be parliamentary 
| in the morning hour; but ıt has been protracted 
| until it has interfered with the special order. On 
that ground I hope the motion to. postpone will 

revail, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the further consideration of the 
subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should regret to see that 
motion prevail. I think undue importance has 
already been given to this petition; aud by post- 
poning it from day to day we-are but adding to 
that importance. J think the deliberate judgment 
of the Senate is in favor ofthe reference. | have 
| no-doubt that, if the question could be taken now, 
- or had been taken at any time since the submis- 
| sion of that petition, it would have been- decided 
| in favor of the reference, J have no deubt it 
| could be done now. {have no doubt that is the 
| sense of the Senate. I do not, therefore, see that 
| any necessity exists for debating the subject from 


|; day to day. I should exceedingly regret its post- 
y y gly res 
STUART l 


ponement until to-morrow. 
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Mr. ADAMS. This is business which belongs 
to the morning hour. The morning hour has 
expired. I am opposed to its interfering withany 
other business; and I therefore insist upon the 
special order. 

Mr. ROCK WELL. Ido not design, on the 
question of the reference of the petition, to address 
the Senate again. Remarks have been made in 
relation to the fugitive act, for the repeal of which 
the petition prays; but 1 do not desire now to 
reply to honorable Senators who have made them. 
1 think the petition should be referred without 
going into a discussion on that law now. Itseems 
to me that the more proper time for that would be 
when the report is made. I hope, therefore, the 
petition will be referred without a postponement. 

Mr.SUMNER. I am unwilling to stand in 
the way of the general desire of the Senate to go 
on with its business. I desire, at all times, to 
promote its business; but this question has been 
presented and debated. Several Senators have 
already expressed themselves on it. Other Sen- 
ators within my knowledge desire to be heard. I 
claim, sir, the privilege of being heard again in 
reply to remarks which have fallen from honor- 
able Senators since I have addressed the Senate. 
I hope, therefore, the petition will have no dispo- 
sition that will preclude its complete discussion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope that the discussion will 
go on now, and Í believe we shall save time by 
doing so. I should certainly think it unfair to the 
honorable Senator, if any current opinion should 
go out without, at least, giving him the privilege 
‘of making the remarks of which he has given us 
notice. I hope the discussion will go on now. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to raise a point of 
order. I wish to know whether, when any Sen- 
ator rises here and presents a petition in the morn- 
ing hour, he can get up a discussion that shall in- 
terfere with the established, special order of the 
Senate? I maintain that the whole of this discus- 
sion, after the morning hour has passed, is out of 
order, and I make that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that it is a question which is under the con- 
trol of the Senate. It has been the usage when 
the end of the morning hour arrives, for such a 
discussion to go on, unless the Senate otherwise 
order it. It is a question entirely within the dis- 
position of the majority of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSK. I regret that this discussion has 
grownup atall. I am sorry that the motion of 
the honorable Senator from California, that it be 
ordered to lie upon the table, was not submitted 
at an earlier period. Whether the country will 
be much edified or not by the debate, I do not 
know; but I confess I have not been much edified 
by it. Ishall vote against the postponement, for 
my deliberate judgment is that the longer you 
postpone it the more speaking you will have upon 
it; and, as a matter of saving of time, and so 
getting at the regular legitimate business of the 
Senate, I shall vote against postponing It. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to by a 
vote on a division of—ayes 9, noes not counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is now on referring the petition to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY. Inasmuch as I have just 
expressed an opinion in favor of the reference to 
the committee, and in order that that expression 
of opinion may not be misunderstood, I will take 
the liberty of making a remark or two upon the 

subject. This discussion, Mr. President, origin- 
ated in the presentation of a petition, purporting 
to be signed by certain men of Massachusetts, for 
‘the repeal of the fugitive slavelaw. Its terms are 
entirely respectful to the Senate. There is no ob- 
jection to it that I know of in that respect. The 


manner in which it has been presented by the |i 


honorable Senator, on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, (Mr. Rocxwexk1,] the manner in which ite 
subject-matter was discussed by him, and in 


which the position of his State upon that subject | 


was referred to, wasin accordance with the repu- 
tation which preceded the gentleman here, and I 
doubt not commended itself to the respectful con- 


sideration of every member of this body. He 
said nothing calculated to awaken an undue ex- 
citement, nor to offend the self-respect of the 
North or South; and when he concluded his re- 
marks, I was prepared, and I doubt not every 
Senator was prepared, to sustain the great right of 
petition in this respect. F still desire to sustain it; 
but, sir, such was not the effect produced by the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts on this 
side of the Chamber, [Mr.Summer.] No, sir; when 
that honorable Senator here, in the face of the coun- 
try, in the presence of this Senate, within these 
hallowed walls, which have so often responded to 
the eloquence and patriotism of his own State— 
when he at the foot of this altar, upon which he 
pledged his fidelity to his country, upon which he 
called upon God to witness that he would defend 
and sustain her Constitution—when he rises in 
his place and tells the American Senate that he 
does not recognize the obligation of that Consti- 
tution, what does he expect at the hands of the 
Senate? 

Mr. SUMNER, I call the Senator to order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator! 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator places in my 
mouth words and sentiments which have never 
fallen from me. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should be unwilling to 
place in the mouth of a dog sentiments which 
were unbecoming to him; and [ will therefore ask 
the Senator, with all proper respect, to state what 
he did say, for that, I presume, is thé understand- 
ing of the Senate. . 

Mr. SUMNER. I stated that I would never 
render any personal assistance in returning or re- 
ducing a fellow man to slavery. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLAY. | feel it due to truth, and due to 
justice, to speak on this occasion. I had notin- 
tended to interpose a word; I had intended to be 
silent and to permit this matter to rest; but, sir, 
when I hear the Senator from Massachusetts, 
with unblushing presumption and insolence, [Or- 
der,] without shame, without contrition or repent- 
ance, contumaciousiy repeating that he had said 
only that he would not reduce a fellow man to 
bondage— 

Mr. SUMNER. Return. 

Mr. CLAY. Return a fellow man to bond- 


age— 
Mr. SUMNER. Or reduce, which is the same 


thing. 

Mr. CLAY. When I see him endeavoring to 
throw upon the reporter of the Senate (who, 
though 1 have not the pleasure of knowing him 
personally, I am bound to believe is an honora- 
ble man) the imputation of having misreported 
him, and misrepresented what he said—when | 
| know honorable Senators around me, who have 
| never shown themselves unworthy of their posi- 
| tion, or recreant to their duty to themselves or 
their country—who have never shown themselves 
unwilling to vindicate their honor, and maintain 
the truth of their assertions—when I know that 
such men around me sustain me, and sustain that | 
| reporter, and sustain the honorable Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Pertir] in the charge which he | 
| made—I should feel that I was false to my trust 
| and to my duty, and accessory to a suppression 
of the truth, if Í did not riseto sustain them, Sir, 
| if this report were not to go out to the country; 
ifit were confined to the Halls of this Senate, I 
should not interpose, because I do not believe | 
that that reporter’s reputation would suffer in any | 
| conflict of veracity with the Senator from Mas- | 
' sachusetts; but, as it will go abroad, where they 
are not both equally known, and where the 
Senator’s accidental eminence here may give} 

| 
| 
i 
1 
| 


greater weight to his word than the position of 
| the reporter of this body gives to him, I feel it 
| due to that gentleman, as an honest and an hon- 
orable man, to say that his report is true. I paid 
special attention to what fell from the lips of the | 
Senator from Massachusetts; and I now say that | 


he never qualified that denial. Isay, as the re- | 
| porter said, that those words which I shall read | 


are interpolated. And, sir, as to what I say, I 
call upon. the Senator from California, (Mr. 
Gwin,] the Senator who sits near me, and who 
propounded the interrogatory, [Mr. Burier,]} the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Supe.y,] who also 
sits near me, and the Senator from Texas, [Mr. 
Rusk,] who sat close by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts—I appeal to all of them, honorable 
men, to state whether that reporter’s own report 
was not correct, and the interpolation of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts incorrect? Sir, this 
qualification of the Senator is a precious after- 
thought, hatched by many hours of incubation. 

Mr. SUMNER. What qualification? 

Mr CLAY. The qualification which I shall 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order for the Senator from Massachusetts, while 
sitting in his seat, to interrupt the Senator from 
Alabama, 

Mr. CLAY. Here is the qualification. The 
Senator from South Carolina asked the Senator 
from Massachusetts whether, if the fugitive slave 
act were repealed, he would fulfill the obligation 
of his oath, and maintain and support the Con- 
stitution by returning, in conformity to itsrequire- 
ments, a fugitive slave. Here is the real answer, 
and Į shali show what is the pretended answer. 
He said, ‘¢ Does the Senator ask me what I would 
do??? and then answered, ‘Is thy servant a dog 
that he should do this thing?” Now, sir, what 
was the question propounded? Whether he would 
maintain the Constitution, whether he would fal- 
fill its provisions, if the fugitive slave act were 
repealed. What was his reply? ‘*Does the Sen- 
ator ask me what [ would do?” ‘Ts thy servant 
a dog that he should do this thing??? What was 
the inference, the universal inference of the Senate, 
from this denial? Why,that he would violatethe _ 
Constitution; that he was willing to prove his 
desecration of this Senate Chamber with his tread 
and his pollution of the Holy Evangelista. with 
his lips, by violating a solemn oath; that he was 
willing to commit moral perjury—a crime in the 
eyes of God and honorable men, as odious and 
as infamous as that legal perjury which would be 
visited with the penitentiary, or with branding of 
the letter ‘* P ”upon the hand or forehead. That 
was the inference, the legitimateinference? How 
does he endeavor to shirk it? How does he en- 
deavor to avoid the just and condign sentence 
of condemnation visited upon. him by every hon- 
orable mind in thisSenate? Why, sir, by going to 
that reporter, and foisting into the report, words 
which he never uttered, materially qualifying his 
denial. And what are those words? I will now 
read them to the Senate: “Does the Senator ask 
me what I would do?” was his language; and his 
response, “‘ ls thy servant a dog that he should 
do this thing?” Here, though, is what he placed 
in the report, and says that he said: “Does the 
honorable Senator ask meif I would personally 
join in sending a fellow-man into bondage?” I 
say those words were never uttered. - I appeal to 
those honorable men, who sat near him, to say 
whether they were uttered. . I do not believe he 
can find anybody here to sustain him, unless it be 
his confrére and uniform supporter, (Mr, Cuasez,] 
who was suggesting to him responses, and who 
sits near him. If-he said it; he spoke it sub rosa— 
in a whisper. I would rather believe, to make the 
best of it, that it was one of those mental reserva- 
tions with which he took his oath; but I do not 
even believe that there was any mental reserva- 
| tion. He did utter, and he did mean what was 
charged by the Senators from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Burer,] from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] and from 
Indiana, [Mr. Perrir;} but after he found the in- 
dignation it invoked upon his head, and heard the 
denunciations hurled at him from every quarter, 
and saw the smileof scorn that played upon every 
face, he shrunk from the words he uttered, and 
endeavored to make an instrument of the reporter 
of this body to shield him from the infamy. which 
he deserved. ` ' 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

Mr. CLAY. Excuse me one moment. I am 
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„notin the habit. of. trespassing often on the Sen- || face of the country, in the presence of the Senate, | 


ate. Mr. President, I could go on and show that 
there is intrinsic evidence in this report to sustain 
the original report of the reporter; and what is it? 
Why, sir, that notwithstanding this qualified dg- 
nial, the Senator from South Carolina treated it as 
¿a positive denial of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that he would support the Constitution. of 
the United States. Now,I ask, does any intelli- 
gent'man believe, if: the Senator had qualified that 
denial in the manner in which it appears now, 
that the Senator from South Carolina would still 
have maintained that ‘he refused to obey his oath, 
that he had refused to sustain the Constitution? 
Does any one believe that the Senator from Vir- 
_ginia [Mr. Mason] would haverepeated thecharge? 
Does any believe that the Senator from Jndiana 
{Mr. Pettit] would also have repeated it? Cer- 
tainly not. Then there is intrinsic evidence in 
the report itself that these words have been inter- 
polated—that they were not uttered. 

Now, Mr. President, I have a few more words 
to say which I utter with great diffidence, and 
with the profoundest deference to older Senators 
on this floor. We have no means of preventing 
these violations of the dignity and proprieties of 
the Senate. There is no penal statute which can 
reach a man who only avows his willingness to 
commit crime. But, let me ask, suppose a pri- 
vate citizen, however wealthy and well born, how- 
ever highly cultivated his mind, however great 
his talents, or rich his acquirements, should openly 
avow areadiness to commit moral perjury; should 
day by day evincea disposition to instigate other 
men to crime, which, from want of personal cour- 
age he did not dare perpetrate himself; should 
daily encourage other men to violate the rights of 
‘his neighbors, to steal their property, to kidnap 
their slaves, and to refuse to return them; should 
daily assail the feelings of his neighbors by wan- 
ton, rude, and uncalled for assaults upon their 
characters, and, when rebuked for it in the harsh- 
est, most offensive, and opprobrious language, 
like the spaniel, should quietly submit or beg for 
quarter, but never repair the wrong or resent the 
insult—a sneaking, sinuous, snake-like poltroon, 
who would violate all the rights of associates or 
friends, and never make reparation or acknowl- 
edge hia error, and who held himself irresponsi- 
ble to all law, feeling the obligation neither of the 
Divine law, nor of the law of the land, nor of the 
Jaw of honor: I ask you, bow would such a mis- 
creant be treated? Why, if you could not reach 
him with the arm of the municipal law, if you 
could not send him to the penitentiary, you would 
send him to Coventry. You would exclude him 
from the pale of society; you would neither ex- 
tend to him the courtesies that are shown gentle- 
men, nor permit him to offer such to you. You 
would make him feel that he was shunned like a 
leper, and loathed like a filthy reptile; and you 
would soon render him as impotent. for evil as 
he was disinclined for good. Such characters, 
though rare, may be found, and have been known. 
I can give, from memory, the general outlines of 
one portrayed by Mr. Dickens, in his novel, David 
Copperfield—that of Uriah Heap. Uriah was 
mean, yet affected honor; was malignant, yet 
feigned benevolence; presumptuous, yet pretended 
humility; instigated others to violence he dared 
not commit, yet assumed an air of meekness; sug- 
gested crimes and incited others to their commis- 
sion, yet bore himself with studied amenity of 
manners, and choice expressions of benignity. 
We have such a character on this floor. I have 
suggested our means of rebuking, if we cannot 
silence him; of disabling, if we cannot disarm him. 
If we cannot check individual abuses, we may 
preserve the dignity of this body. If we cannot 
restrain or prevent this eternal warfare upon the 
feelings and rights of southern gentlemen, we may 
rob the serpent of his fangs. We can paralyze 
his influence by placing him in that nadir of social 
degradation which he merits, [am surprised, I 
repeat, I am surprised, that honorable men, but 
especially southern men, should so far forget their 
rights, and. those of their constituents, and their 
duties to them, as well as to themselves, as to 
lend any countenance to such a character as I have 
portrayed. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, when I gave 
way to my friend from Alabama, [Mr. Cray,] I 
had remarked thatthe Senatorfrom Massachusetts, 
who sits near me, [Mr. Sumwer,] had here, in the | 


| habitual observance and recognition of all the 


t ` : . 
country which adjures, or does not recognize 


| bind the humblest citizen ? 


‘the reason of all honorable men, that “the re- | 


-at the foot of that altar whereon he had pledged | 


his fidelity to his country, and sworn to maintain i 
and defend her Constitution, risen and disclaimed il 
the obligations of the Constitution. I was inter- | 
rupted by the Senator, who said that I had put i| 
words into his mouth which he did not utter. Sir, | 


I deny it! I acknowledge that I heard the decla- | 


t 

| 

| 

| 
ration with equal regret and indignation; and, as ! 
unwilling as | am to say anything which the rules 
of the Senate do not justify, or the occasion de- | 
mand, I am still more unwilling to stand here and || 
permit such language to pass without some note 11 
of condemnation. Sir, I heard the honorable Sen- |; 
ator say, in open Senate, “l recognize no such |; 
obligation.” Whether that appears in the report | 
or not, | have not examined. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is there, and I repeat it 
now. 

Mr. MALLORY. Sir, if the Senator will ex- į 
amine the Constitution, he will find it there writ- 
ten that a fugitive from service or labor ‘ shall be 
delivered up.” If he recognizes no such obliga- 
tion, I leave it to himself to explain the consist- | 
ency between the oath which he has taken and 
the sentiments which he avows. Sir, if there 
be any principle in the breast of the American 
citizen which, more than any other, lies at the ; 
foundation of law, morals, and society, it is his 


sacred obligations of an oath; and this no man 
knows better than the Senator himself. As a | 
lawyer, he knows that the humblest citizens in 
the courts of our country, daily recognize the sa- 
cred obligations of an oath. And no man knows 
better than himself thatif there be a society in this 


this obligation, that society must inevitably be 
regarded as dangerous to the peace of the Union. 
Sir, can he rise in his place and say here thata 
Senator shall be permitted to make mental reser- 
vations? Is thatthe explanation? That he is at lib- 
erty to exempthimself from those obligations which 
Sir, without any dis- 
pesition to allude to what the Senator has said 
elsewhere, I cannot but recollect that there was a 
gentleman in Boston who, upon a certain public 
occasion, apostrophised in this manner the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who signed the fugitive | 
slave law: ‘There are depths of infamy as there 
are heights of fame, and better for him had he | 
never been born, better for his posterity had he 
never lived, than that he should have signed such || 
an act.” However vindictively and treasonably 
that may have been said, it can more properly be 
applied to,the man who approaches such an altar |; 
as this is, in such a presence as this, and say he | 
does not recognize, under the Constitution, his ob- || 
ligation to return or deliver up fugitive slaves. I {| 
| 
j 


do not speak now in his individual capacity as a 
citizen, but as a legislator standing in these Halls 
to whom the American people look at least fo 
truth, if not for guidance. | 

Mr. SUMNER here addressed the Senate at | 
length. His speech, withheld for revision, will |, 
be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I do not wish to | 
anticipate my friend from South Carolina; for it is :! 
properly his province to respond to most that has i 
fallen from the Senator from Massachusetts. I | 
cannot forbear, however, making two remarks in 
response to the Senator. Hehas put the question, | 
whether any Senator upon this floor would assistin | 
returninga fugitive slave? No response was made | 
to the interrogatory; and lest he should herald it || 
to the world that there was no Senator upon this | 
floor who had the moral courage to say ‘‘aye’’in | 
response to the interrogatory, I tell him that I) 
would do it. | 

Mr. SUMNER. Then let the Senator say the | 
immoral courage. i 

Mr. CLAY. Iwill respond to that, sir. There | 
is an old adage which is approved, I believe, by | 


ceiver is as bad as the thief.” The Senator from | 
Massachusetts may not recognize the truth of that | 
adage; I do; and inasmuch as I would not steal a | 
slave, neither would Í receive him and withhold 
him from the owner. That much I have to say in 
reply to his remark. But there is another thing || 
to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate; i 
and I do so in order to forewarn them against | 
farther altering of the records of the Senate. I) 
do so to admonish them to watch narrowly to- !! 


i interpolation. 


morrow, and see what other. interpolations are 
made to change the sense of what has been spoken 
to-day. I make no objections to amendments of 
form, where the meaning is not substantially al- 
tered. The Senator, with that cunning which char- 
acterizes those animals who are deficient in cour- 
age, but to whom nature, in her kindness, has 
given some compensation for the want of that 
nobler attribute, has shirked the issue which was 
presented him. He was charged by the Senator 
from Indiana with having interpolated and falsified 
the reports of this House. That charge was re- 
peated by the Senator from Florida. He denied 
it then; but 1 rose to my feet and called upon 
honorable Senators who were sitting around me, 
and upon every Senator on this floor, to sustain 
the reporter, and to establish the falsehood of the 
That was the charge. He has 
shirked it, and, by his silence, has acknowledged, 
{ think, the justice of the imputation. 

. Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if it be sup- 
posed by the Senate, or by the Senator from Mas- 


i sachusetts, that I shall indulge in any excited re- 


marks, it will bea very great mistake. {think Í 
never had a heart that could usea pen to write a 
libel, especially in matters involving truth and jus- 
tice. Whatever I do say may be tinged and toned 
by the effusion of the moment; and the Senator 
himself will see, before 1 conclude, that 1 have 
been rather too good-natured for his purposes. 
He may think that I shall imitate him in sectional 
retaliation. Under the great storm which he has 
attempted to excite, he shall not escape under a 
panoply that he has no right to use. 

Sir, Í will say gravely, in the beginning of my 
remarks—and the Senator will have to take it as [ 
assert it—that every thing which he has said for 
effect in Massachusetts has been upon a falseissue 
made by himself, and not authorized by the facts. 
I do not know but that I might make the propo- 
sition more unqualified, and say that, in every 
issue upon which he has chosen to go to the coun- 
try in regard to the topics involved in this debate, 
he has made an issue for his own purposes, with- 
out the authority of facts, and in perversion of 
them. But, sir, as the Senator assumes somewhat 
to speak as the organ of history, 1 will refute him 
in the estimation of every Senator here, and every 
page, and every individual who hears me. 

Mr. BADGER. I will ask my friend from 
South Carolina whether it would not be better for 
him to allow us now to adjourn? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; | would not subject my- 
self to the temptation of preparing a reply that 
might have something in it that, like a hyena, I 
was scratching at the graves in Massachusetts to 
take revenge for the elaborate and vindictive 
assault that has been made by the gentleman who 
has jast spoken. 1 prefer to go on now, trusting 
to recognized truth, rather than to consult musty 


|i records, for the purpose of producing effects that 
| might be inconsistent with justice. I say, sir, 


that every issue upon which the Senator has cho- 
sen to go to the country by the remarks which he 
has submitted to the Senate, is not founded onthe 


!| facts assumed by him. The facts assumed by him- 


self are, as J shall show, unfair in statement; and 
his denials of the statement made by myself, in 
the speech to which he has alluded, are palpably 
against the truth of history. In what he has 
said he has aimed a shaft more to offend than it 
can hurt: Fle has. been guilty of historical per- 
version. Sir, I made a remark the other day, 
and I thought truly, as matter of history, that 
the independence of America was won by the 
arms and treasure of slaveholding States. This 
remark is historically true. The sectional sepa- 
ration indicated by the gentleman was not in‘my 
mind—his own has made it. When the Declara- 
ration of Independence was made, was not Con- 
necticut a slaveholding State? 

Mr. SUMNER. Notin any just sense. 

Mr. BUTLER. Sir, you are not the judge of 
that. Was not New York a slaveholding State? 

Mr. SUMNER. Let the Senator from New 
York answer. ` 
. Mr. BUTLER. Sir, if he answers, he will an- 
swer the truth, and perhaps it might not be exactly 
agreeable to you. Was not New Jersey a slave- 
holding State? Was not Rhode Island, that sent 
Greene to South Carolina, a slaveholding State? 

Mr. SEWARD. It is due to the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina that 1 should an- 
awer his question in reference to New York, since 
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it has been referred to me. At the time of the 
Revolution, every sixteenth man in the State of 
New York was a slave. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New York 
is right. 

Mr. SEWARD. [am sorry for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Sir, I shall put the interrog- 
atory in such a way that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will be ashamed of his hiatorical prop- 
osition. [intend to make it so palpable that he 
cannot undertake to throw derision on me for the 
statement which I have made. I continue: Was 
not New Hampshire a slaveholding State? Was į 
not Pennsylvania a slaveholding State? Was 
not Delaware a slaveholding State? Was not 
Maryland a slaveholding State? Was not Vir- 
giniaa slaveholding State? Was not North Car- 
olina a slaveholding State? Was not Georgiaa | 
slaveholding State? So far as it regards the 
relation of master and slave, were they not as much 
so as South Carolina, the State selected for the 
gentleman’s prepared attack. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam requested to make my 
answer a little more accurate, according to the 
truth. I understand that, at the time of the Rev- | 
olution, every twelfth man in New York was a 
slave. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not care about the pro- 
portion; I do not think thatatallimportant. But 
were not the States which I have named slave- 
holding States at the time of the Declaration of | 
Independence? History can recognize no distinc- 
tion between them. In the progress of events | 
changes have taken place; this progress may go | 
on, and greater changes may take place. These 
will afford no excuse for denying the irrevocable 
certainty of the past. They can afford no refuge 
for historical falsehood such as the gentleman has | 
committed in the fallacy of his sectional vision. I 
have shown that twelve of the original States were 
slaveholding communities. Now, sir, I prove 
that the thirteenth, Massachusetts, was a slave- ; 
holding State before, and at the commencment of, | 
the Revolution. But why talk of proving what no į 
one can deny? The gentleman cannot deny the 
fact. As to the character of slavery in that State, | 
that may be somewhat a different thing, which | 
cannot contradict the fact stated in the newspapers 
of the day, that negroes were held, were adver- 
tised for sale, with another truth, that many were 
sent to other slaveholding States in the way of 
trafie. When slavery was abolished, many that 
had been slaves, and might have been freemen, 
were sold into bondage, with the consideration in | 
the pocket to afford a supply to the philanthropy 
of the vendor. I have said that the independence 
of America was achieved by the arms and treas- 
ure of slaveholding States. I will never, in a par- | 
liamentary sense, be personal; but-1 say that I 
convict him of historical falsehood. Dare you, || 
sir, look me in the face and deny it? i 

Mr. SUMMER. Deny what? i 

Mr. BUTLER. That independence was won | 
by the arms and treasure of slaveholding States? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. STUART | 
in the chair.) The Senator must address the | 
Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. He cannot and dare not deny 


it, 

Mr. SUMNER, 
floor? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, because I want to 
hear what you can say on that subject. | 

Mr. SUMNER. What I can say is very easily | 
said, and, I think, is very decisive. When, in our | 
history, we speak of Slaveholding States, we mean 
those in which slavery has been an established 
policy, and professedly an essential element in their 
civilization. This, i believe, is common, if not uni- || 
versal. Of such I spoke when 1 spoke of slave- 
holding States—such as were regarded as slave- 
holding States at the adoption of the Constitution— 
which, in those days, were called southern States, 
in contrast to the northern States, sometimes called į 
‘the non-slaveholding States. By slaveholding | 
States, of course I mean States which were pecu- | 
liarly, distinctively, essentially slaveholding, and |i 
not States in which the holding of slaves seems to | 
have been rather the accident of the hour, and in |! 
which all the people, or the greater part of the) 
people, were ready to welcome emancipation. Hl 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think the re- |; 


Will the Senator yield the 


| find pages for censure. 


‘| from a Colony that had taken t 


; people of 


assumption of facts, upon his own construction, 


and by an accumulation of adjectives. I quit that || 


part of the subject, for it is too palpable to need 
argument, and leave it to the country to say what 
shadow of truth has the gentleman to cover him 
in saying that [ had made a remark betraying an 
ignorance of the subject, or one made in irony? 
Upon this remark of mine, thus characterized by 
him, the gentleman has poured out what he would 
have us regard as rebuking invective. 

_ Iagain repeat, that the independence of Amer- 
Pa ig won by the arms and treasure of slaveholding 

ates. 

Sir, he made the assertion with a view to assail 
South Carolina. That was his object. He did 
it with a view to assail a State in which, | may 
say, whatever have been her distractions and dif- 
ficulties, there is scarcely a stream or a path that 
was not sprinkled with the blood of men con- 
tending for the liberties of the country. Does he 
suppose that I can be required to defend South 
Carolina, or can be provoked into an attack on 
Massachusetts by anything that he—he—can say 
of South Carolina? No, sir; | never made the 
attack on Massachusetts imputed to me; but he 
has assumed that I did so, with a view to make 
his speech, exactly as he assumed the other day 
that | asked him‘a question which f never asked, 
as I will prove when [ come to it. He assumed 
that I asked him a question which I did not put. 
itis a matter in regard to which I should have 
said nothing, but for the display which he has 
made to-day. 

I never asked him the question which, it now 
appears, he assumed to answer the other day. 
But he had in his drawer, with his fingers fixed on 
it, his reply, and he drew it out without exactly 
knowing what I had said. I give him credit for 
that; I believe he did not know what I asked; and 
just in the same way now he has undertaken to 
assume that I assailed Massachusetts. I said not 
a single word in regard to Massachusetts, in the 


way of censure on her history. God knows, as | 
I would say if I stood before his tribunal now to | 


be judged, the Senator could not provoke me to 
it. An illustrious predecessor of the Senator, 
{Mr. Webster,]—I will not institute a compari- 
son, much less a contrast between them—once 
said: ** Massachusetts needs no eulogy; there she 
stands; she speaks for herself.” I may add, that 
she will borrow nothing from the Senator’s rhet- 
oric. No, sir; the pages of her history have been 
written, and I shall read them, and Jet the northern 
audience hear them, I shallread them with pride, 
with pleasure, and here acknowledge that I have 
been inspired by the lessons of her thrilling annals, 
and have been animated by the examples of her 
illustrious men. And in that history I did not 
look for materials of a libel on her true character. 
Do not suppose for a moment that I could not 
No, sir;as I would think 
of Hancock and Laurens! will think of Massachu- 
setts and South Carolina,asthey were. The very 
first mission, as I have learned from a respectable 
source, that was sent for aid in counsel and treas- 
ure, came from Boston to Charleston. lt came 
step in the Rev- 
olution that would have Jead to her destruction 
but for the aid of the now denounced slaveholding 
State, and from the libelled State of South Caro- 
lina. The communications then were between 
communities on whose soils had.been fought the 


first battles of the Revolution—between the men | 


of Bunker Hill, and the men of Sullivan’s Island. 

But, sir, do you suppose that I shall be pro- 
voked into an assault upon Massachusetts? No, 
sir; Massachusetts and Boston, so far as Tecan 
see, have done their duty, and stand vindicated 
before the Confederacy, in spite of their misrepre- 
senting advocate. Sir, what I said to the gentle- 


man was not to him as the Representative of the | 
Massachusetts, either as they were or |! 
I did not magnify him‘fnto the Rep- |. 


as they are. th 
resentative of Massachusetts. In assailing the 
small target at which I shot, I never assumed that 
I was going to make an assault upon the gravity, 
the dignity, and the historical reputation of Mas- 
sachusetts. He has thought proper, however, to 
turn round, and, by his miserable shifts, to dig 
up, in the last night, I suppose, by the aid of 


‘jackals and hunters—worse than slave-hunters, 


men whose malice would lead them to do any- 


marks of the Senator verify exactly what | said, | thing—musty records, in order to distort and mis- 


that when he chooses to be rhetorical itis upon an | represent history; an 


d he expects me to-day, ina 


if 


n 
i 


| moment, to answer his libel. 
might denounce it. 
nation. ~ : 
Sir, in what I said the other day, and in what 1 
have said at all times, I never instituted the com- 
parison which the Senator has chosen- to. make. 
In the rather playful remarks which I made in 
reference to Massachusetts some time ago, to 
i which the Senator has referred, I said that. Mas- 
sachusetts, like South Carolina, and all the other. 
States, had undergone a material change of opin- 
ion on the subject of slavery; for at onetime, as'I 
showed, there was a statute in Massachusetts— 
illustrating opinion, | did not mention it. by way 
of reproach—providing for whipping every negro 
who returned there. Now, in their philanthropy, 
‘they are so much better off that, instead of their 
whipping negroes, they invite them there, with 
a view, | suppose, to exhibit this wonderful 
spirit of liberty called ‘‘a@ spirit of resistance to 
the Stamp Act !?*—for the purpose that I referred 
to the tofees quotees statute, as I termed it, under 
which a colored man going into Massachusetts 
was liable to be whipped as often as he did go there 
from another State—l had aright to do so. It 
was to show that Massachusetts had very little 
sympathy then for the negro race. It was to 
show the state of opinion thatexistedthen. The 
truth is, Massachusetts at one time had the same 
opinions as cther States in relation to the colored 
race. When she owned them, she used them as 
slaves. 
' Well, sir, the Senator has said that Massachu- 
setta was not a slaveholding State at the time her 


lcan refutes and 
I shall trust to transient indig- 


|| distinguished heroes, statesmen, and poets illus- 


trated her history. l might say now of the Sen- 
| ator and his confréres, that, like some of the 
| degenerate poets of Rome and Greece, they could 
| praise Marathon, Thermopylæ, and Salamis, but 
| they never lived in a period when they were capa- 
ble of the achievements of those whom they at- 
tempted to praise. I distinguish between the ripe 
orator, who is proud of the reputation of his State, 
and the vapid rhetorician, The gentleman has 
indulged himself in a tone of indignation in re- 
sponse to me, for saying that Massachusetts was 
once a slaveholding community. Nay, more; he 
has denounced me for my ignorance on the subject; 
and he seems specially to think that the laurels and 
honors of Hancock, Warren, and the Adamses, 
will be tarnished by anything that can be said of 
them, even by attribution, in connection with the 
character or relation of a slaveholding people. 
Why, sir, if he had made true that these great men 
did not live in slaveholding Massachusetts, would 
he have it supposed that, on that account, they would 
have claimed a superiority to their equally illus- 
: trious compeers? But let the gentleman take the 
i truth, that these great men, with names illustrat- 
| ing a common history, were born and bred ina 
islaveholding community, and that they were as 
good as others born since. 

Is it not now apparent that the gentleman has 
selected his own positions, and has erected his 
batteries for the discharge of his sectional cannon 
on grounds denied to him by truth? Has he not 
falsified history to make his production the vehicle 
of his designs? Has he notdenied what I stated, 
and what all must admit is true? And for what 
purpose’—to take aim at South Carolina, from a 
rest. Itis like the conceited archer, who shot at 
the star because he had his arrow aimed at it. 

Here there are two propositions in which I 
ave refuted bim upon the moment, without look- 
ing back through musty records to- find out all 
these things which are to be hunted up. No doubt 
his editors had them already prepared to throw out 
his speech upon Massachusetts to inflame the pub- 
lic mind. I know, sir, he said the other day that 
ll he said was the effusion of an impulsive heart; 
but it was the effusion of his drawer. Talk to 
| me about the effusions of the heart! What kind 
of effusions are those which escape from tables 
—from papers—played like cards sorted for the 
purpose? They are weapons prepared by contri- 
bution, and discharged in this body, with a view 
of gratifying the feelings of resentment and malice; 


i 


: with a view of wounding the pride of the State 


which I represent, and through her to stab the rep- 
utation of the other southern States. But, sir, we 
are above the dangers of open combat, and cannot 
be hurt by the assaults even of attempted assas- 
sination. i 

Sir, it isa sore thing to the gentleman that I 


“vertise you that he would meet you in an open 
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It is what he: 


will. not attack Massachusetts. i 
wanted. Itis what he has asserted. I have never i 
assailed her. She is doing her duty now,as far as | 
1 know. Al that I did say was, that if the exag- | 
gerated feelings of which the Senator was, Í, 
thought, the vapid rhetorical advocate, did prevail | 
generally, it would make up an issue, which we 
had to meet, of the separation of. these States. | 
Since I spoke [have had put in my hands, a doc- 
ament which entirely refutes the statements of the 
gentleman so elaborately prepared. Itis, in my 
judgment, one. of the ablest productions of the 
times, and has every guarantee of accuracy. It 
comes from one who loves truth, and pursues it 
in the spirit of fairness. It isa pamphlet pub- 
lished by a citizen of Virginia, Mr. Garnet. I take 
the liberty of appending extracts from it, asa note 
#o my remarks.* i 
I have now gone over the two issues upon which | 
the Senator has spoken, and they are both false. 
Now, sir, a few words in reference to the affair 
of Mr. Hoar, in Charleston; and I am sorry that 
it has been brought up again. - Mr, Hoar did go to 
Charleston, with a view to interfere with a law 
which had been passed by South Carolina in ref- 
erence to colored seamen. Here let me say that 
that law would never have been passed by South 
Garolina, but for the excited fanatical feeling of 
some portion of the northern States; I will not 
say Massachusetts particularly; 1 will guard my- 
self in that respect. But, sir, I say that that law, 
to which the Senator has referred, and which he 
has reprobated with so much violence, was passed | 
to guard against the very feelings which he would | 
excite; to guard against the incendiary who would 
comeand burn your dwelling in the night, and 
not act like the man ina fair fight, who would ad- 


ij 
| 
i 
i 
H 
i 


field. 
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«We shall not dwell upon the revolutionary struggle, i 
though it might easily be shown that the South bore more 
than her proportional share, both in its expenses and its 
battles. The white male population over sixteen years of 
age in 1790, was about the same in Pennsylvania and Vir- 
ginia; the former being 110,788, and the latter 110,934; yet 
according to General Knox’s oficial estimate, presénted to 
the First Congress, Virginia furnished 56,721 soldiers tothe 
Revolution, and Pennsylvania only 34,965. New Hamp- 
shire had a military population 513 larger than South Car- 
olina, yet she contributed only 14,906 soldiers to South 
Carolina’s 31,331 5 not half. ‘Phe latter quota in fact is | 
nearly equa) to Pennsylvania’s, who had triple the military | 
sopulation, and twice the whole population, free and slave. 

t exceeded New York’s 29,836, though New York had 
much more than double the military population, and forty 
per cent. more of total population. Connecticut and Mas- 
sachusetts did more than any of the free States in that great 
war; yet we find that while South Carolina sent to its armies 
thirty-seven out of every forty-two citizens, capable of 
bearing arms, Massachusetts sent but thirty-two, Connec- 
ticat thirty, and New Hampshire not eighteen! And it | 
must be remembered that, as General Knox says, ‘in some j 
years of the greatest exertions of the southern States, there 
are no returns whatever of their militia,’ while at the 
North every man was entered on the rolls, as the pension 
list too plainly shows; that while the war assumed a reg- 
ular character there, it was here brought bome to every 
fire-side, and there was scarcely aman who did not shoulder 
his musket, evgn though not regularly in the field. The 
slave States not only fought their own battles nearly un- 
aided, but sent numerous troops to the defense ofthe North; 
and when we consider that the free States had the protection 
of almost the whole regutar Army, and the benefit ofits large 
disbursements, while the South was left to be scoured by 
the enemy, and that the almost utter ruin of the incomes and 
private fortunes of her citizens far exceeded any amount 
of taxation ever levied, we cannot doubt that her sufferings 
in the great cause were far heavier than those of the North. 
But we will not pause to consider any inequality of revo- 
lutionary burdens; if the South bore more than her share, 
it was voluntary—a free will offering on the altar of inde- 
pendence. We will pass at once to consider the action 
of the Federal Government, and its value to the North when 
the South was no longer her own mistress. 

« The pension system throws a strong light on the tend- 
eney of the people of the free States to quarter themselves 
on the General Government, at the same time thatit shows 
the usual progressive inequality of expenditures between 
the two sections. A calculation, founded on data in 307 
Senate Document, 1838-9, shows that from 1791 to 1838 : 
inclusive, $35,598,964 had been paid for revolutionary ; 
pensions, of whieh the North received $28,262,597, or i 
#127 29 for every soldier she had in the war, and the South 
$7,336,367, being only $49 89 for each of her soldiers. The 
nuitiber of soldiers is here estimated according to Knox’s 
report, which confeasedly does not show, by a great deal, 
the full exertions of the South in raising troops. Letus | 
then compare the amounts received with the white pòpu- ; 
lation of each section in 1790, and we find the free States | 
in 1888 had received $14 35 of revolutionary pensions for | 
every soni in their limits in the former year, while the : 
South had received only $5 61 for every white. But the | 
military efforts of the slaveholding States were fully in pro- : 
portion to their whole population, for the labor of the slaves 
on the plantations left a much larger proportion of their 
masters free to take up arms. On this supposition, the 
aouthern soldier received only $3 74 for the same revolu- 


[ | consulted. 
the State should be left to her own counsels—free |; 
|! to do as she may think proper—with no threaten- 


! which I referred once before on this floor, when 


‘Jaw was brought to the view of this Senate, by a 


But for the intrusive interference of those 
whose conduct gave rise to the law, it would, I 
am sure, long since have been modified. I have | 


not hesitated to give that as my opinion whenever |! 


I think it may be modified, and if 


ing foreign influence exerted upon her, she will 
do justice to herself and others. But depend upon 
it, such remarks as those which have been made 
by the gentleman will exert nothing but a baleful 
influence. Allow me now to mention a fact to | 


a predecessor of the Senator {Mr. Winthrop] 
undertook to arraign the same law. That gen- 
tleman brought it up upon the case of Captain 
Ranlet. Now, what was the case of Captain 
Ranlet? Yes, sir, the grevious operation of that 


pathetic and an elaborately prepared letter of 
Captain Ranlet, written to a Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, a gentleman for whom I had, by the by, 
a high respect. 

That letter may be well referred to as a speci- 
men of paper philanthropy, and as a fair illustra- 
tion between conduct and sentiment. That letter 
disclosed what was supposed a flagrant and 
erying oppression—the South Carolina law. It 
disclosed circumstances like these: that Captain 
Ranlet, with his crew, were themselves in distress; 
but obtaining some temporary relief, they had an 
opportunity of going to the relief of another ves- 
sel; and not being indifferent to the temptations 
of gain, they acquired a right to salvage, and went 
into the city of Charleston to secure it. 
what took place? Two colored seamen were tem- 
porarily imprisoned, under amunicipallaw. Now, 
sir, what do you think this captain did? Instead of 
relieving his men by paying two or three dollars, 
he went to Boston to agitate, and to write pathetic 


nr 
tionary services which brought the northern $14 35. This 
gross inequality remains the same, by whatever test it is 


tried. For example: 

The seven free States contributed to the expenses of the 
WAY cece cee tec sneer es tees ae eee sean ee ce eee eres 81,971,170 

And had received in pensions, in 1838.....++-- 28,262,597 | 


Balance in their fAVOr... es ee ree nee essees 


The six slave States contributed.........+ +++ 
And had received, in 1838...essesssoeresereee 


$52,438,123 
7,336,367 


Balance in their favor. ....seesese seee eee e $45,101,756 


Now, let us see how it stands with single States : 


Virginia contributed. s.s.s. +++. $19,085,982 ratio as $100 
And received in pensions to 1838, 1,969,534 to 10.3. 
Massachusetts contributed...... 17,964,618 ratio as $100 
Aud received in the same tim 4,058,031 to 22.8, 
South Carolina contributed...... 11,523,299 ratio as $100 
And received in the same time... — 431,141 to 3.5. 
New York contributed..... eses. 7,179,983 ratio as $100 
And received in the same time... 7,850,054 to 109.3. 


To appreciate this injustice fully, we must remember | 
that the South, not only paid into the Federal Treasury ail 
ahe ever received back in pensions, but also $16,663,683 of 
the pensions given to the North. The inequality ofthe appor- 
tionment of these revolutionary pensions has grown with 
the northern majority in Congress. In the first decennial t 
period, 1791-1800, the free States received annually $58,000 
tore than the South. In the next period, this yearly ex- 
cess was ditinishgg to $43,000, butit rose to $339,000 in the 
third period. From 1821 to 1830 it averaged $799,600, and 
from 1831 to 1832, $855,000. In like manner grew the bur- 
den upon the South in paying the pensioners at the North, 
besides those at home. Fa the first period it was $417,449 ; | 
in the second, $370,000; in the third, $3,000,000; in the 
fourth, $7,500,000; and in the last period, (of only eight 
years,) $9,750,000. 

« According to General Knox’s report, the North sent to | 


the Army oue hundred men for every two hundred and | 


twenty seven of military age in 1790, and the South one 
hundred for every two bundredand nive. But in 1848, one 
out of every sixty-two of the men of military age in 1790 
was a revolutionary pensioner in the North, and only one 
out of one hundred and ten in the South. New England 
alone then had three thousand one hundred and forty-six of 
these pensioners, more than there were in all the slave | 
States; and New York two thirds ag many, though she con- | 
tributed not one seventh as much to the war, t 
« Phe results are equally remarkable, if we have regard ! 
to the whole #imber of pensions, revolutionary and other, 
The expenses under this head, for the four years ending in 
1837, were $8,010,051 in the free States, and $2,588,101 in 
the slave States, who not only paid their own share, but 
6,300,000 to the North. New England alone received 
$3,924,911, rather more than two dollars a head for every 
man, woman, and child in her limits. Daring the same : 
four years she paid in taxes to the Federal Treasury, ac- 
cording to our tables, $1 72 per head, so that she actually 
received more in pensions than she paid in taxes ! fn 1840 
there were not quite two and a half times as many pension 
ers at tie North as at the South, but in 1848 there were | 
more than three times as many. New England had more 
revolutionary pensioners than the five old plantation States 
had pensioners of all kinds.”? i 


Well, sir, || 


| letters to his Senator. He did not wish that such 


il did not ask the 


| setts, on demand of the master, 


as the Senator near me should have a monopoly 
in the professions of liberty, and declamation on 
philanthropy. 1 believe the history of the matter 
is, that some gentleman in Charleston released the 
sailors, leaving the captain to furnish the mate- 
rials of such a speech as the gentleman has made, 
joining in the work rhetoric. 1 am afraid the 
business is running down. If the law should be 
repealed, we may never have another reference to 
the Hoar case again. This is more than the 
fourth time that it has been referred to. The law 
had to remain as a speech-making stimulant. 

The gentleman has spoken of Mr. Hoar being 
expelled bya mob. Sir, there was no mob, Mr. 
Hoar was informed by a committee of gentle~ 
men that it was desirable he should not continue 
in Charleston, with an intimation that he would 
have to leave, but with a declaration that any por- 
tion of his family with him would be treated even 
as guests, if they choose to remain. 

But, sir, these are matters apart from the sub- 
ject. Iam very sorry that 1 have been provoked 
into this discussion. Itisagainst my feelings that 
I partake in it at all, but now I will come to the 
most specific charge in the indictment against me. 

It is not my wish or purpose, while I am a 
member of the body, to charge intentional false- 
hood made on any issue by a gentleman who 
represents a sovereign State, but so faras regards 
the remarks made the other day, J am bound to 
make a statement which I think justice demands, 
and let it go for what it is worth. The Senator 
will have to take itas I make it. I should not 
say a word about it if he had not gone back into 
the graves of South Carolina. He deserves no 
quarter, and perhaps I should give him none. 
The other Senator from Massachusetts will per- 
haps have to listen to what I am to say, and I 
think the Senator will have, in some measure, by 
its opinion at least, to hear testimony to the truth 
of what I do say. How far it may effect the 
Senator I know not. I was spesking the other 
day in regard to the petition praying for the 
repeal of the fugitive slave law which had been 
introduced, and had given rise to so much excite- 
ment. I said that originally I was rather opposed 
to such a law, believing that, if the Constitution, 
with its self-sufficing energy and powers was 
left to execute itself, the States themselves as 
parties to the compact ought to perform under 
that compact, the duty of returning to the master 
a fugitive slave, or of delivering him up, to use 
the language of the Constitution. Such was my 
belief, and believing that, I thought it was unad- 
visable for Congress to do anything until we saw 
that the States themselves would not act. We 
found in many instances that the States not only 
refused, but threw obstructions in the way. They 
not only did not afford the usual assistance in 
apprehending a runaway slave, they in many 
instances not only refused assistance, but inter- 
posed actual statutary opposition to the law. In 
doing so they took apology from the case of Prigg, 
as. the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and to 
that extent they had some excuse. s 

I said that this memorial was likely to be re- 
ferred to the committee of which I was chair- 
man, and it was a subject upon which I had great 
difficulties. I said that the fugitive slave law had 
never had a great deal of my confidence; but that, 
before { could undertake to say what ought to be 
done, in relation to it, I must inquire of gentle- 
men on this floor, representing non-slaveholding 
States, what those States would do? I referred 
especially to the Senators from Massachusetts 
who had spoken most loudly on the subject. I 
particularly appealed to the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, {Mr. RockwELL,] who had 
addressed the Senate with calmness, whether he 
supposed, if all such laws were swept from the 
statute-book, and the Constitution was left to its 
gelf-executing and self-sufficing power, Massachu- 
would deliver up 
ve slave who had escaped into her terri- 


a fugiti D 
1 will do that Senator the justice to say, 


tory ? 


‘that I did not expect he would be able to answer, 


except as a representative. I wished to get his 
general opinions on the subject. Having paid him 
that compliment, which I thought he deserved as 
the one who presented the memorial, I turned tothe 
Senator near me, (Mr. Sumwen,] and said,‘ What 
say you onthe subject? What would you do?” T 
enator whether personally he 
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would assist to reducea human being to bondage, 
or to return him to bondage?—as he has put it. 
1 did not ask him any such question as that. I did 
not approach anything like it. I asked him a 
question of exactly the same import which I had 


put to the other Senator from that State: ‘* What 


would you do?” I meant, what would you do as 
a public representative, on that subject? Would 
you advise the abrogation of the present fugitive 
slave law, with the understanding, on your part, 
that when you go home you will advise your con- 
stituents to do their duty in relation to this matter? 
I turned tohim and asked him what he would do? 
Well, sir, what do you think he said? I have no 
doubt he had his reply in his drawer fixed, ready 
forme. Itisa pretty thing, nodoubt. He did 
not, however, answer my question, nor did he 
answer the question which he made for himself. 

Mr. SUMNER, Wiil the Senator allow me 
to correct him? 

Mr. BUTLER. You may correct me, if you 


can. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam very reluctant to inter- 
rupt the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would rather you would not 
interrupt me. f do not think you can correct me. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to call the Senator’s 
attention to a report to which I alluded before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr.) 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield the 
floor to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator had better 
let me finish. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to show this now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr.SUMNER,. The New York papers, which 
came to-day, under the telegraph head, give a 
report of what passed, which is necessarily more 
brief than that in the Globe. The statement here 
is as follows: 

‘He [Mr. Butter] would like to ask the Senator, if 
Congress repealed the fugitive slave ław, would Massachu- 
setts execute the constitutional requirements, and send 
back to the South the absconding slaves?” 

That is the statement of the Senator’s interrog- 
atory in the New York papers, as addressed to 
my colleague. Then the report in the Globe, 
which, I presume, has been revised by himself- 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir, not that part; I never 
will touch personal matters; I give you to under- 
stand that, 

Mr. SUMNER. The report in the Globe goes 


on, “ Will the honorable Senator [Mr. Sumner] |i 


tell me that he will do it?” 

Mr. BUTLER. That was my inquiry. 

Mr.SUMNER. Then the New York papers 
represent me as saying, “Do you ask me if I 
would send back aslave??? Then they go on to 
say, that the Senator from South Carolina an- 
swered, “ Why, yes.’ Thatis tosay, the ques- 
tion was, would I send back a fugitive? to which 
I replied as you know. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not undertake to say 
here what was the Senator’s exact interrogatory. 
I know what mine was. Of that I havea right 
to speak. 

Mr. SUMNER. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BUTLER. Though I have been asked 
frequently by others, I will not say what his in- 
terrogatory was; for I never will do injustice. 

Mr. SUMNER. I cheerfully concede the Sen- 
ator that right... | know he could not misstate on 
this floor; but. what I concede to him I claim for 
myself; and | believe it is reasonable to suppose 
that what I said is better within my memory than 
within his. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Now, willthe honorable 
Senator from South Carolina allow me to state 
my recollection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam perfectly willing that the 
Senator shall do so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I believe the Senator from 
Maine sat at some distance from me. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I sat on this side of the 
Chamber, and listened very attentively to what 
was said. My recollection is, that the Senator 
from South Carolina first addressed himself to the 
Senator from. Massachusetts, on this side of the 
Chamber, (Mr. Rocxwett,] and, as I understood 
the inquiry, though I cannot pretend to give the 
precise language, it was to this effect: Suppose 
the fugitive slave law to be repealed, will Massa- 
chusetts then pass laws, or see that fugitives are 
returned ? 


My. BUTLER. Under the Constitution. 

r. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir, I believe the 
words ‘ under the Constitution” were in the in- 
quiry.. The Senator from Massachusetts, on this 
side of the Chamber, did not immediately reply 
to the Senator from South Carolina, and then 
turned to the other Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumyer,] and put the same inquiry to him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts immediately said, as I understood him, 
“ Does the Senator ask me if [ would return a 
fugitive slave,” or something of that kind; I can- 
not tell his exact language; and then he made the 
quotation. 

Allow me to state one thing further that has 
come to my knowledge. The Senator from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Cray,] as I understand, has ad- 
dressed the Senate on the supposition that there 
was a misunderstanding and contradiction between | 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the reporter; 
and he alluded to the letter from the reporter 
which was read by the Senator from Indiana. 
That letter states that the remark of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, as published in the Globe, |; 
was not in the reporter’s notes. Now, sir, 1 have | 
very good reason for saying, and I can substan- 
tiate it very readily, although it may not be pre- 
cisely in order for me to shaw how, that there is || 
no contradiction whatever between the reporter 
and the Senator from Massachusetts; because, 


! 
in which it is given, was not in the reporter’s | 
notes—and that is all the reporter meant to say— | 
the substance of the remark, ;the same idea, was in | 
| the reporter’s notes, and written out; but the 
mere phraseology, not changing the idea, was 
altered by the Senator from Massachusetts, as 
stated. Qn that the debate has proceeded, being 
predicated on an entire misapprehension. That 
misapprehension is, that, as to the substantial 
remark, there was a dispute between the honorable ; 
Senator from Massachusetts and the reporter, 
which, I say, with very great confidence, does not 
exist, 

I may say further, that after the scriptural quo- į 
tation made by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the Senator from South Carolina made some re- 
mark to the Senator from Massachusetts, which 
I distinctly observed, in regard to his unwilling- 
ness to support the Constitution, What the pre- 
cise phraseology was l do notknow. Theanswer 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts was in 
these precise words: ‘* I recognize no such obli- 
gation.” I did not understand that Senator as 
meaning to say that he would not obey the Con- 
stitution, or would disregard his oath; nor, allow 
me to say, was he so understood by many gentle- 
men on this side of the Chamber; but he simply 
meant to say (I certainly so understood him) that 
he did not consider that the Constitution imposed 
any such obligation upon him. Thatis all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, what I mean 
to say the honorable Senator from Maine of course | 
does not undertake to controvert. I meant to put 
the same proposition to this Senator [Mr. Sum- 
wer] that I had put to his colleague. When he 
answered, he answered a question which, perhaps, | 
he put himself; but it was not the inquiry L pro- 
pounded. > 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to say to the Senator į 
from South Carolina—and I do say it most un- 
feignedly—that, in answering him at that time, I 
answered him honestly’and frankly, according to 
my position. He addressed me, and I regarded 
the appeul as addressed to me individually—as, if 
1 may say so, an argumentum ad hominem. Will! 
you join in doing this? I so understood it; I so 

i 


declared, and then I answered the Senator, under- | 
standing him to ask me if I would individually, | 
personally, join in sending back a slave. That | 
was my interpretation, and accordingly I an- 
swered, and by that answer I stand. I state this 
with all frankness and simplicity before the Sen- 
ate. I think the controversy does not justly arise 
on the facts. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSen- 
ator from South Carolina yield the floor? | 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, I do, in connection |: 
with this matter; for 1 do not undertake te recol- |! 


| 
| 


although the remark, as given in the precise words | 


| I answer by this quotation, 


| lect anything, except the question which I put! 
il myself. ‘That Ido recollect. i 


Mr. RUSK. Ihave no desire to be a.volun- 
teer in this matter; but I happened to bẹ. sitting 
very close by both Senators, and I think Ihave a 
very distinct recollection of what occurred... The 
honorable Senator from South Carolina was ad- 
dressing the Chair-on the subject.of the reference 
of this petition to the Committee on.the Judiciary. 
Among other remarks, he said that he had. not 
put a very high estimate upon the fugitive slave 
law passed by Congress, and. that he was. very 
willing to investigate the subject; but that,. before 
investigating it, with a view to its repeal, there was 
a question which it would become necessary to 
ask the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
alluding to the Senator on the other side of the 
Chamber, [Mr. Rocxwett,] or, at all events, ad- 
dressing him. 1t was whether, if Congress#hould 
repeal the law in regard to fugitive slavesg@Mas- 
sachusetts would execute the provision of the Con- 
stitution. What the other words which he used 
in that connection were, I do not exactly remem- 
ber; but they were to this effect, that he did not 
ask fora direct answer from him, but that it would 
become a material inquiry, in the investigation of 
the question, whether the fugitive slave law should 
be repealed. He then turned round to the other 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer.] I 
was under the impression he did it as a matter of 
politeness—that having asked one Senator, he 
thought he ought, perhaps, to ask the other. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was my real feeling. 

Mr. RUSK. He put the question to him, 
«What would you do, sir??? The Senator from 
Massachusetts became very much excited, and 
I think he was not in a condition to remember 
exactly what he did say. He said, ‘‘Do you ask 
me if [ would do so and so,” and he immediately 
said, ‘ls thy servant a dog, that he should do this 
thing??? That is about the way I understood it. 
i was sitting close to both Senators, and I think I 
heard fully all that passed. 

A word now in answer to a remark which fell 
from the Senator from Maine. The observations 
to which he alluded last occurred in a question 
between the Senator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Maryland, (Mr. Prarr.}. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland said something, and the ob- 
servation which the Senator from Maine repeated 
was in reply to it. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It might. have been so; 
but I remember that the statement to, which so 
much exception was taken in the remarks of the 
Senator from Massachusetts; was made distinctly 
in the terms I have stated, according to. my reol 
lection. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. JI do not think this matter very 
important, and I shall not detain the Senate longer 
upon it; but I will say what I know to be the true 
explanation of it. The same interrogatory which 
I proposed to the Senator from Massachusetts on 
the other side of the chamber, I intended to pro- 


| pose to the Senator on this side. When:he chose 


to make his reply by a quotation, he assumed 
that i had made an interrogatory which I had 
never made, but it verifies again what Í said be- 
fore, that all his rhetoric has been upon issues of 
his own creation. I did not make them. I did 
not ask him whether he would join with the police 
as an individual, to pursue a slave, and he knows 
I didnot. His elaborateimpromptu, in his quoted 
answer, was an affair of his own altogether. 

I make now*the qualified remark—for upon per- 
sonal matters I wish always to be correct—that 
whatever may have been the Senator’s assump- 
tions, in nothing that I did say, in. no interpreta- 
tion that could be given of what I did say, ought 
he to have supposed that I would have asked the 
question, whether he, as a Senator of Massachu- 
setts, was bound to join with the police and appre- 
hendaslave. He may have been expecting such 
a question, and was prepared for it. | Sir, I asked 
a graver question, whether he, in his place, as a 
Senator of Massachusetts, would say here that 
Massachusetts would execute the Constitution of 
the United States, and whether he would concur 
in carrying out that Constitution? That was the 
interrogatory I proposed to him; and he evaded it 
by saying, “if the gentleman says so and so, then 

» L made one issue 
by my interrogatory, and le made another. Ido 
not say that it may not have been a misconcep~ 
tion. 1 will be qualified on the subject; but when 
he made that remark, I assumed that he regarded 
himself absolved frora the obligation taken by his 
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oath here to maintain that provision of the Con- 
stitution which required every State in this Union 
to perform its duty in returning a fugitive slave. 
T assumed it,and Idenounced it. At first I did 
not say much about it; but I treated it rather with 
ridicule, until it became a subject of more than 
ridicule by a subsequent remark of the Senator, 
and then Idid denounce it in a very few sentences. 
I do not think he could take much exception to 
even those sentences, compared with what others 
have said; But before them he cannot find a 
place where I bestowed a single epithet on him, 
except that I characterized his speech as vapid 
rhetoric. I had a right to do so. > On some occa- 
sions 1 had thought and spoken well of his taste; 
but thought there was justice modifying that judg- 
ment,in saying that the same thing, attenuated and 
repedited , had lost something of even its original- 
ity. In this criticism he may have been touched. 
Now, by way of episode, let me say, as the Sen- 
ator has referred to me, that it would have been my 
wish to have him perform the part which I would 
have assigned him. ` If he would‘ discharge the 
duties for which I think he is fitted, I should be | 
satisfied. Perhaps I ought not to indicate what | 
those duties are. f have never shown an un- 
friendly feeling. Now, he will allow me to state 
the reason’ why I was excited on thatday. f wish 
him to understand why I was fairly excited in 
regard'to the matter which has been the cause of 
so much controversy here. Considering that the 
remark to which I have referred came from a man 
of his responsibility, talent, and scholarship, I 
think I had a right to be excited at it. Why, 
sir, did not that Senator rise and say in the 
Senate of the United States—not speaking in an 
adversary Commonwealth, whose flag had been 
erected by the voice of his own State, not as 
standing upon Bunker Hill and inspired by the 
spirit of liberty—he was willing to run the hazards 
and risks of battle; not that he was willing to 
-encounter the pains and penalties of a separate 
movement against the Federal Government? But 
what | was excited at was that, in this Senate 
he should say that the provision of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, a compactinto which 
Massachusetts entered, recognizing the existence 
of slavery and the obligations of the non-slave- 
holding States to perform their duties in return- į 
ing a fugitive, imposed no obligation upon him! | 
When Í saw him rise upon this floor, and heard 
him say that that clause, and all laws intended to 
carry it out, were worse than the Stamp Act, and 
that before God he would be as much justified in 
resisting them as our forefathers were in resisting 
the Stamp Act, f was excited, When a coequal 
Senator stood on this floor, and said it would be 
as lawful, as heroic, as glorious, to resist this pro- | 
vision of the Constitution, as to resist the Stamp 
Act, I was indignant. As I understood him, he 
justified combined communities, mobs, in resisting | 
the fugitive slave law, or that provision of the Con- 
stitution. Sir, he identified with the glorious re- 
sistance to the Stamp Act, as exhibited in Boston 
and élsewhere, resistance which he was willing to 
make to the Constitution of his own country ! 
Did he suppose that I, as a southern man, in- 
terested in the institution of slavery, representing 
a slaveholding Commonwealth, could stand here 
and hear myself denounced, and my community 
denounced, for maintaining, an institution of that 
kind, and for insisting upon the constitutional ob- 
ligations of others, to conform to the terms of the 
Confederacy? When he said, that before God— 
I do not know whether he used those words, but | 
he made some solemn asservation—the enormiues 
of the Stamp Act sunk into insignificance, com- 
pared with the enormities of this provision of the 
Constitution, or any act intended to carry it out, 
it was enough to excite me. It was, however, | 
but atemporary excitement; and if the Senator had | 
not this morning come here, and indited a libel | 
against South Carolina—not in the name of Mas- 
sachusetts, for she would not do it—if he had 
not come here this morning, and with concocted | 
malice, poured out a prepared speech, on the 
assumption that I had said a thing which I never 
said: if he had not come here deliberately pre- 
pared to take materials brought together in a fell 
spirit, with a view to make a distinction between 
the North and the South, and against South Car- 
olina, I should have said nothing. God knows | 
South Carolina has had her difficulties through- | 


out the whole period of her existence. Her his-! 


tory is written in blood and trial. 
When she invited Greene. and he tookcommand of 
ber militia and regulars, L will not say certainly, but 
E do not think there was a Massachusetts soldier 
who followed him. Perhaps.some of the officers 


He had good taste enough to appreciate the grati- 
tude and the offerings of friendship bestowed upon 


|| him by Georgia and South Carolina. His grave | 
is there. They bestowed upon him fortune. They | 


rewarded him with something more than the laurels 
which the rhetorician can bestow upon the hero 


whose merits I am afraid he cannot appreciate. | 


Sir, when he speaks of my honored State by cull- 
ing history which I have not had an opportunity 
of examining, l admit we had our difficulties. The 
truth is, it is a wonder that South Carolina ever 
went tothe rescue of Boston. Boston made the 
war with Great Britain. She was the first.. She 
made it in the spirit of hardy Massachusetts, of 
slaveholding Massachusetts. l do not say, how- 


ever, that the fact of her being or not being slave- | 
holding had anything to do with it. Ido not say | 


thata State is better or worse for being slaveholding 
or non-slaveholding. But, sir, when Massachu- 
setts made the declaration and involved the country 
in the issues of war, we came to her rescue, and 
our history will illustrate the annals of that day. 
I will not say more, for more would not become 
me or him on that point. 

It might be expected that [ should reply more 
specifically tosome things said about South Caro- 
lina. {will do so when there isa real occasion. 


So long as the names of Kirkwood, Howard, | 


Morgan, and Rutherford; of Marion, Clarke, and 
Elbert, shall remain in history, the southern States 
will require no vindication on this floor. And so 
long as the names of Lincoln, Greene, Stark, Put- 


| nam, and Knox, shall remain, they will serve to | 


shed their rays on a common history. That is 
secure from the North or the South. They will go 
to show that slaveholding communities can achieve 
an organized independence, and can institute con- 
stitutions for the maintenance of rational liberty. 

I will now conclude by saying that what I have 
said has been the effusion of the moment, and 
not the effusion of the drawer; but what the Sen- 
ator has said this morning has been the deliberate 
preparation of two or three nights’ lucubrations, 
collecting the materials of history, and making 
them subservient to the maintenance of falseissues. 
With that proposition I leave the subject. Upon 
false issues he has made his speech. 

Mr. CLAY. Ido not rise to make a speech; 
I have no idea of trespassing on the time of the 


Senate at this period of the day; but I rise to re- | 


peat—and I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to it—that there is a material difference 
between the Senator from Massachusetts and the 
reporter. Before I allude to the evidence to estab- 
lish the truth of the position assumed by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, and reassumed by myself, I will 
say to the Senator from Maine that} do not doubt 
that he labors under an honest misapprehension, 
and that he really believes what he has stated. 
Now, Í wish to call his attention, first, to the fact, 
that the Senator who put the question, and who 
stood immediately before the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, understood him as denying the obli- 
gations of his oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States; that he so treated it, and con- 
tinued to treat it throughout the remainder of his 


speech. And that the Senator from Massachu- į 


setts so intended at the time, there is confirmation 
in the record itself; and I call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to it. Here it is, found in the following re- 


marks of the Senators from South Carolina, from | 


Maryland, and from Massachusetts, as exhibited 
in the report before us: 


«Mr. Borter. Then you would not obey the Constitu- 
tion. Sir, [turning to Mr. SumNer,] standing here before 
this tribunal, where you swore to support it, you rise and 
tell me that you regard it the office of a dog to enforce it. 


i You stand in my presence, as a coequal Senator, and tell ! 


me that it isa dog’s office to execute the Constitution of 


i the United States? 


‘Mr. Pratt. Which he has sworn to support. 
“Mr, Sumner. I recognize no such obligation.” 


That is ‘*confirmation strong as proofs of Holy | 


Writ” that he was not misapprehended, and that 
he reasseverated what he had before asserted. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I donotundertaketo say 


But I forpear. | 


ji 
might have been from Massachusetts. Greene | 
was invited to take command of the southern army. į 


how the Senator from South Carolina understood || 
it, nor do I undertake to say how the Senator il the testimony of the Senator from South Caro- 


| there can be none as to the last. 
| from Massachusetts make use of the following 


from Alabama, or any other gentleman, under- 
stood it. I only say that the language was such 
as I have stated, and that | did not understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts as conveying such an 
idea as is imputed to him, nor did many other gen- 
tlemen, to my knowledge, on. this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. SUMNER. Wor had I any such idea to 
convey. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. lLimputed at the time the 
construction which was put upon the language of 
the Senator rather to the heat of the debate and, 
perhaps, a want of capacity—not a general want 
of capacity, but a want of capacity under the ex- 
citement of the occasion—properly to appreciate 
the real meaning which the Senator intended to 
convey. : 

Mr. GILLETTE. 1 will state, siz, that I was 
in my seat, paying very close attention to-the re- 
marks which were made thatday. As the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina turned to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, the latter Senator rose, and 
in this manner asked the question, ‘* Do you ask 
me whether J would return a slave ??’—~emphasiz- 
ing the ** me’’ and the ‘*1,”’ which, to my mind, 
banishes all doubt as to the matter. That is the 
way in which I understood him. 

Mr. PETTIT. Mr. President, there may pos- 
sibly have been some mistake as to one point, but 
Did the Senator 


language: “ I recognize no such obligation ?”? No 
Senator, not even ihat one himself, pretends to 
deny it. Now, what is that obligation which he 
gays he does not recognize? Gentlemen may 
fix up as many beautiful sentencesas they please, 
but 1 shall very easily show what it means. The 
Senator from Massachusetts asked the Senator 
from South Carolina, according to the report, 
(which I contend was an interpolation,) whether 
he interrogated him so and so? Then, after his 
answer, the Senator from South Carolina went on 
thus: 

“Mr. BUTLER. Then you would not obey the Consti- 
tution. Sir. [turning to Mr. Sumner,] standing here before 
this tribunal, where you swore to support it, you rise and 
tell me that you regard it the office of a dog to enforce it 
You stand in my presence, as a coequal Senator, and tell 
me that it is a dog’s office to execute the Constitution of 


the United States? 
“Mr. Prarr. Which he has sworn to support.” 


This remark of the Senator from Maryland did 
not change at all what the Senator from South 
Carolina was saying; for he had already told the 
Senator from Massachusetts that he had sworn 
to support the Constitution, But to that, what 
was the response of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? Here is the issue, and it is narrowed down. 
He promptly responded: 

“Mr. Sumner. I recognize no such obligation.” 


What, sir? The Senator from Massachusetts not 
recognize the obligation of the Constitution, and 
the oath he has taken to support it! That is what 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator 
from Maryland alike charged upon him. They 
notified him, they warned him, they advised him, 
they refreshed his memory, that he had sworn to 
support the Constitution; and directly, in the face 
of both these advices, warnings, and remindings 
that he occupied such a position, he expressly 
said, ** I recognize no such obligation.” 

Now, sir, how does the Senator attempt to get 
out of it? How can he, or how can his numerous 
friends, undertake to excuse him, and get around 
it? He may quibble as to the other question, 
t: whether you asked me whether I would do so 
and so,” emphasizing the me and the J; but I say 
that he said he recognized “ no such obligation’? 
as the Constitution of his country, and the oath 
he had taken before the Presiding Officer of this 
body, upon the Gospel of God, to support it; and 
that he boldly stated here in our presence, (and 
was the first high official that ever did utter such 
words; and no man can say he did not utter them,) 
that he recognized no such obligation. No such 
obligation as what? The Constitution of his 
country, and his oath to support that Constitu- 
ion. His words are, ‘*I recognize no such obli- 
ation.” 

Sir, the Senator stands convicted, not by my 
testimony alone, but by the testimony of your 
reporter, the testimony of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, the testimony of the Senator from Florida, 
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lina, and the testimony of the Senator from Texas, | 
of having said that he recognized no such obliga- | 
tion. 

Sir, whilef am up I will say what I intended | 
to say when I was up before, that in any remark | 
which I have made I have not designed to attri- | 
bute anything improper, unjustifiable, or censur- 
able to the reporter of the Senate. To that gen- 
tlemen I am under many obligations this year, 
and in years gone past, in the other House and 
in this body, for efficient, correct, and faithful re- 
ports of what I have said. I have no complaint 
to lay at his door. He may havethoughthe was 
justified in allowing the Senator to interpolate in 
my remarks what he did allow him to interpolate; 
and he has come forward promptly to show, by 
the letter which I read to-day, and which will ap- 
pear in my remarks to-morrow, that he did inter- 
polate, that they did not exist, and that, even as 
reported, they were different in form and substance 
from what appears in print. The Senator cannot 
get out of the charge that is here made against 
him. He said he recognized no such obligation 


as the obligation of the Constitution, and of his | 
oath to support it. He cannot, he has notshirked, 


in any form, the allegation that he interpolated 


what was not true, what he did not say, what he | 


could not have said,and that he forced it in the 
report to the detriment of the then speaker. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I should be 
unwilling to hold any Senator to the consequences 
of a hasty expression. l beg leave, therefore, to | 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether he 
now recognizes an obligation to return a fugitive 
slave? I put the question in general language: 
Does he recognize the obligation to return a fugi- 


| - Mr. COBB. Now let us have the morning 
i hour. 


Mr. JONES. Well, I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. COBB. Then | call for the regular order 
of business. i 
ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the fol- 
lowing bills; which thereupon received the signa- 


iana on the Bastrop grant; 
An act for the relief of Priscilla C. Simonds; 
An act for the relief of Moses Olmstead; 
An act for the relief of Zadoc C. Inghram; and 
Afi act for the relief of Llewellyn Washington. 


PRESERVATION OF LIFE FROM SHIPWRECK. 

Mr. SKELTON. By unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
| following bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill for the better preservation of life and 
property from shipwreck on the coast of the Uni- 
ted States. ` 

MAIL TRANSPORTATION TO THE PACIFIC. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is'the consideration of the following bill: 

A bill to providea weekly mail service between 
the Atlantic States and San Francisco. 

The pending question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Coss,] to recon- 


tive slave? 
Mr.SUMNER. To that I answer distinctly, 


no. 

Mr. CLAY. Now, I trust nobody will again 
undertake to qualify the language of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, or to screen him from an 
imputation that is made against him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to refer the petition to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the enrolled 
bill, entitled an ‘‘Acttoaid the Territory of Minne- 
sota in the construction of a rail road therein;” 
which was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

INTRODUCTION OF A BILL 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
consent of the Senate, in behalf of my absent col- 
league who is confined to his bed by sickness, to 
introduce a bill to aid in the transportation of the 
mails. My object is merely to have it referred to 
the proper committee. 

By unanimous consent, leave to introduce the 
bill was granted, and it was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 28, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry SLICER. i 

TheJournalof yesterday wasread and approved. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


FULLER'S SURVEY OF THE OHIO RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the resolve oft 
of Representatives of the Ath instant, a report 
of the Colonel of Topographical Engineers, con- : 
taining information in respect to Fuller’s survey | 
of the Ohio river, (made in 1853,J*at and in the | 
vicinity of Marietta, Ohio, with such reports, es- | 


timates, explanatory notes, and other papers, on |, 


file in the War Department, adapted to illustrate į 
the same. ; 
Ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


} 


A message was received from the House of | 


Task the unanimous | 


| 


he House | 


engrossed and read a third time. 

| Mr.COBB. Imade that motion, and I will not 
withdraw it until I hear what the gentleman from 
California wants. Perhaps he is desirous of post- 
poning it. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. Iask theunanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a verbal amendment 
tu the bill, for the purpose of relieving it from 
ambiguity. j 

. The amendment was reported, as follows: 

In the sixth line strike out the word “ existing,” before 
the word ‘contract 3? and in the seventh line, after the 
word ‘contract,’’ insert the words “ to be made.” 

So that the clause shall read: 


And it shall be the duty of the Postmaster General to 
determine any contract to be made for the service herein 
required, and to make a new contract therefor whenever 
|| a greater expedition can be procured within the provisions 
of this act expressed.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That amendment 
is not only a verbal one, but it makes a material 
difference in the provisions of the bill. 


Tennesse: will remember that upon a previousday 
it was stated by myself, in my place here, that 
there was no intention of affecting existing con- 
tracts. That bill was drawn up without any such 
design. The term of that particular provision 
is, that it shall only operate upon the services 
provided for in the act; but the term * existing” 
makes the sentence ambiguous. I do not wish 


think, with my amendment adopted, the provision 
willbe the same. I ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to allow metoamend the bill so as to ex- 
yress the intention of the committee. 


Mr. JONES. 


o. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I desire simply that the 
|| provision be clear and explicit. : 
$O Mr. JONES. [think the amendment is a ma- 
| terial one, and perhaps it alters the whole gist of 
| the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, then, 
to the amendment, the question is upon the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was or- 
dered to athird reading. . , 

Mr. COBB. I madethat motion,and I believe 
the previous question has been called and sus- 
tained upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was ordered to a 
third reading under the previous question. 


| 
: 
| 


tion is 


l 
| Mr. COBB. Then the previous ques 
_ exhausted? < 

The SPEAKER. It is. 


| Mr. COBB. My object in moving to recon- 
sider the vote was to keep the bill in the posses- 


i| 
i 


| sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be | 


the provision to be ambiguous at all, though I | 


Mr. McDOUGALL. I hope the gentleman from | 


I think that amendment will not }: 


{| contract, 


| 
| 
l 
i! 
i 
| 
i 


sion of the House, so that they. could recon- 
sider; and, if they found it necessary, when it 
should come up.again, to amend it in'such a way 
as to make it acceptable to the House. ‘Wehave 
passed beyond the stage in which amendment can 
be made to the bill; and at tke time I made the 
motion, | heard numerous objections made by the 
members of this House to the bill as it was then 
stated to the House. The committee which ‘re- 
ported the bill now desire to amend it, arid to qual- 
ify some of its language; and I hope it may be 
amended in a manner which will render it accept- 
able to the gentleman from California, [Mr. Me- 
Dovearr.} 

I recollect distinctly that the gentleman from: 
Kentucky, [Mr. Brecxinrincg,] who is notnow 
in his seat, voted for the bill on its second: and 
third reading. In relation to certain provisions 
i in the bill, however, I discovered that he dissented 
| from the gentleman from California. He sug- 
i gested that he desired to offeran amendment to 
| obviate all difficulty in getting rid of the other 
It is my desire, and I presume it is the 
i desire of every gentleman here, if the bill is to 
pass, to put it in such a shape as to make it ac- 
! ceptable to the gentleman from California and to 
‘the House. But the next day, seeing that no 
| particular attention was called to it, and knowing 
| that if the further consideration of the bill was 
; postponed, it must either pass in the condition in 
| which it now stands, or be defeated, in order that 
| the House might have the opportunity upon re- 
| flection to make such amendments as they might 
! consider necessary, I made the motion to recon- 
| sider the vote by which it was ordered to a third 
| reading. i ; 

In the condition in which the bill now stands 
I am prepared to vote against it. I desire that 
proper mail facilities shall be furnished between 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts; and if the bill can 
be amended in such a way as to provide for the 
' abrogation of the existing contract, I shall cheer- 
fully vote for it. But unless some means can be 
provided by which we can get rid of the old con- 
tract, I shall feel compelled to vote against it, 
notwithstanding my earnest wish to afford the 
proper mail facilities between the two oceans. 

I hope, therefore, the friends of the measure 
will go with me in this motion to reconsider, and 
give the House an opportunity to so amend the 
bill that it may pass in a shape that will be alike 
satisfactory to the gentleman from California and 
| the House. But; sir, I do not intend to discuss 
the merits of the measure. J have risen merely 
to state that I shall vote for the bill with that 
amendment, and that [ shall vote against it with- 
out the amendment. And now, sir, profiting b 
the suggestion of a friend, never to speak unless { 
could say something that would edify the House, 
| E intend to withhold my fire, so far as the making 
| of speeches are concerned, to a proper time. 
| Mr. MeDOUGALL obtained the floor, but 
yielded to - 

Mr. HAVEN, who said: Is the motion to re- 
consider now before the House? i 

Mr. COBB. lt is; and I hope it will be car- 
ried, for the purpose of placing the matter in the 
hands of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not wish to take any part 
in this discussion; but it seems to me to be only 
reasonable that the House should reconsider, and 
give the gentleman from California the opportunity 
to print the bill in the language in which the com- 
mittee which reported it intended it should be, and 
then either vote down the bill, or pass it at once. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman 
from California to allow me to say a word. When 
this bill was before the House for consideration, 
some days ago, not having réad the bill carefully, 
| Lasked the gentleman from California a question, 


i 


| 


which it seems has brought the attention of the 
House to the point upon which the reconsidera- 
tionis now asked. I’asked the gentleman whether 
this bill would interfere with the existing contract? 
His reply was, that it did not interfere with the 
existing contract for oceah steam mail service be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific coast. The gen- 
tleman was then, it seems, laboring under a mis- 
apprehension. Now, sir,if the gentleman from 
Tennessee still adheres to his objection to the 


| 


amendment, | hope the House will grant so rea- 
sonable a requestas the gentleman from California 
makes. 

} regret that my friend from Tennessee objects. 


| 
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But he does object; and I hope that the House 
will make the reconsideration and modification of 
the bill as desired. : 

. Mr. McDOUGALL. I. wish to say to the 
House that | do. desire the reconsideration to take 
place. I do not wish, and would not seek to ac 
complish, anything by indirection; and if I had 
wanted the Postmaster General authorized to abro- 
gate the existing contract, Í should have so stated. 
in plain terms. ; | sought nothing of the kind, as 
Í stated on a previous occasion in my place here. 
I hope the House will allow the reconsideration 
to take place, that the proper amendment to ex- 
press the views of the committee, as well as my 
own, may be made. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, I am dis- 
posed to favor the proposition of my friend from 
California; but before doing so, I should like to 
have some information on the subject, from either 
the gentleman himself, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, or the 
chairman of the select committee on. steamship 
contracts. It is my desire to increase, within 
reasonable limit, the mail facilities for California. 
The cost of the present facilities, if I am correctly 
informed, is $838,000 the year; my friend’s prop- 
osition authorizes and requires the Postmaster 
General to increase that expenditure $250,000. 

There seems to be some difference of opinion 
between the gentleman from California, the chair- 
man of the Post Office Committee, and the chair- 
man of the select committee to investigate the 
subject of contracts with steamship companies for 
carrying the United States mails as to whether 
the contract immediately under consideration can 
be abrogated. Now, sir, while I am anxious and 
willing to afford all the mail facilities to California 
which justice may demand, still I cannot vote for 
this $250,000 increase unless I can have some as- 
surance, or see my way clear in regard to the 
abrogation of the existing contract with this mail 
steamship company. Let the gentlemen to whom 
T have alluded give the House their reasons why 
the appropriation is a proper one. 

. Before | yieid the floor, however, for the inform- 
ation I have asked, I repeat what I said ona 
former occasion when the question was before us, 
that we ought not to act on the bill until we 
had seen the conclusions of the investigating 
committee on steamship contracts, and the action 
of the House on its report. I understand from 
my friend that he intends to notice this point after 
the reconsideration; and when we get back to the 
merita of the bill, I shall not trammel, by any 
objection.of mine, any of the friends of the bill. 
l think that the people of California need, and 
are entitled to, increased mail facilities; but I hope 
that the House may be now furnished with the 
information which I have indicated. On that in- 
formation will, to some extent, depend the vote 
which 1 shall give. If we cannot give up the 
contract with this steamship company, so as to 
make better arrangement than that now existing, 
I am willing to vote what is asked; but f can- 
not consent to tax the Post Office Department 
$1,000,000 for mail facilities for California, when 
| know that there are other sections of the coun- 
try similarly situated, and who demand at our 
hands further. mail facilities. 

Mr. OLDS. Iam, perhaps, unable to give the 


gentleman from Virginia the information he has || 


asked relative to the power of Congress to put an 
end to existing contracts for the transportation of 


the mails between New York and San Francisco. | 
It depends entirely on the construction of the | 


contract, involving, perhaps, some nice legal 
ponis that the House can decide for themselves. 

ut I cannot, for thé life of me, see what that has 
to do with this bill. The question is a simple one. 


Do we need increased mail facilities. between the |! 


Atlantic and Pacific? If we do, let us have them. 
Then, if you have the power to put an end to the 
existing contract, and make a better one for that 
mail service, let us have thatalso. But it appears, 
if we need an increase of mail facilities, we should 
pass this bill without any reference to the other. 
Believing that the matter bas been fully discussed, 
and to save the time of the House, 1 move the 
previous question upon the reconsideration. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, Will the gentleman | 


withdraw his demand for the previous question, 
to enable me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. OLDS. I will withdraw it if the gentleman 
will renew it. 


| proposed by Mr. McDoveatt, 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Do I understand this 
bill as contemplating that the same contractors shall 
perform the service as have performed it hitherto? 

Mr. OLDS. No,sir. The contract will be 
open for any bids for carrying the mails, by any 
other route, at a sum not exceeding $250,000. 
It has not the most distant thing in the world to 
do with the existing contract for carrying the mail 
between Panama and Chagres. 

Mr. MACE. It has been out of the power of 
the select committee on ocean mail service, up to 
this time, to submit a report to the House. The 
report, however, will be completed and submitted 
next week. “I, like the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 
Oxps,] can see no immediate connection between 
the Collins line of steamers and the steamers en- 
gaged in the Pacific mail service. But the point 
involved, in my opinion, in the whole matter of 
ocean mail service, is this: The contract with the 
Collins line of steamers needs overhauling, and a 
critical-examination upon the part of members of 
the House. In addition to that, the mail service 
between the Atlantic and Pacific stands identically 
in the same condition, though. these routes are 
disconnected with each other, so far as the con- 
tracts are concerned. In my opinion, it will be 
found, after a careful examination, that, if the 
Congress of the United States have the legal au- 
thority to interfere with the transportation of the 
mails for a violation of contract, the same principle 
will apply, and, perhaps, to a greater extent, to | 
the steamers engaged in the transportation of the 
mails from the Atlanticto the Pacific. I remarked 
upon a former occasion, that I will go as far as 
the gentlemen from California to give them these 
increased mail facilities; but I am not prepared, 
at this time, to saddle this Government with an 
additional expense of $250,000 per annum for a 
weekly service. 

1 do believe, after a full investigation of this 
matter, and after the committee shall have sub- 
mitted the report which they design making, that 
the House wiil haveit in its power to curtail greatly 
the expenses of our ocean mail service, and afford 
equal facilities that they now do between New 
York and Liverpool; and also, afford the facilities 
which the gentleman asks for California. 

With these remarks, { move the previous ques- 
tion, as I promised to do. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put, being upon 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ ask for a count 
of the House, that we may see whether we have 
got a quorum. 

Mr. OLDS. . I ask for tellers. 
wey to ascertain the fact. 

"ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dean and 
Cox were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- | 
ed—ayes 101, noes 24, 

So the motion to reconsider prevailed. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. COBB. I now make a motion to recon- 
sider the next stage in the bill, so that we can get 
back to a point where we can amend it. 

The SPEAKER. Itis amendable now. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I now propose the amend- 
ment which { offered before; and I call the previous 
question upon its adoption. 

Mr JON ES, of Tennessee. 
upon the second. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and WHEELER, were appointed, 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the previous question, and the tellers reported | 
92 in the affirmative, and 32 in the negative. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon the amendment 


That is the best 


1 ask for tellers 


Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James ©. Allen, Willis | 
Allen, Appleton, Ashe, David J, Bailey, Bauks, Barksdale, 
Bell, Benson, Caruthers, Chastain, Churchwell, Cook, 
Cox, Crocker, Curtis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dis- 
ney, Dowdell, Eastman, Thomas D. Eliot, English, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagier, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Sampson W. 
Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Lindsley, McDougall, Me- | 


Nair, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, Middleswarth, 
Morgan, Nichola, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, 
Peck, Peckbam, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, 
Riddle, David Ritehie, Thomas Ritehey, Rowe, Seward, 
Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. 
Stevens, John J. Taylor, John L. ‘Taylor, Nathaniel G, 
Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Walker, 
Walley, Walsh, Eilibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Zoliieofter— 
300. = 

NAYS—Messrs. Belcher, Bocock, Bridges, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Chamberlain, Cobb, Corwin, Craige, Callom, 
John G. Davis, Dickinson, Eddy, Ellison, Etheridge, Flor- 
ence, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hiester, Hill, 
Houston, Johnson, George W. Jones, Keitt, Leteher, Lilly, 
Lindley, McCulloch, MeMullin, Mayall, John G. Miller, 
Murray Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Pennington, Phelps, Ready, 
Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, Shannon, Singleton, Tracy, Vansant, 
Wade, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Witte— 
50. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Pending the call of the yeas and nays, 

, Mr. McDOUGALL asked consent to make a 
brief statement as to the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. LILLY. I object. 

Mr. READY. I hope the gentleman will not 
object. Very few of us know what the amend- 
ment is. 

Mr. LILLY. I object, for the reason that the 
gentleman from California himself called the pre- 
vious question upon the bill without giving any 
one else an opportunity of saying anything upon 
it. 

Mr. McNOUGALL. I propose to make a sin- 
gle statement in reference to the bill. 

Mr. JONES. I ask whether debateis in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. PHELPS. Is it in order to move that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the main question 
having been ordered to be now put. 

The question was then put on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and there 
were—ayes 61, noes 63. : 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I demand tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1f the House will 
Jet the bill pass to a third reading, I shall call for 
the yeas and nays on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The House has refused to 
do so, unless in division, by tellers, it otherwise 
orders. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wirra and 
Cox were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 82, noes 76. 

Before the Speaker announced 
vote, j 

Mr. COX said: I desire to correct the report 
made by the tellers. “In our first count we re- 
ported sixty-six as voting in the affirmative. Since 
then six more voted in the afirmative, making 
seventy-two; and seventy-six have voted in the 
negative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I then ask the 
yeas and nays upon the engrossment, 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Have Ia right to move 
to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
not yet exhausted, and the motion indicated by 
the gentleman from California would not be in 
order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. OLDS. Isit in order to move that the 
House resolve itself.into the Committee of the 


the result of the 


i| Whole on the state of the Union ° 


The SPEAKER. No motion is in order, ex- 
cept tolay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is it in order to move to 
postpone the further consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion can be made 
only by unanimous consent. 

Several Mempens objected. 

The yeas and nays were ordered upon Mr. 


| Baipces’s motion. 


The questi6i was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the afirmative—yeas 84, nays 71; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bocock, 
Bridges, Campbell, Carpenter, Chamberlain, Cobb, Corwin, 
Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, 
Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, Eastman, Thomas D. Eliot, El- 
lison, English, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Gid- 
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dings, Goode, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Wiley P. 
Harris, Harrison, Hiester, Hill, Houston, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Keitt, Knox, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, McDougall, Mace, Middieswarth, Millson, 
Morgan, Murray, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, 
Pennington, Phelps, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Thomas |i 
Ritchey, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Shaw, Sin- 
gleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, John J. Taylor, Nathaniet 
G. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walley, 
Walsh, Ellihu B. Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, Yates, 
and Zollicoffer—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ashe, David J. Bailey, Banks, Bell, Benson, Chandler, 
Chastain, Corisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cook, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Eddy, Everhart, Ewing, 
Farley, Florence, Green, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Inger- 
soll, Roland Jones, Kurtz, Latham, McNair, Macy, Mat- 
teson, Mayall, Smith Miller, Nichols, Olds, Orr, Peck, 
Peckham, Phillips, Preston, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, 
David Richie, Robbins, Rowe, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Riehard H. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L, Stevens, Straub, David 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, Wal- 
ker, Westbrook, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wrigbt—7i. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Me. McDOUGALL. | move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER, I move to lay that motion 
upon the table. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
has expired? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I move that the rules of 
the House be suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. PECKHAM. If the morning hour has 
expired, I move now that we proceed to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table, with the view of taking 
up the resolution from the Senate fixing the day of 
adjournment of the present session of Congress. 
W e may as well dispose of it now as at any other 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. McDovear1] has moved that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
‘Whole of the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [rise toa point of 
order. The motion to reconsider is a privileged 
question, and takes precedence of every other 
motion, excepta motion to go into committee. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
a privileged motion; the motion to lay on the 
table is also a privileged motion; at the expiration 
of the morning hour it is in order under the rules 
to move to go to the business on the Speaker’s 
table. The motion, however, to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union is 
in order at any time, and is to be first put to the 
House. 

The question was taken on Mr. McDoveatu’s 
motion; and on a division there were—ayes 66, 
noes 90. 

Mr. ORR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. —— 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 suppose the question 1s 
upon the motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. g 

TheSPEAKER. That motion is pending, and 
is the question next in order. i , 

Mr. PECKHAM. Is not my motion next in 
order? . 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider, 
and the motion to lay that motion on the table, 
take precedence of the motion to go to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table. | 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, asked for tellers on 
Mr. Lercuer’s motion, 

Tellers were ordered; and M&ssrs. 


I ask if the morning hour 


Kert and 


| 30th December, 1853, as amended by the Senate | 


Campne ey were appointed. 

The question was taken; 
79 in the affirmative, and 48 

So the motion to reconsi 
table. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Task the Chair if that mo- 
tion has not been just made and voted down? 

The SPEAKER. it has; but business has 
since intervened. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Well, sir, 
tion will be voted down. 

The question was puton 
and, on a division, there wer 

The SPEAKER. The C | 
firmative. f 

th 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 demand tellers. 


and the tellers reported 
in the negative. 
der was laid on the 


I hope the mo- 


Mr. Purrps’s motion, | 
e—ayes 78, noes 78. | 
hair votes in the af- | 


| bodying his views on 


i; when he said that 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Keirr appointed. | 
The question was then taken; and the tellers | 
reported—ayes: ninety-one, a further count not | 
being demanded. | 
So the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was here received from the Senate, | 
by AsgurY Dicxms, Esq., their Secretary, noti- | 
fying the House that the Senate had passed bills | 
of the following titles, in which*he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House: | 
_ An act (No. 403) creating a collection district 
in the State of California; 

An act (No. 418) creatinga collection district in | 
Texas and New Mexico; and | 

An act (No. 305) to direct a reéxamination of | 
the account between the United States and the | 
State of Maryland. | 

That the Senate had agreed to the amendment of | 
the House to the bill (S. No. 209) entitled “An act | 
for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont;”’ and to the | 
biil (S. No. 344) entitled ‘ An act for the relief of | 
James Jeffries and Jeremiah M. Smith.” 

Also, that the Senate had rejected the bill (H. | 
R. No. 404) entitled ‘* An act to change the day 
for the annual assembling of Congress.” 

Also, informing the House that the Senate had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution: i 

H. R. No. 342. An act to aid the Territory of | 
Minnesota in the construction of arailroad therein. 

H. R. No. 27. Joint resolution directing the ; 
connection of the public surveys in Alabama, with | 
the boundary line between the States of Alabama | 
and Florida.] 


ENROLLED BILLS. ; i 
Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled | 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following 
bills; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Speaker: 
Act for the relief of Joseph Jeffries and Jere- | 
miah M. Smith; and | 
Act for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont. | 
The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr, Disyey in the chair,) on 


THE MEXICAN TREATY. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose it had under consideration a bill 
‘to enable the President of the United States to 
fulfill the third article of the treaty between the | 
United States and the Mexican Republic of the | 


of the United States,” and that the pending ques- | 
tion was on the motion to strike out the enacting | 
clause. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The general de- 
bate having been closed to-day at twelve o’clock, 
m., by order of the House, l ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to withdraw the motion to 
strike out the enacting clause. | 

There was no objection, and the motion was | 
withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
on the amendment of 


The question then recurs | 
the gentleman from Ala- 


ama. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My amendment was made | 
for the same purpose as the motion of the gentle- | 
mun from Tennessee, and I now ask the unani- ; 
mous consent to withdraw it. i 

There was no objection, and the amendment was ; 
withdrawn. i Ea 

Mr. HOUSTON then obtained the floor, and | 
addressed the committee an hour. At the com- , 
mencement of his remarks, he caused to be read | 
the resolutions adopted by the House of Repre 
sentatives in 1796, after President Washington had | 
declined to furnish the House with the corres- | 
pondence connected with the Jay treaty, as em- | 
the rights and duties of the | 
House respecting appropriations for carrying out | 
treaties; they having the right to deliberate on the | 
expediency of the ap 
and act thereon as in their j 
conducive to the public good. 

He said it was a fair deduction from the course | 
of several gentlemen who spoke of the necessity | 
of obtaining the correspondence, that they did not | 
desire the information they seem to call for, be- 
cause they slept on their rights until the moment | 
he would call up the bill now | 


pending. 


propriation, and to determine |; 
udgment may be most || 


He justified the President for not sending in the 
correspondence; and denied that the rights of the 
House had been invaded because the ‘President 
did not consult the House before the recent treary 
was made, It was not the duty of the President 
to do so, although the gentleman from Missouri 
argued to the contrary. 
_ He then proceeded to show that every Admin- 
istration, from the days of Washington to the 
present day, withouta solitary exception, (except, 
perhaps, in several cages of Indian treaties,) has 
committed itself over and doubly over io the doc- 
trine for which he (Mr. Houston) contendéd. 
There is not one case to sustain the gentleman 
from Missouri. ; 

He denied that Mr. Jefferson ever consulted the 
House on the subject of the Louisiana treaty and 
challenged Mr. Benton to produce proof to the 
contrary. He referred to the course of the sue- 


e 


|| ceeding Administrations in support of his views. 


His speech, withheld for revision, will be pub- „ 
lished in the Appendix. $ 
Mr. BENTON. Debate is terminäted; but I 
desire to propound a question to the gentleman 

from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is terminated on 
the bill, under the order of the House, except as 
it is provided for under the five-minute. rule, 
Gentlemen may propose amendments, and speak 


i| five minutes in explanation of them. 


Mr. BENTON. Without going through the 


| formality of a pro forma motion to amend, I sup- 


pose that gentlemen will hardly refuse to allow me 
to say a word upon two points. ; 

Several Mempers. Adhere to the rule. 

Mr. BENTON. Then I move to reduce the 
appropriation one dollar. f : 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is better to settle that 
point at the start. ms 

Mr. PRESTON. 1 will makea pointof order, 
at the request of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, at this stage of the proceed- 
ings. I conceive that a motion toalter the amount 
appropriated by the bill for carrying out the treaty 
is not in order, because that would be to exercise 
the treaty-making power, in fact, by the House, 
which is reposed by the Constitution in the Pres- 
ident and the Senate. We must take the appro- 
priation bill as it stands, exercising our discretion 
to accept or to reject it as it stands, and making no 
substantial amendment. 1 do not make my point 
of order for the purpose of precluding other amend- 


ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire 
if the gentleman from Kentueky rises to a point 
of order in reference to the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. PRESTON. I do raise it with all respect 
tø him. But he can make an informal amendment 
to the bill. I desire the decision of the Chair now 
upon that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to overrule the point of order presented by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and the Chair does 
it, The Chair thinks that it is competent for this 
House to vote any particular sum of money 
which, in its discretion, it thinks fit to be applied 
for any particular purpose for which it is asked; 
either to refuse it entirely, or to give any amount, 
consulting its own discretion. Whether it be or 
be not inconsistent with functions ‘devolved upon 
the President and the Senate, is not for the Flouse 
to inquire. : 

Mr. PRESTON. I shall not take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, though I do not 
think it would bea bill for an appropriation atall. 
My impression is, that it would notbe in order to 
vote any other sum than that which the treaty 
contemplates. 

Mr. BENTON. I move pro forma to reduce 
the amount one dollar, and will consume my five 
minutes. The Representative from Alabama [Mr. 
Houston] falls heavily upon two gentlemen from 
New York, [Messrs. Haven and Pecrnam,] for 
having slept upon their rights; for not having 
applied in time for these papers; for not having 
applied when the message came 10; for not having 
applied to the,committee to call for them. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order. 
I understand the rule to be that when an amend- 
ment is offered, the gentleman who offers itis com- 
pelled to confine his remarks to the subject- matter 
of theamendment. Thegentleman from Missouri 
is not so doing, and consequently is out of order: 
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Mr. BENTON. - L hope these questions of order 
will not be taken out of my five minutes. 

I never am willing to repeat what passes between 
two members in their seats; but I leave it to that 
member (Mr. Houston] to say whether or not 
the moment the message was brought in and re- 
ferred, | did not go to him and ask for the papers? 
And when he said that there were none that came 
with it, whether i did not insist that the committee 
should call for them? I leave it to him to answer. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Missouri 
and myself have had two or three conversations 
about these papers. I remember no such conversa- 
tion as he refers to. Ehad no idea that the gen- 
tleman wanted to call for the papers until Mon- 
day morning. He may have said it to me, but I 
remember no such thing. 

Mr. BENTON. Does he not remember my 
coming to him and asking him if the committee 
would callfor them? 

Mr. HOUSTON. You may 
A remember no such thing. 

Mr. BENTON. Itis for these reasons that I 
never like to tell anything which. passes privately 
between two gentlemen. But I thought 1 went to 
him. I thought ! asked for the papers. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do notremember anything 
about it. I know we had several conversations 
about the papers. 

Mr. BENTON. My recollection is, that I did 
talk with the gentleman, and that we became 
rather pointed in our talk. My recollection is, 
that l insisted that it was the duty of the com- 
mittee to bring those papers before the House; 
but he did not think so. That is my recollection. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order. 
I insist that the rules be enforced. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Geor- 
gia raises the question of order, that the gentleman 
from Missourt has offered an amendment, and 
does not confine his remarks to the explanation of 
that amendment. The Chair overrules the ques- 
tion of order, upon theground that he understands 
the present colloquy between the gentleman from 
Missouri and the gentleman from Alabama to be 
a personal matter, and partaking of a privileged 
character. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 did not understand the gen- 


have done it; but 


the ground that it was a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘he Chair understands 
the proceeding between the gentleman from Mis- 
souri and Alabama to be as he has stated. 


Mr. McMULLIN. If the gentleman from Mis- | 


souri rises toa personal explanation, in connection 
with what passed between him and the gentleman 
from Alabama, I will not object, otherwise I do 
object upon the ground taken by the gentleman 
from Georgia; and upon that ground I shall take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
personal explanation can come into the committee 
as a question of privilege? 

Mr. SEWARD. I understand the gentleman 
from Missouri to have made a distinct motion to 
amend this bill, and to base his remarks upon 
that amendment. l submit, therefore, that no 
question of privilege, or a personal explanation, 
is raised. I did not understand the gentleman to 
put it upon that ground, And I do ‘not under- 
stand that a question of privilege can arise upona 
motion of that sort. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, || 


that a question may be pending, and a subsequent 
question may arise, and although that question 
may be pending, it will not prevent the introduc- 
tion and decision of a personal matter which, 


of all legislative bodies, is tolerated and recognized 
as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. SEWARD. Í think the Chair is raising 
a collateral issue, 


decision. 


decision of the Chair. 


judgment of the Chair, but not affecting the ori- 
ginal motion, or his rights under that motion. To 
this course the gentleman from Georgia takes 


l 


the gentleman has no right to introduce questions 
of this sort during the pendency of the original 
amendment., 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to the manner in 


| which the gentleman states the case. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the 
question of order, and from that decision the gen- 


| Ueman from Georgia takes an appeal; and the 


question is, “Shali the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 merely wish to 


ask the Chair, if ever, in his recollection, there has | 


a question of privilege arisen in the Committee of 
the Whole heretofore? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There was never such 
a question raised before. 

Mr. JONES. { submit to the Chair, and to 
the committee, that debate having been terminated 


by order of the House, the only debate in order in į 


committee is that which may take place under 
the five-minute rule, upon the amendment made 
by the mover, in explanation of it, and by the 
one first getting the floor in opposition. 1 sub- 
mit further to the Chair, that no personal expla- 
nation can be made in the House except by the 


‘unanimous consent of the House, and that the 


! that the rules of the House are applicable to pro- ; 
t unde i ceedings in the Committee of the Whole. In order | 
tleman from Missouri as basing his remarks upon |! 


i be unanimous consent. 


committee have no right to suspend the rules, 
even by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, 
in the first place, that the rules of the House, by 
an express rule, apply in the Committee of the 
Whole, so far as they are applicable. Now, the 
rules of courtesy, as well as the usage of the 
House, and of every other deliberative body, tol- 


| erate personal matters as being of a privileged 
, character. 


And the Chair repeats, what he said a 
momept since, that, although another question 
may be pending, yet a question of privilege may 
still arise while itis pending. In that light the 


i Chair understands the matter before the House. 
! The gentleman from Missouri made a motion to | 


amend, and while that motion was pending, be- 


came involved ina personal matter with the gen- 

| tleman from Alabama ofa privileged character. | 
I desire to ask the | 

He has correctly stated į 


Mr.. RICHARDSON. 
Chair a single question. 


to make explanations in the House, there must 
\ If that be so, then must 
there not be unanimous consent for the same pur- 


! pose in the Committee of the Whole? 


Mr. McMULLIN. I understood the gentle- 
man from Georgia as raising his question of order 


on the ground thata motion had been made to | 


reduce the appropriation one dollar, and that the 
member from Missouri was departing from the 
discussion of that amendment. That was the 


ii ground of the gentleman’s point of order. The 
| Chair has overruled that point, from which de- 
I desire to know if a |: 


cision the gentleman has taken an appeal; and I 


‘think that the appeal has been well taken. 


Mr. SEWARD. I desire that the House 
should understand this matter, and that the Chair 
and myself should understand each other. I 
think the Chair-is raising a collateral issue for the 
purpose of getting a vote on this question. 

* Now let us examine the question. The gentle- 


; man from Missouri proposes to reduce the appro- 


priation one dollar. He also proposed to discuss 
that amendment under the rules of the House. 


| Failing to do that, and seeking to go into añ in- 


vestigation of a matter which had already been 
discussed by members on this floor, in reference 


| to the application for the papers connected with 
i the making of this treaty, a dispute arose between 


li the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman 


according to the rules of courtesy and the usages | 


from Alabama. I understood the Chair to decide 
that the question was a privileged one; that mat- 
ters of public record and history are privileged 


; questions, and. that therefore he would indulge the 


exception, and raises. a question of order, that i 


‘a 


; gentleman from Missouri. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will repeat his 
‘sary for the Chair to repeat that, under the rules 
Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, I appeal from the || 
|i explanation, he would not hesitate to decide the 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- | 
souri offers an amendment to the pending bill. | 
Subsequent to that motion, and while it was pend- || 
ing, he entered into a matter of privilege, in the }: 
‘from Georgia, or any other member, the Chair 


The CHAIRMAN. It can hardly be neces- 


of the House giving the privilege of five minutes’ 


member must be confined to the terms of the rule. 
That is to say, his remarks must be confined to 
an explanation of the pending amendment. If that 
point of order had. been raised by the gentleman 


would have so ruled. Itis not as supposed by 
the gentleman from Georgia. The Chair did not 
overrule any such point. The Chair has attempted 


li to explain, but he has evidently been unfortunate 
in doing so. 

Pending a motion to amend, a question of a 
personal character arose,and the Chair, according 
to the usage of the House, tolerated it. 
|| Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to suggest to the 
committee, that, independent of the point which 
the Chair makes to sustain itself, the remarks of 
| the member from Missouri are in order on the 
merits of his proposition. 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a question of order, 
The appeal is not debatable. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 

that this whole discussion is out of order. 

i! [Cries of *¢ That is right !”’] 
l! Mr. CAMPBELL. [tis very remarkable that 
the Chair has only just found that out. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. . The gentleman from 
Tennessee, the gentleman from Georgia, and the 
gentleman from Illinois, haveall been indulged, and 
i without objection.. Is not a gentleman on the op- 
posite side of the House allowed to say one word? 
! The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is out of 


order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Was I not entitled to the 


floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will repeat, 
that under the order of the House limiting debate, 
| all this discussion is out of order. It has been 
indulged by the Chair until his attention was spe- 
i cially called toit by gentlemen, and demand made 
|| for the enforcement of the rule. 
| Mr, CAMPBELL. Then the rule is brought 
to bear on me and not upon others. 

The CHAIRMAN. It had to be brought to 
bear at some time, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
the appeal. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dawson and 
Laruam were appointed. 

i! The question was taken; and the tellers reported 

—ayes 76, noes 73. : 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. The decision 
| of the Chair has not been understood in this part 
[of the Hall, and it is suggested that the Chair 
would repeat it. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply de- 
cided that a matter of personal explanation was 
privileged in committee as well as in the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. That the five-minute. rule 
did not apply to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not say 


that. 
| Mr. BENTON. I would be very sorry to give 
! any trouble to the House; and for the purpose of 
getting out of all this trouble, I withdraw the 
amendment I offered, and offer this one. 

At the end of the bill add the following proviso: 
| _ Provided, That no part of the sum herein appropriated 
i shall be drawn from the Treasury until the President shail 
first have communicated to this House all the correspond- 
ence, instructions, &e., &e., connected with the negotia- 
tion of the treaty. 

Mr.SEWARD. Iriseto a point of order, I 
do not think that the amendment is germane to 
the main question. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is unfortunate 
in notconcurring with the gentleman from Georgia 
on that point. d 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, I sympathize with the 
Chair in his misfortune. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment limiting 
the time at which the appropriation shall be paid 
: is germane and in order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I vise to aquestion 
of privilege. I am very willing to hear the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Missouri, but I wish 
to be informed upon a point. I understood that a 
resolution to close the general debate upon this 
treaty at twelve o’clock to-day was agreed to. 
Well, now, sir, the question which I wish to be 
|| informed on—I do not raise it—is this: Whether 
| general debate can continue under the five-minute 
| 
i 


I demand tellers on 


| rule, or whether, under that rule, members are 
| not to be confined to the amendments offered, and 
i not to be allowed to enter into general debate, in 
favor of or against the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. In reply to the gentleman 
|i from Virginia, the Chair can but say that the rule 
(i expressly directs—and the construction of the 
|) House upon it has been—that the discussion shall 
ited to explanations of the amendment. 


ji 
1! 
i 


i be limi 
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Usage, however, hasgiven a wider latitude in too | 
many cases. H 
` Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that | 
that amendment opens the question as to the || 
papers. I therefore repeat what I think Edid the | 
moment the President’s message was delivered to | 
this House and referred. I think I went to the | 
member from Alabama, the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, and asked him if the | 
papers were sent down. I think he said not, I i 
think, then, that 1 spoke to him several different | 
times about the committee getting these papers; |! 
and the last time I insisted that the committee | 
ought to get them. That is ghat I think; and | 
that he thought very differently from me, and we | 
parted with different opinions upon that point, | 
This is what I believe in respect toit; and if iam | 
right in my recollection, the two gentlemen from | 
New York are not subject to the censure which | 
has, perhaps, been thrown upon them, of delaying | 
to make application for these papers. I applied | 
to the committee, because I felt that it would be | 
hardly possible to get a resolution through the | 
House, and because 1 thought it was a case in} 
which you could not expect that no member of Hi 
this House would object. il 

This is what I think; and I shall not object to | 
the member from Alabama giving his recollection | 
upon the same point. i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with respect to the cases | 
which Í cited, in which there were laws of Con- | 
gress appropriating money before the treaties were | 
ratified, I limited myself to the instances in which | 
the negotiation had ripened into an acquisition. I | 
did not go into others at all. I took the three |i 
cases of Louisiana, Florida, and California, in | 
each of which, before any treaty was made, a legis- 
lative act was passed appropriating the money. l 
knew there had been many more than those 
which the gentleman quoted. During Mr. Polk’s 
administration, Secretary Buchanan authorized 
$100,000,000 to be offered for Cuba. I knew of 
these incipient steps, and I might have used | 
broader language, but E was confining myself to | 
cases in which negotiation had ripened into acqui- | 
sition; the whole point was, that there was a 
legislative sanction before there was an acquisi- 
tion. 

Now, sir, Mr. Jefferson did not send down a 
message in writing; but, sir, nobody can make 
me believe that his friends did not all talk about 
it, and that Mr. Smith, of Maryland, and his 
closest supporters and counselors—for Mr. Jeffer- 
son had counselors in Congress—did not agree 
upon the matter between them, and that they were ; 
not supported by all the power of Mr. Jefferson’s | 
friends in the House. The measure passed the | 
House, and it was sent to the Senate. That was | 
in 1803; and when the treaty came back, Mr. 
Jefferson, in communicating it to the Congress of 
the United States, used these remarkable words— 
I quote from memory, though I presume | can |} 
state the language correctly—‘‘ that the provis- |! 
ional appropriation of two millions, made the 
preceding session, was considered as conveying 
the sanction of the House to the proposed acquist- 
tion.” Consequently it was done before the ac- 
quisition. : 

So much for the act of 1803. Afterwards, Í 
know Mr. Jefferson—and if I did not mention it | 
in my speech, it was because I was in a hurry, | 
although the House had given its previous sanc- 
tion to the acquisition by this two million appropri- 
ation—in his message, did not demand the money | 
asa matter of right under this treaty, but sent it 
in for the legislative consideration of the House, | 
with a fall acknowledgment of their right to grant | 
it, or not to grant it, even after they had given - 
their sanction. If I did not mention this fact— | 
and the gentleman thinks I did not—it was upon | 
my mind to be used as an argument, and one of | 
the strongest argaments to show that. Mr. Jeffer- : 
son sent it to the House for their legislative con- 
sideration, leaving it to them to confirm or reject 
it, although he had their previous sanction. . 

In 1806, exactly the same thing took place in 
relation to the acquisition of Florida, and the same 
process was gone through. A motion was made 
in the House, and the sum was voted; and at- 
tempts were made to acquire Florida. Spain was | 
willing to sell; but, irritated by the expeditions | 
continually gotten up in the United States to H 
invade her territory, she would not yield her con- | 


i 
| 
i 
i 
tt 
t 

f 
| 


| 
ij 
' 


i| through exactly the same process. 


i! play in bringing the matter before the committee? | 


|| day, and, without qualification, alleged that Mr. | 


sent as soon as she otherwise would have done. | 


I will merely say that the California treaty went l 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Mis- | 
souri has attempted to state personal matters | 
between him and myself, or 1 should not have 
troubled. the committee again on this subject. 
Now, sir, while I reprobate in the strongest terms | 
any attempt upon the part of any one to bring | 
into a public debate private conversations that are | 
not intended to be made public, | confess I feel ; 
rather humiliated that a gentleman with the expe- | 

t 
| 


rience of the gentleman from Missouri should | 
bring before this committee a private conversation | 
which he alleges to have taken* place between | 
him and myself. i 
Mr. BENTON. I should not have done it if į 
the gentleman had not made charges against me. į 
Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir, «never should have : 
beén done. Now, sir, so far as any conversation | 
between the gentleman from Missouri and myself || 
is concerned, before last Monday morning, I say |i 
again that I have no recollection of it. And1 will | 
say, further, that I never either promised or inti- | 
mated to that gentleman that would call for these 
papers. I did no such thing. 
Mr. BENTON. No; you told me expressly | 
that you would not call for them, and I so stated. l 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then why all this child’s ! 


| 


i 
Mi 
i 


Why disclose a private conversation to sustain it? | 
Why bring this matter before the committee, when | 
the gentleman says that I promptly told him that || 
I would not call for the papers? | 

Then, sir, the gentleman stands upon his rights. | 
Well, sir, why did he sleep upon his rights until |; 
Monday morning, at which time! had given notice | 
that I would attempt to call upthisbill? If 1 told | 
him what he says Í did, it was his province and i| 
his right to demand the correspondence. He |! 
makes no charge upon me, although he has seen ji 
fit to bring in a private conversation. | 

Mr. BENTON. No, I did not bring it in. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir, bring in a private || 
conversation; and yet there is not even a charge | 
made against me by him. Now, sir, I attempted | 
no censure upon the gentlemen from New York, || 
[Messrs. Haven and Pecxnam;} but yet the gen- || 
tleman from Missouri speaks of my censuring ; 
them. Sir, I did no such thing; I attempted no 
such thing; and if the language I mafe use of 
would imply anything of the sort, I did not so 
intend it. I merely said, that as the gentlemen 
slept over the matter for days, until it was too 
late, and then complained that they could not get 
the correspondence, I had a right to draw the 
deduction that they did not want it for their own 
information. 

But the gentleman says that he confined him- 
self to the cases of Louisiana, Florida, and. Cali- 
fornia Mjyhave already shown, that in the former 
case, cofrespondence for the purchase was actually 
commenced more than twelve months before the 
$2,000,000 were appropriated. I say, further- 
more, that in my poor comprehension, it is a very | 
Jame get-out for the gentleman to say that the |; 
friends of Mr. Jefferson asked for the appropria- | 
tion, The gentleman got up in the House the other j 


Jefferson did not make a move in the matter of the | 
treaty referred to until after he had consulted the || 
House of Representatives, and had the money | 
placed at his disposal. He did so without any |! 
message or anything else to bear him out, The || 
gentleman speaks of consultation. Yes, sir, con- i; 
sultation. When the President wishes to commu- || 
nicate anything to either branch of Congress he | 
does so by message; and unless the gentleman can | 
show one, Í say his argument goes for nothing. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment so that the bill shall not take effect until two | 
days after the communication of the correspand- 


ence. 

Mr. SEWARD. I notify the gentleman that | 
I shali insist on his confining his remarks to; 
the amendment. Personal explanations are now 
through with, I believe. sh 

Mr. PECKHAM. - I do not know about that. | 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in 
answer to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. SEWARD. I make the point of order ` 
here. F insist that the gentleman must confine his i 
remarks to his amendment. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is bound to 
presume that the gentleman will conform to the 


f 


il 
li 


d 


rule. As yet, he has said nothing to indicate to 
the Chair that he will not do so. 

Mr. SEWARD. He announces. that he is 
going to reply to the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The announcement of an 
intention is not a violation of the rule. 

Mr. PECKHAM. The gentieman from Ala- 
bama has chosen to tell the committee: that the 
application for these papers should have come on 
Thursday, or some subsequent day of last week, 
and that the delay until last Monday showed 
that the desire to obtain them was not really sin- 
cere, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must arrest 


it the gentleman in his present course of remark. 


The rule is express that remarks must be in €x- 
planation of, or opposition to, the amendment 
pending. 

Mr. PECKHAM.. I wish to show, sir, the 
propriety of having these papers; and then, that 
they should be here for ‘so long a time, before the 
appropriation can be used or passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is legitimate, and 
the gentleman will proceed, 

Mr. PECKHAM. The gentleman took that 
position. He has now told the committee and the 
country that we could have as well applied for 
these papers any day after last Wednesday as we 
could on Monday last; that it would have been 
as regular. That the committee know is notcor- 
rect. Monday is resolution day; and if objection 
to the introduction of a resolution be made on that 


i day, a motion can be made to suspend the rules; 


and if two thirds agree to it, the resolution may 
be introduced; whereas, on any other day than 
on Monday, a single objection defeats the resolu- 
tion. On Monday last the gentleman from Ala- 
bama deprived me of the opportunity of moving 


i| to suspend the rules, by previously moving to go 


into committee, and refusing to withdraw his mo- 
tion, which had a preference. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Has the gentleman from 
Georgia risen again to a pointof order? I hope 
that he will not make it on me. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 will withdraw it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule that 
the gentleman must confine himself to the amend- 
ment he has offered. 

Mr. PECKHAM. The gentleman from Ala- 


j bama (Mr. Houston] told us that he was really 


willing to have the papers laid before the House, 
if we had only applied within a reasonable time. 
Pray, sir, whet would have beena reasonabletime 
in the gentleman’s view? Would last. Thursday 
or last Friday—three days before we applied? 
Would sixty or forty-eight hours before have been 
a reasonable time? How accurate and close the 
gentleman is in his time of reason—or reasonable 
time. Monday, the very first regular moment, 
was just too late; and, sir, Thursday or Friday 
would have been justtoo early. Thetime would 
have been irregular and out of time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair must again in- 
terrupt the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
PeckHam.] 

[Cries of “Go on!” “ Go ont”) 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to the gentleman 
from New York going on. Let us have the rules 
enforced. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Any remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New York as to the propriety of fur- 
nishing the papers within two days would be 
legitimate, but outside of that they would not be 
in order. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I leave this point, sir. If 
one half of the time spent by the gentleman from 
Alabama and his friends in efforts to avoid and 
evade the presentation of the papers connected 


| with this treaty, and in giving excuses for object- 


ing, had been appropriated to furnishing them, 
we would have had them in time, and this com- 
mittee and the country would have had the benefit 
of them. The gentleman from Alabama makes 
the pretense now that he was very willing to favor 
the production of these papers, if the application 
had only come in time. Has not the course pur- 


| sued by the gentleman warranted me in saying 


that his purpose was fixed never to trust those 
papers to this House? i 

Mr. LETCHER, I ask the Chair to enforce 
ite decisions. The Chair has decided three or 
four times that the gentleman from New York 
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_ was notin order; but he has paid no respect to 
the decision. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr/Prcxuam] has exhausted his time. 
Mr. ORR. 
the gentleman from New York, and I bope the 
committee will come to a vote upon it. 


Mr. PeckHam’s amendment to the amendment 


was rejected. 
_ The question recurred upon Mr. Benton’s 
amendment. © - 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire, for the purpose of 
saying a few words, to renew the motion of my 
colleague, restricting it to nine days instead of 
two. I submit to this committee, it is proper 
that this correspondence should be laid before the 
public, and I claim that this House should have 
it long enough before the money is used to enable 
it to interfere. In case the correspondence shows 
what has been intimated and alleged here, and in 
other places, that it would show when published, 
we ought to have time toact upon it. Now, | 


would not make this limitation of time nine days, | 


if it was not for the tenacity and pertinacity of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means, in endeavoring to crowd gentlemen here, | 


who, in good faith, have asked him to wipe off 
this reproach from the Administration. The 
tenacity with which he holds on to this measure, 
shows that there is “ something rotten in Den- 
mark.” There is no court on earth, that | know 
of, where a man is arraigned in a criminal case, 
unless it is in a capital case, and he stands silent, 
it is not adjudged a plea of guilty. 

Why, then, has there been this tenacity exhib- 
ited on the part of my friend on the other side? 
Why can he not let us have the correspondence? 
ls he afraid of it? I, for one, will not have this 
issue changed, The issue is not whether the cor- 


respondence was asked for in time. Itis whether |: 
they dare let us have the papers. That is the | 


issue, and [ hold him to it. 

Mr. ASHE. I have heard with a great deal of 
surprise the remarks of my friend from New 
York in reference to the amendment which he 
submitted. He demands that, as a matter of right, 
this House be putin possession of these papers. 
Now, the question of right is a‘matter of contro- 
versy. For my part, I deny that we have a right 
to call for them. I deny that the President has, 
in any manner, compromised the privileges of this 
House by declining to send these letters with his 
message. This ig an old question. It has been 
long argued in the country, and it has been as- 


serted and held, time after time, that we have no | 


right to such correspondence. Why have we not? 
Because the House of Representatives is not a part 
of the treaty-making power. I hold in my hand 
a message from General Washington to the fourth 
Congress, which has been, no doubt, referred to 
during this debate, which satisfied my mind upon 
this point. In that case he expressly refused to 
communicate papers. Congress, he says, in pur- 
guance of the powers granted by the Consutution, 


must appropriate morey to fulfill a treaty; but , 


that they can only object to the treaty on two 
grounds—either that it isin opposition to the Con- 


stitution of the country, or that the execution of the |; 


treaty will engender consequences so injurious to 


the interests of the country as to justify their op- ;' 


position. 


We are not the treaty-making power. Wecan | 


only participate in it by implication, as a legislative 
branch. Now, what information could these papers 
afford us, even if we had them for this purpose? 
Could they enlighten us on the point asto whether 
the treaty is constitutional or not? We could get 
no information whatever from them on that point. 
it would determine nothing. We have thetreaty, 
and can see whether it ig constitutional or not. 


And, sir, if it is unconstitutional, or incompatible {| 


with the public interests, let us refuse the appropri- 
ation. i 


the papers beeg communicated before? Have we 


demanded them? The President did not know that | 


the House desired them. : 

_ Sir, the convention which framed the Constitu- 
tion expressly decided that this House should 
have no power in making a treaty. This consti- 
tuted one of the chief objections of the larger States 
to its adoption. North Carolina and Pennsylva- 
nia offered amendments to the Constitution giving 
us this power; but tirese arnendménts were never 
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lam opposed to the amendment of | 


But what information can the papers give | 
youon thissubject? But they say, why have not | 


adopted. The best interest of the country de- 


mands that we should keep separate and distinct 


| Nothing short of stern necessity should induce us 
| to arrogate power which does not belong to us. 
This treaty, as I conceive, presents no such case; 
and, therefore, f cannotaccede to the course which 
we have been urged by its opponents to adopt. 
‘The question was then taken on Mr, Haven’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. . 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. I move pro 
| forma to amend the amendment, so as to postpone 
the operation of the bill for eight days. 


piece of unmixed, unmitigated stupidity, from the 
| beginning to the end. In this respect there is 
i| nothing equal to it except the debate to which it 
| has given rise in this House. The treaty against 
which you have all argued, the President’s treaty, 
has been repudiated and rejected; the treaty which 
the House is culled upon to consider, is a treaty 
made by ourselves, made by our Senate; it is a 
proposition which we deliberately made to Mexico, 
and which she has accepted. There may have 
been more or less of intrigue and fraud in the first 
treaty; it was a bad treaty, undoubtedly, and, for 


satisfaction. Five millions would have been 
readily accepted. So much for the treaty. 

I désire to call attention to a kindred subject. 
Mexican negotiations naturally ally themselves to 
Spanish negotiations. This President, like his 
predecessor, exhibits promptitude of action against 
our own people. The Cuban troubles are about 
i to end as they ended in Mr. Fillmore’s time. 
Dogberry and Verges have discovered the conspi- 
|| racy, and there is the end of it, What | desire 
ii to say is, that when the President thinks proper 
in 


i L demand a proclamation against the citizens of 
| Missouri, who have notoriously combined to resist 
emigration to Kansas. They are striking openly 
and boldly at our most cherished privileges. The 
Nebraska bill is dubious, the rifle is certain; 
courts err, but the Missouri rifle rarely misses. 
lt is a significant commentary, this Missouri 
|| movement. 

Mr. DEAN. I am opposed to the amendment 
| of the gentleman from Mississippi, and ask for the 
| vote. 

i The amendment to the amendment was not 
j agreed to. 
| 


Mr. McNAIR. I move that the committee do 
| now rise; and upon that motion Í demand tellers. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
i| and Wueexer were appointed. 

| The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to; the tellers having reported gf es 62, 
noes 81. f 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. { move toamend by 
providing that the law shall not go into effect 
until four days after the President has communi- 
cated the correspondence in reference to this treaty 
to the House. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I rise to a question of order. 
! I would not make the point, but similar amend- 
ments have been already entertained, and may be 
i! entertained hereafter. 1 make the point that an 
amendment inconsistent with the main proposi- 
| tion of the bill cannot be entertained. I submit 
| to the Chair and the committee that this amend- 
| ment, which presupposes a call on the Executive 
for correspondence in connection with this treaty, 
which, in fact, has not been made, is inconsistent 
| with the main proposition of the bill, and cannot 
be entertained. 


truth of the doctrine laid down by the gentleman 
| from Florida, that ifan amendment is inconsistent 
‘| with the body ofa bill, or repugnant to it, it is out 
il oforder. But whether the amendment proposed in 
il the present instance 
|i committee to decide. The Chair cannot say that 
|| it is so repugnant as to come within the rule. 
i 

| 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. IT assure the gentle- 
i} man from Alabama that it is not my intention to 
| say anything prejudicial to the Committee of 
| Ways and Means. 1 did suppose that, with so 
| large a majority in the House—svfficiently large 
| to pass this bill—they would have done away with 
il any objection that might have been urged against 


| the‘ divisions of power under the Constitution. | 


I look upon the negotiations with Mexico as a | 


that reason, was prompily rejected. I will vote | 
for the appropriation, but with no great degree of 


to proclamate against my people in the South, I| 
want him to preserve some sort of uniformity. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the | 


is so repugnant, is for the | 
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|i my part, I have, 


| the bill upon the ground that we had not sufficient 


‘information before us upon which to base our 
action. I desired, in all good faith, to vote for 
this treaty, if I could see my way clear. 

I listened with the utmost attention to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Housrow,] and others who have spoken upon this 
subject, and endeavored to comé to such a conclu- 
i sion. But the only information | have in regard 
to the necessity of appropriating $10,000,000, is 
that gathered from the newspapers, the rumors 
circulating in the streeis, and the individual opin- 
ions of gentlemen upon this floor. l desire more 
particularly to regly to the remarks of my friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. AsHe,] who said, as 
I understood it, that this House has no right to 
call for the papers inthis case. Can it be possible 
that, in reference to a treaty for which we are 
called to make an appropriation of $10,000,000, 
we have no right to call upon the President for the 
papers relating to it? I say that we have such a 
right; and while I have a seat in this Hall I shall 
insist on it. 1 will not censure the President if 
he says he cannot communicate the papers to us 
without doing injury to the public interests. It 
would be the duty of President Pierce to say that 
he could not communicate the information in rela- 
tion to this treaty, if it could not be done without 
injury to the public services and, for one, I should 
be satisfied with that communication. 

It is said in the newspapers throughout the 
country, that some of the correspondence in ref- 
erence to this treaty is utterly derogatory, and 
disgraceful to the United States. I do not believe 
it. J wish the President of the United States— 
whether he concurs with me in political sentiment 
makes no difference with me—to convey such 
information as he can to this House; and if I can 
sustain him in his acts, I willdo so. I never acqui- 
esced in the sentiment that we have no right to 
call upon the Executive for papers. We are 
now called upon to make an appropriation of 
$10,000,000 to pay for territory; and abrogate an 
article in the treaty which we have made hereto- 
fore; and J say we have the right to call for the 
papers in the case; and the President, according 
to his discretion, has the right to withhold them 
or not. Can it be possible that this House will 
say that we have not the right to call upon the 
President for this information? I, for one, insist 
that we have the right to call upon the President 
for it, and that he has the right to communicate 
it, if he thinks proper to do so. 

My principal objection to this treaty is, that a 
large majority of this House are for withholding 
information in regard to it. Why was it not 
given to us on last Monday? In my opinion it 
might have been sent to us within two hours; and 
during that day the House could have received it 
without doing injury to the public service, And 
when he had communicated that much of his in- 
formation, I, for one, would have acquitted him 
of all impropriety in the matter. Sir, he is not 
chargeable now with the course of gentlemen on 
this foor, or with the single objection which met 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Pecxnam.] 
When it is said “ You shall not offer your resolu- 
tion; you shall not have the desired information; 

ou are required to vote this appropriation of 
410,000,000,” it is as if it were said, ‘Stand and 
deliver; you are not worthy to receive information 
atthe hands of the Executive.” Now, while I 
am disposed to acquit the President of the United 
| States of each and every impropriety, I will stand 
| here to do justice to the House of Representatives 
| against each and every President, and against 
| each and every majority who will thus radically 
| withhold information which ought to be communi- 
j PSE to the Representatives of the people on this 
| floor. 
| It has been said to me privately by an eminent 
| Democratic gentleman connected with the public 
| service, that he believed it was the duty of the 
| President to have sent with this treaty all the 
| information in his power to enlighten the Repre- 
to enable them to 
we have asked for 


| sentatives of the people, and 

| form their judgment. Now, y 

‘information; you refused to give it to us. The 

| only thing for us, then, to do, is to vote no. For 
on this account, made up my 

| mind to vote against the bill, although I had earn- 

| esily desired to sustain it. 


! Mr. Chairman, this is a high prerogative of the 
| House of Representatives. If you abandon it to- 
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day, you may, in the course of two or three weeks, | 
be required to abandon it in some other cases. 


We have other treaties pending, and I think that |; 
every member of this House ought to be more || 


zealous to maintain its rights, than to make a treaty | 


with the quondam savior of Mexico and with its |; 


quasi Emperor. If there isa necessity for a south- 
ern Pacific railroad route; if it is necessary to ab- 
rogate the eleventh article of the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo; if it is necessary for us to havea 
right of way across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, 
let us negotiate a treaty in a fair and honorable 
way, and let the negotiations be submitted to the 
Representatives of the people. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
opposed to the amendment ofgmy friend from 
Ohio. I fully agree with him in his position that 
the House of Representatives has a right to call 
for information on such a subject; and if any gen- 
teman had made the motion, t should have voted | 
for it at any previous time; while the President 
would then be at fiberty to decide whether or not 
it was compatible with the public interest to give 
the information asked for. The nature of that 
correspondence would not influence my vote. I 
do not know whether or not there is anything 
in the correspondence to hurt the Administra- 
tion, Mexico, or anybody else. My vote would 
not be influenced by it. Therefore { am not dis- 
posed to delay the passage of the bill, or to vote 
for the amendment of my friend with a view to | 
delay the ratification of the treaty. I presume it | 
is the desire of the friends of the measure to vote 
upon it to-day, because unless it passes the House 
to-day, I do not believe that it could be got through 1 
the Senate in time. We are under the obligation, 
if we pass the bill at all, to pass it to-day. Phere- 
fore I hope, ag I presume that every gentleman 
has made up his mind, that we will come to an 
understanding, and vote upon it this evening. 

The question was taken on the amendment of | 
Mr. Tayzor; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr. Benron’s amend- 
ment it was taken; and the amendment was re- 

ected. 
? Mr. PRESTON. I now move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation $500. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. You have not the floor 
for that purpose. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. I believe I havethe floor. I 
move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of | 
order. I present the question of order, not be- 
cause I desire to offer any amendment; for I} 


I believe I have the right 


assure the committee | shall not do so, My point į; 


is, that the motion of the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky is notin order. I need not repeat the rea- 

sons given the other day, when this same point | 
arose 

A Memper, Weall understand it. | 

Mr. PRESTON. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio permit me to say a word? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PRESTON. [understand the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Pecknaat] desires to address | 
the House, and therefore I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. PECKHIAM. I move to reduce the 
amount of the appropriation five dollars. 

One chief purpose of this treaty, sir, seems to 
be, to obtain the cession of sufficient territory to 
secure a track fora Pacific road in the southern i 
am in favor of it, so far as | 


The object sought to be attained in that respect 


i 
I 
north of El Paso. 
i 
H 
is not obtained, and it will leave room for a new | 


; reported that the Committee of the 


cure, as thè treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo did, the 
claims of our citizens upon the Government of 
Mexico. That treaty did provide that security, 
and many claims have been satisfied under it. 
Invited to do so by-a circular issued by Mr. 


Walker, the then Secretary of the Treasury, many |) 


of our citizens took large quantities of merchan- 
dise. to Mexico during our late war with that 
country, and while our armies were in her terri- 
tory. When peace was declared, the goods in 
Mexico then undisposed of, owned by our citi- 
zens, were carefully guarded secured to them 


| by specialand particular provisions inserted inthe 


nineteenth article of that treaty; and yet our citi- 
zens owning that property were literally despoiled 
of their goods by the Mexican Government and 
their officials; the treaty, in that respect, was 
wholly disregarded and violated, and the property 
of our citizens sacrificed and entirely lost to them. 
Hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth were so 
lost to them, and claim has again and again been 


| made by our Minister to that Government for 
i redress, as ] am informed, and we have applied 


in vain. Such claims for large amounis are now 


| before our Government for relief against Mex- 


ico. A few days since I presented one for some 
$200,000 to this House. The attention of this 
Government had been fully called to this sub- 


ject; and yet here we havea treaty negotiated and | 


ratified, and the just claims of our own citizens 
upon the Mexican Government are entirely omit- 
ted, forgotten, or utterly neglected! Weare pay- 
ing over to an insolvent Government—a Govern- 
ment that may not, and probably will not, con- 
tinue six months after this treaty shall be ratified — 
paying them $10,000,000; and yet we make no 
provision whatever to secure the just claims of 
our own citizens against that Government from 
this money! Ought we to sustain such a treaty 
by voting this appropriation? 

Mr. WALSH. I had not designed to say any- 
thing in reference to this treaty. I was anything 
but favorably inclined towards it at first, and sup- 
pose I should have voted against it had there been 
no discussion upon it. But every argument that 
I have heard against it has weakened my opposi- 
tion to it. Sir, with reference to these papers, and 
other objections that have been raised, 1 regard it 
as all moonshine. 1 suppose there are facts con- 
nected with the negotiation of this treaty that it 
is not proper the world should know. Iam well 
aware, from my own personal knowledge, that 
there were facts connected with the introduction 


of Santa Anna into M®xico during the war that | 


it is not proper for the world to know. 

But I was opposed to the treaty mainly upon 
the ground that it gave $10,000,000 towards prop- 
ping up a tottering despotism, which must natu- 
rally drop into our own hands. I was opposed 
to bolstering up a, Govewament that affords no 
protection to property, and no protection to per- 


sonal liberty, and that tramples upon the masses | 


of the people. I was opposed to retarding that 
event which is looked for with confident hope by 
every good citizen in Mexico. But when I looked 
around, and saw the materials of which the op- 
position is composed, I must acknowledge that 
my doubts were shaken; so much so, that I am 
not certain that, if my vote should be necessary 


for the passage of the bill, I should vote in its | 


favor on its final passage. 
The question was taken; and Mr. Pecauam’s 


| amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. PRESTON. I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. Disxey) 


state of the Union had, according to order, had 


the Union generally under consideration, and par- i 
ttt] 
President of the United States to fulfill | 
the third article of the treaty between the United 


ticularly the bill of the House (No. 405) 
enable the 


States and the Mexican Republic, of 30th Decem- 
ber, 1853, as amended by the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States,” and had directed him to report the 


| game back to the House without amendment, and 


with a recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 1 move the previous ques- 
tion upon the engrossment of the bill, 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question ordered to be put. 


hole on the | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was read 
a third time. stot 

Š Mr. HOUSTON. | | call for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 
| The previous question was seconded, and the 
: main question ordered to be now put. ‘ 
| Mr.HOWE. I demand the yeas and nays on 
| the passage of the bill. i 
i The yeas and nays were ordered. 
L, The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 62; as follows: 
l YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James O. Alien, 
i 
H 
1 
1 


| The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
i 
| 


Willis Allen, Ashe; David J. Baitey, Barksdale, Barry, Bel- 
f cher, Bell, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


Brooks, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Curtis, Jolin G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, John 
M. Elliott, Ellison, Ewing, Faulkner, Florence, Gamble, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
| Henn, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johuson, George 
| W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
| well, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McDougall, MeMul- 
plin, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Milson, Olds, 
| Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 


| 
| 
| 


|] Preston, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins. 


i| Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Singleton, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Fredetick P. 
Stanton, Hestor L, Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, Joha J. 
| Taylor, Thurston, Vail, Van-ant, Walker, Walsh, West- 
brook, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—103, 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bennett, Benson, Benton, Campbell, 
| Carpenter, Chandler, Cook, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Da- 
| vis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, 
| Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hiester, Howe, 
| Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lindley, McCulloch, 
| Matteson, Mayall, Middleswarth, Johu G. Miller, Morgan, 
: Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 
| Peckham, Pemsington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David 
; Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Gerrit Smith, Jobn L. 
: Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Upham, Wade, Walley, Bl- 
| lihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, 
| Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler—62. 
| So the bill was passed. 


Previous to the announcement of the above vote, 
| Mr. EWING said: I do not like lo. vote on so 
important a measure after so little discussion ; bat 
| being the best that can be done now, but not the 
ii best under different auspices, | vote aye. ` 
| Mn HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
| vote by which the bill was passed; and that that 
motion to reconsider lie upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
i sider the vote by which the title to the bill was 
adopted; ang that that motion be laid upon the 
table. l 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
| Bills, reported as correstly enrolled an act of the 
i following title; which thereupon received the sig- 
į nature of the Speaker: 
| An actto aid the Territory of Minnesota in the 
construction of a railroad therein. . 
| Mr.FLORENCE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
| ‘he motion was agreed to, and. thereupon the 
i House adjourned (at thirty minutes past four 


i 
i 
i 


|| o’elock) until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, June 29, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry SLICER. 
| "The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


| THE FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


| petition of Leonard Chase, and three hundred and 
‘two other inhabitants of Milford, New Hamp- 


county of Hillsborough, which is, | believe, the 
distinguished Chief 
Magistrate, and | suppose it will be entitled to 
some additional consideration on that account. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. The motion was agreed to: 
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S ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. } 
Mr. MALLORY. The special committee to 
whom were referred the memorial and accom- 
panying papers of Ithiel Richardson on the sub- 
ject of the proposed atmospheric telegraph, have | 
| 


instructed me to make a report, and to ask that 
one hundred extra copies of it be printed.. A bill 
will probably be reported by the committee at a 
subsequent period. | 

The report was ordered to be printed, and the |j 
motion to print one hundred extra copies was’ 
agreed to. ` 


THE GADSDEN TREATY. 


During the remarks of Mr. SEWARD, which 
follow, a message was received from the House | 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


of Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, || 
announcing that the House had passed a bill to | 
enable the President of the United States to fulfill | 
the third article of the treaty between the United | 
States and the Mexican Republic, of the 30th De- 
cember, 1853, as amended by the Senate of the 
United States, « f 
Mr. HUNTER. Iask the general consent of 
the Senate to be allowed to take up that bill at 
once. Itig to carry out the provisions of a treaty 
which we have ratified, and we have but little 
time left. | 
Mr. BADGER. What is the latest time? f 
Mr. HUNTER. This day. i 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest || 
that the proposition of. the Senator from New |; 
York must be first disposed of. i! 
Mr. HUNTER. Of course I must have his |! 
i 
i 


consent. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
remarks. 

The honorable Senator then continued his | 
speech. 


I shall be very brief in my 


MAIL LINE TO CHINA. 


Mr. GWIN. I ask the consent of the Senate 
to take up the bill reported from the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads “ to establish |; 
a line of steam mail ships between San Francisco, || 
in California, and Shanghai, in China, totiching || 
at the Sandwich Islands and Japan.” | 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the summer | 
solstice is passed; the thermometer indicates 909; |: 
time is becoming precious in the Senate; l shall, || 
therefore, condense the explanation which the |) 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads has | 
instructed me to make. 

The bill directs the Postmaster General to con- | 
tract for five years with the lowest bidder, on fair | 
competition, with good security, for the carriage of 
monthly mails between San Francisco, in Cali- 
fornia, and Shanghai, in China, by the way of 
the Sandwich Islands and Japan, in steam vessels 
of at least two thousand tons burden, constructed | 
in the best manner with regard to speed and safety, 
at a cost of not more than $500,000 per annum, | 
and directs also, thatany deficiency of the accruing | 
postages to defray the expense of the transaction, | 
shall be paid by the Treasury of the United States. ; 

Will the Senate please to consider that we have | 
in operation a very perfect postal system, which | 
pervades and penetrates all the inhabited regions | 
of our country, while it is connected by steam | 
mail vessels with similar European postal systems |; 
beyond the Atlantic, and that by this national 
agency, letters, newspapers, and commercial, sci- i 
entificand political communications ofall sorts, are | 


regularly exchanged among the people of the 
United States, and those of western Europe. Will ; 
the Senate please to consider, also, that new ef- | 
ficiency has heen recently given to these postal | 
systems by the establishment of electric telegraphs į 
coextensive with them on both continents. One|. 
hundred millions of letters pass through cur own 
post offices annually. 

Now, will the Senate once more consider that f 
since our postal system thus described was estab- f 
lished, we have forever ceased to be merely an : 
Atlantic people, and that, on the contrary, having | 
added to the Union one flourishing commercial | 
State of vast dimensions, and also two territories | 
which are soon to become States on the Pacific || 
coast, and that being now engaged in filling up the | 
territory thus rounded off, we have become a con- |! 
tinental A merican Power, holding the same attitude 
10 Asia that we do to Europe, and sustaining the | 
same relations to the countries on each of those: 
continents, What is now proposed is simply to |: 
extend our existing postal system westward on i 


| with the nations dwelling on its islands and coasts 


over the sea, which washes their shores, then, 
| unless for some reason that must be assigned, the 


| to give excuse for disloyalty. But this confidence, | 
\ 


|i coast, if there be in California and Oregon suffi- 
‘cient population, with adequate resources and 


I| inviting such intercourse. 
i Sound, inland waters on the western, corres- 
Í ponding with the Gulf of St. 


| Florida was annexed to the United States. 
| already exceeds four hundred thousand, while San | 


i| bers fifty thousand. I need not expatiate on the 
| millions of gold dust and bullion for exportation; 


| and tone to our own before fluctuating currency, 
‘and enhanced sensibly the value of all property | 


: measure is complete, even while it rests on the 


‘i enlargement, and of the extension of political and 


the Pacific ocean, so as to exchange intelligence 


as we already exchange intelligence with the na- 
tions that dwell on the islands and coasts of the 
Atlantic ocean. The very statement of the case 
in this form seems to me a complete demonstra- 
tion. Nevertheless, I wiil briefly illustrate. 
First. Please to look at the subject in its relation 
to the people of California, Oregon, and Washing- 
ton. Those people morally, and by virtue of the 
Constitution, havegjghts in all respects equal with 
those which are iby ed by their fellow-citizens 
residing on the Pacific coast. If the latter justly 
enjoy the aid of regular and speedy public mails | 
in their intercourse with the countries accessible 


former have the same right to the aid of regular 
and speedy public mails in their intercourse with 
the countries accessible to them over the sea, which 
washes their shores. If this right should be abso- 
lutely denied, then they would be absolved from | 
obligations of loyalty, and would seek to regain | 
equality by separation and independence. l am , 
sure that injustice will not be practiced so long as | 


on the other hand, does not of itself justify post- 
ponement. 

The measure proposed is not premature, if the | 
extent of the national Pacific coast bears any fair 
proportion to the length of the national Atlantic 


capital for foreign trade and commerce, and if | 
there be on the Asiatic coasts markets open and 
All these conditions 
exist. Our Pacific coast stretches away from the 
thirty-first to the forty-ninth parallel—a length of | 
sixteen hundred miles—without including the 
shores of the Straits of Fuca and of Puget’s 


Lawrence, on the 
eastern side of the continent. This coast is but 
little shorter than our Atlantic shore was before 
The 
population of California. Oregon, and Washington, 


Francisco, the chief seat of their commerce, num- 


commercial resources and capital of a people whose | 
mines, besides the domestic supply, yield eighty : 


or, to state the fact in another way, a people 
whose mines have, in six years, given stability 


throughout the civilized world. As litle is it ne- 
cessary to enlarge on the commercial resources of | 
the ancient “ East,” and the attractions it offers | 
to the merchants of Sur western coasts. They | 
have been, for four hundred years, the inspiration 
of human activity in its grandest development. 
British steamers connect all the principal ports of į 
the Pacific and Indian oceans, from Australia to | 
the Cape of Good Hope, and thus afford access | 
to the places where are exchanged the productions | 
of half of the population of the globe. Great! 
Britain also carries on a trade in these ports of | 
$200,000,000. But California, Oregon,and Wash- | 
ington have need of a trade unknown to Great | 
Britain, With wide regions to reduce to cultiva- 
tion, and gold-bearing mountains to be rendered 
productive, they need emigrant labor, while China 
and other Oriental countries have a population 
overcrowded and impoverished by ages of despet- 
ism, seeking escape to our newly discovered con- 
tinent. But the inhabitants of our Pacific coast | 
arenot merely a mercantile people. Likeall other | 
American citizens, they are deeply interested in all | 
the social, moral, and political movements of so- į 
ciety in every part of the globe. 

I submit then that the argument for the present 


ground of its importance to the people of Cali- ; 
fornia, Oregon, and Washington. Happily, how- 
ever, it is easy to show that in this case, asin most 
others, the local or sectional interests involved are 
inferior to the general interests of the Union. We 
have a habit of discussing questions of territorial 


commercial influences and connections, with as 
much caution and anxiety asif we enjoyed always | 
free choice to make, prevent, or control national | 
movements in that direction. I grant that we do || 


‘access to every part of the Empire. 


wisely when we refuse to commit ourselves blindly 
to the guidance of those who interpret to us what 
they are pleased to call. our manifest destiny. And 
yet, sir, { confess that sometimes, when f take 
an outside position and review the thickly recur- 
ring changes through which we have passed, it 
seems to me that our course has been shaped, 
not so much by any self-guiding wisdom of our 
own, as by a law of progress and development 
impressed upon ug by nature herself. When we 
consider the resistless impulses to expansion 
which have acted on the people of the United 
States during the last half century, together with the 
broad and tempting field which, at the beginning 
of that period stretched out from beneath their feet, 
and when we c@hsider, in connection with these 
circumstances, how the Creole population who 
asserted claims to possess that field, had become 
physically and intellectually unable to defend it, 
and how France, consumed by anarchy and yet 
engaged in a death struggle with despotism, was 
unable to hold Louisiana, and that Spain, enervated 
by self-indulgence, sustained herself only by 
means of foreign aid, and was, therefore, obliged 
to relinquish Florida and Mexico, it is difficult to 
conceive how we could have much longer avoided 
that extension which has given us a broad region 
whose surplus productions must have way through 
many channels to western as well as eastern foreign 
markets. That extension has not only brought 
the Antilles under our constant surveillance, but 
has also brought us to confront theisland and the 
coast of Asia, and obliged us to open passages to 
them across the territories of friendly Powers 
while preparing to make the more direct and im- 
portant one over our own broad, but as yet imper- 
fectly explored domain. 

To what end has this expansion tended from 
the beginning? Whither does it now tend, if not 
to commerce and to influence on the islands and 
continents which lie between us and the setting 
sun? Beyond all doubt, this is itsgendency, if 
we have sufficient resources and adequate vigor 
and energy to justify us in engaging in competi- 
tion for that commerce. Great Britain largely 
monopolizes it, and yet, while her territory 
scarcely equals that of one of our largest States, 
her native resources are inferior to those of Vir- 
ginia, or of Pennsylvania, or of Missouri, or of 
Texas, or of California alone. To speak of no 
others, Pennsylvania excavates coal from her 


|| mines at a rate of annual increase which prom- 


ises $180,000,000 for the production of the year 
1870. When we refer to our success in driving 
all competitors from the whaling fields under either 
pole; and when we find that our aggregate ton- 
nage employed in commerce is already four mil- 
lion six hundred thousand tons, and exceeds that 
of Great Britain proper, isit not manifest that our 
energy and vigor have been proved beyond doubt 
or dispute? : 

The same tendency marks the political events 
which are occurring on the other side of the Pa- 
cific. Within ten years China, before closed against 
us, has opened to us five principal ports on vari- 
ous parallels of latitude along her entire coast. 
Just now a revolution is occurring there, doubtless 
the result of her departure from her ancientpolicy 
of exclusion, which seems likely to give us free 
Even while 
we have been engaged here in our annual labors, 
the news comes to us of the opening of three ports, 
with the addition of convenient stations for re- 
pairs and refitting in Japan; and we learn, also, 
that a messenger is on his way who brings to us 
a voluntary and unrestricted cession of the Ha- 
waiian Islands. 

The conclusion which follows the consideration 
of these events is, that the policy which the Atlan- 
tic nations have pursued so Jong, although so 


; unsteadily, is on the eve of its consummation, that 
i the East and the West, after a separation of three 


thousand years, are to, be fraternally reunited. 
There is no Power but ourselves likely to either 
codperate or compete with Great Britain in effect- 
ing that consummation. It isthe proper work, not 


| of one only, but of both of the branches of that great 


family which is spreading everywhere freedom 
and free religion with the capacious and compre- 
hensive language of the British islands. If we 
abstain from such coöperation and competition 
altogether, then the trade and intercourse of the 
two hemispheres will pass around us, leaving to us 
only incidental benefits common to all other na- 
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tions. If, on the contrary, we adopt the policy |i 
which has dictated this measure, and if we carry | 
it out by extending our railroad, postal, and tele- 
graph systems throug@our new ‘Territories to the | 
Pacific coast, then we shall not only open t@all || 
our cities and States the inestimabile benefits of a | 
liberal and active internal commerce, but we shall | 
draw through our own ports and on our own Terri- 
tories, as if it were a fertilizing river, the exchanges 
of the world. 

The measure before us is less costly than any |; 


i 
$ 


| bill on which the Senator from New York has 


understood the Senator from New York proposed | 
to make. 
Mr. GWIN. 


made his remarks, and that motion was agreed 


the Senator from California to withdraw his mo- | 
tion to enable the Senator from New York to make | 
a report. | 

Mr. GWIN. The President is mistaken. 


one we have heretofore adopted for a similar ob- 
ject. 


the whole expense wereto fall on the Treasury, it 
would consume but $2,500,000 in five years; but 


in the beginning, yield $200,000, and ultimately 
the mails would become a means of revenue. 

We might perhaps wisely consent to delay the 
enterprise, if our commerce were not already in 
the Pacific ocean. Itis there, and because it is | 
there we have found it necessary to send a naval 


squadron there to secure it protection. National |; 


mails are every where equivalent to armed force for 
purposes of protection. Show me a place in the 


United States where the mails arrive and depart || 


regularly, and frequently, and 1 will show you a 
place where a soldier on duty is never seen. Show 
me, on the other hand, a secluded region, where 
the post never or seldom penetrates, and | will 
show you the United States barracks and garrison. 
It is just so atsea. You had no mail intercourse 
with Japan, therefore you sent a squadron there 
to prevent the sailors driven on shore in distress 
from being exhibited in cages throughout the Em- 
pire. You have no postal connections with Af- 
rica, and therefore you maintain asquadron there 
to protect your own seamen, and prevent theslave 
trade. 

I conclude with a practical illustration. Here 
is a lettér and here a newspaper, the one written, | 


the other printed, at Hong Kong, in China. They | 


brought us the first intelligence of Commodore 
Perry’s great treaty with Japan. They bear the | 
post-mark of Hong Kong, but for want ofa national 
mail they have reached us, not by conveyance 
across the Pacific and in our own mails across Pan- 
ama, but by taking their circuitous way through 
India and the Isthmus of Suez, and over the Medi- 
terranean sea, and then, after being stamped in the 
post officetat London, they came to us over the 
Atlantic ocean. California and Oregon, nearer 
by two thousand miles to Hong Kong, and more 
deeply interested than we, got the same news 
nearly a month after it reached us—indebted for 
itto the mail steamers between New York and 
San Francisco. 


British statesmen sometimes break the seals of | 


letters on a plea of political necessity. Are we, 
who have conquered freedom from search on the 


i 
pe | 
high seas, willing that our Asiatic correspondence |; ma u 
i! that the ten million bill should be acted upon to- 
i 
t 
} 
t 


shall be subjected to the surveillance of the British 
Government through the post office? F think not. 
During the course of Mr. Sewarn’s remarks, 


Mr. ADAMS said. 


posing to make a report to go on and make a reg- 
ular argument in favor of that report before it is į 


{ 

i} 
presented to the Senate? f 

t 


Mr. SEWARD. The report was made some | 
days ago, and the billis now under consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
been taken up. 


The PRESIDENT. A motion was made by | 
the Senator from California to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill, but the motion was not put 
to the Senate, 

Mr. GWIN. No objection was made, and the 
bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understood the Senator from 
California to give way to the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir; the bill is under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SEWARD continued his remarks. When |; 
he had concluded, 

The PRESIDENT said: The Chair will state ) 


to the Senate that there is no proposition before |; da 
the body, unless it be the report which the Chair | 


It calls for a smaller outlay than that by |) 
which we acquired Louisiana or California. If |! 
ìi to take up? 

| Mr. HUNTER, 


the freights, passage money, and postages would, |; 


|i tion, addressed the Senate upon it. 


I rise to a point of order. |i i h . Pts ; 
It is whether it is competent for ae Senator pro- || California to permit the ten million bill to be acted 


i 
| . 

i| to take up should lead to such discussion 
| 
ji 


It seems to me that it has not || 


Tae ii portance to the country than that, in order to take 
_ Mr. SEWARD. I think it wag taken up, and || por y 3 
it is now on its passage, I trust. ` i 

t 


| hour at the utmost extremity. 
‘| speak upon it. 
i| stands the question. 


i bill. 
‘taken up and disposed of 


' Bate on the ten million bill 


The PRESIDENT, The question is, will the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 411, which the Senator from California moves 


I hope that motion will not 
be agreed to. We havea bill before us, making 
an appropriation for carrying out the Mexican 
treaty, which has to be considered. 

Mr.GWIN. The steam mail ship bill was 
brought up, on my motion, before the ten million 
bill came from the House. I do not ‘intend to in- | 
terpose any objection to that bill; but the under- 
standing of the Senate was that the other bill was | 


| 
{ 
| taken up, and the Senator from New York was 
| making his speech upon it. f 
| Mr. HUNTER. The question is on taking up | 
| the bill which the Senator from California refers | 
| to, as Í understand. | 
| , The PRESIDENT. That is the question. i 
| Mr. HUNTER. I believe, if that is taken up, | 
Í it will lead to debate, because the Senate is divided | 
| upon it. I therefore shall vote against taking | 
it up. 1 hope the Senate will not take it up, but 
that the ten million bill will be taken up. . There 
is a pressing necessity for acting upon that bill, to 
make the appropriation to carry out the treaty. 
Mr. GWIN. We proceeded to the considera- | 
| tion of the steam mail ship bill. The Senator from | 
| New York, supposing it to be under considera- 
I hope the | 
| Senate will not interpose objection to it, 
t 


Mr. HUNTER. I understood the Chair to 
decide that we have notproceeded to its considera- | 
tion; but that the question is whether we shall | 
do so? 

Mr. GWIN. The universal understanding of, 
the Senate was, that it was under consideration. | 

The PRESIDENT. That was not the under- 
standing of the Chair. The Chair understood the 
Senator from California to withdraw his motion 
to take up the bill. | 

On a division fourteen Senators voted in favor 

| 
1 
i 


of taking up the bill. 

Mr. CASS. I think the question is not under- 
stood. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state it 
again, if desired. 

Mr. BELL. Do I understand if this bill is 
taken up, and it Jeads to debate, that it will be | 
; permitted to go over? i 
Mr.GWIN. Certainly. I am perfectly willing | 


‘day; and if the consideration of this bill leads to 
! a long debate I shall be willing to let it go over. 
Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from 


on. After that I shall not object to taking up his 

bill. Certainly the ten million bill ought.to be 

acted on first. 
Mr. GWIN. 


If the bill which I have moved 
as to 
consume the day, L should let it go over. I do| 
not think itis right to put off a bill of more im- | 


up a bill which will consume the whole day. I 
understand the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Suretps]} 
i intends to move an Executive session on the ten 
i million bill.. We can dispose of this bill in an 
I am not going to 
I hope the whole Senate under- 
The other bill is going to į 
' lead to along discussion, and will probably con- | 
sume the day. We have had a speech on this 
We want a reply to it. I hope it will be 
Tt certainly was the i 


understanding of the Senate that it was before the | 


| body; but as the Chair has decided otherwise, I i 
| hope it will bé taken 


up and disposed of. Hi 
Mr. HUNTER. I bope there will be no de- | 
Tam not aware that | 
there will be any. 1 think we can act on it to- i 


Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President 


if 


The PRESIDENT. The ten million bill is not 


, i under consideration. The Chair will suggest that 
I made the motion to take up the | the question before the Senate is on the motion of 
i! the Senator from California, that the Senate pro- 
| ‘ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 411, 

f to, as I understood. H 
i| The PRESIDENT. The Chair understood | 


Mr. BRIGHT. 1 will inquire of the. Chair 
what is the special order of the day? 

The PRESIDENT. The special order is the 
bill vetoed by the President of the United States. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It has been before the Senate 


i for about four weeks undisposed of. 


The PRESIDENT. It comes upat oneo’clock, 
in its order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am as anxious as any Sen- 
ator to accommodate my friend from California; 
but I am unwilling to take up any bill in advance 
of the one returned by the President with his ob- 
jections. Ithink we should dispose of that subject, 
and after that is done, I shall give what influence 


' { have to take up the bill known as the homestead 


bill. I shall not give preference to any measure 
that may be introduced here until the veto message 
is disposed of, and after that the homestead bill; 
unless there be a pressing necessity for taking up 
the ten million bill. If there is a pressing neces- 
sity for that, I am willing to give way forthe pur- 
pose of taking it up now. Iam anxious to go 
with the Senator from California on his proposi- 
tion about which I know he feels deeply anxious. 


i| But I cannot consent that that measure, important 


as itis, which will lead toa lengthy debate without 
doubt, shall be taken up until the measures which 
I have indicated are disposed of. 
Mr. HUNTER. The ten million bill must be 
acted upon to-day. I think this is the last of 
June, When the treaty provides that the ratifica- 


| tions shall be exchanged. This is, therefore, the 


last day on which the ratifications can be ex- 
changed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to dispense with all 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up that bill, 

The PRESIDENT. Another motion being 
pending, that is not in order. ` 

Mr. BRIGHT. {shall make it when it is in 


order. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I do not understand that to- 
day is the last day of June. 

Several Sexarors. To-morrow is. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought it was; but to- 
morrow is. To-morrow is private bill day, when 
a single objection will prevent the consideration 
of the bill. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I would state to the honor- 


|| able Senator from Virginia that I shall ask for an 


Executive session before any action be had upon 
the ten million bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thope that that Executive 
session will not take long. 1 understand the ob- 
ject, I believe. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Certainly it will not take 
long, so far as lam concerned. J never occupy 
the attention of the Senate, on anything, unless I 
have some views to express upon the question, 
and then I occupy no further time than is neces- 
sary. 

The question being taken, Mr. Gwry’s motion 
was not agreed to. * 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. SUMNER. Ihave a memorial from cit- 
izens of Pepperell, a county town of Maasachu- 
setts, the town which was honored by being the 


I| home of Prescott, who commanded at Bunker 


Hill. This memorial prays for the repeal of the 
fugitive slave act, stating that the remonstrants 
have no faith in past or future compromises, such 
measures having no binding effect on politicians 
of the present day; and that the said law is an 
insult to humanity and destructive of the cardinal 
principles of liberty. The remonstrance is for- 
warded to me by the gentleman who heads it, and 
who in his letter states to me that he is a Hanker 
Democrat of the olden time. I present it, and ask 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be so referred un- 
less objected to. f 


Mr. ADAMS. It being disrespectful, I move 


that it lie upon the table. 


Mr. SUMNER. On that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. F 

Mr. SHIELDS, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT. The motion is not a de- 
batable one. 


K 
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Mr: ADAMS, 
rid ofthe subject. 

The memoria! was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE. SESSION——GADSDEN TREATY. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
pess. Ido that forthe purpose of getting at the 
ten million bill. : f 
“Mr. HUNTER. I believe we can get atit 
sooner in that way.. T hope, therefore, the Senate 
“will agree to the motion. — a eres 
Mr. CASS. Before we do so, I suggest that 
‘the ten million bill be read a first and second 
time, f 
Mr- SHIELDS. [ would state to thè honor- 
able Senator that my object in making the motion 
is to get at the bill. ` i 
Mr.CASS. Thebillhas tobe read three times, 
and one Senator may object to its being read more 
than once on the same day. F hope it will be 
read now.'+ i 
Several SENATORS. 
debate. ` 
Mr, Suierps’s motion was agreed to. 
The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Executive business; and, after some 
, time spent therein, the doors were reopened. 


BRITISH-AMERICAN RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if compatible 
with the public interest, to communicate to t Senate 
all: correspondence between the Department of@State and 
the British Minister resident near this Government, in the 
years 1849 and 1850, relative to the reciprocal interchange 
of the productions of the United States and the British 
North American Possessions, the fisheries, and the free 
navigation of the St. Lawrence and Ridout canals. 


THE GADSDEN TREATY, 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
enable the President of the United States to fulfill 
the third article of the treaty between the United 
Suites and Mexico, ratified on the 30th of Decem- 
ber, 1853, as amended by the Senate of the United 
States, was read a first and second time by unan- 
imous consent, and considered as in Committee 
‘of the Whole. 

It proposes to appropriate $10,000,000 for the 
purpose specified, $7,000,000 to be paid on the 
exchange of the ratification of the treaty, and the 
remaining $3,000,000 as soon as the boundary line 
shall be marked, surveyed, and established. 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate without amendment, and 
ordered to a third reading. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, ‘Shall the bill pags?” 

Mr. SEWARD. On that question I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 34, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atebison, Badger, Bay- 
ard, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Clayton, 
Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, 
Gwin, Houston, Hunter, James, Johnson, Jones of Towa, 
Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Norris, Pettit, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Slidell, Toncey, Weller, and Williams—34. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Chase, Fessenden, Gillette, Seward, 
Sumner, and Wade—6. 


So the bill was passed. 


MAIL LINE BETWEEN SAN FRANCISCO AND 
SHANGHAI. 


Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I ask the Senate 
now to take up the bill which was put aside this 
morning for the purpose of acting on the bill 
which has just been disposed of. {move to take 
up the bill ** to establish aline of steam mail ships 
between San Francisco, in California, and Shang- 
hai, in Chima, touching at the Sandwich Islands 
and Japan.” I hope the bill will be disposed of. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope we shall praceed 
to the consideration of the order of the day, which 
is the bill for the relief of the indigent insane, 
which was vetoed by the President of. the United 
States. l 

Mr. GWIN. The bill which I propose to call | 
up, was put aside this morning for the purpose of | 
taking up the bill which has just been passed. I 
move that we proceed to the consideration of the 
bill which { have named. 


I withdraw the motion, to: get 


This is not a question for 


The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 


| 
| 


; may say can change a single vote. 
embarrass, by any lengthy remarks, the passage | 
of the bill, for I told my friend from California ; 
that I would throw no obstacles in the way of | 
taking it up. I must say, however, that in many | 
parts of my own State, and some in which the | 


read a second time; and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. $ 

It proposes to direct the Postmaster General to 
enter into a contract for a term not exceeding five 
years, for a sum not exceeding $500,000, with 
such person or persons, being the lowest bidders, 
offering sufficient and satisfactory security, after 
due public notice, for the transportation of the Uni- 
ted States mails, upon the best terms for the 
United States, monthly, from San Francisco, via 
the Sandwich Islands and Japan, in case any port 
in that empire shall be opened to the United 
States, to Shanghai, in China, and back, in steam 
vessels of not less than two thousand tons bur- 
den, of the best form of construction adapted to 
the navigation of the Pacific ocean; the same to 
be ready as early as practicable, and any excess 
of the moneys so to be paid over the amount of 
postages collected, is to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, I rose this 
morning when that question came up before, upon 
the understanding that the bill was then under the 
consideration of the Senate, and I addressed the 
Senate upon it. It turned out, however, that, by 
some misunderstanding, the question was not be- 
fore the Senate. Nevertheless, I concluded what 
I had to say upon the subject, and therefore I leave 
it in the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, being a mem- 


ber of the committee who reported this bill, and į 


differing, as I do, from the committee in opinion, 
I would, under different circumstances, state at 
some length my objections to the bill. As it is 
desirable, however, that a vote should be taken 
this evening, [ will not consume the time of the 
Senate in discussing it. I now wish to say that 
I am differently circumstanced from the champion 
of this bill—I mean the gentleman who addressed 
the Senate to-day on the subject—the Senator who 
reported the bill, (Mr Srwarp.] He was the 
leader and the champion for the additional com- 
pensation to the Collins line of steamers, and 
now he quotes that as a precedent for the passage 
of this bill. First, he voted for that proposition, 
and then he quotes that as authority. 


I have an additional reason, sir. We have no 
direct mail from Mobile, a point of large com- 
merce to a large portion of the State in which I 
live, or, at least, no more than a horse mail, once 
a week. Yet at that point thereis a very large 
commerce, both of exports and imports. The 
embarrassments of the Post Office Department are 
so very great, that we cannot havea tri-weekly 
mail there, although there is a railroad extending 
one hundred miles of the distance. Senators can 


vote $500,000 now for a mail line between San | 


Francisco and Shanghai, but the people I have the 
honor to represent are suffering from the want of 
mail facilities. This being so, by voting for this 
proposition, I should be doing what I consider to 
be improper. 

In addition to this, I believe that the commerce 
of the country ought to justify the establish- 
ment of the line of steamers without the aid of 
the Federal Government, to the amount of half a 
million a year, to establish that commerce. It is 
an invidious distinction in favor of large commer- 
cial cities, to the detriment of the inland towns. 
I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I presume 
that, upon a subject of this kind, involving great 
principles and the appropriation of a large amount 
of money, every Senator must have come to a 
definite conclusion. Probably nothing which I 
I will not 


Government is very much interested indeed, we 
have mail facilities but twenty times a year. In 
others we have a tri-weekly mail; in others a 
semi-weekly, and in others again a weekly mail; 
and the utmost efforts of the delegation from the 
State of Florida, with the Post Office Department, 


; have been impossible to improve the condition of 
things arising out of the embarrassment, and yet | 


here is a proposition to appropriate $500,000 a 
year for foreign mail facilities, upon reasons in- 


1 voted ; 
against that proposition on the same grounds that | 
| I shall vote against this. 


| 


i 


| 
i 


| 


sufficient, as far as I have heard them. I simply 
content myself with making these remarks. 

Mr. RUSK. By the reading of the bill it will 
be seen, that of the $500,090, the excess over and 
abgye what is received fréwithe actual postages, 
is to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States. lt does not come asa charge upon the 
Post Office Department at all; so‘that the argu- 
ment drawn from any want of mail facilities inside 
of the United States, has no sort of effect. upon 
the bill. It is unnecessary to go into a discussion 
of the measure; it is vastly important. We have 
already incurred an expenditure of more than that 
sum for the purpose of opening Japan to the trade 
of the United States. This proposes to carry that 
out. Itis a matter all-important, in my judgment, 
to the commerce of the Pacific ocean. It is go 
regarded all over the commercial world. Itis very 
important to us that we should keep postal facili- 
ties, and I see no better manner of doing so than 
by the establishment of a line of mail steam- 
ers. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not propose to discuss 
this matter at length; but having been a member 
of the committee which reported the bill, I desire 
to state in a very few words the reasons which 
brought me to a conclusion favorable to it. The 
Senator from Texas has already stated to the 
Senate that it imposes no burdens upon the Post 
Office Department if there shall be a deficit for the 
service. It therefore proposes no diminution of 
mail service in the limits of the United States. I 
have voted, myself, I think, in no case, with per- 
haps but one exception, for any of the mail steam- 
ers which are in existence; but regarding this as 
opening a commercial intercourse which will per- 
haps be more beneficial to the United States than 
any other measure presented to us for our consid- 
eration—not only to the Pacific, but to the Atlan- 
tic States—I could not withhold from it a favor- 
able vote. The amount thus appropriated is 
limited; and I cannot doubt that within a very 
short period of time the receipts of the service 
will fully discharge the expense. But even if it 
be not so, task Senators if they are not willing 
to open commercial relations with that country, 
with India, with Japan, and with the islands of 
the Pacific? If they are not willing to appropriate 
even the small sum incidental for postal arrange- 
ments which shall produce these results? These 
are the reasons which mainly controlled me; and 
I have deemed them sufficient to lead me to give 
the bill my support. For these reasons, I shall 
give it my cordial support now. I willalso add that 
the contract is to be given to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. GWIN. I merely wish to say that the 
Pacific railroad, and a telegraphic line between the 
Atlantic and Pacific are of more importance to the 
State which I represent than all the questions that 
will be brought before the Congress of the United 
States for a thousand years; I therefore look upon 
it as vital to the interests of that country that it 
should pass. 

Mr. MASON. I think the original policy of 
our Government was to make the Post Office sus- 
tain itself; and {am not aware that, until very 
recently, the Government has thought it necessary 
to impose a tax upon the people for the purpose 
of carrying the mails, either at home or abroad; 
but, somehow or other, the legislative department 
of the Government, at least, has become more 
inclined to make these mail arrangements for our 
foreign correspondence at the cost of the Treasury, 
when it would not give mail facilities to the people 
at home by an appropriation frorn the Treasury. 
The honorable Senator from Florida has given the 
experience of “his State, and I doubt not the ex- 
perience of the Senator from Texas would be 
greater. There are many parts of Texas where 
our people are, where they cannot hear from the 
Atlantic States—from home—where they cannot 
conduct their business for the want of mail facili- 
ties; and he would be a bold man who would ask 
for an appropriation from the Treasury to carry 
ona mail communication at home. I was one of 
those who thought it wise on the part of this Gov- 
ernment to send an expedition to Japan, for open- 
ing a new avenue of commerce, but I certainly 
never dreamed that the consequence of it would 
be that we should be asked for an appropriation 
from the Treasury of $500,000 a year to promote 
a correspondence, either with Japan or China. I 
do not know what may be the pleasure of the 
Senate, but 1 should be very desirous to record my 


sinia 


